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remonstrating against the passage of the bill (H. R. 3617) changing the 
time or limit of United States patents from seventeen to five years; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have some petitions addressed to me, but their sub- 
ject-matter is of such a character that I can not conceive that they were 
intended for my consideration alone, and I ask that I may be permitted 
to present them to the Senate. They are in regard to the subject of 
education in Alaska. I ask unanimous consent that I may be permitted 
to present them, and that they be referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent to present certain papers on the subject of education in 
Alaska. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and they will be 
received and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLUMB. I presenta petition signed by a number of ex-officers 
of the Union Army, setting forth certain unfair differences which they 
claim now exist between the pay which they as pensioners of the United 
States receive and the pay received by officers of similar rank on the 
retired-list of the Army. I have been asked in the letter which accom- 
panies the petition that I should read it to the Senate. I prefer, if 
there be no objection, that the Secretary should read the petition at the 
desk. Itis froma class of people who are entitled to consideration, 
and the subject they mention is one of interest. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the subject of the petition? 

Mr. PLUMB. The difference between the pensions of late officers of 
the Army and the pay of officers on the retired-list. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent that the petition which he has presented, the nature of 
which he has stated, be read. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it will be read. 

The petition was read by the Chief Clerk, as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

The petition of the undersigned, late commissioned officers of volun! and 
now on the pension-rolls for wounds and disabilities received in the military 
service of the United States, ‘ully represents that there are now pending 
in Congress two bills (5. 1306 and H. R. 3485) which propose to fix the rate of pen- 
sion hereafter to be granted to all commissioned officers at one-half of the pay 
of the rank held by such officers at the time the disability was received on ac- 
count of which he was pensioned. We ask your careful consideration and 
favorable action on said bills, and present what we believe are just and 
reasons why such legislation should be had. 

The great and unfair difference now existing between the pay of officers of the 


Army on the retired-list and the pe granted to commissioned officers of 
volunteers is shown by the follow: table: 


Pay of commissioned officers on the retired-list of the Army. 


Per month. 
A VE a r a A EE T E E a E E T O A $68 75 
A brigadier-general . 343 75 
A colonel... ....:...-s.000 . 281 25 
A lieutenant-colonel. . 250 00 
A major... 218 75 
A captain 175 00 


A first lie 


in open market by private 
Rate of pensions to commissioned officers of volunteers. 


Per month. 
For a lieutenant-colonel and all of higher rank . 


Fora captain ......... 
For a first lieutenant.... 


N. B.—These rates are for total disability. 


On January 1, 1883, there were 415 officers on the retired-list of the Army. Of 
this number 117 were graduates of the Military Academy; the other 298 came 


from the Army and from the volunteer service, and were in no respect, as your 
pona believe, more worthy of consideration than themselves. We had 

n wounded in the same battles, disabled in the same campaigns; only our 
comrades now on the retired-list had the good fortune, or the “influence,” atthe 
close of the civil war to be appointed in the regular Army and subsequently 
retired, while we, your petitioners, after frequent examinations by boards of 
surgeons and our disab ties graded, are now on the pension-rolls, receiving a 
rate of pension out of all proportion to the pay enjoyed by retired officers, and 
which as a means of livel is entirely Een fanati 

The rate of pension granted to an enlisted man is, for total disability (not spe- 
cific), $8 per month, being one-half of his full pay while in active service. 

The rate of pay for officers on the retired-list is three-quarters of the full pay 
of their rank, and the disabilities of officers on the retired-list are not gma „as 
on the pension-rolls, but all receive alike the full three-quarters pay of their rank, 
without rd to the degree of disability. 

Your petitioners are unable to see any reason for the continuance of this most 
unjust discrimination, and we pray that it may be co: by the passage of 
the bills above referred to. And your petitioners will ever pray. 


Mr. PLUMB. I desire to say in regard to the subject of the petition 
that while I think the comparison which the petitioners draw between 
the amounts which they receive and the amounts received by officers of 
similar rank on the retired-list is entitled to great consideration, at the 
same time they unfortunately make a comparison between themselves 
and those who receive pensions as private soldiers which I think is to 
their great disadvantage. If it were only a question between the officers 
of the regular Army on the retired-list and the officers of the late Union 
Army on the pension-list, I would very cheerfully vote to equalize it by 
putting up the pensions of officers on the pension-list; but it is far more 
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than that. It isa question as to whether the two or three hundred 
thousand soldiers who are now on the pension-list are getting justice, 
and their complaint, in my judgment; against the officers by whom 
they were lately commanded on account of the disparity of their pen- 
sion as against that received by the officers is fully as well founded as 
the complaint which these officers make ‘against the officers on the re- 
tired-list. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MAHONE presented a petition of citizens of Spottsylvania County, 
Virginia, praying for the distribution of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rage 9 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Norfolk, Va., praying for 
relief in the matter of rebate in taxes as provided in the act of March 3, 
1883, to reduce internal revenue, and for other purposes; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. ; 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Salem, N. C., praying for 
the passage of a bill providing for the payment of the French spoliation 
claims; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 660) to carry into effect the recommendation of the board 
of admirals convened under the joint resolution approved February 5, 
1879, in the case of Commander James H. Sands, United States Navy; 


and 

A bill (S. 662) to carry into effect the recommendation of the board 
of admirals convened under the joint resolution approved February 5, 
1879, in the case of Commander Henry Glass, United States Navy. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
661) to carry into effect the recommendation of the board of admirals 
convened under the joint resolution approved February 5, 1879, in the 
case of Lieut. Commander Charles D. Sigsbee, United States Navy, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1063) to amend the Revised Statutes of 
the United States relating to the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1121) for the relief of Emily J. Fardy, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 674) to authorize the purchase of ad- 
ditional grounds for the United States court-house and post-office build- 
ing at Springfield, Ill., reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1473) to enlarge the United States custom-house at Richmond, Va., re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1039) for the relief of the survivors 
of the exploring steamer Jeannette and the widows and children of 
those who perished in the retreat from the wreck of that vessel in the 
Arctic seas, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 458) for the relief of William H. Crook, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
953) for the relief of H. B. Wilson, administrator of the estate of Will- 
iam Tinder, deceased, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
873) for the relief of William G. Ford, of Memphis, Tenn., reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1429) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Montpelier, Vt., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I am directed by the Committee on 
Claims, pursuant to the general order adopted by the Senate a few 
days ago, to report the claims referred by the Committee on Claims to the 
Court of Claims under the so-called Bowman act. It is not necessary 
to read the list, I su ; it can be entered on the Journal. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ithink it had better be read, so as to go into the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The Sec- 
retary will read the report. ; 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: i 

The Committee on Claims, in compliance with the resolution of the Senate of 
February 7, 1884, report that during the present session of Congress they have 
referred to the Court of Claims {under the provisions of an act entitled “An act 
to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in the 
investigation of claims and demands against the Government,” approved March 
2, 1883,) the following bills and petitions which had been referred to them by or- 


der of the Senate: 
On January 9, 1884; S. 765, for the relief of G. E. W. Sharretts; S. 11, for the 
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rae of see V. Jeffreys; memorial of Richard T. Bryan; S. 166, for the relief 
o ver H. s 
: 5. 335, for the relief of John Williams; memorial of Levi 


On January 16, 
S. Stevens. 
On January 23, 1894; S. 35, to refer to the Court of Claims theclaim of the own- 


ers of the schooner Twilight; S. 443, for the relief of John E. Payne. 
On February 6, 1884: S. 1221, for the relief of Martha A. Russell; S. 866, for the 
relief of John F, Kranz. ‘ 

Mr. FAIR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 244) for the relief of Daniel Connor, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 567) for the relief of Alexander Swift & Co., partners, and 
Alexander Swift & Co. and the Niles Works, submitted an adverse re- 
port thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1037) for the relief of John P. Walworth, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 835) to amend section 1000 of the Revised 
Statutes, in relation to giving security in cases on appeal or writ of er- 
ror, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 


ferred the bill (S. 260) submitted an adverse report thereon; and the | J 


_ bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 554) to promote the efficiency of the General Land 
Office, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
502) to increase the salary of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, and to create the offices of assistant commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office and inspectors of surveyors-general and district land 
offices, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 323) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to make allowance for 
rent of United States land offices, submitted an adverse report thereon, 
which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely, 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 867) for the relief of the officersand crew of the United 
States steamer Monitor who participated in the action with the rebel 
ironclad Merrimac on the 9th day of March, 1862, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (8. 1146) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Annapolis, Md., reported it withoutamend- 
ment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom the subject was referred, submitted a report, accom- 
panied bya bill (S. 1477) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Potomac River at the Three Sisters, near Georgetown, D. C. The 
bill was read twice by its title, and, with the report, on motion of Mr. 
RIDDLEBERGER, recommitted to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 327) for the relief of A. S. Rosenbaum & Co., of New 
York city, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was indefinitely 

med. 


Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Military irs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 207) to amend section 1190 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States relating to paymasters’ clerks of the United 
States Army, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
642) for the relief of William P. og age! submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was agreed to; and e bill was postponed indefinitely. 

SALARIES OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 1409) to fix the salary of the judge of the 
district court of the United States for the district of Nevada, to report 
it adversely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator wish to have the 
bill indefinitely postponed ? 

' Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I ask that it be put on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator will not desire to have it put on the 
Calendar when he hears the reports I am authorized to make. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. I have a number of bills for this purpose, all of which 
I propose to recommend the indefinite mement of, and then to 
report a general bill which covers the most of the cases. I think it does 
not cover Nevada, but that may come in as an amendment to the bill 
if the Senator wishes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the bill will 
be indefinitely ed. It is so ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, to 


which was referred the bill (S. 246) to fix the salary of the judge of the- 
district court of the United States for the district of Oregon, to report it 
adversely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be postponed indefi- 
nitely, if there be no objection. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. That case is included in the general bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. I was going to ask that the bill be placed on the Cal-- 
endar, but as the Senator who reported it now states that Oregon is pro- 
vided for in a general bill I do not wish to make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be indefinitely postponed. It is so ordered. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1253) to fix the salaries and prescribe certain duties- 
of the district judges of the United States, reported it adversely, and. 
moved its indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, to- 
which was referred the petition of E. W. Kimball, John McClure, A. 
M. Rose, and other gentlemen, composing the entire bar of Little Rock, 
in the State of Arkansas, asking for an increase of the salary of the 
judge of the United States court in the eastern district of Arkansas, and. 
who had before them sundry other papers relating to the general sub- 
ject, to report an original bill. 

The bill (S. 1476) fixing the salaries of district judges of the United: 
States was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the bill, which is very brief, be printed. 
in the RECORD for the information of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection that order 
will be made. : 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of esentatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the es of the following district judges, 


to wit, the judge of the northern and southern districts of Mississippi, the ju iges 
li- 


of the eastern district of Arkansas, the northern and southern districts o 


nois, the district of Kentucky, the eastern district of Louisiana, the district of. 
Maryland, the district of Massachusetts, the eastern district of Michigan, the 
eastern and western districts of Missouri, the district of New Jersey, the north- 
ern, southern, and eastern districts of New York, the southern district of Ohio, 
the district of Oregon, the eastern and western districts of Pennsylvania, the 
western district of Tenpessee, and the western district of Texas, shall be, from 
and after the Ist day of July, 18%4, at the rate of $5,000 per year. 

Sec, 2. That the salaries of the following district judges, to wit, the judges of 
the district of Minnesota, the district of Kansas, and the western district of Ar- 
kansas, shall be, from and after the Ist day of July, 1884, at the rate of $4,000 per 
year. 

Mr. HOAR. 
this time. 

The Judiciary Committee at the last session of Congress directed to- 
the several district judges throughout the United States certain very 
searching inquiries calculated to elicit the amount of business done by. 
those judges, the number of days they were employed in doing it, and 
the amount of business done by them in other districts than their own. 
No district judge of the United States has a salary of over $4,000 with: 
the exception of the district judge in the State of Calfornia, whose 
salary is $5,500. In several of the districts the judges are having an 
amount of work more than enough to demand the entire time through- 
out the whole year of the incumbent of the office, and, as the Senate- 
is very well aware, the duties of these courts are of public importance. 
For instance, the judges of the district courts in Boston, New York, 
Philadelphia, and pehaps San Francisco, if there were a great naval 
war, would represent the jurisprudence of the United States in the ex- 
position of the law of nations as applied to prize and other maritime 
questions, holding the same relation to our jurisprudence that Lord 
Stowell did to that of England, having to expound a system which is 
much broader in its extent than the common law, extending over the 
entire civilized world, and to expound the law to which nations in their- 
sovereign capacity are compelled to bow in submission. That jud 
of that kind, having also important patent jurisdiction, bankruptcy ju- 
risdiction, ordinary admiralty and maritime jurisdiction, should be 
compensated by these petty salaries (I had almost said less than the 
average fees charged by the counsel who practice before them in single 
cases; it would be an exaggeration, but not a very great exaggeration, 
to say that) seems to me utterly wrong. 

This bill has been framed on the principle of raising the salaries of the- 
judges whose whole time is employed, so that it is substantially a hard 
year’s work for the judge, to $5,000 instead of $4,000. Then there are 
a few judges who now have but $3,500 a year who are employed nearly 
the whole year (I think there are three or four of them), and their 

is fixed at $4,000. Others, in Florida or Delaware, who are 
occupied only five or six weeks in the course of the year, are left un- 
touched, with however the judgment that if any one of the pending 
measures for the relief of the Supreme Court of the United States is- 
adopted there is every probability that whatever measure will beadopted 
will impose new and large duties upon all the district judges, that they 
will be obliged to go out of their own district, and the salaries of those 
judges can then be revised. 

I will say to the honorable Senator from Oregon that the salary of the- 
district judge of Oregon is proposed to be raised by the bill to the highest 
standard, $5,000. Inthe case of Nevada there was no information before - 


I desire to make a statement in regard to the bill at 


1884. 


thecommittee. Icannotatthismomentsay whether the judgeanswered 
the inquiries, or whether, if he did, his answer indicated that he was em- 
ployed a small portion of the year. The committee recommend the in- 
crease of the salary of the judge in Oregon on the principle I have 
stated, and it is quite likely that there may be one or two judges, in- 
cluding perhaps Nevada, concerning whom some members of the Sen- 
ate will be able to satisfy the committee that they will come within 
thisprinciple. If so we shall cheerfully consent to such an amendment. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator permit me to make an inquiry ? 
Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I wish the Senator would add to his statement 
some information fe Be the recap “A reg isti a rato se ex- 
of these ju me of them travel lo; and my 
ression is that their salary is niaterially ia | by such expenses. 
. HOAR. There is a provision of existing law that the expenses 
of district judges when called into other districts shall bè paid by the 
United States, and some of the judges get a substantial addition to 
their salaries in that way; for instance, the judge in Vermont, I believe, 
is summoned to New York. 
Mr. HAWLEY. My impression is that while they are called into 
adjoining districts for duty sometimes, the compensation allowed does 
not more than merely cover the additional expense, and in that case 


the labor Sere j 
Mr. HOAR. I presume not; but it covers the hotel bills, and to that 


im 


extent includes the support of the judge during the time; but there is- 


no provision of existing law for the traveling expenses of judges within 
their districts where they have to travel over distances. 
Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator from usetts will allow me, 


I should like to inquire what the result of the bill is in reference to the 
district judge in Indiana. 

Mr. HOAR. The district judge in Indiana would be included in an 
amendment if not named in the bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. At what rate is he provided for? 

Mr. HOAR. At $5,000, the highest rate, I think. 

Mr. HARRISON. In our State the district judge has to hold court 
at ee paoe in the State twice annually, sace is putto a very large 
outlay in the way of traveling expenses, and there is no present provis- 
ion of law by which he can be reimbursed. p 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill, having been read the second 
time, will be placed on the Calendar. 


DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICE REPORT. 


Mr. GORMAN. By direction of the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 24) authorizing the printing 
of 2,500 copies of the report of the health officer of the District of Co- 
lumbia, I rtit without amendment. I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It provides for printing 2,500 
extra copies of the annual report of the health officer of the District of 
Columbia; 100 for the use of the Senate, 350 for the use of the House of 
Representatives, and 2,050 for the use of the health officer. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know why it is that the Senate 
is to receive so few copies. It will only give one copy apiece. 

Mr. GORMAN. This is the usual number provided for the report of 
the health officer of the District of Columbia, for which there is a 
great demand on that officer throughout the country. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

STATISTICAL ABSTRACT. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing, to 
which was referred a resolution for printing additional copies of Execu- 
tive Document No. 32, to report it back without amendment and rec- 
ommend its passage. I ask for its present consideration. 

a resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 


Resolved, That 5,000 copies of the Statistical Abstract of the United States, be 
Executive Document No. 83, first session Forty-eighth Congress, of the ys pe 
of Representatives, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


REPORT OF LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to which was re- 
ferred a resolution to print additional copies of the report of the Libra- 
vian of Congress, instruct me to report it without amendment and rec- 
ommend its passage. I ask for its present consideration. 

au resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 


Ordered, That the annual be go of the Librarian of Co 
year 1883 be printed, and that 500 additional copies be p: 
distribution by the Librarian. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


_ Mr. HARRISON. I introduce a bill on the subject of the jurisdic- 
tion of the Mississippi River Commission over the margins of the river, 
and containing provisions enabling them to subject to Government use 
private lands and materials. This bill was introduced at the last Con- 
gress and referred to the Committee onthe Judiciary, but no action was 
taken upon it. I am informed that in not a few instances on the river 


for the calendar 
ted, with covers, for 
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the commission have met with obstructions in the shape of some obsti- 
nate land-owners who refused to concede what was necessary for the 

of the work. I therefore introduce this bill again, and ask the 
attention of the Committee on the Judiciary to it. 

The bill (S.. 1478) defining the powers and jurisdiction of the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission, authorizing the appropriation of land and 
material for the improvement of the Mississippi River and its navigable 
tributaries, prescribing the manner of assessing damages for property 
so appropriated, and providing penalties for acts in hinderance or injury 
of such improvements, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1479) to authorize a preliminary ex- 
amination and survey of the passes between the affluents of the Upper 
Missouri and Columbia Rivers for the purpose of ascertaining the dis- 
tances between the navigable waters of said rivers and the practica- 
bility of uniting said rivers by canal or otherwise; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1480) for the relief of Charles Watson; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. MAXEY introduced a bill (S. 1481) for the relief of O. L. Coch- 
ran, late postmaster at Houston, Tex.; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. f 

Mr. JACKSON introduced a bill (S. 1482) for the relief of William 
H. Randle, of Nashville, Tenn. ; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1483) for the relief of R. R. Robinson; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1484) to provide for the study of 
physiology and the effect of intoxicating, narcotic, and poisonous sub- 
stances upon life, health, and welfare by the pupils in the public 
schools of the Territories and the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1485) toamend the laws relating 
to land titles in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1486) for the relief John R. Bond; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. i 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1487) for the relief of the heirs and 
distributees of the estate of Silvia Wilford, of Duval County, Florida; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1488) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to supply the South Carolina military academy with camp 
equipage; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- . 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1489) making appropriations 
for the repair, preservation, and completion of certain ‘snblie works on 
reservoirs, mains, and laterals for irrigation, and other p in the 
arid-land region of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. BAYARD introduced a bill (S. 1490) to complete a statue of 
the late Rear-Admiral Samuel Francis Du Pont, United States Navy; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1491) to authorize foot and 
carriage or railroad bridges across the Mississippi River at Saint Paul, 
in the State of Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I beg leave to state in this connection that this 
bill is transmitted to me by the mayor of the city of Saint Paul, and 
has the approbation of the councils of that city. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1492) to provide relief for police- 
men and firemen who may be disabled in service in the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLUMB (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1493) to secure addi- 
tional land to the Pottawatomie Indians; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 1494) for the relief of Frederick 
Foote, of Fairfax County, Virginia; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


Mr. MILLER, of California, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 1495) to provide for the proper re- 
warding of Chief Engineer George W. Melville, United States Navy, 
for meritorious services, &c.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 60) donating con- 
demned cannon to the town of Cavendish, Vt.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill (S. 697) to promote the efficiency of the 
Navy; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. MAHONE, it was 
oonan asthe papartis taa siaip ofeina roA Seca ca 
Congress, first session, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MAHONE. I submit the following order: 

Ordered, That the papers in == claim of Frederick Le on file in the Senate 
or in the Committee on be referred to the Court of — for report to 
the Committee on Claims, as provided in the act of March 3, 1883. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ought not that to go to the Court of Claims? I 
move that the order be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MAHONE. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved by the Senator from Mis- 
souri that the order just presented be referred to the Committee on 
` Claims. 

The motion was 
On motion of Mr. CAMDEN, it was 


oraaa; That the papers in the case of the trustees of the Protestant isco- 
pal Seminary and a School in Virginia betaken from the files and referred 
to the Committee or on Claims, to accompany Senate bill No. 706. 

Ordered, That af ers in the case of the legal representatives of Daniel 
Bedinger, Heter taken from the files and referred to the Committee on 
Bavolntinary Claims, to accompany Senate bill No. 497. 


On motion of Mr. -PALMER, it was 
Ordered, That the papers relating to the case of Richard Hawley & Sons be 
taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
GOVERNMENT TEA-FARM. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and ake Be , and they are 
hereby, instructed to inquire into and report to the Senate, by bill or otherwise, 
the condition of the a tea-farm near Summerville, 8. C.; to inquire 
if said tea-farm been abandoned by the Department of Agriculture; and, if 
so, why and by what authority, and whether the experiment of tea culture has 
been fairly and fully made. 

Mr. BUTLER. In this connection I present a letter from John C. 
Minott and Henry A. Middleton, with accompanying papers. which I 
ask shall be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, to 
accompany the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be referred to the com- 
mittee with the resolution.. 

EXTRADITION OF TRIMBLE. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I desire to offer a resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call attention to the 
fact that the Chair omitted to notice that the morning hour expired 
some fifteen minutes since. Is it the pleasure of the Senate to continue 
the morning business? The Chair hearing no objection, the morning 
business will proceed. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the public 
interest, to inform the Senate what action, if any, has been taken by the execu- 
tive ——— of the Government in relation to the demand of Mexico for 
the extradition for crimes committed in that country of one Trimble, said to be 
a citizen of the United States. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION 


Mr. FRYE. I offer the following: 

Ordered, That the Secretary of State be directed to communicate to the Senate 
in brief any information in possession touching the French spoliation claims; 
the names of ts of vessels destroyed; whether or not there is evidence 
cocking said claims filed in his Department, and in what cases there is evidence 

filed, together with such other matter relating to this subject as he may think 
robes: 

The Secretary of State, I am informed, is overwhelmed by letters 
of inquiry addressed to him by members of Congress touching this mat- 
ter, and a great many members of Congress are overwhelmed by letters 
from their constituents. I understand that the information which I 
desire is ready to be communicated to the Senate. 

The order was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


BALTIMORE AND OHIO TELEGRAPH COMPANY. 


Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be directed to 
PEES whether any of the owners or officers of the Baltimore and Ohio Tel- 
egraph Company made or received or entered into an agreement to 
consolidate witht the Western Union Company within the past twelve 
months, with power to send for paesous and and papers. 


SUFFERERS BY THE OHIO FRESHET. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I ask the consent of the Senate to 
have read a telegram which I desire to have referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations—a telegram in the nature of a petition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 


CLAIMS. 


mous consent to havea telegram read. Isthereobjection? The Chair 


hears none. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Hon. Jons SHERMAN: 

should authorize President to spend half million dollars to relieve 
sufferers in towns between a and aie, and action should be prompt. 
Cincinnati needs nothing, but other places are almost na less. At9thismorn- 
ing Ohio at Gallipolis S Teet eenig than last rising half inch an 
hour, At Cincinnati it is within 2 inches of highest owe last year, and rose 
th: uarters of an inch last hour. It is raining ea the valley and 
eve ing looks badly for people of towns who are alread ae flooded. 

CHARD SMITH 


CINCINNATI, OBIO, February 11, 1834. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iask thatthe telegram be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, not with a view to immediate action because I 
think it will be more proper to await the action of the House of Rep- 
resentatives in respect of the calamnity that has befallen the Ohio 
Valley, but that the Committee on Appropriations may have the matter 
under consideration and be prepared to act promptly whenever the House 
shall send them a resolution. I move that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. à 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I was going to present some dispatches myself, 
corroborating that which has been sent to the Senator from Ohio. I do 
not know, however, that it is necessary to do so. The dispatch sent up 
by the Senator from Ohio does not exaggerate the condition of the river 
towns from Cincinnati to Cairo. I have several dispatches and so has 
my colleague, but we shall not trouble the Senate with them, as action 
is sought to be taken on this one and we shall seek to be heard else- 
where in rd to such wants as our people may have. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I desire to say that I have also dispatches from the 
governor of West Virginia and the mayors of several towns on the 
river which I may desire to present at the proper time. They are now 
before the Committee of Appropriations of the House, where we expect 
action to be had to-day. 


REMOVALS OF CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOYES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from je sie (Mr. RIDDLEBERGER] 
on the 8th instant and laid over. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That a joint com- 
mittee of three on the part of the Senate and five on the part of the House of 
Representatives be appointed to inquire into and report the cause of all removals 
of subordinate officers made by the Secretary and t-at-Arms of the Sen- 
ate, the Clerk, Sergeant-at-Arms, Donk: and Postmaster of the House of 
Representatives. 

The committee is directed to reduce to writing the evidence which it takes in 
dic to all removals, and lay the evidence, together with its report, before the 

ni 

peer committee is further directed to report how many disabled and other 
soldiers were removed, what States and Congress ressional districts they were from, 
how many disabled and other soldiers have n appointed, and the States and 
Con: ‘onal districts from which they come. 

The committee is further instructed to report whether in their opinion the act 
known as the civil-service act applies to appointments made by elective officers 
of the Senate and House of Representatives, and, if so, to report what legisla- 
tion, if any, is necessary to the full and proper execution of that law. 


Mr. BECK. I objected to that resolution the other day simply for 
the reason that I donot think the Senate has anything to do with action 
of the House of Representatives in any form. I do not object to in- 
quiry into our own management, but I shall vote against any suggestion 
to the House of what action they should take in their own affairs. 
Whether they do right or wrong I care not, so far as this point is con- 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I had not the pleasure the other day of 
i to the remarks of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLE- 
ERGER], but I see by reading them in the RECORD that he challenges 
certain assertions in regard to the use of Federal patronage in the elec- 
tions recently held in the State of Virginia. Now, sir, without enter- 
ing into a discussion in regard to the propriety of the Senate investigat- 
ing the disposition of the patronage of the House of Representatives, as 
the Senator has stated that the State of Virginia has not received its 
proportion of Federal patronage—that I believe was the language or 
substance of the remarks of that Senator—I propose to offer an amend- 
ment to his resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri submits 
an amendment, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to add to the resolution: 

And that said committee also be instructed to inquire and report what direc- 
Atens within the gael Utes Vosti TA LORIA ko KOOSNES ce TOO TAÍE of 
eerste from the State of Virginia to or from Lisees in ein the Federal service, and 
what appointments and removals have been so made and upon whose applica- 
tion or recommendation, together with the political opinions Mae the persons so 
appointed or removed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionis on the amendment 

TO) by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I do not know that I have 
any objection to the amendment if the Senator from Missouri wants to 
investigate matters of that sort in Virginia. I can give him no assur- 
ance in addition to the one he has read in the RECORD, that I do not 
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know a single appointment that has been made on the western side of 
the State of Virginia by the Executive of this Government even with 
my knowledge before it was made, much less upon my application, be- 
fore or during any political campaign. Ifthe Senator had read the re- 
marks I made understandingly, he would have seen that he makes a 
very grave mistake. I said that Virginia did not have her proportion 
under the civil-service rules of the offices in the Departments at Wash- 
ington, and I repeat it, and I challenge investigation of that. I know 
very well that that State is charged with a full proportion, but as I 
said on Friday I say again to-day, that I can show that more than half 
of the Department officials charged to the State of Virginia come from 
other States and are recommended, as the books show, by Senators and 
Representatives from other States. 

Now, sir, the civil-service rules do say in terms, and the civil-service 
law enacts in plain and unmistakable language, that the appointments 
to positions in the Departments shall be apportioned among the several 
States according to population. I did not come here to struggle for this 
patronage, but I mean at all times tg answer back the allegation that 
Virginia has misused patronage and has got more than her proportion 
of the patronage of this Government. I offered the resolution, not be- 
cause I wanted an investigation specially, though I have had sufficient 
provocation for two or three weeks to have done what the Senator from 
Kentucky did when he offered his resolution concerning the removal of 
Mr. Dudley. At one end of this Capitol there wasa little crippled boy 
who had been trained and educated in one particular line of business 
there, who is so crippled as that he can not make a living at any other 
employment except that which can be given in such a department as he 
was laboring in. He comesfromnearmy home. He was put upon the 
rolls by special resolution of the House, and he has been there for years; 
the resolution providing for him by name and fixing his per diem and 
saying that it should be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 
And yet, sir, he was turned out, and an old gentleman who is unable ab- 
solutely to step up a ladder to reach the papers for members of Con- 
gress is put in his stead. I did not propose to investigate that; but the 
Senator from Kentucky did propose to investigate the removal of a col- 
ored man here, I thought if we were going into investigations of this 
sort, we might go into them on both sides of the Capitol. 

I have the evidence that the civil-service act has been violated if it 
applies to the appointments under the elective officers of Congress, for 
I can show removals by the score; I believe I stated in the remarks I 
wade on Friday that ten wounded soldiers had been discharged from 
one end of this Capitol. I can show, moreover, by this investigation, 
if it shall go on, that the emphatic reason given to men when their dis- 
charges were handed to them was that they had voted contrary to the 
views of the man who turned them out of office. Ifthe civil-service act 
applies to appointments under the Postmaster, Doorkeeper, Sergeant- 
at-Arms, and Clerk of the House, then the civil-service act has been vio- 
lated, and I hold that the authority which makes laws should be the 
last to violate them. = 

I claim that my resolution wasa fit and proper one. I can not under- 
stand why gentlemen who claim to be sincerely in favor of civil-service 
reform should hesitate to vote for that resolution. It provides and 
suggests as the first consideration for the committee to consider whether 
these rules do apply, whether this act does apply to the two Houses of 
Congress in their appointments to office. If it does, then Con 
ought not to set the example of violating its own statute about which 
so much has been recently said. It is a fit and proper resolution. 

Now, I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri if any service 
can be done anybody, if any good can come out of an investigation of the 
matter he proposes in Virginia? Iask whether he has offered thatamend- 
ment in that temper which ought to characterize aSenatorhere? [Task 
him whether when he offered it he felt that he was going to accomplish 
any great good for the people of Missouri? What good does he expect 
to accomplish by it for anybody, or does he want to cast by innuendo 
some reflection upon those who have been charged with misusing offi- 
cial patronage in Virginia? Sir, it would better become him toget up 
here and state the facts which he seems to think have occurred in that 
State and meet the issue on this floor, and I will promise him a Roland 
for his Oliver every time. Ido deny that there has been a misuse or 
any abuse of the Federal patronage in Virginia, and I do deny that the 
State of Virginia has even received her proportion of the patronage 
that is due her under this Government in the various Departments in 
this city. 

Federal patronage! We have one hundred and sixty-seven internal- 
revenue officers in that State, and pay nearly as much internal revenue 
as the largest States in the Union, as much as any of those which sup- 
ply the alcoholic drinks of this country. They have in the State of 
Kentucky six hundred and sixty-seven internal-revenue officers, where 
they collect very little more revenue than the one hundred and sixty- 
seven collect in the tobacco-grewing regions of Virginia. Federal pat- 
ronage! Why, sir, we only want what belongs to us. We want noth- 
ing more, nothing less. I think the resoluti®n offered by me will 
commend itself to every Senator who is sincerely in favor of civil-service 
reform. If the Senator wants to investigate the bestowal of Federal 
patronage in the State of Virginia, I have no objection toit; I will agree 
to gratify the Senator from Missouri to that extent, for I suppose from 


what appears to be the extreme irrelevancy of his amendment that he 
does want some gratification that can only be gotten in that way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mz, TERE) » Without attempting to go into any further discussion of 
the matters stated in the resolution and that stated in the amendment, 
I suggest to the Senator from Virginia that I do not need any advice he 
may tender or volunteer tome. I shall endeavor to discharge my duties 
on this floor in my own fashion and according to my own judgment. I 
beg to remind the Senator from Virginia that he himself has brought 
the matter in regard to patronage in. his State before the Senate. It 
originated with him. I find in the RECORD that he used these words: 

Tam prepared to answer back all this ad captandum stuff that I have heard 
throughout the country about the patronage of the Federal Government being 
given out to certain gentlemen in the State of Virginia, 

When a gentleman from that State, making that statement, offers a 
resolution for investigation as relevant to the resolution of the Senator 
from Kentucky, and when he further states that his resolution is asub- 
stitute for thatoffered by the Senator from Kentucky, I offer my amend- 
ment, and I will explain the relevancy of the amendment I have had 
the honor to offer when he shows that his proposition is relevant to the 
resolution of the Senator from Kentucky. 

In what the Senator from Virginia has said about civil service I cor- 
dially and honestly concur. The workings of the system enacted by 
the civil-service law have corroborated all that I have expected and all 
that I said on this floor in regard to it at the time the law was passed. 
The principle of civil-service reform isright; the principle asinaugurated 
and incorporated in that measureis correct; but I said then what proves 
to be true, by practical experience, that in the hands of the Republican 
party that law is a fraud, a delusion, and a snare. 

The Democratic Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate retained on the rolls 
of the Senate when he had absolute control of the offices here nearly 
one-half of the employés put in by the Republican party. What do 
we see to-day? We see the guillotine working morning, noon, and 
night. Even the poor Africans, the especial pets and protégés and 
wards of the Republican party, who are assumed to be Republicans on 
account of their color, who have been told by the great Republican 
leaders of the direful consequences which would ensue to them if they 
dared vote the Democratic ticket—even they are removed, as the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky said, their superior officers remonstrating against 
it. Why was the colored man referred to by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky put ont? The Senator from Virginia indignantly supplements 
his statement by the assertion that in Virginia the Federal patronage 
has not been misused. We know the allegation on that subject. 
Whether it is true or not, personally I know nothing about; I simply 
want to know, like the Senator from Virginia, whether civil-service 
reform is a fraud and a humbug or not. If patronage has been used 
in any State of this Uniofi for political purposes, it is a monstrous out- 
rage, not only upon civil-service reform, but upon our form of govern- 
ment itself. If what the Senator from Virginia says be correct—and 
I have no personal knowledge one way or the other—my amendment 
can do no harm except to bring a glorious vindication to him and the 
party to which he belongs. I want to know what the facts are; bring 
them before the publie and let the public judge. For myself and the 
party with which I act, I have no disposition to avoid any investiga- 
tion or to shrink fromany responsibility. I voted the other day against 
the resolution in regard to the riot at Danville because I honestly 
thought no investigation would give to us any facts except such as 
were then before the Senate. I believe so yet. I think I can state 
now what the report of that committee will be. But if the Senator 
wants a fair and full investigation into this matter, let it be had. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, this is rather an unprofitable dis- 
cussion about a subject concerning which we are not in possession of 
sufficient information to vote intelligently. I therefore move to refer 
the resolution of the Senator from Virginia, with the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Missouri, to the Committee to Examine the 
Several Branches of the Civil Service. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas to refer as stated by him. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I should like to correct what I con- 
sider to be a misunderstanding or misconception of the Senator from 
Missouri in regard to the removals for political causes of employés of 
the Senate in 1879, when the Democratic party came into power in the 
Senate and did make changes. I understood the Senator to state that 
there were but three or four Republicans removed at that time. 

Mr. VEST. I did not make any such statement. 

a CONGER. Perhaps the Senator will repeat thestatement he did 
make, 

Mr. VEST. I never heard that statement till now. I never made 
any such statement as that there were but three or four Republicans 
removed. I did not undertake to state the number. I said a large 
amount, I think nearly one-half the patronage of the Senate, remained 
in the ion of Republicans. 

Mr. CONGER. That will answer the purpose of my comments just 
as well as if the Senator had said three or four. It is perhaps a little 
better to have it fixed at one-half. 
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In this connection I desire to recall to the recollection of gentlemen 
before this resolution goes to the committee the action of the Senate 
when the majority became Democratic in 1879 and the resolution adopted 
by the Senate changing the rules of the Senate from having the appoint- 
ments concurred in by the President of the Senate of one political party 
and having them made by the and t-at-Arms just 
elected of another political faith. That resolution should be brought 
up once in a while that we may see how the advocates on the Demo- 
cratic side of this Chamber for enforcing the spirit and the letter of the 
civil-service rules understood then the principle of it. Their action 
then should receive their attention now and should be known by the 
country. 

The resolution effered by Mr. Wallace, of Pennsylvania, April 17, 
1879, changing the rules of the Senate, reads as follows: 

Resolved, That the several officers and others in the departments of the Secre- 
tary of the Senate and of the Sergeant-at-Arms shall be appointed and removed 
from office by those officers respectivety. 

Taking away the approval of the presiding officer of the Senate who at 
that time was a Republican, and giving the sole power to these officers 
of the Senate who were at that time Democrats. The Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] offered an amendment to strike out all after 
the word *‘ resolved ’’ and insert: 

That in the opinion of the Senate, the correct and safe transaction of the busi- 
ness of the Senate is materially dependent on retain: in its service a corps of 
experienced, well-trained, and diligent officers, and this can only be done by 
security in their respective positions so long asthey continue faithful in the dis- 
charge of their duties, 

This amendment was modified, on motion of the Senator from Ohio 
[Mx. PENDLETON], by adding: 

And acceptable to a majority of the Senators, 

I find by following through the RECORD for the result of that vote that 
all the Democrats, including the Senator from Kentucky, whose name 
I remember, though I have not the list before me, voted against the 
Edmunds amendment and voted for the Wallace resolution. 

In pursuance of that resolution—I have not the list of changes in the 
Sergeant-at-Arms’ department, but I will obtain it for another occasion— 
the Secretary of the te removed twenty Republican clerks and left 
four Republican clerks, instead of one-half. The spirit which prompted 
those removals by the Secretary of the Senate is best explained in a let- 
ter signed by him bearing date May 13, 1879. The part of it referring 
to this matter I feel thatit would be alate, bo my Democratic friends 
and certainly refreshing to me to put upon the record. The Secretary 
of the Senate says, addressing a person who was discharged from duty: 


You were a short time ago verbally notified that your services in this office 
would soon be dispensed with. This is to notify you that from and after the 
15th instant your connection with the Senate will terminate. You will then 


please turn over to your successor the books, panere &c., which pertain to your 
desk. As Iam responsible to the Senate for faithful and efficient discharge 
of the duties of my subordinates, I feel that I sho! lect them. 


I may add that I believe the subordinate officers e Senate, like the elect- 
ive, should, except in exceptional cases, be in politieal accord with the majority 


of the body. nati 
k Ú JOHN C. BURCH, 
ry United States Senate. 

A similar letter was addressed to twenty old, faithful, tried employés 
of the Senate in pursuance of the spirit of the Wallace resolution, in- 
troduced by a Democrat, supported and carried nea ey Senate by the 
unanimous vote of the Democrats, including, as I believe and under- 
stand, the leading civil-service reformers on that side of the Chamber; 
and the political definition of the duty ofan official elected by the De- 
mocracy to be Secretary of the Senate I suppose may be assumed to 
be the Simon-pure Democratic idea of civil-service reform, which is: 

I believe the subordinate officers of the Senate, like the elective, should, ex- 
cept in exceptional cases, be in political accord with the majority of the body. 

I wish to have the pleasure at some future time, if this resolution 
should be reported back, as I hope it may be and be open to some re- 
marks, of recalling to the memory of Senators their votes upon the 
Wallace resolution, and perhaps some striking remarks made at that 
time defining their views as to the truespirit and intent of civil-service 
reform at that time as compared with the very earnest advocacy and 
support of civil-service reform now. 

I can not avoid taking this occasion to say that so far as I have known 
either in the Senate or in the House, I have never heard advocated or 
proposed by any Democrat in either body a proposition which should 
control in any manner the appointments made either by the President 
or by the officers of these Houses which would not have the direct tend- 
ency to turn out Republicans and put in Democrats, or at least in the 
new appointments that were to be made to make it so that Democrats 
should have an opportunity of coming in by law under these appoint- 
ments. I find it so all through, and they resist all amendments look- 
ing to enforcing arule which should work against the Democracy instead 
of against the Republicans as a party. Knowing this, I have a right 
to have some little question about the general sincerity—I do not mean 
personally, for I am not going to put myself in any personal hostility 
or question with any other Senator—I have some reason to question the 
general desire, the virtuous indignation to favor civil-service reform 
where it would hurt one’s own party and to be zealous for it where it 
would injure the opponents. For that reason I have some question 
about some of the remarks that I hear here on these subjects. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2o’clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the first bill or reso- 
lution a the Calendar ef General Orders. 

Mr. CONGER. When this subject comes up again in the morning 
hour I desire to retain the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator from Michigan will be, as is 
usual, allowed to finish his remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the Senator fram 
Michigan proceeding? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CONGER. I would sooner take up this subject to-morrow after 
some chance for reflection in a quiet way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first bill or resolution on the Cal- 
endar of General Orders will be read. 


CHARTS OF HYDROGRAPHIC OFFICE. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill reported by the Committee on Printing in regard tothe 
charts of the Hy phic Office. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committeg of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1293) providing for ibu- 
tion to members of Congress of ten charts and other publications of the 
Hyd phic Office for each session of Congress. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ishould be very glad if this bill could besoamended 
as to authorize the distribution of these charts to those who want them. 
I am very sure that to nine-tenths at least of the members of the House 
and Senate this addition to the amount of trash, the avalanche of printed 
matter that comes tous, will be a great burden. The majority of those 
Senators and Representatives who live in the interior States never 
would have a demand for one of these charts from one year’s end to 
the other. Ifsome arrangement can be made by which they can be sent 
to mariners, to navigators, and to those who are interested in commerce, 
I wish the committee would have an amendment made to that end; I 
would cordially vote for it; but I say frankly that so far as I am con- 
cerned I do not want to be burdened with them, and I am very sure I 
speak the sentiments of a majority of those who live away from the coast. 

Mr. HOAR. I was about to suggest to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing a change in the phraseology of this bill. Itisa 
very trifling matter, but I suppose it is a phraseol which will be 

ursued in other matters as it is in this. e provision is that each 
Benator and Representative shall be entitled to so many, as if it were 
a matter of property in the Senator. It seems to me that the law 
should provide that these charts may be distributed on the direction of 
each Senator and Representative. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I have no objection to that amendment. The 
amendment the Senator from Kansas proposes is not necessary. The 
Senators, Representatives, and Delegates are not to have ten copies of 
each chart sent tothem, but they are to be entitled to call for ten copies 
of the charts at large for each session. That is the rule in the Coast 
Survey. 

Mr. INGALLS. Under the provisions of this bill, if it pass, we shall! 
be notified that ten copies of these charts and publications are at our 
disposal and asked what disposition we wish to have made of them, as 
we are of a vast number of the publications of other Departments of 
the Government that are of no use except to those who reside in certain 
localities. I have already received during the last two or three weeks 
a number of charts advising me of the position of wrecks in the North 
Atlantic Ocean, a large map of that watery territory, with buoys and 
figures and designations showing the condition of wrecks since the last 
map was issued. Of course it is gratifying to me to be advised on those 
points; but as only very few of my immediate constituents are con- 
cerned in navigation, I am at a loss to know what to do with the pub- 
lications, and I should be glad to be relieved from the receipt of further 
publications of that office. I would turn them over with great pleasure 
to any Senator who desires to receive them. 

Mr. AN'RHONY. These charts are of no use to the Senator from 
Kansas, but they are of enormous use to navigators. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why should they not have them? Why should 


-they be turned over to Senators ? 


Mr. ANTHONY. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
my room. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I suppose the Department desired the Senator to 
know what they were doing; it was a sort of report of their proceedings 
to show how they were spending the money appropriated. 

Mr. INGALLS. One copy isa burden, and ten would be a calamity. 

Mr. ANTHONY. A single one may have been sent, but no number 
will be sent unless they are applied for. The Hydrographic Office is 
doing an immense work for the safety of navigation, for the security of 
property, and for the salvation of human life. 

Mr, INGALLS. Iam notindifferent to that, but I think these publi- 
cations ought to go where they are needed. 

Mr. ANTHONY. This is to send them where they are needed. If 
the Senator from Kansas does not want his, I shall want them, and will 
be glad to get them. 


They are not, unless you send for them. 
I have not sent for them; they have been sent to 
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Mr. INGALLS. I am not anxious to make a donation to anybody. 
I shall be glad to have the law so changed that persons who want these 
publications can receive them, but not to say that each Senator and Rep- 
resentative shall be entitled to them. 

Mr. CONGER. To obviate the objection to this measure which I 
have introduced I will move, with the permission of the chairman of 
the Committee on Printing, to amend it by saying, *‘ entitled upon ap- 
plication.” 

Mr. HOAR. I would suggest an amendment which I was about to 
submit to the consideration of the Senate. The fourth line reads, 
t shall each be entitled to ten charts.” I move to insert, after the word 
“to,” the words ‘‘direct the distribution of;’’ so as to read, “‘shail 
each be entitled to direct the distribution of ten charts or other publi- 
cations of the Hydrographic Office.” 

Mr. ANTHONY. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. I will make no objection; but I think when appli- 
cation is made by literary societies and by persons interested in navi- 
gation, as in the case I cited, that led to the introduction of this bill, 
it might be well to allow them to have charts at the request of mem- 
bers of Congress. They would not be troubled very much of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], which will 
be reported. 

Mr. CONGER. I prefer my own proposition. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the amendment is reported, allow me to say to 
the Senate that under the rule which now exists in to the cen- 
sus reports and the records of the war of the rebellion and the uni- 
versal practice, if you send to the Hydrographic Office for these publi- 
cations the office will send them with a letter stating that they are sent 
at your request. Thatis much more convenient it seems to me than it 
is to send to the office and have the things sent to the Senators and then 
compel them to send them off. 

Mr. CONGER. That may be a better way. 

The PRESIDING @FFICER. The Chair did not understand the 
, Senator from Michigan as proposing an amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. I did, and I will still ask the Senate to adopt it. I 
move to insert the words ‘‘ on application” after the word “‘ entitled,’’ 
so as to read ‘shall each be entitled on application to ten charts.” 
Then the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts can be offered. 
I think it makes the bill better. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan was en- 
titled to the floor, and if he offered an amendment which the Chair did 
not understand, the Chair will treat the amendment as in order prior to 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. CONGER. Iam satisfied with either. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Take them both. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Michigan will be reported. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator would withdraw his amend- 
ment, and I think if he will hear mine he will find that itincludes and 
covers his. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will report both 
amendments for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the bill be read as it would stand if amended by 
both. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4, after the word ‘‘entitled,’’ it is moved 
to insert ‘‘upon application;’’ so as to read: 

That Senators, Representatives, and Delegates to the House of Representatives 
shall each be entitled upon application to ten charts er other publications of the 
Hydrographic Office for each regular session of Congress. 

The otheramendment isafter the word ‘‘to,’’ inline 4, toinsert “‘ direct 
the distribution of,” and after the word “‘office,”’ in line 5, to insert “by 
the office;’’ so as to read: 


That Senators, Representatives, and Delegates to the House of Representa- 
tives shall each be entitled to direct the distribution of ten charts or other pub- 
lications of the Hydrographic Office, by the office, for each regular session of 


‘Congress. 

Mr. CONGER. I think it would be better to leave out the words 
“ application of.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michigan with- 
-draw his amendment ? 

Mr. CONGER. I withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
-of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. . ' 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, the title was amended so as to read: 

A bill providing for distribution by members of Congress of ten charts and 
other ibhoations of the Hydrographie Office, for each session of Congress. 

SPECIAL ASSISTANT ATTORNEYS. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the first bill 


or resolution in order onthe Calendar of General Orders, being the reso- 
lution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VaN Wyck] 


January 8, 1884, directing the Committee on the Judiciary to examine 
and report what legislation, if any, is necessary to restrict the appoint- 
ment of special assistant attorneys, &c. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Do we not proceed now under Rule 
VIII, it being after 2 o’clock, and not under Rule IX? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Rule IX applies after 2 o'clock. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Delaware [Mn 
BAYARD] that the bill (S. 1115) to provide for the issue of circula 
notes to national banking associations might properly be brought up now 
as well as at any time. The Senate seems to be without any special 
business this afternoon, and I suggest to the Senator to call up the bill 
reported by him in regard to the circulating notes of national banks. 

Mr. BAYARD. That was made the special order for Wednesday 
next. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I object to that coming up now. I 
think we ought to keep to the Calendar. We have hardly touched the 
Calendar for a week. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to going on with the Calendar, 
but there seemed to be a lull here. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. There is no lull. The firstorderon 
the Calendar was called. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first business in order on the Cal- 
endar of General Orders under Rule IX will be reported. 

- The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. VAN 
Wyck January 8, 1884: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to examine and re- 
port what legislation, if any, is necessary to restrict the appointment of special 
assistant attorneys and special agents or detectives in the Department of Justice, 
and report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. INGALLS. The mover of the resolution is not in his seat. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have no objection to its being adopted. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

BILLS PASSED OVER. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The next two cases on the Calendar need not be 
called. They were reported adversely from the Committee on Claims, 
and as soon as they can be examined will probably be stricken from the 
docket. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They are in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection does not avail. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that they be passed over. 

rest HARRISON. To what numbers does the Senator from Missouri 
refer? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Numbers 36 and 37 in the order of business. 

Mr. HOAR. Order of Business No. 36 is the report of a case which 
depends upon a principle which the Senate has again and again adopted. 
While of course the Senator from Missouri may desire further inquiry 
and nobody will object, still it seems to me these ought to be off the 
Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply desire to say that one of the reports I 
have not looked at. The gentleman is living here in the city, as the 
Senator knows, and I want to learn his pleasure about the matter. I 
do not propose to have the bill called up. 

Mr. HOAR. I was speaking of No. 36. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I propose to have them stricken from the Calen- 
dar—that is, indefinitely postponed—as soon as I have time to examine 
the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to formally pass- 
ing over the two bills mentioned by the Senator from Missouri? The 
Chair hears none. 

DURATION OF PATENTS. 


The next bill in order on the Calendar was the bill (S. 672) te amend 
section 4887 of the Revised Statutes, in relation to patents, the con- 
sideration of which was resumed as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I confess very frankly that I can not see any ne- 
cessity for this bill. It does seem to me an extension of rights and 
privileges which should not be granted. I believe there is no written 
report. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] made some ex- 
planation of it which I have not had time yet to read. I should like 
to have the second section of the bill read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The second section will be read. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no second section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is but one section in the bill. 
Does the Senator from Missouri desire to have the bill reported ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to have the latter part of the bill reported. 

Mr. PLATT. Commencing in line 23—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Commencing in line 23. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

No patent nted for an invention which ha rior to th nt of s 
ent, Lor fist patented in a foreign country, prt Ag ae as O ADA REE 
date of the passage of this act, shall be declared to be invalid by reason of its not 
being so limited on its face or in its grant as to expire at the same time with the 
foreign patent, or, if there be than one, atthe same time with the one having 


the shortest term; but this m shall in no wise renew, revive, prolong, or 
extend any patent heretofore granted. 
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Mr. GARLAND. I want to call the attention of the committee that 
reported this bill to the language used in it and also in the statute of 
which this is amendatory. ‘Public use” is a question which has 
troubled the courts a deal. I remember now, without calling to 
mind particularly the name of the case, a decision by Judge Blatch- 
ford, just before he went off the circuit bench, giving a definite mean- 
ing and ion to that term ‘‘public use.” I should like to know 
if the committee had its attention called to this expression in the bill 
and in the law of which it is amendatory, There should be some rule 
prescribed or some definition given so as not to leave the language to 
the wide range it isnow. I think the case I have reference to is proba- 
bly in 13 Blatchford’s Reports. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not remember the case to which the Senator from 
Arkansas refers, and I do not know that the attention of the commit- 
tee was specially called to what legal construction may have been pra 
to the clause ‘two years’ use’’ or ‘‘in use for two years;’’ but I will 
say to the Senator from Arkansas that this bill is intended only for a 
certain and specific object, and the lan in this bill with to 
a patent’s having been introduced into public use in the United States 
for more than two years would of course mean just what it means in 
the present statute. We do not propose by this bill to legislate upon 
that subject. It is only to correct what we think is wrong in the present 
statute resulting from the decisions of the courts and to make the stat- 
ute just what it is conceded on all hands the parties drafting the statute 
intended. 

Mr. GARLAND. I understand the theory on which the bill is based 
and I agree to it. I think myself it corrects an evil that should be 
corrected, but I wanted to know if the chairman representing the com- 
mittee had had his attention called to this other point, as I think it 
should be looked after by the committee. If its attention had not been 
called to it I desired that now it should be, because it gives rise to a 
great deal of trouble in patent cases at times. 

Mr. PLATT. The committee will be very glad to give its attention 
to the mattersuggested by the Senator from Arkansas, but the Senator 
will see that we can not very well correct in this bill any difficulty 
which exists in law respecting that. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be en for a third reading, and was read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire simply to say that I shall vote against 
the bill, and I record myself accordingly. 

The bill was passed. 

LOUISA BODDY. 


The bill (S. 271) for the relief of Louisa Boddy was considered as in 
_ Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 

pay to Louisa Boddy, of Lake County, Oregon, $5,400, in full settle- 
ment of her claim against the Government for depredations committed 
and property taken and destroyed by the Modoc Indians on or about 
November 29, 1872. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report in that case? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. I should like to know 
something about the ground on which the bill is based. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SLATER 
January 15, 1884. 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S, 271) for 
the relief of Mrs. Louisa Boddy, of Oregon, have had the same under consider- 
ation, and submit the Snowing ere: 

It appears by the petition of Louisa Boddy, that her husband together 
with a son-in-law and one grown son became settlers upon the public lands of 
the United States in the valley of Lost River, in Lake County, Oregon, some 
four months prior to the commencement of the late Modoc Indian war, which 
said war began November 29, 1572, and terminated in June, 1873. Long priorto 
said settlement the Indian title to said lands had been extinguished by a treaty 
with the Klamath, Modoc, and other Indians, which said treaty was ed Octo- 
ber 14, 1864, and ratified by the United States Senate July 2,1866. Said lands were 
afterward surveyed by the United States and opened to settlement in 1869, 

On the 6th of August, 1872, the Boddy family, consisting of the husband of the 
petitioner, her son-in-law, Nicholas Schira, and wife, who was the prety ae hg 
the petitioner, and her two sons, one a minor, made settlement on said 

On the 29th of November, 1872, the Government undertook, with an inade- 
quate military force, consisting of James Jackson, First United States Cavalry, 
and thirty-five men, to remove by force the Modoc Indians from said public 
lands, where they had been roaming contrary to the injunctions of the Indian 
agent having charge of them, to the Klamath reservation. Such an insignifi- 
cant force could not and did not have any effect to intimidate the Indians. The 
result was that Indian hostilities were at once reg ome and a most cruel 
slaughter immediately commenced by those Indians upon the unoffending and 
unsus ing settlers of Lost River Valley, which slaughter began immediately 
after the attack upon Captain Jack’s camp by Lieutenant Jackson on the morn- 
ing of November 29, 1872, at early light, Among those who were 
were the husband of the petitioner, her two sons, and her son-in-law, who were 
peaceably pursuing their usual vocations. 

The petitioner further states in a graphic manner her discovery of the lifeless 
forms of her husband and sons, stripped and mutilated, and how, struck with 
fear, she and her daughter fled at once to the neighboring mountains, where. 
without food orshelter and thinly clad, with snow on the ground, they remained 
for two days before daring to make their way to any friendly shelter. 

After the massacre the Indians destroyed and carried off all the personal 

perty of the families, embraci: horses, sh hogs, cattle, pe , cloth- 
BN provisions, &c,, and also including $829 in and silver coin, and burned 
the houses, The mutilated bodies of those who were killed were afterward 
recovered and buried at Linkville by the Oregon volunteers. 


By this disaster the petitioner was reduced at once from a condition of com- 
parative affluence to one of poverty and wretchedness. 
The petitioner duly presented her claim for propery thusstolen and hi sty Sa 
amounting to $6,180, in due form to the Indian Bureau, and puasa a duplicate 
thereof in the hands of the local Indian agent. No relief, however, of any 
kind has ever been received by her. She therefore appeals to Congress, 
This petition is sustained by the names of one hundred substantial citizens of 
Oregon, and residents of Lake County and vicinity, including Jesse Applegate, 
one of the Modoc commissioners; L. S, Dyar, Indian agent at the time ot 
the massacre; J. Rook, Indian agent at the time of signing the petition; S. 
Cranston, register of the United States land office; and Quincy A. Brooks, 
assistant quartermaste: eral of Oregon volunteers, who certify “that the 
facts set forth in said petition are correct and true.” 
In sae dp hence Sy the Indian Department the claim of Mrs. Boddy for depre- 
dations committed by the Modoc Indians, as before stated, the local In 
agent, Mr. Dyar, wrote as followsto the Commissioner of Indian Affairs : 


KLAMATH AGENCY, OREGON, April 24, 1876. 


Sm: Linclose herewith papers relating to claims of Mrs. Louisa’ Boddy and 
Mrs. Kate Nurse for depredations committed by the Modoc Indians, 

I have examined them, and find that the prices ¢ for hay, flour, 

and sheep are not above the ruling rates at the time and place of the dep- 

ions, Iam knowing to the fact that these claimants were great sufferers 

from the Modocs; that their husbands and other members of their families were 
murdered and much of their property destroyed by these Indians. 

Iam unable to present the case tothe as required in article 4 of rules 
and regulations of the De ent relative to such c s, as the perpetrators 
are now located upon the Quapaw reservation, in the Indian Territory. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, rer 


L. S. > 
Inited Slates Indian Agent. 
Hon. J. Q. SWITH, 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 


In addition to the foregoing are affidavits of four disinterested citizens, M. 
Hartery, John Fritz, Dan well, and W. S. Bybee, who were the nearest 
neighbors to the Boddy settlement, who testify to the amount and character of 
the property destroyed as near as the circumstances of the case would admit, 
Mrs. Boddy’s own affidavit, made in this city during the present session of Con- 
gress, also gives further particulars and satisfactory account of all the cireum- 
stances of her losses. 

In view of the premises, and in consideration of the whole case, the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, on uest of the Secretary of the Interior, communi- 
cated under date of March 10, 1883, the following letter, which has been submitted 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, to wit: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, March 10, 1882. 

Sır: I have the honor to be in receipt, by Department's reference for report, of 
a petition (herewith inclosed) to Con; by Mrs. Louisa Boddy, of Lake County, 
Oregon, foe, br’ compensation for losses and injuries inflicted by Modoc In- 
dians in November, 1872. A Supana ofthis petition, ther with other papers. 
in the case (some of which had before been in this office, and were submitted 
to the Department June 12, 1876, for transmittal to Congress), were also filed in 
this office yesterday by J. F. Kinney, attorney for Mrs. Boddy. These aes 
are also herewith inclosed. Among them is a copy of the report of this office, 
above referred to, of June 12, 1876, upon the claim of Mrs. dy, which had 
been filed in this office for preliminary examination under the laws and depart- 
mental regulations governing the settlement of Indian-depredation claims, and, 
as will be seen, upon the papers then before one of my predecessors he arrived 
at the following conclusion: = 

* There is, therefore, no doubt as to the fact of the depredation, but there is no 
reliable evidence in the case to show the extent of it or the amount and value 
of the property lost. I can not, therefore, do otherwise than recommend a dis- 
allowance of the claim. The depredation was committed in November, 1872, 
and the claim was not presented for adjustment until April last (1876), and is 
therefore barred.” 

By reference to the declaration and proofs of the claimant upon which my pre- 
decessors acted (see papers marked A, herewith), it will be seen that four wit- 
nesses to the depredation were M. Hartery, John Fritz, Dan Calwell, and W, S. 
Bybee, who could not swear that they knew of their own personal knowled; 
that the identical property enumerated in the schedule sworn to by Mrs, Boddy 
rty destroyed by the Modocs, but they swear they were neighbors 
of William dy, deceased,and know that “valuable property belon, 
said affiant (Louisa Boddy) was destroyed, injured, or taken away” by the hos- 
tile Modocs, and that " they believe the foregoing statement of articles destroyed 
injured, or taken away by said Indians, together with the value thereof, and of 
each and every item of said account, as set forth in the foregoing affidavit (the 
affidavit of Mrs. Boddy), to be correct and true.” 

Their inability to swear with more particularity, and the impracticability of 
obtaining more specific evidence, are apart g Age petition of Mrs. Boddy 
to Congress and by her affidavit dated 5th instant in this city, which, of course, 
were not before wy predecessor when he acted on the case. Particular atten- 
tion is invited to these. They show that the husband of Mrs. Boddy, her two 
sons, aged pri grag eighteen and twenty-two years, and her son-in-law, who 
constituted the men in their immediate seenen aoa who perhaps alone 
could have sworn to the exact amount of stock own: Mr, Fodey, and the 
exact number destroyed, stolen, or lost, were killed on the 29th of November, 
when the loss occurred; that her daughter (her only remaining child) and her- 
self, upon seeing the Indians stri my ilens dead ies of her son and son-in- 

W, to the mountains to keepfrom being murdered, and remained there two 
days without food or shelter and thinly clad, with snow on the ground; that 
the witnesses W. S. Bybee and Dan well who were her nearest neighbors, 
lived three miles south of the Boddy settlement, and that Mr. Hartery and John 
Fritz, who were her nearest neighbors on the north, lived five and ten miles dis- 
tant, respectively, and that these witnesses, as soon as practicable after the mas- 
sacre, assisted in collecting the scattered stock belonging to the Boddy family; 
that they were frequent visitors at the home of Mrs. y before the massacre 
and depredation, and that “ each of the said men had a good idea of the amount 
and value of the property and stock” owned by the family, and also were the 
only persons, except Mrs. Boddy and her daughter, who had knowledge of the 
amount of stock recovered. 

These papers also show that William Boddy and family removed from Rose- 
burg, Oreg., where he had been engaged in merchandising, to the farm occupied 
by them when he was killed, only about four months before the massacre, taking 
with him the remnantsof a stock of goods pertaining to a general country store, 
about three thousand sheep. about seventy-five head of cattle, and about thirty- 
five head of horses, The claim made by Mrs. Boddy includes only five horses, 
one cow, and five hundred sheep, the inference being that the balance of thestock 
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dred persons attached to her petition, and among them that of L.S. Dyar, who 
was the agent for these Indiansin 1872, when the Dey eee poe was committed, 
and who under date of April 24,1876, in reporting to this office upon this claim, 
said that the “ prices charged fer hay, flour, groceries, and sheep are not above 
the ruling rates at the time and place of the depredations.™ In that letter he 
also states, from personal knowledge, that Mrs. y Was a great sufferer from 
the Modoes, and that much of her property was destroyed by these Indians. 

From the evidence now before me I am satisfied that the property mentioned 
in the schedule found in the pe marked A belonged to William dy (hus- 
band of Mrs. Louisa ponde n his lifetime, and was lost or destroyed as stated 
in the papers in the case; but the vagueness as to the amounts of quite a num- 
ber of the articles mentioned leads me to think that in all poau arts actual 
value of some of these articles at least has been overestimated, and that the 
sum of $5,400 would cover the loss; and I therefore respectfully recommend that 
the papers herewith be returned to the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, 
with the reaa that an ben Racing aes of that amount be made in favor of Mrs, 
Louisa Boddy, widow of William Boddy, deceased. 

It is proper to state that in view of the fact that ever since the Modocs who 

rpetrated the depredation under consideration were removed to the Indian 
Rerritory they have been regarded by this office and by Congress as having 
forfeited all right to any of the benefits inuring to other Modocs under the 
of October 14, 1864, with the Klamath, Modoc, and other Indians (16 Statutes, 
page 707) and have been assisted in self-support by a small gratuity annually ap- 
propriated by Congress; so that it would seem that the amount which may be 
appropriated for the relief of Mrs. Damy should betaken from the publie funds. 
It may be proper to state also that the limitation of time (three years) fixed by 
the seventeenth section of the act of June 30, 1834 (4 Statutes, 732), within 
which Indian depredation claims may be presented no longer obtains, as this 
limitation is omitted in the Revised tutes, 

Since the foregoing was written the attorney for Mrs. Boddy has presented a 
brief in support of the claim, which is also herewith transmitted. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant. 
Sé "HL. PRICE; Commissioner. 
Hon. S. J. KIRKWOOD, 
Secretary of the Interior. 


From all the facts in this case it is quite apparent that the massacre of the set- 
tlers on Lost River by the Modoes on the of November, 1872, was not the 
result of an ordinary outbreak of those Indians, but the direct result of the at- 
tack of the United States troops upon their camp on the morning of that day, 
with inadequate force, for the purpose of their removal to the Klamath reserva- 
tion, whither they refused to go, which srooot upon the part of the military 
authority was made without notice to the settlers scatte along Lost River, 
Your committee think that this fact makes this an exceptional case, and gives 
this claimant an equitable right to relief, and therefore fully concur with the 
Commissioner in his recommendation that the sum of $5,400 be appropriated for 
the relief of Mrs, Louisa Boddy, widow of William Boddy, deceased, in full 
compensation of her losses as hereinbefore stated, and therefore report for that 
purpose the accompanying bill, and recommend its passage, 


Mr. COCKRELL. It is absolutely necessary that in this body we 
shall have some regularity of and some system and order. 
This bill does not belong to the Co ttee on Indian Affairs; it be- 
longs to the Committee on Claims, This is not a proposition to take 
funds ont of the annuities or appropriations for the support of the In- 
dians to pay this claim. If it were, the Committee on Indian Affairs 
would have jurisdiction; but this is a direct proposition to take the 
people’s money and pay for this Indian depredation. I say that it has 
been the universal rule in the Senate that all claims of that class (and 
they are not one, but they amount to ten millions of dollars) go to the 
Committee on Claims. This claim belongs to that committee, and it 
should be referred to that committee, so that we may have uniformity 
of action upon this class of claims. I appeal to the chairman of the 
Committee on Claims, who is present, if all this class of claims have 

‘not been before that committee ? 

Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I must answer that they have not. 
There has really been no uniformity in the matter. When a claim for 
Indian depredations has been referred to the Committee on Claims and 
it appears that the claim is to be paid out of a fand belonging to the 
Indian tribe, that committee has, I think, uniformly reported the bill 
back to the Senate and asked to be excused from its further considera- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, when- 
ever the attention of the committee was called to that feature of the 
claim. But I must say that there really has been no uniformity about 
it. I think the point had better not be made now, because all the facts 
connected with this case are before the Senate, and the Senate is just as 
well prepared to pass upon the bill as it would be if the report had come 
from another committee. 3 

Mr. COCKRELL, I want to know distinctly whether the Commit- 
tee on Claims, that has jurisdiction of all these matters, intends to tell 
the people of this country that they shall be taxed $10,000,000 to pay 
for Indian depredations. That is what this bill means, nothing less and 
nothing more, This is an assumption on the part of the Senate of lia- 
bility for all Indian depredations. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Not at all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. You can not make it anything else. Here is a 
naked, simple depredation claim, and no annuity and no appropriation 
for the benefit of the Indians out of which the payment is to come. 
The hardship is apparent, and so it is with all Indian depredations, 
There are pending eight or ten million dollars of these claims, as Sena- 
tors well posted in these matters are a’ and I want to know if we 
are to say that Indian depredations are to be paid for. If they are, I 
want a general bill brought in to pay for all, and not to make fish of 
one and flesh of another. 

Mr. SLATER. The point that the Senator from Missouri makes was 
expressly and fully considered by the committee. It was held by the 
committee that this formed an exception to the rule that he states, and 
the exception arose from the fact that the breaking out of the Indians 
was rather induced by the action of the United States authorities in 
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not giving notice to the settlers in the vicinity when they began the- 
attack upon the Indians themselves, and by that means the United 
States placed itself in a position to be responsible for all the immediate 
damages at that point. They began with an inadequate force and un- 
dertook to remove the Indians when they ought to have known they 
could not do it with the force at theircommand. They did it without 
notice to the settlers, and they did it with the certainty, if they had 
looked at things properly, that the result which followed must neces- 
sarily have followed. The report makes that point in the concluding: 
paragraph: 

From all the facts in this case it is quite apparent that the massacre of the st- 
tlers on Lost River by the Modocs, on the of November, 1872, was not the 
result of an ordinary outbreak of those Indians, but the direct result of the at- 
tack of the United States troops upon their camp on the morning of that day, 
with inadequate force, for the purpose of their removal tothe Klamath reser- 
vation, whither they refused to go, which attempt upon the tof the military 
authority was made without notice to the settlers scattered along Lost River, 

The history that followed afterward showed that the force which made 
the attack were scarcely able to take care of themselves, let alone tak- 
ing care of the settlers in the immediate vicinity, and that it was one 
of those unfortunate mistakes which occasionally occur in the history 
of nations. The committee regarded this asa plain case, The facts 
show one of very great merit, and one of very great hardship if relief 
is not to be given. I hope the bill will be ‘ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon 
who is on the Committee on Indian Affairs if there has been any In- 
dian war in the memory of man that was not supposed to be brought 
on, directly or indirectly, by the United States authorities, the Indian 
agent, some contractor, or somebody who wanted the war? 

Mr.SLATER. That is hardly a fair question in a case like this, but 
I can say to the Senator that I know of some cases, among which this 
is one, in which undoubtedly the war began by the action of the Gov- 
ernment itself and by the unfortunate and indiscreet action of the 
Government and its agents. 

Mr. DAWES. There is a great deal of truth in what the Senator 
from Missouri says in reference to Indian wars, but the rule to which 
he has called the attention of the Senate and all that matter was in 
consideration by the committee when they decided to report this bill. 
They did not overlook the rule and did not overlook the extent of the 
claims that under the rule might be made upon the Treasury. Yet 
they thought that this was clearly outside of the rule and was founded 
in so strong an equity that the Senate of this year, like the Senate of 
last year, would not hesitate to say that when the troops of the United 
States from a very indiscreet and unwise use of their force had put, as 
it were, this woman’s whole estate to exposure and destruction in order 
to carry out their command—and whether the war was brought on, as 
I will not stop to inquire, by the whites or by the Indians themselyes— 
when the proceeds of all that property went into the Treasury of the 
United States, the loss that was brought upon this poor family by the 
exposure that our troops put them to, it was not a great stretch of 
equity, it would be a denial of justice if a portion of that property might 
not be taken out of the Treasury to remunerate this ily. 

Mr. JACKSON. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the Com- 
rae ee on Indian Affairs what amount of annuity was forfeited by that 
tribe? 

Mr, DAWES. Iam wnable to state exactly, buta large sum, covering 
a great deal more than any destruction of private property growing out 
of the war. 

Mr. JACKSON. Is there any annuity now being paid to them? 

Mr, DAWES. No; they have been sent off into exile down in the 
Indian Territory, and are not a charge, as I understand it, upon the 
Government. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are supported by the Government now, are 
they not? Appropriations are made every year for their support instead 
of their annuities. 

Mr. SLATER, Annually, for all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I doubt not they are getting more from the Gov- 
ernment now than they did before they fought it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, it seems impossible that a claim can be 
made upon the Government for compensation for losses from Indian 
depredations without being met at once with the suggestion from some, 
quarter that the depredations were suffered on account of wrongs com- 
mitted by the white man toward the Indian. I am not satisfied to allow 
this bill to be.submitted to the Senate without a fuller statement in re- 
gard to this particular transaction. I must speak in the main from mem- 
ory, having been somewhat familiar with the history of this matter at 
the time. 

In October, 1864, a treaty was negotiated between the Klamath and 
Modoc tribes of Indians by which both of those tribes agreed to go upon 
the reservation known as the Klamath Indian reservation, in South- 
eastern Oregon, and ceded to the United States their title or right to 
possession, whichever you please to call it, to the lands outside of the 
reservation previously occupied by them. In 1866 that treaty was rat- 
ified by the Senate with certain amendments. In 1869 the treaty as 
amended by the Senate was ratified and signed by the chiefs and head- 
men of both tribes, and the Modocs and Klamaths went upon the res- 
ervation and placed themselves under the control of the Indian agent, 
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and agreed to remain there subject to his control. The Government 
caused the lands ceded by those Indian tribes to the United States to be 
surveyed, and invited settlers to go upon them. Among the settlers 
who went upon these lands was the husband of this Mrs. Boddy and one 
of her grown sons and her son-in-law. Shortly after those Indians had 
gone upon the reservation where, as I contend, the United States under- 
took to keep them; where it had in substance agreed with every man, 
woman, and child who went on the land so thrown open to settlement 
that it would keep them, Captain Jack, one of the chiefs of the Modoc 
tribe, with about sixty desperate followers, left the reservation and went 
back upon those lands in the vicinity of Lost River, and there for a pe- 
riod of two years and over they terrorized over the inhabitants. The 
inhabitants petitioned the Government for protection, they petitioned 
the Indian agent, they petitioned the commander of the Department of 
the Columbia. Their petitions and communications were sent to the 
Indian Department, and negotiations were had from time to time with 
this band to get them back upon the reservation, and to induce them to 
submit themselves to the controlof the Indian agentin accordance with 
the treaty, but they were obstinate and sullen, and refused to comply 
with the provisions of the treaty, and declined to go back upon the res- 
ervation. They committed various depredations in the neighborhood, 
drew arms upon the settlers, and threatened to take their lives. For 
nearly three years the Government allowed these Indians to remain out- 
side of the reservation, until this little band of marauders had come to 
think that they could defy the Government of the United States. I 
undertake to say that it was the duty of the United States to have placed 
those Indians back upon the reservation and to have protected those 
settlers, and if it failed to do that it ought to pay the settlers, its own 
citizens, for all damages suffered from the depredations caused by its 
failure to do so. 

I desire to read briefly from the petition of the settlers about this time 
sent to the Hon. A. B. Meacham, superintendent of Indian affairs in 
Oregon, and General Canby, commanding the Department of the Colum- 
bia: 


We, the undersigned, citizens of Lost and Link River, Klamath and Tule 
Lake country, after suffering years of annoyance from the presence of the Modoc 
Indians, who, through the delay of the Indian and Military Department, have 
not been removed to the reservation, as required by the treaty stipulations of 
1864, entered into by the authorized agents of the Government and the chiefs of 
the Modoc Indians, by which all their lands were ceded to the United States, 
except those embraced in the reservation, as stipulated in said treaty, But not- 
withstanding all the conditions of said treaty have been faithfully performed on 
the of the Government, it is a well-known fact that a factious band of the 
Modoes, of about three hundred, who were parties to that treaty, have, through 
the influence of citizens of an adjoining State who have been en in an 
illict traffic with them, been instigated to set the authority of the Government 
at defiance, and to utterly refuse compliance with their treaty stipulations by 
going on the reservation; and since there is no longer any conflict between 

e Indian and Military Departments, such as prevent Subagent Applegate from 
bringing those Indians on the reservation, we therefore make this earnest ap- 
pa to you for relief. Knowing that you have the cavalry force we petitioned to 

sent to Fort Klamath two years ago for this specific purpose at Eg com- 
mand, we you to use it for the purpose it was procured for; that the depart- 
ments, both civil and military, have not been kept ignorant of the fact that we 
have been repeatedly on the verge of a desolating Indian war with this band of 
outiaws, who, by your delay to enforce the treaty, have been led to despise, 
rather t , the authority of the Government. 

Their long-continued success in defying its authorities has emboldened them 
in their defiant and hostile bearing, until further forbearance on our part would 
cease to be a virtue; that, in many instances, our families have become alarmed 
at their threats to kill and burn, until we were compelled to remove them for 
safety across the Cascade Mountains, thereby suffering great loss of time and 

roperty, That the agents at Klamath and Eeg peia ane Yainax, during this 

ong delay wing out of this unfortunate conflict of rtments, have done 
all they could to prevent a war and bring about an amicable adjustment of our 
troubles we have no reason to doubt; but we ask now, since no such conflict ex- 
ists, shall a petty Indian chief, with twenty desperadoes, and a squalid band of 
three hundred miserable peal rel any longer set at defiance the strong arm of 
the Government, driving our citizens from their homes, threatening their lives, 
and destroying our property? ~ 

Their removal to the reservation in the winter season may be easily accom- 
plished by any one acquainted with them and their country, and will not require 
more force than could be furnished from Fort Klamath to doit. We recom- 
mended Commissary I, D. App) e, of Yainax,to the consideration of the de- 
partment as a suitable man to take cha: of any force or expedition looking to 
their removal. Hislong connection withthe Indian Department, and thorough 
knowledge ofthem and their country and all the facts connected with whole 
Modoc question, and as a stock-raiser equally interested with us in their removal, 
point him out to us as the right man in the right paon in nargo of this much- 
needed expedition for the removal of this band of Modocs to their reservation, 
for which your petitioners will ever pray. 


The petition is signed by something like sixty settlers. This com- 
munication was referred to General Canby by Superintendent Meacham, 
and the correspondence was continued after Mr. Meacham left the serv- 
ice by his successor, Hon. T. B. Odeneal. The result was that after a 
very long delay the Government undertook to remove these Indians 
with an inadequate force from Lost River to the Klamath reservation. 
There was prior to that time no Indian war existing, but the Indians 
had been for years terrorizing over the settlers. The Government had 
neglected its duty to protect the settlers and to remove the Indians. Un- 
der our system of taking care of Indians upon reservations the Indians 
bind themselves to remain upon the reservation subject to the orders of 
the Indian agent, and, I repeat, the Government undertakes to keep 
them there. If property been destroyed by a mob in any munici- 


pal corporation in this country, in a city, or a county, under circum- 
stances not half so atrocious as the circumstances of this case, and with 
half the culpability of the municipal government which is shown upon 
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the part of the United States in this matter, that municipal corporation 
would have been required to pay the damage. 

Nothing that I could say would add weight to the story of this 
woman’s wrongs as it is told in the report; her husband, her two sons, 
and her son-in-law murdered, her property destroyed, and she fleeing 
to the mountains amid the snows of winter to escape from the blood- 
thirsty savages. Independent of the question of her legal right to de- 
mand this relief, a stronger case never appealed to the Senate than the 
one that now appeals for relief if you put it upon the ground of a mere 
gratuity. 

We are met in the committees and in the Senate with the proposition 
that the Congress of the United States reserves to itself the right to 
grant relief as a mere gratuity in meritorious cases independent of any 
legal obligation. Butas I havesaid, I am not willing to allow this claim 
to be placed upon the ground of a mere gratuity. I insist that this 
woman has a right to compensation. I have introduced a bill into the 
Senate looking to the consideration of other cases of Indian depredations 
in Oregon and in Washington and Idaho Territories, and when the time 
comes for me to speak upon the question I will show not only that the 
right to compensation in said case has been substantially recognized by 
the Government in the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo with Mexico, in 
which the United States undertakes to make the same satisfaction to 
Mexican citizens it does to their own citizens in like cases for depreda- 
tions committed within the Mexican borders by Indians going from the 
territory ceded by Mexico to, the United States, but that there are prec- 
edents not a few in which the Congress of the United States has granted 
relief in similar cases. A bill was passed providing for an examination 
into claims of citizens on account of Indian depredations in the State 
of Minnesota some years since and claims of the character of this claim 
to the amount of about $1,000,000 were paid by the Government. 

I hope that the bill will pass, because I believe this woman has a legal 
right to the relief which she claims. If not, it is a case where the benevo- 
lence of the Government can be well bestowed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House further insisted upon its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 119) making 
an appropriation for the relief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, com- 
posing what is known as the Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic 
regions. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 355) to provide for the muster and pay of certain officers 
and enlisted men of the volunteer forces; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 153) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
furnish tents for the fifth annual reunion of the soldiers and sailors of 
the Northwest, to be held in Chicago in the month of August, 1884. 


MINNESOTA INDIAN CLAIMS. 


Mr. HALE. Icall up the conference report on the bill for the relief 
of Lieutenant Greely, which has just come in from the House. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I shall be compelled to leave the 
city to-morrow morning, under the order of the Senate. The next bal 
on the Calendar is one that I reported from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. I think it will pass without any objection if the Senator will 
delay his request for a few moments. 

Mr. HALE. I withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar will be 
reported. 

Fhe bill (S. 84) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain 
the amounts due to citizens of the United States for supplies furnished 
to the Sioux.or Dakota Indians of Minnesota subsequent to August, 
1860, and prior to the massacre of ‘August, 1862, and providing for the 
payment thereof, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to investigate and determine the 
amounts due licensed traders, citizens of the United States, for supplies 
furnished in the course of trade and business to the Sioux or Dakota 
Indians of Minnesota subsequent to August, 1860, and prior to the out- 
break and massacre in August, 1862, and for which damages were not 
awarded by the commissioners appointed under the act approved Febru- 
ary 16, 1863, for the reason that the act limited the action of the com- 
missioners to claims arising from depredations, and did not authorize 
them to act upon claimsarising upon contract or upon accounts for sup- 
plies furnished; and to carry out the foregoing provisions $120,000 is 
appropriated. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LADY FRANKLIN BAY EXPEDITION. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 


following message from the House of Representatives: 


Resolved, That the House still further insists upon its 
amendment of the Senate tothe joint resolution (H. Res, 119) 


ment to the 
making an appro- 
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Mr. HALE. I now move, making the motion that I purposed mak- 
ing at the last sitting of the Senate when it was decided that the bill 
was not formally before the Senate, that the Senate recede from its 
amendment. I hope I do not need go over the ground that I endeav- 
ored to go over the other day. All parliamentary technicalities have 
been disposed of, and the bill as originally passed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives is before this body. A long time has elapsed since it first 
came up, and as I explained the other day, practically the difficulties 
resting in Senators minds have been removed by time. I can see no 
other good that has been accomplished by the delay. It may be that is 
enough to compensate for the loss of time in fitting out the expedition. 

The men who will compose this expedition, if we send it out, will 
‘be taken not from the navy-rolls as they now stand and ordered to 
these seas, but will be re-enlisted. Any man who is willing to go 
and is willing to re-enlist in the Navy will be put on these ships and 
sent to the relief of Lieutenant Greely, and no trouble it is ascertained 
will be found in the best officers in the establishment taking the places 
-of responsibility provided for in the bill. There is no danger of any 
unwilling officer or unwilling man being ordered on the expedition, 
and those practical troubles being removed, it rests now with the Senate 
to say whether for the sake of formally adhering to its amendment pro- 
viding for a volunteer force it will further imperil the fitting out of the 
expedition. 

I know that many Senators feel that originally there should have 
been a limitation to the appropriation. That was all gone over and 
discussed and on repeated votes the Senate decided not to limit it, but 
to leave the responsibility, as the House of Representatives had left it, 
with the President, who certainly after all this discussion and all this 
delay will be moved by a feeling of closely scrutinizing and inspecting 
everything with regard to this important expedition. 

I hope now in this emergency, at this exigency, that the Senate will 
be found ready to recede from its amendment and let the bill gothrough. 
I, for one, wantno more delay. I donot know how I should feel ifthe 
expedition should go up there and it should be found that those unfor- 
tunate men had perished within a fortnight of the time when the relief 
reached, and that that delay had been caused by our delay here. I hope 
that that will not occur; I do not prophesy anything of the kind; but 
wertainly it seems to me now that the Senate will see the importance of 
not further delaying this matter by insisting on its amendment. So, 
Mr. President, I move that the Senate recede. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do most heartily hope that the distinguished 
Senator from Maine will show and manifest to the country that placid, 
yielding spirit toward the close of this session when important con- 
‘troverted questions come up between the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives that he now shows in yielding to the wishes of the House. 
This is the second time that he has reported to this body that the House 
must have its own sweet will in this matter. I commend his example 
now to his future prayerful consideration and practice. I shall be de- 
lighted when important questions of difference come up between the 
Senate and House toward the close of the session to see that distin- 
guished Senator yielding with that complacency and childlike blandness 
and sympathy which he exhibits in this case. The Senate has posi- 
tively refused, and yet it seems that a committee of the Senate is de- 
termined to force the Senate to yield its position upon this question. 

Mr. HALE. Let me interrupt the Senator there. I think the Sen- 
ator could not have been here the other day when I presented the re- 
port of the conferees, simply reporting that we could not agree with the 
House. I stated that in making this motion I did notdo it representing 
the committee, for I joined in the report, considering that theSenate had 
taken its attitude, and we declined in the conference to yield to the 
House. I only do thisnow as a member of the Senate, making the mo- 
tion upon my own responsibility as a member, and not as representing 
the conference committee, for that is recorded as maintaining the atti- 
tude of the Senate; so that it is no attempt onthe part of the conferees 
in any way to giveaway any right ofthe Senate. We stood for the Sen- 
ate’s attitude in the conference and it is sorecorded. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to make 
an inquiry of him? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. MORRILL. What measures are they to which he refers that he 
is requesting the Senator from Maine to give such a cordial, yielding, 
humble attitude, toward the last of the session, that are to be pre- 
sented from the House ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope one of them will be a revenue-reform 
tariff bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the Senator has any information in advance of 
all the rest of us, I think he ought to communicate it to us. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that one of them will be a revenue-reform 
tariff bill and the others will be appropriation bills reducing the ex- 
penditures of the Government and bringing them to an economical and 
just basis. 

Mr. HALE. I hope that we may have a vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the committee be discharged. I be- 


lieve that motion will take precedence of the motion that is pending, 
and that will settle the matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLatr in the chair). The ques- 
tion before the Senate is the motion of the Senator from Maine, that the 
Senate recede from its amendment to the bill under consideration. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose that motion has precedence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the committee be discharged. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the status now? Has there been a new 


matter brought before the Senate? Is this the same conference com- 


mittee’s report of disagreement that was made last week? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The Sec- 
retary will report the message from the House of Representatives, which 
will answer the Senator’s question. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House still further insists upon its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate to the joint resclution (H. Res. 119) making an appro- 
prana for the relief of Lieut. A, W. Greely and his party, composing what is 

nown as the Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic regions, 

Mr. HALE. This action is taken upon the report of the second con- 
ference. That report has been submitted to the Senate, and simply 
announced that the conference committee of the two Houses was unable 
toagree. Upon this the House has insisted upon its disagreement, and 
the bill comes over of course for the action of the Senate. I have made 
the motion that I presume takes the precedence in order to see if the 
two Houses may come together; that is, that the Senate recede from its 
amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would state to the Senator 
from Missouri that this is not the report of a committee of conference; 
it is a message from the House of Representatives declaring its action 
upon the subject-matter, and the motion of the Senator from Maine the 
Chair holds to be in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no question about it, if it is only the mes- 
sage thatcame from the House. Isupposed the Senator from Maine had 
called up the bill we had up before. I hope the Senate will not recede, 
but that it will adhere to the position which it deliberately took after 
mature consideration and discussion. 

Mr. HALE. The Senate must settle that. This matter can not be 
in any way advanced by any more words from me. If the Senate does 
not vote to recede, and holds its attitude, thinking it is worth the while 
to further delay this bill upon which the hearts of so many citizens all 
over the United States are bent, and wants to delay it further, the Sen- 
ate, of course, can take that responsibility. I do not believe it is going 
to do it, and I am going to take up no further time, but ask for a vote 
upon my motion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; let us have the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine that the Senate recede from its amendment, upon 
which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The motionis to recede from all the amendments 
that were agreed to by the Senate. . 

Mr. HALE. There is but one amendment. It is simply the ques- 
tion of the volunteer force. That is all the amendment there is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did the House concur inthe other amendments ? 

Mr. HALE, There was noamendment put on the bill by the Senate 
except in regard to a volunteer force, and the necessity for that has 
been removed. As I have already said, nobody wiM be ordered on the 
expedition who does not wantto go. Thereare no other amendments. 
That is the single point. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I hope the Senate will not recede from the 
amendment. I do not believe that there has been any more vicious 
legislation than this whole bill, and while the only fight we can now 
make is upon the amendment in reference to the volunteer service, I 
am satisfied that members of the Senate voted to pass the bill without 
any restriction upon the President or Secretary of the Navy in refer- 
ence to the Treasury of the United States who would not do it in. 
I am in favor of relieving the Greely party if it can be done. I aie 
none of the fears of the Senator from Maine that it will not be done if 
this bill falls to the ground. I know that the two Houses of Congress 
would prepare and bring in a proper bill for the relief of that party if 
it can be effected; but a bill has come to us without a single limitation 
upon the power of the Secretary of the Navy to enter the vaults of the 
Treasury of the United States and take ad libitum any amount of money 
that he may see proper while we are here in session charged with the 
duty of appropriating money. 

Mr. BUTLER. My friend is mistaken about that, if he will pardon 
me. The Secretary of the Navy has nothing to do with going into the 
Treasury; the President has entire control. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Oh, let the Senator from South Carolina talk 
if he will about the President of the United States. Does he not act 
through the heads of Departments? Does he not act through the Sec- 
retary of the Navy? The Senator certainly tried to perpetrate a joke 
upon the Senate when he made that suggestion. 
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Mr. BUTLER. No; I assure my friend I did not seek to perpetrate 
a joke; I am in dead earnest. : : 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Congress of the United States is here in 
session charged with the duty of making appropriations, and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and the President of the United States are pro- 
hibited from taking money from the Treasury without appropriations 
by law; but yet we propose now to change the whole policy in this bill, 
and to say to the President or to the Secretary of the Navy, as I insist, 
‘í Enter the vaults of the Treasury and help yourself to any amount that 
you see proper.’’ . r 

I hope that the bill will fail and that no such bill, vicious in its char- 
acter, dangerous as a precedent, will pass. The bill proposes not only 
to grant the Secretary of the Navy the absolute right to dispose of the 
treasure of the United States as he pleases, but to give him the abso- 
lute control of every officer in the naval service, so that if he has an 
encmy whom he wishes to punish he is given the opportunity to do it. 
I said some time ago that I did not know that the Secretary would do 
so; I do not know that he would; but I am not in favor of giving him 
the power to doit. If there are officers of the Navy who do not want 
to undertake this dangerous expedition, who do not want to separate 
themselves from their families and go up there and expose their lives 
and their health and if there are gentlemen who are willing to volun- 
teer for the service, I prefer that those gentlemen who are willing to go 

“ shall be chosen and that no man shall be forced upon such a perilous 
expedition contrary to his wishes. 

I hope, therefore, that the motion of the Senator from Maine will not 

revail. 
p The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] that the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary called the roll. 

Mr. GARLAND. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. WALK- 
ER] and also the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR] are detained 
at their rooms by sickness. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Allison, Dolph, Hoar, Pike, 
Anthony, ‘air, Logan, Platt, 
lair, Frye, McMillan, Riddleberger, — 
Bowen, Hale, ` Mahone, Sawyer, 
Butler, Hampton, Manderson Wilson. 
Conger, H: D, iller of Cal., 
Cullom, Hawley, orrill, 
Dawes, Hill, Pendleton, 
NAYS—22, ` 
Call, Garland, Jackson, Slater, 
Camden, George, Jonas, Vance, 
Cockrell, Gorman, McPherson, Vest, 
Coke, Groome, Maxey, Voorhees. 
Colquitt, Harris, + Saulsbury, 
Farley, Ingalls, Sherman, 
ABSENT—2. 
Aldrich, Gibson, Mitchell, Sewell, 
Bayard, Jones of Florida, Morgan, Van Wyck, 
Beck, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, Walker, 
Brown, Kenna, Plumb, Williams. 
Cameron of Pa., Lamar, Pugh, 
Cameron of Wis., carbon, Ransom, 
Edmunds, Miller of N. Y., Sabin, 


So the motion to recede was agreed to. 
S. W. MARSTON. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the next 
bill on the Calendar. 

The bill (S. 1035) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to settle 
the claims of S. W. Marston, late United States Indian agent at Union 
agency, Indian Territory, for services and expenses, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to cause to be examined and audited the claims of S. W. Marston, 
late United States Indian agent at Union agency, Indian Territory, for 
services rendered and expenses incurred by him in the months of July, 
August, September, and October, 1878, which claims were transmitted 
to‘the Office of Indian Affairs in November of that year, and to pay to 
him whatever sum of money may be found to be justly due for such 
services and expenses, not exceeding in amount $448.10. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


OSCAR EASTMOND AND JAMES W. ATWILL. 


The bill (S. 368) for the relief of Oscar Eastmond and James W. At- 
will was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the 
Secretary of War to cause to be issued and delivered to Oscar Eastmond 
a commission as colonel and to James W. Atwill a commission as lien- 
tenant-colonel of the First Regiment North Carolina Volunteers, to 
date as of June 20, 1865, and to cause them to be duly mustered out 
as of date June 27, 1865; but this act and the commissions and mus- 
ters-out issued thereunder shall not entitle them, or eitherof them, or 
any person claiming by, through, under, or from them, or either of 
them, to any pay, compensation, or allowance of any kind whatever, 
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and shall only entitle them respectively to the rank of colonel and. 
lieutenant-colonel of the regiment named. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to- 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE A. JAEGER. 

The bill (S. 439) for the relief of George A. Jaeger was considered. 
asin Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of War to as- 
certain and determine the actual value of the personal effects lost by 
George A. Jaeger, late a lieutenant in the Twelfth United States In- 
fantry, by the burning of his quarters at Camp Halleck, Nevada, on Oe- 
tober 7, 1874, without fault or neglect on his part, and to pay the 
amount so ascertained; but no allowance shall be made for any prop- 
erty except what was useful, necessary, and proper for such an officer’ 
while in quarters engaged in the service in the line of duty or exceed- 
ing in amount the sum of $500. 

\ Mr. COCKRELL. The “J” there ought to be “I.” Let it be 
amended accordingly. I reported the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If there be no objection that amend- 
ment will be made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That change should be made both in the body of 
the bill and in the title. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. > 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended by changing ‘‘ Jaeger’’ to ‘‘ Iaeger.’’ 

HENRY M’GOWAN. 


The bill (S. 376) for the relief of Henry McGowan was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I had the honor of introducing that bill, and I 
prefer, although it is reported favorably, that it remain and retain its 
place on the Calendar, subject to be called up hereafter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to passing over the 
bill? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


LEWIS D. ALLEN. 


The bill (S. 307) for the relief of Lewis D. Allen was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. HOAR. The person named in that bill, which was reported ad- 
versely, wants an opportunity to present some further evidence. I move 
that the bill be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to passing over in- 
formally the bill the title of which has just been read? The Chair hears 
none. 

DAVID BALLENTINE. 


The bill (S. 392) for the relief of Joseph Kinney, administrator of 
David Ballentine, of Missouri, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is pretty much the same kind of a case as 
the first one that was called, for the relief of the city of Glasgow, in- 
volving the destruction of property to prevent it falling into the hands 
of the rebels during the late war and being used by them. The reports 
have only been recently made and there seems to be a considerable uni- 
formity on the part of the committee in reporting these cases; but I do- 
not desire to have this bill taken from the docket until all the cases are 
reported and we can determine whether we will test the principle. I 
ask that this be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to passing the bill: 
over without prejudice? The Chair hears none. It will be so passed. 
over. 

JOHN ARMFIELD. 


The bill (S. 491) for the relief of John W. Franklin, executor of the 
last will of John Armfield, deceased, was considered as in Committee- 
of the Whole. It provides for the payment to John W. Franklin, ex- 
ecutor of the estate of John Armfield, late of the county of Grundy, 
Tennessee, of $18,000.21, being the proceeds of $30,000.36 in legal 
money taken from the Bank of Louisiana, at New Orleans, La., by 
Capt. J. W. McClure, assistant quartermaster, under military order 
numbered 202, and by him turned over to Col. S. B. Holabird, chief 
quartermaster of that department, and by him disbursed. 

Mr. CONGER. If there is a report in that case let it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. JAcK- 
SON January 16: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 491) for the relief 
of John W. Franklin, executor of the last will of John Armfield, deceased, have 
considered the same, and respectfully submit the following report: 

This claim, under a bill similar in all respects to the present, was before the 
committee for consideration at the second session of the Forty-seyventh Congress, 
was then fully investiga’ and a favorable report made thereon. 

Upon a re-examination of the claim your committee have reached the same 
favorable conclusion, and as the facts and conclusions of law are fully set forth 
in their former report, it is again adopted as the report of your committee in 
the premises, as follows: 

Mr, Jackson, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the following report 
to accompany bill S. 2213. 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2213) for the re- 
lief of John W. Franklin, executor of the last will of John Armfield, decease J, 
make the following report: 

That at the commencement and during the continuance of the late war J: im 
Armfield, a citizen and resident of Grundy County, Tennessee, was an intrm 
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old man, who remained quietly at home during the war; that he gave no aid, 

eomfort, or encouragement to the rebellion or to persons engaged therein, but 
throughout the war remained loyal to the Government of the United States. 
He was a depositor in the Bank of Louisiana, at New Orleans, and in August, 
1863, there was to his credit in said bank the sum of $39,000 in the notes or issues 
of the bank, and $1,239.65 in confederate treasury notes, arising from collections 
made for his account before the occupation of the city of New Orleans by the 
Federal military forces. 

On the 17th of August, 1863, Major-General Banks, then in command of the 
Department of the Gulf, issued order No. 202, requiring the several banks and 
banking tions of New Orleans to pay over without delay to the chief 

uartermaster of the Army, or to such officers of his department as he might 
designate all money in their possession belonging to or standing upon their 
books to the credit of any person registered as an enemy of the Uni Statesor 
engaged in any manner in the military, naval, or civil service of the “so-called 
confederate states, or who should have been or might thereafter be convicted of 
rendering any aid or comfort to the enemies of the United States.” The order 
declared that all such funds would “be held and accounted for by the Quarter- 
master’s rete subject to the future adjudication of the Government of 

the United States.” Under and in obedience to this order the Bank of Louisi- 
ana, in September, 1863, paid over to Capt. J. W. McClure, assistant quartermas- 
ter (the ollicer designated by the Quartermaster’s Department to receive the 
same), the money or funds standing upon its books to the credit of John Arm- 
field. The funds thus turned over the bank consisted of $30,000 of its own 
notes or issues and $1,239.65 in confederate currency. Shortly afier the receipt 
of the money, the chief quartermaster, Colonel Holabird, sold the notes of the 
bank at 60 per cent., adh, the sum of §18,000. It does not appear what dis- 
position was made of the confederate currency. In 1856 said Armfield made a 

plication to the Secretary of War for the restoration of this $18,000, the TOORA 
-of his funds. By order of the Secretary of War, dated the 20th of November, 
1866, the claim and papers relating thereto were referred to the Quartermaster- 


General for action uired for reimbursement of claimant. The Quartermas- 
‘ter-General, on the November, 1866, referred the matter for examination and 
settlement to the Third Auditor of the Treasury De ent, who. on the Mth 


partm: 
December, 1867, made his report to the Second Comptroller of the Treasury, set- 
ting forth the facts of the case and his reasons for rejecting the claim, as follows: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
Third Auditor's Office, December 14, 1367. 
Sm: I herewith submit for your consideration a claim of John Armfield to be 


reimbu: ce moneys sei at New Orleans, , by the military officers 
-of the United States. Ita that there was to the credit of this claimant in 
the Bank of Louisiana, at New Orleans, La., $30,000.36 in the notes of said bank 


and $1,239.65 in confederate no the p of collection by said bank for 
claimant; that orders were issued by the military authorities of the United States 
in that department for the seizure of property in the possession of disloyal per- 
sons, &c.; that in pursuance of these orders this bank, on the Sth and lith of 
September, 1863, paid over this money (in kind, as above stated) to Capt. J. W. 
McClure, assistant quartermaster ; that hesoon afterward turned over this money 
to Col. S. B. Holabird, chief quartermaster of that department; that Colonel 
Holabird sold the notes of the Bank of Louisiana at 60 per cent., realizing the 
sum of $18,000.21. The disposition made of the confederate notes is not shown, 
but as they had no legal value the question is immaterial. 
In view of the recommendations made in this report, a detailed statement of 
tthe testimony is deemed unnecessary, buta general examination of itis believed 
to disclose the following facts, viz: That claimant had been a resident of Ten- 
nessee for some years next preceding the rebellion, and continued so to be dure 
ing the war; that he remained in Tennessee during the entire war; that he was 
anaged and infirm man, and was for that reason unable to participate actively 
in the war either for oragainst the United States; that he never gave any assist- 
-ance to the rebel enemies further than he was obliged to do by the actual pres- 
ence of armed rebels, and that he took the amnesty oath p bed by the proc- 
Jamation of the President, dated December 8, 1963, as soon as the state of his 
health would permit him to goto the headquarters of the Federal forces after 
their arrival in his neighbor! As this seizure appears to have been sub- 
stantially an appropriation of personal property at New Orleans, La., in Septem- 
ber, 1863, the claim therefore appears to have originated during the war of the 
rebellion, and in a State which enacted an ordinance of secession, and which 
had been declared by the proclamation of the President of July 1, 1862, to be in 
insurrection, It would therefore ap that any settlement of this claim is in- 
hibited by the act of February 9 (or 19), 1867, which construed the act of July 4, 
1864. But if it be decided that the settlement of this claim is not inhibited by that 
:act, then there appear to be other reasons why no settlement can be made by 
this Department: Ist, no general appropriation or provision of any kind for re- 
funding of moneys sciaed n the manner in which money was taken has 
ever been made by Congress; and, 2d, it can not be ascertained what appropria- 
tion had the benefit of the expenditure of any part of claimant's money, and 
therefore no particular appropriations can be designated as properly c 
with the duty ofrefunding. (Afterdiscussing these points the report conciudes:) 
It is therefore submitted, first, that settlement of this claim is inhibited by the 
-act of Congress of iini 4 9 (or 19), 1867, which construed the act of Congress 
of July 4, 1864; and, second, that the jurisdiction of this office does not extend 
to the settlement of this claim, because no fund has ever been appropriated and 
no provision of any kind ever made by Conas for the settlement of claims of 
this character. Itis therefore recommended thatthe claim be disallowed. 


Respectfull 
ni JOHN WILSON, Auditor. 


Hon. Jonx M., BRODHEAD, 
Second 


The Second Comptroller, under date of March 8, 1868, gave a written opinion 
in the case, concurring with tbe Auditor in the conclusions stated by him, and 
suggesting thatthe remedy of claimant lies elsewhere than at the Treasury. 
His application should be made to Congress or the Court of Claims.” 

John Armfield some time after this died, and John W. Franklin, the duly ap- 
pointed and qualitied executor of his will, seeks by the present bill to have Con- 
ee return or repay to him, for the benefit of said Armfield’s estate, without 

nterest, said sum of $18,000, which the United States Government received and 
appropriated as aforesaid. The single question ted in the case is, whether 


there is now any legal obligation or epa uty on the part si the Govern- 
ment to make such restitution, No judicial proceedings were ever instituted by 
-or on behalf of the United States to confiscate or con: ne the funds of 


Armfield received from the Bank of Louisiana or the proceeds thereof. The 
object and purpose of said military order No. 202, under which Armfield’s de- 
posit was taken possession of by the military authorities, was not to supply mil- 
itary wants and necessities, but simply to impound and confiscate the moneys 
-of publie enemies. By reason of his residence in Tennessee, John Armfield 
occupied (till December, 1863) constructively the relation of enemy, but was in 
fact loyal to the Government. He did not, therefore, fall within either the let- 
ter or the spirit and intent of the order; neither were his funds subject to lawful 
seizure and confiscation under the confiscation acts of Congress. But assuming 
that his technical enemy relation by residence in a rebellious State would have 
a” thorized the confiscation of his funds on deposit in New Orleans, the question 
is presented whether the commanding general of the department could, by mil- 
itary order, enforce sucl. confiscation. 


| 


This is not an open question, The Supreme Court of the United States, inthe 
case of Planters’ Bank es. Union Bank (16 Wallace, pages 494 to 497), had occasion 
to pass upon the validity of order No. 202; and it was there decided that General 
Banks had no authority to make said order, and that it was wholly invalid and 
worked no divestiture of the owner's right and title to the funds seized there- 
under. The following extract from the opinion of the court will show the rea- 
soning and principle on which its decision was rested ; 

“The validity of the order (No. 202) is, therefore, the first thing to be consid- 
ered. It was madeon the 17th August, 1863. Then the city of New Orleans was 
in quiet possession of the United Statesforces, It had beencaptured morethan 
fifteen months-before that time, and undisturbed possession was maintained 
ever after its capture. Hence, the order was no attempt to seize td aig dl ‘fla- 
grante bello, nor was it a seizure for immediate use of the Army. It was simply 
an attempt to confiscate private property, which, though it may be subjected to 
confiscation by legislative authority, is, according to the modern law of nations, 
exemptfrom capture as booty of war. Still, as the war had not ceased, though 
it was not flagrant in the district, and as General Banks was in command of 
the district, it must be conceded that he had power to do all that the laws of war 
permitted, except so far as he was restrained by the pledged faith of the Gov- 
ernment or by the effect of Congressional legislation. A pledge, however, had 
been given that rights of property should be respected. When the city was sur- 
rendered to the army under General Butler, a proclamation was issued, dated 
May 1, 1862, one clause of which was as follows: ‘All the rights of property of 
whatever kind will be held inviolate, subject only to the laws of the United 
States.’ This, as was remarked in the case of the Venice, only reNerated the 
rules established by the legislative and executive action of the National Govern- 
mentin arse to the portions of the States in insurrection occupied and con- 
trolled by the troops of the Union. That action, it was said, indicated the policy 
of the Government to be not to rd districts occupied and controlled by na- 
tional troops as in actual insurrection, or their inhabitants as subject, in most 

to treatment as enemies. 

‘Substantial, complete, and permanent military occupation and control was 
held to draw after it the full measure of protection to persons and property con- 
sistent with a necessary subjection to military government. We do not assert 
that anything in General Butler's proclamation exempted property within the 
occupied district from liability to confiscation as enemies’ property, if in truth 
it wassuch, AN that is now said is, that after that proclamation private prop- 
erty in the district was not subject to military seizure as booty of war. But ad- 
mitting as we do that private property ed subject to confiscation, it is 
undeniable that confiscation was possible only to the extent and in the manner 
provided by the acts of Congress. Those acts were passed on the 6th Au: š 
1861, and on the 17th July, 1862. No others authorized the confiscation of private 
property. and they provided the manner in which alone confiscation could be 
made. They designated Government agents for seizing enemies’ property, and 
they directed the mode of procedure for its condemnation in the courts. e 
system devised was necessarily exclusive. No authority was given to a mili- 
tary commander, as such, to effect any confiscation. * * * Itis therefore of 
little importance to inquire what, under the general laws of war, are the rights 
of a conqueror, for during the recent civil war the Government of the United 
States asserted no genera! rights in virtue of conquest to compel the payment of 
private debts to itself. On the contrary, it was impliedly disclaimed except so 
so far as the acts of 1861 and 1862 asserted it. These enactments declaring that 
private property belonging to certain classes of persons might be confiscated, in 
the manner particularly described, are themselves expressive of an intent that 
the rights of conquest should not be exercised against private property except 
in the cases mentioned and in the manner pointed out. * * It follows, then, 
that the order of General Banks was one which he had no authority to make, 
and that his direction to the bank to pay to the quartermaster of the Army the 
debt (or deposit) due to the Planters’ Bank was wholly invalid.” 

The Supreme Court having thus declared that theattempt of the commanding 
general to enforee by military order the confiscation acts of Congress nst 
the property and effects of even actual enemies of the United States was with- 
out authority and invalid, and it further appearing that there has never been 
any judicial procedure for the condemnation of the funds seized. as directed 
and required by the confiscation acts of 1961 and 1862, so as to divest and defeat 
the private rights of the owner, it follows that the United States never acquired 
any valid interest or title to the money of Armfield turned over to the Govern- 
ment under said order202. Underan invalid and unauthorized order of its com- 
manding general the Government simply got | cewvoecesn of the fund, and placed 
itself in position to enforce against it con: ion acts of 1861 and 1862, pro- 
vided the owner had subjected himself to the penalties of said acts by aiding 
and abetting the rebellion. But Armfield was actually loyal, and his money 
could not lawfully have been condemned and confiscated under said acts. 

At the close of the war Mr, Armfield was an old man, completely broken u: 
by the casualties and disasters of war. He was in feeble and infirm health; 
moved about with difficulty and with pain to himself. He lived in a remote 
section of the State, and for years after close of the war he diligently prose- 
euted his claim before the Departments of the Government, which at that time 
were supposed to have the properauthority, if not the sole jurisdiction, toadjust 
and settle the matter. After the disallowance of his claim by the Treasury De- 
partment, on the grounds already stated, which did not go to the merits of the 
claim, he Serene this life before he had time or opportunity to apply else- 
where for relief. 

It is suggested, in the opinion of the Third Auditor of the Treasury (above 
quoted), that the claimant's remedy was either in the Court of Claims or to Con- 
gress. Ifthe military authorities had seized the funds under the act of Congress 
of March 12, 1863, entitled “An act to provide for the collection of abandoned 
popar and for the prevention of frauds in insurrectionary districts within the 

nited States,” the t could have resorted to the Court of Claims within 
the time prescribed by law for relief. The claim does not, however, fall within 
the provisions of, or originate under, that act. But,as stated by the Supreme 
Court in the case cited, the order under which the funds were taken ion 
of was an unauthorized shenays by the military commander to enforce sum- 
= the confiscation acts of 1561 and 1862. 

In the opinion of your committee no jurisdiction was conferred upon the Court 
of Claims to grantyelief in such cases, and the claimant has been guilty of no 
laches in failing to seek redress in that direction. The claim being a just and 
meritorious one, the Government should not refuse relief. 

Your committee, therefore, consider that the money belonging to said Armfield 
to the amount of $18,000, received in par funds and appro; as aforesaid by 
the Government, should be restored to his estate, but without interest; and they 
Soccedingly report back the bill with a recommendation that it be passed by the 

nate. 


Mr. CONGER. Iam well aware of the carefulness with which the 
Committee on Claims examines all these cases and the fairness with 
which those who make reports from it consider all the cireumstances 
arising in them, and so I hesitate a good deal about opposing the pas- 
sage of this bill. Iam free to say, having been a member of the Com- 
mittee on Claims at the last thatthe careful mannerin which 


claims are examined and the legal questions are considered, and espe- 
cially by the gentleman who made this report, impresses me very 
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much; and if this case was not an old acquaintance of mine I should 
not interpose. I had occasion in the other House to examine this 
claim. It hasan old, familiar look, and I notice now in the report it 
requires a very long, careful argument to find grounds upon which its 
payment can be recommended. The claim has been made in the Sen- 
ate heretofore, and still I think it never succeeded until last year in 
having a favorable report. 

There are two or three things in regard to this claim that I think 
Senators should look at before it is passed, thereby establishing a prec- 
edent, part of which appears in this record and part of which may be 
my own recollection. 

There is no assumption in the report, to begin with, that this claim- 
ant was a loyal citizen of the United States; it is not pretended that 
he comes within that category at all. On the contrary, it is admitted 
that he was to all intents and pi within the meaning of the law 
an enemy, at least that he did hostile acts and was in a hostile atti- 
tude to the Government. Itis excused in the report by saying that he 
did no more in opposition to his Government than he was compelled to 
do. The kind of compulsion or the amount of hostility which he man- 
ifested tothe Government is not set forth at all, but it is smoothed 
over by that general proposition that he did no more against his Gov- 


ernment in a hostile way than he was compelled todo. To a certain 
extent that rule would apply toa t many men who were in actual 
hostility to this Government. It now become a matter of history 


and a matter of knowledge that there was more or lesscompulsion upon 
individuals, making them take a hostile attitude against the Govern- 
ment. In reply to that I submit that during the time this claimant 
was depositing his good money in a bank in New Orleans, far removed 
from his residence, and while he was depositing confederate money 
there, while he was giving all the benefit of his business transactions 
to banks and to a region of the country in possession of the enemy, it 
would have been nearer and easier—for Tennessee was a large portion 
of the time during the war in the possession of the Army of the United 
States—for him to have deposited his money and conducted his trans- 
actions in loyal States and for the benefit of his Government. 

I do not hear anything and I do not remember anything in this par- 
ticular case which takes it out of the class of other cases except the 
age and infirmity of this old man; and his age and infirmity is made 
the excuse for his having been dragged into opposition to his Govern- 
ment, and the pretense is, and the only pretense is, that from his age and 
from his condition of health he was unfit to be an active enemy and 

in active hostilities against the Government. 

This is a case that ap somewhat to our kindly feeling because of 
the age and infirmity of the original claimant and because of the loss 
and injury which the losing of this money brought upon him and upon 
his family; and if that were all there was in the case I would not rise 
in my place to make any objection to the passage of the bill; but in 
view of the vast amount of money involved in the thousands and thou- 
sands of claims and the millions of dollars still unsettled and undecided 
coming under the head of ‘‘ war claims” I think the Senate should be 
very careful not to establish a precedent which will be a guide to this 
committee in the future or to any other committee forstepping over the 
well-recognized boundaries of the present law and the present decisions 
ef Congress. If we may pass over these boundaries from sympathy, if 
we may vote to pass a bill for one claimant on the ground of sympathy, 
we may pass another for another reason, and not be governed by any 
certain or definite rule. 

In my examination of this case I found many things which tend to re- 
move the main, leading objection to the passage of this bill in itself, and 
yet I never could see, as the committee seem to have seen now, on what 
principle I could recommend the of this bill, how according to 
the rules which the committees of both Houses have adopted in regard 
to the recommendation of bills for old war claims they could bring this 
within the principle, for to my mind unless there is something new 
shown since I did examine the claim it must be controlled alone by our 
sympathy for the condition of the man and a desire to do a kind-hearted, 
poao thing to this old Tennesseean, to do a clever thing to him. 

nless it be on that ground, I see no reason why this bill ought to pass. 

I do not know, I can not say but that later there has been some new 
testimony or some new light, but I think the rtis taken from are- 
port made over two years ago, and that report of the facts as they were 
then has been adopted by this committee, and there is no pretense that 
any new testimony or any new evidence has been discovered to take 
this case out of the condition it was in at that time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To what report does the Senator refer? 

Mr. CONGER. The report which was read here, the committee 
adopting a report which was made by the Committee on Claims two 
years ago. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Hasthere been any adverse reportin either branch ? 

Mr. CONGER. That is not the point I was on. My point was that, 
unless there was some new evidence, some new testimony since I myself 
had examined the claim or since the committee had formerly examined 
it, I was unwilling without farther examination to vote in favor of 
the passage of this bill. 

It is with more than ordinary reluctance that I an mize a report 
of thiscommittee. To show my great confidence in the ability and in- 
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tegrity of the gentleman from Tennessee who made this report, I say 
that it is with reluctance I oppose the of a bill which he has 
recommended; but with views that this does not come within the 
rule, that it has tobe brought within the rule by argumentation rather 
than by facts, that it will violate the principles upon which Congress 
has acted in the ge of war claims, I can not support the bill, and 
I should like very much—for I can not on the mere reading of the re- 
port follow its arguments and statements clear through—to have the 
bill go over until I can myself re-examine it, and if I find I am in error, 
I shall certainly withdraw any objection and permit the bill to pass at 
any time, as far as my vote is concerned. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GARLAND. Will the Senator from Tennessee holding the floor 
give way for a motion for an executive session? 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to speak about two minutes or not more 
than five on this bill at some time, and as I am going away for a fort- 
night perhaps I had better do it now; but I do not wish to interfere 
with the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. JACKSON, I will yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. As I understand it, Mr. President, this bill is based 
upon a principle which has been applied both by Congress and by the 
Supreme Court whenever any case has arisen which called for its appli- 
cation, and it is this: The laws of war authorize a belligerent nation 
to carry its hostility to the extent of the entire destruction or confisca- 
tion of all enemies’ property whatever. Strictly construed they also 
authorize the enslaving or slaying of every enemy whatever, with his 
wife and children, if need be, if the belligerent government see fit. 
But in modern times there have been arent aileriatioce of the strictness 
of the ancient and barbarous rule, so that it is not customary for civil- 
ized nations while at war to destroy the private property of an enemy 
either by sea or land unless the property itself constitute a public 
danger so as to be part of the resources of the other belligerent. It is 
not customary on land to seize for confiscation of the government any 
of the belligerent’s property except so much as comes within the class 
I have just referred to on the one side or may itself be made useful for 
the support of the army in the field coming under the class of quarter- 
master or military stores on the other. 

The Supreme Court of the United States have held that the degree of 
severity with which the ancient belligerent right shall be enforced is a 
question for the political department of the Government, for Congress 
where it has legislated, or for the head of the Army in the absence of 
any such legislation; and therefore when enemy’s property has been 
seized, not for the use of the Army as quartermaster or commissary 
stores, but has been taken possession of and kept by the Government, 
or sold and its procéeds kept, the amount has been uniformly restored 
to the party, either under quasi-judicial processes where Congress has 
established tribunals authorized to make the restoration or by act of 
Congress where that is necessary. 

What is this case? It does not make any difference that the sufferer 
was an infirm old man and was not an actual belligerent, because the 
belligerent character was imputed to him conclusively by his being in 
the enemy’s territory where some funds which he had in a bank were 
seized by an order which the Supreme Court of the United States pass- 
ing on that general order of General Banks have held to be illegal, be- 
cause, Congress having determined the policy not to make a general con- 
fiscation of enemies’ property, the general in the field had no right to 
go beyond that policy. Therefore eral Banks’s order requiring the 
New Orleans banks to pay into the Treasury the private deposits of per- 
sons, whether enemies or friends, has been held by the Supreme Court 
of the United States to be illegal in the case from which the opinion is 
extracted in this report. That beingso, this money isnow in the Treas- 
ury. It has not been applied to the use of the United States except as 
all money that is covered into the Treasury may be su to have 
been; it was not quartermaster or commissary stores; and it is the duty 
of Congress to provide for its restoration. I am not aware since I have 
been here ofa single case which depends on those principles where Con- 
gress has not adopted the view which this report adopts. 

Mr. CONGER. May I inquire if this bank was not the depository 
of the confederate funds, and if this was not taken as a part of the 
funds generally, and the only means of knowing that it was a te 
fund was that on the books of the bank it appeared there was so much 
to this man’s credit? 

Mr. HOAR. Iam glad the Senator puts that question, because that 
illustrates precisely the care which the committee have taken in regard 
to this class of questions. We have had two or three cases, in one of 
which I made the report and in one of which the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. JACKSON] made the report, where a depositor in that bank, 
the bank having been ordered te pay over his funds to the credit of the 
confederacy before we got possession of New Orleans, came in and asked 
us to reimburse him and restore the funds which had been captured. 
The reply was, ‘‘ No, your deposit in bank had been turned over to the 
confederates in the beginning and we captured it as confederate funds; 
we can not go behind the present position of the confederate govern- 
ment as depositor im the bank and see whether they got that money by 
an illegal confiscation of some of their citizens’ funds.” And in those 
cases we haye invariably declined relief. But the confederate govern- 
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ment had several banks in which itmade deposits, of which this was 
one. This bank had a large number of deposits, of which the deposit 
of the cenfederate treasurer was only one, and not a very large one in 
proportion to its whole line of deposits, This deposit was money de- 
posited by this man in his private capacity. 

Mr. CONGER. The reason I asked the question was that my recol- 
lection was that this very money, belonging to a citizen of Tennessee, 
had been so far seized by the confederate government, or at least that 
it was ordered to be—— 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir; it never had been. 

ae JACKSON. The Senator will allow me to state that that is not 
the fact. 

Mr. CONGER. I did not mean to say it had been seized in dact, but 
that by an order of the confederate government all money in bank had 
been ordered to be kept there for the use of the confederacy, whether 
it was private funds or public funds. 

Mr. JACKSON. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOAR. In all that class of cases we have denied relief. 

Mr. GARLAND. Now, with the understanding that the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON] has the floor when this bill comes up 
again, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 

usiness. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator withdraw that for a moment in order 
that I may ask a question, that the answer may go in the RECORD at 
this point? 

Mr. GARLAND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. I see it stated in this report that in the opinion of the 
committee no jurisdiction was conferred upon the Court of Claims to 
grant relief in such cases. Now, if the Government has money which 
has been covered into the Treasury which it can not legally hold, why 
is there not an implied contract on the part of the Government receiving 
that money to pay it back, and, therefore, why was there not jurisdic- 
tion in the Court of Claims? 

Mr. HOAR. The Court of Claims, as I understand it, has never 
adopted that view of an implied contract, and the principle of law which 
authorizes the waiving a tort and bringing assumpsit on an implied 
contract to pay over money tortiously obtained does not obtain univer- 
sally in our American States. It is denied in my own State of Massa- 
chusetts. But at any rate it never has been extended so far, and least 
of all it has never been adopted by the Court of Claims, that where a 
sum of money has been seized by an unlawful order of a military officer 
in time of war operating upon persons within his actual control and 
military jurisdiction and where the United States has received into 
its Treasury a sum of meney exacted from a person under that condi- 
tion of things, there was an implied contract to pay it which would 
authorize the party to sue in the Court of Claims. There is no such 
case to be found in that court that I ever heard of. 

Mr. GARLAND. Now I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After forty-five minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened. 

CARDS TO SENATORS. 

Mr. PLATT submitted the following resolution; which was referred 

to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the time during which cards shall not be sent to Senators be ex- 
tended for two hours from the commencement of the session. 


VOTES RECONSIDERED. 
On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


ADMISSIONS TO THE FLOOR. 


On motion of Mr. PLATT, it was 


bebo Unie denver ject of the construction of clause 3, Rule XXXII, which 
provides for the admission of heads of Department to the floor of the Senate, be 
referred to the Committee on Rules for its consideration. 


SUFFERERS BY THE OHIO OVERFLOW. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk 
announced that the House had a joint resolution (H. Res. 154} 
authorizing the of War to use rations for the relief of des- 
titute persons in the district overflowed by the Ohio River and its trib- 
utaries, and making an appropriation to relieve the sufferers by said 
overflow; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With the unanimous consent of the 
Senate, the Chair now lays before it for immediate consideration the 
joint resolution just received from the House of Representatives. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 154) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to use rations for the relief of destitute ms in the district over- 
flowed by the Ohio River and its tributaries, and making an appropria- 
tion to relieve the sufferers by said overflow, was read the first time by 
its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved, &c., That the sum of $300,000 is hereby appropriated, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, out of any money in the ry not otherwise 


ded by and under the direction of the Secretary of War 


appropriated, to be h 

in the purchase and distribution of subsistence stores, clothing, and other nec- 
articles to such destitute persons as may require assistance in the district 

Gverhowell by the Ohio River and its tributaries by the recent floods; and he is 

authorized to co-operate with the authorities of the several States and cities of 

which such district is a part in making distribution of the same. And the Sec- 

retary of War is also authorized, in his discretion, to use the hospital and other 


tents now possessed by the War Department so far as may be necessary to fur- 
nish temporary shelter to the destitute people who have been driven from their 
homes by said overflow; and he is authorized to use the steamers and other 
boats and vessels belonging to or now employed by the Government upon the 
Ohio and Mississippi Rivers and their tributaries in the transportation and dis- 
tribution of the supplies furnished by the United States or individuals to and 
among said destitute and suffering people; and he may employ such other 
means of transportation as he may deem necessary to carry the purpose of this 
joint resolution into effect. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MAXEY. -I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 3 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MONDAY, February 11, 1884. 


The House metat 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
5. LINDSAY, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. FERRELL, for to-day. 

To Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the Chair will proceed with 
the call of States and Territories for the introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions for printing and reference to their appropriate committees. 
Under this call memorials and resolutions of State and Territorial Legis- 
latures are in order; also resolutions calling for executive information 
for reference to their appropriate committees. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. OATES introduced a bill (H. R. 4720) to repeal section 4716 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CADETS AT NAVAL ACADEMY. 

Mr. OATES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4721) to limit the number 
of cadets to the Naval Academy and to regulate the appointment thereof; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MARCUS C. HAWLEY & CO. 


Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a bill (H. R. 4722) for the relief of Mar- 
cus C. Hawley & Co., of San Francisco, Cal.; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ROBERT W. DUNBAR. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4723) for the relief of 
Robert W. Dunbar; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRICT COURT IN ARIZONA. 

Mr. BUDD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4724) to invest the 
district court of the United Statesin and for the second judicial district 
of Arizona with certain powers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


JOB BROOKFIELD. 

Mr. BUDD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4725) for the 
relief of Job Brookfield; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CADETS IN NAVAL ACADEMY. 

Mr. BUDD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4726) limiti 
a portion of an act entitled ‘* An act making appropriations for the nav; 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes, ’’ 
and to regulate and provide for the appointment of cadets to the Naval 
Academy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


! SETTLEMENT OF PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 4727) to facilitate the set- 
tlement of private land claims; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered te be 
printed. 
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LEASING ARID AND DESERT LANDS. 

Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4728) to provide for the 
leasing of the arid and desert lands in the State of Colorado; which 
-was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

MORRIS APPEL. 


Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4729) for the relief of 
Morris Appel; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
-Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DENVER, COLO. 

Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4730) to inerease the 
-appropriation for the erection of the public building at Denver, Colo. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAIAH MITCHELL. 
Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4731) granting a pension 


to Isaiah Mitchell; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTIES ON COCOANUTS, ETC. 


Mr. BISBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 4732) to impose duties upon 
-cocoanuts, bananas, and pine-apples; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
“be printed. 

MRS. ANN LEDDY. 
Mr. BISBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4733) for extension of pen- 
-sion of Mrs. Ann Leddy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JULIA A. MAYBEE. 

Mr. BISBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4734) for the relief of Julia 
A. Maybee, administratrix of John E. Hickey, d ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 

-ordered to be printed. 
‘ D. K. LOVE. 

Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4735) for the relief of D. 
K. Love; which was read a. first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

DRAINAGE OF TYBEE. 
Mr. NICHOLLS introduced a bill (H. R. 4736) to provide for the 
-drainage of the public domain on Tybee Island, State of Georgia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM H. SOUTH. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 4737) ting a pen- 
sion to William H. South, Company B, Twenty-ninth Illinois Volun- 
‘teers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK GALT. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 155) 
for the relief of Frank Galt, a notary P for the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Accpunts, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 156) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States in 
relation to the election of President and Vice-President, providing for 
their election by a majority of the voters of the people and the aboli- 
tion of the electoral college, and regulating the method of gomen 
the votes by the two Houses of Congress; which was read a first 
second time, referred to the Select Committee on Law respecting Elec- 
tion of President and Vice-President, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMERCIAL NATIONAL BANK, CHICAGO. . 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 4738) to authorize 
the increase of the capital stock of the Commercial National Bank of 
Chicago; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES MORGAN. 
Mr. WORTHINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 4739) for the relief of 
. James Morgan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4740) to amend 
section 536 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the 
division of the State of Illinois into judicial districts, and to provide for 
holding terms of court of the northern district at the city of Peoria; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 

»the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
RELIEF RELATING TO LAND GRANTS. 
Mr. PAYSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4741) for the relief of persons 
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to whom land had been confirmed by the governors of the Northwest- 

ern Territory, &c., and whose lands were subsequently sold by the 

United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
INDIAN EDUCATION, DAKOTA. 

Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 4742) to encourage Indian 
education in the Territory of Dakota; which was read afirst and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Education, and ordered to be 
printed. s 

GEORGE DISSINGER. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4743) granting a pen- 
sion tọ George Dissinger; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TRUE NAMES OF SOLDIERS. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4744) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to correct the rolls and restore the true names of sol- 
diers thereto who served under fictitious names; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY FRANCE. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4745) for the relief of 
Mary France; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MATT AND SAMUEL FRANCE. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4746) for the relief of 
Matt and Samuel France; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Mr. KLEINER introduced a bill (H. R. 4747) to amend section 3243 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the collection 
of internal revenue, &c.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MILES KEMP. 

Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4748) for the relief of 
Miles Kemp; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AZARIAH T. WHITTLESEY. 


Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4749) for the relief of 
Azariah T. Whittlesey, late postmaster of the city of Evansville, Ind. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS H. BOSWELL. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4750) to rerate the pension 
of Thomas H. Boswell, late major Sixth Tennessee Cavalry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PLEASANT MINET. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4751) ting a pension 
to Pleasant Minet; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM HERRING. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4752) granting a pension 
to William Herring; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

. WILLIAM R. PHILIPS. 
Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4753) to correct the mil- 
i record of William R. Philips, late private Company G, Twenty- 
Indiana Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
fi to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER introduced a bill (H. R. 4754) for the benefit 
of certain soldiers and saoer) and to pay them $100 per month in lieu 
of all pensions now received by them; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FREELAND HASTON. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4755) authorizing 
and directing the Secretary of the Interior to place the name of Free- 
land Haston on the pension-roll; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
SOLOMON DAVIS. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4756) for the re- 
lief of Solomon Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANKLIN R. M. GILBERT. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4757) for the re- 
lief of Franklin R. M. Gilbert; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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SUPERVISING ARCHITECT OF THE TREASURY. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER submitted the following resolution of inquiry; 
which was read, and on his motion referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings snd Grounds: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested 
to transmit to this House the report of the committee appointed by th ry 
Department to inv: te charges made against the 
of the Supervising itect of the Treasury under James G. Hill, together with 
the charges and evidence and all correspondence leading to said investigation, 
with all paper writings relating thereto. 

CIRCULATING NOTES OF NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 4758) to-pro- 
vide for the issue of circulating notes to national banking associations; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

` MARY A. GUTHRIE. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, alsointroduced a bill (H. $ 4759) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary A. Guthrie; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ASSISTANT SURGEON-GENERAL UNITED STATES ARMY. 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (H. R. 4760) to abolish the office of 
Assistant Surgeon-General United States Army; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS M’'GILL. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4761) granting a pension to 
Thamas McGill; which was read a first and second time, referred taghe 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SALARY OF THE LATE KEPRESENTATIVE HASKELL. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 157) to pay the 
salary for the unexpired term of the late Hon. Dudley C. Haskell, 
deceased, to his widow; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

FEES OF REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. 

Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4762) to amend section 
2290 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ISRAEL DODGE, DECEASED. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4763) declaring the 
intention of Co in passing an act approved June 15, 1880, enti- 
tled “‘An act for the relief of the heirs or legal representatives of Is- 
rael Dodge, deceased ;’’ which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

KANSAS JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 4764) to divide the district 
of Kansas into two districts and to prescribe the times and places for 
holding courts therein, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SOLOMON J. GRISSOM. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4765) granting a pen- 
sion to Solomon J. Grissom; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID COMPROPST. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4766) granting a pen- 
sion to David Compropst; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. HENRY. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4767) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary A. Henry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

H. H. KIDDER. 

Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 4768) for the relief of H. H. 
Kidder, assignee; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. WHITING. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4769) for the relief of 
William H. Whiting; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVENWORTH STREET RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 4770) authorizing the Leav- 
enworth and Suburban Street Railway Company to extend its railway 
across the military reservation to Fort Leavenworth; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 
Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4771) authorizing the 
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Secretary of War to turn over to the governor of the State of Kansas 

four pieces of condemned cannon for the use of the Leavenworth Light 

Infantry Battalion; which was read a first and second time, referred to 

the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
NEWTON WHIMS. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4772) for the relief of New- 
ton Whims; which was read a first andsecond time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

. FRANCIS O'LEARY. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4773) granting a pension 
to Francis O'Leary; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA HOLBORN, 

Mr. MORRILLalso introduced a bill (H. R. 4774) for the relief of Anna 
Holborn; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RUFUS K. BOYD. s 

Mr. CLAY introduced abill (H. R. 4775) granting a pension to Rufus 
K. Boyd; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
ittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CORA A. SLOCOMB AND OTHERS. á 

Mr. HUNT introduced a bill (H. R. 4776) for the relief of Cora A. 
Slocomb, Ida A. Richardson, and Caroline Augusta Urquhart; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Ciaims, nnd ordered to be printed. 

CALVIN CARTER. 

Mr. BOUTELLE introduced a bill (H. R. 4777) granting a pension 
to Calvin Carter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the / 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LINCOLN W. TIBBETTS. 

Mr. REED introduced a bill (H. R. 4778) for the relief of Lincoln W. 
Tibbetts, of Portland, Me.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSALONSKEE BANK. 


Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 4779) to change the name 
of the West Waterville Bank of Oakland, in the State of Maine, to that 
of Messalonskee National Bank; which was read a first and second time, 
Sere} to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. ' 

CAMBRIDGE, MD., A PORT OF ENTRY. 

Mr. COVINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 4780) to make Cambridge, 
in the State off Maryland, a port of entry; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

. POST-OFFICE BUILDING AT LYNN, MASS. 

Mr. LOVERING introduced a bill (H. R. 4781) to provide for a post- 
office building at Lynn, Mass.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ASSISTANT ASTRONOMERS. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. 4782) to fix the positions of the 
assistant astronomers at the Naval Observatory; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to ‘the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. WINANS. 

Mr. RICE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4783) granting apen- 
sion to William H. Winans; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BREAKWATERS FOR MACKINAC HARBOR, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. BREITUNG introduced a bill (H. R. 4784) to provide for the 
building of breakwaters for the protection of the harbor of Mackinac, 
Michigan; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

CANNON FOR BAGLEY CEMETERY, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. HATCH, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. 4785) granting 
four cannon to the township of Bagley, in the county of Otsego, in the 
State of Michigan, to be used in ornamenting a cemetery, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT POLICE AND FIREMEN. 

Mr. ELDREDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 4786) to provide relief fox 
policemen and firemen who may be disabled in service in the District 
of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM P. GLOVER. 


Mr. CUTCHEON introduced a bill (H. R. 4787) granting a pension 
to William P. Glover; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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POVERTY ISLAND LIGHT-HOUSE, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. MAYBURY introduced a bill (H. R. 4788) for the relief of work- 
men employed in the construction of Poverty Island light-house, Lake 
Michigan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DETROIT, MICH. 

Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4789) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and erection of a public building thereon at De- 
troit, Mich.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


ALEXANDER ST. BERNARD. 
Mr. CARLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 4790) granting a pension 
to Alexander St. Bernard; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MUSTER AND PAY OF VOLUNTEER OFFICERS. 

Mr. CARLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4791) to provide for 
the muster and pay of certain officers of the volunteer forces; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MOSES F. CARLETON. 

Mr. CARLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4792) for the relief of 
Moses F. Carleton, late lientenant Company I, Fourth Michigan Vol- 
unteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. A. M. HOUGH. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. 4793) granting 
a pension to Mrs. A. M, Hough, widow of Joseph A. Hough; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THEODORE C. PUTNAM. 

Mr. HOUSEMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4794) for the relief of 
Theodore C. Putnam, late of Company A, Thirty-second Regiment Mas- 
sachusetts Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM J. EGGLESTON. 
Mr. YAPLE introduced a bill (H. R. 4795) to increase the pension 
of William J. Eggleston; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MELVIN HAYSE. 


Mr. YAPLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4796) granting a pension | 


to Melvin Hayse; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MAJ. T. P. M'ELRATH. 

Mr. STRAIT introduged a bill (H. R. 4797) for the relief of Maj. T. 
P. McElrath; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPENDENT WIDOWS, FATHERS, AND MOTHERS OF SOLDIERS. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4798) for the relief of 
soldiers’ mothers and widows who may remarry and by the death of 
their husbands become dependent,and for fathers and mothers of soldiers 
who may become dependent after the death of the soldier; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT SAINT PAUL. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 4799) to authorize the 
construction of foot and carriage or railroad bridges across the Missis- 
sippi River at Saint Paul, Minn.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 5 

THOMAS LOCKE. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4800) granting apen- 
sion to Thomas Locke; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. WETHERELL. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced abill (H. R. 4801) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Wetherell; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

ESTATE OF JOHN COOK. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4802) for the relief 
of the estate of John Cook; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTIES ON BOOKS. ; 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, introduced a bill (H. R. 4803) to repeal 
the import duties on books printed in other than the English language; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


pr 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota (by request), also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4804) to amend section 17 of an act approved July 2, 1864, entitled “An 
act to amend an act to aid in the construction of a railroad and tele- 
graph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure 
to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other 
purposes, approved July 1, 1862;'’ which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ROBERT STRACHAN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. MULDROW (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4805) for the 
relief of Robert Strachan and others, citizens of the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee ` 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. ` 

H. T. JOHNSY. 


Mr. MULDROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 4806) for the relief of 
H. T. Johnsy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


‘Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


STAR-ROUTE INVESTIGATION. 
Mr. MONEY submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads: 


Resolved, That it is the sense of this House that the Postmaster-General be, 
and he is hereby, uired to transmit to this House the papers called for in the 
resolution of the 30th instant, as follows, to wit: 

** Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, directed to trans- 
mit to this House all reports made by special agents of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment to the Postmaster-General during the year 1881 having reference to the 
star-route investigation, and which have not heretofore been published and 


made public.” z 


THOMAS N. LOYD. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4807) granting a pension to 
Thomas N. Loyd; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABRAHAM JONES. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (A. R. 4808) granting an honor- 
able discharge to Abraham Jones, late bugler Company C, Sixth Kansas 
Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC N. DE LONG. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4809) granting a pension 
to Isaac N. De Long; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. BROADHEAD introduced a bill (H. R. 4810) to modify the pro- 
visions of section 3490 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. ° 

PRESERVATION OF FORESTS. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri (hy request), introduced a bill (H. R. 4811) 
for the preservation of the woods and forests of the national domain ad- 
jacent to the sources of the navigable rivers and their afflacuts in the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN CONYERS. : 

Mr. DOCKERY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4312) granting 
a pension to Ellen Conyers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F, ELLIS. 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4813) increasing the 
pension of John F. Ellis; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN MISSOURI, 

Mr. BURNES introduced a bill (H. R. 4314) toamend the act dividing 
the State of Missouri into two judicial districts and to divide the east- 
ern and western districts thereof into divisions, establish district and 
cireuit courts of the United States therein and to provide for the times 
and places of holding such courts, and for other purposes; which was 
read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. ; 

CONSTRUCTION OF AN ACT OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4815) to declare the true 
intent and meaning of the act of June 17, 1870, chapter 30; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDICIAL SALARY IN NEVADA. 

Mr. CASSIDY introduced a bill (H. R. 4816) to fix the salary of the 
judge of the district court of the United States for the district of Ne- 
vada; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN AINLEY. 


Mr. CASSIDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4817) for the relief of 
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John Ainley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ROSE ANN GALBRAITH. 

Mr. FIEDLER introduced a bill (H. R. 4818) for the relief of Rose 
Ann Galbraith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JULIA L. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. FIEDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4819) for the relief of 
Julia L. Williams, widow of William P. Williams, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. , 

DANIEL W. LEE & CO. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 4820) for the 
reliefiof Daniel W. Lee & Co., of New York city, N. Y.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

FRANKLIN 8. WHITNEY. 

Mr. SLOCUM (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4821) for the re- 
lief of Franklin S. Whitney; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES M’ NEIL POTTER. 

Mr. SLOCUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 4822) for the relief of Fran- 
ces McNeil Potter; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RE-ENLISTMENT OF SOLDIERS. 

Mr. BEACH introduced a bill (H. R. 4823) to extend the period for 
the re-enlistment of soldiers in the United States Army in special cases; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILLIP MICHAEL. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 4824) granting 
a pension to Phillip Michael; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee.on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROSINA HEINENAM. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4825) grant- 
ing a pension to Rosina Heinenam; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


CATHERINE SMITH. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4826) for 
the relief of Catherine Smith; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee’on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

: PETER SCHULTZ . 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4827) for 
the relief of Peter Schultz; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES HASENZAHL. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4828) for 
the relief of Frances Hasenzahl; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


ptinted. 
ELIZABETH BRAIN. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4829) for 
the relief of Elizabeth Brain; gvhich was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS STATEN ISLAND SOUND. 

Mr. BELMONT (by Mr. RoGrrs, of New York) introduced a bill 
(H. R. 4830) to authorize the construction of certain bridges across the 
Staten [sland Sound; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

FAMILY OF JOSIAH M. WHITNEY, JR., DECEASED. 

Mr. BELMONT (by Mr. ROGERS, of New York) also introduced a 
bill (H. R. 4831) for the relief of the family of Josiah M. Whitney, jr., 
deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

OYSTER PLANTERS, RICHMOND COUNTY, NEW YORK. 

Mr. BELMONT (by Mr. Rocrrs, of New York) also introduced a 
bill (H. R. 4832) for the relief of oyster planters in the county of Rich- 
mond and State of New York; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Lougsa EARLE. ž 

Mr. BELMONT (by Mr. RoGrrs, of New York) also introduced a 
bill (H. R. 4833) for the relief of Louisa Earle; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SALVAGE, ETC., TO CAPTAIN NELSON. 
Mr. HEWITT of New York {by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 


4834) for compensation, salvage, and medal of honor to Capt. Horatio 
Nelson; which was reada firstand second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Ĉlaims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL, NEW YORK. 

Mr. JAMES introduced a bill (H. R. 4835) providing for the purchase 
of property on Staten Island for the marine hospital at the port of New 
York; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD M'DONALD REYNOLDS. 

Mr. JAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4836) restoring Edward 
McDonald Reynolds to rank of captain in the United States Marine 
Corps and retiring him; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES H. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. JAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4837) granting a pension 
to Charles H. Phillips, teamster First Division Fifteenth Army Corps; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPENDENT RELATIVES OF DECEASED SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (H. R. 4838) for the relief of wid- 
ows, orphans, and dependent relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors; 
which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Select Committee 
on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be 
printed. 

W. H. HUSON. 

Mr. MILLARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4839) for the relief of 
W. H. Huson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 

Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 4840) ADIE 
additional life-saving stations on the sea and lake coasts of the Uni 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


INSPECTION OF FOREIGN STEAM VESSELS. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4841) to amend 
section 4400 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. z 

M. ESBERG. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4842) for the 
relief of M. Esberg and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THE CENSUS. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4843) to further 
carry out an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for taking the tenth and sub- 
sequent censuses,’’ approved March 3, 1879; which was read a first and 
second time, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee on 
the Census when appointed. 

LIFE-SAVING STATION. 

Mr. STEVENS introduced a bill (H. R. 4844) establishing an addi- 
tional life-saving station at the mouth of the Niagara River, on Lake 
Ontario; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS HUDSON RIVER. 

Mr. STEVENS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4845) to 
make the bridge over the Hudson River between Verplank’s and But- 
termilk Falls, in the State of New York, a post-road; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. SEYMOUR. 
- Mr. RAY, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 4846) granting a 
pension to Mary E. Seymour, widow of Charles J. Seymour, a deceased 
soldier; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM ARNOLD. 

Mr. RAY, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4847) granting 
a pension to William Arnold, a soldier of the Mexican war; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EDWIN P. QUINN. 

Mr. BURLEIGH introduced a bill (H. R. 4848) granting a pension to 
Edwin P. Quinn; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ATTENDANCE OF WITNESSES. 

Mr. BURLEIGH also introduced a bill (H. R. 4849) to compel the 
residents of one State-to attend as witnesses in the courts of another 
State; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
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CHARLES B. MEYER. 

Mr. MULLER (by his colleague, Mr. HARDY) introduced a bill (H. 
R. 4850) for the relief of Charles B. Meyer; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BRYAN MAGINNIS. 

Mr. ARNOT introduced a bill (H. R. 4851) for the relief of Bryan 
Maginnis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WALTER H. WOOD. 

Mr. ARNOT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4852) granting a pension 

to Walter H. Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred 
-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
LA RHETT L. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. ARNOT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4853) for the relief of Maj. 
La Rhett L. Livingston, Fourth United States Artillery; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RANK OF LINE OFFICERS UNITED STATES ARMY. 

Mr. ARNOT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4854) to declare the legal 
rank of officers of the line of the Army; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

THOMAS SHANNON. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 4855) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas Shannon; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COL. C. A. CILLEY. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. 4856) granting a pension to 
Bvt. Col. C. A. Cilley, of North Carolina; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4857) to amend section 
4702 of the Revised Statutes, so as to entitle the widow or children of 
deceased soldiers to a pension, commencing at the date of the di 
or the date of military disability instead of from the date of death, as 
now provided by law; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEVI JONES. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4858) for the relief of Levi 
Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES BIRCHFIELD. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4859) for the relief of 
Charles Birchfield, Company B, Thirteenth Regiment Tennessee Cav- 
alry; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

IVANS HUSE. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4860) for the relief of 
Ivans Huse, Company B, Thirteenth Regiment Tennessee Cavalry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BUTLER. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4861) for the relief of John 
Butler, Company B, Thirteenth Regiment Tennessee Cavalry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES HEUSE. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4862) for the relief of 
Charles Heuse; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

R. R. BELL. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4863) for the relief of R. 
R. Bell, of North Carolina; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ARMS DISTRIBUTED TO STATES. 

Mr. SCALES introduced a bill (H. R. 4864) enacting that so much 
of the act approved March 3, 1875, as provides that so much of the ap- 
propriation between lst January, 1861, and 9th April, 1865, under 
the act of 1808, as would have been used for arms to be distributed to 
the several States be covered into the Treasury, be, and is hereby, re- 
pealed; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

STAR-ROUTES. k 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 4865) tosecure 

a more faithful delivery of mails by star-route contractors; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


RUSSELL BARRACKS, RALEIGH, N. C. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 4866) to em- 
power the Secretary of War to audit the claim of the State of North 
Carolina for rent due for the use of the Russell barracks at Raleigh; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

i PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW BERNE, N. C. 

Mr. O’ HARA introduced a bill (H. R. 4867) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at New Berne, in the State of North Carolina; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


GARRETT C. MOYE. 

Mr. O'HARA also introduced a bill (H. R. 4868) granting a pension 
to Garrett C. Moye, of New Berne, N. C.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MORRIS GELD. 

Mr. O'HARA (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4869) for 
the relief of Morris Geld; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID T. GARRETT. 

Mr. O’HARA (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4870) grant- 
ing an invalid pension to David T. Garrett; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

NANCY DIXON. 

Mr. O'HARA (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4871) for the 
relief of Nancy Dixon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

PATRICK HAYNEY. 

Mr. O'HARA (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4872) grant- 
ing a pension to Patrick Hayney; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABRAHAM ©. BRYAN. 

Mr. YORK introduced a bill (H. R. 4873) to pay Abraham C. Bryan, 
of Wilkes County, North Carolina, for hisservices to the United States 
Government in the late war from 1861 to 1865; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. ° 

LIEUT. H. C: T. NYE. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 4874) to restore 
Lieut. H. C. T. Nye to his rightful relative position and rank in the 
Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN SINDLEDECKER. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4875) granting 
a pension to John Sindledecker; which was read a tirst and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CONRAD KRIGBAUM. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4876) for the 
relief of Conrad Krigbaum; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

H. H. JOHNSON. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 4877) granting a pen- 
sion to Hadassah H. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to theCommittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EMMA 0. ZEIGLER. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 4878) granting a 
pension to Emma O. Zeigler; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, und ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. HOWELL. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4879) grant- 
ing a pension to John F. Howell; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HARRIET M’MILLEN. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4880) for the 
relief of Harriet McMillen; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILBUR F. HINMAN. 

Mr. FORAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4881) for the relief of Wilbur 
F. Hinman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CALEB PARIS. 
Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. 4882) granting a pension to 
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Caleb Paris; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
: WILLIAM LOGAN. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4883) granting a pension 
to William ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN E. WAREHAM. 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. 4884) granting a pension to 
John E. Wareham, late of Company H, Twenty-third Regiment Ohio 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

¥ SAMUEL J. BLACK. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4885) granting a pension 
to Samuel J. Black, late of Company B, Forty-eighth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. BROWN. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4886) granting a pension 
to George W. Brown, late of Company A, One hundred and eighty-fifth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

' ELIAS LANTZ: 

Mr. LE FEVRE introduced a bill (H. R. 4887) granting a pension to 
Elias Lantz; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. AYRES. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4888) granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Ayres; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SETTLERS ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. 
Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4889) for the relief of 
settlers on the public lands of the United States; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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JAMES A. EKIN. 

Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 4890) authorizing the President 
to appoint and retiré James A. Ekin a brigadier-general; which was 
read a first and second time, referrrd to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. y 

+ ANNA HESSON. 

Mr. LAWRENCE introduced a bill (H. R. 4891) for the relief of 
Anna Hesson, formerly widow of James McNamara, deceased, of the 
District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS J. WALKER. 

Mr. LAWRENCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4892) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas J. Walker; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MAIMED SOLDIEBS AND SAILORS. 

Mr. CURTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 4893) for the farther relief of 
maimed soldiers and sailors; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TOBIAS BARRETT. 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a biħ (H. R. 4894) granting a pension 
to Tobias Barrett; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT HEDIAN. | 

Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. 4895) for the relief of Robert 
Hedian; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM MORAN, 

Mr. BRAINERD introduced a bill (H. R. 4896) for the relief of 
William Moran, of Erie, Pa.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF PHILADELPHIA POST-OFFICE. 


Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 4897) to authorize the sale 
at public auction of the land and premises occupied as the site of the 
post-office in the city of Philadelphia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 


NAVAL ENGINEER CORPS. 

Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4898) to increase the 
efficiency of the United States naval engineer corps; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HENRY STARR. 


Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4899) for the relief of 
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Henry Starr; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM FLICK, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 4900) 
granting a pension to William Flick; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM R. WEIMER. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 4901) 
ting a pension to William R. Weimer; which was read a first and 
} Sea time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 
BENJAMIN F. TUCKER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4902) 
granting a pension to Benjamin F. Tucker; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HIRAM SHAULIS. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 4903) 
granting a pension to Hiram Shaulis; which wasread a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 

s HARRIET LITTLE. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4904) 
granting a pension to Harriet Little; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HARRY MARLETT. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4905) 
gtanting a pension to Harry Marlett; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SOPHIA GUMP. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4906) 
granting a pension to Sophia Gump; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be 
printed. 

FORGERY OF POSTAL MONEY-ORDERS. 

Mr. BINGHAM introduced « bill (H. R. 4907) to amend section 5463 
of the Revised Statutes relating to the forgery of postal money-orders, 
and for other purposes; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. Š ; 

ALFRED M. OWEN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. EVERHART introduced a bill (H. R. 4908) granting an increase 
of pension to Alfred M. Owen, Christine Q. Owen, Kathleen D. Owen, 
and Albert T. Owen, minor children of Alfred M. Owen, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pénsions, and ordered to be printed. 

BONDS OF ARMY PAY OFFICERS. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 4909) relat- 
ing to the bonds of officers of the Pay Department of the United States 
Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS CULLEN. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4910) 
granting a pension to Thomas Cullen; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 4911) to pension soldiers and 
sailors for disabilities in addition to loss of leg or arm; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr. DIBBLE presented a concurrent resolution of the senate and 
house of representatives of the State of South Carolina, asking the 
Senators and Representatives in Congress from that State to support the 
French spoliation bill; which was read, at the request of Mr. DIBBLE, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

MURDER OF AMERICAN CITIZENS IN MEXICO, 

Mr. YOUNG introduced a joint resolution (H. Res, 158) directing the 
Secretary of State to inquire into the murder of American citizens in 
the Republic of Mexico; which was read a first and second time (the 
second reading being in full at the request of Mr. YOUNG), referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL AT MEMPHIS, TENN. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 4912) to provide for the 
completion of the marine hospital at Memphis, Tenn.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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GEORGE W. MATLOCK. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4913) forthereliefof George 
W. Matlock, of McMinn County, Tennessee; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

H. H. FAULKNER AND MARY WOODLER. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4914) for the relief of H. 
H. Faulkner and Mary Woodler; which was reada first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. D. MASON. 

Mr. PIERCE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4915) for the re 
liefof J, D. Mason; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

M. V. B. VALLENTINE. 

Mr. PIERCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4916) for the relief of M. 
V. B. Vallentine; which was reada first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. T. E. B. HENDRIX. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 4917) granting a pension to Mrs. 
T. E. B. Hendrix; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES M. M’KAMEY. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4918) granting a pension to 
James M. McKamey; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT MINSEY. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4919) for the relief of Rob- 
ert Minsey ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; SAINT LEGER KING. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4920) granting a pension to 
Saint Leger King; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH STOOPS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4921) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Stoops; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

M. M. CORBETT. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4922) for the relief of M. 
M. Corbett; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

R. R. ROBINSON. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4923) for the relief of R. R. 
Robinson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM A. AND ADELICIA CHEATHAM. 

Mr, CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4924) for the relief of Will- 
iam A. and Adelicia Cheatham for money illegally assessed and paid the 
Government under protest; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, introduced a bill (H. R. 4925) toamend 
the act of May 28, 1880, section 17, relating to internal revenue; which 
was reada first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES 3 PER CENT. BONDS. 

Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (H. R. 4926) to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay $100,000,000 on the 3 per cent. bonds of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANK ACT. 

Mr. HANCOCK introduced a bill (H. R, 4927) to amend the twenty- 
ninth section of the national bank act; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered 
to be s 

HENRY VOLCKER, DECEASED. 

Mr. HANCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4928) to confirm the 
title of the heirs or legal representatives of Henry Volcker, deceased, 
to a certain tract of land in the Territory of New Mexico; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CALVIN T. HAZLEWOOD. 

Mr. LANHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 4929) for the relief of Calvin 
T. Hazlewood; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN H. HOY. 
Mr. LANHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 4930) granting a pen- 
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sion to Benjamin H. Hoy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


VOTERS IN UTAH AND IDAHO. 

Mr. POLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 4931) relating to the qualifi- 
cations of voters in the Territories of Utah and Idaho, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN UNDERWOOD. 
Mr. MAYO introduced a bill (H. R. 4932) for the relief of John Un- 
derwood; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4933) to 
define and supplement an act re-establishing the Court of Commissioners 
of Alabama Claims, and for the distribution of the unappropriated 
moneys of the Geneva award, approved June 5, 1882; which was read 
a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. JAMISON. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4934) for the relief of George W. Jamison for property taken during 
the late war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS J. PATRICK. 


Mr. CABELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4935) for the relief of Thomas 
J. Patrick, of Danville, Va., refunding taxes improperly collected 
from him on manufactured tobacco; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Meens, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN M. HARMAN. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 4936) for 
the reliefof John M. Harman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTIABLE GOODS, WHEELING, W. VA. 

Mr. GOFF introduced a bill (H. R. 4937) extending the provisions 
of the act of June 10, 1883, in relation to the transportation of dutiable 
goods to the port of Wheeling, W. Va.; which was read a first and 
second tinte, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GEORGE A. HILL. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 4938) for the relief of George 
A. Hill; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ASSISTANT ASTRONOMER NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 4939) to fix the position of 
the assistant astronomer at the Naval Observatory; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES M. COEN. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 4940) for the relief of Charles 
M. Coen, of West Virginia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

S. B. STODDARD. 

Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. 4941) granting a pension 
to S. B. Stoddard; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN CLARK. 

Mr. WOODWARD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4942) grant- 
ing a pension to Ann Clark; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET JANE NORTON. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 4943) 
granting a pension to Margaret Jane Norton; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed, 

PLEADINGS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4944) to 
amend section 914 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. SNYDER. 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 4945) granting a pension to John 
H. Snyder; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FORFEITURE OF CERTAIN LANDS. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4946) to forfeit certain lands, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
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FEDERAL OFFICERS IN THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. OURY introduced a bill (H. R. 4947) providing for the appoint- 
ment of Federal officers in the Territories; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SALE OF CERTAIN PUBLIC LANDS, ARIZONA. 


Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4948) to authorize the sale 
of certain public lands to the Arizona Mineral Belt Railroad Company; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PUYALLUP INDIANS, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. BRENTS introduced a bill (H. R. 4949) to enable the President 
to remove the Indians from the Puyallup reservation in Washington 
Territory in accordance with article 6 of the treaty made on the 26th 
day of December, 1854, and ratified by the United States Senate on 
March 3, 1855; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories for the intro- 
duction of bills has now been concluded. 

If there be no objection the Chair will recognize gentlemen for the 
introduction of such measures who were absent at the time their States 
were called. 

There was no objection. 


SPECIAL DEPUTY MARSHALS. 


Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 4950) toamend section 2021 
and section 2022 of the Revised Statutes, relating tospecial deputy mar- 
shals; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

COL. SAMUEL M. THOMPSON, 


Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4951) for the increase 
of pension of Col. Samuel M. Thompson; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
$ GENERAL CROOK’S EXPEDITION. 


Mr. SPRINGER also submitted the following resolution of inquiry; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the public 
interests, to transmit to the House of Representatives all correspondence be- 
tween this Government and the Republic of Mexico relative to the recent mili- 
tary expedition commanded by General Crook, in which expedition United 
States troops crossed the border and entered the Mexican territory in pursuit of 
hostile Indians, and also all reports made to the President or to the War Depart- 
ment in reference to such expedition. 3 


STAR-ROUTE FRAUDS. 


Mr. SPRINGER also submitted the following resolution of inquiry; 
which was@ead, and referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Justice: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General, in complying with the request of the 
House of Representatives contained in,the resolutions of vai adopted on 
the 17th of January, and also of the resolution ado; on the 30th day Jan- 
uary in reference to the correspondence between the Department of Justice 
and the Post-Office Department touching the prosecution of persons € 
with frauds in connection with the star-route mail service, and the reports of 
special nts of the Post-Office Department relating thereto, is requested to 
withhold such parts of the papers called for the publication of which in ad- 
vance of the commencement of suits may be and probably would be detrimental 
to public interests. 

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. SPRINGER also submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on the Rules: 


Resolved, That the following additional rule be adopted as one of the standing 
rules of the House, namely: 

“RuLE—. At the close of each Congress the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives shall transmit to the Court of Claims, in accordance with the provisions 
of an act ‘to afford assistance and relief to Congressand the Executive Depart- 
ments in the investigation of claims and demands against the Government,’ ap- 
proved March 3, 1883, all private bills which come within the provisions of said 
act, and which are pending and undisposed of at the time of the final adjourn- 
ment, together with all papers in reference to the claims and demands for which 
relief is provided by such bills, and all such claims and demands shall thereafter 
oe considered by the Court of Claims under the Pee of said act, and no 
bill in reference to such claims and demands shall thereafter be introduced into 
of considered by the House until after the report thereon by said court as pro- 
vided in said act,” 

WILLIAM H. SMITH. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise, Mr. Speaker, to a privileged 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I sent it to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service be, and it is 
hereby, instructed to inquire into the cause of the removal of William H. Smith, 
colored, librarian of the House of Representatives. The committee is directed 
to reduce to writing the evidence which it takes in regard to this removal or 
supplanting of a faithful officer of this House, and lay the evidence, together 

its report, before the House. The committee is further directed to report 
what Shange; if any, in the rules of the House is necessary to protect its em- 
ployés against dismissal from their positions, 


The SPEAKER. Upon what ground does the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky claim this to be a privileged question ? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I do not think it is a privileged question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I claim that the resolution is privileged 
on the ground that it relates ‘‘ to the convenience of members and the 
comfort of employés of the House.’’ On page 360 of the Digest the 
Chair will find that such a resolution is a privileged question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has asked the gentleman from Kentucky 
to state the grounds on which he claims this is a privileged resolution. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call the attention of the Chair to the 
following paragraph of page 360 of the Digest: 

A resolution relating to the convenience of members and the comfort of em- 
ployés of the House is a * privileged question.’’—Journat 1, 47, p. 1469. 

I call the attention of the Chair also to Rule EX, which provides: 

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House col- 
lectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its p ings. 

This gentleman has been an officer of this House for a number of 
years, and has performed his duties with marked and rare ability. I 
think it is important that we should know whether this has been done 
to improve the civil service or whether it has been done to give his place 
to somebody else. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think this resolution comes 
within any definition of a privileged matter given in the rules or in the 
general parliamentary law of thecountry. The Chair decides it is not 
a privileged matter. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky if Mr. Smith instigated this movement or not. y 

The SPEAKER. The matter is not before the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I desire to say that Mr. Smith was never an em- 
ployé of the House except in the capacity in which he is now employed. 
He has not been removed from that position. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rise to a question of order. If the 
question is to be discussed let us discuss it on both sides. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not before the House. 

SELINDA E. SMITH. 

Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4952) granting a pension to 
Selinda E. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: PRIVATE CLAIMS. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
4953) for the judicial ascertainment of the facts in private claims, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ORIEN L. DODD. 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 4954) for the relief 
of Orien L. Dodd, for quartermaster and commissary stores furnished 
the Army of the United States in the war of the rebellion; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN OFFICERS, ETC. 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
159) for the relief of certain officers and enlisted men in the State of 
Arkansas who served in the war of the rebellion; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ELLEN M, MITCHELL. 

Mr. CURTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 4955) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. Ellen M. Mitchell; which*was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TRESPASSERS ON INDIAN LANDS. 

Mr. WELLBORN introduced a bill (H. R. 4956) to amend section 
2148 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to tres- 
passers on Indian lands; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TIMBER DEPREDATIONS. 

Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4957) to amend sec- 
tion 5388 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to tim- 
ber depredations; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND TITLES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (by Mr. OATES) introduced a bill (H. R. 4958) to 
amend the laws relating to land titles in the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Commtee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF HENRY E. SIZEN. 


Mr. BARKSDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 4959) for the reliefof Mary 
V. Rawlins and Elizabeth H. Yerger, heirs of the late Henry E. Sizen, 
of Mississippi; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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HEIRS OF G. T. SWANN. 

Mr. BARKSDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4960) to pay the heirs 
of George T. Swann for proceeds of cotton seized by the military forces 
of the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY TELEGRAPH CORPS. 


Mr. WELLER introduced a bill (H. R. 4961) to accord to the military 
telegraph corps ofthe Army of the United States in the late war for the 
po Fadia of the rebellion the same military status as certain military 
officers and soldiers for pension and homestead rights, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHEROKEE CENSUS-ROLLS. 
Mr. YORK submitted the following resolution; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, requested to 
furnish for the information of the House of Representatives a correct copy of 
the Cherokee census-roll of 1835; also the census-roll of 1850 or 1851, and in- 
tervening census-rolls made between 1835 and 1851; also a copy of the census- 


roll authorized to be made under the act of 1882 


DAVID W. STOCKSTILL. 

Mr. LE FEVRE introduced a bill (H. R. 4962) for the relief of David 
W. Stockstill, of Sidney, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

Mr. SPOONER presented resolutions of the General Assembly of the 
State of Rhode Island, relative to pensioning the veterans of the Mexi- 
can war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

KLAMATH INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. SINGISER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4963) to adjust 
the claims of owners of lands within the Klamath Indian reservation, in 
the State of Oregon; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

; W. N. BERKLEY. 

Mr. SHAW introduced a bill (H. R. 4964) for the relief of W. N. 
Berkley for services rendered to the Union Army; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. ? 

JOHN H. WHITAKER. 

Mr. LAIRD introduced a bill (H. R. 4965) for the relief of John H. 
Whitaker, guardian ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; HENRY MARTIN. z 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4966) for the relief of Henry 
Martin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT DORE. 

Mr, CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 4967) for 
the relief of Robert Dore, late of the Second United States Cavalry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JONATHAN DAVIS. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4968) 
for the relief of Jonathan Davis, a mail contractor; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. . 

C. M. BENSON. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 4969) for the 
relief of C. M. Benson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NANCY BISER. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4970) for 
the relief of Nancy Biser; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour for the call 
of committees for reports. 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. KEIFER. [rise to submit a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman-will submit it. 

Mr. KEIFER, from the Committee’on Appropriations, reported a bill 
(H. R. 4971) making appropriations for the support of the Military Acad- 
emy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes: 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANDALL and Mr. TOWNSHEND reserved all points of order 
on the bill. 


LICENSE LAWS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 4972) for the repeal of the 
license tax laws in the District of Columbia so far as they relate to*the 
real estate agents in said District; which was read a first and secohd 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ADDISON M. COPEN. 

Mr. TUCKER introduced a bill (H. R. 4973) for the relief of Addi- 
son M. Copen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH MANZ. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 4974) for the 
relies of Sarah Manz; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GREELY RELIEF EXPEDITION. 


Mr. RANDALL. [ask permission to again take up the conference 
report on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of 
the Senate to the House joint resolution No. 119, making an appropria- 
tion for the relief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, composing what 
is known as the Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic regions. 
There seems to have been some informality in regard to the matter, for 
which perhaps I myself am in fault. Although the bill was actually 
in the Senate, sent there as I supposed correctly, there seems to have 
been some informality in the matter. I therefore move that the House 
further insist upon its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate, 
and that information of the action of the House be transmitted to the 
Senate. 

TheSPEAKER. Itappears that when the matter was up before there 
was no order made by the House to further insist upon its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate, and at the other end of the Capitol 
that was construed to mean that the bill still remained with the House. 


Mr. RANDALL. I waive all that point, assuming that I am respon- 
sible for the mistake that occurred. 
The SPEAKER. It may have been an oversight of the Chair or of 


the House that the usual order was not made. 

There being no objection, the Honse proceeded to consider the con- 
ference report, and further insisted upon its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate. 


RELIEF OF SUFFERERS BY THE OHIO OVERFLOW. 


Mr. FOLLETT. I ask unanimous consent to report at this time 
from the Committee on Appropriations a joint resolution for the relief 
of the sufferers by the flood in the Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objection. 

The report of the Committee on Appropriations was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the joint resolution 
of the House 154, making an appropriation to relieve the sufferers by the over- 
flow of the Ohio River and its tributaries, report the accompanying joint reso- 
a as a substitute therefor, and recommend its immediate passage by the 

ouse. 

The substitute joint resolution was read, as follows: 


A joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to issue rations for the relief 
of destitute persons in the district overflowed by the Ohio River and its trib- 
utaries, and makingan appropriation to relieve the sufferers by said overilow. 
Resolved, &c., That the sum of $300,000 is hereby appropriati or s0 much 

thereof as may be necessary, out of any money in the Treasury not othe 
appropriated, to be expended by and under the direction of the Secretary of War 
in the purchase and distribution of subsistence stores, clothing, and other neces- 
sary articles to such destitute persons as may regiune assistance in the district 
overflowed by the Ohio River and its tributaries by the recent flood; and he is 
authorized to co-operate with the several States and cities of which said district 
is a part in making distribution of the same. And the Secretary of Waris also 
authorized in his discretion to use the hospital and other tents now possessed by 
the War Department so far as may be necessary to furnish temporary shelter 
to the destitute people who have been driven from their homes by said overflow, 
and he is authorized to use the steamboats and other boats and vessels belonging 
to and now employed by the Government upon the Ohio and Mississippi Rivera 
and their tributaries in the transportation and distribution of the supplies fur- 
nished by the United States or individuals to and among said destitute and suf- 
fering people; and he may employ such other means of transportation as he 
may deem necessary to carry the purposes of this resolution into effect. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to hear the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
FOLLETT] state to the House the neighborhoods in which this money is 
to be expended, and what information he may possess upon the subject, 
And more than that, since the question is constantly obtruded before 
the House, I would like him to state what warrant in the Constitution 
the other side of the House finds for this appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. The first question to be disposed of is the request 
of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. FOLLETT] for unanimous consent that 
this joint resolution be now considered. Is there objection ? 

Mr. CHACE. Can not the gentleman from Ohio[ Mr. FOLLETT] ex- 

ress his views, the right to object being reserved ? 

The SPEAKER. That may be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The right to object, as I understand, is reserved. 

Mr. BAYNE. There ought not to be any objection. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think we ought not to take up time in debating 
this proposition if we are not to consider it for final action. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this joint resolution ? 


1884. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the joint resolution, the question being on the substitute reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I ask that this matter be considered in the House 
as in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KEIFER. Consent for that is already granted. 

TheSPEAKER. That is the effect of the granting of unanimous 
ic for the present consideration of the resolution. 

FOLLETT. I will state very briefly, Mr. Speaker, the reasons 
for thin appropriation. The gentleman from New York [Mr. HiscocK ] 
desires to know whether there is any warrant in the Constitution for 
such an appropriation. Necessity knows neither law nor constitution, 
and never did in this country. [Laughter and applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] There are precedents of this House and of Congress for ex- 
actly such appropriations. The precedent was set in the last Congress 
by an appropriation for the relief of the sufferers along the Mississippi 
River. There has never been in the history of this country such a flood 
as that which is now raging upon the Ohio River. Families by thou- 
sands are driven from their homes, and are to-day camping out in open 
fields with nothing to protect them except simply such clothing as they 
could save from the wrecks of their houses, e cities and towns along 
the line of the Ohio River and most of its tributaries are now under 
water. I have just received a dispatch from the city of Cincinnati, 
which I desiré to read, coming, as it does, from the president of one of 
our banks and one of the leading business men of the city: 

Do all you can to get appropriation for flood sufferers. Water still rising fast, 
and freak will be greatloss and distress. 

Thousands of families along the Ohio River are now houseless and 
homeless. Thousands of families are dependent entirely upon charity— 
charity of neighbors situated in great measure exactly as they are, 
driven from their homes, and having no means to furnish subsistence 
and support to these sufferers. 

Mr. HJSCOCK. I would like toask the gentleman trom Ohio whether 
any application has been made by the Legislature of Ohio for this re- 
lief from Congress, and whether the State, through its Legislature, has 
made any appropriation for the purpose? 

Mr. FOLLETT. The State of Ohio, as I am informed, has made an 
appropriation. The Chamber of Commerce of Cincinnati has made an 
appropriation; and I can say to the gentleman that se far as Cincinnati 
is concerned, I think she will take care of her people. But Cincinnati 
is not the only place that is overwhelmed by this misfortune. A town 
but fifteen miles above that city is entirely under water; there is nota 
house from which subsistence can be furnished to the sufferers. There 
is no means by which it can be afforded, except by outside aid. A 
town just below Cincinnati—the town of Lawrenceburg—is also en- 
tirely-under water, and there is nobody there so situated as to render 
relief. 

I can say to the gentleman and to this House that the State which I 
have the honor in part to represent here never turned a deaf ear to the 
voice of suffering. When the cry came one year ago from across the 
waters—from Germany—that her people were suffering in consequence 
of floods, our people sent them assistance, not by thousands simply but 
by the fifty thousands of dollars. 

Congress is now asked to furnish temporary relief to these people who 
have become involved in a calamity unprecedented since this country 
was first settled. It is true that one year ago we had in this country 
a calamity of a similar character, but not of like extent with this. At 
that time the State of Ohio made its contributions for the aid of the suf- 
ferers. The Chamber of Commerce of Cincinnati and every moneyed in- 
stitution of the place not only contributed, but organized their charity 
in such a way that it was distributed so as most effectually to relieve 
the suffering. And to-day the only subsistence these sufferers have is 
such as is furnished by these charitable and good-hearted people. 

Mr. Speaker, under such circumstances this is not a question of 
what the letter of the Constitution or the letter of the law may be. 
The cry of distress comes up for relief which can be furnished, and itis 
the duty of Congress when such relief is in its power to furnish it. 

Mr. Speaker, the people involved in this calamity number hundreds 
of thousands. It is spreading along the Ohio River and will reach its 
mouth. Every tributary of that river has had a flood of water unknown 
in history. At Wheeling, where itis now falling, it wasnine feet higher 
than ever before known since the country was settled. 

These people, as I said before, are now houseless and homeless. You 
ask they shall be relieved by their immediate neighbors. Those neigh- 
bors are granting relief to the greatest extent in their power. But shall 
the great Government of the United States, with its Treasury overflow- 
ing with a surplus there that can be appropriated, sit idly by when our 
citizens are suffering, our people are starving, and to-day without shel- 
ter Se the storms still pitilessly beating upon their heads? [Ap- 
plause. 

I wish to call attention now to the fact we are to-day in contro- 
versy with the Senate simply on a matter of detail to grant relief to an 
expedition which was sent out and stationed near the North Pole, the 
Greely relief expedition. We do it because our people are there suf- 
fering and need relief. We make this appropriation in thousands 
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and not hundreds of thousands because a few of our people are now 
where they can not get relief except it be as we furnish it to them. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I do not suppose I shall have the hardi- 
hood—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield the floor 

to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. FOLLETT. Yes; I yield the floor to the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. After he has concluded I desire to be heard for 
a few minutes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I do not suppose I shall have the hard- 
ihood to vote against this resolution, but I have been in the hope of see- 
ing the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. EATON] in his seat, and I do 
not see my colleague from New York [Mr. Cox] in his seat. I was in 
hope, I say, of seeing those gentlemen here, as they are always asking 
us for constitutional grounds upon which to base our appropriations; I 
had expected, sir, that those gentlemen would be here to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact there may be a violent assault upon the 
Constitution of the United States by the passage of this joint resolution, 
rather than to have that duty left to be discharged by me. And, hav- 
ing given this hint, having called the attention of those gentlemen to 
that fact, I have no doubt they will have a word or two to say on that 
precise question. [Laughter and spiaire] 

It has been said, however, there is p ent for this action to be 
found in what was done at the last Congress. Itis true, sir, that in 
the last Congress they came here from States bordering on the Missis- 
sippi River, and told us of the freedmen, the wards of the nations, and 
appealed to us to make the appropriation which was then asked for. 
And without a moment’s hesitation we did make that appropriation. 
And I have the right to say here that on that occasion, when we were 
making those appropriations—and I do not make this remark as ques- 
tioning the motive of the gentleman from Ohio—{t did seem as if there 
were to result on the part of members on the other side of the House 
from the banks of the Mississippi who appeared before the Committee 
on Appropriations of this House asking for those appropriations—I say 
it looked much more as if there were politics in it than provision for 
the support of those people who were being overflowed by the rising 
waters of the Mississippi River. But I say here now, on information 
which did come to the Committee on Appropriations, absolute injury 
was being done*to those people by the excessive appropriations which 
were then made. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, while it may be against the sentiment of both 
sides of this House, because ìt may be construed I am opposing the pas- 
sage of this resolution, nevertheless I am compelled to say in this con- 
nection I had hoped no great State like Ohio, an empire, would come 
here when her Legislature is in session and ask to have her citizens sup- 
ported and succored from the Federal ‘Treasury. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR rose. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Whether it is in ERRE with this side of the 
House or not— 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. FOLLETT rose. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Isay if my State of New York were here, I would 
stand on this floor and ask this House not to give it to her. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman allow me to make 
a suggestion ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I remember the State of Illinois came knocking at 
the doer of the Treasury for assistance, and if there ever was an oc- 
casion when I admired my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], who 
was with me on the Committee on Appropriations, it was when he 
shrugged his shouldersat his State formaking that application. Where 
States are poor, where there is a large indigent population, we will 
say, like the negroes, who are the wards of the nation, you may come 
here and ask to have them succored and supported; but for Ohio, New 
York, Ilinois, Michigan even, to pass around the hat of beggary, sir, 
I do not admire the spirit in either of those States which would permit 
it. And so far as my State is concerned, they would rally in their 
cities, rally in their churches—I believe they would prefer to do it for 
Ohio even than to have a Representative of that State stand here on 
this floor and advocate it to be taken out of the Federal Treasury. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman from New York yield to me? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes; I will yield five minutes of my time to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. Before the gentleman proceeds, the Chair desires 
to inquire whether the gentleman from Ohio yielded the floor to the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I yielded part of my time to the gentleman from 
New York, but I do not object to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
having the floor for a brief time. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. JOHNSON, its Chief Clerk, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 19) providing for ascer- 
taining and settling private land claims in certain States and Territories; 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested. 


I desire to say—— 
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FLOODS IN OHIO RIVER. 

Mr. HISCOCK. My only desire to reserve any time, Mr. Speaker, 
in this discussion is because of the fact that several gentlemen around 
me have asked a part of such time as I may have at my disposal. I 
yield now five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. As I understand it, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. FOLLETT] simply yielded to the gentleman from New York a 
portion of his own time. If that is the tact, then I wish to ask if the 

ntleman from Ohio does retain the floor, and whether the gentleman 
ioe New York can yield to any one else? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understood at first; but the Chair 
subsequently understood the gentleman from Ohio to acquiesce in what 
the gentleman from New York had done as to disposing of the time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I did not so understand the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

Mr. REED. The fact of the matter is thatthe gentleman from Ohio 
did yield the floor. Subsequently, after the gentleman from New York 
had to st the gentleman from Illinois asked the gentleman 
from Ohio the question whether he intended to yield the floor or not, 
and the result of the conversation was that the gentleman from Ohio 
did yield the floor. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Maine does not know 
anything of the result of the conversation between the gentleman from 
Ohio and myself. 

Mr. REED. Only in so far as it was heard by the House, - 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman entirely misunderstood what 
took place. 

Now, what I desire to know, and all I wish to know, is whether the 
gentleman from Ohio loses the floor and all of the time to which he is 
entitled ? ‘4 . 

TheSPEAKER. When the gentleman from New York addressed the 
House the Chair was uncertain as to whether the gentleman from Ohio 
had yielded the floor absolutely or whether he had merely yielded a 
part of his time to the gentleman from New York. The Chair under- 
stood the response of the gentleman from Ohio, in answer toa question, 
to be an acquiescence in what had been done by the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, But as I understand now the gentleman from 
Ohio states that he had not yielded the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Butthe gentleman from Ohio acquiesced in the ar- 
rangement of the gentleman from New York in regard to the time 
yielded by the gentleman from New York to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania and the gentleman from Illinois, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There will be no difficulty in reference to the divis- 
ion of time between the gentleman from Ohio and myself. There are 
two or three gentlemen who wish to be heard on this side. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I wish to say in reference to this matter that all I 
desire to do is if there are arguments to be made against this resolu- 
tion to reserve some part of the time to which I am entitled upon our 
side for a reply. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I understand the gentleman from Ohio 
does not yield all his time? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Ilinois. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Ohio 
acquiesce in that arrangement. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But he says he wishes to reserve a part of his 
time. Does the time yielded now to the gentleman from INinois come 
out of his time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the time yielded by the 
gentleman from New York to come out of the time of the gentleman 
from Ohio under the present arrangement. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then he will not have any time left. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know how much the gentleman 
from Ohio was entitled to. 

The SPEAKER. To one hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If that is to be consumed by gentlemen upon the 
other side, then there will be no time left to him, as I understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can control the time as he pleases. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose if the gentleman should desire an hour, 
and an hour is desired on this side, there will be no difficulty about 
arranging the time. 

Mr. FOLLETT. Iam content thatthat side of the House should have 
one hour—those who are opposed to this measure—and give us an hour 
on this side, or rather an hour to those who are in fayor of it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have no idea that we will occupy as much as an 


our. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. AN I desire is that the gentleman from Ohio 
shall not lose all of his time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has the right to control 
that himself, and the Chair is simply carrying out what the Chair be- 
lieves to be the agreement made with the approbation of the gentleman 
from Ohio, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to say to the gentleman from Ohio that I 
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suppose most of the time that I shall yield to gentlemen on this side 
will be consumed in favor of the resolution. f 

I yield now to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I am a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations that reported this bill or joint resolution to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass, and so far as I know that 
committee, without regard to party, was unanimous in this recom- 
mendation. ` 

I would have been content to have let the matter pass without a word 

on my part were it not for a remark of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Hiscock], which might perhaps have placed me unwittingly, so 
far as my friend from New York is concerned I know, in a false lighton 
this question. 
_ We have been familiar with similar questions during the last Congress, 
and I think also during some Congresses prior to that. Appropriations 
similar to this have been made. The gentleman from New York, at that 
time the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and my colleague 
on that committee, does state correctly that when the proposition was 
made to expend a portion of the money of the United States for the 
relief of the State of Ilinois I was anxious that that expenditure should 
be guarded. I did not want citizens of Illinois, nor do I want them 
now, to be relieved except as they may have needed immediate relief 
because of the necessities that were pressing upon them on account of 
a great emergency. The Legislature of the State was at that time in 
session, and the great State of Illinois was equal tothe task of relieving 
her citizens, as she appropriated $250,000 from her treasury, if I am 
correct in my recollection, for the relief of people injured by that over- 
flow. But at that time some citizensalong the Ohioand the Mississippi 
Rivers did receive temporary relief under the action of Congress by the 
issuing of rations, and perhaps in some instances clothing, before the 
relief could be given by the State. 

Now, I apprehend, without being troubled by the constitutional ques- 
tion so far as Iam concerned, that when the waters of this country de- 
scend almost for forty days and forty nights, and men and women and 
children are driven by multiplied thousands from their homes and are 
without shelter and starving, I am ready to give them relief by appro- 
priations from the Federal Treasury temporarily or until their States 
canact. Andthen I am frank to say that I want to see the great States, 
especially of the North, with their wealth and intelligence and liberal- 
ity, come to the rescue and protect their citizens that arein want out of 
their own treasuresand by their own means; and subject to this emer- 
gency I believe these States are ready and willing, including my own, 
to do that thing. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. A 

Mr. BAYNE. It seems to me there is no constitutional difficulty in 
the way of this appropriation. 1 think that the clause of the Constitu- 
tion which authorizes the Congress of the United States “to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the debts and provide 
for the common defense and general welfare of the United States” 
includes the right to make this appropriation. If any great calamity 
shall befall any section of this country such as has betallen the people 
along the Ohio River and its tributaries, I have not a doubt in my mind 
about the constitutional power of Congress to make an appropriation 
from those taxes to meet that emergency and to provide for the welfare 
of those people. 

On the same principle I am willing to justify the bill which was re- 
ported from the Committee on Agriculture to prevent the spread of 
pleuro-pneumonia and other contagious diseases among cattle. It is to 
provide for the general welfare. And that the power is in the Congress 
of the United States to make this appropriation, under a proper inter- 
pretation of the Constitution, I have not a particle of doubt. 

Mr. Speaker, the district which I represent has been very largely a 
sufferer by this terrible calamity. There have been thousands and 
thousands of people driven from their homes by this great flood. A 
great many of them are now suffering and in want. Our people have 
raised voluntary contributions and our cities haye made appropriations 
for the relief of these people. Iam not prepared to say whether our 
citizens would take advantage of this appropriation; I am inclined to 
think our people would not; I believe they will adequately provide for 
the suffering that is being there endured by them. 

But while I think that, I believe it is the bounden duty of every gen- 
tleman here to support this measure and to help these communities and 
localities which are unable to help themselves. There are certain places 
along the Ohio River which I know where the people are driven from 
their homes, and where it would bea burden that could not be endured 
by their neighbors and friends to raise the requisite amount of money 
or the requisite provisions for their comfort and safety during this time 
of suffering. Therefore I say we should make this appropriation. I 
say it should receive the hearty and unanimous concurrence of Congress, 
and that relief should be sent as soon as possible to these suffering peo- 
ple. And as to the constitutional difficulties, even if there were such, 
they should not stand in my way in making an appropriation. But, as 
I have said before, I believe there is no constitutional impediment in 
the way of this appropriation at all, and that we are perfectly justified 
in making it under the letter and in the spirit of the Constitution. 


t 
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Mr. HISCOCK. How much more time have I? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand how much time the 
¿gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FoLierr] yielded to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I supposed I had an hour. 

Mr. FOLLETT. J understood the gentleman from New York was to 
control an hour and that I was to control an hour. 


The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from New York has forty-five 
minutes, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. Horr]. 


Mr. HORR. I am in favor of this resolution, and the only question 
I have in my own mind is whether the amount is sufficient to meet the 

wants of the people that are now suffering. Iama bttle surprised at my 
friend from New York being troubled on this constitutional question. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Do not misunderstand me. I am not troubled 
-on it. : 

Mr. HORR. Not at all? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, no; I want this remark inserted as a paren- 
thesis in the speech of the gentleman from Michigan, that Iam not 
troubled on this question. > 

Mr. HORR. Then I want to say—— 

Mr. EATON. The gentleman from New York was troubled on my 
account, not on his own. 

Mr. HORR. Oh! he was troubled on your account? 

Mr. EATON. And I wish to say I will take care of my own views 
without the gentleman’s assistance. 

Mr. HORR. LIwant to say that the gentleman’s colleague from New 
York who is now facing me [ Mr. Cox], who has the most critical mind 
«on constitutional questions in this House, wi inly agree with me 
that this bill comes within the pale of the Constitution, because he can 
not have forgotten that during, I think, the last session of Congress he 
carried around in his pocket a resolution to give to the starving Irish 
$300,000 under somewhat similar circumstances. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I guess you are mistaken. 

Mr, HORR. I believe I am not mistaken. And I leave it to the 
-gentleman to say whether there is any reason in the Constitution why 
we should not do as much for a hungry American as for a hungry Irish- 
man. [Laughter.] I recollect very well that that resolution was about 
being offered here week in and week out by the gentleman, without re- 
‘gard to constitutional difficulties. 

Now, I had some question at that time about the constitutional power 
to give money to people living over the ocean. But I will say to my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], that after thinking of this mat- 
tera great deallam firmly of the opinion that when there is any great 

calamity, like the one that is now visiting a portion of our common 
-country, it is within its constitutional power for the Government of the 
United States to step in and give temporary help. 

Let me beg of you to understand (and my friend from Connecticut 
{Mr. Eaton] knows how that is) I have sometimes thought that in his 
-argument as well as in the arguments of other men in the other end 
-of the Capitol, where I heard him often, there seemed to be a notion 
in their minds that when this question of State rights comes up it 
‘is some foreign nation that is going to come in and take possession of 
their States. That is not so; it is our own flag; it is our own Govern- 
ment, not a foreign government. We are not going to send a foreign 
power to take charge of these folks down there and feed them and sup- 
ply them. It is the American flag that is going there; they are going 
to be under the protection of the American Government. We are all 
«of us a part of one great nation, and I do not feel as sensitive when I 
see my own Government officials around looking after the interest of 
this nation as I would be if a foreign nation was to’ be employed on this 
matter, You can see that distinction, my friend from New York [Mr. 

Hiscock]. 

There is a big difference between the American Government taking 
‘hold and trying to help out any portion of the American people and a 
foreign nation attempting to interfere with the rights of our States and 
citizens. This is a mistake that I have often fancied was made on the 
-part of you gentlemen, and I want now to call attention to it. 

These people are in immediate want; they need help. Starvation 
-and want stare them in the face. We are right here and can act ina 
-day if we see fit. We can send the means of relief right to the place 
where it will do some good, It is the whole American people helping 
some of their fellows in trouble. It is the same question which we 
‘had some time ago on the Mississippi; the same question we had with 
‘the yellow-fever trouble. This is the very question that must con- 
-stantly arise. 

My doctrine has always been that in construing the Constitution, 
where there is great good to be done, where there is a great calamity 
"to be averted, to construe it liberally; but where the rights of citizens 
-are at stake I would construe it strictly. I believe that in that view 
-of the matter hardly any man here can vote against our sending relief 
rto that entire valley which to-day is under water and its citizens flee- 
ing in every direction for shelter and food. I do not believe there will 
‘~be many ‘“‘no” votes on this question. 


We had just this question in my own State. The fires swept fifteen 
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hundred families out of their homes. The people of the United States 
generously sent us several hundred thousand dollars. We raised, as my 
friend from New York [Mr. Hiscock] said, in our churches and cities 
several hundred thousand more. We still lacked $265,000 of the nec- 
essary amount. Now, though there was no warrant for it in our con- 
stitution, yet every single member of our State Legislature voted to 
give the sufferers $265,000 to help them out of their trouble. There 
was not a man in the whole State of Michigan‘that I ever heard of who 
raised the constitutional question. A man could hardly have raised 
it and lived any longer in ourState. [Laughter.] Webelieved that it 
was for a great and good object, and our legislators voted the amount. 

Now, I believe this Congress will take the same view of the matter. 
We are all American citizens, and we are going to help some of the 
American people who are in sore trouble. That is all there is of it. 

Do not forget that this is a government of the people, for the people, 
and this bill is simply the people as a whole saying that they will con- 
tribute of their money to relieve the wants of a few of their own citi- 
zens who are in great distress. 

Let it always be understood that no State lines can stand in the way 
of sucha charity. 

I am for the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I now yield five minutes of my time to the gentle- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr]. : 

Mr. GOFF. I take it for granted that there is not a member upon 
the floor of this House who is not entirely familiar with the fact that 
for the past week an unparalleled flood has devastated the great valley 
of the Ohio. Not even in the memérable flood of 1832 was such un- 
paralleled disaster visited upon that people, nor has Mch disaster ever 
been visited upon the people in any other section of this country. 

My friend from New York [Mr. Hiscock] speaks as if the great State 
of Ohio should take care of this matter for herself. Sir, there are to-day 
a million of people suffering on the banks of that great stream. TRey 
are partly residents of the State of Pennsylvania, partly of the State of 
Ohio, partly of the State of West Virginia; and your own State of Ken- 
tucky, Mr. Speaker, has its shivering and starving thousands upon the 
banks of that stream. 

In the face of this great calamity it is no time to split hairs on con- 
stitutional questions. If we have not the constitutional right to grant 
this relief, which I do not concede, then it may be based upon charity, 
as appealing to the finer instincts of humanity, in which the people of 
this country have neyer yet been found wanting. Basing it upon that, 
I say there should not be a dissenting vote in this House to-day on this 
question. It has grown to bea practice, it has become almost a custom, 
in the face of these great national calamities, for such appropriations as 
this to be made. 

Let me say right here that on account of this fact private subscrip- 
tions and private donations have not poured in and will not pour in as 
they have in the past. 

A word only, for my time is limited, as tothe extent of this calamity. 
Commencing at the city of Pittsburgh and extending down the valley 
for over seven hundred miles we have to-day this unparalleled distress. 
At the city of Wheeling alone, a city of 38,000 population, there are 
at this very moment 10,000 of her citizens camped upon the hilltops 
above the city, without food and without shelter from this inclement 
weather. They are laboring men, men who work in furnaces, men who 
toil in glass-works, men who delve in the earth for ore, or who work at 
the forge. These men, who are dependent upon their daily labor, are 
not only without employment, but what’ makes it sadder beyond all 
computation is that the places at which they have labored will know 
them no more, because the flood has stolen in and put out their fires, 
destroyed their retorts, ruined their furnaces. It will be weeks or 
months before these men can resume labor and be able to earn their sus- 
tenance. 

This condition of things is not confined to the city of Wheeling. I 
saw this morning a dispatch from the city of Bellaire, Ohio, where the 
same state of things exists. There is one village on the Ohio shore that 
has been entirely swept away. The city of New Mortonsville, in West 
Virginia, has lost forty-eight of its houses, which have floated off before 
the eyes of the people. They have been driven from their homes to 
the hilltops and from those hilltops they saw those homes swept away. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Josep D, TAYLOR]. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I had supposed that this 
resolution would be passed at once, unanimously, without any discus- 
sion on the partof anybody; but as it is to be discussed on the one side 
and the other, I will, in order to save time, appropriate the remarks of 
my friend from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr], whose district is imme- 
diately opposite mine on the Ohio River, as a part of my speech, for 
the sake of brevity and also for the reason that he has made a most ex- 
cellent address. 

I do not think there is any necessity for discussing the constitution- 
ality of this measure. I do not believe there is a single gentleman on 
this floor—I know there is none on this side, and I do not believe there 
is any one on the other side—who will hesitate a single moment be- 
cause of any constitutional difficulty to cast his vote for this resolution. 
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I understand the remarks of the gentleman from New York; we all 
understand them. They are jocose, and jocose only; hence I will not 
waste a single moment of time in that discussion. I wish merely to 
say, in addition to what my friend from West Virginia has said, that 
at this time there is in my district, for fifty or sixty miles along the 
Ohio River, a great distress. Thousands and thousands of people—I 
have heard the number variously estimated; some gentlemen who pro- 
fess to be very well advised say that there are to-day 200,000 people— 
men, women, and children—who have been completely driven from 
their homes and are gathered in groups on the hillsides and in remote 
parts of the country where the water has not yet reached. 

Gentlemen have asked whether the great empire State of Ohio has 
made a request for relief of this kind. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that 
this calamity falls very heavily upon the upper and eastern part of our 
State, where we have no great charities organized such as there are in 
the city of Cincinnatiand other localities. This district to which I have 
referred is for fifty miles occupied very largely with blasting furnaces, 
glass-works, coal-bakes, iron-mills, and nail-mills. Thousands of these 

ple delve beneath the earth, and rarely see the sunlight except when 
eaving their homes in the morning or returning at the close of their 
day's labor. At the city of Bellaire and in that neighborhood thou- 
sands of buildings are now collected in great wrecks, and are being 
drifted down the Ohio River. School-houses and church buildings oc- 
eupying ground high enough to be safe from the waters have been 
thrown open to shelter these people, who would otherwise be houseless. 
The distress is great, and if we have any generosity we should not waste 
time here upon this resolution, but pass it, and pass it at once, that it may 
go tothe other en@ of the Capitol and be acted on there, so that the Secre- 
tary of War may promptly send relief to those people who at this very 
hour are cold and naked and hungry. Itisa matter of imperative duty; 
and I trast that we shall not waste time in this discussion, but act at 
once. I wish only to add that $300,000 will be but a beginning. A 
million of dollars will not more than meet the immediate wants of 
those people along the Ohio River. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr BELFORD]. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to make the inquiry whether or not, 
in view of the statements which have been made on this floor with refer- 
¿nee to this great emergency, we can not vote now upon this measure 
and listen to speeches afterward. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a question for the Chair. 
“Vote!” “Vote!” 

Mr. BELFORD. I have got the floor. [Laughter and applause. ] 
Much as I deplore this great calamity, Mr. Speaker, which has made 
homeless hundreds of thousands of people, much as I regret human 
suffering in any shape or form, I can but felicitate the House on the 
fact we have now an opportunity to open the vaults of the national 
Treasury [laughter and applause] and relieve ourselves of a portion of 
the surplus revenue so diligently hoarded and so scrupulously kept by a 
Secretary of the Treasury from the State of New York. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

Talk about Constitution! Talk about laws! 
than any constitution which was ever formulated by any people. Itis 
humanity for which constitutions are enacted and laws are made. And 
Paul put it right when he said the greatest of all the virtues is charity, 
either in the individual or the nation. 

Talk about State rights ifa matter in the cloudy presence of a con- 
stantly accumulating calamity! Suppose my friend from Connecticut 
(Mr. Eaton] had lived in the days of Noah [laughter] and had found 
himself perched on the top of Mount Ararat looking down upon the 
submerged plains [renewed laughter], the people fleeing from Nineveh, 
some swimming, others drowning, and children lifting up their hands to 
him to render assistance; I sup) he would have referred that drown- 
ing crowd to the city council of Nineveh and told them to make an ap- 
propriation to stop the rain. [Laughter and applause.] That would 
vat been State-rights doctrine then, and it is State-rights doctrine 
to-day. 

I hold this is a nation, and a nation which is deeply interested in the 
welfare, happiness, and prosperity of every citizen who lives within its 
limits. Last year we had a flood along the borders of the Mississippi 
River. Congress generously appropriated money for that purpose, a 
Republican President signed the bill, a Republican Congress made the 
appropriation, and a Republican Secretary of War sent thousands of 
rations and thousands of tents to feed and shelter the people of the 
South who were suffering from that. great flood. Here is a flood that 
has devastated, as has been remarked on the floor of this House, a re- 

ion of country seven hundred miles inlength. Indiana is interested; 

hio is concerned; Pennsylvania is affected; West Virginia is injured, 
so too is Kentucky. Now, in the name of Heayen—not in the name 
of the Constitution, but in the name of that sweet broad rainbow-robed 
charity which would make us better and brighter and more generous 
men—let us make this appropriation. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, having in the last Congress reported 
to this House the joint resolutions which were passed by Congress ap- 
propriating money to be expended in that way, I do not believe any one 
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will think I am troubled with constitutional scruples in that respect, 
for I certainly am not. But nevertheless, while I shall not oppose the 
resolution, I would be in favor of appropriations of this sort being con- 
fined to States which hardly seem to have the wealth or which seem 
not to be in condition to be able to expend money for the support of 
their citizens. 

But, sir, I have gained by this discussion all I expected. I desired 
to call attention to the Constitution and to hear from the other side on 
that question; and I am in the hope they will find constitutional ground 
upon which to base this appropriation. 

We have had up before the House a bill for the purpose of giving such 
control as would secure the eradication of the cattle-plague. It isa 
bill—and what I say here now on that subject I may not have the op- 
portunity to say hereafter—it is a measure in which the people of the- 
great Northwest, certainly the people of my State, feel a deep interest. 

But the moment it is introduced here the venerable men on the other 
side jump to their feet and shout, “‘ The Constitution isin danger!” I 
remember, Mr. Speaker, a few years ago, when the people of the South. 
came here and asked to have a quarantine law passed for the protection. 
of their section against the yellow fever. Gentlemenon the other side 
then contented themselves with making speeches against the bill on, 
constitutional grounds. They announced that there was no provision. 
in the Constitution which would allow anything of that kind. But E 
noticed that when it came to the question of the vote upon it there 
was not a single gentleman upon the other side of the House who voted 
“no.” There was not a division even upon the bill. It was passed 
by unanimous consent. Now, Iam in favor of the passage of resolutions 
of this kind in the interest of humanity. But I am in favor also of 
finding a liberal interpretation of the Constitution for measures of this 
kind and for all measures which affect and promote good government. 
and prosperity among the people of this country. 

I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Warre]. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I suppose that there wilk. 
be no division on this question when we come to vote. But it is well 
enough for us to anderstand the scope of this resolution, especially that 
gentlemen upon the other side of the House should consider and under- 
stand it. We will be called upon before this session closes to vote an. 
appropriation of a precisely similar character, I do not mean for suf- 
ferers on other tributaries of the Mississippi, but we will be called upon. 
to vote, for instance, on a bill to give millions of money to educate the 
illiterate people of this country; and will be asked by gentlemen on the 
other side for appropriations for just such matters as this, though per- 
haps ina different shape. I can almost hear the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania and the gentleman from Indiana now raising the constitutional 
question when such requests come up. We will be called upon by the- 
River and Harbor Committee to vote money to improve the navigation. 
of streams which it must be candidly admitted—I am satisfied when the 
question is asked of gentlemen upon the other side, ‘Whereis any evi- 
dence that thesestreamsare navigable?’’—have not water enough in them, 
to float a canal-boat. We will be called upon to appropriate perhaps a 
half million of money or more to the sufferers along the Mississippi River, 
who, notwithstanding the fact that they live ina region which has had 
the benefit of governmental supervision for years, and on a river whose- 
banks have been raised, where the débris has been removed, and where 
the channel has been swept by Government appropriations, will come- 
asking us for relief, telling us that the river is in some places twenty 
or fifty or seventy-five miles in width and the people are gathered to- 
gether on the banks. 

If we are to vote on this question as we conscientiously believe, we 
will have to stretch the Constitution a little. Is there a man here who- 
can put his fingeron a single clause of the Constitution which will war- 
rant this appropriation ? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. I surrender five minutes of the time to my colleague 
from New York [Mr Cox]. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, this side of the House is chal- 
lenged in an ironical manner by my colleague as to the constitutionality 
of this measure. I do not now propose to argue its constitutionality, 
whether on the preamble, on the ‘general welfare” clause, or on the 
clause as to commerce, or on any nebulous, indefinite, humane provision 
in the Constitution. 

Simply let me say that I oppose, now as before, anything that looks. 
like an infraction of the Constitution. I have opposed it on your agri- 
cultural bill, sometimes on certain features of census legislation, and. 
often on your Educational Bureau. I have found these extraconstitu- 
tional matters vulnerable. 

Since the war was over very little impression has been made by sucly 
individual protests as mine against such measures of dangerous and 
outrageous breaches of organic law. 

Mr. BAYNE. Let me interrupt you a moment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I can not yield to the gentleman. This 
is a matter of more serious pith and moment than gentlemen upon the 
other side seem by their genial way disposed to imagine. Mr. Speaker, 
we stand in the presence of a great calamity. Itisa great national mis- 
fortune. These rivers of ours, like human beings at times, have 
their bounds. We are remediless, except by some general Federal be- 
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nevolence. These freshets, made by improvident legislation on forests 
and tariffs, overwhelm the heartofourland. Such calamities seem, like 
a winter’s night, so dark that we can neither see our own paths nor the 
paths of others; so dense with the gloom of the night, that we neither 
see ourselves as partisans, nor do others see us. God help, in such 
emergencies. 

In the presence of a great calamity I will not scrutinize too urgently 
or critically for the warrant of the Constitution. 

The gentleman from Michigan said that a session or so ago I carried 
around in my pocket a resolution about feeding Ireland and proposed 
$300,000 relief. Making allowance for that sort of unveracity which 
is always humorous, I will say that he will find a decorous and digni- 
fied report on that subject from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
written partly by myself. It is a well-considered report, with prece- 
dents. These precedents come down from some of the best men of the 
old Whig and Democratic parties. They are unanswerably cogent. 
Another illustration: When, sir, it came to adding one more life-sav- 
ing station at Louisville, during the freshet a year or more ago, did we 
pause to inquire whether it was based on inland or outland commerce? 
Did we ask for constitutional authority? No. We gave Louisville 
her life-saving station during that calamity. Many lives were saved. 

I would not always be willing to allow matters of this doubtful con- 
stitutionality to pass without challenge. May I recall now a verse 
which has much sense and more melody? It says: 

The little rift within the lute 
That by-and-bye will make the musie mute, 
And, ever widening, slowly silence all. 

I would not, like gentlemen on the other side, make the least rift in 
the accordant music of the State. They mustask themselves the ques- 
tion who it is that has made these rifts in the Constitution; who it is 
that has been regardless of its provisions; who it is that has sundered 
the Constitution in twain; who it is that has recklessly squandered 
money on all sorts of extravagant projects, never having even the sweet 
mantle of charity to cover them from their multitudinous sins. 

The first proposition made for charity since the war came from the 
other side. Republican members asked us to give certain pork to feed 
the starving negroes in Alabama. They were about drowned out on 
the Tombigbee. We know now how that pork was distributed. The 
American hog played a partisan and not a diplomatic part on that occa- 


sion. [Laughter.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FOLLETT. I give the gentleman from New York five minutes 
of my time. 

Mr. COX, of New York. , I thank the gentleman kindly. I know 
how painful it is to discuss matters of this kind. Feeling has no words. 


Emotion is still. Our babble is the tossing buoy, indicating where the 

anchor is. Why not have voted this measure in l silence; and 

if by our inconsiderate vote there may be any breach of the Consti- 

orp God Almighty in his infinite goodness will pardon and con- 
ne it. 

But, sir, there are some afflictions which no medicine, no foresight, 
no wisdom can anticipate or cure. 

One of these is the terrific calamity now upon the valley of the Ohio 
and its confluents. If, sir, I can not-give my hand and my head, I will 
give my heart to this vote. [Applause.] 

Mr. FOLLETT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like to have the Clerk read just three or 
four lines—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. REAGAN. It is refreshing, Mr. Speaker, even in the consid- 
eration of so grave a matter as this, to see that some of our Republican 
friends are asserting there is a Constitution and that there is danger of 
-vidlating its provisions. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh! the gentleman misunderstands us entirely. 

Mr. REAGAN. I suppose I do. 

Mr. HISCOCK. You certainly do. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then I will goon. Mr. Speaker, there have been 
a good many things done in the history of this Government for which 
it might be difficult to point to a precise warrant in the Constitution. 
But the things which have been so done are not of the class in which 
the rights of the States or the liberties of the people areinvolved. They 
| are that class of things, uncontemplated and unforeseen by the framers 

-of the Constitution, that come up to be acted upon by the people in their 
representative capacity, and all they can do in such cases is to avoid 
such a violation of the Constitution as trenches upon the powers and 
rights of the States and upon the liberties and securities of the people. 

When the Congress in former years have voted to relieve Italy, when 
they have voted to relieve Ireland, when they have voted to relieve the 
people in Alabama, when they have voted to relieve the people on the 
Mississippi, no right of aState was involved or violated. The liberty of 
no citizen was involved or was violated. But here to-day westand in the 
presence of another great calamity which has fallen upon the people 
-without fault of theirs. Sucha calamity has caused every heart to beat 
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by its contemplation—no right of a State involved, the liberty of no 
citizen involved—and on such an occasion our attention is called to the 
dangers of violating the Constitution and we are challenged for a war- 
rant for the appropriation of money to relieve the people so situated. 
Why, sir, in the history of the action of Congress for the last twenty 
years, when the liberties of the people have been stricken down by the - 
acts of Congress, when the rights of the States have been trampled upon 
and denied them, we have heard no protest from the Republican side of 
this House. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh! thegentleman hears none now. 
derstand me. 

Mr. REAGAN. The readers of this debate in the RECORD will un- 
derstand whether I am warranted in saying what I have said. 

Mr. Speaker, I have said about all I desire to say. I only wish to 
add there is nothing in the theory of the Government to forbid what 
we are doing now; and while there may not be an express declaration 
of the Constitution that we may appropriate to relieve the calamities of 
people involved in distress, we have a long line of precedents which 
have met the approbation of the most illustrious minds of the past, and 
we know that if we shall do what we are now asked to do we do not 
violate the Constitution or inflict wrong upon States or wrong upon the 
people; but, simply representing the great Governmentof the Union, we 
say that out of its Treasury we propose to contribute something to the 
relief of sufferers who may be dying now for the want of it. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I yield ten minutesto the gentleman from Iilinois 
(Mr. TOWNSHEND]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The eagerness of my friend from New York 
[Mr. Hiscock] to carp at and criticise the views of Democrats on this 
floor has led him into several misstatements of facts. In the first place, 
this subject is brought into Congress not by a Democrat, but by a Re- 
publican, That proposition was broughtin here by the gentleman from 
West Virginia, and on his motion was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. The first question raised as to the constitutional power 
of this Congress to grant this relief is raised by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock]. No Democrat has raised the constitutional ques- 
tion; no Democrat has alluded to it, except simply to answer remarks 
that have fallen from the lips of gentlemen on the other side. Nocon- 
stitutional question is raised by gentlemen on this side. 

Another error in the statement of the gentleman from New York was 
his statement that Illinois was here in the last Congress hat in hand 
begging relief from the Federal Government for her sufferers from the 
floods. ` The gentleman has no warrant whatever for the assertion. 
Illinois never appeared in the last or in any other Congress begging char- 
ity for her people. Illinois is able to take care of her own destitute and 
suffering people. Illinois has with alacrity responded to every appeal 
to her for relief from suffering of her own as well as other people. 

The proposition in the last Congress to which the gentleman alludes 
was not for relief for Ohio River sufferers, but came from the Lower Mis- 
sissippi. One of the principal reasons urged for its passage was that it 
was intended to relieve the poor blacks who lived along the Lower Mis- 
sissippi River. And now, when a proposition is brought forward to re- 
lieve the poor and suffering whites on the Ohio, as well as the blacks 
along that river, that gentleman thinks it is proper for him to carp at 
and criticise the views and actions of the Democratic members of this 
House on constitutional questions. Sir, New York has fattened more 
on the Federal Treasury than any dozen States of this Union. Illinois 
has in the last twenty years contributed more through the internal-rey- 
enue collections to the Federal Treasury than New York or any other 
State of this Union. This year Illinois paid into the Federal Treasury 
under the internal-revenue laws over $8,000,000 more than the Empire 
State of New York. 

COX, of New York. On whisky, which we drank. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. One or two words more, and then I will be 
through. The floods of the Ohio River have not yet reached their max, 


Do not misun- 


| imum. The highest stage of the flood is still confined to the upper 


portion of the Ohio. That flood is rolling on and gathering in force as 
it flows. Those living on the lower Ohio are expecting and anticipat- 
ing a higher flood than has ever yet afflicted those people. 

While I am not standing here asking charity for the people living in 
the State of Illinois on the border of that river, yet if there is to be an 
appropriation from the Federal Treasury, I hope as the relief boats go 
down the Ohio River they will not say, as the gentleman from New York 
seems to desire them to say, to those struggling in the waters or stand- 
ing on the shore homeless and without food, ‘‘ Wait until your State 
Legislature can assemble and make an appropriation for your relief.” 

If the Illinois Legislature was in session to-day, I am of the opinion 
that a resolution of relief would pass the two branches of that Legis- 
lature without a word of objection. But the Legislature of Mlinois is 
not in session, and therefore there is need for prompt action to relieve 
Tllinoisans as well as those of six other States, or it will be too late. 

I have a dispatch which indicates to me very clearly that the flood 
will reach a higher stage at points on the Ohio River than ever before. 
In my own town of Shawneetown, which is located on the Ohio River 
just below the mouth of the Wabash, and which last year suffered more 


1038 


severely than any other, there are to-day upon the levees three hundred 
men, with two locomotives, bringing ea from the hills, heroically 
fighting the floods and doing their utmost to guard against the danger 
threatened. I have also adispatch from General Hazen, expressing the 
belief that it will be impossible for those people to escape inundation. 
And while our people have expended large sums on their levee and had 
made it high and strong enough to protect themselves from ordinary 
overflows, yet I have despaired of hope that they can save themselves 
in this extraordinary and calamitous emergency. 

Notwithstanding I am not here begging charity for Illinois, yet when 
the gentleman from West Virginia brings in a proposition for the relief 
of the suffering people in the Ohio Valley I am willing to extend to 
him a hearty co-operation inthis humane work. I am willing todomy 
utmost to aid in securing relief for those who ean not help themselves. 
This isan emergency against which the people of the locality are utterly 
unable to guard themselves. It is a calamity which the localities are 
unable to guard against. They are unable to wait for the slow action 
of State or private charity. We have the power to quickly relieve them 
from destitution and from death. Asthe localities are powerless to fur- 
nish immediate and adequate relief, I for one am willing to stretch forth 
the strong arm of the Federal Government and save them from starva- 
tion and destitution. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Geor- 


PiE HISCOCK. Yield to me a minute. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I have yielded to the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
Biovunt]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Willthe gentleman yield tome a minute right here, 
for I want to answer the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
now? 

Mr. BLOUNT. A little later, please; not now. 

I do not take the floor on this occasion with a view of presenting any 
new thought to the House. I understand the sentiment which ani- 
mates every one here. 

The constitutional question raised by the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Hiscock] I well understand to be facetious. The gracefulness of 
this charity I trust will not be marred and has not been marred by a 
single sentence that has fallen from the lips of any gentleman. 

I have not forgotten that sympathy which was shown to my own sec- 
tion years ago. I have not forgotten the suffering of the people of my 
native State and how generously and unanimously the Congress of the 
United States responded to their necessity and suffering. Ay, more, 
I have not forgotten when the yellow-fever attacked various cities along 
the Gulf of Mexico and the Mississippi River, and an appeal was made 
here for aid. I have not forgotten that when a proposition was before 
this House to appropriate—not by estimates, not by detailed state- 
ments as to the necessities of the situation—a half million of dollars to 
be used in the discretion of the Government, and to be used not merely 
during the immediate emergency, but if need be during a period of three 
years, for the the relief of those people of my section, there stood forth 
on the other side of the House, about where the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] now sits, a citizen of the State of Ohio—one of the grand- 
est intellects, if not the grandest, I have witnessed on this floor (I speak 
not in disparagement of others)—gathering the humanities of this House 
around that proposition. Without one word of criticism in reference to 
the Constitution, without any expression save that of a great humanity, 
that sum was voted. Ay, more, sir, both sides of this House, appre- 
hensive that when Congress might not be in session this same disease 
might find its way within our borders, have from that time kept the 
sum of $100,000 at the disposal of the President of the United States to 
be used, if need be, for purposes of relief. Under these circumstances, 
sir, I have felt a desire to express myself in. behalf of this appropria- 
tion, which I doubt not will be granted unstintedly. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I now yield to my coll e from the State of Ohio 
[Mr. JorpAn]. [Cries of “Voter? ‘Voter? 

Mr. JORDAN. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. Joseru D. TAY- 
LOR] desires to send to the desk and have read a telegram. I yield a 
moment for that purpose. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. It isa telegram just received this morn- 
ing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BELLAIRE, OHIO, February 11, 1884. 
Hon, J. D. TAYLOR: 


No description can equal the terrible destruction and loss caused by the flood, 
‘Urge prompt measure of relief through Congress, Bellaire’s loss half a million. 
C. L. POOREMAN, 
D. W. COOPER, 
D. H. FARRAH, 
For Citizens. 


Mr. Speaker, I protest against mem- 
ing speeches on this resolution when 
Let us 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
bers of the American Congress 
our fellow-beings are drowning. This House is ready to vote. 
vote instead of making political speeches. 

Mr. COBB. ‘The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] ought to 
have thought of that before his side did so much talking. 

Mr. JORDAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to occupy the time of 
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the House for any length of time. I am hourly in receipt of ale- 
graphic dispatches from Cincinnati and other places in Ohio. These- 
dispatches represent a condition of affairs which appeals for immediate 
action on the part of this Houses From these and other sources we 
know that the high water in the Ohio River and its tributaries has 
brought on the people of six States bordering on the Ohio River great 
distress, Representing in part the city of Cincinnati, and one o the 
members of this House from the State of Ohio which is bordered upon. 
one side by the Ohio River for six hundred miles, I feel it my duty to 
vote for the bill now before the House appropriating $300,00C ‘or the 
purpose of granting relief to the sufferings of the unhappy + ctims of 
this disastrous flood. If Iam correctly informed, inmy own and many 
other cities and towns along the Ohio River the water is higher than 
it ever has been before. Thousands of people are driven from their 
homes and wander through the streets seeking shelter wherever it may 
be found, in station-houses, in hospitals, in public places, at the hands. 
of charity. Thousands and tens of thousands of people, homeless and 
without shelter, clamor for bread and seek for food wherever it can be- 
obtained. Thousands, tens of thousands, hundreds of thousands of 
ple, thrown out of homes and employment, who can not be supplied 
y local charities, must immediately have food and shelter and protec- 
tion. 

I for one stand here to give my vote and my voice in favor of this bill 
and to do all that I can to relieve the suffering and distress of our fel- 
low-men. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] asks us if 
this bill is constitutional. I am glad that no other gentleman on the 
other side of the House considers the Constitution as any impediment 
in the way of voting for this bill; and as the gentleman from New York 
says he has *‘ no constitutional scruples’? upon any questions, we will 
hope that he too will vote for this bill. 

I do not know whether this bill is constitutional or not. We have 
not time to enter into a discussion of this question. While we would. 
are here debating it the floods would not abate and the people would 
perish. 

This bill does not merely affect Ohio; it affects the States of Pennsyl- 
vania, West Virginia, Kentucky, Indiana, and Ilinois, and perhaps other 
States. This bill will afford some relief. It is in the right direction. 
I sympathize with its objects, I approve its purposes, and I give it my 
cordial support with my voice and my vote, 

I send to the desk to be read a dispatch bearing upon this measure: 
and asking for the relief sought by the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ormcisnatt, February 11, 1884. 
Hon. Isaac M. Jorpan, M. C. : 

Please see dispatch to Senator SHERMAN by Richard Smith and consult. Suf- 
fering in Ohio River towns terribly, and river rising and rain-storm prevailing 
throughout entire valley. River will be several feet higher at this point than. 
flood of last year. Railroads nearly all abandoned, Private charities in river 
towns can not cope with this disaster. Cincinnati will take care of her owm 


people. 
HENRY C. URNO, 
Chairman Relief Committee. 
Mr. FOLLETT. I now yield five minutes to my colleague [Mr- 
WARNER]. [Cries of ‘ Vote!’ “Vote! 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Spoke T know the House is ready 
to vote upon this question and will vote the appropriation, but I hope 
I may be indulged for a moment, as I do not trespass often upon the 
time of the House, and this measure is one my people are deeply inter- 
ested in. It has been said on this floor—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to know whether it is in order for 
gentlemen on that side, after they have consumed all of the time they 
wanted in this debate, to interrupt or endeavor to prevent this side of 
the House from being heard? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has endeavored to preserve order, and 
will again request gentlemen to be seated and cease conversation. 

The gentleman from Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It has beenasked on this floor, Mr. Speaker. 
if the great State of Ohio is not able to afford relief to its sufferers from 
this flood without coming to Congress for help. I will say to gentlemen 
that Ohio is not here as a State asking help. She is undoubtedly able 
and her people are ready and willing and anxious to afford to the suf- 
ferers by these floods all the relief they require. . 

But that is not the question. This is a question of means, a ques- 
tion of agencies, of ready appliances to afford the needed relief at once. 
The floods are npon the people now; they are resistless. Hunger is re- 
lentless and will not wait. It is immediate help that isneeded. The 
State has no adequate means at hand for affording the relief immediately, 
and it concerns half a dozen States—the valley of the whole Ohio River. 
The Government has steamboats; it has prepared rations; it has tents; 
it has blankets, all at hand. The State of Ohio has none of these ap- 
pliances, and it can not organize forces nor institute agencies in time to- 
afford that relief which is so absolutely necessary and which the Gov- 
ernment can at once afford. This is the only ground on which I should 
be willing to ask for this appropriation. I have grave doubts myself as 
to the constitutional authority for such an act, but as the gentleman 
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from Texas has so well said, this is a measure which invades no rights, 
curtails no liberties, and in no way infringes upon the rights of States. 
Mingled with the appeals that come to us for help are the cries of chil- 
dren and the petitions of women homeless, shelterless, hangry; and in 
this presence I can not stop to argue literal construction of the Consti- 
tution. I will take the side of mercy and risk it on that. 

Hundreds and thousands of dollars have been raised already by our 
people, but local charity is inadequate to the relief required. Iamin 
favor of self-help always, in favor of communities providing for the re- 
lief of the needy among themselves. The people of my own city, the 
city of Marietta, would not go outside forrelief if those whocould afford 
the relief were not under the water themselves, but nearly the whole 
city is under water. And it is so with many other parts of the valley. 
Whole communities, entire towns and cities are in distress, and help 
from outside becomes necessary. There is no time to appeal to the 
charitable at a distance. Some organized power must step in. That 
should be the State if States can act quickly enough. But can they? 
If not, what help adequate to the work is at hand? Many States are 
concerned. Manifestly the Secretary of War, through the organiza- 
tion under his control and with the means at his disposal, is the only 
power that can furnish the aid at once and reach all points of theriver. 
This is the nearest and quickest source of relief, and therefore I favor 
it. The Secretary of War can set agencies at work within an hour from 
the time this appropriation passes the two Houses of Congress, and that 
is what is wanted. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 4 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I wish to know if it will be in order to offer an 
amendment to this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Unless the previous question is ordered by the 
House it will be open to amendment. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I now yield to the gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I desire to offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk to strike out $300,000 and insert $500,000. It has been dem- 
onstrated by thearguments of gentlemen upon this question that $300,000 
is wholly inadequate, and therefore I offer this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FoLLETT] is enti- 


tled to the floor. Does the gentleman yield for this amendment? 
Mr. FOLLETT. 1 yield to the gentleman from West Virginia [ Mr. 
WIrsoyn }. 


TheSPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman from Ohio yield to his colleague 
to offer an amendment ? 

Mr. FOLLETT. I do not. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Itrustmy colleague will yieldtome. Theamend- 
ment has been already announced; let it be read from the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from West Virginia is recognized. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I obtained the floor, Mr. Speaker, 
for that very purpose, and the gentleman from Ohio in control! of the 
floorhad yielded tome.. I had prepared the amendment which has been 
lying on my desk ready to be offered at this time. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I was recognized by the Speaker; my amend- 
ment was announced. My only desire is to have that amendment 
acted upon. I care not where it comes from. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I ask that the amendment which 
I sent to the desk be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out of the joint resolution the sum proposed, $300,000, and insert in lieu 
thereof $500,000. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I accept that amendment in lien of my own. I 
care not where the amendment comes from so the amount appropriated 
is adequate. À; 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I shall ask to have 
read a telegram which I have just received from the governor of West 
Virginia, and while it is being sent to the desk I desire to say simply 
that the information I have received from that section of the State of 
West Virginia which lies along the Ohio River induces me to believe 
that everything that private charity or the local authorities can do to 
meet the exigency arising from this great calamity has been done, and 
the people along the Ohio River come up now not as has been suggested 
by the gentleman from New York, holding out the hand of beggary and 
asking this Government to extend its charity to the State of Ohio, but 
appealing to you as the only source from which immediate relief*can 
come, asking you to extend your aid to them in the presence of this 
great misfortune and afford them the relief which is absolutely neces- 
sary for their preservation. s 

I now ask that the telegram which I have sent to the desk may be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


WHEELING, W. Va. 


1 call your attention to the annexed statement of editors of leading West Vir- 
pinia papers, as also of leading citizens of our State, to the condition of the resi- 
ents of the Ohio Valley who are rendered homeless and destitute by the recent 
unprecedented flood Ve want help., Itis urgent. The amount proposed by 
the joint resolution of General Goff is inadequate to our relief. We request you 


to amend the resolution so that at least one million be appropriated. Your 
prompt action will meet the approval of your constituents, and if reliefis granted 
thousands of destitute will be saved from further suffering. 

JACOB B. JACKSON, Governor. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Con- 
necticut (Mr. Eaton]. [Criesof “Vote!” * Vote!’?] 

Mr. EATON, Where there are so many members of the House call- 
ing for a vote—— 

Mr. WILKINS. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FoLLETT] will 
yield to me for that purpose, I will move the previous question. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I have yielded five minutes to the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. Eaton]. 

Mr. EATON. I will be through ina moment. It appears that my 
good friend from New York [Mr. Hiscock] is sorely troubled for fear 
that this great constitutional question, which does not trouble him at 
all, will not be brought forward by the member from Connecticut. Sir, 
I want to say to my friend that whenever in my judgment measures 
are brought forward here that strike at the very palladium of our liber- 
ties I shall oppose them without asking my friend from New York to 
assist me. ; 

I said nothing upon this subject till my friend from New York vol- 
unteered to say that Connecticut ought to be heard and that his col- 
league from New York ought to be heard. And following him, the 
gentleman from Michigan [ Mr, HORR] made a most luminous disserta- 
tion on State rights. Didthat gentleman ever read a word about State 
rights? [Laughter.] Has he any knowledge of the Constitution or 
of the rights of the States? [Laughter.] If he has, I hope on this 
or some other occasion he will exhibit it. 

And then comes up my genial friend from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD]. 
We shall lose him from this House speedily. I think I heard the tele- 
phone say that Howard University had already elected him professor 
of biblical literature. [Great laughter.] Weshall be exceedingly sorry 
to lose him. But I beg leave to say to him that whem he enters upon 
his duties at that university I will come up and listen to some of the 
Assyrian deluge stories he can tell. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, one word more. I have grave doubts, I de- 
sire to say—I am not like the gentleman from New York, who is not 
troubled, he says, with any constitutional scruples—I have grave doubts 
about the power of this House to pay out the money of the people even 
in a great calamity like this. But, sir, somebody has remarked in this 
debate—I think my friend from New York [Mr. Cox]—that when the 
head doubted the heart acted. 

I shall not vote against this measure, and yet I take occasion to say, 
and I say it frankly, that I have very great doubts about the power in 
this House to appropriate the money of the people even in this great 
calamity. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I desire to say just a word. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield me one-half 
minute? [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. FOLLETT. There is an urgent demand for a vote. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I wish to offer another amendment. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I desire to say with reference to the amount appro- 
priated by this resolution that the Committee on Appropriations, with all 
the information that they could get—they were visited by Representa- 
tives from nearly all the flooded districts this morning—concluded that, 
for the present appropriation, $300,000 was the correct-sum, and that 
this appropriation would not tend to cut off, in any measure whatever, 

rivate charities or State charities, and where they were possible the 
ocal charities of the districts affected. And Congress being in session, 
if larger appropriations should be necessary the Committee on Appro- 
priations will certainly never stand in the way of making all proper 
appropriations. : 

I desire to say one word with reference to the State of Ohio; for it 
seems that that State is the one that is to be assailed upon this meas- 
ure, Ohio stands at the front for her charitable institutions and the 
charity of her people and has always stood in the front, not excepting 
the great State of New York. And Ohio always will stand there so 
long as she is populated by the class of people that now control her 
affairs. Mr. Speaker, I move t§e previous question on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from West Virginia and upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question 
on the bill and amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. W1Lson] 
to the substitute joint resolution reported by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. The amendment will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: Wits 

Amend the joint resolution by striking out *' $300,000” and inserting ** $500,000," 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, and others called for the yeas and nays. 

yr question of ordering the yeas and nays there were—ayes 44, 
noes 127. È 
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So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; 
voting 62; as follows: 


and there were—yeas 108, nays 150, not 


YEAS—108. 
Adams, G. E Foran, Le Fevre, y, 
Barr, Geddes, Lewis, Ray,G. W. 
Bayne, Gibson, McCoid, Robertson, 
Belford, Goff, McCormick, Robinson, J.S. 
Bisbee, Graves, McKinley, Robinson, W. E. 
Blackburn, Guenther, Matson, AS, 
Blanchard, Hanback, Mayo, Rowell, 
Boutelle, Harmer, Millard, Seymour, 
Breckinridge, Hart Miller, J. F Skinner, C. R. 
Browne, T. M. Hatch, W, H. Milliken, Stephenson 
Brown, W. W. Hem hili, Mitchell, Stockslager, 
Buckner, Henderson, D.B. Money, Stone, 
Calkins, Henderson, T. J. orey, Sumner, C. A 
Cassidy, Hitt, Moulton, Taylor, E. 
Chace, Holman Murray, Taylor, J.D. 
Clay, Holton, eece, Thomas, 
Cobb, Hopkins, Nelson," Thompson, 
Culbertson, W, W. Horr, Nicholls, Townshend, 
Callin, ouk, Nutting, Wait 
Cutcheon, Houseman, ige, Ward, 
Dargan. Hard, Parker, Warner, A.J 
Davis, R. T. Jeffords, Payne, White, J. D. 
Dibble, Jo i Peelle, S. J. Wilkins, 
Dunham, Keifer, Perkins, Willis, 
Elliott, Kleiner, Peters, Wilson, 
Evans! LN. Lacey, Pettibone, Wolford, 
Fiedler, Lamb, Poland, Yaple. 
NAYS—10. 
Adams, J.J Davis, L. H. Lawrence, Slocum, 
Aiken, Deuster, ng, Smith, 
Alexander, Dibrell, Lovering, Spooner, 
Arnot, Dockery, Wry, Springer, 
Atkinson, Dowd, Lyman, Steele, 
Bagley, Dunn, cAdoo, Stevens, 
Ballentine, Eldredge, McMillin, Stewart, J. W. 
Barksdale, Ellis, ^ _ Maybury, Storm, 
Ermentrout, Mills, Strait, 
Bennett, Everha Morrison, Struble, 
Bland, Evins, J. Morse, Sumner, D. H. 
Blount, Finerty, Muldrow, Talbott, 
Boyle, Follett, Mutehler, Taylor, J.M 
Brainerd, Forney, Oates, Throckmorton, 
Breitung, n O'Hara, Ti ` 
Brewer, F. B. G A Patton, Tucker, 
Brewer, J. H. Green, Payson, Turner, H. G 
Bı head, Greenleaf, Pierce, Turner, Oscar 
Buchanan, Halsell, Peel, S. W. Van yne, 
aa Hardeman, Phelps, Vance, 
Burleigh, rdy, Post, Van Eaton, 
Burnes, Hatch, H. H. Pryor, Wadsworth, 
Cabell, Haynes, Randall, Wakefield, 
Caldwell Henley, Rankin, Warner, chard 
Cam: bell, J.M. Hepburn, Ranney, Washburn, 
Candler, Herbert, Ray, Weaver, 
Cannon, Hewitt, G. W. z Wellborn, 
Carleton, Hiscock, iý Wemple, 
Clardy, Hoblitzell, Rice, White, Milo 
Clements, Howey, ggs, Wil K 
Col H ns, Rockwell, Winans, E. B. 
Connolly, Johnson, J.H. Winans, John 
ve, Jones, B. W. Rogers, W.F. Woodward, 
Covington, Jones, J Ryan, Worthington, 
Cox,S.S. Kean, Scales, York. 
x, W.R. Ketcham, Shaw, Young. 
Laird, Singleton, f 
Davidson, $ Skinner, T, G. 
NOT VOTING—#2. 
Anderson, Ellwood, Kellogg, Russell, 
Barbour, Ferrell, King, Seney, 
Belmont, Findlay, Libbey, Shelley, * 
Bingham, George, Lore, Snyder, 
Bowen, Hammond, McCo Spriggs, 
Brumm, = Hanea r enes S.H. Stewart, Charles 
Campbell, Felix ewitt, organ, y, 
Converse, ill, Morrill, Valentine, 
k, Holmes, Muller, Weller, 
Culberson, D. B. Hooper, Murphy, Whiting, 
rtin, Hunt, tree, Wilson, James 
Davis, G. R. James, O’ Neill, Charles Wise, G. 
Dingley, - Jones, J. H. O'Neill, J.J. - Wise, J.S. 
rsheimer, Jones, J.T. Potter, ood. 
Duncan, Kasson, Priee, 
Eaton, Kelley, Reed, 
So the amendment was not agreed to. ` 


The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. BUDD with Mr. GEORGE. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. BELMONT. 

Mr. OCHILTREE with Mr. HEWITT, of New York. 

Mr. GEORGE D. Wise with Mr. JOHN S. WISE. 

Mr. SHELLEY with Mr. WILsoN, of Iowa. 

Mr. Kasson with Mr. HILL. 

Mr. ANDERSON with Mr. HANCOCK. 

Mr. HotmeEs with Mr. BLANCHARD. 

Mr. Davis, of Illinois, with Mr. KING. 

Mr. YounG with Mr. VALENTINE. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I am paired on this question with my 
colleague Mr. JoHN S. Wise, but I desire to state that if I was at lib- 
erty to vote, I should vote “no” on the amendment. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I am paired on political questions with 
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my colleague, Mr. SENEY, but not regarding this as a political ques- 
tion, I have voted. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The question was upon agreeing to the substitute reported from the 
Committee on Appropriations; and being taken, the substitute was 

to. 

The joint resolution as amended was then ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question was upon the passage of the joint resolution. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. On that question I call forthe yeas and nays. Iam 
in favor of appropriating $300,000 for this purpose, but not of appropriat- 
ing $500,000. I voted against the amendment to appropriate $500, 000, 
as did many others; but many of us desire to record our votes in favor 
of appropriating $300,000. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays, and there 


were 48 in the affirmative—not one-fifth of the last vote. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
The negative vo 
So (one-fifth voting in 
The question was tak 
ing 74, as follows: 


I demand a count on the other side. 
tes were counted, of which there were 96. 

the affirmative) the yeas and nays were ordered. 
en; and there were yeas 234, nays 12, not vot 


YEAS—2H. 

Adams, G. E. Dunham, Long, Rogers, W.F. 
Adams, J.J. Dunn, Lovering, oe 
Aiken, Eldredge Lowry, Rowell, 
Alexander, Elliott, Lyman, Ryan, 
Atkinson, Ermentrout MeAdoo, Scales, 
Bagley. Evans, I, N McCoid, Singleton, 
Ballentine, Everhart, McCormick, Skinner, C. R. 
Bar! e, Evins, J.H. McKinley, Skinner, T.G. 
a ives Matson; Zoa 

yne, inerty, aybury, pooner, 
Belford, Follett, Mayo, Springer, 

ý Foran, Millard, Steele, 
Blackburn. Forney, Miller, J.F. Stephenson, 
Blanchard, Fyan, Milliken, Stevens, 
Blount, Geddes, Mil Stewart, J. 
Boutelle. Gibson, Mitchell, Stockslager, 
Brainerd, lasecock, Money. Stone, 
Breckinridge, Goff, Morey, Storm, 
Breitung, Graves, Morse, Strai 
Brewer, F. B. Green. Moulton, Struble, 
Brewer, J. H. Greenleaf, Muldrow, Sumner, C. A. 
Broad Guenther, Murray, Sumner, D 
Browne, T. M. ll, Mutohler, Talbott, 
Brown, W. Hanback, Neece, Taylor, E. B. 
Buchanan, Hardeman, Nelson, Taylor, J. D. 
Buckner, Hardy, Nicholls, Taylor, J. M. 
Burleigh, Hart, Nutting, Thomas, 
Burnes, Hatch, H. H. "Hara, Throckmorton, 
Cabell, Hatch, W. H. O'Neill, Charles Tillman, 
Caldwell, Haynes, ige, Townshend,» 

ins, Hemphill, Parker, Tully, 
Campbell, J. M. Henderson, D.B. Patton, Turner, H. G 
Candler, Henderson, T. J. Payne, Turner, Oscar 
Cannon, Henley, son, Vance, 
Carleton H A Pierce, Van Eaton, 
Cassidy, Hitt, Peel, S. W. Wadsworth, 
Chace, Hoblitzell, Peelle, 8. J Wait, 
Clardy, Holman, Perkins, Wakefield, 
Clay. Hopkins, Peters, Ward, 
Clements, Horr, Pettibone, Warner, A. J. 
Cobb, Houk, Phelps, Warner, Richard 
Collins, Houseman, Poland, Washburn, 
Connolly. Howey, Post, Weaver, 

ve, Hurd, Potter, Wellborn, 
Covington, Hutchins, r, Wemple, 
Cox, 8. 8. Jeffords, emer White, J. D. 

t Johnson, Ran x White, Milo 
Culbertson, W.W. Jones, B. W Rankin. Wilkins, 
Cullen, Jones, J Ray, G. W. Williams, 
Curtin, Jones, J Ray, Ossian Willis, 
Cutcheon, Jordan, n, Wilson, W. L 

vi Keifer, Winans, E. B. 
Davis, L. H. Ketcham, Reese, Winans, John 
Davis, R. T. Kleiner, Riggs, Wolford, 
Deuster, es fa Robertson, : Worthington, 
Dibble, Lamb, i Robinson, J. S. Yaple, 
Dibrell, Lawrence, Robinson, W, E. Young. 
Dockery, Le Fevre, Rockwell, 

Dowd, Lewis, Rogers, J. H. 
NAYS—12. 
Beach, Hewitt, G. W. Oates, Wise, G. D. 
Bennett, Lanham, Ranney, ‘ood 
Cox, W. R. McMillin, Tucker, York. 
NOT VOTING—74. 
Anderson, Eaton, Kasson, Russell, 
Arnot, Ellis, Kean, Seney, 
Barbour, Ellwood, Kelley, Seymour, 
Belmont, Ferrell, Kellogg, Shaw, 
Bingham, Findlay, King, Shelley, 
Bland, ree, Laird, Slocum, 
Bowen, Hammond, è Libbey, Snyder, 
Boyle, Hancock, Lore, priggs, 
rumm, Harmer, McComas, Stewart, Charles 
Budd, ‘epburn, Miller, S. H. Thompson, 
Campbell, Felix Herbert, Morgan, Valentine, 
Converse, Hewitt, A.S. Morrill, Van Alstyne, 
Cook, Hill, Morrison, Weller, 
Culberson, D. B. Holmes, Muller, Whiting, 
Dargan, Holton, Murphy, Wilson, James 
Davis, G. R. Hooper, Ochiltree, Wise, J.S. 
Dingley, Hunt, O'Neill, J.J. Wood. 
Dorsheimer, James, Price, 
Duncan, Jones, J.T. Rice, 


So the joint resolution was passed. 


1884. 


The following additional pairs were announced. 

Mr. Hunt with Mr. LORE. 

Mr. LE FEVRE with Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. 

Mr. HUNT. Iam paired with Mr. LORE, of Delaware; if I was at 
liberty to vote, I should vote “‘ay.’’ 

Mr. LE FEVRE. I am paired with my colleague Mr. ROBINSON; 
but being informed that he would vote in the affirmative on this joint 
resolution, I have voted. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. My colleague Mr. THOMPSON was called out 
of the Hall some time ago, and desired me to state that if present he 
would vote ‘‘ay’’ on the passage of this joint resolution. 

Mr. FOLLETT moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 50 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. G. E. ADAMS: Petition of manufacturers of weiss-beer— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ARNOT: Petition of L. L. Livingston, asking Congress to 
regulate the rank of the line officers of the Army—to the Committee on 

Also, the petition of L. L. Livingston, for the correction of his rec- 
ord—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition for a mail-route in Missouri—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of citizens of Maine, for a pension for 
Calvin Carter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRAINERD: Petition for a mail-route from Cherry Hill to 
‘Tracy—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of Nelson Trusler Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, No. 60, Department of Indiana, for a copy of 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to be sent to all ts of the Grand Army of 
the Republic free—to the Committee on Printing. ~ 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Paper relative to a post-route in Georgia—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BUDD: Petition of Lincoln Post, No. 1, Grand Army of the 
Republic, requesting amendments to the civil-service law—to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a petition and resolution relating to the Indian policy—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Papers relating to the claim of W. A. and 
Adelicia Cheatham—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CALKINS: Petition of Joseph A. Stephan, asking for an en- 
actment to purchase certain lands in the Territory of Dakota—to the 
Committee on Education. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Paper relative tothe improvement of Pigeon 
River, at Caseville, Huron County, Michigan; for the improvement of 
Clinton River, Macomb County, Michigan; for the improvement of 
Bell River, at Marine City, Mich.; relating to the improvement of the 
channel of Pine River, Saint Clair ee b Michigan; for the improve- 
ment of the channel of Sebewaing River, Huron County, Michigan—sev-~- 
erally to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. 8. S. COX: Petition of 1,653 citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., for 
the enforcement of the eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. W. W. CULBERTSON: Petition of John H. Johnson, fora 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of mass-meeting of pensioners held at 
Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against the discontinuance of the present 
pension agencies as now established—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Letter of the Commissioner of Agriculture accom- 
panying memorial in behalf of Abraham Fultz—to the Commiteee on 
Agriculture. : 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial in regard to soldiers discharged on 
account of sickness, &c.—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Resolution of the city council of Saint Augus- 
tine, in reference to the improvement of the harbor of Saint Augustine, 
Fla.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, p 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Paper relating to the Muscle Shoals improve- 
ment—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FERRELL: Petition of citizens of Lee Isle City, for an ap- 
propriation to build jetties at Corson and Townsend’s Inlets—to the 
same committee. 


By-Mr. GEDDES: Petition of J. M. Briggs and 10 others, members 


of J. C. Rouk Post, No. 398, Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of Ohio, for a copy of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for said post—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. GEORGE: Petition of the Portland (Oreg.) Board of Trade, 
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asking for increased appropriations for naval and coast defenses on the 
Pacific coast—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of S. B. Stoddart, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: Communication signed by the officers on duty at 
Fort Custer, Mont., urging the passage of House bill 2613—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a petition for the enforcement of the eight-hour law—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial of pensioners of Chicago and vicinity, 
against abolition of pension agencies, &c.—to the Select Committee on 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Alexander Kirkpatrick and 169 
others, citizens of Decatur County, Indiana, that the laws be so modi- 
fied that the producers of leaf-tobacco may sell the same in an unman- 
ufactured state to whomsoever they please—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Joseph Perry, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition to restore John L. Elliott to the pension-rolls—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania and of 1,000 
citizens of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, against foreign labor con- 
tracts made abroad—to the Committee on Labor. e 

By Mr. HOUK: Paper relating to the improvements of certain rivers 
in the State of Tennessee—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition for the enforcement of the eight-hour law— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. JORDAN: Papers relating to the claim of Alexander Swift 
& Co. and Alexander Swift & Co. and the Niles Works—to the Com- 
mittee on Clai > 

By Mr. KLEINER: Petition of A. T. Whittlesey, for relief—to the 
Committee on Claims. + 

Also, affidavits to accompany the bill for the relief of Miles Kemp— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: Petition asking for an appropriation of $50,000 for 
De Sey eaters of the Wabash River—to the Committee on Rivers and 

TS. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of Benjamin F. Foy, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of C. F. Hazelwood—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of Capelle Hardware Company and 1,989 
others, for a new public building at Wilmington, Del.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Andrew J. Kramer and 140 others, 
asking that arrears be granted to all pensioners—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ‘ 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Abraham Jones, for the reference of 
his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of R. T. Cartmel, for the reference of his claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of Hon, Thomas P. Fenlon, for increas- 
ing the pay of United States circuit and district judges—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: Petition of leading citizens of the city of Savan- 
nah, praying that the public domain on Tybee Island may be drained— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of T. J; Hudson and others, of Kansas, 
asking for an increase in the compensation of United States district 
and circuit judges—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of Mrs. Susannah , for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of letter-carriers of Nashville, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PIERCE: Petition of Jane Woodruff, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Elizabeth Rogers—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of M. D. L. Jordan; administrator, asking compensa- 
tion for property taken by the United States Army during the rebellion— 
to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Nancy Tuck, for compensation for property used by 
the United States Army during the rebellion—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Cyrus J. Wilson, for pay as scout in employ of Maj. 
Gen. John M. Palmer, United States volunteers—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, petition of citizens of West Tennessee and West Kentucky, for 
the building of levees for the protection of lands and the improvement 
of navigation of the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. REAGAN: Papers for the relief of W. H. Powell—tothe Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICE: Papers relating to the claim of the British whaling 
bark Chance—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Resolution of the Headquarters of Illinois, Grand 
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Army of the Republic, relative to the abolition of pension agencies—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Paper in the case of Capt. W. P. Martin—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Coulter Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
able: Russiaville, Ind., asking the Government to redeem certain 
pledges—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay. 

By Mr. STEVENS: Petition of citizens of Niagara County, New 
York, for the establishment of a life-saving station at the mouth of Ni- 
agara River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STORM: Resolution of the town council of Easton, Pa., rel- 
ative to the Indian policy—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of M. K. Lawler Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, asking for a copy of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to be 
sent free to all posts of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claim of R. R. Bell—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WAIT: Petition of George O’ Donnell, for arrearage of bounty, 
&c.—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay. 

By Me. WASHBURN: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Min- 
neapolis, Minn., relative to land grants to railroads, and asking Con- 
gress not to legislate against the Northern Pacific Railroad—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public ds. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of Charles H. Briggs and George 
W. Graham, in support of House bill 3485—to the Select Committee on 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. J.S. WISE: Petition of E. H. Stainback, engineer in charge, 
relative to the Appomattox River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. WOODWARD: Petition of Ann Clark, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YAPEL:; Petition of T. G. Edwards and others, members of 
H. C Gilbert Post, Grand Army of the Republic; of W. H. Lesner and 
others, members of Thomas Manning Post, No. 57, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Michigan; and of C. D. Bassett and others, 
citizens of Marcellus, Mich., asking for one hundred and sixty acres of 
land for each honorably discharged soldier, sailor, and marine—to the 
Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 12, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
NAMING OF A PRESIDING OFFICER. 
The Secretary read the following communication from the President 
pro tempore ot the Senate: 


UNITED STATES SENATE CHAM 
Washington, February 12, 1884. 


To the Senate: 
Pursuantto the power conferred on me py teruss I hereby name and desig- 
nate the Senator from Iowa Mr. WILLIAM B. ALLISON to perform the duties of 


the Chair in my absence from the Senate this day. 

GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. ALLISON thereupon took the chair as presiding officer, and called 


the Senate to order. 
THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I notice from the reading of the Journal that it 
states 1,000 copies of the Statistical Abstract of the United States were 
ordered to be printed. It strikes me that the number was 5,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The matter will be examined, and the 
Journal will be correcteé in accordance with the fact if there is an error. 

The Journal was approved. 


ASTRONOMICAL OBSERVATIONS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompan papers, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: A 

I transmit a communication, under date of the Sth instant, addressed to me by 
the Secretary of the Navy, covering a report of Professor Simon Newcomb, 
United States Navy, on the subject of recent improvements in astronomical ob- 
servatories, instruments, and methods of observations, as noted during his visit 
to the principal observatories of Europe in the year 1883, made in pursuance of 
ones i Nak of the DERAT te commended to the consideration of Con; 

e u 
esis CHESTER A. ART 
EXEcuTive MANSION, February 11, 1884. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. JACKSON presented a petition of the Good Templars of Tennes- 
see, officially signed, representing 3,549 members, praying for a com- 


mission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr, CALL presented a petition of the city council of Saint Augustine, 
Fla., praying for an appropriation for the improvement of the harbor at 
that place; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of W. S. Burnham and others, 
citizens of Boston, Mass., and the petition of J. E. Farnham and others, 
citizens of Boston, Mass., praying for an appropriation for educational 
purposes in Alaska; which were referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of Theophilus Browner, chair- 
man of the board of managers, on behalf of the National Temperance 
Society, praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present the petition of the Good Templars of New 
Hampshire, signed by George A. Bailey, grand worthy chief templar, 
and other officers of the order, representing 3,000 members, praying 
for a constitutional amendment to prohibit the manufacture and sale 
of intoxicating beverages; also the petition of the National Division 
of the Sons of Temperance, officially signed, representing 70,000 mem- 
bers, praying for a constitutional amendment for the same purpose. I 
move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I present the petition of Good Templars of Oregon, 
officially signed by Elias Jessup, grand worthy chief templar, and J. E. 
Houston, grand secretary of the order in that State, representing 5,000 
members, praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the alceholic 
liquor traffic. I shall not repeat or attempt to add to what has been 
so well said in regard to this matter, but will content myself with the 
assertion that of all the questions which are now attracting the atten- 
tion of the American people and being pressed upon Congress for its 
consideration, no question is more vitally connected with the health, 
prosperity, and happiness of the people, with public and private virtue, 
with the present condition or fature growth of the country and the 
perpetuity of our republican institutions than the question of the alco- 
holic liquor traffic. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE. I present a petition of the Houston Cotton Exchange 
and Board of Trade of the city of Houston, Tex., reflecting the popu- 
lation, wealth, and commercial importance of that city, praying thata 
bill now pending in the two Houses of Congress making the city of 
Houston a portof entry be passed. The petition that I present, adopted 
on February 7, 1884, refers to another petition presented to Congress 
in 1882, and I beg leave to present both of them, and move their refer- 
ence to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I present resolutions adopted by the common coun- 
cil of the city of Negaunee, Mich., remonstrating against the 
of the bill to forfeit the lands granted to the Marquette, Houghton 
and Ontonagon Railroad. I ask that the resolutions, which are under 
the seal of the city, may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan presents 
certain resolutions and asks that they may be read. They will beread, 
if there is no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, as follows: : 

Whereas it a that the lands granted by the Con; 


to the State of Michigan to aid in the construction of the uette, Houghton 
mg Sager in Railroad are in danger of forfeiture and reversion to the United 
tes; an 

Whereas the construction of said railroad is vital to this entire section of coun- 

, and is dependent upon the donation of said lands; an 
ereas the State of Michigan, by the action of its lature, has extended 
the time for the completion of the said railroad, which time is not yet expired: 
Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved, That it is the sense of the people of this section of country that the 
State of Michigan should be allowed to carry out its contract wif the uette, 
Houghton and Ontonagon Railroad Com y, and that the lands set apart by 
the General Government for the con ion of the said railroad should be saved 
and excluded from forfeiture by the Congress of the United States, and con- 
firmed to the use of the State of Michigan, as at first intended by the act of Con- 
gress of June 3, 1856, and acts pot apace gals thereto, and the Congress is there- 
fore prayed and petitioned in this behalf. 

Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Con be asked to use 
their best efforts to avoid a forfeiture of the said lands and further the object of 
these resolutions as herein mg pace ig 

Resolved, That the recorder be and hereby is instructed to forward certified 
oopis o these resolutions to our Senators and Representatives in Congress re- 
spectively. 

I hereby certify that at the regular meeting of the common council of the ci 
of Negaunee, Marquette County, Michigan, held this 7th day of February, 
the resolutions hereto attached were unanimously Cay 

BYRON D. JANES, 
Recorder City of Negaunee. 


Mr, SAWYER presented a petition of the Sons of Temperance of 
Wisconsin, officially signed, representing 845 members, praying for a 
commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of William H. Clark, jr., and 60 others, 


of the United States 
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citizens of Florence County, Wisconsin, 
bill (S. 691) te confirm and declare 1 


raying for the passage of the 
the acts of certain officers of 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


Mr. SLATER. I present certain affidavits and papers relating to 
the claim set forth in the bill (S. 819) for the relief of Avery D. Bab- 
cock and wife. I move that they be referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to be considered in connection with the bill now before 
that committee. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SLATER. I present a petition numerously signed by citizens of 
Lane County, Oregon, addressed to myself and my colleague but evi- 
dently intended as a memorial to Congress, praying for an appropriation 
for the improvement of the channel of the Sinslaw River, in that State. 
I ask that it may be received and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce as a memorial to Con 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be received by unanimous¢con- 
sent, and so referred. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Grand Temple of Honor 
of Ohio, officially signed, representing 900 members, praying for a com- 
mission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. GROOME presented a petition of the Maryland State Temper- 
ance Alliance, smear A signed, praying for the passage of a bill pro- 
hibiting the alcoholic liquor traffic in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented the petition of citizens of Sac- 
ramento, Cal., praying that the grant of lands to the California and 
Oregon Railroad Company be not forfeited; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MAXEY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military Affairs 
to report adversely the bill (S. 809) to indemnify the State of California 
for balances paid and remaining due on account of indebtedness incurred 
in Indian wars, for the payment of which said State issued bonds in 
1851 and 1852, a part of which remain unpaid owing to delays occasioned 
by War Department rulings under the act of Congress of August 5, 1854. 
By direction of the committee I move that the bill be indetinitely post- 


med. 
ert MILLER, of California. I ask that the bill be placed on the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to placing the bill 
on the Calendar ? s 

Mr. MAXEY. Ihave no objection to its going on the Calendar, ex- 
cept that I think we should not encumber the ‘Calendar with adverse 
reports in such a way as to prevent the disposition of meritorious cases 
reported favorably. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
bill will be placed on the Calendar with the adverse report of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 997) for the relief of David A. Williams, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the President’s message on the subject, reported a bill (S. 1496) 
to accept and ratify certain agreements made with the Sioux Indians, 
and to grant a right of way to the Dakota Central Railway Company 
through the Sioux reservation in Dakota; which was read twice by its 
title, and, on motion of Mr. DAWEs, recommitted to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1459) relating to the improvement of the coinage, 
reported it with amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1140) for the relief of Lieut. George W. Kings- 
bury, reported Ñ with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HALE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 698) to authorize the construction of 
additional steel vessels for the Navy, to report it with an amendment. 
I wish to give notice that at an early day, as I deem this a most im- 

rtant bill, I shall ask the Senate to consider it, and hope that it may 
tare an early passage. There is a reportaccompanying the bill which 
I suppose under the rules will be printed. 

The PRESIDING-OFFICER. All reports are printed. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 875) for the relief of Charles C. Hill, of Urbana, 
Ohio, reported it adversely. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the bill placed on the Cal- 
endar until I can see the nature of the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. SEWELL. I am also instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 906) for the relief of Napoleon 
B. Drummond, to ask to be di from the further consideration of 


the bill, as there is a general law in force giving the Secretary of War 
authority to do what the bill calls for. 


The report was agreed to. 

Mr. COLQUITT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of William Allen, a soldier in the Mexican war, pray- 
ing that a pension be granted to him on account of disabilities incurred 
in that war, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; 
and the committee were discharged from the further consideration of the 

tition. 

Pe also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
745) granting a pension to Lewis Hinn, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 478) to authorize the Secretary of War to re- 
linquish and turn over to the Interior Department certain parts of the 
Camp Douglas military reservation, in the Territory of Utah, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 1497) to repeal certain provisions 
of the act approved March 3, 1875, relating to the purchase of arms for 
the use of the States; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1498) to suspend the coinage 
of the standard silver dollar, and for other purposes; which was read 
the first time by its title. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. As this isa very important bill and a very short 
one, and as it can be read by the Secretary in less time than I can state 
its purport, I ask the Secretary to read it in full. 

The bill was read the second time at length, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That on and after the passage of this act the coinage of the 
silver dollar is hereby suspended until January 1, 1886, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized and required to purchase from time to time, at 
his discretion, at the most favorable market rates, enough silver bullion to carry 
into effect the provisions of section 6 of this act. 

Src, 2. That gold bars manufactured at any United States mint of the fineness 
of .900 or above, and having the bar’s weight, fineness, and gold-coin value legi- 
bly stamped thereon, which value shall be calculated at the rate of 25.8 standard 
grains to the dollar, are hereby declared to be a legal tender to the amount and 
value so stamped on each bar oot igo asec of all debts, public and private. 

Sec. 3. That silver bars manufactured at any Uni States mint of the fine- 
ness of .900 or above, and e u Baas bar’s weight and fineness legibly stamped 
thereon, are hereby declared to be a legal tender in payment of all debts, public 
and private, at their value (compared with similar gold bars) calculated in United 
States gold dollars at the rate of 25.8 standard ins to the dollar. 

Sec. 4. That the officers of the United States ry and the officers of such 
subtreasuries as the Secretary of the Treasury shall designate are hereby em- 
powered and required to receive goa and silver bars of the fineness designated 
and manufactured at the United States mints, and to retain them on deposit for 
such length of time as the depositor may desire; and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is hereby empowered and requi to provide such necessary vaults, con- 
veniences, and poera at the offices designated, as shall in the estimation of 
the Secretary of the Treasury be appropriate and necessary to secure the safe- 
keeping and proper performance of the trust. 

SEC. 5. That the Secretary, and the official head of each subtreasury at which 
any of the bars of bullion designated in this act may be deposited, is hereby 
authorized and required to issue to the depositor, in exchange for said gold bars 
and silver bars, certificates for the amount so deposited. 

Src, 6. That the whole amount of said silver certificates (based upon the pur- 
chase of silver bullion as authorized by section 1 of this act) authorized to be 
issued shall not exceed $5,000,000 per month for each and every month; and 
said certificates shall be stam and designated, respectively, as gold-bullion- 
deposit certificates and silver-bullion-deposit certificates, and the value thereof 
in United States gold dollars shall be expressed upon their face, and the denomi- 
nosey thereof shall correspond with the ordinary denominations of United 

tates money, 

Sec. 7. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and uired, 
on the presentation of any gold-bullion-deposit certificates, issued under the pro- 
visions of this act, at any of the depositories named herein by the legal holase 
thereof, to redeem the same by delivering to the said holder the value expressed 
upon the face of said certificate either in gold coins of the United States or in 
gold bars of the fineness and description mentioned herein, as the holders of the 


gold certificates may elect. 
Src, 8. That the Secretary of the Treasury is naay authorized and uired, 
on the presentation ofany silver-bullion-deposit certificates, issued under the pro- 
visions of this act, at any of the depositories named herein, by the legal Kotio 
thereof, to redeem the same by delivering to said holder the value expressed 
Da the face of said certificate either the present standard silver coin of the 
nited States at its par value or in silver bars of the fineness and description 
herein mentioned, as holders of the silver certificates may elect, 

Sec. 9. That the silver coin manufactured at the mints of the United States and 
known as the trade-dollar shall hereafter be received at the postal and revenue 
offices of the United States spree than the customs department) in exchange for 
postal and revenue stamps in sums of $5 and less at a value equal to the stand- 
ard silver dollarof the United States, and shall be sentimmediately tothe Treas- 
ury,and when ived into the Treasury the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized and directed to cause the same to be melted into silver bullion, and 
the amount so received shall form part of that authorized to be purchased under 
section 6 of this act. 

Sec. 10. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed. 


Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 1499) granting a pension to 
James C. Wheat; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 1500) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Rock Island, Ill., and 
Davenport, Iowa, and to establish it as a post-route; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1501) for the relief of 
Robert Strachan, John H. Johnson, Samuel M. Bryan, George Combs, 
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Annie Botts, and George A. Hawkins; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 1502) to grant a right of way to the 
Fort Worth and Denver City Railway Company through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Railroads, 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 1503) to change the limit of appropria- 
tion for the public building at Louisville, Ky.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. f 

Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 1504) for.the erection of a public 
building at Pueblo, Colo.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1505) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Del Norte, Colo.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1506) relating to suits by the United 
States to set aside land patents; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1507) to increase the pension of 
John F. Stukey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1508) to authorize the Postmaster- 
General to lease premises for the use of post-offices of the first, second, 
and third classes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and. Post-Roads. 

Mr. DAWES (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1509) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to create a commission to try and to dispose of 
claims for citizenship in the Cherokee, Choctaw, Creek, Chickasaw, and 
Seminole Indian Nations; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1510) to protect certain settlers 
in Washington Territory from being deprived of their homes by the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1512) granting a pension to Patrick 


Droney; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit-. 


tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1513) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Wright; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 61) to authorize 
Lieut. Henry R. Lemly, United States Army, to accept a position under 
the Governmentof the United States of Colombia; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 355) to provide for the muster and pay of certain offi- 
cers and enlisted men of the volunteer forces was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 153) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to furnish tents for the fifth annual reunion of the soldiers and sailors 
of the Northwest, to be held in Chicago in the month of August, 1884, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

ADMISSIONS TO THE FLOOR. 

Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was referred 

to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the President of the Senate shall have authority to admit to the 
floor of the Senate on the request of Senators eminent citizens from the several 
States and Territories when it can be done without inconvenience to the Senate 
in the transaction of business. 

PANAMA CANAL. 
Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate to the Senate, if not 
incompatible with the public interest, such correspondence on file in the Depart- 
ment of State in reference to the Panama Canal as may have been furnished by 
any diplomatic re tatives of this Government near the Government of the 
United States of Colombia subsequent to Ist of March, 1881. 


PAY OF POSTMASTERS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the order of ‘‘ concurrent or 
' other resolutions” the Chair lays before the Senate a resglution offered 
by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 5 
The resolution submitted by Mr. VOORHEES, on the 8th instant, was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be directed to report 
to the Senate the cause or causes of delay, if any, on the part of the Department 
of Justice in advising the Postmaste meral as to the proper construction of 
the act of March 3, , in relation to the salaries and pay of postmasters, the 
question of the proper construction of said act having been referred by the Post- 
master-General to the Attorney-General on the 25th of August, 1883, and no an- 
swer having yet been made thereto. e 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I was struck with the suggestion made by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in regard to the resolution, but 


after thinking the matter over I do not know that I care to it, 
or, if I did, I should not know how to change it to call upon the Attor- 
ney-Gerieral for the information there sought in any different manner. 
As the Senator from Ohio says, it is unusual to ask one head of a De- 
partment why he is delaying the business of the Government by not 
responding to a proper request on the part of another head of a Depart- 
ment; but it is likewise unusual that such a request made by the head 
of a Department upon the Attorney-General should rest unanswered 
for the space of six months. 

The matter, and I state it so that every Senator may have it clearly 
in his mind, is simply this: On the 3d of March last we passed an act, 
simple as we thought in its character, requiring the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to adjust the pay and salaries of certain postmasters. After a very 
considerable delay, during which nothing was done to execute the law, 
it was referred to the Attorney-General by the Postmaster-General, as 
he informs me himself, with a request to be advised in regard to certain 
legal propositions growing out of it. That reference was made on the 
25th of last August, and to this hour no answer has been made to it. 

I have not acted hastily upon this matter, nor with any desire to em- 
barrass the Attorney-General or to bring him into disrepute, or any- 
thing of the kind; nor have I acted upon it until after consulting with 
the Postmaster-General himself. He having failed to get the informa- 
tion which he desired and to which he was entitled, I have undertaken 
simply to help him. If the Senator from Ohioor anybody else has any 
other or better plan than that which I have adopted, I will gladly ac- 
cept his and abandon mine; but in the absence of anything offered I 
ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. The act to which the resolution relates was ap- 
proved March 3, 1883. It appears to be a tolerably plain law. There 
does not appear to be much difficulty in the construction of it toa 
simple, plain-minded man. But it appears that the Postmaster-General 
has found some difficulty in its execution, and thereupon, as the Sena- 
tor from Indiana says, six months ago or more he referred that ques- 
tion to the Attorney-General, under a privilege which he has under the 
statutes; and it seems that the Attorney-General has not as yet been 
able to make up his mind as to what is the proper construction of the 
law. In the mean time the will of Congress goes unexecuted. We are 
estopped and forbidden in fact, either by courtesy or in some other way, 
from executing our own will, passed through both Houses and approved 
by the President, for the compensation of these postmasters. 

The debt is a just one; nobody disputes that. Co has pro- 
vided for it; and it seems that the Postmaster-General has met with 
some doubt or difficulty in respect merely of the construction of the law. 
I do not know that we have any power to require the Attorney-General 
to respond to this request of the Postmaster-General as to the construc- 
tion of the law, but we certainly have the power to ask the Postmaster- 
General where his difficulty is, and if the Attorney-General does not 
see proper to answer it on his part, if we are advised of what the diffi- 
culty is perhaps we can answer it. 

I think that the Senator from Indiana would perhaps better his res- 
olution by directing it to the Postmaster-General and asking him to 
state to the Senate what are his difficulties in the execution of the law, 
so that if they appear to be serious when his statement or explanation 
comes here we can modify the act or pass a joint resolution construing 
it. I dislike very much to make any complaint about a matter of this 
kind, and I do not know that I have any rightful ground to do it, for 
I take it for granted that the Attorney-General has been diligent as he 
thinks he ought to be in the investigation and decision of this ques- 
tion so far as the decision of it rests with him; but we ought not to 
stop in the discharge of a duty that we owe to these postmasters merely 
because these two functionaries of the Government can not agree be- 
tween themselves as to the proper line of action. 

I hope, therefore, that the Senator from Indiana will modify his res- 
olution so as to require the Postmaster-General to state to the Senate 
what are his difficulties in the execution of the law, and then see if we 
can remedy them. 

Mr. VOORHEES. We should be no nearer accomplishing a practi- 
cal purpose than we are now if the course indicated by the Senator from 
Alabama was adopted. In response to a resolution the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral has already stated that he encountered doubts as to the proper con- 
struction of the law, and then under the statute he resorted to the law 
officer of the Government, as he had a right to do, to be instructed. Sup- 
pose we should ask him now, ‘‘ What were your doubts?’’ and he should 
write and send to usa statement of his legal difficulties in detail, should 
we be any nearer accomplishing the execution of the law than we are 
now? Certainly not. Should we then determine here how the law 
should be construed and send him word? Let us look practically at the 
matter and see what we should accomplish by the course pointed out by 
the Senator from Alabama. Isay weshould not have made an inch of 
p whereas the Postmaster-General, seeking a legal opinion to be 
guided by from the Arame Geos, if that can be obtained for him, 
the Postmaster-General will go on and act upon that opinion, or if the 
eper a such that the law can not be executed we shall be advised of 

I do not wish to reflect upon the head ofany Department, but it does 
seem to meafter waiting here almost one year with not asingle step taken 
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toward the execution of the law, we should act promptly and see where 
the trouble is. I have accomplished, if no more, at least one revela- 
tion, which is that the Postmaster-General is not in fault. The Post- 
master-General has done what the law required him to do; where doubts 
arose in his mind about the proper construction of a law he has asked 
the opinion of the law officer of the Government. There is no reason 
given why that opinion has not been forthcoming. Thatis what I want 
to know now. Six months’ delay is enough. What I want to know is 
why the opinion is not forthcoming from the law officer of the Govern- 
ment, or have it sent to us at once. 

As I said, if there was any other way pointed out to accomplish this 
object more accurately or more ily than that which I have indi- 
cated I would be glad to adopt it, for the method indicated by the 
Senator from Alabama does not seem to me to make any progress what- 
ever. e 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, the bill which became a law on the 
3d of March last was reported by the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads of this body. In that committee I was appointed a sub- 
committee and I think the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER] 
was with me to consider the subject. I investigated the matter very 
thoroughly and reported to the committee, stating the law of the case 
and the difficulties which had occurred and all the circumstances attend- 
ing the immense increase in population in the Western States and Ter- 
ritories rendering a readjustment of the salaries under the acts of 1854, 
1856, 1864, and 1866 ,.a necessity. The bill was reported after a very 
careful investigation by the Post-Office Committee, came to the Senate, 
and passed the Senate not without debate, but after debate in the Sen- 
ate. It was thoroughly investigated here and met the approbation of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives and became a law. If 
the law was not readily comprehensible, no one in the Senate was able 
to find the defects, for it passed after discussion here without any diffi- 
culty and everybody seemed to understand it. It was a simple, plain 
proposition to pay postmasters who had actually and honestly done 
work according to the law and proper payment for which had been re- 
fused by a construction placed on the law by the Postmaster-General. 
That was the whole of it, and it amounted to a great deal to these poor 
men scattered throughout the country. 

I speak now from the fact of my connection with the bill reported. 
If there be any difficulty about it, I should like to have the difficulty 
explained. The object of the law is just, andit ought to be executed 
and the men ought to get their money. The Postmaster-General hav- 
ing called upon the Attorney-Gen six months ago for his opinion, 
and thousands of people throughout the country being interested, it 
seems to me that the time has come when we ought to have the advice 
which the Attorney-General may think proper to give to the Postmas- 
ter-General, or if he does not feel called upon to give any at all, we 
ought to know that. So I think the resolution of the Senator from 
Indiana is respectful and proper. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, this is another striking illustration 
of the law’s delay. The act we passed on the 3d of March, 1883, was 
to require the adjustment of the salaries of postmasters under a law 
that was passed in 1866. The money that these had earned 
was due in 1866, and they have been waiting eighteen years under the 
terms of a statute which the Postmaster-General refused to execute, 
for the money that was theirs under the simplest and plainest provis- 
ions of law. That is now a period of nearly twenty years. 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator pardon me a moment? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iam going to make a statement and the Senator can 
probably recollect the name of the case; it may have been in his own 
State. I know the fact that I took the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in that case and used the phraseology pointed out 
by the court as to what should be the character of the bill that would 
settle the claims. 

Mr. INGALLS. LI recall the circumstance well and thank the Sen- 
ator for mentioning the fact; but I wish to recur again to the fact that 
this statute of 1883 was because the Postmaster-General refused 
to execute the law of 1866; and when we had passed that law for the pur- 
pose of making an emphatic declaration that these men were entitled to 
the earnings which under this readjustment they would receive, instead 
of executing the statute or endeavoring to make it effective the Postmas- 
ter-General sends it to the Attorney-General for the purpose of receiv- 
ing his construction upon a doubtful point of interpretation. My un- 
derstanding of the duties of executive officers is that when a statute is 
passed they are to carry out its provisions in accordance with the man- 
ifest intent and purpose and design of the law-making power if it can 
be ascertained from the terms of the statute itself. No man can read 
this law or peruse the debates that preceded its passage without know- 
ing exactly what was intended, and I am exceedingly surprised that 
the Postmaster-General should have felt called upon not to execute the 
law but to ascertain if possible reasons why he should not execute it, 

I do not understand that the Postmaster-General has any authority 
of law to call upon the Attorney-General for his opinion as to the inter- 
pretation of a statute. The Attorney-General is the legal adviser of 
the President; and when the Postmaster-General is directed to perform 
an act by a statute it appears to me that if its purpose can be ascer- 
tained he should carry it out and not wait for the law officer of the 


Government to suggest to him certain doubts or reasons why the law 
of Congress should be nullified. 

The resolution offered by the Senator from Indiana in my judgment 
will not meet the difficulty of which we here complain. The law was 
referredin August last to the Attorney-General forhis opinion. Whether 
it was because he did not think he was obliged to respond or for some 
other reason we do not know, but he has not responded, and we are not 
in a position, so far as I understand it, of compelling him to respond. 
He is not responsible to us for any dereliction of duty in connection 
with ademand made upon him by the Postmaster-General; butI should 
like an authoritative interrogatory put to the Postmaster-General to 
know why it is that after we have twice, at an interval of seventeen 
years, enacted statutes clear and specific in their terms for the perform- 
ance of a simple clerical duty in the computation of the amounts that 
were due to certain postmasters under the plain terms of a statute, we 
are still met with a declaration that it is impossible for the Postmaster- 
General to understand what was meant, and therefore the law can not 
be executed. 

I hope the Senator from Indiana will put this query, this demand for 
information, upon some more solid and substantial ground, for it seems 
to me that we have been trifled with, that there is not a disposition to 
carry out the provisions of this law, but to find some reason for not car- 
rying them out. The Postmaster-General is nsible to us, and the 
Attorney-General is responsible to us, but I do not think that we are 
in a position to call upon the Attorney-General for the reasons why he 
does not respond to a question submitted to him by the Postmaster- 
General. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, the frame of the resolution is some- 
what singular because of the fact that the proceeding itself we are try- 
ing to get at issomewhat singular. On investigating it and comparing 
it with the proceedings we have already had on this subject, I think 
the Senator from Indiana is simply within the line of the law. The 
Postmaster-General sent to the Senate on the 31st day of January a re- 
sponse to a resolution which was introduced by the Senator from Indi- 
ana calling for information on this subject, which I ask the Secretary 
to read from page 1079 of the RECORD. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF THE PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D.C., January 31, 1854. 

Sm: In nse to Senate resolution, as follows: 

“Resolved, t the Postmaster-General be directed to report to the Senate the 
cause or causes of delay, ifany, in theadjustment of the salaries and pay of post- 
masters under the act of Congress of March 3, 1883, and whether, in his opinion, 
orf paaa legislation is necessary on this subject *— 

ve to say— 

First. Thatupon consideration of the act of March 3, 1883, in connection with 
the acts of July 1, 1864, and the proviso to the act of June 12, 1866, a doubt arose 
in my mind as to the proper construction of the act referred to in the resolution, 
In order that I might be nen: advised, the matter was, on the 25th day of 
A 1883, referred to Attorney-General, where it is still pending. This 
is the cause of delay in theadjustment referred to. $ 

Second. In nse to that portion of the resolution asking if, in my opinion, 
any further legislation is necessary, I have to say that until I am advised by the 
Attorney-General as to the proper construction to be placed on the act under con- 
sideration I shall be unable to report to your honorable body what, if any, ad- 
eerie 

ery 
W. Q. GRESHAM, 
Postmaster-General. 


Hon. Gro. F. EDMUNDS, 

vi President of the Senate. 

Mr. GARLAND. We are brought to the fact that the Postmaster- 
General has come to the point of doubt to such an extent that he can 
not execute this law without advice from the Attorney-General, the 
law officer of the Government. He transmitted the matter to the law 
officer for his opinion, and there it rests. Weare placed now judicially, 
so to speak, in possession of that fact. 

Now, what is the Senate todo? The Senate can not say, Supposing 
it had the authority to say it to the Postmaster-General, ‘*Go on 
execute this law notwithstanding the doubt.” The Postmaster-Gen- 
eral has shown that he has done all he can under the law, and he has 
appealed to the fountain of light for light on this subject. The statute 
of 1789 limited these inquiries upon the Attorney-General to the Pres- 
ident himself, and we never had a statute until 1870 allowing the differ- 
ent heads of Department to call upon the Attorney-General for his 
opinion. In 1870 this statute was passed on that subject: 

The head of any Executive Department may require the opinion of the At- 
torney-General on any questions of law arising in the administration of his 
Department. 

Now, he is called on for his opinion according to the statute of 1870. 
The head of an Executive Department, the Post-Office Department, 
calls on the Attorney-General under the statute for information. Sec- 
tion 361 of the Revised Statutes goes further still, and says: 


The officers of the Department of Justice, under the direction of the Attorney- 
General, shall give all opinions and render all services requiring the skill of 
persons learned in the law necessary to enable the President and heads of De- 
partments, and the heads of bureaus and other officers in the Departments, to 
discharge their respective duties. 


That is a part of the statute of 1870, neither of which provisions 
existed until 1870, and up to that time there had been no law on the 
subject, except the statute of 1789, which simply authorized the Pres- 
ident himself to receive opinions from the Attorney-General. 
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The Postmaster-General has brought himself within the statute. He 
has waited for an opinion upon this subject. He can not proceed until 
he gets that opinion for hisinformation. Of this factthe Senate isplaced, 
so to speak, in judicial possession. Now, what is the Senate to do? 
That is the question. ‘It is useless to inquire of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, because the matter is not before him; it has been sent to another 
Department, where it is pending. We have simply to callon that De- 
partment to know why it does not execute the law, the statute of 1870, 
and respond to the Postmaster-General by giving the information de- 
sired. I do not see any objection to that; I think itis perfectly proper. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, we can address a resolution of this 
kind to the Attorney-General. He can answer it by saying, *‘I have 
not got my mind made up; I have not come to a conclusion about this 
vexed, difficult question of construction; ” and then shall we mandamus 
him and tell him to make up his mind and tell him to send an opinion 
in here, good or bad? We can not reach any conclusion in that way. 
But it appears to me that there is a disposition on the part of allof them 
to keep back this knotty question from the Senate and tocutus off from 
an opportunity of making a further explanation of it by a joint resolu- 
tion or a law if we see proper to do so. I want to get that doubt before 
the Senate. The Postmaster-General could very well, under the resolu- 
tion that was addressed to him, have stated to the Senate the nature of 
the doubt which arose in his mind. 

I do not understand that the act referred to by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas transferred the jurisdiction to decide this question to the Attor- 
ney-General, as would be the case in a litigation, for instance, in the 
Supreme Court between private parties. I do not understand that the 
Senate is to be shut off from all opportunity of considering this question 
for itself and resolving this doubt by the mere fact that two executive 
officers of the Government, both of them lawyers, have been unable to 
resolve it for themselves. It is not in the nature of an appeal from the 
Postmaster-General to the Attorney-General; there is no appeal pend- 
ing, and there is no question stated so far that we have any knowledge 
of; or, at all events, if there is an appeal pending, I want to know the 
question on which that appeal rests, so as to see if we can not give these 
able lawyers some assistance in its solution. 

The Postmaster-General was promoted to his present position from 
the judicial bench of the United States, and we all know that he is an 
able lawyer. I should be very glad indeed to know what difficulty 
that.able lawyer has found in the execution of this law, and I believe 
that we shall get it much quicker if the Senator from Indiana will 
modify his resolution so as to direct the Postmaster-General to certify 
to the Senate the question of doubt upon which he has hung fire so 
long. We can not get it in any other way. 

If this resolution passes, and the Attorney-General chooses to say, as 
he has a right to say, ‘‘ I have not as yet, after due diligence and faith- 
ful inquiry, made up my mind upon this proposition,” we then have 
not got anything to go upon, but must wait his pleasure and let this 
Congress adjourn and these creditors of the Government go unsatisfied of 
their well-recognized debts, as the Senator from Kansas said, now about 
eighteen years old. I hope that the Senator from Indiana will modify 
his resolution, because I believe in that way we shall get the real ques- 
tion before the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I think perhaps I may be able to 
throw a little light upon this question by stating what has occurred in 
my experience. 

Soon after I came here, before the holidays, I received a letter from 
one of those persons who come within the purview of the law, a pon 
master, who would be entitled to a certain amount of money, which 
letter was accompanied by a circular from a claim agent in Washing- 
ton, whose name it is not necessary for me to mention. The writer of 
the letter asked me if wt was ni that he shoufd employ the law- 
yer, who proposed to collect this money for 25 per cent. of the claim. 
I referred that letter, with the circular, to the Postmaster-General, with 
the inquiry whether or not it would be necessary for this postmaster to 
employ counsel to collect his claim. He replied by saying that the 
question, about which he had doubt, had been referred to the Attorney- 
General, and that the Attorney-General had not replied to him, and 
that it was not necessary to employ a lawyer and to pay him a part of 
the money to which the was unquestionably entitled. 

I do not know whether this delay has been occasioned with a view of 
aiding claim agents or not. I make no such intimation or reflection; 
but it is a very remarkable circumstance, to say the least of it, that 
this inquiry was referred to the Attorney-General more than six months 
ago and that he has not deigned even $o reply to it. 

I therefore hope the resolution which the Senator from Indiana has 
offered will be passed by the Senate, and that that officer will at least 
reply to the Senate why it is that he fails to make a response in one 
way or another to the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow me to 
a attention to the concluding clause of the proviso of the act of 


And that each payment made shall be by warrant or check on the Treasurer or 
some assistant treasurer of the United States, made payable to the order of said 
applicant, and forwarded by mail to him at the ftice within whose deliv- 
rt apa and which address shall be set forth in the application above pro- 

‘or, 


There is very little room there for claim agents, I should say, under 
the provisions of that law. 

Mr. BUTLER. -I do not know how much room there would be under 
that provision. It seems to me it might be very easily evaded by a 
power of attorney from the claimant to a claim agent. I do not know 
that that is the cause of the delay; I do not charge it; but I state the 
fact that these men have been kept out of the payment of their money 
now for nearly twenty years. It is a very simple proposition. The 
Postmaster-General may be, and I think is, perfectly right in desiring 
the opinion of the law officer of the Government as to any doubt he may 
have in the execution of the law. I for one am frank to say that I can 
not understand why that officer should hesitate at least to make a re- 
sponse to that inquiry, which I take to have been respectful. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I want to say, in addition to what the 
Senator from Sqgth Carolina has just stated, that the country is full 
of these circulars addressed to old postmasters and their heirs. They 
represent that this law was framed and passed through the influence of 
one claim agent and that it goes by his name, and that it is necessary 
for anybody who has anything due him under that act to employ this 
man. It is accompanied with a power of attorney and directions to 
send back the claim to him immediately or the time will expire. 

Massachusetts is flooded with these circulars, and the recipients of 
them have sent them to me in such number that I have been obliged to 
get printed a reply to them, in which I stated that there was nothing 
due under any such law as that to any of them which any of their Rep- 
resentatives or their Senators could not obtain for them just as well as 
by their employing any claim agent in the city of Washington, and that 
I knew of no law which had been passed, there called the Spalding act, 
which was the creature of the gentleman who sent out this circular. 
When I came here to Washington I addressed a letter to the Postmaster- 
General very much in the terms stated by the Senator from South Car- 
olina, and I stated to him that I had informed all these men that there 
was no occasion for them to employ anybody, and that there was no 
such relation of any claim agent to this act as to render it necessary, 
and that I should be glad if he would state to me just what was nec- 
essary for each one of these claimants to do to entitle him to what was 
due under the act. In reply he stated to me that all that was necessary 
was for the claimant to state when he was appointed postmaster and 
when he ceased to be postmaster; that all the rest was matter of record 
in the Post-Office Department, and would be settled immediately, as 
soon as he could get the opinion from the Attorney-General. 

I think that the executive department should protect these claim- 
ants from any claim agent who sends his printed circular around the 
country in this way. Ido not know this claim agent; I do not wish 
to say anything disparaging of him, for he is a stranger to me; but no 
claim agent can fairly and honestly send around printed circulars to 
claimants telling them that it is necessary for them to employ, upon a 
large percentage, him or any other claim t to see that honest and 
fair claims upon this Government are liquidated. 

Mr. BUTLER. Twenty-five per cent. 

Mr. DAWES. Twenty-five per cent.; I bejieve the Senator is cor- 
rect. This matter ought to be di of and disposed of at once. 
Whether it should be under the resolution offered by the Senator from 
Indiana, I do not know; and whether the fault is in the Attorney- 
General’s office, I can not say; but the fault is somewhere, the fault isin 
the Executive Departments. The law originally was sufficient. The 
law of last winter was only an attempt to enforce existing law; and 
now there is no occasion for delay, much less for anybody in the city of 
Washington to exact of these people who have waited these many years 
twenty-five or any other per cent. of what ought to have been paid 
them without any effort of this kind by the Government itself. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, after the discussion which has 
taken place, and with every disposition on my part to be instructed by 
it, I do not see how I can modify this resolution to accomplish the pur- 
pose I have in view, nor do I see what the subject of claim agents has 
to do with this stage of the affair. I have never seen a claim agent 
connected with this subject; I have never received a letter ora circular 
about it. My attention was called to the subject by some old grizzly- 
looking postmaster, who said he had some interest in the matter, that 
he could not get his rights, and, being always for the oppressed, I con- 
cluded that I would see what was the occasion of delay. 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator from Indiana permit me a word ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 

Mr. MAXEY. ‘The law specially requires that the money shall be 
paid to the claimants y. 
Mr. VOORHEES. That is an answer. I hope that is heard by 
erybody. 
Mr. BUTLER. What is it? 
Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from Texas, late chairman of the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, tells me that the law espe- 
cially requires the money to be paid directly to the claimant, and not 
to claim agents. I think they can protect themselves. I hope that an- 
swer will be carefully remembered. I did not know that that was the 
case. I have that much more information than I had when I rose on 
this subject. . 

A word or two in regard to this proceeding to obtain information. 
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The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] placed this in an unan- 
swerable light. The law gives the Postmaster-General the authority to 
call on the Attorney-General to construe the law for him. It gives the 
head of one Department the right to call on the law officer of the Gov- 
ernment to solve doubts which he has. If he is not there for that pur- 
pose, what is he therefor? If he is not there to answer as to the proper 
interpretation of the laws of the country, I do not know what purpose 
he would serve in the economy of this Government. 

As stated by the Senator from Arkansas, we have given authority to 
the heads of Departments to interrogate him where a question of doubt 
arises in their minds. In other words, he is made to aid the other 
heads of Department in the execution of the law. We have made him 
subordinate to their request for an opinion in writing. We having done 
this by law, has he the right to say he will notdoit? There is the point. 
Has he the right to say, in the face of an express statute which gives 
the Postmaster-General the right to call on him for an interpretation 
of the law, that he will not give it? Has he the right to say he will 
not give it for six months, or for six years, or never, if he chooses? If 
so, legislation is sadly needed on this subject. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] in his remarks seemed to 
suggest that the Attorney-General might tell us that he would not answer. 

Mr. MORGAN. That he had not made up his mind. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Well, thatamounts to the same thing. Wecould 
then ask him if he had any mind to make up. There should be some 
remedy for that; and if we have the right to call upon him and he has 
the right to say he has not made up his mind to-day, to-morrow, next 
day, or forever, he can nullify any law of this kind. That will not do. 
After waiting the proper time for a reasonable man to discuss a reason- 
able question, he has got to answer. It would be the merest evasion 
to say that he had not made up his mind. If that is allowed, all I 
have to say is that the law-making power having devolved upon the 
Attorney-General the duty of answering another head of a Department 
he is within the scope of our action, and we have a right to ask him 
why he does not obey that law of our making. We made the law by 
which the Attorney-General is asked this question; the Congress of the 
United States made the law that placed him at the service of the other 
Departments. Suppose he turns around on us and says, ‘“‘ Although 
your law makes me the adviser of these Departments, I will not make 
up my mind, I will not obey that law,” may we not ask him why? 
That is all this resolution does. We ask him why he does not obey 
the law which has been cited by the Senator from Arkansas that is 
binding on him, that makes him the legal adviser of the Departments. 
This question has gone to him properly, The Postmaster-General has 
done his duty in referring it there, as he has done. I shall not stop to 
interrogate the Postmaster-General to say what are your doubts, what 
are your legal difficulties. ay not? Because it would be a futile 
waste of time. Suppose he should explain all his doubts, then what? 
Could we solve them for him? We are not in an attitude to do it. 
We are in no relation to him to advise him how to solve his doubts, 
even though he detailedthem tous. But the law gives him a legal ad- 
viser at his elbow, to whom he submitted the question six monthsago, 
and who has sat silently, without responding, in disobedience of law. 

The more I think of this question, the more I am satisfied that the 
Senator from Arkansas has placed it upon bed-rock which can not be 
assailed. The Attofney-General is made a creature of Congress to obey 
some such call as the Postinaster-General has made upon him, and that 
call having been made and not answered, we have the right toask him 
why he has not obeyed, not the call of the Postmaster-General, but 
the law which we have made and which makes him the adviser of 
each head of Department. 

Iam satisfied that the resolution is right, that instead of its being 
harmful it ‘will be useful. I know nothing about the details of this 
law, even of March 3, 1883. I know nothing about any difficulties 
that have surrounded the question heretofore. I have not known how 
long these people have been kept out of their rights until it was stated 
by the Senator from Kansas. But I do know that when Congress has 
passed a law it is the duty of the proper head of Department to exe- 
cute it, and I know that if doubts arise in his mind he has the right 
under the statutes of the United States to ask the Attorney-General for 
his legal advice; and I do know that it is the duty of that officer to 
oe —_ advice or vacate the premises and let somebody occupy them 
who wlll, 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I stated from memory that the law 
provided that the warrant for the pay of these postmasters should go 
directly to the claimant in each instance and not to an agent, and that 
thereby they were saved from any exactions on the part of agents. I 
stated it from memory, byt since then I have got the law, and I will 
read that proviso placed there by the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads intelligently and adopted by the Senate and by-the House 
of Representatives: 


Provided, That every readjustment of salary under this act shall be upon a 
written application signed by the postmaster or late postmaster or le; repre- 
sentative entitled to said readjustment; and that each payment made lbe by 
wurrant or check on the Treasurer or some assistant treasurer of the United 
States, made payable to the order of snid applicant, and forwarded by mail to 
him at the post-oflice within whose delivery he resides, and which address shall 
be set forth in the application aboye provided for. 
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The act was approved March 3, 1883, and guards the rights of the 
claimants as carefully in my judgment as any act ever has done. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I have no sort of doubt about the 
power and the right of the Postmaster-General to make this inquiry of 
the Attorney-General. I have no sort of doubt as to what the duty of 
the Attorney-General is when he receives a communication of that sort. 
All that I said in reference to claim agents was to emphasize the ne- 
cessity of some such resolution as that introduced by the Senator from 
Indiana. I was not aware of the provisions of law as read by the Sen- 
ator from Texas. 

Mr. VOORHEES. And I was not, either. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘Therefore it is not at all surprising that these claim- 
ants residing in remote parts of the country were not apprised of its 
provisions. Certainly if United States Senators are not, it is not sur- 
prising that these gentlemen should not be aware of the provisions of 
the law. I know the fact that claim agents have sent circulars, for I 
have seen them, and in stating what I did about one which a gentle- 
man sent to me, I did not desire to be understood as making any reflec- 
tion whatever on the claim agent. Ido not know this one. He may 
be a very reputable man. 

Mr. MAXEY. If the Senator will pardon me, I will say that the 
committee had in view the very point. We regarded 25 per cent. as 
too much, and for that reason we made the pay go direct to the claim- 
ant and not to an agent. The purpose was to protect the claimants. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think that is a very wise and proper provision, 
but the fact is nevertheless that these circulars have been sent to these 
claimants, and I have no doubt that claim agents have a great number 
of these very claims in their possession to be collected at 25 per cent. 
through the ignorance of the law by the claimants. I only stated that 
fact to emphasize and to insist upon the Senate taking some action by 
which this law can be enforced, If that is the necessary way to do it 
I hope the resolution will be passed promptly and sent to the Attorney- 
General, and let him say to the Senate whether or not he proposes to 
treat with contempt the action of this body. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have not the slightest fault to find. I only 
wished to explain my own attitude in this matter, and that was the 
only reason I referred to claim ts at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled 
joint resolution (H. Res. 154) authorizing the Secretary of War to use 
rations for the relief of destitute persons in the district overflowed by 
the Ohio River and its tributaries, and making an appropriation to re- 
lieve the sufferers by said overflow; and it was thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore. 

3 POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS. 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1511) to prohibit officers and 

employés of the United States from contributing money for political pur- 
; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In connection with the bill I have introduced, if 
the Senate will indulge me a moment I should like to say a few words. 

It is perfectly notorious and known, I think, to all, that at this time, 
in spite of existing laws and in violation of them, political assessments 
are going on pretty much the same as ever. Men are not required to 
contribute, perhaps; and it may be said in one sense they voluntarily 
contribute; but it is simply that voluntary action which is produced 
by fear of losing his place, performed for the purpose of making himself 
solid and square with political managers. 

I am prepared to show under proper circumstances the fact that money 
for political purposes is being raised now throughout the various Depart- 
ments of this Government. The bill which I have introduced is the 
only bill and the only legislation which will cure this evil; that is, to 
make it a penal offense on the part of the contributor to make such con- 
tributions; not merely to punish the offender, but to punish the man 
whopays. That may seem likeharsh legislation; soitdoes; yet ninety- 
nine out of every hundred of the officials desire such legislation, desire 
to be armed with such an answer to those political managers and ma- 
chine bosses who come here and walk through these corridors and look 
at clerks with a significance which is well understood. I have seen 
some of these gentlemen around here within tlie last few weeks flitting 
about like birds of prey, of evilomen. I wish to arm the poor clerk— 
who needs every cent he getsand more, too, to support his wife and chil- 
dren—with an answer to these men that he can not contribute money 
for such purposes without laying himself liable to the penalties of the 

W. 


I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
I invoke the attention of that committee to its provision as the only one 
that will cure the evil we all profess to abhor so much. I am not say- 
ing this as a reproach to any particular political party. Iexpect fhatany 
pety in power would to a greater or less degree do the same thing; but 

we are going to cure the evil of raising money for political purposes, 
the punishment must be applied to the action of the contributors as well 
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as the offenders. I say now in the presence of the Senate of the United 
States, and in the hearing of the country, that all the influences com- 
bined which threaten the purity and stability of our institutions sink 
into utter insignificance in comparison with the corrupt use of money. 
It is growing more and more prevalent every year, and it will sap and 
mine the very foundations of this Government, as every Senator knows 
-who is listening to me, and it becomes us in every way possible to set 
our face against it. 

We have heard much about civil-service reform. I wish once more to 
see the olden time when a man who proposed to use money to influence 
elections would have lost his rank and standing in society as muchas a 
horse-thief. I wish those timesto come again; perhaps they never will. 

I have said what I have said to-day for the purpose of arresting the 
attention of the Senate and the Judiciary Committee to the provisions 
of the bill which I have introduced. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That subject has been before now given to the con- 
sideration of the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. I 
think the bill naturally belongs there. I have no pride of opinion 
about it, and am quite willing it should be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, for if anybody in the world can discover that it is 
right to say to any man that he shall give nothing to any political pur- 
pose, I think that committee can discoverit. My objection to the law 
going to the extent proposed by the Senator from Indiana is that the 
effort would be utterly useless and it would be against the common and 
natural rights of mankind, and would be one of the most justly un- 
popular and most swiftly condemned measures we could pass. We al- 
ready forbid any Government officer of any description from making 
solicitations for contributions for political purposes. Weforbidany one, 
whether a Government officer or not, from going into any Government 
building or on any Government property where men are employed and 
soliciting contributions. We also declare emphatically that no man 
shall be put up or down or in any way honored or dishonored whether 
he shall give or shall not give to any political purpose. 

Mr. DAWES. Does not the law go further and say that no person 
shall solicit contributions in any public place, whether he be an officer 
or not? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I thought I said that. I intended “to say it. No 
person, whether an officer of the Government or not, shall go into any 
public building of any description, or upon Government lands where 

ple are employed, and solicit contributions. 

Mr. VOORHEES. But they do so. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If they do, they are liable to be punished and ought 
to be punished. We have done everything that can be done, I think, 
tomake the Government employé feel absolutely freein his positionand 
to protect him there, and to discourage and punish any officer of the 
Government who shall solicit him because he is an-employé of the 
Government. ` 

Mr. DAWES. Orany individual. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Or anybody else in a Government building; butto 
say that no man who happens to be in the service of this Government 
shall give anything for the support of any political measure or purpose 
if he wishes to give, isput under no fear in caseof refusal, is in nodan- 
ger for not giving, is an extraordinary and unjustifiable measure, and 
we ought to be ashamed to put such a law on the book against Ameri- 
can citizens. I am an officer of the Governmentin acertain sense—pre- 
cisely what I do not know under the law, for we have had dispute about 
that. I claim the right to give to any honest political purpose. Iwill 
join the Senator from Indiana in all possible measures, I do not care how 
vigorous, you may evensay savage, in punishing anything inthe nature 
of political corruption; but gentlemen make an extraordinary mistake 
in such speeches as that ofour distinguished friend. They seem tosup- 
pose that everything political is dishonorable, whereas true politics, next 
to the service of God, is the most honorable workin which a man can be 
engaged. Ifthe distinguished Senator should come to my town I should 
consider myself perfectly justifiable in vontributing toward the 
ofa public hall for the sake ofhearing him. I will not say that I should 
do that in order that the Republican party might be strengthened, but 
I should do it because I would be glad to hear an eloquent and able ar- 
gument on that side of the question; and yet I could be punished under 
the proposition he suggests for doing that; or if I should subscribe $5 
tocireulate one of his speeches here, Ishould be punished; or a clerk in 
a Government Department who might wish to circulate a of the 
Senator, and was willing to buy afew copies to mail to his friends, could 
be punished for doing if. See to what a ridiculous extreme it is pro- 
posed to carry this! 

Iam in favor of sensible, energetic, and correct civil-service reform, 
but I trust Ishall have courage enough to say that such trash as we some- 
times hear out of this Chamber is not for us to put into legislation. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I think the bill offered by the Senator 
from Indiana is the same bill that was presented by a committee of this 
body within the last two or three years, word for word. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is. 

Mr. BECK. Thesame bill that was voted for, I believe, by all on this 
side of the House on the yeas and nays within the last eighteen months. 
The same argument was made then that is made now by the Senator 
from Connecticut, that the employés were protected. The Senator from 


Indiana avows that he has the facts in his possession that they are not, 
anditis painfully apparent that the thing is being done, butnot by mem- 
bers of Congress and Senators now asit used tobe. They get clear of the 
decision of the Supreme Court in the Curtis case by sending their clerks 
to do what they used to do themselves, and they do not go into the public 
offices perhaps as publicly as they used to do, but they follow the poor 
employés to their rooms and let them understand that they are not au- 
thorized to dismiss them, but Senator So-and-so desires to know how 
much they will voluntarily contribute, and the man knows that if he 
does not voluntarily contribute that much off goes his head. 

The law we passed on that subject is known to be no improvement 
on the act of 1876, which the President of the United States told us was 
being avoided, and he said that we ought to pass a law to prevent its 
violation. It has never been done. ides, the law you have only 
reaches the little Department clerks here at Washington, and many of 
them are poor; they can hardly live now; but in the internal-revenue 
offices and in the post-offices all over the country the thing is going on 


y- 

I do not know that I have a right to tell matters that come before 
the Committee on Finance, but there have been men before this body 
seeking for confirmation where it was avowed and proved that they 
had retained a great part of the salaries of their employés, 10, 12, or 
15 per cent., to be used for sending delegates to political conventions. 
While it would be very hard to pass a law to prevent the Senator from 
Connecticut from subscribing for the hire of a hall—— 

Mr.. DAWES. Will the Senator be a little more specific? Who has 
retained any percentage of any employé’s salary ? 

Mr. BECK. Well, I do not care about giving the names; but when 
the investigation is had, officers of the Government—— 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator state here—I do not ask him the 
name—that he knows that any official of this Government has retained 
a percentage of the salary of an employé for political purposes? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, I do, and the Finance Committee all know it, and 
plenty of others know it. 

Mr. DAWES. Then the Senator, I suggest, should have called for 
the information and laid it beforesthe public in some way. 

Mr. BECK. Well, it will be laid before this committee, I hope, when 
this bill comes up. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill join the Senator in that. I only want to know 
the fact. Iam notdisputing the fact by this inquiry. I only want to 
know if the Senator has specific information which he will lay before a 
committee of this body, that any official of this Government is detain- 
ing a percentage of the salary of an employé for political uses? If he 
has, I hope he will see to it that that individual is arraigned before the 
proper tribunal and impeached for high crimes and misdemeanors. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Under existing law? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, under existing law. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly; I desire the Senator from North Carolina to 
get his hand in. 

Mr. VANCE. That fact has already been officially proven by a num- 
ber of witnesses before a committee of the Senate and is now to be 
found in the printed documents. 

Mr. DAWES. Under existing law ? 

Mr. VANCE. No, sir; not since the passage of the civil-service bill; 
but one month’s salary of all the Revenue Department officers in a cer- 
tain district was retained in the office of the collector and blank checks 
sent around by the deputy for the officers to sign and the money was 
kept in the office of the collector. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ihave no doubt that there have been such infamous 
abuses. By reason of them the public sentiment of the country de- 
manded the law we passed last winter. In deprecating any action here 
of the kind proposed I am only speaking on the broad proposition that 
no man in the service of the Government in any grade shall give any- 
thing toward political purposes. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I believe I have developed substantially 
what I desired, that there are such cases; and if we intend to stop 
the abuse.we must reach, not the mere clerks in these Departments, 
butthe internal-revenue officers. There are hundreds of them in North 
Carolina, and in 1881 58 per cent. of all the revenue collected in that 
great State was used in this way. 

Mr. VANCE. Fifty-eight per cent. in one district. 

Mr. BECK. And of that money a large portion went for political 
purposes; and it is known to every man and will be proved as the Sen- 
ator from Indiana says before the country that men in office do give from 
5 to 10 per cent.—postmasters, their deputies and their assistants, and 
clerks, weighers, gaugers, deputy collectors, storekeepers, everybody in 
office. If they are doing that voluntarily out of the money they draw 
for their services I want to know it, and I hope the Committee on Ap- 
prepriations of both bodies will cut down their wages 10 per cent. if they 
admit they are getting 10 per cent. or 12} per cent. more than they necd 
for their services and that they can voluntarily take that money and give 
it away to aid one political party overanother. We can at least reduce 
them to the extent of keeping the 10 per cent. they are voluntarily con- 
tributing in the Treasury of the United States, instead of having it go 
the way it does now. That we can remedy; but when we do go to cut 
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them down 10 per cent. ninety-nine out of every hundred of those who 
have had to pay the 10 per cent. will show that they did it as the only 
means they had of holding their places not only here buteverywhere else. 
An investigation of that will do no harm. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I have practiced law many years, 
and whenever I had a case on trial and the justice announced before he 
went to trial that he intended to decide against my client I took occa- 
sion then to take ‘the case from him; and whenever I encounter a jury 
and a juror swears that he has made up his mind I always challenge 
him peremptorily, especially if I think his mind is made up against 
my client. For these reasons I am unwilling to let the Senator from 
Connecticut take this bill. He is chairman of the committee to which 
he asks that the bill be referred. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Idid notask it; Ibegpardon. I said it naturally 
went there, but I have no objection to its going anywhere else. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then the Senator does not ask that it go to his 
committee? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not care. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Well, Ido. I want it to go to a fair, unpreju- 
diced committee. A gentleman who is so lavish in his criticism in ad- 
vance of a measure I do not think a qualified juror or judge to sit in 
the case. Consequently I want this bill to go where it did last Con- 
gress. It went to the Judiciary Committee then, and I am willing for 
it to go there now. 

As to the questions involved, I do not care to take up the time of the 
Senate any further in regard to them. I repeat, however, what I said 
before, that a law arming these poor clerks with an answer to the sinister 
presence of chairmen of State committees who come here to Washing- 
ton to fill their pockets and go home with the money squeezed and co- 
erced out of men and women would be a wise act and a beneficial act 
to the public service and a humane act to hard-worked employés. 

As to the giving of money for political purposes, we hear too much 
of it. There is too much money raised for political purposes. The 
Senator from Connecticut puts up a plea in behalf of the sweet and 
precious privilege of giving money for political purposes. If gentle- 
men will think for afew moments, itis not much money that is needed 
to elicit an old-fashioned honest expression of public opinion at the 
polls. Ihave lived in a day, and so have you, Mr. President, in the 
‘Western States when elections were almost like the Gospel, which is 
preached without money and without price, and if we could return to 
those days it would be far better. There is no evil so menacing, there 
is no cloud sosinisterand dark impending over the future of this country 
as this habit we have fallen into of raising enormous sums of money to 
surround the polls, corrupt the ballot-box, and debauch public virtue. 
The sooner every rivulet and stream possible can be dried up which pours 
money into the hands of political managers the better it will be forthe 
future welfare and safety of this Government. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I see by the clock that we have 
about five minutes now until the regular order will come up. I sup- 
pose this entire debate has been out of order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Entirely so. It has been proceeding 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARRISON. And that unanimous consent not asked for as I 
understand! I suggest then, Mr. President, if we are to discuss this 
matter in advance of a consideration of this bill by a committee, that 
the Senator, my colleague, let this motion for a reference lie upon the 
table until some of the rest of us may have an opportunity to be heard 
in response to the suggestions which have been made this morning. 

I am not one of those who usually attempt to cross a bridge before I 
reach it. If this question is to have the consideration of a committee 
and if the suggestions which have been made as to improper influences 
brought to bear to collect money are to be heard by a committee upon 
the testimony of witnesses, the Senator, my colleague, would follow out 
his references to legal proceedings if he would delay the discussion un- 
til the evidence is heard. But if we are to listen to this sort of discus- 
sion in advance, then I ask that this bill may lie upon the table, and 
that we have the debate out in advance of a reference. 

Mr. President, I should like to call attention to some transactions that 
did not stir my colleague’s indignation, occurring at a time when the 
Departments here were filled with Democrats. I should like to read 
to him from the reports the sworn testimony of witnesses before com- 
mittees of Congress showing that the very heads of bureaus and Depart- 
ments in this Government, Democrats who have since become more 
prominent in national politics, became themselves the instrument for 
collecting these assessments. And, Mr. President, if I have not read the 
history of those times in vain, my colleague, who was then somewhat 
prominent in polities, never lifted his voice on the stump or in the Halls 
of Congress in deprecation of these practices. I agree that men grow 
in virtue as they grow in years, but I have greater faith in virtue when 
it is used to expose and denounce the evil practices of one’s own party 
than in that virtue which lies dormant while one’s own party coffers 
are reaping the advantage of contributions from public officers, and is 
only stirred into activity when the money pours into the coffers of the 
adverse party. 

I have once before declared myself upon this question, Mr. President. 
I say for one I will never consent to vote for any law which deprives the 
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members of Congress, which deprives any public officer, however hum- 
ble, of the privilege of converting any part that he may choose of his 
salary to legitimate campaign expenses. I say any high-minded Ameri- 
can citizen who believes in the principles of his party, not simply for 
the personal aggrandizement which he may get out of them, but be- 
lieves in them: as the true fundamental principles of government, pro- 
motive of the best interests of the whole people—I say no high-minded 
man would hold a public office that deprived him, as one condition of the 
holding, of the right to give for the legitimate purpose and impressing 
upon the people those principles in which he believed. Ishould regard 
myself as little better than a slave if as an American citizen I believed, 
let me say for illustration, in the doctrine of protection, in which my 
colleague also takes an interest, and was the head of a bureau here, re- 
ceiving a s@ary of $3,000 a year, and was not allowed to contribute to 
the purchase of documents or the distribution of speeches that were cal- 
culated to impress upon the public mind the views I held. I should 
regard myself as enslaved, and I think the Senator himself would. 
Does he mean to put manacles upon himself? Does he mean tosay that 
in a campaign in which the question of his return to this body shall be 
inyolved as well as the general principles of his party he shall be re- 
strained from contributing one dọllar to his campaign ? 

Mr. President, if the Senator isnot to put himself under this restraint, 
why should he wish to put another man? For one [ will go as far as. 
any man to emancipate every employé of this Government from any 
sort of undue influence or official influence over him with reference to- 
his contribution, but I will not undertake by a law that professes to be 
a charter of emancipation to put shackles upon his wrist. 

Sir, I had not intended to discuss this question at all. Iam willing 
to meet the Senator and all his suggestions about chairmen of State cen- 
tral committees assuming improper relations when we shall have the 
facts before the Senate and any bill which the committee may choose 


to report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALLISON in the chair). The hour 
of 20’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business of yesterday. This bill goes over. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I want my bill referred, Mr. President. I ask 
that it bereferred. Will asingle objection keep it from being referred? 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not make any objection. I only made the 
suggestion that if the debate were to precede the investigation the bill 
should lie on the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iask that the bill be referred, and the debate 
may take care of itself. 

Mr. HARRISON. It has this morning, I think. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock arrived pend- 
ing the debate on the question of reference, and of course the matter 
goes over until to-morrow. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If there is no objection, though, the bill may be 
referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Undoubtedly. The Senator from In- 
diana asks unanimous consent that the bill introduced by him shall be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the bill is so referred. The unfinished business 
of yesterday is Senate bill No. 491. 

JOHN ARMFIELD. . 3 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 491) for the relief of John W. Franklin, executor of the 
last will of John Armfield, deceased. 

Mr. MORRILL, The unfinished business, I understand, will not 
take any time, as the Senator from Michigan does not propose further 
to debate it, and if it can be at once disposed of I do not propose to in- 
terfere with it by calling for the special order. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is the unfinished business and has the right of 
way anyway. I hope it will take but a moment to dispose of the un- 
finished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business is Senate bill 
No. 491, for the relief of John W. Franklin, executor of the last will of 
John Armfield. 

Mr. CONGER. Since my remarks yesterday on the bill now pending 
before the Senate I have procured the report of the gommittee, and 
have read it very carefully. I find that in one or two important partic- 
ulars I labored under a misapprehension in regard to some of the facts 
connected with the case. From that examination I desire to say that 
while I think this borders closely perhaps upon bills to which I have 
some objection, yet I am satisfied that it comes within the rule which 
former committees have adopted, and which the Senate and the House 
have adopted as a rule in regard to this class of war claims. I feel it 
my duty, therefore, after the examination and after the remarks I made 
yesterday, to say that my views to some extent have changed, and I 
make no further opposition to the passage of the bill. I desire, how- 
ever, with the leave of the committee and the gentleman reporting the 
bill, to propose an amendment which I think should be added to the 
bill, and to which I presume there will be no objection. I take this op- 
portunity to propose the amendment for information. It is to add at 
the close of the bill the following words: 


And such payment shall be infull of all claims from any source upon the Gov- 
ernment for repayment of said moneys. 


Mr. JACKSON. There is no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. None whatever. 

` The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Michigan, which will be read at the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill— 

And such payment shall be in full of all claims from any source upon the Gov- 
ernment for repayment of said moneys. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILLS.SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled joint resolutions: ? 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 119) making an appropriation for the re- 
lief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, composing what is known as 
the Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic regions; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 24) authorizing the printing of 2,500 copies 
of the report of the health officer of the District of Columbia. 


CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair now lays before the Sen- 
ate the special order for to-day, being the bill (S. 1139) authorizing the 
construction of a building for the accommodation of the Congressional 
Library. 

The inry asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I should be well content that the 
bill should as rapidly as possible, and without debate, but I am 
also aware that although it is not within the parliamentary rule that 
the debate or proceedings of one House of Congress can be in any degree 
cited in the other House to influence its action, yet at the same time I 
am aware that practically for a bill of this kind to be passed sub silentio, 
with no reasons whatever stated for it, would bea possible cause of 
suspicion in the minds of those who are to pass upon it elsewhere. 

It has only been very lately that I have been assigned to duty upon 
the special committee charged with this library question, but although 
that is the fact, none the less is it true that my great interest in this sub- 
ject has led me very carefully to follow the debates, sometimes to par- 
ticipate in them, and to read with great interest the report and the 
elaboration with which chiefly my friend from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES 
has favored the Senate, and which has resulted in this bill, which avin 
the Senate, I think, in 1880 almost in its exact words, and which intro- 
duced again by him at the present session as the chairman of the com- 
mittee is now reported back by my honorable friend from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL] receiving the sanction of his experience, ofhis approval, 
and I may add the unanimous approval of the committee who have 
been charged with the consideration of this subject. 

There is one point in regard to which I think there is no difference 
of opinion, upon which all voices are in accord, and that is the absolute 
and immediate necessity for an enlargement of the library accommo- 
dation. A library buil fit and proper for the national Library of 
the American people is to-day an absolute necessity. In regard to that 
there is no erence on any side or in any direction that I have yet 
been able to discover. 

The condition of the literary property of the American people, the 
books and manuscripts many of which if lost could never be replaced, 
is to-day most lamentable. It is a crying evil, it is absolutely scanda- 
lous, that such li treasures as are the property of the American 
people should be in the condition that they now are, for which condi- 
tion the Congress of the United States is answerable to the people of 
this country as the custodians of the legislative power that enables them 
and which demands from them the exercise of powers to place these 
books in safety and to give to the historical literature of the country, to 
the books of the country, to the recorded science, wisdom, wit, and 
learning of the country, a safe and proper place of bestowal. 

There are other questions in re; to which there are wide differ- 
ences. It is as*to the locality which shall be chosen for this extensive 
and necessary building. There is a scheme which has been suggested 
from highly respectable and eminent quarters to enlarge the present 
Capitol building and to continue its uses for the purposes of legislation 
and ingraft upon it more extensive library accommodations, That 
has been the subject of very careful investigation. Committees of this 
body have more than once examined it, architectural experts have ex- 
amined it, bibliophilists.have been heard upon it, librarians have been 
consulted, and I may state as a result that the great preponderance of 
opinion, and so far as architects are concerned the unanimous voice of 
all we have been able to reach, has been in favor of a separate building 
for the Library and to abandon the idea of alteration. [Here Mr. Bay- 
ARD was interrupted by a message from the House of Representatives. ] 
I say the question of the alteration of the Capitol building in order to 
procure more extensive accommodation for the Library has been the 
subject of frequent and careful consideration by committees both of 
architectural experts and the members of this body and the weight of 
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pc e t against suggestion. 

The proposition of enlarging and altering the Capitol is well answered 

2 think by the architect Mr. Smithmeyer at page 15 of his report. 
e says: 


Experience has conclusively shown that any important structure erected for 


authority upon that subject is very strongly the 


a ic purpose can rarely ever be so altered or extended as to subserve any 


other but its original purpose; and further, that a limited space can seldom be 
cal ous enough for one institution of rapid wth and never for two estab- 
1 ents of this tendency, as sooner or later they will and must conflict with 


each other, to the injury of one, if notof both. These rules apply with cular 
force to the pending question of a combined extension of the present Capitol for 
the better accommodation of Con, as well as the Lib: , and there being 
no doubt which, if either one, should give way for the benefit of the other, the 
undersigned respectfully expresses his con on that nothing buta speedy sep- 
aration of the Library from the Capitol premises and the early erection of a 
special edifice for it can radically overcome the existing disadvantages for Cou- 
gress, and the difficulties of the Librarian, as well as the Architect, in providing 
against any recurrence of similar evils, 

Enlargements of the Library within the present precincts of the Capitol are 
simply im ible without encroaching upon the capacity of the Congressional 
accomm tions, which even now are scarcely suflicient for pnns and much 
less for future demands, and Con; hasan undoubted right of priority in 
poseen and an indisputable of superiority in importance over all possi- 

le aspirations of the Library. 


I believe it would be the common sense and experience of most men 
that the alteration of any building from its original design and its ar- 
rangement for a different purpose was never wholly successful, was 
always more expensive, and generally was found in the end to bea 
mistake. I believe such would be the case if we attempted to continue 
our present use of the Capitol building, and at the same time to tear 
out the east and west fronts and throw the main walls of the Capitol 
forward in those directions, continuing at the same time the pretense 
of using the Library as a library or conducting our labors as legisla- 
tors in either wing of theCapitol. I think it would prove a very costly, 
ridiculous, and highly inconvenient mistake. I think it would inter- 
fere seriously with the prosecution of public business in every direction, 
hurtful to the Library, and still more injurious to the progress of legisla- 
tive business. 

I am loath I will not say to take the time of the Senate, for there 
are so few Senators present. While I am anxious that the bill should 
come to a vote I am somewhat in doubt as to whether if it is passed 
without any discussion here it will be met favorably in the other House. 
At the same time I am very desirous that it should pass, and I am not 
disposed to fatigue myself or the few Senators who are in the Chamber 
by any further discussion upon it. : 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator will go on. [‘‘Go on!"’] 

Mr. BAYARD. Four years ago the present bill was before the Senate. 
It was then sharply antagonized. It was discussed by those strongly in 
opposition first as to the location selected by the committee, and which 
was ratified by a very decided vote of the Senate at that time, choosing 
the square indicated by the bill lying to the east of the Capitol as the 
appropriate spot. The machinery for condemning perrese property 
was criticised, scrutinized, examined more carefully than any bill of a 
similar kind that has come before Congress since I have been a member, 
and that counts back a good many years. The bill provides ample pro- 
tection to private rights, and allows no opportunity whatever of danger 
of public wrong. The cost of this land, belonging now to private parties, 
is approximately ascertained to be a very little more than $500,000. 
It is known in advance what nearly every holder of land is willing to 
take, and it is provided in the bill that there shall be a limitation upon 
the gross amount to be paid. Looking at it therefore in every view, 
the right of private citizens to full compensation for their property is 
provided, and at the same time the public Treasury is protected against 
anything like jobbery or undue or excessive demand. 

The question of location was long debated, as it always will be de- 
bated. There never will come a time when the seventy-six members of 
this body, much less the three hundred and nineteen members of the 
other branch, will agree unanimously upon any onesite. But I regarded 
that question as practically and definitely settled by the vote of the 
Senate, and I think it was wisely settled, and obviously for this reason 
among others: the propinquity of the proposed building to the Capitol 
is entirely in the line of convenient application for all persons, members 
of Congress and others, who may desire access io the reading-rooms and 
for consultation with the books of the Library. In the next place, a 
library should be quietandsecluded. The noise and rattle of trade and 
commerce, or rather of pleasure and business, for there is very little of 
commerce in this city, certainly should not be allowed to break in upon 
the quiet and seclusion which a library should possess. Thatis already 
secured without cost, without expense, by taking the embellished, am- 
ple, and appropriate grounds that lie now between the Capitol building 
and the proposed site for the location of the Library. 

Were we to erect such a building as I trust this is to be, one worthy 
of the great object for which it is designed, ground would be required 
not only as a site for the edifice, but ground to seclude that edifice from 
tumult and noise and for the exterior surroundings which all archi- 
tecture needs in order to give it full expression. The grounds that lie 
between the Capitol of the United States and the proposed site of this Li- 
brary will serve equally for the Capitol grounds and for the new Library, 
not adding the cost of one farthing to the outlay for the latter. There 
they are all ready at. hand, there they are perfectly fitted as much for 
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the Capitol as for the Library, as much for the Library as for the Capi- 
tol; and yet the cost of the land whether for the purpose of a proper 
i to this new building or as a site for the building itself is just 
the same. Land costs as much for these grand public buildings no 
matter how you shall occupy it. Whether it shall be with trees and 
shrubbery, or grassy lawns, or whether you shall occupy it with stately 
edifices, the cost of the land for either purpose is thesame. The land 
that we need for embellishment and for what may be called the land- 
scape gardening appurtenant to the building is here already provided, 


finished, ready for enjoyment and use instantly. The Government, as | 


is seen by these plats attached to the bill, already owns the beds of 
streets which it is perfectly competent for them to vacate, the area of 
which costs them nothing, as it is already public property. 

So far as the association of this Library with the Halls of Congress, 
their juxtaposition, is concerned, I hold itto be most rational and proper. 
The architectural association of these buildings is harmonious and nat- 
ural. I wish that Congress now, not waiting for the advance in prices 
that must soon necessarily take place in real estate here, would possess 
themselves of a quadrangular space entirely surrounding the present 
Capitol grounds, looking forward to the time when in the rapid growth 
of our population necessarily it will be the site of public buildings for 
the use of the Government, architecturally harmonious, and each add- 
ing to the advantages, the convenience, and the adornment of the other. 
A quadrangle so formed, with the Capitol representing one side of the 
square, with this grand Library now proposed representing another side, 
and public buildings for many other purposes that might well be men- 
tioned and all of which are necessary, filling up the other two sides, is 
a plan that strikes me as entirely reasonable and feasible, and which I 
am very sure, although I may not live to see it accomplished, will be 
seen by the generation that is to follow us. It would form a group of 
public buildings second to none in the world. 

I could wish that that condemnation of land were to take place to-day. 
I think it were wise should it take place to-day. I remember very well 
when the gentleman who preceded me in service in this body, who was my 
father, and who held the position of chairman of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, told me of his desire in 1854 to secure 
sion of the land running entirely around the Capitol to a depth of some 
six or eight hundred feet beyond the present public buildings, entirely 
circumventing the Capitol building and grounds, when the whole could 
have been had for $500,000. But then as now the penny was held so 
close to the eye that the dollar could not be discerned; and then as now 
there was that conflict of opinions, that confusion of counsels, that delay, 
that waiting for a unanimity that never will come, which prevented 
action; and the result is that Congress must pay not the $500,000 but 
they must pay more than ten times $500,000 for that land if they seek 
to condemn it for public uses. 

be learned, and that now 


I hope from this history something 
when this land shall be acquired enough will be taken not only to oc- 


cupy one-half of this land fronting the Capitol but that enough shall 
be taken for the obvious requirements of the near future and that the 
amplest accommodation for the next century will be secured. 

The Library has doubled in ten years. There pe Der more than 
half a million volumes and one hundred and fifty th nd manuscripts, 
and the other uses to which this Library building under our laws is put 
makes it necessary for far more accommodation than a library pure and 
simple. The British Museum contains no such system as the registra- 
tion of copyrights; itisforscientilic objects and literary purposes alone. 
Here the library system, if I may so call it, of Congress has many addi- 
tional and it seems to me oftentimes incongruous and foreign uses. 
The report made by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] two 
years ago truly states: 

The fact that this Library, alone of all government libraries, is the reposi- 
tory ofall the records of copyright, as well as of two copies of every publication 
thus protected, makes the necessity fora se; te building for its accommodation 
imperative. It is by no means inthe num! of printed volumes alone that the 
accessions derived through the copyright law add to the requirement of 4 mes 
There are annually received thousands of maps, charts, engravings, photo- 
graphs, chromos, and other objects of art, many of which are of great size, re- 
quiring far more space than volumes of books for their proper preservation, 

I may say that the British Museum, which contains I suppose the 

t library, has no such registry of copyrights, but it has the bene- 
fit in its revenues, as the Librarian informs me, of the copy tax. 

It is difficult to imagine what objections there can be to this prudent, 
wise, well-considered measure. I do not say that if the question were 
entirely new, if a new or another committee were to take up this sub- 
ject, the diversity of taste which is never to be disputed, the consulta- 
tion and employment of other architects, possibly by new thought or 
new suggestion, we might notselect another plan of building. Iscarcely 
can conceive the selection of any other site; but one thing is certain, 
we must agree upon something; and having had this matter under con- 
sideration forso many years, and having had such frequent debate upon 
it, and having resisted so many assaults, I trust the present measure is 
now about to take the form of law, in order that we shall at least see 
the beginning of that which we all recognize as a duty, and that is the 


construction of a safe, suitable, and worthy building for the preserva- 
tion of the books of the American people. 
Mr. President, we have a higher than mere human authority for say- 


T hold 


ing “‘ there is a time for every purpose and for every work.” 
that this is the time precisely and instantly for the commencement of 
this great and important national work. I can not anticipate what ob- 
jections may be urged to it; I can only say that I believe no new ob- 


jections will be urged other than those which have been urged before, 
no new suggestions other than those we have heard before; and ear- 
nestly hoping that deliberation shall now be merged in action, I express 
the hope that this bill may pass the Senate to-day and may soon re- 
ceive the assent of the other branch of Congress and speedily become a 
law. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President, I move to strike out the first, 
fourth, fifth, and sixth sections of the bill. They are the sections of 
the bill which provide for the condemnation of private property for 
the purposes of a library. I do not propose now to discuss the fitness 
of the site. I have voted for a bill heretofore to build a library upon 
the site east of the Capitol.. I do not propose at this time to discuss 
the provisions of this bill, which make no limitation upon the amount 
necessary to be expended for the construction of the building. The 
amendment which I propose at this time simply goes to the question 
of the condemnation of this private property. The provision of the bill 
is that a commission shall be sy anas and that they shall buy for the 
purpose of the location of the Library certain property which is deline- 
ated in a plat accompanying the bill. If I understand it, it is that the 
commission shall first seek to purchase the property which lies between 
B street north and East Capitol street upon certain terms, that is to 
say, they shall not pay more than a proportion of $550,000 for that por- 
tion of the property. If they can not buy that portion of the property, 
they shall then attempt to buy upon the same limitation the property 
which lies between East Capitol street and B street south, and if they 
are not able to purchase that property upon the terms prescribed in 
the bill, they shall then invoke the authority of the proper court in the 
District for the purpose of condemning that property. The fourth sec- 
tion does not very definitely define whether they shall condemn the 
whole of that square or a portion which lies to the north of East Capi- 
tol street or on the south side. That of course can be easily amended 
if it shall be found necessary to do so, and I make no criticism upon 
that. 

I find that we are confronted now with the simple question whether 
the Government of the United States shall exercise its right of eminent 
domain in such a manner as to take from these holders of private prop- 
erty the lots which lie to the east of the public property east of the , 
Capitol; whether for the purposes of a public library the Congress of the 
United States will say that the location at that icular point is so 
necessary to the Government of the United States that it will proclaim 
that the appropriation of itis for public use and will deprive the owners 
of the property, in spite of their will, of that property upon such terms, 
not as they and the United States shall fix, but as a jury shall fix. 

I recognize the right of eminent domain. I ize the power of 
the Government over private property. I think I know pretty well in 
what cases that power can be undoubtedly exercised. I think I know 
when it has been exercised in aid of private corporations of a semi-pub- 
lic character, when it, has been exercised in favor of making railroads 
and securing the right of way, when it has been taken for the purpose 
of public streets in a city, when it has been taken for various uses that 
are called public; but I deny that there is a fair, legitimate, constitu- 
tional authority when you take private property merely that you may 
locate a library upon a site that is more convenient or more agreeable 
or more in accordance with an æsthetic taste in laying out our public 
grounds and buildings. 

Here is a bill which I think is an iHustration of the distinction that 
I desire to make. Private property must yield to public uses. Those 
public uses must be uses of necessity; there must be a necessity for 
taking the property before it can be fairly said that it is a public use to 
which it is to be applied. 

Is it necessary to take this property? You have property here by 
this very plat which lies all around the Capitol upon which the Li- 
brary can be built. You have public property lying to the north 
and to the south of the Capitol, you have areas and squares all over 
the city, a portion of one of which has been appropriated recently to 
the building of a Pension Office, where it was at one time contended 
that the public Library should be located. I remember very well a de- 
bate in the Senate when there were most strenuous, advocates of the 
propriety of locating the publie Library in that large and beautiful 
square. I did not think so. 

Mr. MORRILL, It obtained but seven votes. 

Mr. PENDLETON. It may have obtained only seven votes, and I 
was not one of those who voted for it. I am prepared to say now as I 
said then, that I think the Capitol building is the proper location for 
the Library. I would prefer to have ithere. I would prefer to have it 
in proximity to the Capitol. It being a Congressional Library, for the 
uses of the members of Congress primarily, I should like to have it ina 
convenient locality for the use of the members of Congress. 

That is not the point I make. I have no controversy with my hon- 
orable friend from Delaware, who says that he would like to have all 
this property, or a t deal of it, to the east, to the south, and to the 
north of the Capitol, within public control. I heartily join with him 
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there. I wish the suggestion of his father had been carried out in the 
early days and the property had been bought. Iam willing to-day to 
make an appropriation to buy the property which shall be thought to 
be necessary either for the Library or for any other public use; but in 
order to gratify an «esthetic taste, to gratify a suggestion that it will be 
more beautiful hereafter, I am not willing to take away from these 
people against their will their private property upon the terms that we 
or a jury may prescribe. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will say that it will be much in accordance with 
the will of seven-eighths of the property-owners, and I do not know but 
I might include the whole of them, for I think almost all of the holders 
of property on the east side of the Capitol have already signified their 
desire and anxiety that Congress should take this ground. If the Sen- 
ator will allow me another word—— 

Mr. PENDLETON. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL. He talks about it not being proper for us to take 
this ground for a public use. I will say to the Senator that we took 
two squares, one on the south and one on the north side, at a much 
larger expense than will be required for ground for the Library, simply 
for the enlargement of the public grounds in front of the Capitol. If 
that was justifiable, it seems to me it is far more justifiable anda much 
greater necessity that we shall have a site for the Library than for the 
enlargement of the public grounds in front of the Capitol. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In relation to the first suggestion of my honor- 
able friend from Vermont, that seven-eighths of those people are will- 
ing to sell their property to the Government for the purposes of the 
Library, that only shows that you will have the less difficulty in deal- 
ing with them and purchasing at fair prices the property that you want; 
but it has never entered into my conception of the duty or the powers 
of the Government that if there isa single man, woman, orchild in that 
locality within the limits of the property that you desire to take who 
resists your application upon terms that they are willing to accept, 
therefore you shall take the property against their will. To me thear- 
gument is as strong if one-eighth remain who decline to sell as if none 
of all the property-owners was willing to enter into a contract with us. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘Will my friend pardon me for interrupting hima mo- 
ment? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. The bill distinctly provides for the purchase of the 
property. Itis only in the alternative that condemnation is to take 


lace. 
S Mr. PENDLETON. It does provide for the purchase of the property, 
and it provides that you may deal with anybody you can in relation to 
the property; but suppose a gentleman owns property there who does 
not wish to sellit. If every man resists, you have no more right to take 
the property than you have to take it if only one man resists. 
Mr. BUTLER. If my honorable friend will pardon me, he does not 
surely doubt the power of the Government to take this property for 
ublic uses. I understand the Senator to say that he doubts that ? 
Mr. PENDLETON. Ido not doubt the power of the Government to 
take any private property for public use upon making proper compen- 
sation, and that compensation is, according to the provisions of this bill, 
to be determined by the court and a jury. But I may differ with the 
honorable Senator as to what is a public use. I saya public use is that 
which necessity requires you to take, not which whim, not which ca- 
price, not which desire to make a beautiful ground will justify you in 
. Isay thatthe public use which justifies the taking of private 
property must be that public use which is a necessity for the Govern- 
ment. I do not mean to say that it must be a necessity for its life ex- 
actly; I ong know that I should be willing to press it that far; but 
I say that when you have a beautiful site for a library upon one square 
of ground you can not take the adjoining square because a majority of 
Coi thinks it would be peat cig naar I say that you nave 
no right to i ur taste at the expense of private property. Isay 
in cave er nether eae honorable Senator from Vermont that ifthere is 
a single person resisting, the obstacle to the Government is just as for- 
Na, is just as great, as if every man who owns property there were 


resisting. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator pardon me again? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is hardly a bill reported from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds that does not provide for the taking 
of land for a site, and I certainly should be the last to ever charge the 
Senator from Ohio with, I will not say the bad taste, but with the idea 
of placing a library building in front of the Capitol on the ground that 
we now have. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I have been too long under the instruction of 
my worthy friend in relation to the Library and various other embel- 
lishments and adornments of the Capitol and the city to be willing to 
submit to a criticism that my taste is impaired in this matter. I am 
willing to follow him perfectly as to the proper location of the Library, 
Imeanin the sense of its being beautiful and convenient; but I can not, 
according to my judgment, follow him in the idea that because he or 
the honorable gentleman who sits beside him [Mr. BUTLER] or the mem- 


bers of the Library Committee think that is the proper place for the 
Diora building, therefore you can sacrifice private property to put it 
there. ; 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I would ask my honorable friend how we are 
ever to get a location upon which to place the Library? 

Mr. PENDLETON. We have locations all over the city. We have 
squares everywhere. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PENDLETON. The Treasury of the United States is abun- 
dant. Go to these people, if that be the proper place for the Library, 
and deal with them as you would be obliged to deal with them if you 
wanted to buy a house orestablish a public institution there. Putthe 
Government of the United States upon a par with the citizens in rela- 
tion to a question of this sort, and let them deal as man to man as to 
the price of their property. I did not mean not to yield to the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina, for he knows I will do that with great pleas- 
ure, 
Mr. BUTLER. I have no further remark to make on tha‘ point. 

Mr. PENDLETON. The question with meis simply, is this a public 
use for which we are justified in taking private property? It might be 
very proper to establish institutions by Congress all over this city and 
to appropriate them in one sense to public use, as the Library is in one 
sense a public use; but I maintain (and I am sorry to differ from so 
many of my friends on the subject) that when you come to take private 
property for the uses for the Government there must be a stronger ne- 
cessity than that merely it is the location which commends i to the 
taste and to the convenience of this age or this day or these members 
of Congress. 

There are many decisions on this subject. I do not choose to go very 
closely into the legal bearing of this question. The Senators who are 
around me and have had some experience in that way will know that 
it has been contended, and contended successfully, in many courts that 
you can not condemn private property for the uses of a depot for a rail- 
road, because, say the courts, the depot may be located in one square 
or another square without injury to the public service for which the 
railroad is built; but that you may take å right of way through a man’s 
farm, because you can not consistently with the purposes and uses of a 
railroad’ go all around it and around the farm of every man who does 
not wish the railroad to pass through his land. 

We need the Library building. I am willing to vote liberal appro- 
priations for the Library. My judgment is that a portion of the grounds 
in the eastern part of the city beyond the Capitol is the best place for 
it; I admit all that; but I desire to submit to Senators the question, 
whether agreeing to that idea, whether believing that that is the best 
place as to convenience and taste for the location of the Library, we are 
at liberty to take the private property of citizens to gratify our notions 
as to the beauty or the tastefulness of the location? If it be true that 
seven-eighths of those people want to sell, then confine the powers given. 
to the commission to purchase from them, but if there is a single man 
there who is unwilling to dispose of his property upon the terms which 
the commission will offer to him, I say protect his right as absolutely 
and as perfectly as jf no single man in all the range of that property 
was willing to come to terms with the commission. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Suppose the other eighth refuse to sell at all? 

-Mr. PENDLETON. Then, according to the provisions of the bill, 
you must condemn. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator cites the case, suppose seven-eighths 
are willing tosell ata price that the commission would think a reason- 
able price and agree to give up the property and the other eighth re- 
fuse to sell at all, you would certainly be prevented by that cause from 
locating the Library there at all. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Certainly, and I believe in the power and the 
right of any citizen who occupies and owns property there to prevent 
the location of the Library unless he receives the amount which he 
thinks he ought to sell his property for. 

Mr. President, I do not care to further in the discussion of this 
single question connected with the bill. I have felt itto be incumbent 
upon me to make this statement to the Senate in order to call attention 
to the fundamental idea, is this a public use which justifies the confis- 
cation of private property? Is the fact that this is the best place for 
the Library, according to the judgment, the convenience, and the taste 
of members, a sufficient reason for depriving the owner of the property ` 
of his common-law rights which are guaranteed by the Constitution 
of the United States? For one I do not think so. Therefore I shall 
vote for my amendment, and I shall not vote for the bill unless the 
amendment prevails. * 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. For my own satisfaction I should like to 
know how this limit of $500,000 comes to be put into the bill, because 
it is upon that limit that the right of condemnation seems to turn. 
There is a great deal of force in what was said by the Senator from Ohio, 
that the right of condemnation is one that ought to be exercised always 
with great tenderness, because if there is anything to which the Ameri- 
can mind is more sensibly attached than another it is the sacred right 
of property. 

While we all admit that occasion may arise, and frequently arises, 
when the power of Government should be exercised and property appro- 
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priated against the will of the owner, it ought not to be done in a loose 
way. I confess that I have no means of knowing whether the limita- 
tion of $500,000 upon this property is right or wrong. I donot know 
how the committee got at that outside of a commission who had author- 
ity to inquire into the fact. Surely the Committee on the Library did 
not go outside of the mere matter of originating a bill, and I should 
like to know what data, if any, have been furnished to the committee 
upon which they fix this limit of $500,000, the refusal of which shall 
give to the Government the right to go into its own court and take the 
property of the citizen and get him outof the way. This may bea rea- 
sonable sum or it may not be. It occurs to me that before that limit 
was reached some reasonable means at least ought to have been em- 
ployed to see whether it was right or wrong. 

Mr. MORRILL. I presume the Senator from Florida did not listen 
to what I said a few days ago. Z ; 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I did not have that pleasure. 

Mr. MORRILL. I said that nearly all the parties interested in all 
these squares east of the Capitol have signed a written contract in which 
they offer to sell to the Government at certain prices the property which 
they hold, and it was based therefore on that estimate that the whole 
would not exceed $550,000. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 
their own property? 

Mr. MORRILL. Upon the valuation of the owners, which is, I am 
informed, above the appraised value of what they own as it stands on 
the tax-books of the city. 

- Mr. JONES, of Florida. That may be. 

Mr. DOLPH, Mr. President, I do not rise to submit any suggestions 
in to the merits of this bill. I suppose it is admitted upon all 
sides that the time has come when there should be additional accom- 
modations for the Library. I rose toaddress myself particularly to the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON] to strike out cer- 
tain portions of the bill and the suggestions which he has made in re- 
gard to the law of the case. I think he is entirely mistaken in regard 
to the law. His objection to the bill is that while provision is made 
for the purchase of this ground if it can be done, provision is also made 
for condemning portions of it provided the owners and occupants will 
not sell at reasonable prices to the Government and that such provision 
is unconstitutional. I submit that if he is correct the United States 
would have to go forever without a site for a library building, unless 
we should build it upon ground already owned by the Government, 
because if the objection holds to the taking of the property which is now 
intended as a site for the Library building on the ground that it is not 
constitutional to condemn it, the same objection might be raised wher- 
ever the site of the building might be selected; the owners of that prop- 
erty might say with equal propriety that some other property might be 
had. The same objection could be raised to a proposition to take any 
ground in the city now owned by private parties that could be raised 
by the owners and occupants of the pro site. 

I understand it to be admitted by the Senator that in taking this 
ground for a site for the Library we are taking it for a public use, and 
in order to show that he is incorrect in regard to the law I propose to 
read briefly from a standard work upon the subject of eminent domain. 
Mills on Eminent Domain in section 11 collates the decisions. upon 
this question. He says: 

The propriety or policy of the condemnation nota judicial question. If the 
use is certainly a public one— 


_ And such I understand it is admitted is the use to which this ground 
is to be put— 

then the legislative authority over the subject can not be restrained or super- 
vised by the courts. Only when it is plainly perceived that there is an attempt 
to evade the law and procure the condemnation of property for a private use, 
or to accomplish an end not public in its character, will the courts declare the 
act void; orif it was doubtful or questionable whether the use was public or not, 
testimony might be admissible to determine the fact. The ure is the 
proper body to determine the necessity of the exercise of the power and the 
extent to which the exercise shall be carried, and there is no restraint upon the 
power save that requiring that compensation shall be made. Assoon as the 
court has arrived at the conclusion that the use is public, then the judicial func- 
tion is fone. and there is no restraint on the legislative discretion. The degree 
of public usefulness need not be determined by the co: or whether the pro- 
popa plan will accomplish the end desired. Statutes palpably improvident and 

y must still be sustained by the courts, 


I understand that to be the law on this subject, and why there should 
be any more hardship in the present case in requiring parties who will 
not agree with the commission to be appointed under the bill to go to 
the courts and have the value of their property which is to be taken for 
this public use determined than there would be in case it was at- 
tempted by the municipal authorities to run astreet through the prop- 
erty or to take a portion of it for a public square I can not imagine. 
Those things are of every-day occurrence. Under the general laws of 
the several States for laying out highways they are run wherever the 
commissions or viewers locate them, with only the restriction in certain 
States that theyshall not be run through a garden or through a dwell- 
ing-house. The laws of Congress and the laws of the several States 
give railroad corporations, upon the theory that they are quasi public 
corporations, that the use to which the property is to be put is a public 
one, the t to locate their railroad lines w: they choose within 


Upon the valuation put by the owners upon 


the limits of their charters, and they run their lines through dwelling- 
houses and other improvements. The courts have never undertaken 
to restrain their right to locate their lines at discretion where they sup- 
pose it will be for the best interest of the company. 

As I understand it, under the authority of the charters for railroad 
companies granted by Congress and by the several States, depot grounds 
may be condemned and are condemned, and this is a matter of daily 
occurrence, and the question can not be raised as a defense to the ac- 
tion for condemnation of such property that some other property might 
have been taken the taking of which would do less injury to individual 
owners. It is not an uncommon occurrence where people have gone 
into the suburbs of a city and bought a tract of land, laid it out in 
beautiful grounds, improved it and erected magnificent buildings upon 
it, that afterward as the city improves and grows it becomes n 
to lay out streets and highways through those grounds, and the owner 
is compelled to submit to the appropriation, and if he can not agree 
with the public authorities as to the price for the land taken he is re- 
quired to go to the courts and submit the matter to a jury and let them 
assess the damages. 

Tt seems to me it can not be that the United States in selecting a site 
for a library is required to consult the private owners of lands in the 
city of Washington, in the national capital, to find a place where it can 
purchase the grounds and deal amicably with all the different owners 
of the tract desired. I say that such arule would prevent the construc- 
tion of a library building unless you could find a site already owned by 
the United States. I think the Senator from Ohio is entirely wrong in 

to the law in the case. z 

Mr. PENDLETON. I recognize the truth of most that the gentle- 
man has said in relation to the law on thissubject; but I deny entirely 
that the judgment of the Legislature is absolutely and beyond all con- 
troversy the test as to whether the use to which the property is to be 
put is a public use that justifies its condemnation. Idid not heat the 
ara from which the gentleman read. although I heard the citation 
itself. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iwil send the Senatorthe book. I read the eleventh 
section of Mills on Eminent Domain. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Now, I will read to him pretty good authority, 
as it has been generally recognized among the lawyers and courts of the 
United States, and that is nothing less than Chancellor Kent, for in the 
second volume of his Commentaries he says: 


It undoubtedly must rest, as a general rule, in the wisdom of the Legislature 
to determine when public uses require the assumption of private rty; but 
if they should take it for a pemos not of a public nature, as if the Legislature 
should take the property of A and give it to B, or if they should vacate a grant 
of Tepen or of a chise, under the pretext of some public use or service, 
such cases would be gross abuses of their discretion and fraudulent attacks on 
private right, and the law would be clearly unconstitutional and void, Real 

roperty, and the rights and privileges of private corporate bodies, are all held 

y tor r from Government, and it would be a violation of contract 
and repugnant to the Constitution of the United States to interfere with private 
property, except under the limitations which have been mentioned. 


I think the Senator from Oregon will not contest the authority of the 
learned commentator whose words I have read; and he does not reduce 
the question to a comparison of ideas among the legislators themselves 
as to what is a fair exercise of this right of eminent domain; and I say 
that it is not a fair exercise of the right; it is not a case which justifies 
the exertion of the power of confiscating private property. Weownall 
around this city squares and lots of land sufficient in every respect for 
the Library, and many of them so entirely appropriate for that purpose 
that it took the Senate days and weeks of discussion, as men who were 
here at that time know, to determine whether they were the proper site 
or not, In this condition of things, I say it is nota fair exercise ofthe 
right of eminent domain and pa alot of private property to declare 
that the Library shall be located upon a particular hundred feet of 
property and not upon the adjoining hundred feet. I say if this is the 
proper place for locating your Library, buy theland. Ifseven-eighths 
of the owners are anxious to sell the land, they will sell itat a fair price; 
if seven-eighths of them combine to sell it, the one-eighth will undoubt- 
edly sell for something like a fair price; but if that one-eighth will not 
sell, and the only justification for taking this property is that you think 
it a more beautiful or appropriate place for a library than any other of 
the acres and acres you own in the vicinage of this Capitol, then I say 
that you have no right to talfe it any more than you have to confiscate 
the simplest right of the humblest individual in the country. 

Iam not contesting whether this is the proper site for the Library; Iam 
not saying whether these people seek to extort money or not. I know 
nothing about that. Iam willing to concede that this is the appropri- 
ate place; I am willing to sit at the féet of the Senator from Vermont, 
who has given to this subject so much attention, and who has doubtless 
exercised a wise and discriminating judgment in selecting this place for 
the Library; I am willing for the purpose of what I am now saying to 
agree to everything that has-been claimed in behalf of this Library and 
the necessity of erecting a commodious building for the books that we 
have; but I maintain now—I have mentioned it before and if I remain 
of the same opinion I shall contend hereafter—that merely to gratify 
your taste for the beautiful and the appropriate you shall not take the 
parae property of the citizen of this country. I do not think it right. 


can not bring my judgment to the conclusion that that is a fair exer- 
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cise of the powers which you hold over individuals in the enjoyment of 
the property that they have bought or earned, hold, and now enjoy. Go 
into the market and buy their property if they are willing to sell, and 
if they are not willing to sell, take some of the other numerous lots that 
you havearound here, even if they be not so entirely appropriate, rather 
than confiscate private property to gratify your taste for the beautiful. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, far be it from me to criticise the opin- 
ion of the eminent chancellor which has been read to the Senate. Ido 
not do it; it is sound law. 
tive power could not, under the plea that it was necessary to take pri- 
vate property for public use, take private property for private use. But 
as I understand theSenator, when he first addressed himself to the Senate 
upon this question he admitted that this Congressional Library was a 
public library, and that the taking of ground for a site for it was atak- 
ing of ground for public uses. That being so, I still maintain thatthe 
quotation which I read shows that the courts have uniformly decided 
that if the ground is to be taken for public use the degree ofthe neces- 
sity for that public use can not be questioned by the courts; that the 
Legislature is the sole judge, and though the act may be improvidently 
drawn, still the courts will enforce the act, the necessity of the taking 
not being a judicial question but a legislative question. At the time 
the author read by the Senator wrote the law of corporations and of 
eminent domain was in its infancy, and there have been great advances 
made in regard to that law since that time. As I said before, it is not 
necessary to question the doctrine laid down by Chancellor Kent; it 
does not apply to this case. It beingadmitted that the use for which 
this property is sought to be taken is a public use, the degree of neces- 
sity is for Congress and not forthe courts, and I can not conceive why 
it is any more a hardship for the owner of this ground to go to the 
courts for compensation for lands, if they can not agree with this com- 
mission, than it would be for the poorest colored man in this city who 
owns a tract of ground to go to the courts to have the compensation de- 
termined which must be paid to him by this municipality when it 
undertakes to lay out a street sage a his lot. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. PENDLETON called for the yeas and nays, and they were 
ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be reported. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Itis to strike out the sections which relate to 
condemnation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the amendment is 
called for. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is a very long one and need not be read. It has 
been stated. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will merely say that striking out those sections 
of course destroys the bill. 

Mr. INGA Mr. President, as the yeas and nays are to be taken, 
I desire to say that while I think the selection that is made of a site 
in this bill is probably the worst that could have been made, yet I am 
unable to see the force of the objection urged by the Senator from Ohio. 

It is evident to me that this is a public use, and that to adopt any 
other principle would be practically to deny to the Government of the 
United States the opportunity for acquiring sites and locations for pub- 
lic structures, not only here but in every State in the Union; and en- 
tertaining that view of the legal question involved, although I do not 
concur at all in the views that are incorporated in their bill, I shall be 
compelled to vote against the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLATER]. If he were present, I should vote 

ea’? 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Upon this bill I am paired 
with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. The Senator from Maine 
is paired upon political questions with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Brown]; but as it is understood that the Senator from Georgia and the 
Senator from Maine agreein respect to this bill, I consented to pair with 
the Senator from Maine upon questions pertaining to this bill. If I 
were not paired I should vote ‘‘ yea,” because I am opposed to the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will say that the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Brown] is paired with my colleague [Mr. EDMUNDS] on this bill. 
The Senator from Georgia, if present, would vote in favor of it, and my 
colleague would vote against it. 

Mr. BECK (when Mr. Hoar’s name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] onall questions pertaining 
to this bill. I do not know how he would vote on this amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL (when the name of Mr. JonAs was called). The 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas] is paired with the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

Mr. VAN WYCK (when his name was called). On all questions re- 
lating to this bill and its amendments I am paired with the tor from 


Wisconsin[Mr. CAMERON]. He isin favor ofthe bill, and I am opposed 
to it. oe 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
KENNA] with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 


It is, as I understand it, that the legisla- | Co! 


The result was announced—yeas 3, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS—3. 
Gorman, Maxey, Pendleton. 
NAYS—37. 
Allison, Cullom, Jackson, Sawyer, 
Blai Doin hr Mahone Sven 
T, on 
Butler, Garland, Maaaceors eae 
s; Gibson, nre er of Cal., Mapya 

5 nm, organ, er, 
Cockrell, Banker, Morrill, Wilson. 
Sone A nun” Pike, 
Conger, Pugh, 

ABSENT—36. 
Aldrich, Farley, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
Anthony, Frye, enna, m, 
Beck, George, Lapham, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Groome, s in, 
Brown, Hale, McMillan, Saulsbury, 
Cameron of Pa., Harris, McPherson, Slater, s 
Cameron of Wis., Hoar, Miller of N. Y., Vance, 
unds, Jonas, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Palmer, iNi 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 
ike bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and read the 

ird time. f 
ae PIOTR Let us have the yeas and nays on the passage of 

ebi 
ac fie and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. BECK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay’’ and he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. COLQUITT (when Mr. Brown’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. Brown] is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS]. If my colleague were here, he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. MORRILL (when the name of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, was 
called). The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON] is paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Van Wyck]. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). Some Senator spoke 
to me yesterday, I believe, about pairing with him, as well as I recollect, 
on this bill, but I can not recall it unless it was the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Frye]. Has the Senator from Vermont a memorandum of that? 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] is paired 
with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Jonas] on this question, Iam told. I should vote ‘‘nay,’’ and 
he would vote ‘‘ yea’’ if he were here. 


Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired on the 


passage of this bill with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLATER]. If 
he were present, I should vote “‘nay.”’ 
Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). On the of this 


bill I am paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ nay’? and he would vote for the bill. 

Mr. VAN WYCK (when his name was called). In addition to the 
announcement made by the Senator from Vermont of the pair of the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON] and myself, I desire to add 
that Mr. CAMERON is in favor of this bill and I am opposed to it. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair with 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], and therefore shall not vote. 

I do not know how he would vote.on this bill. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 

39, nays 6; as follows: 


YEAS—39. 

Aldrich, Cullom, Hill, Pike, 
Allison, Dawes, Jackson, Platt, 
Bayard, Dolph, Jones of Florida, Sabin, 
Blair, Garland, Lamar, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Gibson, Mahone, Sewell, 
Butler, Gorman, Manderson, Sherman, 

1, Groome, Miller of Cal., Voorhees, 

den, Hampton, Mitchell, Walker, 
Colquitt, n Morgan, Wilson 
nger, Hawley, Morrill, 
NAYS—6. 

Coke, Š Pugh. Vance, 
McPherson, Peadicion, 3 
Anthony, Farley, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 

k, Frye, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Brown, Geo Lapham, Saulsbury, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Logan. Slater, 
Cameron of Wis., i McMillan. Van Wyck, 
Cockrell, Hoar Miller of N. Y., V 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Palmer, Wi 

r, Jonas, Plumb, 

So the bill was passed. 


COLUMBUS F. PERRY AND ELIZABETH H. GILMER. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The firstbill on the Calendar of Gen- 
eral Orders is now in order. 
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The bill (S. 767) for the relief of Columbus F. Perry and Elizabeth 
H. Gilmer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that Mrs. Elizabeth H. Gilmer, of La Fayette 
County, Alabama, on the 18th of June, 1866, conveyed to Columbus F. 
Perry, her adopted son, a certain plantation in Montgomery County by 
a deed of gift, which plantation was by Perry reconveyed October 2, 
1866, to Mrs. Gilmer, without his having in any way exercised any acts 
of ownership thereon or received any of the profits thereof; that the 
collector of internal reyenue of the second district of Alabama collected 
$4,440 from Gilmer and Perry as internal-revenue tax on succession, 
claiming that a succession tax of $2,220 was due the United States for 
and on account of each of these deeds of conveyance; and that the col- 
lection of the tax as to $3,000 thereof is clearly unjust, and the amount 
thus paid should be refunded. The bill directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Columbus F. Perryand Elizabeth H. Gilmer $3,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. I believeit 
is a short one. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. JACK- 
SON January 16: 

The Committee on to whom was referred the bill (S. 767) for the relief 
of Columbus F. Perry and Elizabeth H. Gilmer, have considered the same, and 

tfully report as follows : 
is claim under a billsimilar to the present was before the committee for in- 
vestigation at the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress, was then fully 
considered, anda favorable report made thereon. Said report (No. 573) correctly 
sets forth the facts, and your committee, after re-examination of the case, adopt 


said report as follows: 

Mr, Puen, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the following report, to 
accompany bill S, 956 : 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 956) for the relief 
of Columbus F., Perry and Elizabeth H. Gilmer, of La he yer Chambers County, 
Ala , having considered the same, beg leave to make the following report: 

Mrs, Elizabeth H. Gilmer, on the 18th da: of June, 1866, made a deed of for 
a tract of land in Montgomery County, Alabama, containing 3,000 acres, more 
or less, to her adopted son, Columbus F. sgt Mrs. Gilmer was bre sy. 
years old, and had no children, but did have nieces and nephews, and after the 
making of the deed e known to them, and before Perry went into posses- 
sion of the land, or received any benefit from it, or ex any acts of owner- 
ship over it, the nieces and nephews were so offended at the execution of the 

eed that they threatened resistance and litigation as heirs at law of Mrs. Gil- 
mer should she die without a will, and the making of the deed created such a 
state of feeling in the family that Perry determined not to accept the gift; and 
the committee find that in fact the gift never was accepted, and the intention of 
the parties as expressed in the deed never was in fact carried into execution; 
and that the revonveyance by Perry to Mrs. Gilmer was made within three 
months of the date of the first deed, and was executed on the advice of their at- 
comney, that it would be best to reconvey to avoid any trouble about the paper 

tle. 7 

On this state of facts the internal-revenue officers of the second district of Ala- 
bama, where the land was located, assessed a succession tax of $2,220 on each 
conveyance, which the claimants were required to pay and did pay to the rev- 
enue collector under protest. Fourteen hundred and forty dollars of the $4,440 
was returned to the claimants as an excess in the assessment, and the claim is 
for the balance, $3,000. 

Your committee are satisfied from the evidence and the law that it wasan un- 
Seed See: and therefore recommend the passage of the bill without 

e preamble. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the preamble. 
The committee report an amendment to strike out the preamble. The 
question is on the amendment. _ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


STATE NATIONAL BANK OF LOUISIANA. 


The bill (S. 339) for the relief of the State National Bank of Louisi- 
ana was considered as in the Committee of the Whole. The claim of 
the State National Bank of Louisiana for the payment of cotton belong- 
ing to the bank taken by the agents of the Treasury Department of the 
United States in the States of Louisiana and Arkaisas after the 30th 
of June, 1865, is by the bill referred to the Court of Claims for adjudi- 
cation. The bank may institute suitin that court, which shall be tried 
and adjudicated as if the action had been filed within the time author- 
ized by law; the testimony and original papers filed by the bank before 
the Treasury Department in connection with the claim are to be re- 
ceived by the court as evidence as if taken or filed under the rules of 
the court; and the bank and the United States may take further evi- 
dence, as may be deemed proper, subject to the rules for taking testi- 
mony in the court. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear the report read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. JACK- 
80N January 16: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 339) for the relief 
ofthe State National Bank, have considered the same, and respect- 
yd report as follows: 

This claim was favorably reported upon by the committee at the first session 
of the Forty-seventh Congress, That repote (No. 393) correctly states the facts 
ved, 


of the case and the legal questions invo and your committee in ado; 
said report and the recommendations thereof, as follows: a4 oid 


Mr. Jackson, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the following report, 
to accompany bill S. 1647: me, 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred “A bill for the relief of the 
State National Bank of Louisiana,” having examined the same, make the follow- 


ing report: 

That the State Bank of Louisiana, a panny sopan chartered by the 
laws of Louisiana, and located at the city of New Orleans, in while said 
city was in the paneo occupation and control of military forcesof the United 

its agents contracted with various resi 


States, toroa 
Louisiana and Arkansas, who had raised and were 


ding in upper 
e private owners thereof, 


for the purchase of several hundred bales of cotton. At the dates of these con- 
tracts of purchase the venders resided within the lines of the confederate forces 
and commercial relations between the bank and themselves were prohibited 
both A the general and statute laws of the Government and by the proclama- 
tion of the President of the United States e under and in pursuance of said 
laws. The cotton thus purchased or contracted for remained in the possession 
of the several venders until after the 30th June, 1865, when, hostilities havin 
ceased, it was delivered over to the agent of the bank, and by said agent co 
lected st yard at different points preparatory to shipment to New Orleans, 

After the cotton had thus reached too arene of the bank, and while await- 
ing shipment to New Orleans, ial Treasury agents of the United States, on 
the 27th and 29th July, 1865, and the 18th November, 1865, seized the same and 
caused it to be Suppe aeon Draper, the agent of the Treasury Department 
at New York, by whom it wassold, and the proceeds paid into the United States 
Treasury. The State Bank of Louisiana, aher the close of the war, having been 
me into the State National Bank of Louisiana, the latter, as the successor 
to all the rights and interests of the former bank, made claim to the proceeds 
of this cotton, but its claim was rejected by the Treasury Department. The bank 
thereafter, on the 2lst September, 1877, instituted an action in the Court of 
Claims for the recov: of said pi and was defeated in said court by the 

lea of the statute of limitation. The ol spose of the present bill is to allow the 

k to have its claim referred to the Court of Claims for trial and adjudi- 
cation just as tho the action had been filed in said court within the time au- 
thorized by law. Its claim before the Department was not finally determined 
until after the law of the statute had attached. The rejection of the claim by 
the Department was based upon the ground thatits pu having been made 
in 1863 from’ parties occupying an enemy relation, the bank failed to acquire 
title to the cotton, and had therefore no valid claim to its proceeds. If the case 
stood alone upon the contract for the purchase of the cotton in 1863 the correct- 
ness of this ruling could not be well questioned, The decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in Montgomery es. United States (15 Wallace, 3%) and 
Mitchell rs, United States (21 Wallace) declare that such contracts of purchase 
would fail to confer a valid title to the property, and your committee at the pres- 
ent session of Con have reported against a bill granting relief as to the pro- 
ceeds of property in a case where the party, by his purchase from inhabitants 
of insurrectionary districts, in violation of the non-intercourse laws of the United 
States, failed to acquire a valid title. So that if nothin, sppeares in the present 
case except the bank's purchase of the cotton in 1863 from venders residin 
within the confederate lines, it could not be distinguished from the Mite! 
claim, and would be controlled by the principles applied in that case. 

But there are popes particulars in which the present differs from the 
Mitchell case. The bank’s contract for the purchase of the cotton was not com- 
paa in 1863 or during the period of actual war. It bad paid and the venders 

had received the purchase money, but the cotton remai: in the possession of 
the venders under an agreement for its future delivery. If the venders had sub- 
sequently refused to. make delivery and complete the contract, and the bank had 
tried then, either during or after the war, to recover the cotton, it would have 
been nonsuited in any court of the United States if the illegality of the contract 
had been pleaded or if the same had appeared to the court in the course of the 
trial. The planters did not, however, avail themselves of the illegality of the 
contract, but on the contrary, recognizing the moral obligation which rested 
upon them after receiving the purchase money, they voluntarily completed the 
contract, and delivered the cotton over to the on of the bank after the 
war had actually closed. Was this delivery, which appears to have been made 
subsequent to June30, 1865, in contravention of law or of the non-intercourse acts 
and regulations of the Government? If the parties could at that time have law- 
fully made an original contract with each other for the sale and purchase of the 
cotton in E soras, it is difficult to see any valid reason why they could not then, 
without violation of law or public policy, recognize as binding and complete a 
contract previously entered into, no intervening rights having attached. Sunday 
contracts are generally ar er or forbidden by law, but when completed on 
Monday by delivery their validity can not be impeached. The controlling ques- 
tion, therefore, in the present case is, could these parties lawfully hold commer- 
cial intercourse with other when the cotton was delivered. or rather, was 
such delivery, either as an original transaction or as the consummation of a 
previous ment, in violation of law? 

On the 24th June, 1865, the President of the United States, 
issued under authority of law, expressly ordered that “ all ons upon in- 
ternal, domestic, and coastwise intercourse and trade, and upon the purchase 
and removal of products” lying west of the Mississippi River (excepting those 
relating to property heretofore pnrehased by the agents or ca tared by or sur- 
rendered to the forces of the United States) are annulled. Under this express 
authority given by law the bank could legally have purchased this cotton. The 
venders could lawfully have sold or given it to the k. When the venders 
after this proclamation delivered the cotton to the bank, it was in effect cither a 
new sale based upon the valuable consideration previously received or a volun- 
tary relinquishment and donation of all their rights and title to the property. 
But suppose it is treated as the affirmation or confirmation of the contract of 
pu de in 1863, what rule of law or ser of publie policy forbids the 
ratification of that contract after June 24, 1865, before the Government seized 
or captured the cotton? As a general proposition, void, as distinguished from 
voidable, contracts can not be confirmed, for the reason that the same legal ob- 
jections TH = from positive law or public policy continue to operate when the 
confirmation is attempted which existed at the formation of the original con- 
tract. But when that is not the when the law or ee policy that origi- 
nally vitiates the contract has been , When the legal objections to such 
contracts have ceased to operate, there is no reason why the parties thereto may 
not lawfully ratify or reaffirm their agreement. If this position is correct, the 
act of the venders in ratifying and completing their contracts by delivery of the 
cottoh after the restrictions upon commercial intercourse had been removed, 
conferred upon the bank a title to the property gos as valid as though the con- 
tract had been first entered into at the date an pase of delivery; so that the 
case is narrowed down to this, that after all hostilities had terminated and the 
President had, by his proclamation, removed all restrictions upon trade in the 
districts formally declared to be in insurrection, the bank applied tothe Loam 
who agreed to sell it their cotton in 1863, and requested them to recognize an 
complete their agreement and confer upon the bank the ion and owner- 
ship of the cotton. This they might have refused to do, but feeling the moral 
obligation arising out of the receipt of the money the bank had paid them, they 
freely delivered the cotton to the agent of the bank, when it was lawful forthem 
to hold intercourse, and before any intervening rights of the Government had 


attached. 

Under those cireumstances the transaction may well be termed either a valid 
confirmation of a former contract or a new sale as of the date of such delivery, 
ora gift. When the cotton was so received in 1865 it must be admitted that the 
possession which the bank thereby acquired was a legal one. The cotton had 
never been captured bello, it bad never been abandoned nor seized as 

co! uently the United Stalesnever acquired the right of seizure coupled 

th esse ba before the bank perfected both its title and ion. Whether 
the Treasury Department had any authority in law for seizing 

in the possession of the bank at the several dates already given i 


roclamation 


gorn patenis judicial 
rmit to sue in the 
Court of Claims, and that said courtshall hear and adjudicate the case as though 
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it had been instituted within six years after the seizure of the cotton by the of- 
a of the Sitera Pond dieing ooo are i po Uod Bon, se 
reasury, placed there by the wrongful acts of specia. 
partment. The bank prosecutedits claim to these proceeds before the Depart- 
ment, hoping for a favorable decision, until its remedy in the Court of Claims 
was by the statute of limitations. A, , claimants in this class of cases 
were not oppos by the legal profession to have any remedy in the Court of 
Claims until the Klein case was decided in December, 1871. Under those cir- 
cumstances the bank, say bp | been guilty of no laches, should not be deprived of 
the opportunity to have its claim passed upon by the Court of Claims. It would 
certainly be against conscience for the Government in a case like the present to 
keep this money and deny to the bank the privilege of establishing its superior 
right thereto. Your committee acco gly recommend the passage by the Sen- 
ate of the accompanying bill. 


Mr. CONGER. This bill provides that all the testimony and origi- 
nal papers filed by the bank in the Treasury Department in connection 
with this claim ‘‘shall be received by said court as evidence as if taken 
and filed under the rules of said court.” It makes no provision that 
any testimony or papers in the case taken by the United Stafes may 
be used as evidence. It is faulty in that respect. It does permit the 
United States to take further evidence, but not to use any evidence 
that may have been taken in this case. 

This is one of a succession of .cotton claims coming to Congress year 
after year, and I do not know what the merits of this claim may be, 
but I suspect all cotton claims of that kind where the cotton in 1862, 
and 1863, and 1864, wherever it could be held safely, belonged to the 
confederate government. By its law and by its rules it was property 
of the government; it was the currency between the confederate gov- 
ernment and the world, by which purchases were made and muni- 
tions of war obtained. This bank seems to have had some contract in 
relation to it as early as the spring of 1863. It is a matter of general 
history that the cotton belonging to the confederate government, claimed 
by it, held by it for its own use, was kept hidden away from being 
taken by our troops or by the officers of this Government from month 
to month and from year to year, and was removed from one place to 
another to avoid capture or to avoid confiscation. 

Here is a case where some two or three years after cotton had entered 
into the ownership of a bank, which, if I understand aright, was the 
very bank in the South which held the deposits of the confederate gov- 
ernment and its financial concerns, it came to light after hav- 
ing been hid till 1865 and until proclamations and laws been pro- 
claimed and made, and then the bank claimed it as its own property. 
I would like to have had the report state whether this State Bank of 
Louisiana, being the fiscal agent of the confederate government, held this 
property or contracted for this property as a means for paying off an in- 
debtedness for carrying on the war on behalf of the confederacy, or in 
what way they undertook to become in 1863 the owners of cotton then 
contraband, then held by the confederate states and shipped and used 
as the most effective agent for carrying on the war. 

The report does not say anything about that. Sir, I consider the 
introduction of these cotton claims, the pressing of them here, the fail- 
ure to have such a claim passed upon by Congress after open discussion, 
and the sending them to the Court of Claims after the statute of limi- 
tation has run against them for years, opening them up anew and re- 
moving the statute of limitations, to be entirely wrong. Here in send- 
ing this case to the Court of Claims the bill declares more positively 
than in any other case that all papers and all evidence ex parte which 
has been before the Treasury Department on behalf of the claimant 
shall be evidence in the Court of Claims. I think it goes beyond all 
the ordinary rules we have adopted in the Senate.. I am suspicious of 
this claim, and the report,as I read it fails to account for the purchase 
of this property in any legitimate commercial way as the business of 
the bank. It fails to account for its secretion during all those times 
when our forces were commencing to occupy the territory in which the 
cotton was found. It remained hidden, to be developed and brought 
forth after peace was restored and to be claimed by those in whose 
hands it could not have been claimed at the time the purchase is said 
to have been made. 

I am suspicious of such claims. During my long service in Congress 
there has been an array of them passing from the South to Congress, an 
array of cotton claims pressed upon Congress continually, and there is 
no question but what when they are brought in here there should be 
some rule adopted even in sending them to the Court of Claims; there 
should be some rule adopted by Congress making the inquiry positive 
in regard to the character of the property during the war, whether it 
was confederate property in fact, and let not the case turn upon the sim- 
ple fact that after it had been hidden until peace came and then was 
found by the officers of the United States and under the law taken and 
seized, and therefore it should be paid for because it was seized after 
the proclamation of peace. This property had a character; it hada use. 
It was the use of cotton in the South and its transportation in blockade 
runners and around by Texas that gave life and vitality and force and 
continuance to that terrible struggle in which we were engaged. 

Now, sir, I would not have those who were dealing in this property 
and buying it, as I believe, for the use of the confederate government 
come in as individuals now to reap the benefits of their purchase. I 
distrust all that class of claims. This cotton lay secreted in 1863 and 
1864, and it comes up here now; and I am free to say that now, more 
forcibly even than before the war, in the Congress of the United States 


l This is one out of a multitude of a great, vast army 
of such claims, and the report does not satisfy me as to the character 
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and ownership of the property during the two or three years when the 
cotton lay concealed, moved about from one place to another to avoid 
capture by our forces, hidden away, under the law requiring officials of 
the United States to seize that kind of property, abandoned, captured. 
contraband property, and make it subservient to the uses of the United 
States. ? 

If I ever feel called upon to vote for the passage of any law making 
an appropriation in money to pay for these claims, or for any law with 
these curious restrictions in it sending such a claim to the Court of Claims 
for examination, it will be when the history of that particular kind of 
property has been made by the committee plain and clear, 

I said I was afraid of these claims. They come in all kinds of in- 
sidious shapes. Nearly two-thirdsof the time of the Committee on War 
Claims in the other House was spent in examining and meeting and in- 
vestigating and defeating the cotton claims, until, I think, throughout 
the Uni States there was a prejudice against that class of claims 
arising from the very nature of the claims and the presumption of fraud 
and wrong in pressing them that impresses every person who hears of 
such a claim here. 

I make these remarks because this report of the committee does not 
give the character and history of this property, and why it lay as, if I 
understand the case rightly, it did from the spring of 1863 until the 
fall of 1865, before it was dragged to light and then claimed by the fis- 
cal depository of the confederate funds in Louisiana. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from California. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate ed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After twenty utes tin executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 27 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 12, 1884. 


The House metat12o0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
8. LINDSAY, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to dispense with reading so much of 
the Journal as relates to the formal introduction and reference of bills. 

The motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND was agreed to. 

The Journal as read was approved. 


STAR-ROUTE INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. MONEY. I rise to present a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 1 

Resolved, That it isthe sense of this House that the Postmaster-General be, and 
he is hereby, required to transmit to this House the papers called for in the res- 
olution of the 30th instant, as follows, to wit: 

“Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, directed to trans- 
mit to this House all reports made by special agents of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment to the Postmaster-General dubia the year 1881 having reference to the 
Se ee and which have not heretofore been published and 
made pu’ Y 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. CALKINS. Has that been referred ? 

The SPEAKER. It isa 
Office and P&t-Roads ona resolution referred to that committee. 

Mr. CALKINS. Is there a written report accompanying it ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ascertain. 

Mr. MONEY. There is no written report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isit necessary that a written report should accom- 
pany a resolution of inquiry referred in this manner and reported back 
by a committee ? z 

The SPEAKER. As there seems to be some misapprehension in 
reference to the rule the Chair will cause it to be read for the informa- 
tionof the House. 

The Clerk will read clause 2 of Rule XVIII. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

2. No bill, petition, memorial, or resolution referred to a committee, or re- 
ported e iea for printing and recommitment, shall be brought back into 
the House on amotlon to reconsider; and all bills, petitions, memorials, or reso- 
lutions reported from a committee shall be accompanied by reports in writing, 
which shall be printed. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask leave to withdraw the report for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The report is withdrawn. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—CHALMERS VS. MANNING. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I desire to give notice that on to-morrow 
morning, immediately after the reading of the Journal, I will ask the 


rt from the Committee on the Post- . 
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House to proceed to the consideration of the contested-election case of 
Chalmers vs. Manning. 
WILLIE 8. HOWARD. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent for immediate considera- 
tion of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be directed to inquire into the pro- 
riety of Willie S. Howard being employed as a Loy pice folder under the Door- 
eeper during the residue of the present session of Congress, and to report by 

resolution or otherwise, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this resolution? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the gentleman from Ohio will not object, at 
least until he is fully informed as to the facts in this case. e 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I will withhold the objection and hear the 
statement of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is a little waif—thé boy to whom reference is 
made in that resolution—who has probably been seen by most of the mem- 
bers of the House around the Capitol. It is rhs, i possible that he 
may be employed in some connection in the Capitol, either as a page or 
folder, where he will be able to earn his own subsistence; and he seems 
to be worthy—— 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I withdraw my objection on the ground 
that I apprehend this to be a matter of charity, and I am always will- 
ing to extend charity. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; it is not. 

Mr. RANDALL. This lad is willing to work for his living. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I withdraw the objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was a to: and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, . 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without.amendment joint resolu- 
tions of the House of the following titles: £ 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 24) authorizing the printing of 2,500 extra 
copies of the report of the health officer of the District of Columbia; 
and f 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 154) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
use rations for the relief of destitute persons in the district overflowed 
by the Ohio River and its tributaries, and making appropriation to re- 
lieve the sufferers by said overflow. 

The message also announced that the Senate had receded from its 
amendment to the joint resolution (H. Res. 119) making appropriations 
for the relief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, composing what 
is known as the Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic regions. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles ; in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested; 

A bill (S. 84) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain the 
amount due citizens of the United States for supplies furnished to the 
Sioux or Dakota Indians of Minnesota subsequent to August, 1860, and 
prior to the massacre of August, 1862, and providing for the payment 
thereof ; 

A bill (S. 271) for the relief of Louisa Boddy; 

A bill (S. 368) for the relief of Oscar Eastmond and James W. Atwill; 

A bill (S. 439) for the relief of George A. Iaegar; 

A bill (8. 672) to amend section 4887 of the Revised Statutes in rela- 
tion to patents; 

A bill (S. 1035) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to settle the 
claims of 8. W. Marston, late United States Indian agent at Union 

cy, Indian Territory, for services and expenses; and 

A bill (S. 1293) providing for the distribution by members of Congress 
of ten charts and other publications of the Hydrographic Office for each 
session of Congress. 

REFUND OF NATIONAL DEBT. 

Mr. POTTER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 4975) 
to refund the bonded debt of the United States at 2} per cent. interest, 
to reduce taxation upon the circulating bank-note currency when 
secured by deposit of 2} per cent. bonds, and to secure such currency 

inst unnecessary disturbance and fluctuation by applying the na- 
tional revenues economically to payment of the national debt; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


STAR-ROUTE PROSECUTIONS, ETC. 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, by unanimous consent, submitted the 


folling resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, 
sn making investigation into expenditures on account of prosecutions of persons 
- charged with frauds upon the Government, and especially in the star-route 
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mail service, be instructed to inquire intothe manner in which such prosecutions 


have been and are being conducted, and into the conduct, efficiency, and good 
faith of all officials and persons in the employ or pay of the United States in con- 
nection with such prosecutions, and whether ty parties have been duly pros- 
ecu! 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 3 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN POLICY. l 


Mr. BREWER, of New York Iaskunanimous consent to introduce for 
referenceto the Committee on Indian Affairs the resolution which I send 
to the desk, which I present by request. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the following: 

Resolution of request to Congress in relation to the proposed Indian policy. 

Whereas believing that civilization offers to the Indians the single alternative 
of panua absorption or extermination, and that before they can be absor 
in the general Topauson they must be carefully prepared for assimilation and 
citizenship, an prora impressed with the conviction that this result can 
only be accomplished by the Federal Government adopting such a policy as will 
do justice to the Indian and honor to the country, to be followed by appropriate 
current legislation to enforce the same: Therefore, 

Resolved, That Congress be, and itis hereby, requested to pass resolutions sol- 
emnly pledging the faith of the nation to the Indian policy embodied in the fol- 
lowing platform of principles: 

G ‘aith.—Never break faith with the Indians. 

Indian Territory.—Keep all intruders out of the Territory ; continue the self- 
government of the civilized tribes; let them regulate their own land-tenure. 

Law.—Enact suitable laws to protect life and property on reservations; make 
them flexible in detail; administer them through department orders approved 
by the President; promptly and rigidly enforce them ; individualize the punish- 
ment of crime; never hold the tribe liable for the crimes of its members; organ- 
ize an efficient Indian police force on every reservation. 

Indian department,—Create a separate Indian department, under a civilian sec- 
retary; nt plenary emergency powers to the President; have all agencies 
Sequent y inspected by appointees of the President, well paid and unconnected 
with the Indian department; carefully regulate the powers and duties of Indian 
agents; giye them permanent itions and liberal salaries; keep them free 
from political influence; let their subordinates be appointed by the department; 
all puetone of general policy and treatment to be settled by the department; 
no individual experiments by theoretical a ts to be permitted; abolish all 
privileged persona rh absolutely destroy all traffic in liquors; control the sale 
of arms and ammunition; in all else let there be free trade; let all military posts 
be maintained separate and apart from the Indian villages, and preserve abso- 
lute non-intercourse between the soldiers and the Indians. 

No removals.—Remove no more tribes except where the soil and climate re- 
quire it and the change is voluntary; civilize the Indians where they are. 

Education.—Educate the entire Indian reservation population; teach the chil- 
dren in boarding manual-labor schools on the reservations; makethem farmers 
aod graziers; give all the bands an abundance of cattle; teach them trades; in- 
struct them in the laws of health; show them how to live; neutralize the in- 
fluence of the medicine-man; make work compulsory. 

nds in severalty.—On reservations divide land in severalty as soon as Indians 
can farm them; make them inalienable and non-taxable foratime; sell the sur- 
plus lands for the benefit of the tribe: elsewhere grant Government lands in 
severalty (on same terms) to all Indians who can cultivate them. 

Citizenship.—Give citizenship to all self-supporting Indians who ask it. 

[SEAL] A. M. LOWRY, 

President, of Jamestown, N. Y. 

Attest: 


' F. R. PETERSON, 
As Clerk of the Village of Jamestown, N. Y. 

Before the reading was completed, 

Mr. HOLMAN said: Mr. Speaker, it is impossible to hear what is 
being read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is aware of that fact, and has made re- 
peated appeals to members to preserve order so that the public busi- 
ness can be tran z 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will it be in order to call for the regular or- 
der? I called for it a while ago, but I do not think the Chair heard 
me. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not. 

Mr. REED. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 


s RETIREMENT OF TRADE-DOLLAR® 


Mr. BLAND. I rise to a question of privilege. I move that the 
Committee on Banking and Currency be disc from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 3356) to provide for the retirement of 
thetrade-dollar, and that the bill be referred to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman state that there was an im- 
proper reference under the rules? 

Mr. BLAND. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman send up the bill that the Chair 
may examine the matter. 

Mr. REED and Mr. BUCKNER. Is this a question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. According to the recollection of the Chair it was 
decided in the Forty-sixth Congress, upon a question which arose on 
the reference of a bill introduced by the gentleman from Llinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND], that a question as to the improper reference of a bill 
was a privileged question. As the Chair now remembers, there was a 
great deal of discussion upon that question, and it was decided by a 
vote of the House. The Chair will send for the Journal containing the 
proceedings at that time, and in the mean while the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] can proceed with his statement. 

Mr. BLAND. I have the Journal of the Forty-sixth Congress, and 
have marked the proceedings referred to. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read from the Journal. 
The Clerk read as follows from the House Journal of March 24. 1880: 
The SPEAKER stated the regular order of business to be the ition sub- 
mitted by Mr. McLane on yesterday as a question of petviibees2 Zoa ndin; 
when the House adjourned; the pending apes being the question submi 
to the House by the Speaker, as Syer takar : “Does the pro tion submitted 
by Mr. MeLane present a question of privilege under Rule IX?” 
s * * * s . 


* 
p ans snare Pe ear on aa DAPET yer on by the oray sna being pu 
as decided in the affirmative—yeas , nays not voting 59; the yeas an 
nays being desired by one-fifth of the members present. San X 
$ + 


e La = 2 2 
So the House decided that the proposition submitted Mr. McLane pre- 
yan a question of privilege ander Rule IX. Ry, p 
ereupon, 
e Mpe modified the resolution heretofore submitted by him as follows, 
mely : 

“ Whereas the House, being of opinion thatthe reference of House bill No. 5265 
to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws was incorreet under its rules, 
doth resolve that the said committee be from its further considera- 
tion and the same be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means.” 


The SPEAKER. It appears to have been decided by the House in 
that case that the improper reference of a bill is a question of privi- 


lege. 

Mr. BLAND. I have in my hand House bill 3356, which I submit 
was erroneously referred, The bill provides for nothing except the ex- 
change of fe neg for standard dollars and their recoinage. Itis 
a coi $ 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will read the bill, so that the House may 
de able to determine this question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 3356) to provide for the retirement of the trade-dollar. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of tatives of the United States of 
America in Congress That trade-do shall be exchangeable at the 
office of the Treasurer and any assistant treasurer of the United States, and at 
any coinage mint, at par, for other silver coins of the United States, if presented 
within one year from the of this act; but no mutilated or fraudulent! 
abraded e-dollars and no e-dollars that have been chopped or restam 
for circulation in any ang, country shall be so exchan, je. Trade-doliars 
received inexchange for other silver coins as herein provided shall be recoined 
into standard dollars or other silver coins of the United States, as the Secretary 
or ane rts wp may direct. And the further coinage of the trade-dollar is here- 

y pro! ited, 

Src, 2. That all laws in conflict with this act are hereby repealed. 


Mr, BLAND. Mr. Speaker, the House certainly believed that the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures had jurisdiction of this 
matter, for some fifty different bills, if I remember aright, with refer- 
ence to this subject were referred to that committee early in the ses- 
sion. I know of nosuch bill which has been referred to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency except the one just read; which I believe was 
introduced and referred by a member of that committee. I may be 
mistaken on the latter point, but I know that no other bill of this kind 
has gone to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

The Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures have had that 
subject under consideration for the past twoweeks. They have givenit 
most careful consideration. The Director of the Mint has been before 
that committee. In fine, I may say, Mr. Speaker, we have given it such 
consideration as the magnitude of the subject demands, and the com- 
mittee is now ready to report a bill this morning on the subject of the 
retirement of the trade-dollar. Now, when the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures is ready to report on the subject, I think it 
went be unwise on the part of those who desire the retirement of the 
trade-dollar to get up a contest between two committees of this House 
and between their several bills on the same subject. As I have already 
stated, the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures is ready to 
report when that committee is called in its order. 

I do not wish, Mr. Speaker, that any other committee of this House 
shall usurp the furisdiction properly belonging to the Conimittee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. If that committee has any jurisdic- 
tion under the rules of this House, it certainly must cover the coinage, 
weights, and measures of the country. I do not, therefore, consider it 
necessary at this time to enter into any discussion of the subject, sas it 
must be apparent to every gentleman that the reference of this bill 3356 
was inadvertently made, and that it ought to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. STORM. May I ask the gentleman from Missouri one question? 

Mr. BLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. STORM. Does the action of the committee of which you are 
chairman recommend the retirement of the trade-dollar? 

Mr. BLAND. It does. 
Mr. CHACE. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] wish 
to further on the subject? 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen had better have some understanding 
about the occupation of the floor. The gentleman from Missouri, chair- 
man of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, is entitled, 
under the rules of the House, to one hour. He can reserve a part of his 
time now and let the other gentleman from Missouri proceed. 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to reserve a portion of my time, but I am will- 
ing to yield five minutes to my colleague on the committee. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have no disposition to cut off debate, but it occurs 


to me that this is not debatable. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio makes the point of order 
that the proposition is not debatable. 

Mr. KEIFER. It is not debatable, it occurs to me, under paragraph 
2, Rule XIII, where it provides: 


The question of reference of any proposition other than that reported from @ 
Soanmaities shall be decided without debate. 


The SPEAKER. That question had occurred to the Chair, but the 
Chair is in some doubt, because it involves the question of discharging 
a committee from the further consideration of a bill as well as the reter- 
ence of a bill to another committee. 

Mr. KEIFER. The rule provides very clearly that the question of 
reference of any proposition other than that reported from a committee 
shall be decided without debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to think the proposition is 
not debatable under the rule, as it has not been reported from a com- 
mittee. 

Mr. REED. Is not the question whether this is a question of privi- 
lege or not? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that. 

Mr. REED. That it is? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has decided that. 

Mr. REED. I supposed that was the question. 

The SPEAKER. Of course that question was debatable in the dis- 
cretion of the Chair for the purpose of informing the Chair. 

Mr. REED. If the Chair is informed and has decided, it is not worth 
while to debate it further, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed he was informed and decided 
it, but of course he will hear any suggestion the gentleman has to make 
on it. 

Mr. REED. I had a desire to quote the debate which I recollect par- 
tially at the time when the decision was had by the House which the 
Speaker cansed to be read. If I recollect aright, and I make the state- 
ment subject to correction, for I have had no opportunity to refresh my 
memory—if I recollect aright, the reference was made to the Committee 
on the Revision of tle Laws by referring simply to the number of the 
section of the statute. On examination it was discovered that reference 
hati referred a question relating to the tariff to the Committee on the 
Revision of the Laws. I think at the time the Honse felt that perfect © 
openness was not displayed on the part of those who had referred the 
matter to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, and that was the 
motive which caused the House to decide. 

The SPEAKER. Still the Chair thinks—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire on that same point to say, Mr. Speaker, 
that the distinguished gentleman from Maine is entirely mistaken, and 
that he entirely misconceives what was the motive of the House in 
changing the reference. The House had no such motive as that which 
he has ascribed to it, as there was no lack of openness on the part of 
those who brought the matter to the Committee on the Revision of the 
Laws. And a majority of this House sustained the reference of that 
bill to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 

TheSPEAKER. Whatever may have been the motive of the House, 
the Chair thinks the distinct question submitted to the House was 
whether a motion to correct an erroneous reference of a bill to a com- 
mittee was a privileged question; and the House decided by vote that 
it was. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to be allowed a word of explana- 
tion right there, as I introduced the bill now in question. I remember 
calling the attention of the Speaker and the House to the bill at the 
time, saying I was in doubt as to its proper reference; that the subject- 
matter of the bill was of such a character that it might perhaps be 
properly referred either to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, or to the Committee on Banking and Currency. The Speaker 
thereupon made the reference to the Banking and Currency Committee; 
but the attention of the Speaker and the House was called to it at the 
time, so that the reference of the bill was the reference of the House. 

Mr. CHACE. For all that it is evident that the reference of the bill 
to the wrong committee was a matter of inadvertence, and I think in 
that assertion the ker will bear me out. t 

Mr. BUCKNER. Ishould like to be heard on the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER] the 
chairman of the Committee on Banking and Currency asks permission, 
as the other gentleman from Missouri has addressed the House, to make 
a statement. 

Mr. BLAND. Before the gentleman proceeds I will say I have been 
asked by several members as to the effect or contents of the bill we are 
ready to report; and while I have no objection to debate on the part of 
the gentleman from Missouri the chairman of the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, I also ask the privilege of making that statement. 

e SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Missouri the chairman of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency asks leave, the Chair understands, 
to make a statement, occupying as much time as has heretofore heen oc- 
cupied by the gentleman from Missouri the chairman of the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missonri. How long time does the gentleman ask? 

Mr. BUCKNER. Only a short time. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND] occupied about five minutes. Is there objection to the 
other gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BucKNER] being allowed an equal 


time? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CHACE. Does that cut off other debate? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the proposition is not debatable. 
This is by unanimous consent. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BUCKNER] will proceed. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I only want to say, Mr. Speaker, that a bill of 
precisely similar import to this in the last Congress, after some contro- 
versy on the subject as well as I recollect, was referred to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency; that that committee reported back to this 
House a bill that received almost its unanimous vote and became law 
so far as the action of this House was concerned. ~ And, further, while 
in this Congress this is the only bill of this character—perhaps there is 
one other—I undertake to say that according to a fair construction of 
the rule which governs questions of reference this bill is fairly referable 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. I have no doubt about 
that. 

I will say further, Mr. Speaker, that there wassome controversy here 
as to the jurisdiction of these two committees while thé Hon. Mr. Ste- 
phens was chairnian of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, and out of deference to him the question was not tested. But I 
do say that when this trade-dollar gets into circulation as it has done 
it is currency; that the word currency is broad enough to cover every 
sort of circulation, whether gold or silver; and that a bill to retire that 
currency, whether it be gold or silver or paper, properly belongs tothe 
Committee on Banking and Currency. That is the view I have of it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. CHACE. Iask unanimous consent to say a few words in reply 
to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE] 
asks unanimous consent to be allowed to ecg A to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER]. How long time does the gentleman ask? 

Mr. CHACE. Three minutes, 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. If that privilege is granted tothe gentleman 
from Rhode Island I shall ask the same privilege for myself, the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency having placed this bill in my charge. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode Island and the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania ask to have each the privilege of addressing 
the House for three minutes. 

Mr. CHACE. Let it be five minutes, but I do not think I shall 
speak over three minutes. 

Mr. BLAND. I wanted my coll e on the committee the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE] to have a few minutes, because 
I presume we have the right to close debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the ground on which he thinks 
the question is not debatable. The Chair regards it in the same aspect 
as if the bill were originally introduced and the question was as to its 
reference, which is not debatable under the rules of the House. 

Mr. BLAND. Then I ask for ten minutes, of which five minutes 
shall be allowed to the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE], 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ERMENTROUT], and himself be 
allowed five minutes each, 

Mr. WELLER. I object, unless I can have five minutes, too. 

The SPEAKER, Objection being made to further debate, the ques- 
tion is on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to 
discharge the Committee on Banking and Currency from the further 
consideration of the bill indicated and refer it to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. CHACE. I understood the House had given unanimous consent 
that I should have five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ERMEN- 
TROUT] objected, unless he the same privilege for five minutes. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 84, noes 34. 

So (farther count not being called for) the motion was to. 

Mr. BLAND. I move to reconsider the vote just taken, and that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That is unnecessary, as the bill can not be brought 
back by a motion to reconsider. 


HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 


Mr. COSGROVE. I rise to a question of privilege. I entered a 
motion te reconsider the vote by which the House refused to to 
the resolution relative to sending a committee to visit the Hot Springs, 
Ark, I now call up that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CosGrovE] 
calls up the motion to reconsider. The question is whether the vote 
shall be reconsidered. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I do not know whether the question is debatable 
or not. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] desires to make 
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astatement. If the question is not debatable, I shall ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, the resolution having been voted 
upon under the operation of the previous question, that the motion to 
reconsider is not debatable. If the vote shall be reconsidered, then the 
resolution will be divested of the effect of the previous question. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent of the House 
to make a very brief statement of the facts concerning the Hot Springs 
reservation. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas, pending the motion 
to reconsider, asks unanimous consent to make a brief statement to the 
House. 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. y 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I hope that objection will be withheld. 

The SPEAKER. That must be addressed to the gentlemen making 
the objection. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I think it is important to make a state- 
ment at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The objection isnot withdrawn. The question is, 
Shall the vote by which the House refused to adopt the resolution in 
relation to the investigation at Hot Springs be now reconsidered ? 

The question was taken by a viva voce vote; and the Speaker an- 
nounced that the ‘‘ noes” appeared to have it. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 39. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. PAYSON called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being 13 in the afirma- 
tive—not one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I make the point of orderthat no quorum 
voted on the motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The point being made that no quorum voted, the 
Chair will appoint the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. BROWNE, and the 
gentleman from Arkansas, Mr. ROGERS, to act as tellers. 

Mr. BELFORD. Will the Chair again state the question? We do 
not understand it fully here. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state it. The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CosGROVE] calls up at this time the motion entered by 
him some days since to reconsider the vote by which the House re- 
fused to pass a resolution in relation to an investigation of the Govern- 
ment property at Hot Springs, Ark. No quorum having voted on the 
viva voce vote the Chair has appointed tellers, who will take their 
places. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 115, noes 66. 

So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is, Shall the resolution pass? 
By the reconsideration the resolution is divested of the operation of 
the previous question, and the Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. RoGErs] as entitled to the floor. 

seats ROGERS, of Arkansas. I ask the Clerk to read the original res- 
olution. 

Mr. COSGROVE. There is a substitute pending. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute is not yet pending. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I desire to state that I wish to offer a substitute 
for the original resolution as soon as it is reported by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the original resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it resolved by the House of hat a subcommittee of five mem - 


ives, T 

bers from the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department be di- 
rected to proceed tothe town of Hot Springs, in the State of Arkansas, and make 
such investigation in respect to the work now being done upon Hot Springs 
Creek, on the Government reservation at that place, and in to such other 
matters as they have been heretofore directed by resolution 
vestigate, and to report the result thereof as early as a that for the pur- 
pose of paying the mses thereof the sum of $1,500 be, and the same is hereby 
appropriated out of the contingent fund of the House, the same to be expended 
by the Sergeant-at-Arms, under the direction of the committee. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. When this resolution was under con- 
sideration a few days ago I felt at the time that it was my duty tomake 
the statement which I shall endeavor now to make. During the pres- 
ent session of Congress I have consumed perhaps not ten minutes of 
the time of the House, and I therefore ask its attention now while I en- 
deavor to makeastatement of the law and facts touching the Hot Springs 
reservation. 

Especially do I invoke the attention of the members of the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Interior Department, for I understand that some 
of them regard the substitute which my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
CosGROVE] proposes to offer in lieu of the resolution which has just been 
read as perhaps a reflection upon that committee. It is due the gen- 
tleman from*Missouri, and myself as well, to say that I requested the 


gentleman from Missouri to offer that substitute, the rules of the House 
depriving me of that right. When I shall have learned the rules of the 
House I am sure that no one will be more courteous to committees and 
gentlemen upon this floor than myself. I wish now to disclaim, insug- 


the House to in- * 


gesting the substitute, any intention whatever of reflecting upon the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

In order that the House may understand the scope of the substitute 
which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. COSGROVE] proposes to offer, 
I will ask that it be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it resolved by the House of Representatives, That a special committee of three 
members, to be appointed by the Speaker, be directed to proceed to the town of 
Hot Springs, in State of Ar and make such investigation in respectto 


the work now being done u 


said reservation and the property and hot water situated thereon. 
thereof the sum of $1,000 be, and 


same to be ex 
mittee. - 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. It will be observed from the reading of 
the proposed substitute that the scope of the duties of the committee 
that shall go to Hot Springs will be extended. There was an objectin 
that, and that object is the point to which I desire now to call the atten- 
tion of the House. 

For thirty years prior to 1870 the Hot Springs reservation, contain- 
ing four sections of land and embracing the entire natural supply of 
hot water at that place, was the subject of private litigation. In 1870 

ngress an act authorizing the litigants to go into the Court of 
Claims to have their rights adjudicated, and if necessary to bring suits 
against the Government of the United States for the settlement of the 

uestion. Under that act various suits were brought in the Court of 
Claims and appeals were taken to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. In 1875 the Supreme Court rendered a decision that none of 
these claimants were entitled to any part of the Hot Springs reservation, 
but that the whole belonged to the Government of the United States. 

In this connection, Mr, Speaker, let me impress upon the House the 
fact that while these hot springs happened to be located in the district 
that I am endeavoring to t upon this floor, yet it is no more a 
part of my duty to look after the interests of the Government in that 
regard than it is the duty of any other Representative who occupies a 
seat in this House. It is true, Mr. Speaker, that by reason of the loca- 
tion of this property in my district the people of Hot Springs expect 
me to give it that consideration and attention which it should have; 
yet as a matter of principle, a matter of right, a matter of duty, it is 
no more incumbent upon me than upon any other Representative to 
look after the interests of the Government in this particular. 

Permit me to mention a point which I believe the House did not 
fully understand when this resolution was up for consideration. This 
is not a request, nota clamor by the people of Hot Springs for a dona- 
tion to improve private property. It is, on the contrary, a simple ques- 
tion whether the Government will go on and complete the work which 
it has itself inaugurated upon its own property. r 

When the Supreme Court of the United States determined that this 
property belonged to the Government the question at once arose, what 
is to be done with it? A city of six or eight thousand people had 
grown up on this reservation, the parties supposing that they owned 
a good title to the property that they had bought. By a liberal and 
humane act Congress undertook to adjust the equities between the cit- 
izens and the Government, and five years ago all questions of that kind 
were determined by the commission appointed under the act of Con- 
gress or in cases litigated in the highest tribunal of this country. 

Then the question arose what Congress should do with that part of 
the reservation upon which these celebrated waters were found. Con- 
gress in the very first act upon the subject settled one point—that this 
Hot Springs reservation should be forever dedicated to the United States 
and madeinalienable for all future time, The proviso in the conclusion 
of that act reads as follows: 

That all title given or tobe given by the United States shall explicitly exclude 
the right to the purchaser of the land, his heirs or 


assigns, 
thereon for hot water; and the hotsprings, with the reservation mentioned, are 


e 
hereby dedicated to the United States, and shall forever remain free from sale or 


alienation. 

That was the first act of Congress settling the policy of the Govern- 
ment with reference to this reservation. By the terms of a second act 
upon the same subject, an act amendatory of the one from which I have 
just read, Congress determined another question of policy—that every- 
thing in the way of receipts, either from the sales of those parts of the 
reservation that the Government had determined to sell or from the 
leasing of erime $200,000 worthof improvements upon the Hot Springs 
reservation in the shape of bath-houses and hotel property as well as 
hot-water privileges, should be covered into the Treasury, and kept sepa- 
rate and apart for the improvement of this reservation which had been 
dedicated perpetually to the use of the United States. é 

In this connection let me inviteattention to another proposition. The 
Government has never devoted one dollar to the improvement of the 
Hot Springs reservation that did not proceed from the source I have 
just indicated—that was not a part of the receipts from the sale of lands 
or the renting of houses and water privileges upon the reservation. 
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What was the next step? After setting apart this fund for the im- 
provement of that reservation Congress some two or three years ago made 
an appropriation for the purpose of improving the creek which lies in 
the gorge of the mountain where the principal part of the city of Hot 
Springs stands, and constituting the front part of that portion of the 
reservation where the hot waters are found. The appropriation made 
at that time for the construction of this work—the walling and arching 
of this creek, a work absolutely indispensable in order to render the 
property of the Government accessible and valuable—has been ex- 
hausted, and the work of improving this creek stands to-day in an un- 
finished state and subject to be absolutely destroyed by the high water. 
About one hundred yards, perhaps, of the creek has been arched; per- 
haps more than half the creek has been walled and the débris, the rock, 
the rubbish, is thrown in the street, so that one side is absolutely im- 
passable and the other not wide enough for two wagons to pass each 
other for perhaps more than half of the distance of half a mile over which 
the Government has undertaken to carry this work. 

The first question is, Will the Government completethis work? Will 
Congress make an appropriation to go on with the work, or will it suf- 
fer it to be destroyed by the rains of the winter and spring? Ifa single 
freshet like that which came there two years ago should now occur, 
perhaps three-fourths of all the work already done would be completely 
swept away; for I myself saw, along the railroad near Hot Springs, 
places where the waters of the river had left the sediment upon the brush 
alongside the railroad as high as the car windows. This whole street 
was at that time swept by the flood, rendering this great highway in 
front of the Government property absolutely impassableat some points. 

Mr. BELFORD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I prefer not to be interrupted just now, 
but will take great pleasure in yielding to the gentleman at the con- 
clusion of my remarks, 

Pi ace I will defer my question until the gentleman gets 

u; 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Thereisanother consideration upon this 
subject of the improvement of this creek. Much has been said through 
the public press or through other sourtes of there being some rascality, 
some dishonesty, in connection with this matter. Let me say in that re- 
spect so far as I am personally cognizant I know of nothing that would 
justify an investigation simply on that score alone. Ido not pretend to 
say to the House that things have not gone crooked there, but I say I 
do not desire to assume the responsibility of an investigating 
committee there on the evidence in my knowledge that something has 
gone wrong or crooked in reference to these springs. Other gentlemen 
may be in possession of information that would justify the investigation 
solely on that ground. Iam not. 

But there is another feature in connection with this reservation to 
which I wish especially to invite the attention of the House. As I said 
a moment ago, the Government owns perhaps $200,000 worth of build- 
ings on that reservation. Five years ago Congress an act au- 
thorizifig the leasing of this property and the leasing of hot-water priv- 
ileges on the reservation for a term of five years. That term has ex- 
pired, the law has expired, and the Secretary of the Interior informed 
the President during the present session of Congress that there was no 
authority of law under which he was able to control and manage this 
reservation. Perhaps that is not the language he used, but that is the 
idea he expressed, and the President has invited the attention of Con- 

to the fact that he was without authority of law to proceed with 
the control and management of these hot-water privileges as well as 
these valuable improvements owned by the Government which are 
located upon this Hot Springs reservation. That matter is now before 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds for investigation, and 
touching that question there have been complaints on both sides that 
the Secretary of the Interior, operating under the old law which has now 
expired, allowed the rights of the Government to pass into the hands of 
a monopoly, so that the great purposes and objects which the*Govern- 
ment had in view when it enacted the law have been defeated by the 
action of a Secretary of the Interior himself operating under that law. 
On the other hand, it is asserted that parties who are indigent, unable 
or unwilling to doanything in the shape of improving the bath-houses, 
have leased property or water privileges with a view to compel others 
who were able to buy them out; in other words, a system of auasi black- 
mail. Now, the truth or falsity of these matters is something about 
which I know nothing, and about which I admit nothing to be true or 
untrue. One thing I do know, one thing I do assert, and that is, if the 
Government intends to hold on to this property according to any settled 
policy it ought to adopt that system of legislation, it ought to mature 
that system of legislation during the present session of Congress, which 
would take this whole subject out of the hands of Congress for the next 
twenty years. And it ought to do that with this idea in view, that 
these waters should be made accessible by legislation to the 1 
number of persons and at the lowest possible rate consistent with the 
interests of the Government and with the rights of those opetating the 
bath-houses now located on the public grounds at these Hot Springs. 
_ Isay it is utterly impossible, Mr. Speaker, for that committee, know- 
ing nothing of these transactions, not in possession of the facts, to ma- 
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ture such legislation as is necessary without some sort of investiga- 
tion of what the Government ought todo. Whatever legislation is to 
be had at this session of Congress in reference to this reservation, or in 
reference to the valuable property located upon it, ought to be legisla- 
tion carefully matured and permanently established, so the great purpose 
of the Government could be successfully carried into effect. 


I believe I have nothing more to say at this time, but I will answer 


any question I can answer put by any gentleman of the House who de- 
sires information on this subject. 

Mr. BELFORD. I have one or two inquiries to put to the gentle- 
men from Arkansas, if he will yield the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Iwill yield to the gentleman from Col- 
orado for that purpose and answer his questions if I can do so. 

Mr. BELFORD. In order that I may understand the subject under 
discussion I will put to the gentleman oneor two inquiries, and the first 
one is, how much of this reservation is actually improved ? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Relatively speaking, buta small amount 
of that which is perpetually dedicated to public uses. 

Mr. BELFORD. I understood the Government had authorized cer- 
tain hotel privileges at the springs, and I would like to inquire of the 
gentleman whether it is not the that the men who run this hotel 
have got a monopoly of these springs. ' 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. My friend here says no; but I know 
myself they have not gota monopoly of the springs. Iam not perfectly 
cognizant of the status there, as I have already stated in my remarks, 
but this isa question which requires investigation, with a view of ma- 
turing such legislation as will preventanysuch monopoly. Atthistime 
there is no law governing it at all. 

Mr. BELFORD. Let me ask another question, then. Do you not 
think it would be a good scheme to allow other parties, disconnected 
with this hotel, to obtain leases from the General Government, with a 
view to advancing and multiplying the facilities of that spring for the 
benefit of the ais ? I desire to vote for this, but certain suggestions 
have been made to me in reference to this matter. - 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I can not answer that question either 
yea or nay. It assumes, in the first place, the men who hold the hotel 
property have a monopoly. I do not know that to be so. I am in- 
formed otherwise; but if they have, they ought not to have it. 

Mr. BELFORD. I say I understood they had, and to find out that 
fact I put the inquiry to the gentleman. I have not had those infirmi- 
ties which would require me to goto the Hot Springs. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OATES. I wish to ask the gentleman from Arkansas a question. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama 
for that to oe 

Mr. OATES. I wish to ask the gentleman if it has not been alleged 
that the waters set apart at the Hot Springs for free baths for the bene- 
fit-of the indigent have been greatly misused and the privilegesabused 
so that their benefits do not go to those for whom they were set apart? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I have heard so. Indeed, I may say in 
response to the gentleman from Alabama that upon that point my in- 
formation is authentic; and that these free baths, set apart for the in- 
digent, for the poor people who are unable to pay their way, have been 
to a large extent monopolized for other purposes, and the parties for 
whose benefits this provision was made are largely excluded. Now, if 
that be true, it is a matter that should be corrected, and the truth or 
falsity of the statement ought to be determined by investigation. I 
called the attention of the Secretary of the Interior to that complaint, 
and he promised me to look into it and remedy the abuses if they exist. 

Mr. MCADOO. Let me ask the gentleman from Arkansas why we 
can not investigate this matter just as well here as by sending a com- 
mission to the springs? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. There are several reasons, one of which 
is that it would largely increase the cost to undertake to bring these 
witnesses here. Another is that the information can be much better 
obtained on the ground. I say it is utterly impossible for a committee 
to make that character of careful investigation here which this subject 
demands, for the reason that the committee must be on hand to see the 
working of the system, to look over the ground itself, tosee the people 
who are there, and hear all sides of the question; and, I repeat, this 
can be done at less expense by sending a committee than by bringing 
witnesses here. 

Mr. McADOO. Would the difference be material? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. It will cost $200 for each witness who 
is brought here. There are many witnesses who must be examined, 
while it is provided in this resolution that the whole cost of the inves- 
tigation shall not exceed $1,000. 

I now yield to the chairman of the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Interior De ent. 

Mr. CLARDY. I wish to ask a question. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I did not suppose that I had yielded all the time 
to the gentleman from Arkansas, but believed that I still controlled the 
floor. There are gentlemen here who desire to offer some amendments, 
and I wanted to control the floor in order that they might be introduced. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wasnot advised by the gentleman from 


Missouri how much time he proposed to yield to the gentleman from 
Arkansas, and supposed he yielded the floor. The gentlemen, however, 
can arrange that between themselves. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I only desire to yield the floor for a 
while to the chairman of the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior 

ment, and will hold it temporarily myself to answer a question 
which I understand the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] de- 
sires to propound. After that I shall be perfectly willing to relinquish 
it to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. COSGROVE. That is all; I desire to have the floor so that an 
opportunity might be given for these amendments. 

Mr. CLARDY. I wish now to ask the gentleman from Arkansas a 
question. I understood him in the outset of his remarks to say thathe 
particularly desired the appointment of this committee from the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Interior Department, and I expected to 
hear from him his reasons why he proposed to raise a special committee ot 
this House rather than take it from the membersof the committee that 
have had this subject under investigation. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I had intended to state the reasons, and 
I am much obliged to my friend for inviting my attention to the omis- 
sion. My original idea was to ask for the appointment of a committee 
of five members. It was my wish that one of these should be taken 
from the Committee on Appropriations, which committee would have 
todeal with the question of the continuation of the work at HotSprings, 
in order that that committee might have personal knowledge of the af- 
fairs at the Hot Springs. I desired that one of the committee should 
be taken from the Committee on Public Lands, because there is a 
certain of the reservation which comes under the operation of the 
Gen Land Office, the Government having at Little Rock an agency 
for the sale of Government lands. In the third place, it was my wish 
that one of the members of the committee should come from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, because the jurisdiction of a 
part of the reservation comes under the control of that committee. 
And then I desired that one member should come from the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Interior Department, and that the other would 
come from the House generally, as he might be selected by the Speaker. 
I was in hopes, however, that the composition of the committee would 
have been as I have suggested, my whole idea being to get one mem- 
ber from each one of these committees that had to deal with the subject- 
matter; and that was the whole reason that I asked for the formation 
of the committee in that manner. 

On reflection, however, in order that this examination might be made 
as economically as possible, I concluded to drop two of the members 
which were to be appointed by the House, and have limited the num- 
ber to three. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Tennessee chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. YOUNG. I only want about fifteen minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Thirty-nine minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS. I yield fifteen minutes. 

Mr. YOUNG. I shall scarcely need so much time, Mr. Speaker. 
In view of the judgment of this House, as expressed by their votes two 
or three days ago on the recommendation of the committee of which I 
am chairman, in all probability it would be more proper and becom- 
ing if I were to permit this matter to pass without any argument on 
my part. I might waive any question of personal self-respect, but I 
do not feel at liberty to waive a question of respect for the committee 
over which I have the honor to preside. 

As I stated, both in my verbal argument before the House and in the 
written report which I have submitted, it was not the wish of the com- 
mittee to have the order of the House to visit Hot Springs. I stated 
then, as I do now, that the wanton and unfounded charge of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] that this committee was seeking, 
under the guise of a report to this House, to organize a junketing expe- 
dition at the public expense was a libel upon the committee and every 
gentleman who composed it. I yet entertain the same opinion. 

As respects the wishes of the committee in visiting Hot Springs, we 
would prefer that this investigation should be made here. Individu- 
ally we wonld prefer that some otber committee of this House should. 
be charged with the performance of that duty. We have no personal 
interest in this matter. It was not by our procurement that it was or- 
dered by the House that we should make this investigation, and in all 
we have done in this matter, in theresolutions which we have offered and 
the reports which we have submitted to the House, we only desired ta 
perform in a becoming and efficient manner the duties which the House 
by its resolution, unsought by us, confided to this committee. 

I confess I was astonished at the action of the House when this mat- 
ter was presented before. Perhaps it is accounted for by reasons not - 
necessary now to recount. But I owe it to myself and to the commit- 
tee to state again that our report was presented after conference with 
ran every member of the Arkansas delegation; and therefore it was 
that I was s ised when one of them rose in his place on the floor and 
declared it did not meet his approval and another one of them voted 


against it. 
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Mr. DUNN. That is too strong a statement. I did not say the re- 
port did not meet my approval. I said I had not been consulted, and 
the report was not in any way based on any advice given by me atany 


time. 

Mr. YOUNG. Iam not quarreling with my friend from Arkansas 
[Mr. Duxy]. Iam making this statement in justice to myself and to 
the committee to show to the House it was by none of ourseeking that 
we were placed in this attitude. 

Now, in respect to the substitute offered by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. COSGROVE], providing for the appointment of a special com- 
mittee, if I were to consult my public engagements here as well as my 
personal wishes, I should prefer that the substitute should be adopted; 
and if the House chooses to adopt it, I shall certainly urge no objection 
after I have made one or two other statements, which, in my judgment, 
should be considered before that substitute is adopted. 

The resolution itself is defective in form. Nothing can be accom- 
plished under the powers which it confers upon the proposed select com- 
mittee, It is not proposed in that resolution that the select committee 
to be raised shall be clothed with the power to send for persons or pa- 
pers or to administer caths, to employ a stenographer or to have a clerk. 
Without these functions and powers such a committee had as well re- 
main in the city of Washington as to go to Hot Springs. Without the 
power to summon witnesses, to send for papers, to administer oaths, to 
procure the services of a clerk or stenographer to take down the testi- 
mony, they would be utterly powerless to accomplish the object con- 
templated in the resolution. 

Now, a word in reference to the necessity of sending a committee 
there at all. I never would have given my consent to the making of 
such a recommendation, nor do I believe that a single member of the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department would have 
done so, if we had not been entirely satisfied by the investigation we 
had made up to that time and by the facts which were laid before us 
that any investigation made here in Washington could result in nothing. 
It would be one-sided at the best. 

There are probably fifty witnesses in Hot Springs that know or profess 
to know important facts bearing upon the object of this investigation. 
They would have had to be brought here at an expense of at least $5,000; 
and then their examination might not have resulted in anything satis- 
factory to this House, nor in the development of any facts upon which 
any committee of it would have felt warranted in making a report. A 
careful estimate of the expenses that would have been incurred in the 
visit of the subcommittee to Hot Springs satisfied me at the time that 
$1,500, the amount asked for in our original resolution, would be suffi- 
cient to cover all the expenses that would be necessary. Upon further 
consideration, however, and more mature investigation of the subject, 
together with inquiry from sources whieh could give me reliable in- 
formation on that subject, I am satisfied now that $1,000 will cover the 
entire expense if prudently handled. 

There can be no question that the investigation ought to be made. 
It is urgently demanded by considerations of public interest, many of 
which have been strongly and forcibly stated by my friend the Repre- 
sentative from that district. There is a difference of opinion, honestly 
entertained I have no doubt, among the people of Hot Springs as to 
whether or not the plan of this work is the proper one ; whether or not 
its prosecution in accordance with the present plans and specifications 
will not be destructive to the public health of the town. They also 
differ as to whether or not the material used in its construction is of 
the proper character. They differ as to whether or not the material 
admitted to be good is being put up in a skillful and proper manner. 
Then I gather from the newspapers published in that town, from the 
proceedings of a public meeting held only two or three days ago and a 
memorial sent here by their city government, that a strong suspicion 
prevails that the money appropriated by the Government for the con- 
struction of the work has been misapplied. ButI join in what the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas has so well said, that from the testimony before 
us I am not prepared to say that any part of that money has been im- 
properly expended, though it has been charged in the public newspaper 
press of that town and at public meetings for more than a month past 
that such is the fact. 

We have had before us the Assistant Secretary of the Interior; and 
T do him the credit to sav that so far as I was able to judge he made a 
fair, full, frank, and honest statement of his actiou in the matter, and 
insisted that as a matter of right and justice to him this investigation 
should be had, so that if he was falsely accused, if he was wrongfully 
charged with improper official conduct, he might be vindicated by the 
action of this House, and if guilty, that the fact should beknown; and 
in this I agree with him. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Allow me to ask the gentleman if the question of 
the leases is to be inquired into? 

Mr. YOUNG. That is one of the things the Secretary desires to have 


examined. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘The gentleman misunderstands me. He isinsisting 
upon the passage of this resolution on the ground that the Secretary of 
the Interior thinks that he has asright to be investigated, as charges 
have been made him. I ask the gentleman if those charges re- 
Jate simply to the leasing of the property ? 


Mr. YOUNG, The gentleman misunderstands me. I did not state 


that the Secretary of the Interior demanded an investigation as a right, 
but I did state, which is the fact, that when the Secretary of the In- 
terior was before us he requested that the investigation might be pros- 
ecuted and all the facts brought out, 


In reference to the lease of the property, we had an informal conver- 


sation on that subject, and our attention was directed to the law under 


which this property is at present leased. It will be at once apparent 
to any lawyer from the most casual examination of the law that there 
are glaring defects in it which ought to be corrected at once. 

ore than $200,000 has been expended at Hot Springs by the lessees 
of the Government in the erection of bath-houses, and there has been 
perhaps an annual expenditure of $20,000 more to keep the improve- 
ments in a proper state of repair. Under existing law their tenure is 
by lease for five years, without any power on the part of any officer of 
the Government, as the law is construed by the Interior Department, 
to extend such lease beyond that period. 

The Secretary of the Interior is of the opinion that Congress, by ap- 
propriate legislation, should make some definite term of leasehold under 
which this property may be held, and I am myself of the same opinion. 
Congress ought either to take the property and hold it as the property 
of the Government, to be managed by a Government superintendent, 
or else it ought to lease, under proper restrictions, for such a term of 
years as would warrant the lessees in making the necessary improve- 
ments and keeping the property in a proper state of repair. 

All that my friend from Arkansas iste RoGERS] has said in refer- 

ence to the importance of an early prosecution of this work I most 
heartily indorse. This isa place of national health resort, perhaps the 
most famous in the world. It isevery day growing in reputation, and 
every year the number of visitors that flock there is increasing. For 
the year preceding the Ist day of September last 36,000 invalids had 
visited Hot Springs, and the number will most likely increase every 
succeeding year, and the time is not far distant in the future when it 
will be the Baden-Baden of this country. We therefore need to be 
careful in any legislation that is ventured upon in respect to a subject 
of such public importance, ; 
__As properlg stated by the gentleman from Arkansas, he has no more 
interest in this matter than a Representative from South Carolina or 
from any other State. Every citizen of this country is equally inter- 
ested in the Hot Springs, in the proper application of its curative prop- 
erties, and in its maintenance as a health resort. 

[Here the hammer feil.] 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. Is he 
aware of the price at which the Arlington Hotel was turned over to the 
Government? 

_ Mr. YOUNG. Iam. I was here when the law was passed author- 
izing it. The lessees of that pay $1,000 per annum. 

Mr. REAGAN. How much did they get for the property? 

Mr. YOUNG. The price fixed by the commissioners was $22,500, 
but it has never been paid by the Government. 

Mr. DUNN. The Government never paid a dollar for the property. 
It was condemned by the commission in the interest of the present pro- 
prietors at $22,500; but Congress refused to allow them to be paid for 
it. It allowed them either to take the property and use it on a lease 
which they had: of the ground on which it stood or to surrender the 
property and take their pay for it. They kept the property. That is 
the attitude it now is in. 

Mr. YOUNG. Thatistrue. They were allowed that amount upon 
a valuation fixed by the Hot Springs commissioner, and a certificate as 
directed by law for the sum of $22,500, which certificate they have in 
their possession yet; no part of it has been paid by the Government. 
They bold the Arlington Hotel by a leasehold, under an act of Congress, 
for ten years, at $1,000 a year. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to ask the gentleman who has charge of the 
construction of the works there? 

Mr. YOUNG. The Interior Department. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I would like to ask my friend further whether 
the Interior Department has not the necessary facilities in men and 
means to investigate that work as to the material employed and every 
other matter connected with the construction, quite sufficient to protect 
the Government and quite as effective as would be a committee of mem- 
bers of this House? 

Mr. YOUNG, The Interior Department, or an officer of that De- 
partment, is the very one we are called upon to investigate. He is 
charged with wrongdoing in the prosecution of the work. But as I 
said before, the committee have no evidence before them so far that the 
charge is true or upon which we can base any judgment at all. The 
Department has furnished us with all the means at its command to make 
the investigation, but we have found them inadequate; otherwise we 
would have proceeded without bringing the matter before the House. 

Mr. COSGROVE. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
desires to offeran amendment to the substitute, and I will yield to him 
to have it read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Imove to amend by inserting, after the words ‘‘ un- 
der the act of Congress approved June 16, 1880,’’ that which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: . 


tions thereof have beer ed, and into all matters connected with the Gov- 
ernment property and the t thereof at said springs; and whether 
the interests in said springs have Esan wono e-wecr tothe injury of the public; 
and shall have power to send for persons and papers and examine witnesses. 
Mr. COSGROVE. How much time have I left? r 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eighteen minutes of his time 


remaining. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Iam inclined at this time to accept the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. But I also wish 
to yield to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cox] and then to 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS] to offer amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cox] 
will send up his amendment. Is it to the original resolution or to the 
substitute? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. It is to the substitute. 

The SPEAKER. No further amendment to the substitute is in 
order, there being an amendment already pending offered by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], being an amendment in the sec- 
ond d 

Mr. COSGROVE. I will accept it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can modify his substitute as he 
chooses. 


The Clerk read the proposed amendment of Mr. Cox, of North Caro- 
lina, as follows: 

And the said committee shall further inquire whether the interests of the 
Government would be promoted by selling its interest in said property, and 
report their conclusions. 

TheSPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman from Missouri acceptthe amend- 
ments proposed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cox]? 

Mr. COSGROVE. I do. 

The SPEAKER. Then the proposition of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri will be considered as so modified. 

Mr. ELLIS. I desire to offer, if it be in order, a substitute for all 
the propositions. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I yield to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
ELLIS] for five minutes. a 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana proposes asasubsti- 
tute for the proposition of the gentleman from Missouri what the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the Committee on Expenditures in the Interfor Department having 
been heretofore directed by resolution of the House to make certain investiga- 
tions in swepee to the public work being done at Hot Springs, in the State of Ar- 
kansas, and as to the management of the public property on the Government 
reservation at that place; and the said committee having reported to the House 
that the said investigation can not be properly made by summoning witnesses 
from Hot Springs and other places except at a cost to the Government of sev- 
eral thousand dollars, and that a subcommittee of five could proceed to Hot 
Springs and there make the investigation provided for in a more satisfactory 
manner and at very much less cost; Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Interior Department is hereby authorized and directed to send a 
subcommittee, consisting of five of its members, to town of Hot Springs, in the 
State of Arkansas, for the purpose of making the investigation heretofore or- 
dered by the House ; and that the said subcommittee be, and the same is hereby, 
authorized and empowered to send for persons and papers, and administer oaths; 
and that for the pu of paying the cost thereof the sum of $1,000 is hereby 
appropriated out of the contingent fund of the House, the same to be expended 
by the Sergeant-at-Arms under direction of said committee. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I wish to raise a point. of order. It seems to me 
that this substitute is simply a reoffering of the original resolution, with 
the exception that the sum of $1,000 is inserted instead of $1,500. 

Mr. ELLIS. A farther difference is that the Committee on Expend- 
itures in the Interior Department is charged with this duty by the sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. COSGROVE. That wastheoriginal proposition. Thesubstitute, 
as I understand, is exactly like the original resolution, except that it 
proposes an appropriation of $1,000 instead of $1,500. 

Mr. YOUNG. The original resolution did not provide, as this substi- 
tute does, that the committee shall have power to send for persons and 
papers, administer oaths, &c., a power very necessary if the investiga- 
tion is to be properly made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the two propositions differ 
in several material respects. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I yield to the gentleman from Louisiana, that he 
may explain his proposition. 

Mr. ELLIS. I donot believe it would be treating properly the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Interior ment if, after having 
charged that committee with this investigation, we should now take 
the matter out of its hands. As I understand, this House by a resolu- 
tion adopted some time ago devolved upon that committee the duty of 
making thisinvestigation. As Iam informed the committee has already 
performed some of the preliminary work relating to the investigation. 
Some of the parties interested have already been before the committee. 
The committee has also obtained plans and drawings of the entire work. 
It has been devoting time and attention to the matter. 


Now, while I listened with great pleasure to the lucid statement of 
my friend from Arkansas, which strengthened me in the opinion that this 
investigation ought to be made, yet I failed to appreciate the full force 
of the reason which he gave for desiring to take this investigation from 
the committee already charged with it and give it to a special commit- 
tee. The Committee on Appropriations has already been crippled by 
the sickness and absence of some of its members, and has thus been 
unable to call subcommittees together. The Committee on the Public 
Lands is in conflict with the “giant monopolies’’ of this country in 
connection with railroad land grants and all that sortof thing. [Laugh- 
ter.] Itis not wise to cripple any of the busy committees of this House 
by taking away its members when we have a committee specifically 

by a resolution of the House with this duty. Such a course 
appears to me to offer—though I know my friend from Arkansas would 
be the last man to do that—an absolute indignity to the committee in 
taking this matter from its hands after it has been charged with it. 

I will say further that it is necessary that a subcommittee shall go to 
Hot Springs. Although some of the witnesses are able to come and 
have come, many of the people interested in this investigation are not 
able to come. The expense of the investigation will be dimini inished by 
sending a subcommittee. 

Mr. McADOO. Iwould like toask thegentlemana question. He has 
spoken of ‘‘ crippling’’ the leading committees of the House. Is it not 
a fact that many of the members of the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Interior Department are also members of other committees, impor- 
tant committees of the House; and when they go away will not these 
committees be just as much “‘crippled”’ as if the Speaker appointed a 
subcommittee ? k 

Mr. ELLIS. Iam not aware that such is the fact. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COSGROVE. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I? 

The SPEAKER. Nine minutes. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I think it very important the commit- 
tee which has had charge of this matter for some time, which has been 
making various investigations, which has been in communication with 
thé Interior Department and numbers of witnesses, and brought for- 
ward a resolution for investigation to this House, should not be cut short 
in that work by this House, and the investigation turned over toa new 
committee, which may not be so well qualified by information to make 
it. It seems to me, as has been suggested by others, the unreasonable- 
ness of the proposition is a reflection on that committee which this 
House ought not to make. And unlessthere issuch reflection intended 
by it there is an absolute impropriety in doing it at all. 

I appreciate the suggestion of economy in reducing the committee 
from five to three and would have preferred it, but the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. YouNG] chairman of the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Interior Department has assured us that three members will not 
be sufficient to make the investigation. I do not know the number of 
witnesses to be examined, I do not know the variety of issues to be 
raised, but I conceive with the most perfect propriety and with due re- 
gard to the public interests the gentleman may have concealed, as he 
ought to conceal, the whole scope of the proposed investigation. Iam 

ling if the investigation is to be had, if there are allegations of the 
misappropriation of funds, if there are frauds at the Hot Springs to be 
investigated, if it is proper that the investigation shall be had, that the 
chairman of the committee which has had this subject under considera- 
tion shall come into this House with a committee of not three but five 
members and provided with ample powers to make thorough inquiry. 
There are reasons which the committee of this House have reported are 
sufficient, and there are reasons which a Cabinet officer of the Govern- 
ment has said are ample, and I am willing if it is to be done to trust 
a Cabinet officer and a committee of this House, especially when they 
have been investigating the subject for weeks, not only as to the num- 
ber of the committee but the scope of the inquiry. I am not in favor 
of ‘‘swelling ” committees, but when an investigation is to be had I 
am not for tying the hands of the committee. Therefore I trust if any- 
thing is to be done the original proposition as reported from the com- 
mittee having charge of the subject will be adopted. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Mr. Speaker, I wish simply to state that so far 
as I am concerned I have no personal motive in this matter whatever. 
When I offered the substitute it was distinctly understood between the 
—— and myself that I should not beon the committee. I thought 

ve wae too many, and that $1,500 would be more than would be re- 
qui 

Mr. CLARDY. I ask my colleague to yield to me for one minute. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARDY. Ido not know I can say anything in addition to what 
has been said by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Youna@]. trust 
I shall not offend good taste in what I shall say. The House remem- 
bers when the original resolution was pecan | by the chairman of the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department that resolution 
was beaten, and I must confess my astonishment when a motion was 
made to reconsider that vote to-day. But the House voted to reconsider 


ae hA ee a eee ae Se ed eee 


- 1064 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 12, 


it, and w substitute was at once offered which indicated very clearly 
that the opponents of it had no faith either in the honesty or the com- 
petency of the members of the Committee on Expenditures in the In- 
terior Department. I can say, so far as I am concerned myself, that I 
announced to the committee that under no circumstances could I go to 
the Hot Springs. It can not, therefore, be suspected I want to visit 
that resort for the purpose of pleasure, for it would be utterly impos- 
sible for me to goatall. But I say in behalf of that committee what 
the gentleman from Tennessee has said, that I do not think the substi- 
tute offered by the gentleman from Arkansas should be adopted unless 
the House believes the members of the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Interior Department are either incompetent or dishonest. That is 
all I have to say. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I certainly do not take any of the remarks of my 
colleague as applicable to myself, for I have neither said nor acted in 
the matter in a way to justify anything that would make his remarks 
applicable to me, and I suppose they are not so intended. 

5 yield a minute to the gentleman from Arkansas, who wishes to be 
eard. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I took occasion before 
this resolution came up to-day to consult with my friend from Missouri, 
and also with the chairman of the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Interior Department, with reference to this subject. I say to you, Mr. 
Speaker, and to the House that I do not recall at this time what other 
gentlemen constitute that committee except the two to whom I have 
referred. The reason that I had this conference with them was that I 
might express to them my views upon the subject so that they might 
confer with each other and explain the idea I had in view. I thought 
I had made it clear to them that nothing was intended which would 
justify the remarks of the gentleman from Missouri who has just taken 
his seat. I thought I had made a full and perfect disclaimer of any- 
thing of that sort, and also that on his inquiry I had given the reasons 
why it would be wiser and more prudent in my judgment to select this 
special committee in the manner I have indicated. I now repeat the 
reasons, and with that repetition I disclaim any other motive or object 
than what I have y stated to the House. I su that I 
hoped the Speaker of this House would in his wisdom, if this resolu- 
tion and this committee should be authorized, select a 
member of that committee from the Committee on Public Lands, for 
the reason that that committee might have further legislation touching 
that part of the reservation over which they had jurisdiction if they 
deemed it essential. I said I hoped one member would come from the 
Committee on Appropriations, so that the committee which had control 
of the appropriation for continuing the work there would have personal 
knowledge of the needs of the service. I said also that I hoped one 
would come from the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior De- 
partment, of which the gentleman is a member, because that commit- 
tee had jurisdiction over part of the subject-matter, namely, the ex- 

nditures on Hot Springs Creek, and also that another member would 
Si taken from any committee having jurisdiction over some part of the 
subject. These reasons may not be ample to satisfy the minds of gen- 
tlemen as to the necessity of nizing the committee in that way, but 
to my mind they are strong, and they are the only ones I had in view, 

Mr. COSGROVE. I now demand the previous question on the divis- 
ion of the resolution and amendments. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I nope the gentleman will not do that. 
I wish to call attention to the fact that the debate has been altogether 
on the side of the friends of this measure, and no opportunity has been 
given to those who are opposed to it. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I must insist upon the demand for the previous 
question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS] to the 
paced RY of the gentleman from Missouri, which the Clerk will 


re’ 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department having 
been heretofore directed by resolution of the House to make certain investiga- 
tions in respect to the public work being done at Hot Springs, in the State of 
Arkansas, and as to the management of the public ass aod on the Government 
reservation at that vlace; and the said committee having reported to the House 
that said investigation can not be properly made by summoning witnesses from 
Hot Springs or other places except at a cost to the Government of several thou- 
sand dollars; and that a subcommittee of five could proceed to Hot Springs and 
there make the Aha ner provided for in a more satisfactory manner and at 


very much less cost: erefore, 
Beitresolved by the Houseof , That the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Interior ent is hereby authorized and directed to send a subcom- 


mittee, consisting of five of its members, to the town of Hot Springs, in the State 
of Arkansas, for the purpose of making the invest! n heretofore ordered by 
the House ; and that the said subcommittee be, and the same is hereby, author- 
ized and empowered to send for persons sanra or rs, to administer oaths; and 
that for the purpose of pa the cost the sum $1,000 is hereby appro- 

riated out of the contingent fund of the House, the same to be expended by the 
Bargwenust at-Arens under the direction of the said committee. 


The SPEAKER. The, question is on agreeing to the amendment 
which has been read. 
D ELLIS. Can Iamend by substituting three instead of five mem- 
? 


Mr. RANDALL. That will make the amount of money, $1,000, 
cover the expenses. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done by unanimous consent. 

If there be no objection that modification will be made. 

There being no objection, the amendment was modified by striking 
out ‘‘five’’ and inserting ‘‘three.’’ 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution as 
modified. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 36. 

So the amendment was a: to. 

Mr, ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask unanimous consent 
that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hor- 
MAN] be incorporated as a portion of that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let it be reported. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read in its proper connection with the 
amendment already adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the resolution the following: 


“The said committee shall also inquire into the leases which have been made 


by the Government at said springs, the fairness thereof, and whether the con- 


ditions thereof have been fulfilled, and into al} matters connected with the 
Government perty and the management thereof at said g aan and whether 
the interests in said springs have been mono; zed to the injury of the public; 
papers. 


and shall have power to send for persons an 

Mr. HOLMAN. The last of that, ‘‘shall have power to send 
for persons and papers,’’ should be stricken out. 

The SPEAKER. That will be done. Is there objection to the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Louisiana to incorporate this as a part 
of the amendment just agreed to? 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. MCADOO. I ask unanimous consent for i tion into the 
substitute of the amendment of the gentleman from North Carolina 
ees thy scope of this investigation. 

Mr. ELLIS. I accept the suggestion and hope unanimous consent 
will be given. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. ore that is done do I understand that 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana is to be incorporated as 
it was read? Ifso, I must object. I do not see why they should not 
send for persons and papers from here as well as from Hot Springs or 
elsewhere. 

The SPEAKER. , The Chair asked for objection and none was made. 
The amendment is not incorporated as read. A part of it was stricken 
out. 

Mr. ELLIS. I make the point of order that the objection of the gen- 
tleman comes too late. 

The SPEAKER. The objection is well taken. The Chairasked for 
objection and none was made, 

Is there objection to the incorporation of the amendment of the gen- . 
tleman from North Carolina? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon adopting the substi- 
tute offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. COSGROVE] as 
amended. 

The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution as 
amended. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 76, noes 40. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. LONG. Let the resolution as amended be read. 

The resolution as amended was read. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 22— 
not a sufficent number. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I should like to have had the yeas and 
nays, and then to have seen the list of gentlemen voting placed side by 
side with the list of the other day. 

So (further count not being called for) the resolution as amended was 


adopted. 

Mr. ELLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENEOLLED JOINT RESOLUTION. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolution of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 154) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
use rations for the relief of destitute persons in the district overflowed 
by the Ohio River and its tributaries, and making an appropriation to 
relieve the sufferers of said overflow. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES. 


TheSPEAKER. Theregular order having been demanded, the Chair 
will call the committees for reports, 
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NATIONAL BANK OF WABASH, IND. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
4015) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of the First National 
Bank of Wabash, Ind.; which was referred to the Honse Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


TRADE-DOLLARS. 


Mr. DOWD, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 
reported, as a substitute for sundry bills relating to the trade-dollar, 
referred to that committee, a bill (H. R. 4976) for the retirement and 
recoinage of the trade-dollar; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

BILLS OF LADING, ETC. 


Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 1019) to facilitate the negotiation of bills of lading and other 
commercial instruments and to punish frauds therein, with the recom- 
mendation that the committee be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the same and that it be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
the bill (H. R. 2271) relating to fraudulent bills of lading, with the 
recommendation that the committee be di from the further con- 
sideration of the same and that it be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

RATES OF FARE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. GLASCOCK, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
the bilk (H. R. 99) to fix and establish the maximum rates of fare on 
the Union Pacific and the Central Pacific Railroads, with the recom~ 
mendation that the committee be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the same and that it be referred to the Committee on Pacific 


There being no objection, it was so ordered. 
“PUBLICATIONS OF HYDROGRAPHIC OFFICE. 


Mr. LONG, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the joint resolution (H. Res. 134) for the dis- 
tribution of the charts and other publications of the Hydrographic Office; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


DAM ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 3678) authorizing the Saint Cloud Water-Power and Mill 
Company to construct a dam across the Mississippi River at Saint Cleud, 
Minn., with the recommendation that the committee be di from 
the further consideration of the bill and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. WILLIS. I doubt the propriety of that reference. 

The SPEAKER.. Does the gentleman from Kentucky object? 

Mr. WILLIS. I do. 

The SPEAKER. Then the report will go on the House Calendar, 
and will be printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS WILLAMETTE RIVER. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2591) to authorize 
the Oregon and Pacific Railroad Company to construct one or more rail- 
road bridges across the Willamette River, in the State of Oregon, and 
establish them as post-roads; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


PONTON BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 450) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of a ponton wagon bridge 
across the Mississippi River, at or near the city of Dubuque, in the State 
of Iowa;’’ which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


VICTOR BEAUBOUCHER. 


Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back 
. With a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 687) for the relief of 
Messer a ee vee = referred to the Committee of the Whole 
ouse on the Private Calen and, with the accom report, 
to be DEAA, , and, panying repo 
GIOVANNI PACE. 


Mr. CLEMENTS, from the Committee on F Affairs, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the petition of Giovanni Pace; 
ae the same was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered 

printed. 


HEBREW PERSECUTION, RUSSIA. 


Mr. CLEMENTS, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, also reported 
back with an amendment the following resolution; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States, if not incompatible with the 
public service, communicate to House all comrunications between the Gov- 
ernment of Russia and that of the United States, not heretofore communicated, 
with respect to the condition and treatment of Hebrews by the Government of 
Russia, and especially with reference to Hebrew citizens of the United States. 


Some time subsequently, 

Mr. COX, of New York, said; I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Was not the resolution of inquiry reported 
by my friend from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs a privileged matter? And ifso, why should it go to the 
House Calendar ? 

The SPEAKER. It went to the House Calendar because it was re- 

rted during the morning hour for the call of committees for reports. 

f the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] will withdraw the re- 
rt, it being privileged, he can make it at any other time and call for 
its immediateconsideration. Does thegentleman withdraw the report? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. At the request of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] who introduced the original resolution, I will withdraw the 
report. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be withdrawn to be submitted at 
some other time. 


INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1017) relative to the 
tor-General’s Department of the Army; which was referred to 
the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO RAILWAY. 

Mr. DIBRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported, as 
a substitute for H. R. 3818, a bill (H. R. 4977) to authorize the exten- 
sion of the Chesapeake and Ohio Railway Company to a point on the 
military lands at Fortress Monroe, Va.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, placed on the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ROAD TO RICHMOND NATIONAL CEMETERY. 

Mr. DIBRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1610) to construct a road 
from the city of Richmond to the national cemetery in the county of 
Henrico, in the State of Virginia; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC R. TRIMBLE. 


Mr. DIBRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 718) for the relief of the trust- 
ees of Isaac R. Trimble, of the city of Baltimore, Md.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LYMAN SPAULDING. 


Mr. McADOO, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported ad- 
versely the petition of Lyman Spaulding, for relief on account of the 
death of his son, Lyman G. Spaulding, a lieutenantin the Navy; which 
was laid upon the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

MONITOR AND MERRIMAC. 

Mr. BALLENTINE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
adversely the bill (H. R. 244) for the relief of the officers and crew of 
the United States steamer Monitor who participated in the action with 
the rebel ironclad Merrimac on the 9th of March, 1862; which was 
recommitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

PROMPT LETTER DELIVERY. 


Mr. SKINNER, of New York, from the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, reported, as a substitute for H, R. 1071, a bill (H. 
R. 4978) to provide for the more speedy delivery of letters; which was 
read a pag asp PTA S referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. - 

EDWARD A. GRANT. 

Mr. RIGGS, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported adversely the bill (H. R. 1690) for the relief of Edward A. Grant, 
late postmaster at Fargo, Dak.; which was laid upon the table, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SCHOOL LANDS GRANTED TO STATES. 

Mr. COBB, from the Committee on the Public 


re back 


j of cer- 


ported 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1483) to amend an act 
passed February 15, 1843, chapter 33, teauthorize the Legislatures 
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tain States to sell certain lands appropriated for school purposes; which 
was placed on the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 
MICHIGAN AND MISSISSIPPI CANAL. 

Mr. MURPHY, from the Committee on Railways and reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1975) to provide 
for the construction of the Michigan and Mississippi River Canal and 
to cheapen transportation; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT READING, PA. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Groun 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1321 
for the erection of a public building at Reading, Pa.; which was 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT RICHMOND, VA. 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported, as a substitute for H. R. 1609, a bill (H. R. 4979) for the im- 
provement and enlargement of the public building at Richmond, Va. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. WILLIS, from the Committee on Education, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for H. R. 4719 and sundry other bills of like character, a bill (H. 
R. 4980) to aid temporarily in the support of common schools; which was 
read a first and second time, recommitted to the Committee on Educa- 
tion, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask until Monday next to complete the report ac- 
companying the bill just recommitted, as required by the rules. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR STATISTICS. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Labor, reported back with 
an amendment the bill (H. R. 1340) to establish and maintain a depart- 
ment of labor statistics; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MUSTER AND PAY OF VOLUNTEER OFFICERS. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 4720) to provide for the muster and pay of certain 
officers of the volunteer forces; when the committee was di 
from the further consideration of the same, and it was referred to the 

JANE CASSADY. 

Mr. MATSON, from the,.Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 3182) for the relief of Jane Cas- 
sady; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. DAY. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, repotted 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4188) grantinga 
pension to William W. Day; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL C, WRIGHT. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2267) granting a pension to 
Samuel C. Wright; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

PATRICK DRONEY. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R, 759) granting a pension 
to Patrick Droney; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN T. MARSHALL. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3663) 
granting a pension to John T. Marshall; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

A NEWTON I. MELTON. 

Mr. WOLFORD, from the Committee on Persions, reported back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. 1486) to restore the name of Newton I. Melton, 
a soldier in the war with Mexfto, to the pension-roll; which was laid 
on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ISABELLA J. RAMSDELL. 

Mr. WOLFORD, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported 
back, as a substitute for H. R. 1088, a bill (H. R. 4981) grantinga 
pension to Isabella J. Ramsdell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. GRAY. 

Mr. RAY, of New York, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 595) for the re- 
lief of William H. Gray; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report. 
ordered to be printed. 

REUBEN B. CLARK AND SAYLES J. BOWEN. 

Mr. RAY, of New York, from the Committee on Claims, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 983) for the relief of Reuben B. 
Clark and Sayles J. Bowen; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS S. BROOKS & CO. 

Mr. RAY, of New York, from the Committee on Claims, also reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 3031) for the relief of Thomas S. Brooks 
& Co.; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

EVANS, NICHOLS & CO. 

Mr. RAY, of New York, from the Committee on Claims, also rted 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 3032) for the relief of Evans, Nichols & 
Co. ; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

BERNARD SMYTH. 

Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 1102) for the relief of Bernard Smyth; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

LIEUT. COL. T. G. BAYLOR. 

Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 1571) for the relief of Lieut. Col. T. G. Baylor; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

YARVIN C. GROOMS. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 437, a bill (H. R. 4982) for the relief of Yarvin 
C. Grooms; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

- HENRY MULLEN. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported, 
as asubstitute for H. R. 1443, a bill (H. R. 4983) for the relief of Henry 
Mullen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. , 

E. D. CORNICK. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
adversely the petition of E. D. Cornick; which was laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MAX BEEBER. 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 1014) for therelief of Max Beeber; which was 
laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MRS. SARAH SPAULDING. 

Mr. HALSELL, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 3248) granting relief to Mrs. Sarah Spauld- 
ing; and the same was referred tothe Committee on Claims. 

RANCHO DE NAPA. 

Mr. LOWRY, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, reported, 
as a substitute for H, R. 1882, a bill (H. R. 4984) authorizing the claim- 
ants to the Rancho de Napa, in Napa, Cal, to prove up their title; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole Houseon the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MUTUAL FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY. 


Mr. MULDROW, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, >° 
reported, as a substitute for H. R. 2242, a bill (H. R. 4985) supple- 
mental to and amendatory of an act to incorporate the Mutual Fire 
Insurance Company of the District of Columbia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

SHIPPING COMMISSIONERS. y 
Mr. LONG, from the Select Committee on American Ship-building 
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and Ship-owning Interests, reported, as a substitute for H. R, 2247, a 
bill (H. R. 4986) concerning shipping commissioners; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE. 

Mr. HUNT, from the Select Committee on American Ship-building 
and Ship-owning Interests, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 3963, 
a bill (H. R. 4987) for the encouragement of American merchant ma- 
rine and to promote pestal and commercial relations with foreign 
countries; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENTS IN STEAMSHIPS. 

Mr. HUNT, from the Select Committee on American Ship-building 
and Ship-owning Interests, also back memorial relating to 
inventions and improvements in steamships by Capt. Charles G. Lund- 
berg, formerly of the Swedish royal navy; which was ordered to be 
printed and recommitted. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SARATOGA SPRINGS. 

Mr. WEMPLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 3716) for the erection 
of a public building at Saratoga Springs, N. Y.; which were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, PEARL RIVER. 

Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
back the bill (H, R. 3270) making an appropriation to erect a light-house 
near the mouth of Pearl River, the same having been improperly referred 
to that committee; and it was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


WILLIAM H. PARKER. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a bill 
(H. R. 4988) to remove the disabilities of William H. Parker, of Vir- 
ginia, incurred under the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, CARSON CITY. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 947, a bill (H. R. 4989) 
for the erection of a public building for United States court, post-office, 
and other Government offices at Carson City, Nev.; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES. 


Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 4409) to amend section 643 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MINORITY REPORT, TRADE-DOLLAR. 


Mr. BLAND. Iask by unanimous consent to be permitted to file the 
views of the minority of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures on the subject of the trade-dollar, and to have the same printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MERLIN C. HARRIS. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Coemmitéee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2136) granting a pension to 
Merlin C. Harris; which was referred to the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with adverse recommendation bills of the following titles; 
which were severally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports 
ordered to be printed, namely: 

A bill & R. 2099) granting apension to Joseph Bowers; and 

A bill (H. R. 546) granting a pension to John G. Banks. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
ma gg oe of considering the naval appropriation bill. 

r. MONEY. I wish to present at this time the privileged report 
from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads which was with- 
drawn this morning. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the report to which the gentle- 
m foi Mississippi refers cannot be entertained while this question 

pending. 

Mr. COBB, I ask the gentleman from New York to yield to me for 
„a moment to submit a resolution from my committee in regard to the 
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business of the House. I think it will take but a moment, and is very 
important. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I would like very much to yield, but no appro- 
priation bill has yet been considered. I must, therefore, insist upon 
my motion. 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion is upon agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from New York. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. CONVERSE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, the order of the House being to consider 
the naval appropriation bill. : 

The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House bill No. 4716, making apyroptistiona for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. I move that the first formal reading of the bill 


be dispensed with. 
The motion was to. 
Mr. CALKINS. desire to ask my colleague on the committee 


the chairman of the subcommittee whether itis his intention now toin- 
dicate what length of time he proposes shall be consumed in the general 
debate on this bill. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I suppose it will be improper to take any action 
upon that until we go back into the House, as we can not limit the de- 
bate in committee. 

Mr. CALKINS. I am aware of that, but I thought perhaps the gen- 
tleman would indicate what his intention was. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. If we can go on to-day and see what progress we 
make I will be better able to answer that question at some future time. 
I propose that there shall be full discussion as far as members may de- 
sire. 


I ask for the reading of the report accompanying the bill. 

I may state to the members of the committee that if they will give 
their attention to the reading of this report it will do away with the 
necessity of any explanation or remarks on my part upon this question. 
The report is not long, and it covers all points of néw legislation pro- 
posed inthis bill. The usual appropriations forthe running of the naval 
establishment are made, but there are three new provisions embraced 
in the bill, whish may or may not give rise to some discussion in the 
committee. It is unnecessary for me to detain the members by any re- 
marks if they will attend to the reading of the report. I now call for 
its reading. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In presenting for the consideration of the House the bill mak: appropria- 
tions for the support of the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1855, 
the Committee on Appro; ons submit the following in explanation thereof: 

ll is based are to be found in the Book of Esti- 


e accompanying bill. 

The bill makes provision for completing and equipping (except ordnance) the 
four steel cruisers in accordance with the estimates submitted by the Secretary. 
It appropriates nothing for continuing the work on the iron-clad monitors, but 
provides $5,000 for their care and preservation when they shall have been turned 
over to the Government by the contractors, and reappropriates the unexpended 
balance of the appropriation for their engines and machinery, and applies the 
same to the use of the Bureau of Steam Engineering for the next fiscal year. 

New legislation is recommended in the bill as follows : 

“Hereafter none of the vacancies in the various grades in the line and in the 
staff corps of the Navy shall be filled by promotion until such grades shall be 
reduced to the numbers fixed for the several grades of the Jine and the staff 
corps of the Navy by the act of A 5, 1882, making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes. 

* + s * . Sk. = 

“ Provided, That all enlisted men and boys in the Navy, attached to an 
United States vessel or station, and doing So thereon, and naval cadets, shall 
be allowed a ration or commutation thereof in money, under such limitations 
and lations as the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe. 

“ And from and after mag “goa of this act there shall be no appointments, 
except oe romotion, to fill vacancies occurring in the list of commission 
officers oi e Marine Corps until the number of such officers shall have been 
reduced by casualties or otherwise below seventy-five; and after the number 
of officers shall be reduced as above provided the whole number of commis- 
sioned officers on the active-list in the Marine Corps shall not exceed seventy-five. 

* . * $ La s * 

"That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to report to Congress at its 
next and each Say ape session thereafter the amount expended during the prior 
fiscal year from the appropriations for the pay of the Navy, Bureaus of Naviga- 
tion, Ordnance, Equipment and Recruiting, Yards and Docks, Medicine and 
Surgery, Provisions and Clothing, Construction and Repair, and Steam Engi- 
neering, for civilians employed on clerical duty or in an other ca) city other 
than ordinary mechanics and workingmen, and to submit under the estimates 
for pay of the Navy and for the respective bureaus enumerated above specific 
estimates for such civilian employés for the fiscal year 1886 and each fiscal year 

er. 

* $ * * ef] * * 
“That no officer whose name is borne on the retired-list of the Army, Navy 
or Marine Corps hold position in the civil service or other employment of 
the Government, and draw the enag Samkeyp pees thereof together with his 
pay as a retired officer of the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps: Provided, Thatany 
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such retired officer accepting a position in the civil service or other employment 
of the Government may at the time of acceptance elect to take the oi 
such position or in. lieu to retain his pay. asa ei ofticer.” 2 

The bill also provides that no 


tion of La AEE EET for the Bureaus 
Construction and Repair and Steam Engineering 


of 1 be applied to the re- 


ss aprés 
Publication oi 


Contingent, Bureau of Ordnance........... 
Repairs, Bureau of Ordnance.......... 
zapto corps, Bureau of Ordnance....... 
Civil establishment, Bureau of Ordnance. 
Equipment of vessels, Bureau of Equipment a 
Contingent, Bureau of 


Repairs, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery...» 
Naval hospital fund, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery... 
Civil establishment, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery 
Provisions for the Navy, Bureau of Provisions and Ok 
Contingent, Bureau of visions and Clothing... sss 
Civil establishment, Bureau of Provisions and Clothing... 
Construction and re; , Bureau of Construction and Repair 
Civil establishment, Bureau of Construction and Repair. 
Steam machinery, Bureau of Steam Engineerin; 
Contingent, Bureau of Steam Engi ng. 
Civil establishment, Bureau of Steam Eng 
Increase of tite Navy. 
Pay of Naval Academy ..... 
Repairs and improvements, 
Heating and lighting, Naval Academ; 
Conti t, Naval Academy... 
AANA CIAA E S A OA actos Osege 
v s, clothing, m:i eous, and contin e 
Appropriations for 1834 and not asked for in 13s 


Total naval establishment............ 


Waval Angles, Piitladet piles ER cscs a A r A 


I now yield the floor to the gentleman from Indiana my colleague on 
the committee. . 

Mr. CALKINS. One hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman from 
New York to yield the floor? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Iyield the floor. 
tleman from Indiana desire? 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to consume my entire hour or else reserve 
it for the benefit of other members on this side. = 

Mr. HUTCHINS. You want an hour, then, in your own right? 

Mr. CALKINS. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair understands the gentleman from New 
York yields the floor. 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. i in discussing in general debate the 
provisions of the appropriation bill reported from the Committee on 
Appropriations to the House, and which is now before us, I shall only 
glance at some of its features with which I do not concur, calling the 
attention of the Committee of the Whole to those provisions, to indicate 
what my judgment is and what I think Congress ought todo. It will 
be seen by an examination of the bill that there is a large reduction in 
expenditures over the estimates, and quite a reduction over the appro- 
priation of last year. It is not improper for me to say at the outset of 
my remarks that the appropria don bill of last year was prepared and 

resented by a member of the then House thoroughly familiar with the 
Rave Department. It is an open secret that there were a good many 
items in that appropriation bill which were arbitrarily cut down. As 
to the wisdom of the process which was adopted last year I have 
nothing to say, for it is a matter of history and need not now be dis- 
cussed. I may say further that all reasonable reductions, all measures 
of economy in the expenditure of ‘the public moneys, whether made in 
the naval service or any other of the departments of the Government 
without crippling the public service, meet my hearty approval. There 
a however, in this bill some provisions which I regard as unwise, 
and which in my judgment will in some degree cripple the service if 
adhered to. 

I may as well say here that I do not have very much hope of chang- 
ing this bill materially, because I know very well the gentlemen in 

of it on the subcommittee and on the Committee on A 
priations will stand very close by the recommendations in the bill. 
All I can do is to point out to the committee and the country what I 
think ought to be done and leave it there. 


How much time does the gen- 
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fany wooden coe ae’ the engines and machinery thereof, when the esti- 
shall exceed 30 instead of 20 per cent., as heretofore 


provided, of the estimated cost of a new ship of the same size and like material 
or new engincs and machinery of the same character and power. 


The following table exhibits in detail the estimates for 1855, appropriations for 


1854, and amounts recommended for 1885, for the naval service : 


Recommended 
for 1885. 


| Appropriations, 
Estimates, 1885. | Leh. 


00 
4,000 00 
60,000 00 
20, 000 00 
7,000 00 

12,000 00 mA 

6,000 00 000 60 |. 

453,210 00 150, 000 00 00 

3,000 00 3,000 00 3,000 00 

15, 800 00 15,000 00 15,000 00 

105, 000 00 50,000 00 50, 000 00 

12, 234 50 B00 0D: A 

896, 000 00 800,000 00 700,000 00 

10,000 00 10, 000 00 10,000 00 

25,000 00 25,000 00 25,000 00 

18,251 75 9; QUO 00  ecsccseosesacivcsissctveans 

420, 000 00 264, 000 00 200, 000 00 

20, 600 00 20,000 00 10, 000 00 

45, 929 75 34; 000; A U REC 

40, 000 00 40,000 00 40, 000 00 

25,000 00 25,000 00 25,000 00 

30, 000 00 15,000 00 10,000 00 

30, 000 00 30,000 00 30,000 00 

40,000 00 20,000 00 20, 000 00 

1, 200, 000 00 1, 100, 000 00 1, 160, 000 00 

60, 000 00 40,000 00 30,800 00 

12,411 50 6, GOO DOF seiscocises AE 

1, 750, 000 00 1,100, 000 00 1,000, 000 00 

36, 927 75 20, 000 00 E 

1, 200, 000 00 1, 000, 000 00 750,000 00 

1,000 00 1,000 00 1,000 00 

22, 234 50 $0; 00000 E N ESS 

7,449,581 62 1,300,000 00 1,675, 100 00 

101,125 45 98, 882 73 98,829 45 

21,000 00 21,000 00 21,000 00 

17.000 00 17,000 00 17,000 00 

45,500 00 44,400 00 44,400 00 

667,275 00 642,985 00 656,675 00 

260,413 56 215,186 50 269, 186 50 

CLES TLE ORE SINT 1, 120, 000 00 lurnas anatas 

CEER N ERN 22,655,500 38 | 15, 804,434 23 14, 263, 195 9% 
Å 

Mali sei tia B Be eB ES | 92,351 00 | 59,813 00 59,813 00 


The first item in the bill to which I call attention and which is a 
matter of legislation will be found on page 2. This provision in the 
bill is not of itself an economical provision, although incidentally it 
may save some money to the Government. It provides that hereafter 
no vacancies shall be filled in any of the grades in the Navy until the 
minimum is reached which has heretofore been fixed by law. 

Mr. Chairman, there was an act passed in-1878, if I remember aright, 
reducing the number of officers in the line in the Navy to six hundred 
and twenty; I may not be strictly accurate as to the year in which this 
law was passed. There arenow seven hundred and eight officers in the 
line, and the number when reduced to the minimum will be six hun- 
dred and twenty. In 1880 a law was passed by which it’ was provided 
that there should be one promotion for every two vacancies in the line 
and that there should be no promotions whatever in the staff until the 
minimum was reached. In 1882 on the last appropriation bill the line 
and the staff were placed upon the same plane and the provision of law 
was made to apply to both, that thereshould be one promotion forevery 
two vacancies. 

The purpose of this provision was to give some flexibility to the law 
and not allow the younger officers of the Navy to run up, as it were, 
against a wall and stand there for ten or twelve years without promo- 
tion, but to give promotion to younger officers, both in the line and 
staff, one for each two vacancies, so that promotions might not entirely 
cease. 


The bill that is reported this year provides that that law shall be re- 
pealed, and that there shall be no promotions made until the minimum 
is reached. The effect of that will be that the officers of the Navy in 
their present rank will stand perfectly still for a period of five or seven 
years, and there will be no promotions made in the Navy during that 
period. If, however, the law is allowed to remain as it now is, in from 
ten to twelve years the reduction will have been effected, and mean- 
while promotions will be ually made in the line and staff. I think 
that a wise provision. e last Congress, by a considerable majority, 
adopted that provision. It was then the opinion of Congress that the 
younger men in the Navy ought in justice to themselves and in justice 
to the contract which we made with them when they went into the 
Navy not have the door of promotion absolutely shut in their face for 
six or eight years. At the proper time I shall move to strike out this 
provision in the present bill so as to allow the law to stand as it was 
last year and in 1880. 

On that point, Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to print, as part of my re-. 
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marks, a letter written by Richard T. Merrick, esq., of this city. The 
letter is as follows: 


looking for an increase of our Navy. In other words, I would like to 
have him state whether the Bureau of Construction and Repair is not 
the most important bureau, and whether the Bureau of Steam Engin- 
eering is not quite secondary. 

Mr, CALKINS. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL] 
and myself will have no difficulty upon that head atall. The Bureau 
of Construction and Repair, as I have already remarked, does model 
the ship, make the hull, and attend to all that sort of work, while the 
Bureau of Steam Engineering plans and constructs the engines and 
machinery and fits them to the vessel. But when you have two bu- 
reaus that do not work together, each one of them working ‘‘ on its own 
hook,” if I may be allowed the expression,'it will be found, as has 
already been shown, that when you bring the several parts of the ves- 
sel together they will not fit each other. It is therefore high time that 
the two bureaus should be brought under one head, so that the several 
parts of a vessel when finally constructed shall fit each other. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. How can the Navy Department be 
carried on without having these two bureaus? Who would you put at 
the head of the joint bureau if you consolidate them? Would it be 
an officer brought up to the planning of ships or would it be an engi- 
neer in the Navy acquainted with engines and boilers? 

Mr. CALKINS. My own idea about that is that a good, competent 
engineer should be placed in charge of thisbureau. When an amend- 
ment is offered, it may be thought best that the question as to who 
should be at the head of this consolidated bureau ought to be left to the 
Secretary of the Navy or the President. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I hope before this bill shall pass 
I may have an opportunity of showing this committee that the Bureau 
of Construction and Repair is the most important bureau of the Navy 
Department, and is the bureau which plans and constructs the ships of 
the Navy. I also wish to show that unless we know distinctly who is 
to be appointed at the head of the consolidated bureau we had better 
proceed very carefully in the matter of consolidation. 

Mr. CALKINS. I can not yield further to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. O'NEILL], however much I would like todo so. Iwill 
simply submit for the benefit of gentlemen what the Secretary of the 
Navy says on this subject. On page 27 of the report of the Secretary 
of the Navy will be found the following: 


Itis, however, beyond dispute that methods of naval construction must chan 
from the transition from wooden to steel vessels. It will be found impossible for 
two independent and equal bureau chiefs to design and supervise the construc- 
tion of a modern vessel—the one that of the hull, and the other that of the ma- 
chinery—and bring all s together in one perfect ship, without differences of 
opinion which can not longer be safely decided by a common superior who does 
not technical skill. The true solution is to unite these two bureaus as a 
single bureau of naval construction, having for its chief the most competent na- 
val Jit ser that can be found, whether among the present officers of the Navy 
or e. 


Mr. BELFORD. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CALKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. BELFORD. Iunderstand that the proposition of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] is to consolidate the Bureau of Construc- 
tion and Repair with the Bureau of Steam Engineering. That is, that 
the man who builds your house shall also build the stove and the chim- 
ney; thatis about the philosophy of the proposition. In my judgment 
if is designed to make one man a jack of all trades. I took up a New 
York paper the other day—— 

Mr. CALKINS. I ean not yield to my friend to make a speech; I 
thought he wanted to ask a question. 

Mr. BELFORD. Just let me read this advertisement. 

Mr. CALKINS. I can not yield for that. I know the fertility and 
resources of my friend from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD], who last year 
took occasion to say that my friend from Kansas and myself had ap- 
peared in the rôle of commodores and admirals, when there was not 
water enough in our respective districts to freshen a mackerel. Recog- 
nizing the resources of the gentleman from Colorado, who represents a 
State of so high an altitude that no one thinks of holding him toa very 
strict account for what he says, I beg of him to save his shafts for a 
more propitious time. 

Mr. LONG. I would like to ask the tleman how the fact is in 
the great private ship-yards—whether these departments are there 
united under a single head or are kept separate, as the Navy Depart- 
ment undertakes to keep them? 

Mr. CALKINS. That inquiry connects itself with a field so wide 
that I do not care to enter intoit. Every ship-yard has its own peculiar 
manner of carrying on its private business. 

I pass now from this question, to which I desired merely to call the 
attention of the committee,-expressing my own belief that the true 
policy for our Navy is to consolidate these two bureaus. Not knowing 
the temper of the committee upon this subject, and believing firmly 
hat this step should be taken, I have made these observations so that 
the committee may look into the question and be prepared to vote 
upon it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Has not this very proposition to consolidate 
these bureaus been recently considered by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs and voted down? 

Mr. CALKINS. I believe it was considered by that committee 


-~ Dear Sm: I beg leave to eet ays attention to that provision in the naval 
appropriation bill embraced in the lines from No. 31 to 38, inclusive, forbidding 
promotions in the service until the respective grades into which packs promo 
tions might otherwise be made have been reduced to the numbers fixed by the 
act of Angus 5, 1882. 

This subject was very fully considered when the act of 1882 was before Con- 
gress, and it. was finally determined that promotions should be made to fill 
miter pane vacancies only until the respective grades should be reduced as indi- 
cal 


This interruption of the regular order of promotion was deemed a very severe 
grievance by the officers in the service, but the measure now proposed is an 
oppressive and an unjustifiable hardship. 

ts the organization of the Navy never to be at rest? Does the public good re- 
quire that the officers in the service should be in perpetual apprehension that 
each succeeding Congress is to impair their rights, dampen their hopes, and di- 
minish their prospects of usefulness andadvancement? Is there to be no end to 
personal legislation in regard to this branch of the public service? 

If the proposition referred to should become a law, the young men now in the 
service, and who entered it under the assurance of then exist ng statutes that 
they could ex a reasonable advance in rank as life progressed. must abandon 
that hope, and content themselves with the dreary prospect of growing gray be- 
fore ieee reach even the grade of lieutenant,and certainly before ever getting 
beyond it. 

SÀ seems to me thatthe proposed legislation is revolting to a natural feeling of 

ustice. 
; I submit as a substitute the proposition inclosed, in order that if the present 
condition requires some remedy, that remedy may be the outeome of deliberate 
thought and careful examination, and that when applied the officers of the Navy 
may feel some assurance of the stability of the law. 
With great respect, yours, truly, 


Hon. WILLIAM H. CALKINS. 


The next point to which I desire to direct attention is what I believe 
to be a serious mistake made by the committee in reporting this bill in 
one item, under the head of Bureau of Navigation. Theappropriation 
last year for this bureau was $100,000. This year the committee have 
reported to the House an appropriation of $75,000. The estimates sub- 
mitted by the Navy Department were $130,000. It may be said that 
there was no deficiency reported by this bureau and that it was found 
that $100,000 was sufficient to ran the bureau, and that a saving was 
made of some $37,000 in this bureau, which was expended by its chief, 
and which may now be cut off, put in the general fund, and saved. 
Upon that point I desire to say that there was $37,000 saved by the 
chief of this bureau on account of pilotage. That money, instead of 
being paid to pilots, was used by the chief of the bureau in buying 
charts and compasses aud other useful articles for use on the various 
ships in the Navy under his charge. He says, and I have no doubt of 
it, that when this amount was saved by him it was applied to this use- 
ful purpose for the benefit of the Navy and that it did benefit the Navy, 
and that one great object of the saving was to compass that result. I 
think it unwise to cut it off. I believe it wise to allow this officer to 
save from pilotage and any other sources that he can, that he may better 
prepare the naval vessels for their duties in the fleets. 

I may speak a moment, Mr. Chairman, with reference to the consoli- 
dation of some of these bureaus. I took occasion last year, when the 
Navy appropriation bill was before the House, tosubmit some remarks 
upon the question of the consolidation of bureaus. I said then and I 
believe now that the Bureau of Construction and Repair ought to be 
consolidated with the Bureau of Steam Engineering. I know that there 
are some men in the Navy, not only of the United States but also in 
the other navies of the world, who are inclined to the idea of wooden 
vessels, But experience has taught us and is fast teaching the world 
that the day of wooden vessels has gone, and that hereafter the navies 
of the world will be constructed from other material. 

I know that constant clashing is occurring all the time in these two 
bureaus; but I believe the Bureau of Construction and Repair must 
finally yield to the Bureau of Steam Engineering, and for this purpose 
these two bureaus should now be consolidated, and put under some com- 
petent person, to be appointed by the’ President, and thereafter be man- 
aged as one bureau. 

I pointed out last year how these two bureaus had been operating as 
separate bureaus, both of them charged with the construction and 
repair of vessels; one, the Bureau of Construction and Repair, having 
charge of the hull, and the other, the Bureau of Steam Engineering, 
having charge of the engines and machinery. They were so far apart 
that in several instances, to which I referred, it was found that the hull 
and the engines had been constructed without reference to each other, 
so that when the hull of the vessel was completed it was found that 
the engines and machinery did not fit at all, they having been under 
the charge of the other bureau, and the consequence was that in order 
to get the engines in the vessel it had to be torn apart, sometimes laid 
vertically, and sometimes entirely reversed from the original intention. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, Will the gentleman permit me to 
interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. CALKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I would like to have the gentle- 
man state to the House in a few words, which I know he can do, what 
are the specific duties of each of these bureaus; also to state to the 
House whether or not the Bureau of Construction and Repair is not the 
most important bureau of the Navy Department, to which we are now 


R. T. MERRICK. 
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when there was not a full attendance of members, and was voted down 
by one majority. : 

I pass now to the next item, which is under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of 
Equipment and Recruiting.” Ishall be very brief in my remarks upon 
this item. The sum of $700,000 has been reported by the committee as 
the amount to be appropriated under this head for equipment of vessels. 
Of this‘amount it is estimated that $350,020 will be required to buy 
coal for vessels and’ $270,000 to purchase the other articles enumerated 
in the paragraph, such as hemp, wire, hides, and other materials for the 
manufacture of rope, cordage, &c., leaving but*$80,000 for the other 
expenses under this head. If, in accordance with the policy recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Navy, a great many of our mavy-yards 
are to remain @osed, some of them practically abolished, this sum will 
probably be sufficient. If, however, another policy is to be directed by 
Congress, the amount will be entirely inadequate to the needs of the 
service. 

Upon the subject of consolidating the Bureau of Equipment and Re- 
cruiting with the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing I have this to say: 
The Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting may properly be divided into 
two heads. Equipment necessarily involves the purchase of various ar- 
ticles fer the Navy. I see no reason myself why the purchase of these 
supplies should not be made by the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing 
(a bureau which is also en largely in buying supplies of different 
kinds for the Navy). The o head, that of Recruiting, can be consol- 
idated with the Bureau of Navigation, which relates properly to this sub- 
ject. This would merge that bureau into the two named, and we would 
thus get rid of a useless bureau, for if the work can be consolidated with 
that of ether bureaus that particular bureau becomes unnecessary. This 
consolidation would be a matter of economy, would bring the different 
branches of our naval administration closer together, would involve less 
machinery, and I believe would be a lasting benefit to the Navy. I 
shall therefore heartily support such an amendment if it be offered to 
the bill. 

There is on page 12 of the bill a provision with which I am not at all 
in sympathy. It isa provision which changes existing law and against 
which I shall at the proper time make a point of order, failing in which 
I shall move to strike it out.. It provides: 

That no part of this sum shall be applied to the repairs of any wooden ship 
when the estimated cost of such repairs, to be appraised by a competent board 
of naval officers, sha]l exceed 30 percent. of the estimated cost, appraised in like 
manner, of a new ship of the same size and like material, 

The present law, Mr. Chairman, provides that when the repairs of a 
wooden ship would cost more than 20 per cent. of the value of a new 
vessel of similar character, the work shall not be done. I make this 
point against the provision in the bill: that if the sum which the bill 
proposes to appropriate in this item is to remain without increase, it 
will be insufficient for the repair of these wooden vessels when those 
repairs may amount to30 percent. of the value of a new vessel. Under 
the provision of the law of last year that these repairs should not ex- 
ceed 20 per cent. the Navy Department has reported a deficiency; and 
it is very evident that the appropriation proposed in this bill for this 
item will not be sufficient when we allow such repairs to the extent of 
30 per cent. 

Mr. RANDALL. Did I understand the gentleman to say that this 
provision that repairs should not exceed 20 per cent. was for the years 
1883 and 1884? 

Mr. CALKINS. No, sir; it applies only to 1884. 

Mr. RANDALL. As to 1883 the provision was 30 per cent. 

Mr. CALKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. Therefore we practically recommend the provision 
which was adopted for 1883. 

Mr. CALKINS. Yes, sir. And I say that when you increase the 
expenditure under this head from 20 per cent. to 30 per eent., and ap- 
ppan only thë same amount that was appropriated last year, under 
which there has been a deficiency, and if this provision is to stand there 
ought to be appropriated at least $333,000 more for the current year, 
saying ae of the deficiency for this year. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I wish to inquire of the gentleman 
whether there has been any ee made to this Congress as to the num- 
ber of wooden ships now in Navy which have good sailing qualities or 
which are fit to be sent upon cruises. 

Mr. CALKINS. Iwill come to that later on. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I think we should 
recognize the fact that we are slow in building an iron navy. It is 
going to take years to doit. I think the Committee on Appropriations 
and the Navy Departisent had better look to it that wooden vessels are 
not discarded to-day, when by a little money expended on them they 
might be made useful as naval vessels for years to come, and certainly 
until we have an iron navy. 

Mr. CALKINS. The ee eee of the bill to which I shall cali 
attention is that under the heading of the Bureau of Steam Engineering. 
There is an appropriation carried in this bill apparently of $750,000, 
and also a eel CeCe of $172,000, which was a part of the appro- 
priation rade last year of $1,000,000 for the construction of what is known 


as the four monitors. I say an apparent appropriation. The fact is, 
Mr. Chairmap, that this fiscal year began on the Ist of July, and it isa 


part of an appropriation of $1,000,000 made last year, and can be ex- 
pended ary time between the Ist of last July and the Ist of next July, 


unless Congress intervenes to prevent it. I will not evade the question 
which this presents. Last year there was $1,000,000 appropriated for 
this year for the purpose of construction, machinery, and ordnance for 
the four monitors known as the Puritan, the Terror, the Amphitrite, 
and the Monadnock. The contracts have already been made, to com- 
plete them so far as this money will complete them, for the Puritan, 
the Terror, and the Amphitrite. The contract has not been made for 
the Monadnock; it required about $30,000 more than this $172,000 to 
complete or carry into effect the provision of law in reference to these 
vessels, The Monadnock is a vessel on the Pacific coast at Mare Island 
navy-yard. This money is sought to be diverted by this bill from the 
purpose for which it was appropriated and to be put into the general 
fund for this bureau. If that is done, it will Se a stop to the work on 
the Monadnock. And that is the purpose of it. There is no conceal- 
ment made about it. . £ 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to the committee, whatever my per- 
sonal views may be in reference to finishing these four monitors Gnd 
their completion will require about three and a half millions more), I am 
decidedly of the opinion that for the benefit of the Pacific coast the Mo- 
nadnock ought to be put in as forward astate of completion as the three 
monitors for the Atlantic coast. I would not divert this $172,000 into 
the general fund and thereby stop the work on the Monadnock. And 
when the proper time comes I shall move to strike that provision out ot 
this bill, leaving the Secretary of the Navy $172,000 to proceed with the 
work on that vessel. 

There is also an item in the proviso which changes the existing law 
and puts the repairs at 30 instead of 20 cent. This I will test the 
sense of the committee by moving to strike it out. 

I also call attention to the fact that on page 14 of the bill will be 
found an appropriation of $5,000 for taking care of these monitors when 
delivered to the Government by the contractors. That means that the 
monitors shall be laid up and nothing further shall be done to them. 
At present I express no views on that subject except to say this pro- 
vision tenders that issue to Co 

Mr. RANDALL, That same issue was made last Congress, and this 
House did not vote anything primarily to these monitors. 

Mr. CALKINS. In the conference report a million of dollars was 

upon which did go to the monitors in that appropriation bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. But that originated in the Senate. This House 
was not disposed to make such an appropriation. 

Mr. CALKINS. Ah! But I call attention to the fact that it was 
agreed to, whether made in conference or elsewhere, and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania knows that as well as I. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, it is true; but it was given under the com- 
pulsion, as the gentleman knows, of a conference report. 

Mr. CALKINS. The gentleman and myself need not get into a dis- 
pute about what the compulsion was; I am only stating the fact. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention now to what strikes me 
as being a remarkable omission—I say omission, because I can not help 
but think that it is an omission—in the preparation of this bill. The 
bill that is reported to the House and upon which we are now acting 
provides for the finishing of the four steel cruisers authorized to be 
built by the last Congress. These cruisers will be finished some time 
during the present year, commencing in August; that is to say, one will 
be finished in August and the others some time during the year, not 
later than October or November; and yet this bill, although the Sec- 
retary of the Navy recommended that we should make an appropriation 
of $449,000 to provide for the armament of these vessels this bill con- 
tains no appropriation therefor. In other words, it amounts to this, 
that we will soon have four steel cruisers upon the ocean in the service 
of this country as war ships carrying no guns. That is the condition 
so far as this bill is concerned. Of course we have some wooden—well, 
I said wooden, and I scarcely need change that remark—we have some 
old guns that we could put on these ships, but they are comparatively 
worthless to the country and to the Navy, and certainly unfit to be 
classed as armament for these cruisers, I think, in fact, we might just 
as well put “Quaker gaoa upon them. 

Mr. CHACE (from his seat), Oh, no! [Laughter. 

Mr. CALKINS, _I did not refer to my friend from Rhode Island in 
that description. I know he does shoot. [Laughter.]  . 

Upon the subject of the armament of these ships, Mr. Chairman, I 
desire to submit a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, which I will 
print with my remarks, and will not take time to read now, as my 
hour is drawing to a close. I will simply have it printed and ask gen- 
tlemen to read it carefully. The Secretary of the Navy in discussing 
this matter, in response to a letter which I addressed to him asking 
his views on this subject, put it tersely and very strongly; and says to 
undertake, after we have started upon the ge of building these steel 
cruisers and building up a navy, to finish these four vessels and stop 
right there, and not provide for the building of any more, but cut off 
the armament of those we have built, is a policy which I believe he 
characterizes as ludicrous, and I think so too. At the request of sev- 
eral gentlemen around me I will ask the Clerk to read the communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Navy which I have sent to the desk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: ° 
Navy DEPARTMENT, 
February 11, 1884. 
Sm: aian pandas weed uest I submit a statement in reference to the ne- 
cessity for appropriations for naval ordnance. 
The estimates were: To complete the ordnance outfit of the new steel cru’ 


jisers, 
the rearmament of the Navy, 


$449,027; for steel rifled j 
$599. appropriation, 


400; for the general working 


Gatlin ins, and magazine rifles for rearmament, for necessary machine 
tools for building the new steel kaune, $483,210; under the Bureau of Ord- 
nance, $15,800; miscellaneous o: ce items, $3,000; for the torpedo corps, $105,- 


000; making a total of $1,805,437, without including the ordnance outfits of the 
five monitors, which are estimated at $1,073,000. 

The naval appropriation bill, as reported to the House February 8, includes: 

neral ordnance appropriation, $100,000; repairs under the Bureau of Ordnance, 

15,080; miscellaneous ordnance items, $3,000; for the to lo corps, $50,000; or 

in ah $168,000 to be appropriated instead of $1,805,437 ed for by the Depart- 
ment. 

The proposed appropriations are ludicrously feeble and inadequate. In the 
report of this Department of November 29, 1582, I had the honor to state that 
X the principal purpose of a large naval establishment being to use cannon, small- 
arms, and to o explosives against public enemies, the question of ordnance 
is of the first importance;” also, “ that with not one modern high-powered can- 
non in the Navy, and with only eighty-seven worth retaining, the impor- 
tance of action for the procurement of naval ordnance seems apparent if the 
Navy is tolonger survive.” 

TOENE the obvious truth and force of these propositions, we find in 
a naval appropriation bill providing for an expenditure during the next fiscal 
year of $15,000,000 the allowance of only $168,000 for cannon, small-arms, and tor- 

o explosives, and an entire omission to continue work upon the armament 
or the new cruisers, 


poine this armament of modern hpo guns is stated in a letter dated 
'ebruary 11, 1884, from Commodore Montgomery Sicard, Chief of the Bureau 
of Ordnance, herewith transmitted. The attempt is being made to build in this 
country all the guns required, and as far as practicable to construct them from 
forgings also made here, although it has been found necessary to poene some 
from abroad. If the utmost ble diligence is used the guns will no 
until two or three months after the new cruisers are to be finished. 
now pro; no appropriation whatever is made for pox gare | work on the 
guns during the next fiscal year the ships will be without guns fo: 
years after their completion. 

The chief of the bureau also states the necessity for the money asked for the 
modern rearmament of the Navy and the expediency of procuring torpedo- 


Very respectfully, 


WM. E. CHANDL 
Hon. W. H. CALKINS, 
on. „H. 
House of 


ER, 
of the Navy. 


BUREAU OF ORDNANCE, NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, February 11, i884. 
Sır: In the House bill No. 4716, making appropriations for the naval service 
` for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, pe items of the utmost importance 
to the Navy are wholly omitted, and I beg leave to call attention to those omis- 
sions in the order in which they press for attention. 

First. No appropriation whatsoever is made for procuring the armament of 
the new steel cruisers, 

Out of last year’s appropriation for these vessels the Department allotted te 
this bureau .000 toward the A ialyrncchatc-y of the armament, and all this 
money will be obligated within the present fiscal year (see appended exhibit 
marked “A ™), leaving $449,026.32 needed to complete this armament (as shown 
by the appended exhibit B). 

It is hardly probable that the utmost exertions of this bureau could result in 
the completion of the armament of the steel cruisers in time for the even 
if every facility were afforded and all orders could be placed without the least 


delay. 

It as been foreseen from the first that the design and manufacture of mofi 
and their material would entail more difficulty than that of the ships them: 

and therefore it seems doubly unfortunate that the appropriation for the 
teries should be omitted at a time when it is so very much needed. 

Of course all the rest of the money for the armament will be imperatively 
needed during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, 

The bureau also observes that another most important item has been omitted 
ae the bill, viz, $852,610, asked for commencing the general rezrmament of 

e Navy. 

It is not enough to arm simply these steel araia modern ordnance, but the 
obsolete cannon and material on the ships t carry our flag on the various 
cruising stations should be changed assoonas possible. At present these ships 
are at an immense disadvantage as compared with those of foreign nations 
they meetabroad, and weare bound not to let such a state of things exist a mo- 
ment longer than is absolutely necessary. 

In orderthat this change of armament may be made bonged the work must 
commence as soon as money can be made available for the purchase and manu- 
oot the guns and material. These orders should be placed within the 
ne year, 

It was estimated that the ordnance mentioned on the appended exhibit C could 
be procured with this money, and it is only a partial provision for rearmament. 
It is further observed that the bill omits the item of $5,000 for the purchase of a 
torpedo-boat. Such boats are absolutely map yt A to the national defense. 
None have as yet been built in this country, and the one asked for was to be 
poe abroad and used as a model from which to have others constructed 

this country. : 
I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient 


ns 
ves, 
bat- 


MONTGO 
MON MERY SICARD, 
Chief of Bureau, 
Hon. WILLIAM E. ee 
Secretary of the Navy, 


Exner A. 

Two hundred and thirty-four thousand dollars allotted to the Bureau of Ord- 
nance from theappropriation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, for com- 
mencing the armament of the steel cruisers, divided as follows: 

Machine cannon, ammunition, &C........s seserereerseesesrenssredrsere ren = 
Steel for eleven 6inch B, L. rifles. 
Steel for four Sinch B. L. rifles. 


Exutsrr B. 


Showing the amounts required during the fiscal r ending June 30, 1885, for com- 
pleting the armament of the steel Suen; A 
Contracts for construction of eleven 6-inch guns...... 


Contracts for the construction ef four Sinch guns. 34,000 00 
Steel for four Sinch guns........... 27,934 00 
Labor on nine 6-inch guns in th 14,000 00 
Labor on four 8-inch guns in the navy-yards... 13, 000 00 
Labor on two 5-inch guns in the ee ee 11, 000 00 
for twenty 6-inch and eight guns and two 5-inch...... 143,000 00 
Ammunition and magazine equipments. 85, 220 00 
guns, small-arms, ammunition, 60, 678 00 
To search-lights and plant. 21,560 00 
449, 992 00 
Exuzsir C. 
Forty machine cannon (47 M Hotchkiss, with ammunition, at $2,974 
ETES ok seaabsonsshesse evade eeseeneeotesosescoeencse AA EE AEE $118, 960 
Twenty ing guns 
tion, $1,650 cash $3, 000 
Three thousand magazine rifles, at $20. 
Five hundred and fifty rounds per gun, 1,650 M, at $25.......... 41,250 tit ints 
Steel rifled breech-loading gUNS.......s...sssssssssmesssensnessnenneseeees sense 210 


Ten &inch guns, w. w'd, at $14,810. 
Ten Sinch carriages, at $5,500. aaa 
Ammunition for carriages, namely, eigh 
Seventy cast-iron, at $25.. 
Ten steel, at $72.50........ 
Extra labor on Sinch.. 


Per eighty rounds.. 
Eight hundred o 
Thirty &inch guns, at $6,250...... 
Thirty 6-inch carriages, at $3,500...... 

Ammunition for carriages, sixty rounds per gun 
Fifty-six cast iron, at 39... 
Four steel, at $29. 


PPO GEREG ROCIO: IRPI EIO ES ASRINE ARIE E IEN OPINION . 620X30=18, 600 
One thousand eight hundred charges of fifty pounds(including bag, ata 
eee seesesosesesssessesseese coesese seeeeeeeecesses eres: At) 


599, 400 


$4), at $16.50........ <a ee 


253, 210 
599, 400 


852, 610 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. CALKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. Of the $1,300,000 which was given last year for 
the cruisers I find that there was an allotment made by the Secretary 
of the Navy, and in that allotment I find as follows: for construction, 
$585,000; for engineering, $377,000; and for ordnance he has allotted 
the sum of $234,000. I only want this fact to enter into this debate 
just at that point. 

Mr. CALKINS. The gentleman is entirely welcome to the state- 
ment and is entitled to have it incorporated there. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do it for the reason that the gentleman stated 
that there was no provision in this bill for ordnance, and that these 
vessels when completed would be helpless in that regard; and therefore 
I incorporate in the debate this statement of the Secretary of the Navy 
to show that there had been an allotment for that very purpose. 

Mr. CALKINS. But I do not understand, as the gentlemun from 
Pennsylvania seems tounderstand, that that appropriation or allotment 
of $200,000 set aside, as he states, is sufficient for the purchase of the 
armament for these vessels. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, there is one gun that will be shortly ready, 
as I understand it, ready to be tested. But be that asit may, there is 
an allotment covering the ground. 

Mr. CALKINS. Thatallotment was made, no doubt, and the money 
expended or isin process of being expended for the purpose indicated —— 

Mr. RANDALL. Then these cruisers will not be entirely without 
armament, even if there was no general provision in the bill covering 
that item. 

Mr. CALKINS. But the point I make is this, that taking this al- 
lotment of $200,000 set aside for ordnance, it would be entirely insuf- 
ficient to arm these four vessels; it is not enough to complete the arma- 
ment; and if we do not makean appropriation to continue it the work 
must cease and will cease. That is my suggestion. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let me ask also what becomes of the guns that 
are already on the vessels; on our present vessels? 

Mr. CALKINS. Oh, I know we have got some.old smooth-bore can- 
non that we can take over the world and pop away with where there is 
no enemy in sight. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. This country has no enemy in sight. 

Mr. CALKINS. But I want to know if my colleague on the com- 
mittee the gentleman from Pennsylvania contemplates the use of that 
sort of ordnance on these four steel cruisers. 

Mr. RANDALL. I say to-day there is no enemy in sight of this 
country, and I-am not willing to give, as I think unnecessarily, if I 
can help it, to the present State and Navy Departments any excessive 
amounts of money. 


1072 


Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Chairman, while there is no enemy in sight, I 
have always been taught that the time to prepare for war is in time of 
peace. If we had been prepared recently there would not have been the 
four years’ war that swept this country and devastated parts of it in a 
way from which it has not recovered yet. 

Now, as the President has said in his message, the country is enjoy- 
ing the blessings of unprecedented prosperity, and there never was a 
time when this country could build a navy with such ease as it can 
now. There never was a time when the country ought to enter upon 
the construction of a navy like the present. And I hold it to be a 
crime against the people of this Government to stop now and refuse to 
build it. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. CALKINS. I can not yieldnow, On this head I have collected 
some statistics which I wish to submit to the House and the country. 
I have collected statistics of the population and the value of the prop- 
erty in the following cities upon our seacoast, namely: Boston, New 
York, Brooklyn, Portland (Me.), Charleston (S. C.), Mobile, New Or- 
leans, and Galveston, on the Atlantic; San Francisco, Oakland, Portland 
(Oreg.), on the Pacific, These statistics are as follows: 


Taxable valu- 


Population 
in 1880. ation in 1880. 


rooklyn 
rt 


land, Me.... 


The number of people in those cities amounts to nearly 3,000,000. 
The valueof the property for taxation, as reported in 1880, amountsin 
round numbers to $2,500,000,000. And yet the little country of Chili 
in three weeks’ time could take every one of those cities and destroy 
this immense property. Why do I say that? If you look into the navy 
register of that country you will find they have got five armored ves- 

. We have not a vessel in our Navy that could stand before one of 
those armored vessels ten minutes, and every one knows it. No, sir; 
put them all together, put the entire thirty vessels that we have afloat 
in front of one of these vessels of the little country of Chili, and she 
would sink every one of them within less than we occupy in de- 
bate here on this bill, And yet, while I grant you we are not in the 

resence of an enemy, the fact remains that this country has pocketed 
insults not only from that little country of Chili, but from almost every 
other country on the face of the globe in the last four or five years, be- 
cause we have no Navy with which to assert our rights or maintain our 
national dignity. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
whether the construction of these steel cruisers is with any purpose to 
make them fighting vessels; whether they are not intended as cruisers 
to prey upon the enemy’s commerce ? 

Mr. CALKINS. That is true. 

Mr. RANDALL. To fight and to have the requisite speed if neces- 
sary to get away. 

Mr. CALKINS. I admit these steel cruisers can not stand against 
the heavy armored vessels that are owned by Italy, Germany, France, 
England, or any of the first-class naval powers. But it is a start in the 
right direction. That is what I say. And it is just as necessary that 
we should have a navy that will prey upon the commerce of other 
nations if we should be at war with them as to have vessels that are 
fighters. 

“Mr. RANDALL. I want quietly there to make a remark, that this 
side of the House is not responsible for not having built up a navy 
in this country while the other side have been in power during the last 
twenty years. 

Mr. CALKINS. You have been in power in this House since 1874 
except during one Congress, and I have not seen you start in that di- 
rection since you have been in power. We tried it, and when these 
monitors were undertaken to be built by an administration friendly 
to this side of the House there was an outcry against them. - Itis true, 
also, Mr. Chairman,"that since those monitors were begun the time for 
that class of vessels has almost passed. Now, while we have been 
spending a few millions of dollars in iments, England spent five 
hun millions of dollars in building her vessels and in experiment- 
ing. Many of the vessels she built, after spending millions of dollars 
upon them, were worthless. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman give us his authority for that 
statement as to the five hundred millions of dollars? 

Mr. CALKINS. Yes, sir. But Ido not haveit at hand at this mo- 
ment, 


Mr. RANDALL. Very well; any other time. 
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Mr. CALKINS. The statement is that England spent £100,000,000 
sterling, and if that is not quite $500,000,000 it is very near it. That 
is the amount which England since the close of the war has been spend- 
ing and experimenting with on her navy. Thatis the statement I make, 
and I stand upon it. 

But, Mr. irman, as I was saying, I have no doubt that this Con- 
gress will shut its eyes to the necessity of building a navy, as other Con- 
gresses in which I have served have done, and will absolutely refuse to 
give effect to any suggestions of the Navy Department to build further 
steel cruisers. 

I have, however, an amendment which I have prepared, and which 
at the proper time I shall offer to this bill. It proposes to continue the 
construction of these steel cruisers and to provide for the building of 
more of them. That is about all that I want to say on that head. 

I now come to the proposed réduction by this bill of the number of 
officers in the Marine Corps to seventy-five from the present number, 
eighty-three. On that subject I call attention to a memorandum fur- 
nished from the Navy Department: 


Memorandum on the proposed reduction in the naval appropriation bill of the 
United States Marine Corps to seventy-five officers on the active-list. 


ements are at present seventy-cight line and five staff officers, makingatotal of 
e hree. 

the last naval appropriation bill Congress provided for eighty-five, including 
the staff. Excluding the five staff officers, whose duties are special and continu- 
ous, there are but seventy-eight officers to perform all duties from commandant 
down to second lieutenant, 

Of these there are forty at the several garrisons and stations on shore and 
thirty-three on board siiip in commission, One captain is on duty as Judge- 
Advocate-General of the Navy, one officer is on leave of absence, and three off 
duty sick, making the whole number of seventy-eight line officers. 

The accompanying paper, marked “ B,” shows the proper number of officers 
required for the shore stations and vessels in commission, as approved by the 
Navy De ent. As this requires eighty-eight line officers, it is evident that 
no reduction should be made, but that the number should be increased to that 
provided in the act of July 2, 1861, in section 1596, Revised Statutes, namely, 
ninety-three line and staff, this being the least number with which the duties 
genes can be p: ly performed. 

‘he act of June 30, 1875, was carried out, and experience has shown that the 
number provided by it, namely, seventy-five, will not suffice, 

hig renew such legislation ? It is false economy to cut down below what is 
actually needed. T must have officers, and for years past there have not 
been enough at some of the stations to enforce discipline, and many ships have 
been without officers to command the guards, 

No nt as to a surplus of officers in the Navy can be ops Yow to the 
Marine Corps, which has labored under the opposite disadvantage of not having 


enough. 
The propona reduction would leave but twelve second lieutenants for 2,000 
men. erence to the paper marked “B” will show how many are required 
in the Army for the same number. 

There are always some officers unfit for duty by reason of sickness. No allow- 
ance is made for this in the proposed reduction, At present three are sick for 
long periods, two of whom are t recovery. 

The duties of the five staff officers are always the same, but those of the line 
vary greatly. The men are divided into many detachments, both large and 
small, and are scattered over the globe, requiring in consequence more officers 
than if permanently stationed as regular companies or regiments on shore. 

A reference to the accompanying paper marked “A” will show the duties of 
the Marine Co: and the opinion entertained by the Navy Department and 
many distinguished officers of its value and efficiency. 

Its history from its beginning has been one of honorable and faithful service 
= hae wars “by land and sea,” and it well merits its appellation of “ever 


I now come to the proposed reduction of the officers of the Navy. 
For years there has been a constant tinkering with the officers of the 
Navy, both of the line and of the staff. There is a feeling of unrest, of 
discontent and uncertainty, among those officers all the time. One Con- 
gress convenes and declares one policy, and the next Congress comes 
along and overturns it, and so we have been going on for years. In 
order to get before the committee an important fact I call attention to 
a tabulated statement which I hold in my hand, which has been fur- 
nished from a trustworthy source, as I understand it. It is as follows: 


List of the number of line and staff officers of the United States Navy during 
the past forty-two years, compiled from the United States Navy Register. 
i 1842. 


AETA 


r 
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Senior flag-officer. 


Captains..... 


5 
= 


eine cb ep pabbw haps euch asvesecev odennmmkob ALIE ENN ET ETE O E : 

St 

25 

50 

89 

17 

Lieutenants .. 141 

Masters....... 151 

Ensigns...... 69 
‘Midshi 


a daapenoues 


2 Lieutenant-commanders. 

Lieutenants ~. 
Masters.. 
Ensigns.. 
Midshipm: 


„Nagan aleatin 


12 

13 

50 

30 

16 

1 

Chief engineers ....... 69 
Passed nt enginee 96 
Assistant engineers . 40 
Cadet anes 3 
Chaplains ... 24 
Professors .... 12 
Naval constructors .. 11 
Assistant naval constructors . 5 
Civil engineers .........0.....000 9 
Total... 586 

1 

1 

7 

21 

45 


It will be seen from the inspection of the foregoing tables that the 
number of officers of the line in 1842 was 1,084, and that the Navy Reg- 
ister last published shows an exhibit of only 799, a reduction of 285. 


It will be seen by an i ion of this statement that there were 
more officers of the line in the Navy in 1842 than there are to-day. The 
total number of officers of the line in 1842 was 1,084, and in 1884 the 
total number is 799, a reduction of 285 officers of the line. The staff 
has increased by two or three hundred officers. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. May I ask the gentleman the source of 
that information ? 

Mr. CALKINS. This statement was prepared by a friend of mine, 
a naval officer, whose name I do not care to give. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Allow me to ask the gentleman if there 
is not a contest going on between the line and the staff, and whether 
it would not be well enough to have a statement from other sources than 
the line of the Navy ? 

Mr. CALKINS. If there be a conflict between the line and the staff 
I do not care to take part in it. All I have to say is that the officers 
of the line of the Navy are the men who do our fighting, the men who 
bear our flag wherever the white sails of commerce go. They are the 
men in the Navy of all others who ought, in my judgment, to receive 
favorable action at our hands. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Are not the staff officers exposed to the 
same dangers under all circumstances ? . 

Mr. CALKINS. Oh, no; some of them are on vessels, but the most 
of them are on shore. I have said all that I care to say upon this ap- 
propriation bill at this time. I have spoken warmly about some por- 
tions of it, because I believe that if the Government of the United 
States ever wants to restore its merchant marine, to compete with other 
nations of the world, it must first build a navy. 

It was stated not long ago, and I think very probably the statement 
was correct, although I have not had an opportunity to verify it, that 
the great profits which had been made by England in her commerce 
have been made from the semi-civilized countries with which she trades. 
Admiral Shufeldt stated the other day in his testimony before a com- 
mittee of the Senate that it was a fact that hefore you can establish 
commerce with such nations you must first take there your men-of-wat 
and your guns, and let them know that there is power behind the Gov- 
ernment which those vessels represent ready to enforce the rights of 
American citizens abroad; a statement which I think no one will deny. 
If we are ever to re-establish the merchant marine of this country the first 
thing to dois to construct a navy. Having constructed anavy, I think 
it will not be long before our flag will again float at the mast-heads of 
one of the first marine countries of the world. 

Mr. HEPBURN. , Before the gentleman takes his seat I would like 
to ask him a question. 

Mr. CALKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Itis in reference to the Pay Department of the 
Navy. I can not ascertain from the Book of Estimates the amount paid 
to the pay officers of the Navy. Can the gentleman state the cost of 
that department exclusive of the pay proper of the officers? I mean 
such items as clerk-hire, rent, and incidentals of that kind. 

Mr. CALKINS. By law every paymaster in the Navy is entitled to 
aclerk. On page 4 of this bill will be found an appropriation for the 
pay ofthoseclerks. Itisnotsegregated, but is made in one grand total. 

Without looking up the law fixing the compensation of those clerks I 
could not now answer the question of the gentleman. Their compen- 
sation, however, is fixed by law. 

I want to say further to my friend that my judgment, is that this is 
the proper time to commence cutting down the number of officers of 
that department. For instance, there are thirteen pay directors and 
twelye pay inspectors. Those officers have too much rank to permit 
their going to sea in a vessel, because they would rank the command- 
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ing officer of the vessel; and there are not enough vesselsin the Na 
enable us to send them out in fleets where the commander of the 
would rank them. They are consequently oe on shore. My judg- 
ment is that each grade should be reduced to five in number and there 


k 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
CALKINS] has expired. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Ili- 
nois [Mr. DASI as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Will the gentleman from Ilinois yield for a mo- 
tion that the committee rise? - 

Mr. THOMAS. I gladly do so. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee acco: y rose; and the SPEAKER having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CONVERSE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 4716) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
— ending Juhe 30, 1885, and for other purposes, had come to no reso- 

ution thereon. 


IMPROVEMENTS IN ASTRONOMICAL OBSERVATORIES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 


To the House of Representatives : 

I a a communication, under date of the Sth instant, addressed to me 

of the Navy, covering a report of Professor Simon Newcomb, 

rite States Navy, on the subject of recent improvements in astronomical ob- 
servatories, instruments, and methods of observations, as noted during his visit 
to the principal observatories of Europe in the year 1883, made in pursuance of 
orders of the Navy Department. 

‘The request of the Secretary is commended to the consideration of Co; 


CHESTER A. ARTH 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 11, 1884. 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolu- 
tion of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 24) authorizing the printing of 2,500 extra 
copies of the report of the health officer of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolu- 
tion of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 119) making an appropriation for the relief 
of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, composing what is known as the 
Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic regions. 


SAINT PAUL AND SIOUX CITY RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. WAKEFIELD, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 


Whereas the Con, of the United States by act of March 3, 1857, ited 
certain lands to the Territory and future State of Minnesota to aid in the con- 
struction of certain lines of railroad therein named; and 

Whereas by the provisions of said act there were granted to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad from Saint Paul and Saint ATAOE via Minneapolis to 
the southern boundary of said Territo Bek the direction of the mouth of the Big 
Sioux River, every alternate section o land designated by odd numbers for six 
sections in width on each side of said road; 

Whereas it was stipulated in said act that aaa it appear when the line of 
said road was definitely fixed that the United States had sold any part of said 
granted land, or that the right of pre-emption had attached to the same or any 

rt thereof, then it should be lawful for the Territory or future State, acting 
Through the designated over iy A to select, subject to the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, from the lands of the United States nearest to the = of 
sections heretofore specified, so much land in alternate sections or parts of sec- 
Seen should be equal to such lands as the United States had sold or other- 

NA ropriated or to which the right of pre-emption had attached, which 

us selected, together with those granted by said act, were to be held by 

thet Territo: and future State of Minnesota for the uses and purposes herein- 

before stated: Provided, however, That the land so located should in no instance 
be more than fifteen miles from the line of said road; and 

Whereas the State of Minnesota, by l lative act approved March 4, 1864, 
Ee to the Minnesota Valley esr _ je ands, i now meow as ~ Saint 

u e 


Bigs Sioux River, as by said act provided; and 

hereas by an act of Con, approved May 12, 1864, four additional sections 

per mile were granted to State of Minnesota to aid in the construction of 

a iini ae tothe same conditions and restrictions as obtained in the orig- 
l grant; an 

Whereas the right of said State to select lands in lieu of those sold or other- 
wise appropriated by the United States, or to which pre-emption rights had at- 
tached, was limited by the terms of the grant to lands conterminous with the con- 
structed line; and 

Whereas it is alleged that under an erroneous and unwarranted construction 
by a former Secretary of the Interior of the acts referred to there were certified 
by the Interior Department to the said State of Minnesota in trust for the said 

e Saint Paul and Sioux City Railroad Company tracts of valuable 
iad. Seesunge men y thousands of acres, which were selected by the agents 
of said eget yen the counties of Jackson, Nobles, and Rock, in said State, at 
a distance of from fifty to one hundred and lity mi iles from that portion of their 
constructed line within whose prescribed raai the deficiencies mentioned were 
found to exist at the date of Toration: Therefo: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior } el and he is hereby, requested to 
inform the House of ntatives at an early day by what au jority and un- 
der what law the said The Saint Paul and Sioux City Railroad Company were 
allowed to acquire title to lands in said counties of of Jackson, Nobles, Wena Book 


to make good Sentens found to exist within the limits of their grant between. 
Saint Paul and the city of . in Blue Earth County, of said State. 


COMMITTEE CLERK. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, by unanimous consent, submitted the 
following resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved by the House of itiren ee That a clerk be allowed the Committee. 
on Expenditures in the Treasury De arin the sessions of this Con- 
gress, with compensation at the rate of $6 per day. 


BETSEY A. SMITH. 


Mr. WAIT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 4990) 
granting a pension to Betsy A. Smith; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid siren. and ordered. 
to be printed. 

FRENCH SPOI@ATION CLAIMS. 

Mr. CURTIN. I ask unanimous consent to submit for present con- 
sideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be authorized to cause 4,000, 
copies of House Report 109 relative | to the French spoliation claims, together 

with me exhibits, to-be printed... Exhibit A, message of President Boies Ex- 
hibit B message of: President Hee Exhibit C, report of Charles Sumner; 
Exhibit D, number of committee reports. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this resolution? 

Mr. RANDALL. I object, unless it is referred to the Committee on. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


WATER ROUTE BETWEEN LAKE MICHIGAN AND DETROIT RIVER. 


Mr. LACEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 4991) 
to provide for the survey of a water route to connect the waters of Lake 
Michigan with the Detroit River; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered. 
to be printed. 

. BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. NEECE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 4992) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at 
Rock Island, Ill., and Davenport, Iqwa, and to establish it as a post- 
route; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 17 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELMONT: Resolutions of the common council and of the: 
Board of Trade of Long Island City, relative to the completion of the 
work on Hell Gate, East River—severally to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of citizens of Missouri, for pode maa in 
said State—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of the Good Templars of Montana, of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Dakota, of the Grand 

of Good Templars of Maine, relative to the alcoholic liquor 
traffic—severally to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

By Mr. CALKINS: Petition of Patton Post and of Houghton Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, relative to correcting the rolls as to ficti- 
tious names entered during the late war—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of the Good Templars of the- 
District of Columbia relative to the manufacture and sale of alcoholic 
liquors—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Isaiah W. Bunker, for increase of pension—to the- 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COVINGTON: Petition of the Board of Trade of Baltimore, 
Md., for the placing of a light-ship off Smith’s Island, Cape Charles. 
Shoals—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. DEUSTER: Resolutions of the Milwaukee Chamber of Com- 
merce, opposimg extension of steam grain-shovel patents—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. A. S. HEWITT: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of New York, for a constitutional amendment prohibiting. 
the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquor—to the Select Commit-- 
tee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HOBLITZELL: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Balti- 
more city, asking for a light off Smith’s Island, Cape Charles Shoals— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. B. W. JONES: Petition of the State officers, judges of the 
supreme court, and othercitizens of Wisconsin, asking for increased pen- 
sion to soldiers of the late war who lost a limb—to the Committee on. 
Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, papers relating te the claim of Bridget Leary—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of the Temple of Honor of Massachusetts, 
relative to the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. ; 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of A. J. McAllister, relative to his 
claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition of L. Black & Co., August Rasch & 
Co., George Kirby, Detroit Paper Company, G. S. Wormer & Sons, 
Ducharme, Fletcher & Co., Webster Manufacturing Company, the De- 
troit Novelty Works, and 12,000 others, and of D. C. Whitwood, D. 
J. Evans, Ervin Palmer, D. Bethune Duffield, and 4,000 others, asking 
for the selection of a new site for the new public building at Detroit 
and alse for an increased appropriation therefor—severally to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings aid Grounds, 

By Mr.-MILLS: Petition of the Templarsof Honor and Temperance, 
of Texas, asking for a constitutional amendment prohibiting the man- 
ufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors—to the t Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Memorial of Yeager Sharp Post, No. 28, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Wellsville, Mo., relative to bounties, &e.—to 
the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of Julius Kuhn and 21 others; of J. M. 
Pickartz and 20 others; and of C. A. Murdock and others, relative to 
the manufacture of vinegar—severally to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MULLER: Petition of Charles B. Meyer, for relief—to’ the 
‘Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petition of citizens of Davenport, Iowa, relative 
to the manufacture of vinegar+-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of Thomas Carr and others, relative to 
Red Lake Indian reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Minnesota, relative to the Red Lake and 
White Earth Indian reservations—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of James Smith, jr., relative to steam grain-shovel 
patent—to the Committee on Patents. ; 

By Mr. PATTON: Petition of William Scott, postmaster of Cokeville, 
relative to claim for carrying the mail—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of members ofthe bar at Wichita, Kans., 
asking for an increase of salary for United States cireuit and district 
judges—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POLAND: Petition of James F. Smith, asking for compensa- 
tion for injuries received in the public service—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, petition of William Bridges, jr., and others, for a pension for 
said Bridges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Saint 
Albans, Vt., asking for a commission of inquiry concerning the alco- 
holic liquor traffic—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

By Mr. PRICE: Petition of Sons of Temperance of Wisconsin, for a 
constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture and sale of in- 
toxicating liquor—to the same committee. 

By Mr. G. W. RAY: Petition of citizens of Chenango County, New 
York, that the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD be sent free to institutions of 
Jearning—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of the Grand of Good Templars of 
Maine, relative to the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Select Committee 
on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Proceedings of a mass-meeting of pensioners at Chi- 
cago, protesting against the abolition of pension agencies—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper relative to the improvement of the navigation of the 
Mississippi River, and to strengthen the Sny Island levee—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition relative to the pension claim of John S. Roy—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

By Mr. SMITH: Petition of citizens of Lancaster, Pa., for the en- 
actment of a law to redeem trade-dollars and to suspend the coinage 
of silver dollars—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Papers relating to the claim of S. A. Peugh—to 
the Committee on Claims, iii 5 

By Mr. WAIT: Petition of the Sons of Temperance of Connecticut, 
relative to the aleoholie liquor traffic—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Papers relating to the claim of John M. 
Harman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOOD: Memorial of McHolland Post, No. 102, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Indiana, relative to the equalization of bounties, &c.— 
to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, petition of James H. Williams and others, relative to pensions 
for soldiers and heirs of deceased soldiers of the war of 1812—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY February 13, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D.HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the following enrolled joint reso- 
lutions, which had heretofore beensigned by the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 119) making an appropriation for the re- 
lief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, composing whatis known as 
the Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic regions; and € 

A jointresolution (H. Res. 24) authorizing the printing of 2,500 copies 
of the report of the health officer of the District of Columbia. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. z 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in compliance with 
the requirements of the act of March 3, 1883, his opinion as to what 
amounts ought to be paid to the contractors, severally, for the use and 
occupation of their yards with the double-turreted ironclads and for 
the care thereof; which, with the accompanying zepa was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting certain correspondence inadvertently omitted 
in his reply of the 22d ultimo to a resolution of December 6, 1883, re- 
lating to the late Sioux agreements; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the special committee to examine into the con- 
dition of the Sioux Indians, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem presented a petition of the Good Tem- 
plars of the District of Columbia, officially signed by A. Kalstrom, 
grand worthy dhief templar, and M. P. Caldwell, grand worthy secre- 
tary, representing 1,200 members, praying for a commission of inquiry 
concerning the alcoholic liquor c; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HILL presented a petition of the Good Templars of Colorado, 
officially signed, representing 2,200 members, praying for a constitu- 
tional amendment to prohibit the manufacture and sale of intoxicatin: 
beverages; which was referred to the Committee on Education an 
Labor. 

Mr. WALKER. I present a petition of the grand jury of the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the western district of Arkansas for 
the February term, addressed to the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, praying Congress to provide for a public building at Fort Smith, 
Ark., for the purposes of that court. I move that the petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE. I present a petition of many citizens of El Paso, Tex., 
addressed to the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled, praying for the establishment at El Paso 
of a United States district court with circuit court jurisdiction and 
powers. The petition is accompanied by a mass of pertinent statistical 
information showing the importance of the establishment of such a 
court. A bill is now before the Committee on the Judiciary, having 
passed the House, providing for such a court at El Paso, Tex., and I 
move that this petition be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to be considered with that bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JACKSON presented the petition of Pearson C. Montgomery, of 
Memphis, Tenn., praying compensation for hire of a steamboat appro- 
priated by the Government of the United States; which was referred 
to the*Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of N. G. Terry, of Tennessee, praying 
that certain internal-revenue taxes illegally collected be refunded: 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. i 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of a committee of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, praying for the establishment of a home fordis- 
anea soldiers; which was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
aars. 

Mr. DAWES. I present petitions, numerously signed, from citizens 
of Boston, Mass., Brooklyn, N. Y., Providence, RL, Derby, Vt., and 
Concord, N. H., all praying for an appropriation for the purposes of 
education in Alaska. I move that the petitions be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of the Good Templars of Michi- 
gan, officially signed, representing 938 members, praying for a constitu- 
tional amendment to prohibit the manufacture and sale of intoxicating 
liquors for drinking purposes; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

_ He also presented a petition of the Good Templars of Michigan, offi- 
cially signed, representing 938 members, praying for a commission of 
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inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of the Temperance Union of Con- 
necticut, officially signed, asking for a commission of inquiry concern- 
ing the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FARLEY presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Tem- 

lars of California, officially signed, representing 300,000 members, pray- 

for the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alco- 

holic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. SAWYER presented resolutions adopted by the Milwaukee ( Wis- 
consin) Chamber of Commerce, opposing the extension of the steam 
grain-shovel patents; which were referred to the Committee on Patents. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1481) for the- relief O. L. Cochran, 
late postmaster at Houston, Tex., reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition of Mahlon C. Frambes and others, owners of the schooner 
T. P. Lerned, praying compensation for the loss of that vessel in Hat- 
teras Inlet, North Carolina, January, 1862, while in the service of the 
Government, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed 
to; and the committee were discharged from the_ further consideration 
of the petition. 5 

Mr. BOWEN. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian Affairs to 
report that all papers which accompanied the bill (S. 563) for the re- 
lief of John Little and Hobart Williams have been referred to the Court 
of Claims. The bill is returned to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be placed on filẹ. 

Mr. FAIR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 70) for the relief of Joseph M. Cumming, Hamilton J. Miller, 
and William McRoberts, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 483) for the relief of the State of Nebraska, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The bill can be placed upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the indefinite 
postponement of the bill? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I object to its indefinite postponement at this 
time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill is. 1053) for the relief of William Pfaender, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 3 

Mr. PALMER. Iam instructed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia to make the following report: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the petition 
of Belva A, Lockwood and others, praying that a woman deputy warden be ap- 
pointed to the jail of the District oft Columbia, report: 

That the committee find the power to make such appointment is vested by 
law in the chief-justice of the ict and the warden of the jail. 

That while the committee would not at present recommend any legislation 
in the premises, they are unanimously of the opinion that an ordinary regard 
for the proprieties of life demand that such appointment be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved that the committee be 
discharged from the jatia consideration of the petition. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 86) for the relief of. L. Madison Day, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. ’ 


E. H. GEORGE AND H. W. WALKER. 


Mr. PIKE. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 152) for the relief of E. H. 
George and H. W. Walker, to report it favorably, without amendment; 
and I ask unanimous consent that it be put on its 

The joint resolution was read; and by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It 
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to E. H. George $125 and 
to H. W. Walker $250 in full compensation for serviees rendered by 
them in closing and opening new books in the office of the Sergeant- 
at-Arms of the House of Representatives and preparing mileage reports 
for payment. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. _ 

LADY FRANKLIN BAY EXPEDITION. 

Mr. HALE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 50) making an appro- 
priation for the relief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, composing 
what is known as the Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic re- 
gions, to report it adversely. 


I do not know but that this would be as good 
atime as any to obtain the sentiment of the Senate.on this measure. 
It is well known that by the joint resolution reeently passed the Presi- 
dent or his Cabinet officers are given full privilege to expend as much 
money as he pleases, and if any action is to be taken at all on this 
measure it should be immediately following thatact. I suppose under 
e one the question now comes up on the indefinite postponement of 
the bill. - 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Under the rule debate or action upon 
a bill just reported can only be had by unanimous consent. It is usual 
with adverse where there isno difference of opinion among Sen- 
ators, to keep them off the Calendar by indefinitely postponing the bills 
to which they relate. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iwish tosay buta few words upon the question. 
I discovered that there was a sentiment in the Senate very largely in 
favor, as I thought, of limiting the appropriation to a certain sum, and < 
although it wasnotincorporated in the original joint resolution for some 
reason or other which I can not fully understand, I immediately fol- 
lowed that measure by the one now before the Senate providing for a 
fixed limit to the appropriation. 

I am willing that a vote shall be taken upon the joint resolution now 
reported. The Senate fully understands the question.. If it is indefi- 
nitely postponed, of course the appropriation will not be limited. If 
the Senate should not indefinitely postpone this resolution, I shall then 
ask unanimous consent that it may be immediately considered, in order 
that the Secretary of the Navy may be advised, and fully advised, to 
make no greater expenditure than the pending joint resolution provides 
shall be made. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent that the joint resolution be now considered. Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. HALE. I donot think it had better be considered now. I sup- 
posed, from what I heard of the remarks made by the Senator from, New 
Jersey, that he proposed simply to take the sense of the Senate on in- | 
definitely postponing it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question on indefinite post- 
ponement, except by unanimous consent, can only be taken as if the 
resolution were before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and if 
the Senate refuse to indefinitely postpone it it will then be before the 
Senate for action. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave no objection to the sense of the Senate being 
taken without further debate upon postponing it indefinitely, simply 
saying that that was decisively settled the other day by the Senate, 
and I do not think the body will want to take it up again. We clearly 
shall gain nothing from the House by sending this bil over there. * The 
matter is out of the way, and perhaps pretty well out of the way, 
and I hope the Senate will not reopen it now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? The Chair hears none; and it is 
now before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. It will be re- 
ported at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senat Representatives, 
be, and is diodas A A of any money ta Gish oeda aber ion 
appropriated, and immediately available, to carry into effect the provisions ot 


ouse of Representatives joint resolution numbered 119; and that the expendi- 
ture therein authorized to be made shall be limited to said $500,000. 


Mr. McPHERSON. I will only say one word—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state the question. 
Does the Senator from Maine move that the joint resolution be indefi- 
nitely postponed ? . 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Maine moves that 
the joint resolution be indefinitely postponed. The question is, Will 
the Senate agree to that motion? The Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will only make the statement that I have in- 
formation from responsible sources that the amount to which this reso- 
lution limits the appropriation, namely $500,000, will be even more than 
will be needed to carry into effect the joint resolution passed the other 
day. I hope this measure will not be indefinitely postponed. Upon 
that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote and get it out of the way. 

Mr.GARLAND. Letthe joint resolution which was passed be read. 
This appears to be in the nature of a supplement to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thejoint resolution which 
will be read for the information of the Senate, if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That the President be, 
and is hereby, authorized to prepare and a an at ops: to the coast of 
Greenland, Smith's Sound, or Lady Franklin Bay for the purpose of relieving 
and bringing home Lieut. A. W. Greely and party; and that for this purpose the 
purchase of not exceeding three vessels is authorized, and all expenditures nec- 
aca 4 for manning oduipping, and supplying them, and for any land journeys 
which may be requ ; and such sums as may be necessary to effect the object 
in the Treasury 


of this resolution are hereby appropriated out of any mone: 
ve urchased to be sold after their return, 


not otherwise appropriated ; the vessels p 
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and the money arising from such sale covered into the Treasury. And the Pres- 
ident shall submit to Congress, on the first Monday of December, 1884, a fulland 
pene account ofall expenditures and outlays made on account of this appro- 
pr if 

Mr. GARLAND. Now let the pending measure be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending joint resolution will 
be reported for information. 

The Chief Clerk again read the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the joint res- 
olution be indefinitely postponed ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I call attention to the phraseology of the joint 
resolution. Inline 5, after the word ‘ appropriated,” the word ‘‘and”’ 
should be stricken out and ‘‘to be” inserted; so as to read, ‘‘ out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be immedi- 
ately available.” r 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not receive theamend- 
ment on a motion to indefinitely postpone. Ifthe motion to ne 
indefinitely be not agreed to the amendment will then be in order. 
The question is on agreeing to the motion to indefinitely postpone the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary called the roll. 

Mr. HALE. My colleague [Mr. FRYE] is paired with the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Allison, Dolph, Manderson, t 
Anthony, Hale, Miller of Cal., Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Harrison, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Butler, Hawley, Morrill, Sherman, 
Conger, Jones of Florida, Palmer, Vance, 
Cullom, Logan Pendleton. ilson 
Dawes, McMillan, Pike, 

NAYS—26. 
Bayard, Fair, Jackson, Sewell, 
Beck, Farley, Lamar, Van Wyck, 
Call, Garland, McPherson, est, 
Camden, George, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Mor Walker. 
Coke, Harris, Plumb, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, h, 

ABSENT—23. 

Aldrich, Frye, Jonas, Ransom, 
Blair, Gibson, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Brown, Gorman, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Cameron of Pa., Groome, Lapham, Slater, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Mahone. illiams, 
Edmunds, oar, Miller of N. Y., 


So the joint resolution was postponed indefinitely. 
CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING. 


Mr. MORRILL. I wish to ask unanimous consent to correct a sin- 
gle word that was misprinted in the bill that passed yesterday in re- 
lation to the Library. In line 7 of section 1, after the word ‘“‘street,’’ 
I wish to have the word ‘‘south’’ inserted. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the bill has gone to the House. 

Mr. MORRILL. No, it has not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is still in the Senate. 

Mr. BAYARD. Itis merely desired to correct a misprint in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that an error ina name in Senate bill No. 1139, which 
passed the Senate yesterday, may be corrected, by inserting the word 

‘south ™ in line 7 of section 1 after the word ‘‘street,’’ so as to read: 
‘for between B street south and East Capitol street.” Is there objec- 
tion to the correction of the bill in the particular stated? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered, and it will be so engrossed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1514) for the relief of Bessie 
S. Gilmore; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1515) granting a pension to Bev- 
erly Post; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. FARLEY introduced a bill (S. 1516) for the relief of Jesse D. 
Carr; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. PENDLETON introduced a bill (S. 1517) granting eight con- 
demned cannon to be used in the erection of a statue to the memory of 
General William H. Lytle, of Ohio; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1518) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to furnish certificates of di to certain members of 
the Missouri Home Guards; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. BECK, it was - 


Ordered, That Jabez Burchard have leave to withdraw from the files of the 
Senate bis petition and papers, subject to the rules. 
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On motion of Mr. CAMDEN, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to Senate bill No. 797 donating certain pub- 
lic building for free-school purposes in the town of Harper’s Ferry, W. Va., on 
file in the office of the Secretary ef Senate, be withdrawn, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the following order: 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claims of Richard H, Porter and C. A. 
Perry & Go. be taken the files of the Secretary and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims as exhibits touching Senate bill 1391, referring to the Court of 
ae the claims for property pers by General Johnston on the Utah expedi- 

on. 

I am advised by a reputable attorney of this city who is representing 
the claimants that these exhibits are competent evidence and are neces- 
sary in the consideration of the bill, although they have been filed in 
other cases. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the rule, if there be no objection. 


TELEGRAPHIC-SERVICE INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. HILL. I submit the following resolution and ask for its im- 
mediate consideration: 

Resolved, That the necessary expenses incurred under resolutions of the Sen- 
ate of January 31 and February 1, 1884, be paid out of the appropriation “for 


expenses of special and select committees,” &c., on vouchers to be approved 
the chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule requires that if objection 
be made such a resolution shall be referred to the Committee on Con- 
tingent Expenses. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear some explanation of it. 

Mr. GARLAND. Let it go over for the present. 

Mr. HILL. I did not understand the Chair clearly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The Chair is calling for objection, 
and stating that under the rules if objection be made to the considera- 
tion of a resolution appropriating money out of the contingent fand of 
the Senate it shall be referred to the Committee on Contingent Ex- 

The Chair understands that objection is made. The resolu- 
tion will lie over until to-morrow, unless the Senator from Colorado 
desires it to be referred. ‘ 

Mr. HILL. Let it lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not make any objection; I said that Ishould 
like to hear an explanation before voting on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
GARLAND] objected, the Chair understood. 
` Mr. GARLAND. Yes; let the resolution go to the committee. 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Colorado to be willing that the resolution shall be referred. 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection to its being referred. I suppose it 
will be acted on very promptly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to 
= Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 

nate. 

Mr. MAXEY. In order that the Committee on Contingent Expenses 
may understand the resolution offered by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, I wish merely to say that the entire 
postal-telegraph system is now before that committee, and the commit- 
tee believe it wise to get the best testimony they can. Hence the res- 
Loa was introduced for the purpose of obtaining the evidence on that 
subject. 


The order will be entered subject to 


PRIVATE RELIEF BILLS. 
Mr. DOLPH. I submit the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be, and it is hereby, directed to con- 
sider and report to the Senate upon the power and expediency of restricting, by 
the rules of the Senate, the introduction of bills for private relief to bills reported 
by a committee of the Senate, and to cases where a petition for relief s have 

n first presented to the Senate, referred to a committee, and the introduction 
ofa bill for the relief prayed for recommended by the committee. 


With the indulgence of the Senate I will briefly explain the resolu- 
tion, and I may safely say that the suggestions made by me will voice | 
the sentiment of every Senator who has ever served upon the committee 
on Claims, the Committee on Pensions, or any other committee of the 
Senate to which any considerable number of bills for private relief have 
been referred. 

I am told upon good authority that at the close of the first session of 
the Thirty-seventh Congress there had been but four hundred bills in- 
troduced in the Senate, and that probably the number introduced during 
both sessions of that Congress did not exceed six hundred. The num- 
ber of the last bill introduced in the Senate yesterday was 1513, and yet 
but a little over two months of the session have expired. Of these bills I 
think it is safe to estimate that at least 1,300 are for private relief. Such 
bills are mainly referred to the Committee on Claims, the Committee on 
Pensions, the Committee on Private Land Claims, the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, &e. The number of bills which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims in the Forty-seventh Congress was six hundred and 
twenty-five. Of these there were reported one hundred and fifty-six, 
and no action was had upon four hundred and sixty-nine. They were 
probably considered in the order in which they were referred to the com- 
mittee, and however meritorious any one of the four hundred and sixty- 
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nine bills for relief not acted upon by reason of that committee being 
overwhelmed with these bills, its merits could not be considered. 

At the present session there have been 425 bills referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims; reported at this session 87; not acted upon at this 
time 338. When it is considered that of these 87 reports many of them 
are voluminous, consisting of 15 or 20 pages of closely printed matter; 
that in many of the claims so referred to the committee the testimony 
is voluminous, in some cases amounting to 5,000 pages, and in many 
other cases so voluminous that it would occupy the time of a subcom- 
mittee for an entire day to examine it, being almost entfrely ex parte, 
material and immaterial, relevant and irrelevant, it will be seen at 
once how great a burden is imposed upon the committees of Congress 
by the now indiscriminate right of introducing bills for private relief. 

I imagine that the people of this country suppose that Congress is 
engaged in considering legislation of national importance—matters the 
power to legislate upon which is conferred upon Congress under the 
provisions of the Constitution; but the contrary is true. Congress has 
been converted into a great judicial tribunal, to which every man who 
conceives that he has a claim against the Government is allowed to 
come, have his bill introduced, and have it sent to a committee of Con- 
gress, and the time of the committee is consumed in examining the 
claim and the proofs submitted and in preparing a report upon the facts 
and the law of the case. 

coe relief has been given by the act of March 3, 1883, which pro- 
vi — 

That whenevera claim or matter is pending before any committee of the Senate 
or House of Representatives, or before either House of Congress, which involves 
the investigation and determination of facts, the committee or House may cause 
the same, with the vouchers, papers, proofs, and documents pertaining thereto, 
to be transmitted to the Court of Claimsof the United States, and the same shall 
there be proceeded in under such rules as the court may adopt, 

But this is only partial relief. Every claim must becritically exam- 
ined before the committee can determine whether it is a proper one to 
be transmitted to the Court of Claims for the purpose of having the 
facts found, and after it is returned to Congress it must still be acted 
upon. 

PThere is another evil of this system. Notwithstanding the rule of 
the Senate which provides that claims shall not, after an adverse re- 
port has been made, bé reconsidered unless further testimony is pro- 
duced, in almost every case further testimony is produced, and it is im- 
possible to finally kill one of these claims. Some of the claims now 
before the Committee on Claims are found to have been before Congress 
for a quarterof a century, and I do not know but some of them have 
been here for half a century; they are presented to every Congress, ad- 
verse reports are made upon them, and at every session they occupy a por- 
tion of the time of Congress. y 

If they areso fortunate as to be made the subjects of bills and to be 
among the first introduced into Congress and referred to a committee, 
they ordinarily take their places on the Calendar in the orderof their 
introduction, and are the first to be considered by the committees and 
by Congress. 

It is high time, I think, that there was some remedy for this evil. If 
the number of bills which are introduced into Congress for private re- 
lief goes on increasing, it will be impossible for Congress to give its at- 
tention to anything of public importance. 

This measure pro by me is a step in this direction. If it be 
competent to limit the introduction of private bills by a rule of the 
Senate, I think it should be done; and if not, further legislation should 
be had by which some tribunal shall be created to hear and determine 
these questions of private right, in order that Congress may be relieved 
from the great burden which is now placed upon it by the indiscrimi- 
nate tation of claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution offered by the Senator 
from Oregon will be reported at the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. The question 
is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

ROOMS FOR COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAWES. I understand there are now six committees of this 
body who have no room in which they can meet inside of the Capitol. 
In order to bring the matter to the attention of the proper authorities 
I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms and the Architect of the Capitol be, and 
they are hereby, authorized and directed to rent and prepare suitable rooms out- 
side of the Capitol for the use of such Senate committees as have no rooms, and 
that all expenses hereunder be paid out of the fund for the contingent expenses 
of the Senate, subject to the apprqval of the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


Perhaps it had better be referred to the Committee on Contingent 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
unléss by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DAWES. It will bring the matter before the Senate just as well 
to have it referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to 


It must be referred under the rule, 


the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 
NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. ~ 


Mr. VOORHEES. I offer a resolution, and ask not for its present 
consideration but that it lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it is alleged that the Northern Pacific Railroad eigen ted has selected 
in lieu of lands claimed to have been lost to said company within the “granted 
limits” established by the act of July 2, 1864 (13 Statutes, 365), lands within the ten- 
mile indemnity limits circumscribed by said act, which said lands so selected were 
conten y homestead and pre-emption settlers at the time the line of said road 
yae ANÁ fixed, namely, October 4, 1880, and also at the date of such selec- 

ons; an 

Whereas it is alleged that the withdrawal from sale and settlement of the odd- 
numbered sections within said indemnity limits on the 4th day of October, 1880, 
by the Secretary of the Interior was unwarranted by the act of July 2, 1864, or by 
any of the acts or resolutions amendatory thereof, and that said odd-numbered 
sections were subject to entry under the public-land laws of the United States 
until the date of actual selection by said cosporauns: Therefore. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to withhold his ap- 
proval of the selections made within the indemnity limits as afo: d, and to sus- 

nd all action thereon until Con shall determine the questions involved 
n the claims of settlers upon the ds so selected by said corporation. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed and 


lie over ‘until to-morrow at the suggestion of the Senator introducing it. 
Mr. VOORHEES. That is what I desire. 


JOHN THORNS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
under the eighth rule Order of Business No. 58, which will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 167) for the relief of John Thorns. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. This bill was reported adversely from 
the Committee on Claims. It is now before the Senate as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to its consideration. 

Mr. INGALLS. What became of the bill under debate when the 
morning business was closed yesterday afternoon? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was under debate when the Sen- 
ate went into executive session, the Chair understands, and is the un- 
finished business, and will therefore come up at 20’clock. Order of 
Business No. 58, being objected to, goesover. Order of Business No. 59 
is next in order. 

ALBERT H. EMERY. 


The bill (S. 399) for the relief of Albert H. Emery was read. It pro- 
vides for the payment to Albert H. Emery, of New York, of $200,000, 
in full settlement of all claims, legal or equitable, which he has in any 
way against the United States on account of the cost of, and the time 
spent by him and use of, all patents and inventions in designing and 
constructing the testing-machine built and erected by him for the 
United States, or otherwise, in any way, on account of that machine. 
The machine, together with the full right to the use therein of all pat- 
ents and inventions used in its design and construction, shall belong to 
the United States. 

. Mr. COCKRELL. There is a report in that case. I am not sure as 
to the length of it. I will look and see. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is a report? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a report. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the report submitted by Mr. MANDERSON on 
the 16th of January from the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB. lL object to the consideration of the bill under the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The Sena- 
tor from Kansas objects to the consideration of the bill. The next bill 
will be stated. 


SONE AND FLEMING MANUFACTURING COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 410) for the relief of the Sone and Fleming Manufactur- 
ing Company, limited, of the city of New York, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to the Sone and 
Fleming Manufacturing Company, limited, of the city of New York, 
of $5,265.73, being the amount of drawback of duties due to them 
on certain tin cans exported by them, but which were not entered for 
drawback within the time fixed by law, owing to the embezzlement of 
the drawback fees by their dishonest clerk. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let us hear the report read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. MANDER- 
son January 16, 1884: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 410) for the reliefof 
the Sone and Fleming Lyrae SEL A T limited, of the city of New York, 
having duly considered the same, make the fo lowing oer, 

The claim upon which this bill is based was conside: by the Committee on 
Claims of the Senate at the Forty-seventh Con: . first session, and said com- 


gress, 
mittee, on February 18, 1882, made a full and clear report in favor of the allow- 
ance ofthe claim in the following words: 


“ [Senate Report No. 177, Forty-seventh Congress, first session.] 
“FEBRUARY 15, 1882.—Ordered to be printed. 


“ Mr. Teller, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the following report, 
to accompany bill S. 31: 
“The a aeara on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 31) for the relief 
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ofthe ‘Sone and Fleming Manufacturing Company: limited,’ of the city of 
New York, having duly considered the same, make the following report: 

“That the Sone and Fleming Manufacturing Company were refiners and ex- 
porters of petroleum during the years 1876-77, carrying on their business at the 
city of New York, and it ap) from the evidence that it was their habit to 
pack the oil for exportation in cans manufactured from imported tin. At the 
time of the exportation, under the provisions of section 3019 United States Revised 
Statutes, they were entitled to the drawback duties on said imported tin ; but in 
order to obtain this drawback it was necessary to enter the tin for drawback. 

“The Sone and Fleming Company had at that time in their employ a clerk 
whose duty it was to file these drawback notices in the New York custom-house 
and to pay the small fee required for its entry. It spreere from the evidence that 
the clerk so employed had long attended to his duties faithfully, ingratiating 
himselfintothe confidence ofthe company. Duringaterm ofaboutthree months 
the clerk drew the notices, had them verified by treasurer of the company, 
and obtained the several amounts from the cashier of the company necessary to 
pay these small fees, then left the office for the express purpose of filing the no- 
tices of drawback and to pay the feesof the same, but he never filed the notices 
and he embezzled the fees. 

* The collector, in a letter to the Secretary of the Treasury, says ‘the exporters 
called at this office, as customary, to sign the bonds,’ but inasmuch as their 
clerk had never filed the entry papers and never paid the fees, no bond had been 
given. Immediately upon the discovery of these facts the company see to 
the collector for relief, and the matter was referred to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. The Secretary held that his power in the premises was limfed by section 
2037 of the United States Revised Statutes to such cases as have been ‘entered’ 
for drawback and some subsequent formality has been omitted, while in this 
case the clerk did not file the notices of entry, and that there was no law which 
empowered the Secretary of the Treasury to authorize the payment of the draw- 
back money. The original landing certificates, signed by the United States con- 
sul or vice-consul at the several ports of landing, are in evidence, covering the 
fourteen lots of tin cans, also the original entry certificates drawn by the com- 
pany. The amount of the drawback duties which under the Revised Statutes 
the company was entitled to is $5,265.73. 7 

“Congress has considered it appropriate to give relief in similar cases in sev- 
eral instances. (See page 467, chapter 231, first session Forty-fourth Congress, 
appendix July 25, 1876; page 437, chapter 124, first session Forty-fourth Congress, 
appendix June 12, 1876; page 529, chapter 112, second session Forty-fifth Con- 
gress. appendix May 25, 1878.) 

“ The bill provides for the payment of money by the Government to theclaim- 
ants which fairly belongsto them. The evidence is clear that the Government 
is to-day in possession of the money by a mere technicality of the law. The 
high standing of this company is mentioned in the letter of the collector of the 
port at that time—Mr. Arthur—to the Secretary of the Treasury, on file with the 
papers, and itseems hard that they should lose so large an amount on account 
of the embezzlement of a few dollars of their own money by a long-trusted 
clerk. 

“Your committee are of the opinion that the money of the compan 
ent withheld from them on account of their failure to file draw 3 c 
justly belongs to them, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill with 
the following amendment: Strike out, in line 7, the words *in gold coin of the 
United States,’ and, in lines 7 and 8. strike out the words ‘in currency.’ ” 

Your committee fully concur in the statements and conclusions of the above- 
‘quoted report, and do therefore recommend that the claim be allowed, and the 
passage of the bill (S. 410) without amendment. 


Mr. INGALLS. I suggest to the Senator who reported this bill the 
propriety of striking out that clause relating to the embezzlement of 
drawback fees by a dishonest clerk. That isa matter of history rather 
than of legislation, and it ought not to be incorporated in the statutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator propose an amend- 
ment? 

Mr. INGALLS. I willofferasan amendment to strike out that clause. 

The Chief Clerk read the words proposed to be stricken out, as follows: 

‘Owing to the embezzlement of the drawback fees by their dishonest clerk. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas to strike out the words which have been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
‘third time, and passed. 


at pres- 
notices 


JOHN LEATHERS. 


The bill (S. 253) for the relief of John Leathers was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there a report? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a report. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let us hear the report read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. DOLPH 
January 16, 1884: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 253) for the relief 
-of John Leathers, having considered the same and accompanying papers, sub- 
mit the following report: 

A bill identi with the present bill was referred to, considered, and reported 
by this committee to the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress. (Report 
No. 676.) The facts are correctly stated in that report, which is as follows: 

* The record shows that on the 6th day of February, A. D. 1879, John Leathers 
was duly indicted by the grand jury of the United States for the district of Ne- 
vada, under the Revised Statutes of the United States, ‘of fishing within an 
Indian reservation, to wit, in Pyramid Lake, in the State of Nevada ;’ that on the 
ist day of July, same year, he was rly convicted by a trial jury in the 
district court of the United States for the district aforesaid of said offense, and 
was sentenced to pay a fine and amounting to $744.90, which amount was 
covered into the ury of the United States miscellaneous warrant No. 
1597, first quarter 1831; that immediately th er the pardon of said John 
Leathers was recommended by the district attorney and the judge for the dis- 
trict of Nevada; for which transgression the President of the United States 
granted to him, on the 28th day of February, 1881, a full and nnconditional par- 

on. ` 


n 

“The effect of a pardon upon the condition and rights of its recipient is estab- 
lished by the following decision, from which extracts are given: 
“Case of Osborn v. The United States. United States Reports Supreme Court, 

Otto (volume 1, pages 474, 475, 476,477, and 478). 
= + . > » * . 

“A pardon by the President restores to its recipient all rightsof property lost 
by the offense pardoned, * * * The pardon of that offense necessarily car- 


ried with it the release of the 
of the ve 
quences o 


ty attached to its commission. * * è Itis 
essence of a pardon that it releases the offender from the conse- 
his offense. * * * The penalty of forfeiture annexed to the com- 


‘mission of the offense must fall with the pardon of the offense itself, provided 


the full operation of the pardon be not restrained by the condition upon which 
itisgranted. * * * The m, in releasing the offense, oange it in legal 
contemplation (Carlisle v. United States, 16 Wallace, 151), removes the ground 
of the forfeiture upon which the decree rests. * * * But, were thisotherwise, 
the constitutional grant to the President of the power to pardon offenses must 
be held to carry with it, as an incident, the power to release penalties and for- 


feitures which accrue from the offenses. 
= 2? $ $ pa s $ 


“Without authorization by Congress the President has no power to render to 
the claimant the moneys derived on account of ‘ fine and costs in case of United 
States v. John Leathers.’ There was no penalty attached other than the fine, 
which was paid. There was no imprisonment attached and no penalty not ex- 
ecuted ; therefore the pardon could only act upon the original conviction, vacat- 
ing it, and this necessarily carried with it a remission of the penalty. 

~ Your committee aré of opinion that owing to the slightness of the offense, and 
the offender being rel by afull and unconditional pardon, relief should be 
granted to the extent of remitting the fine but not the costs, and your commit- 
tee hereby report back said bill with the recommendation that it do pass as 
amen Sg 

The petition for pardon appears to have been forwarded to the Attorney-Gen- 
eral by the United States attorney for the district of Nevada, with favorable rec- 
ommendation, July 25, 1879, less than a month after the conviction. 

The pardon was granted February 28, 1881. The granting of the pardon ap- 

to have been a proper exercise of executive clemency, but it came too late 
to avail the claimant, as before it was granted he had been compelled to pay into 
court the amount of the fine and costs, $744.90. Although the effect of a pardon 
by the President may be to remit a pecuniary penalty accruing to the United 
States, yet if the penalty has been paid and the money actually came into the 
Treasury of the United States it can not be drawn therefrom without appropria- 
tion by act of Congress. (8 Opinions Attorneys-General, 281.) 

The United States attorney recommended the granting of the pardon upon 
condition that the claimant should pay the costs of the prosecution. 


Your committee therefore recommend that the bill be amended by striking 
out the words “seven hundred and forty-four dollars and ninety cents" and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the words “five hundred and one dollars,” being the 
amount of the fine, and that the bill do pass when so amended. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, in line 5, to strike out ‘‘seven,’’ before ‘‘hundred,’’ and insert 
“‘five;’’ in the same line, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
“*forty-four’’ and insert ‘‘one}’’ after ‘‘dollars’’ to strike out ‘‘and 
ninety cents;’’ and in line 8, afterthe word ‘‘five,’’ to strike out ‘‘and 
costs;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to refund to John Leathers the sum of $501, out of any money in the Treasury 
of the United States not otherwise appropriated, on account of said amount hay- 
ing been paid by said John Leathers as a fine for tres ng upon an Indian 
reservation, for which t ion the President of the United States granted 
said John Leathers a full and unconditional pardon. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Oregon 
who reported the bill whether the pardon of which the report speaks 
was granted on account of error in the proceedings or merely as an act 
of clemency and grace on the part of the Executive? 

Mr. DOLPH. I will answer the Senator from Kansas by saying that 
it was a mere matter of grace on the part of the Executive, although 
it was a case that appealed very strongly for executive clemency. 

As I recollect the circumstances, the ease was about this: There had 
been an Indian reservation surveyed, and the Indian agent had gone. 
upon the ground and placed stakes to indicate where the line of the 
reservation ran. There was a lake upon that reservation which, if the 
true line was as it was staked out by the agent, would be partly within 
and partly without the reservation, but the actual line of the reserva- 
tion was found to include the lake entirely within its boundaries. 

There is a statute that makes it an offense punishable by fine and im- 
prisonment to fish upon an Indian reservation. A controversy had arisen 
between the settlers in the neighborhood of this lake and the Indian 
agent in charge of the reservation in regard to the right to fish in this 
lake, and this man Leathers, with several others, went openly and fished 
in the lake, acting under the advice of a prominent lawyer of the local- 
ity, in order to test the right. Upon the trial the state of facts which 
I have detailed appeared. It appeared that the fishing had been done 
within the limitsof the reservation. Consequently this man, with sev- 
eral others, was fined for the violation of the statute; but upon the facts 
being represented to the court the judge who tried the case and the dis- 
trict attorney united in a recommendation that the parties be pardoned. 
As toall the other parties engaged in the fishing the pardon came in time 
to relieve them from the payment of the penalty; but as to this man 
the action of the President was delayed so long that the money had been 
collected and had been covered into the Treasury of the United States. 
The application for a pardon was made almost immediately after the 
judgment was rendered, but the action of the Executive upon the ap- 
plication was so long delayed that, in order that this man should not be 
imprisoned for the fine, his neighbors, as I understand, clubbed together 
and paid the fine, he being a poor man, and the money, as I said before, 
went into the Treasury of the United States. 

The present Committee on Claims did not adopt the report of the 
committee of the last Congress, but they report that the pardon of the 
claimant was a proper exercise of the executive clemency, though it 
came too late to avail him, and believing that this is a meritorious case 
for relief, they recommend the reimbursement of the claimant to the 
amount of the fine so paid by him. 

Mr. INGALLS. Were the persons of whom the Senator speaks 
simultaneously indicted ? 

Mr. DOLPH. They were. 
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Mr. INGALLS. And convicted at the same time? 

Mr. DOLPH. I think probably there were separate trials. 

Mr. INGALLS. But probably at the same term of court? 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. It would appear a little singular then that while the 
others engaged in this unlawful enterprise were promptly pardoned the 
interposition of the Executive in behalf of the beneficiary of this bill 


was delayed so long that the fine was obliged to be paid. I shouldcon- 
clude, unless further enlightened, that there must have been some cir- 
cumstance that excluded him at the time from executive consideration; 
and inasmuch as the mere fact of a mistake of boundary would hardly 
be apt to be regarded by a jury residing in the neighborhood as consti- 
tuting a very grave offense, I should feel inclined to think that perhaps 
the committee were not fully in possession of all the facts. 

If the beneficiary of this bill—Mr. Leathers I believe his name is— 
had been in the same condition as the others whu were pardoned and 
their fine released, that should somewhere appear; but inasmuch as 
they were simultaneously indicted and convicted at the same term of 
court, and the others were released and their fines remitted, it would 
appear that there must have been some reason for the punishment of 
this defendant, and it looks also as if the committee must have leaned 
somewhat that way, because they amend the bill to provide that the 
costs shall be paid and that only the fine shall be remitted. Unless 
there is more evidence on this point than appears in the report of the 
committee, my judgment would be that the bill in the light of the evi- 
dence ought not to pass. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty of the Chair to call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that the Senator from Oregon has 

y spoken once, but he may proceed by unanimous consent. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DOLPH. In answer to what was said by the Senator from Kan- 
sas in regard to this matter, I will say that the recommendation of the 
committee that the bill be amended so as to provide for the payment to 
Mr. Leathers of the amount of fine, excluding the costs, as stated in the 
report, is on the recommendation of the United States attorney. I 
have some letters—— 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator be good enough to have them 
read ? 

Mr. DOLPH. There are among the papers some letters from the 
United States attorney of the district which would throw some light 
on the subject which I pass up to the Secretary to be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which is the bill (S. 339) for the relief of the State National 
Bank of Louisiana. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, I desire to make a brief statement in 
relation to this bill and by way of reply to the suggestions made by the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. ConGER] yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that there is a 
special order for this hour, but by Rule X the unfinished business takes 
precedence of the ial order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not the unfinished business arising in the course 
of the Calendar, because that weuld defeat the whole object of the rule 
as to special orders. The business that is transacted under Rules VIII 
and IX is confined to special hours, and if the unfinished business of 
the morning hour should be taken up as against special orders, the ap- 
propriation bills and everything of the kind, we should have a very 
unseemly struggle. That is not I think the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the Pres- 
ident pro tempore has so ruled. There has been a ruling thata matter 
which by reason of adjournment becomes the unfinished business takes 
precedence of special orders. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was going to suggest to the Senator from Ohio that 
if he will look at Rule IX he will not feel inclined to adhere to the 
statement he has just made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not looked at that. 

Mr. HARRIS. Under Rule, VIII we consider bills as under the 
former Anthony rule, but after 2 o’clock we proceed under Rule IX, 
with all the privileges of debate that pertain to all other questions, and 
the unfinished business takes precedence of any special order under 
that rule. I suppose there is no reason why the unfinished business 
may not be informally laid aside in order that the special order may 
be considered. I certainly have no objection. 

. Mr. SHERMAN. Let the rule be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the first par- 
agraph of Rule X. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let Rule IX be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Rue X. 
“SPECIAL ORDERS, 


1. Any subject may, by a vote of two-thirds of the Senators present, be made 
a special order; and when the time so fixed for its consideration arrives, the 
presiding officer shall lay it before the Senate unless there be unfinished busi- 


n reced. ; finally disposed ; 
tas eines on eg Lobb repr 4 aaa Grin te the detey ot th hers Techies 
it was made special, unless it shall me by adjournment the unfinished busi- 
ness. 

Mr. INGALLS. The unfinished business obviously takes precedence 
of the special order, but I presume there will be no objection to letting 
the unfinished business lie over until to-morrow and resuming its place 
so that the special order may be now considered. 

Mr. BAYARD. None atall. I think that is proper. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the unfinished business remain as the unfinished 
business but informally laid aside in order that the special order may 
be considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the proposition 
that the unfinished business shall be informally laid aside and that the 
Senate take up the special order? 

Mr. MORRILL and others. ‘ No objection.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. The 
Chair lays before the Senate the special order for 2 o’clock to-day, bei 
the bill (S. 1155) to provide for the issue of circulating notes torationel 
banking associations. 

NATIONAL-BANK CIRCULATION, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
the bill (S. 1155) to provide for the issue of circulating notes to national 
banking associations, , 

It provides, upon a deposit of any United States bonds bearing inter- 
est, in the manner required by law, any national banking association 
making the same shall be entitled to receive from the Comptroller of the- 
Currency circulating notes of different denominations in blank, regis- 
tered and countersigned as provided by law, not exceeding in amount 
the par value of the bonds deposited; but at no time shall the total 
amount of such notes issued to any such association exceed the amount. 
at such time actually paid in of its capital stock. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to offer as an amendment, to come in after 
the word ‘* deposited,’’ on line 9, what I send to the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘deposited,’’ in line 9, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

That if any bonds so de ited bear a higher rate of annual inter- 
r cent. additional cire! ing notes shall be issued equal in amount 
to one- of the interest accruing on such bonds before their maturity in ex- 
cess of 3 per cent. per annum, such amount to be ascertained and stated by the 
Comptroller of the Currency on the first day of July of each year hereafter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, there are other propositions by way 
of amendment that have been suggested and are in print upon our tables, 
and perhaps it is as well that the Senate should have all of the various 
views of the members of the committee and of others than members of 
the committee before they proceed to elect between the proposition re- 
ported by me under the direction of the Committee on Finance or some 
of the amendments which are in the nature of substitutes. 

Mr. President, when Congress assembled in December last and the 
reports from the various Departments came in to us under communi- 
cation by the President, we were informed by the report of the Com 
troller of the Currency referred to by the Secretary of the Treasury (I 
read from page 9): 

The Secretary of the Treasury has been compelled, on account of the large re- 
ceipts of revenue in exeess of expenditures, to call in rapidly for payment that 

rrion of the bonded debt which is payable at the pleasure of the Erted States. 
Daring the year ending November 1 more than one hundred and five millions 
($105,322,450) of the oe debt has been paid, and all of the remaining 3} per cent. 
bonds, amounting to $91,596,250, have been called for payment, and ceased to bear 
interest on November 1. Notwithstanding the fact that two hundred and sixty- 
two new banks were penises during the past year, with a capital of $25,654,350, 
depositing $9,375,550 of bonds as a security for circulating notes, the aggregate 
amount on deposit for that purpose has diminished from $3ti2, 490,650 to $352,907,300, 
a reduction of 99,583,350. ore than forty millions of 3) percents held by the 
banks on November 1, 1882, have been withdrawn or called for payment; the 
threes have inc: less than twenty-two millions, and the fours and four-and- 
a-halfs less than nine millions. 

He says, continuing: 

Unless there shall be legislation by the present Con 
the receipts of the Government it is probable that the United Stutes bonds will 
continue to be d at the same rate as during the past year, in which event all 
the threes will be called for redemption within the next three years. This will 
reduce the bonds held by the banks from three hundred and fifty-three millions 
to one hundred and fifty-one millions, and cause a contraction in the national- 
bank circulation of about sixty millions per annum. 


My friend from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] suggests that in this connec- 
tion it would be well to state the figures found on page 12 of the same 


est than 3 


which shall reduce 


report as to the kind and amount of bonds held by the banks on No- 
vember 1, 1882, and November 1, 1883: 


The interesting point disclosed by this table is that of the 3 percents 
payable at the option of the Government which will necessarily be re- 
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tired within the next three years if our present rate of revenue con- 
tinues is $201,327,750. 

With these facts reported to the Secretary of the Treasury he made a 
recommendation, to be found on the twenty-fifth page of his report, to 
this effect: è 

I further recommend that this Department be authorized to allow to the banks 
circulation to the amount of 90 per cent. upon the average market value for the 
twelve months prior to the deposit of the United States bonds deposited on se- 
curity. Thus a bank would be enabled to obtain EAE r PET the premium 
it paid for bonds, as well as upon the par value of them. United States 
bonds never risen aboye par, no one would have doubted but that a note circu- 
lation, based upon them at a ratio of 90 per cent., would have been amply se- 
cured. Why should any one doubt that the same ratio on their market value 
will be safe, the ratio of the circulation furnished to shift in amount to the side 
of safety as the market value swings to and fro? 


And he proceeds to reason upon that subject. A bill containing the 
suggestion of the Secretary of the Treasury to the effect I have just 
read was introduced and sent to the Committee on Finance. It comes 
back in the amended shape in the relief proposed to be given in antici- 
pation and by way of compensation for this contraction of the volume 
of currency which is so shown by these two Treasury officers to be im- 
minent, should be had by enlarging the percentage of currency to be 
issued upon the deposit of Government bonds which now is allowed at 
the rate of 90 per cent., and we propose to increase it to 100 per cent., 
or to use the language of the act ‘‘the par value of the bonds depos- 
ited,” so that for every bond of the United States deposited with the 
Comptroller by a bank under the system called national banking, the 
depositor shall be allowed to receive from the Government 100 per cent. 
in currency notes. V 

Mr. President, my objection to the proposition of the Secretary of 
the Treasury was that it would be creating a fluctuating basis for the 
currency. The market value of the bond depends entirely upon the 
mutations of public credit, upon the hopes and fears of men, upon the 
issues of war and peace; not upon the accepted idea of intrinsic value 


and prompt payment at maturity, but for what may be called the specu-, 


lative value of the obligations of the United States over and above their 

par and lawful value. Not only would the adoption of the market 

value of a security place the currency upon a fluctuating basis, but it 

is obvious that the deferred payments of the United States are more 

valuable as investments because they are more permanent and as you 

sree maturity you have a diminution in the market value of the 
nds. 

Permanence, stability, certainty, are three of the main essentials of 
commerce and of finance. A bond that can be paid off at short date or 
at will certainly will not command the price in the market, as we all 
know, as that which has a long time to run and which can be calculated 
upon as a basis of investment, and so of all securities that attend trans- 
actions in money. 

So then we should find even if we adopted the Secretary’s views of 
basing our volume of currency upon the market value of bonds, that as 
we approached maturity contraction necessarily would follow, and not 
only contraction would fellow in the volume of the currency, but even 
that contraction would not be regulated by the diminishing value of the 
bond, but it would be subject itself to additional fluctuations in the 
market value, of which some official must be the judge. 

Now there is one form of government which I think we have had a 
little too much of in this country, and that is bureauocracy. I do not 
understand that Department-made law is constitutional law in the 
United States, and yet in fact, perhaps unavoidably, dealing with the 
vast sums in the periods of excitement through which we have passed, 
I do not think it is going too far to say that in years gone by to bea 
Treasury favorite has been a very fortunate thing for a very limited class 
of people. But for one, in regard to the currency of the country, a 
matter so profoundly important to every transaction great and small 
in this land, I do not wish to see it in any degree under the finger and 
thumb of any official, however respectable or however high in place. 
We should govern those things so faras we may by public, general laws, 
deelared so that every man can read and understand them, and which 
shall be incapable of inflection or perversion by any official or any part 
of the executive government. 

So I thought that but one question fairly arose before the Committee 
on Finance in dealing with this great subject, because the scale of inter- 
ests affected by the national currency are so great, of such magnitude, 
that whenever you touch or alter them by law you produce serious re- 
sults and greatly affect private fortunes, 

I do not hold that this body or any of its committees have any right 
to consider the speculative effects or the effects upon speculation of our 
legislation. Our duties lie, and our eyesshould be turned, only to the 
great public interests of all classes of the community to be affected by 
aur. which we enact. 

e control of the gurrency of this country is, in my judgment, com- 
mitted to the Congress of the United States. They have, as I consider, 
legislated measurably wisely in that regard of late years, and have 
given to the people of this country a currency which has been a quiet 
but a most important and most valuable factor in assisting the develop- 
ment and prosperity we have witnessed in the last ten years. 

The currency issued by the Government through the national banks 


has been meteverywhere by the unquestioning confidence of every note- 
holder in the United States. It has passed current for its full value 
in every transaction and in every part of the Union. It has carried 
with it confidence into every transaction, t and small; and who 
shall attempt to measure the value of that sense of absolute confidence 
in all the contracts and dealings, numberless as they are, enormous as 
they are, important as they are, among 50,000,000 of active, trading, 
commercial people ? 

It seems to me that when we deal with such a subject as that and 
propose an alteration in so satisfactory a condition of things, the first 
question should be, Have you diminished the security? Have you done 
anything to lessen that confidence? Is the step you propose to take a 
reasonable and fair one to maintain that confidence? If it is so, then 
it is justified; and if not, it certainly should not be adopted. 

In the present case I do not think a voice could be heard in the coun- 
try, certainly not from any man of thought and experience, doubting 
that the increase of this currency from 90 to 100 per cent., secured by 
the bond upon its par value, is thoroughly ample to maintain just as 
unquestionably the sense of absolute value of every note-holder of the 
national banking currency. 

Under the present law but 95 per cent. would be delivered to the 
banks. A redemption fund of 5 per cent. of this 100 would remain as 
now in the Treasury to await such bank notes as should be presented. 

The report of the Secretary of the Treasury shows that in the last 
twenty years a profit of $4,000,000 has accrued to the Treasury from 
the non-redemption of national notes once issued—a profit of $200,000 
a year from the non-presentation and non-redemption of the national 
currency, which has been a clear gain to the Treasury. I cite that 
merely to show that the greater the volume of national-bank currency, 
proportionately greater is the profit to the people of the percentage upon 
it from the loss and destruction and as a consequence the non-redemp- 
tion and non-return of the currency. 

I say this because I know of no higher duty, and, I may add, no 
higher pleasure, than for an American legislator justly to increase the 
confidence of his countrymen in the institutions of their Government. 
The national ing system under which we now live, the amendment 
to that system which is now proposed, is (and I would wish so to pro- 
claim it to all with whom my words would have any effect) entirely in 
the line of absolute security to the holders of these bank notes; it as- 
sists, perfects, and continues an absolutely safe currency in the hands 
of the innocent and oftentimes the ignorant and helpless note-holder— 
the laboring and trading masses. + 

Therefore I am content to vote for the simple, plain, easily compre- 
hended proposition of issuing 100 per cent. of notes upon the par value 
of any bond receivable in deposit as security for the issue of notes from 
the Treasury. 

It may be said that as matters now stand it will assist one class of 
bonds, probably increase thcir value, more than another, because we 
know that the great body of the public debt of the United States, seven 
hundred and fifty millions, can not be paid except at the option of the 
creditor and at a high premium until 1907. That stability, security 
from interference, permanence and regularity which are the great essen- 
tials in banking and in all great fiscal operations, will probably compel 
the banks to purchase those deferred obligations, and hold them as se- 
curity for the currency that they may desire to use or that their cus- 
tomers may find use for. 

I do not think it will be safe for the Senate to be legislating with any 
view or with any regard to the preference of one bond over another or 
the incidental effect upon the market value of different classes of United 
States bonds. I can understand plans that would make these bonds 
issued to the Pacific Railroads of much greater value than they ure to- 
day, or other plans that might make the 4 percents more valuable, or 
the four-and-a-halfs. I can only say with such results oras to such re- 
sults I give the last and the least thought in considering this question. 

It is our business as legislators, and it begins there and in my judg- 
ment it ends there, to maintain such punctilious and scrupulous regard 
for the public credit that the fact that a bond of the United States is to 
be paid according to its face and terms will never be doubted by any 
man. When we have accomplished that ‘let private enterprise, and 
speculation, and hopes and fears, and individual plans take up the game 
of profit and loss and play it at their own risk. We should have noth- 
ing to do with such schemes and give them no consideration in our 
action here. Legislation here should not be enacted with such views. 
If incidentally bankers or brokers or private investors shall find it wiser 
and more profitable to buy one class of bonds in preference to another, 
let them buy or let them sell; all that we can say is that every Ameri- 
can bond is good dollar and cent for the promise on its face, and all the 
interest that may accrue upon it and to the American people who use 
the currency issued upon the credit of these bonds, we fulfill our duty 
by passing such laws as shall assure to them absolute security for the 
notes they hold, be they many or few, large or small. That is stating 
in a plain way my idea of legislative duty in dealing with the question 
of currency. 

Therefore it is that I have been unwilling to adopt the suggestion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury as it was contained in the bill originally 
introduced, and why I have given my approval, backed by a majority 
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-of the committee, to this proposed measure, that at this time in view 
-of the facts of which every one is cognizant and which have been intel- 
ligently stated by the Comptrollerof the Currency and the of 
the Treasury, why I have felt warranted and why I have felt it my 
-duty to vote for the increase of the volume of the national-bank cur- 
rency from 90 to 100 per cent. in order to meet, to compensate, to refill 
the vacuum that will be created by the withdrawal of 360,000,000 an- 
mually by the payment of the public debt as is now optional with the 
Treasury. So far I will go. Further I am not disposed to go; noram 
I disposed to take up more complicated su, tions, such as the sug- 
gestion proposed by the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN] wherein 
the interest payable upon the bond shall be considered as part of the 
security for the circulation, for I have shown that contraction must 
logically and necessarily follow the adoption of his proposition. Asthe 
bond matures its value as a permanent investment will diminish; as the 
interest is paid the security for the currency is diminished; and if you 
add to that the placing upon it a ‘‘market’’ value you have another 
‘element of uncertainty and fluctuation which it seems to me is one 
thing inadmissible in a question of public credit. Security, stability, 
simplicity, are the three great essentials for the paper money of a people. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I desire perhaps to take more of 
the time of the Senate than I would do ordinarily, because I expect to- 
morrow by direction of the Senate to be elsewhere employed, so that if 
this bill is not disposed of to-day I may not be able hereafter to partici- 
pate in the debate upon it, and I desire to present what I have to say 
now. I shall therefore take up the various propositions that are pend- 
ing as amendments, as well as the bill itself, and state my views of 
them briefly. 

There are two disturbing influences affecting the national currency 
-at this time, one of which is the rapid accumulation ofsilver coin in the 
Treasury and the resulting fear that in process of time the currency of 
the United States will be reduced to the single standard of a silver dol- 
lar; the other is the increased difficulty in maintaining the circulation 
-of the national banks caused by the rapid payment of United States 
bonds and their Consequent increased market value. At present I see 
no hope for any solution of the silver question. The state of public 
opinion, fully represented in Congress, will not allow the suspension of 
the coi of the silver dollar, nor the adoption by the United States of 
a new ratio for the coinage of silver and gold according to the market 
value of these two precious metals. All we can do is to drift along un- 
til the inevitable exportation of gold and disappearance from circulation 
-and its conversion into an article of merchandise shall reduce all value 
to the silver standard, when, no doubt, the practical good sense of our 
people will lead them to coin both metals according to their value now, 
-and not according to their respective value fifty yearsago. I would not 
-allude to this silver question except that it is intimately connected with 
banks and banking. It already casts its shadow upon the future; it is 
rapidly converting our railroad securities into bonds expressly payable 
in gold coin; it is creating distrust in investments made upon a gold 
basis, which sagacious men know will, by the failure of a crop or of a 
banking house, or some unforeseen event, suddenly bring us to the silver 
standard. The doubt will then arise, it has already arisen, whether 
in the adjustment of a new ratio between gold and silver the quantity 
-of silver in the dollar will be increased or the quantity of gold will be 
reduced. One or the other must be done. 

As this question is decided so will the nominal price and value of all 
lands, commodities, investments, securities, and currency rise or fall. A 
«question so controlling as this does and will affect banks and banking 
in all their phases and forms, but, as I believe that it is utterly impos- 
‘sible at this session to change the existing law as to the coinage of sil- 
ver, we must go on coining and piling up in the Treasury vaults silver 
that we now buy at a discount, which we cannot circulate, and must 
some time sell at a discountor reduce all other money to the same stand- 
ard. Until this standard is finally settled coin certificates are danger- 
-ous formsofcurrency.. While all certificates are, as now, treated as gold 
certificates they will be freely taken as equivalent to each other, but 
with the first appearance of a difference in market value between gold 
and silver coin the same difference will appear between gold and silver 
certificates, and the gold certificate will disappear from circulation and 
be hoarded. 

As to our paper currency, I believe I can say, with the concurrence 
of all parties, that in convenience, security, in ready circulation in this 
country and in all commercial countries, the paper currency of the 
United States is the best it ever has had, and perhaps I may add the 
best ever devised by man. The amount of United States notes limited 
by law can easily be maintained at par in coin by the maintenance of 
a reserve in coin of forty per cent. They are a standard for redemp- 
tion of the circulating notes of national banks. To the extent that inter- 
est is saved on the portion of national debt in United States notes it is 
an advantage to our people, while the coin reserve behind these notes 

is thesteady fulcrum which gives assurance that they will not depreciate 
or vary with the sudden that affect the market value of stocks 
orbonds. Theonly doubt that affects these notes is the question whether 
the legal-tender quality given to them by law is within the constitutional 
power of Congress. Evenif this power is denied by the Supreme Court— 
and a case is now pending involving that question—the notes would no 


doubt be generally taken as coin; but such a decision would give to an 
exacting creditor the means of harassing his debtor, and, what is far 
more, it would precipitate the demonetization of gold and promote its 


hoarding and exportation. It is the redemption of United States notes 
in coin and not their legal-tender quality that makes them current money 
in every commercial city of the world, and itis the redemption of the 
national-bank notes in United States notes or coin and their absolute 
security by the deposit of United States bonds in the Treasury of the 
United States that give to these bank notes their currency in every part 
of the United States, even though not a legal tender. 

The national-bank note is the best form of paper money, because its 
payment is absolutely secure. No misfortune can break it. The bank 
may fail and yet the note is good and passes current, because the bonds 
of the United States deposited are immediately available to redeem 
every dollar in circulation. This security of the noteholder is the 
foundation of the whole system. No other security can possibly take 
the place of Government bonds. This has been tried in the United 
States over and over with disastrous results. Coin reserves in the 
vaults of banks disappear at the first sign of a panic. Even reserves 
placed under a board of control of a system of State banks have proved 
insufficient. Compulsory redemption in deposit banks in commercial 
cities is equally insecure. Mortgages on real estate, State bonds, and 
commercial paper have over and over again been found an inadequate 
security. No security for the noteholder in the custody of banks or 
bankers is safe against failures and panies. No law or threat of pun- 
ishment can prevent other creditors of a bank from obtaining a prefer- 
ence over the noteholder, who, in all former systems of banking, is the 
last to be protected and the first to suffer loss. The highest form of 
security, that of the Government itself, safely deposited in the custody 
of the Government, is the only one that has proved effective in favor of 
the noteholder.. This fundamental principle of safe banking is now prac- 
tically ized by the chief commercial nations, who alone have the 
established credit to support and maintain paper money at par with 
coin, and all other paper money is a forced loan by a government, only 
justified by extreme necessity. 

The problem we are dealing with grows out of the fact that our Gov- 
ernment bonds bear so high a price or yield so low a rate of interest that 
banking institutions are in doubt whether it is best for them to pur- 
chase the bonds necessary to be deposited as security for their circulat- 
ing notes or to abandon the issue of such notes. In point of fact it is 
shown by the Comptroller of the Currency in his last report that the 
amount of bonds deposited for circulation within one year has dimin- 
ished $9,583,350, and that this threatens contraction of the national- 
bank circulation of $60,000,000 per annum (page 10). It appears from 
the report (page 12) that of the $35 ,000,000 of bonds deposited by the 
national banks, $202,000,000 are liable to be paid by the Government 
on call. The uncertainty and danger of a disturbance and contraction 
of our currency from this cause is apparent. When any of these bonds 
are called and paid by the Government they must be replaced by others 
or the currency based upon them must be paidand canceled, It is true 
there are other bonds of the United States outstanding to the amount of 
overa thousand millions, which are redeemable in from seven to twenty- 
three years, as follows: 


Four percents, payable July 1, 1907. .. $737, 946,550 
Four and a half percents, payable September 1,1 «. 250,000,000 
Pacific Railway sixes, payable September 1, 1895. 
Pacific Railway sixes, payable September 1, 1896. 8, 000, 000 
Pacific Railway sixes, payable September 1, 1897............ 9,712,000 
Pacific Railway sixes, payable September 1, 1898........... 29, 383, 000 
Pacific Railway sixes, payable September 1. 1899........... *14, 526,512 
64, 623, 512 
1, 052, 570, 062 


These bonds are to-day in market value as follows: 


United States four-and-a-halfs, 1891, registered, 113}; United States four-and-a- 
halfs, 1891, coupons, 114}; United States fours, 1907, registered, 123); United States 
fours, 1907, coupons, 123}; United States currency sixes, 1895, 129}; United States 
currency sixes, 1896, 1314; United States currency sixes, 1897, 133}; United States 
currency sixes, 1898, 135}; United States currency sixes, 1899, 137}. 


Under existing law, upon the deposit of any of these bonds with the 
Treasury by a ing association, it may receive circulating notes to 
the amount of 90 per cent. of the par value of the bonds, and no more. 

Upon this state of facts it is a matter of doubt depending upon close 
computation whether a bank, which must be governed by the interest 
of its stockholders, would be justified in investing $125 in bonds yield- 
ing an interest of $4 in order to procure $90 in circulating notes bur- 
dened with taxes, redemption in coin, and the certain loss in a few 
years of $25 of the sum paid for the bonds. It can without circulating 
notes exercise and enjoy all the business of banking except the issue of 
notes. Still, the advantages of credit which attach to national banks 
from the close supervision to which they are subjected will always in- 
duce prudent men to prefer this system of banking even if the circu- 
lation gives them no profit, but it is not good policy to make the re- 
straints upon banking or any other business more than enough to 
secure the certain and prompt payment in coin of its notes on demand. 

The question we have to deal with is whether the present law does 
not demand of the bank an excess of security in view of the changed 


+ $483,512 of this amount is payable in 1900, and $4,680 in 1902. 
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value of the bonds and the reduced interest they bear. When the law 
limited the issue of circulating notes to 90 percent. of the par value of 
bonds deposited, they bore interest at the rate of 5 and 6 per cent. and 
were sometimes below parin market value. It was at that time thein- 
terest of the Government to induce the banks to take and hold as large 
an amount of bonds aspossible. All thisis greatly changed. Thecur- 
rent interest on bonds is now 3 per cent. or less, and they are sold in the 
market at rates yielding the investor 2.66 per cent. It isnowa matter 
of indifference to the Government who buys or holds its bonds. The 
only interest it has in the matter is to hold inits vaults ample security 
for the redemption of the notes issued. To require security of $125 to 
pay $90 is unnecessary and is a questioning by the Government of its 
own credit and solvency. Upon this I believe we are all agreed. To 
continue the old limitation would not only be unjust, but would tend 
to break down the system of national banks and punish our people by 
unnecessary contraction of their currency. 

There are some, no doubt, who desire to destroy the national banks 
and have the Government assume directly the issue of United States 
notes in place of bank notes, but even they must agree that it is now 
hopeless to press so radical a measure. I donot consider this a pending 
question. It may arise when the national debt is paid off. Our suc- 
cessors will learn many lessons in statesmanship before that time comes, 
and they will, with more than one hundred millions of people behind 
them, be better able than we to say what security shall be provided, 
what measures shall be adopted, what limits shall be applied to the 
currency of the future. Sufficient to say we havestill thirteen hundred 
millions of bonded debt to pay, and most, if not all of us, will have 
disappeared from the stage of life before the currency of the future will 
have no basis of Government securities torestupon. It has, therefore, 
seemed to me that the only difference thatshould exist as to this measure 
is what ratio of circulating notes can be safely issued to national banks 
upon the deposit of United States bonds, so as to furnish absolute se- 
curity to the noteholder. 

Upon this apparently simple question we have before us as many as 
six different propositions, which I wish briefly to state and discuss. 

The first proposition to which I wish to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate is one that I think was originally submitted at the last session of 
Congress by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. It provides for an 
exchange of bonds bearing 3 per cent. interest, running twenty-three 
years, to be exchanged for the 4 percents, par for par, and proposing to 
pay in addition in money 15 per cent. of the surrendered 4 per cent. 
bonds. ‘The objection to this proposition, it seems to me, is that there 
is no certainty that if such an offer were made it would be accepted. Is 
it probable that owners of bonds worth in the market 124 would sell 
them for a 3 per cent. bond running the same time and a further sum 
of $15 for each $100 bond? I doubt very much whether, in view of the 
advancing market value of the bonds of the United States, such a prop- 
osition would, if it passed, meet the difficulty; and certainly it will not 
meet it so far as the banks are concerned. It amounts to an offer of $15 
for an annuity of $1 for twenty-three years. If successful, the Govern- 
ment would pay one hundred and five millions to reduce the interest on 
seven hundred millions 1 per cent. per annum without reducing the prin- 
cipal of the debt. I do not consider this as a practical measure to meet 
the difficulty that encounters us, though as a funding measure it may 
be worthy of consideration. 

The next is a bill which I find lying upon. our table, and which has 
been the subject of discussion in both Houses of Congress. It provides 
for the issue of a 2 per cent. bond and authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury to receive any bonds bearing interest at the rate of 4 or 4} 
per cent. per annum and to issue in exchange therefor an equal amount 
of registered bonds of the United States of various denominations, and 
offering to pay the difference between the two characters of bonds at 
certain rates fixed by this bill. I believe this is subject to the same 
objection, with one additional objection, as the bill already proposed. 

In the first place, I believe that any attempt to sell a 2 per cent. bond 
or a 2) per cent. bond at par would, even in the present state of the 
money market, be unavailing, because, with all the advan that 
accrue to the existing bonds, still their purchase can be made to yield 
an interest of 2.66 per cent., and they have never yielded a less rate. 

That is not all. Itis proposed to make these 2 or 2} per cent. bonds 
the basis or security for the notes of national banks. The fatal objec- 
tion to this proposition is that these bonds would not be sufficient se- 
curity for a noteholder. In time of calamity, in time of panic, when 
banks are likely to fail and when the necessity of enforcing the secur- 
ity is likely to occur, they would not sell in the market at par, and 
therefore the primary object of requiring the security would fail. It 
would not be sufficient to make good the notes of a failing bank. 

The Government of the United States puts itself in the position of 
negotiating for alow rate of interest for itself at the expense of the note- 
holder. If these bonds were sold as proposed the Government would 
get a low rate of interest by inducements held ont to the banks to take 
the 2 percents in order to get circulating notes, yet all that saving of 
interest would be at the expense of the noteholder, who when the se- 
curity was called for to make good his note would find it insufficient 
to pay the whole amount of the notes issued sfs that bank, This, it 
seems to me, is absolutely fatal. 
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I will not vote for any proposition which will not in every conceiva- 
ble state of the money market be always sufficient inamount to pay the 
whole sum outstanding for which the bonds are held as security. 

The next proposition is that now under consideration, offered by the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and as this is the central 
proposition which I am now seeking to contend against, I beg the atten- 
tion of the Senators to it. 

In the first place, I must admit this doesgive some relief. It enables 
the banks to issue currency to the amount of 100 per cent. of their bonds 
deposited. Ifthis bill passes it undoubtedly will enable the banks to 
issue some $30,000,000 more than they are authorized to do 
under existing law, and to that extent it is a wise and prudent meas- 
ure; it will tend torelieve somewhat the danger of contraction. There 
is no occasion for requiring securities greater in amount than the notes 
to be issued. But the defect of this proposition is that it makes no dis- 
tinction between the character of the bonds that are deposited as se- 
curity. The 4 per cent. bonds, of which the amount outstanding is 
over $700,000,000, are counted as no more value than the 3 per cent. 
bonds, which are now redeemable. The Pacific railroad bonds, which 
are worth in the market now 130 to 137, are counted as of no higher 
value as a security than the bonds which are now redeemable, and are 
worth only par. So with the 4} percent. bonds, quoted at 114. There 
is not a business man in this country, there is not a banker or a broker 
or a citizen in the United States who would deal in this way with se- 
curities of totally unequal value. This billis leveled at them all, and 
says that a bond which may be paid to-morrow shall be held as a se- 
curity for 100 cents, but the bond that is in the market, and has been 
in the market a long time continuously, at a large premium, some of 
which to-day are worth 137, shall be taken as security for no more than 
a bond bearing 3 per cent. and redeemable at pleasure. 

The effect of this bill, if it passes, while it will give temporary in- 
crease of currency, will induce the banks to continue to hold the bonds 
which are now due and redeemable, while, as I understand it, the prin- 
cipal object in view, that is, to secure stability and permanency in our 
banking institutions, will not be promoted. They will take those bonds 
that are cheapest in the market, and they will not give stability to the 
system by purchasing bonds which have twenty-three years to run. 

It seems to me that this is an objection to the bill of the Senator from 
New Jersey. If that objection can be removed, so as to make a discrim- 
ination between the amount of circulating notes to be issued upon United 
States bonds according to their intrinsic value, then the difficulty is 
entirely removed. But this bill does not meet it. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] stated very properly all 
the merits of this proposition. Itis undoubtedly simple; it gives some 
relief; but it induces the very thing that we wish to avoid, that is, the 
depositing bonds now redeemable in the Treasury as security for an 
obligation that will not mature or may not be presented for years after- 
ward, while it gives no encouragement whatever to the purchase of 
bonds more valuable, more enduring, which run for twenty-three years, 
and which would give some kind of stability to the national banking 
system. That is the only objection I have to the bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. It seems to me, if the Senator will pardon me for 
saying so, that it has precisely the opposite effect. I think it would be 
very presumptuous in me to put my judgmentand my practical knowl- _ 
edge in opposition to the Senator from Ohio; but really it seems to me 
exactly the other way. If I were a banker, it seems to me that I would 
ask for permanence, stability in the basis of my business. If a bond 
can be paid off to-morrow or next week or at any day, it seems to me it 
would be incredible that a man would deliberately choose such a se- 
curity as the basis of his business; but the bond that is postponed in 
payment, that gives me years for the purpose of arranging my affairs in 
reference to it, is the bond, it appears to me, whose value would be in- 
cidentally increased by the proposition now before the Senate. That is 
the way I look at it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If this bill only gave to that bond of permanent 
value circulating notes in proportion to its value, its income-producing 
quality, then that argument would be correct. But here is the ques- 
tion that every banker must solve: Am I willing toinvest $125 of money 
placed in my possession in a $100 bond running for twenty-three years 
when I can get the same privilege, the same amount of circulating notes, 
upon a bond worth only par? Am I doing right and acting for the in- 
terests of my stockholders to use their money and put it away in 4 per 
per cent. bonds at 125 when I can get the same amount of circulating 
= as other bonds at par? That is the question, and there 
is the rub. 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not think that the power or the duty of legisla- 
tion in this country goes beyond the paymentof the public debt, prin- 
cipal andinterest, infall. I do not think we have anything to do with 
the incidental results, what I may call the speculative resulisthat shall 
follow upon the advantages of the purchase of one class of our public 
securities or the other. I would wish it known before the world that all 
classes are equally valuable and that every one is certain to be paid. 
Then I think that being done the task of legislation is at end. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Noonedoubtsthatevery dollar of the money prom- 
ised by the Government will be paid and that all its bonds are good, 
but the trouble and the advantage is that one bond will bear interest 
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for twenty-three years at 4 per cent. and the other bond may be paid 
any day and only bears interest at 3 per cent. g 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me for a 
moment? . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can not refuse. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I see the Senator from Ohio is disposed to treat 
the 3 per cent. bonds as practically out of the way for the purpose of 
banking. That is a question for the surplus revenue to decide. The 
Senator claims that under this bill which he is now discussing, the bill 
I had the honor to introduce, we propose to issue circulation up to the 
face value of the bonds. Say the market value to-day is 122. The 
Senator from Ohio proposes to issue notes in excess of the face value of 
the bonds. The original proposition he presented here was to issue $118 
in currency upon what the Government only agreed to pay $100. I 
want to ask that Senator, giving that privilege to the national banks, 
what then would be the price of the 4 per cent. bonds? Would it be 
122 or 140? In other words, is it not another way for bulling Govern- 
ment bonds to a price far in excess of what they are at present, and 
when any surplus accrues over the payment of the 3 percents it will 
compel the Government to pay a high premium to get them in? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I propose to do what every business man in this 
country does every day, make a distinction between the intrinsic value 
of public securities. When I am acting for the noteholders, who are 
the people of the United States, I say I will demand the best possible 
security for their notes, so that if a bank fails in no possible condition 
of circumstances can there be any danger of the payment of its notes. 
That is the foundation of the banking system. But when I come to 
say how much of circulating notes I will issue upon any bond, I would 
inquire, ‘‘ Whatis the income-producing quality of that bond??? What 
would the wisest and most sagacious banker in New York or anywhere 
in the world do in dealing with these securities? So far as bulling them 
is concerned I do not care whether they go up or down; I am equally 
indifferent in to it, and so far as the Senator from Delaware is 
concerned I have no doubt he feels the same way. All I want is abso- 
lute security, and to make that security no more than a reasonable and 
absolute security for the payment of the note. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask the Senator to yield to me one moment 
more. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr: MCPHERSON. Whois msible; who is to redeem the excess 
of currency over the face value of the bond? The Government has 
only agreed to pay its face value; the Government is not required to do 
more. The bank that has deposited the bond and received the circula- 
tion is held for nothing above its par value. Now the Senator says he 
wants to make the notes absolutely secure. Who is responsible for that 
circulation, te redeem it over and above the par value of the bond ? 

Mr. SHERMAN, If there is no more than the face value of the bond 
due, it would be only worth par. This is the case with the 3 percents, 
but there is attached to each bond bearing a higher rate than 3 per cent. 
a series of coupon notes, which to-day in the money markets of the 
world command a high premium. To these 4 per cent. bonds are at- 
tached coupons ears an interest one-fourth greater than the amount 
of interest which would maintain them at par, and this interest con- 
tinues for twenty-three years. The various propositions, the one offered 
* by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] and myself and all the 
others, go upon the fact that the bonds running for a long period of 
time and bearing a higher rate of interest have also a higher, not market 
value but a higher intrinsic value which will always make them a bet- 
ter security for a larger sum; therefore we know that they are ample 
security for a greater sum. As they approach maturity the amount of 
these bonds must be increased, and when they mature the bonds are 
only held as a security for an equal amount of notes par for par. In 
this way at all times the security is always maintained ample and com- 
plete for the full amount of the notes issued upon them. 

But I do not wish further to press the only objection I have to this 
bill, and I have desired that the Senator from New Jersey would him- 
self correct it; that he should make a distinction between the character 
of the bonds so as to give for the bonds of higher value a higher amount 
of circulating notes. It is no object to the Government to hold more 
security than is necessary for the safety of the noteholders, but we 
ought to hold sufficient for that purpose, and in either of the proposi- 
tions which have been offered by the Senator from Vermont or myself 
that security is ample. 

The next proposition to which I wish to refer is a bill introduced at 
an early period of the session by me. It was prepared by the Comp- 
troller of the Currency and is in the exact used by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and the Comptroller in their reports, and was in- 
vended to carry out their recommendation. It was not in any sense 
my measure, although it met my approbation. That bill made the 
issue of circulating notes depend upon the average current market value 
of United States bonds for a period of one year before, requiring each 
and every year the market value according to that rule to be ascer- 
tained and proclaimed by the Comptroller of the Currency. : 

That bill ponet an issue of only 90 per cent. of this market value. 
That, it is plain, would have been an inducement to national banks to 
purchase the highest-priced bond, the bond that had the longest time 
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to run. On a bond that is now due under this proposition the amount 
of issue would have been only 90 per cent. of the principal of the bond, 
while of the 4 per cent. bonds, which are worth in the market 124, the 
issue would have been about112. The result would have been that the 
market value being fixed year by year the issue of notes would always 
have been 10 per cent. less than the market value of the bond. When 
it is known that the market value of a Government bond does not v: 
like other securities, that made the condition of safety absolute. It is 
a good thing to say of the Government of the United States thatalthough 
panics come and troubles come and stocks are obliterated, yet the Gov- 
ernment bonds of the United States have never varied even in the darkest 
hours of 1873 more than 6 or 7 per cent. So this difference of 10 per 
cent. is an absolute security and makes the proper distinction between 
the different classes of bonds. 

Under that proposition the amount of circulating notes that would 
be issued upon what are called the Pacific Railroad bonds would have 
been about 118 or 120 in round numbers; on the 4 percents about 112; 
on the 4} percents about 107; and on the bonds that are now due and 
payable 90 per cent. But it was objected in committee with such force 
that the majority of the committee yielded to it that the market value 
was to some degree an unstable value, and therefore it was not a proper 
basis for banking circulation. I thought it was a sufficient answer to 
say that the market value of Government bonds is not an unstable 
value. Commodities and stocks may go up and down, but these bonds 
have a certain relation to gold, so that they never fall below par. The 
history of Government bonds since the close of the war has been a steady 
and gradual rise. Six per cent. bonds at the close of the war were worth 
considerably less than parin gold. They rose up until they were finally 
redeemed, and now the 3 percents are at par. The market value of a 
United States bond is a stablevalue. It does not decline like the value 
of other securities. Still there is some fluctuation in Government 
bonds, and market value depends often upon speculation and not solely 
upon intrinsic value, 

In order to avoid that criticism an absolute rule of value was pro- 
posed in the amendment that I now hold in my hand, which was sent 
to the Committee on Finance. Instead of taking the market value it 
was proposed that we should take the face value of those bonds and 
add to that the amount of interest that accrues on each kind of bonds 
over and above 3 per cent., prior to the maturity of the bond. As the 
4 per cent. bond runs for twenty-three years the market value of the 
bond would be estimated at 123, and it turns out that when you come to 
test this rule of value by the market value of Government securities it 
will not vary 2 per cent. from the present value of all these securities. 
I read a while ago the market value of these bonds. The 4} per cent. 
bonds run until 1891, seven years, bearing an extra interest of 104 per 
cent.—14 per cent. above 3, and their market value is 114. The 4 
per cent. bonds have an income-producing quality above that of the 3 
percents of 1 per cent., or an annuity of one dollar for twenty-three 
years. That, added to the principal, corresponds to the market value 
to-day of these bonds. So you may take the currency 6 per cent. 
bonds, varying in the time of their maturity, every year the 3 per cent. 
extra interest makes the market value of the bond correspond very 
nearly to the income-producing value of the bonds, 

This bill is, in my opinion, the best basis of a wise adjustment of 
this matter, and would have made secure the circulating notes and 
have induced all the banks to secure their notes by the bonds having 
long periods to run 


Tt is as follows: 

That upon a deposit of bonds as uired by law any national banking asso- 
ciation making the same shall be entitled to receive from the Comptroller of the 
Currency. circulating notes of different denominations, in blank, registered and 
countersigned as provided by law, equal in amount to 90 per cent. of the par 
value of bonds of the United States bearing interest at the rate of not less than 
8 per cent., and redeemable at the pleasure of the United States, at the date of 
such deposit; and if the bonds deposited are not so redeemable, and bear a rate 
of interest higher than 3 per cent. per annum, then the issue of circulating notes 
may be toan amount equal to 90 percent. of the par value of such bonds and of 
the interest that shall accrue on such bonds before they become redeemable, in 
excess of the interest thereon computed at the rate of 3 ee cent. per annum; and 
atno time shall the total amount of such notes issued to any association exceed 
the amount at such time actually paid in of its capital stock, nor shall they ex- 
ceed at any time 95 per cent. of the par value of such bonds and interest com- 

uted as above stated. And that all laws and of laws of the United States 

nconsistent with the provisions of this act be, and the same are hereby, re- 


In order to see whether or not this bill would operate well I caused 
a table to be prepared—and I have it here—showing the exact amount 
that would be issued upon these bonds from year to year at the rate of 
90 per cent., and also at the rate of 95 per cent; it is a simple problem 
from time to time. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will not the Senator have it put in the RECORD? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will insert it at the end of my remarks. 

Still this bill did not meet the judgment of a majority of the commit- 
tee, which was equally divided, and the bill was not reported. Various 

ropositions were tried and were not reported, until finally I deemed it 

best to vote to report this bill, hoping to correct it in the Senate; because 
we could all see that it would give some relief, and in the absence of 
an ent or some better tion it ought to pass. I still think, 
with due deference to the opinion of others, that a proposition like the 
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one I have stated or the one that I will hereafter allude to would be the 
best. 


Now I come to refer to the amendment proposed by my friend from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. Ishould certainly yield to his opinion with 
great pleasure and always treat it with deference; but here is the criti- 
cism I make on that proposition: It provides that upon a deposit of 4 
per cent. bonds “‘ prior to Janney 1, 1890, an amount equal to 110 per 
cent. of the par value of such bonds” shall be issued, and upon all other 
bonds an issue to the amount of par. . 

This singles out one class of our bonds, the 4 percents, makes a spe- 
cial rate for them for several years, and then a graduated rate down- 
ward, and excludes entirely from the benefits of this gradation the 4} 
per cent. bonds and the 6 percents. This, therefore, is an insufficient 
proposition; it does not meet the difficulty. It makes a discrimina- 
tion in favor of one class of bonds against another class. It is not a 
rule that can be applied to all. Fer instance, the 4} per cent. bonds 
run for seven years, bearing an interest of 4} per cent., and yet they are 
‘treated by this propesition as no more valuable than the 3 per cent. 
bonds, which are now redeemable at the pleasure of the United States. 
There are $250,000,000 of these bonds which are excluded from the 
operation and benefit of this gradation. Then, also, there are over 
$60,000,000 of 6 per cent. bonds, the highest in value and in income- 
producing quality in the market. They are excluded; they are worth 
in the market some 36 per cent. more thari par because they bear a higher 
rate of interest; and yet those 6 per cent. bonds when deposited can 
only receive circulating notes to the amount of the face of the bonds. 
There are now deposited in the Treasury some three or four millions of 
these bonds, and they would be held at a rate only equivalent to a 3 
per cent. bond now redeemable. 

Mr. President, whilethis would give undoubtedly some relief, while 
the adoption of the amendment of the Senator from Vermont would be 
of some service, it is not a rule applicable to all bonds. It seems to 
me it is rather a discriminating rule in favor of one class of bonds as 
against the other classes of bonds, and whatever rule is adopted ought 
to extend to and apply to all. 

There is one other, and only one other, proposition that is before us, 
‘and that is the amendment I offered to-day; and I beg the serious at- 
tention of Senators to the operation of that amendment. I may not be 
present here to speak on it hereafter if this debate should be continued 
beyond to-day. 

I saw or thought I could see the difficulties that come from all these 
different propositions, and I believe the fatal objection made to the propo- 
sition of the Senator from New Jersey is that this would continually 
induce the banks to take the bonds now due, subject to call by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and thus continue to disturb our money market, 
create agitation, compel the bank officers to run around and buy mere 
bonds in order to make good the foundation of their circulating notes. 
That difficulty would meet us in the very face, and this bill as it is now 
proposed, if it pass, while it would be some relief in allowing the banks 
to issue a larger sum than they are now authorized to issue, yet would 
be the very beginning of insecurity, of uncertainty, of change. They 
might well refuse to buy bonds bearing a much higher rate in the money 
market, because they could not get any more circulating notes upon 
them than upon a bond costing only par. These bonds are only filed 
as security, and a bank president might have to account to his stock- 
holders if he should sink out of sight 24 per cent. of the capital of his 
bank without deriving any advantage therefrom. These officersin fidu- 
ciary trusts will be governed by the interests of the people they rep- 
resent; this you must expect of them. If they are good officers they 
will be governed by the interests of their people, and a bank president 
might well doubt whether he was justified in sinking $125 of money 
for a high-priced security unless he got some benefit from it; but if he 
can get some additional amount of circulation by the purchase of these 
bonds, and obtain not only more circulating notes, but a greater per- 
manence, then he would be justified in making the investment in the 
higher-priced bonds. Therefore, to make the security absolute, to in- 
‘crease to some extent the issue of circulating notes, I have proposed an 
amendment which I believe meets the difficulty; and that is, that 
there shall be issued, in the lan of the bill as it now stands, the 
face value of all Government bonds use they are all above par, and 
in addition thereto an amount equal to one-half of the excess of inter- 
est accruing on the face of the bond over and above 3 per cent. 

That is a very simple proposition, one that can be computed by any 
one. For instance, to give you the practical application of it on the 4 
per cent. bonds which run for twenty-three years from this time, this 
year the wimps can issue to the amount of the par value and one- 
half the excess of interest, which would be $11,150 0n $10,000 of bonds. 
That would be the amount. The interest in excess of 3 per cent. is 1 


per cent for twenty-three years or $2,300, one-half of which added to |. 


the principal sum makes $11,150. 

This is a simple, plain rule. I have a table here which shows the 
effect of it. On the 4 per cent. bends the issue at the commencement 
would be 111}; on the 4} per cent. bonds it would be 1054; on the 6 
per cent. bonds it would be 116}. 


There is no man whe is se doubting but what knows that this bond 


has constantly accruing an excess of interest above that which would 


maintain it at par, and there is no possible doubt but what the security 
is ample, and then there is the inducement to the banks to buy the 
longer bonds in order to gain stability, which is so much desired by the 
Senator from Delaware, while the proposition he supports will invite 
the almost compel them, to buy the bonds that are now due, 
liable to be called for any day, and there is no inducement held out to 
them to buy these bonds which it is the public interest they should in- 
vest in. 

Sir, in my judgment some such proposition as this is needed; the 
particular form of it I do not care for. I shall vote for any that meets 
my convictions. If we can agree on no other I shall vote for the propo- 
sition of the Senator from New Jersey, but with ve doubts of its 
working. It does not furnish the remedy for the disease; it does not 


induce the banks to hold the longer bonds; it does not make it an in- 
ducement to hold the securities that bear a higher rate of interest, and 
in that respect it is faulty. 


Table showing circulating notes allowed on each $10,000 United States bonds 
each year before maturity according to amendment, allowing notes to be 
issued for par and one-half of accruing interest above 3 per cent. 


July 1, 1895... 

July 1, 18%.. $10,525 | July 1,1888. $10, 225 
July 1, 1885. 10,450 | July 1, 1889. 10, 150 
July 1, 1886. 10,375 | July 1, 1890. 10,075 
PANTA RT. y AEEA ictaenvesceya 3D; 900) |: Daly: LAL oc sacddevessSmcdosesceuscess 10, 000 

CURRENCY SIXES OF 1895. 

July 1, 18%... . $11,650 | July 1, 1890, $10,750 
July 1, 1885. 11,500 July 1, 1891 10, 600 
July 1, 1886, 11,550 | July 1, 1892 10,450 
July 1, 1887... 11,200 | July 1, 1893... « 10,300 
July 1, 1888... 11,060 | July 1, 1894... s. 10,150 
UDA DE SAOS 10, 900 | July 1, 1895....c..cc...ccscossnssscevacees: . 10,000 


Mr. BUTLER. I should like that to go into the RECORD, if the Sen- 
ator has no objection, in connection with his amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment has already been read. I now 
submit for insertion in the Recorp the table to which I referred, show- 
ing the amount of notes to be issued at 90 and 95 per cent., respect- 
ively, of the principal and interest of the bonds. 

The table is as follows: : 


Table showing amount of notes to be issued at 90 and 95 per cent. of 
principal and interest. 
$10,000 4 PER CENT. BONDS, DUE JULY 1, 1907. 


Sar 
nds and | 

Date of deposit prior to— exam of per cent. 

interest, 

$12, 400 $11, 780 

12, 300 11, 655 

12, 200 11,590 

12,100 11, 495 

12,000 11, 408 

11, 900 11, 305 

11, 800 11,210 

11,700 11,115 

11, 600 11, 020 

11,500 10, 925 

11, 400 10, 830 

11, 300 10,735 

11, 200 10, 640 

11, 100 10, 545 

11,000 10, 450 

10, 900 10, 355 

10, 800 0, 260 

10, 700 10, 165 

10, 600 10,070 

10,500 9, 975 

10, 400 9, 880 

10, 300 9,785 

10, 200 9, 690 

10, 100 9, 595 


$10,000 4} PER CENT. BONDS, DUE SEPTEMBER, 1891. 
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Table showing amount of notes to be issued, &c.—Continued. 
$10,000 UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD Le 6 PER CENT. BONDS, DUE JANUARY 


| Amount of | 


bonds and 
excess of, Per cent. 


interest. | 


Date of deposit prior to— 


$13, 300 $12, 635 
13,000 12, 350 
12,700 12,065 
12, 400 11,780 
12, 100 11, 495 
11, 800 11, 210 
11,500 10, 925 
11, 200 10, 640 
10, 900 10, 355 
10, 600 10, 070 
10, 300 785 


$14, 200 | $13, 490 
13, 900 13, 205 
13, 600 12, 920 
13, 300 12) 635 
13, 000 12) 850 
12) 700 12) 085 
12, 400 11,780 
12, 100 11, 495 
11, 800 11, 210 
11,500 0, 925 
11, 200 10, 640 
10, 900 10, 355 
10, 600 10,070 
10,300 9,785 


FEEREEREEE 
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I wish to call the attention of the Finance Com- 


Mr. MCPHERSON. 
mittee to what seems to be an omission in the bill, and I shall ask to 
have it supplied. As the bill now reads it seems to me as tho it 


would be impossible for the banks already having d ited bonds to 
secure their circulation to apply properly to those who issue circulation 
for the increased amount. I would ask to have the bill amended soas 
to read: 


That upon any deposit already or hereafter made. 

And then, in line 8, after the word ‘“‘in,” to insert ‘‘the whole;’’ so 
as to read: 

Not exceeding in the whole amount, &c. 

This amendmentseems to be n: 
cient to justify an issue to banks y having circulation. 

The PRESIDENT pro The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask unanimous consent to have my amend- 
ment made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem; The suggested amendment of the 
Senator from New Jersey will be read for information. 

The SECRETARY. In line 3, after the word “‘upon,”’ it is proposed 
to strike out ‘‘a’’ and insert “‘any;’’ after ‘‘deposit,’’ to insert “‘al- 
ready or hereafter made;’’ and in line 8, after the word “‘ in,”’ to insert 
“í the whole;’’ so as to read: 


That ppon any tg om already or hereafter made ey United States bonds 
bearing Tuiros in manner uired by law, any national banking associa- 
tion making the same shall be entitled to receive from the Comptroller of the 


to make the phraseology suffi- 


Currency circulating notes of diferent denominations, in blank, registered and 
countersigned as provided by law, not exceeding in the whole amount the par 
value of the bonds deposited. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, as the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio is before the Senate, the few words I have to say on this 
measure I will say now. 

There are five different propositions now before the Senate, as I under- 
stand the stateof the case, the one I had the honor to introduce, the one 
proposed by the honorable Senator from Kansas [ Mr, PLUME], which I do 
not know whether he intends seriously to press or not; the proposition 
made by the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] originally, 
which proposed to issue currency upon what is practically the market 
value of the bonds; but he now seems to be frightened at the magnitude 
of the shadow which that singular financial steeple casts and has offered 
one to-day which goes in the wrong direction to just half the distance 
traveled by the original one. If he will only take one more such jump 
he will land in our camp. There is also one proposed by the honora- 
ble Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. My objections to all of 
the propositions offered by the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from 
Vermont are that they are based upon unsafe ground. They are wrong 
in principle. They all propose to issue circulation on the speculative 
value of the bond, and to this I am opposed. 

I am too conservative in my financial views to refuse my support to 
any suitable measure of relief which will afford the people of the coun- 
try all the currency needed to safely and successfully transact their 
business enterprises, without which the financial equilibrium will be 
liable to disturbance and distress to every industry the inevitable con- 
sequence. I favor the continuance of the present national banking sys- 
tem until some suitable substitute equal toall the mutations of business, 
confidence, and credit shall be first found to take its place, because 
it is the best possible currency attainable at this time—in fact, the most 
absolutely secure form of paper currency that has ever existed in any 
time or country; for since the organization of the national banks not a 
dollar of their circulation has ever been discredited and lost. Behind 
the circulation and resting upon them stand the Government bonds, 
and no security can be better than this, for the property of all the people 
is pledged to the strict ngs ree of the bonds, This currency passes 


current at its face value in all the States and Territories of the Union and 
in many of the South American states. Having no legal-tender quality 
for the payment of debts, yet its debt-paying power ïs recognized and 


respected by our people in almost every business transaction. 

The history of many of the early banking systems of the country has 
ey Sealy the prejudice against bank notes, which ask a credit of the 

older. 

Compare the existing national banking system, if you please, with 
the condition of things which existed prior to its adoption, and the con- 
trast will furnish an abundant reason for its continuance. It is within 
the recollection of every Senator here that for every day’s travel from 
the Mississippi River eastward the noteholder of the Western State 
bank was forced to submit to a loss of from 1 to 3 per cent. on its face 
value, and when he reached New York, the great financial and com- 
mercial center, 10 per cent. was not an unusual discount. Under the 
old State-bank régime it was often impossible to judge safely of the ad- 
equacy of the security behind the bank bill, and under the laws of 
some of the States no security whatever was required as a safeguard 
to the noteholder. It is not poe aa therefore, that the value of a 
bank note was measured largely by the distance it had wandered from 
the place of promised redemption. In the light which such an expe- 
rience gives, it is needless to say that the financial affairs of this coun- 
ie Siew never again be based upon such a system or upon any system 
which affords less protection than absolute security to the noteholder. 

The public mind has been so long accustomed to associate the idea 
of a safe representative currency with the deposit of a pledge for its re- 
demption that a proposition to base such an issue upon any other form 
of security is regarded as an innovation fraught with the utmost dan- 
ger. The national banking act was passed at a time when the Gov- 
ernment was in great need of money, and had for its object not so 
much the supplying of a circulating medium as the creation of a mar- 
ket for the Government bonds among the people. The Government is 
no longer a borrower, and our action now may be taken without en 
to the Government credit. Therefore, owing to the success attendant 
upon the national bank system, and the sati ory results, after along 
trial, it has achieved, the question of its continuance to a period at least 
coequal with the existence of the bonds seems to be a well-settled con- 
viction both with Congress and the people. Conceding this, we are 
called upon to legislate only in respect of the details, to make suth leg- 
islation as will tend to hold the volume of currency stable and at the 
same time equal to all emergencies; to prevent undue expansion or 
contraction of the currency, either of which tends to disturb the finan- 


| cial equilibrium, and both alike in effect, if not in degree, hurtful to 


our business prosperity. 

It may inquiringly be asked, with thirteen hundred millionsof bonds 
of various issues available to protect circulation, an authorized issue 
of circulation of only five hundred millions, and only three hundred 
and forty-six millions of the authorized issue of circulation actually in 
use, why is any relief needed? 
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The answer is found in the fact that the 3 per cent. bonds are sub- 
ject to call and cancellation by the Government as fast as the surplus 
revenue applicable alone to such purpose accrues. Considering that 
fifty million 3 per cent. bonds have been called and canceled by the 
Government within a few months, the conclusion is irresistible that 
contraction is steadily going on, and it becomes imperative to seek some 
remedy that will arrest its progress. y 

To effect this end several bills embodying the views of their respect- 
ive authors and differing widely in the general plarf have been presented 
in the Senate, and each has received due consideration from the Finance 
Committee. The bill I had the honor to introduce received the assent 
of the committee, has been favorably reported here, and upon that re- 
port we ask the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill reads as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That upon a deposit of any United States bonds bearing inter- 
est, inthe manner’ aired by law, any national banking association making the 
same shall be entitled to receive from the Comptroller of the Currency circulat- 


ing notes of différent denominations, in blank, registered and countersigned on 


rovided by law, not exceeding in amount the par value of the bonds de 
Provided, That atno time shall the total amount of such notes issued to any such 
association exceed the amount at such time actually paa in of its capital stock. 
And that all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of this act 
be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

It will readily be seen that this bill provides for the increase of cir- 
culation from 90 per cent. of the par value of all the classes of bonds, 
as under existing law, to the full par value of the bond, and to the par 
value only. It limits the circulation based upon the bond to exactly 
what the Government have promised to pay for it, no more, no less. 
Under this bill the basis upon which the circulation rests is neither 
fictitious, speculative, nor fluctuating, but one depending solely upon the 
ability of the Government to pay the bonds. 

But it is urged by those who favor wee awa upon the mar- 
ket value of the bond that the 3 percents will soon be all paid and can- 
celed, and an adequate inducement should be offered toimpel the banks 
to secure circulation by a deposit of 4 or 43 percents which have a fixed 
date of payment, and which by reason of this and of the higher rate of 
interest they bear command a premium in the market. 

Our answer is that the existence of the 3 per cent. bonds, now largely 
held asa security for bank circulation, depends upon the surplus above 
current needs in the Treasury, and the amount of surplus will depend 
upon the action of Congress touching the reserve. The demand of the 
people, without regard to party lines, has been in favor of reduction of 
the burdens of taxation! and I have no doubt Congress will heed the de- 
mand, and possibly leave us with little or no surplus. Therefore, 
while the Government retains the option to pay the 3 per cent. bonds 
at will, the ability to do so rests entirely upon the action of Congress, 
and in the manner I have indicated. 

We answer further, that in the event of the possible payment of 
the 3 per cent. bonds within the next three years, and which can only 
be done by continuing taxation at the present excessive rate, the in- 
creased circulation of 10 per cent. for which this bill provides will 
offer all the advantage required, and all that can safely be given, to 
induce the banks to deposit 4 and 44 per cent. bonds as a security for 
circulation in lieu of the called and canceled 3 percents. That banking 
can be profitably done under this bill at the present market value of 
the bonds bearing 4 and 4} per cent. interest, or even at a much higher 
premium, is capable of mathematical demonstration. To illustrate: The 
interest-bearing debt of the United States now outstanding, and upon 
which circulation is now authorized to be issued upon the deposit of 
the bonds, is as follows. 


6 
Four-and-a-half percents, due September 1, 1891__.___- $250, 000, 000 
Four percents, due July 1, 1907 --------------------- 737, 641, 050 
Three percents, subject to call and payment by the Gov- 
GNM so Sate eae enon esa sony ane 274, 708, 850 
Six percents, currency, due from 1895 to 1899___.----- 64, 000, 000 


' percen! 
Six percents, currency 

It will be seen from this statement that only two hundred millions of 
the circulation now outstanding is secured by pledges of the 3 per cent. 
bonds—the balance, or one hun and fifty millions, being secured by 
the higher-rate or premium honds—and were mainly deposited at a 
time when the banks enjoyed the option and could instead have de- 
posited the cheaper bond and received in return for it an equal amount 
of circulation. Therefore with this experience it will not do to say 
that the premium above the par value exacted in the market for the 
fixed-date bonds will prevent, to any appreciable extent, their use as a 
basis for securing circulation. All experience teaches that the market- 
value of a bond or other security depends only upon what it will yield 
to the investor, keeping in view always the degree of certainty which 
attaches to its ultimate payment. 

When we reflect that one thousand millions of the 4 and 4} percents 
are now in existence and must remain so for many years to come, to 


which we may add the hundreds of millions of State, railroad, munic- 
ipal, and other securities now on the market, and to which class of se- 
curities additions are being daily made, and many of them as safe an 
investment as the bonds of the Government and yield more to the in- 
vestor—considering all this, I may at least be pardoned for not sympa- 
thizing with the fear so often expressed that the market price of a 4 per 
cent. Government bond carrying with it, as under this bill, the right to 
call for circulation equal to its par value, would prelude their depogit 
by the banks. For if the tax on circulation be removed—and who can 
doubt that it will be—the banks will have the advantage of any outside 
competitor equal to what the circulation they receive will yield. Be- 
fore closing I will present a table showing as near as possible the value 
of this advantage. 

It will further be seen from the statement I have already given that 
while the authorized national-bank circulation under existing law is 
much in excess of that actually taken by the banks, the three hundred. 
and fifty millions now employed is quite enough for present needs, and 
to which this bill proposes to add 10 per cent., or thirty-five millions 
more, without requiring the deposit of a single additional bond. We 
have yet made no mention of the two hundred million coin certificates, 
and they are constantly increasing in a ratio which seems to forbid con- 
traction of the currency from the cause mentioned to any degree becom- 
ing dangerous. I am not called upon in this discussion to express an 
opinion as to what I may think of the financial policy of a great Govern- 
ment which makes its circulation stand upon a short-legged silver dol- 
lar worth eighty-five cents, but I mention it, that my friend from Ohio. 
[Mr. SHERMAN] may find food for reflection, for his proposed scheme 
goes to the same extreme in issuing circulation to the extent of $117 on 
a bond for which the pledge of the Government is only good for $100. 

The statement I have made seems to show that there is no present 
necessity for the issue of any new form of Government bond to meet the 
requirements of the national currency. Such a necessity can not arise 
while there are outstanding bonds which can not be called in for re- 
demption in less than from eight to twenty-four years to an amount 
three times that required for banking purposes. As long as these bonds 
remain ouistanding there can be no contraction by reason of the sale of 
the bonds by the banks, for the purchasing bank will reissue at once 
the amount which the selling bank retires. There are $631,000,000 of 
the 4 percents yet for the banks to purchase, and in doing so the pres- 
ent market price would have to be raised to 138 before the result of 
the purchase would be as low an income as 2 per cent. per annum, which. 
is the kind of bond proposed at the other end of the Capitol by Mr. 
POTTER. 

There are also $250,000,000 of the 4} percents, redeemable in eight 
years, and measuring their market value by the 3 percents maintained 
at par, or even their present selling prices in the market, with circula- 
tion equal to the par value, which are even more desirable for this 
purpose than the 4 percents. This gap of unavailed-of privileges be- 
tween the whole bonds and those actually pledged will not fail to keep 
reasonable the premium upon the bonds. 

I offer now a table showing the annual profiton circulation over and 
above the same investments without circulation, based on 4 per cent. 
bonds, costing 122, under this bill: 


Interest on $1,000,000 bonds at 4 per cent------------------ $40, 000 
Interest on $1,000,000 circulation at 6 per cent____.-------- 60, 
GONG SOIC <a ae a Use GINE 100, 000. 


Yearly sinking fund, which will retire the premium of 
22 per cent. in twenty-four years 
Tax on circulation --_-_~_~_ 


Net income with circulation 
Compare the cost of bonds loaned at 6 per cent., costing 122: 
$1,220,000 loaned.at 6 per cent__------..--------------.- 


Profits ou-eiveniatiin: ¢ o~ 55.5 eet caste 


12, 075 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 


Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask him whether the figures from 
which he now reads are the figures issued by a firm of bankers in New 
York several months ago ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. So faras the sinking fund is concerned I think 
it is the calculation made by Fisk & Hatch, of New York, although it 
has been subjected by me to an expert, and he agrees in their conclu- 
sions. Therefore I accepted it as being correct without question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask the Senator if heis aware that 


the banks throughout the country donot accept the computation as being 
correct either in principle or in its mathematical calculation. I state 
that to bea fact, and I state also that the Government actuary and other 
Treasury experts, so far as I know, agree with the banks in their con- 
clusions as to the accuracy of this computation. 

In any event there can not be any very material 
difference, as I am informed, even 


Ma McPHERSON. 
difference. There is no material 


Bess Sia ral dl dat he fg AES Li eed TE Ne a fa Baa 
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among the experts. So, practically, for all the purposes of the argu- 
ment we will consider it to be correct. 


Annual profit on 4} percents costing 116: 


Interest on $1,000,000 bonds at 4} per cent----------------- $45, 000 

Interest on $1,000,000 circulation at 6 per cent ...---------- 60, 000 

C008 ANGOMO EA EA ne aren eee eens e ane 105, 000 

Yearly sinking fund that will retire the premium of 

16 per cent. in eight years_.--.----------------- $16, 108 
Taxon Circulation 222-5254 cco. oan as s—s-e=- 10, 000 

26, 108 

Net income with circulation -.....-.---------------- 78, 892 


$1,160,000 (the cost of $1,000,000 4} per cent. bonds costing 
116) Joaned at 6 per cent. would yield 69, 600 


Increased profit from circulation -------.------------ 9, 292 


From the foregoing calculations it will be seen that with the increase 
of 10 per cent. in circulation, as this bill provides, even with the 4 and 
4} per cent. bonds, the national banks will have considerable advantage 
over ordinary investors. 

If, however, it be found some additional inducement is needed, it 
would be much safer and better to reduce the tax on circulation than 
to adopt the plan proposed by the Senator from Ohio: 

The only consideration that has been urged with any show of reason against 
the repeal of this tax is that some provision should exist by which the circulation 
‘of the banks shall be c! with the cost of maintaining the National Curren: 
Bureau at Washington. e absurdity of this argument is apparent when it 
found that the expenses of the bureau for the last fiscal year were but $220,000, 
_or less than one- nth of 1 percent. on the average circulation of the national 
banks outstanding. 

In addition to the increased annual reserve which accrues to circula- 
tion over and above that obtainable by the ordinary investor who pre- 
fers a perfectly safe to a speculative investment, and who will be the 
‚only competitor the banks will have in the market for the Government 
„bonds, and whose whole interest lies in the direction of low prices for in- 
vestment purposes, there remains yet other important pecuniary consid- 
erations, to wit: The national banks are made the depositories of Govern- 
ment money for a considerable period of time without the Government 
„exacting interest, andthe United States Treasury is made the clearing- 
house for the redemption of their notes when presented for payment, 
‘which is not often, owing to the quality of the security which stands 
-behind them; and it is not unreasonable to suppose that, compared 
with banking on any other principle or with less apparent security 
than the Government bonds, the banks thus organized will have a de- 
„cided advantage in song Boars patronage of deposits, which forms a 
very important item in the ker’s profits. 

AE grant over si chor poole it has take their motes money. “Wao buts 
,national banking association can pay his debt to another by giving his own note? 
If I owe a debt which must be paid in money, my note, however well secured, 
will not pay it. Again, I pay interest on my note and they draw interest on theirs. 

In short, no successful banking, purely as such, can be maintained 
with profit except under the national system, while the system remains, 

it tae always been, the pet child of Congress. 

The currency of money depends upon the security which it represents. 
‘Hence all current money must be secured by something. The money 
of a national-bank note is secured by United States bonds. United 
States bonds are secured by the honor and ability to pay the bonds. 
Honor alone can never be good security for the paymentof money. It 
must be coupled with ability to pay. These together form the security 
upon which its promises rest and depend for their value; and if not so 
secured it will not be used as a medium of exchange. 

Our 3 per cent. bonds have now reached a higher market value than 
any like security ever before issued in this or any other country, and 
onsequently are no longer sought by private investors. This applies 
with equal force proportionately to all other classes of our bonds. There- 
fore I think it safe to say not much higher rate of premium will be 
reached unless the bill of the Senator from Ohio becomes alaw. It 
will be remembered also these words are spoken at a time when the 
jinterest value of money was never less than now. 

My friend from Ohio {Mr. SHERMAN] also from Vermont [Mr. MOR- 
EILL] are armed with substitutes for this bill and have served notice 
of their intention to offer them in the Senate, both of which provide for 
the issue to the banks of circulation in excess of the par value of the 
bonds pledged to secure it. To all such measures of finance I am un- 
alterably opposed as unsound in principle and dangerous in practice. 
The bill offered by the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MORRILL] is less 
vicious than that pro by the Senator from Ohio (Mr. SHERMAN] 
only because it travels a less distance in a wrong direction, the princi- 
ple being the same in both b and both should be rejected. 

“ The bill of the Senator from Ohio proposes— 

1. To issue circulation on the 3 percents totheirpar value. Of this 
we do not complain, it being our own proposition. . 

2. To issue circulation on the 4} percents to the extent of 95 per cent. 
of 112, or circulation $106.40. ; 


3. To issue circulation on the 4 percents to the extent of 95 per cent. 
of 124, or circulation $117.80. rc 

4. To issue circulation on the sixes to the extent of 95 per cent. on 
145, or circulation $137.75. 

The present market value of the last-named bonds being $1.35, it will 
be seen the Senator’s bill would enable the banks to pay for the bonds 
with the circulation issued upon them and have quite a margin of profit 
left. Upon what is this excess of circulation over and above the par 
value of the bond based. Certainly not upon any promise of the Gov- 
ernment, nor yet upon its credit. It is basedsolely upon the specula- 
tive value or market price of the bonds, and which may exist to-day 
and be gone to-morrow. 

Suppose that for some cause the bonds should suddenly drop to par 
or below it, who is to redeem the excess of circulation above par? The 
Government is not pledged to do it, neither is the bank to whom it is 
issued responsible, for, having pledged the bonds as security for its cir- 
culation, no more can be exacted. In short, it is an unwarrantable favor 
extended to the banks, which they neither need, ask for, nor expect, and 
if withheld will result in no disastrous contraction of the currency. 
Who, then, wants this extraordinary measure? I have sought in vain, 
even among bank officers-and owners, to find one single person careful 
of his reputation for financial sagacity who would give it the sanction 
of his support as being proper legislation by Congress. One old and 
experienced bank officer declared it to be monstrous, and a most dan- 

rous precedent to place upon the statute-books of the country; and, 

ides, he saw no immediate necessity for greater relief than would be 
given by authorizing circulation equal to the par value of the bonds. 
The bill now under consideration seems to meet every expectation and 
requirement, and I hope it will be passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN]. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unless some other Senator wishes to speak at this 
time, I should like to have the amendment printed for the use of the 
Senate, and have the matter go over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. BECK. I rose for the purpose of saying that before this debate 
is closed I shall submit a few remarks. I consulted the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and desiring of course to look at the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio, I was about to move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, so that the 
Senator from Rhode Island may have until tomorrow to look over the 
amendment, which I desire to see myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before the Chair submits the motion 
he will lay before the Senate several communications from the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

TEXAS BOUNDARY LINE. 

The following message from the President of the United States was 
read, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication of the 8th ultimo, from the of 
the Interior, and the peeing iy in papers, relating to the establishment of the 
boundary line between the United States and the State of Texas. 

The matter is presented for the consideration of a 

© ER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, February 13, 1884, 
EXTRADITION: OF TRIMBLE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a message from 
the President of the United States, communicating, in reply to a resolu- 
tion of the Senate of the 11th instant, a letter from the Secretary of State 
concerning the case of Alexander Trimble, an American citizen, whose 
extradition has recently been demanded by the Government of Mexico 
for crimes alleged to have been committed by him in that republic; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LOSS OF STEAMER PROTEUS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER also laid before the Senate the follgw- 
ing m from the President of the United States; which was 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States : 

In compliance with the resolution of the Senate of February 6, 1854, directing 
“that the President be requested, if in his judgment not incompatible with the 
public inte to communicate to the Senate the record of the proceedings, 
porn yoo: Arras ndings of the court of inquiry in relation to the events con- 
nected the loss of the steamer as in the Arctic Ocean,” I have the honor 


totransmit herewith a copy of the record, &c., called for in said resolution, to- 
gether with the letter of Secretary of War, dated the 12th instant, submit- 


ting the same to me, 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 13, 18%. 

STATE NATIONAL BANK OF LOUISIANA. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
the unfinished business before the motion of the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Beck] is put. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 339) for the relief of the State National 
Bank of Louisiana. > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 


1884. 


Mr. WILSON. Iask theSenator from Kentncky toallow me to move 
the reconsideration of a bill which was postponed rayne 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
withdraw his motion for formal business ? 

Mr. BECK. Yes; and as soon as such business is transacted I will 
renew it. 


WILLIAM H. MANNING. 

Mr. WILSON. The Committee on Claims on the 6th of February 
made an adverse report on the bill (S. 1126) for the relief of William 
H. Manning. I was informed by the claimant that certain papers and 
proof touching his claim had been lost and had not been considered by 
the committee on that account. He desires to have a reconsideration. 
I ask unanimous consent that the vote by which the bill was indefi- 
nitely postponed be reconsidered and the bill rereferred to the Com- 
‘mittee on Claims. I have spoken to the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. 
DoLPH)] who made the re and he has no objection to that course. 

`The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks that the 
vote by which the bill for the relief of William H. Manning was post- 
poned* indefinitely be reconsidered, Is there objection? The i 
hears none, and the vote is reconsidered. The motion now is to re- 
commit the bill to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Iask unanimous consent to take up 
the bill (S. 791) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to execute certain 
treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,’’ approved May 6, 1882, after 
the currency bill under consideration is disposed of, so that it may be 
the next order of business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from California sub- 
mit a motion to make the bill a special order after the disposal of the 
currency bill ? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Yes; after the currency bill is dis- 


of. 

Mr. HARRISON. There isa bill on the Calendar, which is nearly 
reached in the r order, in which our people area good deal inter- 
ested, and I do not like these orders to be set so as to interfere 
with some p: with the Calendar. I hope the Senator will with- 
hold that for a while and let us make a little pro with the Calendar. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. To what bill the Senator refer? 

Mr. HARRISON. A bill regulating patent rights, and so on. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. That is on the Calendar? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I donotwish te interfere with the Cal- 
endar, 

Mr. ALLISON. _Is the patent-right bill, to which the Senator refers, 
the bill that passed the House of Representatives on that subject ? 

Mr. HARRISON. The bill which passed the House of Representa- 
tives has not yet been reported from the Committee on Patents, but it 
probably will be to-morrow; and will then be presented as a substitute 
for the bill already on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from California in- 
sist on his motion? z 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate bill No. 791 be 
made the special order for next Monday at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the title of the bill be read. 

Mr, MILLER, of California. It is the bill (S. 791) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chi- 
nese,” approved May 6, 1882. It will not take long. 

Mr. PLUMB. I probably shall vote for that bill, and I have no ob- 
jection to its passage at this moment that I know of; but I have ob- 
served that when we make a bill a special order it not only displaces 
everything else, but we get a leisurely way of doing it, for we are ad- 
journing now earlier than usual, because this is one bill and the people 
interested in this one bill arein no hurry, and the Calendar and all the 
people interested in the Calendar are postponed in that way. Unless 
there is something extraordinary that shall present itself hereafter, I 
shall vote against making any bill a special order. I am aware that 
in the ordinary course of legislative proceedings, at the last of the ses- 
sion when we have got to choose among a large class of legislation 
where we cannot possibly get through all of it, we must pick out some- 
thing that we hope to get through so as to have some result to our 
labors, and we do that by making special orders. But to commence 


at the beginning of the session to mikeepan orders is simply to post- 
pone the Calendar and practically to e all the business of the Sen- 
ate drop. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from California. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. BECK. I renew my motion for an executive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. JACKSON. Before the question is put on that motion I ask that 
= unfinished business which was temporarily laid aside be laid before 

e Senate. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which is the bill (S. 339) for the relief of the 
State National Bank of Louisiana, pending which the Senator from Ken- 
tucky moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After nineteen minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 34 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 13, 1884. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
8. LINDSAY, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the following 
cases: 
To Mr. HAMMOND, after to-day, for ten days, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. FOLLETT, for one week, on account of important business, 

To Mr. ROGERS, of New York, for one week, on account of important 
business. 

EDMUND WOLF. 

On motion of Mr. FINDLAY, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the case 
of Edmund Wolf, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

LEONIDAS RUSSELL. 

On motion of Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, by unanimous consent, 
leave was granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the 
petition and papers of Leonidas Russell and Martha L., his wife, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 

$ GEORGE COWLES. 


On motion of Mr. HERBERT, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in 
the claim of George Cowles, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

LIGHTS FOR HUDSON RIVER. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the Housea letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Light- 
House Board asking for an increased estimate for lights for the Hudson 
River; which was referred to the Committee en Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ADULTERATED AND SPURIOUS TEAS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in reference to a 
draught of a bill to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to prevent the impor- 
tation of adulterated and spurious teas,” a letter from the United States 
appraiser at New York; which was referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ATCHISON, TOPEKA AND SANTA FE RAILROAD. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of the re- 

rt of the Commissioner of the General Land Office in answer to reso- 

ution of the House of Representatives of January 31, 1884, requesting 
information in regard to the certification of lands for the Atchison, To- 
peka and Santa Fé Railroad; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
REMOVAL OF DOCUMENTS FROM CAPITOL. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of War, in answer to a resolution of the House 
of Representatives of the 22d ultimo, requesting the removal of mrtain 
public documents from the basement of the Capitol, and reporting com- 
pliance with the same; which was laid on the table. 

e MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the passage of the following bills; in which concurrence was 
requested: 

A bill (S. 491) for the relief of John W. Franklin, executor of the 
last will of John Armfield; 

A bill (S. 767) for the relief of Columbus F. Perry and Elizabeth H. 
Gilmer; and 

A bill (S. 1139) authorizing the construction of a building for the 
accommodation of the Congressional Library. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I rise to a privileged question under the 
rules in reference to the conduct of the business of the House. On Mon- 
day the House passed a joint resolution appropriating $300,000 for the 
relief of the sufferers from the Ohio River flood. The Senate remained 
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in session and passed the resolution the same evening. Ifind by the 
RECORD the resolution came back to the House—of course it could not 
go to the President until the House was in session again—immediately 
after the opening of the session of the House yesterday. I find further 
it was late in the afternoon, and, I think others know, quite late in the 
afternoon, before this resolution went back to the Senate. I understand 
the President and Secretary of War were at their offices waiting to re- 
ceive this joint resolution, sending inquiries by telegraph and telephone 
respecting it, but it was half past 4 o'clock before the joint resolution 
reached the President and received his approval, when it was commu- 
nicated to the Secretary of War immediately, who had arrangements 
made for prompt action. I therefore offer this resolution. 

It is a case of neglect of duty on the part of the officers of the House 
which should be inquired into. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Enrolled Bills be instructed to inquire into 
and report the cause of the delay in forwarding to the President for his ap- 
proval the joint resolution passed on the Lth instant, appropriating $300,000 for 
the relief of the sufferers from the floods of the Ohio River. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not aware of the existence of any rule 
which makes it the duty of any officer of the House to deliver enrolled 
bills to the President. There was at one time a joint rule adopted by 
the Senate and House which regulated this matter; but since 1877, the 
Chair believes, the Senate has declined to regard those joint rules as 
being in force, and the practice has been for the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, or some member of it under the direction of the committee, 
to deliver these bills to the President for his approval. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But, Mr. Speaker, was it not the duty of 
the officers of this House to see that that resolution was. returned to 
the Senate without delay? This resolution was forwarded from the 
Senate to the President, and the object of the inquiry which I have made 
is to find out the cause of the delay in this House on the part of the 
officers of the House. © ~ : 

The SPEAKER. If there be any allegation that an officer of the 
House has failed to perform his duty, the Chair thinks the resolution 
perhaps might be considered as a privileged matter. But this appears 
to be a mere resolution directing the Committee on Enrolled Bills to 
inquire into the cause of the delay alleged to have taken place. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The resolution alleges and is itself prima 
facie evidence that there was delay, and I hold inexcusable delay. Now, 
the object of the resolution is simply to institute inquiries to find out 
whether there was such delay; and, if so, why. 

Mr. YOUNG. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from Ohio 
what evidence he has that there was delay in sending this resolution 
back 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It is furnished by the fact which is shown 
by the record of the proceedings of this House and the Senate that the 
joint resolution did not go from the House to the Senate until late in the 
day. 
Mr. YOUNG. Does the RECORD furnish that information ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes, sir; and the Chair, I take it, must 
take notice of the record of the proceedings of this House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the remark of the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. My statement was that the Chair must 
take notice of the records of the House; and the records show that that 
joint resolution did not go promptly to the Senate. 

Mr. YOUNG. What fact is shown in the records that points the gen- 
tleman to that conclusion? . 7 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have stated the records show it. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me suggest that the resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The object of the resolution is simply to 
instruct the proper committee to make the inquiry. I think we are 
entitled to it, and I ask the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I object. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then I ask the Chair to rule on the ques- 
tion, whether it is a question of privilege or not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it is a privileged resolu- 
tion. There is no charge made against any officer of the House. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Except such as appears on the record. 

The SPEAKER. There is no charge of dereliction of duty. The 
Chair has before him theofficial record of the proceedings of this House 
as printed by the Public Printer, and that shows that this joint reso- 
lution, having been signed by the Speaker of the House, was commu- 
nicated to the Senate. The Clerk will read from the proceedings Of the 
Senate the record of the receipt of the bill by the Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, an- 
nounced that the § er of the House had ed the enrolled joint resolution 
I. Res. 154) authorising the Secretary of War to use rations for the relief of des- 


tute persons in the district overflowed by the Ohio River and its Shuler 
an 


and making an appropriation forthe relief of the sufferers by said overflow; 
it was thereupon Apse by the President pro tempore. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But that appears late in the proceedings of 


the Senate, and Iam advised by a gentleman whom I do not see now 
in his seat that it was some time past 3 0’clock before the Senate was in 
receipt of the joint resolution from the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The chairman of the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, my colleague, is present, and I would like to have him make an 
explanation, which I am satisfied he can do, which will explain the 
whole matter. 

Mr. NEECE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to explain as to the particular 
time this joint resolution was prepared and forwarded to the Senate. 
As to the exact hour when it was received by the committee I can not 
specify, but it was somewhere about 20’clock. It was presented to me 
to be enrolled, I think, somewhat after 2 o’clock. After it was enrolled 
I brought it here at once and returned it to the Clerk and it was sent 
to the te. In the course of an hour and a half after it left my 
hands the resolution was again returned to me. F 

Mr. COSGROVE. Thatis tosay, then, you received it within an hour 
anaa half after the time it left your hands. 

Mr. NEECE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COSGROVE. When? 

Mr. NEECE. On yesterday. Isay it was returned within an hour 
and a half after the time it left the House. By half past 4o’clock the 
joint resolution was placed before the President for his signature. 

There was no delay whatever in the House either in the preparation 
of the resolution or in the presentation of itto the President for his 
signature. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What was the delay in the Senate? 

Mr. NEECE. » I can not tell. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Was there any delay? 

Mr. NEECE. Ido not know. I know there was no delay as far as 
the House is concerned. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It was not in the House for two hours, then ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then I desire to know what the Clerk was 
doing with that resolution during those two hours. I hope this inquiry 
will bring that out. 

Mr. NEECE. The resolution was sent to the Senate and not more 
than an hour and a half or two hours had elapsed when it was returned 
to me. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I am informed the resolution in question 
was enrolled before it was passed by the House, and within three min- 
utes by that clock from the time of its passage the clerk had delivered 
it to the Senate, who were waiting for it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That wason Monday. My inquiry relates 
to what was done with the resolution yesterday. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. NEEcE] 
has already informed the gentleman aš to that. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The resolution was passed by the House 
and by the Senate on Monday. On yesterday it was held between the 
two Honses all day while the President and the Secretary were waiting 
toactupon itand while the sufferers were under the water. Let us have 
an inquiry. ` 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the alleged delay occurred in the Senate, I 
do not know that we have any right to inquire as to that. 

The SPEAKER. Thestatement of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
NEECE] shows that as much diligence as usual, if not more, was exer- 
cised in this case. There is no charge of improper conduct against any 
officer of the House so far as the Chair is able to understand the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from Ohio, But the Chair will submit the 
question to the House. . 

i Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. On the part of somebody there was neg- 
ect. 

Mr. COSGROVE. If the question is to be submitted to the House, 
I wish to amend the resolution so as to instruct the committee also to 
inquire why members stood here and consumed a whole day debating 
the question when the resolution might have passed in ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, if there be no objection, will submit 


the question to the House. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I object, and demand the regular order. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I wish to ask the Chair whether the reso- 
lution presents a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that it does not present a priv- 
ileged question. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then let the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills. ; 

Mr. COSGROVE. With my amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the amendment. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I object to the reference of the resolution unless 
my amendment goes along with it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think an amendment is in or- 
der the object of which is to inquire into the mere exercise of the priv- 
ilege of debate on the part of the House. 

“The resolution was referred to the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I rise to a privil 

up the report of the Committee on Elections in 
case of Chalmers vs. Manning. 


question, to call 
e contested-election 
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Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman yield to me for one moment to sub- 
mit a resolution? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I will yield for that if it gives rise to 
no debate. 


COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. COBB. The Committee on Public Lands have instructed me to 
report the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be, and is hereby, au’ 


thorized 
and empowered to sit during the sessions of the House for the transaction of 
such business as it may have before it. > 


The resolution was adopted. 
Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
ado ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I yield for a moment to the gentleman 
from Tennessee (Mr. Youne]. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The regular 
order is the call of committees for reports, unless the gentleman from 
Georgia calls up a matter of higher privilege. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I believe the contested-election case is 
privileged above the morning hour. I desire to call up that case. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—CHALMERS VS. MANNING. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] calls 
up the report of the Committee on Elections on the contested-election 
case of J. R. Chalmers vs. Van H. Manning, from the second Congres- 
sional district of Mississippi. Does the gentleman desire to have the 
report read? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I do hot desire to have the report read 
unless it be desired by the House. I suggest that time might be saved 
by dispensing with the reading of the report. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Before I proceed to the discussion of the 
case now before the House, I feel it my duty to advert to a statement 
made by the honorable gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Cook] the other day, 
when I had the honor to submit the report in this case. Rising toa 
point of order (for the gentleman is always astute) after the House on 
my motion had granted leave to what I termed the minority of the com- 
mittee to print its views, not in any spirit of criticism or censure, as I 
well understand, but rather for the purpose of advertising the division 
in the committee, the gentleman said that on the vote in the committee 
there was a tie upon the proposition to seat Mr. Manning. 

I shall not reveal the deliberations of the committee, nor have I any 
disposition to evade the responsibility which a tie vote in the committee 
imposes on the chairman. But I feel that it is due to the committee 
that the fact should be stated that upon the report in its final form 
the division of the committee stood as two toone. That committee 
consists of the same number as that tribunal which once determined 
the Presidential contest; but instead of being divided in twain, as my 
good friend and colleague would have the House believe, it was not 
even divided in the proportion of eight to seven; but upon the adop- 
tion of this report there are ten of the fifteen who sustain the report 
and five who oppose it. And in the report which he soon afterward 
sent to the Printer he candidly characterizes the report which I had 
submitted as the report of the majority. It was a very early period in 
the fight for those who agreed with him to straggle from his ranks. 

Mr. COOK. Will the gentleman allow me a word? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. COOK. I do not believe the gentleman desires to misrepresent 
me. We know of the action of a committee only by its vote, and I 
expressly stated that it was equally divided upon the vote in the com- 
mittee. Beyond that I know nothing of the views of the members of 
the committee. ; 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I desire to have no difference on this 
question with my friend from Iowa [Mr. Cook]. All that I was anx- 
ious the House should understand was that on the question as sub- 
mitted by the House to the Committee on Elections its members stand 
as two to one. That statement having been made my purpose is ac- 
complished, and I now propose, with the indulgence of the House, very 
briefly to state the issues in this case. 

It will be borne in mind that when the Congress of which we are 
now members assembled early in December last an impression existed 
throughout the country and was uppermost in the minds of members 
of this House that there had been some irregularity in ifying the 
result of the election in the second Congressional district of the State 
of Mississippi. I advert to this fact not for the purpose of laying any 
stress upon it with a view to prejudice the mind of any gentleman 
against either of the parties to this contest, but simply to state the fact 
that public attention had been arrested on the subject, and it imme- 
diately became a matter of inquiry and contention in the House. 

When the Clerk of the last House had called the roll of members- 
elect, that roll showed that from every one of the three hundred and 


twenty-five ional districts into which the States of this Union 
are divided certificates of election had been sent, except from the dis- 
trict now in question. From his place as Clerk, andin pursuance of the 
responsibility and authority which usage and the law had conferred. 
upon him, he announced that no person had presented the usual cre- 
dentials from the second Congressional district of Mississippi, but that 
Mr. Chalmers had presented a protest, and certain returns and papers, 
on which he based a claim to the seat. 

The Clerk further stated in his announcement to the House that the 
papers presented by Mr. Chalmers were not in the form required by 
law, and he had therefore declined to enroll the name of Mr. Chalmers, 
and the seat was left vacant. 

Now I submit that this statement reveals a most extraordiaary state 
of affairs. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Coox] in the report of the 
minority undertakes to say that such a course was not unusual. Now, 
if he can cite similar cases since the act of Congress providing that 
salaries of members should begin on the 4th of March, I would be 
obliged to him to state them to the House when he comes to argue this 


case. 

When the papers filed by Mr. Chalmers had been described by the 
clerk in a statement somewhat expanded, it was apparent on the face 
of these papers, if they were to be credited, that although a certificate 
had been issued by the governor of the State to Mr. Manning, that cer- 
tificate was based upon a clerical error. 

In that state of the case, I submit that it was not improper that the 
House should institute an inquiry with a view to ascertain whether the 
title to a seat in this Hall ought to be allowed to stand even temporarily 
upon the misprision of a clerk. The issues were not made up on that 
day, as the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Cook] states in hisreport. The 
broad question which was brought to the attention of the country and 
of the House was whether the credentials of a member, although in due 
form, entitled him to a seat on this floor when it was asserted and not 
denied that those credentials are based upon a plain miscount. That 
was the question which was presented on the dest day of this session, 
when my friend from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] stated that he held in his 
hand the credentials in question, and by the resolution which he offered 
asked the House, on the mere face of sucha paper thus overwhelmingly 
attacked and nowhere defended, to permit or direct Mr. Manning to be 
swornin. It was in that state of the case that a brief discussion took 
place which the gentleman from Towa [Mr. CooK] incorporates in his 
report. 

The House adjourned until the next day without determining the 
question. The intervention of a night gave to every member of this 
House an opportunity to deliberate and to examine the statements 
which had been made during that preliminary discussion. The state- 
ment of the Clerk of the last House was published in the RECORD and 
all the paperscould be scrutinized. Every gentleman when he returned 
to his seat here the next day understood distinctly the question which 
had been raised on the one hand by the statement of the Clerk on the 
previous day, and on the other hand by the resolution submitted by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] my colleague on the com- 
mittee. When the House met the next morning the gentleman from 
Ohio stated that at the request of Mr. Manning he asked that the ques- 
tion of Mr. Manning’s prima facie right to a seat be referred to the Com - 
mittee on Elections when appointed. 

Now my honorable friend from Iowa [Mr. Cook] criticises the state- 
ment in the report that Mr. Manning requested the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] to offer the resolution which finally passed. 
Perhaps the criticism of my friend is just. But it should be remem- 
bered that the announcement of Mr. Manning’s request was followed 
by a running debate in which gentlemen on both sides participated, 
one gentleman proposing that the case of Mr. Manning alone should go 
to the committee, other gentlemen proposing that the case of Mr. Chal- 
mers should also be included. It was first proposed to refer only the 
certificate of the governor; other gentlemen on both sides suggested 
that all the papers should go. Finally, and as the outgrowth of the 
proposition of the gentleman from Ohio, who had set out with the 
statement that he was actuated by a request from Mr. Manning, the 
resolution which sent this case to the Committee on Elections was 
adopted without a dissenting vote. 

I now ask the attention of the House to the terms of the resolution 
thus carefully and deliberately molded and adopted: 


Resolved, That the certificate and all other pa in the contested-election case 
of J. R. Chalmers vs. Van H. Manning, from the second Con: ional district 


of the State of Mississippi, be refe! to the Committee on Elections when ap- 
pointed, with inst: 


ructions to report immediately whether, upon the prima facie 

case as presented by said papers, said Manning or Chalmers is entitled to be sworn 

a pore member pending the contest on the merits, and not to affect the final right 
seat, 


Mr. Speaker, the House distinctly refused to refer to that committee 
only the question of Mr. Manning’s right to the seat. The House re- 
fused to exclude from the consideration of the Committee on Elections 
the evidence offered here by Mr. Chalmers to impeach the certificate. 
The House not only refused to take that course, but instructed the com- 
mittee to determine the prima facie right to the seat from all the papers. 

Now the gentleman from Iowa argues that the phrase “‘ prima facie 
case’’ is a technical one, which means absolutely and always one par- 
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ticular thing. Ideny it. The gentleman can not find two disputed 
cases in which the phrase means exactly the same thing. Let me briefly 
advert to the history of the prima facie case in Congress. 

In the early days of Congress members-elect assembled at the Capitol 
with their credentials in their pockets. The Clerk of the previous 
House—pursuing, perhaps, the idea that by being useful he might for- 
ward his re-election—prepared from these credentials the roll of the 
new House. This soon grew into the settled practice, and out of it 
arose the statute which now regulates the presentation of credentials to 
the Clerk of the previous House. 

And as late ‘as the Twenty-third Congress I find it was the usage, 
when any gentleman’s name was called and before he was sworn, to 
have his credentials read at theClerk’s desk. So that before the House 
organized members-elect were accustomed to have their credentials read 
before they were allowed to qualify as members. Whenever a mem- 
ber’s commission was assailed, the question came up before organiza- 
tion and was determined by an i ion of the commission alone. 
The necessity of organization fixed this limit to the inquiry; all other 
matters affecting the ultimate title were in these early days required 
to be stated in memorials and went in the first instance to a committee. 

The phrase ‘‘prima facie case’ was employed to define the effect of 
the usual commission prior to organization, and to distinguish that 
case from a trial on the merits. But when a case is taken out of the 
House and sent to a committee for determination without an investiga- 
tion of the entire case on all the merits, I affirm that it is the usual and 
ordinary practice to define the limits of the inquiry by the committee 
in the resolution of reference. The phrase in question, then, means the 
whole scope of the inquiry, and is ascertained by the terms of the reso- 
lution. 

I propose in the progress of this discussion to state, if gentlemen will 
indulge me, a few cases which support my view, and establish astandard 
at variance with that which the gentleman from Iowa lays down. I 
have already undertaken to show how the phrase arose. I have already 
stated why the House in this very case in sending it to the Committee on 
Elections enlarged the meaning of the phrase and gave us broader limits 
and prescribed to us the rules for our decision in this case. I ask the 
Clerk to read from ‘‘ Contested Elections from 1869 to 1870,” a report 
signed by the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
in the case of Hunt vs. Sheldon. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WHO, THEN, HAS THE BEST PRIMA FACIE TITLE? 


Itis claimed by the ma sage fee upon the certificates, and the laws uj 
which they are based, Mr. Sheldon has the highest and clearest prima facie t 
to the seat. A brief examination will show the fallacy of this conclusion or as- 
sumption, ’ 

A araea Jacie right must be founded upon and established by prima facie 
evidence, and prima facie evidence is that evidence which is sufficient to estab- 
lish the fact, whless rebutted. Now apply this definition to the case under con- 
sideration. Unless rebutted, the certificate which Mr, Sheldon holds is Paced 
facie evidence, first, that an el m was held at the time, place, and for the 
purpose therein expressed ; and, second, that he received the highest number of 
votes cast at the election, which necessarily constitutes his election, and thereby 
establishes prima facie his right, or, in other phrase, his prima facie right to be 
admitted to the seat. But his certificate or prima facie evidence is rebutted b 
a» like official and authenticated statement of equal force, and showing, also > 
that the election was held at the time, place, and for the purpose therein ex- 
pressed; and, second, that Mr, Hunt received the highestnumberof votes cast at 
the election, and which necessarily constitutes his election, and thereby estab- 
lishes prima facie his right to be itted to the seat. Now, what becomes of 
Mr, Sheldon's prima facie right? It falls, of course, unsustained by prima facie 
evidence; and thus hisciaim is of no higher validity than Mr. Hunt’s ina prima 
facie sense, and upon the form of the papers, and in substantial merits, as made 
manifest on the face of the certificates, it becomes utterly worthless and proves 
nothing to the advantage of Mr. Sheldon. 


Mrs COOK. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I will. 

Mr. COOK. Isnotthatextract taken from the minority report? And, 
further, let me inquire whether the House did not, in passing on the case, 
repudiate that doctrine and establish the contrary doctrine, which was 
that the certificate was the sole prima facie evidence? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I will endeavor, Mr. Speaker, to answer 
the inquiry of my honorable colleague, because it is entirely pertinent. 

The House did not in that case establish the doctrine that the certifi- 
cate was the sole prima facie case. On the contrary, the report of the ma- 
jority, submitted by Mr. Stevenson, after reciting the certificate, stated 
that *‘if the case rested upon the certificate alone the right of the holder 
to a seat might be questioned.” 

I will now add that the statement just read by the Clerk was taken 
from the report of the minority of the grae which was signed by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and Mr. Burr. But 
it must not be forgotten that the dispute between the gentleman and 
myself is as to what is a prima facie case. 

I call attention now to 4 case which was decided by the House on a 
report submitted on the 9th of February, 1874, the case of Thomas M. 
Günterrs. W. W. Wilshire, from the State of Arkansas. The resolution 
in the case which I am about to read is similar to the resolution under 
which the House sent this case to the Committee on Elections: 

Resolved, That the credentials and papers in the ion of the Clerk of the 
House in the cases of contested election from the first and third districts of Ar- 
kansas be referred to the Committee on Elections with instructions to report at 


the earliest date practicable who of the contesting parties are entitled to be 
sworn im as the sitting members of the House. 


The resolution, therefore, is very near in form to the resolution which 
sent this case to the Committee on Elections, with only this differenee: 
that in the case now under consideration the instruction of the House 
was that we should determine the case from the papers referred to us. 

_ The Committee on Elections at that day consisted largely of Repub- 
licans, but there were some gentlemen on the committee of conspicuous 
fame throughout this country. The minority report was made and 
signed by a gentleman whose name ought to commend his views not 
only to the House, not only to Mississippi, but to the entire Union. 
I quote from the minority report by Mr. L. Q. C. LAMAR: 

Now, if the construction which a jority of the co: ittee ha t 
this resolution of the House is the fei nd it ANa TE Se S 3 Ae aaa 
tigation of the committee to the instrument by which the prima facie right ises- 
tablished, it follows that they should not have extended their inquiries beyond 
the face of this certificate, nor thrown before this House any information derived 
from evidence and proofs of a secondary . Upon their construction of 
the ronhon the proper sares. in et opinion Srne monena a Airey have 

ve re a resolution e i 
pae noir taking po: nirbh ouse no prima facie right toa seat 


But having specified in this way the construction which the majority 
of the committee in hisopinion had put upon the resolution, but which 
construction, I must add, is not very apparent in the report of the 
majority, Mr. LAMAR proceeds: A 
Ane, cook Of at erUIIADY Hata tin ian ee 

Itseems to the undersigned that the documents, so absolutely false and so fa- 
tal to each other, constitute the only foundation on which rests the prima facie 
title of Mr. Wilshire imperiously demand that the case should be recommitted 
for examination upon its merits. 

In the case I have cited Mr. LAMAR, now an honored Senator from 
the State of Mississippi, presented the views which I have read. 

Now allow me to present briefly some of the evidence referred to the 
committee. The honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania has notified 
us that he proposes to recommit this case to the Committee on Elections, 
in order to confine our inquiry to the narrow line which the report of 
the minority of the committee contemplates. The gentleman from 
Iowa, although be construes the resolution differently, says in his re- 
port that it would be better to rescind these instructions than that the 
House should be guided by them. Icean not agree, Mr. Speaker, in that 
view, but the gentleman from Pensylvania proposed to recommit this 
matter and confine it to that exclusive and narrow inquiry. 

There is no propriety, sir, in recommitting the case to the Committee 
on Elections in order to defer that purpose. Both reports assert that 
the certificate of Mr. Manning is unexceptional in form upon its face. 
There is no dispute about it, and there is no reason in the world why 
the case should he recommitted. Indeed there would have been no rea- 
son to send this case to the committee in the first instance if it was to 
be determined upon an inquiry so narrow. No man could have denied 
that the credentials here are entirely correct in form, and therefore it is 
unnecessary now, as it was in the outset, to send the case to the com- 
mittee on thatissue alone. But if the House desires to retreat from the 

ition which it took upon this subject, let the House rescind the reso- 

ution and adopt that of the gentleman from Iowa, and swear the gen- 

tleman in on thisnarrow title. There is no propriety in recommitting 
the case to the Committee on Elections. 

We in this House are the judges of the qualifications, elections, and 
returns of the members, and the House in my judgment is absolutely 
omnipotent in determining these matters. Neither the gentleman from 
Iowa nor Mr. McCrary nor Mr. Cushing nor any other authority under 
the sun can lay down any limitations on the authority of this House to 
determine the returns of the members who claim seats upon this floor. 
But as I understand that great deposit of authority, which is exclusive 
and from which there is no appeal, no tribunal on earth has authority 
to reverse its decisions. In the exercise of this authority the House 
can send to any committee it pleases any aspect of the case, any section 
of the case, and may divide it into a dozen chapters, and try each one 
seriatim if it so desires. Whodenies it? Who says that is not our pre- 
togative? No act of Congress can repeal it, although the President and 
Senate concur in that repealing act. ‘The House in the exercise of this 
authority may instruct the Committee on Elections to pursue the in- 
quiry which they laid down in the resolution, and we have endeavored 
to discharge that duty. 

In looking to evidence in this case how does the case stand? The 
secretary of state of Mississippi is the person authorized to cast up the 
canvass and certify the result of the election to the governor. A cer- 
tain period of time is specified within which this is to bedone. Among 
the papers which came to the secretary was a return from the commis- 
sioners of election frem the county of Tate, apart of the second Con- 
gressional district. That return on one side of it had the certificate 
which is embodied in the report of the committee and to which gen- 
tlemen can refer. It stated how many votes Mr. Manning received, 
how many votes J. R. Chalmers received, and how many votes certain 
other persons received. Now, on the reverse side of that paper was 
what is called a ‘‘tally-sheet,’’ and which was referred to in the certifi- 
cate on the opposite side. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Cook ]in his 
report, with a little spiee of acrimony mingled in it, states that we 
printed that paper wrong; we ought to have presented, he says, the 
tabular statement first and then printed the certificate on the bach 
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It seems that my very astute friend considers this paper asortof double- 
ender. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not care which side of it you take first. As 
a matter of fact I understand that that side of it which gives the certifi- 
cate, and which is signed by the commissioners, is the usual form in 
which the returns from a county of Mi are sent up to the sec- 
retary of state, and I further understand that the returns from nearly 
all the other counties in that district were sent to the secretary of state 
in the form of that side of the paper which I have had printed in front. 
It is true that that certificate refers to a ‘‘tally-sheet’’ on the opposite 
side. Whether that isin frontor in therear I donotcare. But it will 
be noted that that part of the paper which certifies the result of the 
election, and is dated and signed by the commissioners, gives the vote 
for Mr. Chalmers, while on the back of it in this unsigned tabular 
statement the name of Chalmers does not occur, but J. R. Chambless 
is stated as having received 1,472 votes. 

Now, by which side of this paper should the secretary of state have 
been governed? He should have been governed by that side which 
passed under the eyes of the commissioners and which they signed with 
their names. Would a fair man have taken leave of that statement in 
the certificate and hunted on the other side of the paper for mere figures 
and tabulated lists without heading and without signatures, to deter- 
mine what was the vote of the district? I say every fair rule of con- 
struction would have required the secretary of state to have been guided 
by the face of the paper on which the signatures of the commissioners 
were placed. But take the other view of it. Suppose the other, the 
back of the paper, was a part of it; and then go further and suppose that 
the two were irreconcilable. Then you have a paper which states an 
impossibility, which states an absurdity, which states a thing on one 
side which is contradicted on the other side; and the fair way at last 
would be in this view of the case to have rejected the return altogether. 
Ifthat return had been rejected altogether there would be still a major- 
ity against Mr. Manning. 

In any view, therefore, Mr. Speaker, according to these returns Mr. 
Manning was not elected, and the certificate which he received from the 
governor of Mississippi was based upon a state of facts which, after a 
most careful scrutiny, shows he was a minority candidate. 

Now, let us go a step further to show that the construction which I 
have put upon this paper is a fair one. After the election contest had 
begun in this case, after Mr. Chalmers had served Mr. Manning with 
notice of contest, in which he challenged Mr. Manning’s presumptive 
title to a seat, and in which he alleged this error of the secretary of 
state and set out the mistake made by the commissioners of election for 
the county of Tate; after that’ issue was stated in the notice of con- 
test, the gentleman whose friends claim the seat for him in this case re- 
plied to the notice, and in that reply, which was before the committee, 
he admits broadly and unequivocally that 1,472 votes were cast in Tate 
County for Mr. Chalmers. And he went farther, and said in that ad- 
mission that the inspectors and clerks of the several election precincts 
did certify to the county commissioners of election that Mr. Chalmers 
feceived a majority of the votes. And not only that, sir, but he went 
further, and added in a spirit of manly indignation that he would not 
take advantage of thismiscount, would not take the seat until the House 
should vindicate his right to it. That was the admission in the answer. 
Are we not to take that as evidence here? 

Hence, Mr. Speaker, I assume that the construction which I give to 
these papers is right. If the gentleman who claims this seat, Mr. 
Manning, was right when he after having looked into it and as the 
party most interested to know the truth of it—when he himself in the 
formal pleadings which make up the issues in this entire litigation says 
to his adversary, ‘‘I do admit that the papers show that you gota 
majority of the votes; thatan error was made to your prejudice of which 
I would scorn to take the advantage, and I will not take the seat until 
my right to it is vindicated by the House’’—I ask if my construction 
of the return is not vindicated by this manly statement from Mr. Man- 
ning, and does it not conclude all inquiry on this prima facie case? 

And the gentleman from Iowa in his report says that a man who claims 
to represent the 150,000 people of this district can not give away therights 
of those people, and hisadmissions must pass fornaught. That isanother 
of those nice and high-toned distinctions which Judge Black would have 
denounced, but which I shall not take the liberty of denouncing, as 
the ‘‘snapperadoes”’ of a nisi prius trial. [Laughter.] 

A member-elect has certain rights, and he can make admissions which 
will bind his constituents. I affirm that proposition, and the gentle- 
man from Iowa who controverts it must donee it, and thus the issue 
will be made up between him and me. In the first place, the act ot 
Congress prescribes the pleadings in an election contest, and among 
other things prescribes that in the notice and answer the controverted 
points shall be stated, and that the things which are admitted may be 
taken as proved. 

I put it to any gentleman on this floor, if he were a litigant in such 
an unfortunate controversy as thés, and if there were a fact patent and 
plain and palpable, would he not save his adversary the expense and 
trouble and delay of proving it if he himself could not deny it and he 
knew it was capable of proof on the other side? 

Now to go a step farther—for I am addressing lawyers, and I assume 
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that they are familiar with the conduct of cases in courts—can not a 
member-elect represent his constituents or refuse to doso, as he pleases ? 
Can he not decline to take his certificate, and in that way create a va- 
cancy in his district? Can he not resign his seat? Can he not give 
away the rights of his constituents in every vote which takes place in 
this Hall? And for the purposes of this trial in an election contest is 
he not the accredited agent of those who voted for him in the election; 
is he not the party immediately interested; and when he is litigating 
with his adversary for a high place in this Hall, which Ithink the most 
honorable in the world, can he not against his own interest make a 
statement which may be at least taken for the truth ? 

You have the case of a certificate resting on the plain, palpable, and 
unmistakable misprision of a clerk. I say itis just as fatal to the right 
of representation in this Hall as if it were a corrupt or a forged certifi- 
cate or as if the governor of Mississippi had accredited as a representa- 
tive here of that honorable constituency a man who had never been a 
candidate for the office. 

Once lay down the precedent that after you have the evidence in a 
case, after you have learned the truth of the case, sitting here with even 
larger powers than the secretary of state of Mississippi had, ay, with 
larger powers than everybody in Mississippi had—if in the exercise of 
that high omnipotence, after you have had all the truth of the case, you 
shall decide that a man may stand on a certificate which rests on such 
a basis as this, I would not give a fig for the title of any member on 
this floor. 

In the consideration which I have tried to give to this case I have 
endeavored as best I could, not in any very consecutive or formal man- 
ner, to state the substantial rights and rules involved. I may desire 
again to be heard somewhat upon it. But just now allow me to say 
that there is no question in my judgment which can come before this 
House which ought to arrest more of the serious attention of Repre- 
sentatives than the question which is now under consideration. 

It is a matter of the gravest public concern. It is not a question 
which concerns alone the supremacy of a particular political party in 
the State of Mississippi. It is not a question so narrow even as the 
limits of a great State. It isa question which involves in its scope the 
character and the judicial precedents of a great party. 

I have endeavored in this case to divest my mind of every considera- 
tion of partiality on the one hand or prejudice on the other, for I ad- 
mit that I felt both. I had the dificult duty of keeping along that 
narrow line which, as I think, forms the boundary between right and 
wrong. Casting aside temptation on the one hand and on the other, I 
have endeavored in such consideration as I have been able to give this 
case to hold aloft the banner of the majority in popular elections. 

In the consideration of an election contest, in which we approach 
the only majesty in this country and bow before the footstool of the 
highest sovereignty, we ought to uncover our heads and leave behind 
us the fouling dust of the campaign. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. As a member of the Committee on Elections I de- 
sire to state the reasons why I can not concur in the report of the major- 
ity of that committee. The conclusion seems to have been reached by 
a majority of the committee that neither Manning nor Chalmers have 
prima facie right to a seat in this House. 

The House by resolution directed the committee to report whether 
upon the prima facie case as presented by the certificate of the governor 
and the papers on file in the contested-election case of Chalmers tx. 
Manning the said Manning or Chalmers is entitled to be sworn in as a 
member pending the contest on the merits. 

The question submitted, as I understand it, was whether Manning 

or Chalmers had the prima facie right to a seat on this floor as a mem- 
ber from the second district of Mississippi, and that question was to 
be determined on evidence competent to establish a prima facie case. 
`The committee was directed to determine the question from the certifi- 
cate of the governor and all the papers on file in the contested-election 
case, 
Under the resolution it became the duty of the committee to exam- 
ine all the papers on file, but I submit that it was not the intention of 
the House by the resolution to declare a new rule of evidence contrary 
to that established by'an almost unbroken line of precedents of this 
House in contested-election cases, and contrary toa rule which has been 
steadily adhered to by the courts of last resort in nearly every State in 
the Union for the past half century. The House did not intend that 
the committee, after an examination of the papers filed, should give 
weight to or act uponsuch as was manifestly incompetent evidence upon’ 
the issue directed to be determined. 

If they were competent they were to be considered, and if they were 
not they were to be rejected. A judge must inspect a paper before he 
can determine whether itshould be admitted as evidence or rejected as 
incompetent. Submitting a case toa court upon the papers filed in it 
does not authorize him to consider and act upon improper testimony 
because it has been filed by the party seeking the benefit of it. 

Manning presented the certificate of the governor of Mississippi in 
due form. It was not shown or claimed that he obtained it by fraud 
or that it was unintentionally issued by the governor. The governor 
certifies under the seal of the State that Manning was duly elected to 
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represent the second district of Mississippi in the Forty-eighth Con- 


Under the law of Mississippi it is made the duty of the governor to 
certify the result of the election of members of : no other of- 
ficer of that State is authorized to make any statement or issueany cer- 
tificate in reference thereto. 

No other person is authorized to give evidence to this House upon the 
subject. He has done so, and confessedly in due form, and as his cer- 
tificate is the only proper evidence, it must be conclusive. 

Mr. Manning came before the committee, then, with as perfect a prima 
facie title as any member on this floor could show if called upon so to do. 

What answer is made to this perfect prima facie case? Chalmers has 
very little upon which to rely in his effort to attack the prima facie 
case of Manning and to establish a prima facie case for himself. What 
was found on the files which the majority of the committee say the 
House compelled the committee to act upon by the resolution of refer- 
ence? 

First. The certificate of the election commissioners of Tate County. 

Second. A canvass of votes by counties by the secretary of state. 

Third. A second or supplemental return by the commissioners of 
Tate County. 

Fourth. A copy of the record in a proceeding in one of the circuit 
courts of Mississippi against H. C. Myers, secretary of state, which on 
appeal was reversed and dismissed by the appellate court. 

This is all, except the answer of Manning, of which I will speak in a 
moment. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Upon what ground did the supreme 
court reverse the action of the circuit court ? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Want of jurisdiction. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Not at all. Let the gentleman read 
the opinion of the court. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Then the gentleman can argue that matter after 
a while. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. The supreme court based its action on 
the ground that it had no right to coerce the governor of Mississippi to 
issue a double certificate. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. If the gentleman is accurate in reference to that he 
is accurate beyond the record, for the record introduced before the com- 
mittee shows no such thing. It is out of the way at least; the whole 
case was dismissed, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what one of the papers I have named is compe- 
tent evidence to be even considered in ascertaining which of these two 
persons has a prima facie right toa seat on this floor? Are thecommis- 
sioners of Tate County able to give testimony to this House upon this 
subject? Is the canvass of votes by the secretary of state competent 
evidence ? 

The supplemental return of the commissioners of Tate County the 
majority of the committee reject as incompetent. Why is not that re- 
turn just as competent as any of the other papers to which I have called 
attention ? 

According to the argument of the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
TURNER] none of the papers on file in the contested-election case would 
have been competent evidence upon the question to be determined had 
they not been made so by the resolution of reference. And it follows 
that if all were made competent by the resolution of the House, then 
the supplemental return of the commissioners of Tate County and the 
ex parte affidavit of the clerk of said commissioners were also competent. 

Do these fugitive papers overturn the only competent evidence of a 
prima facie title to an office ? 

It is said, however, that if these papers are of no value, Manning by 
his answer contradicts the certificate of the governor and disproves 
- what might otherwise be a perfect prima facie case. 

No one will contradict the correctness of the proposition that the an- 
swer is to be construed as a whole and not by a single sentence. 

Manning admits that a mistake was made in the count of the vote 
of Tate County, but from first to last he maintains that he was duly 
elected, and that he can show, when the contest on the merits is entered 
upon, not only that he was ap tly elected, as shown by the gov- 
ernor’s certificate, but that he is entitled to hold the seat to the end of 
the term. He says to Chalmers, ‘When the contest on the merits is 
entered upon I will show that your candidacy had its birth in a con- 
spiracy and ended in bribery and corruption at the polls.” 

In my judgment, the answer should not be considered on the ques- 
tion of which of the parties has a prima facie title, but if it is consid- 
ered, taken as a whole, it makes for instead of against Manning. I go 
further, however, and take the position that the answer is not to be 
considered at all upon this question, for the reason that this is not a 
controversy over a private right. The people of Mississippi are inter- 
ested, and they can not be deprived of their chosen Representative by any 
admission that Representative may have made. A person who had re- 
ceived a majority of ten thousand votes might admit himself out of a 
seat and put his opponent in his place by admitting in his answer to a 
notice of contest that his opponent and not himself received a majority 
of the votes cast at the election. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, I would 
like to ask him a question at that point, although I do not wish to 
interrupt him, having no desire to break the line of his argument. 


Mr. ELLIOTT. I will yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. If I am not mistaken there is a case in 
the text-books which originated in the State of Pennsylvania, an elec- 
tion in which it a from the returns that there was a tie vote. 
Both of the gentlemen admitted it was a tie, and on their admission 
the governor of Pennsylvania ordered a new election. At the new elec- 
tion Mr. John Sargeant, a name rather well known in Pennsylvania, 
was returned as elected. After he had been returned at the new elec- 
tion certain citizens of the district sent a memorial here, which was the 
usage then, challenging his right to a seat and claiming an election 
had been made before, that the other was nota tie. The Committee 
on Elections reported, and the House sustained the report, that the ad- 
missions the other party as well as Mr. Sargeant had made were a com- 
plete waiver of their rights and neither the House nor the committee 
could go behind that. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Ihave not examined the case, and I did not know of 
the existence of it. 

Mr. COOK. Ihave it before me. It will be found as the note on 
page 162 of McCrary, the standard authority on election cases: 

But it is very doubtful whether relin z 
ferred to should have been regarded Piara fat ASST binding ET 

The constituency were chiefly interested, and they were not consulted. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I desire to call the attention to an authority on this 
subject, McCrary on Elections, sections 359 and 360: 

In the case just cited it was further held that the rule that a failure to an- 
sweris a confession of the all ions contained in the complaint will not be 
appead to a contested election in the House of Representatives. The reason is 
Sper he inquiry is of a public nature and not a case involving private rights 

Upon this point the committee, among other things, say: 

The contestant and the sitting member are Wy no means the only parties in- 
terested in this representation, The electors of the district, each and every one 
of them, have a vital interest in that question, and no one of them can be pre- 
cluded by any laches not his own from insisting that the choice of the majority 
shall be regarded. No confession ofthe sitting member, however it might bind 
him personally, can place thecontestantin theseat unless he is the choice of the 
majority, nor deprive that majority of its rightful representation. 

I submit that upon reason and authority it is clear that Manning had 
not the power to admit away the trust confided to him by the people 
of the second district of Mississippi. 

We have this queer state of things according to the majority report: 

The evidence which was sufficient to overturn Manning’s prima facie 
case made by the governor’s certificate did not make a prima facie case 
for Chalmers. 

The majority are here forced back to the position taken by the mi- 
nority, to wit, that nothing but the certificate of the governor is evi- 
dence upon the question of a prima facie case. 

Tt is said that the House is asked to do what Manning himself would 
not do. Notatall. The House is asked to determine the legal ques- 
tion or recommit the question to the committee, and if it shall be de- 
termined that Manning has the prima facie title, he can ask to be 
sworn in as a member pending the contest on the merits. bad 

I trust I may be pardoned for saying that it has not been shown so 
far why this case should be made an exception to all which have gone 
before it. I can not understand why Manning should not receive the 
consideration heretofore accorded to persons holding the certificate of 
the officer by the law of the State where the election occurred author- 
ized to ascertain and certify the result. Is there any good reason why 
he should be made the first vietim of a new rule of evidence, which can 
breed nothing but uncertainty and confusion ? 

No matter how great may be the regard of the members of this House 
for the statesmanlike qualities and political cau oad of Chalmers, Mr. 
Manning should not be prejudiced thereby. e has the right to ask 
that 2 well-settled rule be applied to his case and that the House de- 
clare that he has the prima facie right to a seat on this floor and is en- 
titled to be sworn in as 2 member pending the contest on the merits. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. Let me ask the gentleman a question. Is it 
not a fact that all of the evidence in this case as we read it here has 
been before the committee in print? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. It has not been before the committee. The evi- 
dence has been printed. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. How long has it been printed? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I donot know; perhaps two or three weeks. 

Mr. VANALSTYNE. Hasit not been printed for at least five weeks? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. The whole has not been, so far as I know. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. Has it not been printed and lying upon the 
shelves of the document-room for at least five or six weeks? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. What does the gentleman intend by his inquiry ? 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. Simply this: I have read this evidence, and 
it is of that character that any man—any legal man—can determine its 
merits within three hours and write a correct opinion upon it. And 
there is not a particle of evidence by which Mr. Manning can claim a 
right to his seat here upon the merits as here presented. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. If that be so, does it affect the prima facie right ? 
I know of another case which has been before the committee to which 
it would not now be proper to call attention, but where I apprehend 
not a member of the committee has a shadow of doubt as upon this 
case upon its merits, and they rest upon the ground that the man who 
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has the certificate of the governor is entitled to hold that position until 
he is turned out upon a contest on the merits. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him an- 
other question ? 2 

Mr. ELLIOTT. TI yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CURTIN]. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. Does the gentleman haveany right to yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. COOK. I wish to inquire of the Chair if the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ELLIOTT] has exhausted his hour. 

Mr. COBB. I understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania has not 
occupied his whole time, and he yields a portion of his time to his col- 
league [Mr. CurTIN]. That he has the right to do. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Lyield the balance of my timeto the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, if he requires so much. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ELLIOTT] 
has thirty-five minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. CURTIN. Ionly desire five or ten minutes. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield to my colleague the time he desires. 

Mr. CURTIN. I offer a resolution, which I desire to be considered 
now, in reference to this case. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can offer the resolution at this time, 
and it can be considered as pending, but it can not be voted on until 
the debate is closed. 

Mr. CURTIN. [ask the Clerk to read the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. For what purpose is the resolution of- 
fered? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Penn- 
sylyania [Mr. CURTIN] to state he desires to offer a resolution. The 
Chair in response to that has said the resolution can be offered and read, 
bnt can not be voted on until the debate has been concluded. The 
Chair is informed there is no resolution at the Clerk’s desk except the 
resolutions reported by the majority and minority of the committee. 

Mr. CURTIN. It was read from the Clerk’s desk a few days since. 

TheSPEAKER. The paper then read has gone to the Public Printer. 

Mr. CURTIN. I offered the resolution on the day the report was 
made. It was read from the Clerk’s desk and was objected to, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution as it is printed 
in the RECORD of that day’s proceedings. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the question of a Sacie right toa seat on this floor involved 
in the contested-election case of James R. Chalmers vs, Van H. Manning, from 
the second Congressional district of the State of Mississippi, be recommitted to 
the Committee on Elections, with instructions to ascertain and report immedi- 
ately to this House whether a certificate of election to the office of Representa- 
tive from said district to the Forty-eighth Con; was issued by the proper 
authority, as required by the laws of the State of Mississippi and of the United 
States, to any one; and, ifso, to whom. 

Mr. CURTIN. 1 offered that resolution with the expectation that 
this House would refer the question as to the prima facie right to the 
seat on this floor without reference to the merits or the evidence which 
may betaken on the one side orthe other, On the first day of the session 
an effort was made to seat Mr. Manning on prima facie evidence that he 
had a right to a seat here; on precisely the evidence on which every 
other gentleman on this floor occupies a seat. 

The case was referred to the Committee on Elections, as it should not 
have been, by a modified resolution; and the Committee on Elections 
have made a mistake or this House made a mistake in adopting that 
course; for that committee seemed to have found it necessary to go be- 
hind the return of the governor of the State and to make an investiga- 
tion of the facts on which they reported. 

The second district of Mississippi is entitled to representation on this 
floor. It isone ofthe grand fundamental principles of this Government 
that all the people shall be represented in these Halls. The certificate 
of a governor of a State should seat a man on the prima facie case. It 
is an act of sovereignty. It has been recognized from the beginning of 
this Government down to this day; and there is no precedent upon rec- 
ord in the Congress of the United States to change the regular current 
of right and justice and to defeat the demand of the people for repre- 
sentation. 

Tt is of little consequence what General Manning said. He showed 
his sensitive honor when he presented his certificate and said he would 
let the House declare whether he had a right to the seat or not on the 
prima facie case at their pleasure, but that he reserved to himself the 
right in any contest made for the seat to show that he was entitled to 
it in fact as well as in law. 

If the certificate of a governor of a State, under the great seal of the 
State, the emblem of the sovereignty of a State, will not give a citizen 
a seat upon this floor, I pray what will make prima facie evidence of 
the right to a seat here? You all occupy your seats upon such certifi- 
cates. To say that this House would have the right, and, having the 
right, would exercise it, to judge of the validity of a certificate of the 
governor of a sovereign State and deprive any portion of the people in 
this great country of the representation here to which they have an 


inalienable right, is in violation of the principles which lie at the very 
foundation of this great Government. Then one by one each member 
as he comes to this House with the same evidence could be rejected and 
turned away from this Hall. If General Manning is not entitled tohis 
seat then the evidence to determine that is before the committee. If 
he is entitled to remain in his seat the evidence will satisfy this House 
of that right. But in the mean time the people of the second district 
of Mississippi have a right to a representative on this floor, 

The committee unanimously say General Chalmers has no such right 
on the prima facie case; and as to the right of General Manning the 
committee are divided, and it is now for this House to say whether the 
certificate of the governor of Mississippi that the people of the second 
Congressional district have elected General Manning as a Representa- 
tive to this House shall enable him to take his seat or whether on the 
report of the committee charged with the duty of ascertaining who has 
the prima facie case he shall be turned back in the face of the people 
of the second district of Mississippi and of the certificate of the gov- 
ernor of a sovereign State. 

We only ask that General Manning shall be seated on the credentials 
he presents from the governor of his State. After that the committee 
which is charged with this high and important duty can examine the 
question whether on the facts and in a fair contest he has a right to 
continue in the seat, and this House has the power to turn him out awd 
seat Mr. Chalmers in his place if it pleases. 

Mr. BELFORD. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a qnes- 
tion? 

Mr. CURTIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BELFORD. Now, suppose that the governor of a State issues a 
certificate to a party, and that party comes to this House and publicly 
declares that that certificatets fraudulent and that declaration is known 
to every member of this House, would that not be an exceptional prima 
Jacie case? 

Mr. CURTIN. I would be very glad to answer the question. 

Mr. BELFORD. And I would be glad to hear your answer, too. 

Mr. CURTIN. Thegentleman may put a case of that kind, and it 
may be possible that the governor of a State may choose to go back 
upon his certificate. That does not affect the right of General Manning 
to his seat under his certificate. 

Mr. BELFORD, He has admitted that such was the case. 

Mr. CURTIN. He has admitted no such thing. He has done no 
more than an honorable man would do, refer the certificate of the gov- 
ernor of his State to this House; that is allhe hasdone. Henever has 
admitted that he was elected by fraud, forgery, or falsehood. That part 
of the gentleman’s question he drew from his imagination, which we 
have learned in this Honse is fertile, progressive, and spreading at all 
times. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BELFORD. Just a moment. 

Mr. CURTIN. If my friend and ancient neighbor, born near where 
I was born and whom I have known all his life, will permit me I will 
say that I understand well his wit, his sharp parliamentary knowledge 
and experience, and more than all his diffusive eloquence. And I can 
not be annoyed by him, for I am too young a man foran old fellow like 
him to tease. [Langhter. ] 

Mr. BELFORD. That will do. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. CURTIN. General Manning has never admitted what my friend 
from Coloradosays. Since my friend from Colorado ascended the Rocky 
Mountains to the high altitude of his State, where he breathes an air 
so light and pure, he seems to have forgotten the solid sense of the Juni- 
ata Valley, where he was born and raised. If he will go back there I 
will give him lessons in law at least, if I can not in parliamentary right 
and usage. [Renewed laughter. ] 

I now yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. OATES]. : 

Mr. OATES. How much time does that give me? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. BLACKBURN]. The gentleman has 
twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. OATES. The report of the majority of the Committee of Elec- 
tions would seem to declare that the action of the House was either a 
refusal to seat Mr. Manning on the usual evidence of the governor’s cer- 
tificate or it was a renunciation by him of his right to admission to such 
seat on the governor’s certificate alone. The erroneousness of that con- 
clusion, I think, can be very easily shown, and from that erroneousness 
results all the other reasons and conclusions which culminated in the 
report of the majority of the committee. 

By reference to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD containing the debates of 
the first day of the session, when the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Con- 
VERSE) offered a resolution that Mr. Manning be sworn in as the mem- 
ber-elect from the second Congressional district of the State of Missis- 
sippi, will be found this: 

Mr. Kasson. Now I desire to ask the further question, has the House the 
right to order a man who does not claim his right toa seat on this floor to be 
et i aa He does claim his right to a seat upon the floor, and has 


never admitted to anybody, either publicly or privately, but that he was hon- 
estly elected, 


A little further on is this: 
Mr, Kasson. But the gentleman from Ohio appears here and is claiming his 
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seat. It is publicly alleged that the gentleman from Mississippi referred to in 
the resolution does not claim his right to a seat, 

Mr. Coxverse. That is entirely a mistake. The gentleman has never admit- 
ted, as I have stated, that there was any doubt of right. 


On the next day this took place: 

Mr. CONVERSE. I am requested by Mr. Manning to ask unanimous consent of 
the House that the question of his prima facie right to a seat on this floor be re- 
ferred to the standing Committee on Elections when appointed, with instruc- 
tions to report thereon at the earliest day possible. 

He asked only for the reference of the prima facie case to the Com- 
mittee on Elections. Then followed a discussion of the question, show- 
ing that in every instance those who represented Mr. Manning on this 
floor insisted upon his right to the seat, and conclusively showing that 
the intention in referring the case to the Committee on Elections was 
to refer simply the prima faciecase. I read from the debate which then 
took place: 


Mr. Kerrer. The objection we make is that it is proposed to refer the prima 
Jacie right of one gentleman only, not both, By the papers here—by the certifi- 
cates from the secretary of state of Mississippi—the result of the vote is shown 
absolutely. Let both cases goto the committee. They can be trusted to report 
upon the question whether Mr. Chalmers or Mr. Manning is entitled to the 

fm 


MA BLACKBURN, Prima facie. è 

Mr. KEIFFER. Prima facie. ‘ 

Mr, BLACKBURN. That is all fair. 

Mr. Ketrer. That is all we ask, If the gentleman will include the two we 
make no further objection. 

That shows conclusively that merely the prima facie case was referred 
to the Committee on Elections. The majority of the committee in my 
judgment have placed an erroneous construction upon the action of the 
House, and seem to regard it as their duty to consider all the papers 
which were referred to them, and to put the case outside of the rules 
heretofore applicable to prima facie cases. 

Inasmuch as it is conclusively shown that the reference was of the 
prima facie case only, we are brought at once to the inquiry, What isa 
prima facie case? It is that which entitles a member to be sworn in 
and to take his seat here until the case can be heard upon its merits. 
McCrary on Elections says: 

It is enough for the É kyeng facie case if the certificate comes from the proper 
officer of the State, and clearly shows that the person claiming under it has been 
adjudged to be duly elected by the officer or board on whom the law of the State 
has imposed the duty of ascertaining and declaring the result, 

The person duly commissioned has the right to exercise the functions 
of the office until upon investigation of the merits it is judicially deter- 
mined otherwise. The certificate of the governor is the evidence and 
the only competent evidence in the case to which this House can look. 
If the certificate is in the usual form there can be no misapprehension, 
and unless the certificate itself refers to something outside, in deciding 
the prima facie case the House has no right to go beyond it. If it refers 
to any extraneous matter, then it is competent for the House to pursue 
it and determine upon whatever it refers to, whether the person hold- 
ing the certificate has a prima facie right to the seat or not. And the 
case referred to by the gentleman from Pennsylvania as being the only 
exception I do not deem an exception, but confirmatory of the right of 
General Manning to theseat. Let me invite the attention of the House 
for a moment to that case. I read from McCrary: 

The case of Hunt vs. Chilcott (2 Bartlett, 164) is one of the very few cases in 
which a certificate of election signed by the proper authority has been held in- 
sutlicient to entitle the holder to be sworn in as a member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and to occupy a seat pending a contest. 

But in that case Mr. Hunt did not rest his case upon the paper only. 
He introduced the evidence of Governor Cummings in its support; and 
inasmuch as Governor Cummings testified in a manner that contradicted 
the certificate the committee had the right to accept that evidence. 
The governor was a witness produced by Mr. Hunt, and to whom he 
gave full credit. Therefore the contradiction was invoked by himself, 
and the committee was authorized to act upon it. It was tantamount 
to the reference to extraneous matter by the certificate itself, because 
the evidence was produced by the person claiming under that. certifi- 
cate. But in this case General Manning produced no such evidence. 

It is said by some that he made an admission in his answer to the 
notice of contest that 1,472 votes which were returned for Chambless 
were in fact cast for General Chalmers, which would determine the 
election on the face of the returns in favor of that gentleman. But I 
submit to this House thereis nothing upon the face of the certificate nor 
is there any admission upon the part of General Manning that brings 
this case within the principle of the case of Hunt cs. Chilcott. The 
admission, if there be such, in General Manning’s answer to the notice 
of contest is a part of the case upen its merits. As was stated by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, the proper construction to be placed upon 
that answer is by taking the whole, not a mere part of it. The com- 
mittee in considering the prima facie case, which is all that this House 
intended to refer to them, had no right to take anything as evidence 
beyond the face of the paper. They could no more look at the answer 
to that notice than they could go into the testimony in the ease for the 
— of arriving at a solution of the question which was referred to 

em. 


What is a prima faciecase? That which at first view entitles a party 
as a matter of right to the thing heclaims. Why, sir, when an action 
is brought in any court upon a promissory note er a bond, and the note 


or bond is read im evidence to the jury, that, without more, entitles the 
plaintiff to recover. In this case, where a man presents to the House a 
certificate of the governor and upon it claims a right to be sworn in, 
with no extraneous evidence referred to by it, nothing in connection 
with it to impeach that certificate, how can this House deny him the 
right to be sworn in? It is not only the right of the people of the sec- 
ond district of Mississippi, but it is also a right personal tohim. When 
a gentleman comes here bearing the certificate of the governor of his 
State, in form, and demands of this House that he be sworn in, 
it is his right to be thus sworn in. 

But, says some one on the other side, ‘‘ General Manning admitted 
that he had no case.’’ Suppose he had proclaimed from the houseteps 
that General Chalmers and not himself was elected, I ask the House 
when was the time exhausted for his retraction; when was there an 
end of the locus penitentie? Even though he had thus declared time 
and again, when this Congress assembled and was organized he pre- 
sents this paper; and where is the law that makes any prior declara- 
tion on his part operate as an estoppel? There is no such authority to 
be found in the books. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Will my friend from Alabama allow me 
to interrupt him a moment? 

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Manning certainly thought there were 
some bad features in his certificate; he declined to present it to the 
House; he was anxious that the House should assume the responsibili- 
ty of accepting the certificate and seating him. The House refused to 
take that responsibility, and referred the question to the Committee on 
Elections. That committee now declines such responsibility; and the 
question, like Banquo’s ghost, comes back to us again. I know it wis 
understood that the whole question—prima facie and merits—was re- 
ferred to that committee. I wish the House to determine the question 
on that basis. 

Mr. OATES. I did not yield to the gentleman for a speech; but I 
will answer the points he has made, and I am glad he has made them. 

Mr. COX, ef New York. That is the only point I have to make, and 
this statement saves me the necessity of making a speech. 

Mr. OATES. In the first place, this House did not determine that 
General Manning was not entitled to the seat. There is no evidence 
whatever that it ever questioned his certificate or thought it at all in- 
valid. The gentleman can find nothing whatever upon which to ques- 
tion that certificate, unless he goes behind it into the merits of the con- 
troversy. The only basis for questioning this certificate comes from 
the admission of General Manning in his answer; but to use that for 
this purpose is going behind the certificate and is not admissible in a 
case like this. 

The House did not decline to seat General Manning. There was a 
debate and contest about it, as the RECORD shows; but the House came 
to no conclusion. On the second day there seemed to be a division of 
opinion in the House; and, as the RECORD shows, Mr. Manning then 
requested that the prima facie case be referred to the Committee on 
Elections when appointed. Gentlemen here who believed that both 
sides of the question ought to go to the committee caused the resolu- 
tion to be amended so as to refer the question of the prima facie right 
notonly of Mr. Manning but of Mr. Chalmersalso. That was the ques- 
tion referred to the committee; and there was no action of this House 
that operated as an estoppel upon any one; there never was any action 
to conclude any one or to bind this House. There was simply a refer- 
ence to the committee, which performs in this case an office similar to 
that of a register of a chancery court. It was the reference to them to 
ascertain that fact and report it for the final action of this body. They 
have ascertained and reported it to the House. + 

Is there anything in the action of the House or the committee to con- 
clude anybody? The question now is whether this House will confirm 
the report made by the majority or the minority of the Committee on 
Elections, to which the matter was referred. Why should there be 
any difference made in this case? Why should it be treated differently 
fromany other? Theuniversal custom and precedent here has been that 
where the case comes regular in form and from the officer authorized 
by law to issue it the party shall be sworn in onit, And when thus 
sworn in, whatever there may be in the papers or in the answer by way 
of confession or in the testimony on file, goes to the merits of the case, 
and has nothing to do with the House in its action on the prima facie 
case. ‘Thatis the difficulty the committee has got into, that it has gone 
into evidence which should not have been considered touching the issue 
referred to it. Had the majority confined itself to the issue presented 
to it, which was the prima facie case and nothing more, there would 
have been no difficulty. But they have gone beyondit. They are dis- 
posed to go beyond the case, as some members were when it was pro- 
posed to swear in General Manning on his certificate. This disposition 
to go beyond the testimony which makes the prima facie case is what 
has made all the difficulty. - Exclude all that from the case which be- 
longs to the merits, and you have no difficulty whatever. It is only 
matter that pertains to the merits which has produced this confusion. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, there is nothing more in the case than 
the naked one referred to the committee. The majority of the com- 
mittee refers to one paper as not legal evidence, and therefore it did not 
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give it much weight. Ifit were not legal evidence no weight whatever 
should have been attached to it. No importance should be given to it. 
Looking to the issue on the evidence found in the papers, only that per- 
tinent to that issue ought to have been tried by the committee. Had 
that been done we would not have had this confusion. Then the case 
was a clear one for General Manning. 

How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER.. Five minutes. 

Mr. OATES. I yield it to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, there should be no difficulty on this ques- 
tion in view of the strong and well-settled precedents of the House. 
And those precedents are in the line which always carries this House 
through correctly. 

I have discussed this question, 1 believe, twice before while I have 
been a member of this House, and before I did so discuss it I had stud- 
ied the question I thought pretty carefully. And I undertake to say 
now to this House that there is not a precedent from the foundation 
of this Government down to the present time where a member presents 
his certificate in due form of law, signed and sealed by the proper au- 
thority of law fixed by that law, that that member has not been held 
to be entitled to his seat. You can not find any well-digested author- 
ity to the contrary even when fraud enters into it. Here is what Mc- 
Crary says in his book on elections: 

‘There can be no doubt but that a certificate of election regular in form, and 

rned by the proper authority, constitutes prima facie evidence of title to the 
oftice, which can only be set aside by such p ngs for contesting the elec- 
tion asthe law provides, The certificate, whether rightfully or wrongfully 
given confers upon the person holding it the prima facie right to the office, 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. COBB. I have but five minutes, otherwise I should be glad to 
answer any questions, : 

Mr. BLAND, Thisisa question, ora suggestion rather, that I would 
like to hear answered by somebody, as I regard it as the important point 
in connection with this case, 

Mr. COBB. What is the question? 

Mr. BLAND. I was going to suggest that where a party presents the 
certificate himself he may be sworn in. But here is a case where the 
party has never himself presented the certificate. Now he wants to be 
sworn in. Let him present his certificate at the desk and ask to be 
sworn in, and I will vote for it myself.. Otherwise I will never do so. 

Mr. COBB. Iam very glad the gentleman has called my attention 
to this matter, but I will say that that does not alter the case presented 
here, 

I understand that the resolution which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Elections required them to investigate and report upon the prima 
Jacie case. That they have done. All they had the right to consider 
was whether or not the certificate was regular upon its face and whether 
it purported to be signed by the proper authority constituted by the 
State for that purpose. When the committee made that investigation 
and determined that the certificate was properly signed, that it was 
regular upon its face, that committee under instructions of this House 
had no legal right to go further in reference to the matter. Any other 
doctrine would lead this House upon the unbounded ocean of uncer- 
tainty. It is a doctrine which the House laid down at the very begin- 
ning of Congress; it is the doctrine of every parliamentary body of this 
kind where its members are elected, and a doctrine which must prevail, 
or otherwise we are constantly interrupted with questions which will 
interfere with our legislation, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair), The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COBB. I would like to have a few minutes longer. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that the time 
of the gentleman from Indiana be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COBB. The record of this case, Mr. Speaker, shows that the 
certificate was presented to the House by a member of the House di- 
reeted to do so, as I understand, by Mr. Manning himself. The ques- 
tion was then squarely brought before the House as te whether Mr. 
Manning under that certificate was entitled to a seat, and I insist, as I 
have said, that he was. I insist that unless this committee could find 
that the certificate was void, that it was irregular, that it was not in 
conformity with the law—it does not matter how much fraud entered 
into it—the House must act upon the prima facie case, and the commit- 
tee could only act as the House could act. It has only the authority 
which the House had. It is the agentof the House. The case was one 
which the House should have acted upon when it was presented, and 
without reference to a committee to determine the prima facie right to 
a seat on the floor; but after having done so, after the House had de- 
clined to act upon it and had referred it to the committee, then the 
committee acquired the same power to determine it that the House had 
in the first instance, and no more. J 

It was referred on the application, it is true, of Mr. Manning him- 
self, which was a mistake, and he ought not to have made such an ap- 
plication. He should have presented his certifiate to the House and 
Jet us become responsible for the determination of the question as to 
his prima facie right. In that case there would have been no trouble. 


Our friends on the other side are as much interested in this question 
as weare. It is not and should not be a political question. It does 
not matter whether Mr. Manning is a Republican or Democrat, but 
the question is whether we shall lay down or rather carry out a rule 
which must necessarily prevent this body, when it comes to organize, 
from independent action upon the subject or otherwise get us into 
trouble in the future. Whatever may be my belief in Mr. Manning’s 
right ultimately to the seat when we come to the consideration of the 
question upon its merits, I would vote to seat him now upon the certifi- 
cate, because I would vote to seat any man who comes here and pre- 
sents us with a certificate which is proper upon its face, which is 
legally binding upon its face, a certificate which is signed by the proper 
authority constituted by the Legislature of the State to sign it. It is 
the certificate that we all come here upon, and this Housg never could 
organize, it never could become an organized body, without permitting 
members who are elected to present their certificaces such as this and 
ask their seats. Aftcr that then comes, of course, the question as to 
the merits. The committee takes the question and solves it, and 
whether or not Mr. Manning is entitled to a seat will be determined 
then. But it can not be done now; and the committee, if it went out- 
side of the certificate, and I say it with all due respect to the mem- 
bers of the committee, for they are honorable men and I have no doubt 
acted conscientieusly—but when they went beyond the certificate they 
disregarded the resolution of the House, and went behind it and took 
and considered evidence that they should not have considered. If we 
had referred the case to them upon the merits, then they could well 
have gone behind the certificate; but we did not refer the question of 
the merits, We referred only the prima facie case. That case they 
have determined by going behind the certificate and determining ques- 
tions of facts that they have no right to deal with under the resolution. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States, was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

The message announced the approval of the joint resolution (H. Res. 
154) authorizing the Secretary of War to use rations for the relief of 
destitute persons in the districts overflowed by the Ohio River and its 
tributaries and making appropriations to relieve the sufferers from said 
overflow. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—CHALMERS VS. MANNING. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would not have opened 
my mouth in this case had I not been a member of the Committee on 
Elections; and even under these circumstances I would have said noth- 
ing had it not been for the fact that so much interest has been mani- 
fested in this particular case. 

As I voted with the majority of the committee on this case, and con- 
trary to the opinion of many of my associates on this side of the House, 
I thought it necessary to explain or give the reasons why I voted as I 
did. I may say that in the Forty-seventh Congress I was a member of 
the Committee on Elections, and I started into the examination of cases 
in that Congress without any partisan feeling; but I was ina few weeks 
so completely swamped that I did not know where to land. But in 
this matter the Democratic party, having a majority in this House, and 
I believing myself to be as honest as a man ought to be, or ordinarily 
is, rather, I thought I would look at this matter free from all bias. 
Therefore I have no sympathy with appeals that may be made to mem- 
bers on this side of the House because one man thinks one way and 
another man thinks another. 

It must be admitted that some rule must be adepted as to which of 
the claimants shall qualify and take the seat during the investigation 
of a contested-election case on its merits. The general rule is that the 
man holding the certificateor the ordinary credentials shall qualify and 
take the seat. There should be no difference of opinionamong us about 
that proposition where the certificate remains unimpeached. Why? 
Because it is absolutely necessary to prevent anarchy and to insure the 
organization of this House. 

Ve have on this subjecta well-settled doctrine staring us in the face. 
No man will pretend to dispute the fact that when the certificate was 
issued by the governor of the State of Mississippi and delivered to Mr. 
Manning he thereby acquired the prima facie evidence of title toa seat 
in this House. That certificate conferred upon him a right which is an 
individual right, a right that neither the governor of the State of Mis- 
sissippi ner the State of Mississippi itself could take from him. Who 
could deprive him of it? Manning, and nobody but Masning, or this 
House. He could say, ‘‘I waive it.” He could say, ‘‘I will not avail 
myself of the right given me by this certificate.” He could say, ‘It 
neyer ought to have been issued to me.” And no power on earth could 
have prevented him from occupying that position. 

The question in this case is, what did Mr. Manning say? He says, 
“I admit that the inspectors and clerks of the several election pre- 
cincts did certify to the county commissioners of election in their re- 
spective counties that you, Chalmers, received the majority of the votes 
east. I further admit that the 1,472 votes which were cast for J. R. 
Chambless were in fact cast for you, J. R. Chalmers, and thatthe name 
of Chambless appeared in the return by their clerical error instead of 
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your name.’’ I have given the exact of this man who holds 
the certificate and claims a seat in this House. What does he say? 


He says, in a word, *‘ I admit that the returns show that I was not 
elected; I admit virtually that the secretary of state made a return to 
the governor of the State of Mississippi that was not true. I admit 
that the governor of the State of Mississippi issued a.certificate to me 
on a return that was not true; in a word, I admit that you, Chalmers, 
to-day should hold the certificate and not I. I admit that you to-day 
have the prima facie title, and not I.” 

Mr. COSGROVE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Does Mr. Manning not say in connection with 
that, notwithstanding that admission, he is entitled to the seat and en- 
titled to the certificate ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. The gentleman will please let me pursue 
my own line of ent, and I will answer that before I conclude. 

After Mr. Manning has made these admissions, what further does he 
say? I will give his exact In connection with these admis- 
sions he says: ‘‘I also state that I will not take my seat in said contest 
or ask the Clerk of the House of Representatives to enroll my name as a 
member thereof until I have vindicated or until the House shall have af- 
firmed my right thereto.” In other words, he says: ‘‘Under these cir- 
cumstances I will not take my seat.” 

What are the circumstances? The circumstances are, as he says him- 
self, that the returns do not show that he was elected. He virtually 
says: ‘‘I will not avail myself of this certificate, which was issued to 
me through a clerical error; but I will vindicate myself by showing that 
the returns were false, and that one-third of the votes which you (Chal- 
mers) received were obtained by fraud and by other unfair means.” ‘‘On 
account of thisclerical error,’’ he says, ‘‘ I will not take my seat. What 
was this clerical error? Fourteen hundred and seventy-two votes were 
not counted for Chalmers which should have been counted for him. Sup- 
pose they had been counted for him, what would have been the result ? 
Mr. Chalmers would have had the certificate, and not I. Therefore, on 
account of this clerical error, which deprived Chalmers of the certifi- 
cate, I will not take my seat, or even ask the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to enroll my name as a member thereof, until I have vin- 
dicated myself by showing that I was in fact elected.” 

Now, is there any other rational or sensible conclusion to be drawn 
from these facts and these circumstances than the conclusion that this 
is the position which Mr. Manning assumed in this case? And this is 
the position which the record holds him to to-day. But it is said that 
this is a public matter as well as a private one; that the people of the 
second Congressional district of the State of Mississippi have such an 
interest in this matter that we can not permit a man to say he was not 
elected. Now, I say that while the party holding the certificate can 
not seat another man by his admissions, he certainly can by his con- 
fessions so impeach the integrity of his own title that this House will 
not seat him on the prima facie case. Suppose that Mr. Manning was 
the duly-elected Representative from the second Congressional district 
of Mississippi, has he not the right to refuse the seat? Has he not the 
right to say, ‘*I will not avail myself of the certificate which was issued 
to me by mistake.” Why, he certainly has that right, and no power on 
earth could prevent him from exercising it. He is entitled to say, ‘“‘ I 
will not avail myself of the right given me by the certificate, but I will 
vindicate myself by showing that the returns were false ;’’ and that is 
just exactly what the good people of Mississippi and the good people of 
this country . So far as I am individually concerned I am 
opposed to forcing a man into a seat in this House on a certificate which 
he himself says was issued to him by a clerical error. 

I come now to the point which has been mainly discussed by the gen- 
tlemen who have preceded me, It is said that we can not go behind 
the certificate. I need not refer to the scope of the resolution which 
referred this case to the Committee on Elections, because it will be re- 
membered that that resolution directed us to examine all the papers in 
the contested-election case of Chalmers against Manning and determine 
from them who had the prima facie right to the seat. 

The position that I assume in this case is that we did not need these 
broad instructions which the House gave to the Committee of Elec- 
tions. I hold that the refusal by this House to seat Mr. Manning and 
the reference of the prima facie case alone to the Committee of Elec- 
tions authorized us to examine all the papers relating to the prima facie 
case. Let me repeat, outside of any instructions by this House the ref- 
erence of the prima facie case alone to the committee authorized that 
committee to examine all the papers relating to the prima facie case. 

It will be remembered in this connection that Mr. Chalmers filed with 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives a protest against Mr. Man- 
ning being allowed to take his seat on his certificate. Whatdid he say? 
He charged that that certificate was fraudulent; that it was not issued 
by the proper officer of the State of Mississippi. That certainly related 
to the prima faciecase. That certainly called in question the validity of 
the certificate itself, and the Committee on Elections had the right to ex- 
amine that matter. 

It will also be remembered that Mr. Chalmers gave Mr. Manning no- 
tice of contest, and in that notice stated that he would contest not only 
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his ultimate but his prima facie right to a seat in this House. Why? 
Because he charged that the certiticate was not issued by the proper 
officer, and that it was fraudulent, thus calling attention to the validity 
of the certificate. That certainly related to the prima facie case. 

- In answering that notice of contest Mr. Manning admitted that the 
returns showed that Mr. Chalmers, and not himself, was elected. He 
denies that the certificate was issued by fraud, but admits that it was 
issued to him in consequence of a clerical error. That certainly related 
to the prima facie case, and the committee had the right to examine 
that issue. In other words, I can not conceive of any committee on 
earth examining into a prima facie case without understanding what 
the issue is. 

But it is said that the law provides that we shall not go behind the 
certificate. I know that we must have laws and rules to guide us in 
our search for truth; but there is no law on earth that could prevent a 
man from pleading guilty, and there is no law on earth that will keep 
this House from knowing what it does know. And it certainly is 
acquainted with the facts in this case. 

The difficulty with those who believe that the certificate alone should 
be investigated, and that it is sufficient to seat Mr. Manning, is that 
they confound prima facie with conclusive evidence. We all know that 
a certificate is simply prima facie evidence of title. Yet the minority 
of the committee claim that in this case we shall consider prima facie 
as the conclusive evidence. 

What is prima facie evidence? It is evidence which uncontradicted 
and unexplained is sufficient to determine the question at issue. The 
minority of the committee would have us say that we can not centra- 
dict the prima facie evidence 6f this certificate by a comparison of it 
with all the papers relating to the prima facie case. 

It is true that this House has adopted, for the purposes of organiza- 
tion, the fiction that & certificate clean on its face shall be considered 
as conclusive evidence of the right of a person to aseat here. In other 
words, for the purposes of organization we have adopted the rule, as I 
believe all legislative bodies have, that prima facie evidence shall be 
considered as conclusive. But this House once organized, the reason 
and the necessity for that fiction ceases. 

The House once organized, the reason and necessity for considering 
prima facie evidence as conclusive evidence no longer exist; and under 
the powers given by the Constitution to judge of the election, returns, 
and qualifications of the members of this House we have not only the 
power but it is our duty to explain, and if need be contradict, the prima 
facie evidence offered, and to examine all the papers relating to the 
prima facie case. Certainly what I have mentioned relates to the 
prima facie case. 

But it is said that we can not go behind the certificate. Weall admit 
this one thing, that if the certificate of the governor of the State of 
Mississippi had stated that Manning was duly elected, and in that con- 
nection had also stated facts that were inconsistent with his election, 
we would be bound to take those facts into consideration; we could not 
ignore those facts, because they were on the face of the certificate. 

Suppose that in addition to-issuing the certificate in due form and 
signing his name to it declaring that Mr. Manning was duly elected, the 
governor of the State of Mississippi had attached to it another paper 
giving the steps he took in arriving at that conclusion, and we found 
that the facts therein recited were inconsistent with the statement that 
Mr. Manning had been elected, would we not be compelled to take ` 
notice of those facts? Certainly we would. A 

What is this case? Mr. Manning comes into this House holding in 
his right hand a certificate of election issued by the governor of the 
State of Mississippi, while in his left hand he holds his answer to the 
notice of contest by Mr. Chalmers. The certificate says that Mr. Man- 
ning was duly elected; his own answer says that the returns show that 
he was not elected. Are we not bound to take notice of this fact? Can 
we sit here and say that we do not know that he was not entitled to that 
certificate? Can we shelter ourselves behind a certificate which the 
party holding it himself says ought never to have been issued to him? 
I do not know what other people may think, but I will never vote 
todoso. The question is, Can we afford to do it under the circum- 
stances? Ido not think we can. It would not look well, and it would 
not sound well. I may be mistaken about this matter; but I am sin- 
cere, and that satisfies me. 

Mr. COOK. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. No; because Ihavean idea now. [Laugh- 


ter. . 

ti is said that we cannot go behind the certificate. As Ihave already 
intimated, a man can impeach his own title to a seat in this House. I 
believe there is a case reported in MeCrary—the case of Hunt vs. Chil- 
cott—where the certificate was plain on its face, but the party intro- 
duced the governor as a witness in support of the certificate, and the 
governor stated facts which were not consistent with the certificate. So 
it is in this case. Mr. Manning has by his own admissions impeached 
his own title. It is with us not simply a question of law, as we have 
supreme power to deal with such questions under the Constitution, but 
it is a matter of honor to say whether we will seat a man on a certificate 
that he himself says should not have been issued. ` 

I come now to the next question: Is Mr. Chalmers entitled to the 
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seat? Isayno. Why? Because, asthe report says, he has not the cre- 
dentials, But in the next place the certificate from Tate County on 
which he relies is capable of different constructions. I mean that one 
man looking at it may come to one conclusion and another man to an- 
other. Inother words, there is no definite) undisputed statement as to 
the fact that Mr. Chalmers received so many votes in that county. 

But some one may say Mr. Manning admits that Mr. Chalmers was 
«lected. That does not make any difference. The admissions of Man- 
ning cannot inure to the benefit of Chalmers, Hemay by his own admis- 
sions impeach his own title; but he cannot by his admissions seat an- 
other man. The power to do that belongs elsewhere. 

Believing then that neither of these parties should be sworn in, what 
should we do? I say, for one, let this case rest where Mr. Manning by 
his words and his actions placed it. Let us decide it onits merits, and 
rid ourselves of this complication. Gentlemen on the other side insist 
-on following arule which I believe would be contrary to right and con- 
trary to ourconsciences. Let the case be determined on its merits; and 
then, if we find Mr. Manning was elected, he and all his friends will 
be vindicated. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Davis] yield the remainder of his time or does he surrender the floor 
entirely ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. I reserve the residue of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has one-half hour remaining. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to address this House under 
very peculiar circumstances, because it is the first time in my life that 
I have ever had the opportunity of presenting my views upon any great 
question before the American people. Beinga young man, it is natural 
that I should feel some degree of diffidence in approaching so great a 
«uestion as that now before us, especially when I know that I confront 
the views of the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
RANNEY], who now sits before me. But, Mr. Speaker, I believe that 
when a man accepts the trust of being a member of this the most august 
ody in the world, it becomes his province and his duty to assert before 
the people what he believes to be right. 

I think the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Davis] has totally mis- 
understood and misconceived the question involved in this controversy. 
It is not a controversy of fact; it is a question of law. It is a contro- 
versy involving the right prima facie of a man to hold a seat in the 
American Con; as the Representative of a sovereign State. That is 
the question, and the only one. 

It is not a question now as to who was elected; it isnot a question now 
as to who received the most votes, or whe has been duly elected. The 
question is, who has been returned; who has received the certificate of 
the proper legal authorities of the sovereign State of Mississippi? This 
is not a question, as I have heard suggested outside of this House, 
whether the claimant on the one side or the other is an apostate Dem- 
-crat or an ex-confederate renegade, or whether Chalmers is a ‘‘ proto- 
type of Saintly virtues’? or Manning a ‘‘pattern of the basest turpi- 
tude,” or whether the hard earnings of the clerks and other employés 
of the Government should be used to bring into disrepute the elective 
franchise and thereby Wisgrace the free electors of a sovereign State. 
If members will keep in mind the question thus fairly and squarely 
stated they will have no difficulty in arriving at a just conclusion and 
a righteous judgment. And I repeat, the question is whether Mr. Man- 
ning or Mr. Chalmers has the certificate in due form of the governor of 
the State of Mississippi, the governor being the constituted authority 
to issue such certificate. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the proof may show Mr. Manning was elected, 
the proof may show that Mr. Chalmers was elected, or the proof may 
show that neither was elected. But that is not the question here. The 
simple, isolated, and only question to be considered is the prima facie 
tase. That was what this House referred to the committee. Itre- 
ferred that, and that alone. If you step beyond that question and go 
into the merits of the case, you will thereby raise an issue which was 
not raised in the resolution referring this question to the committee on 
Elections. 

I maintain, in the language of our report, the constitutional right 
of oe second Congressional district of Mississippi to representation on 
this floor: 


It is admitted that her citizens voted at the proper time and places, that her 
officers did all the law required them to do, from the beginning to the issuance 
of the proper certificate of election; indeed, that all was done there that was 
done in any district in the United States. 

It is further admitted that Mr. Manning is here, her duly accredited Repre- 
tentative. His credentials are from the proper AOOO paT in form, and 
verified under the great seal of the sovereign State of M ippi. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, in this connection I desire to read from Mr. Mc- 
‘Crary on Elections a part of section 208, page 190, he being the recog- 
nized authority in this country upon such questions. He says: 

It is enough for a prima facie case if the certificate comes from the proper offi- 
eer of the State and clearly shows that the person claiming under k has been 
duly elected, by the officer or board on whom the law of the State has imposed 
the duty of ascertaining and declaring the result. 

No form for acertificate is required by the lawsof Mississippi. Hence 
the criticisms and reflections made by panenn in regard to the cer 
tificate, or to the form thereof, are wholly without foundation. 


The secretary of state certified, as it was his duty under the law, to 
the governor the result of his canvass of the returns. The governor then 
had no other alternative but to issue the certificate of election. This 
he properly did and gave the certificate to the contestee. The certificate 
is in exactly the same words and figures as the certificate of every other 
member from Mississippi who now holds his seat upon this floor. 

There is no one now occupying a seat from the second district of Mis- 
sissippi. In view of that fact it is highly important that some one 
should have the seat pending the contest upon the merits. 

The very genius and theory of a republic like ours is to have all its 
inhabitants and every inch of its territory represented, for otherwise 
the people’s interest might be jeopardized. 

I will quote again, Mr. Speaker, from Mr. McCrary, section 221: 

There can be no doubt but that a certificate, whether rightfully or wrongfully 
given, confers upon the person holding it the prima facie right to the office. 

The resolution of the House instructed us to inquire into and report 
upon the prima facie case pending the contest upon the merits. If we 
consider any part of the evidence, we go into the merits and do that 
which the House did not authorize us to do. 

Our duty was to report immediately upon the prima facie case so that 
the district might have representation pending the contest upon the mer- 
its. We all know how longand difficult it is to have cases determined 
upon their merits. There are many cases of contest, each one pressing 
the committee for immediate action; hence the necessity for deciding 
upon the prima facie case in order that the district may have representa- 
tion. 

I know that certain gentlemen upon the committee argue that the 
resolution referring this matter to the Committee on Elections enlarged 
the pewers of the committee in its order of reference, Butthat is alto- 

ther a mistake, because pending the debate upon the resolution my 
distinguished friend and colleague [Mr. BLACKBURN] stated that the 
reference was upon the prima facie case alone; and the distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] repeated the words ‘‘ prima facie” 
after him and agreed to that as the meaning of the resolution. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that being settled as the question referred to us, 
the authorities are unbroken and abundant to sustain the position as- 
sumed by the minority in their report. 

I now call the attention of the House to the work of Mr. McCrary, 
sections 204, 208, 210, 212, and 216. These sections establish the fol- 
lowing propositions: 

Where two or more persons claim the same office, and where a judicial inves- 
tigation is required to settle the contest upon its merits, it is often necessary to 
determine which of the claimants shall be permitted to qualify, and to exercise 
the functions of the office pending such investigation. it the office were to re- 
main vacant pending the contest, it might frequently happen that the greater 
part of the term would expire before it could be filled, and thus the interests of 
the people might suffer for want of the services ofa public officer, &c, * * + 

These considerations have made it necessary to adopt and adhere to the rule 
that the person holding the ordinary credentials shall be qualified and allowed 
to act pending a contest, and until a decision can be had upon the merits, It is 
enough for a prima facie case if the certificate comes from the proper officer of 
the State, and clearly shows that the person acting under it has been adjudged 
to be duly elected by the officer or board on whom the law of the State has im- 
posed the duty of ascertaining and disclosing the result. Where the statute gives + 
the governor of the State the power and makes it his duty to commission the 
person elected to an office, the issuing of a commission by him confers a vested 
He upon the person commissioned which nothing but a judicial decision can 
take hear But, of course, a commission given by the governor does not oust 
the jurisdiction of the proper tribunal in a contested-election case. It is sim- 
ply evidence of the right to hold the office; gives color to the acts of the in- 
cumbent, and constitutes him an officer de facto, * * * The person duly com- 
missioned must exercise the functions of the office until, upon an investigation 
— the merits, it is judicially determined otherwise. This decision of the 
House appears to have n based upon the following grounds: Fi that the 
certificate of election ee. r by the governor was in due form and declared the 
election of Simpson, and that the House should not look beyond it in deciding 
the prima facie case. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the law being so overwhelmingly in favor of the 
contestee, I do not see how it is possible for any gentleman to hesitate 
for a moment in saying who is entitled to the seat prima facie pending 
the contest upon the merits. We must have some standard hy which - 
the Clerk who makes up the roll of the House must be guided, and that 
standard is the certificate issued by the proper authorities. It may in 
some cases be abused and may work hardships, but it is better to fix a 
universal and unvarying rule that may be at times abused than to have 
none at all, or a standard that can and may be changed every two years, 
as the political complexion of the House may change, and cases come 
up affecting this or that political party, 

I believe in uniformity—in fixed and inexorable principles, like the 
laws of the Medes and Persians. The people want stability—some- 
thing that when once learned will not be changed by every mere pre- 
text, but only after mature reflection and calm deliberation. 

What can be better than to follow the easy line of precedents— 
precedents that run back through all deliberative bodies from the dawn 
of civilization to the present time. Let the contestee have the seat; 
if wrong has been done, this Congress will be swift to right it when 
the merits are considered. 

Iam an old-time Democrat; in my early youth I studied the rock- 
ribbed principles of the fathers of the Republic, and learned to Jove 
and admire them. I believe with the “‘ Mill-boy of the Slashes’’ that 
this is the grandest, fairest fabric of human government that ever arose 
to animate the hopes of civilized man. I believe in the Jeffersonian 
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doctrine that the General Government should move in the orbit allotted 
to it by the Constitution and the States in the orbit allotted to them 
by the same instrument, so that the Government may come down the 
stream of time in the same pristine purity in which it came from the 
hands of our fathers. [Applause.] 

I believe in the doctrine of State rights. I believe that they have the 
right to say who shall commission their officers, and when the State 
speaks through the statutes of its Legislature this Congress is bound by 
it, so far as a member’s certificate is concerned. It is certainly prefer- 
able to trust to the exeeutive of a State than to trust to a partisan clerk 
of this House as to who should be put upon the roll of membership. 
The duties of the clerk in making up the roll are prescribed by law, and 
he is bound to follow the law, and is allowed no discretion whatever as 
to whether or not he will place on the rolls the name of a man who comes 
with a proper certificate, such as Mr. Manning now holds, from the gov- 
ernor of his State. I think there should be as there is (but in this case 
it is attempted to change it) a fixed law by which a man when he comes 
to the Capitol would know whether he was armed with the proper cre- 
dentials to entitle him to a seat upon this floor. 

The majority of the committee by their report say that Chalmers, 
the contestant, has no prima facie right to the seat because he has no cer- 
tificate. The certificate, therefore, as it would seem from their reason- 
ing, must of itself constitute a prima facie case; for Chalmers, they say, 
with the exception of not holding a certificate of election, has a perfect 
prima facie right tothe seat. If thecertificate makes a prima facie case, 
as they admit, then Manning’s prima facie right to the seat must have 
acerued at the time he received the certificate, and so the majority ad- 
mit that his prima facie right was perfect at the time he received notice 
of the contest. 

They claim, however, that his answer to the notice of contest con- 
tained certain admissions that overthrew his prima facie right. This 
can not be true for many reasons, a few of which are as follows: 

First. Because in passing upon the prima facie case we have no right 
to consider the evidence in the case relating to the merits of the contest, 
and admissions, whether made outside or solemnly made in a pleading 
filed in court, are merely evidence to be considered upon the merits or 
the contest. 

Second. But even upon the merits of the case it has been universally 
held that no admissions, however solemnly made by a party holding a 
certificate, can transfer the right to the seat from himself to another 
party, because the people have rights that he can not barter or admit 
away. 

A man who is voted for by the people at an election for Congressman 
and receives the certificate of the governor of the State declaring him 
elected has no right to say: ‘‘Although I was voted for bythe people of 
this district and the governor has certified that I was elected; although 
my opponent has no certificate of election, without which he can not 
take a seat in Co ; although this district will have no represen- 
tation if I do not take my seat; notwithstanding all this I admit that 
the governor made a mistake as to my being elected, and I will decline 

` to take my seat, and will thus leave this district without representation.” 

A man who asks his fellow-citizens for their votes to elect him to 
Congress and receives the governor’s certificate that he is elected to that 
office has no right to judge whether or not heis elected. The law places 
that power in other hands, and all of his admissions amount to nothing 
so far as his right to his seat is concerned. The people have a right to 
be represented by some one, and he is the only man who cah, according 
to law, represent them. 

The only question submitted to us was for us to report on the prima 
facie case between the two gentlemen who now seek tohold a seat here. 
The House required us to report immediately on that question, not that 
we should defer it, not that we should go into the merits of it, but that 
we should report, on that paper presented to the House, which one of 
these gentlemen was entitled prima facie to aseat in this House. 

We have done so; but, unfortunately for the committee, someof them 
have been led into the trap of considering, on a question of law, facts 
which ought not to be considered on its For I contend when a man 
steps out of the case into the facts underthe resolution he trenches upon 
the domain of the demagogue, and his remarks ought not to be consid- 
ered as worth anything on the legal proposition. 

Law is one thing, polities is another; and I, for one, so long as lam 
a member of the Committee on Elections, expect to stand up to what I 
conceive to be the law of the case, ess of whom it hurts; because 
Ibelieve, Mr. Speaker, that law ought tobe justice, and politics states- 


p- 

But it does seem to me that some men in considering this case have 
tried to warp it into a political question. They have tried to make it 
appear that the Republicans on the one sideand the Democrats on the 
other were so many antagonistic opponents. That is not the legal 
status of the case, because the committee were equally divided. Now, 
the committee is constituted of lawyers, and therefore ought to be, at 
least, all men of good character, but on a given case they are all liable 
to differ in reference to the facts. 

But I do not intend to delay this House by any extended remarks, 
because I know it would be useless. I believe the members of this 
House have already made up their minds one way or the other, and I 
could not convince them. 


T appeal to gentlemen on the other side of the House not to vote to 
establish a precedent that, once established, will render the commission 
of a member to a seat upon this floor a nullity—that will make the or- 

ization of this House depend upon the whim or caprice of the party 
in the majority. Rising above the sordid plane of i ip, say to 
Manning by your votes: ‘‘ The certificate may have been wrongfully 
granted to you, but it has been granted, and under it you are entitled 
to your seat.” 

In the Mr. Speaker, of the report of the minority, I do pro- 
test against the conclusions of the majority, believing, as I do, that they 
are at war with reason, with all precedents, and with the fundamental 
right of representation. 

I go further, and say that to deny to Mr. Manning his seat under the 
circumstances is enough to make modest sympathy weep at the thought; 
stern judgment startles at the idea and reason turns abashed at the ab- 
surdity. I will go even further than that, and in the classic language 
of my distinguished friend, the recently elected Senator from Kentucky, 
Mr. BLACKBURN [applause], I will say that Mr. Manning’s creden- 
tials are as pure, as unsoiled, as regular as though they were borne by 
an angel hand from heaven itself and bearing the sign-manual of Je- 
hovah. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I know this is a matter of grave and great im- 
portance, and therefore I will yield the balance of my time to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. DorsHEIMER ]. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania for the reason that it seems 
to me quite clear that the report of the Committee on Elections was not 
responsive to the resolution of this House. 

The committee reports, after citing the resolution under which the 
case was referred to them: 

This action of the House was either a refusal of the seat to Mr. Manning by 
the House on the usual evidence of the governor's certificate or it was a re- 
nunciation by him of his right to demand such seat upon the governor's certifi- 
cate alone; perhaps it was both. 

Now it seems to me very clear that this sentence in the report was. 
written under a grave misapprehension of the intention of the House 
and under an equal misapprehension of the action of Mr. Manning. Did 
the House by this resolution decide that Mr. Manning was not entitled 
to the seat? Is there anybody in the House who supposed when the 
resolution was passed that we were passing a final judgment upon the 
question as to whether Mr. Manning was or was not cntitled to his seat ? 
Beyond any doubt no person can maintain that when that resolution 
passed the House intended to decide the case. Therefore I say that the 
first clause of this sentence was drawn by the committee under a grave 
misapprehension of the intention of the House. 

The intention of the House, Mr. Speaker, was to refer one phase of 
this controversy to the Committee on Elections and not to decide upon. 
the question at all. The report says: 

Or it was a renunciation by him of his right to demand such seat upon the gov- 
ernor's certificate alone. 

What pretension can there be that this statement of the committee is. 
correct? On the other hand, the whole jon was—what? Why 
it was asubmission of a right to a court competent to decide it; and how 
can it be maintained that the submission of a right to a court for judg- 
ment is a renunciation of the right itself? 

But there is another section of this report which shows into what. 
confusion the committee fell: 

Guided by the instructions of the House. 

That language refers to the view taken by the committee that they 
were to examine into the merits of the case, because the second para- 
graph of the report, on the second page, uses this language: 

Pursuing the instructions of the House, we find from the papers. 


And then they proceed to make a recital of facts which relate to the 
merits. 

Under the same misapprehension they say: 

Guided by the instructions of the House. 


That is, that they were to examine into, not the prima facie case, but 
into the merits. 

They tell us that— 
having considered carefully the documentary evidence referred to us, we are 
unable to agree that Mr. ning should be seated upon his prima facie title. 

We find here that there was a prima facie title, butsay that they are 
unable to find that the member should be seated upon the prima facie 
title. Was it the intention of the House by its resolution to submit 
any question of that sort to the committee? Is it not perfectly clear 
from the language of the resolution that the House only asked the com- 
mittee to tell the House who had the prima facie right? Beyond any 
question. The committee fell into gross confusion when they rendered 
the inconsistent judgment which they do render by telling us that Mr. 
Manning has the prima facie right to the seat, butshould not take it. 

Now let us examine a little into this question of prima facie title. 
What is a prima facie title to a seat in this House? A prima facie title 
must rest simply upor the certificate of election which the cluimant to 
a seat brings with him when he attends a session of Congress. The 
prima facie title can relate to nothing but the certificate. The questions. 
with regard to a certificate, however, may be very numerous. It may 
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be that the certificate is not issued by the proper authority. It may be 


that the certificate is not correct in form. It may be that the certifi- 
eate is a forgery. n 

I now believe I have substantially stated all the grounds which the 
House of Representatives ought to permit to be considered in impeach- 
ment of the certificates held by a person claiming a seat upon this floor. 
Is the certificate granted by the competent authority? Is it correct in 
form? Is it genuine? Otherwise we fall into confusion here of the 
most disastrous character. If there is to be any other rule I can not 
see why the Clerk in making up the roll of members may not go into 
the questions into which the committee have gone when he considers 
the question of the prima facie title. The Clerk is bound to make up 
the roll upon the prima facie titles; he is not to consider anything else 
whatever; and all that we referred to the committee and all that there 
was upon which we asked judgment of that committee was the ques- 
tion of the prima facie title. 

It may be said, “ But these papers contain something else beside the 
prima facie title.” Andsothey do. But the committee should not have 
considered any matter that happened to be in the documents before 
them which did not relate to the prima facie title. And here I will call 
attention to a very curious confusion into which this case has fallen. 
How does all this matter considered by the committee appear here? 
Does it appear on the face of the certificate? Does it appear in docu- 
ments that accompany the certificate? Not at all. Even Mr. Man- 
ning’s admission, of which so much has been made, appears here through 
documents presented by Mr. Chalmers to the Clerk and by him trans- 
mitted to the committee. In other words, we are here permitting the 
governor’s certifieate to be impeached by extrinsic matters introduced 
by a person in no way connected with the governor’s certificate nor in 
any way, according to the committee’s report, connected with the prima 
facie title; for they find that Mr. Chalmers has no prima facie title. 
And so they are permitting a person not connected with the prima facie 
title, not a pretender even to the prima facie title, to introduce entirely 
extrinsic matter. And they are considering this extrinsic matter in 
impeachment of the prima facie title. 

Now, what has been the action of this House in similar cases? This 
House in a case which came here from the State of Texas and was con- 
sidered January 10, 1872, known as the Clark case, had before it a cer- 
tifieate with the impeaching matter in the body of the certificate. The 
governor himself, in the body of the certificate, wrote down the facts 
which were relied upon to impeach the title of the claimant to his seat; 
and this House, then under the control of the gentlemen who are now 
in the political minority here, struck out of the consideration of the 
case, struck out even from the governor’s certificate, all the matter which 
‘was introduced there which they held to be extrinsic to the prima facie 
title. And yet we areasked here to permit a prima facie title to be im- 
peached by matter not in the governor’s certificate, but which has been 
antroduced here by a gentleman as to whom the commistee report that 
he is an absolute stranger to the prima facie title. 

If my position in this matter is correct, and I do not believe that 
this view of the law can be suecessfully controverted, there is only one 
other thing to consider; and I admit that in entering upon it at all I 
am somewhat following the example of those who sustain the report of 
the committee and go beyond therecord. Butthere seems to me to be 
such a misapprehension as to the force of the particular testimony to 
which I now refer that I ought to express my views about it. 

Our friends upon the other side of this controversy seem to regard the 
whole matter as concluded by what they call the admission of Mr. Man- 
ming. Now, an admission is high evidence beyond any doubt, but an 
admission even as to a point material to a controversy is frequently not 
«conclusive and may always be explained. . 

There are some States whose courts refuse to receive certain admis- 
sions. I believe that ever since the organization of the State in which 
I live the courts have uniformly refused to receive a plea of guilty from 
a person charged with a capital offense. I have myself seen standing 
at the bar, apparently in the possession of full faculties, a man of con- 
siderable intelligence asking to have entered his plea of guilty to an in- 
dlictment for murder, and astern judge refused it, saying: ‘* You do not 
know whether yon are guilty or not. You know that you have com- 
mitted the homicide; but whether that is murder under our laws you 
do not know. I refuse to accept your plea.” 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROBERTSON, I yield ten minutes more to the gentleman from 
New York, 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I mention this as an illustration of how even 
in the constant and uniform administration of the law the courts under 
certain circumstances refuse to accept a man’s admission as conclu- 
sive against him. But it is clear that the admission made by Mr. 
Manning can have no relation whatever to this controversy in its pres- 
ent stage. Can it be pretended here that a man can by his own ad- 
mission determine whether he was elected a member of this House? 
Can it be held that a man by his own admission can conclude the ques- 
tion as to whether he was elected or some one else was elected? It 
must be perfectly clear, after a moment’s consideration, that if it is 
possible for a man by his own admission to conclude the question as to 
«whether he was elected or not, we might fall into great confusion, and 


we might, under certain circumstances, be the victims of collusion and 
evil practices. 

The result of an election is a matter of the highest public concern, 
and itis not competent for the person who happens to be the individual 
most personally interested to determine a question in which the public 
have so great a concern. Not only has every elector of a Congressional 
district an interest, not only has the district asa collective body of citi- 
zens an‘interest, but the State hasan interest, and all the States have 
an interest, that questions of this sort should not be determined by per- 
sonal admission, but should be determined by a tribunal competent to 
judge, and upon this question there is but one tribunal competent to 
judge, and that is the House of Representatives, which by the Consti- 
tution is made the sole authority to pass upon questions of this kind. 

A friend sitting nearme makesa ion, which I will not put pre- 
cisely in the form in which he states it: Suppose in a case of the most im- 
portant public controversy relating to the holding of an official pice 
which ever happened in this country—suppose that President Hayes 
had made his appearance here and said, ‘‘I have not been elected to this 
office.” Would that have made any difference? Would the answer to 
him not have been: “‘ If you think you were not élected to the office 
of President, and do not mean to assume it, there is but one thing for 
you to do, and that is to resign the office?’’* It could not have been 
tolerated that even the man most concerned should have been permitted 
to reverse the formal action of the two Houses of Congress in declaring 
who had been chosen. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Will my friend pardon an inquiry just 
here? 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Certainly. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman has alluded to the action 
of the electoral commission. Let me ask him if the electoral com- 
mission, instead of having merely the power possessed by the two Houses 
of Congress, had had the authority, in the language of this resolution, 
to determine ‘‘ whether upon the prima facie case as presented by said 
papers’? Mr. Hayes or Mr. Tilden was elected to the office of President, 
does not the gentleman think that the history of that commission would 
have been reversed? . 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Idonotthinkit would have been; no. [Laugh- 
ter.] Irrelevant as the question of the gentleman seems to be in this 
discussion, I will say that the question as to who would be decided to 
have been elected President was settled when that commission was con- 
stituted. In saying this I do not wish to make any unnecessarily se- 
vere reflection upon the men ho composed the majority of that com- 
mission, for I believe that the question submitted to them was one of 
those questions which, according to our poor human nature, must be de- 
cided under the influences which governed that tribunal. 

I was proceeding to say that it is not competent for a member of this 
House to foreclose such a question as this by any admission that he 
may make. I find very apt language sustaining my position used by 
a very distinguished member of the Senate, Mr. GARLAND. In the 
controversy as to a seat in the Senate, to which Kellogg and Spofford 
were parties, he said: 

Ss se Kell: and fford had agreed n, 
in patan of Justices aieiaa eaan should a EE, pes seen) 
against Kel ; the Senate could not have rendered the judgment. You can 
not default an American constituency in that way. You can not stipulate the 
rights of an American constituency away in any tribunal. 

I think that to be the law. The right to represent a Congressional 
district can not be impaired nor in any way affected by the admissions 
of the claimant, except that when the merits of the question come to 
be considered, and we come to determine who is finally entitled to the 
seat, we would be justified in taking into consideration admissions as 
to facts which either of the claimants may have made against himself. 

Mr. HENLEY. Willthegentleman permit me to ask himaquestion ? 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I will. 

Mr. HENLEY. Iam in considerable incertitude in regard to one 
proposition, and I believe many on this floor participate with me in that. 
The question I desire to ask is this: »Suppose a man presents himself 
to this House with the certificate of the governor of his State in due 
form and makes this declaration: ‘‘ I notify the House that if they de- 
sire it, after the statement I have made, I am willing to be sworn in; 
but I declare, however, to the House that I pwcured my election by 
perjury and by improper and unlawful practices.” The question is 
whether by sending that gentleman to this House the State has not del- 
egated to him authority to confess himself out of court? 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I think clearly not. I would say in farther 
answer to the gentleman from Cglifornia [Mr. HENLEY] thatif a newly 
elected member should rise and make such a statement, the first com- 
ment to be made upon it would be thatit was a very impertinent state- 
ment, and had no real relation to the business of the House. He might 
refuse to take the oath; that rests with himself. But if the House 
were compelled to pass upon the question, and the certificate was cor- 
rect in form, beyond any doubt the House would be compelled to give 
him his seat, and to let him go before the Committee on Elections on 
the question of merits or to resign his seat. 

Mr. HENLEY. The gentleman understands that I do not intend by 
that to impute any such admission on the part of General Manning. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HAMMOND). The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has twenty-five min- 
utes of his hour remaining. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, Lyield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT]. | 

Mr. HERBERT. Ishall endeavor to confine myself to the record 
and to bring the House back to the record. Jn limine, the question 
between those who believe that Mr. Manning ought to be seated on his 
certificate and those who believe that the majority report of the Com- 
mittee on Elections ought to be adopted lies right here. Were all the 
papers which the committee considered, outside of the certificate, prop- 
erly before it? Were any of those papers, independently of any House 
resolution, legal evidence and properly to be considered in deciding 
upon the question of prima facie right to the seat? : 

If wefind that those papers were not legal evidence of themselves, then 
the only other question is, did the resolution of the House have the 
effect to make them evidence? I believe, and shall attempt to maintain 
before this House, that Mr. McPherson, the Republican Clerk of the 
House of the Forty-seventh Con, had before him and considered 
every single paper which this committee was authorized to consider 
either by the law or by the resolution of the House referring the ques- 
tion to them. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. The Clerk did not have the cer- 
tificate in this case before him, 

Mr. HERBERT. He had every paper except this particular certifi- 
cate; and he did have certificates exactly like this one, and he did de- 
cide upon those certificates. Iam correct in that. It is a rule of law 
that the decision of any question is the decision of every subsequent 
question falling in consimili casu—in the same predicament. Therefore 
we may assume that the Clerk had before him the certificate of Mr. 
Manning, because he decided that the certificates of all the other mem- 
bers from Mississippi which were in totidem verbis were legal and proper 
evidence of a prima facie case. 

Now I say—and Iepropose to prove it by this record, by the debates 
which took place in this House before that resolution was adopted— 
that the Committee on Elections has misunderstood the scope and in- 
tent of the question committed to it by that resolution. If I establish 
this position, that is the end of the case. 

Every gentleman who has spoken in favor of the majority report has 
admitted that the certificate issued in «this case to Mr. Manning and 
now presented here on his behalf or with his consent is regular in 
form. Some gentlemen say that he should have presented himself with 
that certificate to be sworn in. Everybody knows that this certificate 
was presented with his consent, for it was so stated upon the floor of 
the House. Clerk McPherson had before him four different papers filed 
by Mr. Chalmers with him. My first proposition is that these four 
papers, and these alone, went by resolution of the House to the Com- 
mittee on Elections. I propose to prove that by the debates which pre- 
ceded the adoption of the resolution. 

In the report of the majority we find them starting out with the 
proposition that the committee in order to find what the resolution 
meant ought to look to the debates which preceded its adoption; and 
after quoting from the debates, after stating that Mr. Manning had re- 
quested the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] to introduce the 
resolution, they draw from this fact—to be found not at all in the reso- 
lution but in the debates which preceded its adoption—the conclusion 
that the action of the House in adopting the resolution ‘‘ was either a 
refusal by the House to seat Mr. Manning on the usual evidence or it 
was a renunciation by Mr. Manning of the right to demand such seat 
on the governor’s certificate alone;’’? and they say ‘‘ perhaps it was 
both.’? Now, they draw these extraordinary conclusions, I say, from 
the debates which took place prior to the adoption of the resolution. 

One single remark to gentlemen of the committee on these extraor- 
dinary conclusions. You say, gentlemen, that when an applicant for a 
seat upon this floor refers to you the question whether or not he has a 
right to the seat, that is a renunciation, and you are bound to decide 
against him merely because he selected you as a committee to consider 
the question. Why, sir, suppose a plaintiff when called upon to look 
on the jury says he is content, he is satisfied with the panel, what would 
you think of that jury if they should say ‘‘ because the plaintiff in the 
case chose us to decide his case, therefore we will decide it against 
him ? 

Then, again, allow me a word on the other conclusion which the com- 
mittee announce, that this resolution was a decision by the House not 
to seat Mr. Manning on the prima facie case alone. 

Doyou think it a fair conclusion that because the House, having under 
discussion the claim of Mr. Manning to a seat on this floor on what he 
alleged is a prima facie case, finally referred it to you just as a chancel- 
lor would direct an issue out of chancery to be tried by a jury, there- 
tore you must decide against Mr. Manning? Excepting courts-martial, 
which generally seem to act on the idea that they are organized to con- 
vict, this Elections Committee is the only body I ever heard of the mem- 
bers of which came to the conclusion that because a question was re- 
ferred to them they were bound to decide it in a particular way. In 


fact, they go rather beyond courts-martial in this regard; for I never 
heard of a military court stating in its finding that it convicted a 
prisoner because the general sent him before them; but here is a com- 
mittee stating that a resolution of the House referring to them the ques- 
tion of Manning’s right to a seat was a refusal by the House of Man- 
noys right to be seated. 

. ADAMS of New York, and Mr. BELFORD rose. 

Mr. HERBERT. I hope gentlemen will not interrupt me. I have 
already wandered a little from my line of argument, and shall perhaps 
be crowded for time within which to finish it. 

Now, what was it the House did refer? What was it that was de- 
bated in this House? What were the questions at issue? The gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] proposed a resolution that Mr. Man- 
ning should be sworn in. When that proposition was made—I read 
from the appendix to the report, where I find an abstract from the CON- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD of the proceedings—when that proposition was- 
made the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] said: 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to have read in this connection, and with the same pur- 
pose, the other papers which have been filed with the Clerk—papers in the nat- 


ure of certificates showing the result of the election—all the papers pertaining 
to this matter. 


The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS], speaking on the same 
question, said: 

The question of order I make is this: The Clerk has stated to the House that 
there are other papers, certificates filed by General Chalmers claiming this seat; 


and tbatstatement having been made, the House, before it swears in either of 
these gentlemen on the prima facie case, has the right to have those certificates. 


And again: ; 

Mr, CALKINS. We have the statement of the Clerk that certificates have been 
filed in his office and a request made that General Chalmers be sworn in upon 
those certificates; but the Clerk refused to put his name on the roll and sub- 
mitted the question—very | pe cope aie the House. This is the first stage at 
which the question which I now present could be raised; and I wish to save 
that question, because if the reading of those certificates be inthe nature of de- 
bate the motion for the previous question would cut off the right to have them 


And again we find on the second day: 


PP onic Ere Does not the gentleman include in it the prima facie right of Mr. 
Shalmers 

Mr. Converse, I willembrace in my proposition the suggestion that the rs 
which have been filed with the Clerk be directed to be placed in the hands of the 
committee when appointed. 

Mr, Kerrer. But letthe other case go there too, as suggested by the gentleman 
from New York, 

Mr. Morrison. There is notany othercase. 

Mr. Kerrer. There is another case. The papers on file with the Clerk show 


the fact. 
And still further down we find what the friends of the two claim- 
ants agreed on: é 


Mr. Kerrer, The objection we make is that it is popoa to refer the prima 
facie right of one gentleman only, not both, By the papers here—by the cer- 
tificates from the secretary of state of Mississippi—the result of thé vote is shown 
absolutely. Let both cases go to the committee. They can be trusted to report 
upon the question whether Mr. Chalmers or Mr. Manning is entitled to the 
seat—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Prima facie, 

Mr. Kerrer, Prima facie. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is all fair. 

Mr. Ketrer, That is all we ask. If the gentleman will include the two we 
make no further objection. . 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is 4 

The SPEAKER. Of course if there is objection this debate is out of order. The 
Chair is indulging it upon the supposition that some agreement may be arrived 
at. 

Mr, TownsHEND, We are all ý 

Mr. KEIER, It is stated on the other side that the two cases are not here. ‘E 

informed that the certificate from the secretary of state of Mississippi—prob- 

ably the only officer in the State authorized to make a certificate; we do not 
concede that the governor is authorized to make a certificate, and he does not 
himself claim that he is—the certificate of the secretary of state, regularly and 
properly filed here—— 


These extracts show conclusively what papers were being discussed, 
and they show an absolute agreement by all parties in the House that 
the papers to be referred by the resolution to fhe committee were the 
papers and only the papers filed with the Clerk; and you may read 
this debate from inning to end, and you will find that nowhere was 
any offer ever made to have read to this House for its information, or 
to enable it to come to a decision, either the answer of Mr. Manning, 
about which so much has been said here, or the judgment of the court 
which appears in this report. There was not a single suggestion by 
any member that Mr. Manning’s answer to the notice of contest should 
be sent to the committee. The debates show it was not thought of in 
that committee, and yet the committee builds its conclusion princi- 
pally on that foundation. 

General Chalmers himself, astute lawyer as he is, and presenting with 
all his ingenuity his right to a seat in this House, never for a moment 
thought it would be right or proper, either for the purpose of impeach- 
ing Manning’s certificate or for any other purpose, to refer to the an- 
swer that Manning had made in reference to the merits of the case. 

Read what the Clerk says about the case on the first page when he 
decided this question, and nowhere do you find any such thing was 
presented to him for consideration. I say, as the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. DORSHEIMER] has said, that the Clerk, when he began to 
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consider this question, considered it upon precisely the same rules and 
was bound by precisely the same laws by which the House is bound. 
But from the remarks of the distinguished chairman of the committee 
when he was discoursing so eloquently about the absolute power of the 
House, it would seem that in his opinion the House is not bound by 
any law at all. 

Of course the House has power, brute power, to do anything the ma- 
jority may elett to do; but, Mr. Speaker, if we desire to perpetuate our 
Government we will not sanction the idea for a moment that because 
the House has power to do a thing therefore we ought to doit. We 
ought to be careful, now at the end of nearly one hundred years since 
this Constitution was formed, now that a system of rules has been 
established under which for years the House has been organized with 
so much ease, with so much satisfaction to all parties—rules so plain, so 
easily understood—we ought to be careful to do nothing that will tend 
to sap these foundation principles of our Government. If, when the 
question submitted to the committee was but the simple question of the 
prima facie right to a seat, and nothing more, that committee claims the 
power, and this House approves their claim, to go hunting through an 
answer that relates to the merits of the case in order to cull out some 
single paragraph that may militate against a prima facie case, do you 
not expect that future Clerks of the House, when they come to making 
up rolls of the House and deciding on prima facie cases, will do the same 
thing? Will they not follow the precedent now set? Will they not, 
when they wish to keep a member off the roll who has a certificate, 
garble from the answer of a contestee something to negative his prima 
facie right? If you have the right to doit, any Clerk of the House has a 
right to do it. Are you willing to set such a precedent as that? Itis 
not now a question of whether or not Manning is elected or Chalmers 
is elected. If, when the evidence comes in here, when we come to con- 
sider this question on its merits, it shall appear Chalmers was elected, 
I shall willingly vote to seat him. But never will I consent to setsuch 
a precedent as this. 

Another word. When you look at the debates which preceded the 
resolution of reference you will find the questions at issue between Mr. 
CONVERSE on one side as the friend of Mr. Manning, and Mr. CALKINS 
on the other as the friend of Mr. Chalmers, were in the first place, what 
shall be réad before the House; and in the second, what is the evi- 
dence? Some of the friends of Mr. Chalmers, notably the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER], really desired, it seems, to overrule the Re- 
publican Clerk, Mr. McPherson, and seat Mr. Chalmers immediately 
on the very papers the Clerk had held were insufficient, for the gentle- 
man from Ohio insisted that the whole question of the prima facie right 
of Mr. Chalmers, together with that of Mr. Manning, should go to the 
committee. 

I have undertaken to show, and I think I have shown, that the only 
popa aena by the House to the committee were the papers which 
Fe een filed with the Clerk and on which the Clerk had rendered his 

ecision. id 

My next proposition is, that the House by the resolution of refer- 
ence did not intend to decide, and did not decide, whether these papers 
were evidence or not. That was one of the points of contention in the 
House and one of the points referred for decision to the committee. I 
read from the debate: 

Mr. CONVERSE says, on page 24, speaking of the papers on file with 
the Clerk: 

There is but one certificate from the governor—from the executive; the other 
papers relate to the merits of the case. 

Others had heen claiming that these papers should be read. Here 
was Mr. CONVERSE contending that if they were read they were not 
evidence. Does any one suppose that Mr. CONVERSE by his resolution 
referring these papers to the committee intended to yield his position 
that they were not evidence? No, Mr. Speaker, no man can so con- 
clude. The papers were referred to the committee that it might de- 
cide on the legality of evidence as well as the sufficiency of proof. And 
if this be true it does not matter what papers were referred. Clearly 
none of them were evidence bearing on the question of prima facie case 
except the certificate. I have not alluded to the wording of the reso- 
lution. It does on its face in words refer to all papers of Manning and 
Chalmers. But these words are to be construed with reference to the 
subject-matter to which they refer, to the agreement and understand- 
ing bans I have shown from the debates, the papers on file with the 

erk. y 

That isa fair, legitimate, logical construction of that resolution in 
the light of that preliminary debate; and I say that the House never 
referred to that committee one single other paper. If it did not, then 
the committee did not have before it any other paper, and of course the 
committee had not before it this answer of Mr. Manning. But, Mr. 
Speaker, even if it had had that answer before it, even if the resolution 
were construed as broader than the House intended, even if it were con- 
strued tosend to the committee all the papers that related to the merits 
as well as the prima facie case, I ask you this single question, do you 
not fear to set a precedent to future Houses and to future Clerks when 
they come to make up the roll of those entitled to seats upon this floor 
that will authorize them to hunt through every answer that may be 
filed, and to garble from every plea of confession and avoidance every 
such confession as may help them on to the conclusions they desire to 
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reach? And I ask you if you do not fear to set such a precedent as. 
this? 


Manning admitted there had been a mistake in his favor, and then 
alleged that the effect of this was overcome by the frauds committed by 
Chalmers’s friends. You take part of what he says and construe it 
against him. You will not wait for him to prove the truth of the other 
part. What is this but garbling the record? 

Gentlemen, it is not an important matter to either political party on 
this floor just now what you do with this prima facte question. The 
case will soon be reported on its merits. 

We heard here a sort of outside remark to-day that that case could 
be decided in three hours and a half on its merits. This very diligent 
committee will soon decide it on its merits. Neither the majority nor 
minority resolution proposes toseat Mr. Chalmers. One only proposes 
to seat Mr. Manning temporarily, leaving the question as to his right 
to the seat to be decided hereafter; and in a short while the question 
will come in from the committee and you will be called upon to decide 
it. Let us meet that question when it comesup. Let us not undertake 
to decide it now, but let us decide the question that is before us. Mr. 
Speaker, we Democrats on this side have an opportunity to make now, 
if we want to do it, a reputation for being very fair. We can make it 
and pay very little for it. Do we want to make a trade of that kind? 
Is there a gentleman on this floor influenced by such a motive, one who 
would sacrifice Mr. Manning because forsooth we havea large majority 
on this floor and do not need his vote. Certainly gentlemen are not to 
be influenced by considerations of that kind. 

Tt all comes at last back to this: What was referred to the committee? 
Look throngh the debates, all the debates, all speaking only of the 
papers which were filed with the Clerk, and look at the resolution and 
see to what it refers—the resolution which was passed afterward. That, 
Mr. Speaker, related to the papers to which reference was made in that 
debate, and nothing more. Then the resolution was passed, and that 
referred only to the prima facie case. If it referred only to the prima 
facie case, was not the committee limited to the examination of that? 
Nothing was to be examined in the committee-room but that, and only 
that. Their duty, and their only duty, was to consult the precedents 
and follow the law. 

Doany of you think, when Mr. CONVERSE said he presented that reso- 
lution and when you voted for it, that you were making evidence of what 
was not evidence? Is there a man here who will say that when hé 
voted for that resolution he was aware of the fact that it was the in- 
tention of the resolution to make evidence of that which was not evi- 
dence? If there was not, then this question is to be considered pre- 
cisely as it was considered by Clerk McPherson, and the question is, are 
you fo overrule him? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Crisp]. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, before expressing to the House the opin- 
ions that I entertain of the question now before us, it may be necessary, 
and in my judgment it certainly is proper, to determine accurately 
what that question is. I presume that gentlemen on both sides of this 
House will profess at least an intention to pass upon this case without 
any regard to the political status of the parties, without any regard to 
whether they like them or dislike them, and without any regard to any 
otherconsideration than an earnest desire to discharge with impartiality 
the duty imposed upon them by the Constitution of their country and 
the obligation of their oaths to judge of the election, qualification, and 
return of members, That, I take it, is the purpose, as it certainly is the 
duty, of every member of this House. 

At the beginning of this Congress every member within the sound of 
my voice will recollect the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CoNVERSE] in- 
troduced a resolution which seemed designed to lead the gentleman from 
Mississippi, Mr. Manning, up to the Clerk’s. desk to be sworn in. It 
did not seem to be the purpose of that resolution to leave it a question 
for his judgment; but it seemed to be in the nature of instructions to 
him to come up and be sworn in asa member. You all recollect the 
discussion that took place on that resolution. You all recollect that 
the friends of Mr. Chalmers objected to the resolution in its then form. 
You recollect the debate that took place and theadjournment that was 
had. As was well said by the distinguished gentleman my colleague 
who presides over the Committee on Elections, during that adjourn- 
ment the presumption is that the voice of reason was heard; that every 
man looked into the case and thought of it and reflected uponit. And 
what was theresult? Notwithstanding the previous question had been 
called upon the case and that call sustained by a vote of the House, the 
next morning, by unanimous consent, the call for the previous question 
was withdrawn, and the resolution, at the suggestion of some of our Re- 
publican friends, was amended. how amended? Amended by 
striking out the provision for swearing in Manning and referring the 
contest to the Committee on Elections and instructing and authorizing 
that committee to determine for this House the prima faciecase. Upon 
what? Upon the certificate of the governor of Mississippi alone? Not 
so. But upon that certificate and all the other papers in the possession 
of the House. 

Why, sir, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] talked as if 
the Committee on Elections had surreptitiously got possession of the 
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-answer of Mr. Manning. That is not true. If you will look to the 
resolution of this House you will see it instructs the committee to pass 
upon the prima facie case as ted by all the papers, and notsimply 
by those which had been filed with the Clerk. What should that com- 
mittee have done? What was their duty? 

And just here, Mr. Speaker, permit me to suggest a fact that in my 
judgment will account for much of the error as I believe it to be, of 
the fallacy as I understand it to be, of the arguments of some of the 
gentlemen who have spoken on this case. They taik ahout a prima 
facie title. It seems to be claimed by them that a certificate of the 
governor is prima facie title. I donot so understand it. I will agree 
with them that it is prima facie evidence of title, but I will not agree 
that it is the prima facie title itself. And just there, Mr. Speaker, in 
iny judgment the error arises in the case. If it was prima facie title, 
then why did this Hottse refer it to a committee? 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman read this section of McCrary’s 
work bearing on that proposition? 

Mr. CRISP. You can do that yourself. 

Mr. OATES. If you permit me I would like to do so. 

Mr. CRISP. I have only fifteen minutes. 

Mr. OATES. The following is the statement in McCrary on Elec- 
tions : i 

x 1 ed, is, as we have seen, to be 
PE cd eecripeumonisthe S orien tobe swornin. It is prima 
facie evidence of his election, and the only evidence thereof which can be con- 


sidered in the first instance and in the course of the organization of a legislative 
body. 


Mr. CRISP. I admit and subscribe to that fully. But my proposi- 
tion was that the certificate was not prima facie title; and no gentle- 
man knows better than the gentleman from Alabama the distinction 
between prima facie title and prima facie evidence of title. 

Mr. HUTCHIN®. It is evidence of election, not title. 

Mr. CRISP. If, Mr. Speaker, that certificate was conclusive evi- 
dence of the prima facie case, as gentlemen contend, why was it sub- 
mitted to the committee? What duty were the committee charged 
with? That certificate was read in the presence of this House. No 
suggestion was made by any member that it was not in due form; that 
it was not of like character with the certificates borne by every gen- 
tleman from Mississippi here. Why then refer it, if it was conclusive 
‘evidence on the question? I respectfully submit that the purpose of 
the Housein that reference was to this committee with the duty 
of deciding from that certificate and all the other papers who had the 
prima faciecase. Thatiswhattheysay. Whatdoes prima facie mean ? 
Gentlemen say it has a technical meaning. Perhapsit has. But the 
technical meaning is not inconsistent with and not different from its 
meaning as generally understood. It means, upon the first view of 
the case; upon the first appearance of the papers. 

What should this committee do when charged with the subject? 
What papers should they look at? First, at the certificate of the gov- 
ernor. And what did that certificate say? Did it say Mr. Manning 
was elected? Not so. That certificate said that it appeared to the 
governor from the return certified to him by the secretary of state that 
Mr. Manning was elected. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CRISP. With pleasure. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Does not the law of Mississippi require the sec- 
retary of state to certify that fact to the governor ? 

Mr. CRISP. I presume it does, else the certificate would not have 
been made. Butthe gentleman does not appreciate, because I have not 
yet fully explained, the point I desire to make. That certificate says, 

‘upon the return made to me by the secretary of state it appears that 
Van H. Manning has a majority of the votes cast.’? Gentlemen say 
that the committee had no right to look to any other evidence; that 
they should not go behind the certificate. I put it to you, gentlemen, 
as fair men, when a certificate itself refers to a document as being the 

redicate upon which it is issued, if the committee ought not to have 
leaked at it. The governor’s certificate says that the returns certified 
to him show that Mr. Manning is elected. The committee have gotin 
their possession those very returns, Is thatoutsideof the case? Would 
it not be considered on a motion in arrest of judgment, even? Itisa 
part of the record. ; f 

Now, when we come first to the governor’s certificate it alleges that 
the secretary of state of Mississippi certified to the governor that Mr. 
Manning received a majority of the votes cast. Then we come to the 
returns. What dowe find there? I donot ask the House to go behind 
the returns, but I do ask members to come up to them, and when they 
come up to them to look at them, and not to close their eyes, and not 
to be classed among those who, though not blind, will not see. 

Now, look upon the returns. What do theyshow? Theyshow one 
of two things: either that the majority of the votes cast in the county 
of Tate was cast for Mr. Chalmers, or they show such contradiction upon 
their face that it was the duty of the secretary of state, and it was also 
the duty of the governor, to have rejected them. If the former rule 
should be adopted, then upon the face of these papers this certificate of 
the governor ought not to have been issued to Mr. Manning. If the 
latter rule prevails, then upon the face of the papers the certificate 


ought not to have been issued to Mr. Manning. That is the case as I 
understand it. 

Now, I wish to call attention for a few moments to the case as stated 
by the gentlemen who represent the views of the minority of the com- 
mittee. Much criticism has been made upon the report of the majority. 
Let me call your attention to the statement of the case as made by the 
minority themselves. That report says: 

If he ever had the right to take his seat upon the certificate he has that right 
now. The idea of the report seems to be that a plain right is annihilated because 
it has been submitted for affirmance, In view of all the facts we have no hesi- 
tation in commending the course pursued Mr. Manning. His right to the 
certificate was in litigation in the courts of Mississippi when his answer was 
drawn. He denied the jurisdiction of the courts to rmine it, and declared 
his purpose to submit it to this body, in which he maintained that exclusive ju- 


m was vested. 

Now, just here: ‘‘His right’’—his right to what? His right toa 
seat here? No. His right to the certificate was in litigation in the 
courts of Mississippi when his answer was drawn. Not his right to the 
seat, but his right to the paper which was before the Committee on 
Elections—the certificate of the governor. He denied the jurisdiction 
of the courts to determine it. To determine what? His right to that 
certificate. That is the question as stated by these gentlemen them- 
selves. He denied the jurisdiction of the courts to determine it, and 
declared his purpose to submit it to this body. Tosubmit what? The 
question of his right to that certificate. That is his declaration as set 
up by the gentlemen who on this floor represent the views which he 
is supposed to entertain. 

Now, in view of that statement is not the resolution adopted by this 
House easily understood? Did not the House intend to meet him on 
the issue he himself had invoked? Did not the House intend to say 
to him, ‘Sir, inasmuch as you do notin this case claim that you should 
be seated upon the certificate alone, inasmuch as your right to that 
certificate has been questioned, we will submit that certificate and all 
the other papers in the case to the Committee on Elections, with in- 
structions to report from an examination thereof who has the prima 
facie right to the seat.” 

Now, it seems to me that in that view of the case the admissions 
made by Mr. Manning are also proper matters for consideration by the 
committee. Gentlemen speak lightly of those admissions. What was 
the purpose of them? Why did he make them? What was the real, 
honest purpose of Mr. Manning when he made them? I put it to the 
House if it was not to declare his intention not to take his seat or claim 
it under the certificate until the House decided, upon the merits of the 
case, that he was entitled to it. He did not use the word ‘‘ merits” in 
his admission; that I agree. But I put it to you, as honorable men, if 
that is not the proper construction of that admission? Let me read from 
the admission: 


I deny that any frauds were attempted or practiced by my friends, or that*they 
were guilty of fraudulent or illegal practices, or that you received a majority of 
1,332 votes as member of the Forty-eighth Congress from said Con: ional dis- 
trict, though I admit that the inspectors and clerks of the several election pre- 
cincts did certify to the county commissioners of election in their respective 
counties that you received a majority of the votes cast; and I further admit that 
the 1,472 votes which the commissioners of Tate County returned as cast for J. 
R. Chambless were in fact cast for you, and that the name Chambless was in- 
serted in the return by clerical error instead of your name. And in this connec- 
tion I state that because of said error to your prejudice I will not take a seat in 
said Con: or ask the Clerk to enroll my name as a member thereof until I 
have vindicated and the House shall have affirmed my right thereto, 


Mr. Manning’s right to the possession of that certificate was ques- 
tioned. He will not claim under it till he vindicates his right to it. Has 
he vindicated it? Shall the House affirm his right to it when he admits 
that the returns from the several counties show that Chalmers received 
a majority of the votes cast? These facts and admissions were before 
the Committee on Elections, with instructions to report to this House 
upon a view thereof who was entitled to the seat. That committee re- 
ported that neither Manning nor Chalmers was entitled to be swarn in 
asa member. I do not see how they could have reported otherwise 
nor how this House can fail to sustain that report. 

We are told the precedents are in favor of seating Manning. I have 
as much respect for the precedents of this House or the precedents of 
any other legislative or judicial body as any man ought to have who 
has been cognizant.of the great injustice that has constantly been done 
in theirname. I havethatmuch, and I have no more. I respect prece- 
dents in election cases when they appear to me to be founded in justice 
and right, when they appear to me to be in the interest of the great 
right of the people to select their own representatives, and When they 
tend tosecure the admission of such representatives upon the floor of this 
House. I can not gofurther than that; and if there be precedents (none 
such have been shown) under which a man may be seated on a certifi- 
cate which he himself admits was founded upon a clerical error, upon 
a certificate which he himself admits was given to him when upon the 
face of the returns he was not entitled to it, then, Mr. Speaker, I shall 
vote against such precedent, and feel that in so doing I am vindicating 
the right of self-government and the cause of truth and justice. 

I undertake to say that to sustain the views of the majority of this 
committee will not, as seems to be apprehended by some gentlemen, 
endanger the right of any duly elected member to be placed upon th 
roll of members preliminary to the organization of a new Congress. This 
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is an anomalous case, and that it was so regarded by the House is evi- 
denced by the peculiar character of the resolution referring it to the 
Committee on Hiections. Did you ever hear of one like it before? Has 
there ever been one like itin the past? Ithink not, Mr. Speaker; and 
permit me here to express the hope that in the time to come we may 
not look upon its like again. 

Mr. Speaker, before I can obtain my consent to override the report 
of the majority of the Committee on Elections and vote to seat Mr. 
Manning on the facts of the case I must have a direct precedent the 
reasoning of which meets the approbation of my judgment. Isay to you 
frankly that it is somewhat shocking to my sense of right and justice 
to be told that I must vote to seat aman upon a certificate referring to 
a return by the secretary of state, when it appears at the first glance 
at that return, the foundation of the certificate, that the certificate’ 
never ought to have been issued. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. Thetimeof the gentleman has expired. The Chair 
will inquire of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DAvts] if he desires 
to take the remainder of his hour at this time? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. Not now; I will reserve it. 

The SPEAKER. Then theChair will recognize the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee [Mr. PETTIBONE] as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I understand that the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. Lowry] my colleague on the Committee on Elections desires to 
speak this evening. Therefore, if he requests it, I will now yield him 
thirty minutes of my time. 

Mr. LOWRY. I thank the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PETTI- 
BONE] for his courtesy, but I will suggest to him that I prefer tospeak 
in my own time when I can obtain the floor for that purpose. 

I may be permitted to say, however, that when I shall speak in this 
«ase I hope to be able to show that the criticisms of some of our friends 
upon the action of the Committee on Elections are founded upon a want 
of information in reference to the basis upon which that committee 
predicated its action. While they have been sitting upon the horse- 
blocks outside, occupied with other matters, the court has been hearing 
arguments upon this question. [Laughter. ] And the committee, hav- 
ing proceeded as a judicial tribunal, has arrived at a conclusion which 
I hope to be able to show is supported not only by the principles of 
parliamentary law, but by every principle of justice and of right. But 
J reserve any further expression upon this subject until the time which 
is allotted to me in the order which has been adopted. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy the floor on this 
question but a short time; and I ask the attention of the House. 

This-contest comes from the second Congressional district of Missis- 
sippi. At the election held on the 7th day of November, 1882, Van H. 
Manning and James R. Chalmers were the opposing candidates, It is 
conceded on all hands that one or the other is elected. But it appears 
that a certificate of election bearing the great seal of the State, and as 
to mere form unexceptionable, was issued by the governor of Missis- 
sippi to Mr. Manning. This certificate he never filed with the Clerk of 
the House. Had Mr. Manning simply lodged that certificate of election 
with the then Clerk of the House there is no question that his name 
would have been promptly placed on the rolj of members-elect, and on 
the assembling of this Congress he would have been sworn in, as the 
great mass of us were, on the prima facie right. But he did not thus 
file his certificate, and he was not thus sworn in as prima facie the elected 
Representative of that second district of Mississippi. To understand 
this case aright the question must be answered, why was not this done? 
The answer is plain, patent, palpable. From the papers submitted to 
the committee by the solemn resolution of this House it appears that 
within the time allowed by law the contestant, Mr. Chalmers, served 
upon the contestee, Mr. Manning, notice of contest as required by law: 
and to this notice of contest, of which no man can question Mr. Chal- 
mers had the right to avail himself, the contestee, as in duty bound, 
answered. In the Congress of the United States certain proceedings 
were had which have been referred to, and doubtless will be again in 
this debate. When, upon the assembling of this Congress, the second 
district. of Mississippi was called, the Clerk informed the House that— 

‘The Clerk has not enrolled the name of gr Spd as a Representative for the 


second district of Mississippi, for the reason t no paper which can be con- 
siared a certificate of el: on in the sense of the law has been presented to 
m. 


Thereupon, after a discussion which I need not notice at length, the 
House ddopted the resolution under which the Committee on Elections 
has made the report now pending. How did that resolution come to 
be adopted? The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] my colleague 
on the committee stated to the House that he introduced the resolution 
at the request of Mr. Manning. What does the resolution provide? 


Resolved, That the certificate— + 


Why, sir, I have heard this question argued as if we had to consider 
nothing under heaven except the certificate. But, gentlemen of the 
House of Representatives, what did you by this resolution provide? 

Resolved, That the certificate and all other papers in the contested-election 
case of J.R mers and Van H. Manning from the second Congressional dis- 


trict of the State of Mississippi be referred to the Committee on Elections when 
appointed— 
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For what purpose? 
with instructions to report immediately whether upon the prima facie case as 
presented by said papers— 

What papers? Not merely the certificate, but all the papers in the 
case— 

heth th i facie case resented by said said Manni 
ha Chalters te entitled to sworn ran a is ret sending the contest on the 
merits and not to affect the final right to said seat. 

That is the resolution under which the committee was instructed; 
that is the resolution under which we have made our report. The ma- 
jority and minority report is now before you. And, Mr. Speaker, it 
seems to me that the only question really involved here and now is, 
whether upon all the papers submitted to the committee, and not upon 
the certificate alone, Mr. Manning is entitled to be sworn in as haying 
a prima facie right to the seat. 

And this case is in this respect novel and sui generis. It absolutely 
stands alone in the history of contested-election cases. We all know 
that if this were a naked question here whether Mr. Manning should 
be sworn in on his certificate of election, which I repeat is unexception- 
able in form, there could not be two opinions. Every lawyer in this 
House would answer yes. But the trouble is there issomething more. 
“AI the papers” submitted, as they were, to the committee embrace 
and contain more than that naked certificate. They embrace the notice 
of contest of Chalmers and the answer of Manning; that much cer- 
tainly is clear. They also embrace the tabular statement of the votes 
cast, not really and truly, for either side may dispute their correctness, 
at the election as shown by the returns received at and lodged in the 
office of the secretary of state of the State of Mississippi, all of which 
were sent to the committee. They show that in the county of Tate an 
election was held. That returns were made to the secretary of state 
from that county. They show further that prima facie Mr. Manning 
received 8,579 votes in the counties of Benton, De Soto, La Fayette, 
Marshall, Panola, Tallahatchee, Tate, and Union. They further show 
that in the same counties Mr. Chalmers received 8,257 votes, 322 votes ° 
less than Mr. Manning. And, going no further, that would be Mr. 
Manning’s majority. But in the same tabular statement it appears that 
in the good county of Tate Mr. J. R. Chalmers did not get a single vote, 
while Mr. J. R. Chambless, a man in buckram, as we all know, got 
1,472 votes. Now, Mr. Chalmers claims that he got those 1,472 votes; 
claims this in the papers submitted by this House to the committee by 
its solemn resolution which I have quoted. And the commissioners of 
election of Tate, namely, E. L. Weems, V. P. Still, and R. O. Mosby, 
certify as follows: ) i 

We, the undersigned, commissioners of election for Tate County. do certify 
that atan election held in Tate County November 7, 1882, for the office of Rep- 
resentative in the lower House of the Congress of the United States, Van H. Mai- 
ning received in said county eleven hundred and sixty-six (1,165) votes; James 
R. Chalmers, fourteen hundred and seventy-two (1,472) votes; Hannibal C. Car- 
ter, three (3) votes, For the office of county surveyor of said county John E. 
Matthews received four hundred and vig aur (455) votes, and Sam. F. Massey 
seven hundred and fifteen (715) votes; all of which fully appears by the tally- 
sheet on the opposite side of this page, which we certify to bea trne and correct 
tally-sheet of the votes cast in Tate County. 

Witness our signatures, November I1, A. D. 1882, 

E, L, WEEMS, 

V. P. STILL. 

R. O. MOSBY, 
Commissioners of Election of Tate County. 

This, Mr. Speaker, was upon one side of a sheet of paper. On the 
other side of the same sheet was a tally-sheet or detailed statement, 
which I here append: 
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Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 
Mr. PETTIBONE. Certainly. 
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Mr. OATES. I read from McCrary: 
There carPbe no doubt— 


Mr. PETTIBONE. Oh, I know all about that. 

Mr. OATES. Let me read the ph. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. It has been read over and over again. Iam 
willing to yield to the gentleman for a question, but if he wishes to 
read law he must read it in his own time, and I think he needs to read 
a good deal, considering the position he takes in this case. [Laughter.] 

Now, let us not forget that upon this same document, the document 
from Tate County, there appears the indorsement of the secretary of 
state that ‘‘the foregoing two pages contain a true and correct tran- 
script’’—of what? Of the certificate, together with the tally-sheet or 
detailed statement, of the vote of Tate County. Now, prima facie, what 
appears? This is one of the papers which the House directed the com- 
mittee toexamine. Unless you intended us to consider the other papers 
in the case why did you not send to us merely the certificate? Prima 
facie it appears from this document, which was one of the papers trans- 
mitted to the committee by the resolution ef this House, that the com- 
missioners of Tate County over their own signatures say in words, not 
in Arabic figures merely, that in that county J. R. Chalmers—whom 
we all know—got 1,472 votes. The detailed statement on the other side 
says briefly: “* For Congress, second district, J. R. Chambless, 1,472.” 

What does prima facie mean? At first view—‘‘ that evidence which 
is sufficient to establish the fact, unless rebutted.’’ Considered in this 
light alone, who will undertake to say that ‘‘ the tally-sheet or detailed 
statement’’ shall override for an instant the certificate to which the 
commissioners of election solemnly affixed their signs-manual in obe- 
dience to their sworn duty? 

But, Mr. Speaker, in addition to this paper, which, prima facie, it 
would seem, is sufficient to determine the matter if it is to be consid- 
eréd at all, or if any paper but the certificate of the governor is to be 
considered, we have the notice of contest and the answer thereto. 
These papers were before the committee, sent tothem by a resolution of 
this House. In his notice I find the following specific charge by Mr. 
Chalmers: 

‘That when the secretary of state canvassed the returns in contempt of a writ 
of prohibition from the judge of the ninth judicial district of Mississippi, he ille- 
galy and fraudulently counted 1,472 votes from Tate County for J. R. bless 

were certified to have been cast for James R. Chalmers, under pretense 
that the tally-sheet was the essential part of the return, although the returns 
from Union, Tippah, and De Soto Counties, where you have majorities certified, 
have no tally-sheet accompanying the certificate. 

Now, we all know how Mr. Manning replied to this in his answer. 
But let us read it in this connection. Here it is: 

I further admit that the 1,472 votes which the commissioners of Tate County 
returned as cast for J. R. Chambless were in fact cast for you, and that the name 
**Chambless " was inserted in the return by clerical errorinstead of your name. 

And in this connection I state that because of said error to your prejudice I 
will not take a seat in said Congress or ask the Clerk to enroll my name as a 
member thereof until I have vindicated and the House shall have affirmed my 
right thereto, 

He admits, it will be seen, fully, clearly, distinctly, that Chalmers 
was entitled to 1,472 votes which were not counted for him by the sec- 
retary of state. He further gives him notice that ‘‘I will not take a 
seat in said Congress or ask the Clerk to enroll my name as a member 
thereof until I have vindicated and the House shall have affirnred my 
right thereto.” Whatdid he mean by thislanguage? Hemeantthat the 
1,472 vetes which the secretary of state wrongfully failed to count for 
Chalmers: would prima facie have turned the scale. He meant that he 
would not ask the Clerk to put his name on the roll; and we know he 
did not. He meant he would not take a seat in this body until he had 
vindicated his right to a seat here bona fide; not that he would seek to be 
sworn in on a certificate which he felt, as he declares, in honor bound 
not to present. But bona fide, rather than prima facie, he would vindi- 
cate his right. I say, sie, let him do it! 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I plant myself on the case of Hunt vs. Chilcott. 
What was decided in that case? Whoever comes here with a certifi- 
cate of election unimpeached has undoubtedly a prima facie right to a 
seat. But on the question whether a man can impeach his own prima 
facie case—and on this I challenge the attention of the lawyers of this 
House—it has been decided in the case of Hunt vs. Chilcott that a 
man can do this. This House has solemnly decided thatit can be done. 
Now, in this case a man comes here and says, ‘‘I admit that there are 


1,472 votes which ought to have been counted for my opponent, and if 


they had been counted for him I would not have received the certifi- 
cate; and I will never take my seat in the House, I will never ask the 
House to give me a seat until, without reference to the certificate, I 
shall have vindicated my right.” Why, sir, do gentlemen seek to ‘‘ vin- 
dicate” this man’s right by now swearing him in? Is he to be taken 
to that desk squirming and squealing like a babe unwilling to take a 
dose of medicine and sworn in willy-nilly—whether he wants to be or 
not? He has told you he does not want to be sworn in upon the cer- 
tificate, and has asked to have the papers referred to the Committee on 
Elections. 

Now, I say that a man can impeach his own prima facie title; I say 
that Mr. Manning emphatically has done this. He has done it not by 
talk in the lobby, but by his solemn answer to the notice of contest, 
which is a part of the pleadingsin thiscase. Mr. Chalmers had aright 
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to serve notice of contest; nobody questions that; and Mr. Manning, 
knowing the effect of what he does, solemnly makes this admission 
which I contend impeaches his prima facie case. 

Now, I hope nobody will plead the baby act. I did hear it intimated 
by my friend from New York that in a celebrated case, where a man 
wanted to plead guilty upon a charge of murder, the judge declined 
to receive the plea; but my friend from New York was obliged to de- 
fend the conduct of the judge on the ground that he regarded the party 
arraigned as insane and not competent to understand the character of 
the accusation against him. Does anybody charge anything of that 
kind on the part of Mr. Manning? Nothing criminal is charged upon 
him. Asmy associate on the committee, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, says, it isa simple, cleanadmission of fact. When a man confesses 
that certain facts are so, why should we not believe him? ‘ 

A few words in conclusion. What this House may determine upon 
in this case I do not know. Personally I do not care a baubee (my 
friend from Kentucky knows whata baubee is) how it may be decided. 
As a mere partisan I might be glad, of course, to have gentlemen on the 
other side make mistakes, as you like to have us make mistakes. From 
a partisan standpoint we would be glad, of course, to have you pile up 
mistakes ‘‘ Pelion upon Ossa.” But while we may not care, the people, 
your masters and mine, do care. Theyare getting tired of this class of 
frauds in election cases. It will not be two weeks—not a week, as a gen- 
tleman near me suggests—before the Committee on Elections will have 
this case under consideration upon its merits. In Heaven’s name, then, 
why not let it go there and be tried upon its merits? As a patriot, not 
as a isan, I appeal to gentlemen not to make the blunder of declar- 
ing that upon the question as now presented to this House Mr. Manning 
has a prima facie case. I have done. 

I ees fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BEL- 
FORD]. 

Mr. BELFORD, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. WELLBORN. Will the gentleman from Colorado give way for 
a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. BELFORD. If it be le to the House to adjourn now, I 
have no objection, upon the understanding that I shall occupy the floor 
when this question next comes up. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized as entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. WELLBORN. I have no authority to speak for anybody else; 
but if the gentleman yields for the motion, I move that the House ad- 

ourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. TURNER] desires to reach some understanding as to the 
termination of the debate on the report of the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Gentlemen in charge of the naval ap- 
propriation bill have kindly yielded the floor that this case may be taken 
up; and in consideration of this, I would be glad if some agreement 
could be reached as to a fair and reasonable time within which to ter- 
minate this discussion. [A pause.] Mr. Speaker, I find that at this. 
time no arrangement can be reached with reference to limitation of de- 
bate on this subject. 

BOUNDARY BETWEEN INDIAN TERRITORY AND TEXAS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
following message from the President of the United States; which was. 
read, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication of the 8th ultimo from the Secretary of 
the Interior, and the accompanying papers, relating to the establishment of the 
boundary line between the Indian Territory and the State of Texas. 

The matter is presented for the consideration of aor 

Cc ER A. ARTHUR. 


EXecutTive Mansion, February 13, 1884. 


CARE OF THE IRONCLADS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Navy, stating the amounts which ought 
tobe paid to the contractors, severally, for the use and occupation of their 
yards with the double-turreted ironclads, and for the care thereof, in obe- 
dience to the act making appropriations for the naval service, approved 
March 3, 1883; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES OF THE UNITED STATES. + 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting detailed accounts 
of receipts and expenditures of the United States for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1878; which was referred to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Treasury Department, and ordered to be printed. 

RED CLOUD INDIAN AGENCY, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a further com- 
munication from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, recommending an 
appropriation for the benefit of the Sioux Indians of Red Cloud and 

Lake agency, to reimburse for 705 ponies; which was referred to- 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


1884. : 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1107 


The motion of Mr. WELLBORN was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
ander the rule, and referred as follows: na! 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Papers relating to the claim of Capt. William 
J. Lyster—to the Committee on Military Affairs. A 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Papers relating to the claim of the heirs of 
Henry E. Sizer, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. J. H. BREWER: Petition of veterans of the Grand Army of 
the Republic, Phil. Kearny Post, No. 1, Newark, N. J., for equaliza- 
tion of bounty, &c.—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of soldiers of the late war, ask- 
ing Congress to grant a land-warrant to all honorably discharged sol- 
diers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Pennsylvania State Asso- 
ciation of ex-Prisoners of War—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of the District of Columbia, relative to the alcoholic liquor traffic—to 
the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor-Trafiic. 

By Mr. GREENLEAP: Petition of Peter Henderson, R. K. Bliss & 
Son, and James Vick, relative to postage on seeds, &c.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of the Good Templars of New Hamp- 
shire relative to the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Select Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. > 

By Mr. KASSON: Petition of citizens of Adair County, Iowa, relative 
to an act for the removal of charges of desertion—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLOGG: Papers relating to the claim of John Burnside— 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Papers relating to the pension claim of Henry 
Tepe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: Remonstrance against the consolidation of the Fall 
River district with the New Bedford district—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Delaware, relative to the alcoholic liquor trafic—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr, LYMAN: Petition of the Temple of Honor of Massachusetts, 
relative to the alcoholic liquor traffie—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Memorial of John Brown Post, No. 123, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Saint Joseph, Mo.; of C. G. Post, No. 88, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Meadville, Mo.; of J. A. Mulligan Post, 
No. 11, Grand Army of the Republic, Lexington, Mo.; of Col. Hassen- 
deubel Post, No. 13, Grand Army of the Republic, Saint Louis, Mo., 
and of Phil. Kearny Post, No. 19, Grand Army of the Republic, La- 
clede, Mo., relating to back pay, bounty, and pensions—severally to 
the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Papers relating to the claims of Nancy Cowley, 
of Turner A. Cannon, of Samuel Collins, of Frederick Cries, of D. H. 
Cupp, of William H. Baker, of Frederick Bussian, of J.O. Busher and 
John Adams, of Warren W. Bassett, of W. T. Asbell, of Charles C. 
Arnold, of Birney Dunn, of William Duncan, of A. T. Dickerman and 
Samuel Collins, of H. W. Donnell, of N. P. Ellsbree, of Levi Fergu- 
son, of John Fulk, of Dr. Lewellan, of John A. Lushbaugh, of Will- 
iam Lassau, of Michael Kitterman, of Augustine Holland, of Abner 
Hopkins, of Mary E. Howell, of William H. Gilmore, of James Gil- 
leon, of William Renfro, of James Renfro, of John Ross, of Ed. Mercer, 
of Robert Minns, of Daniel Pentzer, of Jane Pratt, of Ellison Neet, of 
John Smith, of John T. Stewart, of M. J. Skafsted, of Samuel J. Short, 
of 8. R. Sayre, of John R. Skinner, of Will Sherburn, of W. R. Ter- 
williger, of John A. Twiss, of Thomas F. Weaver, of Charles W. Whit- 
taker, of C. M. Wood, and of Jabez Zink—severally to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. PRICE: Memorial of the Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce, 
opposing the extension of patent on steam grain-shovel—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Ira C. Edward, relative to the alcoholic liquor 
traflic—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

at Bo RIGGS: Papers in support of the bill to restore William 
Herbst to the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Petition of Good Templars of California, rel- 
ative to the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: Petitions for a mail-route from Caldwell to 
Sharon and from Caldwell to Beverly—severally to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Petition of M. J. Adams, for establishment 
of a permanent channel in the Mississtppi River, &c.—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. : 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of Good Templars of Minnesota, 
relative to the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Select Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 14, 1884, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, communicating certain infor- 
mation called for in a resolution of the 5th instant concerning the a 
pointment, scope of power, sureties, and disbursements of the Supervis- 
ing Architect, and transmitting the testimony taken by, and the report 
of, a committee of the Treasury Department directed toinvestigate the 
administration of the Supervising Architect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letterwill be printed. The ac- 

companying papers are very voluminous, and the Chair will take the 
suggestion of Senators on the subject of printing the papers. 
Mr. BUTLER. At the proper time I shall move to refer the letter 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, with the accompanying papers, to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds or some appropriate com- 
mittee, with a resolution which I shall in the mean time prepare. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Would the Senator like to have the 
communication laid on the table? 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand the order already made is that the let- 
ter shall be printed. I donot like to ask for the printing of the yolumi- 
nous testimony for fear it might be too expensive. ; 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The letter can be ordered to be printed 
and referred to the committee with the testimony, and if they think it 
desirable to print the testimony they can report an order to that effect. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think that is the proper course to take. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The letter will be printed, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of 
Engineers, submitting a report from Capt. Thomas H. Handbury of the 
result of an examination and survey of White River, Arkansas, near 
Duvall’s Bluff, with the view of removing obstructions from the chan- 
nel, made to comply with the requirements of the river and harbor act 
of August 2, 1882; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, asking that his recommendation of an appropriation of $14,100 for 
cattle, &c., for certain Sioux Indians, as compensation for ponies taken 
from them, transmitted to Congress February 17, 1883, be increased to 
$28,200; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a communication from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting the petition of Maj. L. L. Livingston, 
praying for legislation to provide for the correction of his military record 
so as to entitle him to promotion to the grade of lieutenant-colonel first 
before Maj. R. N. Scott; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and order€a to be printed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have the honor to present a petition, representing 
avery large number of citizens of Connecticut, setting forth ** that only 
that Indian policy is just, and therefore wise, which has for its ulti- 
mate aim citizenship for Indians, through the abolition of the reserva- 
tion system, by granting to all Indians not now under the Indian gov- 
ernment of the Indian Territory lands in severalty, with the same 
titles, law protection, property rights, common-school education, and 
religious liberty enjoyed by other races among us.” 

This paper deserves something more than the honorable burial of an 
ordinary presentation. It is signed by his excellency the governor 
of Connecticut, by the lieutenant-governor and other State officers, 
and more than a hundred other prominent citizens. Among them are 
the faculty of the Theological Seminary at Hartford, the president and 
faculty of Wesleyan University at Middletown, the presidents and 
cashiers or treasurers of eleven large banking and other financial insti- 
tutions, and a number of eminent clergymen and gentlemen of other 
learned professions. Seventeen clergymen of various denominations 
signed it, certifying that the petition has been read to their several con- 
gregations and by them approved. 

I have no doubt that the statement represents the general sentiment 
and desire of the thoughtful and intelligent people of Connecticut. I 
heartily concur with them, and shall endeavor to vote accordingly. I 
move that the paper be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT presented the memorial of more than one hundred ex- 
Union soldiers, citizens of Meriden, Conn., remonstrating against the 
passage of the pending bill for the relief of Fitz-John Porter; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL. I present three petitions, numerously signed by 
citizens of New Jersey, praying for an appropriation for the improve- 
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ment of certain parts of the coast of that State. 
tions be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the Sons of Temperance of 
New Jersey, officially signed, representing 1,504 members, praying for 
a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HARRISON. I present resolutions of Covington Post, No. 4, 
Grand Army of the Republic, asking that certain relief measures be 

The resolutions are not formally addressed to the Senate and 
House of Representatives, but at the conclusion there is an evident in- 
tention that they should be so presented. I therefore ask unanimous 
consent that they may be received. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the resolu- 
tions will be received and referred. \ 

Mr. HARRISON. [should think they might be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, although they relate to matters that might go to 
several committees, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented the petition of the Temple of Honor of 
Rhode Island, officially signed, representing 600 members, asking for 
a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CONGER. I present a memorial of the managers of the Indus- 
trial Home School of the District of Columbia, in regard to the care and 
control of infant wards of the school and legal guardianship of thesame, 
which I ask may be printed and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. I present also the report of the board of managers 
of the industrial school, which I move may be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, to accompany a bill which I shall pre- 
sent at the proper time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan asks that 
the memorial presented by him be printed. If there be no objection 
theorder will be entered, and, with the accompanying paper, the memo- 
rial will be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a petition of the Good Templars of Montana 
Territory, officially signed, a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Dakota, officially signed, and a petition of the Good 
Templars of the District of Columbia, officially signed, representing 
1,200 members, praying for a constitutional amendment to prohibit the 
manufacture of intoxicating liquors for drinking purposes throughout 
the coun I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Madison, Wisconsin, officially signed, praying for a com- 
mission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Grand Division Sons of 
Temperance of Pennsylvania, officially signed, representing 7,563 mem- 
bers, praying for a constitutional amendment to prohibit the manufact- 
ure and sale of intoxicating liquors for drinking purposes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of Henry McKinney and others, citi- 
zens of Susquehanna County, Pennsylvania, pring that $20,000,000 
be appropriated for common schools, to be divided among the States and 
‘Territories according to illiteracy therein, and that this and all other 
appropriations made by this Congress be paid by an issue of United 
States notes; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Alfred Toles Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Pennsylvania, praying that copies of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD be supplied to all Grand Army Posts; which was referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a memorial of the Pennsylvania State Association 
of ex-Union prisoners of the late war, in favor of pensions for Union 
soldiers who were prisoners of war; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I present three petitions: one from citizens of 
Livingston, Territory of Montana, and two from citizens of Clark’s 

, Fork mining district, in the Territory of Montana, praying that the 
right of way be granted to the Cinnabar and Clark’s Fork Railroad Com- 
pany through the National Yellowstone Park. I move the reference 
of the petitions to the Committee on Railroads, to which a bill relating 
to the same subject has been referred. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to suggest that the whole matter of the 
police control and regulation of the Yellowstone Park has been under 
consideration in the Committee on Territories. A bill has been re- 
ferred to that committee whose provisions would relate precisely to this 
sort of thing; and if the Senator is willing I suggest that the petitions 
pught to go to the Committee on Territories. The Senator from Mis- 

gouri (Mr. Vest] has been giving very careful attention, as a sub- 
committee, to all matters connected with the use of the park, and it 
would simply lead to divided counsels if that matter isto be considered 
in two committees. 


I move that the peti- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no power under the 
rules of the Senate to decide to what committee the petitions ought to 
go, and he must therefore put the question first on the motion of the 
eee from Minnesota to refer the petitions to the Committee on Rail- 
roads. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I have moved to refer the petitions to the Com- 
mittee on Railroads because the bill was referred there some days ago. 
I suppose the subject being in their custody, until that committee act 
or ask some change of reference on the subject, I should not be at lib- 
erty to agree to another reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the motion of the 
Senator from Minnesota to refer the petitions to the Committee on 
Railroads, : 

Mr. HARRISON. Iwill notinterpose. If the bill is already there, 
it would not be of any avail to send these petitions elsewhere. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will state for the information of the Senator from 
Indiana that the bill is already in the Committee on Railroads and 
under consideration, and I think it is proper that the bill granting a 
charter to a railroad company should remain in the hands of that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CONGER. The bill which was referred to the Committee on 
Railroads I understand is a bill for constructing whatever railroad 
might be authorized, if any, in the National Park. The bill has refer- 
ence to the construction of an accommodation railroad in the National 
Park, I understand. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. As I understand the matter (and I am not very 
familiar with it) this application is to grant a right of way to this rail- 
road company through a portion of the park. Itis in the interest of 
certain mining regions. 

Mr. CULLOM. Upon my hearing of the reading of the title of the 
bill presented by the Senator from Minnesota I think it is identically 
the same bill that is now before the Committee on Railroads, and has 
been under consideration, and is not yet disposed of. I make this re- 
mark in view of the fact that the Senator from Michigan was making 
a statement as to his understanding of the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. The reason is still stronger; I supposed it wasa bill 
for a local railroad. If itis for a right of way through the National 
Park for a general railroad, that by all the precedents should go to the 
committee having charge of that subject. The Committee on Territo- 
ries have had charge of all matters relating to the park, justas we reter 
to the Committee‘on Indian Affairs any bill proposing a right of way 
through Indian Territory. The proper committee having charge and 
control of all matters relating to the park should have control, 1 think, 
of any question of granting the right of way to a general railroad com- 
pany through it. I supposed this was a railroad within the park, but 
if it is a provision for a right of way for a general railroad through it, it 
certainly should go to the Commitiee on Territories, and the reference 
of the bill itself was contrary to the general custom. All bills, the Chair 
will remember, granting rights of way through Indian territory have 
been referred to the Committee on Indian Afairs, andall bills granting 
rights of way through military reservations have been referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs; and the analogy would hold good in this 


case. 

Mr. SEWELL. I simply wish to make a correction. The Senator 
from Michigan makes the statement that all such bills are referred to 
certain committees. That is not borne out by the fact. AN the bills 
that we had under consideration last year to grant charters to railroad 
companies through the Indian Territory went to the Railroad Commit- 
tee, and such has been the case generally. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I think the Senatorfrom Ilinois [Mr. CuLLom], 
as well as the Senator from Michigan [Mr. ConGER], misunderstands 
the action which has taken place this morning. I presented three pe- 
titions in favor of aright of way through the National Park tor the rail- 
road which I have mentioned. The bill granting the right of way 
through the park was presented in the Senate several days ago and was 
referred to the Committee on Railroads, and is in their posscssion for 
their action. They have not yet made any report upon it. These pe- 
titions being upon the same subject, I supposed they would of course 
go to the committee having charge of the bill, and therefore the motion 
I made was to refer them to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Minnesota that the petitions be referred to 
the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. BECK. Would it be in order to have the petition read again? 
There was a good deal of confusion while it was being read and I did 
not hear it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions were not read. The 
contents were stated to be in favor of the construction of a railway in 
the Yellowstone Park. 

Mr. VEST. May I inquire of the Chair to what committee the hill 
on that subject was referred? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. "The Chair understands that the bill 


was referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr, McMILLAN. The petitions ask Congress to granta right of way 
through the park to the railroad company which is named in the bili. 
I do not know that it does any good to mention it now, 


Mr. VEST. 


1884. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 1109 


but the bill ought to have gone to the Committee on Territories. The | held by such officers at the time the disability was received; which was 
guestion of the Yellowstone Park has been under consideration by that | referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


committee since the commencement of the session. It really ought to 
have gone to the Committee on Territories originally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Minnesota to refer the petitions to the Committee on Rail- 
roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the memorial of William Baker, of Toledo, 
Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the bill (8. 559) to quiet the 
title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, 


Mr. WILSON. I presenta memorial and resolutions adopted by Typ- 
ographical Union No. 68, of the city of Keokuk, State of Iowa, in favor 
of such legislation as will prevent the importation of pauper laborers 
under contract to work for less than fair remuneration to American 
workingmen. The memorial is addressed to the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives from the State, but is evidently intended for consideration 
by the Senate. I therefore present it, and ask that it may be referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be received, if there 


and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Public | there be no objection, and referred to the Committee on Education and 


Lands. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I present a petition and the proceedings 
oï a public mecting of citizens of Crystal River, Hernando County, Flor- 
ida, praying for the improvement of the harbor at Crystal River, Florida, 
of which Mr. James L. Miller was chairman and Mr. N. Barco secretary, 
and a committee composed of T. 8. Winn, esq., chairman, G. T. Willis, 
John M. Coleman, John King, Dr. W. A. Shands, J. W. Atkinson, Nev. 
J. B. Harolson, O. P. Keller, 8. J. Pardoe, G. W. Carter, and James 
Williams. 

The petition states that Crystal River is eligibly located on the Gulf 
coast of Florida as a port of refuge for vessels in distress, that it has a 
depth of fifteen or twenty feet of water, and with some improvement by 
the Government may be made a place of commercial importance. In 
this connection I ask the consideration of the Committee on Commerce 
to the importance of adequate appropriations for the harbors on the coast 
of Florida, both on the Gulf and Atlantic coast. 

The coast line of Florida on the Gulf and Atlantic extends for more 
than 1,400 miles, and along its entire extent a vast commerce is con- 
stantly passing. The harbors of both the Atlantic and Gulf are of im- 
portance to the whole country. 

In addition to this, a considerable commerce in sponge, fish, and 
corals, besides the fruits and products of the country, is rapidly grow- 
ing up. 

{ care the reference of the petition to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GARLAND presented a petition of the grand jury of the Febru- 
ary term of the United States district court for the western district of 
Arkansas, praying that Congress provide for the building of a court- 
house at Fort Smith, Ark.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. : 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of the Chamber of 
Commerce of the State of New York, praying for the refunding of the 
money contributed by that body and others toward the purchase, in 
1860, of the old post-office site on Nassau street, New York, afterward 
abandoned and sold by the Government; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of New York, officially signed, representing 7,000 members, 
praying fora commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traf- 
fic; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorialof citizens of Northville, N. Y., remon- 
strating against the passage of the bill (H. R. 3617) changing the time 
or limit of United States patents from seventeen to five years; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present the petition of John S. Kirkpatrick, late a 
private of Company K, First Colorado Volunteers, who states at length 
andin a somewhat pathetic way the difficulty that he has had in making 
his proofs at the Pension Office and his final failureto make such proofs, 
and asking that such legislation be had as will enable him and persons 
similarly situated, who by reason of lapse of time are not able to make 
the statements required by law, to obtain pensions to which they believe 
they areentitled. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of the Stete Temperance Union of 
Kansas, officially signed, representing 6,000 members, and a petition 
of the National Temperance Society of New York, officially signed, pray- 
ing for a constitutional amendment to prohibit the manufacture and 
sale of intoxicating liquors for drinking purposes; which were referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Albuquerque, N. Mex., 
praying for an appropriation for education in the Territories; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of certain soldiers living in fhe Indian 
Territory, praying for the passage of an act removing the charge of de- 


sertion from the class of soldiers named therein; which was referred to | 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of Jefferson Fields, of Sanford, Ky., 
late private Company C, Third Regiment Illinois Volunteers, praying 
to be granted a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of late officers of the volun- 
teer army, praying for the passage of the bills now pending to fix the 
rate of pension of commissioned officers at one-half the pay of the rank 


Labor. 

Mr. BOWEN presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Tem- 
plars of Colorado, officially signed, representing 2,200 members, praying 
for acommission of inguiry concerning the alcoholic liquor trafic; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Wool-Growers’ Asso- 
ciation of Las Animas County, Colorado, praying for the restoration of 
the duty on wool; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of the Phil. Kearny Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of PE Mo., and a petition of ex-Union 
soldiers of Xenia, Ohio, praying for general legislation favorable tothe 
ex-Union soldiers; which were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of soldiers of the late war, citizens of 
Dlinois, praying that land-warrants for one hundred and sixty acres 
and pensions of $8 a month be granted to ex-Union soldiers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of John A, Platter Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Lawrenceburg, Ind., praying for the passage of a 
bill granting one hundred and sixty acres of land, without requirement 
of settlement, to every officer, soldier, and sailor who served in the Union 
Army during the late war and were honorably discharged and to the 
widows and minors of those who died without receiving it; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He aiso presented a memorial of members of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Illinois, remonstrating against the passage of 
the bill abolishing pension agencies; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the pensioners 
of the pension district of Chicago, TIl., remonstrating against the aboli- 
tion of pension agencies; which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Healso presented a petition of Grand Army Post, No. 156, of Ottawa, 
Nl., praying for the opening up to settlement of the Sioux reservation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN. also present, at the request of the parties, a petition 
of citizens of Chicago, Nl., praying for a general law on the subject of 
divorce, I do not know what we have to do with the subject. Still I 
present the petition, and move that it be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. . 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL. I report from the Committee on Finance favorably 
the bill (H. R. 2555) to change the name of ‘‘The National La Fayette 
and Bank of Commerce ” to that of *‘The National La Fayette Bank; ’’ 
and also favorably the bill (S. 1314) to change the name of the James 
Sweet National Bank, of Nebraska City, Nebr. I will ask for the pres- 
ent consideration of these bills, because it will take less time now than 
at any other, and because the parties in interest desire early action in 
order that they may proceed with the organization of the two banks. 
The bills are unanimously reported by the committee and approved by 
the Comptroller of the Currency: 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill reported will be read 


for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the title of the bill (H. R. 2555) to change the 
name of ‘‘ The National La Fayette and Bank of Commerce’? to that 
of ‘ The National La Fayette Bank.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any objection that the bill 
be now considered ? 

Mr. MORGAN. _ I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar. The other bill reported by the Senator 
from Vermont will be placed on the Calendar ulso. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, from the Committee on Naval Afairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 76) authorizing the President of the 
United States to appoint Lieut. William P. Randall a lieutenant-com- 
mander on the retired-list of the Navy, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. ` 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1508) to authorize the Postmaster- 
General to lease premises for use of post-oflices of the first, second, and 
third classes, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Post-Offices 


1110 


and Post-Roads to ask the unanimous consent of the Senate this morning 
to take up the bill (H. R, 1482) making all public roads and highways 
post-rontes. It is a short bill, of only four lines. . 

Mr. MORGAN. I object, Mr. President. 

Mr. SAWYER. If we do not get the bill now we shall have 
to pass a general post-route bill, as heretofore; and it is very short, only 
four lines. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, but after 1 o'clock 
it will be in order for the Senator from Wisconsin to move to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. That will be right. I shall have no objection to 
it then, but I have now. 4 

Mr. PLATT. I am instructed by the Committee on Patents, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3925) to regulate practice in patent 
suits, to report it without amendment. It relates to the remedy to be 
pursued against persons who have purchased patented articles in good 
faith for their own use. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill(S. 1122) for the relief of M. H. Collins, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COKE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 51) to authorize the construction of a bridge for the trans- 
portation of street-cars, wagons, and other vehicles, horses and other 
animals, and pedestrians over the Rio Grande River between the cities 
of Eagle Pass, Tex., and Piedras Negras, Mexico, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom wasreferred the bill (S. 


664) to authorize the construction of a bridge for the transportation of 


street-cars and other vehicles, &c., over the Rio Grande River between 
the cities of Laredo, Tex., and Nueva Laredo, Mexico, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of John F. Ballier, praying for an increase of his pen- 
sion, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the 
committee were discharged from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom were referred two petitions, one of them very numer- 
ously signed, at least bearing at the foot of it very numerous printed 
signatures, and the other a manuscript petition from paymasters of the 
United States Army, asking the passage of a law to give them additional 
compensation for services rendered by them during the war, to submit 
a report. The committee have considered these petitions, and I submit 
a written report, which is the unanimous expression of the committee, 
adverse to the prayer of the petitioners. We could see no reason why 
the compensation, which may have been inadequate judged by a com- 
mercial standard, but which was the fixed compensation of offices which 
were sought by these persons, should be increased, especially in view of 
the fact that much more dangerous and severe and exhaustive services 
were rendered at much smaller compensation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will be announced. 

The CHIEFCLERK. ‘‘A petitionof paymasters, praying foradditional 
compensation for their services as such paymasters during the war of 
the rebellion;’’ and ‘‘the petition of H. A. Tenney and Morgan L. 
Martin, of Wisconsin, late paymasters of the United States volunteer 
army of the rebellion, praying for additional compensation.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Military Affirs 
will be discharged from the further consideration of the petitions. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the report be printed? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All reports are printed under the 
rule, if they be in writing, without any special order. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports 
thereon, which were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefi- 
nitely: 

A bill eg oe) for the relief of Patrick Cook; and 

A bill (S. 349) for payment to Daniel Donovan for additional labor 
and services rendered the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 427) for the relief of Thomas G. Corbin, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on the Library, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 58) filling an existing 
vacancy in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, to 
report it without amendment. As that board is about to meet, and it 
is proper the matter should be disposed of, I will ask for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution. It will take but a moment. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the joint resolution. It provides that the existing 
vacancy inthe Beard of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, óf the 
class “‘other than members of Congress,’’ shall be filled by the reap- 
pointment of Noah Porter, of Connecticut, whose term of service has 
expired. 

The joii t resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
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ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 1519) to regulate the powers and 
duties of the board of trustees of the Industrial Home School of the 
District of Columbia in respect to infant wards and scholars, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CONGER. The memorial and papers which I presented this 
morning in their order will be sent to the committee with the bill ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They were referred this morning. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1520) amending 
section 4414 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, fixing the 
compensation of inspectors of hulls and boilers in the several districts 
of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LOGAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1521) to amend sec- 
tion 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to ap- 
pointments to civil offices; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1522) granting cannon to R. H. Graham 
Post, G. A. R., of Moline, Ill.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1523) granting a pension to James W. 
Kane; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1524) to give pensions to 
soldiers and sailors for wounds and disability in addition to loss of leg 
or arm; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1525) to pay the awards for dam- 
ages for flowage caused by the building of dams by the United States 
in the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, in the State of 
Wisconsin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1526) for the relief of Mary A. Freeman; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1527) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to turn over to the governor of the State of Kansas four 
pieces of condemned cannon for the use of the Leavenworth Light In- 
fantry Battalion; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORRILL, At the request of my colleague, now in the chair 
[Mr. EDMUNDS], I introduce a bill. 

The bill (S. 1528) donating four condemned mortars, four cannon 
and carriages, and one hundred shell and shot to the town of Rutland, 
Vt., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1529) authorizing the Saint 
Cloud Water-Power and Mill Company to eonstruct a dam across the 
Mississippi River at Saint Cloud, Minn.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1530) for the relief of the 
estate of John Cook; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1531) to incorporate the 
Sixth Street and Bladensburg Railroad Company of the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1532) granting a pension to 
Bridget Curtin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1533) to define 
and supplement an act re-establishing the Court of Commissioners of 
Alabama Claims, and for the distribution of the unappropriated moneys 
of the Geneva award, approved June 5, 1882; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 1534) in relation to courts and judi- 
cial proceedings in the Territories; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1535) for the relief of Weissinger & Bate, 
Edward Holbrook, and others; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1536) for the relief of the personal 
representatives of Frank Williams, late postmaster at Paris, Tenn. ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. è 

Mr. MAXEY introduced a bill (S. 1537) for the relief of William W. 
Burns; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file re- 
lating to the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1538) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of the estate of James Beatty, deceased, late of Balti- 
more, Md.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1539) to authorize the con- 
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struction of a- bridge across the Missouri River at a point to be se- 
lected between the north and the south line of the county of Douglas, 
State of Nebraska, and make the same a post-route; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PENDLETON introduced a bill (S. 1540) for the relief of Thomas 
Worthington; which was read twice by its title, and, together with the 
papers on file relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

SALARIES OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 


Mr. SAWYER. Is it in order now to ask unanimous consent to 
consider the bill making all public roads and highways post-routes ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was not reported to-day? 

Mr. SAWYER. No; it was reported a week or two ago. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that under Rule 


VII, it being now 1 o'clock, the Senator from Wisconsin is entitled to- 


move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill he has 
named. : 

Mr. HARRISON. Willthe Senator, before proceeding to that, yield 
to me for a matter connected with morning business? ‘ 

Mr. SAWYER. I will give way to allow further formal business 
to be presented. d EA 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin with- 
«draws the motion for the time being. - ? 

Mr. HARRISON. It will be, I think, in the recollection of most 
Senators that a few days ago, when the Senator from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Hoar] reported from the Judiciary Committee the bill (S. 1476) 
fixing the salaries of the district judges of the United States, I interro- 
gated him as to whether the bill included in its provisions the United 
States distriet judge for Indiana. The mse was that it did, and at 
the rate of $5,000. Upon an examination of the bill I find that the dis- 
trict judge for our State is not mentioned, either in the class of $5,000 
-or $4,000; the salary iş left as at present. There was evidently some 
mistake in reporting the bill. . Ihave talked with the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. GARLAND], of the Judiciary Committee, and have his con- 
sent to make the motion which I shall now make in his absence, which 
is that the bill be recommitted to the Judiciary Committee with a view 
of correcting this error and any other that may be in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Indiana moves that 
the bill (S. 1476) fixing the salaries of the district judges of the United 
States, reported on the 11th instant from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, be recommitted to that committee. If there be no objection that 
order willbe entered. It is entered. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
Mr. LOGAN. ask for the following order: 


Ordered, That all papers now on file with the Secretary of the Senate pertain- 
ing to a claim of Abraham P. Drost be withdrawn and returned to 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be entered subject to 
the rule, if there be no objection. l 

Mr. LOGAN. Ithink an adverse report was made, but I wish to 
state that the papers the claimant desires are papers showing that he 
was in the service, his discharge, &c., which were filed as part of the 
evidence. I ask to have the rule extended so as to allow him to with- 
draw those papers, which are very necessary to him, and have no con- 
nection whatever with the claim he made except as evidence to show 
that he had been a soldier. ' 

The PRESIDENT progempore. The rule allows papers to be with- 
drawn on leaving copies in cases of adverse reports. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well; I will ask that the order be so entered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be entered subject to 
the rule. 

On motion of Mr. MAXEY it was 

Ordered, That the petitign and papers of William W. Burns betaken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. . 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair finds that a resolution 
went over from yesterday. The resolution of the Senator from Indi- 
ana [Mr. VOORHEES] which was objected to yesterday will be laid be- 
fore the Senate. It will be reported. £ 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. VOORHEES was read, as 
follows: 


Whereas it is alleged that the Northern Pacific Railroad Company has se- 
lected, in lieu of lands claimed to have been lost to said company within the 
“granted limits" established by theact of July 2, 1864 (13 Statutes, 365), lands within 
the ten-mile indemnity limits, circumscribed by said act, which said lands so 
selected were occupied by homestead and pre-emption settlers at the time the 
line of said road was definitely fixed, namely, October 4, 1880, and also at the date 
of such selections; and 

Whereas it is alleged that the withdrawal from sale and settlement of the odd- 
numbered sections within said indemnity limits, on the 4th day of October, 
1880, by the Secretary of the Interior, was unwarranted by the act of July 2, 1864, 
or by any of the acts or resolutions amendatory thereof, and that said odd- 
numbered sections were subject to entry under the public-land laws of the 
United States until the date of actual selection by said corporation: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to withhold his ap- 
proval of the selections made within the indemnity limits as aforesaid, and to 
puspond allaction thereon until Congress shall determine the questions involved 
in the claims of settlers upon the lands so selected by said corporation. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 


Mr. INGALLS. Is that a joint or a Senate resolution? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a Senate resolution. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Ican explain it in a moment. _ 

Mr. INGALLS. Before the Senator proceeds to on the merits 
of the resolution I suggest whether it is competent for the Senate alone 
to direct the performance of any duty or the omission to perform any 
duty in ific terms. I suppose that may be done by Congress; but 
I should doubt the power of the Senate alone unaided to take such 
action. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam under the impression that the precedents 
support this resolution, though upon that question I am not at this 
time fully advised, because I did not suppose the point would be raised. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have nodoubt the Secretary of the Interior would 
comply with such a request, if that were made. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If the Senator’s point is as between the word 
“ directed “and ‘‘requested,’’ I would assoon use the word ‘‘ requested.” 

Mr. INGALLS. I think it weuld be better. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will modify the resolution in that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana modifies 
the resolution by changing the word ‘‘directed’”’ to the word ‘‘re- 
quested.’’ 

Mr. VOORHEES. So that it shall read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to withhold his approval, &e. 


Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Indiana will pardon me if I make 
another suggestion. The preamble declares that it is alleged that cer- 
tain unlawful action has been taken by the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company, and the resolution proceeds to take it for granted that it has 


been done. The words ‘‘if such were made” in the resolution would 
put it on proper ground. 

Mr. VOORHE Where would that amendment come in? 

Mr. HAWLEY. In the third line of the resolution, after the word 


‘“aforesaid,’’ insert “‘if any such were made.” 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana further 
modifies his resolution by inserting after the word ‘‘aforesaid’’ the 
words ‘‘if any such were made.” 

Mr, MORGAN, It will be a long time before Congress acts, and the 
resolution may suspend action for a great while. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Allow me to explaim. 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I thought if the resolution would without 
explanation, well and good; but if not, I can make an peA mer ina 
moment. 

A few days ago I introduced a bill on this subject, carefully prepared, 
and sent itto the Committee on Public Lands. This does not postpone 
the question at all. The matter is before the Senate, before one or two 
committees now, and can be investigated at once. This is only to sus- 
pend action during the investigation of the bill, providing that the Sec- 
retary shall withhold further action. That isall. If it is necessary 
to enter into an explanation of the merits of this matter, I will do so. 
There is a bill, as I said, raising the whole question before the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. This is simply a request that the Secretary 
of the Interior shall withhold action until that matter is investigated 
and the rights of the parties determined. 

Mr. MORGAN. A number of bills are pending before the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, to which they have devoted most diligent atten- 
tion, sometimes sitting up to as late as 2 o’clock in the morning to hear 
arguments from counsel on both sides, and that committee are working 
with a great deal of earnestness to come to conclusions which they expect 
to report to the Senate very soon. In the mean time the Government is 
going on with its regular functions, discharging its proper duties under 
the laws requiring it to determine upon the rights of settlers on the 
public lands, whether upon the even or the odd sections, whatever their 
rights may be; and I do not feel disposed to interrupt the Government in 
that particular, because I believe, I hope at least, that whenever we shall 
come to a conelusion upon any measure affecting the grants of public 
lands to railroads heretofore made, we are not going to reach back with 
a tude, violent hand and tear up or cut up those rights of property that 
have lawfully supervened upon our own action and by our own invita- 
tion in favor of anybody, railroad company, settler, or what not. I for 
one would not be willing to undertake to correct whatever of evil there 
may be in the legislation of Congress heretofore by a visitation of more 
severe and unjust wrong upon persons who may have dealt in good faith 
and upon the invitation of the Government with these railroad com- 
panies. So I do not think it is wise or proper for us at this time to an- 
ticipate any line of action that Congress may be disposed to take in the 
future, and prevent persons who may have the right to acquire interests 
in these railroad lands from going on under the laws of the country to 
aequire them just as if no legislation was pending. 

Ever since I have been in this body measures have been coming for- 
ward from session to session threatening the disruption of the rights 
which railroad companies and others have acquired under the Congres- 
sional land grants, and we might just as well have stopped the consid- 
eration of this question six years ago as to stop it now. If we invite 


the Secretary of the Interior to take no further action under the laws 
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existing because we are contemplating some change in the laws, I do not 
know when we should be able to relieve him from that injunction that 


we put on him by this resolution and allow the Government to go on in 
the discharge of its regular and lawful duties in respect to the public 
lands. - 

There is, I think, no case for a resolution of this kind, for the offi- 
cers of that Department having control of the public lands have been 

* very conservative and very careful in administering the rights that fall 
within their jurisdiction, and I have heard at least of no serious cases 
of evil that have arisen, and I really do not apprehend any danger in 
the future which makes it necessary that we should apply an extraor- 
dinary remedy as is proposed in this resolution. 

I am opposed to the resolution, because I think that it interrupts the 
orderly conduct of the Government and does not put a period to the 
time when the resolution shall cease to have its effect, and if we were 
to adopt it in the terms in which it is offered we should merely chain 
the Government to a line of policy of inaction while we should go on 
to speculate about what we might be able to do in the way of legisla- 
tion for the relief of the persons that we suppose deserve relief. I think 
the resolution ought not to pass. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama mis- 
apprehends the question before the Senate. It is simply this: By the 
act of 1864 authorizing the construction of the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road, as every Senator knows, the alternate sections forty miles on each 
side were granted to the road to enable the company to construct it. 

“In that same act it was provided that where persons had made settle- 
ment by pre-emption or otherwise within the granted limits there 
should be an indemnity given of ten miles additional width on each 
side in which the company was allowed to make selections in lieu of 
lands taken up in this way. These are called in the parlance of the 
railroad the ‘‘lieu lands,” lands in lieu of others. Within this indem- 
nity limit of ten miles in Eastern Washington Territory a large number 
of actual settlers had made their homes and built houses and made 
permanent improvements before the line of the road was definitely 
fixed, so that they could not tell whether they were within the indem- 
nity limits or not; and when the road was definitely located this limit 
affected these settlers. 

The bill which I have introduced is to secure the actual settlers who 
made their homes there, built their houses, made their improvements, 
against having those places selected by the railroad company as ‘‘lieu 
lands,” to protect them from the railroad reaching out and going into 
a farming community, taking a man’s farm which has been made worth 
$10 an acre, we will say, by his labor, and which he had located before 
the line of the road itself was located. The bill that has been intro- 
duced and is before the Committee on Public Lands is to protect them 
in the right to purchase that land from the Government at Govern- 
ment price. It does not séem to me to be a very difficult question, 
and with the great skill and legal ability of the Senator from Alabama, 
he being a member of the committee himself, I think that question 
might be looked into with reasonable celerity. 

Again, this is a question between these settlers and the rights of the 
railroad company to select their homes as railroad lands. I have al- 
ready introduced the bill, and I want the Department simply to suspend 
all action until that bill can be considered. 

I have here a petition which I expected to present this morning, but 
it passed through my hands and I will present it to-morrow morning, 
signed by ten or eleven hundred actual settlers, petitioning Congress to 
pass this bill to give them a right to get title to land of which they are 
actually holders, as against the all right of the railroad company 
to select their homes as railroad lands inside of the ten-mile indemnity 
limit. 

Now, I say to the Senator from Alabama, and I say to all Senators, 
that at this long distance looking out yonder the question may look lit- 
tle to him, but it looks awfully Tie to a man who has his family there 
and built his house there; and there is no question that could come be- 
fore the Senate which has higher merits than the one that is now being 
considered. à : 

I did not expect to talk about it this morning and did not desire to 
do so, but if the Senate refuse to request the proper Department of-the 
Government to suspend action until proper and legitimate inquiry can 
be made as to the rights of actual settlers out there on that frontier, it 
will be a very strange proceeding indeed. 

I enter upon this in no spirit of hostility against the railroad com- 
pany, none whatever. Ienterupon it with no desire to clog their rights 
or give them more trouble than they ought to have; but I do enter upon 
it to say that they have no right to select as ‘‘lieu lands ” homes that 
were made before the indemnity limit was fixed, before they located 
their road, before they had any right there at all. The settlers’ right 
is higher than theirs; and that is the legislation which I propose, and 
during the time it is going on I want the Department to hold still. 

Mr. BAYARD. The case stated by the Senator from Indiana is un- 
doubtedly a very strong one and appeals very strongly to every man’s 
sense of justice to do what may be done for the purpose of preventing 
a wrong so wholesale as the one described by him; but there is some- 
thing certainly unusual in adopting the machinery of a resolution, not 
reported by 2 committee upon ascertained facts, but which is to operate 


summarily as an injunction to prevent the approval of selections and all 
action by the Secretary of the Interior until what? > 

Until Congress shall determine the questions involved in the claims of set- 
tlers upon the lands so selected by said corporation. 

It seems to me that if the Senator would modify his resolution and 
direct the Secretary of the Interior immediately to inform the Senate 
whether these allegations are true, it weuld be well enough; but it 
would be an unheard-of thing for an officer of the Government to goon 
and execute such a law as this in the face of these facts. If the reso- 
lution be passed in the form I suggest, then Congress being possessed 
of the information which the Secretary would return to them can pass 
promptly a measure of relief, in which I will heartily join the Senator 
when it shall be brought in. But it seems to me that we may be deal- 
ing with rights created by law in a very summary way by thus enjoin- 
ing the action of the Secretary of the Interior when we are acting simply 
upon allegations which may or may not be well founded. ` I think the 
Senator will attain the object he desires by an amendment to his reso- 
lution making it read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested forthwith to inform 
the Senate whether the above recited allegations are true, 

If such a resolution as that is passed, I have not the slightest idea that 
any step will be taken by the Secretary pending the investigation by Con- 
gress. It might be that the parties, whoever they may be, who are 
asking his action are acting under color of law, and I do not think we 
ought to do what at best would be the issuance of an injunction upon 
an officer of the Government to arrest his action under law. 

I suggest that to my friend because I consider that all these questions 
ought to be carefully guarded, and I know of no precedent which would 
justify us in in this way instructing him to suspend action upon the mere 
allegation of facts which may or may not be correctly stated. I think 
if my friend will consider it he will see that the object will be reached 
in the mode I suggest, and it will be quite sufficient to arrest really 
any action. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I have no idea or information that 
the Secretary of the Interior desires to act hastily or improperly in con- 
nection with this matter. On the suggestion of the Senator from Del- 
aware I will ask that this resolution go over until to-morrow morning 
if it will not lose its right to be called up then. How will that be, Mr. 
President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). The Chair 
would state to the Senator from Indiana that by unanimous consent the 
resolution may lie upon the table subject to be laid before the Senate 
to-morrow, but unless there is unanimous consent the President pro 
Karai theSenate holds that it goesto the Calendar and takesits place 
there. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then I ask that unanimous consent, and I think 
in the mean time I will modify the resolution so as to suit all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the resolution ly- 
ing on the table until to-morrow morning subject to be laid before the 
Senate at that time? 

Mr. GARLAND. Before that order is taken I wish to make a sug- 
gestion. I would suggest to the Senator from Indiana that the resolu- 
tion as it stands be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. That 
is the proper disposition of it, in my judgment. The subject-matter is 
before the Committee on Public Lands, as was intimated by the Sena- 
tor from Alabama. I know in the history qf the legislation of the Sen- 
ate that when matters are pending before a committee, if the committee 
address to the particular Department a request to ‘hold up,” as the 
saying is, the Department will do so. I recollect in the investigation 
of a celebrated land case when I was on the Land Committee the com- 
mittee requested the Secretary of the Interior to suspend farther action, 
as the matter was pending before them, and he did so. I suggest to the 
Senator from Indiana to let his resolution be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands; and with the whole matter before them they can cor- 
respond with the Department and the Department will take the proper 
action, and not have us directing him what to do. If it is not objec- 
tionable to the Senator from Indiana, I move the reference of the reso- 
lution to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ishall make no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas moves that 
the resolution be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FENCING OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. INGALLS. I offer a resolution that I ask may be now con- 
sidered. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to report to the Senate 
any information now filed in his Department relative to unauthorized fencing 
of the public lands of the United States for grazing purposes. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest to my colleague while the question is up 
why not extend it to other purposes? Why not let us have all the 
information? : 

Mr. INGALLS. Strike out ‘‘for grazing purposes.” 

Mr. PLUMB. There is a bill now before the Committee on Public 
Lands dealing with that question. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be modified. 
Will the Senator from Kansas state the modification? 
Mr. INGALLS. Strike out the last three words, ‘‘for grazing pur- 
3? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution wil! be so modified. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
PUBLIC ROADS POST-ROUTES. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move totake up House bill 1482, and put it upon 
its passage. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 1482) making all public 
roads and highways post-routes. It declaresall public roads and high- 
ways, kept up and maintained as such, to be post-routes; and provides 
that the Postmaster-General may establish postal service upon the same 
whenever in his judgment the public welfare requires it. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend by inserting in the proper place 
‘*while thus maintained.” 

Mr. SAWYER. It reads so now, as I think the gentleman will see 
if he will hear the bill read again. 

Mr. CONGER. I should like to hear it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. x 

Mr. CONGER. I think there should be something requiring that, 
while thus kept up, the roads shall be post-roads. Declaring them post- 
roads would make them post-roads forever. 

Mr. SAWYER. I think the Senator is mistaken in his construction. 
We looked that over in committee very carefully. 

Mr. CONGER. Ifthe committee are satisfied that this will only ap- 
ply while the roads are kept up as such, I shall not press the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SAWYER. That was the idea of the committee. 

Mr. HILL. The introduction of one word ‘‘ while’? would answer 
the objection; so as to read ‘‘ while kept up and maintained.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the amendment 
suggested by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. HILL]? The Chair hears 
none; and the amendment is to. 

Mr. PLUMB. What would be the effect on the postal service upon 
a road after it had been vacated by State authority? Are we not likely 
to get our postal service into something of confusion by making it de- 
pendent on the action of the local authorities ? 

Another suggestion, Mr. President. This simply takes out of the 
hands of Congress all control of the postal service of the United States 
except so far as relates to the carriage on railroads. The Postmaster- 
General having before him that ganglion of tracts called township roads, 
county roads, State roads, national roads, may at his own sweet will 
put on daily service, weekly service, tri-weekly service, semi-monthly 
or monthly or any other service he pleases, obligating the Government 


to pay for it, and Congress will know nothing about it until after the |, 


contracts have been made and they shall be reported to Congress with 
a polite request to have the necessary money appropriated to pay obli- 
gations already incurred. 

While I can think of a great many cases where this power would be 
justifiable, it seems to me it is wise to consider that heretofore Congress 
has never given to the Postmaster-General power to put on temporary 
service, that is, service over aroute not established by law, for a longer 
period than twelve months, and I think now the limit is six months 
by law. For a long time there was no provision whatever for service 
of that kind. I only speak of that to show how cautiously and con- 
servatively Congress has heretofore guarded the power of the establish- 
ment of postal service. 

Mr. SAWYER. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas if he 
has ever known a case where a member or a Senator asked to have a 
road put in as a post-road where it was not done? This is to save us 
from passing a large post-route bill every year. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is no doubt our methods of legislation are cum- 
brous, but that is one of the inevitable accompaniments of republican 
government anyhow; and even if we do legislate as a matter of course, 
that is to say, if we do put on post-routes simply at the request of any- 
body who chooses to offer an amendment to that effect, that is a better 
guard than it is to throw open the entire road system of the United 
States to the Postmaster-General with a continual discretion to him that 
he shall wherever he sees fit put on service not limited to daily or 
weekly or tri-weekly, but to make it just as much and as eften as he 

leases. 

Mr. BUTLER. If theSenator will pardon me, I think the Postmas- 
ter-General practically does that now. We pass a post-route bill every 
session embracing a number of post-routes, and the Postmaster-General 
puts postal service on or not as he sees fit. He puts weekly service or 
tri-weekly service or daily service on what are known as the star routes, 
or no service at all, just as he sees proper. It seems to me ke has just 
as much power now for all practical purposes as he would have under 
the operation of this bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. He can not put service on a route that is not estab- 
lished by law. b 


Mr. BUTLER. Of course he can not, but he does put it or not on 
all that are established by law, as he chooses. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is true he does; but if we open to him not only 
the number of routes named in tke statute, but all the other traveled 
roads in the United States, and say to him he has that power, how do 
we know he will not exercise it improvidently? It is simply abdicat- 
ing the whole control of the postal service in favor of the Postmaster- 
General. That is all it is. 

Mr. HILL. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Kansas if he is 
not aware that there are thousands of post-routes now established in the 
United States on which no service has been ever put, so that the mere 
fact of establishing more routes will not in the slightest degree increase 
the amount of service which shall be put on the routes? 

Mr. PLUMB. If that is true it is a confession that this bill is not 
necessary; and inasmuch as we have got along reasonably well under 
the old system, why not maintain it? 

Mr. HILL. It has been the custom in Congress for many years at 
every session to passa post-route bill. It involves a great deal of labor 
and a great deal of expense, and it has appeared to the committee to 
be an entirely unnecessary labor. We put upon those bills in every 
case every route that is offered, no matter from what source it comes; 
we see that the route is put on the bill, and never of my knowledge 
has there been an objection made to any route being put upon one of 
those bills. I can see no harm that can possibly result from the pas- 
sage of this bill and a great deal of good. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose that what the Senator from Colorado has &l- 
luded to is precisely the object of this bill. Every year tkere is an an- 
nual post-route bill and every Senator who wants a route put on in his 
State and every Representative in the other branch who wants a route 
put on in his distriet puts it on; nobody ever objects; it goes into the 
post-route bill; it goes through without an objection; and the Post- 
master-General puts as much service as he chooses, after investigatien, 
on those routes. 

Mr. BUTLER. And as little as he chooses. 

Mr. HALE. And as little as he chooses. The operation practically 
is that if there is a new route to be established it frequently has to 
wait a year or a session of Congress before it can be got into the post- 
route bill, but it always goes in in time, nobody objecting. I take it 
the principle of this bill is to take away the necessity for that delay, 
and instead of doing it piecemeal as we always do nobody objecting, 
to give general authority to the Postmaster-General to put on service 
wherever he deems it essential without waiting for this annual post- 
route bill. It seems to me that it is a good measure and that it will 
save something by avoiding the passage of the annual bill which is 
practically ess. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to strike out the last clause of the bill. 
the Secretary read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The améndment will be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out: 


And the Postmaster-General may establish postal service upon the same when- 
ever in his judgment the public welfare requires it. 


Mr. INGALLS. Now let the bill be read as it will stand if amended. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That all pnblic roads and highways, while kept up and maintained as such, 
are hereby declared to be post-routes. 


Mr. INGALLS. That leaves the bill in accordance with the estab- 
lished system in the Revised Statutes. Section 3964 provides: 


The following are established post-roads: 

Allthe waters of the United States, during the time the mail is carried thereon. 

All railroads or parts of railroads which are now or hereafter may be in oper- 
ation. 

All canals, during the time the mail is carried thereon. 

All plank-roads during the time the mail is carried thereon. 

The road on which the mail is carried to supply any court-house which may 
be without a mail, and the road on which the mail is carried under contract made 
by the Postmaste: neral fot extending the line of posts to supply mails to 
porone not on any established route, during the time such mail is carried 
thereon. 

All letter-carrier routes established in any city or town for the collection and 
delivery of mail matters. 


Section 3965 provides: 


The Postmaster-General shall provide for carrying the mail on all post-ronds 
established by law, as often as he, having due regard to productiveness and other 


Let 


circumstances, may think proper. 
Mr.SAWYER. I cansee ne objection to the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Kansas. 4 


Mr. INGALLS. That makes the bill symmetrical with the*other 
portions of the postal service. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, for several years after I came into the 
Senate I held the same epinion just expressed by the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PLUMB], that this was conferring too much power on the Post- 
master-General; but after about nine years’ service upon the Post-Office 
Committee, and knowing the fact that by law every navigable stream 
in the United States, every canal, every płank-road, every railroad, was 
a postal-road, and the great highways across the ocean post-roads, I could 
see no reason so far as power was concerned for refusing to extend this 


. 
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power already granted to other established roads, public roads and high- 
ways kept up and maintained as such. 

By section 3964 of the United States Revised Statutes the following 
-are established post-roads: 

1. All the waters of the United States, during the time the mail is 
carried thereon. 

2. All railroads or parts of railroads which are now or hereafter may 
‘be in operation. 

3. All canals, during the time the mail is carried thereon. 

4. All plank-roads during the time the mail is carried thereon. 

5. The road on which the mail is carried to supply any court-house 
“which may be without a mail. 

6. The road on which the mail is carried under contract made by the 
Postmaster-General for extending the line of posts to supply mails to 
post-offices not on any established routes, during the time such mail is 
-carried thereon. 

7. All letter-carrier routes established in any city or town for the 
«collection and delivery of mail matter. 

Provision is also made by law for carrying the mails in vessels toand 
from foreign ports. 

It is thus seen that this bill is a mere extension to ‘‘all public roads 
and highways kept up and maintained as such ” of the power already 
exercised by Congress on other roads, and it is not a grant of new power. 
It is simply an extension of the power already exercised so as to em- 
brace a class of roads in every county and neighborhood in the country, 
“public highways kept up and maintained as such.” 

‘These public highways kept up and maintained as such can be ascer- 
tained by the Postmaster-General without difficulty. If Congress has 
the power to establish as post-roads railroads which are now or here- 
after may be in operation, the power as well as policy of this bill is well 
established by the law as to other highways which I have cited, the 
wisdom of which is acquiesced in on all hands. 

In respect to the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas 
{ Mr. INGALLS], it seems to me that it simply leaves the power where 
it is already lodged. The Postmaster-General already has power to es- 
tablish service on any established post-route, and if this bill is passed 
then his powers as to the service on these highways will be precisely the 
-same as he now has on other Tiebrayi ralos &c., established as 
post-routes. Congress first establishes fhe route before service can be 
put on it, and when Congress establishes the post-route there the Post- 
master-General by law now has the power to put the service on or to 
withdraw service if he believes the demand is not sufficient to justify 
it. Ido not think that striking out this clause, as pro by the Sen- 
-ator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], adds to or diminishes the power the 
Postmaster-General now has under the law as it now is and from an 
-early period in the history of the country has been; and after a long 
experience with these huge post-ronte bills, which take up so much 
time of the Post-Office Committee, and which include any route that 
any Senator or Representative asks for the people he represents, I am 
-of the opinion that it will be economy of the time of the Senate and 6f 
the business of Congress to pass this bill. Whatever may be thought 
of the propriety of the legislation in respect to the establishment of rail- 
roads, canals, rivers, &c., as mail-routes without designating by name 
and description, as is required in ordinary public highways, it has been 
too long acquiesced in to disturb, and the reason for designating by 
general description the class of roads as described in the bill is just the 
same. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
‘read a third time. i 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


CHANGE OF NAME OF BANKS. 


Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that two bills reported this morning from the 
‘Committee on Finance—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PEN- 
DLETON ] was recognized as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I rose for the purpose of asking the same thing 
which I presume the Senator from Vermont desires to ask; that is, to 
take up House bil] 2555, reported from the Committee on Finance this 
morning, changing the name of a bank, to whieh I think there is no 
-objection. 

Mr. MORRILL. And which has already been read. 

Mr. PENDLETON. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] in- 
terposed an objection this morning, which he is now prepared to with- 
draw. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. I have no objection to the consideration of the bill, 
‘but I wish to submit to the Senator from Vermont whether it is not 
feasible to prepare some general bill confiding to the Secretary of the 


Is there objection to the present con- 


Treasury the power, under proper restrictions and with the necessary 
guarantees, to permit these c to be made. It appears to me that 
there can be no objection to this, and I would suggest whether it might 
not be advisable to recommit these bills with instructions to report a 
general bill that shall allow such action by the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury. 

Mr. MORRILL. Ithinkit is entirely practicable to report such a bill, 
and I will also say that it seems to me it is practicable to report a bill 
that should enable the Secretary of the Treasury and the Comptroller 
of the Currency to allow of the removal of abank from one place to an- 
other under the restrictions that we have heretofore always reserved in 
guarding those bills, and I hope at an early day to be able to present a 
bill for the support of the Senator from Kansas and other members on 
thatsubject; but I trust these bills will be allowed to pass this morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the two bills mentioned by the Senator from Vermont? 
The Chair hears no objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded tọ consider the 
bill (H. R. 2555) to change the name of ‘‘ The National La Fayette and 
Bank of Commerce” to that of “‘The National La Fayette Bank.” 

Mr. BECK. I hope this bill will pass and the other bill reported 
this morning; but as we have just done a very wise thing to-day in 
getting clear of the post-route bills by a general law, I hope the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Kansas will receive consideration, and that 
he will offer a resolution to-day or to-morrow instructing the Commit- 
tee on Finance to inquire into the expediency of passing a general law 
on this subject, so as to avoid the repetition of these bills, which is be- 
coming almost as annoying as the post-route bill with the number of 
banks we now have. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The bill (S. 1314) to change the name of the James Sweet National 
pagk of Nebraska City, Nebr., was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be en; for a mird reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask unanimous consent to offer the resolution 
which I send to the desk for present consideration, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be directed to consider the expedi- 


ency of providing by general legislation for the change of name of national 
el Sa and that they report by bill or otherwise at the present session. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to. 


JOHN LEATHERS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first case on the Calendar will 
now be called. 

The bill (S. 253) for the relief of John Leathers was announced as 
first in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed 
its consideration. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think there are some amendments pending which 
have not been acted upon. 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the Secre- 
tary tbat theré are amendments reported by the committee, and they 
are first in order before any other amendments can be received, 

Mr. DOLPH. I had the floor at the time the order of business fixed 
for 2 o'clock was called yesterday and was about to make some sug- 
gestions in answer to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. I had 
suddenly come into the Senate Chamber, when I was called upon for 
some explanation in regard to the bill by the Senator from Kansas yes- 
terday, and I spoke from recollection in regard to the facts of the case. 
I find upon an examination of the papers that while my remarks of yes- 
terday are generally applicable to this case and explain the merits of the 
claim, I was mistaken in regard to some of the facts. 

There were at the same time the application of Mr. Leathers was made 
applications made to the President for pardon by nine other persons: 
S. Flinn, J. C. Watson, J. S. Sturgeon, Isaac Evans, W. Halbert, C. 
Hegard, J. W. Bartlett, Peter Hall, and W. M. Ward, who were in- 
dicted by a grand jury and tried and convicted fora violation of sections 
2147 and 2148 of the Revised Statutes. The act for which they were 
indicted consisted in their returning to the reservation after having been 
expelled. They returned to fish in Pyramid Lake. 

Mr. INGALLS. What are the terms of the sections to which the 
Senator alludes ? 

Mr. DOLPH. 


The Superintendent of Indian Affairs, and the Indian agents and subagents, 
shall have authority to remove from the Indian ony, all persons found therein 
contrary to law; and the President is authorized to direct the military force to 
be employed in such removal. 

Section 2148 is— 


If any person who has been removed from the Indian count 


Section 2147 is as follows: 


shall thereafter 
at anytime return or be found within the Indian country, he shall be liable tea 
penalty of $1,000. 


Mr. Leathers and another party were indicted at the same term of 
court and convicted for a violation of another section of the same title, 
but the offense was different from the one mentioned of which these 
nine persons were convicted. 


1884. 
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Mr. INGALLS. Had they previously been expelled from the reser- 
vation? 

Mr. DOLPH. These persons had been previously ed, but no 
„question is now involved in regard to them. I merely referto that mat- 
ter to explain my remarks of yesterday. 

Mr. INGALLS. Had Mr. Leathers been expelled? i 7 

Mr. DOLPH. No, sir; he was indicted under another section, which 
I will read now: 

ho shall attempt to reside in th 

ea UE, Any A aAa oc to ineroduce goods, or te, trade Uvercin, witbow 


-sych license, shall forfeit all merchandise offered for sale to the Indians, or found 
in his possession, and shail moreover be liable to a penalty of $500. 


This was Mr. Leathers’s case. The papers relating to all these cases 
being before the committee, I was in error in stating yesterday that Mr. 
Leathers was indicted for fishing in Pyramid Lake. As I desire that 
the facts in regard to Mr. Leathers’s case may be fully explained I will 
read from his petition presented to the President for pardon. He 
states: 


On the 6th day of February, A. D. 1879, he was duly indicted by the Grand 
Jury of the United States for the district of Nevada under sections 2133 and 2139 
of the Revised Statutes of the said United States, the indictment of said grand 


jury containing two counts, ng your petitioner with attempting to reside 


as a trader and to introduce goods and to trade in the Indian country in the dis- 
trict of Nevada without a license, as required by law. 

And he further represents: 

y. iti full ts that he honest! d really at all 
Listes Uniewed that hls place of business was located outside of the limits of the 
said reservation, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which the Secretary will report. 7 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope, as my remarks will be very brief, the Senate 
will by unanimous consent permit me to conclude. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the Senator pro- 

-ceeding to finish his remarks in respect to this bill? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. DOLPH. 
Leathers: 

That the posts and monuments set up by the Indian nts in charge of said 
reservation to mark and ry Speed the boundaries thercof were not truly placed, 
and were calculated to, and did, mislead your petitioner, as fully appears by the 
special findings of the jury in the case, 

Now I will read from the special finding. These questions were sub- 
mitted to the jury, and they were answered as follows: 


First. Is the defendant's place of business within the Pyramid Lake Indian 
pics Steen as the red lines are shown on the map of Mr. Monroe? 


I will continue reading from the petition of Mr. 


es. 

Second. Is the defendant's place of business within the lines of said reserya- 
“tion as marked by the wooden posts set up at the instance of Batemen, the In- 
ue agent? 


No. 

Third. Is the defendant’s place of business within the lines of the reservation 
‘as those lines are or were marked by the stone monuments set up by Mr, Mon- 
rog at the time of surveying the reservation? 

No. 


Which findings of the jury show that the place of business of the de- 
fendant in the case was not within the limits of the reservation as the 
boundaries had been staked out by the surveyor and the Indian agent. 
Attached to the petition is the following recommendation and statement 
signed by Judge Hillyer, the district judge who tried the case, the dis- 
trict attorney who prosecuted the case, the United States marshal for 
the district, and the Indian agent at the Pyramid Lake reservation: 


Iam of the opinion that the facts which appear in the case show that the state- 
ments in the forgoing RB voce are true and that they authorize the grant- 
ing of the pardon prayed for. The conduct of the Government through its local 
offices for many years in relation to the reservation mentioned has been such as 
to induce the larger portion of the entire population of Western Nevada to be- 
‘lieve there was no legal reservation. Thesurvey was by triangulation; no monu- 
ments were set up by the surveyors except at the angles and corners, and then 
only at long distances and on top of mountain ks; and the a ene, 
-of boun es was made subsequent to survey by the agent, and hisdesignation 
was erroneous and misled the petitioner Leathers. I heartily join my petition 
-with his for a free pardon. 


In addition, section 2124 of the same title provides: 


All penalties which shall accrue under this title shall be sued for and recovered 
in an action in the nature of an action of debt, in the name of the United States, 
before any court having jurisdiction of the same, in hea Sry or Territory in 
which the defendant shall be arrested or found, the one-half to the use of the in- 
former and the other half to the use of the United States, except when the prose- 
cution shall be first instituted on behalf of the United States,in which case the 
whole shall be to their use. 


Here the proceeding was by indictment; and when these cases were 
presented to the Department of Justice the Attorney-General appears 
to have called the attention of the United States district attorney to the 
fact that the court had proceeded without jurisdiction, by indictment 
by agrand jury and a trial by a petit jury, when the court only had ju- 
risdiction of an action in the nature of acivil action to recover the pen- 
alty; and in this connection I desire to have the Secretary read the letters 
referred to yesterday to show that I am right in what I state. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letters will be read by the Sec- 
retary as part of the remarks of the Senator from Oregon. | 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 


OFFICE UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, 
Reno, February 26, 1880. 

Sm: I am in receipt of your letter, of date the 17th ultimo, relative to the con- 
struction of section 2148, Revised Statutes. As you are alread advised, there are 
some eight or nine cases in which judgment has been Sr aa to await the result 
of applications for ion. The question as to the jurisdiction has been eyi- 
dently overlooked by counsel for defendants and both circuit and district judges. 
My position is somewhat embarrassing in these cases. It hardly seems proper 
for me, or in the line of my duty asa prosecuting officer, to press these cases to a 
final jadgment of fine, which will probably result in imprisonment, with the 
knowledge that the court has no jurisdiction. On the other hand, should I con- 
feas the error now the moral effect of these convictions will be lost, and the offi- 
cers at the Indian agency will be caused much annoyance and trouble. It seems 
an anomaly to issue ons for non-existing offenses, yet if they could be 
granted consistently with the position the Government ought to occupy the 
whole matter would be relieved from embarrassment. 


batik gins ©. J. VARIAN, United States Attorney, 
Hon. CHARLES DEVENS, 
Attorney-General, Washington, 

Mr. DOLPH. Asthatisthe latest letter, I shall not ask for the read- 
ing of others. That letter shows that the court proceeded in these cases 
without jurisdietion; that this man was tried, convicted, and fined by 
a court not having jurisdiction, inasmuch as it now appears that this was 
not only a case that appealed strongly for executive clemency but a 
case in which the court had no jurisdiction; that the money collected 
upon the judgment has been paid into the Treasury of the United States 
and remains there; that the committee has not reported in favor of the 
entire claim, but only in favorof reimbursing the claimant the amount 
of the fine paid by him. I hope that the Senator from Kansas is now 
satisfied not only that this is a meritorious case but that the commit- 
tee has not in its report gone beyond the line of the law and the prece- 
dents. 

STATE NATIONAL BANK OF LOUISIANA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which is the bill (S. 339) for the relief of the State 
National Bank of Louisiana. 

Mr. JACKSON. That bill has been twice carefully examined by the 
Committee on Claims. The report states the facts clearly and fully, and 
unless some statement is tp be answered I shall not occupy the time of 
the Senate. , 

Mr. BAYARD. I will ask the Senator from Tennessee, as a break 
in the day has already been made, if he will not allow the same order 
to be made to-day as was made yesterday, to lay aside this unfinished 
business informally in order to consider the bank bill. 

Mr. JACKSON. I will do so if there is to be further discussion, but 
I presume there will be no objection to this bill. It has been carefully 
examined by the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. JACKSON., I suggest that one amendment should be made in 
line 12, after the word ‘‘bank,’’ to insert ‘‘or the United States;’’ so 
an the United States shall have the benefit of evidence already 
taken. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is this the bill that has been under discussion on 
a previous day? 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. In regard to payment. for certain cotton that was 
purchased by the State Bank of Louisiana? 

Mr. JACKSON. Not for the payment of the claim, but for a refer- 
ence of the case to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. INGALLS. I remember indistinctly hearing the report read, and 
recall now that I was unable to ascertain from the language of the report 
what the amount involved in the controversy was. 

Mr. JACKSON. The proceeds of three hundred and sixty-seven bales 
of cotton. 

Mr. INGALLS. And how much was that in money ? 

Mr. JACKSON. Thememorial claims, I believe, some $90,000. 

Mr. INGALLS. And the purpose of this bill is to refer the claim to 
the Court of Claims for adjudication, waiving the bar of the statute? 

Mr. JACKSON. That is all. 

Mr. INGALLS. As the statute of limitation does not run against the 
Government, I have been usually opposed to the idea of its being in- 
sisted upon by the Government, and under ordinary circumstances I 
should be in favor of allowing claimants to come into court to prove 
their claims without regard to the period of time; but my recollection 
of this case is that this cotton was purchased during the continuance 
of the war, in 1863. Am I correct ? 

Mr. JACKSON. There was an executory contract entered into for 
the purchase of the cotton. It remained imthe possession of the venders 
until after the restriction on commercial intercourse had been removed, 
and was delivered in the summer of 1865. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is tosay, this bank being situated in the city 
of New Orleans in 1863, which was then in the custody and control of 
the national forces, was contracting for the purchase of cotton with per- 


1116 


sons residing in the insurrectionary districts that were beyond the con- 
trol of the United States forces. 


Mr. JACKSON. That is the fact. 

Mr. INGALLS. Was the cotton paid for? 
Mr. JACKSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. By the bank? 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes, sir. , 


Mr. INGALLS. 

Mr. JACKSON. 
future delivery. 

Mr. INGALLS. But so far as ownership was concerned, it was the 
property of the bank. 

Mr. JACKSON. I suppose so, certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. And the bank had paid out the entire value of the 
cotton to these persons residing in the insurrectionary districts and pre- 
sumably in rebellion against the United States Government; and the 
proposition now is to allow the bank that had paid this money to these 
men who were in a condition of open and t rebellion against the 
Government of the United States, the bank knowing that to be so, and 
after the claim has been twice or thrice adjudicated adversely to the 
bank by the Treasury Department, to go before the Court of Claims 
and again insist upon its trial without regard to the limitation of time. 
Is that the proposition? A 

Mr. JACKSON. That is the proposition. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think the bill ought not to pass. I shall ask for 
the yeas and nays on it. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, I will state briefly to the Senate the 
facts in this case. There have been two favorable reports. It is true 
the cotton was purchased in 1863, the bank residing in New Orleans, 
then in possession of the Federal forces, and the venders of the cotton 
residing in the insurrectionary districts. The cotton remained in pos- 
session of the venders, no delivery being made, and in 1865 after the 
restrictions upon commercial intercourse were removed the cotton was 
voluntarily delivered by the venders when it was lawful for them to de- 
liver it, to ratify the old contract or make a new contract in reference to 
the subject. This was the private property of the owners; no interven- 
ing right had attached on the part of the General Government; and they 
voluntarily, after they could do so lawfully, came forward and surren- 
dered the cotton, reaffirmed the contract. This they did ata date when 
they could do so lawfully. 

Under the act in relation to captured and abandoned property the 
Government holds the proceeds of this cotton in trust for somebody. 
The owners voluntarily surrendered their claim and did so at a time 
when they could do so lawfully. The Government holds the proceeds 
of this cotton in trust for some one, and of course they must be in trust 
for the bank. We simply propose to allow the bank to go and assert 
its legal right and claim in the Court of Claims. We do not adjudicate 
anything; we do not settle any right. The committee are not inclined 
to refer any case to the Court of Claims unless there be a prima facie 
showing in behalf of the claim. The questions involved in this case 
are such that we conceived it to be right that the Court of Claims should 
pass upon them. The claimant presented the claim to the Treasury De- 
partment in 1874 and before any action was taken it was barred by the 
statute of limitations; and now the object of the bill is simply to allow 
the claimant to go before the Court of Claims and establish, if he can 
do so, his right to the proceeds of this cotton, the Government holding 
those proceeds in trust for somebody. 

Mr. INGALLS. The statement made by the Senator from Tennes- 
see does not change the fact that this was originally an unlawful con- 
tract. 

Mr. JACKSON. To be sure it was. 

Mr. INGALLS. It was a contract that the bank had no right to 
make. In violation of law they purchased cotton in the possession of 
men residing in the surrectionary districts, who were in rebellion against 
the laws and Government of the United States. The reason of that re- 
striction was obvious, because the money going into their possession 
was undoubtedly used for the purpose, as far as it could be so employed, 
of overthrowing the jurisdiction and power and authority of the Gov- 
ernment and defeating its armies; and because in 1865 after the war 
closed these men came in and reaffirmed a contract that was void ad 
initio it does not give these persons any standing in court or in Con- 
gress. It seems strange to me that the Senator from Tennessee, with 
his knowledge of the law, should present that as an argument why the 
Senate should adopt this bill, because no one can know better than he, 
admitting that the contract was ab initio void, in violation of the laws of 
the United States, that no subsequent act between these wrongdoers 
could bind the Government to pay the proceeds of this property toeither 
of these parties. I do not, so far as I am concerned, desire by my vote 
to say that this contract hasany standing whatever in court, tosay that 
they have any legal right which can be enforced anywhere; and when 
the Senator states that this is merely a bill to give these persons an 
opportunity to present their claim before a tribunal for adjudication, he 
asks us to say that they have rights that can be adjudicated. For one, 
sir, I deny it. 

Mr. JACKSON. The Senator from Kansas and myself differ upon 
one proposition and one only. If this case stood upon the contract 


And the Senator calls that an executory contract? 
But it was left in the possession of the vender for 
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made in 1863, and upon that alone, the committee would not have re- 
ported in favor of this bill, because that committee adhere to the law 
and the policy of the Government then in force of prohibiting that sort 
of commercial intercourse. But the case does not rest there. After 
intercourse was lawful and after it was permitted by the proclamation 
of the President, the venders, who would have had a right to resist the 
execution of the contract, came forward voluntarily and performed it. 
They performed it and delivered the cotton. Before any right of the 
Government had attached, they delivered the cotton and executed the 
contract when it was lawful for them to do so, when commercial re- 
strictions by the proclamation of the President had been withdrawn and 
annulled. I differ with the Senator from Kansas when he says that a 
contract originally void could not be affirmed under such circumstances. 
When the reason and the policy which made the contract void had 
ceased, then the parties could affirm it and make it valid. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator affirm that when this cotton was 
purchased in 1863 and the money paid for it it was not made, so far 
as the parties could make it, complete? The fact that the cotton re- 
mained in the possession of the venders in the insurrectionary districts 
did not change the right of the bank; it paid its money; so far as it 
could be it was the owner of the cotton; it was merely in the custody 
of other parties; and because they came forward in 1865 or 1866 and 
delivered the cotton over to the bank that had unlawfully purchased 
it in 1863, that fact did not make it a new contract or the reaffirmation 
of an old one. 

Mr. JACKSON. If the venders had resisted the delivery of the cot- 
ton, Isay, the transaction being illegal, they could have successfully re- 
fused to deliver the cotton, Ifthe Government of the United States 
had found and seized the cotton in the hands of the venders during 
actual hostilities it could have captured it and sejzed it as against the 
bank. Iadmit that; but I say, havingrecognized) as these venders did, 
the moral obligation to deliver the cotton afterward and made the 
delivery when they could do so lawfully, no rights of the Government 
attached as against the venders. It never seized it for any act of the 
venders; it was seized in the possession of the bank, after the venders 
performed a contract that they could have refused to perform. Itmay 
have been illegal at the time it was made, but when performed and ex- 
ecuted it was legal. 

That is the principle involved, and that is the question we present, 
instead of deciding it finally by Congress, to be sent to the court for ad- 
judication. Suppose we wipe out of view entirely the contract of 1863 
because of its illegality, and they come forward in 1865, after commer- 
cial restrictions had been removed, and delivered the cotton voluntarily 
for an old debt or an illegal debt or anything you please, the Govern- 
ment has no right to complain; or, at any rate, the committee think 
that is a question which should be passed upon by the court. 

Mr. INGALLS. Towhom did the cotton belong after the bank had 
paid the money in 1863? 

Mr. JACKSON. It belonged to the venders. 

Mr. INGALLS. To the venders after they had sold it and got their 
money for it? ; 


Mr. JACKSON. Yes, sir; because their contract was illegal. 
Mr. INGALLS. A novel proposition. 
Mr. JACKSON. They could have refused to deliver it; but having 


chosen to deliver the cotton afterward when they could lawfully doso, 
the Government ought not to interpose, and as it has the proceedsand 
holds them as a trustee, common honesty demands that the purchaser 
shall have his rights. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ithink that the bank and the venders both violated 
the law, and the Government had the right to the cotton and the money, 

Mr. JACKSON. To be suve, both violated the law in respect to the 
contract; but if the cotton was delivered in the summer of 1865, when 
it could be lawfully delivered, the Government was not hurt. 

Mr. INGALLS. How could it be lawfully delivered in pursuance 
of an unlawful contract? 

Mr. JACKSON. It was delivered when it was lawful to deliver it. 
Any void contract can be affirmed by the parties when the law or the 
policy which forbade it at the time has been changed when the ratifi- 
cation is attempted. That is the proposition, and no lawyer who will 
examine the question can doubt that. 

Mr. INGALLS. Was not this whole matter adjudicated before the 

Department? 

Mr. JACKSON. No, sir; theysimply refused to entertain it because 
the transaction occurred in 1863. 

Mr. INGALLS. Perhaps I did not understand the matter fully —— 

Mr. JACKSON. They could not adjudicate it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand the proof was offered before the Treas- 
ury Department and the claim was rejected on the ground that the 
original contract was unlawful. 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. And that therefore the Government was rightfully 
in possession of the cotton and its proceeds. 

Mr. JACKSON. No,notthat. The Department refused relief be- 
cause of the original contract; but I do not consider that the whole 
question in the case. The committee have thought proper, after twice 
considering it, to send the claimant to the Court of Claims and have his. 
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rights judicated; and the case can go from there to the Supreme Court 
of the United States, where all these questions will be considered and 
passed upon fully. è 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, and was 
read the third time. 
sae INGALLS. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 


The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. ; 

Mr. HAMPTON. I beg to call the attention of the senior Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. Logan] to the fact that the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. RANsom] requested me to say that he was paired with him. 

Mr. LOGAN. On political questions, that is true. Ido not consider 
this a political question. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like the attention of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Beck]. If this is in any sense a political question, I am 
paired with his colleague [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. BECK. I do not think it is, 

Mr. BLAIR. I voted, not supposing that a question of law was a 


political question. 

Mr. HALE. My colleague [Mr. FRYE] is absent by order of the 
Senate. He is Jaired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. BECK. { The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] re- 
quested me to say that he and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
are absent by ogler of the Senate on public business and that they are 
paired with eaqp other. 
The result w$ announced—yeas 32, nays 15; as follows: 


4 YEAS—32. 
Bayard, Dolph, Hampton, Morgan, 
k, Fair, Hara Pendleton, 
Bowen Farley, Jackson, Pike, 
Butler, Garland, Jones of Nevada, á 
Call, George, Lamar, later, 
Camden, Gibson, McPherson, Vest, 
Coke, Gorman Manderson, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Groome, Maxey, Walker. 
NAYS—l. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Lo S Palmer, 
Blair, Hale, MeMilian, Platt, 
Cullom, Hawley, Mitchell, Van Wyck. 
Dawes, Ingalls, Morrill, 
ABSENT—29. 
Allison, n, Miller of Cal., Sewell, 
Anthony, Hill, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, 
Brown, Hoar, Plumb, Vance, 
Cameron of Pa., Jonas, Ransom, Williams, 
Cameron of Wis, Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, Wilson. 
Cockrell, Kenna, Sabin, 
Conger, Lapham, Saulsbury 
Frye, Mahone, Sawyer, 


So the bill was passed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled joint 
resolution (H. Res. 152) for the relief of E. H. George and H. W. Walker; 
and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

NATIONAL BANK CIRCULATION. 


Mr. BECK. I suppose the bank bill now comes up as next in order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Harris in the chair). Not un- 
less upon motion or request. 
Mr. BECK. I move that it be taken up. It was understood yester- 


day that it would be. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, _ Is there objection to proceeding to the 
consideration of the bill referred to by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECK] which was under consideration yesterday ? è 

Mr. INGALLS. Does it not come up as the unfinished business ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does not. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1155) to provide for the issue of circulating notes to 
national banking associations, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. SHERMAN in line 9, after the word ‘‘ deposited,’’ 
to insert: 

Provided, That if any bonds so deposited bear a higher rate of annual inter- 
estthan 3 per cent., additional circulating notes shall be issued equal in amount 
to one-half of the interest accruing on such bonds before their maturity in ex- 
cess of 3 per cent. per annum, such amount to be ascertained and pated by the 
Comptroller of the Currency on the Ist day of July of each year hereafter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the Sena- 
or ion Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] is entitled to the floor on this 
bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator from Kentucky desired to 
first, but it is immaterial to me. 

Mr. BECK. It is perfectly immaterial to me. I think perhaps as 

the Senator from Rhode Island has an amendment to the bill and I 

have none—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


S 


No, I have no amendment to offer. I propose to 


I do not intend to offer any 


discuss the pending bill and amendments. 
amendment. 

Mr. BECK. Does the Senator preter that I should go on now ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it be equally agreeable to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. BECK. I will state as briefly as I can why I favor the measure 
reported by the Finance Committee. It received a great deal of consid- 
eration inallits phases, asthe numerous amendments indicate. The orig- 
inal bill on the subject was introduced on the 4th day of December, the 
day after the Senate met, by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
in accordance with the somewhat urgent suggestion made in the annual 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury. It read thus: 


That upon a deposit of bonds as required by law any national banking asso- 
ciation making the same shall be entitled to receive from the Comptroller of the 
Currency circulating notes of different denominations, in blank, registered and 
countersigned as provided by law, equal in amountto 90 per cent. of the average 
current market value of the United States bonds so transferred and delivered 
for the previous year; and at no time shall the totalamount of such notes 
issued to any association exceed the amount at such time actually paid in of its 
capital stock, nôr shall they exceed 95 per cent. of the market value of such 
bonds. And that all laws and parts of laws of the United States inconsistent 
with the provisions of this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


When it came before the committee a discussion at once sprang up. 
The Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] moved to strike out all the 
provisions relative to 90 per cent. of the current market value of the 
bonds transferred and delivered and the words ‘‘not to exceed 95 per 
cent.” and to insert in lieu thereof ‘‘equal in amount to the par value 
of the United States bonds so deposited.” 

Upon those two propositions debate in the committee lasted for a 
long time; on account of the absence of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON ], who was engaged elsewhere in very important business which 
resulted so gratifyingly to him and to all of us, the committee were 
tied; but after long discussions, and after the Senator from Delaware 
and myself, and the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], and the Senator from Tennes- 
see [Mr. HARRIS], and others had maintained the proposition reported 
as against others proposed, it was finally adopted. It so happened that 
the original bill as amended was not reported back to the Senate, but 
a bill which was introduced by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
MCPHERSON] on the 17th of January, almost word for word the ameng- 
ment of the Senator from Delaware, was reported by the Senator from 
Delaware instead of the original bill as amended. 

It makes no difference, of course, except that the responsibility for 
this proposition is on the Senator from Delaware. The original bill as 
amended ought to have been reported, but it was not. That, however, 
as I said, is immaterial. 

As to the merits, we all agreed that in the condition of our bonded 
debt and surplus revenue it was imperative that something should be 
done to give stability to the national-bank circulation. At the present 
rate of taxation, with only $274,000,000 of 3 per cent. bonds outstand- 
ing, the Secretary advised us, as the Senator from Delaware read yes- 
terday, that in three years they would all be paid off. He showed us 
the banks held $201,000,000 of these 3 percents, and if they were all 
to be paid off in three years a dangerous contraction of the currency 
was likely to follow. Something, he assured us, had to be done, and the 
committee devoted itself carefully to see what was best; those of us 
who agreed to the bill as reported thought it was evidently fair and 
just, as the Government of the United States had only received par for 
its bonds, and was only expected to pay par for them, and as it had 
treated the now 3 percents pretty harshly in years gone by by reduc- 
ing them from 5 and 6 per cent. to 4} and 4 and 3} and 3 per cent. by 
a sort of gentle coercion, and as the people who hold them now had to 
bring them down to their present low rate of interest, and as they were 
as good as gold to-day, that there was no hardship in saying that if we 
increased circulation. on any bonds we should increase it on these as 
well, although they bore little or no premium in the market. 

The increase from 90 to 100 per cent. on all the bonds of course in- 
creases the circulation of the banks some thirty-odd millions of dollars 
at once. We all felt not disinclined to do that, especially as there had 
been a shrinkage of values in stocks and other property going on for the 
last year, perhaps running up to a thousand millions. A contraction 
took place to amount of nine and a half millions last year in the 
national-bank Wreulation on account of the calling in of bonds, and we 
were assured by the Secretary that it is almost certain to go on much fur- 
ther. We felt that if we did authorize thirty millions more circulation 
to be issued the people would get the benefit of it in their business, even 
if the banks did make something out of it, and I did not care to discrimi- 
nate against the 3 percents if they were not quite as valuable in the 
market as the foursand the four-and-a-halfs forthe reason I have given. 

I could not see if we gave the banks who are holding four-and-a-halis 
and fours 10 per cent. more of circulation than they have now why 
they should complain if we give the banks who are holding the 3 per- 
cents the same. If we had left the 3 percents with circulation at 90 
percent., allowing the fours and four-and-a-halfs to have 100 per cent., 
they would be no better off, and I hardly think they will claim that 
the want of uniformity does them any harm. By giving that advan- 
tage to those banks now holding $201,000,000 of 3 percents which will 
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be called in in a short time no injury is done, while the security for 
the circulation is ample after we allow them to have notes at par. It 
will recompense them in part for the trouble and expense they must 
soon incur by the necessary change they will be compelled to make by 
the retirement of the bonds now payable at the option of the Govern- 
ment. 

I was not considering the relief of the banks as the main purpose of 
this bill. The amendments offered to it all seem to be based upon the 
idea, how much is it safe to give the banks ; how much more than par 
can we afford to let them have?—as though it was a trade to see how 
much each bank can squeeze out of us because of the value of the secur- 
ities they hold in the market at the present time. That was not the 
idea I was guided by. Iwas willing to increase the circulation, because 
the country required the increased circulation, because it was shrinking, 
and would continue to shrink largely if we did not offer inducements 
to national banks to continue taking out circulation, and because the 10 
per cent. additional would make banking reasonably profitable on all 
classes of bonds, and if it made it a little more profitable to the banks 
holding the 3 percents than to those holding the fours and four-and- 
a-halfs the country would be no worse off and there would be no just 
cause for complaint. 

The banks as such certainly need no further aid from the Govern- 
ment except what our necessities require us to give. A few years ago 
we renewed their charters. We gave them three years to pay up the 
lost notes when by the terms of their contract they were only entitled 
to six months, a privilege worth nearly a million of dollars to them. 
We relieved them last year from all the taxes upon their deposits and 
their capital, a privilege worth about $5,000,000 a year. In short, 
they were not the parties I was specially seeking to aid in allowing 
this increase in the circulation. Ifthe bonds they now hold could be 
allowed to remain undisturbed they do not need this aid. Nor, as far 
as I know, are they asking for any special consideration. Our action 
looks to the good of the whole country by giving stability to its circu- 
lation. Senators may remember that as soon as it was officially devel- 
oped that we had only $274,000,000 of 3 per cent. bonds remaining 
that we could pay before 1891, and that at the present rate of taxation 
they would all be paid off in three years, and it was nevertheless 
insisted upon by the Secretary that we had to pay forty or fifty 
million dollars a year to keep up the so-called sinking fund, I called 
the attention of the Senate to it, and asked the Secretary, by resolution 
of this body, to tell us what the condition of that sinking fund was, 
and how he proposed to use and apply the $50,000,000 a year he was de- 
manding, when we had so few bonds that we could pay before 1891 
and so few after that before 1907. The Secretary in his reply, in Execu- 
tive Document No. 41, tells us that we have reduced the public debt 
since 1867 $1,205,340,363.95, or $455,115,333 more than would have 
been required by the sinking fund under the provisions of sections 
3694 and 3696 of the Revised Statutes, had the requirements of the 
sinking-fund act been strictly complied with. 

That report made it apparent that we were under no obligation to re- 
duce our debt for the purpose of creating any further sinking fund, with 
$455,000,000 ov id on that account; and he showed in that report 
also that there never was any account of that sort kept until 1870, and 
that it was never keptsince 1870 otherwise than asa matter of book-keep- 
ing, the Department simply applying whatever surplus we had at the 
end of each year, no matter whether it was great or small. It must be 
manifest to all that it is absurd to say that if we have to pay $50,000,000 
a year to the sinking fund and have $100,000,000 of surplus, the Secre- 
tary, by paying it all in the fiscal year 1883, on the 30th day of June, 
will leave us in debt to the sinking fund $50,000,000 for the year 1884; 
whereas if he paid $50,000,000 on the 30th day of June, and $50,000,- 
000 on the 1st day of July, he would have canceled all the obligations 
to that fund for the years 1883 and 1884, as the payments were made 
in two fiscal years in the last case and in one in the first. 

If the position of the Secretary is correct he could compel us to levy 
$50,000,000 of taxes, more or less, according to his discretion, in pay- 
ing $50,000,000 one day or paying it the next day when he had the 
money, as our trustee, inhishands. I think thatreport makes this so 
plain a matter that the Senate will not require the levying of excessive 
taxes to maintain sinking funds under these conditions, when we are 
compelled to pass bills like the one now under consi m only be- 
cause of the rapid and useless payment of bonds requi be kept out 
as the basis of our currency. 

The Secretary tells us further in his annual report that he has no 
authority to purchase bonds at a premium before maturity or take up 
any bonds except those payable at the pleasure of the United States, 
unless by virtue of the act of March 3, 1881, which I read in the hear- 
ing of the Senate the other day for the purpose of showing that we 
ought not to allow that power to exist. The act of 1881 was k 
at think I showed, to meet an emergency, as was stated by the Sena- 
tor from Delaware who had charge of it. At the time we passed the 
bill it was agreed to unanimously, because we supposed it only 
to allow him to use the money he had on hand to buy such bonds at 
par as were payable at the pleasure of the United States, and thus pre- 
vent a violent contraction of the currency before Congress could again 


meet by locking up a large amount of surplus revenue in the Treas- 


ury. 

The great object I have in view is to reduce taxation to the wants of 
the Government, and not pay off outstanding bonds which national 
banks and others want and need. - The object of other gentlemen—and 
that is the fault I find with all the proposed amendments—seems to me 
to be to prepare for the maintenance of a system of taxation beyond 
the necessities of the Government, and to enhance the value of the 
bonds far beyond what is needed for a fixed, stable, and simple basis 
for our currency—in short, to give the banks all that they can possibly 
squeeze out of the Government by keeping up a speculative price on 
the bonds. This is illustrated by the extent to which the Senator 
from Ohio yesterday proposed to go as to the $67,000,000 of currency 
sixes (as you observed by the tables which he furnished us), that on the 
currency sixes due iri 1899 the banks should be allowed in currency 
$13.75 for every $10 of bonds deposited, giving them, as the Senator 
from New Jersey showed, 3 or 4 per cent. more of currency than the 
bonds would sell for in the market. 

So with the four-and-a-halfs and so With the fours; the whole effect 
of these various schemes being to force up the price of the bonds of the 
United States, by giving them additional use, to the highest possible 
point to which they can be forced in a speculative market, and then 
continue to impose taxes so that we shall have a large annual surplus, 
as we had the year before last, of over $145,000,000, and last year of 
$132,879,000, and up to the Ist day of February of the current fiscal 
year of $65,000,000. It will be over $100,000,000 for the whole year, 
though the Secretary estimated it at only $85,000,000. The effect will 
be to force the collection, by the keeping up of taxation, of an enormous 
surplus of revenue, and then to go into the market and buy these bonds, 
which you have forced up to the highest possible rate, at any price that 
the holders see fit to ask for them, and make the people of the United 
States pay much more than they would be worth but for the artificial 
value Congress has given them. That seems to be the policy of those 
who are advocating all these various amendments in the interests of 
the banks. 

Why should these bonds be forced up to an unnatural price? What 
interest has the United States in doing it? Whenever there is any sur- 
plus revenue in the Treasury it must be paid out for some purpose. 
The worst possible contraction of currency that could befall the people 
of this country and the most certain destruction of their prosperity 
would be to allow $100,000,000 surplus revenue collected by taxation, 
direct or indirect, to remain locked up in the Treasury. That means 
$100,000,000 of contraction of the currency at once. When that con- 
dition of things is brought about outstanding bonds will have to be 
bought at any premium at which they can be obtained. Of course the 
more valuable these bonds can be made now the higher premium we 
will have to pay when we are compelled to buy them, as we soon 
will be under our existing tariff and tax laws. 

I introduced a bill, which I hope to pass, now pending before the Fi- 
nance Committee—I presume it will be reported adversely—prohibiting 
the Secretary of the Treasury from buying bonds at a premium without 
the further order of Congress, as the act of March 3, 1881, never in- 
tended to give him that power. I admit that he has it under the letter 
of the law, and if the bonds of the United States can be made to rise 
from 21 or 24 per cent. up to 40 per cent., then the holders of the bonds. 
will realize that much more when the interests of the Government re- 
quire it to buy the bonds or allow the money collected to be locked up 
in the Treasury. 

The object of each move I have made—and I think thatis the feeling 
of the Senator from Delaware and others on the committee who agree 
with me in regard to this bill—has been simply to protect the currency 
and maintain the circulation of the bank notes by making it reasonably 
profitable to the banks to take out circulation, giving them par in notes 
for all the bonds they hold, not looking specially at the question of the 
interest of the banks outside of or beyond the general welfare, not look- 
ing at the speculative value of the bonds, not seeking unnecessarily to 
increase their value, when we may soon become the t purchaser’ 
of them, as we shall surely soon become unless we reduce taxation. 

One object I have in speaking now is to call attention to the fact that 
we need no sinking fund, that we need no surplus revenue beyond the 
wants of the Government, that there is no beneficial object in paying off 
the bonds rapidly now, because $274,000,000 are all that are outstand- 
ing within reach before 1891, of which $201,000,000 are held by the 
banks, many of them new banks, that desire to hold them, and to urge- 
that we ought to reduce taxation down to the point that will fairly sup- 
ply the wants of the Government and allow the outstanding bonds to 
remain and give the people relief from burdens and not keep up taxes 
to raise over $100,000,000 surplus annually, as we are doing now, for 
the purpose of buying bonds at an enormous premium. The fours have 
already gone from 21 to 24 per cent. since the Ist day of December, as 
I understand, perhaps by reason of this agitation. Allow the banks to 
have them as proposed by the amendments to this bill and they will go- 
upto130. Let the Government keep up its revenue and collect $100,- 
000,000 surplus, as we shall do if the laws remain as they are, and in 


order to avoid the contraction of currency caused by that $100,000, 000- 
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being locked up in the Treasury, we shall have to buy the bonds and 
they will go to 140. 

Gentlemen, if there are any such who look specially at the interests 
of the banks in this bill, may very well endeavor to strain them up to 
the highest possible price; but those who are endeavoring only to main- 
tain the currency of the country, and yet are endeavoring to protect 
the banks properly, but not to become their advocates for the purpose 
of enabling them to make all the money they can, in my judgment can 
not go any further than the bill reported by the Senator from Delaware 
goes. 

Why, sir, the Senator from Ohio, and, I believe, a majority of the Fi- 
nance Committee, all who claim to be the leading financial minds of 
the country, never fail to denounce the silver dollar, as the Senator 
from Ohio did yesterday, and tellof the embarrassments coming on the 
country by reason of it, how gold is going to be banished, and how un- 
told ills are threatening us every day. When we restored the silver 
dollar years ago those same arguments were made. I have the speeches 
of eight or ten of the leading ee entlemen before me, and I am 
almost tempted to read them now to show what evils they predicted 
years ago would come upon us long before now. Those evils have not 
come; they are, I believe, as remote now as they werethen. They told 
us gold would fly from thecountry. We have had the balance of trade 
in our favor to the amount of $105,000,000 this year, and yet we have 
exported, I believe, more gold and silver than we imported. We had 
a large balance of trade in our favor last year, and the difference be- 
tween gold and silver exporis and imports was only about a million 
and a half. 

Let us look and see what the Treasury report shows about this much- 
despised silver dollar. I heard a distinguished Senator, whose name T 
will not call, but he is before me now, a leader on the other side of the 
Chamber, say, and say truly, that the reason silver is so much below 
gold is because it had been denounced and abused by those who ought 
to have protected it; that it never had been treated by its own Govern- 
ment or by the men who were administering its affairs as though they 
desired to make it either respectable, valuable, or desirable. I think 
until an administration is in power that will say to the people who are 
seeking to maintain silver coinage all over the world that we will stand 
by them in good faith, and not in every way, indirectly and directly, 
abuse our own money and threaten to stop its coinage and repeal every- 
thing connected with its use, never until it is supported by those in 
power will silver have fair play in this country. Yetin spite of all 
that, the Secretary has to tell us in his last monthly report that there 
are now gold and silver certificates to the amount of $211,387,671 ont- 
standing, largely over half ofitinsilver. Thecontraction of the national- 
bank currency was only akout $9,000,000 during the last year; the in- 
crease of silver certificates, th Secretary tells us, was over $14,000,000. 
These $211,387,671 in the form of gold and silver certificates are more 
than supplying whatever contraction or diminution may go on in the vol- 
ume of the bank currency, and it is in a shape that it can not be with- 
drawn at once, as bank circulation can be, because, looking at the 
banks from any standpoint you please, they are not agents; their man- 
agers are the agents of their stockholders. The moment you appreciate 
the price of their bonds so high, whether they are currency sixes or any 
other description, that they can make more money by selling the bonds 
and giving up their circulation than they can by holding on to the 
bonds and keeping their circulation they will return the circulation 
and sell the bonds, and tell Congress, if it complains, that they are not 
the agents of this Government, they are the agents of their own stock- 
holders; and they will contract or expand their currency whenever they 
find it profitable to do so. 

This Government has no assurance from them that they are going to 
maintain a stable currency. They will not maintain it a day longer 
than it is their interest to do so; and whenever you adopt any of the 
amendments proposed to this bill, that proposed by the Senator from 
Ohio yesterday or any other looking to see how high we can appreciate 
the bonds, how many privileges can be given the banks, the very mo- 
ment they get bonds to the point where large sums of money go into 
the pockets of their stockholders by a sale of bonds your currency is 
contracted andthe bonds aresold. They havearight to doit, and es 
would not be faithful agents if they did not do it. Therefore it is that 
the gold and silver certificates which are now outstanding in the hands 
of the unorganized masses of the people for gold and silver deposited 
in the Treasury are the safeguard against that contraction which the 
banks at any moment may bring upon the people of this country by 
selling their bonds whenever you put them to a price where it is their 
interest to do so or keep up surplus revenue which must be applied to 
the purchase of them. 

I have the statement here of the Comptroller of the Currency, Mr. 
Knox, in answer to questions put to him by the Senator from Dela- 
ware, which shows that he was entirely content with this bill. It 
might be improved in the interest of the banks. Let me read a few 

. words from his interview with the Committe» on Finance: 


Senator BAYARD. I was not here when you first came, and possibly you may 
have already discussed the matter. It was my suggestion, and that of others, 
too, that we should content ourselves by a simple increase of the percentage of 
currency from ninety to one hundred, the face value of the bonds, without ref- 


erence to the amount of interest paid, or anything clse, treating all the honds- 
alike; and I understood you to say just now that the right to increase the cur- 
rency from 90 to 100 per cent. would, in your opinion, increase the value of the 
obligation. 

Comptroller Knox. Yes. 

Senator BAYARD. And of course if you withhold it from some and give it to- 
others there will be a discrimination in that way. Do yousee any objection to 
an increase from 90 to 100 per cent. made broadcast upon all the obligations of 
the United States which are not ve ng as security for currency? 

Comptroller Knox. Iam decidedly in fayor of having that done. Of course 
I would like to have something more than that done; but I think that would 
haye a decidedly good effect. 

Sehator BAYARD. Is there any ulterior or incidental resultthat is not obvious 
upon the face of the proposition, if we simply strike out 90 and 100? Tam not 
speaking, of course, of the effects to be produced in the case of the individual 
AA heckuan that is an incident of the time. It is suggested that in this way 
it may possibly at the moment make it advisable for the holdeys of bonds, 
whether banks or others, to sell them instead of keepingthem. But thatis their 
Pie MATEKA: If we were to make all bonds depositable with an issue up to 
par, would not the relief come to the country almost instantly and then cease in- 
stead of continuing in the future? 

Comptroller Knox. The effect wold be to raise the value of the bond slightly 
n the market, but the value of the circulation would increase in greater propor- 

ion. 

Another objecti@ that was very strong against basing circulation on 
the market value of these securities, is this: The fours are, say, 121 or 
124; the four-and-a-halfs are, say, 115. If our circulation is largely in 
excess of the par value it has to be changed, according to the provisions. 
of the amendments, so as to maintain that ratio whenever the bonds 
fall from any cause. We are prosperous now; I hope we shall always 
continue to be; but we may not. We may have foreign wars; we may 
have other complications; we may have panics, real or fictitious, and 
the bonds of the United States may go down 10 per cent, in a week. 
What happens then? Under the amendments now proposed the cur- 
rency has to be contracted by the Comptroller to the extent that the 
bonds fall. The United States at the very time it is called upon most 
loudly and earnestly to support its own credit is compelled by these 
amendments to accept the truth of the clamor and admit the truth of 
the depreciation of its bonds, and that too at the very time when we 
ought to be bolstering up our credit and maintaining it by every means 
inourpower. Thinkof the folly of contracting the eurrency in the face 
of a panic, contracting it in the face of a demand from our enemies, 
That ought not to be. That will not be under the bill that is now pre- 
sented. The bonds may be worth more if this bill than they 
are now. I do not know whether the banks that now hold the high- 
premium bonds paid more than par for them or not. The Government 
got no more than par; the Government will pay no more than par. We 
say, ‘They are as good as gold, and you can have, for the use of the 
people and your own benefit, circulation upon them up to par, and you 
cam use any kind you like or can get,” but we will not put ourselves in 
a position to be confessing, when by any combination of men, whether 
foreign or domestic, it is sought to break down the value of the bonds, 
that we must contract our currency when they combine against us. 

It was very well said yesterday by the Senator from Delaware that 
the proposition we make is a plainand simpleone. Wewere, I repeat, 
not looking tothe banks. The banks, as I have said, have been relieved 
of taxation to the extent of five million a year; they are relieved from 
paying their lost notes for three years instead of six months; they have 

a renewal of their charters, and they can afford to wait for any fur- 
ther relief in regard to the tax on their circulation until we have given 
other interests of the country the relief they need. What we have to 
do now, if we are wise men, is to reduce taxation and stop accumulat- 
ing great annual surpluses which only disturb business and entail in 
the end t loss. Iam not now going to say how we should reduce 
taxation. I have very clear ideas as to how itshould be done, but that 
would open a subject about which my friend from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
MITCHELL] and myself would differ very widely. This, I will repeat: 
we ought to reduce taxation; the interest of the country demandsit; we 
ought to allow the bonds which are outstanding to remain, drawing in 
only such surplus as would make it safe according to the taxation we 
must impose for ordinary expenditures. 

By the way, I may say just here if we do upon any occasion fail to 
lay enough taxes to pay all the expenditures we may make no great 
harm will be done in the present condition of the credit of the United 
States. The Secretary tells us he has cash available and in the Treas- 
ury on the Ist day of February, 1884, to the amountof $150,775,412.78 
in gold lying idle, professedly to protect the greenbacks. If at any 
time we fail to lay quite as much taxation as the necessities of the 
Government require in any particular year, fifty millions, yes, seventy- 
five millions of that one hundred and fifty million, could well be used 
without the Government of the United States or its eredit being injured 
for a moment by the use of it. There never was any use for half that 
much money lying there. It may have been well in times gone by, 
when people doubted our credit, to have something, but to allow one 
hundred and fifty millions of gold to be lying there now is absurd. 
There is no man in America or Europe who can say it is needed to se- 
cure any obligation of the United States. 

I mention that to show that wecan reduce our taxes now, in my judg- 


ment, safely $75,000,000 a year and still have an ample margin; and 
that is what we ought to address ourselves to instead of endeavoring to 
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pay in three years $274,000,000 of bonds, which is all we can pay | per cent. more upon those until 1891, and then year by year 1 percent. 


beiore December, 1891, and then go into market to buy others at a 


premium, buy them atany premium anybody sees fit to ask, because, I | terest at the rate of 4 per cent. as it is the principal. 


repeat, the moment we have a large surplus of money in the Treasury 
we are compelled to buy at any premium because having $100,000,000 
surplus locked up in the Treasury would bring panic and disaster to the 
country in a worse form even than the payment of the premium would. 
It is a question whether we have not gone too far instead of not far 
enough. 

I think the majority of the committee who voted for this bill were 
liberal to the banks. However, the banks are out of politics now. I 
believe there is nobody ing war on them nor are they as such in- 
tertering in political affairs. We need their circulation fora growing 
country, and therefore it will be a benefit to us all to maintain it. 
We propose to say to them, however, that we are only doing this be- 
cause the currency of the country requires it. It is all they ought to 
ask. I am opposed to any effort to-day to see if something more can 
not be squeezed out of us, to see if the bonds can not be appreciated still 
higher, so that we shall have to buy them ata still higher premium. Ii 
the protected and favored classes can raise a clamor algut American in- 
dustry and labor or something else, to prevent a reduction of taxes, 
they will of course get an enormous premium on the 4 percent. bonds; 
they may force us to buy them at premiums perhaps double the rate ex- 
isting to-day. Itis our duty to guardagainst that. Fortheseand many 
other reasons which I might give I support the bill as reported, and 
shall oppose all the amendments that seek to give the banks anything 
more than this bill proposes to do. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I do not think I can be tempted to 

o into the subject of general taxation that the Senator from Kentucky 
ivr. BECK] has been so long discussing: I merely propose to occupy 
a few moments in talking about the bill that is before the Senate; and 
I wish to say in advance that so far as the bill is concerned it is really 
inadequate to give any permanent relief. Idonot understand that any 
of us are here advocating a measure for the benefit particularly of the 
national banks. No one of them has petitioned for any relief. The 
sole object of the bill and of the amendments before us is to give some 
relief to the people and some security for the future. 

The business of the country has shown in the last week that our 
measure is insufficient, or that while the proposition has been pending 
here of allowing 10 per cent. addition to the amount of circulation upon 
the bonds deposited by the national banks, at the end of one week over 
$2,000,000 of circulation was surrendered to the Treasury by the national 
banks, and the bill as proposed by the Senator from Delaware or the 
Senator from New Jersey now covers over $200,000,000 of the 3 per- 
cents. Everybody knows that to that extent it must prove a mere 
temporary expedient, and that those 3 per cent. bonds will soon be 

id off and cease as any security for bank circulation. Therefore an 
increase of circulation on that amount will not afford the slightest 
permanent benefit. 

If there is to be anything done, something more than this bill is ab- 
solutely necessary. The fact is that men of capital do not find bank- 
ing business profitable. You will see by the return of the Comptroller 
in his last report the exact amount that is made when bonds of the 4 
per cent. character were only 21 percent. premium. Now they are 23§ 
percent. premium; but when they were only 21 percent. premium all the 
profits that could be made by their use in national banks, if the rate of 
interest was at 6 per cent., was fifty-nine hundredths of 1 percent. : ifthe 
rate was 7 per cent. the yearly profit on the circulation would be only 
thirty-seven hundredths of 1 per cent.; and now when they are 2$ per 
cent. beyond the price at the date of the Comptroller's report, it is quite 
obvious that the business is nota business that will attract new capital 
and new men to go into it. Men do not embark in any business where 
certain loss can be foreseen. 

The question for us to consider is whether we will perpetuate a sys- 
tem, and give stability to it, that is for the benefit of the country, for 
the general welfare of the people. No one asks it for the benefit of the 
banks; but the question is whether we shall have a withdrawal of bank 
circulation at the rate of $2,000,000 a week, or even of 350,000,000 or 
$60,000,000 in the next coming year, and provide some sort of remedy 
for it. 


The substitute pro: by me, in which I hope to have the concur- 
rence of both sides of the Chamber, is to grant a cireulation at par on 


the 3 percents, on the 4} percents, and on the 6 percents—to that ex- 
tent it is the same as the bill reported—and when you reach the long 
bonds having a long term to run, twenty-three years, it is proposed by 
the substitute that those bonds shall have at the present time 110 per 
cent. on the dollar deposited, and to be reduced after 1891 at the rate 
of 1 peg cent a year. This may possibly induce parties who wish to en- 
guge or continue in banking to purchase these bonds and start or con- 
tinue business, but even this will hardly effect the object, I fear, solong 
as the full tax of 1 per cent. on circulation is continued. Many of the 
banks believe they would lose money by it. They cannot afford to 
continue the business unless that tax shall be reduced or modified. 
When my proposed substitute is read I think it will be easily under- 
stood and interpreted everywhere alike. It is at par for all the bonds 
that haye been issued and-registered except the 4 percents, and itis 10 


less. The obligation of the United States is justas great to pay thein- 
The difference 
between a bond bearing 4 per cent. and 3 per cent. for twenty-three years 
is 23 per cent. We only propose to begin with the liberty of issuing 
circulation to the amount of 110 cents on the dollar. 

In all of the failures of our banks hitherto none of them have used 
more than 70 per cent. of the deposit of bonds. Some of them have 
not in their failures used any part of the bonds, but have recovered by 
allowing the bonds to remain in the Treasury until the accumulation 
of interest has thus been sufficient to cover the whole amount of the 
deficiency. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator yield for a question there ? 

Mr. MORRILL. As I propose to occupy but a few moments I pre- 
fer not to be interrupted. 

I wish to say, with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD], that 
there is an absolute security so far as the people are represented who 
hold the circulation of these notes. or is no country in the world 
that to-day gives the security that ‘we give for these national-bank 
notes. In the first place, we have a bond that sells at a premium and 
will sell ata premium hereafter. In addition to that every stockholder 
is held to the amount of stock he has in the bank in his private capac- 
ity for the redemption of the circulating notes. 

I do not like to say I shall not support any one of these measures, 
because they will do something. I shall vote for any one of them that 
may receive the favor of a majority of the Senate; but the’measure as 
presented in the amendment which I shall offer as a substitute, in my 
judgment, is something better than any of the other propositions which 
have been presented. No one can contend that there is the same secu- 
rity in a 3 per cent. bond payable at the option of the Government and 
a 4 per cent. bond payable twenty-three years hence. There is a posi- 
tive difference in value. There is more than the difference that it is 
proposed to make, and it is not an equality to present a measure of this 
kind and give the same advan to a 3 percent. bond due at the option 
of the Government, likely soon to be paid, that we do for a bond pay- 
able twenty-three years hence. 

The amendment proposed by my friend from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] I 
see varies very materiglly from that proposen by him subsequently; but 
it will be seen by the calculation t is given in the RECORD of this 
morning that it proposes to give a circulation on Union Pacific currency 
bonds that will be more than upon any others, and more perhaps than 
their par when they arrive at maturity. I should be opposed to that, 
because they are payable in currency, and I would not at anytime have 
the security that we are to offer below par. If the table is applicable, 
it would seem that the amount proposed January 1, 1899, would be in 
excess of par, but I may not be correct, for I confess I do not quite un- 
derstand the table. The first measure proposes that there shall be 
95 per cent. upon the principal and excess of interest over 3 per cent. 
I think that in the last measure it is proposed that the circulation shall 
be upon bonds at par and half of the rate of interest above 3 per cent. 
This, it will be seen, involves arithmetical computation, and will not 
be as readily understood as will the terms of the substitute offered by 
me. 

If we are todo anything in relation to this matter it does seem to me 
that we ought to provide something which will have a stable and per- 
manent character enough to induce those who may wish or be forced to 
change their 3 per cent, bonds or those who wish to embark in the busi- 
ness of national banking to purchase the long bonds, and not have acon- 
tinual fluctuation in the market or in the amount of circulation that 
may be issued from day to day. If this could be accofplished I think 
it would be a very worthy object and one deserving our consideration. 

It should be remembered that at the present time our bonds perhaps 
bear an extravagant rate of premium.’ Money in the New York mar- 
ket yesterday was 1} and 2 per cent., and at the same time it was rising 
in the London market, the rate of interest having been increased by the 
Bank of England. How long it will be before gold will begin to flow 
out from this country to England we do not know, but at all events the 
proposition which I now send to the Chair and offer as a substitute I 
think is an improvement upon anything else that has been presented. 
I will ask the Chair if a substitute for the original bill is now in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. For the whole bill? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order, but can not be acted 
upon until the text of the original is perfected by amendments that may 
be offered. 

Mr. MORRILL. Very well; I will offer it asn substitute and ask to 
have it read. I will say in addition to what I have already said that I 
have added to the printed amendment, as it appears on ‘the desks of Sen- 
ators, a section that will include the gold banks throughout the coun- 
try, so that they can have the same privilege as to circulation that other 
banks have. That is to say, they have now only 80 per cent., and here- 
after they should haye at least as much as others; they certainly ought 
not to fare any worse. I ask to haye the substitute read. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Vermont pro: 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause of the billand 
toinsertasubstitate. It will be reported forinformation, and the ques- 
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tion will be put upon it after the proposed amendments to the text of 
the bill are disposed of. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


That upon any deposit already or hereafter made of United States bonds as 
required by law, any national banking association making the same shall be 
entitled to receive from the Comptroller of the Currency circulating notes of dif- 
ferent denominations in blank, red and coun ed as provided by 
law, as follows: On United States 4 per cent. bonds de ted prior to Jan 
1, 1890, an amount in the whole equal to 110 per cent. of the par value of su 
bonds: Provided, That the issue of circulating notes upon the 4 per cent. bonds 

‘deposited or held in the first year succeeding January 1, 1890, shall not exceed 
109 per cent. of the par value of such bonds, and that the issue on such 4 per 
cent. bonds deposited or held in each succeeding year shall be 1 per cent. less than 


in the year preceding, until the limit of issue of such circulating notes is reduced 
to par: And pro: ther, That on the de t of any bonds of the United 
States now autho by law, except as herein otherwise provided, circulating 
notes may be issued to an amount not eee ny ed par value of such bonds; 
and at no time shall the total amoun. of such n issued to any association ex- 
-ceed the amount at such time actually paid in of its capital A 

Sec. 2. That ons o ized for the p of issuing notes payable 
in gold, vader the provisions of section 5185 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, u 


m the deposit of any United States bonds bearing interest payable in 
the Treasurer of the United States titled on 


gold wi shall be enti to receive circu- 
ting notes to the amount and in the manner prescribed in that act for other 
national banking associatio: 


ns. 
Sec. 3. That all laws and parts of laws of the United States inconsistent with 
the provisions of this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, this discussion has disclosed an un- 
-expected degree of unanimity in favor of the national banking system. 
It is a subject of gn agree ee that the doubts which have heretofore 
found lodgment in the minds of Senators have been dispelled, and we 
find the representatives of both parties cordially co-operating to pre- 
serve the bank-note circulation from possible peril. A measure which 
seeks to maintain the sufficiency and stability of our currency is entitled 
to be considered in the spirit which has characterized this debate. 

The Senator from Delaware, [Mr. BAYARD], in of the bill, 
has stated very clearly the character of the dangers which threaten our 
currency. Hequoted from the last report of the Comptroller as follows: 

Secre f the Treasury has pelled, 

caine of eee in penn of econ prre e call in rapidly for paya 
n 


rtion of the bonded debt which is parene at the pleasure of the 
Darin the year ending November 


re- 
ent that 
ted States. 
more than one hundred and five millions 


-($105,322,450) of the public debt has been paid, and all of the remai: 3} per 
cent. bonds, amounting to oy eg have been called for payment, and ceased 
to bear interest on November 1. Notwithstanding the fact t two hundred 


and sixty-two new banks were Ral geese Dy during the past year, with acapital of 
$28,654,350, depositing $9,375,550 of bonds as a moana for circulating notes, the 
E Sar amount on de for that yapos has diminished from 490, 

to 907 300, a reduction of $9, . More than forty millions of 3} per cents 
held by the banks on Novem! 1, 1882, have withdrawn or called for 
payment; the threes have increased less than twenty-two millions, and the fours 
and four-and-a-halfs less than nine millions. 

è * è Unless there shall be legislation by the present Con: which shall 
reduce the receipts of the Government, it is probable that the United States bonds 
will continue to be paid at the same rate as d 
event all threes will be called for redem 


This will reduce the bonds held b; 
and cause a contraction in the nat 
annum. 


The change in the character of securities deposited to secure circula- 
tion will be seen by the following: 
NOVEMBER 1, 1882. 
PAU RARE Bie st ai A RS ... $33, 754, 650 


Four-and-a-halfs ...............0000 


352, 937, 300 
This statement was based upon the condition of affairs on the Ist of 

November last. 
I now desire to submit a statement of the bonds outstanding at the 


present time, the amount of each class deposited with the Treasurer as 
security for circulation, and the percentage of each class so deposited: 


ae i 
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41, 928, 900 


šsoson y “ae Goo | 5 
189, 477, 950 74.3 


342, 237,550 


* At pleasure of Government. 

The whole amount of bonds now outstanding is $1,307,436,612, and 
of these $342,237,550 are deposited by national banks to secure circula- 
tion. Of the 4 per cent. bonds, 14.5 per cent. are so deposited; of the 
4} per cent. bonds, 16.8 per cent.; of the currency sixes, 5.4, and of the 
3 per cent. bonds, 74.3 per cent. 

The proportion of the 3 percents deposited by banks has been con- 
stantly increasing. Atthedate of the Comptroller’s report but two-thirds 
of the whole amount were held forcirculation. Atthe presenttimenearly 
three-fourths are so held. The remaining portion will soon be absorbed 
by the banks, as they can be held more profitably for this purpose than 
for any other. On the Ist of November there were $352,937,300 in 
bonds deposited, against 2,237,550 on the 12th of February, show- 
ing a decrease since the Ist of November of $10,699,750. Of the bonds 
held on the 1st of November, 1883, there were $201,959,750 of threes 
and three-and-a-halfs, and on the 12th of February $189,477,950 of 
threes, a decrease of $12,481,800. Within that period, however, there 
have been called $20,356,700 of threes, showing that the banks must 
have bought about eight millions of threes to replace those which had 
been called and paid. 

The bank-note circulation is in part based, as sho 
000,000 of 3 cent. bonds, payable at the pleasure of the Govern- 
ment, and paid at the rate of about $100,000,000 per annum. 
The rapidity of future payments will, of course, depend upon the 
amount of surplus revenue, which may be increased or decreased by 
legislation. It is safe to assume that these payments will not be less 
than fifty millions per annum, and they will probably considerably 
exceed thatsum. Butsixty-five million of the 3 percents are now held 
outside of the banks, and when these are absorbed subsequent calls 
will be likely to reduce the currency to the full extent of such calls. 

But there is also danger of contraction from another source. The 4and 
4} percents now held by the banks to the extent of $449,271,600 com- 
mand sucha premium thatthere is a constant temptation for the banks 
to sell their bondsand retire their notes, the profits on circulationat the 
present time, based on these bonds, not being sufficient toinduce banks 
tohold them. It will thus be seen that all the bonds now held by the 
national banks to secure their circulation are either in danger of being 
called or of being sold by the banks to realize the profit resulting from 
the high rate of premium. 

While itis true that from these causes there is danger of a serious con- 
traction of the bank-note currency, it is not true that the business of the 
country is suffering from any contraction which has hitherto taken place. 

There has, indeed, been a reduction since July 1, 1883, of $10,699,000 
of bonds deposited to secure circulation, but the amount of our paper 
eurrency has not decreased. 

I submit a table showing in detail the amount of legal-tender notes, 
of national-bank notes, and of silver certificates outstanding on the Ist 
of July of each year from 1878 to 1883, inclusive, and on the 1st day 
of February, 1884: _ á 


upon $189,- 


Amount of legal-tender notes, national-bank notes, and silver certificates, and also gold certificates, at the close of each fiscal year from 1878 to 1883, inclu- 
sive, and on February 1, 1884. 


Class. | 1878. 
Legal-tender notes. 681,016 
National-bank notes 514, 234 
“Silver certificates .... 462, 600 
EE y ERED GASTAT O EAR IIAN A AN AERES ENE EN 672, 657, 900 
-Gold certificates (old issue)... 


44, 367,000 | 


a I M OSIRE A EA 


Total amount of paper CUTTENCY.........<ccccecescreecreeseeeenersanes reser 


717, 024, 900 | 694, 253, 363 | 711,565,313 


| | 

February 1 

1879. | 1880. | 1881 | ieee | lam. | Fetemery 
$246, 681,016 | $345,681, 016 | $946, 651,016 | $346, 681, 016 | $346, 651,016 | $346, 681, 016 
329,691,697 | 344,505,427 | 855,042,675 | 358,742,034 | 336,073,281 | 1348, 925,000 
2,466,950 | 12,374,270 | 51,166,530 | 66,098,710 | $88,616,831 | "110,137, 051 
ian kaon Ms bes awh css Aird A kaarak Bharat 
678,839,663 | 708,560,713 | 752,890,221 | "771,519,760 | 791,371,128 | 805,743,076 
15,413,700 | 8,004600 | 5,782,920 | 5,087,120 |  31508,540| 3,156,020 
Pio ion aA aea Mic bg [eerteessecenues| 78875100 | 98, 094 600 


758, 673, 141 | 776,536, 50 | 873, 749, 768 906, 993, 696 


*See Treasurer's Report, page 13, for denominations. 


xV—71 


tSee Treasurer's Report, page 12, for denominations. 


tJanuary 24, 1884. 
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By this table we find that on the Ist of July, 1878, the total issue of 
paper currency of the kinds mentioned, not including gold certificates, 
was $672,657,900; and on the Ist of February, 1884, this had increased 
to $805,743,076. On the Ist of July last, at the close of the last fiscal 
year, the total amount of paper issue of the classes mentioned was 
$791,371,128, and on the Ist of February, 1884, was, as stated, $805,- 
743,076. While the national-bank notes had been reduced during this 
period to the extent of between eight and nine million dollars, the 
issue of silver certificates had increased from $88,000,000 to $110,- 
000,000, or an incregse of twenty-two millions, resulting in a net in- 
crease of paper c , aside from gold certificates, of $14,000,000. 

If we include gold certificates in this statement the result will be 
still more striking. On the Ist of July, 1878, our total paper currency, 
including gold certificates, was $717,024,900; on the Ist of February, 
1884, it was $906,993,696, showin: increase within that period of 
nearly two hundred millions of dalints It may be said that the issue 
of gold certificates does not affect the question under discussion, and it 
does not, except to the extent that it gives greater mobility and activity 
to the gold circulation of the country. 

It should be said that the amountof gold certificates outstanding has 
taken the place of an equal amount of gold coin, and that these certifi- 
cates are almost entirely held by national banks as a part of their reserves, 
and, except so far as they crowd out the legal-tender notes and silver 
certificates heretofore held for these purposes, they do not affect the cur- 
rency of the country. 

It is evident that we are not suffering from any contraction or insuf- 
ficiency of volume of currency. It is true that silver certificates are 
gradually taking the place of national-bank notes, and that the increase 
in amount of the former has up to this time more than kept pace with 
the decrease of the latter. 

We are, however, in danger of serious contraction in the future from 
two causes. I have already alluded to that arising from the possible 
withdrawal of bonds. We are also liable to suffer from a withdrawal 
of gold from the country by an adverse balance of trade. The markets 
for our staple articles of produce in England and upon the continent 
are in suck a state that we are liable to Have this adverse balance at 
any time. The rates for money in New York are lower than in any 
market in the world. With the Bank of England rate at 34 per cent. 
money is being loaned to-day in New York at 1 to 1} per cent. Of 
course this wide difference in rates if continued would tend to increase 
the demand for gold shipments from this country. A withdrawal of 
$100,000,000 of gold within the next year with sixty to seventy-five 
million dollars of contraction of bank notes would create an alarming 
condition of affairs. 

From these statements it is evident that our remedial legislation 
should be such measures as will give to our currency stability and 
certainty, and which will, if possible, guard against the danger of bank- 
note contraction to which I have alluded. 

In considering the character of this legislation, we are met at the 
outset with certain limitations upon the action of Congress, fixed by 
public opinion or perhaps by our own ideas of a wise public policy. I 
believe no considerable number of Senators or Representatives would 
be found willing to consent to the substitution for the bonds now held 
as security for circulation of any other bond or security, either State, 
municipal, or foreign. I believe that they would not consent to any 
increase of the national debt, or to any continuance of it beyond the 
time now fixed by law for its payment, nor agree to surrender the 
option which the Government now holds to pay the 3 per cent. bonds 
at pleasure. ý 

Within these limitations what remedies are possible? We can in- 
crease the percentage of circulation to be issued upon existing bonds, 
or we can provide for an exchange of the long bonds now bearing a high 
rate of interest into bonds bearing a lower rate of equal tenure. I be- 
Weve that the latter remedy is the only one which will effectively meet 
the difficulties in this case. Senate bill No. 1050, which embodies this 
plan of relief, is not now before the Senate, but it was discussed some- 
what yesterday by the honorable Senator from Ohio, and I want to put 
upon record, in answer to the objections which he then made, that it 
would not be operative and that the banks would not take advantage 
of it, an opinion of the Comptroller of the Currency given recently, 
which I will ask the Secretary to read. : 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


In my opinion the best bill offered is that now pending in the Senate, which 
converts the fours into threes, giving 15 per cent. in cash to the holders as an 
inducement to make the exchange. new threes which are to be issued uhder 
it are to run until 1907, the same date of payment as the fours for which they 
would be substituted. The new threes would be worth 108 to 109 in the market. 
Iam satisfied that nearly all of the holders of the fours would be glad to make 
such an exchange, for the reason that the cash which they would receive in the 
transaction could oaned at 6 per cent., while at present, invested as it isin 
the premium, it does not pas an income very much in excess of 2} per cent. 
The beautiful feature of thi posed bill is thaton each $100,000,000 of new long 
threes issued $15,000,000 of enue would be disbursed, thus preventing the 
necessity of calling that amount of the threes which are now payable at the 
vleasure of the vernment, Thus if $300,000,000 were exchan during the 
present year, it would save the necessity of calling $45,000,000 of old threes durin 
that period. All the trouble in reference to con! of the circulation woul 
be thus avoided through a process which is both advantageous to the Govern- 
ment and to the banks. There wonld be no further anxiety anywhere upon the 


subject, for the threes now held by the banks would continue to be held by them 
so long as the process of exchange of the fours to long threes was continued. | 
feel certain that long prior to the maturity of the four-and a-halfs all of the fours 
will have been con into long threes, the Government at that date (which 
will be 1891) having no bond of any kind outstanding bearing interest ata higher 
rate than 3 per cent. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I will also place inthe RECORD, but will not stop 
to read them, computations made by the Government actuary, Mr. E. 
B. Elliott, showing the results to the Government and to the banks if 
this plan should be carried into effect: 


UNITED STATES TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
Washington, D. C., January 21, BSA. 

Dear Str: Your first two gassins were as follows : 

“1. With a realized rate of interest of 3 per cent., whatsum could the Govern-- 
ment now afford to pay on each $100 of bonds to have the rate of interest reduced 
from 4 to 3 per cent. on the bonds due July 1, 1907?” 

“2. Same question, with a realized rate of interest of 2) per cent,” 

In answer to the first question I would say that the Government could afford 
to pay on each $100 so exchanged $16.82. 

In answer to the second question I weuld say that the Government could afford 
to pay on each $100 of bonds so exchanged $17.77. 

Respectfully, 
E. B. ELLIOTT, 
Government Actuary. 
Hon. NeLsox W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate. 


OFFICE OF GOVERNMENT ACTUARY, 
UNITED STATES Y DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., Janua 1884. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, Kast 
United States 


DEAR Str: I inclose herewith answers to the third inquiry of your note of the 
Lith instant. 

The question was as follows: 

“3. What would be the relative rates of entire and annual profit to a national 
bank on circulation based on 4 per cent. bonds due in 1907, bought at 123, and on 
a 3 per cent. bond due at same time bought at 108; 90 per cent. of par value to be 
issued in the first instance and 100 per cent. in the latter; the profits to be 
given at realized rates of interest of 5, 6,7, and 8 per cent.? 


Answer to question 3, as to relative rates of profit, bonds to run 23} years. 
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I shall content myself with placing this opinion and these statements 
in contrast with the opinion given yesterday by the honorable Senator 
from Ohio, and shall not detain the Senate to discuss the bill at this 
time, but will consider the various plans for increasing circulation 
based on existing bonds. 

The feature of the national banking system which has given thatsys- 
tem its greatest hold upon popular favor has been the uniform yalue of 
its notes and the undoubted security which the note-holder has had at 
all times and under all circumstances. To destroy this security, to im- 
pair it in any way, or to adopt a plan which will require an intricate 
computation to determine either the measure or the adequacy of the 
security deposited, would be fatal to the system. The security must 
not only be undoubted, but the method of issue must be simple and 
easily understood. ` 

The bill reported from the Finance Committee is both simple and safe; 
but will it guard against the dangers I have pointed out? I think it 
will not, and that the ultimate effect of it will be to accelerate and in- 
tensify the evil results which it is intended to obviate. In order to con- 
tinue the existing amount of national-bank circulation it is n 7 
that the banks should exchange the 3 per cent. bonds which they now 
hold for those bearing a higher rate of interest and due at a later period. 
If payments of 3 per cent. bonds should be made with the rapidity 
which is anticipated by some Senators, it is evident that the only effect- 
ive relief from rapid and arbitrary contraction must be foundin making 
it profitable to banks to buy and hold long bonds as a basis for circula- 
tion. 

Does the bill of the committee offer any inducement for banks to 
make this exchange? I think this question must be answered in the- 
negative. It preserves the same relative relations between the various 
classes of bonds that now exist. It proposes to issue, instead of 90 per 
cent., 100 per cent., or par, upon all bonds. Let us examine for a mo- 
ment what the effect would be upon the banks should the bill become 
alaw. For this purpose I submit and place in the RECORD a state-- 
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ment showing the profits upon circulation based on these various classes 
of bonds both at 90 and at 100 per cent. 


Table showing profits on circulation based on different classes of United 
States bonds, issued at the rates of 90 and 100 per cent. on the par value 
of the bonds; together with the difference in the profits based upon the two 
rates. 
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Yo. 6 | 1.46 | 1.9% 49 
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The table shows a greater increase in profits upon the threes than 
upon fours, and the change in relative position of the bonds, so far as 
it is changed at all, results in a benefit to the holders of 3 per cent. 
bonds. 

On examination we find that a large portion of 4 per cent. bonds now 
held by banks to secure circulation were originally purchased in 1879 
at par, and have been held continuously from that time to the present. 
The only important exception was in 1881, when there was a sudden 
rise in price and the amount was reduced by sales $20,000,000. With 
fhat exception the amount of 4 per cent. bonds held by banks has re- 
mained substantially unchanged, proving that banks have never bought 
these bonds at a high rate of premium as a basis of circulation. It is 
true that recently, under the hope that some legislation for their bene- 
fit might be secured, banks have increased their holdings in fours to 
the extent of two or three million dollars, but not more. 

Banks that purchased the fours at par or less have retained them 
because they afford a large profit on the original investment. 

I will place in the RECORD a statement showing the amount of 4 
and 4} per cent. bonds which have been held by the banksin each year 
from 1879 down to the present time: 


United States bonds held as security for circulation by national banks. 


| | 

4} percent. | 4 percent. | A te of 
Fenis | nds. Scena: 
$35,056,550 | $U 950 | $354, 254, 600 
37 760. 900 | 12 070. 900 361; 652, 050 
32,600,500 98,637, 700 360, 488, 400 
32.752, 650 97, 429, 800 357,812, 700 
39,408,500 | 104, 954, 650 353, 029, 
41,944,900 107,382,700 342, 210, 050 


This shows one increase of four-and-a-halfs of about $7,080,000 since 
1879 and a decrease of fours of about $11,000,000 in the same time. 

Tt is safe to assert that a bank can not afford to buy bonds at 124 or 125 
and hold them as a basis for circulation at the present rate of profit, 
and this will be true whether you pass the bill reported by the com- 
mittee or not. Suppose a bank of $100,000 capital entitled if the pend- 
ing bill becomes a law to $100,000 in circulation. This involves the 
purchasé of $100,000 in bonds at 24 per cent. premium, or $124,000 for 
bonds. > One-quarter of the entire capital of the bank is thus placed 
in a premium account, which must be depreciated rom year to year 
until it is entirely lost at the maturity of the bonds, and which may 
be destroyed or greatly reduced at any time by a financial panic or a 
period of great business depression. Will prudent business men buy 
bonds under these circumstances? I think not. They never have done 
it to any extent, and I do not think they will hereafter. They cer- 
tainly will not unless the tax on circulation should be abolished. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask the Senator in what manner his bill is a 
remedy? If, as he avers, no bank to-day can afford to buy the 4 per 
cent. bonds at 124 and receive in circulation the par value of the bonds, 
after the passage of his bill, if such a thing were possible, the bonds would 
increase in value 10 or 15 per cent. more. _In what way would he dis- 
turb the proportion? Since this bill was agitated, the Ist day of De- 
cember, the 4 per cent. bonds have risen 4 5 per cent. in their mar- 
ket value, and with the additional facility the Senator proposes to give 


the natural consequence will be that the bonds will rise in their market 


I do not know to which measure the Senator alludes 
as my bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I speak of the one that the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL] has offered. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have already stated, and I will repeat, that I 
think the only remedy which would be effective in this case is to pro- 
vide a long bond at a low rate of interest which can be held by banks 
at about par. If I am obliged to choose between expedients, between 
temporary remedies, I tly prefer the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Vermont, use it does offer an inducement to banks 
to purchase and hold 4 per cent. bonds. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator then will see very clearly that he 
is debating a proposition not before the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not debating it; I am stating the defects in 
the bill reported by the Finance Committee as they appear to me; and 
I propose later to show that the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Vermont is a better proposition. I have stated that banks have not 
bought 4 per cent. bonds to any extent and I have stated my belief 
that they will not, and have shown that for a series of years the amount 
held has not changed. 

Now, it would have been more profitable in every year from 1879 to 
last year for banks to buy and to hold 4 per cent. bonds than it would 
be under the bill of the Senator from New Jersey. I propose to show 
that fact by a table which I will present, showing approximately the 
average annual price of these bonds in each year from 1878 down to the 
present time, with the realized rate of interest to purchasers of these 
bonds, and showing, I believe conclusively, that if banks havenot bought 
these long bonds at a comparatively low rates of: premium when they 
could have realized greater profits and better results, they will not buy 
them now with the greatly increased premium upon them. 


Table showing the average annual price of bonds, with the realized rate of 
interest to investors. 
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[From Report of Comptroller of Currency for 1883. ] 
RATES OF INTEREST IN NEW YORK CITY. 

The oversee rate of interest in New York city foreach of the fiscal years from 
1878 to 1883, inclusive, as ascertained from data derived from the Journal of 
Commerce and 'The Commercial and Financial Chronicle, was as follows: 

For 1878, commercial paper, 5.1 per cent. 

For 1879, commercial paper, 4.4 per cent. 

For 1880, commercial paper, 5. 3 per cent. 

For 1881, commercial paper, 5.0 per cent. 

For 1882, commercial paper, 5. 4 per cent, 

For 1888, commercial paper, 5.7 per cent. 

The bill proposed by the Senator from New Jersey and adopted by 
the Finance Committee will immediately increase the amount of our 
paper currency to the extent of $30,000,000 or $35,000,000 at a time 
when the increase is not needed, but when the emergency comes, when 
the 3 per cent. bonds are to be apay decreased and when the temp- 
tation is even still stronger to sell 4 per cent. bonds, it will farnish no 
barrier todisastrous contraction. The 3 per cent. bonds pay 2 per cent. 
profit upon circulation; the 4 per cent. bonds only a trifle over three- 
quarters df 1 per cent. What sane man would buy 4 per cent. bonds 
at 124 premium when he can buy a bond at par that will realize him 
2 per cent. profit? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator is generous; perhaps he will yield 
again right in that connection. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iwant to call his attention to the natural con- 
sequence of the statement he has made. He says we are doing what 
we do not want to do at the present time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps I should have qualified it by saying what 
I do not want to do. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. He also says he prefers the bill of the Senator 
from Vermont. The bill of the Senator from Vermont inflates the cur- 
rency immediately $10,000,000 more than could possibly be done under 
the bill of the Finance Committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I agree to that, and I will give my reasons for pre- 
ferring that measure, even with this defect in it, as I proceed. t is 
true that the amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont does in- 
crease the amount of currency obtainable more than the bill offered by 
the Senator from New Jersey, but it does another very important thing 
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which the committee bill does not do. It offers an inducement to the 
banks to hold fours, which must be offered and accepted in order to 
retain anything like the present amount of national-bank note currency 
for acontinued period. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator admit this fact? If the bonds 
rise 10 or 15 per cent. in value does it affect the situation? Ifthe bonds 
should rise in market value in proportion to the amount of circulation 
you give, would it have that effect? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I donot think I understand the Senator’s question. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Would it be any inducement whatever to banks 
to invest in 4 percents if the natural consequence of passing the meas- 
ure of the Senator from Vermont should be toincrease the market value 
of the 4 per cent. bonds? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Idonotthink it would. I will answer that ques- 
tion very frankly. If the bonds go up to 135 or 140, a result not likely 
to occur, I do not think the banks would buy them, even under the 
provisions of the amendment suggested by the Senator from Vermont. 

I assume that the volume of our currency should not depend upon 
the fluctuating price of thesecurities upon which itis based. It should 
not depend upon the market value of securities, nor upon the prospective 
profits or losses of banks. Itshould be based upon a bond which would 
remain about par, and the volume of bank notes should be contracted 
or expanded to meet the changing requirements of business. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from Rhode Island permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will ask him if there has been any relation, direct 
orindirect, between the recent diminution in the volume of the national- 
bank currency and the necessity of the country for the issue of that 
currency? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not think there has been, for the reasons which 
I have suggested. We have two classes of bonds, as I have already 
stated: one worth a large premium, furnishing a great temptation for 
banks to sell; one constantly diminished by redemptions. This peculiar 
condition has prevented the natural increase of bank-note currency and 
is liable to precipitate violent contraction without regard to the wants 
of business. - 

Mr. PLUMB. Then, if I understand the logic of the Senator’s state- 
ment, itis that if the volume of currency is based upon bonds that are 
at a considerable premium there will be the consequent inducement to 
the holders of the bonds to sell and realize the premium, irrespective of 
the demand of the country for currency. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. PLUMB. And thus the currency will be based upon a shifting 
foundation so far as the volume is concerned. Iam not speaking of the 
value at any particular time; but the volume of the currency is based 
upon a foundation which is constantly shifting. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not quite understand what the Senator means 
by ‘‘shifting.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. That is tosay, the question of the volume of the cur- 
rency does not cut any with the bank, or does not amount to any- 
thing in regard to diminishing or increasing it, but it is subject to the 
profit which the bank seeks to realize on the currency. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly, and it is this state of affairs that I 
want to find a remedy for. 

I will say just a few words in regard to the proposition offered by the 
Senator from Vermont. It has some defects, I agree, but it seems to 
me to be the best and the simplest method which has been suggested 
which offers any inducement to banks to increase their holdings of 4 
per cent. bonds. It proposes for the next six years to issue on the 4 
per cent. bonds 110 per cent. of currency, with a regularly decreasing 
amount in the next ten yearsof 1 per cent. each year, and after 1900 to 
issue circulation to par. For thirteen years there will be no fluctuation, 
no forced contraction of currency, and for ten years there is a dimin- 
ishing rate of 1 per cent. pr annum. It is simple, it is easily under- 
stood, and I am in hopes that to some extent it would remedy the de- 
fects which I have pointed out in the bill offered by the Senator from 
New Jersey. 

I desire to add just a few words in regard to the amendment last of- 
fered by the Senator from Ohio. I have already stated that I did not 
think it wise to propose or adopt any plan which would require an in- 
tricate and complex computation to determine the extent andadequacy 
of the security for national-bank circulation. This plan fixes an arbi- 
trary sum, which represents neither the market value of the bonds nor 
the correct mathematical relation between the various classes, and pro- 
poses to issue currency based upon this. The effect of this amendment 
upon the various classes of bonds is to give an advantage to the cur- 
rency sixes. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. You are speaking of the amendment now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am speaking of the amendment now pending. 
The measure as originally submitted would have given on one class of 
currency sixes, as the Senator from New Jersey pointed out yesterday, 
137.75 on each $100 of currency, an amount in excess of the market 
value of the bonds; but the amendment as it is now presented would 
reduce the amount of currency to be issued on this class to 1224. There 
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are only $63,400,000 of these bonds, issued at seven different times, 
varying in amounts from $640,000 to $29,000,000. They are in the 
hands of a very few holders. 

If based on‘4 per cent. bonds under the terms of the amendment offered 
by the chairman of the Finance Committee the profit on circulation, 
with interest at 6 per cent., as shown by a computation made in the 
Treasury Department, would be 1.04 cent., on an average issue of 
105 per cent.; on the 44 per cent. bondi under the bill reported by the 
committee or the amendment offered by the chairman the profits would . 
be precisely the same, 1.04 per cent.; on the 6 percents due in 1899, 
either by the original bill reported by the committee or by the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Vermont, the profit would be 1.19 
per cent., showing a cared tate of profit than upon any other class 
except the threes, on which the profit would be by the pending bill 1.95. 

The market price to-day of currency sixes due in 1899 is about 137. 
This realizes a rate of interest to investors of about 2.93 per cent., 
while the 4 percents realize to investors but 2.66 per cent., showing 
that the classes of bonds having a longer time to run are more sought 
for in the market and have a higher relative value than the currency 
sixes, and showing also that under the pending bill the currency sixes 
havean advantage over the other bonds. By the amendment first offered 
by the Senator from Ohio the profit of circulation on currency sixes 
would be 2.48 percent. Under the amendment last offered by him the 
profit would be 1.65 per cent.; showing that the only practical differ- 
ence between these plans is a difference which applies to the currency 
sixes, or at least applies to them to a greater extent than to any other 
class of bonds. 

The amendment of the Senator from Ohio would authorize eight dif- 
ferent amounts of circulation to be issued upon the deposit of the same 
amount of bonds, and each of these amounts would change every year. 
I do not believe that we should be justified by any existing emergency 
in adopting such a complicated as this. The amendment sug- 
gested by the Senator from Vermont, it is true, applies to only one 
class of bonds, but it is that class which will outstanding for 
o longest period, and which represents $737,000,000 of the indebt- 

ess. 

I have detained the Senate longer than I intended, and I beg to thank 
Senators for their attention. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator from Kansas desire to speak this 
ev 


ening? 
Mr. PLUMB. Ihave no special desire to do so, but I think it is best. 
I think the debate had better go on, so as to get rid of the matter as soon 
as we can. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to offer an 
amendment as a substitute for the bill? I want to have it printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas yield 
to the Senator from Missouri ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I yield to have the amendment read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri d 
sire to have his proposed amendment reported ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir; let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be reported for information, 
if there be no objection. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the enacting 
clause of the bill and to insert: 


That whenever any of the bonds of the United States become subject to re- 
demption, and such bonds are deposi 


L ited with the Treasurer of the Tad States 
as security for the circulating notes of any national banking association, the Sec- - 
retary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to exchange the notes hereinafter 
authorized to be issued for such bonds at their par value and accrued interest, 
or he may exchange the notes to be issued as aforesaid, attheir par value, for 
standard gold or silver coin, and redeem said bonds therewith; and the deposit 
of lawful money to redeem the outstanding circulation of said banking associ- 
ation may be made in legal-tender notes or the notes hereinafter authorized ; 
and thereafter the circulating notes of said bank shall be redeemed at the Treas- 
ury Sol oad United States, and when so redeemed they shall be canceled and de- 
stro: 


yed. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 
to cause to be printed and engraved Treasury notes of the United States, with 
such devices and tial at as he may direct and ap rove, in denominations 
of ten glen fifty, one hundred, and one thousand dollars, which shall be made 

yable on demand at the office of the assistant treasurer in the city of New 

‘ork in standard gold or silver coin, when presented in sums of not less than 
$100; and said notes shall be signed by the Treasurer and countersigned by the 
Register of the Treasury, or their signatures thereto engraved. Said notesshall 
be receivable by the United States for all taxes, customs, dues, demands, and 
claims of the United States, and shall be received at par in all parts of the United 
States in payment for all salaries and other debts and demands owing by the 
United States to individuals, corporations, and associations within the United 
States, except when some other mode of paymentis provided by law; and when 
received into the Treasury the same may be reissued. And in order to provide 
for the prompt redemption of the Treasury notes thus authorized to be issued 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall maintain a redemption fund, instandard gold 
and silver coin, by setting aside from accruing surplus revenues, from time to 
time, or from the exchange of legal-tender notes, or the Treasury notes in this 
section authorized, for standard gold or silver coin, such sums as with the fund 
now held in the Treasury for the redemption of the legal-tender notes will con- 
stitute not less than 20 per cent. of the aggregato of the outstanding legal-tender 
notes and of the Treas notes hereby authorized: Provided, That the Treas- 
ury notes thus author: to be issued in exchange and redemption of the bonds 
described in the first section of this act shall not exceed the amount of the note 
ready ose of the national banking associations outstanding and secured by 
suc! i 
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Sec. 3. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with the provisions of this act 
are hereby re 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
printed. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— : 

Mr. HARRIS. I inquire of the Senator from Kansas if he will yield 
to a motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 


business. 
Mr. MORGAN. Before that motion is made I ask indulgence—— 
Mr. PLUMB. I will yield to that motion, though I am willing to 


go on. 
Mr. MORGAN. I wish to present an amendment, that it may be 


read and printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas yield 


for another amendment to be read? 

Mr. PLUMB. I will yield to have the amendment of the Senator 
from Alabama read. I do not eare to occupy the attention of the Sen- 
ate over fifteen minutes, I think, and certainly it is my disposition to 
have this bill go forward. I do not care to have that feeling of mine 
operate to prevent any other Senator having his way about the Senate 
adjourning. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course, if the Senator prefers to proceed now I 
withdraw the suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN] proposes an amendment, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the following amendment proposed to be added 
to the bill: 


Sec. — When any bonds of the United States de ted in the Treasury by a 
banking association to secure its circulation are called and paid by the Govern- 
ment, such banking association shall have the right to substitute in the place 
thereof bonds issued by any of the States, and the bonds so deposited, as to their 
assignment, management, control, sale, or disposal, shall in all respects be subject 
to the laws which govern the said banking associations and the officers and agents 
of the United States with respect to the bonds for which said State bonds are 
substituted so faras the same are applicable. But said_bonds of the States shall 
not be received as a substitute for bonds of the United States so called and paid 
at a rate exceeding — per cent. of their value onthe face thereof. Nor shali the 
bonds of any State be received on deposit unless the interest theretofore accrued 
on the same forthe period of five years previous to such deposit shall have been 
duly paid. Nor shall any such bonds be so received on deposit when the same 
are worth less than par in the city of New York. 

Src. —. Theinterest accruing on such State bonds, after the same are assigned 
and de ted in accordance with this act, shall be received by the Treasurer of 
the United States and placed to the credit of the bank: association that has 
deposited the bonds, and shall be paid over to such ban association unless 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall direct that the same shall be retained in the 
Treasury to make any depreciation in the value of the State. bonds de- 
posited by such banking association, or because of the failure of any banking 
association to provide funds as required by law to redeem its circulation, or be- 
cause of its failure to pay any sum of money that may be charged to such bank- 
Jng association on the books of the Treasury Department. 

Sec.—. Atany timethat the Secretary of the Treasury shall conclude that a sale 
of such State bonds so de ted is necessary for the security or protection ofthe 
Government of the United States in respect of the redemption of the circulation 
which such bonds are deposited to secure, he sball Sener to cause said bonds 
to be sold in the open market in New York to the highest bidder for cash, and 
such sale shall convey a complete title to said bonds to the purchaser. But no 
such sale shall be made until after rah Oops be from the date of a notice thatthe 
Secretary of the Treasury shall give to the banking association that has depos- 
ited such State bonds, requiring such banking association to redeem said bonds 
by the deposit in the Treasury of the sum of ——,lawful money of the United 
States, equal to so much of the circulation of such banking association as such 
State bonds were deposited to secure. 

And if, after the sale of such bonds, oy, deficit remains in the sum required to 
redeem the circulation of any such banking ion to the extent that the 
same is based upon and secured by such bonds, such banking association shall 

y the same into the Treasury of the United States within thirty days after it has 
n notified of the amount of the deficit by the perhaps Saf . we Treas : ury, and 
s forfeit its 


failing so to pay such deficit, such banking association charter, 
snd shall be put into liquidation in accordance with the laws governing the 
winding “pS sueh N. 

Sec. —. The 


Secretary of the Treasury shall have power to make all needful 
rules and regulations for carrying into effect the provisions of this act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be printed. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I yield the floor for the purpose of en- 
abling the Senator from Tennessee to make his motion, as I understand 
he desires to do so. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

CAST-IRON CANNON. 


Mr. LOGAN. Before that is dohe I wish to submit the following res- 
olution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to report to the Senate as soon 
as possible the number, caliber, weight, and value of all cast-iron cannon on 
a condemned or unfit for use and not heretofore disposed of or appropri- 
ated. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

$ EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. ; 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After one hour and twenty-one minutes 


spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 44 minutes p, m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 14, 1884. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
S. LINDSAY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. I 
desire to move a change of reference of a communication from the Presi- 
dent of the United States. On yesterday the House received a com- 
munication from the President, transmitting a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior with reference to the boundary line between the Indian 
Territory and the State of Texas. That communication was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. I think it should have been re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Territories, because the Committee on 
the Territories have had the matter under consideration, and reported 
a bill which is now pending before the House. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House this communication 
would not go to the Committee on the Territories, though it may be 
proper to make that reference for the reasons assigned by the gentleman 
from Texas. The Chair directed its reference to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee on the supposition that it related to a construction of the stat- 
utes with reference to the boundary line in question. 

Mr. LANHAM. It involves only a question of fact, and provides 
for the establishment of a commission to be appointed by the State of 
Texas and the President of the United States to consider the subject. 

I move, therefore, that the Committee on the Judiciary bedi 
from the further consideration of this communication, and that the 
same be referred to the Committee on the Territories. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FLOODS IN THE OHIO. 


Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have 
read the telegram from a leading citizen of the city of Cleveland, inmy 
State, detailing the great distress occasioned by the prevailing floods 
throughout the State. I send the telegram to the Clerk’s desk and ask 
that it may be read and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
I trust that the committee will promptly consider the distress now 
prevailing in the State and give immediate relief by reporting a resolu- 
tion making additional appropriations for that purpose. It should be 
done at once in answer to the call of suffering. y 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the telegram referred to by the 
gentleman from Ohio will beread and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The telegram is as follows: 

‘ CLEVELAND, OHIO, February 14, 1884, 
Hon. WILLIAM MCKINLEY, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. : 

Mathematical calculations of the area of the watershed of the Ohio, fall of 
snow and rains, indicate that the flood will not subside to within the river banks 
under fifteen days. Should the rains continue it will be longer. The flood is 
close on to moe ge Rey feet and rising faster than ever—perhapsseventy-five feet 
will be reached, nine feet higher than ever before. Ten thousand homes ruined; 
no insurance, of course ; probably 100,000 homeless and foodless, of the best class 
of our people. -The Signal ce reports a cold blizzard from Dakota coming 
eastward. When it reaches here the loss of lives will beawful. Congress should 
increase appropriations to one million, and Sopor all the steamers possible to 
go upand down and rescue. Timeisprecious. P le would contribute enough, 

ut it takes too long, and thousands would die in the mean while. 
EDWIN COWLES. 


- DAM AT SAINT CLOUD, MINN, 


Mr. NELSON. I rise toa privileged question. Two days ago the 
Committee on Commerce reported back the bill (H. R. 3678) authoriz- 
ing the Saint Cloud Water-Power Company to construct a dam across 
the Mississippi River at Saint Cloud, Minn., with the recommendation 
that it be referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, Upon 
the objection of the chairman of that committee the bill was placed 
upon the HouseCalendar. I now move that it be referred back to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a privileged question; but the Chair 
will present it, if there be no objection. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the House Calen- 
dar and referred back to the Committee on Commerce. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BEACH. _I mise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BEAGH. I wish to make achange of reference of a petition and 
papers which were referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER. That must bedonethrough the petition-box, under 
the rule. y 

Mr. BEACH. 
and Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER. The rules provide expressly where a petition has 


It was a reference to the Committee on the Post-Office 


been referred erroneously the committee itself can make the right ref- 
erence through the petition-box. 
Mr. BEACH. I was not aware of that. 


BUILDING FOR CONGRESSI@NAL LIBRARY. 


Mr. SINGLETON. Iask unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
er’s table the bill (S. 1139) for the construction of a building for the 
Congressional Library, and to have it referred to the House Committee 
on the Library. 

a HOLMAN. I think that should not be done out of the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the objection. 

There being no further objection, the bill (S. 1139) authorizing the con- 
struction of a building for the accommodation of the Congressional Li- 
brary was taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I call up the contested-election case of 
Chalmers vs. Manning. 
Mr. WELLER addressed the Chair. 
TET SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] has 
e floor. 
Mr. WELLER. I desire the gentleman to yield to me for a moment, 
that I may present these soldiers’ petitions which I hold in my hand. 
Mr. TURNER, ofGeorgia: Thegentleman from Maryland [ Mr. Cov- 
INGTON] desires tosubmita matter which hesaysisimportant. Iyield 
9 fas for the report which he desires to submit if it will give rise to no 
ebate. . 
FURNITURE FOR COMMITTEE-ROOMS. 


Mr. COVINGTON. I am directed by the Committee on Accounts to 
report back the resolution which I send to the desk with the recom- 
mendation that it be adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, directed to pur- 
chase the necessary furniture and for the rooms of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, subject 


to the approval of the Committee on Accounts, and pay for the same out of the 
contingent fund of the House. 


Mr. COVINGTON. Let the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, having considered H. R. resolution No. —, di- 
recting the Clerk of the House to pu the necessary furniture and carpeting 
for the rooms of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service, and pay for the same out of the contingent fund of 
the House, submit the following report: 

The reason for asking the pamen ofthis resolution is to give the Clerk of the 
House authority to pay for the furnitare uired to furnish the rooms assigned 
to these committees out of the contingent fund of the House, which is now re- 
quired to be paid out of the furniture fund. 

The specific appropriation for furniture is so nearly exhausted that, in the 
opinion of the committee, there may not be sufficient left to furnish these rooms 
and meet other necessary contingent expenses, but there is a sufficient amount 
in the contingent fund for this aad ener 

When the appropriation for iture was made the furnishing of additional 
ecommittee-rooms was not considered, and consequently no estimates for that 
purpose were made. The furnishing of these rooms is a matter of necessity, and 
therefore the committee recommend that the resolution do pass. 


Mr. HOLMAN. When thissubject was before the House on a former 
occasion and these changes were proposed to be made it was stated the 
expense would probably reach $200, I infer from this resolution and 
report that considerable expense is to be involved, and I trust the gen- 
tleman from Maryland the chairman of the Committee on Accounts 
will state to the House what portion of the contingent fund is made 
available by this resolution. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I can not yield now for debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trustthere will bean answer to this question. This 
is a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The report is now before the House for considera- 
tion. 

Mr. COVINGTON. I donot want to take advantage of the kindness 
of the gentleman from Georgia. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can withdraw the report if he 
chooses. 

Mr. COVINGTON. I can give the explanation in a moment. The 
furniture fund, as it is technically called, is, I am informed, nearly ex- 
hausted. This resolution simply turns over a part of the contingent 
fund of the House to supplying furniture for the two committee-rooms 
named. When the furniture fund was created these committees were 
not separated from the standing committees of the House. 

The sum of $10,000 was appropriated as a distinct furniture fund. 
That fund, I am told, upon a reliable authority, is nearly exhausted. I 
think it is down to some $1,400. The object now is to allow these two 
rooms to be furnished out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the gentleman will state the amonnt that 
will probably be involved. A 

Mr. COVINGTON. The purchases have not been made; I am not 
able to state the amount, because I have not been informed by the Clerk 
of the House. 
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The SPEAKER.. The question is on the adoption of the resolution 
reported by the committee. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. COVINGTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EARNINGS OF UNITED STATES MARSHALS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a res- 
olution of the House of Representatives adopted January 16, 1884, a 
statement showing the gross earnings per annum of United States mar- 
shals, attorneys, and clerks, and the expenses of their offices, and the 
net earnings which have been paid to them each year from the begin- 
ning of the fiscal year 1873 to the close of the fiscal year 1883; which 
was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 
Justice, and ordered to be printed. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—CHALMERS VS. MANNING. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia calls up as the reg- 
ular order the unfinished business, which is the consideration of the 
report of the Committee on Elections on the contested-election case ef 
J. R. Chalmers rs. Van H. Manning from the second Congressional dis- 
trictof Mississippi. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFoRD] is 
entitled to the floor for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BELFORD. During the years I have spent in this House i 
have noticed that political contests for seats in this Chamber are gen- 
erally settled on purely partisan considerations. The Republican party 
hes committed a number of unblushing outrages [laughter on the 
Democratic side}, equaled only by the outrages committed by the Dem- 
ocratic party. ter on the Republican side. ] 

I stand here to-day to speak in the interest of political morality and 
political decency. It is time that the honest and honorable men on 
both sides of this Chamber viewed these election cases on the basis that 
an upright and honest judge would determine a controversy pending 
before him in court. s 

I assert it to be a fact, and I challenge contradiction, that on two oc- 


casions the Demoeratic party by brute force and political power seated . 


General Chalmers in this House when he was not elected to a seat here; 
and now they practically refuse to seat him when he has been elected 
to this House. Is not that a fact? 

Let us look at the state of affairs that we have before us. I hold in 
my hand a document the truth and authenticity of which no gentle- 
man will question. It is over the signature of General Manning him- 
self. In it I find these words. 

I admit that the and clerks of the severalelection precincts did cer- 
tify to, the county commissioners of elections in their respective counties that 
you receiveda majority of the votes cast; and I further admit that the 1,472 votes 
which the commissioners of Tate County returned as cast for J. R. Chambless 
were in fact cast for you, and that the name Chambless was inserted in the re- 
turn by clerical error instead of your name. 

There is the declaration made by General Manning himself, that he 
did not receive a majority of the votes cast in that district, and that 
whatever confusion attached to the papers in the office of the secretary 
of state of Mississippi grew out of some clerical misprision or some blun- 
der of some incompetent man. Yet in view of this open declaration 
made by General Manning himself that he was defeated in that election, 
it is claimed that he shall now be allowed to associate upon the floor 
of this House with men who have been legitimately and honestly elected. 

But this is not all. Let me call attention to a telegram that General 
Manning sent to Mr. Fuller, 282 New Jersey avenue, Washington, D. C.: 

Defeated. Leave 15th. Am well. Wrote Martin to-day. 

In every instance this man confesses hiraself that he never received a 
majority of the votes cast in that district and that he is not entitled to 
a seat upon this floor. Then there is a telegraphic dispatch from Mr. 
Watson, who was chairman of the Congressional committee, to this ef- 
fect: 

Manning defeated. Returns from Tippah and Union 500 less. 


Now I appeal to the honesty and to the justice of members on both 
sides of the House, and ask them if they can seat a man upon this floor, 
either on a prima facie or a final case, when he himself admits that he 
was overwhelmingly defeated and that he has not been selected to rep- 
resent the constituents in his district? Is that the part of political 
morality or the part of political decency ? 

Yesterday I had the honor to ask my friend from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
CURTIN] a questien. `I said to him, ‘‘Suppose that a man has a cer- 
tificate of election signed by the governor of his State, and that man 
comes into this House and in the presence of this American couneil de- 
clares that that certificate is fraudulent, that he was not elected and 
was not entitled to hold the seat, are we to swear in a man of that kind 
even on a prima facie case ?** : 

I can best illustrate the ition occupied by the gentieman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Coane and the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
DORSHEIMER] by relating an anecdote which I heard told the other 
day abouta sick Irishman. The Irishman was exceedingly sick, and 
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of course very much disgruntled in his temper. He went home, and his 
wife desired to administer some medicine to him. The Irishman im- 
mediately began to pound her head, and break up the furniture, and 
to have a regular jamboree in the parlor. [Laughter. ] 

The wife concluded that she would send for the doctor. The doctor 
came and diagnosed the case. ‘‘ Now,’’ said the doctor, ‘‘ Betty, the 
best thing to do for Pat is to make up a nice whisky toddy three times 
a day and give it to him.” “Oh!” said she, ‘‘I can not give Pat 
that medicine, doctor; if I do, he will beat me and break up the furni- 
ture.” 

Pat was lying in the next room pretending to be asleep. As the 
doctor was hurrying out of the house Pat whispered, in a feeble voice, 
“ Doctor, doctor, come back and tell Betty that if I refuse to take the 
toddy she must make me take it.” [Great laughter.] And that is 
the exact position occupied by Betty Curtin of Pennsylvania and 
Betty Dorsheimer of New York. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. Manning has not had the courage to appear before this House and 
assert his right to this seat. If he regarded this certificate as a valid 
certificate, as a certificate that should be recognized by honorable men, 
why did he not submit it to the Clerk as you, Mr. Speaker, submitted 
your certificate and as I submitted mine, and have his name go upon 
the roll? He was too much of a man absolutely to commit himself to 
a certificate of that character obtained through the blunders of a county 
clerk and possibly the fraud of the secretary of state of his State. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. DoRSHEIMER] yesterday said: 
“What are you going to do with the law?” I say that the law is de- 
termined by the fact; the law hinges pn and covers the fact. When 
the fact exists, according to the confession of this party, that he was not 
elected to this House, I say that the law says he shall not hold a seat 
~ here either on a prima facie or a conclusive case. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. DORSHEIMER] said yesterday 
that he had been in court when the judge refused to allow a party to 
enter the plea of guilty. So have I been in court when the judge re- 
fused to allow a murderer to enter a plea of guilty; but I can tell the 
gentleman why he refused to do so. It was because of a statute on the 
statute-book which, in order to allow the judge to pass the death sen- 
tence, required a jury to find that the person had committed the mur- 
der with premeditation and deliberation, and to accept the plea of guilty 
would be to slip his neck out of the noose. That is the whole theory 
of the argument offered by the gentleman from New York, and I will 
wager my reputation that no such case ever occurred as he states unless 
under the exceptional circumstances to which I have referred. 

Now, Mr. 5 er, I send to the Clerk’s desk and desire to have 
read an editorial from a leading Democratic paper in the State of Mis- 
sissippi. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Give us the name of the paper. 

Mr. BELFORD. It is an orthodox Democratic paper. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Give us the name. 

Mr. BELFORD. The New Mississippian. 

Mr. SINGLETON. As big as a thumb-paper. 

Mr. BELFORD. As big as your party’s conscience. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Nobody ever accused yours of having a con- 
science. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


No paper in this State has fought that political recalcitrant J. R, Chalmers 
harder n has the New Mi ppian, But the devil should have his dues. 


Manning is no more entitled to a seat in Congress on that false and fraudulent 
certificate manufactured in the secretary of state’s office than the Khédive of 


Egypt. 
“Hie Democracy of the second district were really bulldozed by the few little 
pitiful United States marshals.and i to such an extent that they were 
to vote for Manning, or if it can be n that Chalmers’s election was 
rocured by the Hubbell corruption fund, then if this be proved and admitted, 
Chalmers should not be allowed the seat, 

But to seat Manning on that “‘ fly-blowed " certificate, based upon the throwin 
out of Chalmers's Tate County vote, thereby disfranchising some fifteen hun 
electors, would be an outrage which we don’t believe the Democratic majority 
in Congress capable of perpetrating. Nine-tenths of the Democratic press of 
the State denounced the in: at the time, and the people, the honest, toiling 
masses, are a unit in their condemnation of it now. 

If Major BARKSDALE, our immediate Representative in Congress: and his col- 
leagues will respect the wishes of their constituents, they will, as soon as the 
case comes into the House, defend the fair name of Mississippi by repudiatin: 
on behalf of the people of this Commonwealth that * fly-blowed” ce cate an 
the manner of its issuance. 

They should lose no time in repelling the cha: that the Democracy of Mis- 
sissippi, the great masses of the people, uphold the shameful act of the “ cer- 
tificate-makers,”’ 


Mr. BELFORD. Now, Mr. Speaker, that is the language of a Dem- 
ocratic paper. My friend from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] says it is 
a small paper: but does not the Vicksburg Herald, a paper of national 
reputation, occupy the same ground on this subject? Have the people 
of Mississippi become so debased that they desire to force upon this 
House a man who publicly confesses that he never received a majority 
of the votes in the district he claims to represent? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Ata proper time I hope to respond to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. BELFORD. Al right. 

Gentlemen who favor the immediate admission of Mr. Manning upon 
the certificate say practically that he was out of his head when he made 
this confession. Oh, no; it is not Mir. Manning who was out of his 


head; it is you Democratic gentlemen who are willing to add to your 
list of political outrages another one that ought toshock the conscience 
of every man within the limits of this Republic. I say the time has 
come when the honest men of both parties should arrest these political 
outrages; when honest men of both parties should declare that a man 
who has not been legally elected to a seat on this floor shall not oc- 
cupy it. 

But we were told yesterday by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
CURTIN ] that notwithstanding these facts, this man should be sworn in 
because he has the certificate. Butlet me call that gentleman’s atten- 
tion to one thing that occurred in the Forty-fourth Congress and one 
that occurred in the Forty-fifth Congress. In the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress I came to this House bringing in my hands a certificate under the 
broad seal of the State of Colorado, which, although not as populous as 
Pennsylvania, wears a diamond as bright as any in the coronet of the 
nation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BELFORD. I ask for just a minute more. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Very well. 

Mr. BELFORD. Isay that in the Forty-fourth Sage eu I came here 
with an uncontested certificate; and yet, on motion of the gentleman 
from Ilinois [ Mr. SPRINGER], that certificate was referred to a commit- 
tee, and for two months of that short session I was compelled to cool 
my shins in the corridors of the Capitol. [Laughter.] That certificate 
was just as good as the certificate held by any member of that House. 
There was nobody contesting my seat, nobody objecting, but the po- 
litical wet-nurse of Illinois, distinguished by his partisan zealotry for 
objects that I will not state, kept me battening on the moor while he 
was feeding on the Congressional cabbage himself. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Ray]. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, three propositions are 
now before the House in relation to this contested-election case from the 
second Mississippi district. The first is found in the report of the ma- 
jority of the Committee on Elections, which concludes with a resolution 
declaring that neither of the two claimants, Messrs. Chalmers and Man- 
ning, should be seated as a member of this body until the case is deter- 
mined upon its merits, The second proposition comes from the minority 
of the committee, which holds substantially that inasmuch as Mr. Man- 
ning has obtained possession of the credentials, he is, for this reason 
alone, entitled to admission forthwith as a member of the House. The 
third proposition is the resolution offered by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. CURTIN], which provides that the whole matter be re- 
committed to the Committee on Elections with instructions to find out 
and report to the House whether or not a certificate of election has been 
issued to anybody, and if so, to whom. 

I will discuss these propositions briefly, reversing the order in which 
they have been mentioned. 

1. Taking up first, then, the resolution introduced by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, and which seems to be favored by some of those 
who oppose the majority report, allow me to say, Mr. Speaker, that I 
can not comprehend the utility or sense of this resolution. Ever since 
the day this House organized the credentials of Mr. Manning have 
been before us. This House referred them, ‘‘and all other papers in 
the contested-election case of J. R. Chalmers vs. Van H. Manning,”’ to 
the appropriate committee; and every member who has paid the slight- 
est attention to our p ings knows at this moment just as well as 
he can ever know to whom the credentials were issued. Both the ma- 
jority and the minority reports state the fact explicitly that the certifi- 
cate of election was given to Mr. Manning by the State authorities of 
Mississippi. It may be just at this time in the hands of the Commit- 
tee on Elections, but it was delivered to Mr. Manning, and he has 
really held the document ever since it was issued by the governor of 
Mississippi. This is conceded by everybody. 

Then, why do we want to pass such a resolution, when the House is 
already in possession of every fact the resolution calls for? 

2. The minority of the committee maintain that Mr. Manning ought 
to be admitted te a seat here because he has got possession of these ere- 
dentials merely, and that we should shut our eyes to every other fact 
appearing in the case, and determine the contest by looking at his cre- 
dentials alone. We are told that they are signed by the governor and 
are under the great seal of the sovereign State of Mississippi. 

Very ; whatofit? Ifcovered all over withState seals and signed 
by a dozen State officials, such credenials are never more than prima 
facie evidence, liable to be rebutted and contradicted, and statements 
of fact contained therein ought always to be disregarded when shown 
or admitted to be false. Official seals and signatures are of no force or 
value to sustain an apparent or conceded falsehood. The honorable 
gentlemen who oppose the adoption of the majority report strangely 
ignore all the evidence referred to the committee except the single 
item of credentials, which never make anything stronger than a prima 
Facie case. 

I deny, Mr. Speaker, that Manning’s credentials have been before the 
House or before the Committee on Elections in any such sense as to en- 
title that gentleman to be sworn in as upona prima facie case or other- 
wise. How did they come before the House and before the committee ? 
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Let the RECORD answer. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] 
declared on the first day of the session that— 

For reasons which were satisfactory to Mr. Manning he chose not to present 
that certificate until some action had been taken on the part of the House, This 
ndean En called upon the attorney of Mr. Manning and asked pe on to 
present his credentials to the House for such action as the House might see proper 
to take in relation to that vacancy. 


So it appears that these credentials were borrowed and ted, 
with the idea that this House would take some favorable action in the 
case in the absence of Mr. Manning, and without any request on his 
part that such action should be had. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, on the second day of the session the same gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] declared that he was requested by 
Mr. Manning to ask the ‘“‘ consent of the House that the question of his 
prima facie right to a seat on this floor be referred to thes ing Com- 
mittee on Elections when appointéd, with instructions to report thereon 
at the earliest day possible.” And on the suggestion of his colleague 
[Mr. KEIFER], and by common consent, the case of Mr. Chalmers was 
also referred to the same committee, and finally a resolution was 
adopted, no one objecting, ‘‘that the certificate and all other papers in 
the contested-election case of J. R. Chalmers vs, Van H. Manning, from 
the second Congressional district of the State of Mississippi, be referred 
to the Committee on Elections when appointed, with instructions to re- 
port immediately whether upon the prima facie case as presented by 
said papers said Manning or Chalmers is entitled to be sworn in asa 
member pending a contest on the merits, and not to affect the final 
right to said seat.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in view of the adoption of this resolution, how 
can it be fairly argued that the duty of the committee was limited to 
the consideration of one of the papers submitted, namely, Mr. Man- 
ning’s credentials’ and that all the other papers referred to them should 
be entirely ignored? One might contend with equal reason and pro- 
priety that Mr. Manning’s credentials should be excluded from their 
consideration, and only the Chalmers documents examined. The truth 
is, as stated by the majority, that the case is without precedent; that 
Manning’s admissions and his refusal to present his commission and 
take his seat in the usnal way are unparalleled in the annals of Congress, 
Referring to that part of the record containing Mr. Manning’s answer 
to the contest filed by Chalmers, he says: 

I admit that the inspectors and clerks of the several election precincts did cer- 
tify to the county commissioners of election in their respective counties that you 
received a majority of the votes cast, and I further admit that the 1,472 votes 
which the commissioners of Tate County returned as cast for J. R. Chambless 
were in fact cast for you, and thatthe name Chambless was inserted in the re- 
turn by a clerical error instead of your name; and in this connection Istate that 
because of said exrror to your prejudice I will not take a seat in said Congress or 


ask the Clerk to enroll my name as a member thereof until I have vindicated 
and the Honse shall have affirmed my right thereto. 


Why should we close our eyes to all the other evidence introduced 
before the House, and which is in the ion of the House, in 
to the status of this contest, and look only to what is offered on one side 
and to a single item contained in that offer ? 

I deny the propriety of such action by the House, and especially 
under the peculiar circumstances of the case before us. The majority 
of the committee, and I believe the majority of those who have ad- 
dressed the House on both sides of this question, have conceded the 
rule to be that the holder of a certificate of election, in due form, com- 
ing here before the House is organized and filing that certificate with 
the Clerk pursuant to the law, or if after the House is organized he 
presents his certificate to the House and claims his seat in open session, 
either course is ordinarily held to be sufficient prima facie to give the 
party a right to a seat. 

Or, in other words, to use the expression of my friend from New 
York [Mr. Hurcniys], such certificate is prima facie evidence merely 
of his election. This rule governs the credentials of all the members 
of this body. There may have been exceptions to it occasionally, but 
as a general thing I believe the rule as stated has commonly obtained. 

Why, then, should not the resolution reported by the eee in- 
viting Mr. Manning to be sworn and seated as a member of the House 
pending the contest beadopted? The answer is plainand clear, namely, 
because he has declined to do so. He has refused to come here and 
present his certificate of election and claim his seat in the ordinary way. 
Should the House engage in this kind of tomfoolery, I was about to say, 
of sending out a letter of invitation to somebody who is supposed to 
have a certificate of election in his possession written on gilt-edged and 
tinted paper, humbly begging him to come in and join this body ? 

Ought this House to engage a band of music and send it out at the 
head of a select or standing committee, with instructions to escortsome 
gentleman into this Hall, supposed and believed to have credentials for 
a seat, but who declines to present them himself in order that some 

ional district may not go unrepresented for a few weeks on this 
floor? [Laughter.] No,sir; such a course would be absurd and unpre- 
cedented. Men having confidencein their own claims to seats and mem- 
bership here will not fail to present their certificates in the usual way 
as other members are required to do according to law and precedent. 
Every member should be required to present his certificate if practi- 
cable as a guarantee of good faith in the claim he makes. 
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Everybody knows, Mr. Speaker, the reason why Mr. Manning has 
neglected to file his certificate, or rather why he has refused to file it. 
In his answer to Chalmers's contest, which is a part of the record of 
the case, he admits in substance that he did not receive a majority of 
the votes actually cast, counted, and returned in the second district of 
Mississippi. The effect of that admission is to force the conclusion upon 
our minds that the governor and secretary of the State of Mississippi 

ve the certificate to the wrong person, and that instead of i 

ing entitled to it Chalmers ought to have received it. The creden- 
tials ought never to have been given to or received by Mr. Manning, be- 
cause he was not elected. And for this reason it is apparent that he 
has refrained from dice bis certificate, which is impeached by the 
other evidence and ought to be disregarded until upon a contest he shall 
vindicate his right. No one, after making such an admission, could 
reasonably claim prima faciemembership in this body. Manningshould 
be remitted to his contest upon the merits, and when he has established 
his right toa seat upon the merits of his case, then, and not till then, 
should the House admit him. 

I think, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that the error of the minority of the 
committee is that they only take a nasrow, partial, and technical view 
of what has been submitted to the House and by the House referred to- 
the Committee on Elections. All the papers presented and filed with 
the Clerk in relation to this contested-election case were referred to that 
committee, and they were required to investigate the matter and re- 
port whether Chalmers or Manning had the prima facie right to occupy 
the seat during the pendency of the contest on the merits. 

3. This brings me to the report of the majority of the committee, 
which is that neither of these parties is entitled prima facie to the seat. 
It is quite probable, Mr. Speaker, this is the more correct and strictly 
legal view of the situation. But it seems to me when the House is in 
possession of all the facts, and when by the admission of Mr. Manning 
substantially that he holds the certificate on account of an error in the 
computation or footing up of the returns filed in the office of the secre- 
tary of the State of Mississippi, when we have before us the means of 
correcting that error and uncontradicted evidence showing that Mr. 
Chalmers was elected by several hundred majority, I say it does seem 
tome quite clear this House should at once proceed to seat Mr. Chalmers, 
and that, beyond question, on the proofs he has the right, prima facie, 
to hold the seat as a Representative from the second district of Missis- 
sippi instead of Mr. Manning, whose right to hold the certificate depends 
amey upon the admitted error in footing up the votes cast in Tate 

aunty. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PETTIBONE. [yield fiveminutestothe gentleman from Massa- 
ehusetts [Mr. Lone]. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, five minutes is perha 
I can profitably use. As I understand this case, if Mr. Manning, hav- 
ing the certificate of the governor of his State, had presented it 
to the Clerk of this House before its organization, then, under the law 
and the well-established precedents, he would have been entitled to 
have had his name placed by the Clerk upon the roll-call. That is pro- 
vided for in the act of Congress. But for the establishment and faith- 
ful observance of that principle we should indeed be involved in the 
inextricable confusion to which the tleman from New York [Mr. 
DoRSHEIMER] alluded yesterday, and reduced to that chaos of which 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cops] expressed so much fear. But 
it must not be forgotton, for it is the key to this situation, that Mr. 
Manning, either from conscience or delicacy or because he preferred 
the House to do what he declined to do himself, did not present his 
certificate until after the House had organized. 

Therefore we are in no danger at this time of establishing a precedent 
which will endanger hereafter the organization of this House. When 
Mr. Manning presented his certificate through the gentleman from Ohio- 
[Mr. CONVERSE] we were at a different stage of the proceedings, and the 
question was a different one from what would have been the case had 
he presented it before the organization. Other facts had comein. Of 
these the first is that he did not present his certificate until after the or- 
ganization of the House. The second is that by this very delay in pre- 
senting his certificate he raised a suspicion with to his title toa 
seat. And the third fact, which appeared at the time,“is that he had 
in writing admitted his title to be questionable—so questionable, indeed, 
that he would not occupy a séat upon this floor until his right to it was 
vindicated; not his prima facie right, but his right pure and absolute. 

With regard to that admission it has been very gravely argued here 
that such an admission can not so far estop him as to deprive his con- 
stituents, his district, this House, this country, of his occupation of a 
seat as a Representative. But why argue that, when everybody admits 
it? That is not the significance of Mr. Manning’s admission. Thesig- 
nificance of his admission is that it is simply a piece of testimony going 
to show that he is not entitled to a seat. It is a part of the evidence, 
and it is the best evidence, because it comes from the man who is per- 
sonally most interested and best informed upon the question involved. 

What, then, did we refer tothe committee? We referred tothe com- 
mittee, under the resolution introduced at the time, the ‘‘ certificate and 
all other papers in the contested-election case.” It has been suggested. 
that the committee have gone beyond their authority in their report. 


as much time as 
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because they did not confine themselves to the certificate of the gov- 
ernor. If that were the only thing that had been referred to them, then 
in making this report they would have gone beyond the basis of their 
authority; then the minority mightclaim, as they do, that under the 
ordinary rule and by an unbroken chain of precedents we have gener- 
ally no right to go in peony organization behind the certificate 
of the governor. But we refe to the committee not the certificate 
of the governor only; we expressly added ‘“‘all other papers,” and 
our instruction to that committee was to determine, not upon prima 
facie evidence, as somebody has said, but upon the prima facie case em- 
bracing the governor’s certificate and ‘‘all other papers” referred, 
whether Mr. Chalmers or Mr. Manning was entitled to be sworn in 
pending the contest on the merits. There is nothing in the report 
which upon a careful examination shows that they have gone one whit 
beyond the authority and papers referred to them. 

What is the prima facie case? I do not believe in construing this 
term with technical narrowness. Weare agreat body, o ized under 
the Constitution and empowered by the Constitution to determine the 
question of the rights of claimants to seats upon this floor. Wearenot 
to give a technical construction to such terms when to do so is to work 
manifest and patent injustice. But what is the prima facie case? I 
understand by it a case which shows in whose favor the presumption of 
title is. In other and plainer speech, who appears, so far as we have 
gone and so far as we are informed, to have the best title? When I am 
asked to determine who has the prima facie title, I am asked to deter- 
mine who, upon the facts so far as they appear and so far as we have 
gone, is entitled to the seat. That was the function which the House 
devolved upon the committee. Fulfilling that function, the committee 
have made their report. They have reported back that they had con- 
sidered not merely the governor’s certificate. If that had been the only 
thing referred, its reference would have been ridiculous, because the 
House could have decided for itself that question. If that had been the 
only question, it was already settled by every precedent. No, they very 
properly reported back also ‘‘ the other facts;’’ and in their report they 
are careful to indicate that every exhibit relied on and considered by 
them is a paper referred to them by the House, so careful are they not 
to go beyond the authority conferred on them in this preliminary case. 
And by their report it appears that Manning, so far as we have gone, 
prima facie is not entitled to be sworn in. 

And yet we are gravely asked Dy panenan to shut our eyes and 
our ears to half a dozen most essential and important facts which are 
actually in this case, and to open our eyes and our ears to onky one 
fact, the governor’s certificate. Such a proposition, though net of 
course intended as an insult to our intelligence and to our honesty, yet 
comes very nearit. A further investigation ‘‘on the merits ’’ may show 
a title in Mr. Manning. At this moment, however, the papers which 
made up the record when it was referred on the first day of this session 
to the committee, and which they have now reported back, show as 
clear as daylight that Mr. Manning so far has not the shadow of a title. 
I do not propose, Mr. Speaker, to stultify myself by voting in direct 
violation of half a dozen most essential and controlling facts which thus 
far have been found in this case, simply on the poor technical ground 
that if I had known but one of those facts, to wit, the governor’s cer- 
tificate, I should have voted otherwise. That stage of the governor’s 
certificate is a stage which we left months ago. To go back to that 
alone, willfully ignoring the other elements which we have ourselves 
recognized as in the case and as referred to the committee and which 
are now before us, would be to resign our common sense and to shirk 
our duty. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendments joint resolution (H. 
Res. 152) for the relief of E. H. George and H. W. Walker. F 

Also, that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 410) for the relief of the 
Sone & Fleming Manufacturing Company, limited in the city of New 
York; = which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—CHALMERS VS. MANNING. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee has four minutes of 
his time meang 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Mr. Speaker, I only intend to occupy the brief 
time that remains to me. On yesterday it was stated by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, the great war governor in the times thattried men’s 
souls, Governor CURTIN, that he offered a resolution which he desired to 
be considered now in reference to this case. What was that resolution ? 
Tt is as follows: 


Resolved, That the question of a prima facie right toa seat on this floor in- 
volved in the cont -election case of James R. Chalmers rs. Van H. Manning, 
from the second Congressional district of the State of Mississippi, be reco: t- 
ted to the Committee on Elections with instructions to ascertain and report im- 
mediately to this House whether a certificate of election to the office of Repre- 
sentative from said district to the Forty-eighth Con was issued b 


the proper 
authority, as required by the laws of the State of Mississippi and of the Enited 
States, to any one; and if so,to whom. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I find further on in the debate on yesterday that 
Mr. CURTIN himself stated, and I challenge his attention to what I will 
now read: 

On the first day of the session an effort was made to seat Mr. Manning on 
Brina forks evidence that he had a right to a seat here; on precisely the evi- 
lence on which every other gentleman on this floor occupies a seat. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the world knows, the whole United States knows, 
every man upon this floor knows, that Manning had a certificate from 
the governor of Mississippi. Why send back that question to the Com- 
mittee on Elections when every one of you knows that he has got that 
certificate? And not only that, Governor CURTIN has notified this- 
se that he knows and that we all know that Manning has that cer- 

ificate. 

Mr. Speaker, if that is the only question, why not honestly andsman- 
fully come right up here and say the American Congress knows that 
Manning has the certificate, and therefore we will vote him in? Iex- 
pect you will doit. So far as I am concerned, as I said on yesterday, 
I do not care a baubee if you do do it. 

[Here the hammer fell.) 

Mr. Cook rose. À 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa rise to oppose or 
favor the report? 

Mr. COOK. Irise to oppose the report. 

I feel very much embarrassed by the fact that in rising to occapy my 
hour in this debate I find I have promised to yield to various members 
on the floor who are anxious to speak during my time. I confess Ihave 
promised more than I have, and I must ask some of them to pardon me 
if I am unable to yield to them what I have promised; but I shall at- 
tempt to yield the time in the order in which I have promised it. I 
yield now twenty minutes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLarpy]. 

Mr. CLARDY. I do not agree with gentlemen who have addressed 
the House in behalf of the report of the majority of the Committee on 
Elections, that Mr. Manning’s answer contains any statement incon- 
sistent with the claim he has preferred to a seat in this body pending 
the contest and until a decision can be had on the merits. In his notice: 
of contest Mr. Chalmers not only denies the election of Mr. Manning, 
but he challenges the validity and regularity of the certificate held by 
him and alleges that he, Chalmers, has filed with the Clerk of the House 
certificates showing his election and his prima facie right to a seat in 
this Congress. I quote his language: 


I Marg or 

First. tthe pretended credentials you hold are il l and void because- 
not such credentials as are authorized by the laws of M pi. 

Second. That the certificates which I have filed with the Clerk of the House 
AFA nee oregon of state of Mississippi show that I have the prima facie right 

Mr. Manning in his answer specifically denies these allegations. He 
affirms the validity of the certificate which was issued to him. He 
admits that 1,472 votes returned by the commissioners of Tate County 
as cast for J. R. Chambless were in truth and in fact cast for the con- 
testant, and then he proceeds to state facts showing his own election 
notwithstanding this addition to Chalmers’s vote. 

And then, with his election denied and the regularity of his certifi- 
cate denied, he concludes his answer by saying that he will not take his 
seat in this Congress until he has vindicated and the House has af- 
firmed his title thereto. à 

I fail to understand, Mr. Speaker, why a submission of the question 
in issue to that tribunal which under the Constitution is the judge of 
the election, the qualifications, and the returns of its own members 
should injuriously affect Mr. Manning. This he has done and no more. 
Suppose there is a statement in his answer or that there is some act of 
Mr. Manning which is susceptible of the construction placed upon it by 
gentlemen, will that justify this House in di ing the law and in 
denying to the people of the second Congressional district of Mississippi 
the right of representation on this floor? 

But, Mr. Speaker, I deny that Mr. Manning has the power by ad- 
missions or statements in his answer or by any conduct of his to pre- 
clude this House from the expression of its own judgment as to the force 
and regularity of the certificate held byhim. And I deny that any act 
of his subsequent tò his election not amounting to a disqualification 
and short of a voluntary resignation of the office can estop him from the 
assertion of title to it. 

One gentleman, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DAvis], yesterday 

ke about an office as though it were private property; he said the cer- 

tificate conferred upon Manning an individual right, a right that neither 
the gevernor of Mississippi nor the State of Mississippi itself could 

take from him; and that there was only one person who could destroy 

its effect, and that was Van H. Manning. Now, Mr. Speaker, thisis not 

private property, this office of Representative in Co Itis an office: 
in which the public, the people, have an interest; and the idea of in- 
voking the doctrine of estoppel in this case seems to me to bear absurdity 
upon its face. 

Allow me to read upon that point one section from McCrary’s work 
on the American Law of Elections, and it will at once destroy all the ar- 
gument that has been made by gentlemen on the other side to the effect 
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that Manning has admitted away his own case since the institution of 
the election contest. I read from section 359: 

In the case just cited it was further held that the rule that a failure to answer 
is a confession of the allegations contained in the complaint will not be applied 
to acontested election in the House of Representatives. The reason is that the in- 
quiry is of a public nature, and not a case involving private rights alone. Ifthe 
contestant and the sitting member were the only parties interested in the repre- 
sentation of this district it might not be unfair to hold that the sitting member 
upon service ofnotice upon him according to law must answer as the law requires, 
or, by neglect or refusal, be taken as confessing the truth of the allegations made 
in conformity with law inst his right to his seat and abide the j ent of the 
House upon said confession. But the contestant and the sitting member are by 
no means the only parties interested in this representation. The electors of the 
district, each and every one of them, bave a vital interest in that question, and 
no one of them can be precluded by any Jaches not his own from insisting that 
the choice of the memes S shall be regarded. No confession of the sitting mem- 
ber, however it may bind him personally,can place the contestant in the seat 
unless he is the choice of the majority, nor deprive that majority of its rightful 
representation. , 


In view of this authority it strikes me as being most absurd to say 
that because Mr. Manning did not appear in front of the Speaker’s desk 
and take the oath on the first day of the present session of Congress or 
has not done so since, but has caused his certificate to be referred to a 
committee of this House, he is estopped from the assertion of title to 
the office, and the people of his district are deprived of a voice in the 
law-making department of the Government. 

L.was surprised at the position taken by my friend the distinguished 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone]. I recognize his ability as 
a lawyer; but I can not understand why, if that certificate was valid at 
the time it was issued, it becomes invalid because of the failure to pre- 
sent it to the Clerk of this House. A man can not hold an office and 
refuse to discharge the duties of that office. That is the law as laid 
down in the books. And he can not be deprived of his office unless he 
becomes disqualified to hold it. 

There are only two methods pointed out by McCrary and the other law- 
writers upon the subject by which there can be a divestiture of title to 
office. One of these is by the voluntary resignation of the office, and 
the other is by disqualification occurring subsequent to the election, 
such as, for instance, a removal from the State, county, or district to 
which the officer is restricted by the law of his office, or by accepting 
an incompatible office, or by the relinquishment of any express quali- 
fication; ke. 

Having shown, asI think, that no statement or act of Mr. Manning’s 
can invalidate his certificate or affect his title to the office of Represent- 
ative (and here I desire to again say that in my judgment Mr. Manning 
has made no admission nor Scary any act which indicates a resolu- 
tion on his part not to avail himself of the rights which the certificate 
confers), what is left of this case? Nothing but the papers presented 
by Mr. Chalmers and the certificate of election issued to Mr. Manning. 

The gentleman from my own State [Mr. Davis] said yesterday that 
he was not prepared to vote to give Mr. Chalmers a seat on this floor, 
because the papers which had been filed by him were not sufficient evi- 
dence that he had received the 1,472 votes claimed for him in Tate 
County. What other evidence is there that looks to the discrediting of 
Manning's title? Taking away what some gentlemen call the admis- 
sions of Mr. Manning, on which so much stress has been placed and 
which I have shown can not be considered, what other evidence is there 
than the papers filed by Mr. Chalmers, which a member of the committee 
says do not evidence his title, because, a he says, he has not the cre- 
dentials and the certificate of Tate County is susceptible of different 
constructions. That is, it does not show that 1,472 votes were cast in 
Tate County for Mr. Chalmers. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone], as other gentlemen 
have done before him, argued that because there was a reference by the 
House of certain papers to the Committee of Elections, therefore it was 
the duty of the committee to consider all such papers, not rejecting 
any; in other words, that the House declared that the certificate of 
- election and the papers submitted by Mr.Chalmers were competent testi- 
mony, and should all be considered by the committee in determining 
the prima facie right to the office. Now, I submit that if the House 
passed upon the competency of all the papers referred and declared them 
evidence, there was no occasion for the interposition of the Committee 
on Elections, but the House then and there could have passed upon the 
weight of the evidence and awarded the seat in controversy either to 
Mr. Manning orto Mr, Chalmers. 

But if the gentleman will look at the case referred to yesterday by 
the distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. DORSHEIMER], the 
case of Clark against Giddings, he will see that in that case the certifi- 
cate was also accompanied by papers showing the election of Giddings 
by a majority of seven hundred and thirty votes. Yet that Committee 
of Elections, presided over by Mr. McCrary, the author of the Ameri- 
can Law of Elections, and now holding an important judicial position 
in the country, and numbering among its members Mr. HOAR, now a 
Senator from Massachusetts, Mr. HALE, now a Senator from Maine, and 
Mi. POLAND, of Vermont, then as now a distinguished member of this 
House, held that nothing was competent or proper to be considered by 
them at that time but the certificate of election itself, and the House 
affirmed the judgment of the committee. 

The only question about which there was any contention, either in 


the committee or in the House, was as to the force and effect of the cer- 
tificate, which, it was insisted upon the part of those who believed that 
Mr. Giddings was entitled to the saat, showed upon its face the infirm- 
ity of Mr. Clark’s title. 

I do not know whether my friend from New York read it yesterday 
or not, but I believe he did. After certifying to the election of Clark 
the governor further certifies that he rejected certain returns, and that 
in his opinion, owing to fraud and irregularities in the conduct of the 
election, no certificate of election should be issued. 

Now, what authorities can gentlemen favoring the majority report cite 
in support of the position they take, that a certificate bearing the great 
seal of a sovereign State and commissioning one of her citizens to rep- 
resent her people in the National Legislature is no greater or higher proof 
of the right to enter upon and discharge the duties of the office of Rep- 
resentative in Congress than ex parte affidavits and loose papers which 
have been referred tothem? Thetwo cases to which reference has been 
madeand upon which the committee seem to rely—Chilcott vs. Huntand 
the New Jersey case—have both been overruled and their doctrines re- 
pudiated by this House. Unless we ignore the law we must pass the 
resolution offered by Mr. CURTIN. Wecan not adopt the committee's 
report without doing violence to the rights of the people of Mississippi 
and the rights of the honorable gentleman [Mr. Manning] who comes 
here as their Representative. His certificate is regular upon its face; it 
has been issued by the officer authorized by the law of Mississippi to 
issue it, we are informed by the committee; and I say, therefore, that 
it imparts absolute verity and is conclusive of the right of Mr. Man- 
ning to occupy a seat in this House until the determination of the elec- 
tion contest. 

Mr. COOK. Ihave observed during this debateone universal error, 
which seems to enter into the argument of every gentleman who has 
arisen to speak in support of the report of the majority of the commit- 
tee. They do not distinguish between judging of the return of a mem- 
ber and judging of his election. 

The Constitution provides that this House shall be the judge of the 
election, qualifications, and returnsof its members. I insist that there 
is a broad distinction between judging of the returns of members and 
judging of their election. It is as important that we observe the true 
rule, observe a uniform rule, in judging of the one as in judging of the 
other, under the resolution referring to us the question of the prima 
facie right. 

I have not examined this case upon its merits. I have purposely 
abstained from looking into the evidence in the case, at least to any 
great degree, although as a member of the Committee on Elections I 
have had it before me for some days. When I come to cast my vote 
in committee and upon this floor upon the question of who ought to 
have been returned, I shall look into the' testimony. I consider that 
I am now called upon, in the House as in the committee, simply to 
determine the question of who was returned from that district. This 
House is originally made up of members returned to it, regardless of 
whether they were elected or not. 

I have no feeling in this case as between the parties to it, no prefer- 
ence one way or the other. I have no ambition to have my views or 
the views of those of the committee with whom I agree accepted by the 
House. All I wantis simply to call the attention of the House to what 
I consider is now the duty of every member in voting upon the question 
before us, and the only question which was submitted and ought to have 
been submitted to the Committee on Elections; that is, who has been 
returned from this district ? 

It is a fundamental rule of parliamentary law that the member who 
has been returned is a member of the House until the House shall have 
decided that he was not elected. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr, COOK. I have but little time. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Just a question. 

Mr. COOK. Very well. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Does not that word ‘‘return”’ lose its 
force after the organization of the House and when the matter is re- 
ferred to a committee? Does not the matterof return relate to the ex- 
istence of the prima facie case and the prima facie case only ? 

Mr. COOK. I understand the point, and I answer that it does not. 
A member returned here to the House is as much a returned member 
after the House has been organized as he was before. You have in this 
very Congress an instance arising after the organization of the House. 
I refer to the case of a gentleman returned from North Carolima. In 
that case upon this side of the House yon established and voted for the 
precedent that he should be sworn in, regardless of the question whether 
he had been elected in the proper district or not. You determined that 
he should be sworn in upon his return. Vacancies occur during the 
session, and members are elected to fill such vacancies. They do not 
come in here under any different rule from members who were elected 
before the organization of the House. 

Sir, a man returned as a member of this House is as much a member 
from the 4th day of March and before the organization of the House 
as he is afterward. He is as much a member of this body, de facto, be- 
fose as after the organization. 
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One further remark upon this point. There is a universal rule es- 
tablished and adhered to sce this House has been known, that every 
man who holds credentials and is duly returned as a member is en- 
titled to occupy his seat regardless of whether he should have been 
returned or not. Mr. Cushing, in his work on the Law and Practice in 
Legislative Assemblies, section 235-240, says: 

The principles of parliamentary law applicable to the question are perfectly 
simple and plain, founded on the very nature of things, established by the 
sare perin practice and authority of Parliament, and confirmed by reason and 
analogy. ‘These principles are as follows; 

1. That every person duly returned is a member, whether legally elected or 
not, until his election is set aside. 

2. That no person who is not duly returned isa member, even though legally 
elected, until his election is duly established. 

McCrary, in his American Law of Elections, says: 

These considerations have made it necessary to adopt and adhere to the rule 
that a person holding the ordinary credentials shall be qualified and allowed to 
act pending a contest and until a decision can be had upon the merits, * * + 
The person duly commissioned must exercise the functions of the office until 
upon an investigation upon the merits it is judicially determined otherwise. 

And again in section 216 he says: 


It is to be observed in this connection that while in determining a prima facie 
right to u seat the Huse of Representatives will not look behind the certificate, 
if it should be signed by the proper officers, and if it contains a statement in 
unequivocal terms of the beh A ofthe election. 

No instance can be found since the adoption of the Constitution except 
in the Chilcott vs. Hunt case; which did not relate to a Representative 
but merely to a Delegate from a Territory. In that case, from the state- 
ments of gentlemen now on the floor who were then members, I learn 
that the House then, as is now threatened, disregarded all rules and 
precedents, because members departed from the question properly be- 
fore them, left the question of the prima facie right for the right upon 
the merits. I can best answer that case by quoting from the Congres- 
sional debates on the case of Clark vs. Giddings, from Texas. I read 
what Judge McCrary, then chairman of the Committee on Elections— 
and on all hands conceded to be the highest authority on the law of 
elections—said in that case: 

There isone rule which has governed the House in all cases of this kind, which 
has never been departed from except in one single instance, and I believe no 

ntleman on this floor will undertake to justify the departure from the rule in 
that instance. That rule is this, that whoever presents to this House such cre- 
dentials as are provided for by the law of the State isentitled prima facie toa seat 
in the House‘and should be sworn in pending any contest which ere may be 
with rd to the merits of the case. The rule was overborne in one instance ; 
but, as Í have said, nobody will undertake to justify the action of the House in 
that case, In every other case the rule has been adhered to, and I trust it will 
be adhered to in this case. We can not safely depart from a rule so essential to 
the organization of this House; on which depends, in fact, the organization of 
the House. 

Mr. Speaker, I have on this question simply been governed by the 
law as I find it, believing that a departure from it would lead to con- 
fusion and chaos, and I urge this House to decide this case upon this 
well-settled principle, not because of the effect it may have in this in- 
stance, not because it may satisfy newspaper comment here and there, 
not because it may be political policy, but because of the effect that the 
departure from the rule will haveinthefuture. Forinthis body, which 
is the supreme judge of these questions and from whose decision there 
is no appeal—a body which changes from year to year, being first in 
the control of one political party and then of another—it is essential that 
we should have fixed rules to be applied in all cases, no matter what 
party may be in power and whom it may affect. 

Right here permit me to ask gentlemen on the other side this ques- 
tion: If you depart from this rule to-day what rule do you set up to 

ide us in the future? What new rule do you give us? Here you 

ve a report which concedes that in the State of Mississippi there was 
an election held; that in that district every officer performed his duty 
in the form required by law; nota single formality neglected, from the 
opening of the polls until the credentials were finally issued by the gov- 
ernor. Yet you announce the singular conclusion that nobody in that 
district is entitled prima facie to a seat on this floor. If you mean to 
say that the House is to go behind the credentials of the member 
and ascertain by looking to the certified returns whether he ought to 
have been returned or not, then why not say so in your report? Why 
not say that in the future when a man comes here with credentials and 
copies of the canvass are filed showing that a majority of the votes in 
the boxes are against him he shall not be seated, but the canyass-sheets 
shall be regarded as prima facie and superior evidence? That horn of 
the dilemma you must take or you can not sustain this report. If that 
be true, why is not somebody elected primu facie? Why is not Chal- 
mers entitled to the seat? I do not object so much to what the rule 
may be, only that it be considered fixed and certain; and if you wish 
to depart from the old rule and set a new precedent, it should be de- 
clared in such a manger that it can be distinctly understood. + 

I turn now to the positions taken by my friend from Georgia [ Mr. 
CRISP] and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone], whose ar- 
guments I wish especially to answer because they addressed themselves 
to the argument of the case without any reference to political matters, 
and for this reason I turn with pleasure from some of the other speeches 
to answer these gentlemen. The gentleman from Georgia said that the 
certificate was only prima facie evidence of the title. I concede that as 
true if there is any title in this matter. The certificate of election, I 
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concede, is only prima facie evidence of election; but I say it is all the 
prima facie evidence; and I only need to turn to the report of my friend 
the chairman of the committee, who thought I was a little caustic in 
the minority report; and I want to say to him that I did not intend to 
be so. I turn to his report to show the truth of what I say. And, 
gentlemen of the majority, you yourselves concede that the prima facie 
evidence of election is exclusively in the governor’s certificate. You 
say that Mr. Chalmers, not having credentials, is not entitled prima facie 
to a seat in this House; that there is no prima facie evidence to show 
the election of Mr. Chalmers. Why? Because he has not the gov- 
ernor’s certificate of election. If no man can be seated here unless he 
has the certificate of election, then it must be because the prima facie 
evidence of the whole case is locked up in that certificate. Yourargu- 
ment isright: the certificate is the final conclusion; itis the prima facie 
evidence that overlies all the rest. 

McCrary, in Law of Elections, says: 

The regular certificate of election, properly signed, is, as we have seen, to be 
taken as sufficient to authorize the person holding ittobeswornin. Itis prima 
facie evidence of his election, and the only evidence thereof which can be con- 
risk in the first instance and in the course of the organization of a legislative 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 
the committee ? 

Mr. COOK. I will come to that right now. From the debate here 
you will find that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] and 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] expressly asserted that the 
secretary of state was the proper officer to issue credentials. They de- 
niedfrom their seats that the governor was the proper authority to issue 
the credentials, and they claimed that Mr. Chalmers’s credentials were 
the proper ones in the case. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Permit me to read that part of the 
case. It is a part of my argument, but % may as well be stated here: 

Mr. Tucker. I would ask the gentleman from Indiana whether there is any 
certificate, according to the law of Mississippi, signed by the executive of the 
State, in favor of General Chalmers? 

Mr. CavLkrys. | will answer the gentleman by saying, if he refers to what I 
know about it personally, that it is my wish to present to the House a question 
of lawarising upon the statutesof Mississippi on that point. Whether the gov- 


ernor has signed ty certificate or not I do not know, but that the secretary of 


state under the law has made a certificate Ido know as matter of fact, which I 


think undera fair construction of the statutes of Mississippi entitles General 
Chalmers to a prima facie seat upon the floor, 

Mr. COOK.” And not only that, but Mr. KEIFER, as I remember his 
remarks, insisted and claimed that the secretary of state was the proper 
authority from which the credentials should emanate. My friend from 
Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] had before him on his desk—and I donot sup- 
pose I am revealing any secret in making this statement—he had before 
him the statute of ‘Mississippi, and was prepared to make an argument 
to the House, or at least I thought he was, because he looked that way, 
to show that the secretary of state was the proper authority to issue 
the certificate. I say the only question referred to the committee by 
this House was the question of who had been duly returned from that 
district, not who held the governor's certificate, because we as a body 
did not know the governor was the proper authority to issue it. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Is not the statute perfectly explicit 
on that point? 

Mr. COOK. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] and the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] in their speeches took the other 
view, that the proper authority to issue the certificate was the secre- 
tary of state. 

Mr. RANNEY. Does not the gentleman know that the following 
morning Mr. CONVERSE withdrew his resolution and presented this one 
pending ? 

Mr, COOK. Oh, yes; but is there to be drawn a distinction between 
one day and another in the proceedings of this House in reference to this 
case? Is a question to be cut in two by an adjournment? 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I think it would be proper, for fear 
the statement you make in reference to the gentleman from Indiana 
should go into the RECORD as an admission, that it should be known 
that gentleman is not now in his seat. 

Mr. COOK. Oh, yes, he is: if the gentleman will look, he is right 
back there. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. There is so much confusion in the House 
that we can not understand really what is being said by the gentleman 
interrupting. 

The SPEAKER called the House to order. 

Mr. COOK. If there is any question about the matter I will read 
from the RECORD: 


Mr. Kerrer. It is stated on the other side that the two cases are not here. I 
am informed that the certificate from the secretary of state of Mississippi—prob- 
ably the only officer in the State authorized to make a certificate; we donot con- 
cede that the governor is authorized to make a certificate, and he does not him- 
self claim that he is—the certificate of the secretary of state, regularly and 
properly filed here— 


Why was this matter referred to 


And my friend from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] stated that was the 
point he wished to present—that Mr. Chalmers’s credentials emanated 
from the proper authority, and he ought to be sworn in. 

Mr. CALKINS. Will my friend yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. COOK. Certainly. 
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Mr. CALKINS. 


It was oneof the questions I desired the Committee 
on Elections to determine on the prima facie right. 


Mr. COOK. Yes, sir; but that was read by the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas on my left, and I therefore will not take up the time of the 
House by repeating it. 

I want to come to the ent of my friend from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lone]. He says, why did the House refer to the committee this 
question? Why did you refer in the North Carolina case the question 
of whether the old or the new district was the proper one to elect? 
Were you not as lawyers as competent to decide that in the House 
without the aid of the Committee on Elections as you are in this? And 
you referred that question to the committee, a question of law pure and 
simple. 

What was referred here? The gentleman from Massachusetts says 
that it was everything that the majority of the committee has seen fit 
to report back. I beg to call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that 
he is in error. The resolution refers all the papers in the contested- 
election case, and if you are going to insist that that resolution made 
all the testimony competent, and the committee was bound to go into 
the testimony in the case regardless of what was prima facie and what 
was not, then I insist this committee was bound to investigate the tes- 
timony, and not simply the questions of who had a majority of the yotes 
in the boxes; because, sir, it is not the majority of votes cast bu the 
majority of legal votes cast that elects a member of this House, and if 
your construction is correct, why did not the committee into the 
merits of the case fully? We have the case on the merit referred to us 
still. Certainly, when the resolution restricts the committee to the 
prima facie case, we were by that limited to such prima facie evidence 
as we found among the papers referred. 

When a court refers a case to a referee and refers all of the papers and 
all of the evidence in the case, that does not compel the referee to take 
into account all of that testimony when the court by its order limits 
the decision of the referee to a certain question, for that implies that the 
referee will only consider testimony competent and relevant to that 
issue. So I insist that the words +‘ prima facie case,’’ when the House 
directed us to report as to who had the prima facie right to aseat on this 
floor, limited us to the prima facie ev idence exclusively. Now, that is 
true. ; : 

But I want to call attention to the further fact that Mr. McCrary and 
all other authors on the subject lay it down asa rule that only the final 
credentials are prima facie evidence. Will it be contended here that 
this Committee on Elections in its consideration of a given case is to be 
governed by a different rule from what the House is? The House had 
before it the question of the prima facie case in this instance, and no 
gentleman upon the committee, with I believe a single exception, has 
yet to my knowledge said anything other than that if the vote had 
been taken here to seat Mr. Manning upon the original resolution he 
would have voted to seat him. Why is it different now from what it 
was then? Did the House intend to refer to the committee a question 
different from the one which the House itself had beforeit? The House 
had before it the question of the prima facie right to be sworn in. It 
had before it the question of who was returned from the second Congres- 
sional district in the State of Mississippi. 

Now, would you have us to understand that somewhere between the 
House and the committee and back to the House there has been a change? 
In this House you could not, as you admit, have refused Mr. Manning 
his seat under his credentials, but you referred them to the Committee 
on Elections to do for you what you could not do yourselves. You talk 
about Mr. Manning wanting this House to do what he would not do 
himself. Youadmit that you would have been obliged to seat him upon 
his credentials as duly returned. Why do you want usnow todo some- 
thing entirely different? 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining ? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty-one minutes of histime. 

Mr. COOK. Now, Mr. Speaker, Ido not believe it is a matter of any 
great importance whether one or the other of these men is seated or 
whether neither of them is seated; but I do appeal to this House, stand- 
ing here in the presence of the future, to look to the fact that in de- 
Ao this case you establish a precedent for the future as well as deter- 


mine a case for to-day. It may be an outrage to seat Manning. You, 


have committed outrages before in seating Chalmers upon this floor. 
You have seated him when everybody knew he had not a majority of 
the votes cast. I am not criticising any of th t decisions of this 
House nor its acts. I only say to you as mem of this House that 
you onght not adopt one rule for to-day and another for to-morrow. 

Go with me back to the last Congress, when Lowe and Wheeler were 
here to be sworn in. Itwill beremembered that there was a contest in 
that case. When Mr. Wheeler, of Alabama, presented his credentials 
Governor Jones, of Texas, rose and objected, and presented here’certi- 
fied copies of the returns from that district, showing that Wheeler had 
not been elected, but that Lowe had a majority of the votes cast, who 
on that side of the House did not contend that the only question was 
who had been returned? And on this side of the House nine-tenths of 
you voted to seat Wheeler because he was duly returned and because 
he had the prima facie right to be sworn in. 

Mr. BRUMM. Let me interrupt the gentleman here for a question. 


Mr. PETTIBONE. But he never came in here and denied his o 
title. c 

Mr. COOK. One at atime, please. 

Mr. BRUMM. Let me ask the tleman, was not the question 
raised there upon the organization of the House in the first place? 

Mr. COOK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then, again, did not you yourself at that time con- 
tend that Mr. Lowe should have been sworn in, or at least that the re- 
turns should have been submitted to the House? 

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, in the first place, that is an unfair ques- 
tion, because I was then a contestant for a seat on this floor myself and 
nota sitting member. I was looking over from the outside and was 
naturally in favor of contestants. 

But coming to the question of the gentleman. He is in error, for I 
insisted then that there was no other way except to swear in the man 
who was duly returned, which was Mr. Wheeler. 

Mr. BRUMM. Who was duly returned; but not the man who had 
the certificate, because it happened that the man who was duly returned 
had not the certificate. 

Mr. COOK. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
apprehension of my position. 

Mr. BRUMM. Did notyou contend that Lowe wasnot duly returned ? 

Mr. COOK. Certainly. Lowe was not returned as elected, though 
elected in fact, as the House afterward decided. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then is not that the position that I have stated you 
occupied ? 

Mr. COOK. My position was this: that Wheeler was duly returned 
to the House—— ; 

Mr. BRUMM. He had the eertificate. 

Mr. COOK. That he was duly returned, thongh he was not in fact 
elected. That was my position. There may be.a difference between a 
member returned and a member elected. A member is duly returned 
when he is returned in due form. 

Mr. BRUMM. Do I understand the gentleman to mean that to have 
the certificate means being duly returned? That the man having the 
certificate is the man duly returned? Is that your idea? 

Mr. COOK. Most certainly. It is the man who holds the creden- 
tials. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman pardon me for one moment more? 
The question I put to him was whether he did not contend that Mr. 
Lowe was duly returned by the returning board, but that the governor 
paid no attention to the return, but gave his certificate to Mr. eeler? 

Mr. COOK. I know of nothing in the shape of a return of a member 
to this House except the paper he is obliged to present here when he 
is sworn in. That constitutes his credentials and constitutes the re- 
turn of amember. While the one in that case was duly elected, the 
other had been duly returned. And I ask who on this side of the House 
did not vote. to seat him? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I come to the great bugbear in this case, and that 
is Mr. Manning’s admissions. When passing upon a question of law no 
court has reference to or is governed in its decision of the law of the 
case by the question as to whether one or the other of the parties liti- 
gant has made a fool of himself. That does not affect the law of the 
case. You say Mr. Manning has admitted—what? I have heard it 
stated here over and over again that he had admitted that he was not 
elected. I say thatisnotcorrect. He has not admitted that he was not 
elected. He admitted that a certain mistake had occurred in the can- 
vass, and if you want the most that can possibly be claimed for that ad- 
mission I will concede he admitted the majority of votes cast were 
against him. But I say in thefirst place that admission is not upon the 
prima facie case. It is in the contest upon the merits; it is upon the 
election of Mr. Manning. 

Mr. HART. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. COOK. I will yield just once, seeing it is the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

Mr. HART. Iask the gentleman whether by the pleadings in the case, 
the notice of Chalmers and the answerof Manning, the question of prima 
facie title is not expressly put in issue? 

Mr. COOK. I respond to that by saying that no notice of contest 
can put in issue the prima facie right. e statute does not author- 
ize it. The statute provides that he who wants to contest the seat of a 
member who has been returned shall serve notice. You neversaw, nor 
any one else in this House, the question raised on the prima facie right 
to a seat by notice and answer. That is, a notice of contest upon the 
merits and answer upon the merits. 

But it is remarkable that these gentlemen will insist on going so far 
and no further. Mr. Manning, while he may have admitted that a ma- 
jority of the votes in the boxes were against him, asserted as broadly 
that a majority of the legal votes cast were in his favor. He insisted 
that he had been duly elected by a majority of the legal votes cast. 

Now you, my friends, who want to go back of the certificate, why 
do you not go back two steps? You have the evidence all referred to 
you in this resolution of reference. Look at it, and you will find it re- 
fers all the papers in the election case. Why do you simply go this one 
step? Is it because Chalmers invites you to onestep? Chalmers says 
to you, ‘‘If you will go with me one step behind the credentials I will 


past is entirely a mis- 
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show you I was elected.” Manning retorts, ‘‘ While that may be true, 
if you will go with me another step I will show you I was elected and 
not Chalmers.” Now, why do you go back one step and not the two? 
If all these papers must be considered, regardless of whether they bear 
on the prima facie case or not, why do you not go back and investigate 
whether a majority of the votes legally cast were for the one or for the 
other? 

And right here I want to say a word by way of a digression from the 
prima facie case in answer to the gentleman from New York [Mr. VAN 
ALSTYNE], who yesterday criticised the committee because we had not 
got to the merits of the case and he had reached them long ago. Mr. 
Speaker, I have always found that the judicial mind reaches the best 
-conclusion when it confines itself to the questions before it and decides 
them in the order in which they properly come. When we come to 
the merits of this case I shall give it patos attention, and try togive 
it an impartial decision. But I may be permitted tosay this much to 
the gentleman from New York, I being here not upon one side or the 
-other in this House, that if the facts alleged in the answer are true; if 
it is proven by testimony in connection with contemporaneous histor- 
ical facts, of which, underthe rules heretofore adopted, the committee 
and the House take cognizance; if it be true that the candidacy of Mr. 
Chalmers was conceived in sin and carried through by the corrupt use 
of Federal patronage and money from the Treasury by the appoint- 
ment of men under the guise of being revenue officers but really to 
conduct his canvass; if it be true that the conveyances carrying Chal- 
mers and his friends out over that district in his canvass were paid for 
by money out of the Treasury of the United States; if it be true that 
by the .corrupt use of money and the abuse of the Federal election 
laws in the appointment of special deputy marshals to interfere with 
the election im: ly—if that be true, as Manning charges in his an- 
-swer, I want to say here I shall hesitate long before I shall consent by. 
my vote to seat him upon such an election. 

I want now to go back to the question of admission. And right here 
I will say that I am not going to take so broad a position upon that as 
most of the gentlemen on my left have taken. A man can concede 
away his case in an election contest upon the merits; he can not concede 
away the prima facie case, however. A man whois duly commissioned 
as an officer holds that office, and can surrender it only by resignation 
-or by a vacancy oceurring in the manner provided by law. 

I need not again read the extract from McCrary which I read yes- 
terday. But I hold that it must be conceded by every lawyer on this 
floor, upon a moment’s reflection, that if a man is invested with an 
office he can not by a naked admission concede that office to another, 
or even create a vacancy in it except by resignation or in some other 
manner provided by law. When you come to the merits of the case, 
when you come to the election contest upon the merits, then the ad- 
missions made by Mr. Manning will stand against him and will do 
away with the necessity of proving the facts which he has admitted. 

Now, right here you gentlemen concede that you ought not to go be- 
hind the certificate, behind the credentials. How do you know that 
Mr. Manning has made any admissions? Are they in his credentials? 
Do you find them by investigating and judging of his returns? No; 
you find that fact by going into the merits of the case, by going back 
of the.certificates into the evidence in the upon the final contest. 

If the rule is true, and you concede it, that the credentials are con- 
clusive prima facie evidence, are the only prima facie evidence, then 
how do you know that there are any admissions in this case? LIrepeat 
that you can find them only by going back of the credentials, by going 
inte the merits of the case. 

But I claim that Mr. Manning has not admitted that he was not 
elected, for he claims he was elected. We come next to the statement 
by him in his answer that he will not file his certificate nor attempt to 
take a seat in this House until he is vindicated and the House shall 
have confirmed his right thereto. Very well; to what does that refer? 
You say that Mr. Chalmers denies the right of Mr. Manning prima facie 
to the seat. Mr. Manning then had two charges to meet: first, as to his 
prima facie right; and, second, as to the right upon the merits of the case. 
He said, ‘‘I will not submit my credentials or ask to be sworn in until’ 
the House has decided that I am prima facie entitled to the seat.’’ Now, 
that is just what he has done. 

Now, one remarkin answer to my friend from Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. 
He criticised me for the minority report, as he calls it, because I say 
that Mr. Manning’s failure to present his credentials earlier is not with- 
out precedent. Why, sir, the gentleman himself in his argument 
showed that for more than half a century the custom was for members 
of Congress to come here with their credentials in their pockets and sub- 
mit them as they were asked to be sworn in, and the credentials were 
then read at the Clerk’s desk and passed upon. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Will the gentleman pardon me? 

Mr. COOK. Certainly. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. My statement was that it was unusual, 
since the act of Congress was passed fixing the period at which a mem- 
ber’s salary z 

Mr. COOK. Well, butin my report I had reference to the entire time 
that Congress had exi and you criticised that. I have not inquired 
‘whether some member has not filed his credentials after the 1st day of 


December or not. Certainly I do not believe that every one filed his 


credentials before the 1st of December last. I know that one did not. 
I was elected to fill a vacancy, and I did not file my credentials here 
until the day preceding the organization of this House, nearly three 
months after I was elected. Is my right to my seat here to be brought 
into question because of the delay in filing my credentials? 

Does the gentleman from Georgia want to put this question upon the 

und that Mr. Manning failed to file his credentials in due time? 

There is the law that requires a man to file his credentials here at any 
particular time? I submit to the judgment of every lawyer in this 
House, and of every member who is not a lawyer, that any man may 
come here with credentials after the organization of the House and pre- 
sent them, and his right is not impaired by the delay. 

The next argument is that Mr. Manning is not claiming hisseat. I 
have heard the remark made by some gentlemen that if Mr. Manning 
will come forward, present his credentials, and claim his seat under 
them, they will vote for him to be sworn in, and if he will not do that 
they will not vote for him 

Why, it looks to me as though one of the things that has bothered the 
Committee on Elections has been the thet that Mr. Manning has been 
insisting upon his right to the seat from first to last. He appeared be- 
fore the committee and urged it. And I believe I will not be going out- 
side of the record or saying anything not complimentary to any one 
when I ask members here to look around and say if both Mr. i 
and Mr. Chalmers have not been here claiming the seat from the very 
beginning and with a great deal of energy. 

But is Mr. Manning to be refused his seat because he asked that the 
Committee on Elections shall decide judicially and fairly whether or 
not he should be sworn in under his credentials? In asking that did 
he surrender any of his rights? 

Why, sir, if I held a note on my friend here from New York [Mr. 
POTTER] and he refused to pay it, and I went into court and asked for 
judgment upon it, asked the court to decide whether I was entitled to 
recover upon that note or not, would the court answer me and say that 
by bringing that note into court I had surrendered it? 

On the subject of admissions I beg to refer to the report made by a 
gentleman [Mr. RANNEY] who, I understand, is to follow me, or who 
at least coneurs in the views of the majority of the committee; and 
I believe he bases his opinion largely, if not wholly, upon the fact that 
Mr. Manning has made certain admissions in his answer. I have here 
a report with which I am very familiar, because I have read it fre- 
quently. 

Mr. RANNEY. Ido not base my position alone upon that. 

Mr. COOK. Well, you base it a little upon that now, don’t you? 

Mr. RANNEY. A good deal. 

Mr. COOK. Allright. I hold here the report made by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY] in the case of Cook vs, Cutts 
in the last Congress. From this report I read the following language: 

It is not in the power of a contestee to give away the rights of the public and 
allow another man to take the seat even by consent. 

Is that good law ? 

Mr. RANNEY. Yes; I agree to that now. 

Mr. COOK. The gentleman agrees to that now. I did not see to 
it then, and I do not agree to it now as broadly as it is stated. Hehas 
a right to concede away his case upon the merits, because when a con- 
test is inaugurated and we approach the question whether a man has 
been elected or not the case stands inter The law makes him 
there the representative of the people of his district who have voted 
for him. It requires him to shape the issues by his answer. He may 
admit or deny. He can admit and if they are reasonable, and 
there is reasonable ground for it in the evidence, that is conclusive 
upon him in the final contest upon the merits. 

[Here the hammer fell. $ 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be con- 
siderable doubt on our side of the House as to the power of the Commit- 
tee on Elections, under the resolution referring this case to that com- 
mittee. I desire, therefore, at the outset to call attention to the peculiar 

hraseology of the resolution introduced by the gentleman from Ohio 
Pat. CONVERSE] on the second day of this session. It was suggested 
by the Chair that the gentleman put the resolution in writing; and I 
now read it as rats, o offered, in order to call attention to the dif- 
ference between that form of the resolution and the one finally adopted. 
As originally offered the resolution is as follows : 

Resol That the certificate and all other papers in the contested-election case 
of J. R. Chalmers vs. Van H. Manning, from the second pag” berres district 
of the State of Mississippi, be refe: to the Committee on Elections when ap- 
pointed, with instructions to report immediately whether, upon the prima facie 


case as presented by said papers said Manning is entitled to be sworn in as a 
member pending the contest on the merits, and not toaffect the final right to said 
seat. 


To that resolution the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] ob- 
jected, saying: 


I object to that resokution, unless it be so modified as to read "said Manning 
or said Chalmers,” 


Mr. BLACKBURN (to Mr. Converse). Put that in. 
Mr. Converse. I have no objection to that. 


And the resolution as finally adopted submitted the question to our 
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committee with instructions to report immediately whether upon the | I call the attention of the House to the remarkable fact that in the- 


prima facie case as presented by said papers said Manning or mers 
is entitled to be sworn in asa member pending the contest on the merits, 
and not to affect the final right to said seat. 

Now, it seems to me that every member of this House, in voting on 
that resolution and referring the question to the Committee on Elec- 
tiens, understood precisely the scope and authority conferred upon the 
committee—understood that the resolution itself did notin any respect 
limit the committee to the mere question as to who had or had not a cer- 
tificate of election from the governor of the State of Mississippi. 

At the outset of this discussion I ask permission to call attention to 
sections 140 and 141 of the Mississippi code of 1880, under which this 
election was had: 

Sec. 140. The commissioners of election shall within ten days after the day of 


election transmit to the secretary of state, to be filed in his o! „ à statement of 
the whole number of votes given in their county for each candidate voted for in 


y. 
. The reravocae! Dace state, immediately after receiving the returns of 
any election, notlonger proceed to 


ie governor. 


I call attention to the word ‘‘statement’’ in section 140, and in this 
connection I ask gentlemen to look at the certificate of election filed 
by the commissioners of Tate County, as itappears upon page 1 of the 
printed case: 

We, the undersigned, commissioners of election for Tate County, do certify that 
at an eleotion held in Tate County, November 7, 1882, for the office of Represent- 
ative in the lower House of the Congress of the United States, Van H. mamas AA 
ceived in said county eleven hundred and sixty-six (1,166) votes; James R. Chal- 
oe gsc hu and seventy-two (1,473) votes’ Hannibal C. Carter, three 

vol s 

. 


* hd . * * . 
Witness our signatures, November 11, A. D. 1882. 
E. L. WEEMS, 
V. P. STILL, 


R. O. MOSBY, 
Gommissioners of Election of Tate County. 

Now, Mr, Speaker, the question for the Committee on Elections to 
determine in accordance with the resolution under which we acted was 
whether or not the secretary of state of the State of Mississippi when 
he certified that Mr. Manning was elected complied with the letter of 
the law of that State. 

Let me call attention here to one of the most remarkable facts in this 
contested-election case, which has not been alluded to by any preceding 
speaker on this floor. 

The gentleman who wrote the minority report uses, on page 19, this 
Janguage: 

And just here it may be proper to call attention to the fact that the return from 


Tate County over the construction of which we differ is not correctly printed. 
The tabular statement should come first, the certificate of the commissioners of 
Tate County to its correctness next, and then the certificate of the o 


State that copy before us is a transcript from the original. 


By that language he wished to have this House understand that the 
law of Mississippi required a tabular statement to be sent by the 
county commissioners to the secretary of state from every county com- 
prising each Congressional district in that State. At page 155, in the 
return from Tallahatchee County, this is the return: 

Tre STATE OF MISSISSIPPI 
Tallahat 


chee County: 

At an election held in the county of Tallahatchee, State of Mississippi, on the 
7th day of November, 1882, for member of Congress in the second Congressional 
district of the State for the ENAA pa Congress United States, the following 
is the number votes polled for the following-named persons, to wit: 

For Van H. Manning, 455 votes. 

For Jas. R. Chalmers, 429 votes. 

For Ham 


‘or 
We, the 
Witness this 8th day November, A. D. 1882. 


(Indorsed:) Tallahatchee. Rec'd by mail Noy. 12, 82. H. C. Myers, sec’y 
state. 


That is the certificate sent by the county commissioners to the secre- 
tary of state under the law of Mississippi. 
I will also call your attention to the return from Union County, to 


be found on page 156: 
Tre STATE OF MISSISSIPPI, 
Union County: 
wo the commissioners of election for Union eta of Mississi duly 
appointed and sworn, ce , correct, and 


oe that the following is a 
return of all the votes po! at the different voting precincts in said county for 


the officers therein named, on Tuesday, the 7th day of November, A. D. 1882: 
For Congress: Van H, Manniing..............ccccsssesssvsesesseesnennnenseenererneene 
f R. Okolina 


sno 1,241 
. 18 


8 
z 223 
IAT dee zx 13 

Given under our hands this the Sth da; 


`Y. B. SLOAN, 
T. J. SMITH. 


(indorsed :) Union. Rec'd by mail Noy. 10,'82. H.C. Myers, sec'y state. 


f | cer which the court decided it would run agai 


return certifying was elected to a seat in this Congress, in 
computing or adding the whole number of votes in that Congressional 
district of Mississippi, the secretary of state took in every instance from 
the face of the certificates except this one from Tate County, and he 
deliberately ignored the writing under which the three commissioners 
certified, not that Chambless had received the vote, but that Chalmers 
had received it; that when he took the returns from all the other coun- 
ties he took them from the face of the certificate and not from any tatu- 
lar statement behind it. i 

Now, I claim that the certificate given to Mr. Manning by the gov- 
ernor of Mississippi does not confer upon him a prima facie right to a 
seat in this House. And right here, in connection with this point of 
tabular re let me call attention of the House to a precisely similar 
casein the ninth district of Wisconsin. Without going into the details, 
I will simply state that had the tabular stxteehont in that instance been 
counted Mr. A, would have been elected, and if it had not Mr. B. would 
have been elected. If any gentleman wishes to see the law of Wiscon- 
sin he will find it reported in the fourth volume of the Wisconsin Re- 
ports. The of that statute is identical with section 140 of the 
code of the State of Mississippi. When the matter was taken up for 
decision in the courts of that State it was held by the supreme court of 
Wisconsin as follows: 

On the back of the return there is a tabular statement of the votes cast in each 
of the several towns and wards in said county for Re tative in Congress, 
indicated by figures placed opposite the name of each town or ward, except the 
first ward in the city of Grand Rapids and the town of Lincoln, opposite each 
of which is written the following words: “Illegal and defective returns thrown 
out.” Itis alleged by the relator, and not denied by the respondents, that in 
such ward and town the relator received ninety (90) and George W. Cate fifty- 
six (56) votes: Held, That, rejecting the tabular statement as no part thereof, 
the return is valid and sufficient on its face, and the votes returned therein 
should be counted by the State canvassers. 

Had the secretary of state of Mississippi on the 18th of November 
looked up the law he would have found that in the State of Wisconsin, 
under a statute similar in all respects, it was decided that a tabular 
statement on the back of a return formed no part of the return of a 
member from any Congressional district. i 

Now, there are three reasons why the certificate should not entitle 
Mr. Manning to a seat on this floor: First, the certificate is frandulent; 
second, it was issued in diréct violation of an injunction of a competent 
court in the State of Mississippi; third, he has himself refused to ac- 
cept it, and declines to present himself here to be sworn in under it. 

The certificate was issued on the 18th day of November, mark you, 
eleven days only after the election had occurred; and the secretary of 
state, as I am informed, had thirty days within which to certify to the 
governor the returns from each Congressional district in that election. 
On the 22d of November, four days after the circuit court of Mississippi 
had issued that injunction, and while it was still in force against an offi- 
to wit,the secretary 
of state, he received anew or amended certificate from the election com- 
missioners in Tate County, and here is what he says about it: 


OFFICE SECRETARY OF Sra 
Jackson, Miss. 


I, Henry C. Myers, secretary of state of the State of Mississippi, do certify that 
the foregoing page is a true and correct transcript of a paper or document re- 
ceived in this oftice by registered letter November 21,1 which pa or docu- 
ment I do not regard or recognize as constituting any part of the official papers 
or documents of at Bema ga 

Given under my hand and the great seal of the State of Mississippi this 22d 


day of November, A. D. 1882. 
[SEAL] HENRY C. MYERS, 
Secretary of State. 
Now, I call the attention of the House to the judgment of the cir- 
cuit court, which isas follows. You will understand that the injunction 
was in force then against the secretary of state on that day: 


writ of 
issue, directed to and ose what is agod in this case, 
and commanding the ndent,and commanding him forthwith, to sum up 
the 1,472 votes from Tate County so wrongfully counted by him for J. R. Cham- 
bless with the other votes counted by him for the plaintiff, James R. Chalmers, 
so as to allow to the said Chalmers 9,729 votes, and to certify that Van H. Man- 
ning received at said election 8,749 votes; H.C. Carter, 129 votes; that the said 
mers has recei 9,729 votes, and, the same being a majority of all the 
votes cast, to declare him duly elected, as above adjudged, to the Fo hth 
ae of the United States from the second Congressional district of Missis- 
—, A. D, 1883, so that this co or the judge thereof in vacation, may deter- 
mine what other and further may necessary to the speed 
determination of this controversy. 

That is the judgment of the Mississippi court when he had in his 
possession the amended certificate, if you may call it such; but I claim 
that it was unnecessary for him to receive it at all, as the rightful cer- 
tificate, certified to by the commissioners in that election, declared, not 
that Chambless had received those cast, but that James R. Chalmers 
had received in Tate County 1,472 votes on that day. Now, I do not 
care whether or not Mr. Manning conceded away his prima facie case 
or conceded away his case on the merits, I claim that he neverhad any 
ease at all, either prima facie or upon the merits, to concede away; and 
I think I will conclusively show, before I get through with this argu- 
ment, to my Democratic friends on this side of the House what is and 
what is not a prima facie case in law. I have given considerable at- 
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tention, with the limited time I have had, to get a definition of what 
a prima facie case is, and I have found two, either of which the gentle- 


man who has written this minority report and those who with 
him may adopt, as they please. One of them is given by an old Ver- 
mont farmer, who said a prima facie case is a case that is on its 
tace and isbad in its rear“ [Laughter.] The other, Mr. Speaker, I get 
from so high authority as Mr. DAWES, formerly a member of this 
House. In order that some of the gentlemen may be relieved as to any 
doubt on this point, that the mere presentation of a certificate of an 
election to this House does not uniformly entitle the holder to a seat on 
“this floor, I will read what Mr. DAWEs says upon the subject. His 
language is: ; 
When objection is made to a man's being sworn in on the presentation of his 
certificate, the House will look at the character of that objection, and if in the 
opinion of the House it is frivolous, it will admit him to his seat and proceed to 
the examination of the case. If in the opinion of the House itis aserious charge, 
made in good faith, then it has always been the precedent to refer the prima 
Javie case to the committee. . 

Now, without taking up the time of the House with further defini- 
tions on.the prima facie case, I say that the definition of Mr. DAWES 
is as true, as correct, and as just aone ascan be found. My friend and 
colleague from New York on yesterday unfortunately in the course of 
his remarks referred to the electoral commission, and I am now going 
to ask the Clerk to read from the remarks of one of the most eminent 
lawyers that has ever lived in thiscountry what his opinion was on the 
subject of the prima facie right on a certificate signed by the governor 
of the State of Florida. I refer to the distinguished Democratic lawyer 
the late Mr. Black; and I ask the Clerk to read what I have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Why, this doctrine that a thing which is false, willfully false, is utterly void and 
good for nothing has been by this court (I mean by the Supreme Court) asserted 
a thousand times. Nay, I undertake to say that the contrary doctrine has 
never yet been set up by any judge or any lawyer whose authority is worth one 
straw. Suppose you have a case of a patent issued by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior or the Commissioner of the General Land Office, the validity of which de- 
pends upon a confirmation by the court, and he falsely recites that the court 
delive a judgment which the record shows it never did pronounce, and upon 
that basis puts the patent. Is the patent worth anything? Why is it worthless? 
Because it is based upon a fact which is untrue, “ False" is * fraudulent” inall 
cases of this kind. When a man undertakes to say, “I certify to this fact,” and 
at the time he does it there glares upon him from the record that lies before him 
the evidence that the fact is the other way, is not that a fraudulent certificate? 
And if it be fraudulent, is it not as void in law and as corrupt in morals as if it 
were a simple counterfeit? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that is the language of Mr. Black in the Florida 
case before the electoral commission, and that is good enough Demo- 
cratic doctrine for me, and sound law for this House to follow now in 
administering it in this Manning-Chalmers controversy. 

And he suys: 

And if it be fraudulent, is it not as void in law and as corrupt in morals as if 
it were a simple counterfeit? 


Now did not the secretary of state, under sections 140 and 141 of the 
code of Mississippi, when he certified to the governor of the State that 
Manning was elected, did he not certify to a fact that was not true? 
There can be no question of doubt in the mind of any reasonable man 
that he certified to what was not true when he deliberately put the 
great seal of the State of Mississippi to that certificate. I believe my 
friend from Iowa [Mr. Cook] calls herasovereign State. I claim that 
she is not sovereign, because there can be no such thing as a divided 
sovereignty. When you come here and present her certificate an ob- 
jection is made. If her certificate alone was to guide and govern us 
we could not question it even although it was issued fraudulently, 
issued to a man who never ran at all, or who was disqualified and could 
not sit in this House. Now I read from page 55 the remarks of Mr. 
Merrick before the electoral commission. 

He says, in speaking of the certificates: 

These certificates each of them are only evidence that something has been 
done; are evidence that thé individual to whom they are given has been in- 
vested with a power not ited by the governor, not granted by the executive 
power of the , but he has been invested with or granted by the 
people, and of which grant this shall be the muniment of title. 

And Mr. Hunton, one of the commissioners, says: 


It has been declared that to go behind these certificates and to find contrary to 
them would be a violation of te rights, Iam no advocate for State rights of 
the straitest sect. I did not, I do not + to learn a lesson in that direction 
from those who have proclaimed it in case. Butin this case these new- 
made converts to the doctrine need have no apprehension, because the State of 
Florida, through the executive, lative, and judicial departments of her State 
government, has labored to convince us and the coun! that the Hayes elect- 
ors are not the duly appointed electors of that State. She has done what she 
could to correct this great wrong, and she relies on us to do the balance. 


Did not the State court of Mississippi do what it could to correct 
this monstrous wrong committed by certain of her officers? And al- 
though the supreme court reversed that decision, still it did not re- 
verse it on any such ground as is claimed for it here. And the State of 
Mississippi now, through her people, pleads here that we shall give ef- 
fect to the finding of the only competent court in that State that has 
passed upon the question of that certificate and the right to the seat 
here. 

I now read from the remarks of Mr. Justice Field, and I wish my 
friend from New York [Mr. DorsHEIMER] were here in order that he 


might listen to what that great lawyer said in that tribunal as to what 
constitutes a prima facie case: 

The fact here to be ascertained is, who have been duly appointed electors of 
= State of Florida, not who have the certificates of appointment. It is the clec- 
tion— 

I wish my friend from Iowa [Mr. Cook] was here to listen to this— 


it is the election and not the certificate which gives the right to the office. The 
certificate, being only evidence, can be overcome by any evidence which is in its 
nature superior, And this is equally true of the certificate issued under the law 
of the State as of the certificate issued under theactof Congress. Andyetinthe 
opinion of the distinguished commissioner from Indiana (Senator Morton), and 
some other commissioners from the Senate and House appear to concur with him, 
the determination of those canvassers, as expressed by their certificate, is more 
sacred and prees Sheena the judgment ofthe highest court of the land, RETE eee 
of successful attack on any ground whatever. If this be sound doctrine, it isthe 
only instance in the world where fraud becomes enshrined and sanctified be- 
hind a certificate of its authors. 


That is the language of Mr. Justice Field of the Supreme Court of 
the United States. 

I have-now quoted the language of Mr. Justice Field, that of Mr. 
Black, that of Mr. Hunton, that of Mr. Merrick, ing a case directly 
in point with the question which is raised here; for you will all remem- 
ber that the question before that commission was not as to going be- 
hind the returns, but as to going behind the certificates to the returns 
to ascertain whether or not the votes that came out of the ballot-box 
were given for Mr. A or Mr. B. 

The distinguished gentleman who preceded me said that he had not 
read any of the evidence in this case. And yet before he got through 
he went into a complete history of the question of taking money out of 
the United States Treasury for the purpose of electing Mr. Chalmers; 
and I submit that he has read every word of the testimony contained 
within these pages of this printed case, otherwise he would not have 
known whether or not there was any testimony contained therein as 
to who paid the money or when it was paid or by what officers of the 
Government. 

The gentleman says in his report that it would be a great wrong to 
the people of that district of Mississippi if her 150,000 people should 
be deprived of a Representative on this floor. Sosay I. But it is a 

ter wrong and a double wrong when one of her sworn officers, sworn 
to uphold the law, deliberately falsifies the wishes of the whole con- 
stituency of the second district of Mississippi. I submit that when an 
officer like Mr. Myers certifies to what is not a fact, this House at least, 
in vindication of its honor and its rights, will spit upon the return which 
he makes, and send it back to the State of Mississippi, to teach him that 
when the people elect a man in any district in this country not his will 
but theirs shall govern. 

Now, as we on this side have been protesting and will still protest 
against the unjust decisions of 1876, so now I appeal to every man on 
this side of the House, when the Democratic party is restored to power 
here, no matter what the decisions may have been on technical points 
of law, when a man is elected to the American House of Representa- 
tives the will of the people shall not be nullified by the act of any in- 
termediate officer. That is good Democratic doctrine. And I state 
that I would have gone further than the report of the committee. I 
was willing to seat Mr. Chalmers, because I claim that the minute this 
House organizes, and its members are sworn into office, a certificate of 
election after its organization is not a condition precedent or a pre- 
requisite to a seat on this floor. Otherwise no contestant could ever be 
seated here, as many have been since the foundation of the Government, 
without a certificate at all. 

I ask members on this side of the House, in all fairness to gentle- 
men on the other side of the House, to state whether when they re- 
ferred this matter to our committee they did not do so as the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cox] understood it when he said “Let it 
all go,” every document connected with it, so as to ascertain whether 
Mr. Manning or Mr. Chalmers was elected to the seat. 

And right here now, taking up the story which the gentleman from 
Colorado [| Mr. BELFORD] told us this morning, let me say that Mr. 
Manning is in the exact position that the Irishman was who refused to 
take the medicine. Mr. Manning says to the Democratic party of this 
nation: “If you will only fill up that glass with hot toddy and force 
me to take it—if you will only force me into this House and dividethe 
responsibility with me, I am willing to come forward and take my seat; 
otherwise I am not.” Well, if he is not willing to take the medicine 
without being forced to do so, he can not come to me or to any other 
Democrat on this floor and ask us to divide the responsibility with him 
and with the secretary of state of Mississippi. 

The evidence which was submitted to us shows that the 
stateof Mississippi telegraphed for Mr. 
did he want Mr. Manning’s attorney at the capital for? The attorner 
swears in his testimony that he arrived in Jackson on the morning of 
the 18th of November, the day upon which this certificate was granted, 
and immediately conferred with the secretary of state. He also swears 
that he objected to two counties, the county of Tate and one other, which 
I have forgotten, but that he did not at the time know of the defect in 
the certificate from Tate County. Now I have no hesitation in saying 
that if Mr. Manning used this remarkable language in his answer I for 


of 
Manning’s attorney. Now what 
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one am going to hold him to it while I am a member of this House. 
This is the language: 

I admit that the inspectors and clerks of the several election precincts did cer- 
‘tify to the county commissioners of election in their respective counties that 
you received a majority of the votes cast; and I further admit that the 1 472 votes 
which the commissioners of Tate County returned as cast for J. R. © bless 
were in fact cast for you, and that the name Chambless was inserted in the re- 
‘turn by clerical error instead of your name. $ 

And in this connection I state that because of said error, to your prejudice, I 
will not take a seat in said Congress or ask the Clerk to enroll my name as a 
member thereof until I have vindicated and the House shall have affirmed my 
wight thereto. 

That certainly is most remarkable language. Gentlemen talk about 
precedents. In the limited time which has been allowed me on the Com- 
mittee of Elections I have not been able to find in the cases which I 
have read a single case where a man came into this House and said to 
-the people of his State in her courts that he was not elected, and who 
further said that he would not take his seat here until the House had 
confirmed his right thereto. 

Right in this connection let me refer to another matter. Onthe second 
-day of this session the gentleman ffom Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] said that 
he was instructed—I had better read his language so as to give it cor- 
rectly. > 

I am requested by Mr. Manning to ask unanimous consent of the House that 
‘the question of his facie right toa seat on this floor be referred to the stand- 
ing Committee on Elections when appointed, with instructions to report thereon 
at the earliest day possible. 


You, Mr. Speaker, asked the gentleman from Ohio to state his mo- 
tion again, and said, ‘‘ Perhaps it had better be put in writing, so that 
there may be no mistake about it.’’ Now I would like to know who 
-authorized the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] tosubmit to this 
House through the Committee of Elections the question of the right 
-of a member to his seat; to give away what, as my friend from Iowa 
[Mr. Cook] says, can not be given away? Who gave the gentleman 
from Ohio the right to say that, speaking as the representative of Mr. 
Manning, he was willing to submit, not the case upon its merits, but 
the prima facie right to'a seat on this floor? 

Let me say in conclusion that if gentlemen here do not agree with 
the report of the majority of the Committee on Elections they should 
have the manhood and the courage to vote to accept the report of the 
minority of the committee. Do not send the case back tous. Wecan 
not pain ug bike if you limit us to the certificate alone. Every mem- 
ber on this floor knows that Mr. Manning holds the certificate. If we 
-are not to look to any accompanying papers how can we make a report 
other than that which every member of the House knows to-day ? 

I submit that in place of referring the case back to the Committee on 
Elections those who propose to refer it back to our committee for the 
| adage of having a cloak thrown around them by means of a report 

m the committee that Mr. Manning has the certificate, and upon that 
report they intend to seat him, should be more manly, and, in the lan- 
guage of the proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, they 
should vote that Van H. Manning has ‘‘a certificate of election to the 
-office of Representative * * * issued by the proper authority as 

uired by the laws of the State of Mississippi,’’ and, that being the 
-only return, he is entitled to be sworn in and occupy a seat on this floor 
pending the contest on the merits. 

In that way they will reach the same result, but will reach it in a 
more manly way than by referring that simple question to our com- 
mittee. They will reach it in such a way that every Democrat who has 
a seat on this floor will have to answer to his constituents when he goes 
home why for the first time in the history of the American Govern- 
ment a man who in the courts of his own State openly admits that he 
was not elected to this House, admits that he is not entitled to the seat, 
admits that his opponent was elected, was seated by them in the face 
-of those admissions. 

Now I say to Mr. Manning, although I have no feeling in the case, 
that if his conscience was elastic enough to enable him to take that cer- 
tificate from the secretary of state of Mississippi in direct violation of 
law, then let him stretch his conscience a little further, and come here 
like a man, present to the bar of fhis House the certificate which he has 
‘spit upon and which he has repudiated from the 18th day of November, 
1882, down to the present hour. i 

I will inquire, Mr. Speaker, how much time I have left. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has fifteen minutes of his time re- 


maining. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I will yield to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] the remainder of my time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I would not have desired to say any- 
thing on this question if it had not been for the very serious animad- 
versions against the majority of the committee and their that 
have been indulged in by various gentlemen. It has been charged that 
the committee failed entirely to understand the scope and extent of the 
-commission intrusted to them; that they have gone beyond the duty 
required of them, and have assumed to do things not authorized by 
this House. It is to repel something of this charge, if I can, that I 
-desire the attention of the House for a moment. 

You will remember, Mr. Speaker, that the circumstances surround- 
ing and immediately preceding this reference were somewhat peculiar. 
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The other members of the House, having presented their credentialsat 
a proper time and in a proper manner, had received the oath and been 
invested with the power to perform their functions here. But this gen- 
tleman, Mr. Manning, for reasons best known to himself, omitted todo 
that; and a member, after the organization of the House, attempted by 
a resolution to force upon him the dutiesofamember. After much de- 
bate, and after the intervention of an adjournment, a new resolution 
wasintroduced. That was fully discussed; it wasamended; its phrase- 
ology was scanned and perfected; and as a result this language was used 
in the resolution: 

That the certificate and all other papers in the contested-election case of J. R. 
Chalmers vs. Van H. Manning, from the second Congressional district of the State 
of Mississippi, be referred to the Committee on Elections when appointed, with 
instructions to report immediately whether upon the prima facie case as pre- 
sented by said papers said Manning or Chalmers is entitled to be sworn in as a 
member pending the contest. 

That is the language of the resolution The certificate and all of the 
papers were referred; and the committee were instructed to report as to 
the rights of these gentlemen from all of those papers. 

Now, I take it, Mr. Speaker, that the House had the absolute right 
to determine what evidence should be considered by this committee. 
There are no limitations thatcan be placed upon the rights of this House 
under the Constitution of the United States in dealing with a question 
of this kind. The language of the Constitution is as follows: 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
own members. 

No act of Congress that can be passed can limit the right of each suc- 
ceeding House to determine what the evidences shall be upon which that 
particular House will seat a member. And although it may be wise, 
for the purpose of expediting the early organization of Congress, that, 
there should be a rule established, as there is, for the Clerk to make 
out a roll entitling members, when we are all without the power to act, 
to receive the oath, yet as soon as the House is o , 25 soon as 
it passes beyond that chaotic state to which this law is directed, then 
we have the right to determine what shall be considered in determining 
the prima facie case of a member. Exercising that right, this House 
did instruct its committee to look to the papers filed in the election 
case, and from all of those papers to determine the verities of the case. 

Now, this resolution haying been drafted by a lawyer, having been 
addressed to lawyers in the main, I suppose we have a right to assume 
that the gentleman who drew it used the words therein contained as 
they are ordinarily used by members of the legal profession. What 
are the papers in a contest? The mutual altercations of the parties; 
in other words, the pleadings, and possibly the documentary proof. 
Those were the papers that were referred; and we were instructed to 
look to all of these and determine from the face of all of them who, 
if any one, was entitled to this seat, and in pursuance of that duty we 
did proceed to the examination. 

We found a certificate. Why, sir, every member of this House knew 
that there was a certificate of that character. The gentleman who in- 
troduced the resolution so stated to the House. The first resolution 
that was introduced recited in its preamble the fact. Yet, notwithstand- 
ing that, and notwithstanding the further fact that this committee has 
reported among other things that Van H. Manning does hold a certifi- 
cate regular in form, conforming to all the requirements of the law, 
now, forsooth, certain gentlemen who want to call a halt in the march 
of proceedings desire that the matter should be recommitted to the 
committee with instructions to report whether or not Van H. Manning 
holds such a certificate, and nothing more. 

What is the reason for that, Mr. Speaker? I confess, sir, that I am 
unable to determine it, unless it is that there is upon the part of cer- 
tain gentlemen on that side of the House the settled and fixed deter- 
mination to seat the gentleman named in this first resolution without 
reference to right or without reference to the facts as their own com- 
mittee has determined them to be. 

I confess, Mr. Speaker, that if we had simply been instructed by a 
resolution, such as has been offered by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, to inquire into this there would have been no doubt in my 
mind that Mr. Manning should have had his seat upon the prima facie 
ease. I was of that opinion up to the time when I found among the 
papers in the case referred to us that statement of his in which he him- 
self impeaches the verity and the veracity of the certificate that he holds. 
Up to that time I had no doubts upon the question. But when I re- 
membered that we were to inquire as to these papers who had a prima 
Jacie right, and when I found Mr. Manning’s solemn admission in ef- 
fect that his certificate was a fraud, that at least it was issued under a 
mistake, that it was issued because 1,472 votes had been omitted from 
the count which, if counted for Mr. Chalmers, would have entitled him 
to a certificate, then I had no hesitation in supposing that the report ot 
this committee was correct, and should be sustained. 

But, Mr. Speaker, gentlemen do not seem to remember the results 
of this report. The committee simply report in effect this resolution: 
Resolved, that the Committee on Elections be discharged from the fur- 


ther consideration of the prima facie right to the seat in the contested- 
election case of J. R. Chalmers against Van H. Manning. We simply 
ask that the matter rest until the committee, in further prosecution ot 
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the duties with which it is charged, shall be permitted to report on the 
merits of the case now pending. 

And right here, Mr. Speaker, let me suggest to you that no man can 
have a right, prima facie or otherwise, to a seat in this House Sopy 
upon the fact that he holds a certificate. His right is based on the 
of an election, and it is begging the question to talk about the rights 
of a man to a seat on this floor who does not base that right on a pre- 
«ceding election. If he is admitted to the seat here at all pending a 
contest and in the absence of an election, it issimply at thé most a court- 
esy. It is acase of leniency extended to him, and not because he can 
clamor for a right; for the right to a seat is the result of an election 
properly had by persons who were competent voters, and no other man 
can have any right to a seat here. i : 

Yet gentlemen inquire why was it that certain members of the 
House voted to seat General Wheeler during the last Congress? Gen- 
eral Wheeler presented his certificate. It was in due and proper form. 
It was while the House was in its formative state. It was at that pe- 
riod that he came to Congress. The House was not so organized it 
could assert the power invested in it ‘by the Constitution. General 
Wheeler came here on the footing of every other member. There was 
no one who had the right to object, and if fora moment at the request 
of å member he stood aside, it was because it was of his own volition. 
He had the right then and there, as admitted on the floor at the time 
by all who discussed the matter, to insist if he saw fit to have the oath 
administered to him when his name was called. And the fact that he 

did stand aside was simply because he elected to do so, as was explic- 
idly stated at the time. But, sir, if later on than that, if the House 
was organized and the question had then come up, he not having taken 
the oath and his rights not having been passed upon, I submit to you 
that then and there a different question would have been presented. 
There would have been an organized House, with power under the Con- 
stitution to determine the qualifications and elections of its members 
and fix for itself the limits to which it will go in hunting for its proofs 
to pass on the competency of evidence, as was done in this case. 

The House has already on the nee eae of these proofs. 
They have instructed us where we were to look for evidence, and from 
the evidenee to which our attention was directed to find our results and 
report them to the House. 

Mr, LOWRY obtained the floor. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I hope we will be able at this time to 
make some arrangement as to the further progress of this debate. We 
have now nearly occupied two days in this discussion, and while I have 
no desire in the rod | to impose improper limits, I believe there ought 
to be at least some limit placed on the debate, so gentlemen may know 
when this matter shall close. I suggest to gentlemen on either side of 
this report whether we would not do well to fix the lim#¥ of discussion 
and agr€e the previous question shall be demanded at half past 4 o’clock 
this afternoon. : 

Mr. BAYNE. Say 4. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. It is suggested all round me the pre- 
vious question shall be called at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I do not think that would be right, as the gen- 
tleman from Indiana who has the floor is entitled to proceed for an hour, 
and that would cut off the right to be heard on the other side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana, having been recog- 
nized in his own right, is entitled to occupy the floor for an hour. 

Mr. BAYNE. Perhaps he will agree to some arrangement for divis- 
ion of the time. i 

Mr. BENNETT. Iam a member of the committee, and am entitled 
to an hour in my own right. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, We might be able to agree we should have the 
next speech and then they could have the conclusion. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I have no desire to put limits to the de- 
bate in any way which would inconvenience any gentleman on the floor, 
much less any member of the committee, or to cut off any gentleman who 
may desire to support either report. I should like to inquire whether 
the hour of 5 could be fixed for ordering the previous question ? 

TheSPEAKER. And take the vote in the morning or this evening? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Speaker, it has been my desire at some time 
during the course of the debate opon this question to occupy some ten 
or fifteen minutes in presenting the views of myself and my colleagues 
on this controversy. As we are unanimons on this side of the House 
in favor of seating Mr. Manning upon the prima facie case, it will not 
be , of course, to make an elaborate argument upon his right. 
But if any arrangement could be arrived at by which I may be able to 
occupy a few moments of the time for the purpose stated, it would be 
more satisfactory to me. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I would inquire of the gentleman from 
Mississippi whether it might not meet his views if we should order thg 
previous question, say, at half past 5 this afternoon? 

Mr. SINGLETON. I have no desire to protract the debate. Ihave 
said my only object is to giveto my peopleand to this House the reasons 
which will influence the vote I expect to cast. But of course I am not 
to be understood by my remarks to commit m: or my colleagues to 
any line of policy when the case comes to be -decided upon its merits. 

Mr. LOWRY. So far from desiring to occupy the entire time allotted 
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to me, I wish to state, in the first place, that by virtue of a prior arrange- 
ment I have to yield a portion of my time to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania | Mr. RANDALL}, understanding the fact that his position 
on this question is different from my own. I do not now see him in his 
seat. It was understood that he would be here when the gentleman 
who last occupied the floor had closed his remarks. bed 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgiasubmit any prop- 
esition? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I have been anxious to arrive at some 

ment on this question, but it seems to be almost impracticable 

to do so without disappointing some gentlemen who wish to be heard.. 
I would suggest, therefore, that the debate shall continue during this 
afternoon under the present arrangement, and that by unanimous con- 
sent the previous question may be considered as ordered when this mat- 
ter is resumed in the morning. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Georgia? 

Mr, ROGERS, of Arkansas. I object. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION. 


Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, from the Gommittee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that the committee had examined and found duly enrolled 
joint resolution (H. Res, 152) for the relief of E. H. George and H, W. 
Walker; when the Speaker signed the same. : 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—CHALMERS VS. MANNING. 


Mr. LOWRY. I perceive the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] is now in his seat. I yield five minutes of my time to 


m. . 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, it is admitted here that Mr. Man- 
ning is duly returned to this House. It is admitted that this certifi- 
cate would entitle him to a seat here pending the consideration of the 
merits. The next question which seems to be involved is whether Mr. 
Manning has waived any right which he has; whether, in addition, he 
could waive any representative right ef a sovereign constituency. As 
to the first point of waiver, I do not clearly see that he has waived any 
right whatever. The time for him to waive such a right would be 
when he is asked to come to the bar of this House and to be qualified. 

I do not think that he possesses the power to waive a legal right of 
representation. There is a great disagreement among the committee 
themselves as to the initial purpose of the House in referring this mat- 
ter to the Committee on Elections. It is clear that somebody ought to 
sit here to represent the second district of Mississippi. Therefore, while 
I concede that the committee, or rather a majority of that committee, 
has acted fearlessly, honestly, and to their best judgment, yet I think 
it far wiser and more satisfactory that this question should be recom- ' 
mitted under the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, my col- 
league [Mr. CURTIN], to the committee. 

Iam not moved in any degree by the question as to what may be 
politic in the settlement and adjustment of this question. We have a 
plain duty to perform, and that is to determine whether the case is to 
be decided upon the merits or upon the prima facie title. In this con- 
dition of confusion among the committee it is quite natural that a cor- 
responding degree of confusion should exist in this body; and I there- 
fore believe that no injustice can be done to either of these parties by 
a recommittal of the case, but on the contrary that injustice by delay 
is being done to the second district of Mississippi in not immediately 
deciding the question of the prima facie simply, rather than risk fur- 
ther delay of that representation by entering on the merits. 

Mr. RANNEY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. RANNEY. I wish to ask if the learned gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has not noticed in the report of the majority of the committee 
as it now stands that every single fact covered by this resolution per- 
taining to the submission of the question to the committee has been 
already considered just as he wants itdone. Therefore I ask him why 
it is he wishes to recommit it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I say it ought to be recommitted, so far as this 
committee is concerned, because of the fact of their having entered rather 
upon the merits of the contest than a decision of the prima facie. 

Mr. RANNEY. But every fact is already covered by the report of 
your committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman may assert that opinion, but yet 
the majority of the committee do not, as I am led to believe from the 
fact that one gentleman now present, a member of the committee, gives 
me an affirmative response in that particular. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LOWRY addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. HART obtained the floor. 

Mr. COOK. Before the La from Ohio proceeds I would be glad 
if we could reach some understanding as to the time and order of the 
debate that is yet to be had. Two hours have been occupied in succes- 
sion upon one side. It seems to me the speeches should alternate: 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would have recognized the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. BENNETT] to speak in opposition to the re- 
port of the majority of the committee, but that gentl-man preferred not 
to be recognized this afternoon. 
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Mr. COOK. Then I wish to inquire of the House whether we can 
arrive at some understanding with reference to the time when this de- 
bate is to close. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman any suggestion to make? 

Mr. COOK. I suggest that one hour be consumed upon the side op- 
posed to the report, and that to-morrow morning the previous question 


be considered as ordered. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] 
has kindly consented to yield to me, for distribution among members 
on this side, one-half of his closing hour. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that he has endeavored to 
recognize gentlemen first on one side and then on the other, and has 
done so until the last two hours; but there were more gentlemen on the 
committee desiring to speak in support of the report than those who 
desired to speak against it; hence it became n to allow two 
speeches in succession on the same side. The Chair would then have 
recognized the gentleman from North Carolina to speak against the re- 

rt if that gentleman had not expressed to the Chair a preference that 

e should not be recognized this afternoon. ' 
Mr. COOK. Then, as tare Ao misaeni yer arain aloy wa to 
k on that side, I suggest the propriety of so occupying an hour 
ioe 5 that when we come tg limit debate there will have been some- 
thing like an equal distribution of the time. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Ohio [Mr. HART] is recog- 
nized, and will proceed if he desires to do so. 

Mr. KEIFER. With the permission of my colleague, I desire to 
make the announcement that on Tuesday next I will ask the House to 
consider the Military Academy appropriation bill. 

Mr. HART. Mr. Speaker, I am aware, sir, the hour is late and the 
House may be weary of this debate. No doubt there are many mem- 
bers here who would like to determine the question by a vote to-night, 
and under these circumstances I feel I would be unduly trespassing on 
the time of this body if I were to enter into a lengthy ment. But 
as a member of the committee it is proper for me to state what I under- 
stand were the reasons for the action of the majority of that committee 
as well as give the reasons which shal] govern my vote. 

Let me, if I can, restate the question as I understand it to have been 
pecetatet to this House. On the first day of this session, after the 

ouse had organized by the election of its Speaker, my friend from 
Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] rose in his place and presented the credentials 
of Mr. Manning, and asked that he might be sworn in. Objection was 
made and debate followed. By and by the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. CALKINS] offered a substitute for the resolution, declaring it was 
the sense of the House that the certificate and the other papers liled by 
Mr. Chalmers should go to the Committee on Elections and there the 
case of the prima facie title should be determined. That ended the first 
day's work. On the morning of the next day the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. CONVERSE) arose and stated to the House that at the request of 
Mr. Manning and by his authority he proposed this matter should be 
referred to the Committee on Elections. Afterward, at the suggestion 
of the Speaker, he reduced his resolution to writing. That resolution 
has been frequently read here in argument. Itis as follows: 


Resolved, That the certificate and all other papers in the contested-election 
case of J. R. Chalmers vs. Van H. Manning, from the second Congressional dis- 
trict of the State of Mississippi, be refe: to the Committee on Eleetions when 
appointed, with instructions to report immediately whether, upon the prima 
facie case as presented by said Ley” nap Manning is entitled to be sworn in 
ro a aene pending the contest on the merits, and not to affect the final right 

said seat. 


The only modification afterward made by the House was the inser- 
tion of the name of Chalmers, so that the prima facie title of both gen- 
tlemen was to be examined. By the terms of that resolution and by 
the common consent and authority of this body the certificate of elec- 
tion, together with the other papers in the case of Chalmers vs. Man- 
ning, was sent to the committee for examination and report. 

There isno possible misunderstanding the meaning of that resolution. 
There is no misunderstanding the purpose and scope of the instructions 
given to the committee. The House in effect declared that in the con- 
sideration and determination of this prima facie case not the certificate 
alone but that all the other papers in the case should be examined by 
the committee and they should make their report upon them. The 
action of the House was mandatory, and if the Committee on Elections 
had refused to examine the papers presented to them oF would have 
acted in disobedience of the instructions of this body in contempt 
of its authority. 

What were the papers presented to the consideration of that com- 
mittee? First, there was the certificate of Mr. Manning signed by the 
governor of Mississippi. There was another paper giving the returns 
from the different election precincts and counties of the second Con- 
gressiona] district of the State of Mississippi. Another paper was from 
the commissioners of election of Tate County, and in that certificate 
they declare that 1,472 votes were cast in Tate County for James R. 
Chalmers. 

There was on the reverse side of that paper what p rted to be a 
tabulated statement on which the returns from the sev recincts were 
reported, and there the word ‘‘ Chalmers’? was written ‘‘ Chambless.’’ 
There was also the affidavit of the clerk of the commissioners of election. 
and in that affidavit he swears that the word ‘‘ Chambless ” was a cler- 


ical error; that the vote was cast for Chalmers, counted for Chalmers, 
returned for Chalmers, and that the certificate of the commissioners of 
election of Tate’County was true and correct. There wasanother paper 
also submitted for the consideration of the committee, and I want to call 
the special attention of the House to it. : 

The election was held on the 7th day of November. The secretary 
of state had thirty days within which to open the returns and announce 
the result. On the 18th day of November, eleven days after the elec- 
tion, he proceeded in his office to open the returns and examine them; 
and while he was in the discharge of this duty, before he had counted 
the returns, before he had announced the result, there was served upon 
him a restraining order, issued by the judge of the circuit court of the 
ninth judicial district of the State of Mississippi, commanding him not 
to proceed with.the count until the question of clerical error was de- 
termined. That paper, I say, was also before the committee. 

The secretary of state on the 18th day of November, 1882, had all this 
knowledge and information that the House is now in possession of, and 
he knew that the word ‘‘Chambless’’ was a clerical error. He knew 
that 1,472 votes in Tate County were cast for Chalmers. He knew that 
according to the returns from that Congressional district a majority of 
the votes had been cast for Chalmers, and that he was legally elected to 

from the second Congressional district of Mississippi. And 
yet, sir, in utter disregard ofall the facts and all of the information in his 
possession, in disregard of the special protest of those who claimed them 
for Mr. Chalmers and that by these votes he was legally elected, in dis- 
obedience to the order of the court, and in defiance of the judicial 
authority of the State, he proceeded to count and did count the vote 
of Tate County for ‘* Chambless,” refusing to give it to Chalmers, and 
decided that Manning was legally el in that distriet. Itis not 
necessary for me, Mr. Speaker, in the examination that I make of this 
case now, to utter any comment upon the action of the secretary of state 
of that Commonwealth. 

But I proceed further. These were the cirewiistances inder which 
the certificate was given to Manning and issued by the governor of the 
State of Missisippi, and it constitufes the first chapter in this miser- 
able business. Whatnext? There was but one thing left for Chalmers 
todo; and after the certificate had been issued by the governor of Mis- 
sissippi giving the right to a seat to Mr. Manning—I say after that had 
been done Mr. Chaltiers filed his notice of contest, and in that notice 
of contest he expressly puts in issue not alone the question of who was 
in fact elected in the second district of Mississippi but also the prima 
facie title of Mr. Manning toa seat. Thatcalls my attention to another 
paper before the committee. Mr. Chalmers in his notice sets forth 
that the certificate was illegally issued; that it was the result of fraud 
and criminal conspiracy. Now, sir, to that issue tendered by Mr. 
Chalmers Mr. Manning comes in and files his answer, as he is required 
to by the statutes of the United States in such cases. "y 

I will not occupy the time of the House, when I know that the mem- 
bers are weary, by examining in detail the different provisions of the 
answer that was filed by Mr. Manning. But it does not avail our friends 
upon the other side to say that the answer in some parts of it declares 
in general terms that Chalmers was not elected. Mr. Manning nowhere 
asserts that he himself was elected, and in a paragraph of his answer 
which has been read in the hearing of the House he uses the following 
language: ‘ 

I deny that any frauds were attempted or practiced 
they were guilty of fraudulent or illegal practices, or that you received a ma- 
jority of 1,332 votes as a inember of the Forty-eighth Congress from said Con- 
gressional district, though I admit that the inspectors and clerks of the several 
election precincts did certify to the county commissioners of election in their 
respective counties that you received a majority of the votes cast; and I further 
admit that the 1,472 votes which the commissioners of Tate County returned as 
east for J. R, Chambless were in fact cast for you, and that the name Chambless 
was inserted in the return by clerical error instead of your name. 

And in this connection I state that, because of said error, to your prejudice, I 
will not take a seat in said Con or ask the Clerk to enroll my name asa 


member thereof until I have vindicated and the House shall have affirmed my 
right thereto, 


Here is the admission of a particular and specific fact, which, being a 
fact, shows that he is not entitled to the certificate, but that it should 
have been given to his opponent. Headmits that a majority of the votes 
as shown by the returns from the second district of the State at that 
election were east for Mr. Chalmers. He admits that the 1,472 votes 
cast in Tate County were cast for Mr. Chalmersgand admits that Chal- 
mers on the face of the returns is elected. And so emphatic and so 
earnest is he in his declaration, that he declares he will not take the 
certificate, will not file it, and will not claim his seat under it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what was the effectof thatanswer? I say ifever 
a man could be estopped by a pleading filed in a ease, Mr. Manning is 
estopped in thisinstance. By that answer he entersa confession of judg- 
ment against himself. It is a solemn deelaration of record that the 
certificate he holds was issued without warrant or authority of law; that 
it is founded in mistake, or in frawd, or in corrupt and eriminal conspir- 
acy. That is the admission of the answer, and there ean be no other 
honest construction pren toit. Now, sir, after Mr. Mamning has pub- 
lished to the world his declaration im regard te the character and result 
Seon in that second district, what is proposed to be done by 

is House 


by my friends, or that 
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It is now p Mr. Manning and his friends that this House 
of Representatives shall take that certificate, that paper which Man- 
ning himself has invalidated and repudiated, which he has himself 
stamped with corruption, infamy, and invalidity—it is proposed, T say, 
that this House shall take that invalidated paperand clothe it with legal 
authority and force and upon it place him in his seat. Mr. Manning 
assures his opponent and he assures the country that he can not vol- 
untarily take that certificate, that he will not voluntarily take this 
seat, but he is willing to be forced into it; he is willing to take that at 
the hands of this House which he admits as an honorable man he can 
never receive. Now, is there any dodging that conclusion? Here he 
stands before the House and before the country. By his own hand, his 
own declaration solemnly of record, he has admitted that his title is in- 
sufficient in law and insufficient in fact; and yet he asks this House to 
do that for him which he can not honorably do for himself. 

I hope the American Congress will not for a moment put itself in an 
attitude so ridiculous as that before the country. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, I want to refer for a moment to some of the 
arguments that have been made on the other side. For my part, I 
have as yet been unable to hear any crema answer to the position 
taken by the majority of this committee, at are the arguments? 
It was said yesterday afternoon in the debate by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. DorsHEIMER] that the admission of Man- 
ning in his answer ought not to have any weight and should not be 
considered by the members of this House; and he gives asan illustration 
of his argument that courts of justice will not allow a man when charged 
with a grave offense to be condemned or sentenced upon a plea of guilty. 
I think, with all due respect, that that was a very unfortunate illustra- 
tion. By it he likens Mr. Manning to a criminal who is asking and 
pleading for the protection of the law and the mercy of a court. 

But the illustration was unfortunate in another respect. Everybody 
knows who has had any familiarity with courts at all that, except for 
the crime of murder in the first degree, courts are constantly taking the 
confessions and pleas of guilty and men are sentenced to the peniten- 
tiary every day upon their own confessions and their pleas of guilty. 
And, more than that, it is well known that in civil courts and in civil 
actions the pleadings of the parties are binding upon them; and when 
a defendant in a case files his answer we understand he is concluded 
by the admissions he makes in it. My friends on the other side must 
be driven to terrible extremity when they are compelled to place Mr. 
Manning in the position of a criminal at the bar of court and ask for 
him exemption from the force and effect of his answers in this case. 

But, Mr. Speaker, another ground is also taken, and that is one which 
is especially relied upon by several gentlemen here, and particularly by 
my friend trom the State of Iowa [Mr. Cook], and whatis that? Why, 
they say that a man who is a member of Congress can not confess away 
the rights of his constituency; that he stands there in a representative 
capacity, and that no admission in the world that he could make can be 
of binding force and validity. One gentleman has gone so far in his 
argument in this case, and I think, if I remember rightly, it appears in 
the report of the minority of the committee, as to say that 150,000 or 
160,000 people in the second Congressional district of Mississippi have 
a right to be consulted in this case, and are not concluded by the answer 
of Mr. Manning. I apprehend the people of the second district of Mis- 
sissippi have been consulted. They were consulted on the 7th day of 
November, 1882, and according to the returns they expressly declined 
to be represented by Mr. Manning on this floor. They do not want his 
services, and have said so in unmistakable terms. 

I admit as a question of principle that the second district of Missis- 
sippi and every other district in the United States ought to be repre- 
sented on the floor of Congress. But because a district ought to be 
represented is that any reason why this district or any other should be 
misrepresented upon this floor? Ifthe one hundred and fifty or one hun- 
dred and sixty thousand people of the second district of Mississippi have 
retired Mr. Manning, have chosen another person to act for them as their 
Representative in the American Congress, is that any reason why the 
man whom they have repudiated should be permitted to come in here 
and take a seat? f 

But there is another ground. I was struck very forcibly by the re- 
marks that were made in another part of the h of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DORSHEIMER]. You will remember when the 
question was put to him by some gentleman on the other side whether 
if a man should come into this House and present his certificate and in 
the presence of this body and before he was sworn in should say that 
that certificate was obtained by fraud and was the result of corruption 
would he feel under obligation to seat that man upon that certificate, 
the distinguished gentleman from New York declared that he would. 
I am amazed that such a doctrine should be advocated here or anywhere 
else under the shining sun. Now what is the proposition in fact and 
in law upon which the opponents of the majority report have planted 
themselves and upon which they are compelled to plant themselves in 
the investigation and argumentin this case? I will state itas I under- 
stand it. The sum and result of the argument of the defenders of the 
claim of Manning is crystallized in this single proposition, that a certifi- 
cate of election regular in form, signed by the proper authority, is abso- 
lutely unassailable even though the holder, in the presence of the House 


and before he is sworn in, admits that it was issued in violation of law 
and is fraudulent and is the result and product of corrupt and criminal 
conspiracy, and that the House in such a case, with full knowledge of 
the facts, is compelled to swear in the holder upon this admittedly in- 
valid and fraudulent paper. 

That isthe doctrine advocated by those who represent the minority 
upon the Committee of Elections. A man may come into this House, 
he may present before the members of this body a certificate and say, 
“ Here is my certificate; it was born insin and conceived and nurtured 
in iniquity; it is dripping all over with fraud; itis rotten with corrup- 
tion; and I say thisto you before lamswornin.’’ Yetthe distinguished 
gentleman from New York [Mr. DORSHEIMER] and others say that they 
would swear him in all the same. ° 

I protest that such a doctrine as thatis absolutely monstrous, Fraud 
vitiates every transaction; it invalidates every instrument of writing, 
every contract, and vacatesand sets them aside. A fraud, whenitisad- 
mitted and confessed, should receive prompt repudiation and condem- 
nation at the hands of any tribunal the moment that fraud is discov- 
ered by the body to which it is presented. : 

I protest in the name of the honor and decency ofthe American Con- 
gress. The proposition advocated by the other side is shockingand of- 
fensive to the moral sense and intelligence of the American people, and 
yet they are driven to that position by the grounds they have taken in 
this matter. ‘ 

I do not desire to further occupy the attention of this House, except 
to refer to one single other matter. A resolution has been offered by 
the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Cosson by which 
he proposes to recommit this subject to the Committee of Elections 
with instructions to that committee to consider and determine the 
question whether a certificate has been issued to anybody, and, if so, to 
whom, This is a very extraordinary proceeding. 

This House, after deliberation, after full consideration, almost unani- 
mously agreed that the certificate of Mr. Manning and all the other 
papers in the case should go to the Committee on Elections. My friends 
on the other side say that although they were all referred, still the 
committee had no right to look at anything but the certificate. 1 ask 
what they were sent to the committee for? Was it for fun? Was it 
a farce? Was it to compel us to go through the examination of these 


papers from the beginning to end, deliberate upon them, and make - 


our report thereon to this body, and then be kindly told that we had 
meddled with that which was none of our business ? 

My friend from Kentucky [Mr. ROBERTSON] said yesterday that 
any man who dared to consider these outside papers was a demagogue. 
That is a very grave charge to make against the three hundred and 
twenty-odd members of this House of the American Congress when it 
is remembered that they—not a part of them, but a// of them—by the 
authority and consent of Manning himself, sent these papers to the 
committee, and demanded and commanded the committee to examine 
them and te report upon them. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Upon the prima facie case, and the prima facie 
case alone. 

-Mr. HART. “Upon the prima facig case,” says my friend. Yes, 
sir; but we were to determine that not from one but from all the papers. 
Now, I can imagine that the gentleman must have very strange notions 
about the sacredness of some things, for if I remember rightly he said 
in substance yesterday—lI notice that he has reserved his remarks for 
revision, but I hope he will not leave out that beautiful part of his 
speech—that this certificate was as good as though it had been drawn 
up by the angels and issued by Almighty God from the court of heaven. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Idid not catch exactly what the gentleman said. 

Mr. HART. Oh, well, read your speech, and you will see that what 
I have said is true. ; 

I believe in giving to every instrument its full legal force and effect. 
But when a man comes into this body and informs us that the paper 
under which he claims title to a seat here was issued in fraud, by tramp- 
ling upon law, by violating and disregarding the authority of the court, 
by trampling upon every sense of decency, equity, and justice, I do not 
care how well it is drawn, how accurate and solemn it is in form, I will 
never vote to seat a man on a paper like that, with such an admission 
in advance, so long as I have any regard for the purity and honor of 
the American Congress. 

The people of this country are lovers of truth and fair play, and they 
will not countenance a doctrine which violates both and enthrones dis- 
honesty and corruption in places of power and trust. To admit Mr. 
Manning now is to affirm and sanction the illegality and iniquity which 
lie at the bottom of this transaction. It gives encouragement to wrong 
and puts a stain upon the integrity of our proceedings. 

But I have been drawn from the line which [ was intending to pur- 
sue by the remark of my friend on the left. I said there was one other 
matter to which I wished to direct the attention of the House. That 
is the resolution for recommitment proposed by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN]. 

I said that the House had already ordered us to consider all the 
papers in this case. Now, when we have done our work; when we have 
reported to the House the result of our investigation and deliberation, 
it is solemnly proposed that we shall be sent back to our committee- 
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room, that the House shall stultify itself, that the House shall take a 
backward step, undo what has been done, and impose upon the com- 
mittee the performance of the mere duty of ascertaining whether a 
ba i right and correct on its face or not. 

at is the object of this proposed recommittal? There can be but 
one object. The gentleman who introduced the resolution and every 
other member here must understand that by the terms of the resolution 
we are called upon simply to inquire whether or not that paper was issued 
by the governor of Mississippi and whether it is in the ordinary form. 
We are to be asked to go through that farce. And what for? It is, it 
possible, to suppress the facts that have been developed by the report 
of your committee and brought to the attention of this House. I can 
see no other purpose. Jt will not do; the facts will not be suppressed. 
The facts are before the House and before the country, and no recom- 
mittal of this question, no subterfuge which can be resorted to, no par- 
liamentary tactics can hide from the American people the true condition 
of affairs; and upon that condition of affairs, as developed by this in- 
vestigation, the people of this country wiil base their judgment. 

Mr. § er, I now yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
MILLER}. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HART] has twenty- 
five minutes remaining. _ 

Mr. SPRINGER, Tak the gentleman from Pennsylvania to give 
way for a motion to adjourn. It is now almost 5 o’clock, and we can 
not decide this case to-day. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I yield for that motion. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the passage of the bill (H. R. 1482) making all public roads 
and highways post-routes, with amendments; in which concurrence was 


ues 
t further announced the of the bill (H. R. 2555) to change 
the name of ‘‘ The National La Fayette and Bank of Commerce ” to that 
of ‘‘ The National La Fayette Bank.” 
It further announced the passage of the following bills and joint 
resolution; in which concurrence was requested: 
A bill (S. 339) for the relief of the State National Bank of Louisi- 


ana; 

A bill (S. 1314) to change the name of the James Sweet National 
Bank of Nebraska City, Nebr.; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 58) filling an existing vacancy in the Board of 

ts of the Smithsonian Institution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 50 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of Henry Clay and 55 others, workingmen 
of Pottstown, Pa.; of Jeremiah O’Brien and 57 others, workingmen of 
the twenty-third Congressional district of Pennsylvania; of Mathew 
Smith and 57 others, bid ay Bae of said twenty-third district, relative 
to the importation of for bor under contracts made abroad—sever- 
ally to the Committee on Labo; : 

Also, the resolution of the Pennsylvania State Association of Ex-Union 
Prisoners of War, in favor of granting pensions to ex-prisoners of war— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition relative to the claim of William 
Swift, for a pension—to the same committee, 

By Mr. HARMER: Resolution of the Pennsylvania State Association 
of Ex-Union Prisoners of War, relative to granting pensions to ex-pris- 
oners of war—to the same committee. 

By Mr. W. H. HATCH: Memorial of Corporal Dix Post, No. 22, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Kirksville, Mo., relative to equalization 
of bounties, &c.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of 1,200 citizens of Pennsylvania, rela- 
ae to foreign labor contracts made abroad—to the Committee on La- 


T. 

By Mr. J. H. JONES: Petition of citizens of Tyler, Smith County, 
Texas, relative to the improvement of the harbor at Sabine Pass—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Texas, asking for public buildings at 
Tyler, Smith County, Texas—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Memorial of 735 pensioners of Philadelphia, Pa., 
remonstrating against the change of the present system of paying pen- 
sions—to the Committee on aS Ae 

Also, petition of the Woman’s tian Temperance Union of Penn- 
sylvania, relative to the manufacture and. sale of intoxicating bever- 
ages—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of citizens of Washington County, 
Pennsylvania, for the restoration of the tariff on wool—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition and memorials of citizens of Massachu- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 15, 


setts, relative to the civil service—to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service, 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Papers relating to the claim of Daniel L. Loy— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Petition of citizens of Nichols, N. Y., relative 
to public schools in Alaska—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of A. B. Richmond, David Derrickson, 
Elijah Flint, and 180 others, citizens of Crawford County, Pennsylvania, 
in favor of the abolition of the liquor traflic—to the Select Committee 
on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. 8. J. PEELLE: Petition relating to the claim of Harland 
Richardson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PRICE: Memorial of the State Grange of Wisconsin, relative 
to the tariff on wool and manufacturing sugar frem sorghum—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, s 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Mary E. Walker, M. D.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PUSEY: Resolution of the Worki 
sociation of Council Blufis, Iowa, relative to la 
on Labor. $ 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Memorial of the Cotton Exchange 
and Board of Trade of HouSton, Tex., asking for an appropriation for 
Galveston Bay ship channel ; the petition of citizens of Newton County, 
Texas; and of citizens of Johnson’s Bayou, La., relative to the im- 
provement of Sabine Pass, Texas—severally to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. STONE: Papers relating to the claim of William Romig—to 
the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition for a pension of James J. McKen- 
sg ae the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. WASHBURN: Petition of citizens of Ortonville, Minn., for 
the establishment of schools in Alaska—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of the Good Templars of Minnesota, relative to the 
manufacture and sale of intoxicating beverages—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 

By Mr. J. D. WHITE: Petition forthe relief of Robert F. Reynolds— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


en’s Progressive As- 
r—to the Committee 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 15, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in compliance with a 
resolution of the 5th pea copies of all papers on file in his Depart- 
ment relating to the case of Jo n Foster, a Creek Indian; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney- 
General, communicating, in nse toa resolution of the 12th instant, 
the cause of his delay in advising the Postmaster-General as to the 
proper construction of the act of March 3, 1883, in relation to tlie sala- 
ries and pay of postmasters; which was ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed. 

SUFFERERS BY THE OHIO OVERFLOW. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I ask leave of the Senate to present to it a tele- 
graphic communication which I have received from Cincinnati in rela- 
tion to the sufferings by the people there and the appropriation made 
by Congress a few days ago, I learn that further application will be 
made to Congress for the relief of the sufferers, and I desire to present 
this telegram in the nature of a petition and have it referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks leave to 
present a telegraphic dispatch from Cincinnati on the subject of the 
floods of the Ohio River and the suffering occasioned thereby and an 
bat hoa ms § Congress for relief. If there be no objection, the paper 
will be received and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I should like to have it read, as it is not long, 
if that is the pleasure of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


[Telegram.] 
CINCINNATI, OHIO, February 14, 1884, 
Hon, Isaac M, Jonpan, Washington, D. C.: 

Secretary War has taken hold in right way and is doing grandly. Red tape, 
which I most feared, has been cut se thrown away. River now seven one 
feet, with rise half-inch last hour. Weather turned cold, While this is r 
mag rain, it increases suffering. Ohio Legislature has appropriated two hun- 
à thousand, Congress should make an additional appropriation of one mill- 
ion. This must come, and the more promptly the r. The piiat r | 
on 


wrecks will most appear when water subsides. Neither pen nor 
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can sufficiently depict the distress that prevails, and the helping hand of Govern- 
ment must be stretched out to the unfortunate thousands ver towns. This 
is the almost universal sentiment of our le in the face of this terrible calam- 
ity. There are no politics, no secti i othing but a broad humanity. 
ithin few days hundreds of thousands bave been reduced from comparative 
comfort to destitution and despair, and these people need to feel that the 
Government cares for them. This would encourage them to begin new battle 
for existence. Go before Appropriation Committee and for prompt action, 
people and all friends of humanity will invoke the blessin; 


and of Heaven 
upon Congress. away as you are from these terrible scenes, and surrounded 
as you are by every comfort, you can have no idea of Massed sry ee 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper wiil be referred to the 
Committee on a pprondeiaoa if there be no objection. 

Mr. VOORHEES. When one year ago portions of Indiana were vis- 
ited by a disastrous flood the Legislature of that State was in session; 
ouf people asked for nothing of the Federal Government, and would not 
now if the Legislature was in session or could be speedily convened. 
At that time not only large appropriations were made by the Legisla- 
ture of Indiana, but likewise generous voluntary contributions 
to such an extent that thousands upon thousands of people destitute 
and suffering outside of the State were assisted by the liberality of our 
citizens. Voluntary aid societies were organized, and the work went on 
in a way that attracted the attention of the whole country to the gen- 
erosity and ability of our people in that direction. At this time they 
are notidle in their voluntary contributions. Atthesame time, asthe 
system has been entered upon of rendering aid by the Federal Govern- 
ment they ask for consideration in that I therefore request 
that a dispatch received from the city of Richmond by my colleague 
and myself be read at the desk and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senater from Indiana asks that 
a communication on the same subject, the nature of which he has de- 
scribed, be read. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

[Telegram.] 
‘ RICHMOND, IND., February 14, 1854. 
DANIEL W. VOORHEES, BENJAMIN HARRISON, THOMAS M. Taova ne 


Richmond appropriated $5,000, and a citizens’ meeting adopted this: 

Resolved, That our representatives in Congress be requested and urged to do 
all in their power to secure an appropriation as as possible by Congress, to 
aid the sufferers from the t flood in the Ohio River and its tributaries. 

JOHN L. RUPE, Chairman. 
©, C. BINKLEY, 


Mr. BECK. Will the Senator from Indiana, before he takes his seat, 
allow me to make a su ion? I have received similar dispatches 
several mornings from different places in my State. The Secretary of 
War is now in the room of the Committee on Appropriations in con- 
sultation with the chairman and others. His assurances from the other 
end of the Capitol are that all he asks for will be granted to-day. He 
has now enough to last him until to-morrow night and perhaps Sunday, 
and we shall be able, if a resolution is sent us to-day, to do all he desires, 
and he will attend to it very promptly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam very glad to have that assurance. I came 
to the Capitol this morning with the Secretary of War and was aware 
of the fact that he was before the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House and asked for an additional appropriation. I am very glad of 
the assurance of the Senator from Kentucky that it will be promptly 
attended to, and that a resolution will come from the House to-day. 

Mr. BECK. ‘The Secretary of War has just come in. 

Mr. VOORHEES. TheSenator from West Virginia behind me [Mr. 
KENNA] assures me that the committee of the House has already agreed 
upon a further appropriation of $200,000. 

Mr. HARRISON. Upon consultation with my colleague we con- 
cluded that the telegram which he has presented should be laid before 
the Senate, not saaa fa the reason that it contained a request, but 
for the information which it also contains that our people in those cities 
of the State which are not suffering in the overflow are themselves by 
their municipal bodies and by private contributions responding to the 
demands of their fellow-citizens who are in distress. I think there is 
a very general and a very liberal movement now on foot throughout 
our whole State, and that private benevolence is doing its utmost there 
to relieve extreme cases of distress in some of our Ohio River cities. I 
was glad to be informed this morning by the Secretary of War that one 
of our largest border cities but not one that has been suffering most, the 
city of Evansville, to which place he had telegraphed a thousand dollars 
for immediate relief, had declined his offer and had expressed them- 
selves as able to take care of their own le. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If be no objection the paper 
will be received and refe to the Committee on Appropriations. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of W. H. Deaver 
and 17 others, Union soldiers of the last war, praying Congress to ex- 
tend the time for filing claims for additional bounty under the act of 
J ler 1866; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

. MORRILL presented a petition of the National Association for the 
Relief of Destitute Colored Women and Chiliren, praying for an appro- 


priation to carry out the objects of that association; which was referred . 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SLATER. I present a statement in relation to Senate bills No. 
511, No. 655, and No. 810, all upon the same subject-matter, relating to 
relief for the States of Oregon, Nevada, and California, which I move 
be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SLATER presented a petition ef the State Temperance Alliance 
of Oregon, officially signed, representing 10,000 members, praying fora 
constitutional amendment to prohibit the manufacture and sale of in- 
toxicating liquors for drinking purposes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PALMER presented two resolutions adopted by the common 
council of Negaunee, Mich., remonstrating against the proposed forfeit- 
ure of the land grant in aid of the construction of the Marquette, Hough- 
ton and Ontonagon Railroad; which were referred to the Committe on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have received from a lady in Kansas a petition, nu- 
merously signed by women of that State, requesting the passage of what 
is known as the sixteenth amendment to the Constitution, giving to 
women the right of suffrage. I present the petition, and move that it 
be referred te the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The motion was to, 

Mr. ALLISON. I present a memorial of 104 settlers and owners of 
Des Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, protesting against the 
pasmes of the bill (S. 559) to quiet the title of settlers on the Des 

oines River lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes. The 
bill is the Committee on Public Lands, and I move the reference 
of the memorial to that committee. 

The motion was to. i 

Mr. VOORHEES. I presentthe petition of Silas Prather and 1,100 
others, settlers on certain lands inthe Territory of Washington, praying 
that they be protected in their title and occupancy of said lands in the 
controversy which has arisen between them, and the Northern Pacific 

Company. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the followimg bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, 
which were agreed to; and the bills were med indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1049) for the relief of Henry H. Woodward, of Oregon; 
A bill (S. 644) for the reliefof the administrator of the estate of John 
W. Dear, deceased; 

A bill (S. 921) for the relief of Elijah Crudgington; and 

A bill (S. 1107) for the relief of John A. Knowles. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
899) to provide promotion in the corps of judge-advocates, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, submitted a report accompanied 
by a bill (S. 1541) to provide promotion in the corps of judge-advocates; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1103) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of William H. Fenton, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 922) for the relief of John 
Gibson, to report itadversely. This claimant has his remedy under the 
act of August 7, 1882, to remove the charge of desertion from certain 
soldiers of the Army; the evidence that was filed before the Secretary of 
War was not in the opinion of your committee sufficient, and he still 
has his remedy before thattribunal. I move that the bill be indefinitely 
postponed: 

The motion was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam instructed by the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 859) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John Shanks, to report it adversely. It comes 
under the act of ef August 7, 1882. I move that the bill be postponed 
indefinitely. 

The motion was to. A 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam instructed by the same committee to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 858) to remove the charge of absence without 
proper authority from the military record of Ri H. White and to 
revoke the order of dismissal from the service therefor, to report it ad- 
versely, and to move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. The whole 
record is given, and the reasons for the action of the committee, in the 

rt. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was re- 
ferred the joint resolution (S. R. 51) authorizing an expenditure of 
money for Inctian educational purposes, have i me to report it 
with amendments. I desire to ask, after the conclusion of morning 
business, the indulgence of the Senate a few moments for the passage 
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.of the joint resolution, which has become necessary from some difficulty 
in the Departments in the censtruction of existing law. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1232) authorizing claimants to the Rancho de 
Napa, in Napa County, California, to prove up their title, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 209) to establish a United States court in the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to say in connection with the bill which 
has just been reported that a minority of the committee dissent from 
the views of the majority as to some of the provisions of the bill. Itis 
believed by some of us that the jurisdiction which is conferred by the 
bill on the United States court to be established in that Territory is 
wider than our treaties with the tribes in the Indian Territory will Jas- 

. Perhaps while there may be reasons why the jurisdiction 
should be as wide as is given by the bill, yet it has seemed to some of 
us that it was in conflict with the treaties in some of their provisions, 
and we have therefore reserved our right to be heard against those pro- 
visions on the floor. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 949) to amend and correct an act approved 
January 29, 1879, authorizing the appointment of Dr. Junius L. Powell 
an assistant surgeon in the United States Army, submitted an adverse 
report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. 

He aad from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: s 

A bill (8. 1412) authorizing the Secretary of War to adjust and settle 
the accounts for arms between the State of South Carolina and the 
Government of the United States; and 

A bill (S. 1413) to empower the Secretary of War to audit the claim 
of the State of South Carolina for rent alleged to be due for the use and 
occupation of the Citadel Academy, at Charleston. 

Mr. HAMPTON. A report was made by the Committee on Military 
Affairs a skort time ago, and I find that there was some informality in 
the proceedings of the committee, I therefore ask unanimous consent 
that that bill be recommitted to the committee. It is the bill (S. 445) 
for the relief of the heirs or legal representatives of Robert J. Baugness, 
deceased. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs, The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. , 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally adversely; and they 
were indefinitely postponed: 

A bill (S. 1166) for the relief of certain officers who have served a 
specified number of yearsas captains or as company and regimental staff 
officers; and 

A bill (S. 1217) for the relief of certain officers who have served a 
specified number of years as captains or as company and regimental staff 
officers. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of William , asked to be from its further considera- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on Pensions; which was 

to. 

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1404) to authorize the location of a branch 
home for volunteer disabled soldiers in either the States of Arkansas, 
Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri, or Nebraska, and for 
other purposes, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 807) for the relief of John H. Shugart and Robert 
F. Shugart, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. 

He aa from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bill and joint resolution, reported them severally without amend- 


ment: 

- A bill (S. 1394) for the relief of the trustees of the Southern Illinois 

Normal University, at Carbondale, Jackson County, Illinois; and 
Joint resolution (S. R. 38) authorizing the issue of clothing to Sergt. 

Herman Theune, Company I, Twenty-third New York Infantry. : 


TELEGRAPHIC-SERVICE INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I am instructed by the Committee to Andit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to report back the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. HILL] on the 
13th instant providing for the payment of certain expenses out of the 
appropriation ‘* for expenses of special and select committees,” &c. 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the resolution may be acted upon now. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: ; 


incurred under resolutions of the Senate 
paid out of the appropriation “ for ex- 


, on vouchers to be approved by 
and Post-Roads. 


Resolved, That the necessary mses 

penses January sland Peorgary 1 la be pei 
an com: 

e chairman of the Committee on 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT, 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing td 
report the resolution, with amendments, providing for printing addi. 
tional copies of the report of the Select Committee of the United States 
Senate on the Mississippi River Improvements, and I ask for its imme- 
diate consideration. $ 
: ioe Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 

ution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first amendment reported by the 
committee will be read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If there be unanimous consent it is not worth while 
to act severally upon all these little verbal amendments. I will state 
in short that the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas] presented the 
resolution as a concurrent resolution to have 2,000 copies printed, but 
we thought that it would go then to the other House and go upon the 
Calendar there and we might not get it. The object is speed. So the 
committee strikes out ‘‘ two ’’ and puts in “‘ one,”’ which comes within 
the limitation of the rules and can be ordered directly by the Senate. 
We can get the reports in that way; otherwise the matter may be de- 
layed indefinitely. The same number is provided for the Senate as 
was intended by the resolution originally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the amend- 
ments will be reported together. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the first line it is pro to strike out 
‘two’? andinsert ‘‘one’’ before ‘‘ thousand; in line 3, after the word 
“ printed,” to strike out ‘‘ one-half; and in the last linc to strike out 
‘and one-half for the use of the House of Representatives;’’ so as to 
make the resoqlution, when amended, read: 

Resolved, That 1,000 additional copies of the report of the Select Committee of 
the United States Senate on the Mississippi River Improvements be printed for 
the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


TARIFF COMPILATION OF 18%. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
which was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 53) authorizing the = tA 
ing and binding of additional copies of the tariff compilation of 1884, 
to report it with an amendment, making it a concurrent resolution in- 
saad of a joint resolution, recommending its passage in fhat form, and 
asking for its present consideration. > 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration.of the joint resolution? If there be no objection, the joint 
resolution is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and will 


be read at length, y 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate and House ives ofthe United States of America 


in Congress assembled, That the Publie Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to print and bind 12,000 additional copies of the Tariff Compilation for 1884 (Sen- 
ate Report, No. 12, Forty-eighth Congress, first session); 4,000 for the use of the 
Senate and 8,000 for the use of the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The amendment recommended by 
the Committee on Printing will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out the title, and in 
the enacting clause to strike out the word ‘‘and,’’ after ‘‘Senate,’’ and 
insert ‘‘ the;’’ and after the word “Re tatives’’ to strike out the 
words ‘‘of the United States of America in Congress assembled” and 
to insert ‘‘ concurring;’’ so as to read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring). 

Mr. ANTHONY. This amendment is reported in conformity with 
the uniform custom of the Senate, a custom which I found when I came 
to the Committee on Printing of ordering printing by a concurrent res- 
olution, but it has always seemed to me that it was unconstitutional, 
because the Constitution says: 

Every order, resolution, or vote to which the concurrence of the Senate and 


House of Representatives may be n (except on a question of adjourn- 
ment) shall be presented to the President of the United States. 


I have spoken to some of the lawyers of the Senate on this subject, 
among others to the Senator who now adorns the chair and whose law 
I may say I have generally found to meet my sppronenon except on 
naval matters, but they are all against me, and I yield to authority 
but not to conviction. It seems to me that it is not constitutional] to 
order printing Cept Dy joint resolution, but the custom has been uni- 
versal, going back ieve to the origin of the Government, and we 
have proposed to amend the joint resolution in conformity therewith, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator who reported the 
joint resolution what will be the probable cost of this printing? I do 
not think the 12,000 copies will we enough; they will not meet the de- 
mand of the ee who desire information on the subject. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The printing proposed will cost between three 
and four thousand dollars. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think we ought to have twice the number re- 
ported in the resolution. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The cost will be $3,470, according to the estimate 
of the Public Printer. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. It is an extensive 
valuable one, and I move to strike out “‘ 12,000 ” and insert ‘‘24,000,”’ 
and in the division to give to the Senate 8,000 and the House 16,000 


co ` 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee amending the clause which has 


ding enacting cla: 
been reported, after which the Chair will receive the moi - 
ator from Missouri. r 
Mr. INGALLS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, and that is 


whether the force of a concurrent and a joint resolution is the same on 

their passage through Congress; that is to say, whether a concurrent 

resolution must be read three times before it passes? j 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, “The Chair thinks according to the 

ont of the Senate a concurrent resolution need not be read three 
es. 


Mr. INGALLS. Buta joint resolution must be read three times. 
It is in exactly the same parliamentary position as a bill. I would 
therefore, that serious inconvenience will result in the jour- 
ization of this transaction if the committee re that a joint reso- 
lution shall take the form of a concurrent resolution. I donot see how 
that can be done es amendment. It changes the entire nature of the 
bill or paper that is introduced. It seems to me that the resolution 
ought to be originally either joint or concurrent, and that by report 
of a committee or by subsequent action of the Senate at any stage a 
joint resolution can not be changed by amendment into a concurrent 
resolution. I submit that to the Senator from Rhode Island for his 
consideration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair thinks that the joint reso- 
lution as introduced must until amended be considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, and he so directed, where it now is; but the Chair thinks 
that it is in the power of the Senate to amend the enacting clause which 
fixes the nature of the resolution, and having amended the i 
clause it has changed the character and nature of the proposition before 
the Senate. : 

Mr. INGALLS. Then what becomes of the joint resolution, which 
must be read three times before it can pass, and which is now in Com- 
mittee of the Whole? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will have been amended out of ex- 
istence in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. INGALLS. But then a concurrent resolution does not require 
to be considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem, No; but this is not yet a concurrent 
resolution. The question is on to the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee, amending the enacting clause so as to make 
it a concurrent instead of a joint resolution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] now moves to amend the resolution. The amendment 
proposed by him will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4 itis p to strike out the word 
‘twelve’? and insert “ twenty-four;’’ and in line 7 tostrikeout “four’’ 
and insert ‘‘eight;’’? and in the same line to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and 
insert ‘‘sixteen;’’ so as to read: 


Resolved by the Senate sik meppen Kage pis paragge a concurring), That the Public 
Printer be, and he is hereby, autho: to print and bind 24,000 additional 
copies of the tariff compilation for 1884 (Senate Report No. 12, Forty-eighth Con- 

first session); 8,000 for the use of the Senate and 16,000 for use of the 
ouse of Representatives, 


Mr. BECK. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Printing and the chairman of the Committee on Finance if this is the 
report which was prepared by order of the Finance Committee under 
the charge of Mr. Durfee, the clerk of that committee? 

Mr. MORRILL. Iso understand it, ` 

Mr. BECK. Then it is an extremely valuable book, and we can 
hardly get too many copies of it. I think the chairman of the Finance 
Committee will agree with me in that statement from the examination 
he has made of it. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have already stated as much to the Senate when 
I introduced originally the resolution. This volume contains all the 
tariff and a great many other valuable tables and documents in rela- 
tion to the tariff. Inaddition to that it will have an index, so that the 
wayfaring man can find any subject that he is looking for. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is the resolution now in Committee of the Whole 
or before the Senate ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. INGALLS. But a concurrent resolution can not be in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not-yet a concurrent resolution, 
as the action of the Committee of the Whole is not final. The question 
ison agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Thé PRESIDENT pro The resolution is still before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. If no 
further amendment be proposed it will be reported to the Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘‘ A jointresolution authorizing the printing and 
binding of additional copies of the Tariff Compilation of 1884.” 


public document and a very 


The PRESIDENT pro The Senate having made two amend- 
ments thereto, the question is on co: in the amendments made 
as in Committee ofthe Whole. If there be no objection, the Chair will 
put the question together on concurring in the amendments, 

The amendments were in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution, which is now a concurrent resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


WILLIAM PFAENDER. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I observe in the proceedings of the 13th instant 
an adverse report from the Committee on Militasy Affairs upon the bill 
(S. 1053) for the relief of William Pfaender. I have consulted with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] who made the report to 
the Senate, and with his consent I submit a motion, and ask unani- 
mous consent that the report be reconsidered and the bill recommitted 
to the Committee cn Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the bill on the Calendar? 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir; it was postponed indefinitely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It isin order for the Senator to move, 
as two actual sessions have not yet gone by, to reconsider the vote b 
which the bill was indefinitely postponed. . 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Then I submit that motion. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
That order will be entered if there be no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bill and 
joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3934) relating to recoveries for infringements of patents; 
and 

Joint resolution (H. Res? 160) making further appropriations for the 
relief of destitute persons in the districts overflowed by the Ohio River 
and its tributaries. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 2555) to change the name of ‘‘The National 
La Fayette and Bank of Commerce”? to that of ‘‘The National La Fay- 
ette Bank;’’ and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

SUFFERERS BY THE OHIO OVERFLOW. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask the Senator from Iowa the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, in view of the circumstances surround- 
ing us, which will not admit of a moment’s delay, whether it would 
not be better to call up the measure which has just come from the 
House of Representatives making an additional appropriation for the 
relief of the sufferers in the Ohio and Mississippi valleys? 

Mr. ALLISON. In response to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Indiana I will say that I think the joint resolution had better go to the 
Committee on Appropriations. We shall hold a meeting during the 
peeing hour and consider it and report it back during the day in some 

orm. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is satisfactory. 

The PRESIDENT . According to the view of the Chair 
under the present rules bills from the House of Representatives can not 
be laid before the Senate except at the beginning of the session each 
day, unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. Irise for the purpose of suggesting to the Senator 
from Indiana that he ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that the 
Chair may now lay before the Senate the joint resolution that has just 
come from the House of Representatives, in order that it may be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations at this time. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will make that request unless the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations or some member of that committee 
should recommend a different course. I agree with the Senator from 
Tennessee, and I will make the request that unanimous consent be 
given to the Chair to lay before the Senate the joint resolution indi- 
cated for reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks unan- 
imous consent that there be now laid before the Senate the joint res- 
olution (H. Res. 160) making further appropriations for the relief of 
destitute persons in the districts overflowed by the Ohio River and its 
tributaries. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 160) making further appropriations for 
the relief of destitute persons in the districts overflowed by the Ohio 
River and its tributaries was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear it read at length. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read at length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1542) to amend section 4878 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. CONGER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1543) for the relief 
of Wilbur F. Steele, of Dakota Territory, to confirm his title to certain 
lands; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1544) to amend section 5388 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to‘timber depreda- 
tions; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1545) to amend section 2148 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States in relation to trespa8sers on Indian 
lands; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced å bill (S. 1546) granting a pension to 
Orin R. McDaniel; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1547) to regulate proof in pension claims; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. KENNA (by request) introduced a bill (§, 1548) for the relief 
of the Mason City Salt Company; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1549) to authorize the juries of 
the United States circuit and district courts to be used interchangeably, 
and to provide for drawing talesmen; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VAN WYCEK introduced a bill (S. 1550) for the construction of 
bridges on the Sioux reservation in Nebraska and Dakota; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 1551) to change the limit of appro- 
paoe. for the public building at Denver, Colo. ; which was read twice 
y its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1552) to remove the limitation 
of four years imposed upon certain offices, and require bonds in con- 
nection therewith; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S., 1553) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against David Wood; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1554) for the relief of S. N. Wood; which 
tend gy twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on ' Indian 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1555) in relation to the public building 
at Leavenworth, Kans.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee. on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1556) relating to bonds of offi- 
cers of the Pay Department of the United States Army and for the set- 
tlementof their accounts; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to present and have referred, to accom- 
pany that bill, a statement made by the Paymaster-General or under 

is direction in regard to this subject, and I wish to call the particular 
attention of the Committee on.Military Affairs to it. This bill carries 
out the recommendation of the Secretary of War, and the Paymaster- 
General concurs in the view of the Secretary that it ought to pass. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS in the chair). The pa- 
les will be received and referred with the bill to the Committee on 

filitary Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1557) for the relief of Abraham 
Brafman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committce on Finance. 

Mr.. VOORHEES. I introduce a bill and ask that it lie on the table, 
and give notice that I will move it as a substitute for the bill (S. 1115) 
to amend section 4919 of the Revised Statutes relating to the recovery 
= rea for the infringement of patents when itis reached on the 

endar. 

The bill (S. 1558) to protect innocerrt purchasers of patented articles 
was read the first time by its title, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to have that bill read at length, inas- 
much as I understood the Senator from Indiana to say he proposed to 
offer it as a substitute for a bill which will soon be reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read in extenso. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Beit enacted, &c. Thatitshall be a valid defense to aa Yad foraninfringement 
oren patent, orany suitor pi to enjoin any person from the use of a pat- 
article, that the defendant therein, or his assignor, purchased the patented 
article for use or consumption, and not for sale or paw sg in good faith and in 
the usual course of trade, without notice that the same was covered by a potent, 
or without notice that theseller had noright to sell such article; and) in all such 
cases notice received after such purchase shall not have the effect to impair in 
any way the right of such NEAT as absolute owner. 


Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 1559) to define the title and duties 
ofcertain officersof the Medical entofthe Army; which wasread 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1560) to provide that judges 

of the United States circuit and district courts shall reduce their instruc- 

tions to juries to wrifing in all States wherein by the laws thereof 
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State judges are required so todo; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judi 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1561 for the relief of Samuel P. 
Evans; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the J udiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1562) to amend section 1072 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Mr. GARLAND introduced a bill (S. 1563) providing for the punish- 
ment of persons falsely personating officers and employés of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. k 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. PIKE, it was 


Ordered, That L. Madison Day be permitted to take from the files of the Senate 
his written brief in the matter of his claim against the United States. 


INDIAN EDUCATIONAL APPROPRIATION. 


Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent to call up for consideration 
now the joint resolution reported from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions this morning. I think it will take but a moment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS inthe chair). The Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts asks for the consideration at this time of a joint 
resolution reported to-day from the Committee on Appropriations, which 
will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution (S. R. 51) authorizing an 
expenditure of money for Indian educational purposes. 

It proposes to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to expend so 
much of the sum of $150,000 appropriated for the purpose of further 
instracting and civilizing Indian children dwelling west of the Missis- 
sippi River, &c., in an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for 
the current and contingen gent expenses of the Indian ent, and for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1883, and for other purposes,” approved May 17, 1882, as 
he may deem necessary, for the purpose of erecting and repairing such 
school buildings as are now in course of construction or for which con- 
tracts have been made, and for such other educational purposes as he 
may consider proper 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs whether this money is to go to the day schools or board- 
ing schools. 

Mr. DAWES. I willstate, if there is no objection to the present con- 
ri of the joint resolution, the difficulty in reference to the mat- 


“Tihe PRESIDING OFFICER. _Is there objection té the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? The Chair hears none, and it is before 
the Senate asin Committee of the Whole. The question is on the 
amendments reported by the committee. 

Mr. DAWES. I will answer directly the question of the Senator 
from Missouri and then send to the Secretary’s desk a letter which 
will explain the necessity of this resolution. No part of this»resolu- 
tion will have the effect of maintaining a day school on the reservations 
or anything of that kind. The difficulty arises out of the construction 
put upon the appropriation of 1882. It authorized the Department of 
the Interior, as they supposed, to erect a school building, among the 
other expenditures. They went on with the planof that building, and 
a portion of the expenditure had been allowed, two quarters of it, at 
the Treasury Department, when the First Comptroller of the Treasury 
came to the conclusion that the terms of the appropriation were not 
broad enough for the purpose of erecting aschool building in Lawrence, 
Kans., and although they went on to expend money upon the faith of. 
the construction first put upon the act and upon the allowance of the 
expenditures for two quarters, the accounts for the continuing expend- 
iture have been suspended because the Comptroller came to the conclu- 
sion that the law was not broad enough to cover such an expenditure. 
Thus they are in this embarrassment, which will be more fully ex- 
plained in the letter which I send to the desk and ask may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If there be no objection the communi- 
cation sent to the desk by the Senator from Massachusetts will be read 
by the Chief Clerk. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I shall have the ore statute read and we 
shall see the difficulty. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 9, 1884, 


Sr; I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of a communication of the 8th 


t from your committee, inclosing a copy of S. R. 51, being a Sonit resolu- 


tion aut ng an expenditure of money for Indian educational pur ‘and 
requesting certain Carimi ge mes on the su uhoti al also my views regarding aie ad- 
visability and necessity of the lution. 

The money the U appropriated" of w) sch i is authorized by the resolution is apor- 
tion of the ry weed appo the act of May 17, 1882 (22 Statutes, 36), for 
or tie sss he Sissies civilizing Indian “children dwelling west 

the ther inatructing 

m was decided by the First Comptroller of the Treasury on 
May ae & permanent specific appropriation, 
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t deemed to be within the 


Under and in pursuance of what this Departmen’ 
scope and the meaning and intent of the provisions of that law, plans were 


pre- 
pared, pro Js invited, and contract and approved June 30, 1883, for the 
erection of buildings near Lawrence, Kans., at a cost of $45,419, for the establish- 
ment.of a school for the educational and industrial training of Indian children, 
payntent specified to be made from the ap; riation under consideration, 

The accounts for the first and second ments for work done under said 
contract, amounting in all to $14,139.90, were approved here, and passed for pay- 
ment by the accounting officers of the Treasury, but paynfent of the third install- 
ment due under said contract, amounting to $12,011.29, is withheld by the account- 
ing officers, who, I am verbally informed, now hold that the appropriation i- 
fied can not be used for the erection of buil for Indian school purposes where 
an industrial school has notalready been lished and surporins wholly from 
treaty or other funds appropriated by Congress. No such school having hereto- 
a existed at Lawrence, Kans., they hold that the account can not be passed’ 

or payment, 
nder that a) priation a contract has also been made for the erection of 
aoe for indlustrial-school purposes at Albuquerque, N. Mex., at a cost of 
700, re 


An industrial school has heretofore been and is now in operation at that Lapse 
but increased school facilities are tly needed for the Indians located in tha 
section of the country, Thus farthere has been no question with the accounting 
officers as to the applicabilit ofthe appropriation tothe erection of the builnings 
at AMuquerque; but I add that no claim for any part of the money under 

e last-mentioned contract has yet been presented for payment, and therefore 

is not certainly known what view the accounting officers will take regarding it. 

The citizens of Lawrence donated to the Government two hundred and eighty 
acres of valuable land, st gs, age city, asa site for the buildings and farming 
land for the school purposes. The citizens of A uerque donated sixty-five 
acres near that city for the pu of the school at that point. 

It is the amount, $75,119, involved in the contract for the erection of Indian in- 
Demat fangs buildings at those two points that is specially covered by the joint 
resolution, 

The state of theappropriation athe present time is about as follows: 


aPN expended for the gene: specified in the law 

Amount of contract for buildings st ATAMU AnA. N, Aa | 39.700 
Total amount of expenditures and obligations under contracts..... 126, 679 
Leaving a balance Of About. .....ssess-sssssssssesssseoosssssescossssecsssssssesssssesse 23, 21 


The buildings at Lawrence are now about completed, and, as the Department 


Very respectfull 
ni) H. M. TELLER, Secretary. 


To the CHAIRMAN CoMMITTEER ON APPROPRIATIO: 
United Slates Renate, 


Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Missouri will observe that this is 
for schools outside ofthe Indian reservations, and therefore does not 
affect the question of the wisdom of day schools, which I think, per- 
haps, the Senator and I would not differ about. The oniga appro- 
priation is somewhat involved in its language, It came in this shape in 
the statute through acommittee of conference, and by putting together 
several items the phraseology became so involved that there is a fair 
question upon which the accounting offi of the Treasury at one 
time entertained one opinion and allowed the accounts, and afterward 
came to a different conclusion and left the accounts for the money al- 
ready expended at Albuquerque, N. Mex., and at Lawrence, Kans., in 
the construction and repair of those buildings unpaid, which makes this 
resolution necessary. I ask the Secretary now to read the language of 
the appropriation, which I send to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And for the pu of further instructing and civilizing Indian children dwell- 
ing west of the Mississippi River, and in the States of Minnesota, Wisconsin, and 
Michigan, and not belonging to the five civilized tribes in the Indian Territory, 
orso many thereof as be practicable in industrial schools other than those 
at Carlisle, Hampton, and Forest Grove, supported in whole or in part from 
treaty and other funds a propriated by Congress, or such as may be est: 
lished and supported wholly from treaty or other funds so appropriated and for 
earn et | stock for herding purposes for such industrial schools, and also for 

he placing of such children, with the consent of their parents, under the care 
and control of such suitable white families as may in all respects be qualisied to 
ps such children moral, industrial, and educational! training, for a term of not 
ess than three years, under arrangements in which their proper care, support, 
and education shall be in exchange for their labor, the sum of $150,000 is hereby 


appropriated, to be expended under such rules and regulations as the Secretary 
oF the Interior may prescribe. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments of the Committee 
on Appropriations will be now read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. The first amendment proposed by the Commit- 
e 


tee on Appropriations is, in line 14, after word “‘ erecting,” to insert 
‘*furnishing;”’ so as to read: : ° ; 

Ash d for th f , fu: y 
eco’ gen Soe ieee e purpose of erecting, furnishing, and repair- 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
lines 16 and 17, to strike out the words: 


And for such other educational purposes as he may consider proper. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BECK. I suppose this resolution will have to pass, but as one 
monbe of the Committee on tek aban Iam obliged to say that it 
not meet my approbation. do not believe there was anything in 
the original law that authorized the diversion, as I think it was, of this 
$150, to the erection of schoo) buildings anywhere. It was origi- 


nally a Senate amendment to the bill that was approved May 17, 1882, 
and as it passed the Senate the amendment read thus: 

And the Secretary of the Interior is farther authorized and directed to provide 
for the care, support, and education of all Indian children dwelling west of the 
Mississippi and not belonging tothe five civilized tribes in the Indian Territory, 
or so many thereof as may be practicable, under such regulations as may bea 

roved by the President, in any of the States or Territories, ata cost not ex - 

$200 per annum for each child; and for this purpose there is appropriated 
$250,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

In the conference committee it was changed to the language read by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, or by the Secretary at his request. In 
that I am still unable to see that authority was given to the Secretary 
of the Interior to erect a new building costing $45,000 at Lawrence, 
Kans., or toerect a new building—if he has done so; I did not hear dis- 
tinctly about that—at Albuquerque, N. Mex. He has done it, however; 
and the bills for the expense involved are now before him unpaid. The 
Comptroller of the Treasury first seemed to allow him to do this, but 
now refuses. The reason I withhold my assent from the joint resolu- 
tion is that I it as a diversion of money, that was not intended 
for that purpose, by the Secretary of the Interior to the erection of school 
buildings that we did not give him any authority to contract for. The 
very next line of the bill following those read by the Secretary on the 
suggestion of fhe Senator from Massachusetts is: 

For the erection ef a school buildingon the Northern Cheyenne and Ara 

n, in the Indian Territory, to replace the one destroyed by fire, $5,000. 

Wherever we have authorized the erection of a building we have ap- 
propriated the money specifically for that purpose. We did so after long 
debate in regard to a building to be erected in Nebraska over which a 
long wrangle washad. Now, if the Secretary of the Interior can divert 
the money given for the purpose of educating the Indians under provis- 
ions as broad as the conference saw fit to place in lieu of that passed by 
the Senate, he can devote any other fund appropriated to Indians to any 
purpose. I have no doubt he has erected a good building at Lawrence, 
Kans. I see by the papers the people there gave a large amount of valu- 
able land asa gift to have it done; but $45,000 for an Indian school seems 
to me to be an immense sum of money for the purpose, and $29,000 at 
Albuquergue also seems like a sum. 

But that is not the question. y point is that unless clear provis- 
ions of law authorize the Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs to use the money in the erection of buildings, however 
desirable he may them, he has not any right to do it. Congress 
did not intend by any of these proyisions to give him that authority; 
and whenever we consent that our executive officers shall take authority 
we do not give and divert the use of the money we appropriate from 
the porpre for which we intended it to another purpose, however laud- 
able and however desirable it may seem to them, then Congress loses 
all its control over the appropriations, and the executive officers become 
our masters and not our servants. That is the case here as I under- 
stand it. I doubt whether any member of the committee will say that 
it was intended at that time that any part of the money thus given, 
even under the broad language of the conference committee’s report, 
was intended to be given so as to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to pay $45,000 for an Indian school-house to be built anywhere. I be- 
lieve in the condition of things as it exists we shall have to pay the 
money, but I enter my protest against that way of carrying out our 
laws by our executive officers, x 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, it is perhaps notimproper that I should 
make some statement about this provision of the law and how it came 
to be in the law in the form in which it is found there. 

The Senator from Kentucky will remember, as all theother members 
of the Senate will, the controversy that existed about appropriations 
for educating the Indians, He will remember the somewhat lengthy 
und very instructive debate on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] calling for the appropriation I think 
of $3,000,000 for that purpose. The sentiment of the Senate seemed 
to be largely in favor of giving some very considerable sum in addition 
to what had been already given for that purpose, and generally I think 
the feeling was that that sum should be $500,000, My impression is that 
originally the Senate voted to make it $500,000; at all events a very 
much larger sum than the House would agree to; andas the result of an 
extended conference, I think of repeated conferences, thesum was finally 
fixed at $150,000, added to what had theretofore been appropriated. It 
was, designed to use this sum of money in doing something entirely dif- 
ferent, in a different place, and in a different way from what had ever 
been done in regard to Indian education; and the design of the amend- 
ment was that no portion of this money should be appropriated to the 
maintenance of any school then existing, but that it should take up the 
Indian education from a new standpoint and in new places and in new 
ways and for the accomplishment of the enlarged purposes which had 
been in the mind of Congress in appropriating the money and giving 
the direction about its expenditure. 

As the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAweEs] has said, the lan- 
guage of the clause was changed from time to coms the conterence 
committee to meet differing views and accommodate different ideas until 


it finally reached the shape in which it went into the statute, but it 
was punctuated wrong; and while the intention was plain, and I think 
now the plain reading of the language employed is that this money 
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should only be appropriated for new schools, the Comptroller when it 
was submitted to him held that it meant exactly the opposite; that it 
could not be used for any school except an old school; that is to say, 
one already existing and one already under apenas of the Gov- 
ernment. Under that construction he permi the application of a 
portion of this money for a school at Albuquerque, which was an old 
school; that is to say, he permitted the appropriation of a portion of it 
to the enlargement of that school. By some mistake, as he claims, he 
also passed the first vouchers for the building at Lawrence. 

While I am on that point I will say that I have been advised by the 
Interior Department that the question of construction came up after 
the law was passed, and for the purpose of knowing what should be 
done the advice of the Comptroller was taken on the question as to 
whether this money could be used for erecting school eng I 
remember the Secretary of the Interior having stated to me the doubt 
that arose in his own mind as to what should be done. 

I am happy to agree entirely with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Beck] in his criticism upon the Departments generally for their en- 
largement of the powers we give them in the appropriation of money. 
I shall be very todo allI can to puta check upon them. But this 
has grown up from time to time, one thing added to another, until de- 
partmental constructions have almost the force of law, nd all the De- 
partments of the Government being required to deal with the Treas- 
ury Department about these matters, take the direction of the Treas- 
ury Department as practically conclusive upon them. In this same law 
there is found this item: 

For support of industrial schools and for other educational purposes for the 
Indian tribes, $150,000. z 

That is an appropriation which has been in the Indian bills for sev- 
eral years in almost that exact ianguage, the difference being only in 
the amount appropriated, and under that the entire system of Indian 
schools upon reservations has been carried on, including the erection of 
buildings, the furnishing of buildings, the repair of buildings, as well 
as the pay of teachers, and all the incidental expenses of the schools. 
All that has been done under language of that kind; and consequently 
this is no new thing. The Treasury Department first applied to the 
portion of the statute now under consideration precisely the same con- 
struction in effect that they had applied before to similar language em- 
ployed in the appropriation of money for the education of the Indians. 

I am glad that the Senator from Kentucky has called attention to 
this matter. y 

Mr. BECK. I think the Senator from Kansas will find that what- 
ever may have been done in that line before under such general appro- 
priations was under treaty obligations, because we bound ourselves by 
treaty to maintain and support and keep up the schools. 

Mr. PLUMB. But the treaty obligation to build a school-house does 
not en the functions of the Janguage used in the appropriation of 
money. If we are bound to build a school-house on an Indian reserva- 
tion and we appropriate money for the employment of teachers, the fact 
of the existence of the treaty obligation does not give more powers to 
the language used in appropriating the money; and it is under a simi- 
lar provision to this that the whole system of Indian education rp kone 
on and the entire system of the construction and maintenance of school 
buildings and their repair from time to time has gone on; and so the 
Senator will find in another item of this same bill: 


For support of Indian industrial school at Forest Grove, Oreg., $30,000. 


There is a sum of money appropriated for the support of that school, 
$30,000, and that is used for the purpose of repairing the building, al- 
though nothing is said about repairs, I think that covers this. Inas- 
much as this matter has now been called to the attention of the Senate, 
the committee hereafter will find it convenient, as it certainly will be 
proper and in the interest of good legislation and good government, that 
there shall be some restriction put for the future upon this matter. But 
as it is now this practice has gone on from time to time, and this is 
only an incident which would not have attracted notice but for the 
fact that some question arose about the construction of this provision 
after the contract had been made and after a portion of the work had 
been paid for, which caused it to be referred to the Attorney-General for 
his opinion, and he decided, as I should say myself correctly, that this 
money could not be used for the purpose of erecting a building, and so 
a stop was put to any further action in that direction. This resolution 
becomes necessary in order to protect the Government property from loss 
and in order to carry out the honest obligation of the Government to the 
contractor. 

Mr. BECK. Before the Senator sits down let me say one additional 
word. This appropriation is found in a law with this title: ‘‘An act 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1883, and for other pur- 
poses,” which was approved May 17, 1882; and the provision under 
which all these proceedings are had isa part of that bill, not distin- 

ished in any regard from the ordinary provisions of it, and yet the 
Secretary tells us in the letter laid before us that— 


This 


priation was decided 
May 26, 


the First Comptroller of the Treasury on 
, to be a permanent 


appropriation. 


Mr. DAWES. What he means by that I suppose to be that it does 


not lapse into the Treasury at the close of the year. 

Mr. BECK. Perhaps he does, but itisa very broad way of stating if. 

Mr. DAWES. It is not a good term to use, but that must be what 
it means. 2 

Mr. BECK. Continuing, he says: x 

Under and in pursuance of what this ent deemed to be within the 
scope and the meaning and intent of the visions of that law, plans were pre- 

7 s invited, and contract made and approved June 30, 1883, for the 

erection of buildings near Lawrence, Kans., at a cost of $45,419, for the estab- 
lishment of a school for the educational and industrial t. ing of Indian chil- 
dren, payment specified to be made from the appropriation under consideration. 

The whole p was med until the last day of the fiscal 
year for which the appropriation was made, and the contract was made- 
on the 30th of June to bring it inside of the year. That does not look 
quite well, and therefore it was that I called attention to it as being in: 
a form that I did not like. Ido not mean to oppose the of the 
resolution; I think the thing has gone too far for that; but if it will in- 
duce the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs to say to the De- 
partment to be very careful hereafter, I shall have accomplished some- 
thin 


g- 
The joint reseølution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. ’ 
SUFFERERS BY THE OHIO OVERFLOW. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to report from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations the joint resolution (H. Res. 160) making 
further appropriations for the relief of destitute sufferers in the districts 
overflowed by the Ohio River angits tributaries. I ask that it may be 
put upon its passage at once. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In rising I have, of course, no intention of op- 
posing this resolution. I merely rise for the pyrpose of stating that the 
Legislature of Ohio, now in session, has appropriated $200,000 for this 
purpose and is considering the propriety of making a larger appropria- 
tion. I desire also to say that no portion of the funds contributed by 
the Federal Government is expected to go to relieve the suffering peo- 
ple in the city of Cincinnati or its immediate vicinity. The people of 
that city, with great liberality, have taken care of all who are suffering 
there, and are prepared to do the work freely. Thisappropriation is to 
be applied to other cities and localities along the Ohio River which are 
not so able to take care of themselves, 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third. reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

PORTRAITS IN SENATE CHAMBER. ‘ 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Fe That no paintings or portraits be placed upon the walls of the Senate 


JOHN LEATHERS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The first bill on the Calendar will 
now be stated. 

The bill (S. 253) for the relief of John Leathers was announced as 
first in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] who re- 
ported the bill is notin. I suggest that it lie over informally until he 
returns. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be laid aside informally to be resumed again. - Suppose the Senator 
from Oregon does not return by 2 o’clock; does the Renato ffom Kan- 
sas ask that it retain its place on the Calendar ? - 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem If there be no objection, the bill wilt 
be laid aside to tetain its place at the head of the list for to-morrow 
unless sooner reached to-day. Is there objection? The Chair hears. 
none. 

CRIMINAL JURISDICTION IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 243) to provide for the 
exercise of the jurisdiction conferred upon the United States in places 
out of their territory and dominion, and to repeal the Revised Statutes 
from section 4083 to section 4130, inclusive. 

Mr. PENDLETON. That bill, I think, can not fairly be considered 
under the five-minute limitation of debate under Rule VIII. I amex- 
tremely anxious, however, that it shall not lose its place in the consid- 
eration of the Senate, and I ask to be advised by the Chair whether if 
it goes over—I do not say now whether I object to it myself—it will 
take the head of the Calendar, to be called at 2 o’clock, subject to the 
Senate bills 167 and 399. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will stand the third bill on the 
Calendar of General Orders under the ninth rule. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I then ask that itmay go over under that rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over, 
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JOHN LEATHERS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was announced by its title. 

Mr. CONGER. I see the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] is now 
in the Chamber; why not take up his bill? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Oregon that the bill (S. 253) for the relief of John Leathers was 
laid aside informally until the return of the Senator. 

Mr. DOLPH. [ask that the bill be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 253) for the relief of John Leathers. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have madeall the suggestions I desire to make in 
regard to the matter. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest to the Senator from Oregon that inasmuch 
as the report he made contains a statement of facts that is not consist- 
ent with the true state of affairs, the bill had better be recommitted in 
order to keep the record in a satisfactory condition. It appears from 
the report made by the Senator from regon that this man was indicted 
for fishing upon an Indian reservation; the language of the Senator in 
in his report relative to a former report is: 


The facts are correctly stated in that report, which is as follows: 


It appears from his statement yesterday that the statement in that 
report is not correct; that asa matter of fact the defendant was indicted 
for trading upon an Indian reservation; and it still farther appears that 
he was wro lly indicted for that; that he did not trade upon an In- 
dian reservation; that he was indicted for an offense that never was 
committed before a court that never had jurisdiction, and that there- 
fore the fine and the costs were unjustly imposed upon him. If the 
court had no jurisdiction, then the proceedings, as the Senator knows, 
were void ab initio, and the imposition of the costs upon Mr, Leathers 
was unjust, and they should be remitted to him with the fine that was 
unjustly imposed. Inasmuch as those facts nowhere appear, I would 
suggest that the better plan would be to recommit the bill, and have 
the facts appear in a report to come from the committee that shall set 
forth the situation exactly as it was. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not think the bill ought to be re- 
committed. No matter how the facts are stated in the report, they are 
now fully and completely set forth in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
The report of the Committee on Claims now before the Senate does not 
adopt the report made by the committee at the last Congress. The 
mistake of fact was made by the former committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. Do I understand the Senator to say that the com- 
mittee at this session do not adopt the report made at the last session? 

Mr. DOLPH. No, sir; they set it forth, and may say that the facts 
are correctly stated; as to the facts they may adopt it, but not as to the 
law in the case. They merely set forth that report as a matter of in- 
formation, and place the merits of the case, the right of this claimant 
to relief, entirely upon the ground that the pardon was a proper exercise 
of executive clemency, that it came teo late to avail the party because 
the money had been collected and covered into the. Treasury; and they 
report that because the man was properly pardoned and the money is 
in the Treasury Pa ogy ought to grant the relief. 

As I stated y y, I was drawn inadvertently into my statement 
when this matter first came up for discussion that this man was in- 
dicted for fishing on the Indian reservation by the fact that some nine 
persons were indicted for fishing in Pyramid Lake on the reservation, 
and the papers in all the cases were mingled ther, petitions for the 
pardon of this man and the nine others and all the correspondence were 

und together among the papers before the Committee on Claims. The 
cases were all presented to the President together. 

That also accounts for the inadvertence of the former committee in 
stating that this man was one of those indicted for fishing on this res- 
ervation; but now the facts all being before the Senate and printed in 
the RECORD, and it appearing that this man was indicted for being 
found within the limits of an Indian reservation and trading there, 
when in fact his place of residence was not within the limits of the res- 
„ervation as the boundary had been staked out on the ground and he 
had reason to suppose he was without the limits of the reserva- 
tion, his case having been presented to the President for pardon and a 
pardon granted and the material facts not being disputed, I do not 
think it necessary to refer the bill back. ; 

The incorrectness of the former report, which is embodied in the re- 
port of the present committee, does not affect the merits ef the case. 
Unless the reading of a report is called for it does not go into the REC- 
ORD. But, as I have said, this case is now correctly stated in the REC- 
ORD, and I see no reason why we should longer discuss the proposition 
to refund to this claimant these $500 which have been so unjustly taken 
from him. I am aware that ifthe court proceeded without jurisdiction 
the United States has no legal claim to the money; but there is no way 
to get it ont of the Treasury unless Congress takes action in regard to 
the matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
reported py the-committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. I would ask the Senator from Oregon if he thinks, 
if the court had no jurisdiction and the proceedings were absolutely 
void ab initio, the amendment of the committee should be agreed to, 


The question is on the amendment 


retaining the costs that were imposed upon the defendant? It seems 
to me obvious that he would be entitled to have the entire amount re- 
funded if he was wrongfully indicted before a court that had no juris- 
diction. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think so, too, and I suppose the amendment was 
only proposed by the committee out of regard for the report of the 
former committee. The committee believed that it would be at least 
equitable te refund to this man the money collected from him which 
was in the Treasury, although he was required to lose the costs paid 
by him which had been expended by the United States in the case. If 
the Senate desires not to concur in the amendment and to pass the bill 
as it was introduced, I have no objection. I think it would be right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the first amend- 
ment of the Committee on Claims reducing the sum to be appropriated 
from $744. 90 to $501. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the second 
amendment of the committee, in line 8, after the word ‘‘fine,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘and costs’? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. | 

PATENT INFRINGEMENT SUITS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 1115) to amend section 
4919 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the recovery of damages for 
the infringement of patents. 

Mr. PLATT. It is manifest that we can do nothing in the consid- 
eration of this bill this morning, and I think it too important a bill to 
be considered under the five-minute rule. As I understand it, an ob- 
jection will place the bill very near the head of the Calendar, to be pro- 
ceeded with after2 o’clock. I will object to the consideration of the bill 
under the eighth rule. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. 


PRESENTS TO NAVAL OFFICERS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution (S. R. 42) authorizing certain officers of the Navy to ac- 
cept presents from foreign powers. It proposes to authorize Rear-Ad- 
miral J. W. A. Nicholson, of the Navy, to accept the medal which has 
been conferred upon him by the King of Sweden and Norway; Rear- 
Admiral R. W. Shufeldt, of the Navy, to accept a sword, Persian car- 
pet, and other articles presented to him by the Sultan of Zanzibar; and 
Rear-Admiral C. H. Baldwin, of the Navy, to accept a gold box with 
a portrait of the Emperor of Russia set in diamonds, presented by the 
emperor on the on of his coronation at Moscow. 

e joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


ELIJAH W. PENNY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 544) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elijah W. Penny. 

Mr. HARRISON. As that bill is reported adversely and there are 
but two or three minutes left, I will make the objection formally that 
it may remain on the Calendar and come up in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over. 


UNION METALLIC CARTRIDGE COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 420) for the relief of the Union Metallic Cartridge Com- 
pany was considered as in Committee of the Whole. : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Patents with an amend- 
ment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, autherized and directed to 
y, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
4702.60 to the Union Metallic Cartri Com y. of Bridgeport, Conn., for the 
use by the Government of their patented machines for heading cartridge-cases, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. LAPHAM 
January 18, 1884: 

The Committee on Patents, 
panying papers for the relief of the Union Metallic Cartridge Company, having 
considered the same, report thereon as follows: 

The relief sought is compensation by the United States for the use by the Gov- 
ernment of a nted invention owned by said com y for a new and im- 
proved of forming the heads of metallic cartridge-shells. 

There is no controversy in the case except upon the question of the amount of 
compensation to which said company is entitled. By the use of this invention 
a great saving has been made to the Government. Prior to its use only about 
five hundred shells could be. manufactured or headed in a day, requiring the 
labor of one man and two assistants, by the use of the best means known in the 
art. With the invention owned by said company and so used by the Government 
from thirty thousand to forty thousand shells could be headed in a day, and the 
process required the labor of only a girl to attend the ine. 

Briefly, the invention consists of a mandrel, a die with an aperture through it 
of the same size as the exterior of the shell to be headed, and a bunter, with 
proper mechanism for their automatical operation. Shells can be headed by the 
processes described in this invention with a great saving of expense and with 


to whom were referred the bill (S. 420) and accom- 


much Y ee paid than by any fobs’ d known method, and at the same 
timea and more uniform ar. rfect heading was formed. 
The War Department has admi the use of the invention and the liability 


1148 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 15, 


of the United States to said company. The only question which has arisen is as 
to the amount which oy oy to be paid by the Government for such use. 
Application was made by the said company to the Secre! of War in the year 
1873, and at his request the Attorney-General of the United States caused an in- 
vestigation to be made, the result of which was ad ep by him to the Secretary 
of War, to the effect that the patent owned by said company was valid and the 
claim for compensation was just; but as the claimants and the officers of the 
Government differed as to the amount of such compensation, the question was 


one which Co would have to determine. The validity of the patent has 
also been established by a decision of the court in an action brought by said 
company against the United States Cartridge Company for an infringement, 


and the rule of damages for the use of said invention been fixed by the judg- 
ment of the court in said action. , 

The compensation asked by the bill under consideration is at the same rate 
thus allowed by the court for an infringement of the company’s ss i Be pri- 
vate citizen. It appears that the Government has manufactured these shells in 
very large quantities made beyond its own needs, and that large quantities have 
been sold at auction from time to time at prices greatly less than the market 
value, thus putting them upon the market in competition with the owners of 
the patent, In some cases the shells have been so sold by the Government at 
less than cost, and said company has been compelled to purchase them from 
those who obtained them at Government sales in order to save itself from loss. 
In the judgment of your committee, this fact should be considered in fixing the 

nium of compensation, and that an allowance at the rate of x 
the action to which reference has been made is, under the circumstances, but 
a reasonable rate. The Supreme Court ef the United States has decided thatthe 
Government has no right to appropriate to its use an invention for which a pat- 
ent has issued, without compensation. To do so would be to take private 
hy 8a" 4 for public use without just compensation. i (Capua vs. James, 104 
Un ted States Reports, 358.) The Court of Claims has also decided that the Gov- 
ernmentshould pay atthe same rateasanindividual. (Hubbell rs. United States, 
5 Nott & H., Court of Claims Reports, 1.) í 

Especially, as your committee think, should this be so where the Government, 
as in this instance, has opened competition with the owners of the patent by 
sales in the market. 

It also appears that during the extension of this patent from the year 1874 the 
Government had the use of this invention without cost, and the claim is limited 
to what was manufactured prior to such extension. The quantity thus manu- 
factured is admitted to have been 41,490,174 cartridges or shells at the arsenal at 
Frankford, Pa, The saying to the Government in the man ure of num- 
ber of shells by the rule settled in the case referred to is $30,702.60. 

The committee therefore recommend that the bill beamended by striking out 
“seventy-five thousand dollars,” in lines 5 and 6 of same, and by inserting 
in lieu thereof the sum last aforesaid; andas thus amended do recommend the 
passage of the same. 


Mr. COCKRELL. This report says: 

The validity of the patent has also been established by a decision of the court 
in an action brought by said company against the United States Cartridge Com- 
Paoleus xed by One JAALAN OT ENA EEAS TO EAIA AMan Ta EAS T 

We are not referred to that decision, and it does seem to me that it 
would have been as little as could have been expected that the com- 
mittee, in acting upon this case and referring to a decision of a court 
fixing and establishing the rate of com 
where we could find that decision. I 
planation of that fact is made. 

Mr. PLATT. I trust the Senator will not object; the hour of 2 
o’clock has arrived, and I will say to the the Senator that this case was 
reported by the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM], who, I think, 
has in his possession the which are referred to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I not object if it is not pressed this morning. 

Mr. PLATT. Let it go over. 


nsation, should have named 
have to object until an ex- 


The PRESIDENT pro tem The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived 
it becomes the duty of the ir to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business of yesterday. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled 
joint resolution (H. Res. 160) making further appropriations for the re- 
lief of destitute persons in the districts overflowed by the Ohio River 
and its tributaries; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 


tempore. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. * 
On motion of‘Mr. INGALLS, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day itbe to meet on Monday next. 


NATIONAL-BANK CIRCULATION, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1155) to provide for the issue of circulating notes to 
national banking associations, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. SHERMAN, in line 9, after the word ‘‘ deposited,’ 
. to insert: 

, That if any bonds so a bear a higher rate of annual interest 

r cent., additional cire ng notes shall be issued equal in amount to 
fof the interest accruing on such bonds before their maturity in excess 
of 3 per cent. per annum, such amount to be ascertained and by the Comp- 
troller of the Currency on the 1st day of July of each year hereafter. 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I have an amendment pending to this 
bill which I shall offer at the proper time, but I presume that what I 
should have tosay about that amendment and abeut the general proposi- 
tion of the bill might as well be said now as at any time, in view of the 
wide range the debate has taken. I am reminded by something that was 
said yesterday of what was said here about three years ago, when, at the 
demand as I think of the national banks of the United States, or a 

many of them at all events, the then President of the United 
tes vetoed a bill substantially for the reason that it fixed the rate of 
interest on the proposed issue of bonds a little lower than the banks 


than 3 
one- 


then thought they were willing to carry. Now we are assured by the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and by many other persons 
of equal authority, that a bond which will draw 2per cent. interest will 
be entirely acceptable to the banks; and instead of their demanding 
favors by legislation at our hands, I think, on the whole, their relation 
has somewhat changed. They are willing to take almost anything they 
can now get. When I say that I do not mean to be understood as say- 
ing that all national banks are so desirous of remaining in the business, 
with the privileges which the law organizing them confers, that they 
would be willing to accept any conditions we might impose, but a large 
number of them are, and I think conspicuously those banks which were 
the most urgent and the loudest in getting up the clamor which induced 
the President to veto the bill to which I have referred. 

I am willing to say now that I am glad that bill was vetoed. Like 
a good many other people, both President and banks builded better than 
they knew. That veto made it tolerably certain that we shall never 
have any new issue of bonds of the United States, that is to say, no 
new United States bonds; certainly none unless some emergency not 
now foreseen shall occur. If that bill had been passed, as radical as it 
was then deemed, it would have been unwise as a matter of legislation, 
an unwisdom not then to be observed, but one which now would have 
been very apparent indeed. It was passed from proper motives and ve- 
toed on insufficient grounds. Those who advocated the bill and those 
who procured its veto have now changed places. I regard the sentiment 
of the people of the United States against the continuance of the public 
debt for any longer period than is made absolutely necessary by the 
terms of the bonds as fixed and irrevocable. So far-as I am concerned 
I have no desire and no intention certainly to appeal from that decision 
or endeavor in any way to modify it. I believe it is not only the fixed 
sentiment of the people but I believe it is based in the highest wisdom, 
that every material interest of fifty millions of people practically con- 
spires for an early extinction of the national debt. 

The money that is locked up in the bonds of the United States is 
needed to be put back into the industries of the country, setting in 
motion the wheels of commerce and giving employment to labor. e 
bonds are most. largely held among the capitalists and banks of the 
Northern seaboard States, the former seat of our shipping interests. 
When this money is released from its holding as dead capital in the 
shape of bonds I have great faith that some portion of it at least wild, 
directly or indirectly, find its way into ship- and become the means 
of a partial revival at least of American pping now languishing for 
this among other reasons, that American capital is too dear on account 
of the superabundant avenues calling for its investment, The country 
needs more active capital in many directions. 

When I speak of the abundance of money I speak of that as a rela- 
tive question; that is tosay, money compared with the opportunities 
for its productive investment. I want to see the national debt disap- 
pear because its disappearance would be practically a solvent of many 
important questions. We can not consider as we ought to-day the tar- 
iff question without at once being confronted with the necessity for 
providing a large sum of money annually in some way for the payment 
of the interest and principal of the public debt. Therefore we can not 
consider that either as an abstract question or as a practical question 
in itself but its consideration is always embarrassed by this one of 
which I have spoken. 

In the next place, it will enable us to settle this question of national 
currency unembarrassed by the existence of a national debt. If we had 
no national debt now, we should not be discussing these bills, weshould 
not be concerned about the amount of bonds, and the effect of the desire 
of the banks to realize a premium, on the currency of the country. It 
is the one thing to-day which stands in the way of some definite, ra- 
tional, and permanent settlement of the question of the currency. 

The Senator trom Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] said yesterday that 
the debate had exhibited a great unanimity of sentiment in favor of the 
nacional banks, the inquiry on all hands being, as he put it, how we can 
best maintain thatsystem. I think the debate has developed some other 
things which the Senator from Rhode Island can not be oblivious of, and 
one of them is that there is the utmost contrariety of opinion as to 
what scheme if any can be devised to accomplish the object in view. 
There is absolutely no concurrence on that point. Iam myself willing 
to goas far as any one in commending the national banking system for 
all that is good in it. It was a wise system in its inception. It 
performed at a time of great peril to the country the most useful func- 
tion, not only in supplyinga market for a large amount of Government 
bonds, then slow of sale, butalsoin supplying currency which took the 
place of the State bank currency which had then disappeared or was 
disappearing, and took the place of it at a time when the country pet- 
haps was not ready for more radical measures, and when possibly more 
radical measures, such as for instance the extension of the greenback 
currency in any eonsiderable amount, would not have met with favor 
and perhaps would have invited disaster. It has done more; it has 
given the country a useful system of banks for discount and deposit 


purposes, 
Mr. President, the relative advantages to this country of the cur- 
which the national banks have issued and of their functions as 

rans ati safe deposit for the money of the people and a solid foun- 
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dation for the business of the country to rest upon are wide apart in 
comparison, The mere issuing of the currency has not been attended 
with any great profit to the banks, and it has not been the most useful 
of the functions which the banks have performed. Banks of discount 
and deposit are vitally necessary to the business of the country. The 
more safe they,are the better for the entire country. The greatest bene- 
fit which could be conferred upon the country ina financial way would 
be the discovery of a system of banking in which deposits were always 
secure. This can not of course be done, but we can approximate it 
nearer and nearer by wise legislation. The national banking system 
has come the nearest to this of any system yet devised, and its safe- 
keeping of over a thousand million dollars of deposits and the orm- 
ance of the functions of discount and exchange have been of far more 
value to the country than any function it has performed with reference 
to the currency, and it is worthy to be continued and made more safe 
and permanent for the performance of these most useful and proper 
functions of modern banking. But the banks can not long continue to 
furnish currency owing to the rapid disappearance of the national debt, 
and the volume of that currency must necessarily be shifting and un- 
stable, and liable at any time to seriously fail to answer the purpose for 
which it was created. 

In fact, the steady reduction of the national debt has already brought 
us to the consideration, and very gravely too, as to what we shall do 
to prevent that contraction of the currency which a few years ago was 
not deemed possible but which is nowimpending. The various propo- 
sitions before the Senate, the subject of this discussion, are designed 
merely, if I may use a homely phrase, to ‘‘ toggle up” the system. 

The measure of my friend from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], 
which is reported from the Comimitteeon Finance, and which is, there- 
fore, the best the committee can do, is not pretended to be anything 
more than a measure of temporary relief. Here is my friend from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL], equally eminent and equally a friend of the na- 
tional banks, who has devised another plan essentially different, and 
yet he does not anticipate that that will provide a remedy very long; 
and in fact his own bill provides a sliding scale for the reduction of the 
currency which we are now seeking to prevent by legislation. In other 
words, he anticipates and provides for a reduction, while the professed 
purport of the endeavor we are pra is to prevent reduction. So of 
the amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and so of 
all these propositions. Every member proposing a measure is abso- 
lutely certain that his is the best, that all others are wrong and not cal- 
culated to meet the case, and yet for none of them is it claimed that 
anything more than a breathing-spell will be the result of its adoption. 

Mr. President, when doctors of such eminence disagree what are 
laymen like myself todo? I found on my table this morning, and I 
presume there is on the table of every other Senator, an emphatic protest 
from the president of the Mercantile National Bank of the city of New 
York against all these plans. He says that all of them are insufficient, 
that all of them are bad, that no single one of them will offer any remedy 
whatever for the evil that is now sought to be guarded against. 

In the beginning I felt like supporting and thought I probably should 
support the bill of the Senator from New Jersey. Then, moved by the 
considerations so eloquently addressed to the body by the Senator from 
Vermont and the Senator from Rhode Island, I felt like fleeing to the 
remedy they present. I am now confronted with the statement of the 
president, of one of the most conservative and one of the strongest na- 
tional banks in the city of New York that none of them will be of any 
avail whatever, and I must confess that on careful consideration I quite 
agree with him. 

This bank president states the case, from the bank standpoint, against 
the pending propositions, as follows: 

The morning papers quote the discussion in the Senate yesterday 
the McPherson bill, together with the su 
Hon. Senator SHERMAN. From the stan 
most respectfully to protest against the a 


out the amendment pro’ b - 
As I understand it, the aim of the bill is He prarans contraction of the currency. 


3th) of 

ion of an amendment offered by 
int of a national-bank officer I beg 
ption of the measure, with or with- 


among the banks to a high-premium ge graben bg inna heargcabere tp lap 
been but about $1,000, 


ks now pledging 3 
per cent. bonds to replace them as called by purchase of these 4 percents or 4} 
percents. It is the 3 per cent. holding national bank, therefore, that must be 
served at this crisis if the public welfare is to be considered in this fear of cur- 
rency contraction. 

Further to sustain this point the following fromthe New York Times of to-day 
(Febr 14) is in point: “ Unlessthis (tax on circulation) be removed it is quite 
idle to talk of inducing the banks to replace their3 per cent. bonds by 4 per cent. 
bonds with the privilege of circulation up to $ ios 

But if any of these measures were adopted, and should prove successful, the 
public will in another way be asked to suffer. At the present rate of Govern- 
ment income and expenditure two and one-half will serve to exhaust the 
Government option to call 3 per cent. bonds. hereafter all unappropriated 


The situation then is this: We are proposing measures to prevent the 
contraction of the currency. No one expresses much confidence in his 
own proposition, but the utmost lack of it in all the others, and the 
banks who are sought to be “‘attracted ” so as to induce them to take the 
4 per cent. bonds as a basis for currency, and thus add something toits 
stability, come in and emphatically say none of the plans will accom- 
plish the purpose and that the banks will not buy the long bonds. The 
adoption of either plan, then, means the destruction of the entiresystem. 

But if what the Senator from Rhode Island said in debate yesterday 
iscorrect the system is not answering the purpose of its creation, and so 
it would hardly seem worth while to maintain itanyhow. He saidin 
effect that the increase or diminution of the currency by the banks had- 
no relation whatever to the business wants of the country. Thisalone 
is sufficient to condemn it. . 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 
Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I said that owing to the present artificial condition 


of the bonds of the country upon which the circulation is based at the 
present time the state of affairs to which he alludes exists. 

Mr. PLUMB. I agree to that. That is no amendment to what I 
stated, because this condition of the bonds is inherent in the system; 
it cannot be changed. The premium is there, and nothing but the 
lapse of time, the approach of the maturity of the bonds, will ever in- ` 
terfere with that premium. It will disappear from time to time, but 
it is still a premium, and consequently this unsafe and uncertain con- 
dition of things with reference to the volume of currency to be emitted 
by the national banks will continue all the time. The knowledge of 
the fact, too, that the system is wholly dependent upon the national 
debt and that that debt will soon disappear adds to the instability. 

A system of currency which should fluctuate, rise and fall with the 
demands of the le for money to carry on their business, which 
would give abun of money in the fall months when the crops are 
being moved and which should contract it in some convenient way dur- 
ing the summer months when it is. not needed so much, and which 
should from year to year and from time to time increase with the in- 
creasing needs of the country in some automatic way, would be worth 
accomplishing; but it is something which the national banking system 
can never accomplish, for the reasons which were stated by the Senator 
from Rhode Island and which are inherent in the system and which 
will inhere in that system so long as it is based upon United States 
bonds. Theanswerof the Senator from Rhode Island to thatis, ‘‘ Issue 
new bonds for this particular purpose.’’ But, as I said before, that ques- 
tion has been settled beyond our power to unsettle it. There are to be no 
new bonds, and it would not be possible to elect any Congress-in favor 
of issuing a new bond for the purpose of maintaining the life of any 
banking system whatever. 

So, Mr. President, we must consider this thing with reference to its 
present condition, and not upon the impossible one of the issue of new 
bonds, upon which a new lease of life may be given to the national 
banking system. 

The tor from Rhode Island’s statement that the increase or ~ 
diminution of the currency is not now conceived or carried out upon any 
basis or idea of the wants of businessis not only trye now, but has been 
equally true for many years—ever since the bonds came to bear any 
considerable premium. The ‘‘flexibility’’ of the system so-called is 
therefore completely gone. _ 

In the city of New York are the principal banks of the country. 
That place is the great reservoir of the money of the country, of its 
available means. If there is any place where the need of the country 
money is felt it is New York, not necessarily for use in New York, but 
borrowers of money from all the country go to New York to borrow, 
whether they be individual borrowers or banks, and consequently New 
York can be ed as a reflex I think of the general condition of 
the country with reference to the volume of currency needed and the 
ability and willingness of the banks to furnish it. 

There are in the city of New York forty-eight national banks, hav- 
ing a prora capita of $50,350,000, and those fifty banks having this 
$50,000,000 of capital have only outstanding $15,784,105 of currency. 
In other words, in the city of New York the ratio of currency to capi- 
tal is less than one in three. If the banksin New York do not take out. 
more currency, if they do not keep up some ratio of currency to capital, 
it is because there is no ratio of currency to capital which cuts any figure 
in the action of the banks in taking it out, so far at least as that ratio 
affects the general question of currency supply for the country. 

The rule in New York city is to take as little currency as is per- 
mitted by law; and yet these same banks are now bewailing the shrink 
in the value of the currency and suggesting means to prevent, further 
contraction, asking inducements which will give them more profit on 
currency and thus result in their takingit out. In the State of New 
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York outside the city are national banks having a capital of about 
$40,000,000, and who have more than twice the currency outstand- 
ing ‘that the banks of the city have. This currency was not taken out 
because of a supposed necessity for such an addition to the circulat- 
ing medium, but purely as an incident to the establishment of banks 
of discount and deposit under the national system. The national bank- 
ing charter or franchise was the main motive. The additions to the 
volume of the currency from this source have been really accidental. The 
banker who now should deposit $50,000 in Government bonds for the 
purpose of securing thereon the issue of currency would be obliged to in- 
vest $62,000. On this he would get only $45,000 circulating notes, and 
5 per cent. of the amount would have to be redeposited in the 
in theshape of Jegal-tender notes asa redemption fand. So, for $62,000 
cash invested the banker would get but $42,250 loanable funds. No 
matter how great the apparent profit, in a majority of cases this process 
would be attended with a loss, for the banker would have diminished his 
loanable funds $20,000, and the loss of the use of this, irrespective of the 
interest, would be a great disadvantage. This disadvantage is largely 
if not wholly compensated by the value of the national charter, which 
ves assurance of solvency and in many ways contributes to the "esteem 
in which the bank is held. Most of the newly organized banks, how- 
ever, as it will be observed, take out the smallest amount of bonds per- 
mitted by. law, and thus save a part of the first loss mentioned; 
and thus it happens that many ions less than the amount of the 
currency which the banks could take on their capital is issued, and this 
practice has not changed during the last few months while the cur- 
cency has been shrinking in amount, showing conclusively that the 
volume of the currency under the national banking system is purely ar- 
bitrary, is liable to fluctuate from considerations of individual profit, 
and little reliance can be placed on it for the fature. 

In considering this question of the instability of the currency and 
the necessity of some plan which shall permanently take the place of 
the national system so soon to disappear, we are confronted with two 
alternatives: the one a return to the State-bank system, better known 
to memory as the red-dog and wild-cat currency. The other is that the 
Government shall issue the currency direct, under such limitations 
as to amount and such provisions for redemption as shall not only make 
the currency safe but stable in amount, and free from the apprehension 
that it lps be from time to time inflated and contracted by the direct 
action o. 

I do not want to see any return to the State banking system; that is 
to say, so far as it has to do with the issuance of currency. Ido not 
believe that the people want it, nor do I believe they will ever permit 
it to be resorted to. Thecountry lost too much by it when it collapsed 
in 1857. Neither is such a return necessary. I believe Congress can 
prevent any such necessity from arising, and that this can be done by 
the issue of Treasury notes, receivable for all dues to the Government 
and redeemable in coin on presentation at the Treasury. The trouble 
that confronts us with reference to this proposition is the fear that Con- 
gress will yield to the temptation to overissue the notes in times of dis- 
tress, or when there happened a present or prospective deficit in the 
Treasury. I confess that it would not be very wholesome, perhaps, to 
be in the daily fear that Congress might increase or diminish the vol- 
ume of currency in a manner which should have no more relation to 
the business wants of the country than the action of the banks does 
now; but I am consoled when I consider that the Finance Committee 
of this body are unanimous in agreeing that whatever they may do 
about details, they will absolutely by legislation put from thirty-five to 
forty million dollars of new currency afloatat onestroke. All the pend- 
ing propositions provide for an absolute increase of the currency in bulk. 
Differing as they do in other features, all are alike in this essential par- 
ticular, and, as I view it, just as vicious as though we should provide 
by law for the outstanding volume of the legal-tendernotes. The least 
modest of these propositions, that of the Senator from New Jersey, is 
to add $35,000,000 to the volume of the currency at once, and the other 
extreme is reached by the Senator from Vermont, who proposes to add 
$10,000,000 to that, making the inflation $45,000,000. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator yield for a question ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. MckEHERSON. The Senator has just stated that the banks in 
New York, some fifty in number, have only circulation to the amount 
of $15,000,000. I think it will clearly be seen that when circulation 
is worth even less than the tax they have to pay upon circulation. the 
banks in New York will not be anxious for more circulation, particu- 
larly at a time when they can not loan their deposits. Therefore I 
think it is equally reasonable to suppose that if there was an active 
demand for circulation upon the banks of New York, they would in- 
crease their circulation up to that demand. As to the inflation of the 
currency, if the Senator is right in his conclusion, the banks of New 
York will only call for it as fast as they can make it profitable so far as 
the business of New York itself is concerned; but does he not think 
that the country banks, desiring circulation and that can use it with 
profit at all times, will have the advantage of calling for their circula- 
tion in order that they may loan it among their customers? 

I do not think under the present circumstances it is proper to take 
the banking business of New York om as a basis for determining this 


question. It is known that for along time money has only commanded 
1 per cent. in New York city even upon call, and now the tax upon cir- 
culation is 1 per cent. Therefore there is no reason, with the immense 
deposits they have to loan and can not loan to advantage, why they 
should call for increased circulation; nor doI think they will do sounder 
the bill reported by the Finance Committee, butit gives them this priv- 
ilege: they can call for it when the demands of the country ask for it, 
and the country banks may demand it now. 

Mr. PLUMB. Well, Mr. President, if the theory which the Senator 
from New Jersey seems to have in mind now about this matter is cor- 
rect, why legislate at all? If the banks are not going to take this cur- 
rency, why give them the opportunity of doing it? I have, however, 
more confidence in them than the Senator, and I say they will take 
every dollar of it. : 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The fact is that while a bank has an authorized 
capital of a certain number of dollars, a certain number of hundreds of 
thousands of dollars, it only takes out a certain proportion of circula- 
tion. The evidence is altogether the argument of the Senator 
from Kansas. While I think that the bill reported by the Finance Com- 
mittee is perhaps not a full remedy, it is a remedy. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishould be glad to hear the Senator, but I do not care 
to have him now put a speech right into mine. I will answer all his 
questions, but I will listen to his arguments later. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DAwEs inthe chair). The Sena- 
tor from Kansas is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PLUMB. The banks of New York have, as I said, a little over 
$15,000,000 of currency, and by this bill of the Senator from New Jersey. 
they will be permitted to take out on the same bonds they already have 
on deposit a million and a half more. I have that confidence in those 
banks to believe that if any one were to offer them a million and a half 
of dollars without asking g in return they would take it, but 
the Senator from New Jersey thinks otherwise. Every bank will take 
it, and take it as quick as itcan getit. If it was not expected they 
would this bill would not have been reported. 

So, as I said, I find the Finance Committee, Democrats and Republi- 
cans alike, embracing men who more than any other men perhaps in 
the country have the confidence of the people as to their judgment upon 
financial questions, proposing by one single actof legislation, and prac- 
tically without any inquiry or upon any suggestion that the country 
needs the currency, to add from $35,000,000 to $45,000,000 of notes to 
the volume outstanding; and so I am constrained to believe that there 
is not as much danger after all in leaving this question to succeeding 
Congresses who may want to legislate concerning it as I first thought 
there was. Why, Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] have never appeared to 
as much advantage in my judgment as they have when they have des- 
canted upon the unwisdom and the folly of leaving to Congress any 
such question as the control of the volume of the currency by direct 
legislation, and yet I am prepared now to see them go back upon all 
they have said, because they are asking us now to do this very thing. 

I do not object to this increase of the volume of currency, although I 
do not believe itis needed. The evil which should be guarded against 
is the contraction of the currency by reason of its surrender by the na- 
tional banks, a process now under way and threatening largely to in- 
crease and to bring great trouble upon the country. The proposition 
is to meet the difficulty not by providing against contraction but by 
arbitrary inflation, leaving in full force and vigor all the elements of 
contraction by which we are seriously threatened. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think the Senator is in error; he misapprehends 
and unintentionally misstates the principle of the proposed extension 
of the per cent. of currency notes that may be issued to the banks upon 
a deposit of Government bonds. It is in no way akin to the idea of the 
issue of currency notes by the Government itself upon demand. Itisas 
far from it as the present national banking system or any other system 
of bank notes is from what is commonly known as the greenback theory 
of the issue of Treasury notes. The same principle that interposes the 
system of national banks and allows the commercial necessities uf tue 
country to control the volume of the currency for the commercial opera- 
tions of the country is just as much preserved by this amendment of the 
committee as it was by the former law that allowed the issue of 90 per 
cent. instead of 100. The Senator should not misunderstand the prin- 
ciple which lies underneath this proposition which I presented as the 
organ of the committee and which I favor in the Senate. It has in it 
nothing whatever like the issue of money direct from the Treasury 
under the direction of the political power. 

Mr. PLUMB. Well, Mr. President, there may be a difference in the 
process, but the result is precisely the same. It is absolutely known 
that the banks will take out the 10 per cent. addition to their circluation 
if this bill passes; the amount can be determined to a fraction. It is 
just as effective an addition by Congressional legislation to the volume 
of the currency as though Congress had said to the Secretary of the 
Treasury ‘‘ Issue $35,000,000 to-morrow and add that much to the 
volume of Treasury notes outstanding.” 

Mr. BAYARD. Willit furtherinterrupt the Senator if I say a word ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Oh, no; I yield. 


1884, 


Mr. BAYARD, As a matter of fact the report of the Comptroller of 
the Currency will show that the banks to-day are entitled to take four 
million more of currency under the ratio of 90 per cent. than they 
have taken. Under the dictation of self-interest there has not been in 
their opinion a profitable use for the fyll amount of the ratio of 90 per 


cent. which the present law allows. The to-day in the aggre- 

te could increase the circulation under the 90 per cent. law four mill- 
ion more than now exists. 

The Senator will pardon me forinterrupting him. I only wished to 
correct his statement in the misapprehensions he seemed to be making. 
‘The volume of the currency, whether it be in the ratio of 90 per cent. 
‘upon the 100 cents deposited in bonds or 100 per cent. upon the par value 
of the bonds is a commercial question that the banks will settle them- 
‘selves. If there shall be a demand for currency in this country the 
-deposit of bonds by the banks under the national system can always 
produce it. Ifit is wantedin any part of this country, under the abso- 

lutely free rt ee of free banking which exists, any five men having 
a capital of $50,000 and upward can form their bank, deposit their 
bonds, and get just such amount of currency to-day up to the ratio of 
‘90 per cent., and should this bill presented by the committee pass, up 
‘to the ratio of 100 per cent. upon the amount of bonds that they choose 
to deposit, and draw such currency as commercial exigencies shall tell 
them it is profitable to use. s 

Mr. PLUMB, Mr. President, all that argument applies to the estab- 
lishment of new banks and to the deposit of new bonds asa basis for 
the issue of new currency, but it is wholly and entirely apart from the 
first and immediate and certain effect of this bill, which will be to add 
to the circulation now outstanding $35,000,000. That is the bill of the 
Senator from New Jersey, which will add 10 per cent. to the entire 
amount outstanding. That is the first thing it will do. 

Mr. BAYARD. It will create the capability of the issue. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now we will come to the question of banks that do 
not want the circulation. There are some banks in New York that do 
not want to be bothered with circulation and do not think there is any 
profit in it on the present basis. I have before me a list of the banks 
in New York. Here is one bank of $3,000,000 capital that takes out no 
circulation whatever. 

Mr. BAYARD. That is the Chemical Bank. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is the Chemical Bank. It did not take any 
currency and probably will not under-this bill. Having none, its tak- 
ing none does not disturb the ratio of increase. But any bank which 
can now afford to carry 90 per cent. of currency on its deposit of bonds 
can better afford to carry 100 per cent. on the same deposit of bonds. 
You are simply giving the banks the use of thirty-five million more 
currency than they have now without pee | them to add one dollar 
to the capital or borids now held. It will not do to say that they will 
not take it out on account of philosophic considerations as to the vol- 
mme of currency. The acquisitive faculty is too strong for that. They 
will take every dollar of it; it will go into circulation, followed by all the 
consequences of great and arbitrary inflation, and I much fear to be 
-shortly followed by a contraction all the more severe on account of the 
inflation by which it was preceded. 

Mr. President, all these plans will in my judgment be ineffective. 
"The one thing that is important in this sitaation is the premium on the 
bonds. It can not be gotrid of. On the contrary, the passage of any 
of these measures will add to it, If it were not for the banking sys- 
tem the bonds would not be selling at the high figures they are. If 
they could not be made the basis of circulating notes and an adjunct 
-of the banking system, they would decline. The more uses you give 
them, the more people want them, the higher they will be; and by 
this bill it is proposed to increase their use, to make additional induce- 
ments for men not only to use what they have git but to take more, 
-and the holders of the bonds will require banks that come to buy them, 
if they are to buy them atall, to divide the profit with them, and the 
4 per cent, bonds may then be calculated to go up to at least 128, and 
I believe if this bill* passes, and especially if the amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont should be adopted, they will go to 130, and the 
higher the premium rises the more insecure is the basis of your cur- 

rency, for the higher the premium the greater the reluctance of the 
- banks to lose it, and the more certain they will be to sell to save it; and 
especially is this true of the banks holding 4 percents which they bought 
at par or nearthat point. The temptation to sell the bonds and realize a 
premium which would add one-third to capital in the way of profit will 
be very And as the bonds are sold the currency is contracted. 
Thus the volume of the currency, of such vital importance to the wel- 
fare of the country, is dependent upon the merest chance. 

I know the Senator from New Jersey differs with me on this point, 
and what is more he differs with the Senator from Vermont and the Sen- 
ators from Ohioand Rhode Island. These Senators think his bill if not 
wholly bad still but a temporary makeshift, and one of doubtful utility 
at the best. And we are proposing in so vital a matter to legislate upon 
mere guesswork. Would it not be better to make certain that the cur- 
rency should not be contracted—to do at least that much in order that 
the country may be safe while we are perfecting something permanent 
forthefuture? With what confidence will men do business with the vol- 
ume of the currency subject to these contingencies, not knowing to- 


day whether the currency is going to be $35,000,000 more or $50,000,000 
less and with an apprehension, guided by what has occurred heretofore, 
telling them all the time the chances are that the currency will shrink 
and diminish rather than enlarge? 

I again call attention to the circular from the president of the Mer- 
cantile National Bank of New York from which I have heretofore read, 
which clearly indicates the source of the trouble and that it will be 
aggravated by the passage of the bill under consideration: 

As I understand it, the aim of the [McPuerson] bill isto preventa contraction 
of the currency. With that for its ra Se I beg most ectfully to predict for 
the bill, if enacted, the most lamentable failure. In evidence of this belief I 
beg to say that notwithstanding the fact that the 4 per cent. bonds, with their 
twenty-three ‘and a half years of life remaining, if purchased at the average 
price ruling in the past twelve months as against a purchase of the seven-and- 
a-half year 4} percents at the average price of the same period, would have 
yielded a return toa national bank on circulation of about 2 percent. per annum 
more, yet the general aversion among the banks to a high premiun account is 
so great that the increase in bank pledge of these bonds in t sad ode of a year 
has been but about $1,000,000 of these sro ees ing but high-priced 4 percents, 
as against an increase of more than seven a half million dollars of the lower- 
priced 44 per cent. bonds, 


If there is a repugnance on the part of the banks to carrying bonds 
that have a premium of 23}, how much will that repugnance be in- 
creased if the premium goes to 30 per cent., or toany appreciable point 
beyond where it now is? And in connection with that I wish to speak 
of the statement that the Senator from Rhode Island made yesterday, 
and which I have also had from the Treasury Department, to the effect 
that the banks who now hold 4 per cent. bonds are the banks which 
bought them when they were at par or only a little above par, and since 
that time practically no banks have taken 4 percents on account of the 
premium. There afe about $100,000,000 of the 4 percents held as 
basis for circulation by the banks who originally took them, and who, 
if they sell now, can get this 23} per cent. premium as profit:derived 
from the holding. Now, run those bonds up to 25, to 27, to 30, and 
what is going to be the effect? If the banks representing the other 
$235,000,000 of currency have not heretofore been willing to buy bonds 
at 23 premium, are we certain they are going to buy them at 30? Yes, 
says the Senator from New Jersey, because we, give them the right to 
take out more currency; but as an offset to that is the great probability, 
I think almost a certainty, that the banks that have held these bonds 
so long will hasten to sell them and to realize the high premium and 
put it into their profit account. i 

So while we may have more currency taken out by the banks that 
have $200,000,000 of 3 percents soon to mature and certain to be paid, 
we may lose and probably shall Tose a large amount of the currency 
based upon the 4 percents now held by the other banks. In other words, 
we are providing a measure which will appeal strongly to the acquisi- 
tiveness of all these banks to realize the premium on the bonds before 
they commence to decline. I believe that none of these measures will 
be effective to perform anything of what we hope or expect of them for 
a longer period than twelve months perhaps, and even not so soon as 
that. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Ido not want to take up the Senator’s time, 
but I wish he would yield to me for one moment now. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will do so. - 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Isit not evident as to the banks banking on a 
4 or a 4} per cent. bonds that the fact that they are now holding such 
bonds, notwithstanding the high premium, shows that they can afford 
to bank upon ips d 

Mr. PLUMB, There are various considerations that have induced 
them to hold them, the most potent one of which I think is that they 
have been under the conviction that the premium was to go higher, 
and they have, therefore, held to get a larger profit. I would be sorry 
to see them put under temptation furnished by a higher premium and 
a larger profit, inasmuch as that temptation might result to the great 

of the country: 

Practically no bonds are bought and sold in New York to-day; that 
is to say, the purchases are very small. Men bet on them as they do 
on stocks, bet that they will go up or go down; but I have it from very 
good authority that the purchase of $10,000,000 4 per cent. bonds or 
any other bonds in New York for actual cash delivery would put the 
price up at least 3 per cent.; and yet if this bill is to have any effect 
such as is anticipated, it is to make a scramble among the banks that 
now have the 3 percents to buy the 4 percents, and the result of that 
scramble would be to run the premium up greatly higher than it is 
now. Then, as I said, while some banks will be getting 4 percents 
other banks will be selling them in order to realize the profit, and 
either go out of the business totally, or at all events to the extent’that 
they can without losing their charters. 

I regard the situation, then, as it now stands, with the shrinkage of the 
eurrency during the past two months of ten or twelve million dollars, 
with the certainty that as these 3 per cent. bonds are redeemed that 
shrinkage will continue and that it is going to be enormously acceler- 
ated—as I said, I regard the situation from that standpoint as critical. 
I do not want to see Congress adjourn without doing something to make 
certain that that condition of things will not continue. Suton the other 
hand I do not see that either one of these measures offers any certainty 
of a postponement even of that dangerous condition of things. I think 
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we ought to provide for something to take the place of such national- 
bank circulation as may be surrendered from time to time. Having 
done that, and thus averted the threatened danger, we can proceed lei- 
surely to make provision for the future. 

We are not without precedent to guide our action. The people came 
to view with great apprehension the contraction of the greenback cir- 
culation being carried out by the Treasury Department, and notwith- 
standing the strong effort that was made against it Congress by an over- 
whelming vote put a stop to the contraction, and said that hereafter 
the greenback circulation should remain permanent and fixed in amount, 
and there it has stood ever since. The people mean to maintain that 
currency in its present volume at least, and do not mean that by their 
act its value shall in any way be impaired.» They mean that it shall be 
a legal tender between individuals, that it shall have the highest pos- 
sible money function, and they will maintain it against Congress, and 
against courts, if necessary. 3 

Now, Congress did that. Itwas awise, prudent, far-seeing, judicious 
action; it has been indorsed every where, and there is no voice heard now 
anywhere, at least from any potential quarter, seeking to reverse that 
action. What I would propose is that we should do the same thing with 
the volume of the national-bank circulation; but we can not do that in 
the same way we could with the greenback circulation, because the Gov- 
ernment doés not control it as we do the greenback circulation. The 
banks may retire from the business; they may close up with their bonds 
and their circulation, and we have no control over their action; wecan 
not prevent them from doing that. What we can do is this: We can 
provide that for every dollar of their circulation that shall be surren- 
dered an equal amount of Treasury notes shall be issued, and thus main- 
tain the present volume of the currency. That is just as wise, just as 
conservative, just as Mooon just as much within the purview of 

roper legislation asit was for Congress to enact that the greenback cir- 
saadoh should not be diminished in amount, 

It would not be necessary that the new notes should be legal-tender. 
That question might be waived. Ifthe Government takes them for all 
dues coming to it, including duties upon imports; if they should be made 
receivable between national banks Pehich it is perfectly competent for 
Congress to do) and be teceivable by the national banks frem individ- 
uals dealing with them, there would not be any trouble about their 
being kept at par and answering just as useful a purpose as the legal- 
tender notes answer and just as useful as the notes of the national 
banks. 

I know that there has been a widespread feeling that Congress ought 
not to get into this business further, but what doubts I had on that 
subject have been modified by the action of the Finance Committee of 
the Senate. They are fixing now, or assuming to fix, or asking Con- 

to fix, the volume of currency, to increase it, to inflate it, if you 
please, and I think Congress might just as well go the other step, and say 
that instead of keeping up the instrumentalities for the exercise of that 
which is a part of its sovereignty it will issue the notes direct, at least 
to the extent of filling the voids that may be created by the surrender 
of national-bank circulation. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. How would the Senator put into circula- 
tion the new notes which he proposes to have issued in place of those 
returned? 

Mr. PLUMB. The smallest of my concern in this world has been 
how to spend the money that I was lucky enough to get; and from what 
I have observed here I have not observed that the Government has any 
more trouble in spending its money than I have in spending mine. If 
these notes are put into the vaults of the Treasury as other 
current funds they would be paid out in the discharge of the obliga- 
tions of the Government created by law. ‘ 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Then I understand that is the only way 
which occurs to the Senator by which the circulation of the Govern- 
ment proposed to be substituted for the notes returned by the banks 
can get into circulation? 

Mr. PLUMB. I have not deemed it necessary to go into that sub- 
ject more exhaustively. It will get out fast eno’ in the ways I have 
mentioned. And why should there be any more difficulty in regard to 
these notes than in regard to other funds? 


Mr. VOORHEES. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas a- 


question suggested by the question of the Senator from Florida. Itis 
whether he or anybody else in the history of the world eyer knew of 
there being any difficulty in getting par money into circulation and 
into the uses of life? 

Mr. PLUMB. I never heard of any. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ido not suppose the Senator from Florida ever 
did either. 

Mr. PLUMB. By the adoption of such a measure as the one I pro- 
pose the contraction of the currency will be arrested; we will promote 
the business of the country resting upon that volume of currency in its 
present condition. What we shall do for the future the future itself 
can disclose. ~ There are a great many ways whereby this currency 


could be increased from time to time to meet such increasing want as 


might be developed without entering upon any 
ground. But it is enough now to do just what we did with the green- 
back c cy, stop the contraction, say that whatever volume of cur- 
rency is now outstanding shall be maintained, and when we have done 
that, having got our feet upon solid ground, we can look about us 
and see what next we shall do, just as we have done heretofore, going 
by successive steps forward as we learn and as we feel that we are 
moving in a safe way. Who would have said thirty years ago that the 
Government of the United States woul: have issued legal-tender notes, 
and that they would have gone into the volume of the currency and 
remained there permanently fixed? And who does not know now that 
the volume of that currency is going to remain’ as now? It will re- 
main there because it is the embodiment of the honest judgment, the 
highest wisdom, of the American people as applied to financial matters. 
What I propose in no way trenches upon the national banking system 
nor upon its currency. If the national banks continue to provide the cur- 
rency, allright. But all the legislation p is based upon the idea 
that the present system is insufficient as now existing to maintain the 
requisite volume of currency. ; 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator before he commences on any 
new branch of the subject, as he has been so very liberal in yielding to 
other questions, allow me to ask him one more? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir. : 


us legislative 


Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senatorstates in his argument that the bill 


by the committee is entirely insufficient. Would itnotbe wiser 
if that is found to be insufficient to simply remove the tax on circula- 
tion, which would afford a still greater remedy? The Government does 
not need the revenue, and that seems to be a very easy way out of the 
difficulty. 

Mr. PLUMB. I can think of a great many things that would per- 
haps induce people to enter into banking and issue currency; anything 
that is made profitable enough people will in; but that is not 
my idea of how the currency should be provided. Ido not want to 
gies whether a certain measure is going to be profitable enough to in- 

uce somebody to operate under it. : 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Thisisnota guess; it is an absolute calculation 
to a certainty. F 

Mr. PLUMB. I know what the calculation is; thatis to say, I know 
it would give them more profit than now; but the currency is bound to 
be, under any proper system, the smallest part of the profits of any 
bank. No bank engages in banking for the purpose of getting the cur- 
rency. That is alwaysa subsidiary thing. main thing is the lend- 
ing of money. Can we ever tell that that main purpose will not absorb 
the minor one, and that a bank will not at any time by reason of the 
greater profit of doing its business some other way go out of the busi- 
ness? Itis only a guess at the best. Whatever system of that kind 
may be established is liable to be overturned anyhow, for the reason 
that ak Daag of the bonds is not thereby arrested, and so the cur- 
rency on them is obliged to shift, and if it takes one profit to-day 
to induce the banks to go on, to-morrow it may take another, and we 
may yield, consciously or unconsciously, to immeasurable demands 
finally in order to maintain what we regard as the proper volume of cur- 
rency. 

This is only anticipating what we have got to meet sooner or later, 
These bonds are being paid off. There is no certainty that under any 
possible inducements the banks will buy the fours to replace the threes. 
Can they buy them? The report of the Comptroller shows that one- 
third of the bonds and more are held by the savings-banks. There are 
a good many uses to which Government bonds can be put which no 
other security will meet and which will induce some people to buy 
them at almost any price. The amount of bonds is very limited when 
we consider the uses to which they can be put. To answer the purpose 
for currency the banks must buy to keep and not to sell. Their bonds 
are deposited in Washington beyond their immediate reach—they are a 

ent investment. There are capitalists who can better afford to 


buy the bonds than the banks can—the class of men who at some sea- + 


sons have idle funds they want to so use as while realizing interest are 
always convertible at a moment's notice. A 2per cent. bond would be 
taken by such people at par perhaps. But the*banks might not find 
their profit in carrying them. The buying and selling of bonds by pri- 
vate ms does not affect the currency; but when the banks buy and 
sell the effect is direct upon the currency. Consequently we want some 
plan which will certainly induce the banks to take and keep the re- 
quisite amount®f bonds. I doubt if this can be done with our limited 
debt, and especially while it bears an interest which keeps it at'a high 
premium. Any more competition between the banks and private hold- 
ers would greatly increase that premium and add to the difficulty we 
are now experiencing. 

Why not now, when the subject is up, while we are confronted with 
it in a serious way, make such provision as that hereafter there shall 
be at least no diminution of the circulating medium of the country until 
such time as we can devise something which is to permanently take the 
place of that which is inevitably to disappear? We ought to do that 
as I think now. We would have then the production of the precious 
metals, so far as they might be coined, to furnish additional volume to 
the currency from time to time, and I think that might perhaps an- 
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swer for a great many years. Possibly we would not need to add any- 
thing to the volume of the currency beyond what it is now, except such 
addition as would naturally come from the product of our mines. 

While I am on that point I will say that I was sorry to observe the 
Senator from Ohio could not discuss the national banking question with- 
out making the usual fling at silver. The silver that we have, the sil- 
ver dollars, the silver certificates, have answered a good purpose. The 
remonetization of silver, in my judgment, was the beginning of pros- 
perity. Whatever else may become of it, I shall, at least, be grateful 
to it for what it has done. 

Who knows that the product of silver is going tokeepup? Nobody 
can tell. The Leadville mining camp, an area of country not four miles 
square, produces one-third, yes, it produces nearly one-half of all the 
silver that is produced in the United States. Nature does not often re- 
peat itself in that way. There has been talk about mining camps that 
would rival Leadville, but none have yet been discovered, and none may 
‘be discovered fora generation. Ifthe outputofthat mining camp should 
fall off or disappear entirely, as it may in the next four or five years, 
silver would appreciate at once to gold, unless something not now to 
be foreseen should occur to prevent it. 

I notice that the antagonism of some persons to silver is totally dis- 
connected from any question as to its value. It was just as fixed and 
just as unalterable and just as vicious, I may say, when silver was above 
gold in price as now when itis below. There may be all sorts of new rea- 
sons for stopping the coinage of silver, but not any reason that I regard 
as of value for ceasing to use it as the basis for the silver certificate, 
which goes into circulation and which is welcomed everywhere so far 
as I know. , 

Something has been learned, too, as the result of the legislation of 
last winter, and that is that gold will not circulate where a paper sub- 
stitute is provided. It took years to get legislation authorizing the 
issue of gold certificates, and during all that time it was being shouted 
all over the world that silver would not circulate, and every effort was 
made to put it down, but when the act was passed authorizing the issue 
of gold certificates gold ceased to circulate. Who is it who sees any 
more gold than he sees of silver? It is not found in circulation. It 
simply means that the people do not want any metallic money for actual 
use. What they want of that is asa basis for paper, which is better 
accommodated to their needs. 

I may say further, as being e to what has been said on this 
subject, that I firmly believe that the United States Government has 
neyer since silver was remonetized made an honest, square, and manly 

‘ort to maintain its value. It has never made an effort which was re- 
garded as sincere either at home or abroad, The Latin nations do not 
believe it and England does not believe it. In other words, the power 
of this country never has been put behind this, one of the most valua- 
ble of all its products. There have been pretended attempts, there 
haye been genteel conferences, there have been sheets of paper written 
over, great publications made, and all that sort of thing, but it has 
only been the shelter and the veneer behind which has been the usual 
inevitable sneer at silver as money; and Europe does not believe to-day 
that America is in earnest about it or honest in seeking to maintain the 
silver dollar. 

As I before said, the remonetization of silver has done immense good. 
Without it I believe resumption would not have been possible, at least 
at the time when it was accomplished. It has filled the arteries of our 
commerce with a safe and acceptable currency and made a broad and 
stable base for business, besides preventing the sacrifice of the debtor 
class to their creditors. 

I will ask the Secretary to read the amendment which I have pro- 

and which embodies the idea which I have sought to elucidate. 
do not claim that it is perfect. I admit that it will accomplish only 
one thing, that of keeping the volume of currency exactly where it is. 
If any man wants to know what I would do in the future, I would sim- 
ply say, as I said before, that the future must take care of itself. At 
east as much can be said of this as can be said of the national banking 
system; in fact more, because that is bound to disappear, and with the 
disappearance of it goes the currency. This plan will at least maintain 
the present volume of the currency until such time as Congress in its 
wisdom shall devise some way of adapting that volume from time to 
time to the needs of the country. Iam willing to wait for that, but 
in the mean time I want to feel that the immediate future is secure. I 
do not want the people of this country to go into this year’s business 
or next year’s business confronted with the possibility, nay, the cer- 
tainty almost, that the volume of the currency is to shrink, and conse- 
quently bring disaster to all business. 

There has already been a very considerable shri We are now 
legislating to prevent it, and we are clinging close to the one idea. We 
are assuming that there is only one way to doit; yet while weare doing 
that, we are confessing that the plan devised is uncertain in its effect. 
It must necessarily beso, for itdepends upon the shifting and uncertain 
basis which is the cause of the present alarm. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dawes in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Kansas wish to have his amendment read ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Secretary to read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 
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The SECRETARY. 
That whenever the circulation of any national bank, or any portion thereof, 
Secretary of the 


It is proposed to add to the bill: 


shall be surrendered, the Treasury shall thereupon issue an 
equivalent amount of Treasury notes of the denominations now provided by 
law for national-bank notes. Said Treasury notes shall be de ted in the 
Treasury and paid out as other moneys kept for the discharge of the obligations 
of the Government. They shall be receivable for salaries and for all dues to 
the Government, including duties on imports; shall be a eh wae between 
national bartks and for all debts due toany national bank; 1 be redeemabie 
in coin as the legal-tender notes of the United States noware; and when received 
into the Treasury they shall be reissued,and when mutilated or worn they shall 
be replaced in the same manner as now provided by law for said } -tender 
notes. The coin held in the at the date of the passage of this act for 
the redemption of the legal-tender notes of the Government shall also be a 
plicable to the redemption of the Treasury notes herein provided for; and su 
coin reserve may from time to time be increased by adding thereto othersums 
from payments made into the Treasury, in the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Treasury: Provided, the total amount of said coin reserve shall never 
be less than 25 per cent. nor more than 30 per cent. of the total amount of legal- 
tender and Treasury notes outstanding. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I certainly did not intend 
to say anything in regard to this financial preposition, but it does seem 
to me, with even my limited knowledge of this very —— 

Mr.HALE. Will the Senator yield to me fora request aboutanother 
bill, as I have to leave the Chamber in a few moments ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Ishould like unanimous consent to make the bill (S. 
698) to authorize the construction of additional steel vessels for the Navy 
a special order for Wednesday next at 2 o’clock. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent to make the bill indicated by him a special order for 
Wednesday next at 2 o’clock. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRISON. I shall object to special orders. We have some 
work on the Calendar that I am anxious to reach. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the Senator 
from Florida will proceed. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I wish to say that the proposition of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] really involves a revolution of our 
entire financial system. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Florida yield to me again for a 
moment? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Certainly. < 

Mr. HALE. I hope thé Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] will 
not insist on his objection. It is avery important bill; I do not think 
it will take a very long time; and iteis I think very essential that the 
action of the Senate should be taken upon it so that it may besent over 
to the House. I hope in consideration of the importance of the bill the 
Senator from Indiana will not object. 

Mr. HARRISON. That appeal we have listened to repeatedly, and 
it amounts to just this: that if we from day to day make bills special 
orders, other bills which are on the Calendar and which are nearly 
reached, in which some of us are interested, will be indefinitely post- 
poned. Therefore I will not withdraw the objection now; it may be 
that I shall in a day or two. : 

Mr. HALE. I will take occasion to make the motion at the proper 
time. I shall not further interfere with the Senator from Florida at 
present. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I was about to say that I think the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Kansas goes much further than he himself 
imagines, and if carried out at this time it will involve a complete rev- 
olution in our present system of furnishing currency to the American 
people. If we are prepared for that on this proposition, let us under- 
stand the gravity of the question. 

As I understand it now, there are two sources from which paper cur- 
rency emanates, the one the banks and the other the Government. The 
issue of the Government money proper is limited by law, beyond which 
it can not go. If it is intended to destroy that limit and to change the 
power of the Government to furnish paper money to the American peo- 
ple without regard to limit, let us understand it, for that is the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. No, I do not say anything of the kind, if the Senator 
will permit me to interrupt him. All I say is that the limit now ex- 
isting of paper currency shall be kept up by the device of issuing in 
lieu of national-bank notes an amount equal to the amount of those 
notes retired. If one limit has been fixed by law, I think another one 
can equally be fixed. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The amount of greenback currency as now 
existing is fixed by law, and the Senator proposes, in case of the return 
to the Treasury on the partof the banks of the currency for which they 
can not find use in business circles, that you shall give power to the 
Government to substitute its notesin lieu of those returned to the Treas- 
ury. That is the proposition. 

I have been instructed, as far as I have had any instruction on this 
subject, that there is but one safe way in which paper money can find 
circulation among business people. The idea that the currency is to 
be founded upon the mere expenditure of Government is a false one. 
I have been taught to believe that there is but one sound view on the 
subject, and that is, that the paper circulation of every country is reg- 
ulated by the wants of trade and commerce, and that whenever you in- 
terpose the arbitrary hand of Government to furnish a medium of cir- 
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culation beyond the measure of business demands you find yourself 
trenching upon those sacred rights of property which will bring confu- 
sien and ruin to the very people whom you seek to benefit. 

L asked the Senator from Kansas a while ago how he proposed to put 
these notes into circulation. I did not question the credit of the Gov- 
ernment for one moment. I did notsuppose that any man in this coun- 
try would refuse to take a note of the United States made payable for 
taxes and other public dues. But if a national bank in New York 
sends to the Treasury $100,000 to-day, which it has a right to do if it 
can find no use for that currency, the proposition of the Senator is that 
fhe Government of the United States shall at once substitute its notes 
in lieu ef those returned by the bank. I asked the Senator howit was 
proposed to get these notes into circulation. ‘‘Oh,’’ hesays, “‘ we can 

d money just as fast as we desire it.” I know that, and as a pub- 
li¢ man I say to him very candidly that that spirit is too dominant in 
this country to-day, and that I never understood it to be the wisdom 
of statesmanship to enlarge the field of public expenditure and to ad- 
vocate the lavishing of money for objects not necessary for the public 
good. If you enter upon this policy you will find yourself in a field 
where you can not control your own action, and which may prove de- 
structive to the best business interests of the land. 

Mr. PLUMB. I supposed the Senater was purely jocular when he 
asked me about how we would get rid of that money. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. No; I was not. 

Mr. PLUMB. If he understood my reply to indicate that I meant 
to indulge in lavish expenditure in order to get rid of it he is entirely 
mistaken. ? 

I propose, as my amendment shows, that this money shall be redeem- 
able in gold and silver coin, and I am instructed somewhat by reading 
the statute of July 14, 1870, on a similar subject. That act was in- 
tended chiefly for the purpose of providing for funding the debt, but it 
also provided for pac gold certificates; not certificates based upon a 
dollar of gold for every dollar of certificates issued; but it was provided 
that a dollar of certificates might be issued for every twenty-five cents 
of gold deposited. Ido not know where the Senator from Florida was 
then, but certainly his voice was not loud in regard to the revolutionary 
character of that proceeding. That was regarded in those days as pretty 
wise legislation. Á 

The greenback note is nothing but a gold certificate or silver certifi- 
cate. It is a certificate payable in either gold or silver at the option of 
the holder, and behind it sometimes there is 25 per cent. of gold and 
silver, sometimes 33} per cent., and sometimes 40 percent. That is all 
there is of that. 

This is not a new question. It-is an old question. I admit that 
whenever you open up a new field for legislation it is wise to consider 
it carefully and thoroughly and fully before going into it, and that there 
is danger whichever way we turn; but this is a question of degree and 
not of kind. If $356,000,000 of greenback notes redeemable in coin at 
the option of the holder are not dangerous, where would be the danger 
in $700,000,000, similarly made redeemable, with the amount kept 
within limit, by the fact that they are to be redeemable on presenta- 
tion in coin? Congress is not going to lose its wits, I take it, and the 

romises of the Government are not going to be violated. This country 

_ ig not noted for that at all events. By section 5 of the act of July 14, 
1870, it is provided— 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, at an. 
two years from the passage of this act, to ive gold coin of the 
on deposit for not less than thirty days, in?’sums not exceeding $100. 

Then it provides for the issuance of the certificates, &c.; it provides 
that the interest on the deposit shall cease at the option of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and then goes on to say: 


Ané not less than 25 per cent. of the coin ig anno for or represented by said 
pean peer of deposits shall be retained in the Treasury for the payment of said 
ce cates. 


time within 
nited States 


There was a provision for the issuance of a coin certificate, a dollar 
of which should be based only on 25 cents of coin at the option of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. This enormous power was given to the 
Secretary of the Trony He certainly was under no more obligation 
to exercise that wisely than Congress would be. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. When was that? 

Mr. PLUMB. That was in 1870. I can go back further. There is 
a section of the Revised Statutes enacted during the war which pro- 
vided for issuing 120 for 100, that is 20 per cent. surplusover and above 
the amount of gold deposited. 

The question of a relation other than that of dollar for dollar between 

and coin has been recognized in every conceivable shape by this 
aii and it is only a question whether the amount you issue 
can be redeemed in coin which in any way concerns us in determining 
that relation. 

There are a great many ways whereby this can be fortified. It has 
been suggested as a conservative method of doing it that there shall be 
placed back of all this money bonds of the United States to be kept in 
the Treasury and to be sold whenever necessary by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to obtain funds to redeem the outstanding notes. That could 
easily be done, and it does not lie in the mouth of any one to say that 
that would not be just as safe as the plan we have got now. We have 


troller of the 
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the bonds there now belonging to individuals; they are there for this 
very purpose and no other purpose. We can do that. 

The Senator from Florida is simply quibbling about a matter of de- 
tail. There is nothing inherent in the proposed system which has not 
been heretofore adopted by the Government. It was the doctrine of 
Calhoun that the Government could properly issue exchequer bills and 
float them as currency, bearing a certain ratio to the Government ex- 
penditure. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Do I understand the Senator to affirm in his 
place in the Senate that it has been the practice in this Government at 
all times to issue paper money as the currency of the American people? 

Mr. PLUMB. I was speaking about the doctrine announced by Cal- 
houn as the proper governmental policy. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Was that policy carried out? 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not know that it was. I spoke of it as showing 
that the policy proposed is nof new. ‘The Senator has been in the Sen- 
ate longer than I have, and, in common with many other persons from 
the section of the country which he represents and adorns, has fol- 
lowed the teachings of Calhoun. This plan is one that has been par- 
tially used by this Government for many years, and there is nothing un- 
safe about it, and nothing that invites or could in any way bring about 
the dangers which the Senator from Florida seeks to appall us with. 

When the Senator talks about the volume of the currency adjusting 
itself to the business of the country he will find that that result is better 
obtained in the way I ‘propose, because if a man does not want his 
Treasury notes he can present them to the Government and get gold or 
silver and take it away with him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. BAYARD. The amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] I think is pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the pend- 
ing question is the amendment of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. HARRIS. I believe all the amendments are in the nature of 
substitutes, and the amendment of the Senator from Ohio was the first 
offered and is therefore first in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis first in order. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the amendment read. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I wish to say one word only in reply tomy 
friend from Kansas. I would say to him that the history of modera 
times will not show us a country in the world that has been noted for 
having first-class credit that ever made a practice, a permanent practice, 
of issuing purely government paper money. 

Mr. PLUMB. Except the United States. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Except the United States, but-—— 

Mr. PLUMB. That is a very important exception. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. She has never made it a permanent sys- 
tem. Some of the continental countries have. Russia, Austria, all 
the weaker powers of the continent have done it, and their paper has 
been hawked about for one-third of its value, issued by the million be- 
yond the wants of the people. Take that country to-day whose credit 
has been the source of her strength in all the great contests that she 
has been called upon to meet; in war, in peace, in diplomacy, in every- 
thing, the secret of her power and of her power to-day is her credit; 
and she has never issued Government paper money to be used as a legal 
tender. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let us have the yeas and nays on the amendment of 
the Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

The SECRETARY. Inline 9 of the bill, after the word “‘ deposited,’” 
it is proposed to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That if any bonds so dej ted bear a higher rate of annual interest 
than 3 cent., additional circulating notes shall be issued equal in amount to 
Gnebattor the interest accruing on such bonds before their maturity in excess 
of 3 per cent. per annum, such amount to be ascertained and stated by the Comp- 

a rrency on Ist day of July of each year hereafter: And provided 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon this question the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] calls for the yeas and nays. 

Pa hid and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BECK (when Mr. VANCE’s name was called). ‘The Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] requested me to say that he was paired 
with the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. SHERMAN (after having voted in the affirmative). I was not 
aware of the fact, but, if so, I ask leaveto withdraw my vote. Nodeubt 
the Senator from Kentucky is correct, but I had forgotten for the mo- 
ment that I was paired. I withdraw my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to state that I am paired with my colleague 
[Mr. SLATER] upon this amendment. I do not see him in the Senate, 
and I presume he will not be here to vote. If he were present, he would 
vote against the amendment and I should vote for it. 
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The result was announced—yeas 7, nays 42; as follows: 


YEAS—%. 
Allison, Miller of N. Y., Platt, Van Wyck. 
e, orrill, Sawyer, 
NAYS—42, 
Aldrich, Callom, Hill, Morgan, 
Bayard, Dawes, T, 
Beck, Farley, J mn, eton, 
Blair, Garland, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Brown, George, Kenna, ' 
Call, Gorman, Lamar, Vest, 
Camden, oe ay owe Noaren; 
' jampton. herson 
Coke, Haren ? Manderson, Wilson. 
Colquitt, Harrison, Maxey, 
Conger, Hawley, Mitchell 
ABSENT—27. 
Anthony, Fair, MeMillan, Saulsbury, 
Bowen, Frye, one, Sewell, 
Butler, Gibson, Miller of Cal Š Sherman, 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, e, A 
Cameron of Wis., Jonas, m, Vance, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Ridleberger, Williams. 
Edmunds, Lapham, Sabin, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment is the amend- 
ment pro by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. MORRILL. I thought the next amendment was the one pro- 
posed by me as a substitute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment now offered is the 
one proposed on the 29th of January. It is an amendment to the text 
ef the bill, and it would be in order before the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Vermont at any time. 

Mr. MORRILL. Very well. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas intend 
this as an additional section ? 

Mr. BAYARD. It was originally drafted I think as a substitute. 

Mr. PLUMB. I intend it as an additional section to the bill of the 
Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will call attention to the fact of the amend- 
ments I offered yesterday to the text of the bill, improving the phrase- 
ology of the bill so that no one could mistake its meaning. I think the 
committee are all agreed upon those amendments. They were in pos- 
session of the Secretary yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment is the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] as an addi- 
tional section. It will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


an 
law for national-bank notes. Said Treasury notes shall be de tedin 
ury and paid out as other moneys kept for the discharge of the obligations of the 
Government, They shall be receivable for salaries and for all dues to the Gov- 
ernment, including duties on imports; shall be a legal tender between national 
banks and for all debts due to any national bank; shall be redeemable in coin, 
us the legal-tender notes of the United States now are; and when received into 
the Treasury they shall be reissued, and when mutilated or worn they shall be 
replaced in the same manner as now provided by law for said legal-tender notes. 
The coin held in the Treasury at the date of the passage of this act for the re- 
demption of the legal-tender notes of the Government shall also be applicable 
to the redemption of the Treasury notes herein provided for; and such coin re- 
serve may from time to time be increased by ee g thereto other sums from 
payments made into the Treasury, in the discretion of the of the Treas- 
ury: Provided, That the total amount of said coin reserve shall never be less than 
25 per cent. nor more than 30 per cent. of the total amount of legal-tender and 
Treasury notes outstanding. 


Mr. VEST. It is very evident that we can not conclude the consid- 
eration of the question this afternoon, and several of us desire tospeak 
upon this amendment. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 0’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. ~+ 
FRIDAY, February 15, 1884. 


The House metat12o0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
S. LINDSAY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 


CORRECTION. 


Mr. LANHAM. I rise for the purpose of correcting the Journal. 
The first portion of it as read states that the communication from the 
President of the United States with reference to the boundary line be- 
tween the Indian Territory and the State of Texas was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. The statement should be that the refer- 
ence ae to the Committee on Territories. That was the order made 
yesterdag’. 


TheSPEAKER. The correction will be made. If there be no ob- 
jection, the Journal as corrected will be approved. 
There being no objection, the Journal was then approved. 


RELIEF OF SUFFERERS BY OVERFLOW OF OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to make a report from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent to have read 
at the Clerk’s desk a brief telegram in regard to the flood on the Ohio 
River and its tributaries, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HORMAN ] rises 
to make a report from the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I hope my colleague will allow this brief 
telegram to be read. - 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it in regard to the floods on the Ohio River? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is just the subject upon which I wish to make 
a report. I am instructed by the unanimous action of the Committee 
on Appropriations to ask the passage of the joint resolution which I 
send to the desk. , 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will my colleague, pending the con- 
sideration of that joint resolution, allow this telegram to be read? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. As soon as the resolution is reported the Chair, if 
there be no objection, will have the telegram read. The resolution 
which the gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous consent to report 
for immediate consideration will be read subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution making further appropriations for the relief of destitute per- 
sons in the districts overflowed by the Ohio River and its tributaries. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That the further sum 
of $200,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, ° 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, te 
be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, for the relief of such 
destitute persons as may require assistance in the districts overflowed by the 
Ohio River and its tributaries, in the manner provided for in the — resolution 
entitled Me pr resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to issue rations for 
the relief of destitute persons in the district overflowed by the Ohio River and 
its tributaries, and making an appropriation to relieve the sufferers by said 
overflow,” approved February 12, 1884,and in further aid of the purposes con- 
templated by said joint resolution. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the joint resolution H. Res. 160; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the telegram sent to the 
desk by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

$ RICHMOND, IxD., February 14, 1854. 
To DANIEL W. VOORHEES, BENJ. HARRISON, THOMAS M. Browne, 
Washington, D. C.: 
Richmond sypropeiates $5,000, and a citizens’ meeting adopted this: 
alta shat paws to DAAN an aoe ee eine ene e 
a ation as as e 
to aid the DANTON from the prescat food in the ‘Ohio River and its Eibuteries. 
JOHN L, RUPE, Mayor. 
©, C. BINKLEY, Secretary. 


Mr, MOREY submitted the following telegram: 


MILFORD, Onto, February 14, 1884. 
To Hon. H. L. Morty, Washington, D. C. : 


See Secretary Lincoln and ask for relief for our county, Five thousand peo- 
ple are homeless, Relief committee is established, as Batavia supplies will not 
reach the destitute from the river as well as from here. Town authorities in 
river towns are busy looking after our families. Large number of sufferers 
back on hills, and boats can't reach them. Telegraph communication cut off 
from river towns. 


Mr. McCORMICK submitted the following telegram: 


PORTSMOUTH, ORIO, February 15, 1883. 
Hon, Jso. W. McCormick : 


City entirely under water, except part of two squares. No tongue can describe 
misery and want of our people. Please look after us in the distribution of 
funds appropriated by Congress. 
J. 8. PALLITT, Relief Committee. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Multitudes of telegrams have been received from 
the Ohio Valley. I desire only to state that this uppropriation is made 
upon the basis suggested by the Secretary of War. I feel confident 
that no gentleman wishes to discuss the merits of this measure. The 
fearful calamity, involving the suffering and ruin of a great multitude 
of our people, which demands and justifies this legislation, and the 
imperative demand for prompt and immediate relief are matters within 
the knowledge of every member of the House. I therefore call the 
previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
and was accordingly read the third time. 


1156 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 15, 


ka 
Mr. HOLAN. I call for the previous question on the passage of | House of January 24, 1884; which was referred to the Committee on 


this joint resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I call for the yeas and nays on the 
passage of the joint resolution. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being only 13 votes in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. BEACH. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. } 

Mr. BEACH. This is an appropriation bill, or rather as I think a 
misappropriation of the publie funds—— 

The SPEAKER. Discussion is not in order. 

Mr. BEACH. What I desire to know is whether upon a bill of this 
character we are not entitled to the yeas and nays as a matter of right. 
X aN HOLMAN. That rule only applies to general appropriation 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. This it nota general appropriation hill. 

The SPEAKER. The rule does not require the yeas and nays to be 
taken upon the passage of any appropriation bill except the general ap- 
propriation bills. 

The question being aea on the passage of the joint resolution, there 
were—ayes 106, noes ` 

Mr. YORK. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. BEACH as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 136, noes 28. 
` So the joint resolution was passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The House resumes the consideration of the re- 
port from the Committee on Elections in the case of Chalmers vs. Man- 
ning. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Isit not in orderat this time to raise the question 
of consideration against the election case in behalf of the Private Cal- 
endar? 

The SPEAKER. 
a vote of two-thirds. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let me inquire how long it is the intention of the 
gentleman from Georgia having charge of the election case to continue 
the discussion? And I wish to say that I have no desire toan mize 
measures of this kind when it can be prevented, but it is eminently 

roper there should be some consideration given to private claimants. 
Tin if the House does go on with the election case it will be disposed 
of as ily as possible, so we may go to the Private Calendar to-day. 
How long does the gentleman from Georgia propose to let the discussion 
continue before he calls for the previous question ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Iwill say in reply tothe gentleman from 
‘Tennessee that it is my pu and I now give notice I shall call for 
the previous question at the end of the second hour after the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER] has addressed the House. That is 
to say, in two hours and twenty-five minutes I shall call for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘That virtually consumes the whole day, and I 
feel constrained at least to give the House the opportunity to proceed to 
the consideration of the Private Calendar if it shall feel disposed to do 
so. I therefore raise the question of consideration against the election 


It is, as this is private bill day, but it will require 


case. 

Mr. CALKINS. Wecould not hear when it was intended to callthe 

revious question. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. In two hours and twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. CALKINS. That will be at 3 o’clock. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That will take up the whole day. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It will consume the whole day, as there is to be 
an hour closing the debate after that. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And then we shall have disposed of only 
the prima facie case. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House proceed to the 
consideration of the election case? 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 103, noes 36. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. 
R. 2555) to change the name of ‘‘The National La Fayette and Bank 
of Commerce” to that of “‘The National La Fayette Bank;’’ when the 
Speaker signed the same. 

CUSTOMS EMPLOYES. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the Houssa let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting statementsshowin; 
thenumber of customs districts in each State and Territory of the Unit 
States and in the District of Columbia, the number of officers and em- 
ployés in each district, &c., in compliance with the resolution of the 


Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
ANDREW HILLYER. 


On motion of Mr. WAIT, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
of the papers in the case of Andrew Hillyer, presented to Congress in 
the year 1820 and now withdrawn for historical purposes. 

ASSUMING TO BE UNITED STATES OFFICERS, 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 4993) making it a felony for a person to falsely and fraudulently 
assume or pretend to be an officer or employé acting under the au- 
thority of the United States or any Department thereof, and prescrib- 
ing the penalty therefor; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—CHALMERS VS. MANNING. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I demand the regular ordex 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia calls up as the seg- 
ular order the unfinished business, which is the consideration of the 
report of the Committee on Elections on the contested-election case of 
J. R. Chalmers vs. Van H. Manning, from the second Congressional 
district of Mississippi. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MIL- 
LER] is entitled to the floor for fifteen minutes. 

Mr, MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I concur with the 
majority report of the Committee on Elections in the conclusion that 
under the resolution of reference, giving due consideration to ail the 
papers referred, Mr. Manning should not be sworn in asa member pend- 
ing the contest on the merits of the case. 

Under existing law the Clerk of the preceding Congress makes up 
the roll of the Representatives-elect, and in doing this he is in the first 
instance the sole judge of the authenticity and regularity of the cre- 
dentials of the members. From his decision tht aggrieved party must 
appeal to the House. 

In making up the roll for the Forty-eighth Congress the Clerk did not 
enroll any one as a Representative for the second district of Mississippi, 
for the reason that no paper which in his opinion could be considered 
a certificate of election in the sense of the law had been presented to 
him. In support of this position the Clerk, in an extended statement, 
set forth the papers that had been filed with him, and concluded: 


If the governor of Mississippi issued a certificate of election to any ene, based 
upon the canvass made Rees secretary of state on the 18th of November, 1882, 
for the second district, it not been presented to the Clerk, who submits to 
oF House the papers in his possession, with his reasons for having failed to en- 
roll any one, 


After the organization of the House the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
CONVERSE], after having read at the Clerk’s desk the certificate of the 
election of Mr. Manning, offered a resolution that he immediately qual- 
ify as a member of the House as a Representative of said district. Had 
this resolution been pressed to a decision I have no doubt that under 
the precedents, the law, and the powerinherent in the Ho and con- 
trolled by the only evidence that could properly come before it at that 
Dar see! the case, it would very properly have been adopted. 

e House, in its individual as well as its capacity, fully 
understood this. Why, then, did not the House pass this resolution? 
Already the certificate, having the great seal of Mississippi, had been 
read at the Clerk’s desk. It was r in form and completein sub- 
stance, and unqualifiedly declared the election of Mr. Manning. Already 
the other members-elect from Mississippi had been qualified on precisely 
similar commissions. The great majority of themembers ofthis House 
are lawyers by profession, and the question presented was purely a legal 
one. Ifthe House in no instance can look beyond the certificate in 
deciding the prima facie case, why did it hesitate? Do I err in saying 
thatit hesitated because a great majority ofthe members believed that 
the certificate, although in due form, had been illegally issued upon a 
fraudulent and false return; and that the secretary. of state of Missis- 
sippi, in canvassing the returns, was in contempt of a writ of prohibi- 
tion from the judge of a State court, and that these illegal, false, and 
traudulent actsof the secretary of state were well known to the governor 
of Mississippi at the time he issued said certificate? In this belief the 
House declined to adopt the resolution referred to, but subsequently 
adopted the following: 


Resolved, That the certificateand all other papers in the contested-election case 
of J. R. Chalmers vs. Van H. Manning, from the second Congressional district 
ofthe State of alee hase referred to the Committee on Elections when ap- 
pointed, with instructions to report immediately whether, upon the prima facie 
case as presented by said papers, said Manning or Chalmers isentitled to be sworn 
in as $ member pending the contest on the merits, and not to affectthe final right 
to said seat. 


This resolution, unanimously and considerately adopted, referred to 
the committee not only the certificate but ‘‘all other papers in the 
contested election ™ which in any way could shed any light ‘‘upon the 
prima facie case as presented by said papers.’’ If it was the intention 
of the House that nothing but the certificate should be referred, as con- 
tended here by the minority, why refer ‘‘ all other papers ’’ in the case? 
Already it had been read at the Clerk’s desk; it was signed by the proper 
officer; it clearly showed that ing had been adjudged to have been 
duly elected by the officer on whom the law of Mississippi imposed the 
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duty of ascertaining and declaring the result; it bore on its face the 
great seal of the State; itlacked nothingin form. Why referit? Was 
this House so obtuse that it could not read the law of Mississippi, and 
then having read this certificate decide without the aid of the advice of 
the Committee on Elections whether or not it was in due form? Can 
it be possible that it is as ignorant of the laws regulating the election 
of its own members as the gentleman from New York [Mr. SLOCUM] as- 
serted it was of the laws of evidence? Why refer the certificate alone? 
Was the passage of the resolution finally adopted a farce, a mere by- 
play, a deception, a blind? Why, sir,it has been currently reported 
that the resolution finally adopted was devised and formulated in a 
caucus after mature deliberation. Sir, I deny that when this resolu- 
tion was first adopted it was intended as a cheat and a snare. It was 
currently reported and generally believed that the certificate of the 
governor of Mississippi was fraudulent; that it was based upon a false 
certificate; that at the time the secretary of state certified «1 return to 
the governor showing that Van H. Manning had received a majority 
of the votes in the second Congressional district of Mississippi he knew 
it was untrue in fact; and believing this the House refused to accept the 
certificate of the governor as verity, and referred not only it but all the 
papers that would shed any light on this certificate tð the committee. 
This the House did in the broadest, fullest sense. 

In pursuance of the action of the House the committee took up the 
papers, and only those, which bore upon the issuing of the certificate. 
On examining the statement of the canvass made out by the secretary 
of state of the vote polled November 7, 1852, for Representative in the 
Forty-eighth Congress from the second Congressional district of Missis- 
sippi, it was patent that the secretary of state had committed a gross 
error in computing the vote for Tate County, one of the counties in the 
district; and a further inspection of the papers show that he committed 
the error premeditatedly, knowingly, and fraudulently. I donot make 
these statements at random. This whole matter of the issuing of this 
certificate was examined by one of the State courts of Mississippi, and 
the court says that the declaration of election was given by the secre- 
tary of state to the governor in favor of Van H. Manning alter the 
service of a prohibitory order of the court upon him, and contrary to 
the facts as disclosed in the official statement transmitted to him by 
the commissioners of election of the several counties comprising the 
said Congressional district. Thecourt further said in this case, wherein 
Chalmers was plaintiff and the secretary of state respondent: 


That the plaintiff, James R. Chalmers, as shown upon the face of the state- 
ment transmitted to the secretary of state by the commissioners of election of 
the several counties bsyp ners the second Congressional district of the State 
of Mississippi, was duly elected on the 7th day of November, 1882, at an elec- 
tion then held in said Congressional district, as the Representative from and for 
said district to the AS Bos ag Congress of the United States. And it was the 
duty of the secretary of state, on the 18th day of November last, upon the face 
of said return, to have further so ascertained onthe summing up of the whole 
number given for the candidates, and to have declared the plaintiff, James R. 
Chalmers, duly elected, and to have presented to the governor at that time his 
certificate and declaration accordingly. 


This decree was made in January, 1883. Bear in mind that the sec- 
retary of state did not issue his certificate and declaration to the gov- 
ernor until November 22, 1852, and the committee held that the face of 
the returns on the 18th of November, 1882, clearly showed Chalmers’s 
election. 

Sir, no man can inspect these papers without coming to the conclusion 
that the secretary of state acted fraudulently in this transaction. His 
declaration to the governor of Mississippi that J. R. Chambless received 
1,472 votes in Tate County and that J. R. Chalmers received none, was 
so flagrant that the deception ought to be patented, so that no other 
officer or board in any other State on whom the law imposes the duty 
of ascertaining and declaring the result of an election can use it with- 
out infringement. Stupidity never suggested such a fiction. It was 
the invention of a fertile imagination and an apathetic conscience. Did 
he knowingly commit error? Did he willfully certify incorrectly? 
Did he fraudulently certify this result to the governor of Mississippi? 
Who denies that he did all these things? Was he not warned by a 
judicial tribunal to halt? It is no answer to this to say that the 
committee had no jurisdiction in this matter. I care not whether it 
had or not. The gist of the matter is his conduct, his knowledge, and 
the frand perpetrated. 

But we are not left to the judgment of the committee alone. Mr. 
Manning, the intended beneficiary of this falsification of the returns, 
declares that these 1,472 votes were in fact cast for Chalmers; that the 
inspectors and clerks of the several election precincts did certify to the 
county commissioners of election in their respective counties that he 
(Chalmers) received a majority of the votes cast, and further said: 


And in this connection I state that because of said error to your prejudice I 
will not take a seat in said Sangro or ask the Clerk to enroll my name as a 
ae thereof until I have vindicated and the House shall have affirmed my 

t thereto. 


This was a manly declaration, and I honor the head and heart of the 
man, I honor the man, who thus sorely tempted refused and cast aside 
a certificate based upon fraud. 

But, sir, what does the minority of this committee ask this House to 
do? To shut our eyes to all these papers which cast dishonor on this 
certificate; to turn aside from devious paths trod by this secretary of 
state, and linger only in the governor's mansion where the final certifi- 


cate was made up, although satisfied that the certificate to Mr. Man- 
ning, presented by the minority, is based upon fraud; agree with them 
that his credentialsare in due form, issued by lawful authority, and that 
he be sworn in to occupy a seat pending the contest on its merits. Has 
this House no power to frustrate such a fraud as this is admitted to be? 
Are we without remedy? Is not this House the sole judge of the elec- 
tion, qualification, and returns of itsmembers? Does the majority re- 
port violate any law or precedent? Is not this an exceptional case? 
Where is its parallel? Will some member of the committee cite one if 
it can be found in the books? 

McCrary on Elections, section 217, says: 

Whenever it appears upon the face of a certificate of clection that one or more 
of the counties composing the district have been omitted from the canvass, it is 
the duty of the House, before determining the prima facie case, to inquite into 
the effect of such omission upon the result of the canvass, and to treat the certifi- 
cate as prima facie, good only in case it appears that the omitted vote would not 
change the result or contradict the certificate if admitted. 

If it is true, as claimed by a majority of the committee, that the res- 
olution of reference properly referred the certificate of the secretary of 
state, and the original certificate of the commissioners of election of 
Tate Ceunty, and from which the governor of Mississippi made up the 
certificate of Mr. Manning, why may we not scan them under the aboye- 
authority, giving to it a fair construction? The very certificate upon 
which the governor acted disclosed the fact that the vote of Tate County 
had been so manipulated by the secretary of state as to do greater vio- 
lence to the electors than if it had been entirely omitted, tor the vote 
for Manning was counted, while the vote of Chalmers was omitted, thus 
accomplishing a double wrong. Looking at the paper before the secre- 
tary of state irom the commissioners of Tate County, we are forced to 
the conclusion that he knowingly, willfully, and fraudulently misstated 
the voteofsaid county. Inlettersand figuresthe commissioners certified 
that J. R. Chalmers received in said county 1,472 votes; the secretary 
certified that he received none. Itwasapalpable error. What the gov- 
ernor knew ef this false certification is obvious from the guarded lan- 
guage of his certificate. He says: 

Whereas it appears by the returns received at the office of the secretary of 
state, as certified to me by that officer, that Van H. Manningis duly and consti- 
tutionally elected to the office of EE Esrar in and tote Forty-eighth Con- 
gress from the second Congressional! district of the State of Mississippi. 

Sir, the very certificate before him was sufficient to put him upon his 
guard if he had been in entire ignorance of the exciting election in said 
district. ‘‘Chalmers no votes in Tate County? Why, Mr. Secretary, 
how is this?” asks the governor. And then the secretary, in a voice 
both ‘child-like and bland,” informs him that if he will look further 
he will observe that the votes not cast for Manning in Tate County were 
east for J. R. Chambless! Simple governor! Innocentsecretary! -What 
a ‘pair to draw to” in the old ‘*‘shoe-string”’ district of Mississippi! 

Whenever it appears upon the face of a certificate of election that the 
vote of a county has been omitted from the canvass, investigate, says 
McCrary, before determining the prima facie case. 

Whenever the certificate of the governor and the certificate of the 
secre! of state upon which the governor acted show that the vote of a 
county instead of being omitted has been willfully, grossly, und out- 
rageously perverted, do not investigate, say the minority of the com- 
mittee. 

What will the Housesay? Will it follow the report of the majority, 
the minority, or the course marked out by the resolution of the distin- 
guished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN]? He asks— 

That the question of a prima facie right to a seat on this floor involved in the 
contested-election case of James R. Chalmers vs. Van H. Manning, from tho 
second Congressional district of the State of Mississippi, be recommitted to the 
Committee on Elections, with instructions to ascertain and report immedi- 
ately to this House whether a certificate of election to the office of Representa- 
tive from said district to the Forty-eighth Congress was issued by the proper 
authority, as required by the laws of the State of Mississippi and of the United 
States, to any one; and, if so, to whom. 

Why recommit? What information does the House require that it 
does not have already? The certificate is already before the House. 
Gentlemen know that it isin due form, Why, then, shirk our duty? 
Let the House meet the responsibility. It owes it to the country; it 
owes it to the purity of the ballot; it owes it to fair dealing; it owes it 
to the integrity of its own organization to manfully face the issue and 
put the seal of condemnation upon trickery, conspiracy, and fraud in 
these united efforts to debauch and defile elections and cheat and defeat 
the expressed will of the electors. ; 

The country is sick of this unequal contest in the Southern portions 
of our country. ‘The idea is prevalent in many sections of the nation 
that elections in many of the Southern States are a farce. 

It is time to call ahalt. Let us draw the line on the second district 
of Mississippi, and I am glad that the chairman of the Elections Com- 
mittee, although hailing from the accused section, has cast aside par- 
tisanship. Iam glad that over against the remarks of the gentlemen 
from Pennsylvania [ Messrs, CURTIN and ELLIOTT] I can quote the patri- 
otic language of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] when clos- 
ing his remarks in this case two days ago, and I commend them to all 
the Representatives, without distinction of party, without distinction 
of section. He said: 


Allow me to say that there is no question in my judgment which can come be- 
fore this House which ought to arrest more of the seriousattention cf Represent- 
atives than the question which is now under consideration. 
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It is a matter of the gravest publicconcern. Itisnota question which concerns 
alone the supremacy of a particular political party in the State of Mississippi. It 
is not a question so narrow even as the limits of a great State. It is a question 
which involves in its scope the character and the judicial precedents of a great 


party. 

I have endeavored in this case to divest my mind of every consideration of 
partiality on the one hand or proce on the other, for I admit that I felt both. 
I had the difficult duty of keep ng along that narrow line which, as I think, forms 
the boundary between right and wrong. Casting aside temptation on the one 
hand and on the other, I have endeavored in such consideration as I have been 
res to give this case to hold aloft the banner of the majority in popular elec- 

ions, 

In the consideration of an election contest, in which we approaeh the only 
majesty in this country and bow before the footstool of the highest sovereignty, 
we ought to uncover our heads and leave behind ns the fouling dust of the cam- 


paign. [Applause.] 

Brave words fitly spoken! Let this House heed them and be just. 

I honor them the more that they come from a political opponent and 

from a man living in a different section from what I live in. I com- 
mend them not alone to the Democratic members on the opposite side 
ofthis Chamber, but I commend them as well to my Republican associ- 
ates. This is no time to stand still when we face here a great wrong 
that has been committed. Let us meet it not as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania would meet it by shirking the responsibility and running. 
If you can not adopt the majority report, which says, ‘*discharge us from 
the consideration of this prima facie case; which says, ‘‘ we believe that 
Mr. Manning ought not to be seated on his prima facie right,” vote that 
down and take the manly course recommended by the minority of this 
committee, and declare that you will seat Mr. Manning pending this 
contest. Meet the issue squarely. Be men and not shirkers in this 
case, 
Mr. BENNETT. Iam in fall accord with the views reported to the 
House by the minerity of the Committee on Elections. I yield at this 
point fifteen minutes of my time to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BROADHEAD]. 

Mr. BROADHEAD. Iam obliged to the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina for giving me an opportunity to state the reasons for the vote I shall 
give on the question before this House. The resolution by which this 
case was referred to the Committee on Elections is very broad in its scope. 
It refers not only the certificate but all other papers in the contested- 
election case of mers against Van H. Manning to that committee, 
with instructions to report from the certificate. and all other papers who 
is entitled to a seat prima facie on the floor of this House. Iam not dis- 
posed to blame the committee, Mr. Speaker, for having gone into an in- 
vestigation of all the papers, because that committee was instructed to 
examine all the papers which were submitted to them for cgnsideration. 
But we are not bound by their action. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] who addressed the House 
yesterday declared that this House has the absolute right of referring 
to the Committee on Elections any papers which in its judgment it 
may think proper so to refer. Mr. Speaker, I deny that proposition. 
It is true that according to the provisions of the Constitution this House 
is to judge of the election, qualifications, and returns of its own mem- 
bers. But how is it to judge? Not arbitrarily. Not according to its 
own will and pleasure. Butit must judgeand can judge in this country 
only by the modes known to the law. I maintain there are only two 
modes, two constitutional and legal modes, by which the question of the 
right of a member to a seat on this floor can be determined. The first 
is upon the credentials presented by the member from the State which 
has elected him. Thesecond is upon acontest, which is to be tried and 
determined by the mode and under the authority of the act of Congress 
prescribing the manner of trying contested-election cases. 

The same Constitution to which the gentleman has referred declares 
that— 

The times, places, aud manner of holding elections for Senators and Repre- 
sentatives shall be prescribed in each te by the Legislature thereof; but the 
Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regulations. 

This is the foundation of the authority of the State officers to act 
and to furnish the evidence as to who has been elected under the State 
laws. P 

In the absence of any act upon the part of Congress the Legislatures 
of the different States have prescribed the mode and manner in which 
an election shall be held for members of Congress. They have provided 
how the election shall be held, and they have provided what officer un- 
der the State government shall give the final certificate as to the result 
of the election; and those are the credentials which prima facie in each 
ease entitle a member to a seat on this floor. 

This Government, the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States, in the passage of the law providing for the organization 
of this House, has declared in the thirty-first section of the revised code 
the manner in which the Clerk of the Houseshall act. It provides that 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives shall make a list of members 
whose credentials show that they have been elected according to the 
laws of the State they propose to represent. ‘There is the-declaration 
of the law. It is true it is made to bind the Clerk and to direct his 
action, This is done as a matter of convenience, but it is declaratory 
of the principle upon which this Government is founded and of the 
rules which should guide this House in determining such cases as the 
one now brought before it. The States have prescribed the manner in 
which the election can be held because the Congress of the United States 
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has failed to make any regulations in to it. And so long as it 
is left to the States we must be governed by the action of the States 
and controlled by the evidence which the State laws have provided as 
showing who has been elected; and this in the very nature of things 
precludes any further inquiry as to who is primarily entitled to a seat 
on this floor; otherwise we are driven to the necessity of looking into 
the whole case and determining whether all that has been done has 
been rightly done. 

Now, the highest evidence which is furnished by the State laws is 
the certificate of the governor or of the proper officer, be it the secre- 
tary of state or the governor, whose duty is prescribed by law to give 
the certificate in regard to that election. That istoallintents and pur- 
poses a judicial act. It is true he is a ministerial officer. But it will 
not do to tell me the ministerial officer may not at some time and is 
not required to perform judicial functions. There is hardly an officer, 
ministerial or otherwise, who must not at some time exercise quasi-ju- 
dicial functions. A sheriff to whom a writ is directed has to determine 
for himself whether the officer who issues that writ has the authority 
to do so and has affixed toit the seal of the court. He must determine 
as a judicial question on his own peril whether he will execute that 
writ or not—whether it has or has not been rightly issued. 

But it is not only a judicial act, itis also one of the very highest char- 
acter; an act to which is affixed the great seal of the State, importing 
upon its face its absolute verity. 

Now the doctrine of the courts and of fhe books on this subject, the 
doctrine of McCrary, to whom so many references have been made dur- 
ing this discussion, is, and all hold the opinian almost without an ex- 
ception—and the exceptions ifany relate to cases having peculiar facts 
connected with them—that the House has no authority to go behind the 
certificate, because it is the highest evidence of the prima facie case that 
can be presented. That certificate, Mr. Speaker, I say is the highest 
evidence; and it must be adhered to for two important reasons. 

In the first place, an adherence to it will prevent confusion and disor- 
ganization, because it will be readily seen that if one man may con- 
test that certificate when presented by a party claiming a seat in this 
House then it may be contested by any other person, and the result of 
it might be to defeat an organization of the House entirely, if we must 
in every such case go behind the certificate. We must act, then, upon 
the certificate for the time being, until the question is decided in a final 
contest upon the merits of the whole case that the member is oris not 
entitled to a seat. It must hold good for another reason, because if we 
undertake to deviate from that certificate we are cast adrift, without 
any rule to guide us. We are repudiating the authority of the State 
law, which furnishes the prima facie evidence of election, and we are 
not acting under the authority of the contested-election law of Congress. 
Where are we to land if we admit the right to questionit? Isthere any 
point after we leave the certificate to which we can properly go with- 
out investigating the whole case upon its merits? Would it not be 
doing a wrong to those claiming the seat as well as to the people who 
are entitled to representation to stop short of such an investigation? In 
doing less than this you are only half trying the case, and what is tried 
is done without the sanctions and safeguards which are necessary to the 
ascertainment of the truth, and without which justice can never be ob- 
tained in the investigation and determination of the rights of parties 
before any tribunal. 

In this particular case, for example, which we are now considering all 
the papers are referred to this committee. What papers? Here isa 
ee published as coming from the committee, consisting of tele- 
graphic dispatches, tally-sheets, judgments of courts, returns of officers, 
returns of canvassing boards, letters, and depositions. How many of 
these papers were to be considered by the Committee on Elections, and 
what sanction is there to give them validity and entitle them to be used as 
evidence? Where wasthe committee tostop? Are they to take into con- 
sideration everything connected with the case? If so, then they try the 
case on its merits by trying the prima facie case, and without being gov- 
erned by the rules prescribed by law in contested-election cases. It will 
thus be seen, Mr. Speaker, that so soon as you pass from the certificate 
you are thrown into absolute confusion, and there is no stopping-place 
between the point of the submission of the certificate and the final de- 
cision of the House upon the question of who is upon the merits of the 
case entitled to the seat. That is the reason that a strict adherence to 
this principle to which I have adverted should govern the House, for 
this House is as much bound by the law as any citizen is bound by 
the law. But the papers were referred to the committee in an informal 
and unauthorized way, and the whole question has been considered, and 
this report is presented to the House under the authority of the reso- 
lution directing the committee to take this action. As I said before, 
the committee is not to blame. 

What then follows? Simply this, and I feel a great deal of diffidence 
in making the declaration, that the House committed a mistake in pass- 
ing the resolution. They undertook to do what I think they had no 
right todo. Now, the matter is not what may have been the conduct 
of General ing here. We have a question that rises above any 
consideration that applies to him. That question is the right of the 
people to be represented on this floor. The second district of Missis- 
sippi is entitled to a Representative on the floorof this House. Amem- 
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ber who is selected to fill that position can only deprive the people of 
that district of such representation by resi his seat. Mr. Man- 
ning has not resigned. And admit if you please that he committed a 
mistake in saying he would not, present the certificate at a particular 
time; he comes now and presents the certificate as a Representetive, 
and as such is entitled to have it properly considered by this House. 
He comes with a certificate, which is the highest act of the highest offi- 
cer of the State of Mississippi, which shows according to the laws of that 
State that he is entitled to a seat here. 

It is true that we have a right to determine, as perhaps the Clerk 
would have the right to determine in making up the roll, whether itis 
executed in accordance with the laws of Mississippi, because, as I say, 
the thirty-first section of the revised code expresses what is the law on 
this subject as applicable to this House as well as to the Clerk of the 
House. The credentials which he presentsshow prima facie that he was 
elected according to the laws of Mississippi. But, as I have said, we 
have the right to inquire whether that certificate is in accordance with 
the laws of the State. Beyond that we have noauthority togo. Ifthe 
certificate when presented is impeached, then that presents another con- 
sideration, and it becomes the duty of the House to investigate the 
question by the reference of the credentials to the proper committee. 
$t is their duty to determine whether it is in proper form, whether itis 
in accordance with the laws of Mississippi, whether it isa forgery ornot, 
or whether it is executed by the person whopurports to execute it; and 
that is all we can do, in my humble judgment, under the powers which 
the Constitution has vested in us. And I say then that whatever may 
have been the conduct of Mr. Manning, it matters not; and Iam not 
here to apologize for him. I am here to vindicate the laws of my coun- 
try and to maintain the rights not only of the people of the second 
Congressional district of Mississippi, but of every other district of every 
State of this Union to representation upon this floor. 

And I maintain no man can without resigning his position shield him- 
self from the responsibilities that rest upon him asa Representative of 
the sovereign people. He may have come to theconclusion that he com- 
mitted an error, and wishes to correct-it. But, however that may be, he 
presents the certificate to this House, and we must accept this as con- 
clusive. And the question was truly and properly presented by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE], who when this House was first 
organized offered a resolution to the effect that Mr. Manning having 
the certificate from the governor of the State of Mississippi whieh en- 
titled him to a seat upon this floor should be seated. It should have 
been acted on then and there, unless it was objected to. It was ob- 
jected to, and it was proper then, under the circumstances, for the House 
to refer it to a committee to inquire whether the ¢ertificate was accord- 
ing to the laws of Mississippi. 

The certificate and all the papers having been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Elections, I say that I am not here to blame the committee. 
It acted under instructions from this House, and under those instruc- 
tions it was required to investigate the matter. But we of the House 
are not bound by this action. 

Neither am I here to discuss the mérits of the respective reports made 
by the majority and the minority of the Committee on Elections. I 
say that adopting the resolution now before the House, which proposes 
to strip this case of all extrinsic evidence, to refer it back to the com- 
mittee on the certificate alone, and let the committee inquire whether 
the certificate is in due form and has been issued by the proper author- 
ity, is all that we can do and all that we ought to do in this case in 
accordance with the laws of the country and the provisions of the Con- 
stitution applicable to the case. 

Thave nothing more to say on this subject, and thank the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. BENNETT] for the opportunity he has given 
me to explain my position on this question. 

Mr. BENNETT. I now yield to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
"FuCKER] for ten minutes. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, there can be no question in the mind 
of any gentleman on this floor that the second Congressional district of 
the State of Mississippi is entitled to the Representative whom it has 
elected. The question of who is entitled to represent that district on 
this floor is a twofold question.’ The first is, who has what is very 
often called here the prima facie right? And that question of prima 

, fasie right is, really, who is entitled by the return to hold a seat on this 
floor as the Representative from this district? The other branch of the 
question is this: Who, notwithstanding the return, was really elected? 
And the Constitution izes this twofold aspect of the question 
when it declares that each House shall be the judge of the eleation, re- 
turns, and qualifications of its own members. 

The question, then, who has the prima- facie right to be here resolves 
itself into this: Who has the return? Then, notwithstanding the reso- 
lution of the question who has the return, the question is referred to 
the Committee on Elections of who was really elected; and the evidence 
bearing upon this twofold aspect of the question is referred to the Com- 
mittee on Elections. 

Much evidence which is relevant to the question of election is irrel- 
evant andimpertinent to the question of return; and evidence which is 
relevant to the question of return may become very immaterial on the 
question of election. 


t 


this 


I hold that when the Committee on Elections was charged by 
House with the duty of determining who is prima facie entitled to a seat 
on this floor from the second Congressi 


ional district of Mississippi as 
well as who was elected, it was bound to keep those two questions ab- 
solutely distinct and separate, and to apply the evidence which was re- 
ferred to them bearing upon the questien of return withont bringing 
= any evidence which was pertinent or relevant to the question of 
election. 

There is no doubt, and my distinguished friend from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lone] admitted it yesterday in his very able argument, that Mr. 
Manning has the return under the t seal of the Stateof Mississippi. 
He has, then, the prima faeie right which you, Mr, Speaker, and I have to 
a seaton this floor. And this House cannot deny him that right with- 
out denying the State the right of representation which the Constitu- 
tion gives it. 

Now how does my distinguished friend from Massachusetts say that 
he getsover that? Why, sir, on considering the question of the return, 
he says that he will pick up a little fragment of evidence which has 
been referred to the committee, but which is really not relevant to the 
question of return, but bears on the question of election—he will pick 
up this little fragment of evidence and hitch it onto the evidence which 
belongs exclusively to the question of return and in that way overturn 
the return. 

I hold that this House can do no such thing. We are to decide the 
question of return upon the evidence which is pertinent and relevant 
to that question, and only upon such evidence as is pertinent and rele- 
vant to it. 

Now, what is the evidence which is relevant to that question? The 
tally-sheets? They had nothing to do with it. The tally-sheets are 
proper evidence in determining the question of who was really elected; 
but the tally-sheets had nothing to do with and are utterly irrelevant 
to the question of who has the return. 

The question of who has the prima facie right to hold a seat on this 
floor from the second Congressional district of Mississippi is the ques- 
tion of who has the right to the return and who has the return. There 
is no doubt about that, and there is only one piece of evidence upon that 
subject. That evidence is the certificate of the governor, which says 
that Van H. Manning was elected. 

Now, is there any one here who denies—I do not understand my 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona] to deny—that if Mr. Van H. 
Manning had brought that certificate into this House, or were now to 
bring it into this House, and claim to be sworn in as a Representative 
of the State of Mississippi upon the broad seal of the Commonwealth, 
that right would have to he given to him? Could you deny him the 
right by saying, ‘‘ There is a little piece of evidence down there which 
shows that you ought not to have this certificate.” Notatall. You 
determine the question of return upon the only evidence which is per- 
tinent to that issue. Having determined that question, you put him in 
his seat, and then you refer to the Committee on Elections the question, 
was he really elected, despite the return? 

I have no interest in this matter except that this House shall not 
make a decision which will be a bad precedent for the future. I say 
that if we will confine ourselves to the single question of whe has the 
prima facie right, or, in other words, who has the right to be returned 
as a member from that district, the matter is at an end, and Mr. Man- 
ning has to be swornin, and this House can not deny it. The question 
of who was elected is a question of future consideration; and in consid- 
ering that question we can properly go into the tally-sheets and all 
these other matters of evidence and the declaration of Mr. Manning 
upon the subject. . 

This question whether Van H. Manning has a right to waive his 
right to a seat ọn this floor is not the proper mode of stating the propo- 
sition. The true mode is this: Has Mr. Van H. Manning the right to 
waive the title of the peoplé of the second district of Mississippi te 
their right of representation upon this floor ? 

He is not the only party here. The distinguished gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Lowry] said yesterday that ifa maninacourt of equity 
puts into his answer a statement it may be used in evidence against 
him. Thatistrue. But my friend knows very well that the answer 
of one defendant in chancery can not be read against his co-defendant. 
The parties to this issue are not only Van H. Manning as Representa- 
tive but the constituency whom he proposes to represent; and his an- 
swer can not be read as evidence against the right of that constituency 
to say: ‘‘ Van H. Manning is our Representative, and we ask that he 
be sworn in upon the return.’ Look at the effeet-—— 

Mr. LOWRY. Will the gentleman pardon an interruption? 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOWRY. The point I endeavored to make wasthis: Among the 
papers on file in this contested-election case is an answer filed by Mr. 
Manning, in which he admits that in the county of Tate the contestant 
received 1,472 votes, which, by a mistake of the scrivener who made ont 
what was called the tally-paper connected with the certificate of the 
commissioners of election, were returned as cast for Chambless, instead 
of Chalmers; and he declared that he does not intend to take advanta 
of this mistake to the prejudice of Mr. Chalmers. This answer on file 
among the papers is distinguished from the evidence which has been 
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referred to. There is, as I hold, a clear distinction in law and equity 
well known to the profession that the papers in a case do not include 
the evidence. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
TUCKER] has expired. 

Mr. TUCKER. Then the time of my friend from Indiana has ex- 
pired, too. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. LOWRY. I desire only to say—— 

Mr. SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Virginia has ex- 

ired. 

7 Mr. TUCKER. I ask consent to oceupy so much additional time as 
my friend from Indiana has taken from me. [Cries of ‘Go on !’?] 

The SPEAKER. Howmuch time does the gentleman from Virginia 
desire? 

Mr. LOWRY. I hope my interruption will not be permitted to op- 
erate to the prejudice of the gentleman from Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. A gentleman occupying the floor can not be inter- 
rupted without his consent; and when he consents the interruption must 
be taken from his time. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask thatthe geatleman from Virginia 
be allowed, by unanimous consent, three additional minutes. 

Several MEMBERS. Five minutes. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Very well; five minutes. 3 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the gentleman 
from Virginia being allowed five minutes more. 

Mr. LOWRY. Now, ifthe gentleman will pardon me, I will conclude 
the inquiry-—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield? 

Mr. TUCKER. I can not yield further. I will gladly receive any 

ion from my friend in private. 

‘Mr. BENNETT. I trust that this additional time accorded to the 
gentleman from Virginia will not be deducted from that to which I am 
entitled. 

The SPEAKER. The additional time has been allowed to the gen- 
tleman by unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. If it requires unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Virginia may proceed with his remarks, I ask that the 
consent may be coupled with the condition that I may have the privi- 
lege of putting to him one question. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘‘Oh, no!” 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Unanimous consent has already been 


ven. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that unanimous consent was 
given for the gentleman from Virginia to extend his remarks for five 
minutes. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. What I was desirous of doing was to call the 
gentleman’s attention to the legal rule that an admission in the record 
is evidence against the party making it ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. TUCKER. I beg my friend’s pardon; I ean not yield. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, just see where the action of the committee would 
place the House in res to this district. Gentlemen admit that Mr. 
Chalmers has not the shadow of a claim to aseat on this floor at present. 
They admit that by the certificate of returns Van H. Manning has an 
indisputable right to a seat on this floor. And yet by taking a piece of 
evidence which relates to the question of election, and not of return, 
they propose to deny him the right on his return to a seat on this floor. 
Then what becomes of the right of the people cf Mississippi? You ean 
not give Chalmers the seat, because he has no prima facie right on a re- 
turn; and you deny the right to Van H. Manning, though he has a com- 
plete return, because there is some evidence that may impinge upon his 
election. > 

Now, does not the House see that the effect of such a ruling in this 
case is absolutely fatal to the right of representation on the part of the 

ple of Mississippi? In God’s name, let us permit these people to 

represented on this floor by a man entitled upon his return to that 
seat; and then let us determine hereafter the question whether he is 
legally entitled by the election to hold that seat. 

a legal point of view, and looking to the equities of the case, 
which require us not to deny to any people the right of representation 
on this floor, I have no doubt that Van H. Manning ought to be per- 
mitted to take his seat now and hold it until a determination of the 
question of election. That is his prima facie right; and it is that ques- 
tion we are now undertaking to decide. 

Mr. BENNETT. I nowyield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON]. 

Mr. SINGLETON. This question has been so fully discussed that 
were I a Representative from any other State than that of Mississippi 
I should not add one single word to what has already been said. But 
it may be expected, and I think it is right and proper, that some one 


from the State most directly interested in the result of this vote should 

ress as far as understood the views of the people of that State in 
tion to this matter. 

I take it for granted, sir, that this body, like all other bodies organ- 

ized for the transaction of public business, should have rules of a fixed 


and permanent character as far asis practicable. And when those rules 
have been found to operate well in practice we should be slow toamend 
or to abandon them. If this be true, the rules of the House hereto- 
fore applicable to cases of this kind apply with peculiar emphasis to 
the case now under consideration. 

It was early discovered by our fathers that some rule must be adopted 
by which they could avoid vacancies in seats upon this floor. In every 
representative government every portion of the people is entitled to 
have a voice in their legislative proceedings, It was found it would 
not do to wait until contested-election cases were settled on their mer- 
its, because the law requires notice shall be served by the contestant on 
the contestee; that time shall be given for taking depositions on the 
one side and the other, and that the testimony taken must go before 
the Committee on Elections and be considered by that committee, which 
would necessarily involve months and perhaps a whole session in the 
consideration of the case. In order to avoid this and prevent the fact 
of vacant seats upon this floor a rule was early established and a dif- 
ference was at once drawn between what is termed a case prima facie 
and a case on its merits—a case de facto and a case de jure. Hence it 
was that in the early history of the Government it was deemed proper 
that the party who comes here with a certificate properly authenticated 
from his own State should at once be entitled to take his seat, and 
should be sworn in and hold that seat until the case could be deter- 
mined upon its merits. 

In the settlement of this case there are but three points to be con- 
sidered, namely: First, what constitutes a prima facie case? Second, 
does the certificate of Colonel Manning bring him within that definition? 
And third, aad lastly, if such be the case, how fur can he by any act 
or omission of his waive his right to a seat on the floor of this House— 
or rather, I should say, how far can he waive the right of his constit- 
nents, 150,000, to be represented in this House? 

To simplify this matter as much as possible, and even at the expense 
of being considered tedious, I must ask the attention of the House to 
what I shall read from the very highest authority known to this body 
on the subject of contested-election cases, to wit, McCrary’s American 
Law of Elections, He says, in section 204: 

Where two or more persons claim the same oflice, and where a jadicial in- 
vestigation is Secured. to settle the contest upon the merits, it is often necessary 
to determine which of the claimants shall be permitted to qualify and exercise 
the functions of the office pending such investigation. 

That is exactly the case we have before us. 

A little further along he says: 


Sec. 205. No particular form of credentials is required. It is sufficient if the 
claimant to an office presentsa certificate signed by the officer or officers author- 
ized by law to issue credentials, and stating generally the fact that the election 
was duly held and that the claimant is duly elected to the office in question. 


In another section I read as follows: 

Sec. 208. It is enough fora prima facie case if the certificate comes from the 
panor ‘officer of the State and clearly shows that the person claiming under % 

as been adjudged to be duly elected by the officer or board on whom the law 
of the State has imposed the duty of ascertaining and yaari Po result. And 
in the ease of Kerr vs. Trego (47 Pennsylvania State Reports, 292) it is held that 
the certificate of election sanctioned by law or usage is prima facie evidence of 
eng tic the office, and can only be set aside by a contest in the form prescribed 

That is, a contest on its merits. 

Now, sir, it is clear to my mind there can be no difficulty so far as 
the certificate isconcerned. It comes from the proper officer. It is ia 
totidem verbis my own certificate, with the exception that the one con- 
tains my name and the other contains General Manning’s. If my cer- 
tificate could not be contested under a prima facie view of the case, 
how does it happen that Mr. Manning’s can be contested? The case 
therefore is clearly within the purview of the law in making out a 
prima facie case. 

To hurry on, how far can Manning by any act or admission of his 
waive his right to a seat on this floor? Does that seat belong to Mr. 
Manning or Mr. Chalmers to dispose of as either may deem proper? 
Can Mr. Manning give away that seat to some one else, or can he by 
any act of his sell it in the market for gold if he chooses to do so? 

Why, sir, he comes here merely as the mouthpiece of 150,000 citi- 
zens of my State. He comes here as the medium through which their 
wishes are conveyed to this House, and he has no power to waive the 

ight or the responsibility which they have vested in him. I find it 
laid down still further in this same work of McCrary that this House ~ 
in considering a prima facie right has no power to look beyond the cer- 
tificate which is presented, and, unless something should appear on the 
face of the certificate itself which impeaches its integrity, it must he 
taken as importing a verity, and the House has no power to look aliunde 
for facts to uphold or discredit it. McCrary says: 

It is to be observed in this connection that while in determining the prima 
facie right to a seat the House of Representatives will not look behind the cer- 
tificate if it be signed by the pro r officers and if it contains a statement in 
unequivocal terms of the result of the election, yet something may appear upon 
pa yrna of the certificate itself to destroy or impair its value as prima facie evi- 

Clearly indicating that nothing outside the certificate itself can be 
considered by this House; and that, unless there shall appear on the 
face of that certificate something which impairs its value or invali- 
dates it, it must be taken as implying an absolute verity. 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, in the little time which I have I shall referto a 
case much stronger in its features than the one now under considera- 
tion, where the party holding the certificate, although there was con- 
nected with it a statement from the governor of Texas that he believed 
the election ought to be declared invalid, or that it should have been 
determined that no election teok place at all; yet, notwithstanding the 
governor's statement accompanying the certificate, the member holding 
it was seated, although afterward, when it came to the decision of the 
case on its merits, he was unseated by the votes of all of the members 
except hisown. Though voted in upon his certificate, the records show 
there was but one vote in favor of retaining him when the case came to 
be considered upon its merits. I refer to the case of W. T. Clark, of 
Texas. Here is the resolution proposing to seat him, which I will read 
to the House in order to bring it to a proper understanding of the ques- 
tion involved: 

Resolved, That W. T. Clark has the prima facie right to a seat as Representa- 
tive from the third Congressional district of the State of Texas, and is entitled 
to take the oath of office asa member of this House without prejudicing the 


right of any person claiming to have been elected thereto to contest his right 
to said seat upon its merits. 


Now I will ask the Clerk to read the certificate from the governor of 
the State of Texas by which Mr. Clark claimed his seat. I wish to 
call the special attention of the House to this case, because itisastrong 
one, and involves a very important question connected with the present 
controversy. I will also ask the Clerk to read afterward a sentence 
from the remarks of Mr. Hoar, of Massachusetts, upon the adoption 
of the resolution. 

The Clerk, read as follows: 

GovERNOR’s OFFICE, 
Austin, Ni 15, 1871. 


ane is to certify that on comparison of the returns of votes cast at an election 
ifthe third Congressional district of the State of Texas on the 3d, 4th, 5th, and 
6th of October, A. D. 1871, provided for by joint resolution of the Legislature of 
said State of Texas,as approved May 2,1871, I find that Hon, William T. Clark 
was duly elected to represent the said Con: onal district of the State of Texas 
in the Congress of the United States for the term commencing on the 16th day 
of March, A. D. L871, and ending March 3, 1873. 

In giving this certificate, I wish to call attention to theattached certified state- 
ment of the yote cast in the third district, as returned, grounds for rejecting 
certain returns. This lie omic of my reasons for giving the foregoing cer- 

of election. According to my one the numerous irregularities and 
instances of fraud and violence d the election in the third district, reported 
and proved to my satisfaction, would rather warrant a new election than the 
giving of a new certificate to either party. I have felt constrained by my inter- 
EATON of the provisions of the State law on the subject of elections to reject 
many returns, and would have oper a it more just to regard the election as a 
nullity. Yet the act of Congress of May 31, 1870, section 22, seems to require that 
I should give a certificate to one of the candidates. 

In testimony whereof I have caused the great seal of the State to be affixed, at 
the city of Austin, the date herein first above written. 

EDWARD J. DAVIS, Governor. 


J. E. OLDRIGHT, 
Acting Secretary of State. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I now ask the Clerk to read from the remarks 
of Mr. Hoar the extract which I have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I undertake to say that the law is this: that a certificate of 
election given by an officer authorized by law to give it, where it contains noth- 
ing more than the declaration that the party to whom it is given was duly 
elected to an office, is prima facie evidence that a party holding it was duly 
elected, and has a right to such office. 

Mr. SINGLETON, I wish to state to the House briefly, as I see that 
my time is about exhausted, that in the case to which I have just re- 
ferred the governor of the State of Texas accompanied the certificate 
with the statement which has just been read. Mr. HOAR was then a 
member of the Committee on Elections, and made a speech advocating 
the seating of the party by the House, although, as I have said, he was 
thrown out afterwards by the unanimous vote of the House, with one 
exception. Mr. Manning presents a certificate with no impeachment 
upon its face, and yet this House refuses to administer the oath to him. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I wish to read a little further from this work on 
elections which I have already quoted. I wish to call attention to this 
point that has been made, as to the right of a member-elect to relin- 
quish an office once he is elected. McCrary says— 

An office may be abandoned by removal from the State, county, or district to 
which the ofticer is restricted by the law of his office, or by accepting an incom- 
patible office, or by relinquishment on any express qualification, or by the as- 
sumption of any disquali ion, of by resignation. 

There is no other mode known to the law by which a man can aban- 
don an office which has once bean bestowed upon him by the people 
except as enumerated above. His admissions amount to nothing at all 
so far as this case is concerned. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say a word in response to a remark made 
by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELForp], in which he, with a 
grand flourish, produced a newspaper article which he caused to be read 
from the Clerk’s desk, declaring that it was an extract from one of the 
‘leading papers” of the State of Mississippi. I hold a imen of 
the paper up before you, leaving yourselves to judge how far that sheet, 
from its appearance, should influence public sentiment, especially the 
sentiment of this House, in this contest. This paper is, I believe, about 
two years old, and it must be gpparent to the House that it has not grown 
very rapidly in size at least. 


By the governor: 


The article read was thrown in, I suppose, as a mere make-weight, 
and you can determine what influence it should exercise upon your 
judgment in casting your votes. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BENNETT. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. GEORGE D. Wise]. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I believe, Mr. Speaker, Ihave the right to 
claim fifteen minutes. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Davis] 
givesme five in addition. I do not know, however, that I shall occupy 
even the ten minutes which are kindly yielded to me by my friend from 
North Carolina. $ 

I do not propose at this late hour to enter into any discussion of the 
legal questions involved in the issue now before the House. My simple 
purpose in rising is to state the reasons which shall govern my vote, and 
also to call the attention of this House to what has heen done in refer- 
ence to the contested-election case from the first district of Virginia. 
I shall vote upon the prima facie case to seat Mr. Manning. The Com- 
mittee on Elections has reported that Mr. Chalmers is not entitled to 
a seat upon this floor, because he holds a commission from nobody. 
Somebody hasa right to represent here the second district of Mississippi. 
Who is it? There was an election, and the result of it was declared. 
Either Mr. Manning or Mr. Chalmers has a right to a seat upon this 
floor, and the people of the second Congressional district of Mississippi 
have a right to representation here, of which they can not be properly 
and legally deprived. 

All the gentlemen who oppose the resolution offered by my friend 
from Pennsylvania | Mr. CURTIN] admit that if Mr. Manning had pre- 
sented himself at the bar of this Heuse he should have been sworn 
in without objection, and the committee reports that he holds a com- 
mission issued by the governor of Mississippi, bearing the great seal 
of the State, and otherwise unexceptionable in form. It is admitted 
that his credentials are as yalid as those of any member occupying a 
seat upon the floor of this House. But as an excuse for a departure 
from the rule as laid down by Mr. McCrary in his work on elections 
* that the person holding the ordinary credentials shall be quaiified 
and allowed to act pending a contest and until a decision can be had 
upon the merits,” it is alleged that the resolution referring this case to 
the Committee on Elections contains an instruction from the House 
that the prima facie case should be considered in connection with all 
the papers, the evidence relevant to the question of election as well as 
that bearing upon the question of return. What is that resolution ? 
It is that the certificate and all other papers in the case of Chalmers ts. 
Manning be referred to the Committee on Elections, with instructions 
to report immediately upon the prima facie case, as presented by said 
papers. To report upon what? Upon the prima facie, as presented by 
the papers, not upon the merits. 

This resolution, fairly construed, contains no instruction to the com- 
mittee to consider any evidence in the determinagion of the question 
whether Mr. Manning or Mr. Chalmers is entitled to be sworn in as a 
member pending the contest on the merits other than that which bears 
upon the question ofreturn. And yet every argument delivered upon 
this floor in opposition to Mr. Manning’s prima facie title to a seat is 
based upon certain admissions made by him in his answer to the notice 
of contest by Mr. Chalmers. I hold that under the rules of law govern- 
ing these cases of election this House has no right to go behind the cer- 
tificate to consider that answer. But if you do, what do you find? 
Mr. Manning therein denies that Mr. Chalmers has the prima facie or 
any right toa seat upon this floor as the Representative from thesecond 
Congressional district of Mississippi, and declares his own credentials 
to be legal and valid. If this paper is to be taken into consideration at 
all, then you must look to the whole of it. 

I have authority for the position that in the consideration of the prima 
Jacie case you have no right to go behind the certificate. If @hat is reg- 
ular, and it comes from the proper officer of the State, and shows that 
the person claiming under it has been legally adjudged to have been 
duly elected, it is enough for the prima facie case. (McCrary on Elec- 
tions, sections 207, 208; and see also Kerr rs. Trego, 47 Pennsylvania 
State Reports, 292.) 

In one case the governor of Pennsylvania, after commissioning Ew- 
ing as sheriff of the city and county of Philadelphia, undertook to com- 
mission Thompson as duly elected at the same election, and it was held 
that he had no right to revoke the commission which he had issued, 
and that the person holding it had thereby acquired a vested right, of 
which he could only be deprived by judicial decision. (43 Pennsylva- 
nia State Reports, 372.) Mr. Manning holds a commission from the gov- 
ernor of Mississippi, whose duty it was to issue it, and upon its face 
there is nothing to impeach it. In fact the committee in its report says 
that the commission bears the great seal of the State and is otherwise 
unexceptionable in form, and that if the inquiry as to the prima facie 
right to the disputed seat had been confined to that paper alone, they 
would unhesitatingly have affirmed Mr. Manning’s right to occupy it 
pending the contest. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I did not rise for the purpose of going into a legai 
argument upon this case. Gentlemen on the other side, and notably 
the gay and festive Representative from Colorado, have put on a pre- 
tense of virtuous indignation at the bare thought of seating Mr. Man- 
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ning when there isa fraud behind his certificate. I will presently call 
your attention to the case of a member sitting among you exactly simi- 
lar to this. But before doing so I want to remind you that during the 
last Congress a gentleman from Massachusetts, now in my eye, a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Elections then and a member of it now, 
reported to this House a resolution which unseated a member from 
South Carolina with 9,000 majority, and the frivolous pretext offered for 
the outrage was that certain colored citizens of the district had been 
prevented from voting by intimidation. 

Mr. RANNEY. Will the tleman from Virginia allow me—— 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. Certainly. Tam glad the gentleman knew 
to whom I alluded. 

Mr. RANNEY. What case was that? 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I have not got it here. 

Mr. RANNEY. There was no occasion on which I made any such 


report. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I have not got the report here, butif the 
gentleman desires it I will publish it with my remarks, to show that I 
have quoted him correctly. And that is the only excuse that you gen- 
tlemen, who wear the front of virtuous indignation upon all occasions 
when a Democrat is to be unseated, gave for putting a man in here who 
was defeated by 9,000 majority. Ithank God I see now in this Hall 
the Representative from South Carolina whom you turned out. He sat 
yesterday under the waving of the arm of the eloquent gentleman from 
Colorado. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I rose to call attention to another report from the 
Committee on Elections. The case from the firstdistrictof Virginia was 
also referred to them, and in that they reached the conclusion that the 
sitting member is entitled to retain the seat pending the contest onthe 
merits. I will not pause to notice their mistakes. They say that the 
governor of Virginia issued the certificate to Mayo, when the truth is 
that he did not, buton thecontrary refused to participate in the fraud by 
which Mr. MAy® was enabled to obtain it from the secretary of the 
Commonwealth. The governor of Virginia issued no certificate to the 
gentleman who occupies a seat here as the Representative from the first 
district of that Stale, but as a member of the board of State canvassers 
declined to sign the certification of the fact of his election. I was pres- 
ent, and the governor differs in political sentiments from me, but to 
his honor be it spoken that the pen dropped from his hand, and he de- 
clared that he would not approve the outrage by which all the qualified 
voters of the county of Gloucester, in the first district of Virginia, were 
disfranchised. So far from giving Mr. Mayo the certificate, he held 
that Mr. Garrison ought to have it. 

The cases are parallel. Behind the certificate of Mr. Manning there 
is an error, or a fraud, if it please you to call itso—and behind that of 
Mr. MAYO there is also a fraud. Gentlemen on the Republican side of 
this House, who have grown so hot with indignation at the thought of 
admitting Mr. Manning to sit in our midst, have taken and hugged Mr, 
Mayo to their bosoms. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] 
and the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. HART] have waxed warm and elo- 
quent in their denunciation of fraud, yet they sit there cheek by 
jowl with him. He is among and one of you Republicans. He votes 
with you. He is bone of your bone and flesh of your flesh. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman expired. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I should like to have a little more time. 

Mr. COBB. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be allowed 
five minutes more. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. 
the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Davis], as the 
Chair understands, has already yielded five minutes of his time to the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. GEORGE D. Wise], and has ten minutes 


I will yield five minutes of my time to 


remaining. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. I will yield five minutes of that time. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I was present when the board of State 
canvassers was in session and when the abstracts of votes cast in the 
various counties and corporations forming the first Congressional dis- 
trict of Virginia were examined, and I know that the returns showed 
that George T. Garrison was elected to this Congress from that district. 
The county of Gloucester was excluded from the count, and the evidence 
of that fact is in the record of the case. There was evidence before the 
Committee on Elections that MAYo holds his seat here by a fraud. Yet 
the virtuous gentlemen on the other side take him to their bosoms as 
if he were odorous with the attar of roses. [Laughter.] As I have al- 
ready said, the proof is before the committee and the House that the 
governor, as a member of the board of State canvassers, refused to sign 
the certificate given by that board because he believed the exclusion 
of the vote of the county of Gloucester to be an outrage. Yet from 
the beginning of this Congress that gentleman has occupied a seat on 
the Republican side of this House, and they have given him full fel- 
lowship as a political brother. Think of it! You who perpetrate such 
acts as these to read moral lectures to the Representatives of the Ameri- 
can people! God save us from your practices and your teachings! Vir- 
ginia may be detained for a time in the embraces of a foul and loath- 
some ition, held together by the illegal nse of Federal patronage 
* and the cohesive power of public plunder, but in the name of justice I 


demand that the insult shall not be put upon her and her people of a 
eet in this case of the judgment rendered in that from my own 
tate. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed without amendment a joint res- 
olution of the House of the following title: a 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 160) making further appropriations for 
the relief of destitute persons in the district overflowed by the Ohio 
River and its tributaries. 


ELECTION CONTEST—CHALMERS VS. MANNING. 


The House resumed the consideration of the contested-election case of 
J. R. Chalmers against Van H. Manning, from the second Congressional 
district of the State of Mississippi. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolimn [Mr. BEN- 
NETT] has ten minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. BENNETT. I yield five minutes of that time to the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. VAN EATON]. s 

Mr. VAN EATON. Inthefive minutesallowed me I propose to pre- 
sent only one or two views; and in fact I could not present more if I 
wished. Ihave this tosay: Very strangely, it seems to me, this discus- 
sion has wandered from the point at issue. To a very great extent 
those who have discussed the opposite side of this question have de- 
pended for their argaments upon that which goes to the merits of the 
ease alone, I stand here to speak simply and alone for the certificate 
of election held by Mr. Manning. I take the ground that upon the 
prima facie case this House can not consistently go behind that certifi- 
cate. 

I wish to make this point: In the first place I understand it to be 
conceded by all that have spoken on both sides of this question that 
had Mr. Manning come forward to the Clerk’s desk when this House 
was being organized and presented his certificate he must have been 
sworn in. * 

A MEMBER. Why did he not do it? 

Mr. VAN EATON. Iam coming to that. I understand that is ad- 
mitted on all sides by those who have argued for and those who have 
argued against his right to take the seat. The point I wish to make 
right here is this: Gentlemen say that although at that time Mr. Man- 
ning had discredited that very certificate he would have been sworn in 
on it had he presented it. That was a time after Mr. Manning, as gen- 
tlemen say, had discredited his certificate. Yet it is admitted he 
would have been sworn in on it had he presented it. 

That very certificate is now before the House. What has occurred 
from that day to this that he should not now be swornin on it justas 
much as he ought, as gentlemen admit, to have been sworn in on it had 
he presented it the first day of the session? Has anything occurred 
in the interval to make the certificate of any less validity than it was 
then? Has there been any change in it in any shape or form? Does 
it make any difference how that certificate gets before the House; 
whether Mr. Manning presents it himself or it is presented by a 
friend ? £ 

That certificate is here; itis before the House. We must meet it; 
we can not help it. Whether we approve of submitting the prima 
facie case to the committee ordo not approve it, no matter how we 
feel about that, the certificate is here and we must meet the question. 
I would say to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], whom I do 
not see in his seat, that certificate is the ‘‘Banquo’s ghost’’ which 
rises perpetually before us. It is the very highest evidence that any 
one can produce before this House. 

I take this position—I am forced to do it from all the study I have 
been able to give the case—that the only consistent course it is possi- 
ble for this House to pursue is to swear in Mr. Manning on his certifi- 
cate, now that itis here. I would vote to do it if I knew ten times 
over that he was never elected; if I knew that the very next day I 
would vote to unseat him on the merits. When only the prima facie 
case is here, I would give honor and credit to the act of his State and 
seat him on the prima facie so as to be consistent with the long 
line of precedents. That is the only course that can strictly be fol- 
lowed to save us from trouble. $ 

I say further, if the Tate County returns were the whole of this case, 
and if I were voting on the merits, I would not vote to give Mr. Man- 
ning the seat on those returns. But, Mr. Speaker, the Tate County re- 
turns have no more to do with this prima facie case than any other 
foreign matter that can possibly be imagined. 

Now, gentlemen object to Mr. Manning’s being sworn in simply be- 
cause he did not himself present the certificate. I take the ground 
and I ask gentlemen to think of it, that this is a mere sentiment, and 
not law. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I hope that the gentleman from North Carolina 
will allow me half a minute more. 

Mr. BENNETT. Halfa minute? Yes, sir. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Speaker, I shall, just because I think it is 
consistent and right, so long as the prima facie case is before this Ho} 
vote to recognize the supreme act in this case of the chief executive 
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my State and seat Mr, Manning upon his certificate. If heshould be 
so seated, I shall hope that the case may speedily come up on its merits. 
When I come to vote upon that question, without regard to partisan or 
political feeling, without regard to popularity or unpopularity, help or 
hurt whom it may, I shall vote for the very right of the case as God 
gives me to see the right. : 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr.Speaker, I do not mean to argue this case. I 
have risen to make an appeal to this House, which I trust will not fall 
on stony ground. The Committee on Elections is charged with grave 
and delicate duties. It ought to be above suspicion of partisan bias. 
it is an open secret that five of the Democrats on the committee concur 
in the report filed by the minority. Now let facts be given to a candid 
world. These five gentlemen thought that the resolution did not war- 
rant them in going into the pleadings and evidence involving the merits 
of the case as distinguished from the prima faeie case. For myself, I 
have not read twenty words of the pleadings and evidence. I haye 
made scrutiny only into Exhibits A, B, C, and D, read by the Clerk on 
the first day of this session. 

Some one is in error—the House in passing this anomalous resolution, 
or the majority or the minority of the committee in their construction 
of the resolution. It is wrong to breed discord in this committee by 
your action of doubtful interpretation. You oughtto make your mean- 
ing in that resolution clear, so that gentlemen of the committee on either 
side of this House, especially those of the majority, responsible for leg- 
islation, may come together and decide it upon the law of the case. 
What did you mean by the resolution? Shall we invade the entire 
case, both upon the merits and prima facie? Shall we traverse the tra- 
dition and precedents of this House in the absence of express terms war- 
ranting it? n 

For one, I willsay there has been no such unmistakable utterance in 
that resolution as warranted mein makingsuch invasion. I have, Mr. 
Speaker, throughout the scrutiny I have made into this case confined 
myself to the certificate and the exhibits read from the Clerk’s desk on 
the first day of this session; and it is upon these, according to my con- 
struction of this resolution, that this case should stand or fall. 

Mr. RANNEY. Mr. Speaker, I take the floor as one of the ten mem- 
bers of the Committee on Electians who reported this case on the part 
of the majority, but I do not propose to occupy my whole hour. At 
the outset I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. 
BARKSDALE]. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Mr. Speaker, I have been a dispassionate and 
impartial listener to the able diseussion of the question before the House. 
I had not intended to enter the arena of debate. I donot intend to do 
so now, further than to give the reasons for the vote that I shall cast and 
to avail myself of the opportunity of offering an amendment to the res- 
olution accompanying the report ef the committee. 

Reserving my judgment upon the paramount question of the right 
of the people of the second Congressional district of Mississippi to be 
represented by the person of their choice when that question comes to 
be considered upon its merits for final adjudication by the House, I 
shall upon the queron as it now stands cast my vote to declare that 
the claimant holding the certificate has, in virtue of it, the prima facie 
right to the seat pending the contest on its merits. 

In the course of this discussion prima facie evidence has been defined 
to be such evidence as of itself is sufficient to establish the fact, if un- 
contradicted; but is controvertible. Unquestionably that definition is 
correct; but the prima facie evidence is controvertible when the issue 
comes to be tried upon its merits to determine whether the person hold- 
ing the certificate is the duly elected member. ` 

The, rule has been established, and confirmed by invariable custom, 
that the person to whom the certificate has been awarded is entitled to 
hold and to discharge the functions of the office of Representative until 
the House, in the exercise of its prerogative as the judge of the election, 
returns, and qualifications of its members, decides the case on its merits. 

Hence the ingenious and labored arguments of gentlemen to show 
that the certificate of Mr. Manning is founded on a mistake, or error, 
g fraud, as they may choose to have it, are not applicable to the ques- 

ion as it is now presented to the House. They will be relevant when 
the question is considered on its merits. 

Doubtless, Mr. Speaker, abuses are committed by officials to whom 
the grave responsibility is intrusted of issuing certificates. Possibly 
such abuses may have been committed in the present instance, But I 
submit that to depart from the custom and to set aside the rule before 
the certificate is judicially decided to be void, isto deprive the House of 
the very means of ascertaining its membership and of accomplishing or 
perfecting its organization. McCrary, in his standard work, American 
Law of Elections, says: 


If the party holding the ordinary credentials to an office could be kept out of 
the office by the mere institution of a contest, the organization of a le; tive 
body, such for example as the House of Representatives of the Uni States, 
might be altogether prevented by instituting contests a: a majority of the 
members, or what is more to be apprehended, the relative strength of political 

rties in such a body might be angel by instituting contests against mem- 

rs of one or the other of such parties. These considerations have made it neces- 
sary to adopt and to adhere to the rule that the person holding the ordinary credentials 
pg ose ce a allowed to act pending a contest and untila decision can be had 
on the merit. 


As to Mr. Chalmers, neither the committee, nor any member of the 
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committee, has asserted that he has even the color of a title to a seat 
pending the contest; and therefore he is not a party to the present pro- 


ing. 

I will add that, in view of the extraordinary disclosures contained in 
the papers relating to the case, the House owes it to its own integrity, 
to the claimants themselves, and especially to the people of the district, 
to instituté searching and vigorous inquiry into the merits of the case 
without delay. The right of the people to be represented by the person 
of their choice overtops all other rights. It is inprescriptible and in- 
alienable, and it is usurpation to deny or to delay its exercise. Let the 
House make haste to address itself to that questien. 

I wish to offer an amendment to the resolution reported by the ma- 
jority of the committee, and to obtain a vote upon it if possible under 
the rules, which I will ask the Clerk to read. Let the resolution be 
first read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Elections be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the prima facie right to the seat in the contested-election case of J. 
R. Chalmers vs. Van H. Manning. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Now read the words which I desire to add. 

The Clerk read: 

And the case on its merits proceed before the committee, with instructions to 
report as early as possible. 

So that the resolution as amended will read: 

That the Committee on Elections be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the prima pos right to the seat in the contested-election case of J, R. 
Chalmers vs. Van H. Manning, and that the case on its merits proceed before 
the committee, with instructions to report as early as possible. 

Mr. RANNEY. I now yield for five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. POTTER]. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with the greatest atten- 
tion possible to this discussion, but the difficulty which I find in this 
case is not answered by gentlemen upon this side of the House. As I 
understand it, the prima facie case is preliminary to the ascertainment 
of the real fact which is at issue, and when we are told by the party 
who presents the certificate, and when it is impossible to ignore or deny 
as a part of the indestructible record in this case that he was not elected, 
that the fact upon which his claim rests does not exist, that the governor 
in counting Tate County as he did counted it wrongfully and by mis- 
take, then he tells us it is impossible for him legally to occupy aseat on 
this floor and represent that district in the State of Mississippi. 

I agree, Mr. Speaker, with all which has been said as to the right of 
every district in the country to be represented on this floor, but itis a 
right to be represented by the men of their choice and not by a man 
whom they did not elect. To say that that right of representation is 
answered by seating one whom the facts show, and whom the contest- 
ant admits, was not elected, instead of the one who was, is to lose sight of 
the great constitutional right of representation in the subtleties of a 
prima facie case. Now, sir, there are some things more important than 
the rights of a prima facie case. Constitutional liberty is much more 
important. The very object for which all these rules have been quoted, 
and all the precedents which have been established are aimed at, is to 
ascertain a a was the party elected by the will of the district, by the 
votes of the district, to be the Representative here. 

The main fact is admitted, and now to ask this House to seat con- 
trary to that fact, to seat falsely, to misrepresent that district, is to 
ask it to do what for the sake of humanity I am glad to see Mr. Van 
H. Manning himself, the proposed Representative, upon his conscience, 
dare not attempt todo. And for one, sir, I shall never vote to seat in 
this House as the Representative of any district any party when the 
facts which he lays before the House show the main fact of am election 
was wanting. 

But it has been said here that we are bound by precedents. Have 
precedents come to acquire such force that constitutional liberty is to 
go down before them? It will be a sad day indeed for the great pur- 
poses of the Constitution if the great bulwarksof constitutional liberty 
and freedom are to give way before the subtleties of argument in a 
prima facie'case. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANNEY. Mr. Speaker, this discussion has been very much 
prolonged already, and the a has taken a wide range and been 
pretty well exhausted. I shall not in the time allotted to me attempt 
to go over again the whole field of contention, but shall touch generally 
upon some of the views advanced adversely to the conclusion of the 
majority of the committee. The real argument of this case lies in a 
very small compass. Indeed, I had erroneously supposed that a simple 
statement of the facts as found would, or ought to, suffice. But the 
adverse contention, and the criticisms made upon the majority report 
with so much earnestness, seem to require some extended notice in reply. 

Much has been said about the general rule which has for a long time 
obtained in this House, as though it were an inflexible one, grounded 
upon legal provisions. Permit me to say te the gentlemen who have 
pressed this contention—and it seems to be the whole substance of the 
argument—thatin my judgment it would have been more appropriately 

when the first resolution was offered by the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. CONVERSE], aimed as it was to seat Mr. Manning on the strengta 
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alone of the credentials presented, and to preclude all further inquiry. 
It seems to be quite out of place now, after the scope of the inquiry has 
been widened by the withdrawai of that resolution and the substitu- 
tion of the one under which the committee acted. The House itself 
departed from that rule at the outset under a conelusion reached that 
there was proper occasion for such a treatment of this case. It is un- 
becoming in them now to go back and seek to invoke thi rule, and 
exclude from present consideration the facts which are disclosed by the 
report made. 

It seems to me that the vigorous attempt now in this discussion to 
make it appear that the last resolution means no more than the first is 
idle and futile. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I propose to answer some of the arguments as ap- 
plied to this alle; rule, Some appear to think that the practice by 
which persons presenting the ordinary credentials are admitted to their 
seats without farther proof is in danger of being overthrown. Not so. 
The roll of membership is made up in the first instance by the Clerk 
of the next preceding House upon the foree of such credentials alone. 
That practice is secure under an act of Congress; is wise and proper for 
the purpose of facilitating a speedy organization of the House in the 
first place. Any person who presents the proper credentials afterwards, 
in cases where no contest has been instituted, is sure of a ready admis- 
sion to his seat. An act of Congress has regulated the proceedings in 
cases of contest; and the House is furnished in advance with all needed 
information as to whether there is a contest in good faith and of the 
probable merits of the controversy. So there is no danger of delay 
from frivolous and unfounded objections. Cases of real contests are 
alone likely to be laid aside forexamination and determination. Hence, 
there is no real danger of mischief being wrought, as some of our friends 
on the other side seem to believe, in view of the course which the present 
case is taking or by any precedent likely to be set by adopting the res- 
olutions proposed by a large majority of the committee. 

As to the so-called rule itself, its wisdom is not impugned, although 
the reasons which gave rise to its adoption exist with much less force 
now, if they exist at all, since the recent legislation already referred to. 
Indeed in real contests these reasons have ceased to operate very largely, 
and it is a serious question whether the evils seattle from its being 
adhered to now are not more and greater than the good results. For 
under its operation it oftentimes happens that two salaries, instead of 
one, have to be paid for one district representation. The rights of the 
centestant are prejudiced in the contest. The rule is likely to be, 
yea is, availed of by corrupt officials and partisan canvassing boards, 
and certificates awarded and obtained in view of the same, they know- 
ing that a prima facie seat so called is often the equivalent in its ben- 
efits of a full title. If the rule were not followed, it would serve to 
hasten the decision in the contest made. 

Of the right of the House to do what it did in this case there is no 
doubt. 

This House is made by the Constitution a judicial tribunal, to judge 
of the election, qualifications, and returns of an alleged member, and 
when his right to a seat is in dispute and made the subject-matter of a 
contest the House may determine and pursue its own course of pro- 
cedure. It has ample authority, and an undoubted right, to hear both 
sides, asin other judicial proceedings, before allowing the person hold- 
ing the credentials to occupy the seat claimed. Giving him a seat 
pending the contest on the faith that attaches as a presumption in the 
first instance to the certificate is not a matter of legal right at all, but 
isat best only the practice or usage of the House, found 
policy and convenience, and not guaranteed by the Constitution, statutes, 
or the standing rules of the House even. The certificate produced is 
held in practice to be prima facie evidence of the person having been 
elected, and that is taken for the time being and for present purposes 
sufficient proof. Gentlemen seem to lose sight of the fact that the cer- 
tificate is at best only evidence, and persist in treating it as an instru- 
ment which confers a right to a seat, an instrument which of itself con- 
stitutes a title, the same as if the governor who gave it under the great 
sealof the State appointed or elected a Representative. I need not 
again assure members that this is not so. It is altogether otherwise. 
To speak of ‘‘a prima facie title or right’? in that sense is a misnomer. 
Tt is a looseness of expression, when all that is meant or implied is that 
the certificate is prima facie evidence. The House is under no legal ob- 
ligation to adopt or follow such a practice or usage unless it sees fit to 
do so. It will, of course, always do it when there is not some existing 
good reason to the contrary. But what I wish toemphasize is that the 
seat thus given conditionally under that usage is not as an absolute 
right. r 
It has been usual in anomalous and in extraordinary cases, calling 
for such a course, to vary or depart from the general rule of practice. 
It rests entirely in the judgment and discretion of the House whether 
they will adopt one cgurse or another. In the present case, as I shall 
hereafter show more fully, the contestee precluded himself from the 
benefits of the rule, the House at his own request took the case out of 
its operation. Instead of retracing its steps, as some of my friends on 
the other side would desire to have the House do, in view apparently of 
the unpalatable facts disclosed, I for one insist that it is a good time 
and a suitable occasion not only to rebuke an unfaithful State official, 
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but to emphasize the doctrine that the people alone are to choose Repre- 
sentatives in Co: and not the secretary of state or any other State 
official, and that it is not within the authority or province of this House 
to choose one for temporary occupancy of a seat to the end that no dis- 
trict shall be unrepresented while the contest is going on. 

There is no right on the part of a minority because they have trie? 
and failed to elect their candidate to have him seated temporarily 
merely because otherwise the district will not be represented, espe- 
cially under the disclosed facts of this case. 

Now, what did the House mean when it referred this case to the com- 
mittee? You did not refer the case to the committee asking them to 
find out whether Mr. Manning had a prima facie case. You referred it 
to the committee instructing them to report whether upon the prima 
facie case, as presented by the papers, all of the papers, he was entitled 
to be swornin. Ifitappearsfrom examination that he was not elected, 
if jt sb appears conclusively, how can you say that he is “entitled ™ to 
be sworn in? How can he be so entitled by right or by lanv ? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Will you permit me to read an author- 
ity on this subject ? 

Mr. RANNEY. I have no time to yield, and I beg the gentleman 
not to interrupt me. Now, the effect of that reference was to ask the 
committee whether, under the circumstances and facts of this case as. 
proven by the papers referred, we should permit a man to take a seat 
as a matter of grace or courtesy under the ordinary rule or otherwise.. 

For instance, suppose Mr. Manning came forward here with a cer- 
tificate and said: ‘‘ Here is a certificate signed by the governor; it has 
got the great seal attached to it; itisin due form; but I am not elected; 
I want to sit here a while and draw my pay, but I do not pretend that- 
on the trial of the merits of this case I can be-shown to have been 
elected or to be entitled to have the seat permanently.” Would you: 
permit him to take a seat and occupy it? 

I shall send to the Clerk’s desk an amendment to the resolution offered. 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN]. If the commit- 
tee will examine underit, I think they will find thatin this case it ap- 
pears on the record that Mr. Manning does not himself pretend that he 
was elected; can not reasonably contend that on the proofs adduced he- 
establishes that fact. My amendment is intended to embrace that issue- 
if the case is recommitted. 

If that is so, and I take it now as an illustration, will gentlemen say 
there is such a legal right existing here as wouldentitlea man to aseat 
by courtesy or on what we call a prima facie right—a seat temporarily 
in this House—when he does not pretend that he has been elected and 
does not propose to maintain a final right to the seat? 

If Mr, Manning, when this certificate was presented in this House,. 
had produced it, and nothing else had appeared but what that disclosed, 
I for one should have voted to admit him. But the case took properly 
a different course. It was referred toa committee for an investigation of 
the facts. The House has done a similar thing often in other cases. 
If there is no exact precedent in point for it, it is high time that one was 
made. If itis true that officials high in authority, who are mere min- 
isterial officers, will disregard official returns and give a certificate not 
based on the facts, in view of this rule of practice, the rule becomes- 
aga and dangerous in its operation and ought to be departed. 

m. ` 

Now, in this case, under that resolution which required us to find’ 
whether Mr, Manning was entitled to a seat—I confine it now to him— 
I say he was not. The proof shows that the official returns elected Mr. 
Chalmers by over a thousand majority, and not Mr. Manning. The 
returns from the precincts and those of the county election commis- 
sioners to the secretary of state show that a majority of votes was cast 
for Mr. Chalmers. It is proved not only by the admission of Mr. Man- 
ning himself on record, but itis proved by the copies of the returns. 
themselves and other papers referred tothecommittee. Ihayvenot heard: 
a man on this floor argue that that mere clerical error on the so-called 
‘*tally-sheet,’? indorsed on the back of the certificate from Tate County, 
either nullified it or changed the fact certified to on the face of it, to a 
that James R. Chalmers had the 1,472 votes in question. Thereisnot 
a fair-minded on this floor who will risk his reputation as a lawyer- 
or as an intelligent man by saying that certificate in its proper con- 
struction and taken as a whole was not strong and clear that Mr. Chal- 
mers received those 1,472 votes. Nobody on this floor denies it. No- 
body in this debate has got up or will get up and say it is not so. Alt 
virtually concede it, certainly for the purposesof the argument. Then 
you have a certificate which the governor gave, and which rested not 
on his own judgment, not on his own knowledge, but simply on the: 
statement of the secretary of state, and that says what is not true. 

Now, right there let me repeat that the certificate is but evidence. A. 
certificate, though it have the seal of the State, does not itself constitute: 
the title. It does not create a title, as it would do if the governor had 
the power of appointment. It is simply evidence. The *‘ great seal?” 
only authenticates it as genuine. The law requires the governor, with- 
out knowinganything aboutit, to issue the commission tothe man whons 
the secretary of state found to be chosen in summing up the returns as 
made to him. And he did it. Therefore it is only proof of what he 
states, to wit, the secretary of state certifies that by the returns Mr. Man- 
ning is elected. 
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What do the official returnsshow? I will not dwell upon that ques- 
tion in detail, so much time having already been taken up with de- 
tail. Bu‘ this fact is proved as clearly as anything can be proved under 
heaven. It isshown that the secretary of state falsified the returns. It 
has been truly said that in such cases false is fraudulent. Ifa man cer- 
tifies to a fact when the papers lying open before his eyes show it was 
not so, his act is fraudulent. In this case the man certified to a fact 
when he knew it was not true, and no fair-minded man will claim it 
was true upon the inspection of the returns themselves. The returns 
of the county election commissioners left no possible doubt except as to 
Tate County, and no fair-minded man would have seen in the returns 
from that county anything more than a mere clerical error in a tally- 
sheet, which is no part of the return, and which is controlled by the 
certificate on which it is indorsed unnecessarily. Nobody can say that 
the secretary of state did hisduty, but in all fairness must confess that he 
violated the same in making a false summing up of the returned votes. 

With the fact then patent on the record, as already stated, that the sec- 
retary of state in his count falsified the return when his duty was simply 
tosum up the returns and ascertain who had the greater number of votes 
and declare him elected and certify that fact to the governor, who was 
thereupon required by law to issue the commission accordingly; with the 
further fact before us that the secretary of state falsified the return upon 
a mere pretext, without even the air of plausibility to excuse him, that 
there was no such man as Chambless who had run in that election, no 
such man in the district, and the secretary of state probably knew it— 
with these facts patent before us, what are we to conclude? 

But what is more than that, and has more control still over my mind, 
is this fact: When the question came up, and before the secretary of 
state had acted, Mr. Chalmers petitioned one of the circuit court ju 
of Mississippi, a State court, and that court issued a mandatory in- 
junction, which was duly served upon the secretary of state, forbidding 
him to count those 1,472 votes until it was decided by the court for 
whom they should be counted. That court was a court of competent 
jurisdiction and had the right to issue that restraining order. I say so 
in contradiction of what has been said on this floor in this discussion, 
because I have before me the decision of the supreme court of the State 
of Mississippi, in which it is distinctly and expressly so decided. As 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Lowry] has dealt with that de- 
cision in his speech, quoting from the same at some length, I will not 
put it into mine. 

But he violated the injunction of the court, put the court at defiance, 
utterly disregarded its restraining order, and in the face and eyes of 
the returns and in contempt of the court proceeded to make the count. 
He did it on the same day that the restraining order was served upon 
him, rushed his conclusion into the office of the governor, and the gov- 
-ernor immediately issued the commission. What next? A supple- 
mentary petition was put in by Mr. Chalmers stating these facts. The 

rties appeared, the hearing was had, the case was tried, andthe same 

_judge decided on the trial that inasmuch as this official had proceeded 
in violation of the mandatory injunction of the court and counted the 
1,472 votes for one Chambless instead of Mr. Chalmers and in falsifica- 
‘tion of the return before him, it was not only wrong but his action was 
null and void, and the secretary of state was ordered to recount and 
give the result as it should have been given. 

He declined to do it, and appealed the case to the supreme court of 
the State. It went to the supreme court, and what did that court 
say? It said in legal effect that it was within the power and jurisdic- 
tion of the circuit court to issue that mandatory injunction and the 
secretary of state was bound to heed it. But he did not doso; he vio- 
lated the order, certified the result, the governor issued the commission, 
and the end in view was thus accomplished, and the case thus placed 
beyond the effective action of the court by way of remedy. 

The court said that the governor having issued the commission, it 
could not order him to withdraw or to cancel it and issue another, for 
if the court did so decree it would do no good. The court, however, 
in effect say that if the matter had been heard by it before the secre- 
tary of state had certified the result of the count to the governor, so it 
could have acted before the governor had issued the commission, it 
would have compelled the counting of the votes returned from Tate 
County for Chalmers, and that would have given the certificate to Mr. 

“Chalmers. 

The courts say, as their conclusion, that they can not decree as asked 

because the governor had issued the commission and the question had 

beyond their proper authority; that their decree would fhen be 
in vain; that the remedy must be sought and had here where the gov- 
ernor’s certificate would carry the matter for further adjudication. The 
court, however, made the secretary of state pay the costs of suit up to 
the time when the governor issued the commission, thereby recognizing 
the jurisdiction of the court in each instance. 

Upon the facts as I have told them the supreme court was unable to 
annul the certificate, but we in the House of Representatives can do it 
in legal effect. 

I say take that certificate and treat the same as if it were in fact de- 
stroyed or withdrawn by competent authority, for it is void and of no 
more effect than if it had been effectually canceled before it was pre- 
sented here. 
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The decision of the court and jury in the hearing below was not ques- 
tioned or reversed by the court of appeals save as to the efficiency of 
the p remedy, and as it accords with reason and justice may be 
regarded and have weight here. 

Mr. Manning, an honorable man, as some of us know—for he served 
with us inthis House ina prior Congress and was one term upon the Com- 
mittee on Elections—knew the facts and what was the law; and what 
course did he take? He assumed and took that high position of‘honor 
and virtue which any just man would be likely to take. Hesaid in effect, 
‘I will not take the certificate, based, as itis, upon a clerical mistake 
in a tally-sheet. I admit that the ballots as cast and the official re- 
turns elected Mr. Chalmers, and he should have been declared elected. 
That little clerical mistake was of no consequence. He was entitled to 
the certificate and I will not claim a seat upon it.” This is or was Mr. 
Manning's position. He put a full admission and a solemn declaration 
upon the record as a part of the pleadings in this contest, made so by 
law. The admission of Mr. Manning has been read very often in this 
debate. I will not read it’again. Contestee did not accept the cer- 
tificate and get his name enrolled as a member. 

Now, will any gentleman of this House put himselfin the position of 
one having a lower sense of justice and honor[A voice: ‘“‘And psec: GB. 
than Mr. Manning had, and do for him what he would not do for - 
self? A friend before me says ‘‘decency;’’ I will not use that word, 
because I am discussing this case solely in its legal aspects. Iam not 
discussing a question of morals, This is a question of legal right; it is 
a question of fact. Mr. Manning continued to occupy that position up 
to a very recent date certainly, use when the first resolution was 
introduced by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] it went over, 
and the other one was substituted with deliberation, that gentleman 
stating expressly on the floor of the House that this action was taken 
by the request of Mr. Manning. In accordance with this request of 
Mr. Manning himself, concurred in by gentlemen on the other side, the 
case was sent to the committee with an enlarged scope of inquiry and 
in a departure from the practice in ordinary cases. 

The time for enforcing this usage as to prima facie evidence, as fur- 
nished by the certificate alone, was then passed and gone. The House 
submitted to the committee the wider, broader, and more comprehen- 
sive question: Whatis right and proper to be done under these circum- 
stances and the state of facts disclosed? I have never heard from the 
lips of Mr. Manning that he is here of his own accord even now asking 
this House to do for him what he seemed (at least once) to scorn to do 
for himself. Ifhe was going to wait and see if his right prima facie 
or his final right could be vindicated upon the proofs, it is apparent that 
nothing yet appears save what vindicates the propriety of his course in 
declining to ask for or take a seat on thestrength of the certificate alone. 

Now, I do not hesitate to say that on the facts befere this House 
the certificate of the governor of Mississippi is perfectly void. Iterum- 
bles into dust. If I wanted any other authority from the other side on 
this point I would cite the remarks of my distinguished friend from 
Virginia [Mr. TUCKER], made when the case of Mr. Mayo was being 
dealt with. They will be referred to by another gentleman, and I re- 
frain now from reading them. The certificate is void. Will you seat 
a man pending a contest upon evidence consisting ofa certificate which 
is vitiated and the whole foundation of which is gone—a certificate given 
in violation of an injunction of a court of competent jurisdiction? The 
officer violating such an injunction defies the law; and no man should be 
allowed to take the fruits of such conduct in part or in whole. This 
House should never help out such a fraudulent proceeding by its own 
action. 

It is said here that Mr. Manning can not admit away his right or the 
rights of his district or the public. This position, though in one sense 
true, is not so in another. He is the legally constituted agent of the 
public in this contest, made so bylaw. The publicare not here by any 
memorial. If anybody is asking that he be seated, it is the minority of 
the district, who failed to elect him. Now, I undertake to say, asa 
matter of law, that the admissions made by Mr. Manning in his answer 
are conclusive. Where the law requires an admission or denial, and a 
man makes admissions in matters of fact alleged in the pleadings, the 
law expressly provides that of the thing thus alleged on the one side and 
admitted on the other no proof need be taken. 

Mr. Chalmers has in proper form, in his notice of contest, alleged cer- 
tain controlling facts. Mr. Manning in his answer thereto admits them 
in explicit, unambiguous, and absolute terms, except that he denies the 
allegation of fraud on the part of the secretary of state. The fact of the 
alleged clerical error in the tally-sheet indorsed on the return from Tate 
County and that by the official returns of the whole district Mr. Chal- 
mers was elected are both distinctly admitted as alleged. The fact is 
admitted that the action of the secretary of state was in violation and 
in disregard of an injunction from the court, the issuing and service of 
which is admitted also. 

Now, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Cook] in his impassioned speech 
undertook to quote a sentence from some report of mine—attempted in 
this way to make a personal point upon myself or to get some support 
for his contention. But the great difficulty with my friend is that he 
only quoted part of a paragraph and not all of a single sentence. The 
complete citation gives his contention no support and illustrates my 


1166 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 15, 


point. In the case of Cook rs. Cutts, Mr. Cutts occupied the seat; there 
was a notice of contest and answer. The case was heard before the 
committee. A brief was put in on the part of Mr. Cutts. In that brief 
Mr. Cutts was claimed to have made a concession as to what the evi- 
dence proved in regard to eight votes in controversy. I did not find 
that the evidence before me established the alleged facts. 

The gentleman from Jowa [Mr. Cook]—and I pay my respects to 
him now—quoted this language: 

It is not in the power of contestee to give away the rights of the public and 
allow another man to take the seat even by consent. 

But he omitted to say that the concession was in the brief, and not 
in the pleadings; that it was a qualified concession in argument based 
on evidence before me, of which I could and was bound to judge as well 
ashe. I quote the paragraph in full: 

The orit; testee p 
cast fox bien, iio dows tot comosde them caly ae proved’ T oviienes snore cr 
less direct and satisfactory. He does not admit y should be deducted, but 
says, “If they should be,” &e. è 

And then I add what Mr. CooK above quotes: 

It is notin the power of contestee to give away the rights of the public and 
allow another man to take the seat, even by consent, to the detriment of the 
public and Treasury. 

Mr. Cutts was the sitting member, and if unseated both parties would 
be entitled to the full salary, as it was near the end of the term. This 
makes the meaning of the sentence clear. The alleged concession was 
by way of argument, not of a fact; but as the expression of opinion as 
to the weight of evidence adduced. It does not require any great power 
of discrimination to see the distinctions between the two cases or classes 
of admissions. 

An act of Congress provides: 

In contested election cases the py contesting shall give notice in writing of 

e 


his intention, and in such notice specify the grounds upon which he re- 
lies in the contest, 


Any member upon whom the notice mentioned in the preceding section may 
be served shall, within thirty days after the service thereof, answer such notice, 
admitting or denying the facts alleged therein, and stating specifically any other 
grounds upon which he rests the validity of his election; and shall serve a copy 
of hisanswer upon the contestant.—(Revised Statutes, section 106.) 

A subsequent section of the act provides: 

121. The testimony to be taken by cither party to the contest shall be confined 
to the proof or Eaa wh! of the facts alleged or denied in the notice and answer 
mentioned in sections 105, 106, 

The statute requires that the parties shall confine the evidence to the 
things in dispute, and take for granted the thing alleged and admitted. 
And yet gentlemen argue here that a man can not admit facts which shall 
conclude him, although done in pleadings. How are we going to the 
trial of the other cases before us and do justice upon any such doctrine 
as that? The contestants are made the parties to conduct the eontest 
in their own behalf and in behalf of the public and as their agents. 
They can therefore conclude themselves and the public in the way con- 
tended for, and the lawsocontemplates. If we follow the theory of my 
friend from Iowa [Mr. Cook], when he says he would take the admis- 
sions in the pleadingsif they looked reasonable and the evidence seemed 
to support them, it would lead to a strange result. The law requires 
no evidence, and there should be none to prove conceded facts as shown 
by the pleadings. Now, here in the pleadings is the admission of Mr. 
Manning, the contestee, clear and explicit, of facts which show that the 
returns elected Mr. Chalmers by over a thousand majority. He does 
not in his answer allege that he himself was elected or state any facts 
on which a claim can be based. He alleges general fraud in the use of 
money in the district, the use of Federal patronage, illegal action of dep- 
uty marshals, &c., which, if true, would at best only tend ‘to vitiate 
the election of contestant and leave a vacancy. It would not elect him, 
because he does not attack any particular precinct or county or invali- 
date any DNN returns which are specified, but he makes charges 
of fraud, , applicable only to the district generally. 

I do not see the justice of the strictures which have been made upon 
the conduct of the committee because they looked at and examined all 
the papers referred to them. If in error, they erred in supposing that 
the resolution meant what it said, and that the House would not ask 
the committee to pass on a fact only which was patent and plain to 
every one without a reference. There was in truth and in fact no real 
question that the governor was the only official authorized to issue the 
commission to the person elected, or as to whether it was genuine, regu- 
lar, and sufficient in form. Gentlemen talk about competency of evi- 
dence and fugitive papers. Why, sir, the inquiry into a prima facie case 
is ex parte anyway. And the inquiry needed only to go so far as to as- 
certain whether there were enough facts to discredit the certificate and 
render it unjust to allow contestee to be sworn in under the general 
rule referred to. 

To go back now and divest the case of the facts disclosed, as is at- 
tempted under the resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
CURTIN], would be a singular course of proceeding. These facts can 
not be winked out of sight or obliterated from the minds of members 
in that way. The report finds every fact covered by that resolution, 
and a recommitment is wholly unnecessary. If the House wishes to 
confine its consideration to the credentials alone it can do so now with- 


» 
outa recommitment, As for myself, I should have been willing to seat 
Mr. Chalmers, because he ought to be treated as having the creden- 
tials, having been deprived of them by fraud on the part of the secre- 
tary of state, and only prevented from having them by that official de- 
feating the court in its attempt to secure them to him. The returns 
to the secretary of state elected him, and the rest followed as a matter 
of law. But the committee did not care to go so far as this. English 
precedents might perhaps have justified a different recommendation. 

I read from the Law and Practice of Legislative Assemblies, by Mr. 
Cushing, section 144: 

This distinction between elections and returns has led in Engiand to their 
being in some instances separately considered in the same case; so that where it 
appears, without going into the merits of an election, that the petitioner against 
a sitting member was apparently elected and ought to have been returned, the 
House of Commons will reverse the position of the parties by excluding the 
sitting member and putting the petitioner in his place as duly returned, leav- 
ing the election open to be controverted and throwing the burden of doing so 
upon the party to whom it properly belongs. 

The only question which the House has to decide now is whether 
contestee shall be seated pending the contest on its merits. The rights 
of Mr. Chalmers may well be left till a decision is had on the merits. 

I have said perhaps all that need be said. It will be seen that the 
proofs stated, when taken in their mildest import, show that the cer- 
tificate of the governor relied upon is the result of a clerical mistake on 
the part of a scrivener in writing Mr. Chalmers’s name Chambless in 
an unimportant and non-essential tally-sheet, so called, indorsed on 
the back of an otherwise regular and sufficient certificate of the election 
commissioners of Tate County. Beyond this is the fact that the sec- 
retary of state committed a gross error in counting the 1,472 votes so 
returned as if cast for J. R. Chambless instead of James R. Chalmers. 
It was a plain violation of duty and the manifest act of a strong partisan, 
who resorted to a poor pretext as an excuse. Added to this is the fact 
that in so doing he utterly disregarded and openly defied the arm of the 
law which was extended to arrest his threatened action and compe] him 
to awaita legal decision in the premises. -That his conduct was fraudu- 
lent, governed by partisan motives rather than by convictions of duty, is 
placed beyond the realm of controversy on the proofs before us. W was 
a deliberate and a persistent attempt to defeat the sovereign will of the 
people as expressed at the ballot-box by the falsification of the result 
of returns which it was his official duty to give full effect to and cer- 
tify the same correctly tothe governor. He committed a great political 
crime nearly akin to treason. It was probably done in view of the ex- 
isting rule of practice in this House, which is now being invoked on the 
other side. £ 

He who by fraud, or by willful di of his sworn. duty, defeats the will 
of the peop e as expressed by their votes, commits a political crime next to 
treason and nearly akin to it. (Lyons, J., 36 Wisconsin, 506.) 

The question is whether the House will give Mr. Manning the bene- 
fits of such action and help on the fraud to its fruition in the present 
change of purpose on his part to claim a seat on the strength of the cer- 
tificate, which said claim he renounced at the outset. It may be that 
the governor was not cognizant of the facts when he awarded the com- 
mission. But whether he was or not, its foundation has given way, 
and that which was the direct prođuct of the fraud, and which rests 
solely on it by its very terms, must fall with it. 

In finding the action of the secretary of state to be null and void we 
only follow an adjudication by a court of contestee’s own State, based 
on the same facts and founded in good sense and sound reason. 

If there is any usage in this House which requires it to help out and 
give effect to such a fraud as has been perpetrated, it is high time that 
the same wasabolished. But, as already shown, that is not necessary. 

I send now to the desk an amendment which I shall offer when the 
resolution proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania comes up for 
action, after which I will yield the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the resolution for recommitment proposed by Mr. CURTIS, of Pennsyl- 
vania, as follows, namely: 

“The committee is also instructed to find and report whether Mr. Manning 
alleges and sets up in his answer any claim that he was himself chosen, and 
whether there is any proof independent of the certificate of the governor whereby 
he ome and proposes to maintain such a claim in the pending contest on the 
merits. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

During the remarks of Mr. RANNEY, 

Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that - 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolution of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 160) making further appropriations for the 
relief of destitute persens in the districts overflowed by the Ohio River 
and its tributaries. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—CHALMERS VS. MANNING. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair). The gen- 
tleman from Iowa will be recognized for seven minutes. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Speaker, it is hardly necessary for me to speak 
on this question after the closing remarks that have been made by mg 
friend from Massachusetts. It is a matter of entire indifference to this 
side of the House as to which of the two gentlemen claiming the seat 
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shall be sworn in, for the present or in the future, and occupy the posi- 
tion. Politically both are opposed to this side of the House. The only 
question that concern us, therefore, is what is the precedent that 
ought to be established in this case; and to my mind the simple state- 
ment of the case must settle it in all minds that are prepared and seek 
justice and not to conclude upon technicalities. 

An election was held on the 7th of November, at which all the signed 
certificates by the legal officers presiding in the counties over the elec- 
tion certified that Mr. Chalmers had about one thousand majority, and 
was therefore elected. On the 11th of November those returns, so far 
as now under dispute, were received at the office of the secretary of 
state. On the 18th of November, looking on the back of one of the 
papers, he found the name of a man who is not known to have been a 
candidate; who is not known to have lived in Mississippi; who is not 
known to be in the United States of America. He recognizes that un- 
signed memorandum, and himself declares the other candidate, Mr. 
Manning, to have the majority of votes. 

These facts are now before the House. They are not disputed. Mr. 
Chalmers has received at least a thousand more votes than Mr. Man- 
ning. The papers are here that show it. We directed the committee 
to find, not whoshould be seated on the governor's certificate, but who 
should be seated on the papers in possession of the committee which 
were referred to them. ‘They report these facts. 

Now, shall we who stand impartial between the two candidates go 
against all the record in the case and say that the man who received a 
thousand fewer votes than the other should be placed here upon our 
floor? Had it been submitted to the Clerk we should have answered yes, 
upon the governor’s certificate and nothing else. But having, by order 
of the House itself, finally referred to a committee to ascertain upon 
that and other papers who had the prima facie right, we find that de- 
termined by the very papers upon which alone the governor’s certificate 
can issue and to be determined in favor of Mr. Chalmers, I may like 
him or I may dislike him. The one fact patent to us is that he had a 
thousand more votes, and if any man is entitled to a seat it is he. 

The only question is, whether this committee shall say that they wish 
further time to go into all the merits of the case. They ask that. We 
must give it to them if they demand it, I suppose. But upon the re- 
turns signed by the returning officers and sent to the office of the secre- 
tary of state Mr. Chalmers ought to march up before that desk, lift his 
hand, and take the oath as prima facie entitled to the seat, that prima 
facie case being determined by the very figures submitted to us ina re- 
port of a committee of this House. It is an injustice to the people of 
his district to keep him out. It is no injustice to keep Mr. Manning 
out, because Mr. Manning was not chosen, and we know he was not 
chosen at that election. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. i 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had adopted a resolution, in which the con- 
carrence of the House was requested, authorizing the Public Printer to 
print and bind 24,000 additional copies of the iff Compilation for 
1884 (Senate Report No. 12, Forty: th first session); 8,000 
fér the use of the Senate and 16,000 for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill and 
jpint resolutions of the followin titles; in which the concurrence of the 

ouse was requested: 

A bill (S. 253) for the relief of John Leathers; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 42) MOED certain officers of the Navy to 
accept presents from foreign powers; an 

Joint resolution (S. R. 51) authorizing an expenditure of money for 
Indian educational purposes. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—CHALMERS VS. MANNING. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I take the floor for the purpose of con- 
cluding the debate according to the understanding announced this morn- 
ing. Before appropriating to myselfany part of the time, according to 

ent with the gentleman who represents the minority of the com- 
mittee [Mr. Cook], I yield to him for his control one-half of the hour. 

Mr. KASSON. Has the previous question been seconded ? 3 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has not yet been demanded. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Iwill at the end of the hour demand the 
previous question. 

Mr. KASSON. You must demand it now. 

The SPEAKER. There is some question as to whether or not under 
the rules of the House the hour can be taken for closing the debate after 
the previous question has been ordered. 

r. TURNER, of Georgia. In order to avoid any embarrassment 
that might arise on the question whether the hour for debate would 
remain after the previous question is ordered, I desire, with the leave 
of the House, to take the floor now and occupy the hour now, and at its 
expiration demand the previous question, which would of course shut 
off debate. ; 

Mr. KASSON. I would like, as a parliamentary question, to inquire 
whether it is not the settled practice that the member reporting froma 
committee is entitled to an hour after the previous question is ordered ? 
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The SPEAKER. Under the former rules of the House it was well 
settled that the hour for closing debate could be occupied as well after 
as before the previous question wasordered; and indeed it was the prac- 
tice to occupy it after the ordering of the previous question. But under 
the new rules the question is presented, which so far the present incum- 
bent of the chair has not decided, whether the hour can be taken after 
the previous question is ordered, unless it is so understood at the time 
when it is erdered. 

Mr. KASSON. While I donot wish to press the present occupantof 
the chair to a premature decision, I wish to say it is very desirable that 
we should understand what actually are our rights under these rules. 

The SPEAKER. The present occupant of the chair is inclined to 
think the hour can be occupied after as before the previous question is 
ordered. But the Chair has not yet been called to render a decision 
upon that question. 

Mr. CALKINS. Under the indication given by the Chair I think it 
very desirable we should know just what is the effect of ordering the 
previous question as regards the time allowed for debate. But mean- 
while I hope unanimous consent will be given to have the previous 
question ordered now, and then let the hour be taken for debate. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. In reply to the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, I feel it due to other gentlemen who have spoken 
to me on the subject to state that some gentlemen desire to offer an 
amendment proposing the resolution of the minority of the committee 
as a substitute for that of the majority. And I would not like’to have 
that cut off. 

Mr. CALKINS. Let that be done now. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. If that can be considered as pending by 
unanimous consent, I have no objection to the previous question being* 
ordered now. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the resolutions reported 
by the minority will be considered as pending as a substitute for the 
resolution reported by the majority of the committee. If there be no 
objection, also, the previous question will be now ordered, with the un- 
derstanding that the debate shall be permitted to go on for one hour. 

Mr. CURTIN. I desire, if this is the proper stage in the considera- 
tion of this grave question by the House, to ask to withdraw the reso- 
lution which I offered at the inception of the debate on this question. 
I am the author of the resolution; I offered it to the House; and I now 
ask to withdraw it. In asking that I desire to give my reasons for it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Curtin] 
asks leave to withdraw his resolution and to state his reasons therefor. 
Is there objection ? 

Mr. COOK. Is the resolution to be withdrawn now ? 

Mr. CURTIN. Whenever it is parliamentary to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks now is the proper time to with- 
draw it, for otherwise it would be before the House and included un- 
der the operation of the previous question. 

Mr. TALBOTT, If the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CUR- 
TIN] withdraws his resolution, would it be in order to renew it? 

The SPEAKER. Not after the previous question is ordered. The 
Chair asked unanimous consent that the previous question be now con- 
sidered as ordered, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CUR- 
TIN] asked leave te withdraw his resolution. 

Mr. COOK. It seems to me that it would be as well to consume the 
hour now and consider the previous questien as ordered at the end of 
that time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asked for unanimous consent that the 
previous question be considered as now ordered, and no objection was 
made. But before the Chairannounced that fact to the House the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN] rose to withdraw his resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. CURTIN. I offered that resolution ìn good faith, desiring that 
the minds of this House should be settled as to the rights of the parties 
contesting a seat on this floor, and more y the right of the gen- 
tleman who presented legal, regular, and proper credentials, under 
which he had a right to the seat if he had approached that desk and 
asked that the oath required should be administered to him. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I submit to the honorable gentleman 
from Pennsylvania—— 

Mr. CURTIN. I have the floor, and, as is usual with me, I intend 
to maintain it until the Speaker takes me from it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], as 
ag understands, makes the point of order that debate is not now 
in order. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Yes, sir. 

; Mr. CURTIN. Iam only giving my reasons for offering the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Iam as willing to show all the courtesy 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that any gentleman would desire 
to have shown him. But I raised the question whether within the 
last hour of this debate that gentlemam can take me off the floor to 
debate a proposition of his own. I submit to him whether it is fair 
to the House or tə me. 

Mr. CURTIN. It comes out of the time of the gentleman who rep- 
resents the minority. 
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Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Then I will state to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that of the last hour accorded for the conclusion of this 
debate I have agreed to yield to the gentleman to whom my friend 
refers one-half of it, and I presume he will in his time yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania as much time as he desires. 

Mr. CURTIN. ‘Then I will take five minutes of the time now. 

Mr. KASSON. What is the position of the qonga? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to ordering the previous ques- 
tion at this time? It has been suggested that by unanimous consent 
the previous question shall be considered as now ordered, with the 
understanding that there shall be an hour for the conclusion of the de- 
bate. The Chair had submitted that request to the House and asked 
for objection, and none had been heard. But the Chair had not an- 
nounced that fact to the House, and thereupon the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN] rose, stating that he did so for the pur- 
pose of withdrawing his resolution, and the Chair recognized him for 
that purpose. 

Mr. KASSON. Is the previous question now ordered ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again ask, not having announced 
before, if there is ohjection to the request that the previous question be 
considered as now ordered, with the understanding that there shall be 
an hour allowed for the closing of the debate, to be divided equally be- 
tween the advocates and the opponents of the report of the Committee 
on Elections? That the Chair understands to be the proposition of the 

tleman from Georgia. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I now yield to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Cook], representing the minority of the committee, thirty minutes 

“of the time allowed wy the order of the House. 

Mr. CURTIN. The debate on this question has settled one thing, 
if that can not be determined from the report of the committee, and 
that is that General Manning has a legal certificate, under which he 
could haye been sworn in as a sitting member from the second Con- 
gressional district of Mississippi had he presented it. That is crys- 
tallized in the debate, and the legal minds of this House seem settled 
on that question. 

The debate has run into a discussion of the facts which it was the 
pleasure of the Committee on Elections to receive and to some extent 
consider. All the learned gentlemen who have spoken on this question 
in opposition to seating Mr. Manning have predicated their conclusions 
and their logic, so far as applicable, upon the facts in this case. 

Now, when the facts come before this House I shall be prepared to 
deal with them, as I trust the gentleman from Massachusetts who last 
addressed the House [Mr. RANNEY] and the gentleman from Iowa 
{Mr. Cook] would, if the case is properly presented to them. Ido not 

ropose, however, that the certificate of the governor of a sovereign 
State under its great seal shall be disregarded upon uncertain testimony 
before a committee of this House. 

I yield to no such sentiment. The right of representation is guaran- 
teed by the Constitution, the paramount law of this land. The sover- 
eignty of a State, the declaration of the executive of the State, with 
its broad seal, must be regarded until proved fraudulent or void. If 
General Manning, at the beginning of this session, had presented him- 
self at the bar of this House with the certificate from the governor of 
his State he would have been sworn, and General Chalmers could have 
contested his seat and proved, if able to do so, that he received more 
votes than General M ing; for the man to seat on the facts is the one 
who received the most 1 votes. 

But gentlemen defend their exclusion of General Manning on the 

nd that he has waived his right. My friends, do not be deluded 
by questions which are irrevelant to the issue contained in the papers 
now before the House—an issue which goes down to the very funda- 
mental principles of this Government—the right of representation of a 
sovereign State, which is challenged to the front in vindication of this 
man. Gentlemen say that General Manning declared he would leave 
his case to the House, that the House should decide it; and on the dec- 
laration of General Manning it is said we should exclude him from the 
seat and deprive the people of the second district of Mississippi of the 
right of representation to which they are entitled under the Constitu- 
tion. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, representing General Manning, with his fall.con- 
sent and approbation, speaking for him, I bring him to the Clerk’s desk 
and ask that the oath be administered to him on the certificate of the 
Governor of Mississippi. 

Mr. CALKINS. Irise to a point of order. 

Mr. CURTIN (advancing to the Clerk’s desk in company with Mr. 
Manning). I present Van H. Manning to besworn in as a member of this 
House upon the certificate of the governor of Mississippi, attested by 
the broad seal of that great and loyal State. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. CALKINS] rises 
to make a pointoforder. He will state it. 

Mr. CALKINS. I make the point that this House has already taken 


jurisdiction of this question and has referred it to the Committee on 
Elections, which has made a report upon it, and the question is now 
under consideration by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it unnecessary to decide any 


question of order in this matter, because the question whether or not 
Mr. Manning is entitled to take the oath of office is the very question 
which the House is now considering and upon which it is about to 
vote. Of course the Chair would not undertake to administer the oath 
of office to any person claiming to be a member-elect while the House 
is considering his right to the seat. [Applause.] 

Mr. BELFORD. Now ring down the curtain; the play is over. 
[Langhter. ] 

Mr. CURTIN. Mr, Speaker, what is the question before the House? 

TheSPEAKER. The resolution offered by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. CURTIN] having been withdrawn, the first vote will be 
upon agreeing to the resolution reported by the minority of the com- 
mittee, which declares in substance that Mr. Manning is entitled to the 
seat and should be sworn in. 

Mr. CURTIN. That is my motion. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Georgia is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. In accordance with my announcement 
i while = I yield one-half of my hour to the gentleman from Iowa 

Mr. Cook]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Cook] will con- 
trol the first thirty minutes of the hour. 

Mr. COOK. It isnot my purpose, Mr. Speaker, to occupy the thirty 
minutes that the gentleman from Georgia has kindly yielded to me. 
I desire to yield twenty minutes at the close to my friend from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

The SPEAKER. There are twenty-five minutes of the gentleman’s 
half hour remaining. 

Mr. COOK. I did not know I had occu five. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair und the gentleman to yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, this debate has lasted for three days. 
When the case was first presented, and especially when the duty was 
assigned to me of submitting the views of those who with me, 
I hoped that we might discuss fairly the question of law involved, and 
then decide it accordingly. 

I have nothing more to say except in answer to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY], who in his remarks has referred to me. 
He made, as he always does, a good argat ent, but he based it upon a 
false assumption of fact. He says that Mr. Manning admits he was not 
elected. I wish to call the attention of the House to the fact that that 
is not true. 

Mr. RANNEY. The gentleman does not mean to misrepresent me. 
I say on the returns he does not admit he was elected. 

Mr. COOK. I do not so understand him. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. You do now. 

Mr. COOK. Mr. Manning expressly asserts that he was elected. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. But produces no proof. 

Mr. COOK. But he insists that over 2,000 of the votes cast for Mr. 
Chalmers were obtained by fraudulent means. With that I am done. 
Hence it is not true that Mr. Manning has never claimed his seat. 

Mr. RANNEY. The gentleman does not mean to misrepresent me. 
I did not say Mr. Manning did not claim there were fraudulent votes 
cast. 


Mr. COOK. I believe I am entitled to the floor. 

Mr. RANNEY. I say that the returns showed that Mr. Chalmers 
was elected, while he denied the charge of fraud. 

Mr. COOK. Who denied the oon i fraud ? 

Mr. RANNEY. In the answer to Mr. Manning. 

Mr. COOK. I believe this is my timfe, and there is so very little of 
i left that I must be excused for declining to yield any further portion 
of it. J 

Now, Mr. Manning in his answer admits, if you choose to so claim 
it, that the majority of the votes in the boxes were against him, but 
he expressly asserts that 2,000 or more of those votes were procured by 
fraudulent means, which he specifies in his answer. I insist then, if 
that be true, that Manning and not Chalmers was elected. 

Mr. RANNEY. Thegentleman will not misrepresent me, Iam sure. 
He said there was frand in the district generally, without specifying any 
at any particular place. 

Mr. K. I am not charging anything on the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, but only call attention to what Mr. Manning says in his 
answer. 

I yield now the remaining portion of my time to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I beg the indulgence of 
the House and apologize for desiring to occupy any part of its time at 
this late hour of the day. Iama Mississippian. Fifteen years ago I 
emigrated to Arkansas, and became a resident of the district which I 
now have the honor to represent upon this floor. It is a district com- 

largely of Mississippians coming from the district in Mississippi 
outof which this contest grows. Iam persuaded that a majority 
of the most intelligent of that class of people in my district believe the 
action of the secretary of state of Mississippi to have been a shameless 
trick and a bald fraud. But I am bound under my convictions of the 
law governing this case to cast my vote, upon the issue now presented, 
apparently against that theory of it. Hence I feel that it is due myself 
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that I spread upon the record now as a perpetual memorial of my rea- 
sons for casting that vote the authorities by which I am controlled. 

I am indueed to spread these reasons upon the record by the addi- 
tional fact that prominent Demoérats, honorable, conscientious, upright 
men, differ on this question. Mr. Speaker, if to youth must be cl i 
errors and follies, age ought to bring discretion and accountability, if 


not wisdom; and when gentlemen who have grown gray in the law, like 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY] and my distinguish- 
ed friend from Indiana [Mr. Lowry] on this side of the House, before 
a body in the main composed of lawyers, indulge in perversions of that 
law which are absolutely monstrous, somebody ought to be found with 
the courage to expose them. 

Now, sir, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] on yesterday 
used this language: 

And right here, Mr. Speaker, let me 5: you that no man can have a 


to 
right prima facie or otherwise to a seat in this House simply upon the fact that 
he holds a certificate. 


And the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY] reasserted the 
principle to-day, and added ‘‘the books are full of this doctrine.” 

Sir, that is the language of a class of lawyers before justices of the 

. It is always easy to make citations of authorities in that way. 
But those gentlemen who assert this proposition produce no authority, 
not a case, not a citation from a text-book, nothing, absolutely nothing, 
for our consideration. 

Now, sir, in the face of the authorities I cite, they must pardon me 
if I modestly dissent from their view of the law. In citing these au- 
thorities I want to remind the House that they both held and gravely 
argued that a certificate in due form, executed by the proper authority, 
at most, only entitled the holder to a seat by courtesy. Courtesy? Let 
us 


see. 
McCrary, in his American Law of Elections, says: 
Sec. 208. It is enough for a prima facie case if the certificate comes from the 
roper officer of the State, and clearly shows that the person claiming under it 
tas been re, we ee to be duly el by the officer or on whom the law 
of the State has imposed the duty of ascertaining and declaring the result. And 
see Kerr vs. Trego (47 Pennsylvania State Reports, 292), where it is held that the 
certificate of election sanctioned law or usage is Sacie evidence of title 
to the office, and can only be set aside by a contest in the form prescribed by law. 


Now, sir, what does this authority assert? Is it that the certificate 
gives a seat by ‘‘courtesy”’ to its holder? The of the law is 
that it constitutes ‘‘prima facie evidence of title.” If I hold prima 

facie evidence of title to my homestead does it guarantee me no right? 

it a bare, naked courtesy that I enjoy? And yet that is the argu- 
ment of these gentlemen, who come here gray in the law and talk to 
us with a zeal worthy of its majesty. . 

But let me read a little further from McCrary on Elections: 

Sec. 209. When the statute gives the governor of a State the power, and makes 
it his duty, to commission the person elected to an office, the issuing of a com- 
mission by him confers a vested ane} upon the person commissioned, which noth- 
ing but a judicial decision can e away or authorize the governor to recall. 

Is a “vested right” a mere ‘‘co Pz 

Let me read a little further. I do not wonder the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY] would not suffer this authority to be 
read. It takes a bold man to assert on this floor the monstrous propo- 
sitions he undertook to maintain to-day. 

Sec. 216. It is to be observed in this connection that, while in determining the 
prima facie right to a seat, the House of Representatives will not look behind the 
certificate, if it be signed by the proper officers, and if it contains a statement in 
u: uivocal terms of the result of the election; yet something may appear upon 
a ace of the certificate itself to destroy or impair its value as prima facie evi- 

ence. 

And again, as if to preclude all doubt, he says: 

Sec. 221. There can béno doubt but that a certificate of election regularin form 
and signed by the proper authority constitutes prima facie evidence of title to the 


office, which can oe be set aside by such ings for contesting the elec- 
tion as the law provides.—(Commonwealth vs. Baxter, 35 Pennsylvania State 


Reports, 
‘the certificate, whether Bs a Awe d or wrongfully given, confers upon the person 
t—not cou: 


Dokan it the prima facie righi fy seed the office.—(People vs. Miller, 
16 Michigan, 56; Crowell vs. Lambert, 10 Minnesota, 369; State vs. Sherwood, 
15 Minnesota, 221; State vs. Churchill, bid., 455.) 


Can language be plainer than this? Well, perhaps, Mr. Speaker, it 
‘can. Let us read on the following page of this treatise: 

Sec, 223. The certificate, therefore, must be regarded as evidence of the election 
of the person named therein so far conclusive that it can not be attacked except 
in the ordinary mode provided for contesting, but it is not evidence of the 
qualifications of the person named. 

That is, it is not evidence that he is of the required age or possesses 
the other prerequisite qualifications to hold the office; but it is evidence 
of the election nevertheless. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, my friend from Indiana [Mr. Lowry], who has 
been a judge in that State I understand for many years, gave us an ex- 
traordinary speech yesterday. His friends thought it unanswerable. 
From the standpoint of the merits, and as touching the action of the 
secretary of state of the State of Mississippi relating to the returns of 
Tate County, it was not without its force and high moral sentiment. 

We all admired his strong physique; his clear, rich voice; his clas- 
sical language, and handsome delivery. He has withheld that speech 
for revision. It ought to be revised; not in the particulars I have 


mentioned, but it should be purged of the misapplications of the law 
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with which it was so pregnant. It was remarkable in another respect. 
Beginning with the modesty of the shrinking, blushing school-girl, he 
grew in five minutes to the full-grown school-master, lecturing many 
members on this floor his equal in age and experience. 

I can not recall his language now; but I recollect of his referring to 
opinions of gentlemen—formed without investigation—and said, while 
the court had been investigating the law in the House (alluding to the 
majority of the committee to which he belonged), these gentlemen 
had been discussing it on the horse-blocks, or some such expression as 
that. These gentlemen, he said, had challenged precedents for the 
majority report of the Committee on Elections. Mr. Speaker, I under- 
take to assert this proposition—not that there is no precedent to be 
found for that report; far from it. The supreme court of Arkansas 
decided (and I stop to say in justice to that court and the State that 
it was a reconstruction elias, that a flat-boat chained to a tree in the 
Mississippi River was real estate; and if the supreme court of a great 
sovereign State has made such a decision as that, even gentlemen of my 
brief experience at the bar ought to be careful how they assert that no 
precedent can be found for any case, however monstrous or absurd it 
may be. 

But what I do assert is that no well-considered or approved case 
upholding the majority report has been cited during this three days’ 
debate; and I assert further, that in my opinion only two cases have 
been cited, and notext-writer whatever, who squints in that direction. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Let me call the gentleman’s attention 
to section 225 of the same book, when the certificate may in effect de- 
stroy itself. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. My friend will excuse me; I heard him 
on yesterday—heard his whole argument, and did not interrupt him. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I want to show the gentleman while he 
is mrs, Be ates one that bears upon this case. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I can not yield to the gentleman; my 
time will not admit of interruptions. But, sir, in response I tell the 
gentleman the case he refers to is where the certificate on its face im- 

hes itself; nobody denies that; nobody on either side has said 

eral M; s certificate was not regular on its face or that it im- 
peached itself. The whole Committee on Elections, including the gen- 
tleman himself, agrees that the certificate is regular on its face. 

I again reassert that but two cases have been cited as precedents to 
support the action of the majority of the Committee on Elections. The 
first is the New Jersey case, which is in point. But Judge McCrary 
says of that case: 


This precedent has never since been followed in a single instance. It is su 

clearly wrong, and as a precedent so exceed y dangerous, that the House has 

lee to disregard it entirely on every occasion when the question has 
n. 


No man has seriously invoked that case as authority in this debate, 
though it has been mentioned. The other case is the Colorado case, 
Hunt vs. Chilcott. My friend from Indiana [Mr. Lowry] alluded to 
that case, cited it as an exception to the general rule for which I am 
contending. - He went further, and admitted that the current of author- 
ity was strong against him. 1 sympathized with his manly frankness 
in this, so characteristic of the long-suffering race from which he springs; 
but I could not admire his discretion when he found it necessary, in 
order to maintain his position, to attack the only standard text-books 
in this country and an almost unbroken line of well-considered prece- 
dents in this body for years. 

But I return to the case of Hunt vs. Chilcott, known as the Colorado 
case, and reported in 2 Bartlett, page 164, which is before menow. That 
is an extraordinary case. It has its history. I will not give it now. 
I have another object in view. “My friend from Indiana [Mr. Lowry] 
did not deal fairly with the House in that case. No man in citing an 
authority to a court from a text-book ought to omit the author’s con- 
struction or criticism of it. That is what he did. It is what lawyers 
call garbling the law. That is a harsh term, and I will notuseit. It 
was, I know, an omission not intended, but the result is the same. 

Let us examine that case. It was decided by this body in 1866, not 
a time when the country could expect a fair judicial consideration by 
this body of any political question. Even then this case did not re- 
ceive the unanimous indorsement of the Committee on Elections. It 
is a significant fact that the minority report was signed by M. C. Kerr, 
of Indiana, one of your distinguished and honorable predecessors, Mr. 
Speaker, and John A. Nicholson, of Delaware, and the venerstle pas 
P. POLAND, who now occupies a seat upon the other side of this Cham- 
ber. Sir, the majority report in that case does not controvert the law 
for which we contend, namely, ‘‘that the holder of a certificate regular 
on its face is prima facie entitled to the seat.” The majority of that 
committee reported that Hunt, who held the certificate, did not rest his 
case on the certificate alone, as Mr. Manning does in this case. They 
said, not content with the certificate, Hunt had introduced the governor 
of Colorado, and proven facts that showed the certificate was issued in 
violation of law. I quote the language. Say the committee: 

The certificate of the governor thus appears to have been issued in violation 
of the laws of the Territory, in order to reverse the facts of the canvass. 

There the committee, on a prima facie case, did go behind the certifi- 
cate. Why? Because Hunt, who held it, as they say, proved it was 
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issued in violation of law. Mr. Manning has done no such foolish thing 
as that. He rested before the committee solely on his certificate. But 
there is another significant fact about this case. The members who 
signed the minority report assert that the statement to the effect that 
Hunt did not rely upon the certificate alone was untrue. 

I use their language: 

Now, the und ed have read the above statement with pe surprise, be- 
cause in the facts that transpired before the committee they know of no foun- 
dation for it whatever. On the contrary, Governor Cummings expressly de- 
clined to make any statements in the nature of evidence, and only appeared 
before the committee in the proper apy of attorney for Mr. Hunt, and ad- 
dressed his samens to the case made by the credentials and record evidence 
alone. He refused when requested to detail the facts in connection with the 
dispute about the right to the seat. 

Indeed, the committee could not with propriety, under the resolution of refer- 
ence, receive or consider any l evidence whatever, and did not attempt to 
doso. We therefore ask the House to adopt the following resolution as a sub- 


stitute for that of the ority : 
“ Resolved, That A. C. Hunt, esq., Ís prima facie entitled to the seat inthis House 


as a De te from the Territory of Colorado pending the contest of his right to 
the same by George M. Chilcott, esq.” 

These were exciting times. They were uncertaintimes. The brute 
force of a great revolution had scarcely yielded to the supremacy of law 
and order. No great respect can be given to a case like this, even if 
directly in point and the facts undisputed. But it is not in point, be- 
cause Van Manning, before the committee, rested solely on his certifi- 
cate. The majority reportin the Hunt case says that Hunt did not, but 
proved himself out of court by the governor who issued him the certifi- 
cate. 

Therein lies the difference. No man can fail to see that it is no prec- 
edent for this case, nor is it authority for the House to go behind the 
certificate on the prima facie case, unless Mr. Manning had offered evi- 
dence in addition to the certificate, which he did notdo. It will notdo 
for Mr. Chalmers to offer the evidence or for the committee to procure it 
of their own accord, for that is going intothe merits. Itmust come from 
the holder of the certificate. He must discredit it under that case. 
Judge McCrary, in construing that case, says: 

While, therefore, it was conceded that the House should not insist upon look- 
ing beyond the certificate in determining a prima facie case, it was held that if 
the party holding the certificate saw fit to offer evidence in addition to the cer- 
tificate the House might take notice of it. 

Mr. Speaker, when the question now before the House comes to a 
vote I do not pretend to know what the venerable and distinguished 

tleman from Vermont [Mr. PoLAND] will do; but I venture the 
lief that the man who, amid the ¢lamor and passions of his own 
party in 1874, had the courage to rise up in this great body and do justice 
to brave and honorable men, struggling for the constitutional right of 
controlling their own domestic affairs, even though political opponents, 
will not in 1884 repudiate the report I have read from in Hunt ts. 
Chilcott, signed by him nearly twenty years ago, and which has been 
recognized as sound law ever since that report was erroneously and un- 
ceremoniously disregarded by this body. I wish he would rise now 
and give the House the unwritten history of that case. 

I mention in passing that the Texas case, already cited by several 
members during this debate, decided when the minority now was in 
the majority on this floor, directly overruled Hunt vs. Chilcott, and has 
been the ized rule ever since. 

I Know that my time will not permit me to go into this question as 


fully as I should like to go. But I want to invite the attention of my |? 
w 


friend from Indiana [ Mr. RY] to the mistake into which he fell upon 
yesterday—and an egregious blunder it was. He read, Mr. Speaker, 
from sections 169, 170, 171, and 172 of Cushing’s Parlimentary Law 
and Practice. Butif he had turned back to the beginning of the chap- 
ter from which he read he would have found that the sections he read 
were upon the merits of the case, and not upon the prima facie right 
to a seat pending atrial on the merits. I will read the two first sec- 
tions of the chapter: 

Seo. 142. Though, as we have just seen, persons returned are presumed to be 
duly elected, at least so far as to entitle them to assume the functions of mem- 
bers; yet the decisions of the returning officers are not conclusive. Their po 
ceedings may be revised and their judgments corrected, and the members 
returned by them en 4 be excluded and others admitted upon due investigation 
by the competent authority. 

Src, 143. It will be perceived from what has been stated with regard to the 
determination and authenticating of elections, that one person may be in fact 
eleeted while another is apparently elected, in which case the latter is entitled to 
be returned, though the former is entitled to the seat: as forexample, where two 
candidates only are voted for, and by the decision of the returning officers, ad- 
mitting illegal or rejecting legal votes, one of the candidates has an apparent 
= ped The latter is entitled to the return, but the other “is clearly entitled 
seal ” 


But, Mr. Speaker, both what he read and what I have now read from 
this author is an exposition of English law, now greatly modified in 
this country. If he had desired tosee what that author had to say about 
American parliamentary law, he should have turned over to section 
240, where the whole doctrine for which we contend is summed up in 
a few sentences. It reads as follows: 


The principles of parliamentary law licable to the questions are perfecti: 
simple and plain, founded in the very patos of things, established by the som d 
form practiceand authority of Parliament, and confirmed by reason and analogy. 
These principles areas follows: First, that every person duly returned is a mem- 

, whether | elected or not, until his election is setaside; second, that no 


no n who js not ay tumed isa maba even though pevog Arga until 


thatconflicting claimants, both in form legally 
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returned, are neither of them entitled to be considered as members until the 
question between them has been settled; and fourth, that those members who 
are duly returned, and they alone (the members whose rights are to be deter- 
mined being excluded), constitute a judicial tribunal for the decision of all ques- 
tions of this nature. i 

Those are the four fundamental, elementary principles recognized by 
the standard authors, so far as I know, on this subject as governing the 
organization ofa parliamentary body; and yet gentlemen, learned gentle- 
men, come and tell us that the books are full of precedents in the face 
of these authorities, and yet offer none whatever for our consideration. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no sort of idea of ing a single vote by what 
I have said. My time israpidly expiring. I desire to yield a moment 
to my friend from Kentucky before me [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not wish to occupy the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. So long as gentlemen on this floor will 
make such speeches as we heard yesterday from the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PET- 
TIBONE], and the gentleman from New York [Mr. ApAms], we can 
never expect to get anything like a judicial hearing upon a case of this 
sortfromthem. Gentlemen forgetthe elementary principles, and suffer 
their judgments to be warped by prejudice, and in the very face 
of the law run blindly over the established rules that ought to govern 
us in our action upon this floor. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I 
remaining ? 

TheSPEAKER. Fourminutes. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. There isoneother proposition which has 


been discussed so fully that I do not know that I can add anything to _ 


it. It is the question of the power of Mr. Manning to discredit the cer- 
tificate which he presents here. I deny in all the length and breadth 
and height and depth the proposition that he can do any such thing. 
Sir, reason tells us that the law confides no such power to him. This 
is aquestion in which there are three parties to the controversy: the two 
contestants for the seat and 150,000 people in the second district of Mis- 
sissippi; and upon this point I repeat the langnage of the distinguished 
Senator from Arkansas, spoken at the other end of the Capitol, the sen- 
ior Senator from that State, in the Kellogg and Spofford case, which was 
referred to incidentally by Governor DoRSHEIMER in histerse, forcible 
argument the other day. Senator Garland said: 

Suppose the sitting Senator, Mr. KELLOGG, had failed to make any respons 
or to take any notice of the application on the part of Mr. fford. If it is 
strictly and in every sense a legal proceeding the Senate could have defaulted 
KELLOGG, rendered a judgment by default, and seated Spofferd. That no man 
will contend could be done, use whether he appears to defend or not the 
Senate's duty is, under the Constitution, to ascertain who was elected. Further, 
suppose KELLOGG and Spofford had agreed and filed a written stipulation, as in 
courts of justice, that a judgment should be rendered in favorof Spofford against 
KELLOGG, the Senate could not have rendered the judgment. You can not de- 
fault an American constituency in that way. You can not stipulate the rights 
of an American constituency away in any tribunal. Sup the Senate, pro- 
gressing in this inquiry, finds that neither was elected, which it might do very 
well, and should a 
vote, if there was such aone. ‘Those statements illustrate the futility of attempt- 
ing to assimilate this throughout to a proceeding in court. 


To appropriate his idea, if you undertake to liken this case to a case 
in court the analogy limpsateverystep. Yetthatis what is contended 
for. But if that position was correct, still the case now stands like a 
case on demurrer. Itstands just this way: Manning says to the court, 
‘I hold the certificate, and on this I demand judgment for the seat 

rima facie.” Chalmers sponas “True, you have the certificate, and 
it is regular; but you should not have judgment.” The court says, 
‘Why not?” ‘‘Because,” says Chalmers, “he admitted in another 
case that the certificate stated a falsehood.” ‘‘But,’’ says the court 
on demurrer, *‘I am confined to the face of the certificate. I can not 
look to the merits now.’’ That is precisely the case before us, if it is 
to be likened to a case in court. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the difficulty here is to get gentlemen to separate 
the law from unofficial facts not before the House. I have known law- 
yers who never could discuss a case on demurrer without giving a his- 
tory of all the facts they expected to prove, the biography of their 
clients, and the character of the witnesses they t to introduce. 
That is precisely what we have witnessed throughont this debate. It 
is an imperfection of human nature, hard to be overcome. It is, how- 
ever, not an imperfection strongly to be condemned, because I believe 
it is most largely developed in the untrained but honest mind. It is 
only to be condemned because it ignores a rule indispensable in the ad- 
ministration of the law. But this House is largely composed of law- 
yo They ought not to ignore the law. They can not doso ignorantly. 

f it is to be done, itis because prejudice cloudsreason, and party feel- 
ing is stronger than law. 

Itis admitted by some that Manning can not default Chalmers into 
a seat in this House, but they assert that he can discredit his certificate 
in such way as to deprive himself of a right to the seat in Congress. 
which the certificate otherwise gave him. How is that? Is the rule 
of law that a certificate is prima facie evidence of a right to aseat made- 
exclusively for the holder of the certificate? That will not do. Me- 
Crary gives three reasons for this rule: 


Sec. 204. First, the interests of the people might suffer for want of the services. 
of a public officer without it. 

Second. Serious injustice might result to the holder of the credentials if any 
other rule was adopted. 

Third. The organization of a legislative body might be prevented without it. 


the seat to some man in Louisiana who got only one . 
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These reasons can not be separated. All will admit that the right of 
a State to representation in Congress is fundamental in law and over- 
shadows in im all other reasons that can be assigned for the 
basis of this rule. If you say, then, that Mr. Manning can discredit by 
an admission the certificate which entitled him to a seat, you admit 
that he has it in his power in that way to defeat for months at least the 
right of representation of the second district of Mississippi on this floor. 

You affirm that he can destroy a rule of law made a hundred-fold 
more for the benefit of 150,000 people in the second district of Missis- 
sippi than for himself, without any misconduct, fault, or neglect of 
theirs, I deny it. It is absurd and monstrous. No well-considered 
authority has been cited or can be for that proposition. 

But the fact is there were no issues before the Committee on Elec- 
tions in this case exceptas to which of the two, Manning or Chalmers, 
upon the face of their respective papers, was entitled to a seat prima 
facie pending the trial on the merits. To avoid this conclusion the 
committee took damaging admissions of Manning made a year ago, 
made in an answer in a case in court in the State of Mississippi and used 
them to discredit a certificate upon which he alone relied before the 
committee, and which they were compelled to admit was and 
issued by the proper authority. I submit they could not know of these 
statements until they had violated the lawand disregarded the resolu- 
tion under which they were acting. 

They went behind the certificate, which alone constitutes the prima 
facie case, when they found these statements. Having violated the law 
to find them, they violated it again in using them, and then refused 
to do the only thing the resolution under which they were acting di- 
rected, namely, to find whether Manning or Chalmers is entitled to be 
sworn in pending the contest on the merits. Verily may they say, ‘‘ We 
have left undone those things which we ought to have done, and we 
have done those things which we ought not to have done.” 

One thing more, andIam done. When these papers were referred to 
the committee there were not twenty members on this floor who knew 
what papers were to go, and I do not believe there are fifty members 
now who know what papers did go. It is all-important that we ob- 
serve the law. Thereare ugly features about this case that can be dis- 
posed of rightly on the merits when reached. It is hard cases that 
make bad precedents, and I give you the admonition now, it is bad 
precedents that open the way for the invasion of the sacred domain 
where life, liberty, the property and the rights of good men ought to 
be secure. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I recognize the difficult and delicate 
duty which I have to perform in concluding a debate which has already 
occupied so much of the attention of the House. If it were left to my 
own desire and taste that debate would be followed at this time by a 
vote on the question. Had there not been harsh strictures made upon 
the action of the committee I should now take the judgment of the 
House. Before the curtain drops on what the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] the other day called a ‘‘a non-partisan judicial perform- 
ance,’’ I feel it to be due tomy honorable and able colleagues to make 
some reply to these attacks. 

In the first place, some gentlemen have stated we misapprehended 
our instructions from the House. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
DORSHEIMER] led off in that criticism. If I may keep up the simili- 
tude of a judicial performance, I beg leave to exercise the right of re- 
crimination. I charge him with a misapprehension of the judgment 
which the committee has reported to the House. 

His argument was based upon the premise that the majority of the 
Committee on Elections had come back here with a report on the final 
merits of the case against Mr. Manning. I need not take the time of 
the House to go over that report or refer to the resolution of the com- 
mittee in order to show that the gentleman from New York was plainly 
and palpably mistaken. A gentleman who has thus himself misjudged 
the committee has no right to make a valid accusation against me of a 
misconception of my duty. 

Let it never be forgotten that this Committee on Elections have not 
yet decided this case on its merits. That question is yet pending be- 
fore the committee, and when it is reached in its order I promise the 
House that so faras I am concerned, notwithstanding the strictures 
which have been unfairly made on my conduct, I will give to the gen- 
tleman who holds this certificate from the governor of Mississippi the 
fairest, the most candid, and the most earnest consideration, and, I will 
add, with an anxiety on my part to find that the truth of the case lies 
on his side of the contest. 

That is a question which this House still has to determine, and it is 
a question not now under consideration. The question now before the 
House is whether, two months and more after the organization of the 
House, pending this contest on the great issues of the case, the House 
will determine upon the evidence submitted whether the one party or 
the other is entitled to enjoy the stake involved in the litigation during 
the further contention between them. 

Gentlemen have spoken here about our having tried Mr. Manning. 
_ One gentleman, highin my estimation, took occasion the other day to 

say that we had absolutely court-martialed him; that we had not been 
even so fair as a court-martial would have been, because we had garbled 
the evidence that had been submitted to us. 


Sir, that was a most serious imputation upon the integrity of a com- 
mittee with the most solemn responsibility. I propose briefly 
to reply to it. That honorable gentleman stated that when we came to 
consider the question of Mr. Manning’s answer in this case we had 
taken that part which suited our purpose and had ignored and sup- 
pressed the rest. 

Now, if that gentleman had done us justice he would have looked 
through the report of the committee, and he would have seen that the 
statement is made there broadly and conspicuously that Mr. Manning 
in his answer also charged upon his adversary fraud, intimidation, cor- 
rupt use of official patronage, and bribery. Westated they were grave 
accusations; and if I may go further I will state that that was the rea- 
son, inorder to give effect to the entire answer as evidence in the case, 
that I for one declined to sign a report in favor of Mr. Chalmers. I 
want these grave issues tried. 

When we came to look at the answer there were two questions raised. 
One was whether Mr. Manning was entitled to a ificate; the other 
question was whether on the merits of the case Mr. Manning or Mr. 
Chalmers should be declared elected on the final result. We looked at 
the answer and we saw the admission on the first question, and we have 
reserved the other part of the answer and expect to try that otherques- 
tion with the best ability we can use. 

Mr. HERBERT. Does the gentleman refer to me? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The honorable gentleman who did not 
mince his words was himself. I will not use in reference to him the 
word he used in reference to us, but I will say that he has been guilty 
of a more serious infringement of propriety than we have been. 

That gentleman admitted that we had the right, under the resolu- 
tion of the House, to consider the certificate and all the papers which- 
had been filed with the Clerk. Then he denied that we had the right 
to consider the answer of Mr. Manning at all, and undertook to read 
from the running debate which took place on the first and second days 
of this session to show that no such thing as the answer of Mr. Man- 
ning was referred to. Ifthe gentleman will refer to his remarks he 
will see that that is his argument, and it is on that foundation that he 
rests his theory that we have gone to the answer of Mr. Manning with- 
out authority. He says the answer was not referred to. Let us try 
that by the record. 

Mr. HERBERT. Is the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] 
referring to me? 

ae TURNER, of Georgia. I am referring to the gentleman him- 
self. 

Mr. HERBERT. I think ifthe gentleman will read my remarks he 
will see that I said there was no authority whatever to have read inevi- 
dence anything except the certificate filed with the Clerk. He will 
find thatthat was what I said. I did not say that the answer was not 
referred to, because the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. KEIFER], when the 
matter was first brought upin the House, did say, as a reason why he 
objected to Mr. Manning being sworn in, that there was astatement on 
file to the effect that Mr. Manning said he would not be swornin until 
the question was decided by the House. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I resume the floor and 
decline to submit to further interruption. Gentlemen who heard his 
remarks will bear witness that I have not misconstrued their tenor. 
I have not time to read his remarks, although I have them before me. 

Now, on the issue between the gentleman from Alabama and my- 
self, I refer to the opening paragraph of the debate which occurred upon 
this question on the first day of this session. I read from the remarks 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] on the twenty-second page 
of the report: 

I desire to state to the House that Mr. Manning himself never accepted the 
certificate; and I will state further, if it is to be treated as acce , that he has 
put upon the files of the House a statement which shows that he was beaten in 
that election by 980 votes, This is in his answer as formally filed. pe 

If gentlemen can go through the running remarks of members on this 
floor for two days to ascertain what the House meant by its final action, 
ought they not to take the entire debate? And if the debate is to be 
the source from which to derive the construction of the resolution 
where it refers to all the papers in the case, I submit whether the an- 
swer here referred to during the debate is not included in the reference. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman will allow me simply to state—— 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I have but a moment; and the gentle- 
man himself declined to yield. 

Mr. HERBERT. Isubmit, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia declines to yield. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that 
if the debate on which gentlemen rely here is to be any guide in deter- 
mining the effect of the resolution which finally embodied the sentiment 
of the House, the whole debate must be taken. The debate must not 
be—I was going to use a harsh word—it must not be mutilated. 

I affirm that where the language of a statute or resolution is plain 
and unambiguous there is no rule of construction which will allow you 
to go outside of it to determine its meaning. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what was the question referred to the commit- 
tee? Why, sir, the gentleman who was the draughtsman of the mi- 
nority report concedes in effect in that report that the language of the 
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resolution was not only broad enough to cover all these papers but 
broad enough to take in the pleadings in the case. The gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BkoaADHEAD], who has also occupied the floor in 
opposition to our report, had the frankness and candor to state that the 
committee had not misconstrued their powers or their duties but had 
acted in strict conformity to the letter of the resolution. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I will not attempt by anything further on my part 
to support the construction which the majority of the committee have 
put upon the resolution. It is plain and unmistakable. It came toa 
committee of this House from the House itself, which is our master in 
this matter. If gentlemen gave unanimous consent to a resolution 
which they did not understand, that is their fault, not the fault of the 
committee. 

Mr. Speaker, there has been much dispute and contention on this floor 
as to what is meant by a prima facie case. Allow me briefly to advert 
to this matter again. I stated the other day, and I repeat, that this 
phrase, according to its early use, applied to the apparent right of a 
member-elect to a seat during the process of ization. Istated 
further that, according to the history of all the cases which I have seen, 
where the prima facie question was referred to a committee after the 
House had organized the phrase always went beyond that definition. 
Why, Mr. Speaker, take the case of the claimants to a seat from a dis- 
trict as to which the governor issued a certificate to nobody. Have 
there not been numerous cases in which the House, by resolution sim- 
ilar in language to that under which the House instructed us, has in- 
structed the Committee on Elections to determine the prima facie right 
to the seat? Will gentlemen who apply this phrase to the governor's 
certificate alone tell us what it means in the reports of those cases in 

“which no certificate was issued to anybody ? 

I thank the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY] for havin, 
spared me one other topic of discussion, for he has exhausted the 1 

ment. 

My honorable friend from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] took the floor to- 
day and advised the House about this prima facie right, and as to 
what course the House should pursue on this question. My learned 
friend from Alabama, the other day, who delights in classical phrases 
(and I beg to state whenever a man wants to be very accurate he takes 
refuge in a Latin phrase)—my friend from Alabama referred to this 
question and some other as in consimili casu. I want to put my friend 
from Virginia in thatsort of apredicament. [Laughter.] On thesecond 
day of the session that gentleman submitted a resolution which was in 
this language: 


Resolved, That the certificates and all other to the electibn ofa 
Representative of the first Congressional ctof Virginia in the Forty-eighth 
Congress be referred to the Committee on Elections when appointed, with in- 
structions to report at as early a day as practicable which of the rival claimants 
to the seat from that district has the prima facie right thereto, reserving to the 
other party the privilege of contesting the case upon the merits. 

I ask whether that is not in consimili casu? [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention to the remarks which the 
honorable gentleman from Virginia made on that occasion: 

The other question is, what is a return ?— 

That is to say, who has been properly returned to a seat in this 
House— 

Here is a return made by the secretary of the Commonwealth based upon the 
action of the canvassing boned 23 

I will remark, in passing, that in that State it is the secretary of the 
Commonwealth who signs the commissions of members— 
and the question is, whether that return is tainted with fraud, irregularity, ille- 
gality, or based upon a miscount. 

I am glad to see the gentleman in front of me. [Laughter.] 


It is not a question of the election, because that comes back to the voting at 
the polls. The question is as to the counting of the votes; and the counting of 
the votes by this can g wasa unt, because it left out a part of 
the aonstituency that was to be represented. 


Now, sir, on the very next page the gentleman repeats that proposi- 
tion in even stronger ; and ifI had time and if it were necessary 
to cumulate the gentleman’s authority on that proposition I could cite 
from a very able and learned ent made by him on a conspicuous 
occasion (the trial before the electoral commission) when he again laid 
down the doctrine in precise and scientific language which has become 
familiar to all lawyers. } 

Gentlemen on the other side of the Hall who concur with me in this 
case will, I confidently believe, follow me in the Garrison and if in con- 
simili casu, I will then claim the tulations of my Democratic 
friends on the ability and learning and number of the reeruits I shall 
bring over from the other side of the Hall. [Laughter and applause. ] 

My honorable friend from Pennsylvania, who was himself once the 
governor of a great and glorious State, a State which in my judgment 
has produced more heroic precedents on the subject of popular rights 
than almost any other State in this Union, even Virginia herself 
scarcely excepted, has presented a resolution here for the consideration 
of the House in reference to this case. Why, sir, when that great issue 
was pending in the room of the Supreme Court, the result of which 
makes many of us on this side of the House hang our heads in shame, 
when that case was pending a hea ora gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, now dead—I refer to Jeremiah 8. Black, venerabile nomen—a man 


pers relatin, 


who loved liberty in this country with a devotion equal to that with 
which he cherished the mother of his children, in his great argument 
before that tribunal said that it had always been held that the returns 
of votes which had not been cast, or the exclusion of votes which had 
been cast, or a miscount, was a fraud and a falsehood, which was void 
on its face and which no court would sustain, [Applause.] It seems 
that my friend from Virginia agreed with him on that great proposition. 

Mr. Black also on that occasion referred to the New Jersey or ‘‘ the 
great seal’? case, and commended in the warmest terms the action of 
the House in excluding even during the process of organization the five 
members from that State who held the governor’s certificate in perfect 
form. Mr. Black said: ‘‘In New Jersey the governor of that State 
stamped the broad seal upon a commission as members of Congress for 
five gentlemen whom he knew not to be elected. Congress said that 
certificate was void.” 

When these credentials came here having the great seal, which gen- 
tlemen so ardently reverence, but which it was known covered a 
falsehood, the House, shocked at the enormity of the crime, even before 
organization broke over precedents in order to right the wrong. 

I say, here and now, that I commend the action of the House of Rep- 
resentatives in the exercise of its omnipotent authority to prevent the 
consummation of that crime against liberty. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Georgia has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Ishould like to have five minutes more. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the time of the gentleman 
being extended for five minutes? 

Mr. BENNETT. I object, unless five minutes are also given to gen- 
tlemen who take the other view. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] gave 
away thirty minutes of the time to which he was entitled. He was 
entitled to the whole hour himself. i 

Mr. TUCKER. I hope my friend from North Carolina [Mr. BEN- 
see will not insist on his objection. A courtesy of that kind was 
accorded to me this morning, and although the speech of my friend 
from Georgia has arraigned my consistency, I am perfectly willing he 
shall have five minutes more. 

Mr. BENNETT. I based my objection on the ground that the gen- 
tleman from Virginia could not be heard in reply. 

The SPEAKER. Is the objection withdrawn? 

Mr. BENNETT. Itis. 

The SPEAKER. No further objection being made, the time of the 
gentleman from Georgia is extended for five minutes. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I am greatly indebted to the House and 
to the gentleman from Virginia. I desire again to say, Mr. Speaker, 
that if I should ever be charged as a public functionary with the duty 
of guarding popular rights, I for one would break over all narrow tech- 
nical difficulties in order to consummate the popular will. I might 
split hairs on a precedent to effectuate the true result of an election, 
but I would trample on any small difficulties to prevent a foul wrong. 
[Applause ] 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of the amend- 
ment proposed by the minority of the committee as a substitute for 
the resolution reported by the majority. The Clerk will read both the 
original resolution and the resolutions ay by the minority. He 
Mae first report the resolution proposed by the majority of the com- 

ttee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Elections be discharged from the further 
consideration of the prima facie right to the seat in the contested-election case 
of J. R. Chalmers vs. Van H. Manning. 

The SPEAKER. For the resolution just read the minority of the 
committee propose to substitute what the Clerk will now report. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Resolved, First. That Hon. Van H. Manning holds perfect credentials, issued 
in due form and by lawful authority, as member-elect to the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress from the second Con ional district of the State of Mississippi. 

Second. That being the duly returned member, he is entitled to be sworn in 
and occupy the seat on this floor pending a contest on the merits over it. 

Mr. COOK. I call for separate votes on the two resolutions proposed 
by the minority. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Cook] calls for a 
division of the question. The first question is upon agreeing to the 
first of the resolutions proposed by the minority of the committee as a 
substitute. 

Mr. TUCKER. Let that be reported again. 

The first of the minority resolutions was again reported. 

Mr. CALKINS. That is proposed as a substitute for the resolution 
offered by the majority ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. CALKINS. I submit the resolutions of the minority are not di- 
visible yet until they have been adopted as a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the question is divisible at this 
stage, because the House may determine to substitute one of these reso- 
lutions and not both of them. The House may agree to one and disa- 
gree to the other. 
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Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 


athe SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. AsI understand, if the House should 
adopt the first of these resolutions it is merely as a substitute for the 
resolution proposed by the majority. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not adopted until itis agreed to by the House. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That is to say, it requires another vote 
to agree to it? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BELFORD. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BELFORD. The minority of the committee submit to the House, 
as I understand, two resolutions. The first declares, I believe, that Mr. 
Manning's credentials are regularin form. Now, if we are to vote upon 
agreeing to the minority report as one oe that allow the House a 
fair opportunity to express its views upon this question? May not these 
credentials be absolutely regular in form, and yet not constitute a prima 

acie case? 
á The SPEAKER. The next vote will be upon the second resolution, 
which declares Mr. Manning is entitled to be sworn in as a member of 
this House. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I rise toa questionof order. Is not the 
question before the House whether the resolution just read shall be 
substituted for the resolution submitted by the majority of the com- 
mittee? The question now, as I understand, is not upon agreeing finally 
to the resolution of the minority, but simply whether it shall be sub- 
stituted. 

The SPEAKER. If the Honse upon this vote should agree to the 
resolution just read, the next vote will be upon the second resolution; 
and if that should be agreed to, then the vote would be upon adopting 
thereportas thusamended by substituting thesetworesolutions. [Cries 
of Vote!” “Vote!??} 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 106, nays 139, not 
voting 75; as follows: < 


YEAS—106. 
Arnot, Cox, W. R. Hurd, Robertson, 
Bagley, Curtin, Jones, J, H TS, 
Barbour, Davidson, Jones, J. K. es, 
Barksdale, Dibble, Jones, J. T. Seymour, 
Belmont, Dibrell, : Singleton, 
Bennett, rA Kleiner, Skinner, T. G. 
Blackburn, Dorsheimer, ham, Stewart, Charles 
land Dowd, Le Fevre, Stockslager, 
Breckinridge, Dunn, w Talbott, 
fin ee SATIO J.M 
Buchanan, y ', jompson, 
Buckner, Evins, J. H. Miller, J. F. ‘Throckmorton, 
Burnes, Ferrell, itchell, Tucker, 
Caldwell Forney, Money, Tully, 
Campbell, Felix Gi k Morgan, Vance, 
Candler, X Morrison, Van Eaton, 
Carleton, Graves, Muldrow, Ward, 
Cassidy, Green, Mutchler, Warner, Richard 
Clardy, ame N 2 ful sip 
Clay, eman, Oates, ilkins, 
anani Hatch, Patton, Williams, 

b, Hemphill Pierce, Willis, 
Connolly, Herbert, Peel, S. W. Wilson, W. L. 
Converse, Hewitt, G. W. Pryor, Wise, G. 
Cook, Konuso, Reagan, Yaple. 

ve, op Reese, 
Covington, Houseman, Riggs, 
NAYS—139. 
Adams, G. Evans, L N Long, W, 
Adams, J. J. erhart, Lovering, Skinner, C. R 
Aken ose na Wry, S eine 
xander, ndlay, yman, nger, 
Atkinson, Finerty, McCoid, le, 
X Foran, Stephenson, 
Bayne, Fyan, McKinley, Stevens, 
Geddes, i Stewart, J. W. 
Belford, Gof, Miller, S. H. Stone, 
Bin. n Greenleaf, o = Storm, 
Bisbee, Guenther, Morse, Strait, 
Blan: Hanback, eece, Struble, 
Boutelle elson, Sumner, D. H. 
Brainerd, . H. H. Nutting, Taylor, J. D. 
Breitung, Hara, homas, 
Brewer, J. H. Henderson, D. B. Parker, Tillman 
Browne, T. M. Hepburn, Payne, Turner, H.G 
Brown, W. W. Hewitt, A. S. Peelle; S, J, Turner, Oscar 
Calkins, Hiscock, erkins, Van Alstyne, 
Campbell, J. M. Hitt, Peters, Wadsworth, 
Jannon, Holman, Pettibone, Warner, A. J. 
Chace, Holton, Phelps, Washburn 
Collins, Hooper, Poland, Weaver, 
J ` Horr, Post, Weller, 
Culbertson, W. W. Houk, Potter, Wemple, 
llen, Howey, Price, White, J. D. 
Cutcheon, Hunt, Pusey. te, Milo 
Jeffords, i Whiting, 
Davis, L. Johnson. Ranney, Winans, E. B. 
Davis, R. T. Jones, B. W Ray, Winans, John 
Deuster, Kasson, Rice, ood, 
a erat" Sears 
un. a elogg, ‘well, Q n, 
Ye Rowell, ork. 
Ermentrout, Lawrence, Ryan, 


NOT VOTING—%5. 


Anderson, Hancock, McCormick, 
Ballentine, Hardy, Mayo, Russell, 
Blount, Harme: - Milliken, Seney, 
Bowen, Henderson, T. J. Mills, Shelley, 
Boyle, Henley, Morey. Slocum, 
Brewer, F. B. Hil, Moulton, Snyder, 
Brumm, Holmes, Muller, Spooner, 
Budd, Hutebins, Murphy. Spriggs, 
Burleigh, James, Murray, Sumner, ©, A, 
bell, Jordan, Ochiltree, Taylor, E. B. 
Cox, S. 8. ean, O'Neill, Charles Townshend, 
Culberson, D. B. Kelley, O'Neill, J. J. Valentine, 
Davis, G. R. Ketcham,» Paige, Wait, 
Duncan, Laird, Payson, Wakefield, 
Eaton, Lamb, Randall, Wilson, James 
Ellwood Lewis, Ray, G. W. Wise, J. S. 
Follett, Libbey, Reed, Wolford. 
George, re, Robinson, W. E. Young. 
Hammond, McAdoo, Rogers, W. F. 


So the first resolution submitted by the minority of the committee 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. WAIT. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague [Mr. 
EATON], who is detained from the House by illness. If he were here 
and I had the privilege of voting on this political question, I would 
vote ‘‘no.’’ 

The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. MULLER and Mr. OCHILTREE, for to-day. 

Mr. SPOONER and Mr. RosEcRANS, for to-day. 

Mr. LEWIS and Mr. Payson, for to-day. 

GEORGE and Mr. Bupp, for to-day. 

BLOUNT and Mr. McCormick, for to-day. 

HENDERSON, of Illinois, and Mr. TowNSHEND, for this day. 

. LAMB and Mr. KEAN, until further notice. 

. MILIS and Mr. WAKEFIELD, until further notice. 

. MURPHY and Mr. RUSSELL, until further notice. 

. O'NEILL, of Missouri, and Mr. ANDERSON, until further notice. 
. RANDALL and Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from and includ- 
ing to-day until Wednesday next. 3 

Mr. Youne and Mr. Horaes, until further notice, 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, and Mr. Dayis, of Minois, until farther 
notice. 

. VALENTINE and Mr. HILL, until further notice. 


BRE i eee 


E 


Mr. BRUMM and Mr. HARDY, until further notice. 

Mr. CABELL and Mr. HARMER, until further notice. 

Mr. SLOCUM and Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, until further notice. 
Mr. PAIGE and Mr. MOREY, until further notice. 

Mr. HAMMOND and Mr. KETCHAM, for ten days from the 14th instant. 
Mr. Warr and Mr. EATON, until further notice. : 

Mr. MILLIKEN and Mr. JORDAN, until the 18th instant, inclusive. 
Mr. SENEY and Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, until further notice. 

Mr. JOHN S. Wise and Mr. SNYDER, on this question. Mr, WISE 


would yote in favor of the report of the majority of the committee and 
Mr. SNYDER in favor of the report of the minority. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to state that in ing the pairs 
for this side of the House I have learned that the gentleman paired 
with Mr. SLocum, of New York, did not understand it as the friends 
of Mr. SLocum did. In order that fair play may be done those gentle- 
men I ask leave to withdraw my vote and to announce myself as paired 
with Mr. SLOCUM. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the second resolu- 
tion proposed by the minority of the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. COOK. Itis evidently useless to waste the time of the House 
in a further vote on the second proposition. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This is one vote in two parts, and we will 
have now the second part. 

Mr. COOK. I desire to withdraw the second proposition. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Pending that I move that when the House adjourns 
to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust there will be a session to-morrow for debate 
only on the naval appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. TALBOTT], that when the House adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. CALKINS. Iask the gentleman from Maryland to withdraw 
his motion and allow the naval appropriation bill to be discussed to- 
morrow. 

Many MEMBERS. Regular order! 

Mr. TALBOTT. Iam perfectly willing so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If the gentleman withdraws his motion I 


shall demand the order. 

Mr. TALBOTT. en I will insist npon my motion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I again ask unanimous consent that there be ases- 
sion to-morrow for debate only. 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made to that. The gentleman from 
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Ohio [Mr. WARNER] states that if the motion to adjourn over is with- 
drawn he will immediately demand the regular order, which would 
cut off the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

The question was taken upon the motion to adjourn over; and upon 
a division there were—ayes 146, noes 31. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. DINGLEY called for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and there 
were 17 in the affirmative. 

So (the affirmative not being one-fifth of the last vote) the yeas and 
nays were not ordered. 

There being no further count, the motion to adjourn over was agreed 


Mr. TALBOTT. I move now that the House adjourn. 
The motion was not agreed to. 


ELECTION CONTEST—CHALMERS VS. MANNING. 


TheSPEAKER. The question recurs upon theadoption of the second 
resolution proposed by the minority of the Committee on Elections as 
a substitute for the resolution reported by the majority of that commit- 
tee in the contested-election case of Chalmers vs. Manning. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Let the resolution be again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Second, That being the duly returned member he is entitled to be sworn in 
and occupy the seat on this floor pending a contest on the merits over it. 

Mr. FINDLAY and others called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; there being 67 in the affirmative— 
more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 91, nays 157, not voting 
72; as follows: 


to 


YEAS—491. 
Arnot, Curtin, Jones, J. K. Robertson, 
Bagley, Davidson, Jones, J. T, rs, J.H 
Barbour, Dibble ng, Scales, 
Barksdale, a Dibrell, Kleiner, Seymour, 
Belmont, wd, McMillin, Singleton, 
Bennett, Dunn, Matson, Skinner, T. G. 
Blackburn, Elliott, es bea’ Stewart, Charles 
Bland, His, Miller, J. F. Stockslager, 
Breckinridge, Evins, J. H Mitchell, bott, 
Buc ý 'orney, Money, Taylor, J. M. 
Buckner, bson, Morgan, Thompson, 
Caldwell, Glascock, Morrison, ‘Tucker, 
Candler, Green, Muldrow, ly, 
Clardy, si Mutchler, Vance, 
Clay, Hardeman. Nicholls, Van Eaton, 
Clements, Hatch, W. H. Oates, Warner, 
Cobb, Hemphill, Patton, Wellborn, 
Connolly, Pp Wilkins, 
Converse, Hewitt, G. W. Peel, 8. W. Wiliams, 
Cook, oblitzell, Pryor, Will 
C ve, Houseman, Reagan, Wise, G. D. 
Co m. Hurd, Reese, Yaple. 
Cox, W.R. Jones, J. H. Riggs, 

NAYS—157. 
Adams, G. E. erates an Lanham, Shaw, 
‘Adams, J Ermentrout, Lawrence, Skinner, O. R. 
Aiken, Evans, I. N. Le Fevre, Smith, 
Alexander, Everhart, Long, Springer, 
Atkinson, Ferrell, Lovering, teele, 

ž Fiedler, Lowry, Stephenson, 
Bayne, Findlay, Lyman, Stevens, 
Beach, Finerty, eCoid, Ste J.W.: 
Belford, Foran, McComas, Stone, 
Bingham, Fyan, McKinley, Storm, 
Bisbee, Geddes, Millard Strait, 
Blanchard, George, Miller, $. H. Strubte, 
Boutelle, Goff, Morrill, Sumner, D. H. 
Boyle, Greenleaf, Morse, Taylor, J. D. 
Brainerd, Hanback, Moulton, Thomas, 
Breitung, Han Murray, Throckmorton, 
Brewer, J. H. Hart, Neece, Tillman 
Browne, T. M. Hatch, H. H. Nelson, Turner, H.G. 
Brown, W.W. Haynes, Nutting, Turner, Oscar 
Budd, Henderson, D. B. O’Ha an yne, 
Burnes, Hepburn, Parker, Wadsworth, 
Calkins, Hewitt, A. 8. Payne, ard, 
Campbell, Felix Hiscock, Peelle, 8. J. Warner, A. J. 
Campbell, J. M. Hitt, ‘erkins, Washburn, 
Cannon, olman, Peters, Weaver, 
Cassidy, Holton, Pettibone, Weller. 
Chace, Hooper, Phelps, emple, 
Collins, Horr, Poland, White, J. D, 
Crisp, Houk, Post, White, Milo 
Culbertson, W. W. Howey, Potter, iting, 
Cullen, Hunt, Price, Wilson, W. L. 
Cutcheon, Hutchins, Pusey, Winans, E. B. 

Jeffords, inans, Jo! 
Davis, L. H. Johnson, Ranney, ood, 
Davis, R. T. Jones, B. W. Ray, Woodward, 
Deuster, n, Rice, Worthington, 
Dap Keifer, Robinson, J.S. York. 
ery; Kellogg, well, 
Duncan, ý Rowell, 
Dunham, Laird, $ 
NOT VOTING—72. 
Anderson, Burleigh, Eaton, er, 
Ballentine, 1l, Elw Henderson, T. J. 
Blount, Carleton, Follett, Henley, , 
Bowen, Cox, 8.8. Graves, Hill, 
Brewer, F. B, Culberson, D. B, Guenther, Holmes, 
Broadh Davis, G. R. Hammond, Hopkins, 
Brumm, A Hardy, James, 


Jordan, Milliken, Ray, G.W. Spriggs, 

ean, Mills, 5 Sumner, C. A. 
Kelley, Morey, Robinson, W.E. Taylor, E. B. 
Ketcham, Muller, Rogers, W.F Townshend, 

mb, Murphy, Valentine, 
Lewis, Ochiltree, Russell, Wait, 
Libbey. O'Neill, Charles Seney, Wakefield, 
Lore, O'Neill, J. J. Shelley, Wilson, James 
McAdoo. Paige, locum, Wise, J.S. 
McCormick, Payson, Snyder, Wolford 
Mayo, Randall, Spooner, Young. 


So the second resolution of the minority was not adopted. 
>- Mr. RANNEY. I ask unanimous consent that the recapitulation of 
the names of those voting be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. RANNEY moved to reconsider the last two votes; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the resolution re- 
ported by the majority of the committee, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 113, noes 55, 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. RANNEY moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was a to. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. What has become of my amendment? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman in the course of his remarks and 
before the voting commenced had an amendment read. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I offered it, and supposed it would be pending. 

The SPEAKER. It was not offered in order and was not pending. 

FEDERAL AID TO EDUCATION. 

Mr. WILLIS, by unanimous consent, phir ac a report to accom- 
pany the bill (H. R. 4980) for Federal aid to education; which was or- 
dered to be printed, and recommited. 

TARIFF COMPILATION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House Senate 
concurrent resolution for prin and binding additional copies of the 
tariff compilation for 1884; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

And then, on motion of Mr. NICHOLLS (at 50’clock and 50 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned till Monday next. . 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and Pore were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the Ame and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Petition of Ira B. Martin, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers rela to the claims of Thomas S. Fogg, of James D. 
Terry, and of Robert Wilkinson—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Memorial of the governor and executive council 


` | of the State of Maine, in behalf of the construction of bridges across the 


Saint John River—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BRENTS: Petition of Albert T. Stream, relative to permis- 
sion to t a medal for saving life—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CHACE: Petition of Hezekiah Conant and others, citizens of 
Pawtucket, for an appropriation for Pawtucket River, Rhode Island— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of citizens of Chicago and of the Grand 
Army of the Republic of Ilinois, against the change in the manner of 
paying pensions—severally to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FERRELL: Memorial of citizens of New Jersey and of 
Malaga, N. J., relative to the Chinese restriction act—severally to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Petition of George W. Ryal and 203 others, for 
the restoration of the tariff on wool—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of G. W. Caldwell and 15 others, citizens 
of Wellsburg, W. Va., for relief for the sufferers from the flood in the 
Ohio Valley—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, the petition of G. W. Golden and 21 others, and of John W. 
Dean and others, relative to the Chinese restriction act—severally to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. H. H. HATCH: Petition of E. C. Caine, postmaster at Vas- 
sar, Mich., relative to post-offices, &e.—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of John L. Smith, John 8. Randolph, 
and 50 others, citizens of the Territory of Washi n, relative to home- 
stead entries, &c.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John Colter—to the Committee 
on War blaima. 

By Mr. HOWEY: Petition of citizens of Washington, N. J., for a 
post-office lanen aaa theCommitteeon Public Buildingsand Grounds. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Papers relating to the claim of A. T. Whittle- 
sey—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Pa relating to the claims of Mrs. Fanny Ran- 
dolph and Mrs. Dora Stark and of A. W. Weems—severally to the 


Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. MATSON: Memorial of Gus. Abbott Post, No. 113, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Waymansville, Ind., relative to bounty, &c.— 
to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Wagner Post, No. 31, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Independence, Mo., and of Paddy Shields Post, No. 36, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Clarence, Mo., relative to bounty, pensions, 
and back pay—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petition of citizens of Rock Island, IIl., relative 
to the manufacture of vinegar—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: Paper relative to the improvement of the har- 
bor at Darien, in the State of Georgia—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. NUTTING: Petition of John K. Post & Co. and others, in 
regard to amendments in regard to shipping—to the Select Committee 
on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of O. B. Bartlett, James N. Taylor, O. 
S. McDowell, and 1,805 others, ex-soldiers and citizens of Kansas, asking 
for the purchase of ten acres of ground near Baxter Springs, Kans., for 

- the purposes of a national cemetery, &c.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PIERCE: Petition of citizens of West Tennessee, for levees on 
the east bank of the Mississippi River, &c.—to the Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of ex-soldiers of Kentucky, relative 
to the equalization of bounties—to the Select Committee on Payment 
of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Petition for the relief of August Bohr—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROWELL: Petition of Knights of Labor of Bloomington, IL, 
ee to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign 

irs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Bloomington, Ill., relative to the 
manufacture of vin to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEWART: Memorial of the National Association for the 
Relief of Destitute Colored Women and Children—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: Pa ery be the claim of Albert V. 
Conway—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: Petition of the Board of Trade of Baltimore, 
Md., for a light-house off Smith’s Island, Cape Charles shoals—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WAIT: Petition of the Norwich and Worcester Railroad, for 
right to locate over land of the United States at New London, Conn.— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Papersrelating to the claim of Patrick Nash— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WEMPLE: Petition of citizens of New York city; of S. Ros- 
bach & Co., of New York city, and of the citizens of Fulton County, 
ar York, against the passage of bill H. R. 3617—to the Committee on 

atents. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Papers relating to the claim of Lewis W. 
Washington, deceased—to the Committee on War i 


SENATE. 
Monpay, February 18, 1884. 


Prayer by Rev. C. A. EvANs, of Atlanta, Ga. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


CREDENTIALS OF SENATOR FROM IOWA. 


Mr. WILSON. Ipresent the credentials of Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLI- 
son, Senator-elect from the State of Iowa, for the term commencing March 
4, 1885. In this connection I will state that owing to a doubt as to the 
proper construction of the statute of the United States regulating the 
election of Senators, it has been the custom of the General Assembly of 
Towa to hold two elections, one on the second Tuesday after the meeting 
and temporary organization of the General Assembly and the other 
on the second Tuesday after the permanent organization. Both of those 
elections have taken place and are certified in the credentials which I 
present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa presents the 
credentials of WILLIAM B. ALLISON, Senator-elect from the State of 
Towa, and explains the circumstance why two sets of credentials are 
presented. Each set of credentials will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the credentials, as follows: 

Tue STATE or Iowa, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
Des Moines, February 5, 1884. 
To the PRESIDENT pro tempore of the Senate of the United States : 

This will certify that, at a convention in joint assembly of the two houses of 
the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, a majority of all the members of 
each house be present, the same being the Legisl of said State chosen 
next preceding the ete of the term of Senator in Co: which 


on the 4th day of , A. D. 1879, and for which WILLIAM B. N Was ori 
inally chosen, held at 12 o'clock m. of Wednesday, the 23d day of January, 1 


it was found, upon reading the journals of the senate and house of representa- 
tiv rsspecaveiy; of said General Assembly, that each of said houses had on 
the day before, to wit, Tu y, the 22d day of January, A. D. 18%, the same 
being the second SPORCA after the meeting and temporary organization of said 
General Assembly, openly, by a viva voce vote of each member present, named, 
by a majority of all the votes therein, WILLIAM B, ALLISON, of Dubuque County, 
for Senator in Congress from said State: whereupon the said WILLIAM B. ALLI- 
sox was declared duly elected Senator in Congress from the State of Iowa for the 
term of six years beginning on the 4th day of March, A, D. 1885. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused to be affixed 
Done at Des Moines this 5th day of February, 1854. 

BUREN R. SHERMAN, 
Governor of Iowa, 


the great seal of the State. 


By the governor: 
J. A. T. HULL, 
Secretary of State. 
s STATE or Iowa, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
Des Moines, February 5, 1834. 
To the PresipEnt pro tempore of the Senate of the United States: 

This will certify that at a convention in joint assembly of the two houses of 
the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, a majority of all the members of 
each house being present, the same being the Legislature of said State chosen 
next preceding the expiration of the term of Senator in Congress which began 
on the 4th day of March, A. D, 1879, and for which WILLIAM B. ALLISON was ori; 
inally chosen, held at 12 o'clock m. of Wednesday, the 30th diy of January, 1884, 
it was found, upon reading the journals of the senate and house of representa- 
tives, respectively, of said General Assembly, that each of said houses had on 
the day before, to wit, Tuesday, the 29th day of January, A. D. 1834, the same 
being the second Tuesday after the meeting and Y pviragence organization of said 
General Assembly, openly, by a viva voce vote of each member present, named, 
by a majority of all the votes therein, WILLIAM B. ALLISON, of Dubuque County, 
for Senator in Congress from said State: whereupon the said WILLIAM B. ALLI- 
sox was declared duly elected Senator in Con, from the State of lowa for the 
term of six years beginning on the 4th day of March, A. D. 1885. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and caused to be affixed 
the great seal of the State. Done at Des Moines this 5th day of February, 1854, 

. BUREN R. SHERMAN 


Governor of Towa. 
By the governor : 
J. A. T. HULL, 
Secretary of State. 
ae PRESIDENT pro tempore. The credentials will be placed on 
e. 


Mr. GARLAND. There is no doubt that our distinguished friend 
has been well elected, and is well and thoroughly certified by the au- - 
thorities of Iowa; but the double sets of credentials suggest a difficulty 
in my mind that I want to have obviated, if it can be done. Thestate- 
ment made by the Senator from Iowa who presented the credentials 
shows that there is some difficulty there in the organization of the Leg- 
ecg in complying literally or substantially with the act of Congress 
of 1866. 

I move to refer the credentials—not of course raising any question as 
to the election of my friend—to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, with instructions to inquire as to what is the necessity of two sets 
of credentials, and if there is any difficulty in the law to suggest a 
remedy, and to report by bill or otherwise. I see there is some ques- 
tion by the presentation of the credentials of the Senator from Iowa, 
and necessarily there must be some trouble there in having two sets of 
credentials. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved by the Senator from 
Arkansas that the credentials be referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections with instructions to inquire into the circumstances and 
the state of the law bearing upon the subject of two sets of credentials. 

Mr. WILSON. This is not an exceptional case in the history of the 
election of United States Senators in Iowa. Ever since the passage of 
the act of 1866 regulating the election of United States Senators by the 
States a double election has been held in Iowa, growing out of the fact, 
as I before stated, that a doubt exists as to whether a temporary organi- 
zation comes within the meaning of the act of Congress. Supposing 
that such a construction might be given to that act, the Legislature has 
proceeded to elect on the second Tuesday after the meeting and tempo- 
rary organization of the General Assembly; and in order to meet a 
possible construction to the effect that the temporary organization would 
not be within the meaning of the law, they have proceeded on the 
second Tuesday after the permanent organization to elect again. The 
doubt is as to the construction of the law concerning the proper day on 
which the election should be held. Of course, under this mode of pro- 
cedure in our General Assembly, if it should be held that the second 
Tuesday after the meeting and temporary organization is the right day, 
the first election is good. If, on the other hand, it should be held that 
the second Tuesday after the meeting and permanent organization of 
the General Assembly is the day, then the second election is good, and 
in either event the statute of the United States is complied with. 

Mr. GARLAND. Itis not for any captious purpose or to raise any 
objection, I want the Senator to understand, that Imake the motion. I 
make it in absolute good faith. There is a difficulty arising from the 
statement made by the Senator from Iowa which might present itself 
to the Senate atsome time. Our distinguished friend is fortunate enough 
to have been elected twice. It might be, however, that some timeatter 
the meeting and permanent ization the Legislature might change 


its mind and might not be so fortunate or unfortunate as to elect the 
man who was first elected, and we should have two gentlemen here pre- 
senting credentials for the seat. Itis true it is well determined that when 
a Cotare ia elected it cannotrecall the election; the actis done; 
but then if they go on after the permanent organization and say: ‘We 
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will take another turn at this thing; our minds have changed,” bre 
might elect some person else, and we should be presented with a diffi- 
culty here at once. 

So it is best, I think, to have this matter looked into, and if the law 
can be so shaped as to explain this difficulty away we shall only have 
one set of credentials hereafter. For that reason I made the motion, 
not for the purpose of obstruction or for the purpose of throwing any 
difficulty in the way. 

Mr. WILSON. I quite agree with the Senator from Arkansas that 
this doubt should be resolved by such an amendment of the law, if an 
amendment be necessary, as will meet the case. Therefore I have no 
objection to the reference of the credentials to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections by way of giving them jurisdiction of the question, 
that they may examine and report such remedy as may be deemed nec- 
essary and proper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Arkansas to refer the credentials to the Com- 
mitee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in answer to a resolu- 
tion of the 6th instant, copies of the opinions of the Second Comptrol- 
ler in certain claims for longevity pay of naval officers under the act of 
August 5, 1882, and statements of the number and amounts of claims 
allowed by the Fourth Auditor and Second Comptroller under that act; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting, in answer to a resolution of the 6th instant, a 
report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office relative to the 
disposition of Silver Lake, in Caddo Parish, Louisiana, under the acts 
donating swamp lands to that State; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, communicating, in response toa resolution of the 22d ul- 
timo, information concerning the status and extent of certain lands in 
the Indian Territory, the necessity for keeping them in their present 
condition of occupancy, &e.; which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the letter, 
with the accompanying papers, except the map, which the Chair will 
not of his own motion direct to be printed or engraved, as it is expen- 
sive, will be printed and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
If the committee are of opinion that the map ought to be engraved, they 
can report upon the subject. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 3934) relating to recoveries for infringements of pat- 
ents was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PLATT. That bill passed the other House, as I remember, on 
the 23d of January. I should like to know why it has been so long 
in transmission to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not advised. It was 
received at the desk of the presiding officer at the time of the last sit- 
ting, but after the hour for its being laid before the Senate had gone by. 

Mr. PLATT. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

The motion was agreed to, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents a resolution of 
the Legislature of Ohio, concerning the subject of Government inspec- 
tion of pork, transmitted to the Chair by the governor of that State. The 
joint resolution will be read. 

The joint resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, as follows: 


Senate joint resolution relative to recommending to Congress a Government in- 
spection of pork in certain cases. 


JOHN G. WARWICK, 
of the Senate. 
Adopted February 5, 1884. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair nts another joint res- 
olution of the Legislature of the State of Ohio, on the subject of pen- 
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sions for prisoners in the late rebellion, transmitted to the Chair by the 
governor of that State. The joint resolution will be read. 
The joint resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, as follows: 
Joint resoluti esting Senato: d tatives in Co; to 
Si Ea tox sanvvore of TERA of the Heat duriag te ie rebsllion. 1o 


Whereas many Union soldiers, prisoners of war, were confined in Libby, An- 
dersonville, and other Southern prisons during the late war of the rebellion, and 
by reason of said imprisonment and the ae sufferings entailed thereby 
the general health and constitutional vitality of those who survived said impris- 
onment was so impai as to bring on a premature breaking down of general 


uested totransmit 
ese resolutions. 
A. D. MARSH, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
JOHN G. WARWICK, 
President of the Senate, 
Approved February 14, 1884. 


Mr. HARRISON. I present the petition of Bartlett Tripp and other 
citizens of the Territory of Dakota, a committee representing a conven- 
tion assembled at Sioux Falls on the 4th day of September last for the 
purpose of framing a constitution for that portion of the Territory lying 
south of the forty-sixth parallel. This committee present a memorial, 
accompanied by a copy of the constitution and other papers, asking Con- 
gress for admission as a State under the constitution framed. Imove 
that the petition and papers be referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have here resolutions adopted by Sion S. Bass 
Post, No. 40, Grand Army of the Republic, of Fort Wayne, Ind., and 
resolutions adopted by Gus. Abbott Post, No. 113, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Waymansville, Ind., in favor of certain relief measures, 
These resolutions are not framed precisely according to the rule, but as 
they distinctly ask for Congressional action Iask leave to present them, 
and move that they be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. > 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of members of Root Post, No. 58, 
Grand Army of the Republic, located at Denison, Iowa, praying Con 
to pass an act granting one hundred and sixty acres of land to each bare 
orably discharged United States soldier of the war for the Union; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Keokuk Typographical 
Union of Keokuk, Iowa, in favor of the enactment of such measures as 
will protect American artisans from foreign pauper contract labor; which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Lee Assembly, No. 2595, 
of the Order of Knights of Labor of North America, at a meeting in 
Keokuk, Iowa, in favor of the passage of such laws as will prevent the 


laboring masses from being brought into competition with imported 
pauper labor; which were referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 


He also presented resolutions adopted by the Iowa State Medical 
Society, favoring the erection of a substantial fire-proof building for the 
medical library and museum of the War Department; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I presenta preamble and resolutions of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of the city of Saint Paul, Minn., in the nature of a me- 
morial, remonstrating against the forfeiture by Congress of the grant of 
lands to the Northern Pacific Railroad. This is not formally addressed 
to either House of Congress, but from the body of the resolutions evi- 
dently the action was intended by that body as a petition to Congress, 
Such petitions have usually been referred to what committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS in the chair). The Chair 
is informed by the Secretary that similar resolutions have been referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McMILLAN. 
committee. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. [also present resolutions of the Board of Trade 
of Minneapolis, Minn., remonstrating against the forfeiture of the grant 
of lands to the Northern Pacific Railroad, both of these communica- 
tions having been received by me from the officers of the two stive 
organizations. I move that these resolutions be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Seattle, Wash., praying that that place be made a port of delivery 
for the collection district of Puget Sound; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of officers and members of the Board of 
Trade and business men of the city of Winona, Minn., praying for the 
establishment of Government telegraphic communication under the di- 


I move the reference of the resolutions to that 


1884. 
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rection and control of the Post-Office Department; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GIBSON presented a petition of citizens of New Orleans, La., 
praying for the establishment of a line of mail steamships between some 
port in the United States and some portin Liberia, on the coast of West- 
ern Africa; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WILSON. I present the petition of James McCallen, late pri- 
vate Company B, Seventh California Infantry Volunteers, praying for the 
passage of a bill placing him on the roll of invalid pensioners. I shall 
at the proper time introduce a bill in accordance with the prayer of the 
petition. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a memorial of the Erie (Pennsylvania) 
Board of Trade, remonstrating against the extension of the grain-shovel 
patents. As the bill on that subject has been reported favorably, I 
move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was to. » 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a petition of citizens of Kansas, concerning 
certain legislation abridging the rights of inventors. I move that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a resolution of the Board of Trade of the city 
of Topeka, Kans., in regard to the embargo now placed upon American 
pork in Germany and elsewhere. I ask that the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read if there 
be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
as follows: 

TOPEKA, KAns., February 7, 1884. 
Senator P. B. PLumn, Washington, D. C.: 4 


Sir: At a meeting of the Topeka Board of Trade, held 6th instant, I was in- 
structed to fo to our members of Conros, the following resolution: 

Whereas the Governments of Germany, ce, and Switzerland, in the in- 
terests and for the protection of their home-grown pork, have maligned the 
American hog and prohibited the importation of American pork into their re- 


spective countries: 
Resolved, That the Board of Trade of the city of Topeka ask our Senators and 
eè restriction of the impor- 


Representatives in Congress to pass proper laws for 
tation of all spirituous, malt, and alcoholic liquors into the United States, as 
they are well known to be vile compounds, detrimental to health, morals. and to 
our pockets; also of the importation of all woolens and all articles of luxury, 
from the aporo asien ognir: 5 
' ihe GEORGE D. HALE, 
Secretary Board of Trade, 

Mr. PLUMB presented a memorial adopted at the third annual en- 
campment of the Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, 
remonstrating against the abolition of pension agencies; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Kansas, praying that an 
appropriation be made for education in Alaska; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. PLATT. Ipresent some papers relating to the claim of Evelyn 
P. Low for a pension, and move that they be referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of the Saint Paul (Minnesota) 
Chamber of Commerce, in favor of the ratification of a treaty with the 
Sioux Indians for the opening up for settlement of the large tract of 
country in Dakota Territory, west of the Missouri River, known as the 
JERE reservation; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 

irs. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1385) to carry into effect the conclusion 
and recommendation of a board of rear-admirals convened under a joint 
resolution approved February 5, 1879, in the case of Capt. Henry Erben, 
United States Navy, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 

rt thereon. 

. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred a message of the President of the United States, commmunicat- 
ing a letter from the Secretary of the Interior upon the subject, reported 
a bill E 1564) providing for the allotment of lands in severalty to cer- 
tain Chippewa Indians of Lake Superior, residing in the State of Wis- 
consin, and granting patents therefor; which was read twice by its title, 
and, on motion of Mr. DAWES, recommitted to the Committee on In- 
dians Affairs. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 493) for the relief of C. S. Moss, asked to be di from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads; which was agreed to. ef 

Mr. PLUMB. The Committee on Public Lands have instructed me 
to report back the bill (8. 1355) to confirm the homestead entry of Hugh 
Foster adversely, for the reason that a bill in precisely the same lan- 

has already been reported upon by the committee favorably, and 
is = the Calendar. I move that this bill be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was a to. è 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom were 


referred the following bills, reported them severally adversely, and they 
were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 794) for the reclamation of arid and waste lands in certain 
Western States and Territories; and 

A bill (S. 1489) making appropriations for the repair, preservation, 
and completion of certain public works on reservoirs, mains, and laterals 
for irrigation and other purposes in the arid-land region of the United 
States. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Bufldings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 574) appropriating money 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a suitable building for 
the United States courts, post-office, and other Government oflices in 
the city of Winona, State of Minnesota, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1117) for the erection of a public building at Macon, Ga., reported 
it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
854) to provide for the erection of a public building in the city of Man- 
chester, in the State of New Hampshire, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1563) providing for the punishment of persons 
falsely personating officers and employés of the United States, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 210) donating to the city of Saint Louis, 
Mo., a certain strip of land for street purposes, reported it without 
amendment. 

DU PONT STATUE. 


Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds to report favorably without amendment the bill (S. 1490) 
to complete a statue of the late Rear-Admiral Samuel Francis Du Pont, 
United States Navy. > 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask for the present consideration of that bill. It 
is one in which I take strong personal interest, and I desire that the 
bill shall the Senate now in order that it may receive the early 
attention of the other House. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be reported for information. 

The bill was read; and by unanimous consent the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It appropriates 
$3,200, being the unexpended balanceofthe sum appropriated under an 
act entitled ‘‘An act making an appropriation for the base and pedestal 
of a monument to the late Rear-Admiral Samuel Francis Du Pont, 
United States Navy,” approved February 25, 1882, together with the 
further sum of $10,500 for the erection and completion of a statue of 
the late Rear-Admiral Samuel Francis Du Pont, United States Navy, to 
be placed in Du Pont Cirele, in the city of Washington. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 1565) for the admission of the 
State of Dakota into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HARRISON, This is the bill framed and submitted by the com- 
mittee whose memorial I presented. I move that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

The motion was agreed to. 
~ Mr. HARRISON also introduced a bill (S. 1566) granting a pension 
to Martha Bastin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1567) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a railroad bridge across the Saint Croix River, in the States of 
Wisconsin and Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORGAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1568) for the relief of 
the Florence Masonic Lodge, No. 14, at Florence, Ala.; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1569) to provide for carrying on the 
improvements and repairs of rivers and harbors by contracts; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1570) for the re- 
lief of H. K. Belding; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 1571) granting a pension to James 
McCallen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1572) to encourage Indian 
education in the Territory of Dakota; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1573) to reimburse George S. Fisher for 
losses sustained by fire in Japan November 26, 1866; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 


1178 


Mr. WALKER introduced a bill (S. 1574) to provide for the sale of 
the Cherokee reservation in the State of Arkansas; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1575) to provide for the payment to 
the legal representatives of Arvah Hopkins, deceased, of the rent of cer- 
tain property in Tallahassee, Fla., for the use of the Army; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file relating to the case, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1576) for the relief of Adelicia 
Cheatham; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers and the papers on file relating to the case, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GARLAND introduced a bill (S. 1577) to provide for the bring- 
ing of suits by citizens of the United States against the Government 
thereof in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1578) to amend the charter of 
the National Soldiers and Sailors’ Orphans’ Home, and in relation to 
the assets thereof; which was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ithinkit had better go to the Judiciary Committee. 
It contemplates the transfer of trust funds and the winding up of a 
corporation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 1579) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri river at or near Decatur, Burt 
County, Nebraska; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, introduced a bill (S. 1580) for the relief of 
John H. Kinkead, of Nevada, and others; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 62) for 
the relief of Edwin B. Hay; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Chair to designate the commit- 
tee to which the joint resolution should be referred. It has reference 
to a claim for pay as a witness in a contested-election case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


That the on the files of the Senate in the case of John M. Me- 
cue} S, 1581, fo! Se tifth Congress and 8. 672, forty-seventh Congress) be re- 
ferred to Senate Committee on Finance. 


SPECIAL MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS. 


Mr. PIKE. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its immedi- 
ate consideration: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to employ and to pay from the contingent fund of the = 
ate at the usual rate of compensation a special messenger for the Committee on 
Claims during the absence upon official business of the regular messenger of 
that committee. 


The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Chair thinks the resolution should, 
under the rule, be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. PIKE. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. JACKSON was excused from further service on the Committee on 
the Improvement of the Mississippi River on his own motion. 


REMOVAL OF CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOYES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further ‘‘ concurrent 

or other resolutions” the order of morning business is closed. The 

ding bill on the Calendar under the eighth rule of the Senate will 
bonno 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. May I ask what has become of the resolu- 
tion offered by me eight or ten days ago, and which is still pending on 
the Calendar of morning business? The Senator from Michigan [ Mr. 
CoNGER] had the floor at the time the resolution was last under con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that under the 
ruling of the President pro tempore the resolution took its place upon 
the Calendar of General Orders, subject to action when it is reached, 
or it may be called up by a majority of the Senate at any time. : 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have no intention of calling it up this 
morning. I only made the inquiry so as to know its status. 

Mr. CONGER. Has there been any decision from the Chair upon 
that particular resolution as to its status? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution ha been under dis- 
cussion on a former day and undetermined, it was held, under the di- 
rection of the President pro tempore, that it took its place on the Calen- 
dar of General Orders at the foot of the Calendar of that day. It will 
be found as Order of Business No. 192. 

Mr. CONGER. I had heard no statement of that at the time its con- 
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sideration was terminated by the expiration of the morning hour, and 
I stated to the Chair that I held the floor until the next morning. Other 
business intervening, the resolution has been passed over from day to 
day. I suppose under the rule of business in the morning hour the 
discussion of a resolution which belongs in the morning hour comes up 
as the business of the next morning, as other resolutions have done from 
day to day, subject to be called up at any time when resolutions are 
considered. I do not care particularly abent calling up that resolution 
this morning, but I insist that it has its place, and that under the rules 
it has no other place except to come up whensuch resolutions are being 
considered. 

I call the attention of the present occupant of the chair to this matter 
to ascertain its condition, not for the purpose of affecting that case this 
morning, but it is important, I think, that we should know that a res- 
olution under discussion, cut off by reason of the termination of the 
morning hour, should be taken up the next day when the order of res- 
olutions is reached, and continued until it is concluded or the business 
ofethat hour has been finished. It would be the first business under 
the order of resolutions the next morning. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheChairwouldsuggest to the Senator 
from Michigan that there is nounfinished business of the morning houx. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Michigan will allow me, as this 
resolution took its place on the Calendar on the day after it was being 
considered in the morning hour under the construction of the new rules 
by the President pro tempore of the Senate, I suggest to him, if he de- 
sires to raise the question of order, that he do so at some time when the 
President pro tempore, who made the order placing the resolution upon 
the Calendar in its present position, is himself in the chair. 

Mr. CONGER. That is what I proposed to do this morning, and I 
called the attention of the present occupant of the chair to the matter 
so that there should be no decision finally upon that question, but that 
the resolution might come up at some time. It hasnot been brought 
up in any public order of business, for I have been present continuously 
during the morning hour until this morning. It was not brought up 
the next morning, and has not been to this time. There has been no 
decision of that disposition of the resolution publicly announced, nor 
has the question been raised since the resolution was last under discus- 
sion. I have told gentlemen who applied to me in regard to it that the 
resolution had its place, inmy judgment, being cut off by the arrival of 
2 o’clock, whenever the order of resolutions was reached the next day, 
or the next, or at any time, and I still think that should be the proper 
construction of the rule. 

I do not press it this morning, but make these remarks thatattention 
may be called to it and a decision made by the Chair which shall apply 
to other cases as well as this hereafter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would state that the reso- 
lution is subject to the order of a majority of the Senate at any time 
between now and 2 o’clock. 

Mr. CONGER. But as I understand there has been no time when 
the resolution has come up in any order; and that not by either the 
public direction of the President of the Senate or by the action of the 
Senate has it been placed on the Calendar. 

ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. Nodecision has been made by the Pres- 
ident pro tempore and no action has been taken by the Senate. The 
officer whose duty it is to make up the Calendar placed the resolution 
in its present position under the direction of the President pro tempore. 

Mr. CONGER. Both the action of the officer and that of the Presi- 
dent pro tempore was, in my judgment, a departure from the proper rule 
of the Senate. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has no share in that con- 
troversy. 

Mr. CONGER. As the present occupant of the chair did not make’ * 
the direction, I will reserve my criticism upon it until the President of 
the Senate is present himself. 


UNION METALLIC CARTRIDGE COMPANY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the pend- 
ing bill on the Calendar under Rule VIII, being Senate bill No. 420. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ata previous sitting of the Senate I objected to the 
consideration of the bill (S. 399) for the relief of Albert H. Emery for 
the p of having an opportunity to examine the report, not at all 
for the purpose of defeating its passage by the objection. While I am 
not prepared to vote for the bill, atthe same time I desire to withdraw the 
objection, in order that it may take its former place, if that be proper, 
for consideration under Rule VIII. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Patents to the bill (S. 420) for the relief of 
the Unioy Metallic Cartridge Company. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 420) for the relief of the Union Metallic Cartridge 
Company, the pending question being on the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Patents to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized and directed 
to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise a riated, the sum 
of $30,702.60 to the Union Metallic Cartridge Company, of Bridgeport, Conn. for 
the use by the Government of their patented machines for heading cartridge- 
cases. 


\ 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has been read at length, and 
the question is on the amendment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. PLATT. When this bill was under consideration on Friday the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] asked to be referred to the case 
which bad been adjudicated between this claimant and private parties, 
in which the rate of compensation had been established. The bill was 
reported by the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM], who had the 
papers, and who I supposed would explain the case to the Senate, if 
explanation was necessary. The Senator from New York is absent now 
by direction of the Senate, but I believe that I am familiar enough with 
the circumstances of the case to make an explanation. The bill was 
reported at the last session in the same shape that it is reported this 
year, but was not reached on the Calendar. 

There is no question in this case but that the claimant has a valid 
patent. The Government has never questioned it. The Government 
has been using this patent at the Frankford arsenal. The only ques- 
tion which has ever arisen between the Government and this claimant 
is as to the amount of compensation which he should receive for the use 
of his patent. That compensation has been, as the committee think, 
conclusively settled in a case brought by this claimant, the Union Me- 
tallic Cartridge Company, against the United States Cartridge Company 
in the circuit court for the district of Massachusetts. The case was de- 
fended by Mr. Benjamin F. Butler, who, I believe, is also the principal 
party in interest in the United States Cartridge Company, and was very 
thoroughly tried and the whole question of damages very thoroughly 
gone into. I hold in my hand the report of the master, setting out the 
details of the damages in that case. The report of the master was ob- 
jected to by the defendant, Benjamin F. Butler. It was argued at great 
length before Judge Lowell and Mr. Justice Clifford—Judge Lowell of 
the circuit court of Massachusetts and Mr. Justice Clifford of the United 
States Supreme Court sitting with him. That rt was sustained in 
the case which is reported in the seventh volume of Federal Reporter. 
The concluding clause in the opinion is this: 

I have considered all the other points presented, but do not find it necessary 
to refer to them in detail. I do not find that either the original decree or the 
master’s report has been successfully assailed, and I affirm the finding of profits 
as assessed at $40,367.26, - 

In making up the damages in this case the same rule has been adopted 
that was adopted by the master in that case; thesame rule is applied to 
the Government in ascertaining what damages it should pay to the 
patentee as was adopted in that case, and I am very sure that the cal- 
culation is correct and accurate. There is no doubt, the law is well 
settled, that the United States if it uses an invention is liable to the 
same measure of damages that an individual is liable to for the use of 
an invention. That is certainly decided in the fifth volume of Nott & 
Huntington’s Court of Claims Reports in the case of William Wheeler 
Hubbell against the United States. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Patents. 

‘The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concu: in. ‘ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

REPRESSION OF OPIUM TRAFFIC. 

The bill (S. 1158) to provide for the execution of the porem of 
article 2 of the supplemental commercial treaty of November 17, 1880, 
between the United States and China, for the repression of the opium 
traffic, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Since that bill was reported I have 
received through the State Department, from the representative of the 
United States at Pekin, certain information which renders it necessary 
that this bill be amended in two or three particulars. The amend- 
ments are important, and, although I have them drawn up, I do not de- 
sire to offer them without their first being passed upon by the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. I therefore ask that this bill be passed over 
without prejudice until these amendments can be submitted to the 
committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California asks that 
the bill be passed over informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and that order is made. 


KINSEY B. CECIL. 


The bill (S. 355) toconfirm the title to certain lands in Platte County, 
Missouri, and authorize patents to be issued to Kinsey B. Cecil was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that George Smith, on the 9th of April, 1862, 
made entry at the United States land office at Boonville, Mo., of certain 
land situated in the county of Platte, which is described; that Joseph 
Meyer, on the 9th of April, 1862, made entry at the land office at Boon- 
ville, Mo., of certain other described land; and that the purchase-money 
for these fractions of land is still retained by the Government of the 
United States, and the lands have long since passed into the hands of 
innocent purchasers, who have occupied the same, paid taxes, and made 
valuable improvements thereon, haying bad no notice that the entries 
had been canceled until recently; therefore the bill confirms the entries, 


and directs patents to be issued to Kinsey B. Cecil, the assignee of 
George Smith and Joseph Meyer. 

Mr. GARLAND. Is there a report in the case? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no printed report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no printed report. The recitals in the 
bill are established by the records of the Land Office. These two par- 
ties entered these fractions of land, about twenty acres altogether, a long 
time ago, and they were sold and conveyed to Mr. Cecil and are now 
in his hands. Some defects in the original entries were discovered in 
the Land Office and the entries were suspended. Thisis simply to con- 
firm them. ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


HUGH FOSTER. 


The bill (S. 289) to confirm the homestead entry of Hugh Foster was 
considered as in Committe of the Whole. It proposes to confirm Hugh 
Foster’s homestead entry numbered 1790, made at the United States 
land office at Marquette, Mich., March 22, 1879, under authority of the 
instructions of the Commissioner of the General Land Office to the local 
officers dated July 2, 1878, and recommended for confirmation by special 
act of Congress by the Secretary of the Interior in the decision on the case 
yendered November 18, 1881. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN WAISHKEY, JR. 


The bill (S. 290) to confirm the homestead entry of John Waishkey, 
jr., was. considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to con- 
firm the homestead entry numbered 1828, made at the United States 
land office at Marquette, Mich., May 8, 1879, by John Waishkey, jr., 
under authority of the instructions of the Commissioner of the General. 
Land Office dated July 2, 1878. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE K. OTIS. 


The bill (S. 639) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue to 
George K. Otis duplicates of certain land-warrants lost while in the pos- 
session of the officers of the Government was considered as in Commit- 
teeof the Whole. It provides for issuing to George K. Otis duplicates of 
three Porterfield land-warrants, issued in pursuance of the act of Con- 
gress approved April 11, 1860, numbered 16, 17, and 120, respectively, 
upon satisfactory proof of ownership and loss of the same. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, in line 9, after the word ‘‘same,’’ to insert : 

And the execution of a bond, with good and sufficient sureties in double the 
market value of the warrants so to be issued, to be approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior, conditioned to indemnify the United States the presen- 
tation by an innocent holder of the alleged lost warrants. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH F. WILSON. í 

The bill (S. 442) for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the issue to Joseph F. 
Wilson, of Peoria, Ill., or his legal representatives or assigns, of a num- 
ber of warrants equal to eighty acres in tracts not less than the sub- 
divisions provided for in the United States land laws, to be located by 
Wilson or his legal representatives or assigns on any of the unoccupied 
and unappropriated public lands of the United States subject to pre- 
emption or homestead entry, in lieu of the west half of the northeast 
quarter of section 19, in township 35 north, of range 5 west, situate in 
Porter County, Indiana, which tract of land was entered by and patented 
to Josiah Smith, of Macon County, Missouri, under and by virtue of the 
provisions of the acts of Congress approved June 8, 1872, and March 3, 
1873, relating to additional homesteads, and by Josiah Smith, after his 
entry, sold and conveyed to Wilson. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, in line 12, after the word ‘‘homestead,’’ to strike out 
“entry ° and insert ‘‘settlement.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator reporting the bill 
if the warrant to be issued is of the same character and force and value 
as the one which was located. 

Mr. PLUMB. Itis to the same effect exactly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Some warrants are much more valuable than 
others, being locatable on different kinds of land. If this is ef the same 
character as the one first located by Josiah Smith, all right. 

Mr. PLUMB. This is a case where a man made an entry upon a val- 
uable piece of land in the State of Indiana, where it was held by the 
court that a prior entry, although it had been suspended, was a valid 
entry, and the man who had entered last, although he had a patent, 
held in trust for the man who had made the former entry. This man 
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was therefore displaced from a very valuable holding. He is now to 
get simply eighty acres of land of the public domain, from such as is 
subject to homestead settlement, to replace it. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I will an amendment, in line 34, after 
name ‘‘ Josiah Smith,” to insert ‘‘or any one claiming under him;’’ so 
as to read: 

And the lands taken, selected, and located as authorized and provided for by 
this act shall be in full satisfaction of bout Ponce: right, or benefit which the said 
Josiah Smith, or any one claiming under may have, or may have had, under 
and by virtue of the provisions of said acts of Congress. 

Mr. PLUMB. There can be no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is first on the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


QUORUM OF SUPREME COURT. 


The bill (S. 309) to amend section 673 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States relating to the quorum of the Supreme Court of the 
United States was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GARLAND. This bill was reported by myself from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. There is no objection that I am aware of to 
the first clause of the bill, making a majority of the Supreme Court 
constitute a quorum, instead of six, as now required, there being nine in 
all. It has been found sometimes very difficult to have a quorum here 
at the time fixed by law for the meeting of the Supreme Court, and we 
haveadopted in this bill the usual meaning of the word ‘‘ quorum,” that 
a majority shall constitute a quorum. 

To the second provision of the bill when it was reported before there 
was some objection; that is, that no judge of the Supreme Court shall 
sit on an appeal in a case that he had passed upon in the court below. 
That elicited some little debate before and the question was not then 
disposed of. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] who is now 
absent from the Senate under direction of the body is opposed to that pro- 
vision of the bill, and I do not feel myself at liberty to ask the Senate 
to consider it in his absence, knowing his opposition to it; but in agree- 
ing that the bill be passed over on the Calendar I notify the Senate that 
on his return I shall ask that the bill be taken up and acted upon, be- 
cause it is an important bill in both of the aspects it presents. I now 
ask that it be passed over, in view of the absence of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, without prejudice. : 

Mr. VEST. Ido not want to be guilty of any discourtesy to any 
brother Senator, but the question to which the Senator from Arkansas 
alludes was discussed elaborately in the Senate when we had the Davis 
bill before us, for I had the honor of offering an amendment then which 
met the opposition of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], and 
the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM] made an elaborate argu- 
ment upon it, The amendment to the bill was adopted I think by a 
majority of eighteen, and it is hardly to be supposed that the Senate 
of the United States has changed its opinion on as important a question 
as this or that its opinion could be changed by any argument which 
could be made by any absent Senator. In view of the importance of 
the question and its having been discussed heretofore, I think the bill 
ought to be passed. 

Mr.GARLAND. I perfectlyagree with everything the Senator from 
Missouri says. The committee were unanimous except the Senator 
from Massachusetts. A separate bill was reported before and is re- 

now, and we only carry out the provision already in the statutes 
as to district judges; but, knowing the opposition of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, I thought as there were some new Senators in since the 
question was up before that it would be well and courteous to him that 
the Senate pass the bill overinformally. It is trueas the Senator from 
Missouri says that by a very significant majority this provision was in- 
corporated in the courtof appeals bill, as it was called, presented by the 
late Senator from Illinois, Judge Davis. 

Under all the circumstances I prefer that in the absence of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts the bill should go over, and I will call it up 
when he returns. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the bill being 

over, retaining its place on the Calendar? The Chairhears none. 
The next bill will be reported. 


COURT TERMS IN TEXAS. 


The bill (S. 802) to fix and render certain the terms of the United 
States circuit and district courts in the eastern and northern districts 
of Texas was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an 
amendment to insert as an additional section the following: 

Sec. 3. That this act shall take effect from and after the Ist day of July next. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

RIGHTS OF CITIZENS. 

The next bill in order was the bill (S. 15) to provide for the further 
protection of citizens of the United States and others against the viola- 
— of certain rights secured to them by the Constitution of the United 

tates. 

Mr. GARLAND. Without waiting for the reading of that bill, I will 
state that it will excite considerable debate when it comes before the 
Senate. Iam as ready to consider it now as at any time; but the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] who reported it is absent, and 
I ask that it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is objected to, and goes over 
under the rule. 

MARITIME LIENS, 

The bill (S. 415) regulating maritime liens and remedies and to se- 
cure uniformity in the enforcement of the rights of material-men in 
courts of admiralty, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That bill has been reported adversely, and I object 
to its consideration. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM] who 
introduced that bill is absent. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over under 
the rule. 

ALONZO GESNER. 


The bill (S. 265) for the relief of Alonzo Gesner was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to approve for payment, if on examination he finds the surveys 
were made in accordance with the report and approval of the surveyor- 
general of the State of Oregon of date December 1, 1877, certain sur- 
veys of the public lands made by Deputy Surveyor Alonzo Gesner, 
amounting to fifty-four miles and three and nine hundredths chains of 
township-lines, and three hundred miles and sixty-one and ninety-two 
hundredths chains of section-lines, at the rate of $7 per mile for town- 
ship and $6 per mile for section-lines, amounting in all to $2,182.91. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

UNIVERSITY OF ALABAMA. 


The bill (S. 503) to increase the endowment of the University of Ala- 
bama from the public lands in said State was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. PUGH. Iask that that bill be passed over without losing its 
place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the bill being 

over without prejudice? „The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MORGAN subsequently said: A bill was passed over in my ab- 
sence from the Senate Chamber. Will that bill retain its place on the 
Calendar for to-morrow? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can call it up now if he 


desires. 

Mr. MORGAN, I prefer to call it up to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can have that arrange- 
ment made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 503) to 
increase the endowment of the University of Alabama from the public 
lands in said State, which was passed over without prejudice, may be 
called up to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection that order 
will be made. The Chair hears none. 


TIMBER ON MENOMONEE LANDS. 


The bill (S. 460) to authorize the sale of timber on certain lands re- 
served for the'use of the Menomonee tribe of Indians, in the State of 
Wisconsin, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GARLAND. That seems to be a long bill, and the Senator who 
reported it [Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin] is absent. 

Mr. DAWES. I hardly think there can be the slightest objection to 
the bill. It seems to be very necessary. 

Mr. GARLAND. I have no-objection myself, but I saw that the 
Senator reporting it was absent. 

Mr. DAWES. If itinvolves any debate, of course it can go over, but 
the committee examined the matter fully. 

Mr. GARLAND. Very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. CAMERON, 
of Wisconsin, January 22, 1884: £ 
The Committee on Indian to whom was referred the bill (S. 460) to 
authorize the sale of timber on certain lands reserved for the use of the Menom- 
onee tribe of Indians in the State of Wisconsin, haye considered the same, and 

report thereon as follows: 

e remnant of the Menomonee tribe of Indians are located on a reservation 
situate in Shawano County, in the State of Wisconsin. The reservation is sur- 
rounded by timber lands, which are rapidly being settled upon. A portion of 
t ber. Th has been 


he reservation is covered with valuable pe timber. e jon 
surveyed into allotments, and many of allotments have been settled upon 
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by Indians. They have been partly cleared, and are cultivated to some extent 


by the Indians, Fires from outside the reservation and fires that originated on 
the reservation are injuring the pine timber year by It is estimated that 
at least one-quarter of all t ine on the reservation been destroyed by fires 
during the last five years, and it is only a question of time when the whole of it 
will be destroyed unless it can be cut and utilized soon. 

This bill pro to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to have the timber 
on the reservation appraised by two or more disinterested appraisers in eighty- 
acre lots, It also provides that this appraisal shall be filed in the land office at 
Menasha, Wis., that being the land rict in which the reservation is situate, 
and that such appraisal shall be open for public inspection for at least sixty days 
before the time og ape for the sale of the timber; also, that one copy of such 
appraisal shall be filed with the Secretary of the Interior. 

e bill further provides that the sale of the timber shall be advertised for not 
less than two months in three newspapers having general circulation in the 
State. The bill also authorizes the Secretary of the Interior, if he deems it for 
the best interests of the Indians, to employ the Indians to cut the timber and 
haul the same to the bank of the rivers; that after the timber is so cut by the In- 
dians it shall be advertised, and, after due notice, sold to the highest bidder, at 
such time and place as the Secretary of the Interior may designate. 

If the } ean not besold fora price which the Secretary of the Interior deems 
sagneta eis then authorized to cause them to berun down the rivers to market 
and sold in the manner he deems best for the interest of the Indians. 

It is estimated that the amountof pine now on the reservation is about 150,000,- 
000 feet, and that it would sell, standing in thetree,atSathousand. This would 
amount to $750,000. The bill provides for an appropriation of $5,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to pay the sy ey of survey and appraisal, which 
sum shall be reimbursed to the Treasury from the proceeds of the first sale of 


timber, and the residue of said proceeds shall be paid to or funded for the bene-. 


fit of said tribe, in such manner as the President, with theassent of the chiefsand 
headmen of said tribe, may determine. The number of Indians now onthe rés- 
ervation, as appears by the last report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, is 


ithe committee are of the opinion that it would be for the interest of the In- 
dians that the timber be sold and the p) inv for their benefit as pro- 
vided in the bill, and therefore report back the bill with amendments, and 
recommend that it do pass as 

Amend as follows: 

In line 14, section 1, and following, strike out the words “and shall be made 
with the express understanding that the tops and refuse of the timber to be cut 
shall be reserved for the sole use and be: of the said Menomonee Indians.” 

In line 6, section 2, strike out the words ** within the Green Bay agency.” 
Pgh enced Bs ates 12, section 2, strike out the words “and the tops and reluse of 

Inline 18, section 2, strike out the words “ within the Green Bay agency.” 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 14, after the word ‘‘ butt,” 
to strike out the words ‘‘and shall be made with the express under- 
standing that the tops and refuse of the timber to be cut shall be re- 
served for the sole use and benefit of the said Menomonee Indians.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, who understands this matter, why it is that this reservation is 
stricken out? Why ought not the Indians to have that refuse? 

Mr. DAWES. This bill passed the Senate last year in precisely the 
shape it is now reported, with the exception of this amendment. It 
was thought in committee that this provision of the bill was not only 
useless to the Indian, would be of no practical benefit to him, but that it 
would be a temptation to go in and by means of this material kindle 
fires and destroy timber. It was the belief of the committee that it 
would not be of any practical benefit to the Indian, and all the lumber- 
men who propose to purchase timber under the restrictions of this bill 
advised us that it was not only useless to the Indian but rather dele- 
terious and dangerous. That was the reason the clause was stricken 
out. The committee had not a particle of choice about it. They put 
it in last year, but through the advice of the Senators from Wisconsin 
and those who are acquainted with the lumber business it is now stricken 
out. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 3, after the word ‘‘news- 
papers,” to strike out ‘‘of the said district’’ and insert ‘‘ published in 
the State of Wisconsin and;’’ and in line 5, after the word ‘‘cireula- 
tion,” to insert ‘‘in said State;’’ in line 7, after “‘ Interior,” to strike 
out ‘‘ within the Green Bay agency;’’ in line 12, after the word “butt,” 
to strike out ‘‘and the tops and refuse of the timber are” and insert 
**is:?? and in line 19, after “‘ Interior,” to strike out ‘‘ within the Green 
Bay agency;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Src. 2. That the timber appraised as aforesaid shall be advertised for sale by 


notice of not lessthan two months, to be poet in at least three let mm aren 
published in the State of Wisconsin and having general circulation in said Sta 
and shall be offered at public auction, atsuch suitable place as may be designa: 
wee Secretary of the Interior, to the highest bidder, in lots of not exceedin 
ighty acres, but shall not be sold for less the appraised value thereof. Sai 
notice shall state, and the timber be offered forsale with the express understand- 
ing that growin timber of less than twelve inches in diameter at the butt is not to 
be included in the sale. All of said timber rena: outa unsold at the expiration 
of one year after it shall have been offered as afo! d may, if the Secretary of 
the Interior shall deem it for the best interests of the Indians, be agai 
tised and offered at [mews auction, at such suitable place as may be d 
by a Secretary of the Interior, at not less than the appraised value thereof, and 
Il in all cases be sold for cash only. The Secretary of the Interior may give 
such time for the removal of said ticaber as in his judgment seems proper, not 
ex: ing ten years, ‘ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
SOUTHERN UTE INDIANS. 
The bill (S. 242) to provide agricultural lands forthe Southern Band 


n adver- 


of Ute Indians in lieu of lands heretofore provided for allotment to them 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SALLY MALLORY. 


The bill (S. 1056) granting an increase of pension to Sally Mallory was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the 
Secretary of the Interior to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sally Mallory, 
widow of B. Mallory, late a soldier in the Revolutionary war and the 
war of 1812, and to pay her a pension hereafter at the rate of $30 per 
month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let the report be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know some reason for that; let 
the report be read. 

TheSecretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. VAN WxckK 
January 22, 1884: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill granting a pen- 
sion to Sally Mallory, have examined the same, and report: 

‘That Sally Mallory has been for many years, and is now, on the pension-list, 
receiving $ per month, as widow of Benajah Mallory, a soldier in the Revolu- 
tionary war, in which he served three years; that he also served during the 
war of 1812, and was under Harrison at Lundy’s Lane. She is now over ninet 
years of age, and has been for a long time supported by an axon son, who 
over seventy years of age, and has in fact not the means to furnish her such sup- 

rt as her age requires, Your committee therefore recommend the passage of 

mate bill No. 1056, 

Mr. PLATT. I dislike very much to oppose the passage of any bill 
which has been reported by the Committee on Pensions; but if I un- 
derstand this bill, it is inaugurating a new practice in Congress, and I 
think it ought not to inly not until it is fully explained, 
and until we are informed whether we are to increase the pensions of 
all widows who are needy. 

For one, I think if there is to be any general increase in any of the 
pensions which are granted, it ought to apply to the widows of sol- 
diers who were killed in the recent war or who died from wounds re- 
ceived or disease contracted in the recent war. I know of no pension 
so inadequate to the support of the person receiving it as the $8 per 
month which is given to the widows of private soldiers. Here is a bill 
which proposes to pension the widow of one soldier at $30 per month. 
Unless some very good L ernas can be shown why this widow should 
be thus favored when all the other widows of private soldiers are only 
receiving $8 per month, I should hardly be prepared to favor the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know from the Senator reporting 
this bill what reasons there are for the passage of this bill giving this 
lady $30 a month that would not apply to any old lady. This lady it 
seems is ninety-odd years old; and it is proposed to give her $30 a 
month. It is a question of pure sympathy, and there is neither jus- 
tice nor right in it. It is a gross injustice and wrong to thousands and 
thousands of widows and orphans in this country. It is a discrimina- 
tion against thousands and thousands of persons more destitute and 
needy than this person. It is simply a case gotten up of sympathy. 
We have been appealed to here to grant this pension perchance be- 
cause this lady is ninety years old. There are to-day 10,000 widows 
in the United States more destitute and more needy than this one, and 
many of them are only receiving $8 a month, while this one is to get 
$30 a month; quite as much as an able-bodied man working in the Sen- 
ator’s State gets for his wages, and upon that he has to support his wife 
and children. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hourof 2 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which is the 
bill (S. 1155) to provide for the issue of circulating notes to national 
banking associations. 

MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 

Mr. LOGAN. Before that bill is taken up Iask unanimous consent 

that we act upon the resolution which I now offer: 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would suggest that sim- 
ilar resolutions offered hitherto have gone to the Committee on Con- 
tingent Expenses under the rule. That order will be made in this case 
if there is no objection. 

Mr. PLATT. I think there are several committees that ought to 
have special messengers; but it is a matter to be considered. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have no objection to the reference. I only state 
that the reason I offer the resolution is thatthe Committee on Military 
Affairs in the number of bills has many more than other committees. 
We have no messenger, and one has to be detailed from the labor-list, 
which makes it very inconvenient. We should like to have one whom 
we can rely upon at all times. That is the reason I offer the resolu- 
tion. I have no objection to its going to the Contingent Expenses Com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
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NATIONAL-BANK CIRCULATION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1155) to provide for the issue of circulating notes to 
national banking associations, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. PLUMB to insert, as an additional section, the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 2. That whenever the circulation of any national bank, or any portien 
thereof, shall be surrendered, the Secretary of the Treasury shall thereupon issue 
an equivalent amount of Erea, notes of the denominations now provided by 
law for national-bank notes. Sai notes shall be deposited in the Treas- 


and paid out as other moneys kept for the discharge of the obligations of the 
pe riad poar They shall be Ahia for salaries and for all dues to the Gov- 


ernnent, including duties on imports; shall be a legal tender between national get 


banks and for all debts due to any national bank ; shall be redeemable in coin, 
as the legal-tender notes of the United States now are; and when received into 
the Treasury fhey shall be reissued, and when mutilated or worn they be 
replaced in the same manner as now provided by law for said | -tender notes. 
The coin held in the Treasury at the date of the passage of act for the re- 
demption of the legal-tender notes of the Government shall also be applicable 
to the redemption of the Treasury notes herein provided for; and such coia re- 
serve may from time to time be increased by adding thereto other sums from 
payments made into the „İn the discretion of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury: Provided, That the total amount of said coin reserve shall never be less than 
25 per cent, nor more than 30 per cent. of the total amount of legal-tender and 
notes outstanding. 


Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I desire to make a brief statement of 
the reasons that influence my vote for the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. If that amendment fails I shall vote for 
the bill of the committee as an experiment, which is not likely to 
amount to more than atemporary expedient. No country in the world 
can boast a better currency than the United States. The present vol- 
ume of circulation is made up of $346,681,016 in legal-tender - 
backs and $348,925,009 in national-bank notes, and silver certificates 
$110,137,051, and gold certificates $101,250,620, amounting in the 
aggregate to a fraction under $1,000,000,000. This volume of paper 
currency is supplemented and supported, in round numbers, by about 
$400,000,000 in gold and silver. It possesses all the valuable qualities 
of a well-adjusted and mixed currency. It is made up of elements ap- 
proaching equality in amount, in uniformity, and publicconfidence, and 
constitutes an admirable system of checks and balances. 

We are in full view of the dangers of contraction, and it is conceded 
to be the imperative duty of Congress to make immediate provision 
against this impending evil. Two hundred and one million of the na- 
tional-bank circulation is founded on 3 per cent. bonds now payable at 
the option of the Government. If the surplus revenue derived from 
taxation is not to be reduced to the wants of the Government itis man- 
ifest the national-bank circulation must be reduced over two hundred 
millions in about two years. The experienced financier the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] estimates that the contraction may 
amount to $2,000,000 per week, and with reasonable certainty to $50,- 
000,000 or $60,000,000 per annum. Such a sudden contraction of our 
paper circulation would necessarily produce serious and widespread de- 

ents in our business relations and industrial pursuits. 

How shall these dangers of contraction be‘averted? There are four 
remedies before the Senate. The bill of the Finance Committee; the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]; the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], known as the Buckner amend- 
ment, not unlike the Plumbamendment in substance; the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], and the substitute of my 
colleague [Mr. MorGANn]. I shall only deal with the bill of the com- 
mittee and the amendment thereto of the Senator from Kansas. 

The merits of the committee bill have been clearly and forcibly pre- 
sented by Senators BECK, BAYARD, and MCPHERSON. The substance 
of the committee bill is an increase of 10 per cent. in the amount of 
circulation to which the national banks are now entitled upon their 
bonds deposited in the Treasury as a security for their notes. Thisin- 
crease of 10 pér cent. it is expected will be a sufficient inducement to 
the national banks to purchase the 4 and 4} percents at the present 
high premium and substitute them for the 3 percents as fast as they 
may be called by the Government. 

It is admitted that there are two of contraction. One from 
the payment of the 3 percents, and the other from the withdrawal of 
the 4 and 4} percents by the banks to enable them to realize the high 
premium at which they are now selling in the market. The success of 
the committee bill depends entirely upon the sufficiency of the induce- 
ment in the way of greater profits to the banks offered to them by the 
additional 10 per cent. of circulation. Can there be any well-founded 
expectation that the effect claimed by its supporters will follow the pas- 
sage of the committee bill? I understand it to be a fact that the banks 
are now four millions short of the circulation to which they are entitled 
on the deposited bonds. With the greater profits of circulation in the 
past, and an issue short of what the banks had a right to make it, is it 
likely that 10 per cent. increase in the amount of circulation is to oper- 
ate as a greater inducement to increase or even to preserve the present 
volume in the future, when the profits of the circulation are less than in 
the past? I feel constrained to answer this question in the negative. 
Then again, if the passage of the committee bill has the effect predicted, 
of appreciating the market value of the bonds, all the inducement 
founded on the additional 10 per cent. will be neutralized by such appre- 


ciation; sothatI am unable to believe that the committee bill canamount 
to much more than a harmless but disappointing experiment. 

Ini the Plumb amendment there is substance and permanent vital 
force and effect. It is not founded in hostility to the national banks. 
It aims at nothing more than what every Senator desires to accomplish, 
and it will do that much with absolute certainty; and that is to prevent 
any contraction at any time in the future by the withdrawal of the 
present volume of currency of national-bank circulation. This great 
public benefit is permanently secured by making Treasury notes take 
the place of national-bank notes as fastas the 3 percents are called and 
paid or the 4 and 4} percents are withdrawn for sale in the market to 
the benefit of the high premium. One great merit of the Plumb 
amendment I have not heard panen and that is the effect it is 
likely to have as a restraint upon the onal banks in desiring a con- 
traction of their circulation, knowing as they must that under the oper- 
ation of the Plumb amendment whenever they give up their circula- 
tion it is gone forever, with no compensating benefits accruing to them 
from contraction of the currency. And another very favorable view to 
take of it is that it does not take the place of the committee bill, but 
only supplements it with a guarantee that if the national banks refuse 
to preserve their present volume of circulation under the inducements 
offered them in the committee bill, then, and not till then, does the 
Plumb amendment operate to save the people and the country from the 
ruinous evils of contraction. The committee bill with the Plumb 
amendment leaves the country with a uniform, stable, and universally 
accredited currency, and the certainty of a gradual and healthful in- 
crease in the volume of circulation from gold and silver certificates. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I will occupy the time of the Senate but 
a few minutes, my purpose being simply to make a brief statement of 
the reasons for the votes I have given and shall give on the pending bill 
and the various amendments proposed. I have on more than one oc- 
casion elaborated on the floor of the Senate my views on the national 
banking system, and my opinions on this subject, which have under- 
gone no change, are well known to all who feel any interest in them. 
All the amendments offered to the bill reported by the committee, ex- 
cept those offered respectively by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] 
and the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Vest], both of which I cordially 
approve, being, like the bill itself, in the interest of the national 
I have neither vote nor favor to bestow upon them or either of them. 

Believing as I do that the national banking system, whatever may 
have been its merits when first inaugurated as a war measure, when the 
Government was compelled to create a market for its bonds, like many 
other war measures, has outlived its usefulness and is under the 
conditions now surrounding the country essentially vicious, I can not 
and will not give my assent to any scheme intended, as this bill and the 
amendments referred to evidently are, to prop and bolster it up. The 
rapid extinction of the national debt, with which the national banks 
came into existence, and upon which they are based and built, and 
without which as banks of issue they must cease to exist, unless we in- 
tend to perpetuate the public debt for the benefit of the banks, makes 
it necessary that we shall legislate with the view of substituting some 
other for the national-bank currency. 

The amendments proposed by the Senators from Kansas and Mis- 
souri have that object in view and provide for the issuance of Treasury 
notes to take the place of the national-bank notes as they are retired. 
I believe it wise for many reasons to make this provision, not the least 
amony them being to indicate unmistakably that the traditional senti- 
ment of opposition among the American people to the existence of a 
great public debt is not to be violated, in the success of a plan openly 
and- boldly avowed of perpetuating that debt in order that the national 
banking system may be preseryed. That such plan has been matured 
and will be pressed with the hope of consummation there is no ques- 
tion. I opposed the recharter of the national banks when that subject 
was before the Senate, and gave my reasonsatlength. I believed then, 
as I do now, that a struggle for the perpetuation of the national debt 
would be an inevitable consequence of the passage of that act, that the 
lease of life and power then extended to that system would so intrench 
it as to make its dislodgement at any time in the future if not imprac- 
ticable at least extremely difficult. 

It was easy to see then that the argument so much relied on in de- 
fense of that system, that the business interests of the country would 
be disturbed, unsettled, and depressed by any interference with it, 
although refuted in the clearest and most conclusive manner, would at 
any future time when these banks had increased in number and influ- 
ence and business connections again be urged with increased force and 
earnestness and plausibility, and that every year of their continued 
existence would add to its apparent strength. I was not able to see 

as I am not now, that the substitution of Treasury notes and gold 
and silver certificates for national-bank notes as they are retired would 
unsettle or disturb business in the face of the admitted fact that the 
uniformity, certainty, and stability of the national-bank note is derived 
solely from the guarantee and indorsement of the same Government 
which would issue and be responsible for the substituted currency. 
Nor have I been able to appreciate the encomiums lavished upon na- 
tional banks when the perpetuation of an interest-bearing national debt 
is an absolute condition precedent to their continued existence, while 
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a currency equally sound, stable, and uniform with the national-bank 
currency can be furnished by the Government in payment of that 
debt, thus removing the burden of interest from the shoulders of the 
people at the same time that it resumes its own sovereign function, 
which should never be delegated, of furnishing a circulating medium for 
the country. 

Why st bankers, upon a capital of gold and silver coin and gold 
and silver certificates and Treasury notes convertible at will into coin, 
could not do the business of the country in discount and exchange and 
supply the people with money facilities as well as it is done on national- 
bank notes by the national banks, it would puzzle any of the advo- 
cates of the banks to explain. National banks add nothing to the cir- 
culation unless their bonds are bought in the locality where they are 
established, which is rarely the case in the South and many portions of 
the West, where Government bonds are not to be found. The actual 
money must be taken out of circulation in such localities and sent off 
to New York usually to buy bonds. Ninety per cent. of these bonds 
only is issued to the bank in currency, and the redemption fund of 5 
per cent. and the reserve fund of 15 per cent. must come ont of that, so 
that the money restored to circulation in that locality by the issuance 
of the bank notes does not equal the amount sent off to purchase bonds 
by 30 per cent. Under a system of private banking the entire amount 
invested in bonds under this system would remain in the locality in 
circulation. The popular ideathat these bankscause money to be more 
abundant is fallacious, as these facts show, except in the money centers, 
where the redemption and reserve funds are kept, which are the places 
where the bonds are usually bought. The national banking system 
thus depletes the localities where circulation is already scarce, and con- 
centrates the capital of the country in a few great centers. 

National banks are in no sense the agents or trustees of the Govern- 
ment. There is no trust relation between them and the people. No 
obligation rests upon them to care for the public interests. The capi- 
tal in them is the money of the individual stockholders, who have asso- 
ciated together for the sole purpose of making for themselves all the 
profit possible in the banking business. They contract or expand the 
volume of their circulation at will and according to the dictates of their 
own interests. The policy of placing in the hands of these institutions 
the regulation and control of the circulating medium of the country, 
when confessedly managed for the private gain of the comparatively 
few persons interested in them, is to my mind a most pernicious one. 
We have been warned by too many instances where these banks be- 
cause their bonds had reached a high premium in the market have sold 
them and retired their circulation, utterly regardless of the effect of 
the contraction on the public interests, to plead ignorance of the fact 
that these are private money-making institutions and that the interests 
of the general public are unhesitatingly sacrificed whenever they con- 
flict with those of the individual stockholders, 

It has been asserted in this debate that in certain contingencies the 
premium on some classes of Government bonds are likely to rise higher, 
offering inducements to the banks to withdraw their circulation and sell 
their bonds. The amendments of the Senator from Kansas and of the 
Senator from Missouri, or either of them, would render this action of 
the banks harmless, and cut off their power to affect the volume of 
circulation by providing the absolutely certain remedy of requiring 
Treasury notes issued to take the place of all retired national-bank 
notes. The great danger now is, and the one sought to be provided 
against by this bill, that contraction of the currency will ensue from 
the continued application of the surplus in the Treasury to the pay- 
ment of bonds inthe handsof the banks and pledged by them as security 
for circulation, thereby necessitating a withdrawal of their notes. We 
have been warned by the Comptroller of the Currency and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury that we may expect a contraction of sixty millions 
annually from this cause unless counteracted by prompt remedial legis- 
lation. Will this bill as reported from the committee meet the emer- 
gency andavertthedanger? This isagreat question, upon which much 
depends. 

Between eighty and one hundred millions of surplus revenue is being 
annually wrung from the people by high protective-tariff taxation, 
which, taken from the arteries of trade and commerce, if permitted to 
lie idle in the vaults of the Treasury, is ruinous contraction. Ifused for 
the payment of the public debt, as it should be and as itis required to be 
by law, the national banks are deprived of the bonds on which their cir- 
culation is based, and their currency must be withdrawn and retired. 
We seem to be between the upper and the nether millstone, and the 
question is, will this bill extricate us from the peril? A majority of 
the Finance Committee believe it will. The minority, embracing such 
distinguished financiers as the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRUT] 
and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], evidently believe it wi 
not, if we may judge their opinions by the amendments they have pro- 
posed to the bill. Who shall determine when these great doctors of 
finance differ so radically among themselves as to the probable effects 
of this bill? The danger threatening the country is certain, direct, 
and inevitable. Doubtful, speculative, or experimental remedies do not 
come up to the requirements of the occasion. 

I have before me the printed circular letter referred to in this debate 
by the Senator from Kansas, written by the president of the Mercantile 
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National Bank of the city of New York, one of thegreat moneyed insti- 
tutions of that great city, protesting against the of the pending 
bill. Hesays: ‘“‘ As I understand it, the aim of the bill is to prevent a 
contraction of the currency. With that for its object, I beg most respect- 
fully to predict for the bill if enacted the most lamentable failure.” He 
then proceeds to give at length the reasons for his opinion. The writer 
is evidently an expert banker and a man of great intelligence and in- 
formation. Certainly there is room for grave doubt when so many gen- 
tlemen learned in finance deny the efficacy of this bill as a remedy for 
the evils of an insufficient volume of currency impending over the 
country. We are legislating for fifty-odd millions of people and their 
vast interests. The volume of circulating medium is the life-blood of 
the trade, commerce, and business of these people. A serious diminu- 
tion of its quantity, like a deterioration of its quality, would produce 
widespread and most disastrous results. We can not afford to take risks 
of such disaster in the adoption of doubtful remedies when absolute cer- 
tainty of safety re it is attainable. 

The adoption of the amendment of the Senator from Kansas or that 
of the Senator from Missouri would exclude all risk of further contrac- 
tion. For every national-bank note retired we would have issued a 
Treasury note, redeemable at the will of the holder in coin. This would 
be a practical, certain, and easy solution of the whole trouble and one of 
assured safety. It would not be a temporary but a permanent settle- 
ment of the currency question. The payment of Government bonds 
could then go on without any other than a feeling of gratification that 
the debt was being extinguished, instead of the alarm that fact now ex- 
cites among businessmen. The process of substituting a new currency 
would proceed noiselessly, gradually, and without shock or friction, and 
when the last bank note would be retired its place would be promptly 
taken by a Treasury note, and we would have a safe, uniform, sound 
paper currency, issued and teed by the Government, and every 
dollar of it redeemable at the will of the holderin gold and silver coin. 
The coin reserve held by the Government to make good its guarantee 
of national-bank notes would perform the same office for the substituted 
Treasury notes. 

But those who, ignoring the fact that the public debt on which the 
national banks are bottomed is rapidly disappearing, still cling to that 
system, and insist on legislating with reference to it as if it was a fixed 
and permanent institution, object to this mode of settling the difficulty 
because it is not done through the cy of their pet banking system 
and would be an acknowledgment the country can getalong well 
withoutit. I prefer and believe it wise to look all the facts of the situ- 
ation squarely in the face, to admit that our present banking system is 
temporary, and legislate with the view of substituting another gradually 
in its place so that the country may feel at rest as to the subject. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, izing the fact that I am in a hope- 
less minority here in regard to the national banking system, I shall en- 
deavor only to state my individual opinion in regard to the bill reported 
by the Committee on Finance and the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas. 

I recognize the fact that the protected manufacturers of the country, 
the railroad corporations, and the national banks virtually own the 
property of fifty millions of people. 

The original intention of the men who made the national banking 
system was that it should be perpetual. It has been attributed to Sal- 
mon P. Chase, the great Secretary of the Treasury. Recent develop- 
ments have shown that he was simply-an imitator and a copyist, and 
that the idea on which this system was based came from the fertile 
brain of Hon. O. B. Potter, who, ina circular which I suppose ison the 
desk of each member of the Senate, says he submitted this plan for a 
national currency in 1861 to the then Secretary of the Treasury, and 
thus he is the father of the system as it has existed ever since. Assum- 
ing this to be the fact, from his letter which I hold in my hand I take 
the liberty of quoting the last sentence: 

A ent national debt of sufficient amount for these purposes, which iss 
bond of union, a guarantee for prace, and a daily convenience and blessingto all, 


will have no terrors for a p ose interests have been the sport of fluctua- 
tions in exchange asours have for the last ten years, 


The originator of this system then started out for a perpetual national 
debt, and the only reason to-day why the friends of the national banks 
have abandoned that idea is that the overwhelming public opinion of 
the country has appalled and terrorized them and caused them to quit 
it. I recollect that in 1881, when we offered the national banks a 3 per 
cent. thirty-year bond, they took the Government by the throat, re- 
tired eighteen millions of currency in one day in the city of New York, 
crushed down the industries and interests of the country, and my dis- 


‘tinguished friend from New Jersey in front of me [Mr. MCPHERSON } 


stood here and eulogized the national banks as the great benefactors of 
the country, as the agencies that had preserved the national life, as the 
instrumentality under God to which the American people should sing 
peans of praise for all time to come. 

The national banks to-day, instead of asking for a perpetual debt, are 
tiding over the obstructions which are placed in their way by the bonds 
of the country becoming due, until twenty-three years from now, as in- 
dicated by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], our children will 
take charge of them and see that they exist henceforth and forever. 
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For the present the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from New Jer- 
sey are simply meeting the little obstacles that are in the way of the 
national banks and tiding matters over till hereafter, when the last 
dollar of the national debt shall be paid, and the ingenuity of some 
financier will find means to fasten this national-bank system upon the 
people for all time to come. 

Mr. President, with my views of the theory of this Government and 
the powers of Congress, I can not vote for the bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance. I said in 1881, and I repeat here to-day, that I will 
never vote for any measure which gives to any corporation the right to 
control the currency of this country, and experience shows that giving 
any such power is most dangerous and disastrous. 

What are these national banks, that any one who opens his mouth 
against them is called a communist? I adhere to the judgment of the 
greatest statesman of this continent, Thomas Jefferson. I am not afraid 
of the senseless clamor that I am opposed to the capital and the indus- 
tries of the United States. Chief-Justice Marshall, in the great case of 
McCulloch vs. The State of Maryland, declared thata national bank could 
only exist as a financial agent of the Government; that Congress had no 
right under the Constitution to make a bank for purposes of private spec- 
ulation or private profit. These banks exist as the financial agents of 
the Government. In theory their interests are identical with ours. In 
theory the national banks are simply the hands which the brain of Con- 
gress uses for financial purposes. But whatis the truth? . To-day the 
national banks are greater than the Government; to-day the only ques- 
tion on this floor is how to seduce and induce the national banks to con- 
tinue in existence in order to takethe money of the people. The report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury shows that they have increased in num- 
ber to 2,522 banks; yet I very well remember in the debate of 1881 the 
Senator from Ohio told us that they were then upon the very verge of 
dissolution. He told us then that they were barely able to exist. The 
Secretary of the Treasury tells us that in the last year they have increased 
more rapidly than in any year since 1865. They have asurplusof over 
$100,000,000; they havea deposit of over$1,000,000,000. They are able 
to-day to strike down the industries and energies of this country abso- 
lutely and completely. 

In 1881 when we offered them 3 per cent. bonds they took the Gov- 
ernment by the throat, and in 1870 when their special champion and 
defender, the Senator from Ohio, offered them a 4 per cent. bond and 
a 4} per cent. bond, and begged them in the most dulcet and seductive 
tones to assist in funding the public debt of the country, what did they 
do? They refused the bill, they spurned the offer. They said we will 

rostrate the credit of this country and put it out of existence if you 

put such bonds upon us. Then the Senator from Ohio did not talk 

as he does now. Oh, no! The that came over Saul of Tarsus 

was not more remarkable than that which has come over the distin- 

ished Senator. When his bill had passed the Senate and was de- 

Fated in the House of Representatives, here is what the Senator said: 
I wish now to record my deliberate judgment that in this conclusion— 


The defeat of the bill— 
to which we have been compelled to arrive by the action of the House we are 
doing the national banks a great injury, which will impair their influence and 
power among the people, and that the opposition of the national banks to this 
oyman, which would have required them to aid in the funding of the public 

ebt, will tend more to weaken and destroy them than anything that has trans- 
pired since their organization, I do not see how we can go before the people of 

e United States and ask them to lend us gold at par for our bonds when we re- 
fuse to require agencies of our own creation to take them ; when weeven refuseto 
require new banks not yet organized to take these new bonds, and when we re- 
fuse to require old banks, which have made on an average from 15 to 20 per cent. 
annually upon the franchise derived from the United States, to aid us to this ex- 
tent in funding the national debt. 

But, sir, the vote of this House shows the power of tbe national banks. Itis so 
great, at least in the House, that in order to secure a funding bill we have been 
eompelled to abandon all Feta in regard tothe national banks; but I give 
notice that in the future I for one shall be pre at all times to uire the 
national ks to take that class of bonds which we propose in this bill, and I 
have no doubt this will be the result. But for the present, in deference to the 
wishes of the House, we bave withdrawn the section in regard to national banks. 

That was as far back as 1870. They then came into the Halls of 
Congress and defeated the bill before the representatives of the people. 
They were able then to strike down the offer of 4 and 4} per cent. bonds, 
and in 1881, when they had doubled in number and in power and in 
eapital, when we passed the Carlisle amendment proposing to them a 
3 per cent. bond running thirty years, it is not necessary for me to re- 
peat the disgraceful history of that legislation. The national banks 
clamored around the White House until the President was compelled 
in deference to their wishes to veto that bill, and in Jess than eight 
months thersame bonds were funded at 34 per cent., and every finan- 
cier in the country knows that a 3 per cent. bond would then have 
been cheerfully accepted by the banks. And now in 1884, when the 
3 percents become due, we are again entreating them for mercy. Isaid 
they were then the masters of Congress, and they are. Like the daugh- 
ters of the horse-leech, it is ‘Give! give! give!” They are never sat- 
isfied; they never will be satisfied. They propose to absorb the capital 
of the country and to dominate all its interests. 

Why, Mr. President, what have we done for these agencies of ours? 
We have enabled them to pile up a surplus of more than $100,000,000 
besides the dividends declared to their stockholders; we have rechar- 
tered them; we have taken off $5,000,000 of taxes from them; we have 


extended the time in which they can pay their lost notes from six 
months to three years; and when the 3 percents are to be paid, they 
come before Congress and ask that the tax on their circulation of 
$3,000,000 be removed. That is the meaning of it. In the cirenlar 
alluded to by the Senator from Texas and the Senator from Kansas I 
want to call attention to this of the president of the Mercan- 
tile National Bank of the city of New York, witha copy of Mr. POTTER'S 
bill annexed to it. Here is the gist of it, and I know what the friends 
of the national banks will do; I know what they have done in the past. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him fora 
question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is he advised of the present politics of the gentleman 


who signs that circular? 
Mr. T. No, sir; and I donot know or care, There is no politics 


in this question. Here is my friend in front of me [Mr. MCPHERSON ] 
who is standing with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]; here is 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] reporting this bill. Worse 
than all, my distinguished friend from Kentucky [ Mr. Beck] delivered 
his speech here the other day which I heard with absolute delight. 
In his argument upon the national banks he said that theoretically 
they were financial agents of the Government, but in truth they were 
the agents of their stockholders, and he struck them down in every 
direction until with “most lame and impotent conclusion ”’ he declared 
in dulcet tones that he intended to support the bill reported by the Fi- 
nance Committee. 

I know what the combined influence of the national banks will do, 
You will take the tax off circulation, and whatever they ask will be 
done. Why, Mr. President, this modest gentleman—I do not know 
what his politics are and I do not care—says: 

This bill, with all othersso far offered in the Senate— 


Speaking of the McPherson bill— 
have aimed to attract the national banks— 


Mark you, these are our agents, our servants, living by our permis- 
sion, presumed to be identified in interest with us; and we are to ask 
them, we are to seduce them, we are to give them bounties in order to 
keep them from putting their hands to our throats and crushing out 
the interests of the people. To ask the national banks— 

ledging 3 t. bonds to replace them, as call if thi 
rpad ore or 44 Derana. It is the 3 per cent. holding poe eih bank, therefore, 
that must be served at this crisis if the public welfare is to be considered in this 
fear of currency contraction. 

If you want to consult the welfare of the people you have got to 
satisfy us! 

He also says: 

Further to sustain this point the following from the New York Times of to- 
day (February 14) is in point: “ Unless this (tax on circulation) be removed it 
is quite idle to talk of inducing the banks to replace their 3 per cent. bonds by 4 
per cent. bonds, with the privilege of circulation up to par.’ 

Now, I undertake to say that the tax on circulation will be removed. 
You have taken off the tax on deposits, you have given them three years 
instead of six months to pay their lost notes; and still they are not sat- 
isfied. They want the tax off the circulation, and you will take it off. 
You will do it as obediently as ever a slave obeyed the command of his 
master. You do not dare to refuse them. They will carry any bill 
that they choose to offer in the Halls of Congress. 

Mr. President, let us see their situation to day, as shown by the re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury: 

Th ber of national banks in operation N: ber 1, in- 
thane over all pPinceagecredorg The uamhar oF tanks O seed autre tie pac 
is 261, the greatest number o: during any year since 1865. They exist in 
every State and o: ized Territory of the Union. The capital of the newly 
organized banks is $28,654,350, and the circulation $7,909,150, which is about one- 
fourth of the capital, a the banks have taken advantage of section 8 
of the act of July 12,1882, which authorizes banks of $150,000 capital and under 
to ba Kongano upon the deposit of bonds to the amount of one-fourth of the 
K eturns made on October 2 of this year show an te national-bank 
capital of $509,699,787, an increase of SŠ 505,574 during the year; acirculation of 

4,931,575; a surplus of $102,000,482, and individual dı ts of $1,049,437,709, 
both of which are in decrease; loans of $1,303,450,790, an: of $107,817,983, 
both of which are in increase. The corporate existence of has expired dur- 
ing the year, of which 273 have rene it under the act passed by the last Con- 

ey a + * : * . 

The national banks hold, as security for circulation, $352,877,300 of United 
States bonds, a reduction of $9,613,350 during the year. 

In other words, these banks have increased more in the last fiscal 
year than in any year since 1865; still there has been a decrease in cir- 
culation of nearly $10,000,000. If we have heard in this debate from 
the Senators on both sides of the Chamber anything in ‘‘damnable iter- 
ation,’’ it has been that the financial system of the country should be 
simple and stable. I want stability in this business; but I want some 
Senator to point out to me how a system can be stable wherein the cir- 
culation fluctuates every year and in accordance with the interests of 
these national banks. 

In 1881 we attempted to repeal that clause in their charters, or the 
act organizing them, which gives them power to contract or expand the 
currency at their will. We were defeated init. The President vetoed 
the bill; and now, with an increase of the number of national banks, 
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we find the fact to be that the circulation of the country has decreased 


$10,000,000. In other words, we leave the volume of the currency to 
the avarice, to the interest, to the expediency of these national banks 
themselves. I would not give that power to any man or set of men on 
earth; and, more than all, I would not give it to those whose profession 
and business it is to accumulate money as the agents of their stock- 
holders. 

Mr. President, I have upon my desk, and other Senators have, a pam- 
phlet from Mr. L. E. Chittenden, and he says and proves to my mind 
conclusively that these bonds as they approach maturity will be en- 
hanced in value. He says in regard to the value of the bonds: 

Those who three years ago said that the fours could never rise above 116, will 
now claim and prove that they never can rise above125. They will insist thatat 
that price British consolsare a better purchase, I answer by pointing to the facts. 
‘The fours will continue to steadily appreciate in price, relatively to the time they 
have to run, upto the point at which they will not yield over2 percent. per annum 
for their unexpired term if held to maturity, which would be eq to 137.50, 
with the unexpired term which is now before them; or relatively in proportion 
as the time of their maturity will then be nearer. There the app tion may 
cease, if there is a pros: that a 2 per cent. bond may be issued at par. When 
they will reach this point I do not know, but it will be long before you need to 
Moser any radical changes in the bank system. 


I believe that statement is true. I believe as these bonds approach 
maturity they will he enhanced in value. They will be needed for the 
different financial necessities of the country, not only as a basis of bank- 
ing capital, but for trustees, executors, administrators, and the varied 
uses of the commercial and financial world. Now I ask any Senator 
to point out to me how that system can give stability when it is the 
interest of the holders of the bonds continually to retire the bonds and 
take out their money. If to-day with 4 per cent. bonds at 124 you 
are e here in inducing these banks not to bring in their bonds 
and take out the currency, what are you to do when they go to 137.50? 
As you increase the premium on the bonds you increase the temptation 
of the national banks to put in their bonds, take out the money, and 
loan it to the people at 10 percent. Hereis the argument which never 
can be answered. It has not been answered in this debate, and I under- 
take to say it never will be. Instead of stability you have a system 
which fluctuates with the market, which fluctuates with the cupidity, 
the interest, and the avarice of these national banks. 

This same, gentleman attacks the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas and that which I have had the honor to offer, for the principle 
is the same, the principle being that as the notes are retired by national 
banks an equivalent amount in Treasury notes without the legal-tender 
quality of greenbacks, shall be issued by the Government to take the 
place of the vacuum in the circulation created by the retirement of the 
national-bank notes. Mr. Chittenden, for whom I have very great re- 
spect, makes this argument against these araendments: 

The proposition of your chairman [Mr, BUCKNER] is to replace the bank notes’ 
redeemed by Treasury notes. We need not stop consider the legal, consti- 
tutional, or but one practical objection to this plan, for that one objection is 
insurmountable. These Treasury notes are to be issued in exchange for some- 
thing, I uppoaa; For what? e have the 3 percents to give in exchange for 
them, and for the next seven years we have nothing else. r. BUCKNER'S plan 
would retire the 3 percents with his new Treasury notes, and leave the surplus 
to accumulate in the Treasury. This would be contraction inevitable, and of 
the most fatal description. 

If that be true, then the Senator from Ohio is justified when he com- 
menced his argument on this bill and against the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas and that of myself, with the sweeping assertion 
that these propositions were entirely too radical and in his opinion did 
not enter into this argument at all. How is the.currency of the coun- 
try contracted? If contracted, we know how disastrous and fatal will 
be the effects on the commerce and interests of the whole country. 
Contraction comes in two ways. In the first place by holding the sur 
plus of revenue in the Treasury, which has been for the past two years 
more than $100,000,000 annually. If that $100,000,000 per year were 
hoarded in the Treasury and not put in circulation, it would be a fatal 
contraction. In the second place, contraction takes place by the national 
banks retiring their circulation and taking out their bonds. In these 
two ways contraction is effected and we ought to seek every way to 
avoid it. 

Now, Mr. President, let us look at the operation of this amendment 
if itshould go into effect. Suppose for the sake of the argument that the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas or that of myself should pre- 
vail, contraction would take place most inevitably if the Treasury notes 
were kept in the Treasury*just as to-day that contraction would take 
place if the surplus of $100,000,000 a year which comes into the Treas- 
ury were kept there. 

What relieves the country from this contraction by reason of the sur- 
plus? It is the fact that whenever there is $10,000,000 more in the 
Treasury than the necessities of the Government require the Secretary 
of the Treasury immediately proceeds to buy the bonds of the Govern- 
ment that are then upon the market, and the men in Wall street un- 
derstand when these purchases are to be made as well as Mr. Folger, 
the Secretary of the Treasury. They know the rules of the Treasury 
Department, and the newspapers in New York infallibly predict when 
the Secretary of the Treasury proposes to go into the market and buy 
$10,000,000 in bonds. By the purchase of these bonds the surplus is 
again put into circulation. 
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d that these notes can not be paid out of the Treasury ? 


What is there to prevent the Secretary of the Treasury from taking 
these Treasury notes, which are just as good as the greenbacks—for I 
agree with the Senator from Ohio thatthe legal-tender quality of the 
greenbacks adds nothing to their value—what is to prevent the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury from taking those Treasury notes manufactured 
by him under the amendment of the Senator from Kansas and purchas- 
ing the bonds of the Government that are then for sale in open market? 
Is there anything to prevent it? 

Why should the enemies of the amendment of the Senator from Kan- 
sas continue to complain as the Senator from Florida [Mr. JonxEs] did 
How do you ac- 
count for it to-day that putting the surplus every year into circulation 
you thereby prevent the fatal contraction which would otherwise occur? 
Can it not be done under this amendment as wellas itisdone now ? Do 
you suppose the Secretary of the Treasury will take the Treasury notes 
authorized by the amendment and hermetically seal them and put them 
away? I assume no such thing, and I believe no such thing. 

But, Mr. President, we aretold that thisamendment is a radical meas- 
ure, and that we must have simplicity and stability. This we have been 
told here again and again. Sir, it may be my ignorance and absolute 
idiocy; but if any mortal man wlll show me that it is more simple for 
me to indorse another man’s note and put it into circulation than to 

ut my own note into circulation I will then believe that the national 
nking system is absolutely necessary to the financial existence of the 
people of the United States. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Does he say that the bank note has not 
anything added to its value derived from the security it has from the 
capital that is deposited to sustain andredeem the circulation? 

Mr. VEST. Why, Mr. President, what is this capital? The capital 
upon which the bank notes are based is the credit of the Government. 
That is all. ` 

The Senator from Ohio the other day said that the legal-tender quality 
did not add a particle to the value of greenback notes, and I 
with him. Who does not know that national bonds when the country 
was hanging in the balance went down, but when the country was 
triumphantin war these securities wentup? Who does not know that 
it is the credit of the Government which is the true basis of this whole 
system? Talk about individual responsibility giving these notes cur- 
rency all over the country in every State and Territory! What gives 
it to the greenbacks? Are they not as good as national-bank notes? 
Will some Senator who is fascinated with the national-bank-note sys- 
tem, and who has eaten the insane root of this question, tell me that 
a greenback is not as good as a national-bank note? Amid all this 
phalanx of national-bank warriors is there one who will say there is 
any individual responsibility behind the greenbacks? Whereisit? It 
is the credit of the Government of the United States; it is the broad 
seal of the Government imprinted on its face which gives these notes 
value. Take it away, and what is thismoney? It is the red-dog and 
wild-cat currency that the Senator from Kansas spoke of that rests on 
the individual liability of bankers. As the late Senator from Ohio 


Will the Senator allow me a question ? 


- would say, “that won’t do.” 


You say you want a stable currency. You establish a Bureau of En- 
graving at a cost of millions of dollars, and todo what? . To manufuct- 
ure these notes to be put in the hands of these favored corporations to be 
loaned to the people of the United States at 10 per cent. interest. In- 
stead of issuing your own money you put it in the hands of these finan- 
cial agents, who turn around the very minute you undertake to place 
the common burden of the country on them and seize the Government 
by the throat, and you bow down and truckle and kneel to them as 
subserviently as any slave ever bowed to a master. 

But, Mr. President, it is hardly è for me to pursue the sub- 
ject further. We know the inevitable renit: we know that the decree 
has already been made, if not recorded. We know that the national 
banks will get what they want, and get it upon their own terms. The 
only scramble in the Senate to-day seems to be who shall do the most 
for them. The only question is who shall burn the most incense, who 
shall excel his compeer in praise of these marvelous financial agencies. 
Weak as we were told they were in 1881, they have increased, by some 
sort of necromantic process, to 2,522. Their surplus has increased, 
their capital has increased, their deposits have increased, and to-day 
they come and deliberately read to you their mandate that you must take 
off $3,000,000 additional tax upon their circulation, and you will do it. 

I said in the beginning of my few remarks that I am willing to be 
put with communists like Thomas Jefferson, the greatest statesman 
who ever existed upon this continent. I was struck the other evening 
with an extract from a letter written to Dr. Josephus B. Stewart from 
Monticello, May 10, 1817. Then there was but one bank, or but one 
bank in prospect. The financial system of the United States was in its 
infancy, and did not have as much capital as a single bank to-day in 
the city of New York. Yet Jefferson saw what was the tendency of 
this system, and he wrote these prophetic and marvelous words in the 
light of subsequent history and subsequent events: 


It is raising up a moneyed inour country which has already set the 
Government at defiance, and altho: forced at length to yield a /ittle on this 
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first essay of their strength, their principles are unyielded and unyielding. These 
have taken deep root in the hearts of that class which our legi rs are 
drawn, and the sop to Cerberus from the fable has become history, Their prin- 
ciples lay hold of the good, their pelf of the bad, and thus those whom the Con- 

tution had placed as guards to its portals are sophisticated or suborned from 
their duties. 

Mr. President, when we look at the marvelous power of these insti- 
tutions to-day, these words of Jefferson have passed into prophecy. I 
know how useless itis to repeatthem. I know that they do not amount 
to a nursery tale or a song which lulls to sleep an infant. What do 
they amount to in the presence of the vast ted capital that is 

resent nowin these Halls and asking for this legislation? For myself, 
if it be the last vote that I give in the Senate, I will vote against an 
bill which takes the highest attribute of sovereignty from the Govern- 
ment itself and puts it in the hands of a lot of bankers to speculate 
upon the necessities of the people. 

This Government, as I understand it, is based upon the principle of 
equal rights before the law to all and exclusive privileges to none. No 
privileged class has the right to use any of the attributes of the Govern- 
ment for self-aggrandizement or private gain. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest] did me the honor to allude to me a while ago in what he 
said in regard to this great and important question. I have not made 
any preparation for the discussion of it, and I do not intend to discuss 
it at any length; but I think thatthe observations of that Senator call 
for some reply. I think when he says that the national banks are here 
swaying the councils of the country he is saying that which in his 
calmer moments he would readily retract. I will say for myself at 
least, if there is a man in this Chamber who knows less about the na- 
tional banks than another Iam thatman. I donot think I everowned 
a dollar of their stock, and I do not think I ever had a dollar in one of 
them in my life; and I am able to take, I think, a calmer view of this 
subject than the Senator who has addressed the Senate with so much 
animation. è 

Who control the national banks? Who are the men who direct 
this system of diversified, not concentrated, power that pervades this 

tland? They are the fellow-citizens of every Senator on this floor. 

e banks are diversified over this continent. They differ from the con- 

centrated monster that Mr. Jefferson spoke of, located at a particular 

place, enjoying bounties andadvantages under the Government such as 

these banks have never enjoyed. In the former the United States was 

the chief stockholder. In the latter the Government has not a dollar 
invested. 

Every man knows that we must have some system of banking under 
this Government, unless you intend to constitute a power in the Goy- 
ernment that the framers of our Constitution never intended it should 
have. God knows it has exercised too much power of late. One of 
the difficulties in our system is that power has been concentrated in- 
stead of diversifying itself; and everything that the Senator has said 
here to-day has in favor of the concentration of power in this great 
Government that is overshadowing everything throughout the land by 
its great central authority. 

There is no State or community in this Union to-day that has not a 
national bank under the control of the citizens of the country, and who 
have put into it their individual capital, and who employ it to facilitate 
business wherever it exists. It discounts paper, it affords facilities for 


gress had that power, and the first Bank of the United States was cre- 
ated and ït issued notes until 1811, when its charter expired. That 
created a diversity of opinion among different parties in the country, 
but at last the Supreme Court passed upon the question and concluded 
that it was constitutional to create a national bank. Finally it was 
made a great political question between parties, and that bank was de- 
stroyed, as we know, by the Democratic party, that to which my friend 
from Missouri and myself belong, in 1836. But that bank was a great 
monopoly. Its powers and its privil belonged to a few men, and 
no others could enjoy them. Tt eanilal wes made up largely of the Gov- 
ernment’s funds. It had charge of the public revenues and disbursed 
them. There is no resemblance between the existing banks and that 
of the old Bank of the United States. They are strictly private insti- 
tutions and have no monopoly whatever. The right to establish.a bank 
now belongs toany one who wishes to put his capital into the business. 
ae is not a dollar of Government money invested in the present 
After the fall of the Bank of the United States where did the advo- 
cates of paper money say that the power to issue itshouldreside? Did 
any considerable number of public men in this country claim for the 
Government at that time the authority to issue paper money, whether 
to be a legal-tender or not, after the dissolution of the Bank of the 
United States? There was not a statesman in the Senate or in the other 
House under the Constitution which we now have who contended that 
there was power in this Government to issue notes to take the place of 
the Bank of the United States which was destroyed by the veto power 
of Andrew Jackson. The doctrine was that Congress had no power to 
coin money of paper. It had no power to make anything but gold or 
silver legal-tender. It is true that interest-bearing notes were issued 
from time to time, but this was the better to enable the Government to 
raise money on them, but they were not intended as currency. 

After the destruction of the Bank of the United States the power of 
issuing paper currency was remitted to the States, where it remained 
until the necessities of war brought into existence the present banking 
system. 

I want to know of the Senator from Missouri if there is any additional 
power in the Constitution of the United States over this subject that was 
not there at the time of the dissolution of the Bank of the United States ? 
lam well satisfied after having read the debates on that subject that if 
the great men who were in favor of dissolving that corporation had con- 
ceived any power in this Government to issue paper money in the place 
of that which had formerly been issued by the great monster that Jack- 
son had destroyed, they would not have hesitated for a moment to have 
authorized the issuance of paper money in the place of that of the Bank 
of the United States. But they could not find it. Noman can find it 
to-day, I do not care who he is. There is power there to coin money 
and regulate its value, but there is no authority in the Constitution for 
Congress to issue paper money as a medium of circulation for this peo- 
ple. It has been done, and it may be said that that is a sufficient an- 
swer. 

We know very well the ground upon which a Republican Supreme 
Court placed it, and the Senator knows the great struggles fot reasons 
that that court had when it came to deal with that question, to try to 
discover an authority in our fundamental law for the issuance of paper 
money even in time of war as a legal tender. He knows very well that 


deposit, it gives conveniences to the public that no government ever can | with all the ingenuity possible that could be brought to bear oa this 
give unless you intend to convert this Government into a great banking | subject (and no case that ever went to that court called forth more learn- 


establishment, which its designers never intended it should be. You 
must have a banking system. 


ing than that), they had to go to the war power for authority to issue 
those notes which are now advocated as a permanent circulation in time 


` The power of issuing circulation that belongs to the national banks | of peace. To coin money does not mean to print paper. z 


is the great topic of debate. I presume they could exist without it. 


As a Democrat, standing by the limitation of this great organic law, 


I ask the Senator from Missouri if he would be willing to take off the | I do not intend to depart from it, and if authority is to be obtained for 
tax of 10 per cent. on the circulation which gives to these banks the | this purpose, I say go to the people and to the States with an amend- 
monopoly that they enjoy and remit the power of furnishing a currency | ment to the Constitution and ask them to give you power to do this 


to thecountry to the governments of theStates, as they had it before these 
banks came into existence? Who ever heard of anybody calling the 
State banks before the war monsters? Still there was not a State in 
this Union that did not have in it a number of banks which issued their 
notes not as a legal tender, but to furnish the people with currency 
under the State laws. Iam notsure, notwithstanding all that has been 
said on that subject, but that it would be just as well if that system 
existed to-day. > 

There must be some authority in this Government to authorize the 
issue of paper currency. From the time of the dissolution of the na- 
tional Bank of the United States up to the creation of the present banks 
the State banks furnished the paper circulation and the Government 
was confined to the duty of coining gold and silver coin in accordance 
with the requisitions of the Constitution. It never was intended, I say 
with all deference to the Senator from Missouri, that this Government 
should issue paper money in time of peace or in time of war as a circu- 
lation for this people. There cannot be found, in my judgment, any 
authority in our fundamental law on that subject for issuing purely 
Government paper. 

It was against the opinion of Mr. Jefferson when in Washington’s 
Cabinet that the Government created a great corporation to do this thing, 
and he resisted it; but it came to be accepted by the country that Con- 


| 


Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida if he pro- 
poses to vote for the McPherson bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. That is another thing. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to say to the Senator, without interrupting him 
further, that if he votes for any of the measures coming from the Com- 
mittee on Finance, he then believes that these banking corporations can 
have power which the Government has not got; that the Government 
can give them something which it has not itself. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. That is not the question. These bank laws 
came into existence in time of war, just as the notes that we now find 
in circulation. I regard the notes of the national banks as the paper 
of private corporations. I regard them very much in the same light as 
the paper of the banks of the several States in their day. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator from Florida permit me to ask hima 
question ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. COKE. Does not the right exist in the Government to place its 
public debt in the shape of Treasury notes by exchanging Treasury 
notes for its outstanding interest- ing bonds? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, That is rather a refined question. I am 
one of those thinkers who believe it is never proper to do by indirection 
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what you can not do directly. I say to the Senator from Texas that if 
that was intended as a means to furnish a paper money by indirection 
it could notbedone. There is the Constitution, which says what your 
power shall be, to coin money and regulate the value thereof, and that 
was the view that was entertained by all the thoughtful men of this 
Government from the time the Bank of the United States was dissolved 
to the institution of the existing banks. 

Mr. COKE. Ifthe Senator will allow me, did not Mr. Calhoun think 
that Treasury notes could be issued by the Government? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I remember what Mr. Calhoun said on that 
subject, but it met with very little favor in this body, even from his 
political associates. He did at one time make a speech here in which 
he stated that it would be wise to have a circulation based upon ex- 
chequer bills, or something of that kind, but it passed away. Mr. 
Calhoun at one time advocated a system of revenue for protection very 
different from that now advocated by my friend from Texas and he 
afterward changed his opinion. Great men of course at times enter- 
tain such eccentric opinions, but it can not be said to have been their 
settled views. 

I say that from the time of the dissolution of the Bank of the United 
States under Jackson’s administration to the institution of the present 
banking system no considerable number of men in Congress of either 
party ever claimed Jor this Government the right to create paper money, 
whether as a legal tender or currency, and whatever prerogatives might 
have been claimed by the banks that they created that was a different 
thing, for such notes are only circulating credit and not paper money. 

Let me tell Senators there is a great distinction between paper which 
circulates merely as creditand Government money proper, that bearing 
the stamp of the Government, as spoken of by my friend from Missouri 
a while ago. In his overanxiety to be explicit he confounded distinc- 
tions on this question. Those who have given any thought to this 
subject must know that there is a very great difference between the 


ordinary bank bill of a corporation which is permitted to circulate asa | 


mere credit and a Government note which 
out regard to credit, and having nothing behind it but thestamp of the 
Government itself, having no resources behind itof a definite character 
to secure its redemption. The bills of the banks now are circulating 
credits, They are not paper money in anysense. It is like a promissory 
note of an individual permitted for commercial and business purposes 
to go from hand to hand. But when you get to the subject of govern- 
mental money, that which has deluged Europe at times with a paper 
circulation, and which in the beginning of our own Revolutionary war 
brought so much trouble upon this people and against which the wise 
framers of the organic law attempted to erect a barrier, you are speak- 
ing of a different thing. When you speak of the notes of a corporation 
or of an individual which circulate as money you are speaking of that 
which has behind it a definite specific security for its redemption, and 
it is nothing but a mere note of credit of a private party. In the other 
case you go indiscriminately with the mere stamp of the Government 
upon a piece of paper and issue it by the millions, beyond the wants of 
trade, the necessities of commerce, until you deluge the country with 
an inflated mass of paper which will depreciate our values and destroy 
our individual rights. That is the system which brought ruin to Aus- 
tria, to Russia, Turkey, and other weak, unthinking continental powers 
that have been deluged with it, but against which England had the 
wisdom and the statesmanship to guard. It is impossible for govern- 
ment to fix a healthy limit to the volume of paper money or to stop its 
depreciation once it gets on the decrease of value. 

I made no preparation for a speech, and I will only say in closing 
that so far as I am concerned Iam not the advocate of any corpora- 
tion, banking or otherwise, but I do repeat that in my poor opinion it 
will be an unfortunate day for the best interests of thisconntry when it 
shall be held that to ‘‘coin money” means to print Government paper, 
and when the wants of commerce and trade with respect to paper circu- 
lation shall be determined by the votes of Congress and the volume 
of our circulation determined by public expenditures. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, if the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
Vest] represents the principles of the Democratic party, Thomas Hart 
Benton, who for thirty years was a leader in this body, could not obtain 
admission to the party at the present time, but would be blackballed 
if his name were presented. 

The Senator from Missouri proposes that the Government shall become 
agreat national banking institution for the purposes of the issue of paper 
money without any preparation for its redemption. I wish tosay that 
so far as that policy has been adopted by any nation no one has ever re- 
deemed its paper in gold or gold and silver. è 

I merely rose to correet one or two impressions of the Senator from 
Missonri in relation to the national banks, about their being the inven- 
tion of one man, and intended to be a permanent institution of this 
country. Anybody who will examine the statutes of New York will see 
that it was merely an adoption of the system of New York. No one, 
not even Mr. Chase or any one else, can claim a patent-right upon the 
system of national banks. So far as their permanence is to be consid- 
ered, they will last as long and no longer than there are bonds that can 
be deposited for the security of their circulating notes. 

Let me say another thing in relation to the position of the banks 


out to the world with- | 


when there were $18,000,000 withdrawn in a short time. That was be- 
cause the banks could not make money in the business, and it will be 
so now and forever. You can not induce men to embark in enterprises 
where they are sure to make a loss. At that time money was worth 
more than 3 or 4 per cent., and therefore it was no object to the banks. 
tohavethat kind of security. Money is more abundant and worth less 
now, and that changes the condition of things. 

Let me say another thing in relation to the statementas to banks gen- 
erally obtaining 10 per cent. interest upon their loans. I deny it. I 
do not know of any spot or place in the country where national banks. 
areobtaining 10 per cent. interest when based upon a circulation derived 
from. bonds ing interest above 3 per cent. It would be obviously 
against their interest to go into national banking if they could obtain 
that amount of interest, for the difference between the amount that 
they would have to pay for their bonds costing a high premium and the 
amount of interest that they would regain by loaning theirmoney would 
be more than counterbalanced. 

The idea that these banks are oppressive I think is a very gross mis- 
take. There is no portion of our country where they are located that 
they do not reduce the rate of interest to the people. It follows as a 
matter of necessity. 

I merely rose to refer to these points, and do not desire to retain the 
floorany longer. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it becomes my duty to give a vote upon 
the pending measure, and in doing so I wish to state the reasons which 
shall govern my own action upon the bill. 

We are not discussing a proposition to abolish our present system of 
banking, or the connection between the banks of the country, the credit 
institutions of the country, and the national debt. We are confronted 
with a certain fact, the fact that there is a debt of $1,273,475,450 bear- 
ing interest, and an amount in the Treasury of $398,287,581 annually, 
and $310,517,827 of national-bank notes outstanding. 

The amendments before the Senate, the bill reported by the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD], and the bill introduced by the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] are substantially the same. They 
propose a remedy for a contraction of the currency existing under these 
circumstances, a-national debt of over $1,300,000,000 convertible into 
currency upon certain conditions and an amountof revenue in the Treas- 
ury of nearly $398,287,581 annually. The question for consideration 
before us is the merits of this plan of relief, this remedy for contraction, 
and to that I shall endeavor to confine my attention. The question for 
our consideration is, what is the remedy proposed for the contraction 
which is admitted upon all sides to exist, and which it is apprehended 
with very great certainty will exist more largely in the future? The 
remedy proposed by the several propositions before the Senate is an in- 
ducement to deposit bonds and take out circulation. 

This inducement is an increased amount of circulation to each bond. 
It is then a proposition to add a new quality of value to the bond. It 
is admitted that this contraction results from a high-premium value of 
the bonds. 

The difference between the profit of selling the bond to the Govern- 
ment at a certain high rate of premium and retiring the circulation, and 
the uncertain profit of keeping the bond and the circulation until the 
high-premium. value of the bond changes, induces the sale of the bond 
and the surrender of the currency to the Government. 

The high-premium value of the bond, therefore, is the cause of con- 
traction. The remedy proposed is to add a new quality of value to the 
bond. 

The remedy for the present high-premium valne of the bond under 
the bill and the amendment, except the amendments of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], 
is to increase its present high-premium value by adding a new quality 
of value to it. 

Can you make the bond less valuable by making it more valuable by 
creating a new or more extended use for it, if the contraction proceeds 
from the difference between the certain profit of realizing a high-pre- 
minm value and the uncertain profit or the certain less profit of keeping 
the bond and the currency until the premium disuppears? 

Can you remedy the evil of contraction proceeding from this cause by 
letting the cause remain, that is, by increasing the value of the bond 
and rendering present profit greater and increasing the uncertainty of 
future profit? Can you remove this cause of contraction in any other 
way than by making the future profit of retaining the bond and the 
circulation more certain than the present profit of realizing a high-pre- 
mium value? Can you accomplish this resultin any other way than 
by reducing the present high-premium value of the bonds which are 
the basis of circulation? It is admitted in the argument that the high- 
premium value of the bond is the factor that induces the surrender of 
the currency. 

If yon increase that high-premium value you can never remove the 
certainty of present profit in surrendering the currency, and the uncer- 
tainty of future greater profit, or rather the certainty of less future profit, 
in retaining the bond and retaining the circulation. A certainty of pres- 
ent profit will always prevail as an efficient factoroveran uncertainty of 
the same degree of profit in the future. Much more will a certainty of 
present profit prevail over a certainty of a future less profit. The present 
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high-premium value of bonds isa certainty. The future disappearance 
and loss of this premium is an equal certainty. With these two factors 
remaining you can not by increasing the present value of the bond or 
adding a new quality of value to it, as these bills and amendments pro- 
pose to do, or, in other words, by increasing the certainty of present 
profit, lessen the uncertainty of future profit in retaining the bond and 
the circulation. Let us examine, then, this admitted and powerful fac- 
tor in withdrawing the currency, that is, the present high-premium 
value of the bonds, and endeavor to ascertain whence it comes and on 
what it depends. 

That a bond should be worth from eight to thirty dollars more than 
it will pay when the period of its payment occurs is not a normal but 
an abnormal fact. 

It is quite certain that no one will give twenty-five or thirty dollars 
more for it the day before it is to be paid than they will receive for it 
the next day when it will be paid. Itis thereforeshort-lived, and must 
diminish and disappear with the approach of the time of payment. 
What quality of value, then, is itin a bond which induces any one to 
give a premium for it, say $125, for that which will pay only $100? 
What advantage can a man with $125 promise himself to induce him to 
take a Government bond for $100 for his $125? 

What is the quality of a bond of the United States that gives it 
value, and why should it be worth more than it will pay? Its first 
quality of value is its certainty of payment; its second, its safety from 
robbery or destruction; its third, its long time, saving trouble in change 
of investments, and giving certainty to the amount of income to be de- 
rived from it; its fourth quality of value is its convertibility at all 
times into other values. Certainty of payment, safety from destruction, 
and convertibility. 

Now, it will be readily seen that none of these qualities pertain toa 
premium on the bond. The premium value is no part of the obliga- 
tion of the Government, not even of the intrinsic value of the bond. 
The premium, therefore, must depend on some other circumstances. 

What are these circumstances that create the premium? Do they 
give any assurance of stability or permanence? The premium value 
of the bond must depend upon and be created by the demand for the 
bond. The natural demand for the bond must arise from its own in- 
trinsic qualities of value affected, or increased or limited by the abun- 
dance or scarcity of money, and increased or diminished by the spec- 
ulative wants of those who deal in bonds, and may be largely influenced 
by cliques or the efforts of interested parties in putting the premium 
value up or down. 

It must be admitted that it is an unnatural and abnormal condition 
when the money which is only intended to effect exchanges of property 
and which in so doing finds ample remuneration is withdrawn from its 
proper function and invested at low and unprofitable rates in Govern- 
ment securities. One reason for this it will be seen is the fact that a 

owning a United States bond not only has the amount of the 
bond within his control, but he also has the amount of the bond in money 
within his control, and at all times he can keep his bond and at the 
same time obtain upon it the use of its face value in money. 

This quality of convertibility into money or of obtaining money upon 
the security at all times makes the bond practically usable as so much 
money in the hands of the holder, butall of these qualities of value are 
not sufficient to account for the high-premium value of the bonds when 
the current rates of interest charged for the use of money is so much 
greater than that which the bond pays. Obviously there is no hypoth- 
esis based on these facts in which it can be to the interest of any one 
having $100 in money to give it fora bond of $75 when he can use the 
$100 at a higher rate of interest and for far greater profit than the bond 
will yield him. 

We must search, therefore, for some other cause than the intrinsic 
qualities or value of the bond for the present high-premium value. 

Among the facts which are connected with this subject we find one 
which attracts attention worthy of thoughtful consideration. It is the 
fact that the Government is constantly withdrawing from the uses of 
business and for the purposes of Government an enormous sum of money, 
amounting annually to about $398,287,581, leaving after all the present 
objects of appropriation are provided for á surplus of over $100,000,000, 
or about that sum; and that this vast surplus has by law and by the 
habit of the Government but one means of getting out of the Treas- 
ury and back into the hands of the people for its legitimate purposes, 
and that is by the purchase of bonds at whatever premium-value shall be 
demanded for them; that is, that the Government advises the holders of 
bonds that it will impose an onerous and excessive system of taxation 
on the people far in advance of the uses of the Government, and ex- 
pend it in the purchase of the class of bonds bearing the highest rate 
of interest at whatever premium they may bear. The Government, 
therefore, is a standing purchaser in the market for bonds at their 
highest premium rates, and a bidder with one hundred millions a year 
at its command for their purchase. ` 

Is it possible for this fact to exist without having a material influence 
in increasing the premium value of the bond? And so long as it exists 
can you remedy the evil? Can you affect it by adding a new quality 
of value to the bond other than to increase the evil? 

We have, then, excessive taxation yielding a large surplus revenue, 


and the use of this surplus for the purchase of bonds at high-premium 
rates, concurring to produce a constant contraction of the currency, a 
constant withdrawal of the money necessary for the legitimate uses of 
exchange and commerce. 

The simple collection of the vast revenues of the Government and 
the time it is held before being paid out again continually withdraws 
a large sum from the business of exchange, and when you add to this 
the amount of currency retired by surrendering the bonds, and we have 
the causes of contraction, which it is necessary to remove before you can 
prevent the inevitable and necessary consequence of contraction. ‘The 
advantage or disadvantage of the use of the Government credit in the 
form of ‘Treasury notes as a circulating medium, instead of bonds as 
the basis of a circulation issued to associations of individuals under the 
name of banks, is an entirely different subject, resting on different con- 
ditions. When issued in whatever form, associations of individuals 
would accumulate them and make them a basis for other credits, which 
would perform the functions of money. Theadvantages of suchasystem 
or its disadvantage wili have to be considered carefully and well before 
it can be adopted as a substitute even in part for the existing system. 

It has been my purpose only to’ present the reasons which address 
themselves to my own mind in regard to the inadequacy of the pending 
measures of relief to remedy the existing and the future contraction of 
the currency. I find this train of reasoning which-has presented itself 
to me and these conclusions sustained by the letter of Mr. William P. 
St. John, president of the Mercantile National Bank of New York. 
which has been referred to before, and from which I read the following 
extract : 


As I understand it, the aim of the bill is to prevent a contraction of the cur- 
rency. With that for its object I beg most lly to predict for the bill, if 
enacted, the most lamentable failure. In evidence of this belief I beg to say 
that notwithstanding the fact that the 4 per cent. bonds with their twenty- 
three and a half years of life remaining, if purchased at the ave: ice ruling 
in the past twelve months as inst a purchase of the seven-and-a-half-year 4} 
percents at the average price of: the same period, would have yielded a return 
to a national bank on circulation of about 2 per cent. per annum more; yet the 
general aversion among the banks to a high-premium account is so that 
the increase in bank pledge of these bonds, in this period of a year, been 
but about one million dollars of these better-paying but high-priced 4 percents, 
as against an increase of more than seven and ahalfmillion dollars of the lower- 
priced 44 per cent. bonds; the greater length of the high-priced bonds adding 
another feature to weigh in their favor if this aversion were to be overcome. 
This bill, with all others so far offered in the Senate, have aimed to attract the 
national banks now pledging 3 per cent. bonds to replace them, as called, by 
er of these 4 percents or 4f percents. It is the3per cent. holding national 

nk, therefore, that must be served at this crisis if the public welfare is to be 
considered in this fear of currency contraction. 

Further to sustain this point the following from the New York Times of to-day 
(February 14) is in point: 

“ Unless this (tax on circulation) be removed it is quite idle to talk of inducing 
the banks to replace their 3 per cent. bonds by 4 per cent. bonds with the privi- 
ings of etreniation up to par.” 

ut if any of these measures were adopted, and should prove successful, the 
public will in another my be asked to suffer, At the present rate of Govern- 
ment income and expenditure two and one-half years will serye to exhaust the 
Government option to call 3 per cent. ponds. Thereafter all unappropriated 
moneys, unless allowed to accumulate if the Treasury, must be applied to the 
purchase of outstanding bonds. if meanwhile the banks should be induced to 
is pa their 3 percents. as the result of such enactment, it must ap that you 
will have legi: out of the market nearly $200,000,000 of bonds and corre- 
spondingly enhanced the prices of bonds remaining when the Government must 
of necessity become a purchaser, and with no ion left to bear upon ible 
clique movement against the Government in the market. How much in the 
Dlic interest this proceeding would be, when not at all a necessity to prevent 
he threatened currency contraction, the wise will discover, 


Without committing myself to an approval of the specific means sug- 
gested, the conclusion addresses itself to my mind with some force, as 
in the lineof the only possible remedy connected with the present form 
of Government credits and its connection with the circulating medium 
or withthe present system of banking. The true remedy in my judg- 
mentis a reduction of taxation to the necessary wants of the Government 
anda cessation of the purchase of bonds at premium rates; if you can 
add to this refunding of the national debt at lower rates of interest, or 
a substitution of a new form of the publie credit for currency, this will 
be a step further. In whatever form the public credit is used for this 
purpose it will have to be intrusted to associations of credit in some 
form, and the contraction or expansion of the currency, opening and 
closing with the tides of production and exchange, will have to be con- 
trolled and directed by those interests and those who direct and control 
them. But this is a subject too great to be considered here and upon 
this bill. There is no probability of the adoption of any measure 
which shall disturb the existing system of currency and its connection 
with banks without its being fully investigated and without its having 
come before the country for mature consideration. 

The amendment of the Senator from Kansas does not propose to de- 
stroy the existing system of banks or the connection between the cur- 
rency, the public debt, and the banks. The amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri does not propose to accomplish this object. It is re- 
garded by all as utterly impracticable to convert the entire body of the 
national debt, or even any very large proportion of it, at the present 
time into a floating circulation of Treasury notes issued by the Govern- 
ment, and whatever may be the merits of that proposition and however 
free from financial objections which have been urged against it, it is not 
a practical question now; for although I myself mould be willing to vote 
for the amendment of the Senator from, Kansas or the amendment of 
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the Senator from Missouri to the extent of such amount as can be is- 
sued, I can not see that that would prevent the difficulty which now 
lies before the country. 

It seems reasonable to conclude that if the publie credit was issued in 
the form of Treasury notes, redeemable in gold and silver at proper rela- 
tive values, it would be in the power of the Government of the United 
States to maintain them at par. Certainly all the means of accomplish- 
ing this result which the present circulation has would Belong in quite 
as great a degree to the Treasury note of the United States. I can not 
see why the aggregate resources of this Government are not greater 
than those of any collection of individuals to maintain its Treasury 
notes at par and redeemable in gold and silver; but the difficulty would 
be in another direction. 

If you pay them out for the existing bonds, this would only be a 
change in the form of the public eredit, and the effect of this on the 
values of property and commodities would have to be the subject of the 
most careful consideration. Its primary effect would be to make the 
Government the depositary of the entire amount of the issue of Treas- 
ury notes in gold and silver coin; that is, they would be redeemable in 
gold and silver on demand of the holder. Those holding such notes 
would endeavor to convert them into some form of income-producing 
use; and thesame causes which now concentrate money into particular 
channels and places of deposit known as banks for its greater security 
and under the influence of convenience would affect this money as it 
does now with other money. 

But the subject is one in which speculative opinion is of but little 
value, and any opinion short of exact reasoning and demonstration 
amounts to nothing. 

In former days the amount of the currency or money was regulated 
by the chance production of the precious metals; and this was supple- 
mented by associations of credit of individuals and by bills of credit 
of merchants. 

But now, as then, the precious metals are the universal standard and 
measure of value among the nations of the world in their transactions with 
each other and in their commercial relations. Now, as then, their 
amount depends altogether on their chance production, of which there 
is no fixed amount, but they are supplemented with a great many ad- 
ditional forms of credit which are used in place of money to effect ex- 
changes and represent values. 

While the Government has certainly greater power than any aggre- 
gation of individuals to give certainty and value to these forms of credit 
and make them convertible into the universal standard, yet the Govern- 
ment can do nothing without the people, its forms of credit can have 
no value without their confidence, and their confidence is dependent on 
the ability of Government to make these forms of credit, whether bonds 
or money, convertible into the universal standards and representatives of 
value which are usable in commerce and travel throughout the world. 

The amount of credit notes which the Government could maintain, 
convertible on demand into the universal standard or representative of 
value, would seem to be the limit of its capacity in issuing credit 
notes. 

I can not see any evil in the abundance of money so long as there is 
no danger of its ceasing to be money and becoming depreciated or of no 
value in the hands of those who have exchanged valuable commodities 
or labor for it relying on its representative value, while on the other 
hand there are many manifest evils which SA from its scarcity or 
its possession by the few. 

I can see no reason why, if the holders of United States bonds would 
take them, the Government should not give them Treasury notes for 
them, and at the same time expend its taxesin the shape of other money 
in the retirement of other bonds. If the present rate of taxation should 
be continued, such a measure would rapidly retire the bonded debt and 
at the same time not contract the currency, but it would be subject to 
the objection of continuing the high-premium value of the bonds and 
the purchase of them atsuch price as the holders might demand, except 
as to that portion of them which are payable at the pleasure of the 
Government. 

If Treasury notes are issued to replace bonds bought and currency 
retired, they can only be issued either to pay the ordinary expenses of 
the Government or to buy or exchange for bonds. If the revenue from 
taxes continues, we shall only have that much more surplus in the 
‘Treasury, which we shall be compelled to expend in the purchase of 
bonds at high-premium rates, increased by the fact of the necessity of 
the Government to expend its increased surplus revenue in the pur- 
chase of the bonds. It is true that the $305,529,000 3 percents might 
be retired at the pleasure of the Government, but this would leave the 
bonds bearing the higher rate of interest outstanding, and that which 
would be gained by converting them into Treasury notes without in- 
terest would be lost by the high-premium rates which you would be 
compelled to pay in appropriating the increased surplus revenue of the 
Treasury to the purchase of the bonds not redeemable at the pleasure 
of the Government. 

It is not my purpose to express an opinion that it is not practicable 
and that it may not be necessary to issue the Government credit in the 
form of Treasury notes in the future financial exigencies of the people. 

But the question for our consideration is how far it will best meet 


the present necessity of preventing a ruinous contraction of the cur- 
rency without compelling the Government to pay an enormous premium 
for the bonds. 

I venture to say that neither the Senator from Missouri nor the Sen- 
ator from Kansas would undertake by this bill now and with the im- 
perfect knowledge we have on thesubject to fix the amount of circulating 
medium of Treasury notes which this Government could maintain con- 


vertible into the universal standard of commercial value. I apprehend 
there is no such question now before the Senate on this bill, and that 
it is not practicable for us to make it. I can myself see no difficulty in 
the way of issuing an amount of currency or Treasury notes such as the 
Senator from Kansas suggests except the difficulty that continuing the 
present rate of taxation you have to increase the purchase of bonds at 
their present or a higher premium value and at the same time continue 
the public debt in a different form, buying it up at an enormous pre- 
mium on the one hand and issuing on the other a debt without inter- 
est. Between these two evils certainly a wise financial system must 
pursue a moderate course, neither buying the bonds at an exorbitant 
rate of premium simply for the sake of putting the Treasury notes into 
circulation nor continuing the enormous taxation upon the country in 
order that the bonds may be bought at this enormous and arbitrary 
premium value. 

I am, therefore, Mr. President, of the opinion that the present remed- 
ial measures before the Senate against contraction are entirely wrong. 
I think the letterof Mr. St. John, president of the Mercantile National 
Bank of New York, is correct in that respect; and itis my opinion, and 
although I may be compelled to vote for one or the other of these meas- 
ures, I desire to say that I can not perceive that without abandoning 
the present system of purchasing bonds at their high-premium rate, 
which it is impossible to do while the present surplus of revenue re- 
mains, there is any remedy whatever unless there be a power vested 
in the Secretary of the Treasury in some form, and, when necessary, 
with discretion and judgment to issue the public credit of the United 
States in adifferentform. Unquestionably thiscontraction isa demon- 
strable fact that must result from the present condition of things, from! 
the high-premium value of the bonds, from the excessive surplus in 
the Treasury, from the necessity of using that surplus for the pur- 
pose of retiring the debt, thas making the Government a constant and 
standing purchaser and advertising for the purchase of bonds at what- 
ever premium rate may be demanded for them. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have a few words to say in regard to 
what was said by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. I did 
not say the national banking system originated with one man, I had 


no interest in the question, and while I oppose that feature of the bank- 
ing system which gives it control df the currency and circulation of the 
country, I have no sort of animosity to the national banks as banks of 
deposit or mediums of exchange and ordinary banking. I referred in 
my remarks to Mr. Potter’s statement, who claims the paternity of the 
principle on which national banking institutions are based. For my- 
self, I have been opposed throughout to the feature about which we are 
contending to-day, that is, the power to issue money. Ido not care 
who originated the national banking system. The purpose, I have 
always understood, was to induce the people of the United States to 
invest in the public securities, so as to maintain the war. Now, the 
war haying ended, the System is left, to be imposed on the people of 
the United States for an indefinite period. 

As to what the Senator says about Mr. Benton’s opinion on the power 
of the Government to issue paper money, I know that of all the states- 
men in this country Mr. Benton would have been the first to have de- 
nounced this claim on the part of these corporations to usurp the func- 
tions of sovereignty. 

Now, a word tomy Democratic friend from Florida. If I could be 
astonished at anything in public life or public debate, I should express 
some astonishment at the statement of the Senator from Florida, a gen- 
tleman trained in the law, and, above all, in constitutional law, when 
he expresses the most profound astonishment at the idea that any Demo- 
crat should admit the power of the National Government to issue Treas- 
ury notes. 

Mr, President, if I know anything about the history of the Demo- 
cratic party and of the country, it has never been a question with Demo- 
crats or among intelligent lawyers as to the powers of the Government 
to issue Treasury notes. It is not ni to go to the legal-tender 
opinion in 12 Wallace, where the Supreme Court unanimously declared 
that the Government has the power to emit bills of credit or Treasury 
notes, The struggle in that case was over the legal-tender quality of 
those notes. I have always believed that the court made the decision 
as to the legal-tender question as a military necessity, and nothing else, 
but as to Treasury notes without the legal-tender quality intelligent 
lawyers have always agreed. 

Now let us look at history on this point. The Senator from Florida 
will see what the Government has done in regard to Treasury notes. 

Treasury notes have been issued under the acts of 25th February, 1813; 26th 
December, 1814; 12th October, 1837; Sist oat AG 8ist August, ped Poon 


July, 1846; 28th July, 1847 ; 28d December, 1857 ; 25th February, 1862, an: 
several subsequent acts. They are binding on the Government. 


Outside of the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in 
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12 Wallace, which, so far as lawyers are concerned, is a finality on this 
question, the State courts have decided that— 

Congress has constitutional power to issue Treasury notes of the United States, 
and make them lawful meer (Shallenberger vs. Brinton, 52 Pennsylvania 
State Reports; Brown vs. Welch, 26 Indiana, 116.) 

I did not suppose there was anybody who would stand here and put 
his reputation upon the statement that there was no powerin the Con- 
gress of the United States to issue Treasury notes. The whole history 
of the Government has been in that direction. It is no original ques- 
tion, it is no new question. It has been finally adjusted and settled. 

But, sir, the Senator from Florida says the power to issue Treasury 
notes does not exist in the Government; and yet if he voted for the bill 
for which he has made his argument here to-day, or any bill reported 
from the Finance Committee, he gives to the national banks a power 
that does not exist in the Government itself. How water can come from 
a spring that has no water is a problem that I donot propose to solve. 
How the Government can give power to corporations that does not exist 
in the absolute sovereignty of the country itself, I leave the Senator 
from Florida to solve. d 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
PLUMB]. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask leave to amend my amendment by inserting, 
after the word ‘‘ surrendered,’’ in line 2: 

And the same is not taken up by other national banks within thirty days there- 

er, 

Simply covering the chance of some national bank surrendering its 
currency at the same time that some other national bank wants to take 
it out. f 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator may modify his amendment, the yeas 
and nays not having been ordered. : 

Mr. PLUMB. And at the close I move to add: 

The true intent and meaning of this section being that the volume of paper 
money outstanding, exclusive of gold and silver certificates, shall remain as 
now existing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas has the right 
to modify his amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the words “surrendered,” in line 2, it is 
proposed to insert the words: 

Pe the same is not taken up by other national banks within thirty days there- 
after. 

And at the end of the amendment to add: 


The true intent and meaning of this section being that the volume of paper 
money outstanding, exclusive of gold afid silver certificates, shall remain as 
now existing. 

So as to read: 

That whenever the circulation of any national bank, or any portion thereof, 
shall be surrendered, and the same is not taken up by other national banks within 
thirty days thereafter, the Secretary of the Treasury shall thereupon issue an 
equivalent amount of ey, notes of the denominations now provided by law 
for national-bank notes. Said Treasury notes shall be deposited in the Treasury 
and paid out as other moneys kept for the discharge of the obligations of the 
Government, They shall be receivable for salaries and for all dues to the Gov- 
ernment, ane duties on imports; shall be a legal tender between national 
banks and for all debts due to any national bank; shall be redeemable in coin, 
as the Jegal-tender notes of the United States now are; and when received into 
the Treasury they shall be reissued, and when mutilated or worn they shall be 
replaced, in the same manner as now provided by law for said legal-tender notes. 
The coin held in the Treasury at the date of the passogo of thisact for the redemp- 
tion of the legal-tender notes of the Governmentshall also beapplicable to the re- 
demption of the Treasury notes herein provided for; and such coin reserve may, 
from time to time, be increased by adding thereto other sums from payments 
made into the Treasury, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury: Pro- 
vided, That the total amount of said coin reserve shall never be less than 25 per 
cent, nor more than 30 per cent, of the total amount of legal-tender and Treasury 
notes outstanding; the true intent and meaning of this section being that the 
volume of paper moneg outstanding, exclusive of gold and silver certificates, 
shall remain as now existing. 


Mr. ALLISON. I wish to ask the Senator from Kansas what he 
means by the phraseology ‘‘when a national bank shall surrender its 
circulation?” National banks do not surrender their circulation as a 
matter of fact. Under existing law when a national bank goes out of 
existence or takes up its bonds it simply deposits greenback notes. Is 
it the meaning of the amendment that when greenbacks are deposited 
in the Treasury immediately other greenbacks or other Treasury notes 
shall be issued to the amount of the greenbacks deposited? Is that the 
idea of the Senator? 

Mr. PLUMB. That is the idea. The word “‘surrendered ”’ is used 
as contradistinguished from the word ‘‘ redeemed.” If the word ‘‘ re- 
deemed” had been used there the issue of Treasury notes would have 
to await the slow and uncertain process of the redemption of notes out- 
standing and would not have met the case, because the momenta bank 
surrenders its circulation the full amount of that circulation is with- 
drawn from the volume of currency outstanding, not the precise notes 
of the national bank, but the greenback notes which are placed in the 
Treasury in order to enable them to take up their bonds and which 
from time to time are so used by the Treasury in the redemption of the 
national-bank notes. The surrender of the currency of a national 
bank is a process which is understood at the Treasury and which I 
think is sufficiently described by the word which I have used. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr, PLUME] 
as modified by himself. 

Mr. VEST called for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to ask the Senator from Kansas what we 
are to understand as the force and effect of the Jast amendment? It 
is in the words expressed that the true intent and meaning of the paper- 
money act is neither to increase nor diminish the paper circulation. ` 

Mr. PLUMB. The design of the amendment is to maintain the vol- 
ume of paper currency exactly where it is at the time of the 
of the law, answering precisely the same p in legislation which 
was answered by the law which prescribed t legal-tender notes ot 
the United States then outstanding should not be diminished. 

Mr. MORRILL. Suppose, however, the amount should be decreased 
or diminished, what effect would the amendment have? 

Mr. PLUMB. It could neither increase it nor diminish if the amend- 
ment was carried out, 

Mr. MORRILL. Ido not see that the amendment would carry out 
the bill or the bill carry out the amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. The amendment gives to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury power to issue Treasury notes only in the event that the national- 
bank notes are surrendered and to the amount to which they are sur- 
rendered, and that too within a period of thirty days during which time 
if other national banks take up circulation equivalent in amount the 
Secretary has nothing to do, no power or function to perform. 

Mr. BUTLER. This is an important question and I should like very 
much to see the amendmentas modified by the Senator from Kansas in 
the RECORD; and unless there is a very urgent desire to have a vote 
this evening, I will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, It is now after 4 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the cousidera- 
tion of executive business. After eight minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 22 minntes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 13, 1884. 


The House metat 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. JOHN 
S. LINDSAY, D. D. 
The Journal of Friday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE. 


Mr. HUNT. I ask unanimous consent to introduce the following 
resolution for present consideration. 2 
The Clerk read as follows : 


Resolved, That the bill of the House (H. R. 4987) for the encouragement of the 
American merchant marine and to promote tal and commercial relations 
with foreign countries, be made the s; order in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for Wednesday, the 27th instant, and from day 
to day thereafter until disposed of, not to interfere with general appropriation 
or revenue bills or existing special orders. z 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I object. 
Mr. POLAND. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a resolution. 
Mr. DORSHEIMER. I demand the regular order of business. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of War, in response to resolution of the House 
of January 24, 1884, transmitting report of the Chief of Engineers on the 
necessity of making immediate appropriations for continuing work on 
important river and harbor improvements until the appropriation for 
the next fiscal year becomes available; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the acting Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a state- 
ment of open-market expenditures for the Indian service authorized by 
the Interior Department up to and including January 31, 1884, together 
with a communication from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs; which 
was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Depart- 
ment, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. GEORGE D. Wise, for three days, on account of important 
business. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the Chair will proceed with 
the call of States and Territories for the introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions for printing and reference to their appropriate committees. 
Under this call memorials and resolutions of State and Territorial 
latures are in order; also resolutions calling for executive information 
for reference to their appropriate committees. 


1884. 
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VACATING ALLEY, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. SHELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4994) to vacate an alley in 
square 234 in the city of Washington; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

EXCHANGE OF TENTS, ETC. 

Mr. HERBERT introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 161) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War, in his discretion, to make exchange of tents 
for Gatling guns with the National Guard of Alabama, and for other 
purposes ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN PIERCE. 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 4995) to remove 
the charge of desertion against Benjamin Pierce, Company H, Eighth 
Missouri Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. CLAIBORN. 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4996) to remove 
the charge of desertion against John W. Claiborn, private Company C, 
First Arkansas Infantry; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVIVORS MOUNTAIN MEADOW MASSACRE, 


Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4997) donating 
three hundred and twenty acres of public land to each of the survivors 
of the Mountain Meadow massacre and to each of the legal heirs of any 
one killed in such massacre; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE D. SHUMARD. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 4998) for the re- 
lief of the children of George D. Shumard; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. À 

3 WILLIAM D. SPRAGUE. as 

Mr. TULLY introduced a bill (H. R. 4999) for the relief of William 
D. Sprague, and to relieve him from the charge of desertion; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SUITS TO SET ASIDE LAND-PATENTS. 

Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 5000) relating to suits by 
the United States to set aside land-patents; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed, 

RESOLUTIONS ON THE DEATH OF HERR LASKER. 

Mr. BELFORD also submitted the following resolution of inquiry; 

which was read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Sec: of State be requested to inform this House whether 
Prince Bismarck has sent to his Department any letters touching the resolutions 
recently passed by this House concerning the death of Herr er, and, if so, to 
transmit a copy of the same and inform the House of any advices he may haye 
on this subject, either by telegraph or letter. 


JULIA C. RAMSDELL. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5001) for the relief of Julia 
C. Ramsdell, widow of Ass T. Ramsdell; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TRAVERS SWAN. 

Mr. SEYMOUR introduceda bill (H. R. 5002) for the relief of Travers 
Swan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN MEDICAL OFFICERS, 

Mr. DAVIDSON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5003) for the 
relief of certain officers in the Medical Department of the United States 
Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. p 

WILLIAM B. SMITH. 

Mr. BISBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 5004) for the relief of William 
B. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REGULATING RAILROAD RATES. 

Mr. NICHOLLS introduced a bill (H. R. 5005) to regulate traffic on 
railroads secured by United States bonds; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. z 

QUALIFICATION OF JURORS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. REESE introduced a bill (H. R. 5006) to repeal sections 820 and 
821 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

UNMAILABLE MATTER, 
Mr. REESE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5007) to prohibit the mail- 


ing of letters, circulars, registered letters, and money-orders relating 
to future contracts, and prescribing a penalty therefor; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS, E. L. BOYDEN. 

Mr. HITT introduced a bill (H. R. 5008) granting a pension of $50 
per month to Mrs. Boyden, widow of Col. Holden Putnam, Ninety-third 
Ilinois Volunteers, and mother of Ensign Charles: Putnam, United 
States Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT HILL, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 5009) granting relief to 
Albert Hill, late Company B, Twelfth Missouri Cavalry Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA M. SMITH. 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H.R. 5010) granting a pension to 
Anna M. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FREDERICK FEHLHABER. 
Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5011) granting pension to 


Frederick Fehlhaber; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS BROWN. 


Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5012) removing the charge 
of desertion from the record of Thomas Brown; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HENRY J. FELTUS. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5013) for the relief of Henry 
J. Feltus; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JESSE M. JONES. 


Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5014) for the relief of 
Jesse M. Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HARLAND RICHARDSON. 


Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 5015) for the re- 
lief of Harland Richardson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM IRVIN. 


Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5016) for the 
relief of William Irvin; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JULIA A. F. BASSETT. 


Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5017) for the 
relief of Julia A. F. Bassett; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH I. MONCRIEF. 


Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5018) for the 
relief of Elizabeth I. Moncrief; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD GRANTS. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. 5019) to provide for paying the 
cost of surveying lands granted in aid of the construction of the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad and to subject the same to taxation; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Š SETTLERS ON RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 5020) for the relief of settlers 
on lands granted in aid of railroads; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JACKSON SHADDAY. - 

Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5021) granting a pension to 
Jackson Shadday; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. HOLMAN submitted the following resolution; which. was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed toin- 
form the House when the line of the Northern Pacific Railroad, and of each part 
thereof, was definitely and finally located, and the plat or plats of such definite 
and final location filed in the office of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, so far as said railroad has been definitely located, giving the date of the 
filing of each platin said office. if more than one plat bas been filed, and the 
length of line designated in each plat. And that he also inform the, House 
whether the Northern Pacific Railroad Company has claimed or isclaiming any 
lands on which homestead or pre-emption entries had been made within the 
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limits of the grant to said com: opposite to any part of the line of said rail- 
road prior to the line of final definite looation ps pmt of said line; and, if so, 
whether such claims of said company are being considered by his Department. 


ATLANTIC ALCOHOL COMPANY. 

Mr. PUSEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5022) for the relief of the At- 
lantic Alcohol Company, of Atlantic, State of Iowa; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. x 

* FREDERICK DAUT & CO. 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (H. R. 5023) for the relief of Fred- 
erick Daut & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SEA-SERVICE. 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5024) defining sea-serv- 
ice; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN T. RYMAN. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5026) for the relief of John T. 
Ryman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5026) to provide for the 
adjustment of land grants made by Con: to aid in the construction 
of railroads, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

INSPECTORS OF STEAM VESSELS, PADUCAH, KY. 

Mr. JAMES introduced a bill (H. R. 5027) to establish a board of 
local inspectors of steam vessels for the customs district of Paducah, in 
the State of Kentucky; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. M’ KNIGHT. 
Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 5028) for the 
relief of John W. McKnight; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BEVERLEY POST. 
Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 5029) granting a pension to 


Beverley Post; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JESSE M. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5030) granting a pen- 
sion to Jesse M. Underwood; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CLAIMS OF CITIZENS OF KANSAS. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5031) authorizing the 
settlement of the claims of certain citizens of Kansas named therein; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS ©. DILS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 5032) for the 
lief of Lewis C. Dils, late private Company B, Thirty-ninth Kentucky 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MOSES SOARD. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5033) to 
remove the charge of desertion from Moses Soard; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM B. ARMITAGE. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5034) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from Hiram B. Armitage; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY C. DE AHNA. 

Mr. ROSECRANS (by Mr. HALSELL) introduced a bill (H. R. 5035) 
for the relief of rey ke De Ahna; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET T. DUGAN. 


Mr. ROSECRANS (by Mr. HALSELL) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
5036) for the relief of Margaret T. Dugan; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. . 

JOHN W. BLAKE. 

Mr. ROSECRANS (by Mr. HALSELL) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
5037) for the relief of John W. Blake; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 18, 


SUFFERERS BY MISSISSIPPI FLOODS. 


Mr. KING introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 162) makingan appro- 
priation for the relief of sufferers in the Lower Mississippi Valley; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon the reference of the joint resolution. 

Mr. KING. [ask that the resolution be read at length and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas the waters that have karad desolation through the Ohio Valley and 
entailed so much suffering upon the e rA thereof are now pouring with stead- 
ily increasing volume into the Mississippi River, threatening to carry desolation 
into the valley of the Lower i; and 

Whereas it is wise and prudent that judicious provision shall be made with the 
view of preventing such suffering as human ney can avert among the large 
and aaa most part helpless population dwelling in that section of our coun- 
try: refore, 

Be it resolved, £c., That the sum of $500,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, bè, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of War in the purchase and distribution of rations and providing such other 
means as he may deem necessary in preventing such suffering among the people 
of the Lower Mississippi Valley and the rivers tributary thereto. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 


and ordered to be printed. 
SEEDS FOR SUFFERERS BY OVERFLOW. 

Mr. KING also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 163) making 
appropriation for the purchase of seeds for distribution among the 
sufferers by the overflow of the Ohio and Mississippi Rivers and their 
tributaries; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS BREEN. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 5038) pantog Hd pension to 
Thomas Breen, late a corporal of Company A, Seventh United States 
Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN M. YZNAGA DEL VALLE. 

Mr. KINGalso introduced a bill (H. R. 5039) for the relief of Don An- 
tonio Yznaga del Valle and his wife Ellen M. Yznaga del Valle; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. . 

FRANK M’LENDON. 

Mr. KING (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5040) for the 
relief of Frank McLendon; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GERVIN & BIETRY. 

Mr. ELLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 5041) for the relief of Gervin & 
Bietry, of Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DISEASES OF AMERICAN SWINE. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 164) in regard 
to the diseases of American swine; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM AVERILL, 

Mr. BOUTELLE introduced a bill (H. R. 5042) for the relief of Will- 
iam Averill; which was read a first and secdnd time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL-BANK REDEMPTION FUND. 

Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5043) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to iavest the lawful money deposited in the 
Treasury in trust by financial banking associations for the retirement 
of their circulating notes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. ‘ 

STEEL GUNBOAT. 

Mr, TALBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. 5044) to authorize the con- 
struction of one steel gunboat; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH H. HICKEY. 

Mr. RICE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5045) granting a 
pension to Joseph H. Hickey; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEVI W. EMERSON. : 

Mr. RICE (by request) alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 5046) grantinga 
pension to Levi W. Emerson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK CROSTON. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (H. R. 5047) granting a pension to 
Frank Croston; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES H. FERNALD. 
Mr. STONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5048) for the relief of Charles 
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H. Fernald from the charge of desertion; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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JOHN WILSON. 

Mr. MAYBURY introduced a bill (H. R. 5049) to provide forincreased 
compensation to be paid to John Wilson, late of the One hundred and 
second Regiment United States Colored Infantry; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEERS IN MICHIGAN. 

Mr. CUTCHEON introduced a bill (H. R. 5050) to authorize the 
location of a home for disabled volunteer soldiers in the State of Michi- 
gan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB PASSAGE. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. 5051) for the 
relief of Jacob Passage; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HANNAH A. MARSHALL. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5052) grant- 
ing a pension to Hannah A. Marshall; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ROBERT B. BONNER. 

Mr. HOUSEMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5053) granting a pension 
to Robert B. Bonner; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SIOUX INDIAN WAR OF 1882, 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 5054) for the relief of cit- 
izens who were engaged in the suppression of the Sioux Indian war in 
Minnesota of 1862; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM M. RANNEY. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5055) granting a pen- 
sion to Hiram M. Ranney; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TIMBER CULTURE. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 5056) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to encourage the growth of timber on the Western prairies,” 
approved June 14, 1878; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ARMS FOR MILITIA. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5057) to amend section 
1661 of the Revised Statutes making an annual appropriation to pro- 
vide arms for the militia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY M. TAYLOR. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5058) for the relief of Mary 
M. Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

L. P. FLUKE. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5059) for the relief of L. P. 
Fluke; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. TOWLE. s 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5060) for the relief of George 
W. Towle; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES E. MOLEN. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5061) for the relief of Charles 
E. Molen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA W. OSBORNE. i 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5062) for the relief of Anna 
W. Osborne; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MILTON 8S. SHIRK, 

Mr. VAN EATON introduced a bill (H. R. 5063) for the relief of 
Milton 8. Shirk; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS B. WALLACE. : 

Mr. JEFFORDS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5064) for the 
relief of Thomas B. Wallace; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN L. PETERS, 

Mr. BROADHEAD introduced a bill (H. R. 5065) for the relief of 

John L. Peters, surviving partner of J. L. Peters & Co.; which was 
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read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
CHARLES BALMER. 

Mr. BROADHEAD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5066) for the relief 
of Charles Balmer, surviving partner of Balmer & Webber; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES HYSLOP. 

Mr. BROADHEAD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5067) 
granting a pension to Charles Hyslop; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RECLAMATION OF ARID AND WASTE LANDS. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5068) 
for the reclamation of arid and waste lands in certain Western States 
and Territories, and for the promotion of agriculture; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and 
ordered to be printed. 

5 MRS. MARY J. STOTTS. 

Mr. FYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5069) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Mary J. Stotts, widow of Green C. Stotts, late captain Company D, 
Seventy-sixth Missouri Militia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TEMPLE GOLDEN. 

Mr. FYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5070) granting a pension 
to Temple Golden, Company K, Seventy-sixth Missouri State Militia; 
which was read a em | and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. M’CABE.  - ’ 

Mr. FYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5071) granting a pension to 
Mrs. McCabe, formerly Mrs. Lane; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM A. CARR. í 

Mr. FYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5072) for the reliefof Will- 
iam A. Carr; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 5073) granting a pension to 
Andrew J. Williams; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. GRIMES. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. 5074) authorizing John M. 
Grimes, of Pike County, Missouri, to prosecute a suit in the Court 
of Claims against the United States for damages growing out of the im- 
provement of the navigation of the Mississippi River; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

G. W. VARNUM. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5075) for the relief of 
G. W. Varnum; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DOUBLE-EAGLES, ETC. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 5076) limiting the coinage of 
double-eagles and discontinuing the coinage of certain United States 
coins; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

RIVER OBSERVATION, SIGNAL SERVICE. 

Mr. DOCKERY introduced a bill (H. R. 5077) to increase the effi- 
ciency of the river observation of the Signal Service; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN TAGGART. 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5078) for the relief of 
John Taggart; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NIRA M. GWINN. 

Mr. GRAVES (by Mr. Dockery) introduced a bill (H. R. 5079) to 
place the name of Nira M. Gwinn on the pension-roll; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN SAINT JOSEPH, MO. 

Mr. BURNES (by Mr. DocKEry) introduced a bill (H. `'R. 5080) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Saint Joseph, in the State of Missouri,’’ ap- 
proved August 5, 1882; which was read a first and second time, referred 
te the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

F TOWNS UPON UNITED STATES LANDS. 
Mr. VALENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. 5081) to interpret an act 
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for the relief of the citizens of towns upon lands of the United States 
under certain circumstances, approved May 23, 1844; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 
JANE HILTON. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5082) granting a 
pension to Jane Hilton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES E. BROWN. 
Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5083) for the relief 


of Charles E. Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY MARTIN. 
Mr. LAIRD introduced a bill (H. R. 5084) for the relief of Henry 


Martin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
SOLDIERS’ REUNION, FREMONT, NEBR. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 165) granting 
the use of artillery, tents, &c., at the soldiers’ reunion to be held at 
Fremont, Nebr., in the month of September, 1884; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RUFUS KING. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5085) for the relief of Rufus 
King, late a captainin the Fourth Artillery; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military, Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ELIZABETH W. CREIGHTON. 

Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. 5086) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth W. Creighton, widow of J. Blakeley Creighton, late a rear-admiral; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM MUMIAN. 

Mr. FERRELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5087) for the relief of Will- 
iam Mumian; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MAGDALENA COOK. 

Mr. FIEDLER introduced a bill (H. R. 5088) for the relief of Mag- 
dalena Cook; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF POST-OFFICE SITE, NEW YORK CITY. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 166) 
conferring j urisdiction on the Court of Claims to consider and determine 
the equitable interest of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New 
York in the money realized by the saleof the post-office site in the city 
of New York; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

BARTHOLDI STATUE OF LIBERTY. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, also introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 167) authorizing the temporary-exhibition in the Capitol of a model 
` of the pedestal of the Bartholdi statue of Liberty enlightening the world; 

. which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURTS. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER introduced a bill (H. R. 5089) to amend the act 
of Congress of March 3, 1875, entitled ‘‘Anactto determine the juris- 
diction of circuit courts United States;’’ which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 


be printed. 
COURT OF APPEALS, ETC. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5090) to establish 
a court of appeals and for additional circuit court judges; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LEASE OF POST-OFFICES. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 5091) to au= 
thorize the Postmaster-General to lease premises for use of post-offices 
of the first, second, ahd third class; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC P, TICE, DECEASED. 

Mr. SLOCUM introduced a bill (H. R. 5092) for the relief of the 
administrators of the estate of Isaac P. Tice, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. REVERE. 

Mr. JAMES introduced a bill (H. R. 5093) for the relief of George 

W. Revere from the charge of desertion and providing for pay, bounty, 
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and allowances; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
THEILMAN MORITZ. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 5094) grant- 
ing a pension to Theilman Moritz; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY J. VAUGHAN. 

Mr. JOHNSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5095) for the relief of Mary 
J. Vaughan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

À WARREN §. SMITH. 

Mr. JOHNSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5096) for the relief of 
Warren 8. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDLORDS AND TENANTS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. ‘ 

Mr. BEACH (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5097) to amend 
chapter 19 of the Revised Statutes relating to landlords and tenants in 
the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered tobe 
printed. 

BRIDGE AT TONAWANDA, N. Y: 

Mr. STEVENS introduced a bill (H. R. 5098) respecting a bridge at 
Tonawanda, in the State of New York; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE OFFICERS. 

Mr. DOWD introduced a bill (H. R. 5099) to reduce the number of 
internal-revenue officers; which was read a first and second time; re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to beprinted. 

LIGHTS, LOWER CAPE FEAR RIVER. 

Mr. GREEN introduced a bill (H. R. 5100) to establish lights on the 
Lower Cape Fear River, North Carolina; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE N. PATTON. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. 5101) granting a pension to 
George N. Patton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES SHELTON. 


Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5102) for the relief of James 
Shelton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

J. F. JUSTICE. \ 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5103) granting a pension to 
J. F. Justice; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


L. H. CAMP. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5104) for the relief of L. H. 
Camp; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

J. C. CAMP. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5105) for the relief of J. C. 
Camp; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES H. ROBERTSON. 


Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5106) to amend the date of 
letters patent to James H. Robertson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


EASTERN CHEROKEES, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5107) to provide for the 
sale of certain lands of the Eastern Band of Cherokees in North Caro- 
lina; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DRAWINGS IN PATENT OFFICE. 


Mr. VANCE alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 5108) providing that draw- 
ings in the Patent Office be made without cost to the inventor; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, 
and ordered to be printed. 


EASTERN BAND OF NORTH CAROLINA INDIANS. 


Mr. VANCE also submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, requested to 
inform the House of y due the Fate as soon asit may be conveniently done, 
the amount of money due the Eastern Band of North Carolina Indians, and 
set ala h under the act of Congress approved J yy 29, 1848; the amount which 

d be Pest a ot and interest, under sai: i the amount now to their 
m has been made of the difference between what should 
be due pines oni ‘on now to their credit, for what purpose, under what law, 


1884. 


and for what reasons; what part of the m , $48,540.96, to special agent 
Silas H. Swetland, apo 12, 1569, for these In was by them received; what 
services on the part of attorneys were necessary to secure the allowance and pay- 
ment ofsaid money; why the Indian Bureau caused Congress to change the rate 
of interest from 6to 5 per cent. without consulting the Indians; whether the 
individual lands of any of said Indians have been taken in satisfaction of the 
judgments purchased of William Johnston; by whom selected and for what 
pu ; under what law and for what reasons said lands were consolidated 
ith the property of the band; why the deeds to these lands recovered from 
Thomas and Johnston are withhel by the Indian Commissioner from these 
Indians; what other matters affecting the rights of said band under the treaty 
of 1885 and 1836 remain unsettled; why the Indian Bureau does not p 

to adjust all matters comprehended in said treaties; and whether any further 
legislation is necessary to enable the President of the United States to execute 
the said treaties of 1835 and 1836. 

WILLIAM E, BOND. 


Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 5109) for 
the relief of William E. Bond, late internal-revenue collector first dis- 
trict of North Carolina; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EASTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. BENNETT introduced a bill (H. R. 5110) to confer circuit court 
jurisdiction upon the district court for the district of Cape Fear, in the 
eastern district of North Carolina; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A. M. ANDERSON AND OTHERS. 


Mr. YORK introduced a bill (H.,R. 5111) for the relief of A. M. An- 
derson, Hall Caldwell, A. C. Bryan, and C. C. Crumpler; which was read 
a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MOSES J. ROBERTSON. 


Mr. McCORMICK introduced a bill (H. R. 5112) for the relief of 
Moses J. Robertson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Commiteee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PETER HUDNUT. 


Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. 5113) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Peter Hudnut; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. $ 

INSPECTION OF PORK. 


Mr. GEDDES also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Ohio, recommending to Congress the Government inspection of pork in 
certain cases. 

Mr. CONVERSE. [ask for the reading of that resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


+ Senate joint resolution relative to recommending to Congress a Government in- 
spection of pork in ce: n cases. 


Whereas American pork has been excluded from the markets of France and 
Germany for nearly four years, thereby causing great loss to, the hog-raisers of 
‘Ohio and other States; and 

Whereas the alleged reason for such exclusion (the diseased condition of Amer- 
ican pork) we believe to be without foundation in fact: Therefore 

Resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, That we would recommend 
to our members of Congress a system of Government inspection of meats ex- 
ported to foreign countries that will prohibit the exportation of al] meats not in 
a healthy condition, or such other legislation, either retaliatory or otherwise, 
as may be necessary to remove the restrictions now placed by France and Ger- 
many upon American pork. $ 

Resolved further, That the governor be requested to forward to each of our Sena- 
tors and Representatives in Congress a copy of these resolutions, 

Noite ps tome oe 
pro pore o; ouse resentalives. 
JOHN G. KN WICK, 
of the Senate, 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, OHIO, 
Office of the Secretary of State. 
I, James W. Newman, secretary of state of the State of Ohio, do hereby certify 
that the foregoing is a true copy of a joint resolution adopted by the General 
Assembly of the te of Ohio on the5th day of February, A, D. 1854, taken from 
the original rolls filed in this office. 
In testimony whereof I have here 


Adopted February 5, 1884. 


to subscribed my name and affixed my 
1884. 


official seal, at Columbus, the 8th day 6f February, A. D. 
(sea. ] JAS. W. NEWMAN, 
Secretary of State. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I wish to inquire to what committee 


it is proposed to refer that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. To the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. I wish to say that the distillers are 
responsible for the diseased condition of American pork. 

The SPEAKER A proposition which has not tne reported by a 
committee is not debatable. The tleman from Kentucky {Mr. 
WHITE] moves to refer the joint resolution to the Select Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


SURVIVORS OF SOUTHERN PRISONS. 


Mr. GEDDES also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Ohio, Sales 4 their Senators and Representatives in 


Co to secure pensions for survivors of prisons of the South dur- 
ing the Jate rebellion. 
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Mr. GEDDES. I ask that the joint resolution be read. 
The resolution was read, as follows : 


Joint resolution requesting Senators and Representatives in Congress to secure 
pensions for survivors of prisons of the South during the late rebellion. 


Whereas many Unionsoldiers, prisoners of war, were confined in Libby, Ander- 
sonville, and other Southern prisons during the iste war of the rebellion,and by 
reason of said imprisonmentand the consequent sufferings entailed thereby the 
general health and constitutional vitality of those who survived said imprison- 
ment was so impai as to bring on a premature breaking down of general 
health and of the vital powers; and 

Whereas it is but simple justice to those deserving and patriotic men that 
their ee claims to the sympathy of the country should receive such recogni- 
tion as their merit, suffering, and patriotic services demand: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, That our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress from the State of Ohio are hereby requested to use 
their influence in the Congress of the United States to procure the passage of an 
act granting pensions to those surviving soldiers, prisoners of war, confined in 
Southern prisons as above recited. 

Resolved further, That the governor be, and he is hereby, requested to transmit 
to each of our Senators and members in Congress a copy of these resolutions. -~ 

A. D. MARSH, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
JOHN G. WARWICK, 
President of the Senate. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ONIO, 
Office of the Secretary of State. 
I, James W. Newman, secretary of state of the State of Ohio, do hereby cer- 
tify that the Try eo is a true copy of a joint resolution scopo oy the General 
Assembly ofthe te of Ohioon the 14th day of February, A. D. 1854, taken from 
the original rolls filed in this office. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed si name and affixed my 
officicl seal, at Columbus, the 15th day of February, A. D., 1854. 
S. W. NEWMAN 
Secretary of State. 


[SEAL.] JA 
The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 


Adopted February 14, 1884. 


DR. F. 0. ST. CLAIR. 

Mr. MCKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5114) to refund to Dr. F. 
O. St. Clair $97.80 duties on a monument to the memory of Francis J. 
Townshend, late of the United States Navy; which was read a first and 
second time, réferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ISAAC MILLER. 

Mr. HART introduced a bill (H. R. 5115) granting a pension to Isaac 
Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID D. RAINS. 

Mr. HART also introduced a bill (H. R. 5116) granting a pension to 
David D. Rains; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY EDGINGTON. 

Mr. HART also introduced a bill (H. R. 5117) granting a pension to 
Mary Edgington; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE YOUNG. 

Mr HART (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5118) granting 
a pension to Caroline Young; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ENTERPRISE FIRE AND MARINE INSURANCE COMPANY. 

Mr. FOLLETT introduced a bill (H. R. 5119) for the relief of the 
Enterprise Fire and Marine Insurance Company of Cincinnati, Ohio; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD W. SWISHER. 

Mr. WILKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 5120) for the relief of Ed- 
ward W. Swisher; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

| WILLIAM T. MOREHEAD. 

Mr. WILKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5121) for the relief of 
William T. Morehead; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL PARCELL. 

Mr. MURRAY introduced a bill (H. R. 5122) granting an increase 
of pension to Michael Parcell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK BRAUNWALD. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5123) granting a pension 
to Frederick Braunwald; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL Z. COOPER. 


Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5124) granting a pension 
to Samuel Z. Cooper; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


. DAVID B. CLINE. 
Mr. MOREY Yntroduced a bill (H. R. 5125) granting a pension to 
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David B. Cline; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
CATHERINE HENNESY. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5126) granting a pension 
to Catherine Hennesy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANKLIN FOSTER. 

Mr. PAIGE introduced a bill (H. R. 5127) for the relief of Franklin 
Foster, mail contractor of route 21475, State of Ohio; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

LAKE AND MARINE SHIPPING. 

Mr. FORAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5128) to regulate lake and ma- 
rine shipping; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ZOATH HAMMOND. 

Mr. CONVERSE introduced a bill (H. R. 5129) for therelief of Zoath 
Hammond; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs,-and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL MILLER. _ 

Mr. CONVERSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5130) for the relief of 
Michael Miller; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RALPH SPENCER. 

Mr. CONVERSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5131) for the relief of 
Ralph Spencer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILANDER F. BEVERLY. 

Mr. CONVERSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5132) to rerate the 
pension of Philander F. Beverly; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN HAGENS. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (H. R. 5133) granting a pension to 
John Hagens; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to printed. 

DAVID A. GRIFFITH. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 5134) for the relief of 
David A. Griffith; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

POLLY ANN FITCH. 


Mr. CONNOLLY introduced a bill (H. R. 5135) for the relief of Polly 
Ann Fitch; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. YOUNG. 

Mr. CONNOLLY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5136) for the relief of 
William H. Young; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. GREGORY. 


Mr. CONNOLLY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5137) for the relief of 
John W. Gregory; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT WILKES BARRE, PA. 


Mr. CONNOLLY introduced a bill (H. R. 5138) for the purchase of 
a site and erection of a public building at the city of Wilkes Barre, 
Pa.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SCRANTON, PA. 

Mr. CONNOLLY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5139) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the purchase of asite and the erection of 
a suitable building for a post-office and other Government offices in the 
city of Scranton, Pa., and making an additional appropriation there- 
for; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMAN P. ALLEN. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. DL graning 
a pension to Benjaman P. Allen; which was read a first secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BARBARA JOHNSON. 
Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5141) 
granting a pension to Barbara Johnson, late Knoll; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
SEYMOUR F. ARNOLD. 


Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5142) to 
remove the charge of desertion from Seymour F. Arnold y which was read 
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a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, . 
and ordered to be printed. 
R. W. ROSS. 

Mr. DUNCAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5143) for the relief of R. W. 
Ross; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit-- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

4 CHARLES ZEIGLER. 

Mr. DUNCAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5144) for the relief of 
Charles Zeigler; which was read a firstand second time, referrred to the- 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SINKING FUND. 

Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. 5145) amendatory of the law 
relating to the sinking fund; which was read a first and second time,. 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JESSE C. BUCK. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 5146) granting a pension. 
to Jesse C. Buck, late private in Third Pennsylvania Heavy Artillery; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on. 
Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY C. SCHNEY. 

Mr. PATTON introduced a bill (H. R. 5147) for the relief of Henry- 
C. Schney; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JACOB LAFFERTY,. 


Mr. PATTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5148) granting a pension. 
to Jacob Lafferty; which was read a first and second time, referred to- 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY M. STIFFLER. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 5149): 
granting a pension to Henry M. Stiffler; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered. 
to be printed. 

CHRISTENIA SNYDER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R.. 
5150) for the relief of Christenia Snyder; which was read a first and sec~ 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered. 
to'be printed. 

ALBERT L. BURKET. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5151} 
granting a pension to Albert L. Burket; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordere@. 
to be printed. 

ELI LOWER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5152) 
granting a pension to Eli Lower; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be- 
printed. 

GEORGE KNOPSNYDER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5153). 
granting a pension to George Knopsnyder; which was a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ALFRED B. MULLETT. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania (by request), also introduced m 
bill (H. R. 5154) for the relief of Alfred b, Mullett; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered: 
to be printed. 


PREMISES FOR POST-OFFICES,” 

Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 5155) to authorize the Post— 
master-General to lease premises for use of post-oflices of first, second, 
and third classes; which was read a4irst and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 


SARAH D. PRENTISS. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 5158) grant- 
ing arrears of pension to Sarah D. Prentiss; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered. 
to be printed. 

ROBERT A. M’MURRAY. 

Mr, BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (E. R. 5157). 
for the relief of Robert A. McMurray; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed.. 


LAWRENCE GROSS. 

Mr. ATKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5158) granting a pension to- 
Lawrence Gross, unassigned recruit of the United States Army; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 

| Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SOUTH CAROLINA ACCOUNT FOR ARMS, ETC. 
Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 5159) author- 


1884. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 1197 


izing the Secretary of War to adjust and settle the account for arms be- 
taveen the State of South Carolina and the Government of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
RENT FOR CITADEL ACADEMY. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5160) to 
empower the Secretary of War to audit the claim of South Carolina for 
‘rent alleged to be due for use and occupation of the Citadel Academy, at 
-Charleston; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WRGESS WITT. 2 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5161) to pay Burgess Witt 
the pension due his mother, a Revolutionary pensioner, at her death; 
-which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF C. G. CORDELL. 


Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5162) for the relief of the 
‘heirs of C. G. Cordell, of Tennessee; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. . ` : 

JOHN G. BROWN. 

Mr. PETTIBONE introduced a bill (H. R. 5163) to remove the charge 
~of desertion and grant an honorable discharge to John G. Brown, late 
of Company C, Eighth Tennessee Infantry; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
‘to be printed. 

JOHN M’NEW. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 5164) granting a pension to John 
McNew; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


KNOXVILLE CUSTOM-HOUSE. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5165) authorizing the Secre- 
‘tary of the Treasury to purchase certain ground adjoining the custom- 
house, Knoxville, Tenn.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
‘to be printed. 

e ‘MESECK EMBREE. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5166) for the relief of 
Meseck Embree; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
*the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLOTTE MORROW. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5167) granting a pension 


‘to Charlotte Morrow; which was read a first and second time, referred 
‘to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


NATHANIEL F. ACUFF. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5168) granting a pension 
to Nathaniel F. Acuff; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY A. LINEBERRY. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5169) for the relief of Mary 


A. Lineberry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
‘Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN HENRY. x 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5170) to place the name of 
-John Henry on the pension-roll ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WRIGHT FRENCH. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5171) for. the relief of 
Wright French; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the 
‘Committee on War Claims, and oxdered to be printed. 


MARY L. WELLS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5172) granting a pension to 
Mary L. Wells; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MALINDA HENRY. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5173) granting a pension to 
Malinda Henry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
‘Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AVEY M. BALES. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5174) granting a pension to 
Avey M. Bales; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
‘the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

- JOEL ACUFF. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5175) granting a pension to 


Joel Acuff; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
‘Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


~~ 


JAMES I. DAIL. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5176) for the relief of James 
I. Dail; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

A. K. MEEK. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5177) for the reliefof A. K. 
Meek; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

; ALEXANDER KENNEDY, SR. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5178) for the relief of Alex- 
ander Kennedy, sr.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HENRY. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5179) for the relief of John 
Henry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH ©, HODGES. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5180) for the relief of 
Joseph C. Hodges; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER P. RAMBO. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5181) for the relief of Alex- 
ander P. Rambo; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD STERN. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5182) for the relief of Ed- 
ward Stern, a citizen of Missouri; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and @dered to be 
printed. 

NANCY SMITH. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5183) granting a pension to 
Nancy Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN PITTMAN. 

Mr. YOUNG introduced ‘a bill (H. R. 5184) for the relief of John Pitt- 
man, of Memphis, Tenn.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DANIEL A. BIRCHETT. 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5185) granting a pension 
to Daniel A. Birchett; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to,the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HERMAN BADER. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5186) granting a pen- 
sion to Herman Bader; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY ELIZABETH YOUNG. 
Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5187) for the relief 
of Mary Elizabeth Young; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WARRANTS BY UNITED STATES COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, introduced a bill (H. R. 5188) restrict- 
ing the authority of United Sfates commissioners in issuing warrants 
for arrest; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

J. C. MARTIN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5189) for 
the relief of J. C. Martin, Mary E. Brice, Lelia A. Martin, and Flor- 
ence A. Martin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSION AGENCIES, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5190) to 
abolish ion agencies; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: AUGUSTUS JONES. : 

Mr. MILLER, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. 5191) granting an 
increase of pension to Augustus Jones, asoldier of the warof 1812; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

TONKAWA INDIANS, TEXAS. 

Mr. WELLBORN introduced a bill (H. R. 5192) to provide for the 
removal of the Tonkawa Indians from the State of Texas to the Qua- 
paw reservation, in the Indian Territory; which was read a first and 


_| second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 


to be printed, 
WILLIAM A. JACKSON, DECEASED. 


Mr. PIERCE introduced a bill (H. R. 5193) to relieve William A 
Jackson, deceased, of Company C, First West Tennessee United States 
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Volunteers, from the charge of desertion; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GEORGE W. KINGSBURY. 

Mr. POLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 5194) for the relief of First 
Lieutenant George W. Kingsbury, Twelfth United States Infantry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ZERIAH BURKE. 

Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 5195) granting a pension 
to Zeriah Burke, widow of Asahel Burke, a soldier of the war of 1812; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, introduced a bill (H. R. 5196) to estab- 
lish a board of commissioners of interstate commerce and to regulate 
such commerce; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY E. NEALE. 

Mr. MAYO introduced a bill (H. R. 5197) for the relief of Mrs. Mary 
E. Neale; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-SHIP, CAPE CHARLES SHOALS, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. LIBBEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5198) for the establishment and 
maintenance of a light-ship off Smith’s Island, on the Cape Charles 
Shoals, State of Virginia; which was read & first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


: BRIDGE AT FORTRESS MONROE. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5199) for the construction 
of an iron bridge from the military reservation at Fortress Monroe to 
Elizabeth City County, Virginia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT STAUNTON, VA. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5200) for the erection of 
a public building at Staunton, Va.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. i 

REMAINS OF LIEUT. CHARLES SMITH, JR. 


Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5201) authorizing the 
Secretary of War and directing him to pay the necessary expenses of 
the transportation and interment of the remains of the late Second 
Lieut. Charles Smith, jr., out of the appropriation for contingencies of 
the Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY C. STEPTOE. 

Mr. JOHN §. WISE (by Mr. Lisbey) introduced a bill (H. R. 5202) 
granting a pension to Mary C. Steptoe; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GREAT KANAWHA RIVER. 

Mr. SNYDER introduced a bill (H. R. 5203) to extend the jurisdic- 
tion of the Light-House Board to the Great Kanawha River; which was 
read a first and second time, referred*to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. } 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN SAILORS, ETC. 

Mr. GOFF introduced a bill (H. R. 5204) for the relief of certain 
sailors and marines of the late war; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TIMBER DEPREDATIONS. 

Mr. DEUSTER introduced a bill (H. R. 5205) to amend section 5388 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States in relation to timber dep- 
redations; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


. WOODS OF NATIONAL DOMAIN. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5206) for the preservation 
of the woods and forests of the natienal domain adjacent to the sources 
of the savine rivers and their affluents in the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure, and ordered to be printed. 

ADALBERT STICKNEY. 


Mr, DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5207) granting a pen- 
sion to Adalbert Stickney; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered’ to be, 


printed. 
GOTTLIEB HERMANN. 
Mr. DUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5208) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Gottlieb Hermann; which was read a and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 
JAMES FLYNN. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5209) granting a pen- 
sion to James Flynn; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

_ PRISCILLA WOOD. 

Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. 5210) granting a pension 
to Priscilla Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

k IRA J. J. TURNEY. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bfil (H. R. 5211) granting a pen- 
sion to Ira J. J. Turney; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SEMANTHA R. LAPHAM. 

Mr. WOODWARD introduced a bill (H. R. 5212) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Semantha R. Lapham; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SIDNEY B. FULLAR. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 5213) to re- 
store Sidney B. Fullar to the pension-roll; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PARDON B, LAMOREAUX. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5214) to. 
increase the pension of Pardon B. Lamoreaux; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ORLANDO CULVER. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5215). 
granting a pension to Orlando Culver; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LAND DISTRICT IN DAKOTA.” 

Mr. RAYMOND introduced a bill (H. R. 5216) to create an addi-- 
tional land district in the Territory of Dakota: which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

STANLEY J. MORROW. 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 5217) for the relief of 
Stanley J. Morrow; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DARIUS M. SEAMAN. 
Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 5218) granting.a pen- 
sion to Darius M. Seaman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories is now completed. 

Several members rose. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will recognize 
gentlemen who were not in their seats when their States were called to- 
introduce bills for reference as under this call. 

Mr. STEELE. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. 

PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. MAYO. Irise to a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. SPEAKER. The gentleman will state if. 

Mr. MAYO. In the discussion upon this floor of the Manning and 
Chalmers case on Friday last Mr GEORGE D. WISE, the Representative 
from the first Congressional district of Virginia, traveled out of his way 
from that case to make an unwarranted and unnecessary attack on my 
case, and one not supported by one scintilla of proof. He makes use- 
of this most remarkable language: 

Now, let us see if these cases are parallel. I state here that I was present and 
know, and ron papera in the record also show, that according to the returns 
George D, Ga: n was elected from the first district of Virginia. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. MAYO. Certainly. : 

Mr. GIBSON. Itis this: As this is a personal matter, and GEORGE 
D. WISE, of Virginia, is not present, allow me to suggest to the gen- 
tleman that he defer any remarks until Mr. WisE is present. 

Mr. MAYO. I will do so, reserving my privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not decided that it is a question of 
privilege, not yet having heard stated the precise question to which the 
gentleman proposes to direct his remarks. But the Chair will recognize 
the gentleman hereafter. , 

Mr. MAYO. I will say that I was not here when the attack was made 
on me. 


ELECTION CONTEST FROM MICHIGAN. 
Mr. ELDREDGE. I rise to a question of privilege. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ELDREDGE: Itis a question of privilege relative to the right 
of a member of this House to occupy his seat. I received last Friday 
by mail a petition, which I hold in my hand, from a distinguished cit- 
izen and the foremost lawyer of the State of Michigan, claiming that 
one of the sitting members from that State is not entitled to his seat 
by reason of having been illegally elected, and claiming the segt for 
himself. I find in the Revised Statutes a mode of procedure provided 
for contestants, as follows: 

Whenever any person intends to contest an election of any member of the 
House of tatives of the United States he shali, within thirty days after 
the result of such election shall have been determined by the > 
board of canvassers authorized by law to determine the same, give notice, in 
writing, to the member whose hedesigns to contest of his intention to con- 
test the «ame, and, in such notice, shall specify particularly the grounds upon 
which he relies in the contest. 

The statute also goes on to provide the mode of the future procedure 
in the case, the manner of taking testimony, the time granted to each 
party for the purpose, &c. ; 

This gentleman makes in his petition statements which he says he 
will prove to be true, and which, if true, in my humble judgment will 
unseat the sitting member. 

He did not comply with the requirements of this section of the Re- 
vised Statutes which I have read; but in his petition he gives the 
reason why he did not. He states that about the middle of October, 
previous to the election of 1882, he was taken sick. 

Mr. STEELE. We can not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Come down here if you want to hear me. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will resume their seats and preserve 
order. [After a pause.] The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 1 was stating that the petitioner did not file no- 
tice of contest within the time prescribed by law. Whether he has 
given such notice since the time I am not advised. In his petition he 
states the reason why he did not give the ħotice within the time pre- 
scribed; that upon the 11th day of October, previous to the election, 
he was taken sick and was confined to his bed until long after the time 
had elapsed in which he should have given the notice. He also states 
that he did not know all the facts, which he sets up in his petition to 
be true, until a long time after his recovery and he was able to attend 
to business. 

Mr. CALKINS. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CALKINS. If the paper to which the gentleman refers is a 
simple petition or memorial, it should go through the petition-box, as 
other petitions do. 

TheSPEAKER. There is nodifficulty about the matter. The Chair 
was waiting to ascertain the question of privilege. The right of peti- 
tion is secured to every citizen by the Constitution itself. The gentle- 
man can present the petition in the manner prescribed by the rules, 
and it will go to the Committee on Elections. That is a right which 
does not depend upon any explanation which the gentleman may make. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I would like to have the petition read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Elections; that is all I ask. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the reading of the petition ? 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the reading of the petition, 
and it will be placed in the petition-box, and be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Elections, taking the usual course. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. STEELE. I now demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. This being the 
third Monday of the month, the regular order is the call of commit- 
tees for motions to suspend the rules. 

Mr. CALKINS. I appeal to my colleague [Mr. STEELE] to with- 
hold his demand for the regular order, to allow those of us who were 
not present when their States were called to introduce bills for refer- 
ence. 

Mr. STEELE. I will withdraw the demand for the regular order 
for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. If the malar order is not insisted on, the Chair 
will, with the consent of the House, recognize for the introduction of 
bills and joint resolutions members who were not in the Hall when 
their States were called. 

There was no objections 

JAMES ROGERS. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 5219) ting a pension 
to James Rogers; which was read a first and Anel r referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; JOHN H. WEEKS. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (H. R. 522Q) for the relief of John H. 
Weeks; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. i 


BOYLE & ROACH. 


Mr. JORDAN (by Mr. HOLMAN) introduced a bill (H. R. 5221) for 
the relief of Messrs. Boyle & Roach, contractors for work on the Saint 
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Mary’s Falls Canal, Michigan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LIQUIDATION OF PUBLIC DEBT, 
Mr. HOLMAN submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to in- 
form the House how much of the money now in the Treasury of the United 
Stat s, in view of the current receipts and expenditures of the , on the 
bas. .of existing laws, can be applied at this time in liquidation of that part of 
the public debt now payable without embarrassing his 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HENLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to introduce, 
for reference, a House resolution. 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done at this time. The Chair is 
by consent continuing the call for the introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions, , 


rtment, 


JAMES BURKE & CO. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER introduced a bill (H. R. 5222) for the relief of 
James Burke & Co., of Jeffersonville, Ind.; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLES J. LAHUE. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5223) for therelief 
of Charles J. Lahue, of Harrison County, Indiana; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TIPPECANOE CAMPAIGN OF 1811. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5224) granting 
pensions to the officers and soldiers of the Tippecanoe campaign of 1811, 
and to their surviving widows; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SOLOMON DAVIS. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5225) for the relief 
of Solomon Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL, 


Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 5226) for the government and 
control of the Louisville and Portland Canal; which was read a first 
and second time. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask the opinion of the Chair as to the propriety of 
referring this bill to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. The ques- 
tion is between that committee and the Committee on Commerce. The 
latter committee are of the opinion that they have no jurisdiction of the 
matter. The Louisville and Portland Canal is the connecting link in 
the navigation of the Ohio River; and I suppose the reference would 
naturally be to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the bill will be so referred. 

There being no objection, the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


TITLE TO LANDS IN INDIANA. 


Mr. LOWRY introduced a bill (H. R. 5227) releasing to the State of 
Indiana the title of the United States to certain lands in said State; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


COURT OF APPEALS. 


Mr. HERBERT (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5228) to estab- 
lish a court of appeals, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. $ 

RETIRED-LIST FOR NON-COMMISSIONED OFFICERS. 


Mr. BEACH introduced a bill (H. R. 5229) to authorize a retired-list 
for non-commissioned officers of the United States Army who have served 
therein continuously, honorably, and faithfully for a period of thirty 
years or upward; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC DOMAIN IN NEBRASKA. 


Mr. BLANCHARD submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, uested to 
inform this House whether or not any portion of the public ARORA the State 
of Nebraska bas been fenced in for any pepe whatever by any individual 
corporation, or company, and especially by the Brighton Ranch Company, of 
Custer County; and whether or not by fencing in any post-route of the 
United States has been obstructed or interfered with. 

Resolved further, That if it be true portions of the public domain have been so 
fenced in, to inform the House upon what authority, if any, the same was done; 
and what con r have been taken on the part of the Government to cause the re- 
moval of such obstructions and the criminal prosecution of the offenders. 


NORTH CAROLINA CHEROKEE INDIANS. 


Mr. YORK (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5230) to authorize 
the President to make sale-of certain lands belonging to the Eastern 


Band of North Carolina Cherokee Indians; which was read a first and 
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second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered | 


to be printed. 
REPEAL INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES ON TOBACCO. 


Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 5231) to repeal all internal 
taxes on domestic tobacco; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM GOODMAN. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 5232) granting 
a pension to William Goodman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN OLIVER JENKINS. 


Mr. KEIFER introduced a bill (H. R. 5233) for the relief of John 
Oliver Jenkins, of Millerstown, Ohio; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered.to be printed. 


STEPHEN BAXTER POST, GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC. 


Mr. KEIFER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5234) granting condemned 
cannon and cannon-balls to Stephen Baxter Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, No. 88, of Mechanicsburg, Ohio; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES MYERS. 

Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 5235) to place the name of 
James Myers on the invalid pension rolls; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JACOB HARDMAN. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5236) to place the name of 
Jacob Hardman on the pension rolls; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SOLOMON 8. MAYS. 
' Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
5237) granting a pension to Solomon S. Mays; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MORGAN, ORR & CO. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania (by request), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 5238) to empower Morgan, Orr & Co. to bring a suit in the Court 
of Claims for taxes erroneously paid; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

COL, P. V. HAGNER. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
5239) to place Col. Peter V. Hagner, retired, on the retired-list of the 
Army, with the rank and pay of brigadier-general; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FREEMAN HOAK. 

Mr. LE FEVRE introduced a bill (H. R. 5240) granting a pension 
to Freeman Hoak, Company D, Eighty-first Regiment Ohio Infantry 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN KALBFLEISH. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 5241) granting a 
pension to John Kalbfleish; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AUSTIN B. LYNCH. 

Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 5242) granting a pension to 
Austin B. Lynch; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


J. R. SOPER. 
Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 5243) granting a pension to 


J. R. Soper; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOSEPH PITTMAN. 
Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5244) granting a pen- 


sion to Joseph Pittman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WARREN CHUBBUCK. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. 5245) grant- 
ing a pension tọ Warren Chubbuck; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES M’CALLEN. 

Mr. STRUBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 5246) granting a pension to 
James McCallen; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BAMFORD & BURKE. 


Mr. McCOMAS Nos request) introduced a bill (H, R. 5247) for the 

relief of Bamford & Burke, to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 

to investigate their claim, and pay, if due; which was read a first and 

second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 

printed. 
© STATUTE LAWS DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5248) to provide for 
compiling and arranging the statute laws in force in the District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


CRIMINAL CODE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. McCOMASalso introduced a bill (H. R. 5249) to provide a crimi- 
nal code for the District of Columbia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, aad 
ordered to be printed. 


BOARD OF LIQUIDATION, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. McCOID (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5250) to create 
a board of liquidation for the purpose of adjusting certain assessments 
for special improvement and redeeming certain outstanding certificates 
issued by the District of Columbia and the late corporation of Wash- 
ington, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. . 

CUTHBERT WHITE. 

Mr. HENLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5251) for the relief of Cuth- 
bert White; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


UNEARNED RAILROAD GRANTS. 


Mr. LAIRD introduced the following resolution of inquiry; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to furnish forthe use 
of the House of Representatives as soon as practicable the following informa- 
tion: What lands granted to and earned by any land t railroad in the State 
of Nebraska or in any other State or Territory of the United States now remain 
un ted to such railroad or railroads and the aggregate amount of such land, 
and to show particularly when such lands were earned by the railroad or rail- 
roads ing them, and why exer thereto is now withheld, if it be so with- 
held. Also whether patent has n issued to any railroad claiming it without 
due payment by such railroad of the land-oftice fees and survey rges, and 
the amount of the land so patented and the reason for the same, 


ORDER OF BUSLNESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order having been withdrawn tempo- 
rarily to permit the continuation ef the introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions by members who were not present when their States were 
called, and such call having now been concluded, the Chair, in pursu- 
ance of the regular order, will call the committees for motions to sus- 
pend the rules, this being the third Monday. 


INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT. 


Mr. DORSHEIMER (when the Committee on the Judiciary was 
called). Mr. Speaker, under instructions from the Committee on the 
Judiciary I move to suspend the rules and pass the resolution which 
I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That House bill 2418, entitled “An act ting copyrights to citizens 
of foreign countries,” be made a special order for February 27, immediately 
after the morning hour, and continued from day to day thereafter until finally 
disposed of, not, however, to take precedence of appropriation or revenue bills, 


Mr. DEUSTER and Mr. GUENTHER demanded a second. 

ac TOWNSHEND. Would it be in order to call for the reading of 
the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the House. 
of course, by unanimous consent. 

A second having been demanded, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. DEUSTER and Mr. DoRSHEIMER were appointed tellers. 
a Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. *Can a second not be considered as or- 

ered? 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent thata second 
be considered as ordered. . 

Mr. GUENTHER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the tellers will take their 


It can be read, 


places. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 134, noes 38. 

So the motion was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House there are thirty min- 
utes allowed for debate, fifteen of which will be controlled by the gen- 
tleman from New York and fifteen by the gentleman from Wisconsin 
(Mr. DEUSTER]. 
begin CALKINS. May I ask to have the bill read before the debate 

ins? © 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Let me say to the gentleman from Indiana 
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that this is simply a motion to make this bill a special order for one 
week from next Wednesday. 

Mr. CALKINS. I understand that the object of the resolution is to 
fix a day for the consideration of the bill, but as there has been some 
considerable difference of opinion already manifested as to the propriety 
of taking it up, I should like to know whatitis. - 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the reading of the bill. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. DEUSTER. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important bill, and 
this morning I inquired at the document-room for the report accompa- 
nying it and could not find a single copy, but was informed that the 
gentleman from New York in charge of the bill had withdrawn the 
report from the Printing Office and there is no report tobe had. Under 
these circumstances I think a bill of this importance-should not be 
brought before the House for consideration, certainly not until mem- 
bers have had an opportunity of examining the report on which it is 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I will say to the gentleman that the report 
has been placed in the hands of the Printer, and will be on the tables 
of members to-morrow. It is now in the hands of the Public Printer. 

Mr. DEUSTER. I do not deem it necessary now, Mr. Speaker, to 
enter into a full discussion of the merits of the bill, but will do so when 
it shall be called up for action before the House. For the present I 
wish to have read as a part of my remarks what I send to the desk. 

Mr. CANNON. Permit me to ask, Mr. Speaker, whether this bill 
can not be read for the information of the House? 

The SPEAKER, The bill isnot before the House for consideration, 
and, as the Chair understands, objectionhas been made to reading it. 

Mr. DEUSTER. I ask the Clerk to read the extract which I have 
marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A SCHEME TO MAKE BOOKS DEAR. 


The bill for an international copyright, introduced by Representative Dors- 
HEIMER, of New York, for which the American Copyright Association is lob- 
bying in Congress, is a billto make books dear. Lea ng aside all pretense and 
pt gia that is the intention of it. 

It is advocated under the attractive caption of “ Reciprocity.” But therecan 
be no reciprocity between the United States and other nations in the protection 
of authors. There are scores of foreign authors read in this country to one of 
ours read abroad. The advan of the international copyright must be 
sought elsewhere than in one-si reciprocity. 

The rie of authors are pushed forward to gain ope So for the bill. The 
rights of authors are like those of other laborers—to sell their products in the 
best market they can find. That they have any rightto have markets manu- 
factured for them by copyright or by any other process we can not see. Copy- 
right is an artificial thing, nota matter of abstract justice. Itsextension, like 
its institution, bof ape on considerations of public policy, or perhapsof public 
generosity, merely. 

The passage of this law would at once be followed eA the partition of the 
American book market among a limited number of publishers. Books would 
be published in three-volume editions and at high prices, as in England. Do- 
mestic copyright has this disadvantage, as seen in the case of Prescott’s 
works, which were published in expensive éditions and at high prices. The 
book-buyer who now puts $1 in his pocket would after the enactment of such a 
law need to go to his book-seller with $5. Literary knowledge and art have 
been made cheap in this country by free trade in intellectual importations. Stop 
this free trade, and books will advance in price to the English standard. 

Those American authors who advocate this international copyright on the low 
oe that they want protection from the competition of foreign authors are 

leceiving themselves as to the help any such law would give them. The for- 
eign writer would still sell for a comparatively small sum the right to publish 
his works in a remote and in most cases unappreciative market. He would 
make better terms with the publisher than the native author, and this under- 
arose vi would always be brought up #gainst the native by his natural enemy, 
the publisher. . Our writers think themselves hurt now by the sale of the pirated 
reprints; they would find themselves hurt under a reciprocal copyright by the 
kd “in at which foreign authors would sell their ks to the American 
publisher, 

The only ground that remains on which to support an international copy- 
right is that of abstract right. Itis argued that it is stealing to appropriate the 


almost soray make books dear. 
ternational rig 
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Mr. GUENTHER. I wish the Clerk to state the name of the paper 
from which he has been reading. 

The CLERK. The Chicago Tribune of February 9, 1884. 

Mr. DEUSTER. Mr. Speaker, the United States is not, like Europe, 
the land of monopolies, but the land of liberty. Political and social lib- 
erty, however, is not complete without the fullest freedom of exchange 
of thought, and this freedom is not alone based on the liberty of the 
press, but finds its most perfect expression and safeguard in the free 
and untrammeled exchange of the literature of all nations. Whatever 
impedes this free exchange interferes with the great fundamental ideas 
of mankind—universal freedom and fraternization of all nations. In- 
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ternational copyright is a European institution, but even in Europe 
we would seek its advocates in vain among the men of science. 

I repeat, the United States is not the land of monopolies, but the 
powerful protector of free competition, America, acting in accordance 
with this principle, offers to all countries from which it draws intel- 
lectual succor a full equivalent; it says to the whole civilized world, 
reprint any of our works you will, and cull what pleases you. The 
interests of popular education and fraternization of nations suffer no 
intellectual monopoly, but demand the fullest spread of knowledge all 
over the world and the untrammeled exchange of the literature of all 
countries without let or hinderance. 

American authors enjoy a greater remuneration for their labors than 
those of any other nation, and do not need protection against foreign re- 
print. But to tax the people of the United States for the benefit of Euro- 
pean authors would be as manifestly unjust as to tax us for the benefit of 
European statesmen, generals, &c. Upon every nation devolves the 
duty of seeing its authors sufficiently well paid. This duty is dis- 
charged in the United States directly, because they are enabled by the 
people themselves, who read more than the people of Europe, by the 
increased prosperity arising from free institutions, to secure not only 
bodily but intellectual food in abundance. Consequently, very much 
larger editions are demanded, and this enables publishers to pay authors 
more liberally than is done in Europe. 

If European authors are desirous of obtaining greater remuneration 
let them labor for free institutions, and the success of their efforts will 
increase reading and the sale of books, At present in Europe the larger 
number of readers are dependent upon the circulating libraries for their 
instruction or amusement, and these furnish but poor substitutes for 
purchased books, and are really an obstacle to intellectual develop- 
ment, forsuch books only can be procured from them as their managers 
see proper to furnish, and that only for a limited time; and further, the 
existence of these circulating libraries prevents the publication of large 
editions of popular works, such as are issued in America. 

A free people is always a thinking and a reading people; and in the 
same proportion as the freedom of a nation is developed, so its desire to 
read develops itself, and also the pecuniary ability to gratify that de- 
sire by purchasing books. 

No people read more than the American people, thanks to their free 
institutions, and thanks, also, to their magnificent free-school system. 
The American people educate readers—educate them with funds pro- 
vided bythe people. And after a reading public is thus formed, which 
has no equal upon earth, should the same people who have brought 
about this result by taxing themselves willingly for so noble a purpose— 
who have rendered possible so grand and vast a system of popular edu- 
cation—who have created this thirst for knowledge, and consequent 
market for literature by their peerless liberality—should this very peo- 
ple be taxed again in the interest of a few authors and publishers, who, 
as long as the literary market in the United States was still in its in- 
fancy, did nothing toward its development? 

Tam op to the passage of this bill, because all the publishers of 
reprints in the United States, the printers, paper manufacturers, type 
and stereotype founders, bookbinders, and many thousands of workmen 
employed in the production of reprinted works, would lose their eecupa- 
tions and theirdaily bread. Again, the price of works of European origin 
reprinted here would, in the absence of all competition, rise so enor- 
mously as to deprive nine-tenths of those who now purchase them of 
the ability todo so. The people of the United States would be most 
unjustly taxed in favor of a few authors and publishers, and, by reason 
of the people having less ready access to European literature, the prog- 
ress in intellectual culture would be impeded; and last, but not least, 
the United States, upon which the world now looks as the protector 
of universal free institutions, would, by the passage of an international 
copyright law, set an example which could not but operate unfavora- 
bly upon other countries now in process of development 

The custom which now obtains with American publishers of pub- 
lishing new European works from advance sheets, for which they pay 
the author a remuneration, has heretofore proved sufficient for the pur- 
poses for which the passage of an international copyright law is claimed, 
and has, at the same time, established no monopoly; has not unduly 
taxed the people of the United States, and, while it has erected no 
barrier to intellectual p it has been remunerative to both pub- 
lishers and authors. Why should not, then, this solution of the ques- 
tion of international copyright for the future as in the past answer all 
ends, and satisfy all reasonable claims which authors and publishers 
have on the public? 

I believe the American people have a right to hope that the represent- 
ative wisdom of the nation in Congress assembled will refuse to pass an 
international copyright law. 

The SPEAKER. The time allowed in opposition to the resolution 
has been exhausted. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Dors- 
HEMER} is entitled to fifteen minutes in support of the resolution. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I will state to the House I have no intention 
at the present time to enter into a discussion of the merits of this bill. 
The question before the House now is simply whether the bill shall be 
assigned to a particular day in the future and be made a special order 
until it is disposed of. I do not desire to occupy any time myself, but 
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yield the floor for such time as he may desire to my friend from Rhode 
Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

Mr. CHACE. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this bill in its present 
shape. But this isa matter which in my as Sg ars presses, or ought 
to press, upon the conscience of the Legis i 
thing interests not only authors, but printers, publishers, and a variety 
of people whose livelihood depends on the industries which authors 
provide by the creation of their brains. 

I do not propose to enter into the question of whether the creation 
of a man’s brain is property corporeal or incorporeal, or whether it is a 
matter of abstract right or other right. But this is a question under 
which we as a nation are suffering; and the most intelligent and the 
most conscientious people in the world, not only in our own country 
but elsewhere, are pointing the finger of scorn at us for refusing to rec- 
ognize a right which is everywhere else recognized. I want this may 
be considered, and I want when it is considered that this bill may be 

. largelyamended. And if when itis considered gentlemen on the other 
side of this House, who will undoubtedly control it, are willing to take 
the responsibility of cutting off the bread and butter, so to speak, of a 
large class of the labor of this country, very well, so be it; there shall 
the responsibility rest. But it is a duty which we owe to ourselves 
= to our people that we should give to this question a day and a 

earing. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. CHACE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Willthe gentleman be kind enough to tell me where- 
àn this bill is so important and so urgent that the rules should be sus- 

nded aud it should have a special day to the exclusion of all other 
important business ? 

Mr. CHACE. In reply to my friend from Illinois I simply say that 
that is another way of attacking the rules of this House which has 
been adopted by the majority on the other side of the House; and the 
representatives of that majority are now coming and asking us to sus- 
pend those rules. We tried diligently and earnestly to get a change 
made in those rules; and this is a very apt illustration of the necessity 
of the change we urged. Now they admit, by asking that this question 
be fixed for acertain day, that their rules are faulty. I agree with my 

* friend from Illinois as to that. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman permit me to say that it is not 
a question as to whether the rules are faulty, but whether under the 
rules this is a matter of such transcendent importance that the rules 
should be set aside ? 

Mr. CHACE. I do not claim this is a matter of transcendent im- 
portance. But I do claim that a question of morality is something of 
a question even to this country. I think we owe it to ourselves to 
provide safeguards not only for our own authors but for others. We 
want foreign literature, and we want to protect our own authors at the 
same time. 5 

Mr. RICE. Does my friend from Rhode Island think morality would 
be promoted by increasing the price of books and preventing our own 
publishers from giving cheap editions of foreign authors? 

Mr. CHACE. Not in the least. I have no such object in view. I 
have said distinctly if this bill shall be considered I shall be most ear- 
nest in seeking to get it amended. 

Mr. RICE. ‘This bill stands early on the Calendar. Why displace 
other important matters to give it premature consideration ? 

Mr. CHACE. The gentleman from Massachusetts knows very well 
this is probably the only way we shall get a consideration of this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. REED. Our rules were intended to kill bills, and why should 
they not be left to operate as intended ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, the Chair under- 
stood, yielded five minutes to the’gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. 
CHACE]. That time has been occupied. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I yield two or three minutes to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Kasson]. 

Mr. KASSON. This bill presents a question which it is important 
to us to discuss, that we may understand distinctly what is the Ameri- 
can position on this question. It will come before us every Congress 
until it has been intelligently discussed and defeated or adopted. I 
want that discussion to come now, early in the session, when we are not 
pressed with other business. I shall therefore vote to have that discus- 
sion at this early day on the 27th of February. 

Unless the bill is modified in some particulars—for example, in re- 
spect, as I understand it, to books printed in foreign countries, and sec- 
ondly witha limitation upon the right of the foreigner to withhold the 
book fromm publication in this country—I cannot support it. But for 
the purpose of considering the question, and of adjusting, if possible, 
the rights of authors and the rights of business men on this question, I 
desire this question may be discussed. It has been reported early from 
the Committee on the Judiciary. It is entitled to be considered. I 
condemn the rules which the majority still force upon us, that prevent 
us from getting proper legislation except under such a motion as this 
to suspend the rules. It isthe only power left to us to getat it. And 
I hope the majority will occasionally recognize the request of the mi- 
nority, who may be specially interested in getting a bill up for consid- 


ture of this country. This. 


eration, as we now, some of us at least, intend to recognize the request 
of the gentleman who represents the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Iwill state on behalf of the Committee on the 
Judiciary the reason why it asks the House to make this the order for 
an early day was that the committee was informed that neither the 
Committee on Appropriations nor the Committee on Ways and Means 
would be likely to have any business with which the consideration of 
this bill at the time proposed would interfere. It was thought desirable 
by the committee that the bill should be brought up for consideration 
and for final disposition before the House was so involved in the busi- 
ness coming from the Committee on Ways and Means and the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations as to make the consideration of the bill at this 
session improbable. 

This bill has passed through the Judiciary Committee, for although 
one gentleman of that committee was not willing to vote in favor of 
the bill at the time when his vote was asked, yet he did not vote against 
it nor express dissent. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman from New York [Mr. DorsHEIMER] 
will permit me, as the member of the committee to whom he doubtless 
refers—— ; 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. What I did say to the committee was that I had not 
had an opportunity to examine the bill, and while I would not vote 
against it, I must not be understood by my silence as assenting to it. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. So I understood, and do not wish any other 
implication to be made here. At its meeting last Friday the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary unanimously instructed me to submit this 
motion, and I havesubmitted itin pursuance of the unanimous instruc- 
tions of the Committee on the Judiciary. rA 

I hope that this House, not at present greatly occupied with pressing 
matters, before the tariff bill shall have been matured in the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means and before a greater volume of appropriation 
bills shall be presented for our attention, will take up and give respect- 
ful consideration to the reasons upon which this bill is founded. The 
object of the bill is not to protect American authors, nor to protect any 
other interests, but to recognize a right of property which our laws 
have in part long ized. At the present time there is no civilized 
country, except the United States, which does not recognize in some 
form the right of property which a foreign author has in his works. 
The United States now stands the only country in the world refusing 
to foreign authors a right which the laws of this country accord to na- 
tive authors, 

What the considerations are why this bill should pass, what injus- 
tice, if any, it works, and what a high justice it would work out if it 
shall become a law, are considerations which will be amply presented 
when the bill comes up for discussion; but I do not think the present 
the proper time to enter into such discussion. I hope the gentleman 
will at least give to the Committee on the Judiciary the right to a 
hearing, and at an early day. If the day named by the committee is 
not a convenient one, I would be willing to receive suggestions upon 
that point. But if the day is thought to be convenient by the House, 
I trust gentlemen will give us an opportunity to discuss this bill and 
to lay before the House for proper consideration the reasons which 
have influenced the Committee on the Judiciary in recommending its 
adoption. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to say that I believe in the doctrine of in- 
ternational copyright, and have long wished to see it put into execu- 
tion. But I do not believe in giving to foreign publishers, as a rider 
to the granting of copyright, the privilege of making our books and 
determining what books we shall have. 

I rise, therefore, for the purpose of asking the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. DorSHEIMER] whether a week later than the day named by 
him would not answer his purpose and that of the committee reporting 
this bill. That will give our own authors, publishers, and bookmakers 
an opportunity to make themselves heard. 

The interests which would be affected by this bill, if my judgment 
of its scope be correct, are very large. ‘They involve those of our paper- 
makers, of our printers in all the various branches, of the great number 
of the best workmen and best designers in the world, admittedly so by 
all the world, who make the illustrations of our books, and also the in- 
terests of every department of book-binding, &e. 

I think that a full fortnight should be given to the parties connected 
with these material interests to make themselves heard before we may 
be called upon hurriedly by the majority to vote upon this bill. When 
the Committee on Ways and Means shall have reported —— 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I would say to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr, KELLEY] that the resolution having been reported by in- 
structions ofthe Committee on the Judiciary, the date named therein 
can not be changed except by unanimous consent. But I will say to 
the gentleman that so far as I am myself concerned, if by postponin 
the consideration of the bill for one week all opposition on that side o 
the House will be withdrawn to its consideration, I am perfectly will- 
ing to make the change. 

Mr. KELLEY. I can not speak for others, but I am quite ready to 
have the time fixed for Wednesday fortnight instead of Wednesday 
week. 
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Mr. CHACE. There are some other questions which are likely to 
arise that we may want that day for. 

The SPEAKER. The time allowed under the rule for debate has ex- 

ired. Is there objection to the suggestion made by the gentleman from 
Pennapivesic (Mr. KELLEY] that the time designated for the consid- 
eration of the bill which has been read shall be changed from February 
27 to March 5? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I object. 

Mr. MILLER. Oh, no; do not object. Let us have a vote on the 
question. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Then I call for the question. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made to the suggested, 
the question now is, Shall the rules be suspended and the resolution 
adopted ? 

Mr. ANDERSON. At the suggestion of friends I will withdraw my 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again submit the proposition. Is 
there further objection to the change suggested by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], that the day fixed in the resolution, the 
27th of February, for the consideration of the bill be changed to the 5th 
day of March? 

Mr. GUENTHER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The question is on the motion 
to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution which has been read, 
which requires a two-thirds vote. 

The question was taken by a vwa voce vote, but before the result was 
announced, 

Mr. DEUSTER and Mr. GUENTHER called for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and there 
were—ayes 29, noes 90. 

So (more than one-fifth voting in the affirmative) the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 156, nays 99, not 
voting 65; as follows: 


1884. 


YEAS—156. 
Aiken, Ellis, Ketcham, Ray, G. W. 
Arnot, Ermentrout, King, Reed, 
ley, Everhart, Lamb, Reese, 
Ballentine, Evins, J. H. Lanham, Robinson, W. E. 
yne, Ferrell, Lew Rogers, J. H. 

A Findlay, Long, 3 
Belford, Follett, Lore, Scales, 
Belmont, Forney, Lovering, Seymour, 
Bennett, Gibson, Ly n, Shelley, 
Bingham, Glascock, cAdoo, Skinner, C. R. 
Bisbee, Goff, McCoid, locum, 
Blackburn Green McComas, Snyder, 
Broadhead, Greenleaf, McCormick, Spooner, 
Browne, T. M. Hancock, Maybury, Spi 
Brown, W. W. Hardeman, Mayo, Stevens, 
Buchanan, art, Millard. Stewart, Charles 
Buckner, Hatch, H. H. Miller, J.F. Stewart, J. W. 
Budd, Hemphill illiken, Stockslager, 
Burnes. Henley, Mills, Stone, 
Caldwell, Herbert, Mitchell, Storm, 
Campbell, Felix Hewitt, A. S. Morrison, Sumner, C. A. 
Campbell, J. M. Hiscock, Muldrow, Throckmorton, 
Candler, itt, Murphy, Tillman, 
Cassidy, Hoblitzell, Mutchler, Tucker, 
Chase, Holton, Neece, Turner, H. G. 
Clardy, Hooper, Nelson Turner, Oscar 
Clements, Hopkins, Nicholls, Vance, 
Collins, Howey, z Van Eaton, 
Covington, Hunt, Ochiltree, Wadsworth, 

Jrisp, Hutchins, Parker, Ward, 
Curtin, ames Payne, Warner, A.J. 
Cutcheon, Jeffords, Peel, S. W Wellborn, 
Dargan, Johnson, Phelps, Wemple, 
Davidson, Jones, J. H. Poland, White, Milo 
Davis, L. H. Jones, J. K. Potter, Whiting, 
Dibble, Jones, J. T. Price, Williams, 
Dorsheimer, n, Pryor, Willis, 

wd, Kean, Pusey, Wolford, 
Elliott, Keifer, Ranney, ood 

NAYS—99, 

Adams, G. E. Dibrell, Libbey, Steele, 
Alexander, ery, wry Strait. 
Anderson, Dunham, McKinley, Struble, 
Barksdale, Dunn, McMillin, Sumner, D. H. 
Barr, Eaton Matson, Taylor, J.D. 
Blanchard, Eldredge, Morey Taylor, J, M. 
Bland, Ellwood, Mo i, homas, 
Boutelle, Fiedler, Nutting, Thompson, 
Breckinridge, Foran, Paige, Townshend, 
Breitung, Fyan, Patton, Tully, 
Brewer, J.H. Geddes, Payson, Valentine, 
Brumm, Guenther, Pierce, Wait, 
Calkins, Halsell, Peelle, S. J. Warner, Richard 
Cannon, Hanback Perkins, Washburn, 
Carleton, Hatch, W. H. Peters, Weaver, 
Clay, Henderson, T. J. Weller, 

bb, epb White, J. D. 
Converse, Hewitt, G. W. Rice, Wilkins, 

k, olman, ings, Wilson, James 
ve, Horr, Robertson, Winans, E. B, 

Cox. W. R. Jones, B. W. Rockwell, Winans, John 
Culbertson, W. W. Kelley, Rowell, Worthington, 
Cullen, Kleiner, yan, Yaple, 
Davis, G. R. we Skinner, T.G. York, 

uster, Le Fevre, Springer, 
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Adams, J, J., Finerty, Miller, 8. H. Seney, 
Atkinson. George, oney, Shaw, 
Barbour, Graves, Morgan, Singleton, 
Blount, Hammond, Morse, Smith, 
Bowen, Hardy, Moulton, Stephenson, 
Boyle, Harmer, Muller, Talbott, 
Brainerd, Haynes, Murray, Taylor, E. B. 
Brewer, F. B. Henderson, D. B. O'Hara, Van Alstyne, 
Burleigh, Hill, O'Neill, Charles Wakefield, 
Cabell Holmes, O'Neill, J. J. Wilson, W. L. 
Connolly, Houk, Pettibone, Wise, G. D. 
Cox, 8. 8. Houseman, Post, Wise, J.S. 
Culberson, D. B. Hurd, Randall, ood, 
Davis, R. Jordan, a Young. 
Dingley, Kellogg, Robinson, J.S. 
Duncan, ird, rs, 

, 1. N. Lawrence, ussell, 


So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the motion to suspend the 
rules and adopt the resolution was not agreed to. 

The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. JORDAN, onall political questions, from the 
13th till the 18th instant, inclusive. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, on all questions, until further 
notice. 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. KETCHAM, on all political questions, for ten 
days from the 14th instant. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, on all questions, 
until Wednesday next. 

Mr. DUNCAN with Mr. SMITH, on all political questions, until Wednes- 
day, the 20th instant. 

Mr. Houx with Mr. BARBOUR, for to-day and to-morrow. 

Mr. YounG with Mr. Hotmes, until further notice. 

Mr. HILL with Mr. WAKEFIELD, until further notice. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. RUSSELL, on all questions, until 
further notice. 

Mr. EvAns, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. ERMENTROUT, on all political 
questions, until further notice. 

Mr. TALBOTT with Mr. HARMER, on all political questions, until 
next Wednesday. 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. BOYLE, on all questions, until further notice. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr, Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. JORDAN] on all political questions. Not understand- 
ing this to be such a question, I have voted. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries; 
who also announced that the President had approved and signed joint 
resolutions and bill of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 119) making an appropriation for the relief 
of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, composing what is known as the 
Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic regions; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 24) authorizing the printing of 2,500 extra 
copies of the report of the health officer of the District of Columbia; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 152) for the relief of E. H. George and H. 
W. Walker; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 160) making further appropriations for the 
relief of destitute persons in the districts overflowed by the Ohio River 
and its tributaries; and 

An act (H. R. 3948) making appropriations to supply deficiencies on 
account of the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, 
in regard to rebate of tax on tobaceo, and to provide for the expenses of 
the meeting of the Legislature of the Territory of New Mexico, and for 
other purposes. 

RETIREMENT OF TRADE-DOLLAR. 

Mr. DOWD. By direction of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, I move that the rules be suspended for the purpose of 
adopting the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

Resolved, That House bill 4976, for the retirement and recoinage of the trade- 
dollar, be made a special order in the House for Tuesday, March 11, 1854, imme- 
diately after the morning hour, and so continue from day to day until disposed 
of, not to interfere with regular appropriation or revenue bills, 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I demand a second. 

Mr. DOWD. IfI have the power, I will yield to a second. 

Mr. BUCKNER, - There being no objection, a second can be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the second 
must be considered as ordered. Under the rules fifteen minutes are al- 
lowed for debate to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Dowp] 
and fifteen minutes to those opposed to the resolution. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. ERMENTROUT] called for a second and is now 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. The resolution, Mr. Speaker, proposes to fix 
the 11th of March next for the consideration of the bill reported by 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures for the redemption 
and retirement of what is commonly known as the trade-dollar. I do 
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not rise to oppose the passage of any bill looking to the redemption 
and retirement of the trade-dollar and I am in favor of the provisions 
of this bill, but I do oppose and protest against the fixing of so late a 
day as the 1ith of March for the consideration and disposal of this im- 
portant matter. Speaking in the name of the constituency I represent 
upon this floor I ask for the earliest possible action. Among them the 
1st of April is a great day for exchanges of all kinds. Then mortgages 
are canceled, judgments paid, money put out at interest, and all other 
matters of a like character settled and adjusted for the year. This is 
the case toa very large extent in Pennsylvania and I doubt not in many 
other States. There are millions of trade-dollars in the pockets of the 
people awaiting the passage of this measure. 

A Voice. Regular order. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. If the gentleman has anything to say let him 
come to the front so I may see who he is, otherwise I hope he will not 
interrupt me. 

In my judgment, Mr. Speaker, there is no necessity for any so Jong 
delay in our action upon this bill as the 11th day of next March. 
do not believe, indeed, there are ten men in this House who would op- 

the passage of a bill for the redemption and retirement of the trade- 
dollar. Public sentiment demands it, the national authorities have 
recommended it, and in this House no less than a dozen bills for that 
purpose have been referred to various committees. The Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures has reported back one bill and the 
Committee on Banking and Currency another. To those gentlemen 
who propose fixing the 11th of March as the day for taking the measure 
up for consideration I will suggest to them to take a lesson from the 
experience of the past. Youalready haveon your list of special orders the 
bill from the Committee on Agriculture relating to pleuro-pneumonia. 
That order was asked for on the 3lstof January, 1884, and the 5th day 
of February was set down for its consideration and disposal. It was 
taken up at that time, but it is still hanging by the eyelids undisposed 
of. Here we have a delay of thirteen days. That special order and 
all other special orders set down in advance of the day now proposed 
would take precedence, so that when we reach the 11th of March we 
would have mo assurance that this measure will be taken up for con- 
sideration and action. We would not only be in danger of ope pind 
special orders, but also in danger of appropriation bills being called up 
and reports from the Committee on Ways and Means, which would 
necessarily engross and exhaust the time of the House to a very late 
period of the session. It certainly would delay the passage of any bill 
for the redemption of the trade-dollar longafter the 1stof April. This 
would be a serious inconvenience and a positive loss to those I have the 
honor to represent and to thousands in Pennsylvania, and perhaps other 
States, 

There can be no necessity for consuming a whole day of this House 
in discussing a measure like this. Everybody understands it, and I 
undertake to say now that if the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures had not interfered with the bill on that. subject referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency on the 22d of January and 
directed to be reported within ten days thereafter, it would now be 
before the House and on its final I was authorized by the 
Committee on ing and Currency to move to suspend the rules 
on this very day and put that bill on its p and no longer time 
would have been taken up in doing that than will be consumed over 
this resolution fixing a day for the consideration of the subject. 

I ask the gentleman from North Carolina to consent that an earlier day 
shall be fixed. It does not require much discussion. In 1882, on the 
19th of June, a Republican House passed this measure under a suspen- 
sion of the rules with noone dissenting. No time should be lost, and an 
earlier day should be fixed. Let it be to-morrow. Let the gentleman 
from North Carolina modify his motion, if he will, so as to put the bill 
upon its passage now. [Cries of “‘Passthebillnow!’’] Iappealto the 
gentleman to ask consent to put the bill on its passage at thistime. I 
make that request. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Then let us have an earlier day fixed for its 
consideration. Say to-morrow. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania will yield to me a portion of his time. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I desire to reserve a portion of my time. I 
will yield to the gentleman presently. I wish to say further, Mr. 
Speaker, that there should have been no collision or contest between 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures and the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency in reference to this important measure. 
The Committee on Banking and Currency were ready to report when 
they were informed that the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures would, in all probability, submit a report on the subject. I 
took the precaution to inform the members of that committee that we 
were authorized to confer with them and to agree tosuch amendments as 
would meet with the joint approval before moving for suspension of 
the rules. It is a mostimportant measure, in our judgment, and ought 
to pass the House immediately. Of course, under the circumstances, I 
shall be compelled, in the absence of any earlier time, to vote for the 
pen resolution. How much time have I left? 

The 


IPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. ield for five minutes to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. R chairman of the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, and shall reserve the remaining portion, 

Mr. BUCKNER. Mr. Chairman, I do not know what the bill is 
which it is proposed to take up for consideration, but [have no doubt if 
it were permitted to come before the House at this time it would pass 
with very little discussion; and I say this although I have not seen it, 
but because I have such confidence in the members of the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. If that bill provides for retiring 
from circulation the trade-dollar, and putting it into the melting-pot of 
the mint, however we may differ about details, I do think the House 
would pass the bill by a large majority. It did that. A bill of that 
sort—I do not know whether it was as good a bill or a worse bill than 
the one which is now proposed—but it did, as my friend said, pass a bill 
of that character without any dissent. I doubt now whether there 
would be any dissent to the passage of this bill. I think the primary 
object is to get rid of this abnormal circulation, and so far as the details 
are concerned, so that this coin gets into the mint and is melted up it 
does not matter whether it is converted into subsidiary coin or into the 
standard silver dollar. There is one thing certain, that whatever may 
be the details of it we ought to get rid of this circulation. Iam in 
favor of that, and I hope it will be done. 

Now look atit. Let me call attention to the condition of the busi- 
ness before this House. I regret tosay it, Mr. Speaker, but it is a fact, 
and the observation of every one here will bear me out, that this House 
is further behind with its business at the present time than at any time 
for ten years past as far as I can recollect. We are now near the Ist 
of March, when the short session of Congress is ready to adjourn, hay- 
ing disposed of all of the appropriation bills as a rule. But at pres- 
ent we have not got through with the first appropriation bill; and we 
must, if we propose to do anything to expedite the business of this 
session, cut off this lengthy debate on all questions of no very great mo- 
ment. Hence I should vote, and I believe two-thirds of the House 
would vote for it now. I would vote for it blindfolded, because the 
mere effect of it is to get rid of this circulation, and that is the object 
we all have in view. 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 


TOWNSHEND]. 
The gentleman from Illinois is recognized for two 


The SPE 
minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I apprehend that the two min- 
utes allotted to me will be the only portion of the entire time occupied 
in the discussion of this resolution in opposition to the bill which it 
proposes to consider, because I see—— 

Mr. BLAND. Iam opposed to it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I beg pardon. I had forgotten that my friend 
from Missouri who will have the floor oceupies a similar position on this 
bill to that of myself. 

I am opposed to the bill in its present form, and shall feel it my duty 
to vote against it unless it be amended in a manner which I shall pres- 
ently suggest. Until within the last twelve months, Mr. Speaker, the 
trade-dollar has been in circulation among the people, as gentlemen 
here are aware, at about par and side by side with the standard silver 
dollar. It wasacoin then in quite general circulation among the masses 
of the people. It passed current from hand to hand without discount. 
During the last summer the banks repudiated the trade-dollar and re- 
fused to accept it across their counters. Many of the merchants of the 
country, following the behest of the banks, also declined to receive it 
in settlement of accounts. What was the result? Asa consequence 
the trade-dollar depreciated to its bullion value; and the masses of the 
people, in whose possession it happened to be when this depreciation 
took place, were forced to bear the loss, parting with the coin at a rate 
of from 80 to 85 cents on the dollar. Then the sharp brokers, jobbers, 
and speculators, believing there would be some such legislation as this, 
bought up these trade-dollars at their depreciated value and hold nearly 
the whole amount to-day. 

Now, as soon as this coin has gotten into the hands of these people 
there is a strong pressure brought to bear upon Congress for its redemp- 
tion on a par with thestandard silver dollar. As long as this coin passed 
from hand to hand and was current among the people of this country 
there was no considerable effort made in Congress to redeem it at par 
or at its face value. Butas soon asit gets into the handsof the money- 
lenders, brokers, and speculators then the cry comes up from every part 
of the land where these people can originate a petition urging their re- 
demption at par. 

Unless, therefore, that part of the bill is stricken out which provides 
for their redemption at par I shall oppose the bill. What is fair and 
just to the tax-payers of this country is to provide that the trade-dollar 
shall be exchanged at its bullion value. en the speculators who hold 
it will get as much in return asitcost them. The loss by reason of its 
depreciation has already been borne by the people who were forced by 
the banks to part with them at their depreciated value. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. DOWD. Mr. er, I have no difficulty as to this question 
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of jurisdiction which has been referred to by my friend from Pennsyl- | prehension of the effect of his language, it is certainly calculated on a 
vania [Mr. ERMENTROUT]. So far as I am individually concerned I | fair construction to mislead the House in one regard. I see how this 


am ready to vote now upon the bill to which the resolution relates. 
Individually I ask for no time whatever to consider it. But, sir, this 
committee, for whom Iam now s ing, were unanimous in the belief 
in one thing, and that is that this bill should not be attempted to be 
galloped through the House under a suspension of the rules, but 
should have fair discussion and full opportunities for debate. 

Now, there is a marked difference of opinion with regard to the 
merits of the bill. I believe that there is a minority report which has 
been already printed; at all events leave was granted to file a minority 
report. I tell my friend from Pennsylvania so far from letting this 
bill go through as he proposes under a suspension of the rules, I ap- 
prehend that if that was proposed at this time the bill would be voted 
down. ‘The committee wanted the bill considered in the House and 
debated, and at some convenient time sufficiently far off to give ample 
opportunity for preparation on the part of members who wish to be 
heard and at the same time not so near as to prejudice the rights of the 
present holders of the coin. 

I yield now five minutes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND]. 

Mr. ALAND. Mr. Speaker, this proposition shows, and I wish to 
call the attention of the House to it, what I may be permitted to call 
the viciousness of legislation that may sometimes be had under a sus- 
pension of the rules. Itis true that the last Congress passed a bill on 
this subject. What was that bill? It was a bill providing that this 
trade-dollar should be taken in and exchanged for standard silver dol- 
lars and counted as Among the monthly purchases of bullion by the 
Treasurer. Whatis the effect of that? The law requires a certain 
amount of bullion to be purchased per month, not that $2,000,000 should 
be coined month, but that $2,000,000 per month should be pur- 
chased at bullion rates. That amount will coin 2,300,000 standard 
dollars. But under the bill that passed the last Congress these trade- 
dollars were counted par as purchases, and we would have lost $300,000 
on, every 2,000,000 of trade-dollars. It was a bill that ought not to 
have this Congress. 

How many trade-dollarsare out? The of the Treasury and 
the Director of the Mint suppose about 8,000,000. Financial gentle- 
men in New York estimate the quantity at 10,000,000. We know 
there have been somewhere near 36,000,000 of trade-dollars coined. 

Suppose these trade-dollars all come in and are counted against the 
bullion fund, what is the effect of it? Why, for one year that you are 
coining trade-dollars you stop the purchase of bullion, and bullion 
depreciates in the market and goes down so low that the enemies of 
silver will declare it a base metal, and insist on stopping the coinage of 
silver. 

Talk about rushing a bill through this House under suspension of 
the rules that will affect probably $36,000,000! Iam astonished that 
gentlemen should moot such a proposition, and especially so when the 
effect might be to stop the monthly purchases of bullion for twelve 
months in this country, and depreciate silver so much that the argu- 
ment would be very grave for its total demonetization. 

No, sir, the House will do no such thing. It is due to the House and 
to the importance of the subject that a day be set for the consideration 
of the bill. I care not what day itis. But certainly a matter of this 
vast importance should receive the consideration of this House and not 
be rushed through under whip and spur. There are gentlemen here 
who believe speculators hold these do. and that they ought not to 
be redeemed at par at all. I for one am opposed to redeeming them 
in that way if they are to be counted against the bullion fund in the 
monthly purchases of bullion. 

There are various phases in which the question will come up forour 
consideration, and if gentlemen think they can pass a bill of this char- 
acter of such vast importance under a suspension of the rules they are 
very much mistaken. It can not be done. 

Mr. CHACE. Is not the gentleman in favor of a day being fixed for 
the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLAND. Iamin favoroffixinga day, and I care not how soon, 
when the House should consider the subject. But I do not wanta bill 
trotted through as in the last Congress, the effect of which would have 
been in my opinion to demonetize silver. 

Mr. DOWD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Rhode 
Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

Mr. CHACE. I do not know that I canadd much to what has been 
said in regard to this matter. I regret exceedingly my friend from 
Pennsylvania of the Committee on ingand Currency [Mr. ERMEN- 
TROUT] should feel it his duty to oppose this matter. I am sure, if I 
understand the character of the bill which the gentleman expects to 
report, it is in effect very similar to this. ; 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Exactly; there is no question about that. 

Mr. CHACE. It seems to me, therefore, the point of the gentle- 
man’s objection is lost. 

Now, in so far as the question of the general merits of this bill are 
concerned, while I do not wish to do any injustice to the gentleman 
from Missouri, the chairman of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures [Mr. BLAND], yet I must say that, according to my ap- 


measure might possibly have some slight effect upon the purchase of 
bullion; but how it could stop the purchase of bullion for twelve months 
in this country when there are only out—the most the gentleman puts 
it at—$10,000,000 is surely beyond my comprehension. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman patdon me? I said there was a 
fair possibility of the amount being much more. When we remember 
$36,000,000 have been coined it is impossible to know how many will 
come in for redemption. 

Mr. CHACE. There is no fair possibility of any such thing. 

Mr. BLAND. I do not say it is a probability, but it is a possibility 
which the House should consider. 

Mr. CHACE. The House can consider anything. It might consider 
the danger of meteoric stones if it pleases; but that is not among the 
possibilities. 

Whatever the amount may be, it is evident from the tone of the re- 
marks on both sides of this question that it is a subject which demands 
the consideration of the House. It is evident further from the objec- 
tions which have been made that we can not have it considered at this 
present time, Certainly until the 11th of next month is ample time 
for gentlemen to examine this question carefully and make up their 
minds; and for my part I can see no objection to fixing that day. Ido 
not propose to enter into the merits of the bill. It will betimeenough 
to do that when we get it before the House for consideration. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina has seven min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. DOWD. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The question before the House is not what ought 
to be to-day or what can be passed to-day. The question is, will 
the House fix a day for the consideration of the bill referred to in the 
resolution? The members of the committee, the members of this 
House, under the rules can not change that resolution if they would. 
It is not under this call subject to amendment. Hence members are 
to determine whether or not they are to give a day for the consideration 
of this question. 

Whether for or against the bill that has been reported, whether 
favoring the majority or favoring the minority report, there is one point 
upon which all will agree: that this is a matter of sufficient importance 
to justify us in giving it consideration. There never yet has been and 
there never will be a time when the question involved in this bill can 
be of more importance to the American people. From day to day the 
currency is being contracted. Month after month the work of its con- 
traction goes on. 

But it behooves us to cast about and devise every judicious means 
for the purpose of supplying the place of the currency which is being 
exhausted. Will we do it?, The Government made this a dollar, and 
I do not sympathize with the proposition to treat it otherwise than as 
a dollar. But by some power, by some influence, actuated by some 
motive, it has lost caste with the American people, and the question is 
whether we who find it discredited to-day will make it what it was and 
what it was intended to be. For one I am ready to do it. 

I do not believe that we can get at it any earlier than the 11th day 
of next month. I think it is a question which we ought to consider 
calmly and dispassionately. It is a question which can not receive that 
careful consideration it is entitled to receive in the fifteen minutes upon 
each side given by the rules upon a motion to suspend the rules. 

While I may not agree with a majority of the committee in their re- 
port, and do not think I do, still I think we ought to set a day for the 
consideration of the question, and I hope the House will doit. There 
havé been efforts made to put down the silver dollar. But those efforts 
have failed, ought to fail, and always will fail while the people are be- 
hind that currency. They are efforts which come from the East, which 
come from the other end of this avenue; but they come from a quarter 
which is not potent to destroy silver as a currency. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DOWD. Iyield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, I think there is no question but that the 
whole country demands that the trade-dollar piece be taken out of cir- 
culation. It isa coin by means of which speculators have been able 
to play fast and loose with the people; at one time paying it outat its 
par value, claiming that as it contains seven and a half more grains of 
silver than the standard dollar it ought to be worth at least as much, then 

in crying it down and buying it in at 8U or 85 cents on the dollar. 
this Congress shail adjourn without taking this coin ont of circulation 
that operation will be continued. 

While that is true, I think there is no way to take the trade dollar 
out of circulation except by making it changeable for standard dollars 
at par, or receivable for public dues, asthis bill proposes. I can see no 
way by which this coin can be called in at less than par, even if the 
Government could afford to repudiate any part of it, which I think it 
can not afford to do. 

As we all know, the trade-dollar was a legal-tender coin when issued, 
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and it remains a lawful coin of the United States. It was undoubtedly 
a blunder to issue it in the first place. It was issued under the mis- 
taken idea that if silver was coined in large pieces we would get more 
per ounce for it abroad. There never was anything in that idea. 

I think that this isa bill, and I would be willing to vote for its 

now, although I would like to vote to strike out the fourth 

section of the bill; but being satisfied that the majority of this House 
will vote to retain that section, and retention of it I should not deem a 
sufficient reason for voting against the bill, and believing that the 
sooner the bill is passed the better, I am ready to vote for it at once. 

And, with the permission of the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. Dowp] who has charge of the bill, I ask unanimous consent of 
the House to change the date fixed for the consideration of the bill 
from March 11 to February 27. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] asks 
unanimous consent to strike out of the resolution ‘* March 11” and in- 


sert in lieu thereof ‘‘ February 27.’’ Is there objection? 
Mr. BRUMM. I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objectionismade. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 


vania [Mr. EMENTROUT] has two minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I regret very much that the rules of this 
House are so framed as not toallow the amendment proposed, and that 
the temper of two or three members upon the floor is such as not to al- 
low the immediate disposition of this matter. 

I rise, however, only to say that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND], the author of the ‘* Bland dollar” so called, ought to be in 
favor of the passage of this bill, for the result would be to put into cir- 
culation more of his dollars instead of the trade-dollars, which are in 
the pockets not of repudiating banks and jobbers, as the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] has said, but of the people. For the 
banks m my neighborhood and the people took them at par. Not over 
5 per cent., I am credibly informed, of the millions have been taken un- 
der par. But suppose some have, shall it be said that because some 
long-headed jobbers will profit the innocentshall sufferloss? The longer 
you delay action the more rope you give to the jobbers. 

The people accepted them from the Government as whole dollars in 
good faith, and the Government is bound to keep that faith. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] says it will cost the 
Government $300,000 out of every two millions that are coined if this 
bill shall pass. I do not care if the Government does lose $300,000 out 
of every two million, provided the trade-dollars which are now in the 
pockets of the people are made whole. But that is a mistake, because 
so high an authority as the Secretary of the Treasury and others of 
ARRE authority declare that the cost of the manipulation of these trade- 
dollars into standard dollars would be made up by the difference in 
the value of the coins. 

As to the declaration of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
that such a bill as this can never pass the House, I wish he would allow 
it to have a trial of strength to-day. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate under the rule has expired. 
The question is now upon the motion to suspend the rules and adopt 
the resolution which has been read. That requires a two-thirds vote. 

The question was taken by a viva voce vote; and the Speaker an- 
nounced that there appeared to be two-thirds voting in the affirmative 

Mr. WELLER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Many MEMBERS. Oh, no! 

Mr. WELLER. I will withdraw the call for the yeas and nays and 
demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—yeas 144, nays 6. 

Mr. WELLER. I would like to remark that I am opposed to the Re- 
publican trade-dollar swindle from the day of its inception for all time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen from Iowa [Mr. WELLER] is not 
in order; the time for debate upon this resolution has been exhausted. 

So (no further count being called for) the rules were suspended and 
the resolution adopted (two-thirds voting in faver thereof). 

DISTRICT OF GLOUCESTER. 

Mr. LONG. I am authorized by the Committee on Commerce to 

move a suspension of the rules to take from the House Calendar and 

ut upon its passage the bill (H. R. 3956) to amend section 2527 of the 

vised Statutes, relating to the district of Gloucester. This bill has 
been unanimously reported by the committee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, &c., That the second clause of section 2523 of the Revised Statutes, 
describing the district of Gloucester, is hereby amended by making the town of 
port a port of delivery therein. 
The question being taken, the motion of Mr. LonG to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 


COMMITTEE SITTINGS DURING SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not know whether it is in order now, but I am 
instructed by the Committee on Commerce to ask that the committee 
be authorized to sit during the sessions of the House. * 

itn SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that request will be 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I make a similar request on behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, this request will be 

ted. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The select committee appointed to investigate 
charges against H. V. Boynton have directed me to make a similar re- 
quest for that committee 

Mr. KEIFER. That ought to be granted. 

TheSPEAKER. If thereis no objection, this request will be granted. 
The Chair hears no objection. 


RELIEF OF SOLDIERS FROM CHARGE OF DESERTION. 


Mr. STEELE. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Affairs 
to move a suspension of the rules so as to take from the Private Calendar 
and put upon its passage the bill (H. R. 4383) to relieve certain soldiers 
from the charge of desertion. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the charge of desertion new standing on the rolls and 
records in the office of the Adjutant-General of the United Statesagainst any sol- 
dier who served in the late war in the volunteer service shall be removed th all 
cases where it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction of the Secretary of War, 
from such rolls and records, or from other satisfactory testimony, that any such 
soldier served faithfully until the expiration of his term of enlistment, or until 
the Ist day of May, A. D. 1865, or was prevented from completing his term of 
service by reason of wounds received or disease contracted in the line of duty, 
but who, by reason of absence from his command at the time the same was mus- 
tered out, failed to be mustered out and to receive an honorable discharge. 

Sec. 2. That the charge of desertion standing on the rolls and records in the 
office of the Adjutan neral of the United tes against any soldier who 
served in the late war in the volunteer service shall also be removed in all cases 
where it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction of the Secretary of War, from 
such rolls and records, or from other satisfactory testimony, that such soldier 
charged with desertion or with absence without leave, and after such charge of 
desertion or absence without leave, voluntarily returned to his command, and 
served in the line of his duty until he was mustered out of the service, and re- 
ceived a certificate of honorable d rge. 

Sec. 8. That in all cases where the charge of desertion shall be removed under 
the poreon of this act from the record of any soldier who has not received a 
certificate of discharge, it shall be the duty of the Adjutant-General of the United 
States to issue to such soldier, or, in case of his death, to his heirs or legal rep- 
resentatives, a certificate of discharge. 

Sec. 4. That when the charge of desertion shall be removed under the proVis- 
ions of this act from the record of any soldier, such soldier, or, in case of his death, 
the heirs or legal representatives of such soldier, shall receive all pay and bounty 
which may have been withheld on account of such charge of desertion or ab- 
sence withoutleave: Provided, , That this act shall not be so construed as 
to give to any such soldier as may be entitled to relief under the provisions of 
this act, or, in case of his death, to the heirs or legal representatives of any such 
soldier, the right to receive pay and bounty for any period of time during which 
such soldier was absent from his command without leave of absence: And pro- 
vided further, That no soldier, nor the heirs or legal representatives of any sol- 
dier, who served in the Army a period of less than six months shall be entitled 
to the benefit of the provisions of this act, 

Sec. 5. Thatall acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed. 


The SPEAKER. Isa second demanded on the motion to suspend 
the rules? [Cries of “‘No!”? “No!” ‘‘Question!’’] 

Mr. TALBOTT. I ask unanimous consent to offer an amendment, to 
be inserted at the end of section 4. If the amendment be read I think 
there will be no objection to it. 

Several MEMBERS. Let it be read. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read, if there be no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the provisions of this bill shall apply also to the soldiers of the war of 
1812, Black Hawk war, and the war with Mexico, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. TALBOTT] 
asks unanimous consent that this amendment be incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Would there not be an inconsistency in the 
provisions of the bill with this amendment inserted? The bill fixes 
certain dates—— 

Mr. TALBOT. There will be no difficulty. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the proposed amendment? 
The Chair hears none. 

The question being takenon the motionof Mr. STEELE to d the 
rules ej pass the bill, it was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor 
thereof). 

POSTAGE ON SECOND-CLASS MATTER. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I am directed by the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads to move a suspension of the rules in order to take 
from the House Calendar and pass the bill (H. R. 1323) fixing the rate 
of postage to be paid upon mail matter of the second class when sent 
by persons other than the publisher or news agent. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the rate of postage on newspaper and periodical pub- 
lications of the second class, when sent by others than the publisher or ress 
agent. shall be 1 cent for each three ounces or fractional part thereof, and shall 
be fully prepaid by postage-stamps affixed to said matter, 


The SPEAKER. Isa second demanded on this motion? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Before the Chair puts that proposition I wish to 
state that I have been directed by the committee to amend the bill by 
inserting ‘‘four’’ in lieu of *‘three’’ in the fifth line, making the rate 
‘1 cent for each four ounces or fractional part thereof.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentléman from Pennsylvania moves to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill with the amendment which he has 
stated. Is a second demanded? 
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Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think there should be a second upon this 
motion. There ought to be some explanation. ; 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection a second will be consid- 
ered as ordered. The Chair hears no objection. There will be thirty 
minutes for debate, fifteen to be controlled by the gentleman from Penn’ 

lvania [Mr. BINGHAM] and fifteen by the gentleman from Ohio 
Dir, WARNER] who demanded the second. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not know that I desire to control any 
time. Iask the gentleman in charge of the bill to explain its effect. 
I would like to know whether it reduces postage on periodicals or on 
what class of mail matter it does reduce postage. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, this bill comes from the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads unanimously reported. There are two 
classes of what may be called newspaper and periodical mail matters. 
One, the second class, coming from the publisher or the news agent, 
goes at the rate of 2 cents a pound. Under the law second-class mail 
matter embraces all newspapers and other periodical publications which 
are issued at such intervals and as frequently as four times a year and 
are within the conditions named in the next succeeding section. That 
class of matter goes through the mails at 2 cents a pound. 

Now, the class of matter to which this bill alludes consists of tran- 
sient newspapers and periodicals, not from the office of publication or 
the news agent to the subscriber but from individual to individual. 
The recent publications of the great journals of our cities when placed 
on the scales turn them at two and three ounces. The postage for tran- 
sient mail matter, newspaper and periodical, is to go at the rate of 1 
cent for two ounces. There is a popular belief that 1 cent will carry 
transient newspapers, but the great papers of the country weigh over 
twoounces, and many of them ag much as three ounces and over. There- 
fore, when going from citizen to citizen, as the law requires full payment, 
and not, as with letters, one rate carrying, when one stamp only is put 
on, and the paper weighs over two ounces, Isay instead of going to the 
party, as in the case of letters, it goes into what is called dead matter 
and is sold for waste paper. 

There is no criticism on the part of the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, except to indorse the recommendation of the Postmas- 
ter-General. I would ask to have the report read, but it is so compre- 
hensive it cannot be read in the time allotted to this debate. 

Several MEMBERS. Print it with your remarks. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will do that with the consent of the House. 

The report is as follows: 

Mr. Bryeuam, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, sub- 
mitted the following report, to accompany bill H. R. 1323: 

The Committee on the Post-Office and Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill fixing the rate to be paid upon mail matter of the second class thereof when 
sent by persons other than the publisher or news agent, beg leave to submit the 


following report : 
The committee would respectfully state that Hon. Walter Q. Gresham, Post- 
ashington, D. C., November 19, 


master-General, in his annual report, dated W: 
1883, submits, on page 29, tue following: 

“The on third-class matter, embracing newspapers and periodicals 

sent by others than the publishers, is 1 cent per two ounces. Some of the 
newspapers weigh more than two ounces. There seems to be a popular 
rs hase that 1 cent i pa R y hed ete teen or all pers. 

“Many persons, under pi on, de n post-o' newspapers 
which weigh more than two ounces and not exceeding three ounces bearing a 
l-cent stamp. Such papers are not entitled to be sent, and perhaps as a rule are 
not sent. This creates dissatisfaction and complaint. In order to obviate this 
I recommend that the rate of posse on newspapers and periodical publica- 
tions sent by others than the publishers or news agents be made 1 cent per three 
ounces.” 

In order to fully understand the proposed reduction the early legislation upon 
newspaper rates is herewith sutanitten: 

Act of February 20, 1792, section 21: 

“All newspapers conveyed by mail for any distance not more than 100 miles, 
lcent; and over 100 miles, l} cents.” 

Act of March 2, 1799, section 20, fixes— 

“ Postage on newspapers at 1 cent each for not more than 100 miles and 1} 
cents for any greater distance. Single newspapers from one place to another in 
same State shall not exceed 1 cent.” g 

Actof i 30, 1810, section 32, re-enacts the act of March 2, 1799. 

Act of March 3, 1825, section 30, re-enacts the act of March 2, 1799. 

Act of March 3, 1845, section 3: 

* Postage on newspapers.—Newspapers of not more than 1,900 square inches 
in size DAT DS transmitted through the mails by the editorsor publishers thereof 
to subscribers or other persons, within 30 miles of the city, town, or place in 
which the paper is printed, free of postage. Ne pers of less size, conveyed 
by mail beyond 30 miles from the place at which they are printed, shall be 
subject to the rates of postage chargeable under the thirtieth section, act March 
8, 1525. Newspapers of greater size than 1,900 square inches subject to same rates 
wot Beary as are preseribed by this act on magazines and pamphlets.” 

ct of March 3, 1845, defines a newspaper: 

“Any printed publication issued in numbers, consisting of not more than two 
sheets and published at short stated intervals of not more than one month, con- 
veying intelligence of passing events, and bona fide extras and supplements of 
such publications,” 

oo of March S 1847, con r ion 13: iango 

“Newspapers by mail (except exc between publishers), except those 
franked by those enjoying the Kankina privilege, and ne rs not pis from 
the office of publication, and handbills or circulars printed or lith: phed, not 
exceeding one sheet, shall be subject to 3 cents prepaid postage each.” 


Act of March 3, 1851, section 2: 
“Ne pers not exceeding 3 ounces in we: sent from the office of publi- 
cation to bona fide subscribers, shall be with postage as follows: 
Weekly newspapers, free within the county where published, and for not ex- 
ceeding 50 miles out of the county where published, 5 cents perquarter; exceed- 
ing 50 miles and not exceeding 300 miles, 10 cents per quarter; exceeding 300 
miles and not exceeding 1,000 miles, 15 cents per quarter; exceeding 1,000 miles 
and not exceeding 2,000 miles, 20 cents per quarter; exceeding 2, miles and 
not exceeding 4,000 miles, 25 cents per quarter; exceeding 4,000 miles, 30 cents 


‘wspapers published monthly, sent to bona fide subscribers, one-quarter of 


the foregoing rates; published semi-monthly, one-half of the foregoing rates; 
published semi-weekly, double the foregoing rates; published tri-weekly, treble 
the foregoing rates; and oftener than tri-weekly, fivetimes the foregoing rates ; 
on other papers, unsealed circulars, handbills, engravings, pamphlets, periodi- 
cals, magazines, books, and all other panua matter unconnected with written 
matter, of not more than one ounce weight and not exceeding 500 miles, L 
cent; and for each additional ounce or fraction thereof, 1 cent; exceeding 500 
miles and not exceeding 1,500 miles, double these rates; exceeding 1,500 miles 
and not exceeding 2,500 miles, treble these rates; exceeding 2,500 miles and not 
ceding 3.500 miles, four times these rates; exceeding 3, miles, five times 

ese rates.” 3 

The act of March 3, 1851, seems to have been the most complicated of all legis- 
lation covering this subject. 

The act of A 30, 1852, section 1, enacts a law clear and simple: 

“ From and after September 30, 1852, postage on al@printed matter passing by 
mail, instead of the rates now charged, shall be as follows: Each etea 

riodical, unsealed circular, or other article of printed matter, not ex ing 

ounces in weight, toany partof the United States, 1 cent, and forevery addition: 
ounce or fraction thereof, 1 cent additional. 

“Postage on any newspaper or periodical paid quarterly or yearly in advance 
at the office of delivery or at the office of mailing, one-half of said rates only 
shall be charged. 

“Newspapers and poricala not weighing over one and one-half ounces, 
vom Circulated in the State where published, one-half the rates before men- 

oned. 

“Small newspapers and periodicals published monthly or oftener, and pam- 

hlets of not more than sixteen octavo , sentin single packages weigh- 
fn atleast eight ounces to one address, and prepaid by postage-stamps affixed, 
only, one-half cent for each ounce or fraction of an ounce, 

PP on all transient matter shall be prepaid, or charged double the rates 
first mentioned.” 

The legislation proposed by the bill under consideration fixes the same rate as 
the act of August 30, 1852, so far as the first three ounces in weight of newspaper 
or periodical publications are concerned. ` 

Act of June 8, 1872, section 163: e 

“ Postage on mailable matter of the third class shall be at the rate of 1 centfor 
each two ounces or fraction thereof, except that double these rates shall be charged 
for books, samples of metals, ores, minerals, and merchandise.” 

Act of June $ isc4, section 5: 

“On and after January 1, 1875, all newspapers and periodical publications 
mailed from a known office of publication or news agency, and addressed to 
regular subseribers or news agents, posiage shall be charged at the following 
rates: On newspapers and periodical publications issued weekly or more fre- 

nently, 2 cents a pound or stion thereof, and on those issued less frequently 
chat once a week,3 cents a pound or fraction thereof: Provided, That nothing 
in this act shal! be held to change section 99 of the act of June 8, 1872.” 

Act of March 3, 1879: 

“ Mail matter of the third class shall embrace books, transient newspapers, 
and periodicals, * * * and postage shall be paid atthe rateof | cent for each 
two ouncesor fractional part thereof, and shall be fully prepaid by postage-stamps 
aflixed to said matter.” z 

The act of 1879 is the law under which newspapers and periodicals, when sent 
by other than the publisher or newsagent, are charged 1 cent for each two ounces 
Then song rii other nati d periodicals Id 

e rates oO! eo er ons on newspapers and pe! cals wou 
seem to encourage rather than repel the transmission of this class of matter, in 
view of the very fair and reasonable rates of Postage charged. We submit the 
conditions of payment, the rates charged, and weight, together with penalty for 
non-payment of rates, in some eighteen countries: 


Prepaid rates. 
Condition of 


Countries. payment. When partially prepaid. 


Double the deficiency. 
Unmailable. 

Double the ciency. 
a 


Austria-Hungary...... 
Argentine Republic.) .....do........... 
Belgium «| Optional ....... 
Brazil. Compulso: 


Double the deficiency. 
3 times the deficiency. 

Double the deficiency. 

Unmailable. 


14 | Double the deficiency. 
ec 


Our rates upon this class of matter are higher with one exception than in any 
of the eighteen nations whose postage your committee has been able to ascer- 


tain. 

A newspaper can be sent from the United States to any foreign country in the 
Universal Postal Union, weighing over two ounces or less than four ounces, for 
the same rate of that is pedal for its transmission to any part of the 
United States. 

The rate of postage on newspapers from office of publication to subscribers is 
but 2 cents per pound. 

The daily papers now published in all the great centers and cities of the coun- 
try turn the scale on two ounces and require double postage, or 2 cents, when 
mailed transient. In brief, the publisher, mailing Lipa ication to the sub- 
scriber, pays 2 cents a pound ; the same paper, if mailed transient, is charged 2 
cents for a single copy. Every seven-column double paper weighs fresh from 
the press a trifle more 2 ounces, 

It should be remembered that fullpayment eles tear on painea Sn and 
periodicals. If the eg eBay hs over two ounces and but 1 cent postage been 
paid, the postmaster is forbidden to forward the same through the mails. Not 
so with a letter; one rate secures its transmission, and thed jency is collected 
from the party te whom the letter is addressed. There is a popular impression 
that a l-cent stamp will carry one newspaper; and in every office hun- 
dreds of transient papers become dead because the law requires full postage. 
So large is this amount of matter that the Post-Office Department has adopted 


1208 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 18, 


the course of writing to the party addressed that upon sending to the master 
a l-cent stamp the paper held for postage will be duly mailed. This requires 
gon clerical labor and some expense to the Department. The Postmaster- 

i eral, in his last report,thus refers to the treatment of “‘ held-for-postage 
matter :’ 


“The new mode of treating held-for-postage matter, by which the addressees 
are invited by postmasters to remit the postage and receive the matter directed 
from the mailing office, and thus prevent it from going to the dead-letter office, 
was found to work so satisfactorily at the free-delivery offices that an order was 
issued on May 19, 1883, een fie A to all the Presidential offices, to take effect 
on July 1, 1883, The plan is operating with equally good results at the addi- 
tional offices to which it was extended by the order.” 

Your committee are of the opinion that the change in the rate of postage on 
newspapers and periodicals, when sent by others than the publisher or news 
agent, to 1 cent for each thgee ounces or fractional part thereof, in lieu of 1 cent for 
two ounces, will to no appreciable extent reduce the revenues of the wefan pune 
and would certainly be a great convenience and benefit to the people, and woul 
uy: Sone the mails almost every daily or weekly newspaper now published 

The bill i A with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In this connection permit me tosay, Mr. Speaker, 
that so vast is the amount of matter which fell dead at post-oflices be- 
cause of being insufficiently stamped that postmasters have communi- 
cated by official letter with parties, informing them that by sending a 
penny or two, or the requisite sum, the matter would be transmitted 
through the mails. 

This measure has been asked for by all the press associations of the 
country. It simply does this: If you subscribe for a newspaper or peri- 
dical the publisher or news agent pays 2 cents a pound for postage. 
If I send you a paper, Mr. Speaker, the postage is 1 cent for two 
ounces, and if it exceeds two ounces and has only one stamp on it itis 
lead matter and does not go through the mails. This is to provide for 
sending to parties to whom papers and periodicals are addressed, al- 
though the postage may not be fully paid. It is just and right, and 
should pass, 

Further, I would state that this will make no appreciable difference 
in the income of the ent. It will simply send to the party ad- 
dressed the paper that individual desires him to receive. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. A 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Ido not care to occupy the time of the 
House after listening to the explanation of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. Iam satisfied from his statement that the bill ought to pass. 

I will take occasion simply to say that if we could know beforehand 
what bills are to be presented to the House on such days as this, then 
we might be prepared to vote without the explanation that otherwise 
seems to be necessary. I yield the floor. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Lyield one minute to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. TOWNSHEND]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I take the floor simply for the 
purpose of saying that I concur fully with the statement and opinion 
expressed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the chairman of the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, on this bill. This propo- 
sition to fix a limit to transient newspaper postage of 1 cent for four 
ounces was introduced by myself early in thesession. I shall therefore 
sustain the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the rules be suspended and 
the bill passed,‘including the amendment which has been read ? 

The bill was passed as amended (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 


STEEL GUNBOAT. 


Mr. TALBOTT. Mr. 8 er, I am instructed by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs to offer the following resolution, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the gentleman from 
Maryland advises the Chair that he was not prepared when his commit- 
tee was called to present this resolution. 

Mr. TALBOTT. No, sir; I was looking for the resolution in my desk 
when another committee was called. 

The SPEAKER. Undef the circumstances the Chair will again call 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. TALBOTT. The resolution which I send to the desk is offered 
by instructions from that committee. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I object to going back, Mr. Speaker. 
The Committee on Naval Affairs has been already passed. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland advises the Chair 
that he was preparing to present the resolution, was getting it out of his 
desk, when the Chair toanother committee. Under the circum- 
stances the Chair thinks no advantage should be taken of the omission. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Under the circumstances, I withdraw 
the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That House bill 5044, entitled a bill to authorize the construction of 
a steel gunboat, be made the special order p pidor pr basa aes instant, and so 
on from day to day until the same shall be disposed of. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand a second. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Let asecond be considered as ordered. 

Mr. COX, of New York. This needs an explanation, and we should 
have a second. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent has been asked that a second 
be ordered. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and a second was declared ordered. ~ 

Mr. TALBOTT. Ms fosaken, has the bill been reported ? 


The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the House. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Then I will simply state that this is a bill author- 
ized by the Committee on Naval Affairs to be reported to the House on 
last Friday, with instructions from the committee to use my best en- 
deavors in any manner to secure the prompt consideration of the bill. 
It is a bill providing for the construction of a steel gunboat, somewhat 
upon the model of the one which is already built and now in the service, 
the Alarm. This is a-vessel the plans for which have been matured by 
the Admiral of the Navy, Admiral Porter, assisted by some of the best 
engineering skill and talent and by the advice of the best naval archi- 
tects in the service. : 

It is not necessary for me to state to this House the importance of con- 
structing a navy. I desire to say in my brief time that that is an ad- 
mitted fact upon all hands. The Secretary of the Navy says that as a 
means of defensive warfare this vessel would undoubtedly be a success. 
The provisions of this bill are so guarded as to make it acceptable to the 
most critical mind in the House. I only say that for the satisfaction of 
the House, as I do not now desire to enter upon its merits. It provides 
simply that this vessel shall be constructed in the navy-yards under the 
supervision and advice of the Admiral of the Navy himself. Itis wise 
that this Congress should so proceed, because I have no doubt from all 
the information I can gather that the best character of work, so far as 
the construction of vessels of this kind is concerned—engines, ma- 
chinery, and boilers—can be had at the Government navy-yards, 

All I ask now, however, is that this bill be set for consideration, for 
debate, in this House at the time fixed in the resolution. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, Has the bill been printed? 

Mr. TALBOTT. I will state in addition that the Admiral of the 
Navy, Admiral Porter, appeared befoge the committee and advocated 
himself the construction of this vessel. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. ` I ask, has the bill been printed ? 

Mr. TALBOTT. It was introduced and recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs on last Friday. 

I yield now five minutes to the gentleman from New Jersey and five 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS]. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, I was not present in the Naval Com- 
mittee when the discussion took place with reference to this bill. I 
was necessarily absent d both of the meetings of the committee 
and absent at the time that Admiral Porter appeared before it. I do 
not know what ents were used by him in advocating its passage. 
I am informed that the Naval Committee of this House were unani- 
mous in asking the passage of this resolution. 

I consider this measure a very important one. I think it takes a 
middle ground between the opinions of the professional alarmists on one 
hand, who are asking a very large Navy, and those on the other hand 
who are opposed toany. It asks that our coast defenses shall-be put in 
order in the manner which has been suggested by the gentleman from 
Maryland, by the construction of such vessels as the Alarm and that 
which is proposed in this bill. Such vessels and proper coast fortifica- 
tions may be a solution of many naval questions. 

I find from what I heard him say that the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs is very much opposed to the consideration of the 
bill because the committee acted in hisabsence. So far as that is con- 
cerned I may say that the committee also acted in my absence, althongh 
it is true that I am not chairman, but merely a member of the same. 
I think, however, notwithstanding the opposition of the chairman of 
the Naval Committee to the bill, the House should fix a day for consid- 
ering it. I think the passage of this and similar bills looking to the 
proper defense of our coast would satisfy the people of this country. We 
are not asking for an enormous and expensive navy. We do not think 
it good policy that we should enter into active and immediate competi- 
tion and hurry off a navy to vie with that of the great naval powers of 
the world. The people of this land may be in favor of a fair navy to 
keep together its admirable corps of officers and men, but it is unfortu- 
nately true that the Navy Department has not had the confidence of the 
people of this country. There is possibly a demand for a reasonable and 
competent navy here, but unfortunately the people have not been will- 
ing from sad experiences to trust implicitly the men who have had the, 
expenditure of the money in building up such a fleet. I think this bill 
is a very fair, wise, and good measure, and I hope the House will give 
it the consideration it merits. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Doesthe gentleman from New Jersey wonder 
from what has taken place in the past few years that the country has 
not confidence in the expenditures for a navy? 

Mr. MCADOO. The gentleman from Ohio intimates that I am incon- 
sistent in asking that money shall be given to a Department in which 
the country has not confidence. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Oh, no; that was not what I said. 

Mr. McADOO. If the gentleman will examine this bill he will find 
this boat is not to be built underthe Navy Department, but under the 

nal supervision of the Admiral of the Navy. It is to be built under 
is personal supervision at one of the regular navy-yards of the Govern- 
ment. Iam willing to have it so built for one. 

ae WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman misunderstood my inter- 

on. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. THomas]. 
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Mr. THOMAS. .The passage of this bill, Mr. Speaker, was recom- 
mended by the unanimous voice of the Committee on Naval Affairs, so 
far as the members were present. It was recommended on two consider- 
ations: first, that this country is very much in need of such a gunboat 
as this bill contemplates; and, secondly, because the Admiral of the 
Navy came before our committee and explained fully the size and effi- 
ciency of the boat, if built according to the plans submitted by him to 
the committee. i 

I do not agree with the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo], 
amember of the committee, who has stated that the country had not 
confidence in the Navy Department. If there was such an expression 
as that made either before or by the committee I did not hear it and I do 
not indorse the statement. On the contrary, sir, I believe that the peo- 
ple of this country not only indorse the Navy Department, but desire 
and demand of Congress that we shall build a navy which will be able 
to protect the honor and the interests of this country on every sea. We 
are in a shameful, criminal, and helpless condition to-day, so far as a 
navy is concerned.- Any of the great ports of this country might be 
laid under contribution by any one of the vessels belonging to the navies 
of England, of France, of Germany, of Spain, or even of Chili. With 
the modern ordnance now employed on shipboard by foreign nations, a 
vessel might anchor two miles off Coney Island and shell Brooklyn with 
perfect impunity. And no vessel or gun owned by either the Army or 
Navy of the United States could have the slightest effect upon theiron- 
clads that are now floating in the other navies of the world. 

I say it is simply criminal for us to stand here as we do to-day under 
the claim of economy, the miserable demagogical cry which the peo- 
ple do notindorse, and allow this country of ours to remain in its pres- 
ent helpless condition. We have the finest corps of naval officers the 
world has ever seen, educated, accomplished, gallant, ready to do serv- 
ice wherever they may be called, and capable of discharging the high- 
est and most brilliant duties as naval officers. And yet they are bound 
hand and foot, and Congress goes on day after day, year after year, 
quibbling about rank and pay and such trifling, miserable questions as 
those, while the country stands pleading and demanding that we do 
something to protect it incase of emergency. A letter from the Admi- 
ral of the Navy which I hold in my hand shows not only the plan but 
the absolute necessity of building this vessel. We have but one gun- 
boat, the Alarm, and it is one of the best iboats of her class in the 
world. The one proposed by this bill is sohataatially the same as the 
Alarm. It will have a speed of seventeen knots an hour, will be 
armed with two heavy, high-power, breech-loading guns, and will be 
capable of meeting the strongest antagonist that can be sent us across 
the water. It is to cost but $250,000; and I hope gentlemen will not 
hesitate one moment to authorize the building of this vessel. All 
along the Atlantic and Pacific coasts are points of danger which might 
be invaded any day. I am tired of seeing this country pocket insult 
after insult simply because economy, so called, says we shall not vote 
money to build a navy. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland has two minutes 
of his time remaining. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I reserve my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana 
entitled to fifteen minutes in opppsition. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the House will not consider this subject of 
increasing the Navy by piecemeal. The subject necessarily belongs to 
the Committee on Appropriations. The House has now before it the 
bill reported from that committee making appropriations for the naval 
service for the coming fiscal year, and necessarily the sum of money 
recommended to be expended for the enlargement of the Navy is em- 
bodied in that bill. 

The naval appropriation bill proposes to appropriate for the comple- 
tion of the three new steel cruisers, the Chicago, the Boston, and the 
Atlanta, and the dispatch-boat Dolphin, the sum in all of $921,500. It 
proposes to appropriate for the completion of the steam machinery of 
the three cruisers named and the dispatch-boat the sum of $620,000. 
It proposes to appropriate for completing the equipment and outfit of 
the cruisersand dispatch-boat $78,600, and for completing the Mohican, 
one of the monitors on the Pacific coast, $50,000. 

Now, these four items of appropriation for the enlargement of the 
Navy, embracing the three steel cruisers, the Dolphin, and the monitor 
Mohican on the Pacific coast, are what is recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations for that purpose. The naval appropriation 
bill was made a special order for to-morrow, I believe, or at least the 
gentleman having charge of it notified the House that he would call it 
up for consideration on that day. 

The bill was reported by the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. The gentleman from New York [Mr. HUTCHINS], a member 
on the subcommittee of that committee having charge of the bill, will 
necessarily be absent to-morrow, and at his instance, by the action of 
rie Committee on Appropriations, the bill was postponed until a later 

y. 

The House, therefore, will understand that the subject of the enlarge- 
ment of the Navy has already been fully considered by one of the com- 


[ Mr. Homan] is 


already been reported to the House by that committee. All I ask of 
the House is simply that they will not consider so important a subject 
by piecemeal. When the naval appropriation bill is reached, as it 
will be in the course of a few days, if it shall be deemed proper to in- 
crease the appropriation by putting on this additional vessel, well and 
good; but do not let us divide the subject and consider it by piece- 
meal, but consider it as it should be considered, in one bill. 

I will yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox], if he desires it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I am under some embarrassment in speak- 
ing upon this subject, as coming into this House from my home I find 
this bill pending. 

Tn one sense I am astounded, because there was appointed a subecom- 
mittee of the Committee on Naval Affairs to consider this whole matter 
of building ships, and we were to advise with the Committee on Appro- 
priations, which had already considered the subject to some extent. 

As some gentlemen say, I did invite Admiral Porter to come to our 
committee on Thursday. He came and spoke and advised about this 
steamer. By the New York papers I found that already on Thurs- 
day the committee had passed this matter. I telegraphed them ask- 
ing them as a personal favor that on Friday the motion to reconsider 
should be entered, because | wanted a fair consideration of this whole 
business; I did not want any ‘‘snapperadoes’’ of practice. = 

The chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs is not of much con- 
sequence personally; he may not believe as the rest of the committee 
do. But at least there is some responsibility resting on that commit- 
tee when a large sum of money is proposed to be expended. I lay 
down this proposition for members who consider their duty properly in 
this House, that where a system is so thoroughly mangled and tangled 
and wrangled as this naval business is in our country to-day, there ought 
to be some consideration given when it is proposed to organize a new and 
perhaps a better system. 

I am ready to do all I can physically and otherwise to renew our 
Navy and to put it into good condition, if it be possible. I would like 
first to build up our commerce, so that our Navy might have something 
to look after. That may not be first done. We may be compelled to 
build ships for some possibility that may arise; we do not know what 
the danger may be. 

I do trust the House will remit this matter to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, so that they may consider the whole subject, not merely 
one ideal cruiser or steamer in the brain of our admirable Admiral, but 
to consider the whole matter in the light of the testimony which is now 
being taken in the Senate, in the light to be drawn from recent inven- 
tions and improvements connected with naval architecture, Believing 
that, although almost alone on the committee in that opinion, I ask that 
this matter may go by for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has 
seven minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Fdo not know that I care to consume that time. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Maryland [Mr. TALBOTT] has 
two minutes of his time remaining. » 

Mr. TALBOTT. As Ihave already stated to the House, this measure 
was adopted by the Committee on Naval Affairs, with nine members 
present, by a unanimous vote. It was adopted on thesuggestion of the 
Admiral of the Navy. If he is not fit to make a suggestion of that 
character to the House he ought not to be Admiral of the Navy. But 
I think he certainly has shown at some time or other in his life his fit- 
ness to make suggestions which are entitled to consideration. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] says he telegraphed to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs to reconsider the matter. So he did, 
but he did not ask it on personal grounds. I will state to the gentle- 
man that the Committee on Naval Affairs did reconsider the matter in 
accordance with his request, and then again ordered me to report this 
resolution to the House and ask—what? That we shall pass the bill? 
Not that. That we shall have a day in court for the interest of the 
American Navy; and I ask this House to give it to us. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Iask the House to send it back to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A single word. The whole subject has been con- 
sidered very thoroughly by a subcommittee of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and finally by the whole committee. AJl I ask of the 
House is that it will not embarrass its own action by considering this 
matter by piecemeal. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I ask the House to give us a day in court. We 
have no guarantee that the Committee on Appropriations are going to 
consider this matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Itisin the Honse now in the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I would inquire of the Chair if the Thurs- 
day named in the resolution has not already been fixed for the obse- 
quies of Mr. HASKELL, of Kansas? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can state that such is the fact. 

Mr. TALBOTT. This is a continuing order, and the subject will go 
over until the next day. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion to suspend the 
rules and adopt the resolution reported from the Committee on Naval 


mittees of the House; that the plan, the extent of the enlargement, has | Affairs. 
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The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 72, 
noes 83. 
So (two-thirds not voting in the affirmative) the rules were not sus- 


pended. 
The SPEAKER resumed the call of committees for motions to sus- 
pend the rules. 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. CASSIDY. Iam directed by the Committee on Pacific Railroads 
to move a suspension of the rules for the adoption of the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Railroads have leave on the 12th day 
of March, 1884, to report or take from the Calendar any bill or bills they have 
perfected at said time, relating to any of the subjects referred to said committee; 
and said bill or bills when so reported or taken from the Calendar shall be for 

t consideration from day to day until completed, not, however, to inter- 
Fere with revenue or appropriation biils; and if onsaid day, from any cause, said 
committee be unable to report or take from the Calendar any of said bills, then 
upon any hoon Moana ing not to interfere with revenue and appropriation bills 
and prior o! cf the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection a second will be consid- 
ered as ordered. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My only object in demanding a second was to in- 
quire of the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. Casstpy] what particular 
bill his resolution has reference to; and if it has not reference to any 
particular bill, to what class of bills does it refer? 

Mr. CASSIDY. I will state, Mr. Speaker, for the information of the 
House, that the object of the resolution is to assign a day for the consider- 
ation of such business as may be before the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroads. There are some important questions pending in that com- 
mittee. In fact, upon two of these subjects measures have been ma- 
tured by the committee. One of these questions—which is of the great- 
estimportancein the judgment of the committee—relates to the increase 
of what is known as the Thurman sinking fund. We have also ready 
to be reported to the House a bill which relates to the enforcement of 
the claim of the United States against the land-grant railroads for the 
cost of surveying and listing the lands to the railroad companies. 
Briefly, these are the important questions pending before the commit- 
tee. Gentlemen of the House well understand that if these measures 
are merely reported to the House and allowed to take their places upon 
the general Calendar it simply means that they will not be reached at 
all during the session. In view of this fact, I have been directed by 
the committee to ask the adoption of this resolution, so that the House 
may assign a day to the committee for the consideration of these bills 
to which I have alluded. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not having heard distinctly the statement of the 
gentleman from Nevada [ Mr. Cassrpy], I wish to inquire whether the 
bills proposed to be reported, and intended to be covered by this reso- 
lution, include the amendment to the funding act touching the Pacific 
railroad in jts various organizations? 

Mr. CASSIDY. Precisely ; that is one of the bills sought to be cov- 
ered by the resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Can not the gentleman assure us that that will be 
one of the earliest bills brought forward in the event of the adoption 
of this resolution? 

Mr. CASSIDY. It will be one of the very first, probably the second 
bill. 

Mr. MeMILLIN. What will be the first? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Does the gentleman say that this bill will be the 
first reported? 

Mr. CASSIDY. I would have no objection to so framing the resolu- 
tion, although I have no authority to change its phraseology. But 
the only measures to be reported from that committee are those I have 
referred to. I yield a moment to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
THOMPSON]. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of this committee I wish 
to say to the House that our experience in the last two or three Con- 

has shown that measures pending before our committee are of 
such a character that legislation can not be perfected without great care 
and consideration. But when a bill has been brought into the House 
heretofore it has gone upon the Calendar and has never received con- 
sidération at the hands of the House. Now, we ought to havea day to 
be heard. 

I will say to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] that the 
amendment to the Thurman act is now under consideration by our 
committee, and will be reported, I have no donbt, in time to be con- 
sidered under this resolution. We have also another bill perfected 
which is of equal importance; and we want to consider that also. The 
resolution is broad enough to cover both bills. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If one of the bills to be considered is a measure 
enlarging the scope of the Thurman act, that, it seems to me, would 
justify the adoption of this resolution. . 

Mr. THOMPSON. It is broader than that. 

Mr. REED. Thegentleman from Nevada [Mr. Cassrpy ] will allow 
me to suggest that this resolution is very broad. I donot see but that 


it will give the committee an opportunity to consider every question 
before it, and to go on from day to day until they are all considered. 
Now, I have no objection to any bill the gentleman has mentioned, but 
I think the House had better consider carefully the terms of the reso- 
lution before adopting it. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I will say to the gentleman from Maine that the 
committee has no desire to abuse the privilege which the House may 
eat I have stated the subjects which will be covered by the bills 
reported. 

Mr. REED. Let the resolution be again read. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I think the gentleman from Maine will find that 
this resolution gives us but one day to report as many bills as we can 
consider on that day, and if any bill be pending at the close of the day, 
to continue the consideration of that bill. . 

- Mr. REED. I think by the resolution the privileges provided for 
are given to the committee from day to day. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Ifthe gentleman will examine the resolution, I 
think he will find it provides merely that the consideration of any bill 
taken up on that day and not finished shall be continued. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be again read. 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr, THROCKMORTON. I would suggest to the gentleman from 
Nevada that the resolution be so amended. 

Mr. COBB. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COBB. I desire to inquire whether this resolution, not having 
mentioned any of the committees but the Committees on Appropriations 
and Ways aud Means, would cut off the Committee on the Public Lands, 
which committee is by resolution placed next to those two committees. 
My idea is it would not, but I wish to have the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. CASSIDY. There is a limitation on the resolution. It does 
not antagonize existing orders of the House. 

Mr. COBB. That is, an existing order. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Some gentlemen seem to have a misapprehension. 

The SPEAKER. The matter referred to by the gentleman from In- 
diana is a special order of the House. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Inasmuch as several gentlemen seem to be labor- 
ing under a misapprehension as to the intention of the committee, I 
ask to amend the resolution by limiting the time assigned to the com- 
mittee to two days. 

Mr. REED. Limit it to a particular bill, so we m:-y know wnat we 
are to consider. 

Mr. CASSIDY. The difficulty about that is this: There have heen 
half a dozen bills covering the same general subject referred to the 
committee, and the committee will bring in substitutes. 

Mr. REED. The committee does not know what it wishes to do. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Yes, we do. We wish to consider the bill about 
the cost of surveying and the bill about the Thurman sinking fund. 

Mr. REED. Why not confine your action to those two bills? 

Mr. CASSIDY. We have other matters besides. 

Mr. REED. You do not know what you wish to bring in. 

Mr. THOMPSON. That is all we want. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMPSON. Yield to me a minute. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Certainly. è 

Mr. THOMPSON. By the consent of the gentleman from Nevada 
I ask that the resolution be modified. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I withdraw it. 

Mr. THOMPSON. By consentof the gentleman from Nevada [ Mr. 
CASSIDY], I move the resolution be modified so that it shall be limited 
to the Thurman sinking fund and to taxing the costs of surveys of lands 
that railroads are ¢ with. Let it be limited to those two acts. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is right. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Oh, no! Vote it down. 

Mr. CONVERSE. By request I withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on suspending the rules. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I ask the resolution be read to the House as mod- 
ified. 

Mr. HORR. I object to the modification. 

Mr. RYAN. I hope the gentleman will not object to that modifica- 
cl rne bills are of the highest importance and ought to be con- 
sidered. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Would it be in order for the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to move to amend the resolution? 7 

The SPEAKER. The motion to suspend the rules can not 
amended. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. KASSON, There isa misapprehension here, Mr. Speaker, touch- 
ing the form of the last proposition. I understand, and if I am incor- 
rect the Chair will correct me, as proposed to be modified it is limited 
to two bills which the committee have already prepared, and which 
they name in the resolution. Am I right? 

Mr. THOMPSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KASSON. And therefore the resolution is limited to the con- 
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sideration of these two bills. The gentleman from Michigan withdraws 
his objection. 

Mr. HORR. I shall not object if it is limited to the two bills. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Then I suggest that modification, that the words 
“any of the subjects heretofore referred to said committee ’’ be stricken 
out and insert *‘the act known as the Thurman sinking fund and 
any amendment or bill relating to section 21 of the act of 1864 relating 
to fees due from Pacific railroads for surveying and patenting lands 
granted to them.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous 
consent to be permitted to modify the resolution in the manner he has 
suggested, so as to make it applicable to the two measures exclusively, 
one being what is commonly known as the Thurman sinking fund act 
and the other with reference to the law in relation to the payment by 
land-grant railroads for the cost of surveys, &c. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Yes, section 21 of the act of 1864, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and the resolution was modified accordingly. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I now renew my motion that the House adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. , 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion te suspend the rules 
and adopt the resolution which has been read. 

Mr. KEIFER. As modified. 

The SPEAKER. That takes the place of the original resolution. 

The resolution was to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 

Mr. BUCKNER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 95, noes 53. - 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, demanded tellers. BI 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. Hewrrt, of Alabama, and Mr. BUCKNER were appointed tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 81, noes 92. 

Mr. REED. I call for the yeas and hays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; 47 members voting in favor thereof. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 71, nays 144, not 
voting 106; as follows: 


YEAS—71. 
Adams, G. E. Everhart, ng, ice, 
Atkinson, oran, Lovering, Rockwell, 
Barr, Hart, Lyman, Rowell, 
Bayne, Hatch, H. H. McCoid, Russell, 
Brewer, J. H, Haynes, McComas, Skinner, C. R. 
Browne, T. M. Henderson, D. B. McCormick, Spooner, 
Brown, W. W. Henderson, T. J. Millard, Stephenson, 
Brumm, Hepburn, Nelson, Strai 
Buckner, Hiscock, Parker, Struble, 
Calkins, Hitt, Patton, Taylor, J.D. 
Campbell, J. M. Holton, Payne, Thomas, 
Connlloy, Howey, n, Valentine, 
Cullen, James, Peelle, 8. J. Wait, 
Cutcheon Jeffords, Perkins, Warner, A. J. 
Davis, G. R. Johnson Pettibone, Washburn, 
Dingley, Kasson, Ranney, White, Milo 
Dunbam, Lawrence, Ray, G. W. Whiting. 
Ellwood, Libbey, Reed, 
NAYS—144. 
Aiken, Elliott, Miller, J. F. Springer, 
Alexander, Nis, Miller, S. H. Steele, 
Andersen, Ermentrout, Milliken, Stewart, Charles 
Arnot, Evins, J. H. Mitchell, Stockslager, 
Ferrell, Morey, Stone, 
Jentine, Fiedler, Morgan, rm, 
À Forney, Morrison, Sumner, D. H. 
Bennett, an, Muldrow, Taylor, J. M. 
isbee, Geddes, Murphy, Thompsons, 
Bland, Gibson, Murray, Throckmórton, 
Bouteile, Graves, Mutehler, Tillman, 
Breckinridge, Green, Nicholls, Townshend, 
Buchanan, Greenleaf, Nutting, Tucker, 
Burnes, Guenther, Oates, Turner, H., G 
Caldwell, Halsell, O'Hara, Turner, Oscar 
Cannon, Hardeman Paige, Van Alstyne, 
Carleton, Hatch, W. H. Pierce, Vance, 
Cassidy, Hemphill, Peel, S. W. Van Eaton, 
Olay, Herbe: Peters, Ward, 
Clements, Hewitt, A. S. P Warner, Richard 
bb, Hewitt, G. W Potter, Weaver, 
Converse, tears Price, wos 
Cosgrove opkins, Pusey, eller, 
Cox, W. R. Houseman, , n, White, J. D. 
Ps Hunt, Reese, Wilkins, 
Curtin, Jones, B. W, illiams, 
Dargan, Jones, J. K. Robertson, Wilis, 
Davidson King, Rogers, J. H. Wilson, James 
Davis, L. H. Laird, Rogers, W. F Wilson, W. L. 
uster, Lanham, Winans, E. B. 
Dibble, Lewis, Ryan, Wolford, 
Dibrell, Lore, es, Wood, 
Dockery, Lo Seymour, Woodward, 
Dowd, McAdoo, Shaw, Worthington, 
Duncan, McMillin, Skinner, T, G. Yaple, 
Dunn, Matson, Slocum, York, 
NOT VOTING—106. 
Adams, J. J. Blount, Burleigh, Covington, 
Barbour, Bowen, bell, x, 8. 8. 
Barksdale, Boyle, Campbell, Felix Culberson, D. B, 
Belford, Brainerd, jer, Ibertson ys = 
Belmont, Breitung, 5 Davis, R. T 
Bingham, rewer, F. Clardy, rsheimer, 
kburn, Ki Collins, ton. 
Blanchard, Budd, k, Eldridge, 


Evans, I. N. Hurd, Morrill, Smith, 
Findlay, Hutchins, Morse, Snyder, 
Finerty, Jones, J. H. Moulton, Spriggs, 
Follett, Jones, J. T. Muller, Stevens, 

rge, Jordan, Neece, Stewart, J. W. 
Glascock, Kean, Ochiltree, Sumner, ©. A. 
Goff, Keifer, O'Neill, Charles tt, 
Hammond, Kelley, O'Neill, J. J. Taylor, E. B. * 
Hanback, Kellogg, Phelps, Tully, 
Hancock, Ketcham, Poland, Wadsworth 
Hardy, Kleiner, Pryor, Wakefield, 
Harmer, Lacey, Randall, Wemple, 
Henley, Lamb, Rankin, Winans, John 
Hill, Le Fevre, Ray, Ossian Wise, G. D. 
Hoblitzell, McKinley, Robinson, J. 8. Wise, J. S. 
Holmes, Maybury, Robinson, W. E. Young. 
Hooper, eee Seney, 
Horr, Mills, Shelley, 
Houk, Money, Singleton, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move to dispense with the reading 
of the names. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. POLAND. I wish to state that Mr. MILLS, of Texas, was 
obliged to leave the House in consequence of being unwell. I should 
vote ‘‘ay’’ if I had not been paired with him and presume he would 
vote “‘no.’’ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


AMENDMENT OF PATENT LAWS. 


Mr. VANCE (when the Committee on Patents was called). Mr. 
Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee on Patents to ask the pas- 
sage of House bill 4377 with an amendment. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I move that this House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That motion is not now in order. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is notin order at this time, no business 
having been transacted since the last vote. 

The gentleman from North Carolina moves tosuspend the rules, under 
instructions from the Committee on Patents, and pass a bill the title 
of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House bill 4377. A bill to amend section 4887 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I demand a second. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. VANCE. At the suggestion of my committee I withdraw this 
bill for the present. 

_ Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then I move that the House do now ad- 

journ. i 

à Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Iam in hopes the House will vote that 
own. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman from North Carolina, 
on the call of the Committee on Patents—the chairman of that com- 
mittee presents a bill under instructions of the committee and moves 
to suspend the rules and put the bill upon its After the bill 
had been partially read he asks leave to withdraw it. Now, I ask if 
that can be done if there be any objection ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it can, asno second had been or- 
dered. The Chair thinks after a second is ordered the motion to sus- 
pend the rules can not be withdrawn or modified except by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Is it not the fact that the chairman of the 
peers on Patents has been instructed by his committee to present 
the bill? 

The SPEAKER. That isa matter between the gentleman himself 
and his committee. The Chair has no control over that. The gentle- 
man from Ohio on the right [Mr. WARNER] moves that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, 
there were—ayes 58, noes 85. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I call for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 48. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the last vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 56, nays 135, not vot- 


ing 129; as follows: 


YEAS—56. 
Adams, G. E. Davis, D. R. Johnson, Rockwell, 
Atkinson, Davis, L. H. Long, Rowell, 
Barr, Dunham, Lovering, Skinner, C. R. 
Bayne, Everhart, McCormick, Spooner, 
Boutelle, aoe ‘ Millard, Stephenson, 
Brewer, J. H. Hatch, H. H. Parker, Strait, 
Siowan T M. aynes, Payne, Struble, 
Brown, W. W. Henderson, D.B. Perkins, Taylor, J.D 
Brumm, Henderson, T. J. Pettibone, Thomas, 
Calkins, epburn, Price, Valentine, 
Campbell, J. M. Hiscock, Ranney, Warner, A.J. 
Chace, Hitt, Ray,G. W. White, Milo 
Cullen, Howey, Reed, Whiting, 
Cutcheon, James, Rice, Wilson, James. 
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NAYS—135. 
Aiken, Ermentrout, Miller, J. F. Stewart, Charles 
Alexander, Ferrell, Miller, 8. H. Stockslager., 
Anderson, Fiedler, Milliken, Stone, 
Arnot, Forney, Morey, Storm, 
ley, m Morgan, Sumner, D. H., 
Balleni Morrison, Taylor, J.M. ' 
Beach, Muldrow, Thompson, 
Bennett, Gibson, Murphy, Th rton, 
Bisbee, Graves, Murray, Tillman, 
Bland reen, Mutchler, Townshend, 
Brec! Greenleaf, Nicholls, Tucker, 
Buchanan, Halsell, Oates, Turner, H. G. 
Burnes, eman. O'Hara, Turner, Oscar 
Caldwell, W.H. Paige, Van Alstyne, 
Cannon, Hemphill, Patton, Vance, 
Carleton, Herbert, Pierce, Van Eaton, 
Cassidy, Hewitt, A.S. Peel, S. W. x 
Clay, Hewitt, G. W. Peelle, S.J. Warner, Richard 
Clements, Holman, ‘ost, ashi a 
Cobb, Holton, Potter, Weaver, 
Converse, Hopkins, y, Wellborn 
ve, ouk, š Weller, 
Cox, W.R. Jeffords, White, J. D. 
Crisp, Jones, J.K. Ri Wilkins, 
Curtin, , King, cacpi Williams, 
3 Laird, Rogers, J. illis, 
Davidson, Lamb, Wilson, W. L. 
bble, Lanbam, Ryan, Winans, E, B. 
Dibrell, Lewis, Scales, Wolfo: 
Dockery, Lo 5 Shaw, ood, 
Dowd, McAdoo, Skinner, T. G. Woodward, 
Dunn, McComas, ocum, Worthington, 
Elliott, McMillin, Springer, York. 
is, Matson, Steele, 
NOT VOTING—129, 
Adams, J. J. Duncan. Kean, Pryor, 
bour, Eaton, ” Keifer, Randall, 
Barksdale, Eld: i Kelly, Rankin, 
Belford, Ellwood, Kellogg, SRi Ossian 
Belmont, Evans, I. N. Ketcham, inson, J.S. 
Bingham, Evins, J. H. Kleiner, Tauno T E. 
Blackburn, Findlay, s à 
Blanchard, erty, La Russell, 
Blount, Follett, Le Fevre, Seney, 
wen, Foran, Libbey, Seymour, 
NSS ~ eae eee 
Braine: A 5 nm, 
Breitung, Guenther, cCoid, Smith, 
Brewer, F. B. Hammond, McKinley, Snyder, 
Broa = Hanback, Maybury, Spriggs, 
Buckner, Hancock, Mayo, Stevens, 
Budd Hardy, Mil Stewart, J. W. 
Burleigh, Harmer, Mitchell, Sumner, C. A. 
Cabell, Henley, Maney; Talbott, 
Campbell, Felix Morrill, Taylor, E. B. 
Candler, Hoblitzell, Morse, Tully, 
Clardy, olmes, Moulton, Wadsworth, 
Collins. Hooper, uller, Wait, 
‘Connolly, Horr, Neece, Wakefield, 
k, ouseman, Nelson, Wemple, 
ata phe Hunt, Nutting, Wag soe 
x, 8.8. t i e 
Culberson, D. B. e, O'Neill, les Wise, J.S. 
Culbertson, W.W, Jones, B. Neill. J.J, Yaple, 
Davis, R. T. Jones, J. H. Payson, 'oung. 
Dingley, as Phelps 
e ordan, elps, 
sot OES Kasson, Poland, 
So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 
After the second roll-call, y n 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, said: I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
with the reading of the names. 


Mr. PARKER (in his seat). I object. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I make the point of order that no gen- 
tleman rose in his seat to object. 

Mr. PARKER (having risen). I object. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the names of members voting. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Warr with Mr. Evins, of South Carolina. 

` Mr. GUENTHER with Mr. DEUSTER. 

Mr. Cox, of North Carolina, with Mr. RUSSELL. 

Mr. Jones, of Wisconsin, with Mr. McCorp. > 

Mr. WELLER with Mr. KASSON. 

Mr. LYMAN with Mr. HUNT. 

Mr. HOUK. Iam paired with Mr. BARBOUR, of Virginia, but if I 
understand the significance of this vote I was entitled to vote, and I 
voted ‘‘no.’? My understanding is that the object in voting against 

‘ adjournment is to fix a day to consider the Mexican pension bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. That is the object. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 


EVENING SESSIONS FOR PENSION CASES. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions was called. 

Mr. MATSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions to move to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That, until the further order of this House, on each Friday the House 
will take a recess at 5 o’clock until 7.30 p. m., ab which bins soo 


bills on 
the Private Calendar reported from th ttee on Pensions and the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions shall be 


The SPEAKER. If asecond is not demanded the question is on 
suspending the rules and adopting the resolution. 


Mr. BEACH. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BEACH. Would an amendment to that resolution be in order? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. 

Mr. BEACH. I think we should provide also for the consideration 
of bills in relation to condemned cannon. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. REED. I should like to have the resolution reported again. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then let us have a second. 

Mr. ELLIS, I make the point that the demand for a second is too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the demand for a second is in 
time if made before the question is taken on adopting the resolution. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Who demanded a second? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr, STOCKSLAGER. I am sorry for it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman from Ohio will be respon- 
sible for his own acts. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that the second be 
considered as ordered. 

Mr. PARKER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. A second having been demanded, the Chair ap- 
points as tellers the tleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] and the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. WARNER]. 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported ayes 133. 

So (further count not being called for) the motion to suspend the rules 
wis seconded. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] willcon- 
trol one half the time allowed for debate and the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. MATSON] the other. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I demand a second because I was unable to 
hear what the resolution was and did not understand its purport. 

Mr. COBB. I am surprised the gentleman is so deaf. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COBB] 
can take his own time and make his own speeches in it instead of in- 
terjecting them into mine. While I think itis early to begin night ses- 
sions ly, and thatit would be better to have left the question of 
night sessions to be decided at a somewhat later period, I donot oppose 
this resolution. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is now proceeded with. 

The rules of the House allow thirty minutes for debate after a second 
of a ap sites to suspend the rules, and the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. WARNER] is entitled to the floor for fifteen minutes of that time. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. While I think night sessions as early as 
this are not good policy, if it is the wish of the House to have them I 
shall not vote against them. I stated that I demanded a second in order 
that we might understand what we are to voteupon. Propositions are 
precipitated upon the House without any opportunity to know what 
they are, and then we are asked to vote upon them. I think in all 
cases, unless members understand beforehand whatthey are called upon 
to vote on, there should be thirty minutes allowed for debate. 

I do not wish to occupy the time of the House in discussing this 
question. Butit is now ten minutes past 6 o’clock, and the House has 
been in session continuously from 12 o’clock. It is time to adjourn; 
and I therefore move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to upon a division—ayes 29, 
noes 93;  » 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] is en- 
titled to fifteen minutes in favor of his resolution. 

Mr. MATSON. I call for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the rules be suspended and 
the resolution adopted which has been read ? 

The motion was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof); and 
the rules were suspended and the resolution adopted. 


PENSIONS FOR MEXICAN WAR, ETC. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I am instructed unanimously by the 
Committee on Pensions to move to suspend the rules and adopt the 
resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (A. R.3962) granting pensions to certain soldiers and 
sailors of the Mexican war and other wars therein named, and for other pur- 
poses, be made the special order in the House, as in Committee of the Whole, 
on Thursday, the 21st day of February, 1884, after the morning hour, an 
day to day until disposed of, not to interfere with general appropriation or 
revenue bills or reports from the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let the bill be reported. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the House, and can not be 
read except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I then call for a second. 

The SPEAKER. A second being called for, the Chair will appoint 
the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. BROWNE, and the gentleman from 
Alabama, Mr. HEWITT, to act as tellers. 
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Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that a second 
be considered as ‘ordered. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Oh, no! 

The House divided; and the tellers reported that there were—ayes 
123, noes 3. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum has voted. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Senra): The point is made that 
no quorum has voted. 

Mr. ELLIS. I move a call of the House: 

The motion was agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. A callof the House having been ordered, 


the Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

Mr. WELLBORN. Before the call begins, if in order, I would like 
to ask to be excused from further attendance on account of sickness in 
my family. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and the following members failed 
to answer to their names: 


Adams, J.J. Davis, R. T. Jordan, Pryor, 
Anderson, Deuster, Kasson, * Randall, 
Barbour, Dingley, Kean, Rankin, 
Barksdale, Dorsheimer, Keifer, a 
Belford, Duncan Kelley, Ro inson, J S. 
Belmont, Eaton, Kellogg, Robinso: 
Bingham, Ellwood, < Rogers, W. F. 
Blackburn, Evans, I. N, Kleiner, Seney, 
Blanchard, Evins, J y: Seymour, 
Blount, Findlay, Lawrence, Shelley. 
Bowen, Finerty, Le Fevre, ge 
Boyle, Follett, Lore, Smith, 
Brainerd, Foran, Ly n, Snyder, 
Brietun: G A eCoid, Spriggs, 
Brewer, F. B. Gof, McCormick, Stevens, 

£ Hammond, McKinley, Stewart, J. W. 
Brumm, x ae to Sumner, C, A. 
Buckner, Hardy, Milliken, bott, 
Budd, er, ills, Taylor, E. B, 
Burleigh, Hatch, H. H. Mitchell, Thompson, 
Cabell, Haynes, oney, y, 
Calkins, Henderson, T, J. o à Wadsworth, 
Campbell, Felix | Henley, Morse, ait, 
Candler, ill, Moulton, Wakefield, 
Cassidy, Hoblitzell, Muller, Wellborn, 
Clardy, Holmes, eece, | k as 
Colli Hooper, iltree, emple, 
Connolly, Horr, O'Neill, Charles Winans, John 
Covington, Howey, O'Neill, J.J. Wise, G. D. 
Cox, 8.8. Hunt, Payson, Wise, J.S. 
Cox, W. R. Hurd, Perkins, Young. 
Culberson, D. B. Hutch Peters, 
Culbertson, W. W. Jones, J. Phelps, = 
Curtin, Jones, J.T. Poland, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the names of those not 
answering to their names, that excuses, if any, may be offered. 
on Clerk proceeded to call the names of those not voting, as follows: 
Mr. ADAMS, of New York: No excuse offered. 
ANDERSON: No excuse offered. 
. BARBOUR: No excuse offered. 
. BARKSDALE: No excuse offered. 
. BELFORD: No excuse offered. * 
. BELMONT: No excuse offered. 
. BINGHAM: No excuse offered. 
. BLACKBURN: No excuse offered. 
. BLANCHARD: No excuse offered. 
. BLOUNT: No excuse offered. 
. BOWEN: No excuse offered. 
. BOYLE: No excuse offered. $ 
. BRAINERD: No excuse offered. 
. BREITUNG: No excuse offered. 
. BREWER, of New York: No excuse offered. 
. BROADHEAD: No excuse offered. 
. BRUMM: No excuse offered. 
. BUCKNER: No excuse offered. 
. BUDD: No excuse offered. 
. BURLEIGH: No excuse offered. 
. CABELL: No excuse offered. 
. CALKINS: No excuse offered. 
. CAMPBELL, of New York: No excuse offered. 
. CANDLER: No excuse offered 
. CASSIDY: No excuse offered. 
. CLARDY: No excuse offered. 
. COLLINS: No excuse offered. 
. CONNOLLY: No excuse offered. 
. Cook: No excuse offered. 
COVINGTON: No excuse offered. 
. Cox, of New York: No excuse offered. 
. Cox, of North Carolina: No excuse offered. 
. CULBERSON, of Texas. 
THROCKMORTON. My colleague, Mr. CULBERSON, is absent 
by leave of the House. I will also state that he is paired with Mr. 
CALKINS, of Indiana. 
The SPEAKER. No proceedings can be taken against any member 
absent by leave of the House. 
Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky: No excuse offered. 


Mr. CURTIN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I wish to say that my colleague Mr. BLOUNT, 
whose name I did not hear called, is absent from the House. He has 
a very sick family and has not been in the Hall to-day. I ask that he 
be excused. 

There being no objection, ag BLOUNT was excused. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I understand thata quorum 
answered to their names [cries of ‘Regular order!” J, and I move to 
dispense with all further proceedings under the call. 

The SPEAKER. That motion can not be entertained at present. 

Mr. DEUSTER. 

Mr. GUENTHER. [ask that my colleague [Mr. DEUSTER] be ex- 
cused. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state upon what ground he 
makes the request? 

Mr. GUENTHER. My colleague has been sick abed for four or five 
days until to-day, when he attended the session of the House; but an 
hour or two ago, feeling unwell, he was obliged to go home. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. DEUSTER] will be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY: No excuse offered. 

. DORSHEIMER: No excuse offered. 

. DUNCAN: No excuse offered. 

. EATON: No excnse offered. 

. ELDREDGE: No excuse offered 

. ELLwoop: No excuse offered. 

. EVANS, of Pennsylvania: No excuse offered. 

. EVINS, of South Carolina. 

. DIBBLE. Iask that my colleague from South Carolina (Mr. 
Evrys] be excused from attendance to-night on account of sickness. 

There being no objection, Mr. Evins of South Carolina was excused. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Task that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
DIBRELL] be excused on account of sickness. 

There being no objection, the following were excused: Messrs. DIB- 
RELL, FINDLAY, FINERTY, FOLLETT, FORAN, GLASCOCK, GOFF, HAM- 
MOND, and HANBACK. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I ask that my colleague [Mr. Hancock] 
be excused on account of sickness. 

There being no objection, Mr, HANCOCK was excused. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Iask that my colleague from New York [Mr. BREW- 
ER] be excused on account of sickness. 

ere being no objection, Mr. BREWER, of New York, was excused. 
Mr. HARDY: No excuse offered. 
. HARMER: No excuse offered. 
Mr. HATCH, of Michigan: No excuse offered. 
. HAYNES: No excuse offered. 
. HENDERSON, of Illinois: No excuse offered. 
. HENLEY: No excuse offered. 
. HILL: No excuse offered. 
. HOBLITZELL: No excuse offered. 
. HOLMES: No excuse offered. 
. Hooper: No excuse offered. 
. HORR: No excuse offered. 
. Hunt: No excase offered. 
. HURD: No excuse offered. 
. HUTCHINS: No excuse offered. 
. JONES, of Texas. 
. MILLER, of Texas. My colleague from Texas Mr. JONES was 
obliged to leave the House an hour or two ago on account of sickness. 
I ask that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. JONES, of Texas, was excused. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. My colleague Mr. HOLMES has leave 
of ee Sine 

e SPEA o proceedings can be taken against a gentleman 
who is absent by leave of the House. = 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. 

Mr. FORNEY. I ask that my colleague from Alabama be excused_ 
on account of sickness. 

There being no objection, Mr. JONES, of Alabama, was excused. 

Mr. JORDAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Kasson: No excuse offered. 

Mr. KEAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. KEIFER: No excuse offered. 

. KELLEY: No excuse offered. 

. KELLOGG: No excuse offered. 
. KETCHAM: No excuse offered. 
. KLEINER: No excuse offered. 
. LACEY: No excuse offered. 

.. LAWRENCE: No excuse offered. 
. LE FEVRE: No excuse offered. 
. LIBBEY: No excuse offered. 

. LORE: No excuse offered. 

. LYMAN: No excuse offered. 

. McCorp: No excuse offered. 
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. McCormick: No excuse offered. 

. McKINLEY: No excuse offered. 

. Mayo: No excuse offered. 

. MILLIKEN: No excuse offered. 

. MILLs: No excuse offered. 

. MITCHELL: No excuse offered. 

. MONEY: No excuse offered. 

. MORRILL: No excuse offered. 

. MORSE: No excute offered. 

. Mounton: No excuse offered. 

. MULLER: No excuse offered. 

. NEECE: No excuse offered. 

. OCHILTREE: No excuse offered. 

. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: No excuse offered. 
. O'NEILL, of Missouri: No excuse offered. 
. Payson: No excuse offered. 

. PERKINS: No excuse offered. 

. PETERS: No excuse offered. 

. PHELPS: No excuse offered. 

. POLAND: No excuse offered. 

. Pryor: No excuse offered. 

. RANDALL: No excuse offered. 

. RANKIN: No excuse offered. 

. RAY, of New Hampshire: No excuse offered. 
. ROBINSON, of Ohio: No excuse offered. 

. ROBINSON, of New York: No excuse offered. 
. ROGERS, of New York: No excuse offered. 
. RYAN: No excuse offered. 

. SENEY: No excuse offered. 

. SEYMOUR: No excuse offered. 

. SHELLEY: No excuse offered. 

. SINGLETON: No excuse offered. 

. SMITH: No excuse offered. 

. SNYDER: Ne excuse offered. 

. SpricGs: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I ask that my colleagues Mr. SPRIGGS and Mr. 
STEVENS be excused on account of sickness in their families. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentlemen named will 
be excused. ý 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I ask that the gentleman from Pennsylvania Mr. 
KELLEY be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and Mr. KELLEY was excused. 

Mr. NUTTING. Iwas absent when my name was called. I went 
home with a sick child and returned in time. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman is marked present, as he was present 
before the doors were closed. 

Mr. STRAIT. I ask that my colleague Mr. WAKEFIELD be ex- 
cused. He has been absent for three or four days, and I have been in- 
formed he is sick. I move he be excused. 

The motion was to. . 

Mr. J. W. STEWART: No excuse offered. 

Mr. C. A. SUMNER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. TALBOTT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR: No excuse offered. 

Mr. THOMPSON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. TuLLy: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WADSWORTH: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Wair: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WELLBORN. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas was excused by the 
House this afternoon. 

Mr. WELLER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WEMPLE: No excuse offered. 

Mr JoHN WrNAns: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. WISE is absent by leave of the House. 

The SPEAKER. No proceedings can be taken against a member 
who is absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. Joun 8. WisE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. YounG: No excuse offered. 

The SPEAKER, The names of the absentees will be entered upon 
the Journal and the doors will now be closed. 

Mr. COOK. Icame in before the doors were closed. 

Mr. RYAN. Sodid I. 

Mr. HANBACK. I came in after my name was called. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen will be marked as present. 

Mr. ELLIS. I move the adoption of the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar of 
oe such of its members as are now absent without the leave of the 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ELLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having in 
custody, under its order, Mr. CABELL and Mr. TULLY. 

TheSPEAKER. Mr. CABELL, you have been absent from the sitting 
of the House without its leave, What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. CABELL. I have been in attendance to-day on a committee of 
the Senate. Except during that time I have been in my seat. When I 
left the Senate I went to my dinner. When I learned the House still 
remained in session I came back and was stopped at the door. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the gentleman from Virginia be ex- 
cused. 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. TULLY, you have been absent from the sitting 
of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. TULLY. I was here all day up to a little after 5 o’clock. 
[Cries of “ Louder !”] 

The SPEAKER. This is a matter of business and not of jest. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Members should be seated. 

The SPEAKER. Members will resume their seats. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I object to turning these proceedings 
into a farce. ig 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not permit it, if he can avoid it. 
The gentleman will proceed with his statement. 

Mr. TULLY. I was h Mr. Speaker, all day in my seat until 
nearly 5 o’clock, and supposing thatthe House was about to adjourn I 
went out for a few minutes to get dinner. Not being familiar with 
the rules of the House I was not aware that such was not the custom. 
I came as soon as I was aware that the House was in session and de- 
manded the presence of its absent members. 

icy DIBBLE. I move that the gentleman from California be ex- 
c - 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON. The excuse keeps him here, does it? 

The SPEAKER. Of course the gentleman can not absent himself 
without the leave of the House. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having in 
custody, in obedience to its order, Mr. SNYDER. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. SNYDER, you have been absent from the sit- 
ting of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. SNYDER. My excuse is very similar to that which has just 
been made by the gentleman from California. I was here until about 
6 o'clock, and did not anticipate a callof the House. I thoughtit would 
adjourn with the last call of the yeas and nays, which was progressing 
at the time I left. I went to my dinner, and came here as soon as I 
was notified by the officer that the House was still in session. 

Mr. GIBSON. I can certify that he is usually very attentive, and I 
move that he be excused. 

The motion was to. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having in 
custody, in obedience to its order, Mr. CANDLER. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. CANDLER, you have been absent from the sit- 
ting of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. CANDLER. I left here at ten minutes to 5 o’clock, being very 
unwell, went to my home, and supposed that the House would ad- 
journ at the usual time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move that my colleague be excused. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I know that he has not been well. 

The motion was a; to. 

Mr. HANBACK. I desire, Mr. Speaker, if it be in order at this 
time, to enter an excuse for two of my colleagues, Mr. PETERS and 
Mr. MORRILL. Mr. PETERS went home sick, and has been sick all 
day. I know he is too unwell to be here. I also ask that Mr. MOR- 
RILL be excused because of the fact that his wife is absent and his little 
children are at home in charge of an invalid daughter. I think it 
would be difficult for him to leave them at night. For that reason I 
move that both gentlemen be excused from attendance to-night. 

The SPEAKER. It is somewhat irregular to ask that members be 
excused at this stage of the proceedings. It can be done, however, by 
unanimous consent. 

The gentleman from Kansas asks that his colleague Mr. PETERS be 
excused on account of sickness. 

Mr. COBB. What is the reason for asking this? 

Mr. HANBACK. As I have stated, Mr. PETERS is not at all well. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, Mr. PETERS will be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HANBACK. I now make the same request in behalf of Mr. 
MORRILL. As I have said, his family are here, but his wife is absent, 
He has several children that he could not yery well leave at night, 
especially in view of the fact that his daughter is an invalid. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to excusing Mr. MORRILL on the 
statement of his colleague ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague Mr. 
MILLs be excused on account of sickness. He left here this morning 
stating that he was going home to take medicine, and I forgot to make 
the announcement at the time the roll was called. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I shall not object in this case; but we ought to 
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have some medical certificates or else we shall never succeed in getting 
a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to excusing Mr. MILLS? 

There was no objection. 

The Sergeant at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having in 
custody, in obedience to its order, Mr. POLAND. 

TheSPEAKER. Mr. PoLAND, you have been absent from thesitting 
of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. POLAND. Mr. Speaker, at about 5 o’clock this afternoon Mr. 
MILLS, of Texas, informed me that he was ill and desired to Jeave the 
House, and askéd if I would pair with him for to-day, which I consented 
todo. lI intended then to leave myself, but I remembered that Mr. 
MILLs said he did not like to have it appear that there was a roll-call 
and that he was absent. People in my country are not so particular 
on that subject. But to accommodate Mr. MILLS I remained until 
there was one roll-call and announced the pair with him; and inas- 
much as there seemed to be no use in my remaining, as I had precluded 
myself from voting, and more than that, Mr. Speaker, supposing the 
good appetites and good sense of this. House would soon produce an ad- 
journment, I left to get my dinner. 

Mr. COOK. I move thatthe gentleman be excused. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes none. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having in 
custody, in obedience to its order Mr. TALBOTT. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. TALBoTT, you have been absent from the 
sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. TALBOTT. I was paired with the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. HARMER] and remained here until 5 o’clock, and went 
down to my house, believing that there would soon be an adjourn- 
ment. After getting dinner I came out, and found that the House 
was still in session, and came up and delivered myself at the door. I 
therefore ask to be excused. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I move that my colleague be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar, having in his custody Mr. 
BLANCHARD, of Louisiana. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. BLANCHARD, you have been absent from the 
oe of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 
offer? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, I left the House this evening at 
5 o’clock, which is the hour at which the House has adjourned almost 
every day during the present session. When I left I had no intima- 
tion from any quarter whatever that it was likely the House would re- 
main in session after that hour, I did not know until a few minutes 
ago that it was still in session. As soon as I heard it I at once took a 
cab and came here. Further than this I have nothing to offer in ex- 
tenuation of my absence, and I await the pleasure of the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Did the gentleman know the Mexican veteran 
bill was up? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I did not know that bill was up nor did I 
know it was likely to come up. Had I known it, and had there been 
a necessity for it, I should have been willing to remain here a week to 
pass that bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman ought to be excused on that 


und. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 56, noes none, 

Mr. HARDEMAN. My colleague Mr. CANDLER went home on 
account of sickness and came back to the House. He is too unwell to 
remain here. I ask that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARDEMAN] 
states that his colleague Mr. CANDLER is too unwell to remain in 
the House, and asks that he be excused. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. The gentleman is excused from attendance this 
evening. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar, having in hiscustody Mr. 
McKINLEY, of Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. MOKINLEY, youhave been absent from the 
aeanes of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 
offer? 

Mr. McKINLEY. I left the House at 5 o’clock, feeling quite sick. 
I learned about a half-hour ago that the House was in session. Assoon 
as I learned that there was a call of the House I came up. I ask that 
I may be excused for this evening on account of indisposition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio states he is indisposed 
and left the Hall on that account. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I move that the gentleman be excused for this 
evening. 

The SPEAKER. The House has heard the excuse of the gentleman 
from Ohio for non-attendance. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
PETTIBONE] moves that he be also excused from further attendance this 
renina Wnes a division is requested the Chair will put both mo- 

ons er. 

Mr. § SLAGER. I call for a division of the question, unless 


there is a reason given why the gentleman should be excused from fur- 
ther attendance. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has stated that he is 
suffering from indisposition. The first question is upon excusing him 
for absence from the House. 

The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative—ayes 77, 
noes 2. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PETTIBONE] 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Ohio be excused from 
further attendance this evening. 

Mr. REAGAN. Has the gentleman made that request for himself? 

The SPEAKER. He has. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar, having in custody Mr. 
McCorn, of Iowa, and Mr. Cox, of North Carolina. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. McCorp, you have been absent from the ses- 
sions of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. McCOID. Mr. Speaker, I paired and went to dinner, not un- 
derstanding that there was to be a night session. I did not intend to 
be absent without leave of the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move that my colleague be excused. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 58, noes 10. z 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Cox, of North Carolina, you have been ab- 
sent from the sessions of the House without its leave, What excuse 
have you to offer? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Iam very much in favor of this. bill. 
I think it ought to pass. In going away I paired, and thereby gave an 
additional vote in favor of the bill. I did not intend any disrespect 
to the House, and I considered that I assisted the bill by pairing. 

Mr. KING. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion wasagreed to—ayes 60, noes none. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to suggest to the chairman of 
the Committee on Pensions that there is a probability that the other 
side will consent to unanimously fix a day on which this bill may be 
considered. I wish to know if that will be satisfactory to him. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, What day do they BD ries nts 

Mr. GIBSON. The day, I understand, thatis fixed in the resolution. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would be perfectly willing, of course, 
to agree to that, but I will not accept the proposition if it is intended 
to confine the assignment to one day. 

Mr. GIBSON. The su ion was made to me that those who have 
been opposing the resolution would probably now give their consent. 

Mr. ELLIS. I desire to inquire of the Chair whether this is in order 
during the p ings under the call of the House. 

The SPEAKER, Itis not strictly in order. 

Mr. ELLIS. Then I object to it. 

Mr. GIBSON. I simply. desired to make a suggestion. 

Mr. ELLIS. The gentleman has simply obstructed the proceedings 
of the House under the call. Ifany of the gentlemen who are filibuster- 
ing desire to make a proposition in the direction of a compromise we 
will listen to it. 

The SPEAKER. There is no r propao before the House. 

Mr. NELSON. I move that all further proceedings under the call 
be dispensed with. 

The question being taken on Mr. NELSON’s motion, the SPEAKER 
stated that in the opinion of the Chair the ‘‘noes”’ had it. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I call for a division. 

The house divided; and there were—ayes 18, noes 81. 

So the motion was not to. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Iask unanimous consent that Mr. SKINNER, of 
New York, be excused from further attendance to-night on account of 
the sickness of his child. 

There was no objection. $ 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having in 
custody Mr. KLEINER, of Indiana, and Mr. BrerrunG, of Michigan. 

The SPEAKER. Mr, KLEINER, you have been absent from the sit- 
tings of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. KLEINER. I represent a district that has within its borders 
or alongside of it two hundred and fifty miles of overflowed country 
on the Ohio River. At half 3 o’clock this afternoon I received a 
telegram from Hon. Heber J. May, one of my constituents, stating 
that in Perry County there were 4,000 people without shelter and with- 
out food. In response to this appeal for help I proceeded at once to the 
War Department to consult with Mr. Lincoln as to the quickest way of 
rendering immediate aid. When I had got through it was half past 5 
o’clock and I supposed the House had adjourned for the day, and there- 
fore went to my home direct from the War Department. 

Mr. LAMB. I move that my colleague be excused. 

The motion to excuse Mr. KLEINER was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. BREITUNG, you also have been absent from 
the sittings of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 
offer? 

Mr. BREITUNG. Mr. Speaker, before I left this afternoon I heard 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] makea motion to adjourn. I 
was in my seat when he made the motion. It was carried, as I thought, 
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almost unanimously, and I left my seat, got my overcoat and hat, and 


left, thinking the House had adjourned. When I was at the hotel I 
was told there was a call for the House, and I came up here. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to, upon a division—ayes 56, noes 11, 

After some further time had elapsed the Sergeant-at-Arms ap 
at the bar of the House, having in custody Mr. Cox, of New York. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Cox, you have beenabsent from the sittings of 
the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. COX, of New York. With all respect to the Chair, I beg leave 
to say that I did not come here underarrest. I came here from a sense 
of duty. [Criesof “Oh!” “Oh!” and laughter.] I came here ina 
great fog. I had not the remotest idea that the American Congress was 
conducting itself so—handsomely. I like to be presenf on all such oc- 
casions. When T left the House, Mr. Speaker, there was a vote being 
taken on a motion to adjourn by yeas and nays. 

A MEMBER. That is too old. 

Another MEMBER. That is worn out. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I had not the remotest idea when I left 
but what the yeas had carried the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I move the gentleman be excused on presenting 
fon) member of this House with « copy of “‘ Why we Laugh.” [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. COX, of New York. As soon as I get outa cheap edition. [Re- 
newed laughter. ] 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. I move that my colleague be excused. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 63, 
noes 4. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. It does not require a quorum to excuse a member 
for non-attendance. 

So (no further count being called for) the motion to excuse was agreed 
to. 

After some further time the Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of 
the House, having in custody Mr. BROADHEAD, Mr, BUCKNER, and 
Mr. Money. 

The SPEAKER, . Mr. BROADHEAD, gou have been absent from the 
sittings of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. BROADHEAD. Well, Mr. Speaker, to tell the truth I under- 
stood that a motion was going to be made to adjourn. 

Several MEMBERS, e have had that too often. 

Mr. BROADHEAD. And since I have been a member of this 
House I have never known that motion to fail. 

Mr. KING. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to, upon a division—ayes 64, noes 7. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. BUCKNER, you also have been absent from the 
sittings of the House without its leave. What excuse haye you to offer? 

Mr. BUCKNER. It was about adjourning time when I left; at 
least I was hungry. I thought the House was going to adjourn. Ileft 
after my name had been called, about a quarter after five o’clock. 


A MEMBER. How did you vote? 
Mr. BUCKNER. Iam asked how I voted. I voted in favor of the 
adjournment. 


Mr. VANCE. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to, upon a division—ayes 40, noes 8. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Money, you also have been absent from the 
sittings of the House without itsleave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. MONEY. I left the House abont 3 o’clock because I was very 
sick and I am sick yet.. I declined to come up here on the first sum- 
mons because I was sick. I came on the second because I heard what 
was up. Icame up here to vote forthe Mexican veterans. That isall 
the excuse I have to offer. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MONEY. Believing that my presence here is not necessary now, 
I would like to be excused from attendance for the remainder of to- 

ight’s session. 
ir. HOPKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be ex- 

cused from further attendance to-night. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 

The Sergeant at-Arms appeared at the bar, having in his custody Mr. 
SEYMOUR. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. SEYMOUR, you have been absent from the sit- 
ting of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I do not know that I have any sufficient excuse. 
I have been suffering from a severe cold for the last week, and about 
half past 5 o’clock, supposing that the House was about to adjourn, I 
went home. 

Mr. MILLARD. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I eall for tellers on that motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HOLMAN anù Mr. BEACH were ap- 


pointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 125, noes not 
counted, 

So the motion to excuse Mr. SEYMOUR was agreed to. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to ask the gentleman who is in charge of 


this bill whether he will not be content to let the bill be voted upon, 
striking out all after the word ‘‘ Mexico,” in line 11, so that the bill 
will apply only to soldiers of the Mexican war, 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. No, sir. 

Mr, HISCOCK. I will say to the gentleman that if he is willing to 
amend the bill in that respect—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing before the House except the pro- 
ceedings to compel the attendance of absent members. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will say to the gentleman that we are willing to 
ain vote on the bill if it be amended in that way. [Cries of “‘ Or- 

er! 

Mr. STORM. The bill is nof before the House. 

A MEMBER. And never will be. . 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the House at this time for 
consideration, and debate is not in order. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar, having in his custody Mr. 
Hunt, Mr. BARKSDALE, Mr. LYMAN, and Mr. WEMPLE. A 

The SPEAKER. Mr. HuxT, you have been absent from the sittings 
of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer ? 

Mr. HUNT. At about 50’clock I paired with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LYMAN], leaving my pair at the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The House has heard the gentleman’s statement; 
what action will it take? 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the excuse rendered by the 
gentleman ought to avail, and in speaking of his case I may extend m: 
remarks to that of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LYMAN 
who stands on his right. After this filibustering movement had begun, 
after it was evident that there would have to be a call of the House in 
order that the majority might assert itself, those gentlemen in my pres- 
ence, and against my admonition or warning, deliberately paired and 
left the Hall. Now, sir, the rule of the House is that no member shall 
absent himself without the leave of the House. I want to know whether 
we are here acting a farce or are we here for the purpose of enforcing the 
rules and compelling the attendance of members. Neither of these gen- 
tlemen is old; neither is so venerable that he has any excuse on account 
of age. Both are young, active men, and they should have been here 
at their places. I think that unless we expect to perpetuate these farces 
the entire session, and every other session of which we shall be mem- 
bers, it is time to commence dealing with these recalcitrant members, 
these members who neglect their duty. I submit that the two gentle- 
men to whom I have referred, the one from Louisiana [Mr. Hunt] and 
the other from Massachusetts [Mr. LYMAN], ought to be fined, and cer- 
tainly ought to pay the costs of the attachment. 

The SPEAKER, What action will the House take upon the case of 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Hunt], whose case is alone before 
the House? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. SPRINGER, there were— 
ayes 47, noes 42. m 

Mr. HOPKINS. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. BARKSDALE, you have been absent from the 
sittings of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 
offer ? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Mr. Speaker, I admit that I have been absent 
without leave, and I throw myself on the indulgence of the House, with 
the explanation that I left the Hall at 5 o’clock, the usual hour of ad- 
journment, when I supposed the House was on the eve of adjourning. 
If I had supposed that a measure of such importance as relief for the 
Mexican war veterans would have been before the House I would have 
been on hand. 

Mr. GIBSON. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to, there being—ayes 48, noes 3. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. LYMAN, you have beenabsent from the sitting 
of the House. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. LYMAN. May it please you, Mr. Speaker, I was paired. [Cries 
of *‘ Louder ! ” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend until order is restored 
in the House. 

Mr. LYMAN. Isupposed the House was about to adjourn. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. It is impossible to hear whatis going on. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The Chair has appealed to the House to preserve 
order while these proceedings are going on. 

Mr. LYMAN. Supposing the House was about to adjourn, Mr. 
Speaker, I paired with my friend from Louisiana [Mr. HUNT], and re- 
tired to partake of some refreshment. For, begging the pardon of the 
other gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS], he called me a young 
man, and I am old and well stricken enough in years to require peri- 
odical refreshment. [Laughter.] I hope the House will excuse me. 

Mr. TUCKER. Why did you pair? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the gentleman be excused. He did 
me a favor once; he loaned mg an umbrella, and I want to repay him. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that he be excused by assessing a small fine. 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. Lethiscase be referred to the Civil-Service Com- 
mission. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Icmove that he be excused if he will sing a song. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion that the gentleman 
be excused. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 54, noes 8. 

So tht motion to excuse was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. WEMPLE, you have been absent from the sit- 
ting of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. WEMPLE. I left here at 5 o'clock. I went out like the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, to get some refreshments. I returned on 
my own motion as soon as I could. 

“Mr. HISCOCK. I eh that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was 

Mr. WHITE, of eee I move that all further proceeding un- 
der the call be dispensed with; and on that motion I demand the yeas and 
nays to see if a quorum is present. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, and Mr. GIBSON 
were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 19, noes 101. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. ELLIS. I move to dispense with all further proceedings under 
the call. 

The SPEAKER. It can only be done by unanimous consent, the 
House having just voted down that motion and no business has inter- 
vened. 

Mr. ELLIS. I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

eae Tooti or wines and all further proceedings under the call 


~The SPEAKER. “The question i is, Will the House second the motion 
made by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEWITT] to suspend the 
rules and pass the resolution which has been read ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, and Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, resumed 
their places. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 140, noes 11. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No quorum. 

ie ELLIS. I move that the House take a recess until—say, until 

11 o’clock to-morrow, 

Mr. REED. There is no quorum. 

oe SPEAKER. Still the Chair might put the question on the re- 


“Sir. REED. It has already appeared by the vote by tellers that no 
quorum has voted, and our proceedings are ed because there is 
no quorum. Furthermore, we are in the act o of Ske a vote. 

fhe SPEAKER. It will not preclude the taking of the vote on the 
recess, but a quorum will be required. 

Mr. REED. A recess can not be taken in the midst of a vote. 

Mr. BAYNE. A motion to adjourn would be in order. 

TheSPEAKER. Ithas not been made. 

Mr. BAYNE. Butit would be in order. 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. BAYNE. I say it would. 

The SPEAKER. And would take PRSIA of a motion to ‘ake a 
recess. 

Mr. REED. A motion can notintervene while a vote is being taken, 
except to adjourn or that there be a call of the House. That results 
from the fact of there being no quorum. 

Mr. HISCOCK. When the Speaker announced the vote the question 
of quorum was raised. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Iunderstand the Chair has announced that no 
quorum is present. I move, therefore, foracall ofthe House. We have 
started into this business, now let us complete it. [Applause on the 
Democratic side]. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Would it be in order, with the consent 
of the gentleman who makes the motion [Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama], 
to take a yea-and-nay vote on the order for a second? - 

The SPEAKER. It would not, the Chair thinks. It isnot provided 
for by the rules, but merely a vote by tellers. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask this question then: Would it not 
be in order to demand a yea-and-nay vote, and have the vote in that 
way if the House shall so determine? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would not. This is not a 
question of the passage of a resolution, but merely a method provided 
-by the rales for ascertaining whether or not a certain question shall 
come before the House for its action. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I have no objection to having a call of 
the House; but I am satisfied that a quorum is present, and thereis no 
necessity for filibusteringon thisquestion. [Criesof ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Georgia that there be a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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The Clerk ed to call the roll. 
The following members failed to answer: 
Anderson, Duncan, Kean, Randall, 

S Eaton, Keifer, Rankin, 
Belford, Ellwood, Kelley, Ray, Ossian 
Belmont, L Kellogg, Rice, 

i Evins, J. H. X Robinson, J.S. 
Blackburn, Findlay, Y, Eobinson, W. E. 
Blount, nerty, Le Fevre, Rogers, F. 
Bowen, rege, bbey, Seney. 

Boyle, Glascock, re, Shelley, 
Brain Hamnfond, McCormick, Singleton 
Brewer, È. B. Hancock, McKinley, * Skinner, Č. R. 
Brewer, J.H. Hardy, ybury, mith, 

m, Harmer, yo, Spooner, 
Budd, Hart, Miller, S. H. Spriggs, 
Burleigh, Haynes, Milliken, Springer, 
Calkins, Henderson, T. J. Mills, Stewart, J. W. 
Candler, Henley, Mitchell, tone, 
Carleton, Hewitt, A.S. Morrill, Sumner, C. A. - 
Cassidy, ill, Morse, Taylor, E. B. 
Clardy, Hoblitzell, Moulton, ompson, 
Conarolly, olmes, Muller, Wadsworth, 
Covington, Hooper, eece, ‘ait, 

Cul Horr, i É Wakefield, 
Culbertson, W. W. Howey, O'Neill, Charles Washburn, 
Cullen, urd, O'Neill, J. J. Wellborn, 
Curtin, Hutchins, yson, Weller, 

Da R.T. Jones, J. H. Perkins, Winans, John 
Dibrell, Jones, J. T, Peters. Wise, G. D. 
Dingley, Jordan, Phelps, Wise, J. 8. 
Dorsheimer, Kasson, Pryor, Young. 


The names of those not voting were then called for excuses. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I would like to ask if my colleague Mr. JORDAN 
has not been excused by the House. I understood that he had been. 
I know that he is absent sick. ~ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman’s colleague has 
leave of absence. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. GEORGE D. Wise has leave of absence also. 

The SPEAKER. Of course no action will be taken with reference 
to members who are absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. BAGLEY. I ask unanimous consent that Mr. SPRINGER, of 
Illinois, be excused from further attendance on this day’s session onac- 
count of sickness in his family. Tomy own knowledge his wife is quite 
ill. 

Mr. SPRINGER was excused. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I now offer the resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Se: t-at-Arms take into custody and 
bar of the House such its members as are now abeent without 
House. 

The resolution was 

The SP ER. The psi ‘will now be closed, and the Sergeant- 
at-Arms to compel the attendance of absent members. 

Mr. . Mr. Speaker, I understand my colleague Mr. JOR- 
DAN has not yet been excused. I was under the impression that he 
had been. I now ask that he be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and Mr. JoRDAN was excused. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared before the bar of the House, -having 
in custody, in obedience to its order, Mr. NEECE and Mr. Pryor. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. NEEcE, you have been absent from thesitting 
of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. NEECE. Mr. Speaker, I was under the impression that the 
House was going to adjourn, and, as I had some important business to 
attend to, at 5o0’clock, supposing ‘the House would then adjourn, I went 
to attend to it, 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

Mr. WILLIS. Would it be in order to ask a question of the gentle- 
man, as I think many would be guided in our votes by the answer? 

The SPEAKER. Of course by consent of the gentleman himself the 
question may be asked. 

Mr. WILLIS. I wish to ask the penean from Illinois, witu his 
consent, if he came at once to the House as soon as he heard that it 
was in session ? 

Mr. NEECE. Idid, sir. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 1. 

So Mr. NEECE was excused. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. PRYOR, you have been absent from the sitting 
of the House without its consent. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. PRYOR. Mr. Speaker, I -accompanied my wife home at five 
minutes before 5 o’clock. Im fact, it was suggested that the House 
would adjourn probably within the five minutes. Under that impres- 
sion I remained at home, and knew nothing further of the action of the 
House until the Sergeant-at-Arms informed me that my presence was 
required. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that my colleague be excused. 

The moticn was agreed to. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having in 
custody, in obedience to its order, Mr. HENLEY. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. HENLEY, you have been absent from the sit- 
ting of the House without‘its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 


before the 
eave of the 
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Mr. HENLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have to say in entire sincerity that 
when I left my house this Ptah a member of my family was taken ill 


with an attack of the measles. [Laughter.] That is the first time in 
my experience that I ever knew that statement to elicit amusement; 
but I suppose itis all right in Washington. [Renewed laughter.] And 
this afternoon at about 5 o’clock, having some solicitude in respect to 
the matter, I repaired home. That was before this p: ing for a 
call of the House had a Rex nem ae about thae p: 
ceedings until I was advised by the myrmidons, if I may so term them, 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms [laughter] that my presence was required. I 
came at once—— 

A MEMBER. How about that dress suit? 

Mr. HENLEY. Some gentleman desires to know something in re- 
opor to the matter of my habiliments. I have nothing to say about 

t at all. [Lanughter.] I simply, Mr. Speaker, desire to state in 

perfect good faith that when I left the House of Representatives this 
afternoon it was in consequence of a feeling of solicitude in respect to 
the illness of a member of my household. 

A MEMBER. You said that once before. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. HENLEY. I did not anticipate that my presence would be re- 
quired here to-night, and as soon as I found it was necessary I came at 
once, 

Mr. GIBSON. If the gentleman will only divide his bouquet with 
us I will move he be excused. 

Mr. TULLY. I think it is evident from the garb my colleague is in 
that he has been hunting the doctor. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COBB. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. ’ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana may ask the question 
if the gentleman from California gives his consent. 

Mr. COBB. My question is whether it is necessary for the gentle- 
man to wear such a suit of clothes when any of his family is sick. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia a question. 

Mr. KING. I object. 

Mr. GOFF. I move that the gentleman from California be excused. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 71, noes 10, 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to make an inquiry of the Chair. Would 
it be in order to ask unanimous consent that the pages be allowed to 


go home—I mean those who can go? 

The SPEAKER. py apa fo ange to do oe any anen ve 
rangement in regard to the pages. ey are under the control of the 
Doorkeeper, who will let them go whenever he thinks he can dispense 
with their services, 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move thatall further proceedings un- 
der the call be dispensed with. There is evidently a quorum present, 
and I hope we will now fix the day when we will consider this matter. 

Mr. FIEDLER. I hope the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky 
will not prevail. I understand a certain member of this Hapse, who 
has been sent for, has refused absolutely to come, and here are 
now three deputies of the t-at-Arms after him. It is stated 
that the gentleman referred to is a Representative from Texas. If the 
fact be as is represented, I think it due to the dignity of the House that 
he should be brought here. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. It may be all very well to insist on 
bringing that gentleman here so that we may exercise our power over 
one member; but when a man is brought here we excuse him. We 
are Sopy punishing ourselves by staying here. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, that all further proceedings under the call be dispensed 
with 


Mr. GIBSON. May I ask the gentleman from Kentucky a question? 
sy SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky is not upon the 
floor. 

The motion of Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, was not to. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move that the House: take a recess 
until half past 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point of order that that motion is not 
in order while this call of the House is proceeding. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the motion is in order 
during the pendency of a call of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire whether the motion now madeto 
take a recess can be entertained until proceedings under the present 
call are dispensed with. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I move that further proceedings under the 
call be di with. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Having made the motion that the tat- 
Arms be directed to bring absent members to the bar, I would simply 
state, if I am in order, that if the motion of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAN] is agreed to I shall move to adjourn. If we are going 
to give up this fight, let us give it up at once. 

Mr. HE , of Alabama. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
HARDEMAN] is very much mistaken if he thinks I propose to give up 
the fight. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] > 


tempore announced that the ‘‘ noes’’ 


Mr. HOLMAN. I only make this motion to enable the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Hewrrr] to submit the motion which he desires 
to make. With that purpose, and that purpose only, I submit the 
motion to di with further proceedings under the call. 

The question being taken on Mr. HoLMAN’s motion, the SPEAKER 
stated that the ‘‘ noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 69. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose it would be proper to call for tellers on 
the nd that no quorum has voted. : 

The SPEAKER. A quorum is not necessary upon that motion; but 
the gentleman has the right to call for tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I call for tellers. 

On the question of ordering tellers, there were ayes 47—more than 
one-fifth of a quorum. 

So tellers were ordered; and Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. HARDEMAN were 
appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 60, noes 97. 
te the House refused to dispense with further proceedings under the 

Mr. RAY, of New York. The gentleman from Vermont, Judge 
POLAND, is suffering from indisposition. He isan aged man. He is 
willing on all p occasions to give his attendance here during the 
sittings of the House. But he requested me to ask unanimous 
consent that his further attendance on this legislative day be dispensed 
with. I ask therefore unanimous consent the gentleman be éx- 
cused from further attendance during this legislative day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. PoLAND], who he 
states is indisposed, be excused from further attendance during this 
legislative day. Is there objection? 

ere was no objection. t 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I make the same request for myself. I 
am not aged, but I am not well enough to sit here. I have been suf- 
fering from a severe cold for weeks, and I do not think it is safe to re- 
main longer, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] asks 
to be excused from further attendance during this legislative day. Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, I object. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move that the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WHITE] be excused from further attendance during this legislative day. 

Mr. GIBSON. For what reason? 

Mr. HISCOCK. For the reason which he has stated, that he is suf- 
fering from a severe cold. 

The question being taken on Mr. H1scock’s motion, it was agreed to— 
ayes 58, noes 29. 

Mr. HOLMAN (at 11.26 p. m.). I ask unanimous consent td’be ex- 
cused from further attendance during this day’s session. For some 
weeks past I have been suffering from a very severe cold and my health 
is such that I ought not to have been here this evening up to this hour. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move that my colleague [Mr. HoL- 
MAN] be excused from further attendance during this legislative day. 

The motion was to, upon a division—ayes 68, noes 47 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It must be perfectly apparent frm the 
number who have been excused and the number of members who are 
known to be out of the city that a quorum of this side of the House 
alone can not be secured to-night or to-morrow. I therefore move that 
all farther proceedings under this call be dispensed with. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. We will excuse you, general. 3 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MOMILLIN). The question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], that all fur- 
ther proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was not agreed to, upon a division—ayes 46, noes 93. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent to be excused 
from further attendance during this day’s session. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] ? . 

Many members objected. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move that the gentleman be excused 
from further attendance during this legislative day. 

The motion was not to, upon a division—ayes 44, noes 91. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask leave of absence for two hours. (ue of the 

of this House, five hundred miles from his home, is reported as 

ing very sick with scarlet fever, and I feel that I ought to go and at- 

tend upon him. I have received a message from his attending physi- 

cian that he needs a nurse, and I ask leave of absence for two hours. 
I will come back at the end of that time. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Let the gentleman stay the remainder of the 
legislative day, if the boy has the scarlet fever. 

Mr. VANCE. Iam willing to come back at the end of two hours. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I movetoamend by making it six hours 

Mr. VANCE. I ask but two hours. 

The question was taken; and upon a viva voce vote the Speaker pru 
to have it. 


Mr. VANCE. If gentlemen are y serious in their desire that 
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this boy here under my care, five hundred miles from home, shall not 
receive my attention, I will withdraw the request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The request of the gentleman is with- 
drawn. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having in 
custody Mr. MAyBuRy, Mr. MORSE, and Mr. HURD. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. MAYBURY, you have been absent from the sit- 
tings of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. MAYBURY. I remained here in the House, Mr. Speaker, and 
in my seat until the usual hour for adjournment. I have had serious 
illness in my family at my home, and was expecting information which 
was not delivered here at the House. I knew the state of mind that I 
was in would unfit me for partaking with dispassionate judgment in 
the deliberations of this body. I repaired to the hotel for the purpose 
of ascertaining if any dispatch awaited me there, but discovered that 
there was no message. I started to return to the House and was in- 
formed on the street that.the House had adjourned. I went back to 
the hotel and was not informed until a few minutes ago that the House 
was in session. So soon as I ascertained that fact I came here to con- 
fess my transgression and ask m for my sin. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan. I move that my colleague be excused 
for non-attendance. 

The motion was 


to, upon a division—ayes 67, noes 17. 


The SPEAKER. Mr. MORSE, you have been absent from the sittings - 


of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. MORSE. Iwas not aware, Mr. Speaker, that the House was 
still in session; otherwise I certainly would have been here. 

Mr. LONG. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iam opposed to that motion. Ido not think the 
gentleman gives any pretense or offers any excuse for being absent. 
There is no reason why he should not know that this House wasin ses- 
sion. As a member of this House it was his business to know when it 
met and when it adjourned. 

It is not right or proper that a portion of the membersof this House 
should be kept here all day and all night by other members leaving the 
Hall simply when they choose, without any excuse for it. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] If we are to conduct business here under the 
rules, we ought to proceed with some order and some Gen- 
tlemen come here and go away while the House is still in session, when 
they knew that this question was to come up; and the result of it is 
that because of this very absenteeism—— 

Several MEMBERS. Louder. 

Mr. GIBSON. I can give gentlemen voice, but I can not give them 
understanding. 

‘A MEMBER. That is old. 

Mr. GIBSON. I say no excuse has been given why gentlemen should 
willfuly absent themselves from the Hoea and leave the balance of us 
here all night to fight out the battle. 

Mr. BARR. I move toamend the motion of the eres from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Loxe] by imposing a fine of $500,000. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I move to amend so as to make it $10. 

Mr. BARR. Laccept the amendment. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman [Mr. Srock- 
SLAGER] desire to have that amendment submitted to a vote? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I do. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon the motion of the 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone] Phat his colleague [Mr 
MORSE] be excused for non-atten: 

The motion was agreed to, upon a division—ayes 69, noes 9. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Hurp, you also have been ‘absent from the 
rg of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 
offer ? 

Mr. HURD. I left the House at 5 o’clock, being unwell; but I 
eame back as soon as I knew my presence was required. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I move that the gentleman be excused for non- 
attendance. 

The motion was to. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having in 
custody Mr. Horr, of 

TheSPEAKER. Mr. Horr, you have been absent from the sittings 
of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. HORR. I have no excuse to offer, with the exception that I left 
under the order of the House and did not know that the House was in 
session during this evening. 

Mr. BARR (to Mr. Horr). What order of the House? 

Mr. HORR. Lam ad the Speaker. 

Mr. McADOO (to Mr. Horr). You were not sick? 

Mr. HORR. I wasnot. Ido not think it necessary for me to go 
further into particulars. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman hasa right to make his own excuse 
in his own way. 

Mr. BEACH. I have not heard any excuse yet. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I hope the gentleman will be excused on condi- 
tion that he will vote when his name is called. I think it the veriest 
nonsense to have members brought in hereand excused for non-attend- 


ance if they are to be allowed to refuse to vote when their names are 
called. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair knows of no process by which a mem- 


ber of the House can be compelled to vote. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. I move that the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Horr] be excused for non-attendance. 

Mr. GIBSON. This is the first gentleman brought here that has not. 
by his dress given evidence of haying been out ona frolic. I think 
this gentleman ought to be excused. 

The question being taken on the motion to excuse Mr. Horr, it was 

to; there being—ayes 54, noes 21. 

Mr. COBB. Idesireto make inquiry whether members of this House 
when brought into the House under circumstances of this kind can 
absent themselves without leave, and if they do so—— 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the proceeding to compel the 
attendance of absent members. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Coss] has indicated that he desires to make a parliamentary inquiry 
in reference to that matter. 

Mr. COBB. And I am in order, notwithstanding the member from 
Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, in response to the gentleman from In- 
diana, will state that no member has a right to absent himself from the 
House without leave at any time, whether there be a call of the House 
or not. If a gentleman should leave the House without its consent 
during a call of the House the Chair thinks the House has the power to 
send for him and compel his attendance. 

Mr. COBB. pepe E move, if it be in order, that the roll be called 
for the purpose of ascertaining the names of those who—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There isaprisoneratthe bar. The gentleman 
had better suspend for a few moments. 

Mr. COBB. I will reserve my inquiry for the present. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar, having in his custody Mr. 
OCHILTREE. 

TheSPEAKER. Mr. OCHILTREE, you have been absent from thesit- 
tings of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

‘Mr. OCHILTREE. Mr. Speaker, I was under the impression that 
I was paired with the gentleman from New York (Mr. MULLER] on 
Saturday last and that the pair would extend until Tuesday. 

A MEMBER. That is no excuse. 

Mr. OCHILTREE. I did not know what the question was. 

Mr. GIBSON. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. OCHILTREE. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish to ask the gentleman whether, when notified, 
on a former call of the House to-night, that his presence was required 
here, he did not positively refuse to come? 

Mr. OCHILTREE. No, sir. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I would like to ask the gentleman a few 
questions before we take a vote. 

The SPEAKER. That may be done with the consent of the gen- 
tleman from Texas; not othétwise. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I willask the gentleman at what time he 
left the House ? 

Mr. OCHILTREE. About 4 o’clock. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Was there any motion to adjourn pend- 
ing at that time? > 

Mr. OCHILTREE. No, sir; I had an FER EE 

The SPEAKER. It is moved that the gentleman from Texas be ex- 
cused. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. 
gentleman. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Ifthe gentleman be excused, I move that it be 
on the condition that he get us out of that scrape with Bismarck that 
he has got us into. 

Mr. FIEDLER. I move to amend the motion for excusing the gen- 
tleman by providing that he be fined $500. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman wish to have that motion put 
to the House? 

Mr. FIEDLER. In this case I had positive assurance that this gen- 
tleman refused to come; and I believe that any one who will take that 
position ought to be punished. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. FIEDLEE] 
moves to amend, so that the gentleman from Texas shall be excused 
upon the payment of $500. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move to amend the amendment by 
making the fine 5 cents. 

Several MEMBERS (to Mr. FIEDLER). 

Mr. FIEDLER. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] 
desire to have his motion put? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do. 


Ido not think we ought to excuse the 


Accept that amendment. 


Iam in dead earnest on that. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON. Itis not in order: - 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

The ame being put on the amendment to the. amendment, it was 
not agreed to. 
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The question then recurring on the amendment of Mr. FIEDLER, it as 


was not to. 

The motion of Mr. STEWART, of Texas, that Mr. OCHILTREE be ex- 
cused, was agreed to; there being—ayes 49, noes 9. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Irise toaparliamentary inq uiry. Suppose a motion 
should now be adopted by the House to adjourn on the third Monday 
of next month, what would be the status of this committee in refer- 
ence to the motion to suspend the rules for the purpose of fixing a day 
to consider this bill? Could the committeaymake a motion de novo, or 
would the present motion go over as unfinished business? 

The SPEAKER. Ifa motion to'adjourn should now be adopted the 
order for a call of the House and directing the Sergeant-at-Arms to 
bring in absentees would be vacated—— 

Mr. TALBOTT. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. Andonthe third Monday of next month this mat- 
ter would come up as unfinished business. 

Mr. TALBOTT. But will it be in order for the committee to makea 
motion to name any day other than that named now in the resolution? 

Soe dna The Chair will decide that question when it is pre- 
sented. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn, with the distinct understanding on the part of the House that 
on the third Monday of next month the Committee on Pensions, from 
which this resolution emanated, shall have the right to offer a resolution 
to name some future day for this business. 

The SPEAKER. Thatis notin orderasamotion. It may be agreed 
to by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Then I ask this House to agree to it. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. This will be the regular order under the 
rule on the third Monday of next month. 

The SPEAKER. Butitis not in order for the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. TALBOTT] to make a motion to adjourn coupled with a con- 
dition. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I regret very much to impose the neces- 
sity upon any member to be brought here under the rules of the House. 
But at the same time—— 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is debate in order? . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman rises to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr WARNER, of Ohio. What is his parliamentary inquiry ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not tell what it is. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not object to a parliamentary inquiry, 
but I do object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. COBB. I desire to say, sir, that it is the duty of every member 
to remain in his place. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is debate. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must state his parliamentary in- 


uiry. 
7 Mr. COBB. When members are brought here, Mr. Speaker, have 
they a right to go away again without the leave of the House? Can 
they not be sent for and compelled to remain? 

The SPEAKER. Members can not leave without the consent of the 
House. 

Mr. COBB. I ask that members who have been brought here and 

ne away again shal#be sent for in the proper way. Iask that an order 

issued for their arrest. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no information on which to issue a 
warrant against any particular member unless it is first shown to the 
House that some member has absented himself without leave. 

Mr. COBB. I move a call of the roll for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. It has been decided heretofore, when one or more 
members have absented themselves without leave after the call of the 
House had been ordered, the roll might be called for the purpose of 
ascertaining that fact, and if proved to be the fact, then the Speaker 
might issue his warrant on the order of the House to bring them in. 

Mr. COBB. I say there are two who have so absented themselves. 

Several MEMBERS. Name them. 

Mr. COBB. And perhaps more. I am not required to state their 


names. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves a call of the 
roll be had for the purpose of ascertaining whether or not members who 
responded to the call in the first instance have since absented them- 
selves without leave of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The, roll was then called; and the following members failed to answer 
to their names: 


Anderson, Brumm, Culbertson, W. W. Findlay, 
rbour, Buckner, Cullen, Finerty, 
Belford, Budd Curtin, George, 
Belmont, Burleigh, Davis, R. T Glascock, 
Bingham, Calkins, f; Hammond, 
isbee, Candter, Dibrell, Hancock, 
Blackburn, Carleton, Dingley, Hardy, 
Blount, Cassidy, imer, Harmer, 
Bowen, Clardy, Duncan, Ha: v 
Boyle, Connolly, Eaton, Henderson, T. J. 
Brainerd Covington, Ellwood, Hewitt, A. 5. 
Brewer, F, B. Cox, 8. 8. Evans, I. N. Hil 
Brewer, J. H. Culberson, D, B. Evins, J. H. Ho! 


Holman, M Po! Sumner, ©. 

olmes, McKinley, Randali, Taylor, E. É 

Hooper, Mayo, Rankin, Thompson, 

Howey, Miller, 8. H. Ray, Ossian Tucker, 
Milliken, Rice, Wadswerth, 

Jones, J. lis, Robinson, J. S. Wait, 

Jones, J. T. Mitchell, Robinson Wak 

Jordan, Money, Rogers, F. Washburn, 

n, Morrill, Russell, Wellborn, 
Kean, Moulton, Seney, Weller, 
Keifer, Muller, Shelley, White, J. D. 
Kelley, O'Neill, Charles gleton. Winans, Jobn 
Kellogg, O'Neill. a Skinner, Ò. R. ise, G. 
Ketcham, Payso’ ith, r Wise, J. S. 
Lacey, Perkins, mer, Young. 

Le Fevre, Peters, Springer, 
Lil A Pettibone, Stewart, J. W. 
Lore, Phelps, ne, 


The SPEAKER. Theroll-call disclosed the presence of two hundred 


. Speaker, I move that my colleague Mr. BING- 
HAM be excused from further attendance during this legislative day. 
I will state for the information of the House that his wife is seriously 
ill, and he is compelled most of his time to be in attendance. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. How long has he been absent? 

Mr. BAYNE. He was here this afternoon, but in consequence of 
his wife’s sickness he has not been regular in his attendance upon the 
sittings of the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I know myself that she is very ill. 

Mr. BEACH. Iam aware of the fact stated by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, and I hope the gentleman from North Carolina will not 
object. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. My only object was to ascertain the 
facts. I think it is time for usto know what we are doing in reference 
to ting these requests. 

he SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, that his colleague [Mr. BINGHAM] be excused ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I move that my colleague Mr. EATON be excused. 
He has been quite unwell for several days to my knowledge. During 
the early part of the day he came to my seat and told me he was feel- 
ing too unwell to remain. He went away quite early in the day. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Do I understand that the gentleman from 
Connecticut asks that his colleague be excused from further attendance ? 

The SPEAKER. That is the gentleman’s request. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Has he answered a roll-call to-day? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I know he has been here to-day, but, as I have 
said, he left very early. I do not think he has been here since 12 
o’clock. He has been confined to his room for several days. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Has he been here since 5 o'clock ? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. _No, sir; not to my knowled 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. If the gentleman is ‘in, I have nothing 
to say about it; but I do rot desire to excuse Democrats who are able 
to be here. As far as the other side is concerned they can all goif they 
want to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 


gentleman from Connecticut, that his colleague be excused for the rea- 
son stated. , 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Cox, of New York, left the 


House a short time ago and requested me to say in his behalf that he 
had been up for a night or two and was actually sick and unable to 
remain. I move that he be excused. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 60. 

So the motion was not agreed ` + 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ascertain from the roll-call what 
members, if any, who answered to their names when the call was first 
made are now absent from the House without leave. [After a pause. ] 
The Chair is advised that of the members who answered to their names 
on the first call the following members are now absent: The gentleman 
from Missouri, Mr. BUCKNER ; the gentleman from New York, Mr. 
Cox, and the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. PETTIBONE. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. In behalf of Mr. PETTIBONE I wish to 
say that he has not been absent from the House. He is now resting 
upon one of the lounges in the Hall. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I did not hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee will be recorded as 


present. 
Mr. COBB. I now offer this resolution. à 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Eesolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar of 
the House the following-named members, who have absented themselves with- 
out leave of the House since the roll was called, namely, SAMUEL S. Cox and 
AYLETT H. BUCKNER. 


The House divided; and there Sa 62, noes 31, 4 

So the resolution was 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I a to a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Was not the Sergeant-at-Arms instructed 
to bring in the absentees? 
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The SPEAKER. The Sergeant-at-Arms is now engaged in execut- 
ing the orders of 2e House, by serving the warrants signed by the 
Speaker, to bring tô the bar of the House those members who have ab- 
sented themselves without leave since the call of the House was ordered. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Under that prior order would he not bring 
in the gentlemen named in that resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. They are not included in the first order. They 
were present and answered to their names. 

The resolution of Mr. CoBB was to. 

Mr. HENLEY. I move to reconsider the vote just taken. 

Mr. COBB. I move to lay that motion upon the table. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 68, noes 28. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, on account of his well-known lame- 
ness, I ask that Mr. WADSWORTH be excused from attendance on this 
session of the House. 


Mr. GIBSON. Is it a lameness from which he now suffers? 
Mr. PARKER. Yes, sir. His lameness results from having been 


thrown from his carriage. i 

The motion was to; and Mr. WADSWORTH was excused. 

Mr. HART. I desire to ask leave of absence for one hour, to escort 
members of my family home, who are absent without attendants. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair). Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that he be excused for one hour. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 52, noes 26. So the mo- 
tion was agreed to. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar, having imhis custody Mr. 
BELFORD, Mr. ELLWOOD, and Mr. BRUMM. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. Mr. BELFORD, you have been absent from the sit- 
tings of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker, while I was bending down on my 
knees [cries of ‘Oh !”’ ‘Oh P’) between the dividing of the day and night, 
praying the Lord to relieve the Treasury of its surplus, I wasassailed by 
the Sergeant-at-Arms, who compelled me to come here. I was at the 
Capitol this morning at 9 o’clock. I devoted three hours to the Com- 
mittee en Public Lands, staid at the House until 5 o’clock, had a din- 

er party at my house at half past 5, and I left in the happy ta- 

ion that the fraternal feeling prevailing here would enable the Dem- 
oerats and the Republicans to adjourn in a decent season. I have of- 
fered no disrespect to the House, and had I conceived that the session 
would last beyond half past 5, I certainly would have remained. But 
I offer this as my apology, and the only apology I can present—let us 
unlock the vaults of the Treasury [much laughter] and turn the one 
hundred and fifty millions of surplus revenue into the channels of trade 
and business in order that the honest, industrious, and energetic people 
of this country may be benefited. [Applause. ] 

Mr. GIBSON. As the gentleman is so desirous of opening the doors 
of the I move to open the doors of his own pocket by fining 
him $10 for his absence. 

Mr. BELFORD. I am ready to pay it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I move thatthe gentleman from Colorado 
be excused. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON ] 
moves—— 

Mr. GIBSON. I withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Davis] moves 
that the gentleman from Colorado be excused. 

The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 53, noes 8. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. ELLwoop, you have been absent from the 
sittings of the House without its leave. Whatexcuse have you to offer? 

Mr. ELLWOOD. Iremained here until, I think, half past 5 o’clock. 
I voted to adjourn. I supposed the House would adjourn. I had some 
company awaiting me at the door, and I went out in good faith believ- 
ing the House would adjourn and went to my room. That is the only 
excuse I have got. If I had supposed for one moment the House would 
not adjourn I should not have gone. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I move that my colleague be excused. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to ask the gentleman if before he left this 
fight had not commen 

Mr. ELLWOOD. , Sir; I did not dream of any fight. I sup- 
posed the House would adjourn. 

The motion of Mr. Davis, of Illinois, was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. BRUMM, you have been absent from the sit- 
tings of the House without its leave. What excuse have.you to offer? 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, ‘‘the very head and front of my offend- 
ing hath this extent no more:’’ It was very near 6 o’clock, and I was very 
hungry, and had company for dinner. I had madean engagement, and 
left supposing, of course, there would be nothing of importance going 
on here, but that the House would adjourn. That-isall I have tosay. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that my colleague be excused. 

Mr. REESE. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow me to 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. BRUMM. Certainly 


Mr. REESE. Was the gentleman not present and did he not take 


part in this filibustering when it began, and left the House without 
leave? 

Mr. HORR. Who have been filibustering? 

Mr. REESE. That side of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Itismovedthatthe gentleman from Pennsylvania 
be excused. 

Mr. MORRISON. We must draw the line somewhere. 

The question being taken on Mr. BAYNE’s motion, there were—ayes 

noes 52. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I call for tellers. 

TeHers were erdered, 38 members voting therefor; and Mr. BAYNE 
and Mr. GIBSON were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 59, noes 76. 

The SPEAKER. The ‘‘noes”’ have it, and the House refuses to ex- 
cuse the gentleman from Pennsylvania. What action will the House 
take? 

Mr. LAMB. In view of the fact that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania was here when the filibustering movement began on the other 
side of the House, I move that he be fined $5. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I object to the term ‘‘filibustering.’’ The 

tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] voted to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. That, I presume, is debatable. 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Ihave been a humble member of the 
House for now nearly seven years. I have witnessed proceeding of this 
kindat every session of the Congress of the Wnited States. I have in 
common perhaps with many others regretted the character of these 
proceedings. Under the rulesit is the duty of every member of Con- 
gress my present during the sessions of the House. [Cries of ‘‘ Cutit 
short”? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do not know, sir, that I am te be pro- 
tected from insults direct and indirect from gentlemen who may assume 
to occupy a different position from myself—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will endeavor to preserve order on the 
floor while the gentleman from Indiana is addressing the House. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I was saying that I believe it to be the 
duty of every gentleman who represents a constituency to be here during 
sessions of the House. I have never known an instance in the seven 
years in which the presence of a gentleman has been censured or that 
on account of it he has been reprimanded or subjected to any punish- 
ment whatever. It is so universally known that the proceedings under 
the call of the House are a mere that no member has believed 
himself under any obligations to be here. I state that because it is a 
fact, and I think every gentleman recognizes it to bea fact. The rules 
require members of the House to be here. That is not controverted; 
but what is the truth? Itis known that when gentlemen are arraigned 
for violation of this rule, any excuse, the more farcical the better, is re- 
ceived by this House. No man is punished; nobody is reprimanded; 
until it is understood that any gentleman may absent himself with im- 
punity. And what happens when heis brought here? He is arraigned 
at our bar, and the Speaker very solemnly informs him that he has been 
absent from the House without its consent and asks him to render an 
excuse. Any excuse is accepted. To be sure, upon the first vote at 
least there is a negative; he is not excused. But when there is a divis- 
ion of the House he is excused. 

Now let us end this farce. I wish that the constituencies of the 
members of the House could be assembled here in the galleries and see 
these fool-boy performances that we exhibit here upon every question 


“of this kind. What I insist upon is this: if there bea rule and it has 


been violated, that we consider it with that degree of solemnity that 
ought to characterize proceedings of this kind. We are the Represent- 
atives of thirty-eight States, of over fifty millions of a constituency. 

They expect their Representatives to be here whenever there is busi- 
ness of the people to be transacted. If members absent themselves 
without leave, they are subject to the rules. Yet when they are 
brought here, I say it with regret, we turn the whole proceedings into 
a farce. It is time this thing were ended. I say it to the Representa- 
tives of the people here, it is time it were ended. 

Mr. GIBSON. We propose to end it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Ah!——- 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me to inter- 
rupt him ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. It can be ended very soon if members 
will only vote. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Gentlemen on the other side need not 

in that way in regard to the subject of such proceedings as these. 

If there has been a violation of the rules, and if these proceedings have 
been turned into a comedy, gentlemen on the other sifle are as much ~ 
responsible as are-we on thi 

Rules have been prescribed for the governmer# of th: deliberations of 
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thisbody. Ifgentlemen say that we have failed to respond to our names 
when called for the purpose of breaking a quorum, let me call their at- 
tention to what they have uniformly done when they have been in the 
minority from the Forty-third until the present time. 

I do not vindicate what they have done, and I am not justifying what 
has been done on this side. Iam not speaking upon that question. 
But I say men are brought into the presence of the Speaker for having 
violated the rules of this House, and I insist that when that is done 
they ought to be treated with some degree of decorum; that is all. 

I insist that if this thing is to be made a farce, then let us resolve in 
advance that it shall be so. Let us not go through the form of - 
ing gentlemen for having violated the rules of the House by absenting 
themselves from its sessions without leave, and having arraigned them 
here, after an excuse has been rendered, then everybody on both sides 
of the Honse on the first vote respond in the tive against excusing 
such members from punishment or censure, and then when a division 
is called we universally vote to excuse. 

Now I ask in the name of the le, I demand in the name of the 
rules of this House, that we shall decorous. If members of this 
House have violated the rules, and when arraigned for it have no good 
excuse to give therefor, then let us affix some degree, some character of 
punishment. If their excuse is sufficient in the opinion of the House, 
then let them go quit; that is what I ask; let them go quit. 

But it is understood, everybody understands it, that the rules of the 
House may be set at defiance by any member, and that when arraigned 
any excuse he may offer will be regarded as a sufficient one. I wish it 
were possible that the fifty millions of people that we represent might 
be assembled here in the galleries and look down upon the grand farce 
that is enacted on every occasion when there is a call of the House. I 
wish the American people could see us as we see ourselves. 

If the House wlll pardon me for saying so, these proceedings are dis- 
reputable. They tend to bring the American Congress into contempt, 
and we deserve the contempt of our constituencies for the manner in 
which this thing is done. 

Mr. GIBSON. We will allow you to characterize your actions, but 
not onrs. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I characterize my own so far as they 
may be subject to the censure of the people and so far as they may be 
against the rules of proceedings in this House. It is time that this 
thing were at an end. It is due to our own reputation, it is due to our 
own character, it is due to the intelligent constituencies that we rep- 
resent, if the rules made by the House are not to sae ogee that they 
should be repealed, abrogated, set at defiance, and the people be ad- 
monished in advance that this thing is intended to be but a farce. 
That is what I am speaking about. 

I undertake to say that in the seven years that I have had the honor 
to represent an intelligent constituency upon this floor I have not pur- 

sued, I have not enco directly or indirectly, the character of 
proceedings that has bronghtorshould have brought the American Con- 

inte contempt. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] states 
that he rises to a question of order. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not wish to take the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] from the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana will proceed. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. What I ask now is nothing more than 
this, that we shall proceed under the rules of the House; that is all; 
I think our constituencies expect it. I think they have a right to de- 
mand it. 

I have opposed, so far as I knew how under the rules, the considera- 
tion of the measure which it has been proposed to bring forward. But 
I am willing that the whole question shall be considered under the rec? 
ognized rules of this House. But I have felt—I say it regretfully—I 
have felt humiliated that the Speaker of this House should be called 
upon to preside over this body ata time when everybody, on both sides, 
seems disposed to bring the proceedings which are recognized by our 
rules, and ought to be solemn proceedings, into contempt and disrepute | p 
by the manner in which this thing is done here. 

Why can not we proceed in order, arraign at the bar of the House 
gentlemen here who are charged with a violation of our rules, and de- 
termine the question calmly, dispassionately, determine it as we ought, 
as a jndicial body ees the question of whether or not its rules 
have been violated ? 

I want it understood that now and hereafter and forever I protest 
against this character of proceedings, which, if you will permit me to 
say it, have certainly not reflected any very considerable honor and 
credit upon us for the manner in which this body of Representatives of 
the people have acted in this matter. 

I know gentlemen will believe that what I have said has been said 
in the best of faith and with a desire that we may come down to some- 
thing like the proceedings that ought to characterize a deliberative as- 
sembly representing large and intelligent constituencies all over the 
country. I protestagainst the manner in which these things have been 
done; I protest seriously and candidly, and I desire that this protest 
shal! be known at least to the constituency which I have the honor to 
represent. 
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Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I have listened to my colleague from In- 
diana [Mr. BROWNE] with somewhat of surprise. He arose to oppose 
the motion which I have made. Yet every word that he uttered was 
a word which showed that the motion ought to be adopted. He stated 
that sapere connected with the call of the House, whenever 
such a has been had, have become a farce in the eyes of every mem- 
ber. It was for this reason, Mr. Speaker, and for this alone—for I had 

no unkind feeling toward the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BrumMM]—that I made my motion. 

What is the case this evening—or rather this morning, for it is now 
nearly 20’clock? For more than seven hours the majority of this House 
has been attempting not to obtain recognition of the rights of the 
soldiers of the Mexican war, but to have a day fixed when those men 
who have in years gone by battled for the best part ofthe country which 
we now own can havea hearing; and the gentleman who has just taken 
his seat [Mr. BROWNE] was the man of all others who led the move- 
ms on this floor to defraud those men of the rights that they ought 
to have. 

Mr. STEELE. Irise to a questionof order. My question is whether 
the bill is now before the House for debate? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. LAMB. I do not propese to discuss the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will confine himself to the ques- 
tion before the House, which is whether or not the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania shall be fined in the sum of $5. 

Mr. LAMB. Yes, sir; I propose to give my reasons upon that propo- 
sition. I stated how this question came here. I stated that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana was the first of all others who caused the “‘ farcical 
proceedings,” as he calls them, which have taken place on this floor, 
and the responsibility for which he now tries to shoulder upon some- 
body else. Other gentlemen have come here and have tendered their 
excuses for absenting themselves, but when the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania took his place at the bar of the House he admitted when he 
was questioned that he was here when this subject first came up, that 
he took part in the filibustering movement of his side of the House 
that he did what was in his power to prevent a vote being taken, pee 
when the House was in such a situation that he did not believe a vote 
could be taken he put on his coat and hat and left the House. And 
then he comes back here without a word of apology for having kept 
this House in session until 2 o’clock in the mo Therefore it was 
I asked this House to set an example and put a stop to the farcical pro- 
ceedings that my colleague from Indiana [ Mr. BROWNE] says have for 
so long a time di this House and brought it into contempt be- 
fore the people of the country. 

I am glad the people of the country are not here to witness the pro- 

that have gone on to-night. I for one am willing to give 
my vote now to make a record here which will in the future deter every 
member upon any side of the House from conduct which may bring 
this Congress into contempt in the eyes of any man within the length 
and breadth of this land. [Applause.] And I trust that the Demo- 
cratic side of this House will set an example which has never been set 
before, to teach members of the House that their place is here, unless 
under the rules they are 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to call the attention of the 
House to the bill alluded to by the gentleman who has just taken his 
seat. Hesaid—— [Cries of ‘*Order!’’] I propose to discuss the ques- 
tion Lae has been discussed by the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. 
LAMB]. 

Mr. TUCKER. I rise to a point of order. As I understand, the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Lams] was called to order a few mo- 
ments because he seemed to refer to the provisions of that bill. 

. HISCOCK. And he was allowed to proceed. 

Mr. TUCKER. Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. His- 
COCK ] proposes to refer to that bill and discuss it; and I say he is out 
of order, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I propose, Mr. Speaker, to confine myself to the 
case which is before the House; and, as bearing upon that question, I 

propose to call attention to the bill to which the gentleman from Indiana 
has alluded. I shall endeavor to keep myself—— 

Mr. TUCKER, I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman from New York is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state as distinctly as he can what 
is the question before the House. It is whether the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] shall be fined in the sum of $5 for non- 
attendance upon the session of the House. When the point of order 
was made against the gentleman from Indiana who has just taken his 
seat the Chair admonished that gentleman that he must confine him- 
self to that question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And did he? I ask the Speaker whether he did; 
whether there was any further objection to his continuing? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I make the point of order that the House 
in the absence of a quorum can not impose any fine. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York (Mr. Hiscock] 
has the floor. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I propose to confine niyself as literally to the ques- 
tion before the House as did the gentleman who has just taken his seat. 
We have been told, Mr. Speaker, that we are in contempt; that we are 
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presenting an unbecoming spectacle to the country because we have 
dared to resist the passage of this bill. I say to you on the other side 
that you have a majority over a quorum of this House; a majority of 
over sixty to seventy members. You have the control of the legislation 
of this country. 

Several MEMBERS. And we mean to do it. 

Mr. MORRISON. And you try to prevent it, 

Mr. HISCOCK. And you pro to fine the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania because he was derelict in his attendance on this House, while 
you have seventy members here more than a quorum. : 

Mr. MORRISON. We have not beenskulking away like your men 
and refusing to vote. : 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Illinois—— [Cries of ‘‘Or- 
der!” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York wills d until 
gentlemen take their seats. This is a matter deserving serious atten- 
tion. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Illinois, the leader of the 
House, the Chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, answers 
my interrogatories by saying that [cries of ‘‘ Order !’’]—that the mem- 
bers on the other side have skulked rather than vote for the bill which 
is presented here. [Cries of ‘*Order!’’] 

Mr. WILLIS. Each member must be in his seat. 
addressing the Chair must do so from his seat. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam addressing the Chair: 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks gentlemen to take their seats. 
They must suspend their remarks until the order of the Chair is obeyed. 
There is no necessity for confusion and excitement. This discussion 
can be conducted in order, and the Chair will see that it is. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The remark I made was that the Democracy upon 
this floor had from sixty to seventy members over a majority, and I 
was interrupted by the leaderof the House on the other side, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means, who told me his Demo- 
cratic associates had skulked from this House to-night. [Cries of 

s‘ Order! ot 

Mr. MORRISON. I said no such thing. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understood the gentleman to say that they had 
skulked away. Every man within the sound of my voice and the reach 
of my arm so understood him. [Criesof ‘‘Order!’?] Oneof the lead- 
ing candidates for the position which you now occupy was here and 
voted when the roll-call was first made, but has left this House, has 
gone from it. Why? Why has this majority on the other side gone 
away? Look at the bill you talk about and which you undertake to 

m off as a bill for the relief of the Mexican soldiers. [Cries of 
* Order !’’] You don’t care to have it read. , [‘‘Order!’?] Do you 
shrink from hearing it read? [‘‘Order!’?] Do you shrink from-hear- 
ing the bill you propose to vote for in this House? [‘‘Order!’’] 

Mr. TUCKER. I call the member from New York to order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Virginia calls me to order. 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes, I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr, HISCOCK. Because you are unwilling to have it advertised to 
the country. [Cries of “Order !’?] 

The SPEAKER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will restore order. Gentle- 
men will resume their seats. 

Mr. TUCKER. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TUCKER. I understood the Speaker to rule that it was out of 
order for the member from New York to refer to the bill. I ask now 
whether it is in order for him to discuss the bill? 

. The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that it was out of order on 

this motion for a gentleman to discuss the merits of the bill, and that 
was all. The Chairdid not undertake to decide that it was out of order 
for the gentleman to refer to the bill. 

Mr. TUCKER. Is it in order for the member from New York to 
read the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know for what purpose the 

tleman pro) to read the bill. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I want to know if it was in order for 
the gentleman who addressed the House just beforethe gentleman from 
New York took the floor to refer to the bill? - 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will repeat that no decision was made 
to the effect that it was out of order to refer to the bill; but simply that 
it was not in order to discuss on this question the merits of the bill. 
The only question before the House at the present time, as the Chair 
stated, is whether or not the gentleman from Pennsylvania shall be fined 
for non-attendance at this sitting of the House. 

Mr. TUCKER.. I understood the member from New York to 
say—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Say ‘‘ the gentleman from New York.” 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. TUCKER. I understood ‘‘ the gentleman from 


The gentleman 


New York” to 


say that he was going to read the bill for the purpose of showing why’ 
the members of this side of the House and what members on this side 
of the House were absent from it. S 
The SPEAKER. With the reason which the gentleman from New 
~ York may have for reading the bill the Chair has nothing todo. With 


the reason that the gentleman from New York may give for opposing 
the proposition with reference to the gentleman from Pennsylvania now 
at the bar of the House the Chair has nothing to do. The Chair sim- 
ply decides that the gentleman from New York cannot, in order, on 
this question, discuss the merits of the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, no, Mr. Speaker, it was not my intention—— 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I have risen to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I wish to ask if the reading of a bill is not in 
the nature of a discussion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman as a part of his 
remarks might read extracts from the History of the United States or 
from any other work if he so desired. Whether it would present a suf- 
ficient reason why the pending motion should not prevail is not for the 
Chair to determine. The gentleman from New York will proceed. 

Mr. HISCOCK. -And now, Mr, Speaker, if I may be allowed to con- 
tinue my remarks without farther interruption, I will attempt to do so 
in order, so that no gentleman on the other side of the House will have 
occasion to find fault with me, 

I have addressed myself, sir, to the reason why the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania should be excused. The reason I was about to urge was 
that from eighty to ninety, I do not know but that there may be one 
hundred, stalwart, unterrified Democrats on the other sideof the House, 
in the language of the gentleman from Illinois, have ‘‘skulked”’ from 
the House because they are afraid of making a record upon this bill. 
eget erate . That statement is not true. I said nothing of 

e 5 

Mr. HISCOCK. We have been told by the gentleman from Indiana 
that this bill that we sought to seeure passage of in this House was a 
bill for the relief of, or for the granting of pensions to, the Mexican sol- 
diers, the survivors of them, or their legal representatives. 

I can appeal to gentlemen here, Mr. Speaker, and to the RECORD 
that early in this discussion I said from my place on this floor that if 
the other side should bring in a bill for the relief of the Mexican'soldiers, 
a bill providing pensions for them, that we would vote on that bill at 
once, and not delay it, as proposed in this resolution, to a distant day 
fixed for its discussion. 5 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. You never did vote for it. That propo- 
sition never was made. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I did not say that I would vote for the bill, but 
that this side of the House would vote upon the bill [derisive shoutson 
the Democratic side] and that no question of a quorum would be raised. 
I did not undertake to bind the individual conscience of any man upon 
this side of the House. But I did give you; with the knowledge and 
assent of every man on this side of the House, the information and as- ` 
surance that no question of a quorum should be raised upon the bill if 
you even pressed it to a at once. You had full and positive 
information that we would not object to the consideration of the bill 
giving a pension to Mexican soldiers, simply reserving the individual 
rights of members to act as in their indvidual judgment they might see 
proper. - 

Mr. COBB. I insist, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from New 
zok is going beyond the limit to which he is permitted to go by the 

es. 


Mr. HISCOCK. And why is it, Mr. Speaker, that the other side of 
the House is so intensely excited over the question of what is in this 
bill? They show manifestly that they are afraid to have it read, and 


now it is my intention—— [Loud cries of ‘“‘ Order!” from the Dem- 
ocratic side. f 
Mr. COBB. Irise to a question of order. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I insist that if the gentleman from New 
York is to be interrupted it should be by one gentleman at a time. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Indiana desires to makea 
point of order against the gentleman from New York he has the floor 
for that purpose. The Chair will hear it now. 

Mr. COBB. My point of order is this, that the gentleman from New 
York is not discussing the question before the House and is traveling 
outside of it and discussing the merits of this bill. I insist that under 
the ruling of the Chair he must confine himself to the subject legiti- 
mately before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will confine him- 
self to the question under debate. The Chair does not understand that 
the gentleman from New York is discussing the merits of the bill, but 
that he has stated a simple proposition which he made on behalf of his 
side of the House. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I make the point of order that under Rule 
XYV all these proceedings are out of order. That rule provides that a 
majority of the members present may send for, order in arrest, and 
secure the attendance of absent members. But when that is done the 
House alone can determine under what conditions they may be excused. 
I hold that the words ‘‘the House’’ in the last clause of Rule XV 
mean a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Has it yet appeared that a quorum does not vote 
on this proposition? Until the vote is taken the point of order which 
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the gentleman from Ohio makes can not arise. Until the vote is taken 


the Chair does not know whether a quorum has voted or noton themo- 
tion to fine the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I make the point of order that no gentleman can 
discuss upon this motion anything except whether the excuse offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania is sufficient. 

The SPEAKER. The House has refused to excuse the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, and has thereby decided inferentially at least that 
the excuse is not sufficient. The present motion is to fine the member. 

Mr. TALBOTT. My point of order is that you can notin the debate 
on the pending question go beyond the discussion of the excuse offered 
by the member. 

The SPEAKER. The House has voted on the excuse offered by the 
member. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Under what rule of the House does this 
discussion continue ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. LAMB] moves 
to fine thegentleman from Pennsylvania $5 fornon-attendance. That 
is a debatable question unless the previous question is demanded and 
ordered by the House. And the gentleman from New York [Mr. H1s- 
cock] is debating that question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, I was endeavoring to point out a reason why 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM ] should not be fined. 
I was endeavoring to convince the other side of the House that when 
this bill was offered here ninety of their own members absented them- 
selves from voting on the bill. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I ask the gentleman has any member of a legisla- 
tive body a right to leave because he does not want to vote on a propo- 
sition pending? 

Mr. PAYNE. LIrise toa question of order. It is that gentlemen on 
the other side should retain their seats and keep order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say that the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock] can not be interrupted under the rule of the 
House except by his own consent, and the Chair is endeavoring to en- 
force that rule. - 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now I will go back again. I was endeavoring to 
excuse the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. BRUMM] for the reason 
that ninety members on the other side of the House had seen fit to leave 
the House pending its deliberations that they might not—I will not 
say skulk—but that they might avoid making a record upon this bill. 

And this, Mr. Speaker, is not a bill to pension the Mexican soldier. 
Now I hope the other side of the House are entirely willing that this 
bill should be read. The country will know that you are compelled 
to meet that question. The elements of this bill will be discussed. 
They have gone forth upon the wings of lightning to every corner of 
this country, and you will be compelled to meet the question upon this 
bill. The question we are to meet as partisans here is whether we are 
justified in refusing to vote consideration to the bill which has been 
presented, as I understand, by the unanimous vote of the majority of 
the committee that have it in charge. 

Is it, Mr. Speaker, a bill to pension the soldiers of the Mexican war? 
Let us read a little further. After it has finished with the Mexican 
soldier, then it proceeds to say: 

Or who served thirty days in the Creek war or disturbances— 

Disturbances— ‘ 

_ of 1835 and 1836. 

What disturbances, Mr. Speaker? What does this language cover? 
What is the feast that you have invited us here to partake of ? 

Or in the Florida war with the Seminoles from 1835 to 1842, or in the Black 
Hawk war of 1832, and were honorably discharged, and such other officers and 
soldiers and sailors as have been personally named in the resolutions of Con- 
gress for any specific service, 

Why we are invited here to vote for men that participated in ‘ dis- 
tarbances’’—not in war, but in ‘‘disturbances.’? What does that ex- 

ression cover? What does it contemplate? And yet we find the 
Tancteatis party to be standing here with a solid front and insisting 
that this bill shall be pushed through the American Congress. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is not true. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam told by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] that that is not true. That gentleman is in the line 
upon every vote taken in this House to force the consideration of this 
bill. It has been a party question from the time it came before us until 
this present time. And we on this side of the House have felt we were 
justified by every means known to the Constitution in resisting the 
passage of this bill. And I say to you that with the overwhelming 
majority that you have here, not a quorum merely, you can take the 
control of the legislation of this country. 

Mr. ELLIS. That is what we mean to do. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Louisiana says that is what 
they mean to do. 

Mr. ELLIS, It is." 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman repeats that that is what they mean 
todo. It is because of the determination of the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana and of other gentlemen that they mean to do this sort of thing 


that we have felt justified in ing here upon our constitutional rights 
and resisting the passage of that bill in the face and in the eyes of the 
fact that the Democracy have such an overwhelming force and such an 
overwhelming power in this House. 

Mr. ELLIS. We intend to assert the rights of the majority. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will notinterrupt the gentleman from 
New York without his consent. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Louisiana tells us that he in- 
tends to assert the rights of the majority. You have the majority. 
You have it overwhelmingly. The people of the United Stateg gave it 
to you. Butso far as we, a feeble minority, have the power to pre- 
vent bad legislation, understanding what your threat is, what your 
purpose is, understanding the solid phalanx that is presented on the 
other side—we on this side of the House felt that we were justified in 
resisting this bill, as I have said, byall the power and by all the means 
known to the Constitution. 

Mr. LAMB. I call the previous question on my motion. 

Mr. BRUMM. I hope not until I have been heard. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say again to you gentlemen that if you will pre- 
sent a bill here to this House which is for the Mexican soldier and none 
but the Mexican soldier, no obstruction will be offered to the bill ex- 
cept that we may vote against it, but each member will vote as he 
chooses. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. If we intend to act with dignity upon this 
matter, order should be preserved in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that he has endeavored to 
maintain and preserve order in the House. If order is not preserved, 
Bio Chair begs leave to say that it is the fault of gentlemen them- 
selves. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have said that so far as this side of the Housem 
was concerned, the Republican side of the House, it will offer no un- 
usual obstruction to a bill of the character I have indicated, but each 
member will reserve to himself the right to vote as he pleases upon any 
bill you will bring in here to pension the Mexican soldier alone. But 
when by party whip, by party EPER wee you attempt to force through 
this House a bill which provides for pensioning people who were en- 

in ‘‘disturbances ’’ we shall resort to every means we have the 
right to under the Constitution to defeat such legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I will inquire how much time I have left? 

The SPEAKER. -The gentleman has twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED. I desire to confine what I have to say to the point act- 
ually in issue, which is: Shall the member from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BRUMM] be fined by the House? We all know that that would be a 
violation of what has grown to be one of the customs of this House; I 
mean the custom to excuse a member brought in hére on occasions like 
this, who makes an excuse similar to that which the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has made. 

The action proposed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. LAMB] car 
be justified here and now only upon the ground of punishing the gen- 


‘tleman from Pennsylvania for some misbehavior in which we on this 


side of the House have participated. Are you willing to go to the 
country presenting this spectacle—a Democratic House two hundred 
strong, unable to get within sixty of your membership here, and yet , 
punishing a gentleman on this side of the House because he was doing 
just what sixty of your own members have done? [Applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

You had an opportunity to take this matter into your own hands. 
We offered you complete control of this House, and you did not dare’ 
to take it; and the country knows why. It is because you did not 
dare to trust yourselves; you knew yourselves better than we did. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Here you have been struggling all night long, two hundred strong, to 
passa bill which your gentle hearts areset upon, to pay men for Creek wars 
and disturbances of 1835 or some other unknown period, and it has 
come down to this, that you solidify at last upon a fine of $5 against 
the member from Pennsylvania. And the majestic heart of the Dem- 
ocratic party is just now stirred in pursuit of the Hon. S. S. Cex and 
another of your leaders who seem somehow or other to have escaped. 
[Renewed laughter. ] 

Now, do you think this is a spectacle that you can afford to submit 
to this country? This is right to the point; this is on the question of 
whether you purpose to fine the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Why, 
you are only going to emphasize yourselves; that isall. You certainly 
do not want to do that. s 
` The best thing on earth you can do is to go quietly away and— 
try to make the country think that this thing has never occurred. 
Now, is not what I have said directly to the point? 

I submit it to the candid judgments of the men I see before me, 
calmed and soothed by what I havesaid. [Laughter.] Iseethatcon- 
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viction has entered your minds. I see that the situation in which the 
ardor of my friend from Indiana [Mr. LAMB] has brought you is be- 
ginning to dawn upon you. Now, gentlemen, it seems to me that you 
ought to do simply your duty, and not undertake to make a scapegoat 
of somebody here. e 

I now yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE. I regret, Mr. Speaker, that any feeling has arisen 
about this bill or that any feeling has arisen because of the proceed- 
ings that have taken place here to-night. : 

I wasone of those whe voted with the Democratic party in favor of 
the rules whichare now in force. I voted against the rules proposed by 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], which would have given a bare 
majority the power and the right to have taken up this bill or any 
per whenever they chose to do so. I cast that vote in favor of the 
rules which the Democratic party sustain in this House because I be- 
lieve that the less we legislate the better it is for the country. Iam 
opposed to legislation except the passage of the necessary appropria- 

tion bills. It was for thatreason I voted with you, and it was for that 
reason I voted against the proposition of the gentleman from Maine. 

And now, because the rules which you have adopted prevent any- 
thing less than a quorum of your own party from taking up a measure, 
because we are enabled under your own rules to defeat you this night 
in your efforts to fix a day for the consideration of this bill, will you 
visit your anger upon a gentleman whe takes advantage of the very rules 
you have laid down, an advantage which you yourselves have given 
him? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. No; it was because he left the House in vio- 
lation of the rules. 

Mr. BAYNE. Others have left the House. Do you propose to deal 
harshly with them ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Where are your own fellows that you 
have not got here? 

Mr. BAYNE. As the gentleman from Maine has said, there are fifty 
or sixty of ‘your own members who are absent from your own side of 
the House. Do you propose to deal harshly with them? And there 
are others on this side of the House who ure absent. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Brun] left the House after this contest began. 

Mr. BAYNE. When gentlemen characterize the conduct of my col- 
league [Mr. BRUMA] as a violation of the rules, I simply want to say 
that it is what they themselves invited him to do and what I invited 
him todo when I voted for thoserules. It is the privilege of any mem- 
ber on this floor to vote or not to vote, as he maysee fit. My colleague 
exercised simply that privilege. His presence here would have availed 
nothing, for he would not have voted on any substantial proposition 
which would have given you aquorum on this measure. He would not 
have voted upon any question which would have helped to secure the 
passage of your resolution. 

Now, are you going to single him out and impose a penalty upon him ? 
I say to gentlemen that thisis not the thing to do. It isa sortof thing 
which will recoil. This isnot the way to treat member who has acted 
just as forty, fifty, sfxty, seventy, or eighty other members of the House 
have acted. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Do not the rules require every member present to 
vote upon every question submitted ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And has not your side repeatedly vio- 
lated that rule ever since the Forty-third Congress? 

* The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman knowsas well as Ido, for he has been 
here before, that although the rules require a member to vote, those 
rules are a dead letter and can not beenforeed. It has been decided 
over and over again that a member of Congress can not be compelled 
to vote. Speaker Blaime, in one of his decisions, very aptly illustrated 

. the matter when he said you might lead a horse to the trough, but you 
could not compel him to drink. No gentleman here can be compelled 
to vote. I claim it to be my right as a Representative on this floor to 
vote or not to vote on my responsibility not to this House but to my 
constituents. That is all the prerogative my coll e exercised—the 
privilege of not voting. I beg gentlemen of the House not to decide 
this question in any spirit of excitement, for we ought to approach the 
matter calmly; we ought to treat it in a judicial spirit. I beg of you 

, to treat my colleague as others have been treated here—no better, no 
worse, but in the same way. 

Mr. HENLEY. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. BAYNE. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Ten minutes. 

Mr. HENLEY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], 
who now addresses the House has earned a very well-deserved reputa- 
tion all over the House for candor and fairness. I wish to ask him 
whether he does not think that the case of his colleague, who was here 
when this filibustering commenced, and who was in contempt of the 
order of the House, is properly to be distinguished from the cases of 
gentlemen who left here this afternoon in ignorance that there was going 
to be a night session. This was the case with the seventy Democrats 
that the gentleman from New York has spoken about. 


Mr. BAYNE. In reply to that I will simply say you may call it fil- 
ibustering or whatever else you please. I call it the privilege and right 
of a member to vote or not to vote as he sees fit. The presence of my 
colleague here would not have amounted to anything; he would have 
refused to vote so as to give you a quorum to pass the resolution for the 
consideration of this bill. If he had been here he would have refused 
to vote; so that it was the same thing whether he was absent or present. 

I trust that what I have said will have influence and effect so far as 
my voice can reach, in order that my colleague may be dealt with fiirly, 
that he shall not be singled out from the members of this House who 
have had to make excuses this night, and others who may hereafter 
make excuses, x 

I yield the residue of my time to my colleague [Mr. BRUMM], who 
desires to make an explanation. : 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] who has not yet been discharged by the 
House will occupy the time granted him by his colleague. 

Mr. BELFORD. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to ask 
whether a member of the House in tMe discussion of any question can 
“farm out’? his time to any other member. 

The SPEAKER. | Every gentleman who occupies the floor in his own 
right is under the rules entitled to an hour. he does not wish to oc- 
cupy that time himself he may, according to a practice which has pre- 
vailed in this House almost from time immemorial, yield a portion of 
his hour to other gentlemen. 

Mr. BELFORD. That may be the practice, but itis a practice ‘‘more 
honored in the breach than in the observance.” 

Mr.BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, I confess that this matter seems to have 
given me, or to be giving me, more notoriety than I really court, or 
than is, under any circumstances, pleasant to me. Were itsimply that 
I were to speak to members of this House I would at this time not say 
one word, but leave this House to use their judgment and do just as 
they please under the explanation and apology I have made. But in- 
asmuch as these discussions and this fact will be published to the coun- 
try, and especially te my constituents, and that I am afraid that they 
might misconstrue my action and your action, I think it is due to myself 
and to them that I should state just exactly the facts as they occurred 
and my views on them. 

The gentleman who made the motion to fine me $5 is laboring under 
a very great mistake when he says, or any other gentleman says, that 
I was here when the filibustering, as they call it, started and then 
skulked. Gentlemen, I never skulked. I am not made of that kind 
of material to skulk. If I had started in to filibuster, and had se un- 
derstood it, I would have stood my ground and filibustered until the 
crack of doom. I did not understand this was a filibuster movement. 
I did not leave because I thought there was any filibustering tọ be done. 
Neither did I acknowledge that I was here until the filibustering, so- 
called, had started and then went out. 

The gentleman—I do not know where he is from—who asked me the 
question whether I was not here and then left after the filibustering 
started was not answered by me. I wanted to answer then, but other 
gentlemeninterrupted. You all seemed so anxious to have a victim you 
pitched in before I had a chance toanswer. Inever acknowledged to him 
I was here until the so-called filibustering had started, and then went 
out. I did not so acknowledge in my apology to the House. I stated 
in my apology rather jocularly that the “‘ front of my offending hath 
this extent:’’ That I was here until nearly 6 o’clock; that I then felt 
very hungry, and I went home and got my dinner; that I had company 
to dinner; that I did not think there was anything of any importance 
going on, and therefore did not come back. 

Now, I will submit to the reporters whether that is not the substance 
of my entire apology. 

I remember very well, Mr. Speaker, in the last Congress when in the 
election cases a call of the House had been made, time and again my 
Democratic colleague [ Mr. Klotz, from Pennsylvania] got up before this 
House, and instead of making a respectful apology began to talk in 
Pennsylvania Dutch. Yet the Republican House excused him. And 
there was a gentleman from Louisiana, I forget his name—— 

A MEMBER. Mr. Robertson. 

Mr. BRUMM. Yes, Mr. Robertson, who made his apology in French 
from beginning to end. Yet you thought it rare sport that the Penn- 
sylvania Dutch and French should be brought in here to account for 
their contempt of this House. 

What is it I have done you are so anxious to punish me for and make 
me a catspaw in this case? Let me ask you, and especially those who 
were here before this session, which of you is guiltless so far as my 
offense is concerned? If there be any, let him cast the first stone. _ 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I think.with the explanation made 
that my friend from Indiana should withdraw his motion. 

Mr. BRUMM. I would like to make a further remark. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that while I have no ob- 
jection to the withdrawal of any motion—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has not proposed to 
withdraw his motion. The gentleman frem Pennsylvania is still enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Thegentleman fromPennsylvania yielded 
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to me to ask him a question. He has permitted me to interrupt him, 
After the statement which he has made, and which I must confess that 
I did not understand before, I hope my friend from Indiana will with- 
draw the motion. My impression had been before that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania left during these proceedings. 

Mr. GIBSON. I only desire to say the gentleman from New York 
made a h here that gentlemen on our side desire to respond to. 

The SPEAKER. That matter is not now before the House. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has three minutes remaining. 

Mr. BRUMM. I yield a part of my time to the gentleman from 
Louisiana. : 

Mr. STORM. Before my colléague yields let me ask him at what 
stage of the ings was it that he left the Hall? 

Mr. BRUMM. It was when a motion was pending to adjourn. I 
voted in favor of the adjournment. The vote I think was declared 92 
to 91. 

Mr. STORM. That was the first motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BRUMM. Yes, sir; I do not know what motion, if any, was 
pending at the exact time I left.* But right here permit me to say that 
I had a wrong impression of this bill. 1 was under the impression at 
first that this bill included Jeff. Davis in its provisions, but the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] told me no, it would not, and 
showed me the clause which would exclude him. That was sufficient 
to satisfy me. I said then that I had'no special interest in the bill, 
and my vote was only in favor of adjournment, and could do no harm 
under the circumstances. I say this because gentlemen were present 
who know of this opinion which I entertained. Mr. PETTIBONE was 
near me. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Yes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I know that to be the fact. 

Mr. BRUMM. As I understood the bill—I had not read it, but that 
was the opinion I first entertained—I do not know whether I should 
yote for it or against it. 

Inow yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Lonisi- 
ana [Mr. HUNT]. J $ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has one minute. 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Speaker, can I address the House without being 
confined to one minute? 

The SPEAKER, If the gentleman addresses the House now it is in 
the time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The Chair will next 
recognize the gentleman from Texas, in accordance with the practice 
that prevails in this House of recognizing gentlemen in the order in 
which they apply for recognition. 

Mr. HUNT. I desire to say two or three things here to-night, and 
Thope that I will be allowed a few minutes longer than the time accorded 
me by the gentleman from Pennsylvania in which I may be heard. 

In the first place, permit me to say that I am opposed to fining the 

tleman who has just addressed the House. Whether or not the 
Fouse has a right to fine him is a question that I will not now under- 
take to argue. That question has been alluded to, and the gentleman 
from Ohio has addressed the Chair with reference to it. But, Mr. 
Speaker, to leave that question. The gentleman now atthe bar has ex- 
cused himself before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Louisiana has ex- 
pired. The gentleman from Texas is ized. 

Mr. HUNT. I hope the gentleman from Texas will yield to me for 
a few moments. 

Mr. REAGAN. 
Louisiana. 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Speaker, I say that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania excused himself to the House. He has stated that he apologized 
to the House, and I think, in view of the indulgence which has been 
shown to other gentlemen, it is only reasonable, kind, and proper in the 
House to excuse the gentleman. ` 

But now, sir, I wish to say a word or two more upon another sub- 
ject. This being the matter under consideration (to which I have just 
alluded), the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Hiscock] has taken occa- 
sion to address to this House one of the most violent and partisan 
harangues that I have ever listened to. During the course of that 
harangue he saw proper to impute to the leader on the floor, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means, expressions in regard to 
certain members of the House who are absent in language so offensive 
that he has drawn from the gentleman from Dlinois repeated denials. 
But notwithstanding these repeated denials, and the positive assertions 
that the gentleman misstated the expression of the gentleman from Mli- 
nois, the gentleman from New York has returned again and again to 
this offensive language and repeated it. Is this the ground upon which 
you intend to put a great party? Is this the ground upon which you 
mean to stand, to attribute to a distinguished gentleman in an eminent 
position language that he never in the face of his positive dis- 
claimers repeated again and again upon the floor? I repeat, en Yorn 
that the gentleman from New York, notwithstanding the di er, 
has reiterated his assertions and built upon them an argument unjust, 
unwise, and untrue. ; 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let me say tothe gentleman—— 

Mr. HUNT. I donot yield. I decline to yield, and I will not be 


I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


da ey I decline the interruption of the gentleman from New 
or 

Mr. Speaker, what have we seen here to-night? A gentleman taking 
aposition equally untrue, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], who 
has exhibited here talents which I have frequently admired. Isay we 
find this gentleman coming before the House and saying that they, that 
his party of Republicans, offered the House rules by which the major- 
ity of the House could govern it. They did no such thing. Assertion 
does not constitute truth, I myself yoted for the proposed change in 
the rules referred to by the gentleman from Maine, and many more 
gentlemen on this side of the House—I speak according to the facts— 
voted for the change. Now, having made this assertion, unwarranted 
by the record, untrue as a matter of history, and unjust and arrogant 
in the extreme, the gentleman turned upon this side of the House and 
roared, ‘‘ You did not dare to trust yourselves;’’ saying, I insist, that 
which is unjust and unfair, because it is contradicted by the RECORD. I 
repeat, the gentleman from Maine turned upon the House with a degree 
of arrogance I have seldom seen equaled, shook his finger over the House, 
and asked them how they liked the exhibition ! 

There are a sort of men, whose visages 
Do cream and mantle, like a standing pond; 
And do a willful stillness entertain, 
With purpose to be dress'd in an opinion 
Of wisdom, ity, profound conceit; 
As who should say, I am Sir Oracle, - 
. And when I ope my lips, let no dog bark! 

[Applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that assertions which are unwarranted, 
partisan zeal and inflamed talk not resting upon facts, give any superi- 
ority whatever to those who use them. They, on the contrary, only 
—— them to the just condemnation of right-thinking men. 

he SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HUNT. One word more. 

Mr. REAGAN. I must now resume the floor, 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire tomake a parliamentaty inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio can not take a gentle- 
man off the floor for the purpose of making a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman has surrendered the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana has surrendered 
the floor to the gentleman from Texas, who yielded it to him. A gen- 
tleman can interrupt another gentleman on the floor for the purpose of 
making a point of order, but not for the purpose of making a parlia- 


mentary inquiry. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then as a point of order I insist that the 
discussion be confined to the question before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided again and again that’ the 
question must be confined to the question under debate. Of course the 
Chair can not undertake to prescribe what gentlemen shall sayin their 
arguments. He can only determine when gentlemen are transgressing 
the rules of the House. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Before the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN ] proceeds I move that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BRUMM] be allowed to take his seat while this deBate is proeeeding. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman has the right to take a seat. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. He is at the bar of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] 
can resume his seat if he desires. 

Mr. REAGAN. I thinkit is much to be regretted that there should 
have been so much manifestation of feeling on this oceasion. It seemed 
to be understood when the gentleman from Pennsylvania was first 
brought to the bar of the House that he was here in his seat and par- 
ticipated in the early disturbance of the proceedings of the House to- 
oh a by filibustering; and if that had been his case it would have been 
different from that of any gentleman who has been brought before the 
bar of the House this evening, and might very justly have been differ- 
ently treated. But inasmuch as he has declared he was not present, I 
do not see there is a material difference between his position and the 
position of other gentlemen who have been brought to the bar of the 
House this evening. 

I must confess, Mr. Speaker, to some degree of astonishment at the 
arraignment of the House by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BROWNE] who first addressed the Chair on this subject. Solemn and 
repeated asseverations were made of the disorderly and disreputable 
action of the House of Representatives, and that was made the basis for 
charging that disorder upon the Democratic side of the House. The’ 
Democratic side of the House was simply attempting to get a resolu- 
tion passed, if it could, authorizing the consideration of a bill to which 
much importance was attached by members of the House and in which 
many of the people of this country are deeply interested; old, decrepit, 
worn-out men, men who bore the banners of this country in a foreign 
land and won territory equal to the original thirteen States in size, now 
peopled by more of the American people than were in the Colonies dur- 
ing the Revolutionary war. 

Sir, it was while we were seeking to get this bill before the House 
that the gentleman and his friends chose, rather than let these time- 
worn and scarred veterans have a hearing before the House—chose, in 
the face of the rule of the House which requires each member to vote 
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on all propositions submitted if he is not excused—chose to avail 
themselves of an irregular, revolutionary method of defeating theaction 
of the House by refusing to vote. The excuse offered to the House for 
this was that the Democrats had acted in a like manner on former oc- 
-casions. 

It would be perhaps almost idle to speak to those who have wit- 
nessed the proceedings of the House during the last eight years on the 
subject of this filibustering. But it is fair to say, it is just to say, it is 
true to say, that whenever the Republicans have been in the minority 
they have resorted to this, continually almost, to a degree in which it 
was not resorted to by any other party, either Democratic or any other, 
in the history of this Government for the purpose of defeating the will 
of the people and of defeating legislation. And if the Democratic 
party had been doing wrong, it was hardly to have been expected that 
a learned and distinguished gentleman should say that his party had 
aright to do wrong because some other party had done wrong, and that, 
sir, in the face of the facts that have occurred to-night, where all this 
confusion, delay, and excitement have been produced by that gentle- 
man and his associates in attempting to resist the lawful action of this 
House in setting a day to consider an important public bill; not to pass 
it, to set a time for examination, for amendment, for discussion, that 
it might be matured; if it had bad features, that they might be stricken 
out; if it lacked important features, that they might be placed in it, 
for the purpose of giving a fair discussion and consideration and having 
fair action on this measure. 

And then the gentleman from Indiana was re-enforced by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock], who, with a 
violence of manner altogether uncalled-for by the occasion and an ex- 
hibition of mock heroics, moved up and down the area in front of the 
Speaker in a way that I take it when he gets cool he will not consider 
to have been a seemly and proper parliamentary exhibition. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman allow me a question there? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to ask the gentleman if he did not unite 
with the Democratic minority of the last Congress to resist the amend- 
ment of the rules which governed this House so as to prevent filibus- 
tering and raising the question of no quorum? 

Mr. REAGAN. I think the gentleman is mistaken, for I have been 
in favor of the rules proposed by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED], and have voted for them whenever I had the opportunity. 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman from New York alluded to the rule in 
reference to bringing election cases to a decision. 

Mr. REAGAN. In that ease the rules of the House had been arbi- 
trarily violated by the gentleman who occupied the place which you, 
Mr. Speaker, now occupy, to-seat one not elected to a position in this 
House upon forged and fraudulent papers and to deprive one justly 
elected of his seat. In view of this violence, contemplating wrong, I 
would have filibustered until the crack of doom rather than submit to 
this violation of the rules, this outrage, this wrong. [Applause. ] 

Sir, I would have thought that the gentleman would not have wished 
to call that case back to memory—a case in which it appeared upon this 
floor that forged and fraudulent papers were being used, the charac- 
ter of which was not discovered until the trial had begun, and when 
the contestee was denied the privilege of answering them or of produc- 
ing the evidence to prove the forgery and fraud. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] permit 
me a moment? 

Mr. REAGAN. Not tosubmit an argument. ; 

Mr. REED. A question of fact which I wish to call.to the memory 
of the gentleman from Texas. The gentleman from Texas says that 
he does not remember whether he declined to vote. 

Mr. REAGAN. I say I did not decline to vote; that I voted. 

Mr. REED. I will say to the gentleman from Texas that if he will 
examine the matter he will find that he is now mistaken, that he sat 
silent as we have sat to-night. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman is exceedingly smart and sharp. 

Mr. REED. Itis not a question of ess. 

Mr. REAGAN. Fora man of his size and weight he is considerably 
sharp. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. REED. It is not a question of smartness; it is a question of 
act. 

Mr. REAGAN. I know that I resisted that wrong by all the means 
that I could use. Such a parliamentary fraud has never been exhib- 
ited for the last two hundred yearsin any country having parliamentary 
law to govern it—in any country that I know of. But that is aside 
from what I expected to say. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] arose and arraigned 
this side of the House for being unable to control the action of the 
House, for being unable to pass bills. He arraigned members of this 
side of the House who happened to be absent to-night because they 
doubtless did not know that such an affair as this was to have come up. 
It will be remembered that this disturbance arose after the usual hour 
of adjournment, when I have no doubt many members had gone to their 
hemes for their dinners. Some of them have been brought back here; 
others have not been found. But at any rate the line of argument 
used by the gentleman from New York is not fair, to assume that they 
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were absent willfully and purposely to avoid participation in the pro- 
ceedings of this night. I take it for granted that if they had antic- 
pated such a condition of things there would have been enough of them 
here to have made a quorum and to have prevented the disgraceful 
scenes which have been enacted here to-night. , 

In reply to the first gentleman who spoke upon this matter, and to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. PETTIBONE] who three times repeated 
that we did not know how to manage our business, and to the last gentle- 
man who spoke, all of them taunting us about our inability with a large 
majority to control the action of this House, I will say that I trust that 
those taunts and those challenges will be sufficient to arouse a patriotic 
devotion to duty and principle that will enable the Democratic mem- 
bers of this House hereafter to be present in their places and to control 
the p ings of this House. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

But for the fact that these Republican tactics have been resorted to, 
tactics always exhibited when they are in a minority here, and that 
they count as an element of their strength on the vacillation and the 
want of endurance of those on this side of the House, I would have 
been willing to have abandoned this struggle before now. But while 
Iam less able than many to remain here to-night by reason of afflic- 
tions that unfit me for it, I say to you that rather than permit them 
to dictate our policy in a manner so unjust in reference to a measure 
so important as this, I would stay here, sleeping or waking, without 
adjournment until final action is had, if itshall take until the fourth of 
next July. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And unless we mean 
to do that, unless we have the courage to use the strength and power 
given to us, we are unworthy of the position that we fill here, and might 
as well surrender the control of legislation in this body. 

I say to our friends here that if these taunts, if these insults, if this 
audacity hurled into their faces will not bring our Democratic friends 
to asense of duty and a respect for themselves and their rights and the 
rights of the people they represent, I do not know what will do it. I 
hope they will stand by the right, and teach our Republican friends 
on the other side that they will have a lively time from this time on in 
sec fis to prevent legislation by filibustering. [Renewed ap- 

lause, 

. If we were proposing to overthrow the Constitution, to violate the 
rules of this House, as was the case to which the gentleman from New 
York called. your attention, when his party was trying for partisan 
purposes to overthrow, and did overthrow, the rules of the House—if 
such a thing as that was being done by the Democratic party, I should 
not blame the Republicans for resisting by all the means they could 
avail themselves of. But when we are simply proceeding quietly and 
orderly with legitimate legislation, to which there is no constitutional 
objection, merely trying to obtain a hearing upon a bill that for now 
the third or fourth time has been reported favorably from the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, reported by consent of members of both parties, once _ 
before unanimously ‘and now agai 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Thesection of this bill criticised by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] passed the House of the 
Forty-fourth Congress without a dissenting voice. 

Mr. HORR. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HORR. Yon admit that there are cases where a man hasa right 
to filibuster. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not believe that there is any such right. I 
have always believed that when a member refused to vote under the 
rules of the House which required him to vote on a question coming 
before the House for action, unless he is excused, he puts himself in 
contempt of the House. But you can not enforce the rule, simply be- 
cause the minority may withhold their votes and defeat the effort of the 
majority to enforce the rules. Such a course is a violation of rule, a 
violation of right; but thus far no parliamentary means has been found 
to prevent or punish it. 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman did not fully answermy question. He 
admits that his party did as we aredoing. Nowthe question is, whether 
we have the right to decide in our own minds when it is our right and 
duty to pursue this course or whether we shall permit gentlemen on 
the other side to decide that for us. 

Mr. GIBSON. The gentleman from Michigan said the other day 
that some of us had not the right to decide these questions for ourselves. 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman from Texas understands my question. 

Mr. REAGAN. Of course no member of the House and no party 
will assume the right to judge for another member or for another party. 
Members and parties judge upon their own responsibility as to the pro- 
priety of their own action. What I said before was that if an attempt 
was being made to violate the Constitution or to overthrow the rules 
of the House, that proceeding, being itself revolutionary, might be met 
by the revolutionary p ing of refusing to vote. But never have 
I given my consent that it was a legitimate or proper method of meet- 
ing legitimate legislation to which there was no constitutional objec- 
tion and where there was no element of wrong entering into it. 

Mr. STEELE. I know the gentleman from Texas does not wish to 
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misrepresent the position of the committee on this question. There- 
fore he will allow me to state that in the committee I and one other 


member voted agzina reporting this bill favorably. 

Mr. REAGAN... I accept the correction of the gentleman. I was 
induced to make my statement because a member of the committee 
had so stated, no doubt through inadvertence. Of course the gentle- 
man from Indiana knows what occurred in the committee. 


Mr. BELFORD. I would like to ask my friend from Texas a ques- 
tion. 
Mr. REAGAN. I beg pardo; the gentleman from Colorado has put 


his oar in several times to-night and he ought to be satisfied. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas declines to yield. 

Mr. REAGAN. Allthe gentlemen on the other side have based their 
failure to vote, their engaging in revolutionary proceedings, upon the 
distinct roana granon on the other side smile because I call it 
“ revolutionary,” but if they will study the case they will find I am 
not mistaken in giving it that name—they base their revolutionary 
action upon the that others have done the like, that Democrats 
have done the same thing. No one of them has attempted otherwise 
to justify his course, except in what was said by the gentleman from 
New York, who read and arraigned the provisions of the bill, as if we 
wereacting upon its provisions at this time, ignoring the fact that what 
we are now simply seeking an opportunity to bring the bill before the 
House, where it may be debated, where it may be amended, where it 
may be perfected, where it may be enacted into a law if the House 
should so judge or if the majority should so choose, where it may be 
defeated. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not my custom to criticise on this floor the 
political action of parties. Ihave made it a rule, as a general thing, 
to address myself to an entirely different class of questions. However 
others may enjoy the arraignment or assailment of their adversaries, 
right or wrong, reasonably or unreasonably, I have not much taste for 
such discussion, and I would not have made these remarks now but for 
the fact that it seemed to me gentlemen have assumed oracular airs and 
arraigned the action of the House as if they were not the guilty par- 
ties in what was going on—have assumed that they represent the patri- 
otism, the integrity, the honor, and the honesty of this country; as if 
they were not responsible for outrages that have been perpetrated upon 
this country through years past in legislation only to be thought of in 
order to be shunned. 

Mr. McCOID. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. Isit 
not true that when this matter began this evening, or rather last even- 
ing, the usual hour of adjournment had passed; that a motion to ad- 
journ had been voted for by almost a majority, I believe, on the other 
side of the House; and it was only when members generally understood 
that it was the Mexican pension bill which was at issue that the other 
side of the House rallied with determination to put the resolution 
through that night?7 Was it not an arbitrary determination at that 
ety And did not this arouse the opposition that occurred? I think 

t did. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will reply to the gentleman that about the usual 
hour for adjournment the chairman of the Committee on Pensions 
made a motion which looked to securing the action recommended by 
his committee on this bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. On that proposition the committee was 
unanimous. 

Mr. REAGAN. In accordance with a unanimous recommendation 
of the committee, the gentleman from Alabama sought to have passed 
a resolution which would secure action upon a bill agreed to by the 
committee. Ifthe resolution should fail to be acted upon during this 
legislative day the bill must either go to the Calendar, there to sleep 
the eternal sleep, or the matter must pass over until the third Monday 
of next month before the motion can be again made. 

The gentleman from Iowa and all others understand why anxiety 
should have been manifested to put that resolution through at this 
time—not a resolution to pass the bill, but simply to fix a day for its 
consideration. And, Mr. Speaker,if the gentleman and ‘his i 
had consented to let the p ings of the House go on and votes to 
be taken without tothe process of filibustering, we would have 
acted on that resolution and would have adjourned the House by half 
past 6 o'clock. But as soon as gentlemen on the other side saw that 
the purpose was to bring the bill before the House for consideration, the 
process of delay, of the calling of yeas and nays, the callyfor divisions, 
and refusing to vote, commenced and have gone on up to the present 
time, 3 o’clock in the morning. 

I beg pardon for having occupied the floor so long. I yield to the 
gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. LAMB]. 

Mr. LAMB. I yield for five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. WELLER. I am sick and have been brought here, and I want 
to be excused and permitted to go home. 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair can not unless by unanimous consent 
interrupt this proceeding. 

Mr. MORRISON. Iam obliged to the gentleman from Indiana for 
his courtesy. 

Mr. BAYNE, Let us have order. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is endeavoring to secureorder. Gentle- 
men will resume their seats and cease conversation. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I said I was obliged to the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. LAMB] for his courtesy while I correct the 
statements of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] in refer-- 
ence to me, and which he seemed unwilling to correct. I neither de- 
sire to complain nor to answer his violent tirade when he was speaking 
in front of the Speaker’s or Clerk’s desk. He said ina somewhat vio- 
lent manner, Why do you not punish your ownabsent members? Why 
do you seek out this gentleman from Pennsylvania and make him the 
victim? My reply was that the Democratic members who were absent 
had not been here during these proceedings since the oall of the House 
began and had not skulked away in contempt of the House and its 
proceedings. By that reply I of course meant by implication to say 
that the gentleman from Pensylvania had skulked away in contempt 
of the proceedings of the House.’ I said so because I then believed, 
from what the gentleman had said himself, he had, after the call of 
the House and in violation of its order, gone away from the proceed- 
ings and in contempt of what was going on here. Afterward, on 
further explanation, I came to learn the tleman’s statement 
that I had misapprehended the facts, and that he had not gone away 
in contempt of the p i of the House. Therefore it is, Mr. 
8 er, I want to say I wronged him in making that statement. [Ap- 


plause. 

Mr. Hiscock. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will yield to 
me a moment. 

Mr. LAMB. Certainly. 5 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. MORRISON ] know 
full well that there is no gentleman on this floor I more than 
Ido him. I believe since I have been a member of this House his re- 
lations and mine have been friendly; more than that, they have been 
cordial. 

I can only say in answer to what he said it is barely possible in the 
heat and excitement of the moment—and I think you will bear me wit- 
ness, Mr. Speaker, that at the time I was subjected to a great many in- 
terruptions—it is barely possible I misunderstood the statement he 
made. I certainly accept the statement he has now made asthe one 
he made on that occasion. 

Mr. LAMB. Oil seems to have been poured on the troubled waters, 
and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] is now as peaceful 
as awhile ago he was boisterous, If the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BRUMM] had made the statement at the time he was brought in 
that he has now made there would have been no motion made to fine 
him. As the House has waked to a of its duty to the business of 
the House I ask permission to withdraw my motion. [Applause,] I 
move he be discharged. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the House refused to excuse Mr. BRUMM. 

The motion was agreed to; and then Mr. BRUMM was excused. 

Mr. BURNES. I beg to call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that the wife of a member is being detained unnecessarily because of 
this debate. I therefore ask the unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, Mr. O'HARA, have leave of absence for one 
hour to escort his wife home. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina will be permitted to have leave of absence for one hour. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I move that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WELLER] be excused for to-night on account of sickness. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr, Speaker, I desire to state further that I made # 
pair with Hon. Mr. Kasson, of Iowa, before I left; and supposed and 
understood, in fact, that it excused me. I was at home and sick with 
pneumonia when I received notice to attend the House. I am unable 
to remain any longen z 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. WELLER was excused. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having im 
custody, in obedience to its order, Mr. CURTIN, Mr. FINERTY, Mr. 
BUDD, Mr. MITCHELL, and Mr. GLASCOCK. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. CURTIN, you have been absent from the sit- 
ting of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Speaker, after the vote was taken to adjourn, 
and desiring toget home because I had engagements there, I paired with 
Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, and left the Hall and went to my resi- 
dence. At that time I was not aware that any great necessity required 
my presence in this House. I must confess, therefore, to my amaze- 
ment when I came in the door in custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms and 
found the gentleman from New York there occupying the floor, waltz- 
ing up and down in the area here, and the gentleman from the Rocky 
Mountains, fall of fire and yim, standing in his rear, and the House in 
a state of seeming confusion and violence which I must confess I did 
not expect. Mr. Speaker, if I had supposed there was to be an exhibi- 
tion of so much violence and so much temper I think I should have 
remained away or attempted to escape from the custody of the Sergeant- 
at-Arms., . 

That is all, Mr. Speaker. I meant no disrespect to the House. 
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Mr. OCHILTREE. Did you leave the House before the filibus- 
i ? 


Mr. CURTIN. I left before any exhibition of the kind which has just 
enlightened the House took place. I left before I saw anything like 
this exhibition or heard any of the abuse of a great political party. 

I have stated that I did not w there was anything of the kind 
going on. Iam opposed to all Violence, and I confess that I do not 
like abuse at any time; but when I came into this House, when I en- 
tered that door, I found that the majority of this House was being sub- 
jected by the gentleman from New York who had the floor to a vast 
amount of personal vituperation and abuse. I am not disposed to accept 
that kind of abuse mysélf, and if a gentleman wants to abuse me at any 
time I will take it from him with great kindness, but I will return 
it blow for blow. [Laughter and applause.] Now, if it is the wish of 
the House to fine me I will pay it. 

Mr. COOK. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed. to. 

Mr. CURTIN. It cost me nothing. [Laughter and applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. Mr. FINERTY, you also have been absent from the 
sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. FINERTY. I left the House, Mr. Speaker, under the belief 
that it had settled down to the regular habit of adjourning at 5 o’clock. 
I left before there was any notice or indication of the proceedings that 
have enlivened the House to-night. I left, of course, without the in- 
tention of violating the rules of the House or in any way running con- 
trary to the wishes of its members. I have no other excuse, sir, to 
make, I came when I was called on, at a very unseemly hour, out of 
my bed to this House, having braved the midnight air, or rather, I 
should say, the early morning air, for the purpose of obeying the sum- 
mons; and I think, to speak truthfuky, that it is sufficient punishment 
to be driven through this damp atmosphere for a couple of miles. And 
having come in obedience to the call, I submit myself to the action of 
the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that he be excused. 

The motion whs to. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Bupp, you have also been absent from the 
sitting of the House withoutits leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. BUDD. I have been ill for about¥a month, and left the House 
on account of illness. I wish to state, though, that had I known that 
a bill to pension the Mexican war veterans would come up at theeven- 
ing session or at any other time I would have staid here, although 
they carried my body to California at a large expense of cocktails, as 
they did in Garfield’s case. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was to 


a Cassidy 
The SPEAKER. Mr. MITCHELL, you have also beenabsent from the | Clard 


sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I left the House at 5 o'clock after the yea-and- 
nay vote, supposing the House was about to adjourn. Had I known 
that there was any probability of such a session I should haveremained 
here. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was to.. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. GLAScocK, you havealso been absent from the 
sitting of the House withoutitsleave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. GLASCOCK. Ihave no other excuse to offer than that which has 
been offered by the three gentlemen who preceeded me. I left the 
House about a quarter to 5o0’clock, under the impression that the House 
would adjourn at the time. I knew of no proceedings then 
pending which would consume the time of the House, and had no idea 
that we would go into a night session until I was aroused by the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms. I have no excuse to render. No man under the cir- 
cumstances has any, and I await the action of the House. 

Mr. HENLEY. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BELFORD. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken, the Speaker stated that the ‘‘ noes”? ap- 

red to have it. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask for the yeas and nays on that motion to test 
the condition of the House, whether there is a quorum. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 57, nays 143, not vot- 
ing 120; as follows: 


YEAS—i7. 
Adams, G. E. Ellwood, Lyman Rowell, 
Atkinson, Everhart, McCoid P. 
Sayna Guenther, McCo! Strait, 
Beiford, Hanback, Millard, Strubie, 
Boutelle, Hart, Nelson, Taylor, J.D. 
boa aie Hatch, H. H. Nutting, Thomas, 
Brown, W. W. Henderson, D.B. Parker, Valentine, 
Brumm. Hepburn. Payne, Warner, APJ. 
Campbell, J.M. Hitt, Peelle, S.J. eaver, 
Cannon, Iorr, Pettibone, White, Milo 
Chace, James, Price, Whiting, 
Cook, Johnson, Ranney. ilson, James, 
Cutcheon. Lacey, Ray, G. W. 
Davis, G.R. lawrence, Reed, 
Dunham, ž Rockwell, 


NAYS—143. 
Adams, J.J. Ermentrout, Lovering, Slocum, 
Aiken, Ferrell, x Snyder, 
Alexander, Fiedler, McAdoo, 8 t 
Arnot, Finerty, MeMillin e, 
ley, Follett, Matson, Stevens, 
Ballentine, Foran, Maybury, Stewart, Charles 
Bar e, Forney, Miller, J. F, Stockslager, 
Fyan, Mitchell, Storm, 
Benn Gedd Morgan, Sumner, D. H. 
Gibson, Morrison, Talbott, 
Breckinridge, G 7 Morse, * Taylor, J. M. 
Goft, Muldrow, Throckmorton, 
Buchanan, Graves, Murphy, Tillman, 

’ Green, Murray, Townshend, 
Burnes, Greenleaf, Mutchler, Tucker, 
Cabell, Halsell, Neece, Tully, 
Caldwell Hardeman : Turner, H. G. 
Campbell, oie it Itree, Turner, Oscar 
Clay, Hemphill, Paige, Van Alstyne, 
Clements, Henley, Patton, ance, 

Cobb, Herbert, Pierce, Van Eaton, 
Collins, Hewitt, G. W. Peel, S. W. y 
Converse, Holton, Post, Warner, Richard 
Cosgrove, Hopkins, Potter, emple, 
Cox, W. R. ouseman, Pryor, Wilk 
Crisp, Hunt, Pusey, Williams, 
Daen Hurd, Reagan, Willis, 
Davidson, Jeffords, Reese, Wilson, W. L. 
Davis, L. H. Jones, B. W, Riggs, Winans, E. B, 
Dibble, Jones, J.K, Ro! n. Wolford, 
Dockery, ing, Rogers, J. H ood, 
wå, Kleiner, Rosecrans, Woodward, 
unn, ird, Scdles, Worthington, 
Eldredge, b, Seymour, Yaple, 
Elliott, Lanham, Shaw, York. 
$ Lewis, Skinner, T.G. 
r NOT VOTING—1%. 
Anderson, i Kean, Ray, Ossian 
Barbour, Dibrell, Keifer, 
Barr, gley, Kelley, Robinson, J.S. 
Belmont, Dorsheimer, Kel x Robinson, W. E, 
Bi i Duncan, Ke i Rogers, W.F. 
Blackburn, Evans I N, Libbey x pen” 
od ' + 
Bland, Evins, J. Lore, ney, 
Blount, Findlay, McCormick, Shelley, 
Bowen, rge, McKinley, Singleton. 
Boyle, Hammond, Mayo, Skinner, ©. R. 
Hancock, Miller, S. H. ith, 
Brewer, F. B. Hardy, Milliken, Spooner, 
Brewer, J. H. Harmer, Mills, pringer, 
Browne, T. M. Haynes, Money, wart, J.W. 
Buckner, Henderson, T. J preter: ne, 
Burleigh, Hewitt, A.S. Mo ii, Sumner, C. A. 
Calkins, Hill, Moulton, Taylor, E. B. 
Candler, k Muller, pson, 
Carleton, Soona Nicholis, ROR 
7 o! xf ait, 

y. Holmes, O'Neill, Charles Wakefield, 
Connolly, Hooper, O'Neill, J.J. 

Covington, Houk, son, Wellborn, 
Cox,8.3. Howey, Perkins, Weller, 
Culberson, D.B. Hutchins Peters, White, J. D. 
Culbertson, W. W. Jones, J. H Phelps, Winans, John 
Cullen, Jones, J.T. Polan Wise, G. D. 
Curtin, Jordhn, Randall, Wise, J.S. 
Davis, R.T. Kasson, k Young, 


So the motion to adjourn was not to. 

After the second roll-call the follo proceedings occurred : 

Mr. NICHOLLS. Iam paired with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
McCormick]. As this seems to be regarded as a political question, I 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CALKINS. Iam paired with the gentleman from Texas. [Mr. 
CULBERSON] and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CRISP. I make the point of order that the gentleman from 
aad [Mr. CALKINS], being under arrest, is, strictly speaking, not 

ere. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not aware that the gentleman from 
Indiana is under the custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. CRISP. But that is the fact. 

The SPEAKER. At any rate, the gentleman from Indiana with- 
draws his vote. S 

Mr. TALBOTT. I am paired with the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. HARMER]. The understanding was that either of us might 
vote to make a quorum. I have therefore voted. 

Mr. CURTIN. Ishould like the Clerk to read thé pairs to show 
how long my pair lasts. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report all the pairs not already 
reported during the day. 

Mr. ARNOT. I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The rules of the House are very imperative that a 
gentleman can not vote after the second roll-call. It has been the cus- 
tom, however, to allow a gentleman to vote when he states he was in 
his seat giving attention but failed to hear his name called. Does the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. ARNOT] make that statement? 

Mr. ARNOT. I do, sir. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the gentleman from New 
York will be permitted to vote. i 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ARNOT. I vote ‘‘no.”’ 
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Mr. HOUK. Iam paired with Mr. BARBOUR, of Virginia, and de- 
sire to withdraw my vote. 

The following additional were announced: 

Mr. Hiscock with Mr. WASHBURN. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I voted, not supposing that my vote was involved 
in that pair. But I now withdraw it, 

Mr. Davis, of Illinois, with Mr. THOMPSON. 

Mr. WELLBORN with Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey. 

Mr. NICHOLLS with Mr. McCormick. 

Mr. Rick with Mr. CURTIN, for this evening 

Mr. CURTIN. Do the words ‘‘this evening a imply that the pair is 
to be ed as still continuing? 

TheSPEAKER. That is scarcely a question for the Chair to decide’ 
The Chair supposes, however, that the words mean the pair extends 
during the 1 tive day. 

Mr. CURTIN. Then y withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MOREY. There has been some mistake about arranging pairs. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McCormick] is paired with two gen- 
tlemen. I withdraw my vote, and pair myself with Mr. BLOUNT, of 
Georgia. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar, having in his custody Mr. 
CALKINS, of Indiana, and Mr. LACEY, of Michigan. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. CALKINS, you have been absent from the sit- 

ings of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. CALKINS. Before this affray began I had at the suggestion of 
my good friend Governor THROCKMORTON paired with one of his col- 
l es from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] and had gonehome. The reason 
I yielded so readily was that some time ago we were engaged in some 
little unpleasantness together and I did not want the gentleman to 
harbor any feelings of discord or disharmony with any of us who were 
against him, and on his suggestion I paired with him and went home. 
If I had known my comrades desired my presence I should have been 
here long ago. e moment the messenger was sent and I received 
word it was desirable that I should be here, with all due haste as fast 
as horses could bring me I came and I am here to stay the balance of 


the time. 
I move that Mr. CALKINS be excused. 


Mr, ROBERTSON, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. LACEY, you also have been absent from the 
sittings of the House without its leave. Whatexcuse have you to offer? 

Mr. LACEY. The usual hour of adjournment having arrived and 
there being a motion to adjourn pending, I left the House supposiag 
that it would then adjourn. As soon as I received an invitation to re- 
turn here I immediately came and am here, and ask to be excused for 
non-attendance. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes a. m). As 
most of the members here seem to be asleep, I think perhaps we can 
carry a motion that I wish to make, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to, upon a division—ayes 34,-noes 66. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes a. m.) appeared 
at the bar of the House, having in custody Mr. Cassrpy, Mr. CLARDY, 
and Mr. CARLETON. 

The SPEAKER. Mr, Casstpy, you have been absent from the sit- 
tings of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. CASSIDY. I left last evening at the usual hour of adjournment, 
a motion to adjourn pending, and supposez everybody was going to 
vote for it. I should have been very happy to have joined you here 
if I had known that gentlemen intended to remain. 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. | 

Mr. CASSIDY. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIS. It is whether he has now come here at the earliest 
moment that he knew the House was in session? Two hundred mem- 
bers have been kept here’ all night, many of them absent from sick 


es. 
Mr. CASSIDY. This is the first notice I have had that the House 
was in session. 
Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. Imove that the gentleman be excused. 
The motion was to, upon a division—ayes 42, noes 4. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. CLARDY, you also have been absent from the 
sittings of the House withoutits leave. What excuse have you to offer? 
Mr. CLARDY. Left abont5 o’clock last evening, g the House 
was about to adjourn. About 9 o’clock, perhaps earlier, I learned 
that the House was in session. I came up here and found I could not 
effect an entrance unless supported by the Sergeant-at-Arms. I re- 
mained here perhaps an hour and then went to my hotel and have been 
there ever since. 
Mr. MORGAN. 
The motion was i 
The SPEAKER. Mr. CARLETON, youalso have been absent from the 
sittings of the House without its leave, What excuse have you to offer? 
Mr. CARLETON. My excuse is the same as that given by the gen- 
tleman before me; I did not know that the House was in session. 


I move that my colleague be excused. 
to. 
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The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. WILLIS (at 5.30 a. m.). I submit the resolution which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That the leaves of absence heretofore granted members of this House 
for the present legislative day be, and PATOGEN, revoked, and the Sergeant- 
at-Arms is hereby instructed to hing arn f them of this action of this House and to 
request their immediate attendance. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution 
which has been read by the Clerk. 

Mr. REED. That is a proposition to revoke leaves of absence given 
on account of sickness. Does the House intend to do that? 

Mr. MORRISON. That is just what we are going to do. 

Mr. REED. You are getting pretty desperate. 

Mr. GIBSON. All those sick men have got well by this time. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask a vote on my resolution. 

‘ The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] is on the 
oor, 

Mr. REED. I think I have made about all the observations on this 
matter that occur to me now. 

The question was taken on adopting the resolution offered by Mr. 
WILLIS; and upon a division, there were—ayes 59, noes 22. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. REED said: I make the point of order that no quorum has voted 
on this question. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman any suggestion to make on the 
point of order? 

Mr. REED. ‘The suggestion I make is that this proposition is in the 
nature of business and not in pursuance of a call of the House. It is 
a proposition to revoke and annul certain business which has been 
transacted by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this is a proceeding to secure 
the attendance of absent members in order to make a quorum for the 
transaction of business by the House. 

+ Mr. MORRISON. The same House that excuses the gentlemen can 
bring them back. 

The SPEAKER. Less than a quorum may decide all questions of 
that character, n 

Mr, DAVIS, of Illinois. Allow me to make a suggestion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Ilinois. It is that this resolution simply requests- 
those members to be present here; it does not order their arrest. 

The SPEAKER. That is correct. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is there any evidence heloro the Speaker that less 
than a quorum granted these leaves of absence 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, of course, elt decide that question by 
an inspection of the Journal. 

Mr. REED. There is no doubt that some of them were excused by a 
quorum, 

Mr. HISCOCK. The questionof a quorum upon the excuse was never 


raised. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair thinks that the House must 
the react poner to preserve its capacity for legislation. hen it 
finds itself without a quorum it can require the attendance of absent 
members, 

Mr. REED. As this is a novel question, allow me to make a sugges- 
tion to the Speaker. Suppose that there being no goon of a quorum 
the House granted leave of absence to a member for five or six days. 
We know the object of obtaining leave of absence is that the member 
shall not be sent for by the Sergeant-at-Arms. Now, can the House 
with less than a quorum revoke and reverse the action of a full House 
and send for that member? I have no doubt that on i n it will 
be found that some of those who are absent by leave of the House were 
excused by the House before this contest 

Mr. GIBSON. Every vote taken to-night has shown the absence of 
aquorum. The whole delay has arisen on account of that fact. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read.from clause 2 of Rule XV : 

The Clerk read as follows : 

In the absence of a quorum fifteen members, including the Speaker, if = is. 
one, shall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent members; and in all 
calls of the House the names of the members shall be called by the Clerk and 
the absentees noted 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will also read a provision of the Con- 
stitution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Each House shall be the j of the elections, returns, and qualifications of 
its own members, and a majority of each shall constitute a quorum to do busi- 
ness; but a smaller number may be pies from day to day, and may be au- 
thorized to com B the attendance absent members, in such manner, and 
under such ties as each House may provide. 

Mr. REED. Those penalties ar _— methods must be previously 
prescribed by the House—the full F 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman ill observe that the constitutional 
provision is simply that less than a quorum ia be authorized to com- 
pel the attendance of members, and the rule which has just been read 
does authorize less than a quorum to compel such attendance. 
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Mr. CALKINS. But, Mr. Speaker, that presupposes the House has 
taken no action in the way of excusing members. he true application 
of the rule and the constitutional provision, as construed together, is 
that the power of the House is a power to compel the attendance of ab- 
sent members, where there has been no prior action on the part of the 
House authorizing the members to be absent. For example, a resolu- 
tion might be introduced granting leave of absence for a definite num- 
ber of days to some member. That resolution might be adopted by a 
yea-and-nay vote, and afterward, I submit, nothing less than the House 
could revoke such action. : 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman will see at once that the House 
by such a proceeding might disable itself entirely for the transaction of 
business, and when the House finds itself inf that condition it must of 
course resort to its constitutional authority to compel the presence of 
absentees., 

Mr. CALKINS. Then the House is remitted to its constitutional 
right to adjourn from day to day ; and when the leave which it has 
granted is exhausted it can compel the attendance of members. That 
is its only remedy. ‘ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Inasmuch as these leaves of absence were 
granted by less than a quorum, can they not be revoked by less than a 
quorum ? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has just intimated that in its opinion 
less than a quorum can revoke these leaves of absence and request the 
attendance of the absentees. The Chair does not think it would be in 
the power of the House to issue a warrant to arrest members who had 
departed with its leave. 

Mr. REED. Why not, if the leave could be revoked ? 

The SPEAKER. Because members who have departed with the 
leave of the House are not in default. But if, after a notification by 
the Sergeant-at-Arms, under the authority of the House, they should 
refuse to appear, then the question would be presented as to what the 
Housé might do in such case, The Chair thinks the resolution is in 
order. The ayes have it, and the resolution is adopted. 

Mr. CALKINS (at 6 o’clock and 45 minutes a. m.). 

with all further proceedings under the call. 

The SPEAKER (after putting the question). 
have it. = 

Mr. CALKINS. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there were— 
ayes 23, noes 51. 

Mr. WILLIS. I call for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays, 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The SPEAKER. More than one-fifth having voted in the affirma- 
tive, the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. HISCOCK, I hope that no unnecessary burden will be im 
on the clerks. On our side we do not ask the yeas and nays in defer- 
ence to the clerks. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Your side did ask for them, 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the demand for the yeas and nays will not be 
pressed. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the yeas and nays Were ordered. The clerks have been here 
all night calling the roll, and I appeal to gentlemen to relieve them of 
any unnecessary labor. 

Mr. HISCOCK. We are entirely willing to relieve them. 

The motion of Mr. WILLIS to reconsider the vote by which the yeas 
and nays were ordered was agreed to, there being—ayes 65, noes 12. 

The question recurring on ordering the yeas and nays, they were not 
ordered; there being—ayes 6, noes 46. 

So the motion of Mr. CALKINS to dispense with further proceedings 
under the call was not agreed to. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar, having in his custody 
Mr. MILLS, Mr. CULBERTSON of Kentucky, Mr. WINAxs of Wiscon- 
sin, and Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS], accord- 
ing to the recollection of the Chair, is not in default, having been ex- 
cused by the House. 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to say, at any rate, that I left the committee- 
room yesterday evening suffering with rheumatism. There was a very 
important hearing by the committee, but I was unable to stay till the 
conclusiop, though I much desired to do so. This bill granting pensions 
to the soldiers of the Mexican war is an important measure, one in which 
my constituents feel a deep inte and nothing but sickness would 
have kept me away from the House during its consideration. If I had 
not been suffering with rheumatism I would gladly have come to the 
House last night when I was sent for. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in default. 

Mr. MILLS. Still I desired to make this statement. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. CULBERTSON, you have been absent from the 
sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentu None, sir, whatever. 

Mr. MORRISON, I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. WINANS of Wisconsin you have been absent 
pee sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have you 
to offer? 


I move to dis- 


The noes seem to 


Mr. WINANS, of Wisconsin. I left the House about 50r5.30 o’clock, 
and was suffering with headache. I supposed the House was about to 
adjourn, and was merely anticipating it. 

Mr. ELLIS. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. JoHN 8. Wise, you have been absent from 
er sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 
offer? : 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. When I went last evening I went with Mr. 
SNYDER ona pair, and we were both under the impression the House 
was about to adjourn in a few minutes, the House having voted 91 for 
and 92 against. 

Mr. CALKINS. I move that the gentleman be excused 

The motion was agreed to; there being, on a division—ayes 67, noes 5. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, eight or ten members 
have come in on their own volition since we had the last roll-call, and 
I therefore move that we have a vote to see if a quorum is present. 

The SPEAKER. The House is proceeding under a call of the House, 
and a motion to dispense with all further proceedings under it is the 
only motion in order. 

Mr. COOK. I move that all further proceedings under the call be 
dispensed with. 

ee COSGROVE and Mr. TURNER of Kentucky demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. WILLIS. Let us have tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, and Mr. WIL- 
LIS were appointed. 


- 


The House divided; and. the tellers reported—ayes 3, noes not - 


counted. : 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. - I withdraw the call for the yeas and 
nays, if gentlemen think there is a quorum present. 

The re under the call were then dispensed with. 

The SPEAKE The question recurs on seconding the motion to 
saspend the rules and pass the original resolution. 

i Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, and Mr. CALKINS were appointed as tel- 
ers. 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 165, noes 1. 

So there was a second. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules thirty minutes are allowed for 
debate; fifteen minutes for, and fifteen minutes against. Thedebate for 
the bill will be controlled by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEW- 
ITT], and against by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS]. 
[Cries of “Vote !”] . 

Mr. CALKINS. Ido not claim the fifteen minutes under the rules. 
Iam in favor of the Mexican pension bill when stripped of everything 
but that. [Cries of “Vote! ai 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] to control the time. 

Mr. REED. I respectfully decline. t 

Mr. CALKINS. I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
WARNER}. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not desire to take fifteen minutes. 

I have attended this PER session, using my efforts as best I 
could to make a quorum at all times, although I am opposed to the 
bill, and for reasons which I shall not take the time of the House now 
to give, further than to say that I am opposed to changing the ground 
of pensions from disability to service. - I am opposed to the bill, not 
because I would not vote pensions to Mexican veterans, if that were 
the only issue and if behind it there were not grave questions that rise 
above it. Mr. Speaker, I think it a serious matter for this House to 
propose now to change the basis of pensions from disability to that of 
service, as is proposed in this bill. For that reason I oppose the bill; 
and at some other time, when the House is in better mood to hear 
argument, I hope to have the opportunity to give my reasons at length. 
[Criés of “Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!’ ] 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
I waive the debate. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. If that bill is the bill that passed the House 
in the Forty-fourth Congress, I will vote for it ; otherwise, otherwise. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask that the resolution be reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair), Without 
objection, the resolution will be again read. , 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Resolved, That House bill No. 3962, granting pensions to certain soldiers and 
sailors of the Mexican war and other wars therein named, and for other 
pi , be made order in the House as in Committee of the Whole 
on Thursday, the 21st of February, 1884, after the morning hour, and from day 
to day thereafter until disposed of, not to interfere with co appropriation 
or revenue bills or reports from the Committee on the Public Lanta 

Mr. STEELE. I move to amend by striking out—— : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis notamendable. It could only be 
amended now by unanimous consent. ; 

Mr. STEELE. Then I ask unanimous consent to offer an amend- 
ment. [Cries of ““ Regular order !’’} 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thereisobjection. The question ison 
the motion to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution. 

Mr. REAGAN. I demand the yeas and nays. 


I demand a vote upon the resolution. 
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There seems to 


Mr. DUNN. Yes, let us have the yeas and nays. 
de some opposition to this bill. I want to see whom it comes from. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 176, nays 35, not 
voting 109; as follows: 


YEAS—176. 
Adams, J.J. Dockery, Lore, wW, 
Aiken, pa Dowd, Tenoa. Skinner, T. G. 
Alexander, Dunn, YEA ’ 
Arnot, apn McAdoo, Soyot, 

e; Elliott, cComas, PrIggsS, 
Ballentine, Ellis, McMillin, Springer, 
Bark Ermentrout, Matson, Steele, 

Beach, Ferrell, Maybu: Stevens, 

Belford, Fiedler, ag F. Stewart, Charles 
, S, , 

Blackburn, Foll Mitchel, Storm, 

Blan k rma Money, Sumner, D. H. 

Bland, Forney, raia ee J. M. 

Breckinridge Fyan, organ, omas, 

Bı ' Geddes, Morrison, Throckmorton, 

Brumm, Gibson, Muldrow, Tillman, 

B > Gi Murphy, Townshend, 

Budd, Gof, Murray, Tucker, 

Burnes, Graves, Mu! 3 Tully, 

£ G Neece, Turner, H. G. 
Caldwell. Greonivel, Ni icholls, Turner, Oscar 
Campbell, Felix Halsell, Oates, Van Alstyne, 
Campbell, J. M. Hancock, Ochiltree, ! Vance, 
Candler, Hardeman, O'Hara, Van Eaton, 
Cannon, Hatch, W. H. Paige, Ward, 
Carleton, Hemphill, Patton, Warner, Richard 
Cassidy, Henley, Pierce, Weaver, 
Clardy, Late oy Peel, S. W, Wellborn, 
Clay, Hewitti. w Peelle, 8. J Wemple, 
Clements, Hoblitzell, Pettibone, White, J. D. 

bb, Hopkins, Post, Wilkins, 
Collins, Houk, Potter, Wilias, 
Converse, Houseman, Price, Willis, 
k, Hunt, Pryor, Wilson, James 
Jeffords, Pusey, Wilson, W. L. 
Cox, WR Jones, B. W, Rankin, Winans, E. B. 
Jones, J. Reagan, Winans, John 
Culbertson, W.W. Jones, J. K. Reese, Wise, J. 8. 
King, Riggs, Wolford, 
Davidsoi Kleiner, rtson, Wood, 
Davis, DH. Laird, Rogers, J. H. Woodward, 
Deuster, Lamb, R Worthington, 
Dibble, Lanham, Scales, Yaple, 
Dibrell Lewis, Seymour, York. 
NAYS—S. 
A G.E. Guenther, Long, Rockwell, 
Da Han my Rowell, 
Boutelle, Henderson, D. B. illard, er 
e X orse, Taylor, J. D, 
Brewer, J H. Hitt, Parker, Vi ntine, 

4 Horr, Payne, Warner, A, J. 
Cutcheon, James, Ranney, White, Milo 
Dunham, Johnsen, Ray, G. W. 

hart, Reed, 

NOT VOTING—109, 
Anderson, iS ee Kelley, Robinson, W. E. 
Atkinson, Ellwood, Kellogg, Rogers, W. 
Barbour, Evans, L N, K * Russell, 

a Evins, J. H. Lawre yan, 
Belmont, Findlay, Le Fevre, ey, 

ñ rge, weed Shelley, 
Hammond, McCoid, Singicton, 

Blount, Hardy, McCormick, Skinner, È. R. 
Dowen, Š e Sal, mith, 

yie, Hart ayo, Spooner, 
Brainerd Hatch, H. H. Miller, S. H. Stewart, J. W. 
Brewer, F.B. Haynes, Milliken, Stone, 
Browne, T. M. Henderson, T.J. © Morrill, Strait, 
Buckner, Hewitt, A. Moulton, Strubie, 
Burleigh, Hill, uller, Sumner, C. A, 
Calkins, iscock, Nelson, Ibott, 
Chace, Holman, Nutting, Taylor, E. B, 
Connolly, Holines, O'Neill, Charles Thompson, 
Phage ata Holton, O'Neill, J. J. Wadsworth, 
Cox, 5. 8. Hooper, yson, ‘ait, 
Culberson, D. B. Howey, Perkins, Wakefield, * 
Cullen, urd, Peters, Washbu 
Curtin, Hutch Phelps, Weller, 
Davis, G. R. Jones, J Poland ise, Ġ. D. 
Davis, R.T. Jordon, ji Young, 

ey, n, yY. 
Dorsheimer, Kean, Rice, 
can, er, Robinson, J. 8, 


So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the resolution agreed to. , 

The following additional pairs were announced : 

Mr. STRAFT with Mr. STRUBLE. 

Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. McCormick. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I am paired with the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. HARMER. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House ad- 
journs to-day it be to meet on Wednesday next. 
The motion was to. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 8 o’clock and 55 
minutes a. m. on Tuesday) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. G. E. ADAMS: Memorial of P. T. Turnley—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. © 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Paper relative to the ee of Duck 
River, Tennessee—to the Committee on Rivers and rs. ` 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Papers relative to the improvement of Bayou 
Pierre—to the same committee. 

By Mr, BELMONT: Petition of D. S. Babcock and 194 others, citizens 
interested in the navigation of Long Island Sound, and of G. H. Cooper 
and 48 others, citizens of New York, for a harbor of safety at Horton's 
Point, New York—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. BISBEE: Petition for the improvement of the harbor at 
Saint Augustine, Fla.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Papers relating to the claim of William Aver- 
ill—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRAINERD: Petition of citizens of Iowa, asking for the for- 
feiture of land grant to Sieux City and Saint Paul Railroad—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the seleet council of Erie, Pa., relative to Indian 
affairs—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of Erie, Pa., protesting against 
the extension of the steam grain-shovel patent—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. BREITUNG: Papers relating to the improvement of the har- 
bor at Marquette, Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BRENTS: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Seattle, 
Wash., to make said Seattle a port of delivery—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, communication from ‘the United States i ed at Portland, 
Oreg., relative to an approp aon for the Cascade —to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BROADHEAD: Papers relating toa bill for carrying on the im- 
provements of rivers and harbors by contracts—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BUCKNER: Papers relating to the claim of Thompson, Horn 
& Co.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of Herman Bader, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALKINS; Petition of citizens of Michigan City, Ind., rela- 
tive to education in Alaska—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, resolution of Cathcart Post, No*117, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Indiana, relative to correcting fictitious names on the army rolls— 
to the Committee on ert Affairs. 

Also, the resolution of Coulter Post, Grand Army of the Republic, rel- 
ative te equalizing bounties—to the Select Committee on Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petitions of citizens of Vicksburg, Miss. ; of citi- 
zens of Dubuque, Iowa; of citizens of New Orleans, La.; of citizens of 
Keokuk, Iowa; ofcitizens of Saint Louis, Mo. ; of citizens of New Orleans, 
La.; and of citizens and prominent business men of the Mississippi 
River Valley, asking for the extension of the system of beacon-lights 
within the fifteenth light-house district—severally to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Petition of G. Murray Reynolds, colonel Ninth 
Regiment National Guard, Pennsylvania, relative to State militia—to 
the Committee on the Militia. k 

Also, petition of Lewis Harris and 76 others, relative to the Chinese 
restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: Petition of John J. Higgins and 1,000 others, 
employés in the Government Printing Office, asking for a restoration of 
=o = of wages given prior to March, 1877—to the Committee on 

nting. ; 

Also, memorial of John S. Kearney and 321 others, citizens of Colum- 
bus, Ohio, relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of James F. McMahon and others, for a pension for 
Ralph Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Grau, memorial of Michael Miller, for a pension—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. CURTIN; Petition of Valeria Case, fora pension—te the same 
committee. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of John J. Bagley Post, No. 97, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan, relative to a grant of 
one hundred and sixty acres of land to honorably discharged soldiers 
ef the late war—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, memorial of Post No. 92, Grand Army of the Republic, Depart- 
ment of Michigan, for a reform in the pension laws—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. ‘ 

Also, resolution of the State encampment of the Grand Army of the 
Republic of Michigan, for a national soldiers’ home in Michigan—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Memorial of the Pensacola Board of Trade, rela- 
tive to the improvement of Pensacola Harbor—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 
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Also, proceedings of a meeting of citizens of Hernando County, Flor- 
ida, in reference to the improvement of Crystal River—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: Resolutions of the Department of Ilinois, 
Grand Army of the Republic, relative to giving soldiers the reference 
in appointments under the civil-service law—to the Select mittee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, resolutions protesting against any change in the present method 
of paying pensions—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolution to make no distinction on account of rank for pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution to place all veterans at the age ofsixty years on the 
pension-rolls—to the same committee. 

Also, resolution asking for a law declaring all soldiers at date of en- 
listment to have been in sound physical condition—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, petition and resolution of pensioners of Chicago and vicinity, 
protesting against any change in the method of paying pensions—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. R. T. DAVIS: Memorial in favor of legislation to prevent 
the importation of foreign laborers under contracts made abroad—to 
the Committee on Labor. : 

Also, the petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Massachusetts, relative to the alcoholic liquor tariff—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: Petition of Adalbert Stickney, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Papers relating to the claim of John Plank—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition for the improvement of the harbor at 
Marquette, Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Protest of Scott Post, No. 43, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Michigan, against the appointment of a commission 
to review the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of A. C. Marwell, relative to the election in tenth dis- 
trict of Michi for Congressman—to the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Zena Boutle— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FERRELL: Papers relating to theclaim of George Messeck— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens and Board of Trade of Salem, N. J., asking 


for appropriation to build jetties at the mouth of Salem River—to the 


Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Papers relating to the claim of Eliza A. Hen- 
nick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEORGE: Petition of the State Temperance Alliance of 
Oregon, relative to the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. GLASCOCK: Memorial to amend the civil-service rules—to 
the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. GRAVES: Petition of Bricklayers’ Union of Kansas City, 
Mo., relative to labor contracts made abroad—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Papers relating to the claim of Thomas York— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the heirs of Richard Y. Maynor— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. H. H. HATCH: Petition of 53 citizens of Shelby County, 
Missouri, in behalf of the improvement of the Mississippi River—to 
the Committee on Rivers and bors. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Application of John Condon for re- 
moval of of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Papers relating to the pension claim of Jackson 
Shadday—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of J. T. Colt, D. W. Chamberlin, and 190 others, citizens 
of Woodbury County, Iowa, relative to the forfeiture of the Sioux City 
and Saint Paul Railroad grant—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
ene, Mr. HOUK: Petition of Edward Stern—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, papers for the relief of D. C. Trewhitt—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUSEMAN: The petition of Henry Walling and 150 others, 
of William McCoy and others, and of A. White and 50 others, for an 
a propriation for the improvement of Grand River, in the State of 

ichigan—seyverally to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Hi Rise Post, No. 151, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Departmentof igan; of Sterling Post, No. 74, Grand Army 
of the Republic; and of Harlow Briggs Post, No. 80, Grand Army of 
the Republic, asking Congress to grant one hundred and sixty acres of 
land to all honorably discharged soldiers, &c., of late war—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HURD: Petition relating to the claim of Walter H. Smith— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. J. H. JONES: Memorial of citizens of Camp County, Texas, 
relative to a panie building at the dy of Tyler, Tex.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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By Mr. KEIFER: Memorial of 13 citizens of Northfield, Ohio, ask- 
ing for an appropriation for education in Alaska—to the Committee on 
Education. s 

By Mr. KING: Petition ef the African Trade Society for steam mail 
service between New Orleans and Liberia—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. : 

Also, petition of merchants of New Orleans, La., relative to the 
Geneva award fund—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper relating to the improvement of the Ouachita River—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LAIRD: Petition of J. Ford and others, relative to opening for 
settlement the great Sioux Indian reservation in Dakota—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. : 

Also, petition of Margaret Randall, for increase of pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of L. J. Gandy and others, members of the Grand Amy 
of the Republic, &c., relative to arrearage of pensions—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. LAMB: Petition of citizens of Clay County, Indiana, relative 
to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Papers in the case of John R. Bond—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of soldiers resident at Soldiers’ Home, Dayton, Ohio, 
asking Congress to grant one hundred and sixty acres of land to honor- 
ably di soldiers—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of James D. Russell, relative to pensions to 
officers of the late volunteer army—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of Charles H. Atkins and 88 others, for an 
appropriation of $20,000 to complete the improvement of Broad Kill 
River, Delaware—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MCCORMICK: Petition of members of Lois Camp, No. 16, 
Ohio Division Sons of Veterans, asking to make the soldiers’ pay equal 
nEeD the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 

k Pay. 

By Mr. 8. H. MILLER: Resolution of Robert McDermott Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, demanding that the Government redeem 
its pledges to soldiers when they enlisted—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of the Topeka Board of Trade, for retal- 
iatory measures against France, Germany, and Switzerland on account 
pang prohibition of American pork—to the Committee on Foreign 

TS, 

Also, papers for the relief of W. S. Thatcher—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MOULTON: Petition of 200 citizens of Shelby County, Illi- 
nois, relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign 


By Mr. MURPHY: Papers relating to the claim of C. M. Wittig— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. = 

By Mr. MURRAY: Petition of 100 ex soldiers and sailors resident 
at Soldiers’ Home in Montgomery County, Ohio, for one hundred and 
sixty acres of land to ex soldiers and sailors—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. y 

Also, petition of Frederick Braunwald, of Samuel Cooper, and of 
Loren Records, for a pension—severally to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition for land-warrants to soldiers—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of Saint Paul Chamber of Commerce, relative to the 
Sioux Indian reservation and against the forfeiture of the Northern 
Pacific land grant—to the same committee. 

Also, resolution of the Moorhead Chamber of Commerce, relative to 
the improvement of the Red River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Saint Cloud, Minn., 
relative to the construction of a dam across the Mississippi River at 
that point—to the same committee. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: Memorial of the Board of Trade of the city of 
Savannah, fora light-ship off Smith’s Island, Cape Charles shoals—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PAIGE: Petition of H. K. Austin and others, to amend the 
Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of A. G. Wilson and others, relative to labor contracts 
made abroad—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of citizens of Ogdensburg, N. Y., for leg- 
islation for the relief of shipping—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. PATTON: Petition of ex-soldiers, residents of Soldiers’ Home, 
Ohio, for a land grant to soldiers and sailors of the late war—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. 8. J. PEELLE: Papers relating to the claim of Miss Julia 
A. F. Bassett, of Indiana—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, memorial of survivors of the Mexican war, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. PETERS: Resolution of the Topeka (Kans.) Board of Trade, 
for retaliatory measures to protect American pork—to the Committee 
on Commerce; 

Also, resolutions of Grand Encampment Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Kansas, rftative to the removal of pension agencies—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. ~ 

Also, petition of wool-growers of Southwestern Kansas, for restora- 
tion of tariff on wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means. ó 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition for the relief of Andrew and Sarah 

.Stapleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, petition of Jackson Wilhoit—to the Select Committee on Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, petition of Mary Ann Nolte and of Mrs. Lydia M. Lamons, for 
a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

Also, petition for a pension for Elizabeth Johnson—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. RANNEY: Memorial of F. Brooks and C. H. Swan, relating 
to metric system of weights and measures—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. G. W. RAY: Papers relating to the claim of Erastus C. Weaver 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OSSIAN RAY: Petition of the Good Templars of New Hamp- 
shire, relative to the manufacture and sale of alcoholic liquor—to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. REAGAN: Petition of citizens of Alto, Cherokee County, 
Texas, and of citizensof Jacksonville, Tex., for the improvement of the 
Harbor at Sabine Pass, Texas—severally to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. W. E. ROBINSON; Paper relating to the claim of Theilman 
Morritz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
city of Seattle, Wash., praying that that city be made a portof entry— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SLOCUM: Petition of non-commissioned officers, privates, 
&c., of the Army at Western forts, for the repeal of law requiring 10 
per cent. above cost for subsistence stores—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of Hon. Jacob B. Jackson and others, to 
extend the jurisdiction of the Light-House Board to the Great Kanawha 
River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of B. F. Albert and 50 others, comrades 
Hackleman Post, No. 238, Grand Army of the Republic, asking for the 
repeal of the arrears-of-pension act—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. s 

By Mr. STRAIT: Concurrent resolution providing for the distribu- 
tion of surplus copies of the Official Register of the United States—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Also, for the distribution of surplus copies of the Journals of the 
Senate and House of Representatives—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition for a pension to James McCallen—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. D. H. SUMNER: Petition for the relief of John Daily—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TULLY: Petition of the board of health of San Diego, Cal. — 
to the Select Committee on the Public Health. 

By Mr. OSCAR TURNER: Petition of citizens of Trigg County, Ken- 
tucky, for the improvement of Little River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. VANCE: Petition for a mail-route in North Carolina—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WARD: Petition of Alexander McCreary and 114 others, for 
the removal of the charge of desertion against Thomas Brewn—to the 
Committee on Military i 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Resolutions of the Bricklayers and Masons’ 
International Union, relative to labor contracts made abroad—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of citizens of the first Congressional district of Minne- 
sota, relative to the improvement of the Mississippi River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. : 

` Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Saint Paul, Minn., 
relative to a treaty with Sioux Indians; also, relative to the grant of land 
to Northern Pacific Railroad—te the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of Rev. J. Frank Wagner and 100 
others, citizens of Minnesota, and of Martha G. Ripley 100 others, 
for a sixteenth amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. J. D. WHITE: Petition for the relief of Moore Johnson—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition for the relief of Rachel Nickel—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

nay ie for the relief of Joel Ryan—to the Committee on Mili- 


Also, papers relating to the claim of Patience Beatty—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


Also, papers relating to the claim of L. C. Dills, of Hiram B. Armit- 
age, and of Moses Soard—severally to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Also, papers relating to the claim of J. H. Tinsley—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. . 

Also, petition for the relief of W. B. Moseley—to the Committee on. 
War Claims. 

By Mr. E. B. WINANS: Petition of M. O’Connor & Co., H. C. Tock. 
and others; of Theo. F. King, William McPherson and others; of D. 
Adams, C. A. Adams and others, and of O'Neill Brothers and others, 
rasan to the vaporizing vinegar law—to the Committee on Waysand. 

eans. pi 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Petition to amend and enforce the act re- 
stricting Chinese immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. YAPLE—Petition of Herrick Hodge, George W. Smith, and 
others, members of Zach Chandler Post, No. 35, and of the members ot” 
Charles Woodruff Post, No. 85, Grand Army of the Republie, Depart- 
ment of Michigan, asking Congress to grant one hundred and sixty acres. 
of land to each honorably disc soldier, &c., of the late war— 
severally to the Committee on the Public Lands. : 


SENATE, 
TUESDAY February 19, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


HEAVY-ORDNANCE MANUFACTURE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith the report of a board of Army and Navy officers appointed 
by me in accordance with the act of Congress approved March 3, 1883, ~* for the 
purpose of examining and reporting to Congress which of the navy-yards or 
arsenals owned by the Government has the best location and is best adapted 
for the establishment of a Government foundery, or what other method, if any, 
should be adopted for the manufacture of heavy ordnance adapted to modern. ' 
warfare for the use of the Army and Navy of the United States, the cost of all: 
buildings, tools, and implements necessary to be used in the manufacture 
thereof, including the cost of a steam-hammer or apparatus of sufficient size for- 
the manufacture of the heaviest guns.” = 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, February 18, 1884. 

{Nore.—The report of the board accompanies a copy of this message to the: 
House of Representatives.] 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message will be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, the document referred to in 
the message having been transmitted to the House of Representatives.. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in to a Sen- 
ate resolution, a copy of the opinion of the Attorney-General interpret- 
ing the act of March 3, 1883, relating to the adjustment of the salaries. 
of certain postmasters; which was read. 


=e ALLISON. If the opinion is not too long I should like to have- 
it p 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis quite lengthy. 


Mr. ALLISON. Very well; let it be printed. 

Mr. GARLAND. The communication will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication, with the ac- 
companying paper, will be printed, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Oiffices and Post-Roads. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CONGER presented a memorial of citizens of Ontonagon County, 
Michigan, and resolutions adopted by the board of supervisors of Onton- 
agon County, Michigan, remonstrating against the bill forfeiting the 
lands granted in aid of the construction of the Marquette, Houghton 
and Ontonagon Railroad; which were referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 351) for the relief of Alexander Smiley, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report Phereon. 

Mr.COCKRELL, Onthe19th of December, 1883, there wassubmitted. 
to theSenate Executive Document No. 25, Forty-cighth Congress, first ses- 
sion, being a message of the President of the United States, transmitting a 
communication from the Secretary of War of December 14, 1883, ‘‘re- 

ing abandoned military reservations, and renewing recommenda- 
tion for such legislation as will provide for the disposal of military sites 
thatareno longer needed,” which was referred to the Committee on Mili - 
tary Affairs. The Committee on Military Affairs have duly considered 
the same, and have instructed me to submit a report to the Senate, ac- 
companied by a bill to provide for the disposal of abandoned and use- 
less mili reservations, and recommend its 1 

The bill (S. 1581) to provide for the Apoa af abandoned military 
reservations was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
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referred the bAl (S. 1544) to amend section 5388 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States in relation to timber depredations, reported it with 
an amendment. 

He also, from the same commi 
1545) to amend section 5388 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
in relation to timber depredations, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom the 


to whom was referred the bill (8. 


subject was referred, reported the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1582) to provide for the settlement of the estates of deceased 
Kickapoo Indians in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1583) te accept and ratify an agreement made by the Pah- 
Ute Indians, and granting a right of way to the Carson and Colorado 
Railroad Company through the Walker River reservation in Nevada. 

The bills were severally read twice by their titles, and, on motion of 
Mr. DAWEs, recommitted to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported themadversely; and they were post- 
poned indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 782) for the relief of Eunice Tripler, widow of Charles 8. 
Tripler, late a su m in the United States Army; 

A bill (S. 139) for the relief of C. M. Wilcox; and 

A bill (8. 1222) to place John Jones, late captain of the First Minne- 
sota Battery, on the retired-list of the Army. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1559) to define the title and duties of certain offi- 
cers of the Medical Department of the Army, reported it without 
amendment. P 

Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 654) to provide for a commission on the 
subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic, to report it back and to ask that 
the Committee on Finance be discharged from its farther consideration 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. I 
will state that this bill, in the early part of the session, and several 
petitions on the same subject, were referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, but since that time all bills and petitions relating to the subject 
have been referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. , 

The report was to. R 7 

Mr. MORRILL. I also report back certain petitions to the same 
effect and ask that the Committee on Finance be discharged from their 
further consideration, and that they be referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 961) to provide for pa: certain advances made to 
the United States by the States of Maryland and Virginia, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (8.7) to authorize the payment of customs 
duties in legal-tender notes, to report it adversely, I ask that it be 
placed on the Calendar, as the Senator originating it [Mr. BECK] desires 
that it may go on the Calendar, y 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee, 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them adversely; and they were 

poned indefinitely: 7 

A bill (S. 73) for the retirement of small legal-tender notes; 

A bill (S. 619) authorizing theSecretary of the Treasury to make final 
adjustment of claims of certain foreign steamship companies arising 
from the illegal exaction of tonnage duties; and 

A bill (S. 795) to adjust certain accounts between the United States 
and the several States and Territories and the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PACKSON; from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were a pr to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely; 

A bill (S. 750) granting a pension to Catharine Schools; and 

A bill (S. 668) placing the name of Mary Von Horn upon the pension- 


roll. 

Mr. GROOME subsequently said: A few minutes since an adverse 
report was made upon the bill (S. 750) granting a pension to Catharine 
Schools, and the bill was indefinitely postponed. I move that that 

nement be reconsidered, with a view to the bill being placed on 
the Calendar with the adverse report. 

The motion to reconsider was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ` The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Milli Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 557) for the relief of John A. Hart, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1311) vacating all that #or- 
tion 6f the Fort Randall military reservation in the Territory of Dakota 
lying east of the Missouri River, to report it adversely, the committee 
having reported a general bill upon the subjectof military reservations. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 


Mr. BECK. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 806) for the relief of John McNellis, to report 
it adversely. Thereisan accompanying report. [ask that itbe placed 
on the Calendar at the request of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CUL- 
Lom], who desires to look at it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Publie Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 510) for the relief of B. Jennings, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, asking for an extension of signal-service facilities on 
the Pacific coast, to report it back and to say that the committee have 
addressed the Secretary of War upon the subject, and from his response 
believe that there is a lack of facilities as complained of by the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of San Francisco, but the lack of facilities grows out 
of the lack of money, and as it has become a question of appropriation, 
the committee have instructed me to report back the memorial with the 
letter of the Secretary of War and move that they be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
the following bills were referred, submitted adverse reports thereon, 
which were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 920) for the relief of John Ogden; and 

A bill (S. 935) for the relief of August Thieman. 

Mr, VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 926) to increase the pension of Francis Scott and 
to rate him in the second grade of pensioners, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the application of Augustus J. Cassard to be permitted to 
aceept a gold medal conferred on him by the Government of France, sub- 
mitted a report thereon, accompanied by a joint resolution (S. R. 63) 
authorizing Augustus J. Cassard to accept a gold medal conferred upon 
him by the Government of France; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 939) for the relief of Ezra Hayes, of Oregon, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 448) to fix the times for holding the terms 
of the circuit and district courts of the United States in the northern 
district of Iowa, reported it without amendment. 


PRINTING OF EDUCATIONAL STATEMENTS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I report by direction of the Committee on Education 
and Labor the following resolution and ask for its present, considera- 
tion: i" 

Resolved, That the usual number of copies of the statements and testimony of 
the committee of State superintendents of public instruction at the joint hear- 
ing had on the 16th instant before the Committee of the Senate on Education 


and rand House Committee on Education = the subject of national 
aid to common schools be printed for the use of the ate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are these copies of documents sent 
to Congress from any Executive Department? 

Mr. BLAIR. No, they are addresses and statements of fact made 
by the committee of superintendents before the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor of the Senate and the Committee on Education of the 
House, and as the matter is valuable, both committees desire that it 
shall be printed for use. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is under the impression 
that under the rule such a resolution will have to go to the Committee 


on Printing. 
Mr. BLAIR. Ihave no objection to its going there, if that is thought 
to be n I consulted with the chairman of the Committee on 


Printing, and it was his impression that there was no occasion for its 
reference, it being for the printing of the usual number of copies and 
a resolution reported by direction of a committee. 

Mr. GARLAND. Let the resolution be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again re- 
ported. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that under the first 
section of Rule XXTX it is competent for the Senate to make the order 
now. The Chair at first thought it would fall under the head of ad- 
ditional numbers, as these are not executive documents, but the first 
section of the rule provides for the printing of other papers, &c. Is 
there objection to the present consideration of the resolution?’ The 
Chair hears no objection. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. y 
Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1584) for the relief of John 
Breitling; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1585) to amend the homestead 
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lays and classify the public lands; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1586) for the relief of the surviving mem- 
bers of Company G, First United States Artillery; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1587) authorizing the settlement of the 
claims of certain citizens of Kansas named therein; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. INGALLS. [I also introduce a bill prepared by the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia, which I ask may be twice read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The bill (S. 1588) to provide for the recovery of damages in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for deaths occasioned by negligence, and for other 
purposes, was read twice by its.title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT. I introduce a bill by request. I know nothing about 
the merits of it. ‘ 

The bill (S. 1589) for the relief of the legal representatives of Egbert 
Thompson was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1590) for the relief of Francis Me- 
Neil Potter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1591) to amend the pension laws by 
increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors for certain specific disa- 
bilities and for disabilities equivalent thereto, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. - 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1592) for the relief 
of Franklin S. Whitney; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1593) granting a pension to 
Joseph Groves; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1594) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Elizabeth F. Asper; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LOGAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1595) creating in- 
spectors of beef, pork, dressed meats, &c.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. HAMPTON, it was 

Ordered, That the rs in relation to Senate bill No. 1413 be withdrawn from 
the files and alere et the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Tenedor Ten hese withdrawn from 
the files and arhant to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. CAMDEN, it was 

Ordered, That the rs in the case of Thomas F. Riley be taken from the 
files and referred to fhe Committee on Military Affairs. 


A. H. VON LUETTWITZ. 


Mr. INGALLS. Some days since the Committee on Military Af 
fairs reported adversely upon the bill (S. 556) for the relief of A. H. 
Von Luettwitz, and it was indefinitely postponed. The period of par- 
liamen reconsideration has passed, but I ask unanimous consent 
that the action of the Senate may be reconsidered and the bill placed 
upon the Calendar with the adverse report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent that the vote of the Senate postponing indefinitely the 
bill named by him be reconsidered. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears no objection. It is reconsidered; and the bill, with the adverse 
report of the committee, will be placed on the Calendar. 


UNIVERSITY OF ALABAMA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no further ‘‘ concur- 
rent or otherresolutions,’’ the Calendar of cases under theeighth rule of 
the Senate will be taken up, commencing with Order of Business No. 
79, being the bill (S. 503) to increase the endowment of the University 
of Alabama from the public lands in said State. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SALLY MALLORY. 


The consideration of the bill (S. 1056) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Sally Mallory was resumed as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Upon the passage of that bill I shall ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, I desire to say only a few words 
in regard to this matter. I was alittlesurprised at the objection made 
yesterday by my friend the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. “pened as 
well as by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. I could see 
nothing in this case, neither could the Committee on Pensions, who 
have reported the bill, to make a precedent which would be alarming 
in its nature or injurious in its upon theTreasury. This is acase 
such as has not been presented within my term of service, and prob- 


ably not in that of many members of this body, no matter how far 
back the date of their service may go, 

The committee have reported the bill giving to Sally Mallory, the 
widow of Benajah Mallory, $30 per month, and my friend desires to 
know why it is that itis proposed to increase her pension. He desires 
to know the foundation of the claim, and that isa very proper inquiry. 
The report briefly states the facts; and superadded thereto it is not im- 
proper for me to state that this is an extraordinary case, one calling for 
the bounty and the generosity of this Government. 

The Senator from Connecticut says that if we increase the pension of 
this widow there are hundreds of other widows whose pensions will have 
to beincreased. Precisely the same argument would have applied with 
greater force when we proposed to pension and did pension the widows 
of Presidents of the United States. It would apply with greater force 
when the proposition is made to pension at $50 per month the widows 
ofoflicers of high rank in the Army and the Navy. Iwill say to my friend 
from Missouri that upon one day last session, when we voted a ion 
of $5,000 a year each to three widows of Presidents of the United States, 
there was nota murmur of disapproval anywhere within this Chamber; 
I think there was no call of the yeas and nays, and my impression is 
that not a single vote was recorded or word uttered against the passage 
of that measure. I would say to my friend further that giving such a 
pension to only one widow of a dead President, if she lives to the ordi- 
nary time allotted she will have received more than would be taken from 
the Treasury if to-day we should pension every widow ofa soldier of the 
Revolutionary war at the rate here proposed. Yet that measure excited 
no comment, no displeasure, no disapprobation. e 

There are a few remaining of these persons, and every year the num- 
ber is fewer still. To-day this poor woman is asking for this bounty be- 
cause she has outlived all her natural relatives. During the last few 
years she has been mainly supported by an adopted son, who toiled day 
by day to gain subsistence for himself and this widowed mother, until 
past seventy years, nearly eighty, he himself has become disabled to fur- 
nish support for her by the labor of his hands. 

The Senator from Missouri asks, ‘‘ Why do this thing? What is there 
unusual in it?” I will say to my friend what there is unusual in it. 
This aged woman to-day has three patents of American nobility, if the 
gentleman will excuse that expression; one by reason of the services of 
her husband in the Revolutionary war, where he served three years 
and six months; another by reason of his service in the war of 1812—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The Sena- 
tor from Nebraska will suspend, The rule under which the Senate is 
now proceeding limits the debate upon a question on the part of each 
Senator to five minutes. Is there objection to the Senator proceeding ? 
[Go on!’?] The Chair hearsnone. The Senator from Nebraska will 
proceed. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I say she has a second patent by reason of the 
services of her husband in the war of 1812—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator permit me to ask him one ques- 
tion? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When was she married to this soldier ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ido notremember the date of her marriage. I 
do not know that I have it anywhere. I did not suppose it important 
to investigate that fact, because I did not dream for a moment that an 
aged woman, nearly a hundred years old, the widow of a Revolutionary 
soldier, would ever be catechised as to the date of her wedding and 
where her marriage certificate was filed. I can not give the information 
on that particular point. But I was saying that she had a second patent 
of nobility in the fact that she was wedded to a man who was a hero in 
two wars—first, in the war of the Revolution, and then during the 
whole of the war of 1812, a brave and gallant soldier under Scott at 
Lundy’s Lane, where his horse was shot from under him. Thgn she 
has a third patent of nobility in the fact that she lives to-day the widow 
of a hero of two wars. 

So there is something unusual in this case. If gentlemen could find 
in the fact that a woman is the widow of a dead President reason sufti- 
cient to pension her, we can find in this case, with this history of facts, 
stronger reasons why pittance enough should be gra to this aged 
woman who has to-day not a relative on earth to aid and sustain her. 

She has been unfortunate undoubtedly, because it is unfortunate to 
be poor; and she has been thrown by circumstances in the frontier State 
of Nebraska, and, still further, into one of the frontier counties of that 
State, and at her extreme age she is upon the very outer verge, where 
the Indian and the buffalo roam on one side and arude civilization-ex- 
ists on the other. 

It would seem that there should be no murmurof disapprobation at 
granting her a pension of the amount proposed, for we are liberal in 
many things. We should, if possible, curtail where we are too ex- 
travagant and not undertake to restrict where we should be bounteous 
and liberal. This ent can certainly have no dangerous result. 


| If theré be another like her I trust when she comes to the American 


Congfess she will be received and granted at least a pittance sufficient 
to give her a support throughout life. 

Mr. ALLISON. How old is she? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Nearly 100 years old. A year or two ago Con- 
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gress was liberal in the bestowal of thousands of dollars for a centen- 
nial celebration at Newburgh, in New York, where the great army of 
the Revolution was disbanded and where probably the most eloquent 
document that ever went into American literature was circulated, we 
remember, among the officers of the American Army, wherein it was 
charged that their Government had been unjust to them, that they were 
to go back to their homes, devastated and blackened by war, their mere 
pittance of pay to be in currency which was depreciated; and we rec- 
ognized the great services of those men, we cherished their memory by 
bestowing thousands to celebrate their memory. Yet about or near 
that time was the birth of this now aged woman, born almost in the 
shock of the Revolution; and she, I trust, may not be allowed now to 
repeat What her soldier husband could have said during the war of 
the Revolution, that the Government had been unjust to them. If he 
said it then, and there was some truth in it, let it not be said one hun- 
dred years later than that time that when the widow of one of those sol- 
diers comes to the American Congress and, looking at us with her bowed 
form and her lusterless eyes and stretching out her famished and 
skinny hands, asks a pittance for her support, she will be obliged to 
repeat what her husband declared one hundred years ago. 

Mr. President, these are all the factsand all the circumstances attend- 
ing this case. I trust that this body and the other will not only be 
liberal in the allowance, but will not show even a murmur of disappro- 
bation to extending aid to the few and fast disappearing class of this 
kind who are entitled to our benefaction. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out ‘‘thirty,’’ in line 9, and in- 
sert ‘‘twenty;’’ making the pension $20 per month. 

Mr. President, this seems to be a very important case which has drawn 
forth all the sympathies and the energies and the abilities and the learn- 
ing of my distinguished friend from Nebraska. I hold in my hand 
here the report in this case which was made to the Senate by him, in 
which he says— 

That Sally Mallory has been for many years,and is now,on the pension-list, 
receiving r month, as widow of Benajah Mallory,a soldier in the Revolu- 
tionary war, in which he served three years; he also served during the war 
of 1812, and was under Harrison at Lundy's Lane. 

I believe there is on the floor of the Senate a distinguished descendant 
of the illustrious herp Harrison; but I had never heard before of his be- 
ing at Lundy’s Lane. Ithink this matterisof sufficient importance—— 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I intended to 
say ‘‘Scott’’ not ‘‘ Harrison.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then the report ought to be recommitted to the 
committee to be made accurate in its historical allusions. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. [ask unanimous consent that some time orother 
it may be submitted to the Civil-Service Commission. [Laughter.] I 
should like to have my history correct. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, Mr. President, this is simply a question of 
increasing this pension because of the age of this applicant and from 
pure sympathy. She claims that she is the widow of a soldier of two 
wars. There are ten thousand more helpless, destitute, disabled widows 
to-day of the soldiers of two wars. It is nothing uncommon to find 
the widows of soldiers of two wars now. 

I say that there is no justice, there is no right, there is no equity in 
this bill. It is a dangerous precedent. While it gives to this lady this 
amount, it brings pangs of improper feeling, it inspires improper feel- 
ings in the hearts of thousands of widows who are more helpless, more 
needy, and more dependent, and who are without one solitary dollar over 
$8 per month. They think, and they think justly, that this is unjust, 
that it is not justice on the part of this Government in making fish of 
one and flesh of another. If we propose to increase pensions because 
of age, let us pass a general bill and give them all alike, and not have 
Congress here from day to day and from month to month taking up its 
time in considering these special bills, That is the reason I am op- 
posed to the bill in toto. If she is entitled to anything, she can not be 
entitled to over $20. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. MAXEY. I only want to say one word about this matter. The 
Senator from Missouri avails himself of a mistake made historically in 
the report in regard to the service of Mr. Mallory at Lundy’s Lane un- 
der General Harrison. Of course that was a mistake; but the impor- 
tant fact still remains that Mrs. Mallory is the widow of a soldier of 
the Revolutionary war drawing a pensien as such: If there be in all 
the length and breadth of this land a man, woman, or child who would 
be unwilling to pay this poor old woman at the rate of $30 a month, I 
have not yet become acquainted with that person and never want to. 

This Government is bearing a retired-list where men are drawing 
$2,000 or $3,000 and up to $13,000 a year, and the people are making no 
complaint about that; but here in the case of a widow of a Revolutionary 
soldier who served three years in the Revolutionary war, now between 
90 and 100 years old, complaint is made that we propose to increasé her 
pension from $8 to $30 a month. I only regret that the bill does not 
propose to pay her $50 a month, and I believe I will move that amend- 
ment if I be permitted at this stage of the case. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is open to amendment. 

Mr. MAXEY. I move to strike out ‘‘thirty’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 13, 
nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—13. 
Anthony, Ingalls, Mitchell, Walker. 
Bowen, Manderson, Palmer, 

n Maxey, Riddleberger, ‘ 

Conger, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck. è 

NAYS—34, 
Allison, Fair, Jackson, Pugh, 
Beck, Garland, Kenna, Sabin, 
Butler, George, Lamar, Sawyer, 
Camden. Gorman, McPherson, Sewell, 
Cockrell, Groome, Miller of Cal., Slater, 
Coke, Hampton, Mo: K est, 
Colquitt, rris, Pike, Willson. 
Cullom, Harrison, Platt, 
Dawes, Hawley, Plumb, 

ABSENT—29., 
Aldrich. Farley, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Bayard, Frye, Lapham, herman, 
Blair, Gibson, fount, Vance, 
Brown. Hale, McMillan, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Pa., Hil, Mahone, Wiliams, 
Cameron of Wis., Hoar, Mo: G 
Dolph. Jonas, Pendleton, 
Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The bill was orđered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon the passage of the bill the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] has demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I think this matter is of sufficient im- 
portance to justify a single word in explanation of the vote against 
this bill which I shall give. 

The Revolutionary war ceased one hundred years ago. This lady 
was not born then. She is only 90 years of age now. She was not 
born until ten years after the Revolutionary war ceased. If she was 
married at 20 she was not married until thirty years after the Revolu- 
tionary war was over. Now, why this lady who married a Revolu- 
tionary soldier at least thirty years after the war had ceased should 
have $30 a month, when the widows of soldiers who gave their hus- 
bands to the war of the rebellion get $8 a month pension, is a thing 
which I can not understand. All over this land are widows in penury, 
struggling as best they may to keep the wolf away from their door, 
who gave, and willingly gave, in their young life their husbands to go 
forth and battle for their country. They never came back to them, and 
those widows were left with children to support, and have supported 
them, and never have found any fault with the pension which this 
Government has given them. I say that if the pension of widows is 
to be increased, it should be of those widows who have given their 
husbands to their country, and not of those who have married soldiers 
thirty years after the war ceased. 

a PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the passage of the 
bill. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. RANSOM. Iam pairedgon all political questions with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. LoGan], but this manifestly is not a political 
question, and I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 2 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 

Allison, Dolph, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Fair, Maxey, Sewell, 
Butler, Garland, Miller of Cal. Van Wyck, 

1, Harrison, Miller of N. Y., Walker, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Mitchell, Wilson. 
Conger, ‘ Jones of Nevada, Palmer, 
Cullom, Kenna, Ransom, 
Dawes, MeMillan, Riddleberger, 

NAYS—T4. 
Beck, Groome, Morrill, Slater, 
Cockrell, Harris, Pike, Vest. 
Coke, Jackson, Platt, 
George, McPherson, Pugh, 
ABSENT—33. 
Airin; Farley, = onas, f Florida, So 
nthony, e, ‘ones of Flo: u! 
BAAS OEA, Lamar, an. H 
Blair, Gorman, Lapham, Vance, 
Brown, Hale, Voorhees, 
Camden, Hampton, Mahone, Williams. 
Cameron of Pa., Hawley, Mo ‘ 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Pendleton, 
Edmunds, Hoar, Plumb, 
Se thé bill was passed. 


ARMS FOR THE MILITIA. 
The bill (S. 156) to amend section 1661 of the Revised Statutes, mak- 
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ing an annual appropriation to provide arms for the militia, was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. SEWELL. - I ask that that bill go over until to-morrow without 
Prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Jersey that this bill go over without prejudice ? 
The Chair hears none. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. TOWLES, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it ‘requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1323) fixing the rate of to be paid upon mail 
matter of She second-class when sent by persons other than the publisher 
or news agent; 

A bill (H. R. 3956) to amend section 2527 of the Revised Statutes, re- 
lating to the district of Gloucester; and 

A bill (H. R. 4383) to relieve certain soldiers from the charge of de- 
sertion. 


EDWARD P. VOLLUM. 


The bill (S. 363) for the relief of Edward P. Vollum was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to require the Secretary 
of War to ascertain the value of the property lost by Asst. Surg. Ed- 
ward P. Vollum, of the Army, who, while under orders of the War 

. Department, was on board the brig Fawn, bound for Fort U 
Oregon Territory, when she was wrecked on the 21st of November, 1856, 
and the amount so ascertained is to be paid out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise pcan but no allowance is to be made 
for any property except what was useful, necessary, and proper for such 
an officer while on the voyage and engaged in the public service, and 
the te amount allowed shall not exceed $700. 

Mr. ALLISON, I wish to hear the report in that case. 

Mr. HARRISON. The report which the Senator from Iowa has 
asked to have read will not give the facts. Reference is made in it to 
a previous report from the Committee on Military Affairs on the same 
subject, which I send to the desk, and, if the Senator desires, it can be 


Mr. ALLISON. That will do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the report 
referred to by the Senator from Indiana will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. COCK- 
RELL January 17, 1882: 


The Committce on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 293) for 
the relief of Edward P. Vollum, have duly considered the same, and submit the 
oe. report: 

In the Forty-sixth Congress a similar bill was before your committee, and the 
following report was made, to wit: 

“In the pti Cha Congress a similar bill was introduced and referred to the 
Committee on rig mesa A ‘airs, and the following report was then made by said 
committee to the Senate 

“This bill requires the ‘Secreta of War to ascertain the value of the property 
lost by Asst. Surg. Edward P. Vollum, whe, while under orders of the War De- 
te many was on board the brig Fawn, bound for Fort Um ua, Washington 

rritory, when she was wrecked on the 2ist day of November, 1856, and pro- 
vides for the payment EA such penis Vb spect no allowance pe nee for 
any property except w was useful, necessary,and proper for such an officer 
while on the voyage and lengaged in the pobio service. 

“ Your committee refe: ¢ bill to the Secretary of War, and received full 
information touching the Premises, and through him the following report of the 
Adjutant-General, to wit: 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Wi , April 4, 1878. 

Sm: I have the honor to return herewit® communication of March 26, 1878, 
from Hon. George E. Fea ehairman Senate Committee on Military Afairs, 
fand accompanying pa of Asst. Surg. (now Surg.) E. P. Vollum, for reim- 
bursement of value of personal property lost by the wreck of the brigantine 
Fawn, in November, 1856, and to report as follows: 

Major-General Wools report of the loss of the Fawn (laden with military 
stores, and on which Surgeon Vollum was a passenger), with the papers therein 
referred to, is published in Executive Document No. 76, House of Representa- 
tives, Thirty-fourth Congress, third session, pages 250-252. 

ES Pyare HN. uestion, fousiber: with the copies of letters transmitted here- 

the ges ion bearing on Surgeon Vollum’s petition afforded 
brit ireas, paisan ba ueth 
I have the kono, joa pa sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Adjutant. 


The Hon, SECRETARY OF WAR. : 
Fort UMPQUA, O. T., December 16, 1856. 
Sm: I have the honor very respectfully to lay before you the following state- 


ment and request: 
On the 2ist day of November last, while ovaio to this post, pursuant to 
Special Orders No. 117, dated Headquarters Department of the panio 


-, October 16, 1856, we biog Le db mc off the mouth of the Sinsclau 
ee pas sustained a opr peep to the amount of 
i full request meo you will call the attention of the Secretary of War 
to my loss, and the circumstances under which it occurred, with a request that 
he present a claim to Congress in my behalf for the above amount. 
I nave the honor, very respectfully, to be your obedient servant, 
EDW. P. VOLLUM, 


iver, O. 


Pye a Assistant Surgeon, U. 8. A 
\gdjutant-General, U.S. A., Washington, D. C. 
- [Indorsements,] e 
Respectfully transmitted, with the earnest recommendation that it may meet 
with the support of the proper authorities. Between this place and San Fran- 
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cisco there is no means of communication upon which an officer can rely for get- 
ting yee Lactate 2 es point except sail vessels. 
Ve ` 
AÍ J. STEWART, 
Captain, Third Artillery, Commanding. 


Approved and respectfully forwarded. 
on JOHN E. WOOL, Major-General. 


For letter April 21, 1857—reply to foregoing—see page 3. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, Washington, January 7, 1858. 
: At the request of Asst. Surg. E. P. Vollum, Medical Department, U. S. 
Ps Ti have the honor herewith ae oe to you, as chairinan o! Committee 
on Military Affairs on the part of , the memorial of that officer, for re- 
imbursement of losses sustained by him by the wreck of a transport upon which 
he was proceeding from San’ Francisco, Cal., to Umpqua city, ee in the 
is of November, 1556. k oai 
$ am, sir, very respectfully, your o) wer servant, 
‘ S. COOPER, panied Goma 
Ion. JEFFERSON DAV 


Chairman Military Commitiee, United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, Washington, January 7, 1858. 
Sie; The memorial and accompanying papers forwarded with yoar letter of 
November 1, 1857, have been transmitted to Hon. Jefferson Davis, chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs on the part of the Senate, this being the dis- 
Rave in ve them deemed to be the best for the attainment of the purpose you 
ve in view. 
I am, sir, very respectfully, your abate servant, 


COOPE R, Adjutant-General, 
Asst. Surg. E. P. VoLLUN, U. S. A., 
Fort Umpqua, ‘0.7. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, Washington, April 29, 1858, 
Sır: I transmit herewitha letter which has been received from Asst. Surg. E. 
P. Vollum, U. 8. A., g an account in detail of his losses at sea in Novem- 
ber, 1856, to be placed with the memorial of that officer for reimbursement of 
said losses, which was sent to the Military Committee of the Senate with my 
Ter ae gale respectful. bedient 
am, very y, your o! ent servant, 
. COOPER, Adjutant-Gener@l. 


Fu Oe iay Commnitioe Senate, Wushington, D. C. 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL's OFFICE, Washington, April 21, 1857. 
Sie: Your letter of the 16th of December last, relative to the losses you sus- 
tained by shipwreck in the month of November, 1556, was not received until 
= 2d ultimo, too late to permit any action in the matter at the late session of 


mgress, 
Iam now amr ea boema Ata that your petition for relief should be made 
rest Se Con, to any member with whom you may 
or to cred trade of the ‘Military Committee of either branch. 
am aie, very respectfully, your obedient aa 
8. COOPER, Adjutant-General. 
Asst. Surg. E. P. VoLLUM, U. S. A., 


Fort Umpqua, ¢ 0. T. 
The order under which Assistant Surgeon Vollym acted is as follows, to wit- 
[Special Order No. 117.] 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE PACIFIC, 
Benicia, Cal., October 16, 1856. 
asin ] 


$ + 
2. Asst. Surg. Edward P. Vollum will, n 4s the oes be the Umpqua, 0. 
T.,and ations: “Assistant Su a Miihee, who will then comply with the in- 
structions given in Special oe No. 44 of May 1, 1856, from the War Depart- 
ment. 
By command of Major-General Wool. 
x W. W. MACKALL, 
Assistant Adjutant- -General 
WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, April ii is. 


L. H. PELOUZE, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 

“Dr. Vollum duly presented his petition for relief in 1857, 1858, 1861, 1864, and 
then in 1878, and at one time a favorable my Saale was made in the Senate, but no 
final action had. No ag Rasen to have had at other times, Dr.Vollum 
has therefore not been negligent in presenting his claim. 

“Dr. Vollam was on me this vessel under orders to go from California to 
pet a hye Oreg., the only mode of acmreyones at that time, and was in the dis- 

official duty; and lean fault or neglect on his part, and unavoid- 
ably, fra vessel was wrecked and his necessary property—personal effects—was 
wholly lost. 

“ There is a long line of precedents giving relief in similar cases. 

“Your committee believe Dr. Vollum is fairly entitled to relief, and report 
back the bill without prese rae and recommend its pag; 

“Your Ea apep simone ve puranti given due consideration to this claim, and find 
the foregoin; rt correct. 

“g i um, in his letter of December 16, 1856, to the Adjutant-General, 
states the amount of his loss at $700, and asks the presentation of a claim for 
that amount, Your committee recommend the of the bill herewith re- 

ted back to the Senate with an amendment added to the bill in the follow- 

n words, ‘And that the aggregate amount allowed shall not exceed the sum of 


“The bill so reported passed the Senate and was favorably reported in the 
House, (See Report No. 1723, H. R., made June 9, a) 
Your committee adopt said report, and recommend the passage of said bill. 


Mr. INGALLS. Ishould like to hear from the Senator who reported 
this bill upon what theory it is that the Government is to be regarded 
as the insurer of the personal effects of those who enter into the mili- 
tary service. I can not understand why when a surgeon is employed 
to go to a distant post and taking a vessel is shipwrecked, losing his 
wearing apparel and instruments, he should be recompensed any more 
than the officer who loses his effects in battle. It appears to me the 
question is the same in both cases; and if the Government is to under- 
take to guarantee to all those who enter its service immunity against 
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the loss of their personal effects there will soon be no difficulty what- 
ever in-disbursing the balance of our surplus revenue. I do not know 
that it has been customary to pass this class of bills, but if it has, I 
should think it was time to inquire the reason and if possible to put 
a stop to it. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, as the inquiry of the Senator from 
Kansas is addressed to me, I must respond. Though I have not suffi- 
cient age in the Senate to give the origin of this form of relief bill, I can 
say that since I have been a member of the Military Committee it has 
not only been the practice of the committee to report favorably but it 
has been the practice of the Senate to pass such bills as that now under 
consideration. These bills are always limited to those things that are 
necessary in the outfit of an officer, uniform and those arms required by 
the regulations and articles of property of that description. We inva- 
riably exclude all of those things that relate simply to his convenience 
and comfort as a householder at any place or any of those things that 

“he may add for ornament, and have limited it simply and strict y to 
those things that appertain necessarily to the discharge of his duties as 
an officer of the Army. 

If I am asked on what theory this rests, I do not know except it be 
this: that in the assignment of quarters, in the methods of conveyance 
to which these officers are assigned and which they must take in execut- 
ing their duty, they have not the choice which we have, nor the oppor- 
tunity to protect themselves against risks. It has seemed, therefore, to 
the committee, and the precedent of many years has been established 
on this subject, that losses of this kind should be recompensed. I think 
it would take a vast number of years to exhaust even a small part of 
the surplus, for these allowances are always very small and the cases 
are not numerous. . 

That, Mr. President, is all I can say with reference to the bill. Itis 
only my bill in the sense of my having reported it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Are we to understand that—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the Senator 
érom Kansas will proceed. 

Mr. INGALLS. Are we to understand that this bill was reported 
not because it was right but because it has been customary to report 
similar bills? The Senator from Indiana wisely refrains from any at- 
tempt to justify the report that has been made. He admits that it does 
not stand upon any defensible ground. It would be just as wise tosay 
that the officer whose effects were in a baggage train upon the march 
that was assailed by the enemy’s cavalry, and captured and burnt, 
should have the value of his equipments paid to him, as to admit that 
this surgeon, who was ordered to Oregon and taking vessel was ship- 
wrecked en route, should be held to be guaranteed against loss by the 
Government. k 

Of course I have no expectation of opposing the passage of this bill 
successfully; but merely desire that the Senate should understand that 
the principle upon which it is reported is false, that it does not stand 
upon any basis of reason or justice, but is reported simply because other 
bills of a similar character have been reported and as I suppose they 
will continue to be reported until the end of time. 

Mr. HARRISON. I may ask the same indulgence which has been 
accorded to the Senator from Kansas; and I may be permitted to say 
that he is the most suecessful debater I know of in the Senate when he 
is allowed to take both his own position and that of his opponent. I 
never kuew him fail to succeed in demolishing an opponent when he 
had first constructed the position and defense of the person that he was 
to assail. He misunderstood me if he understood me to say that this 
bill was not in my opinion defensible. 

Mr. President, there is no legal obligation to pay this officer this loss. 
If there were such an obligation, if we already had alaw justifying it, 
this bill would not have been reported; but it is believed, it has been 
the opinion of the committee and of the Senate and is my opinion, that 
in such a case as this the Government may very well and ought as a 
matter of grace to reimburse such small losses. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I had some years ago the honor 
of reporting this bill in the same way it is reported now. If there 
were a legal obligation on the Government the claimant would go into 
the Court of Claims and enforce it. There being no 1 obligation, 
what the committee think and what the committees of the Senate and 
of the United States Congress for the last sixty years have thought is 
that there is an equitable obligation resting upon Congress to pay these 
claims, and they have accordingly reported this bill, and this bill is 

only one of the many that have been reported favorably and passed for 
the last sixty years without exception. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to have the Senator from Missouri tell 
us how many of these bills have been passed in the last sixty years. I 
do not recollect very many of them since I have been in the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There has not been a session of the Senate since 
I have been here, nine years, but what bills of this kind have been 

. Bills of this kind have passed already at this session. Two 
more bills we have reported favorably. They have been reported fa- 
vorably from the Committee on Claims; they have been reported favor- 
ably from the Committee on Military Affairs. Both committees have 
reported them just alike. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think I had something to say about this bill when 
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it was before the Senate last year. Ido not think any such bill has been 

, the Senate understanding what was before it, without opposi- 
tion. While it may be that the Senate has committed itself beyond 
recall to an allowance of this kind, I want to say that I regard it as 
vicious in the last degree, and if it shall come to be understood that 
payments of this kind are to be made, of course they will mutiply with 
alarming frequency. We pay already the officers of our Army a higher 
salary than is paid to the officers of any army inthe worid. The United 
States Army, thé regular establishment, without taking any accountof 
contingencies or sHowance of this kind or of any extraordinary kind, 
costs within a few,hundred dollars of as much as the entire German 
Army. 

While we boast of the lack of necessity for a standing army and the 
cheap character of our military establishment, it is well for us to know 
that what we lack in numbers we make up in pay. In other words, 
25,000 men, officered as they are, in the American Army cost witlfin 
about half a million dollars of as much as 400,000 men in the German 
army; and yet in various ways we add to the salaries and com 
tion of the officers of the Army by giving gratuities of this kind and of 
every other kind which their invention and our abject concession per- 
mit them to ask for and us to 

If this is done, it ought to be extended to the Paes soldiers; we 
ought to give them a chance; and every article of apparel and every 
other thing which a man may legitimately have in the Army, wherever 
he goes, if by any misadventure or carelessness of his own or anybody 
else he loses, he ought to be permitted to put his hand into the Treasury 
and make himself whole. 

Mr. MAXEY. If the Senator desires, as he says he does, to extend 
this relief to private soldiers, I say to him that precisely a like case 
was presented to the committee where by fire a soldier’s quarters where 
he was in the discharge of his duty were burned up and his cloth 
and equipments destroyed; and we thought he ought to be paid, 
we reported a bill for that purpose. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thatis butone case. Can the Senator name another? 

Mr. MAXEY. I can name another; the destruction of the steamer 
Don Cameron, where the clothes of private soldiers were allowed for as 
well as those of officers. 

Mr. PLUMB. There are two cases which the Senator has been able 
to suggest. He knows very well that if this rule be adopted it will not 
apply to private soldiers as well as it does to officers, because officers can 
more easily get here; in fact many of them are detailed here to-day and 
are doing duty in Washington, where such great military necessities ex- 
ist, for the purpose of defending Congress, I suppose, or something of 
that kind, and consequently have opportunity to be in wait, present 
these bills, and make their influence felt on committees and to obstruct 
legislation designed to correct abuses in the Army which we are con- 
stantly confronted with. 

I, for one, am opposed to the whole scheme. There is no other branch 
of the public service in which we apply anything like as liberal rules as 
we doin the Army. Why should not officers of the revenue service and 
officers of the postal service have reliefin similar cases? Take the cases 
of railway postal clerks whose property is destroyed by fire, lost by mis- 
adventure of different kindsin their arduous and hazardous service, and 
a service which, on an average, is more hazardous than that performed 
by the Army to-day; ought not they to be paid? So taking the whole 
range of the public service, if this rule is to be established for the Army 
it ought to apply to the revenue service just as well as to the military 
service, and the military service is no more entitled to be exempted 
from the co uences of accidents or casualties than the civil service. 

Mr. INGA . May I ask my colleague a question? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 5 
Mr. INGALLS. Is it customary to pay officers for equipments and 
clothing and personal effects lost by a raid of enemy’s cavalry? 

Mr. PLUMB. No, itis not, and never has been; butif my colleague 
has the curiosity to look at the pay-table he will find that we pay offi- 
cers of the Army a large percentage more now than we paid them during 
the time when they rendered actual service in the field; that we have 
established longevity pay; that we have established for them and fora 
class of people who, as a rule, have never seen service under fire a pen- 
sion-list which gives them three-fourths of full pay when on that list 
that they are entitled to when in active service. In other words, by just 
as much as we recede from the war and get into a condition where act- 
ual military service is impracticable and impossible we give men higher 
pay and greater privileges. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that Rule VIII limits debate to five minutes for each 
Senator and says that no Senator shall be heard more than once. The 
Chair gives this notice, because the present occupant will enforce the 
rule unless unanimous consent is asked to violateit. This bill is before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 
yee PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the bill be engrossed fora third 

ing? 
The question being put, it was declared that the noes appeared to 


prevail. 
Mr. HARRISON. I call for the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. P 

Mr. RANSOM (when Mr. VANCE’s name was called), My colleague 
[Mr. VANCE] is paired on all questions with the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
SHERMAN]. Ido not know how either would vote on this question. 

The roll-call was concluded. 5 

a an nis I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Beck]. ae 

Mr. RANSOM. Ishould have stated that my colleague [Mr. VANCE] 


is absent on business before the Committee on Pri and Elections. 
The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 14; as follows: 
YEAS—%, 
Ba Š Dolph, Lapham Platt, 
Butler, Garland, MeMillan, Ransom, 
Call, Hampton, Manderscn, Sawyer, 
Cockrell, Garriece; Maxey, Sewell, 
Hawley, Miller of Cal., Walker. 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Mitchell, 
Dawes, Kenna, Palmer, 
NAYS—l4. 
Allison, Groome, Lamar, Vest, 
Soe: pa ees Wilson, 
ui um 
George, Jackson, Pugh, , 
ABSENT—36, 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Jonas, Riddleberger, 
Anthony, ‘air, Jones of Florida, Sabin, 
Beck, Farley, $ Saulsbury, 
Blair, e, ne, herman, 
Bowen, Gibson, Miller of N. Y., Slater, 
Brown, Gorman, Morgan, Vance, 
en, Hale, Morrill, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Pa., Hill, Pendleton, oorhees, 
Cameron of Wis,, Hoar, ke, Williams, 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. It was 
read the third time, and passed. 


MARTIN L. BUNDY. 


The bill (S. 543) for the relief of Martin L. Bundy, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. Itisa direction to theaccounting officers 
in the settlement of the accounts of Martin L. Bundy, late a pay- 
master in the United States Army, to allow $719.47 for the forage of 
two horses to which he was entitled, and which was not drawn by him 
from the 17th of July, 1862, to the 15th of April, 1866. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. HARRI- 
sON January 22: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 543) for 
the relief of Martin L. Bundy, respectfully report : 


That a bill similar in all to this was before the committtee at the first 
of the Forty-seventh Congress and was reported favorably. 
Your committee adopt the rt then submitted, which is as follows: 


jor egar was appoini additional an ican United States Army, on 
the day of August, 1861, and served as such until the 15th day of April, 1866, 
when he was honorably discharged and mustered out of the service. Durin, 
the term of Major Bundy’s service he disbursed millions of money, and after his 
disc! he settled his accounts with the Department, and on the 22d 
day of May, 1872, received from the office of the Second Auditor a certificate of 
non-indebtedness, in words: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECOND AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 
May 22, 1872. 
This is to certify the accounts of Maj. M. L. Bundy, late additional paymamer, 
United States Army, having been finally adjusted in this office and confirmed 
by the Second Comptroller, show no indebtedness on his part to the United 


X E. B. FRENCH, Auditor, 

About seven years after this, say some time in 1879, upon a readjustment of 
his accoùnts ge Second Auditor, it was found that he had received a dupli- 
cate credit for the sum of $528.72, and that sum was due from him to the Uni 


By the act of July 17, 1862, officers of Major Bundy’s rank were entitled to 
forage for two horses, m that date to the time of muster out of the sery- 
esi neha of forty-four months and gp Rye days, the value of this forage 

ing to the regulations, is $719.47. This forage was never drawn nor was 
it ever commuted or paid. 
Under the circumstances of this case your committee think it is but just that 
in adjusting Major Bundy’s account he should be credited with the value of the 
forage w was due him under the laws and which he did not receive. 

Your committee recommend the following amendment: 

After the word “horses” insert the words "to which he was entitled, and 
beep Sed And when so amended your committee recommend the passage of 


Your committee, therefore, recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, the third time, and passed. 
NANCY MILLER. 
The bill (S. 494) for the relief of Nancy Miller was considered as in 


Committee of the Whole. It yoran for placing on the pension-roll 
the name of Nancy Miller, widow of Thomas Miller, late a private in 


Company M, Eighth Regiment Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. CULLOM 
January 22: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill a 494) for the re- 
lief of Nancy Miller, having considered the same, make the following report: 

That the application for pension made by Nancy Miller, widow of Thomas 
Miller, said to have been a member of Company M, Eighth Tennessee Cavalry, 


was pegs by the Commissioner of Pensions on the around that no proof that 
said Miller wasin the military service, as alleged, was found in the rds of the 
Adjutant-General of the United States Army, the adjutan: neral of Tennessec, 
the Paymaster-General of the United States Army, or the Hon. Second Auditor 
of the Raerd Department. On all other points the Commissioner reports the 
case as complete. 
ip in proof of said Muns seo Yai setae sonia the aeni as N =. 
in, who was captain mpan i ‘ennessee Cavalry, an 
who testified that he recruited Thomas Miller August 27, 1863, in Washin, 
County, Tennessee, into said company and regiment; that Miller drew rations 
and served and did duty as a private in said company and regiment from the 
date of his enlistment until October 19, 1863, when “ he was granted leave of ab- 
sence on Sion togoto Ty County, North Carolina, and on his return back 
to his command he was attacked by the rebels, or enemy, and by them killed on 
the 6th of November, 18563,” 

That Frederick Ledford and James R. Anderson, citizens of Yancey County, 
North Carolina, certified, under date of December 2, 1867, that they knew the 
said Miller, “late a private in Company M, Thirteenth (Eighth Regiment Ten- 
nessee Cavalry;’ that they saw him a corpse a few minutes after he had been 
shot: that the rebel soldiers present said they had killed him; and that said Led- 
ford aad Anderson assisted in making Miller's coffin and in burying him the 
next day. 

That since the rejection of this claim by the Commissioner a statement has 
been submitted, which was sworn to August 18, 1882, by Samuel Miller, Peter 
Peterson, John Miller, and J. G. Cooper, residents of Hollow Poplar, N. C., 
which furnishes an explanation for the failure to find Miller's name on the mus- 
ter-rolls, and for the fact that Captain McLaughlin should have sworn that he 
enlisted Miller before the com y was organized, according to the records, and 
should have failed to give in Miller’s name, 

From this statement it appears that in November, 1863, while the Eighth Ten- 
nessee Cavalry was being formed, it was assigned to duty at Mossy Creek, 
Tenn.; that Colonel Patton gave the recruits ten days’ furlough, by general order, 
for the purpose of visiting their homes and procuring necessary clothing, with 
orders to report at Jonesborough for duty; t about this time General Burn- 
side’s command fell back to Knoxville, to which place Longstreet luid si $ 
that the Eighth Tennessee, not having been organized, and being engaged in 
recruiting, did not go to Knoxville, but during the siege marched, under orders, 
to Camp Nelson, Kentucky, where the ment was organized, and then 

to Nashville; that said Miller, with many others who enlisted about 
the same time, was cut off his company, and was not able to reach Jones- 
batongh: where the recruits had been ordered to report, because of the occupa- 


tion of the country by the enemy ; that during the said siege the Union men of 
that locality were ok aaa to t danger from the my, and on this account 
no r muster-rolls of enl recruits were kept by the enlisting officers, 


but affiants affirm of their own Snpaiecey that Miller performed the services 
claimed in his widow's application, and that prior thereto he was enlisted as ali 
other men were enlisted throughout that section at that time; that Miller was 
enlisted August 27, 1863, and went into camp at once; that in a few days the 
sorang went to Mossy Creek, Tenn., and remained on guard duty until No- 
vember 19, 1863, when the recruits were furloughed by genoms order by Coloned 
Patton, and that Miller was killed while on the way to rejoin his command, 
about November 25, 1863. 

Therefore, believing that the fact of said Miller's service has been sufficiently 
well established, and that this claim is one that calls for the favorable action of 
Congress, the committee recommend that the bill do pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. . 

J. C. JORGENSEN, 


The bill (S. 667) for the relief of First Sergt. J. C. Jorgensen was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CONGER. Is there a report ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no printed re 
is reported by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN], 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL. First Sergeant Jorgensen passed the usual exami- 
nation poras for enlisted men of the Army to become an officer, and 
would have been appointed but for the fact that by the time the ex- 
amination reached the War Department he was a month older than the 
arbitrary rule of the Department fixed for such an appointment. He 
was recommended by every officer of the regiment and is personally 
known to the chairman of the Military Committee as one of the best non- 
commissioned officers in the service. He performed this act of gallantry 
during a thunder-storm, as alleged in the preamble of the bill. The 
bill is simply to give authority to make the appointment. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment in line 5, after the word ‘‘to,’’ to strike out ‘‘confer 
upon’’ and insert ‘‘appoint;’’ and in line 6, after the word ‘‘a,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ commission as;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
authorized, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint First 
ee J, 0. Jorenaen, Troop K, Fourth United States Cavalry, a second lieuten- 
ant 


rt. The bill 
irman of the 


the cavalry arm of the service, for distinguished conduct and cool, deter- 

mined co under the following circumstances: On the 23d of August, 1883, 

during a violent thunder-storm, lightning struck the end of the troo! Bi Sonat ai 
severa 


Fort Wingate, N. Mex., apd jing into the troop store-room expl 
boxes of ammunition. argi discovered the location of the fire, First Sergt. J. 
C. Jorgensen broke into the store-room and carried out of the building the burn- 
ing boxes of cartridges and some powder which stood beside them. Se t 
Jorgensen has the necessary examination required by law for appl ts 
for So e raans to the grade of second lieutenant, and has been strongly recom- 
mended for promotion by the board of officers which examined him. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 3 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. CONGER. Is there a preamble? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no preamble. S 

Mr. CONGER. Is the statement that was read a part of the Lill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reports that there is 
no anA The statement the Senator refers to isin the body of the 

1 
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Mr. CONGER. I understood there was a preamble. I think there 
should be a report giving the argument. That should not be in the 
body of the bill. 

Mr. SEWELL. There is nothing objectionable in it. It merely 
gives the reason for the of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC. The Senator from Michigan will have 
to move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed and the 
vote by which it was ordered to a third reading in order to reach what 
he desires. 

Mr. CONGER. If it is desired to puta statement giving tle reason 
for their passage in the laws, I make no objection. 

Mr. SEWELL. Itis a very proper statement. 


GEORGE P. WEBSTER. 


The bill (8. 472) for the relief of George P. Webster was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It is a direction to the accounting 
officers of the Treasury to place to the credit of George P. Webster, late 
a captain and assistant quartermaster of volunteers, the amount sus- 
pended in his accounts as such quartermaster, which was disbursed in 
payments of rents for certain property in the city of Covington, Ky., 
used for military purposes during the period from October 1, 1862, to 
August 31, 1865. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the report be read. 3 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. LOGAN, 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, January 22: 

This is a bill authorizing and directing the accounting officers of the Treasury 
De ent to place to the credit of George P. Webster, late captain and 
ant quartermaster United States volunteers, the amount sus ed in his ac- 
counts as such quartermaster which was disbursed in payment of rents for cer- 
tain property in the city of Covington, State of Kentucky, used for military pur- 
poses during the period from October 1, 1862, to August 31, 1865, and releasi 
the said Geo E. Webster and his official sureties or bondsmen from any lia- 
bility to the United States on account of the amount suspended. 

The report of the Treasury Department upon this bill shows that Captain 
Webster paid the rents in question under verbal and written instructions from 
Col. G. V. Rutherford, assistant quartermaster and i ing officer of the 
Quartermaster-General’s Office on duty in the West; that lie, Captain Webster, 
had refused to make such payments as rp Heo he felt that he had any discre- 
tion in the matter, and that he only paid them after he had received positive 
verbal orders and written instructions to do so from an officer who came to him 
from the Quartermaster-General’s Office, and assumed to have full authority to 
control the action of Captain Webster in the premises, which Captain Webster 
believed that he had. É 

The payments were at once reported by Captain Webster to General Donald- 
son, SEIAT nparverssnatel of the military department in which he was on duty, 
who, after sending an officer to examine the property for which the rents were 
paid and to investigate the subjeet generally, approved the payments. 

The accounting officers of the do not question that the property was 
used as all , and that the payments for rents were made by Captain Webster 
as stated in his accounts; neither do they doubt that Captain We r declined 
to do so until ordered by a superior officer, having due authority, as he (Web- 
ster) and other officers believed. 

But the Searles 4 officers object to the form of the written order given oy oa 
Webster by Colonel Rutherford, and also do not acknowledge that Colonel 
Rutherford | had authority o akenga og ments to be made, and therefore have 
declined to give Captain Webster credit for the amount of these rents. 

The Third Auditor says: “It has never been cha) , 80 far as known to the 
accounting officers, that there was any collusion ween Captain Webster or 
any other person or persons regarding these payments, or that he acted in any 
other manner than in perfect good faith in respect thereto,” and concludes as 
follows: 

“IT see no objection to the applicant being afforded such equitable relief as 
Congress may in its judgment deem proper. 

There being no question as to the and no doubt of Captain Webster's 
entire good faith in the matter, but the omar officers being of opinion that 
an act of Con is required to obviate difficulties of settlement of Captain 
Webster's rie Sar the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADDITIONAL STEEL VESSELS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 0’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business of Jererday, 

Mr. HALE. I desire the consent of the Senate to make the bill 
(S. 698) to authorize the construction of additional steel vessels for the 
Navy the special order for Monday next at 2 o’clock, which will take 
it out of any interference with the Calendar. I know that Senators 
are desirous that special orders shall-not be made to conflict with the 
bills upon the Calendar. I will say here that I shall be obliged to be 
absent for some time after next week, and am anxious that the sense 
of the Senate should be taken upon the bill. 

I would fix an earlier day but for the fact that the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], a member of the Naval Committee, will be 
absent the last of this week, and I have fixed next Monday because I 
believe that that will suit him, 

I will say further that I do not believe the bill will give rise to much 
debate or that much time will be taken with it; but I think it very im- 
portant that it should be taken up soon and the sense of the Senate ex- 
pressed upon it. I ask that the assignment be made. 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to making the bill 
referred to by the Senator from Maine the special order for Monday next 
at 2o’clock? [A pause.]| The Chair hears none, and the order will 
be entered. __ . 
NATIONAL-BANK CIRCULATION. 
. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1155) to provide for the issue of circulating notes to 


national banking associations, the pending question being on the fol- 
lowing amendment, proposed by Mr. PLUMB as an additional section: 
Seo. 2. That whenever the circulation of any national bank, or any portion 
thereof, shall be surrendered, and the same is not taken up by other national 
banks within thirty days thereafter, the Secretary of the Treasury shall there- 
upon issue an equivalent amount of Pegg lf notes of the denominations now 
proven by law fornational-bank notes. Said Treasury notesshall be deposited 
n the Treasury and paid out as other moneys kept for the discharge of the obti- 
ions of the Government. They shall be receivable for salaries and for all 
ues to the Government, including duties on imports; shall be a legal tender 
between natienal banks and for all debts due to any national bank ; shal! be re- 
deemable in coin, as the legal-tender notes of the United States now are; and 
when received into the Treasury they shall be reissued, and when mutilated or 
worn they shall be replaced, in the same manner as now provided by law for 
said legal-tender notes, The coin held inthe Treasury at the date of the passage 
of this act for the redemption of the legal-tender notes of the Government shall 
also be applicable to the redemption of the Treasury notes herein provided for ; 
and such coin reserve may, from time to time, be increased by adding thereto 
other sums from payments made ifffo the Treasury, in the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury: Provided, That the total amount of said coin reserve 
shall never be less than 25 percent, nor more than 30 per cent, of the total amount 
of legal-tender and Treasury notes outstanding; the true intentand meaning af 
this section being that the volume of paper money outstanding, exclusive of gold 
and silver certificates, shal] remain as now existing. 


Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, this amendment of course will be a 
test question, as to whether the Senate propose now that the Govern- 
ment of the United Statesshall go into the banking business, Although 
I am suffering from so severe a cold that I am unable to continue the 
debate, I desire to speak briefly on this question. The proposition of 
the Senator from Kansas is that the notes issued by the Government to 
the banks in accordance with commercial interests shall now be re- 
placed under the process indicated by notes issued directly from the 
‘Treasury. 

We have heard a great deal.of the power of the national banks, and 
there has been a good deal of fiery and lurid rhetoric from the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and his friend from Texas [Mr. COKE] as 
to the supposed power of these moneyed institutions, which it was even 
alleged had cast its shadow over this Chamber and destroyed the per- 
sonal independence of members of the body, so that they are bound 
hand and foot to obey the dictates, whatever they may be, of these 
supposed corporate giants. F 

The answer to that would be in my judgment that if this power does 
exist, it is open to any five men in the country who can command the 
sum of $50,000, to become copartners init. It is absolutely free to any 
five men who can command so much capital; for under the present law 
they can organize a national bank, and thus become powerful and great 
and controlling, according to the pictures drawn in this Chamber of such 
institutions. 

But it seems to me that while gentlemen are expressing dread of the 
influence and power of ted capital, they are strangely blind to 
another afd greater power which they seek to create in their attempt 
to escape from the first. 

Of all the depths that have ever been imagined, of all the proposi- 
tions that have ever been made in favor of the centralization of the 
powers of this Government, there is not one in my opinion comparable 
to the suggestion of turning the Treasury of the United States into a 
bank of issue, and controlling the volume of the currency, not by the 
commercial necessities of the people, but by the accidental will of an 
accidental majority in the two Houses of Congress. I can not under- 
stand what gentlemen mean when they profess a dread of the aggre- 
gated power of capital, and at the same time are ready to commit this 
question, so purely commercial, to the political departments of the 
Government, and provide that the exigency of party shall take the 
place of commercial necessity, and that a power in its nature wholly 
commercial is to be controlled in its operation by political laws ! 


Mr. President, this amendment is in reality measuring the wants of 


the future by the supply of the past. 


That whenever the circulation of any national bank, or any portion thereof, 
shall be surrendered, and the sume is not taken up by other national banks. 
within thirty days thereafter, the Secretary of the Treasury shall thereupon issue- 

uivalent amount of Treasury notes of the denominations now provided by 
law for national-bank notes. 


It is a proposition, then, that the volume of currency which has been. 
found useful by these banks shall remain the same, and an equivalent 
amount of Treasury notes is to be issued upon what is termed a surren- 
der of their currency. Asa matter of fact, however, their currency is 


not surrendered. For when the notes of a bank have once been issued, - 


their universal receivability undoubtedly carries them all over the coun- 
try, and it would become an absolute impossibility for the bank to 
gather up its circulation and to retire it even in a large percentage. 
Looking at that fact, it became necessary long ago to pass the law 
now existing, which enables the bank desiring to give up the business 
to obtain its bonds and retire its currency, to take the Treasury notes 
of the United States in lieu of their own and place them in the Treasury. 
I have not the means at hand to know what percentage of a bank’s 
own curreney, that is to say the currency that originally was issued to 
that bank, has ever been returned by it to the Treasury at the time it 
withdrew from the business of banking or when its business was wound 
bs I have seen and heard, however, of quite a large premium being 
offered by the bank to get its own notes back for the purpose of going 
into liquidation or giving up the business of the issue of notes, It was, 
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I suppose, that difficulty which caused the enactment of the law per- 
mitting the deposit of green»acks in lien of the currency originally issued 
to the identical bank. 

What the practical and immediate effect of such a proposition as this 
is to be I do not know. I think it would not work practically in accord 
with the wishes or design of the Senator who offers this amendment; 
but that is not my objection to it. It is an amendment wholly at va- 
riance with and entirely destructive of the proposition reported by me 
from the committee. 

It seems to me that the measure as it came from the committee has 
been misunderstood, It apparently has not been appreciated either by 
those who-have discussed it in this Chamber or outside. It was not 
intended to create a new banking system, but it was to continue the 
principle of the present currency and banking system, and it only 
meant to give a more liberal ratio of the currency notes issued by the 
Government upon the deposit of bonds. 

In round numbers there are over $700,000,000 of 4 per cent. bonds 
which can not be paid until 1907. These bonds in common with the 3 
percents and 4} percents will be the legitimate basis of deposit upon 
which 100 per cent. of currency will be issued. 

I know that, with the present amount of bonds held by the banks, 
which is about $350,000,000, if you are to take but 10 per cent. upon 
that, it may be called an inadequate provision against the contraction 
that is to follow if $200,000,008 of the 3 per cent. bonds are paid off 
in the next three years; but the very principle of the present banking 
law provides for an expansion of the currency in response to the com- 
mercial demand for it. It is doing that which the Government itself 
never can do. It is using these commercial associations, whose busi- 
ness is transacted entirely upon commercial principles, to perform the 
work of commerce and to adopt their hetion, their investments, their 
issues, entirely in accord with the laws of self-preservation. The 
function of the Government is oper when the currency that is 
so issued and is so received all over the country is made secure in the 
hands of the noteholder. 

I do not know whether the 4 per cent. bonds now selling at so high 
a premium will be used by the fois to replace the 3 per cent. bonds 
that are now being so rapidly called in and paid off, as long as they are 
subjected to a tax of 1 per cent. in addition to the tax they pay in com- 
mon with all other property under the State laws. I do not know prac- 
tically what inducement there will be. Having no knowledge or inter- 
est (I mean by interest, a personal interest in any banking institution) 
I will not say whether the profit will induce the substitution of the 4 
per cent. bonds at their present premium for the 3 per cent. bonds as 
they are called in and paid off under the present law; but I believe 
that they will be so used, and that the law that will control their use 
will be the commercial necessity for an increased volume of currency; 
and if it shall be assisted by taking the tax off their circulation, and it 
becomes discreet and wise to enact such a law, I am afraid that notwith- 
standing my fear of the displeasure of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] I will be found voting in favor of it. 

I do not believe that there will be the vacuum created of $60,000,000 
per annum of currency, for I believe that as the 3 per cent. bonds are 
paid, the banking will continue under the pressure of the necessity for 
banks, and under the approval of the American people of the system 
and of the currency under the system; and that the 4 per cent, bonds 
will be bought, which will be made the basis for the circulation, and the 
contraction apprehended will not occur. Certain it is that if it does 
occur the present laws offer a remedy for it. Twice the number of bonds 
can be taken under the national banking system than are now held 
under it, and twice the volume of the currency issued to them can be 
obtained if it is profitable to obtain it and if commercial necessity calls 
for it. Thatis the law that should govern currency—a commercial law 
and commercial power, which can not be fitly executed by a political 
power whose exigencies, under the spirit of party that so controls in a 
republic, would attempted to measure one force and one necessity 
by a power and a tendency wholly different in principle from thé sub- 
ject-matter to which it relates. 

Believing that this is the suggestion of the commencement or the re- 
commencement of a system and ofa step which is one of centralization 
of the most extreme nature, the creation of a power that I never will- 
ingly shall see created, I hope the Senate will emphatically refuse its 
-assent to the proposition of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

What may be done or needed when the debt of the United States shall 
have been paid we can better tell when that period arrives. Twenty- 
three years lie between us and that consummation. Undoubtedly the 
question of a redundant revenue, the accumulation of this excess of 
$100,000,000 in the Treasury, is embarrassing and is an evil in every 
way it can be looked at. Itimpoverishes the people and it compels the 
use of the money in some way, and at present the very natural and 
obvious way of buying in and paying off the interest-bearing debt of 
the United States. 

I have nething to say at this time in regard to another portion of the 
debt of the United States, and that is the $350,000,000 of Treasury 
notes, the demand notes, that are not paid and that are nothing but a 
form of debt conveniently used at this time by the peopleof this country 
-as their currency. That is part of the legacy ofawar. Itstands there. 
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There is no proposition that I know of now before the committee or the 
Senate to interfere with that, but the proposition is now made by the 
Senator from Kansas to extend the principle and to enter this Govern- 
ment upon a system of governmental I for one am not pre- 
pared for it, but should be false to my sense of duty, false to every con- 
yiction I have upon the wisdom and justice of Government interference 
with this question, if I did not upon every occasion record my vote and 
raise my voice against it, and particularly now do I wish to emphasize 
my protest against the issue of demand notes by the Government as a 
currency for the people—an expedient that has always proved too strong 
for the virtue of legislators. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, we are confronted with a condition of 
things which seems to call for some remedy. The system which the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] so lauds as being one designed 
to and capable of furnishing a currency which shall adjust itself to the 
wants of business from time to time has confessedly failed in perform- 
ing that function. It was not left for me to say that here for the first 
time, but it was left for the Finance Committee of this body, under its 
great authority, to present that as the reason why a measure which 
they reported should be passed. Bear in mind that that is not only so 
because of the retirement of the national debt, but it is so because the 
banks themselves have not taken out all the currency which they are 
now authorized by law to take out. That exhibits an inherent defect 
in the system, superadded to which is this other cause, the retirement 
of the national debt. 

If the system wiil itself furnish all the currency that is necessary, 
why are the Senator from Delaware and those who agree with him in 
supporting the bill of the Senator from New Jersey advocating upon 
this floor the absolute addition by the 1 fiat of legislation of $35,000,000 
bodily to the volume of the currency ? 

Mr. VEST. Forty-five million dollars by the amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. PLUMB. As the Senator from Missouri suggests, the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont would add $45,000,000 to the volume 
of the currency. It seems to me that we ought to have done with any 
further talking about this self-adjusting system answering the wants 
of the country with reference to currency. By the mouth of everybody 
and by the legislation proposed it is confessed that the system has failed, 
fundamentally failed, and is in danger not only of going down itself 
but of carrying down with it the entire structure of the business inter- 
ests of this country; and the question is now addressed to us as practi- 
cal men and as men having responsibilities, what shall we do to prevent 
this calamity? because it can be characterized by no lighter term than 
that. 

The Senator from Delaware said (he need not have said it though, 
but he did say it) that he himself could not tell what inducement 
would be necessary upon the part of Congress to induce the banks to 
take 4 per cent. bonds and thereby give permanency to the volume of 
currency, Weare to-day wrestling with that problem; and after all 
that can be said, and after all that has been said, it is only a guess at 
the very best. We have the authority of the gentlemen who have re- 
ported this bill, and who have proposed various amendments to it in- 
creasing the ratio of the currency to bonds, but against them we have 
the testimony of the president of a bankin the city of New York, speak- 
ing from the standpoint of the banks, in which he says that every one 
and all of these remedies will be absolutely futile. 

It therefore behooves us to do something which shall as nearly as pos- 
sible make it certain that the volume of the currency will not be 
reduced during the period of time that Congress shall be in vacation. 
In order to do that I have proposed the amendment which has been the 
subject of the remarks of the Senator from Delaware, confessing when 
I offered it that it was only fora temporary purpose. But it is justi- 
fied by the action of Congress in arresting the retirement of the green- 
back notes. The Senator from Delaware says that is fashioning the 
currency of the future upon the experience of the What is his 

roposition ? It is to add to the currency of to-day $35,000,000 or 
$40. 000,000 without adequate provision for any further increase what- 
ever, and with nothing that any-one can say with any authority will 
prevent the reduction of that currency at any moment of time. 

Mr. BAYARD. Would it interrupt the Senator for me to say a few 
words? 

Mr. PLUMB. No, sir. 

Mr. BAYARD. I did say that the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas was a proposition to measure the volume of the currency of the 
future by the volume of the past, because he provides for an issue of a 
different class of notes of an equivalent amount to those which shall be 
surrendered; so that of course if no more are to be issued than are sur- 
rendered the amount will be the same; there is to be no progress at all 
in that way, no increase in the volume. That was one of my com- 
ments. 

I wish to say further that there is no necessity for the Senate by ad- 
ditional legislation to provide for an increase in the volume of the cur- 
rency, because the banking system itself provides for that», The Sena- 
tor himself, an active and vigorous banker, can obtain 100 per cent., if 
this amendatory bill becomes a law, or under the present Jaw 90 per 


cent. of currency upon just such amount of bonds as he chooses to in- 
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vest his money in for the purpose of obtaining currency. If the de- 
mand shall be created from any cause for an increase in the volume of 
the currency, the present banking system permits it to be done. The 
proof of that has been the growth of the number of banks all over the 
United States until at this time I believe there is no Territory and no 
State that does not contain one or more new : 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam obliged tothe Senator from Delaware for calling 
my attentiou to the new banks. He will find by an examination of 
their statistics that with very few exceptions each bank has taken out 
the smallest possible amount of currency allowable. He will find that 
in all that region of country west of the Mississippi River where there 
have been the largest additions to the number of banks, the persons 
-organizing them have desired simply to have the charter for the reason 
that it has given them added credit; that they have had no concern 
about the amount of currency to be added to the general volume exist- 
ing in the country, but have taken out the smallest possible amount 
which the law enabled them to do. 

Mr. BAYARD. But they can take out the full amount of 90 per 
«cent. 

Mr. PLUMB. They have not done it, and because they have not 
done it, and because independent of the increase in the number of banks 
there has been a retirement of the actual amount of circulation, we are 
proposing legislation to do that which the banks themselves will not 
‘do, having refused to do it with the full opportunity. 

Mr. BAYARD. If I am not interrupting the Senator, let me ask, 
would it be any more compulsory than it is now? There is no com- 
pulsion on a bank to take out currency. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand that perfectly well, and for that very 
reason, as it is remitted to their self-interest, they are not likely to take 
it out to any extent except simply as we give it to them as a gratuity 
as is provided by the bill of the Senator from New Jersey. They will 
take it out because the bank that has $50,000 in bonds, having 90 per 

«cent. of circulation, will be glad of course to have the additional 10 per 
cent. As I said, we are providing by legislation to absolutely increase 
the currency by the amount of 10 per cent. at least, but it has not been 
demonstrated, and can not be demonstrated (on the contrary there is a 
-divided opinion existing here), that the bill of the Senator from New 
Jersey will induce the banks to take out more currency beyond the 
-amount of the 10 per cent. which we give to them absolutely for noth- 
ing. 

If the past is to be any guide for the future, the banks will takeout 
-$35,000,000 or $45,000,000 of currency, according to whichever of these 
measures we adopt, and then as the bonds are paid off, as they are bound 
to be, at the rate of $60,000,000 or $70,000,000, or perhaps $100,000, 000, 
per annum until the 3 percents are exhausted, we shall lose from the 
currency every time a bank goes out of business not 90 per cent. of its 
currency, as now, but 100 per cent., as them; that is to say, the retire- 
ment of the currency will be 10 per cent. greater than it will be under 
the system now existing by law. 

The Senator from New Jersey hopes of course that this 10 per cent. 
-addition will induce the banks to buy 4 percent. bonds. Why did they 
not buy them when they were at 115? The reason why they did not 
was well stated by the president of the New York Mercantile National 
Bank. He said ‘nets is an instinctive and overwhelming repugnance 
in the minds of all bankers to a premium account. If they would not 
take the bonds at 115 or at 120 in order to get the privilege of continu- 
-ing with this currency, are they likely to take them when we give them 
100 per cent. of circulation, and by that act put the premium on the 
‘bonds up beyond 35? I can not escape a very strong conviction that 
this legislation will put the premium on the bonds to 30, and that when 
the premium is at 30, instead of the banks buying the bonds in order 

base currency upon them, we run great risks that the banks already 
holding them will sell at least as many as they can and savetheir char- 
ters in order to get the added premium to go into their profit-and-loss 

-account. 

So far as I am concerned I have no objection to the national banking 
system continuing until by the bahay AE E of the debt and the 
„expiration of theircharters the banks shall disappear in anatural, easy, 
noiseless way; but we are confronted with the fact that the national 
banking system has failed to answer the purposes of its creation; that 
the business of the country dependent upon the volume of currency 
which it gives is rendered liable to destruction by the withdrawal of that 
«currency; and I for one propose to exercise my judgment as clearly as 
I can for the determination of what measure will prevent what I can 
“only conceive as a calamity which is impending over the country. 

No matter what else may be said about this proposition of mine, it 
will at least prevent the contraction of the currency. There is that 
much that is sure; and it is not a currency that isnot to be good, but it 
äs a currency thatis to depend for its value upon precisely the same source 
and basis as the greenback note itself does, of which we have had hereto- 
fore ample experience and an experience which has been so acceptable to 
the people of this country that they are at least not going to do without 
it. When the next Congress meets, or the next after that, or whenever 
it shall be demonstrated that a still further enlargement is necessary, 
that can be taken up as a subject apart from all other questions and 


considered then in the light of the safety which we shall have provided ' 


in th® adoption of a measure which simply puts into the same channel 
with the retiring national-bank note a Treasury note which follows it 
up, taking its place just as fast as the national banks goout of existence. 
Anything that will not do this utterly fails to meet the case, . 

When I think of the great authority of the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. BAYARD] andof the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], 
opposed to the equally great authority of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. MORRILL]. the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and how widely apart they are, 
and when I then consider that the banking interest itself, by the rep- 
resentative of one of the greatest banks of New York city, comes in 
and says they are all wrong, it seems to me it is time to consider whether 
we are not actually e in doing an idle thing. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Before the Senator takes hisseat, if he will allow 
me, he states that his amendment will certainly prevent any contrac- 
tion of the currency. As I understand his amendment it will also 
prevent any expansion of the currency. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes; it will. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It will ‘absolutely prevent any expansion of the 
currency under the national banking law. 

Mr, PLUMB. It will prevent the expansion of the currency except 
as it is expanded by the operation of law providing for the issuing of 
gold and silver certificates. It leaves the only lee-way, so to speak, in 
the amount of currency with reference to its enlargement to come from 
the production of the precious metals and their coinage. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Itis therefore a measure which would result in 
the destruction of the principle and the quality of freedom in the na- 
tional banking system? 

Mr. PLUMB, Notat all. It will not prevent any national bank 
from increasing its circulation; it will not prevent any new national 
bank from taking out circulation. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It will not? 

Mr. PLUMB. Not at all. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then the Senatorand I misunderstand each other, 
as I construe his amendment. When may a national bank take out 
new circulation under the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Kansas ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Atany time. It does not interfere with the opera- 
tions of the national banking system at all. If it shall become a law, 


whenever any national bank shall retire its circulation and it shall not _ 


be taken up during the next succeeding thirty days, then the Secretary 
of the Treasnry is to issue new Treasury notes; but the operation of the 
issnance of new national-bank notes is not interfered with at all. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then I understand the Senator’s amendment to 
mean, according to his interpretation, that if a national bank having 
$100,000 of, bonds deposited in the Treasury and having taken $90,000 
of circulation out should surrender this $90,000, any other national 
bank eos come in after that and take that currency. 

Mr. PLUMB. They may do that, but they may do better. They 
may take it without any reference to that. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Then what becomes of the clause in the mend- 
ment proposed by the Senator which reads as follows: 

The true intent and meaning of this section being that the volume of paper 
meron ee tstanding, exclusive of gold and silver certificates, shall remain as now 

Mr. PLUMB. I moved that at the suggestion of a Senator who said 
that he thought it would add to the value of the amendment. It did 
not strike me that way, but I offered it last evening, and I propose to 
withdraw that part of my amendment, because I do not think it neces- 
sary to the operation of the section. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand that the Senator from Kansas now 
proposes to modify his amendment by striking off that part of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas pro- 
pose to modify his amendment at this time? 

Mr. PLUMB. I had not proposed to do it at this time, but I had 
proposed some time before the amendment wa’ voted on to withdraw 
the clause I added last evening at the close of my amendment, and 
which while not in any way impairing the effee of it, as I think, at 
the same time is not necessary; and I will now withdraw the last sen- 
tence of the amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. Jet the clause to be withdrawn be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report that part 
n the amendment which the Senator from Kansas proposes to with- 

raw. ai 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The true intent and meaning of this section being that 
money outstanding, exclusive of gold and silver certifica: 
existing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be modified as 
suggested by the Senator from Kansas who moved it. The question 
is upon agreeing to the same as modified. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I did not intend to say a single 
word upon the amendment offered by the honorable Senator from Kansas 
(Mr. PLvats] nor in fact to say a single word with respect to any amend- 
ment now pending to the bill. The bill speaks for itself. [tisa plain, 
simple proposition which any man and every man can understand. We 


the volume of paper 
tes, shall remain as now 
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propose to issue currency up to the face value of the bonds, and"to the 
face value only. The other propositions mean something more, and I 
do not agree with them. I would not rise now were it not to call at- 
tention to certain statements made yesterday by the honorable Senator 
from Missouri [ Mr. Vest] when addressing the Senate, which if I pass 
them unheeded will tend to falsify the record I had made in the past. 
I, will call attention to the remarks he made. He said: 


rs of the country, as the 
people 

I have no recollection at any time since I have been honored with a 
seat upon the floor of the Senate that I have ever eulogized the national 
banks beyond their deserts. The national banking system as originally 
formed was not alone for the purpose of giving the people circulation; 
it was for the purpose of ronne and disposing of the bonds of the 
Government among the people; and as to the currency of the national 
banks, Isayitis the best currency attainable at this time or at any time 
since it was adopted. I did say this, and only this, that I was in favor 
of the continuance of the national banking system until some substi- 
tute—mark the language—until some substitute equal to all the mu- 
tations of confidence, business, and credit should be first found to take its 
place. Thatisthe position I hold to-day. I would notdisturb the finan- 
cial affairs of this country to any extent which could injure its commer- 
cial interests and the prosperity of its people. The honorable Senator 
from Missouri went on further to say: 

The national banks to-day, instead of asking for a tual debt, are tiding 
over the obstructions which are placed in their way by the bonds ofthe country 
Fes due, until twenty-three years from now, as indicated by the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], our children will take charge of them and see that 
they exist henceforth and forever. For the present the Senator from Ohio and 
the Senator from New Jersey are simply meeting the little obstacles that are in 
of the national banks and tiding matters over till hereafter, when the 
last dollar of the national debt shall be paid, and the ingenuity of some financier 
will find means to fasten this national-bank system upon the people for all time 
to come, 

Daring a former discussion in this Chamber with respect to the basis 
upon which the national banks should stand I did notagree with the hon- 
orable Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. I have never agreed with 
him. I was not wise enough (if that be the word) to agree with the hon- 
orable Senator from Ohio upon the question as to whether the bonds 
should bear 3 per cent., as I wanted, or 4 per cent. interest, as he 
wanted. I had the honor to introduce into this Chamber a bill pro- 
viding for a 3 per cent. bond having thirty years torun. I accepteda 
modification of that bill reducing the time of maturity of the bond to 
twenty years. I believed then and I believe now that my proposition 
was the true and proper solution of the whole question. I did not 
agree with gentlemen on this side of the Chamber that it was the duty 
of this Government to pay the public debt at such break-neck speed. 
The people of this country had lost inlives, in property, and in produc- 
tive industry more than any people had ever before suffered upon the 
face of the earth, and I believe the true policy was to let posterity pay 
a part of the debt. We have a pension debt amounting to almost a 
hundred million of dollars per year, but the pensioner will not always 
live, he will not be here always to receive it. I claimed that it was 
our duty to pay the pensioner, but to extend the public debt to a time 
when posterity should bear a part of its burdens. 

The only difference between the honorable Senator from Ohio and 
myself in the past has been that when I preferred a 3 per cent. bond 
he thought it could not be maintained at par (and advocated a 4 per 
cent. instead), although at a later period his views had changed, and I 
think he introduced and defended a 3 per cent. bond bill. The differ- 
ence between us to-day is as radical as ever; hedemandsa greater favor 
to the banks than I am willing to allow. Therefore it will hardly do 
to say that I am assailing the Senator from Ohio to meet the little ob- 
stacles in the way of the national banks. 

Mr. President, it is not my custom to take much of the time of the 
Senate in defending my own record or in assailing the record of other 
Senators, but having been always upon the side other than that where 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] places me, I feel impelled to put 
the Senator right. 

Now, we are confronted with another condition. The 3 per cent. 
bonds are being paid very rapidly; they are disturbing the circulation 
which rests upon them; and Co; has been asked to devise a rem- 
edy. The remedy we propose is all the remedy’ that can safely be 
given. We propose to issue circulation upon the bond to its face value 
and no more. The Senator from Kansas says that is insufficient; that 
it is an inadequate remedy. That may beso. I do not know that the 
banks will invest in a 4 per cent. bond at a high rate of premium suf- 
ficient to keep the circulation equal to what it is to-day; but I do know 
that it is a measure in the right,direction, and it is a measure of assist- 
ance. It proposes to issue, if the banks call for it, $35,000,000 more 


of currency. 
I do not share in the alarm expressed by the honorable Senator, that 
if the bonds should reach 130 the banks will not buy them and con- 


tinue their banking business. I claim that successful banking can be 


done upon a 4 per cent. bond at a premium of 25 cent., and it will 
yield to the banks all that I think they are entitled to when we con- 
sider the other advantages which this system of banking offers. As for 
believing that the currency will be contracted to any dangerous extent, 
I do not share in that alarm. j 

Mr. President, I will say no more. I only wished to rise to answer 
and to set my friend from Missouri right. I wish the honorable Sen- 
ator to understand that from the first, since I became a member of this 
body, I have been invariably found upon the side of a bond bearing the 
lowest rate of interest. I believe that a 3 per cent. bond expresses 
that. There is no country upon the earth that has been able to main- 
tain a bond yielding only 3 per cent. interest to the investor at a point 
much above par. A 3 per cent. bond expresses perhaps the happy me- 
dium, or the extent to which we can go in reducing the rate of interest 
to a point that will maintain the bond at par. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it matters very little, I presume, to-day 
what any Senator said in 1881 or how he voted then, and I certainly 
wish to disclaim any intention to pervert or misrepresent the record of 
the Senator from New Jersey. E sappa that his position on the 
national-bank question had been deliberately taken and was well un- 
derstood by himself and by the country. z 

I repeat that in 1881—the RECORD will bear me out—the Senator 
from New Jersey, as I stated yesterday, stood here and declared that 
the national banks had preserved the national life and that they were 
the instrument to which the American people owed the existence of 
their Government. If that was not praise of the banks, I do not know 
what it was. 

Now the Senator says that he and the Senator from Ohio did not agree 
in 1881. The fight in 1881 was over the Carlisle amendment which 
took away the power of the national banks to expand or gontract the 
currency at their will, as I said yesterday. In 1881 the Senator from 
New Jersey and the Senator from Ohio fought shoulder to shoulder 
against that amendment, and the Senator from New Jersey did not utter 
a word that was not in the direction of giving to the national banks this- 
terrible and extraordinary power of controlling the entire monetary in- 
terests of the country. The record shows the fact to be that the na- 
tional banks, when they found the Carlisle amendment was put into. 
the act of Congress, clamored, as I said yesterday, around the White- 
House, they inundated the Executive Mamsion with telegrams, they sent 
committees here until these corridors were almost blocked with them,. 
and they said ‘‘if you do not take out that amendment, if you do not. 
veto this bill, we will strike down the credit of the country,’’ and they 
did produce a panic which appalled the business interests of the whole 
country. Gentlemen should think of these facts. The Senator from 
New Jersey says I misrepresent him. I deny it. 

Now the Senator says with regard to the question before the Senate 
at this time that he is in favor of continuing the public debt. I un- 
derstand that to be the position of my friend, that he thinks posterity 
should pay a portion of it. The distinguished Senator voted for the 
tariff bill that passed here at the last session, which creates more than 
$100,000,000 of surplus revenue each year; and yet the Senator says he 
is opposed to paying the national debt, he is in favor of retaining this 
surplus revenue. Now what does he propose to do withit? I should 
like to know from him. He is a financier and I am not. I want him 
to tell me what he proposes to do with the $100,000,000 of surplus that 
every year is put into the Treasury. He does not want to pay the debt. 
I suppose my friend wants to keep it as a sort of financial bric-a-brac- 
for the inspection of the country at large. Iam not. I want to use 
that money. I say that the Senator who stands on this floor and says. 
that he is for the perpetuation of the public debt of this country is in. 
defiance of a public sentiment that is overwhelming and cen dea 
No Senator that I know ef dare take that position except the Senator- 
from New Jersey, that he is for the perpetuation of the debt for any 

whatever. I am astonished and astounded to hear that the- 
Senator deliberately announces that platform; but, sir, he announces. 
it for himself alone. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, my honorable friend has wan- 
dered over such a wide range of subjects for material that I may be- 
pardoned if I fail to notice them all. I may neglect some, but to fol- 
low him I must come back to the point. In his speech of yesterday 
he said, if the RECORD be true: 

I recollect that in 1881, when we offered the national banks a 3 per cent. thirty- 
year bond, they took the Government by the throat, retired eighteen millions 
of currency in one day in the city of New York, crushed down the industries- 
and interests of the country, and my distinguished friend from New Jersey in 
front of me [Mr. MCPHERSON] pees here and eulogized the national banks as 
the great benefactors of the country, as the agencies that had preserved the 
national life, as the instrumentality under God to which the American people- , 
should sing peeans of praise for all time to come, 


My criticism of the honorable Senator’s peert of yesterday was à 
reply to that.’ I do not understand that we have ever had any contest 
over a3 cent. bond but once. I was simply relating my votes and 
giving the honorable Senator information as to what my position was. 
upon the 3 per cent. bond, which position he had misstated (uninten- 
tionally of course). I then stated that I believed it was for the best 
interest of this country to make that bond a twenty or thirty year bond,. 
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bearing 3 per cent. interest, the lowest rate of interest at which this 
Government or any other upon this earth can hope tofloat a public debt. 
Wherefore I favored it. 
Now, Mr. President, I do not understand that because I favored a 3 
per cent. thirty-year bond I was in accord with the honorable Sena- 
® tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] at that time, who favored a different 


f You were with the Senator from Ohio on the Carlisle 
amendment? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ido not mean to discuss with the honorable 
Senator all the amendments that were brought in by way of a better- 
ment in the opinion of some Senators here to the 3 per cent. bond bill. 
I will not discuss with him the Carlisle amendment or any other amend- 
ment. There were more than a dozen amendments presented here, 
most of which, I think, were rejected. 

Mr. VEST. The Carlisle amendment was adopted. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Now the honorable Senator goes further and he 
must bring in the tariff issue as one of the questions, and cites my po- 
sition on that. He wishes to know if I desire to perpetuate the public 
debt, and if I wish to heap up a large surplus of money in the public 
‘Treasury. Itis unnecessary that I should answer that question ** yes” 
or ‘‘no,” but I will answer the Senator’s question. I would not per- 
petuate the public debt to serve the national-banks, but for quite a dif- 
ferent reason. 

For two long years there had been an agitation of the tariff question 
in Congress. It had been determined, and wisely I think, that a com- 
mission outside of this body should be appointed by the President, who 
should have charge of and who should investigate every matter of in- 
terest, every matter of detail in relation to all the industries of the 
country, as to the effect about the public revenue, and also as to their 
workings with each other. The commission was appointed; for six long 
months it sat at various points all over this country, and took the tes- 
timony of those engaged in manufacturing, agricultural, and all other 
pursuits, giving to usa vast fund of information. They reported their 
bill to Congress, and the Congress of the United States accepted that 
report as a basis for settling the tariff question. What was it 
to.accomplish? It was maintained by myself, I know, and I think 
also by other Senators on this floor, that it would save something like 
$75,000,000 per year to the people. It was intended to be a reduction 
of revenue, and it was voted for with that understanding and with that 
belief. The bill was better in its proportions, it was better in its classi- 
fication, it was better in every than the old tariff law which we 
were seeking to amend. It is true I voted for it, and why? The bill 
did notsuit me; I would have made a tariff bill far different to be in 
consonance with my own views; butI was met and confronted with this 
condition of things: The bill was before the Senate, the vote was being 
called; thirty-one Senators voted in opposition to the bill, thirty-one in 
favor of it. I rose in my place and cast my vote for the bill, as I would 
do again‘ under the same circumstances. 

For two long years we held the industries of this country in continued 
agitation. They did not know from one day to the other how much 
each industry would be affected by reason of legislation here. It takes 
a long period of time between the purchase of the raw material and the 
time required to manufacture for market certain kinds of goods. The 
manufacturer refused to purchase supplies for more than daily wants. 
The laborer had no assurance he would not be turned out and the next 
day become a tramp seeking bread from door to door. What I wanted 
to prevent, what my vote did prevent, was such a shock to the indus- 
tries of this land that they would not have recovered from it in years. 
That is what it prevented, and that is what my vote will always seek 
to prevent, whether it be in the direction of giving needed facilities to 
national banks or to any industry which depends for its success upon 
the legislation of Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I had no purpose to discuss this ques- 
tion as long as the debate seemed to be confined to the measure pro- 
posed by the Finance Committee; but the debate has taken so wide a 
range and the amendments to this bill are so numerous and so volumi- 
nous that I think it proper for me to occupy a few moments by way of 
explanation of the votes I intend to give. 

Iamnot troubled about the bill presented by the Finance Committee, 
nor am I disturbed with regard to any of the amendments proposed in 
the nature of enlarging the authority given to national banks in the 
way of the deposit of bonds. I do not fear the great calamity which 
some appear to think is impending upon the country if this bill be 
passed. I do net believe there is any panic impending with reference 
to our currency. I see no reason for it because of the deposit of 3 per 
cent. bonds by the banks and the probability that the notes issued on 
those bonds may be withdrawn from circulation by reason of the pay- 
ment of the bonds. There may be a temporary disturbance in our 
currency on this account; but certainly I see no tendency to a general 
disturbance of our finances because of it. Our circulation does not 
depend wholly upon the national banks. It is true their issues consti- 
tute an important element in the circulation, and it is one of theelastic 
elements inour circulation. The only fixed element in our circulation 
to-day is the greenback. That can neither be increased nor diminished; 
but with reference to every other species of paper money there is no 


reason why the volume may not be increased or diminished at the will 
or caprice of commerce or of individuals who may desire to increase or 
diminish it. Take our silver certificates; are they not an important 
element in the paper circulation of our country? ‘They amount now to 
$100,000,000, in round numbers. They may be diminished by their de- 
posit in the Treasury. Our gold certificates, amounting to $100,000,000 
or more, are in the same position. These gold certificates are dimin- 
ished by their return to the Treasury and the taking of gold from the 
Treasury which may be hoarded or may go into circulation. So of the 
national-bank notes. A bank in Iowa or in Missouri with $100,000 
capital may, ifit chooses, return its $90,000 of circulation or may deposit 
fenne for it in the Treasury, and to that extent there is a with- 

wal of $100,000 of circulation; but while thatis being done in Missouri 
or in Iowa, a bank in Indiana may be taking out $100,000 of circula- 
tion either upon the capital already in existence or upon new capital 
that it proposes to use in banking. So that ourcurrency is to-day flexible 
with reference to everything excepting the greenback; there is no flex- 
ibility in that regard. 

The United States Government has taken into its hands the entire 
paper circulation of the country. There is to-day no power in our States 
to issue paper meney, for the reason that we have imposed a tax of 10 
per cent. upon State bank circulation. In other words, we have taken 
absolute control of the currency of the country. Now what is our 
duty, that being an existing fact? It is our duty to so manage this 
currency as to give the people of the country a sufficiency of the cir- 
culating medium to transact the business of our country from time to 
time. i 

When the national-banking system was established it was established 
in connection with our greenbacks, then having a larger volume than 
now, but the national-bank circulation was then limited to $300,000,000, 
beyond which the banks could not go. So valuable was that privilege 
then that in many instances a premium was paid for the notes of na- 
tional banks that surrendered their charters, their notes being still in 
circulation; but when we made national banking free there was no 
longer any premium upon national-bank notes surrendered or to be sur- 
rendered to the Treasury; but another difficulty intervened, and what 
is that? It isthat we have made here an iron-clad rule with reference 
to national-bank note circulation and the security upon which it shall 
be based, namely, that nothing but United States bonds shall be de- 
posited with the and national circulation issued upon them 
alone. What is the result of that? We have been paying our national 
debt in the last few years at the rate of $100,000,000 per annum. It 
has now been paid to such an extent that it is exceedingly difficult for 
national banks to purchase bonds in order to place them as security for 
circulation. 

Our 4 per cent. bonds have gone to 23 per cent, premium; our 4} per- 
cents are to be paid in 1891; our 3 percents are payable at the pleasure 
of the Government; and every man with a nose upon his face knows and 
sees that the 3 percents will be paid in the course of three or four years 
from thistime. Thus, while we have nominally made national bank- 
ing free we have restricted the security by our own legislation whereby 
banks can secure these notes; and it is for the reason that this restric- 
tion has operated, by the fact that these securities, the bonds of the 
United States, are being paid, that I have been willing to vote for the 
bill of the Senator from Delaware, and to vote for the amendments pro- 
posed by the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Vermont. Iam 
willing to open up to the largest possible degree the bonds of the United 
States for the benefit, not of these banks, but for the benefit of the cir- 
culation of the country which we have required by our laws that these 
national banks shall issue. So I can vote for any of these amendments 
without difficulty. 

Noram I disturbed about fluctuation in the value of the national-bank 
notes. Why, Mr. President, the value of a national-bank note does not 
depend absolutely upon the bond deposited; it depends upon many 
other things. The United States Government stands behind every one 
of these national-bank notes, aside from the security which the Gov- 
ernment holds. There is not a national-bank note in circulation to- 
day that this Government is not just as much bound to redeem as its 
own greenback notes. The faith of the Government is pledged to the 
redemption of every dollar of national-bank notes that isissued. There- 
fore, if by any operation, if by any sudden depression in the value of 
our securities, the bonds should fall below by 1 or 2 or 10 per cent. 
the amount of notes in circulation, the noteholder would not be dis- 
turbed by it; he would receive the value of his circulation by simply 
applying to the Treasury of the United States in case of default of 
the bank, because under our law the United States Government has 
bound itself when a bank fuils to pay its notes to the holders dollar for 
dollar, and the Government itself, and not the noteholder, looks {8 the 
bank for its security. Therefore thert is no danger in any one of these 
propositions of a fluctuation in the value of the circulating notes; they 
are absolutely secure in the handsof the holders. So I can vote for the 
amendment suggested by the Senator from Vermont without any diffi- 
culty, There is no danger of fluctuation in the value of these circu- 
lating notes; they are just as secure as the silver certificate, as the gold 
certificate, or as the greenback itself. 

Now, Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from Kansas and with 
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other Senators, that this bill is a makeshift; it is a temporary expedi- 


ent. We all know thatit is only a question of time when these national 
banks will go out of existence, so as their power to issue circulat- 
ing notes is because they can not last beyond the period 
when our national debt shall be paid off. They will not last so long, 
because before then it will be impossible for national banks to secure 
United States bonds for the purposes of circulation. Why do I say so? 
The savings-banks and trust companies of our country already hold, as 
stated by the Comptroller of the Currency, about $250,000,000 of our 
bonds, largely the 4 per cent. bonds, Is it supposable that these trust 
companies and sayings-banks will relinquish these bonds to national 
banks? Individuals in this country probably hold $100,000,000 more 
of the bonds, and one hundred or two hundred millions are possibly 
held abroad. So, then, of the $700,000,000 of 4 percents that run to 
1907, in my judgment it is not probable or possible that more than 
$300,000,000 could be at any time secured for the purpose of national- 
bank circulation. The 3 percents that are now outstanding will be 

id off, in the very nature of things, in three or four years, unless we 

argely reduce taxation. If we maintain the sinking fund only, the 3 

per cent. bonds will be paid off in six years, before the maturity of the 
4} per cent. bonds. 

So then it is only a question, in my judgment, of six or seven years 
when practically the national banks will cease to furnish circulation to 
the country, even if the measure by the Senator from Ver- 
mont or that reported by the Senator from Delaware shall pass. There- 
fore I agree with those who say that it is our duty to address our- 

. selves to the question of furnishing some other method whereby the 
circulation of our country can be maintained, rather than to rely wholly 
and only upon the bonds of the United States for that purpose. I am 
willing, for one, to address myself to that question with reference to 
the preservation of the national banks. I believe they are the most 
valuable moneyed institutions for the purpose of making exchanges 
among our people and transacting the banking business of our coun- 
try that we have had in this nation. Therefore I am for maintainin 
the system, and I am for addressing myself to some measure or me 
whereby the system can be maintained. 

Now, of the two propositions not yet noticed by me, the one pre- 
sented by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] and the one presented 
by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], I should greatly prefer 
the measure suggested by the Senator from Alabama. His proposition 
looks to the preservation and expansion and extension of the national 

banking system, keeping in mind constantly the absolute security of the 
noteholder; but the proposition of the Senator from Kansas and the 
correlative proposition of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] look 
to the absolute destruction of the national banking system, -and if the 
principle of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas shall 
prevail, the national banking system is doomed, and I think, for one, 
that it is too valuable to be disturbed either now or in the future. 

The Senator from Kansas proposes that the Government of the United 
States shall itself issue all the paper money of the country (for that is 
the ultimate effect of his proposition), and that it shall do so upon the 
sole security of the faith of the United States for the redemption of 
that money, and of 25 per cent. or 30 per cent. of coin, as the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] suggests, by way of a reserve. I do 
not care to go into that question in detail, but I find in the details of 
this proposition some things which I can not assent to. 

Some Senator the other day in the debate asked how these Treasury 
notes, so called, were to be putinto circulation. I was glad that the 
Senator from Missouri undertook to answer that question. He told us 
in the first place that these bonds of ours were likely to rapidly in- 
crease in value, and he indorsed the suggestion, made I believe by Mr. 
L. E. Chittenden, that it would be only a few months or a few years 
at most when the 4 per cent. bonds would be worth 138} in the mar- 
kets of our country. And the Senator from Missouri proposes, as a 
means of these Treasury notes into circulation, that we shall go 
into the markets of the country and buy up the bonds from the holders 
at the market price. In other words, if the bonds shall go up to 138} 
he proposes to obligate this Government to pay. $138.50 for each $100 it 
owes to-day—no, not pay, but substitute another obligation of the 
Government of the United States of $138.50 for each Governmentobli- 
gation of $100 that the Government now owes to the people. In other 
words, he proposes, so far as the 4 per cent. bonds are concerned, to 
swell the public debt of the United States from two to three hundred 
million dollars. Is the Senate ready, are the people of the United 
States ready, to increase their obligationsin that way, first by artificial 
legislation to enhance the value of the bonds in the markets of the 
world, and then go into the markets and buy up the bonds with other 
obligations of the United States? And yet there is no other way 
whereby these Treasury notes canbe put into circulation. 

I have here a statement of the condition of the on the 1st 
of this month. It shows that we have in the Treasury of the United 
States $486,000,0000f money. Thinkofit! Four hundred and eighty- 
six million dollars of money now in the Treasury, and yet the Senator 
from Missouri and I am sorry to say my friend from Kansas propose 
that we shall put into this Treasury an additional sum equivalent to 
whatever amount of bank circulation may be retired. 


Mr. COCKRELL. May I ask a question about the $486,000,000 in. 
the Treasury? Is there’anything out representing any of it or is that 
absolutely surplus cash? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the gross sum of the assets. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not need to instruct my illustrious friend from. 
Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] upon that question. He knows perfectly 
well that there are obligations of the Government against this sum , 
amounting to a good many millions of dollars. I believe the available 
assets are only 3150,000,000, after taking from the gross amount of 
money in the Treasury the actual demands outstanding against it. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I wanted that to appear. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] in the same 
breath arguing in favor of putting these vast sums in the Treasury for 
the purpose of buying up bonds at 38} per cent. premium, to which he 
says they will mount, tells us now that we have $100,000,000 of sur- 
plus per annum in the Treasury. So we have had, and perhaps during 
the past year even more than that; so we may have during the next 
year; Ido not know. I know that from the computations of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury we shall only have abont $38,000,000 of surplus 
if we carry out our obligation to redeem a sufficient amount of bonds to- 
protect the sinking fund as the law now requires. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] proposes this method of get- 
ting rid of these national-bank notes; but there is another system of ex- 
pansion which goes on under his amendment and goes on under the 
amendment of my friend from Kansas illimitably; that is to say, there 
is no limit in either amendment to the amount of national-bank notes 
that may be issued. While one bank is withdrawing its circulation 
and Treasury notes are being issued in lieu of it, another and a new 
bank may get circulation or an old bank may still enlarge its circula- 
tion, so that the national-bank circulation may not be diminished one 
dollar, and yet we may have a large issue of Treasury notes. 

_Mr. President, I do not care to argue these questions at length—— 

Mr. BECK. Before the Senator from Iowa takes his seat I desire to- 
obtain information from him, if he will be kind enough to give it to me, 
and I ask it in good faith, because I am troubled about it. 

The Senator from Kansas provides that the Treasury notes which he 
proposes to issue shall be deposited in the Treasury and paid out like 
other moneys kept for the discharge of the obligations of the Govern- 
ment. That, ofcourse, means to buy bonds, as, having a surplus of over 
$100,000,000 a year, we do now. I desire to ask the Senator from Iowa 
if he understands the amendment as I do in this way: If the national 
banks see fit to draw in all their circulation, say $300,000,000, and 
$300,000,000 of Treasury notes are issued, and of course $300,000,000- 
of bonds purchased, or the amount of bonds that $300,000,000 Treasury 
notes will purchase, and the national banks should afterward at any 
time reissue their $300,000,000 of circulation, does he understand that 
the $300,000,000 Treasury notes proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 
would remain outstanding? I do. 

Mr, ALLISON. I understand it to be so. I understand the Sena- 
tor from Kansas now proposes no limitation on national-bank circula- 
tion as to volume. He had an amendment looking to that, I believe, 
last evening, but that amendment has been withdrawn. That amend- 
ment was a sort of Procrustean bed. It required that the total volume 
of circulation should neither be diminished nor increased at any time, 
assuming of course that we should want as much currency in thecoun- 
try in the winter months as we should inthe summer and fall months, 
when business all over the country requires a larger circulation than 
perhaps at this season of the year. 

But, Mr. President, as I said before, I do not think it worth while 
now to go into a detailed argument with reference to the public policy 
involved in the measure su ted by the Senator from Kansas. It is 
enough for us to say that ory, all experience is against the prop- 
osition suggested by his amendment. I know of no government that 
has ever undertaken in the form proposed by him to issue the currency 
of the country. The Senator from Missouri undertook to justify it yes- 
terday by the s ion that we have repeatedly issued Treasury notes. 
So we have issued them; but if the Senator will recur to the history of 
those issues he will see that such notes have always been issued im 
limited amounts, and I believe almost universally issued as exchequer 
bills are issued by Great Britain, bearing interest. So far as I know 
there never has been an exception to this rule, except possibly in 1814 
or 1815, when a few small notes were authorized to be issued by our 
Government not bearing interest, but those notes were convertible into 
7 percent. bondsof the United States.: I defy my friend from Missouri 
to furnish to me a single instance where the Government of the United 
States has ever issued Treasury notes except to be redeemed in short 
periods of time, and except also bearing interest at some fixed rate in 
the law which authorized their issue, and, to meet current and pressing” 
obligations of the Government. They were first issued in 1812 or 1813, 
when specie payments were suspended and when the business of this 
country was paralyzed because of a war with Great Britain; and some 
subsequent issues were made during that same period. They were 
again issued in the panic of 1837, but only for a short period. of time, 
when our , a8 we know, was depleted by the distribution of 
the surplus money among the States of the Union, and again in 1842 
and 1857 and 1860 and 1861 under the pressure of the Treasury for the 
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purpose of paying the current pressing obligations of the Government. 
So when demand notes to the extent of $50,000,008 were issued in the 
beginning of the war in 1861 they were made convertible by their terms 
into 6 per cent. bonds, and they were taken up within a short period of 
time when we entered upon the experiment of issuing greenback legal- 
tender notes. 

Our own experience shows us that the statesmen who have managed 
the finances of our Government from its organization, from the estab- 
lishment of the Constitution to the present time, although we have at 
various periods been under great stress and stringency, have never pro- 
posed the suggestions of the Senator from Kansas and the Senator from 
Missouri. In 1791, when this Government was pressed down with a 
load of debt, not only tha debt of the States in the aggregate but the 
separate State debts arising out of the Revolutionary war, and when 
such men as Mr. Hamilton and Mr. Jefferson and General Washington 
busied their minds with considering what were the best and wisest 
methods of disposing of those debts, it never entered their fertile brain 
to adopt the suggestions of the Senator from Kansas and the Senator 
from Missouri. They were, it is true, familiar with the experience of 
the experiment that our forefathers went through during the Revolu- 
tionary war with this character of irredeemable currency; they had 
seen the currency jump from par to a rate requiring $500 of it to buy 
one dollar of good money.. So it has been during all the periods of 
pressure through which we have passed, no resort has been had to the 
experiment now sought to be revived. 

How was it in 1862? I see Senators before me who participated in 
the discussions of what was then known as the issue of greenback cur- 
rency, whe declared then that that currency would not be redeemed. 
What was theirargument? Thatit would be expanded under the press- 
ure of the war to an irredeemable extent, and then would not be re- 

„ deemed; and but for the fact that the men who controlled public affairs 
during the period from 1861 to 1865 determined that our legal-tender 
notes should never pass beyond a certain fixed sum (which was specified 
in the act of 1864), we should have launched out into a system of irre- 
deemable paper money. We did not do it, and the result has been 
that the greenback currency of ours is to-day within the limits and 
means of our Government for redemption and payment, and is now at 
paringold.. Every formof obligation which was issued during the war, 
save and except the greenback currency, then in volume $400,000,000, 
was an interest-bearing obligation and redeemable ata short time fixed 
in the law which created it. 

Now I submit to Senators whether when we are at specie payments 
when we have to-day in this country at least $800,000,000 of coin, gold 
and silver, when we have a currency every dollar of which is at par 
with the gold coin of the United States, when we have in the Treasury 
not only enough money to bear our ordinary expenses and pay our in- 
terest and provide for the sinking fund, but have over and beyond all 
this a surplus of $50,000,000 perannum to apply upon the public debt, 
which has not matured but is payable at the option of the Government, 
is it worth while for us to create still more paper obligations simply 
for the purpose of bridging over what may be called a temporary diffi- 
culty which I do not see, and thus change entirely the policy of our 
Government from its organization up to the present moment? 

It may be that that will be considered a wise thing for us todo. I 
do not believe it ever will be, but it certainlyis not a wise thing for us 
to enter upon at this moment when our Treasury is full to repletion, 
and when we have no earthly reason for the issue of these obligations 
except (as the Senator from Missouri himself confessed) to buy the in- 
terest-bearing obligations of our Government at a premium of 384 per 
cent. Of course I am arguing upon the assumption that the 3 per cent. 
bonds which are payable at the pleasure of the Government must be 
exhausted before this machine is placed in full play. 

Mr. President, I think we are bound to address onrselves in thenear 
future to the question of substituting some other security than that of 
the United States bonds for the notes of the national banks. I have 
no doubt that a measure can be devised which will be perfectly safe to 
the bill-holder, perfectly secure to the Government of the United States, 
and yet furnish a flexible and elastic currency for the circulation of the 
country beyond that which would naturally come from the greenback 
notes and the gold and silver certificates. 

I do not wish to take my seat without entering my protest against 
one suggestion that was made by the Senator from Missouri yesterday, 
quoting as I believe he did from the Senator from Ohio, and thatis that 
there is no value in the provision giving the legal-tender quality to the 
greenback currency of the United States. I believe there is value in 
that provision, not now when we are in a high tide of prosperity, not 
now when no panic is pending, but let the time come when there is a 
stringency in the money market in this country, and when it does come 
it will be of immense value to the people of the United States wholive 
remote from the great centers of gold and business to have a paper 
many of the Government in limited quantity that is itself a legal ten- 

er. s i 

This legal-tender quality now fixed by our laws is fixed in anal 
to the laws of Great Britain. They have allowed the Bank of England 
to issue without other security than the faith of the Government of 
Great Britain acertain limited quantity of Bank of England notes which 


are a legal tender throughout the kingdom, and, experience has shown 
that in every panic since the establishment of the Bank of England upon 
this principle in 1844 not a single Bank of England note has been re- 
turned to the bank, but that these Bank of England notes have been 
used by people all over England and Scotland and Ireland for the pur- 
pose of protecting themselves against demands for actual coin payment 
of debts. So I think the time may come, I do not know when, when . 
it will be of use to the United States to havea limited amount of legal- 
tender money; but I think that amount should be carefully limited. 
It is carefully limited now to $346,000,000, and I would not go one 
dollar beyond that tinder any circumstances whatever. 

I know there is a question pending in the Supreme Court of the United 
States as to the power of the Government under existing law to reissue 
the greenbacks from tine to time when they have been redeemed or 
paid into the Treasury. If the sugyestion of the Senator from Ohio 
and the Senator from Missouri and other Senators be correct, then it 
matters not to the people of the United States how that case is decided. 

Mr. MAXEY. I beg to call the attention of the Senator from Iowa, 
if he will permit me, to one point he has made. He states that the 
Bank of England is authorized by the government to issue a certain 
amount of Bank of England notes, which are a legal tender throughout 
the kingdom. Thatis true; but is it not also true that when that same 
Bank of England note is presented at the bank the bank must pay it 
in coin? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. MAXEY. Very well; that is the point. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have been accurate in my statement. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator says there is an additional value given 
to United States notes by virtue of their being a legal tender. So long 
as our Treasury is bound like the Bank of England to redeem its green- 
backs in gold as it is now, what additional value is given by the legal- 


tender quality? 

Mr, ALLISON, Idonot know that I fully understand the Senator’s 
question. 

Mr. MAXEY. It is this: The Bank of England note, while a legal 


tender throughout the kingdom, must be paid in coin, in gold, accord- 
ing to their law, when presented at the bank’s counter. The Senator 
says the greenback has additional value given to it here by virtue of its 
being a legal tender. We have a law requiring the Treasury to redeem 
that greenback in coin when presented. So longs that law lasts, I ask 
what additional value is given to the greenback by virtue of its having 
a legal-tender quality ? : 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Senator. 

Mr. MAXEY. In other words, it is its convertibility that makes it 
valuable, and not its legal-tender quality, for if that was true would it 
not have been good in 1865, 1866, and 1867, when not convertible, as 
well as to-day when it is convertible? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I was not for the moment aware that 
my critical friend from Texas was listening to my remarks—— 

Mr. MAXEY... Very attentively. 

Mr. ALLISON. If I had been aware of that fact I would have been 
more accurate in my statement. I should have said that the Bank of 
England note was a legal-tender everywhere except at the bank. But 
the Senator will remember that during the panics of 1847 and 1857 and 
1866 in Great Britain not a single Bank of England note was returned 
to the bank for payment. In other words, the gold that was in the is- 
sue department of the Bank of England remained there, and so the 
gold would remain, in my judgment, in time of a panic, in the Treas- 
ury of the United States which is held there for the redemption of the 
greenbacks, 

I will put a case, which is suggested to me by the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. I live in Dubuque, Iowa, and my friend lives 
in Texas; there is a panic, and we hold greenbacks; if we are a bank 
or a commercial house, our creditors pushes us. It is no answer to say 
to him, ‘‘As soon as I can send my greenbacks to Washington and ex- 
press the gold back, at an immense cost to me, I will pay you your debt.” 
He says, “I want my debt now; your money, your coin.” The green- 
back is a tender then and there, and thus it becomes of immense value 
in times of panic, 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator will permit me to reply to that. In 1865 
and so on up to 1879 the greenbacks were at a discount as compared 
with gold. The national-bank notes were correspondingly at a discount 
as compared with gold. The Senator contends that the greenback is 
given additional value by the legal-tender quality. I ask him during 
all that time was the greenback worth on the market one sdlitary far- 
thing more than the national-bank bill, which was not a legal tender? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, it was worth more. It was worth more asa 
matter of course because the greenback was the gold of our country, it 
was a legal tender, but a national-bank bill was not a tender except for 
debts due the bank issuing it. 

Mr. MAXEY. Did anybody ever makea particle of difference in the 
reception of money for a debt or for any purpose whatever between 2 
national-bank bill and a greenback bill ? £ 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not suppose any one did. I am not discussing 

i periods of time. I agree with the Senator from Missouri and 
the Senator from Ohio that in ordinary times it matters not with refer- 
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ence to the question of legal-tender; but I am speaking of times of strin- 
gency; Iam speaking of a time when the creditor class naturally, if it 
has the power, will grind the debtor class; and therefore it was that I 
was astonished to find Senators on that side of the Chamber and on this 
saying that there was no additional quality given to the greenbacks by 
virtue of the legal-tender provision. 

Mr. President, while npon that subject I will say a word more, and 
that is that if we are todo anything with a view of relieving a contem- 
plated or a possible stringency we should do it in some other way than 
that proposed by the Senator from Kansas. I would say that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury at such a time might reduce the balance in the 
Treasury below what it is ordinarily kept at, one hundred and forty to 
one hundred and fifty millions, which I believe is the ordinary amountof 
reserveinthe Treasury. Iamoneofthose who believe that $100,000,000 
is an ample reserve for the redemption and for the maintenance of the 
redemption of all the k currency in existence. I do not believe 
it is necessary to hold a reserve of 40 cent. for that purpose. All 
the experience of other countries dashes the fact that it is not this 
kind of currency, legal-tender currency, that is called in in time of 
stringency. It is the money that is not a legal tender that is called in 
at such times. Therefore if there was flexibility anywhere in time of 
panic or time of trouble, it should be in the Secretary of the Treasury, 
who could at such times relieve the money market by letting the money 
go out of the Treasury. Sotto voce my friend from California [ Mr. MIL- 
LER] says to me truly that there is no law requiring the Secretary of 
the Treasury to hold any specific sum. It is now perfectly within the 
power of the Secretary of the Treasury to relieve a stringent money 
market in time of panic by unloosing some of the money which has been 
held there for years as a reserve for the benefit of the greenback cur- 
rency. 
So, Mr. President, I am not alarmed with reference to what will take 
place even if none of these bills shall pass. I believe, not in the inter- 
est of the banks but in the interest of an easy and flexible circulating 
medium, that it is a perfectly safe proposition to allow these banks in- 
stead of receiving 90 per cent. on the par value of their bonds to receive 
full par value on their bonds; and I believe it is perfectly safe to allow 
them to receive within 10 per cent. of the market value of theit bonds 
at this time or always; and therefore it is that, not for the benefit of 
the banks, but forthe purpose of keeping our circulation good and strong 
by offering an inducement to the banks to deposit bonds, Iam perfectly 
willing to vote for the measure reported by the Senator from Delaware 
[ Mr. BAYARD] and also the amendment suggested by the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I am not going to make a long speech. 
I asked the Senator from Iowa a question relative to this amendment 
which I propose to say a word about. Preliminary to that I desire to 
observe that there has been a good deal of sharp criticism in regard to 
those of us who reported this bill from the Finance Committee. I am 
not particularly solicitous about answering suggestions that I belong 
to the banks, or that I am a serf of the banks, or a follower of any set of 
men, however powerful. I do not think anybody who knows me 
really suspects me of belonging to a bank or anybody else. Therefore 
I do not care anything about such suggestions. 

I assumed that this question wassubmitted to the Finance Committee 
because the Secretary of the Treasury had told Congress that the bonds 
of the United States were being purchased by him so rapidly by reason 
of the great surplus of revenue that something had to be done. He 
suggested the passage of a bill much more favorable to the banks than 
that reported by us, None of the amendments now proposed looking 
to the issue of Treasury notes or to the opving of a new system of 
banking as a substitute for national banks was then suggested by any 
one as far as I knew. No such bill was referred to us, no amendment 
was before the committee looking in that direction, and I supposed 
that all we had to do relative to the bill submitted was to see how we 
could best avoid the serious difficulty relative to the contraction of cur- 
rency by the too rapid withdrawal of the bonds on which it was based, 
until we could have an opportunity to reduce taxation so as to avoid 
the collection of the immense surplus which we are collecting under 
existing laws. 

Looking to that end and that only, I to the bill as reported. 
I endeavored when I spoke the other day to show the Senate that we 
had already reduced the public debt far beyond all the requirements of 
the sinking fund, that we were not acting wisely if we authorized the 
Secretary to buy at any premium he saw fit to give bondsnot yet due, but 
that our tru course was to ourselves to giving the people relief 
from the burdens of taxation. That course the Secretary of the Treasury 
had told usin his report was a necessity; and if he had not, our own com- 
mon sense ought to dictate it. In the mean time, as there was a likeli- 
hood of trouble in regard to the circulation of the banks, we had to de- 
termine, under the bill referred to us, how we could in the easiest way, 
doing the least possible damage, or if you please the most possible good, 
continue the banking system until some better system might be care- 
fully devised to take its place, if that should at any time be deemed ad- 
visable. A majority of the committee agreed that the wisest thing to 
do was, as the outstanding bonds were all good for their face value at 
least, as we had received par for them all and expected to pay them all 
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at par, and as the 3 percents were now payable, and, as I said the other 

day, had been reduc&i from 6 and 5 per cent. by a sort of coercion te 

the present rate, to say we would allow bank circulation to the full 

ene of their face value, instead of 90 per cent. as now provided by 
wW. 

That seemed to me to be a measure that until we could act carefully 
in regard to a permanent system would do nobody any particular harm 
and might bridge over the present crisis. I still think it will accom- 
plish our purpose. That is about *‘the head and front of my offend- 
ing,” and as far as I know of those with whom I agreed in reporting 
this bill. Ido not belong to any bank—I never suspected that anybody 
would think I did—because I propose that measure in lieu of the origi- 
nal bill. I repeat that I am not looking to the interest of any bank or 
banking system particularly in supporting that measure. 

I was not called upon to devise a new banking system or decide be- 
tween the merits of this system and any other system. I was called 
upon to say how we could provide for an emergency until Congress 
in its wisdom should decide how best to reduce taxation, and how to 
avoid the rapid withdrawal of the bonds of the United States beyond 
the point necessary for the safe transaction of the business of the coun- 
try. That is all I care to say in regard to the criticisms on those of us 
who support the billof the committee. I am entirely content to stand_ 
on the I made the other day. Now we are met by the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Kansas, which seems to me to provide for a 
permanent and it may be rapid inflation of the currency, whether the 
wants of business require it or not. 

Not content with purchasing the bonds of the United States to the 
amount of $145,000,000 as we did the year before last, as we did with 
the surplus revenue we had beyond the wants of the Government, or 
with the reduction of the principal of the debt, $132,000,000 last year, 
or with the reduction of $65,000,000 in the seven past months of this 
year, we are now told, notwithstanding $212,000,000 of gold and sil- 
ver certificates have been added to our circulation in the last few years, 
if any banking corporation sees fit to curtail its circulation from any 
cause, Treasury notes must be issued for an equal amount, whether 
needed by the country or not. To illustrate the principle by an ex- 
treme case, suppose all the banking corporations see fit to withdraw 
their currency, we must issue Treasury notes to the extent that they 
withdraw it; it might amount to $300,000,000; of course $300,000,000 
more of United States notes must issue; we can only give them 
circulation by buying bonds with them.: The trouble now is that we 
are buying bonds too rapidly out of the taxes collected by our present 
tariff and internal-revenue laws. Why should we change the character 
of our debt merely, as this amendment proposes, when we are paying ` 
it off absolutely from our redundant revenues too rapidly? ~ 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator permit me to ask a question? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COKE. Suppose the banks do withdraw the $300,000,000, what 
is now to take the place of that currency? What can you do aboutit? 

Mr. BECK. I thought I showed conclusively the other day that we 
had been greatly relieved in that regard by the issue of gold and silver 
certificates, which have run up to $212,000,000 already. Let me ask, 
suppose the banks do withdraw their notes and we issue $300,000,000 
of Treasury notes, have we not to buy outstanding bonds at any pre- 
mium any holder may see fit to ask for them, $300,000,000 of bonds or 
as many bonds as $300,000,000 of Treasury notes will obtain, in order 
to put out the notes at all? And then suppose the same or other na- 
tional banks in thirty days may demand again the $300,000,000 of bank 
circulation to be reissued to them, as they have a right to do, by the 
deposit of bonds, have you not got then an inflation of the currency of 
$300,000,000 and no reduction of the debt—simply a substitution of 
one form of debt for another; and are you not providing for a possible 
condition of things more intolerable than any which any of the other 
amendments, bad as they are, can bring about? You do not stop the 
national ffom taking out as much circulation as they please or 
think they can make money out of at any time after you have taken 
advantage of the temporary withdrawal to issue Treasury notes and 
buy in with them our own bonds at 40 per cent. premium, it may be, 
or even more. 

Mr. COKE. Can thebanks take outcurrency without buying bonds ? 
Suppose the Government is paying a very heavy premium for bonds, 
the banks as a matter of course must also pay a very heavy premium 
for bonds in order to get more currency. 

Mr. BECK. The bonds of the United States that are outstanding 
amount, the fours to $736,000,000; the four-and-a-halfs to $250,000,000; 
the currency sixes to $67,000,000, saying nothing of those now due. 
Circulation can be demanded to-day upon every one of these bonds by 
banking organizations. I do not care whether the banks buy them 
now or whether they originally bought them at par. It is immaterial 
how they got them, whenever they that they can make money out 
of circulation they will use the bonds to obtaincurrency. Individuals 
holding bonds can associate themselves to the number of five, organize 
national banks, and take out circulation to the amount of 90 per cent. 
of every bond outstanding to-day. And after you have, under the de- 
lusion that you are preventing contraction, issued $300,000,000 Treasury 
notes and bought at any premium the outstanding bonds and thereby 
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increased the currency to that ameunt without canceling the debt, you 
do not deprive by any scheme presented any five men in the United 
States who hold bonds, no matter what they paid for them or how they 
„got them, from demanding currency on them whenever they form a 
ing organization. That is what this amendment proposes to allow, 
and it is about all it proposes, as I understand it. 

Whether the country needs it or not, you would force by this amend- 
ment, if the supposed condition of things existed, $300,000,000 of United 
States Treasury notes to be issued and bonds purchased; the same 
principle would govern no matter what proportion of bank circulation 
is withdrawn. The currency of the national banks may be decreased 
temporarily because the country does not want that currency at the 
time; it would doubtless be increased again as soon as it was profitable; 
and in the face of that temporary surrender, because the country would 
not borrow it, you assume by law that there is a demand for more cur- 
rency, and force the United States, when the country may not need 
them, to issue as many million dollars of Treasury notes as the national 
banks see fit to withdraw bank circulation, and force the Secretary to 
buy bonds at any premium, when we all admit that our bonds are being 
purchased too rapidly now. You do not reduce the debt at all, simply 
convert it. You reduce the interest, but you have paid a heavy pre- 
mium beyond the interest to get it within your control. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PUGH. I understand that under theamendment of the Senator 
from Kansas there can be no issue of T. notes except when the 
bank notes are withdrawn on the payment of the bonds by the Govern- 
ment; and if the bonds are paid by the Government, where are there 
any to be purchased with these notes? That is a complete 
answer to the Senator’s apprehension in reference to the operation of 
‘the amendment. 

Mr. BECK. The national banks can withdraw their bonds without 
their being purchased by the Government and surrender their currency 
without the title to their bonds being So the fact upon which 
the Senator from Alabama starts is not correctly stated. 

Mr. PUGH. They can only withdraw $3,000,000 per month under 
the operation of the banking law; and under the amendment of my 
friend from Kansas there can be no issue of Treasury notes except 
upon the satisfaction of the bonds by the Government. 

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon; that is not so. Here is theamendment: 

That whenever the circulation of any national bank, or any portion, thereof, 

»shall be surrendered, 

That does not mean a payment of the bonds at all. 

Mr. MORGAN. Allow me—— 

Mr. BECK. Oneata time. The Senator’s colleague is now mak- 
ing an issue of fact with me, and he is proceeding upon a false basis. 
Whenever the bank circulation is surrendered ‘‘ the Secretary of the 
ea Aes thereupon issue an equivalent amount of Treasury notes 
-of the minations now pve Dy law for national-bank notes. 
Said notes shall be deposited in the and paid out 
as other moneys kept for the discharge of the obligations of the Gov- 
-ernment,’? : 

I was illustrating merely by an assumption of the withdrawal of the 
whole amount at once. As Lobserved before, the principle is the same 
as to any lesser amount. Ire there is no necessity for a single bond 
of the United States to be when the circulation is withdrawn by 
the national banks. 

Mr. PUGH. The Treasury can not buy bonds unless with money in the 
Treasury. The Treasury notes are to be issued on the return of the bonds 

-on the call of the Government, and when they are called they are paid. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator has it all wrong. 

Mr. PUGH. If there beno Treasury notes to buy bonds, what bonds 
can be bought after the payment of the 3 percents? The national bank- 
ing law only allows a return of $3,000,000 of currency per month. 

r. BECK. There were $135,000,000 of money placed in the Treas- 
ury last year, put there by tariff and internal-revenue taxation. That 
is the way the money gets into the Treasury, and it was with that sur- 
plus money thus obtained from taxation that bonds were bought. The 
surrender of national-bank circulation only restores the bonds to the 
banks depositing them. They k to the owner and the circula- 
tion obtained upon them is canceled, and I would say to the Senator 
from Texas that that will only be done when business makes it neces- 
sary; but the United States under this amendment, when business did 
not make it necessary—when the banks may have retired it because 
the people did not want it, must issue a corresponding amount of Treas- 
ury notes to add to the already overflowing surplus and buy that many 
more bonds and put out notes whether the country wants 
them or not. That is the vice in the pro amendment. The 
issue must be made, it may be, after gold and silver certificates have 
furnished all the currency the people need, and the notes 
must go out, not for the purpose of reducing the debt, and when busi- 
ness doesdemand them. Business interests regulate these things better 
than Congressional dictation. No matter what you do, the banks can 
take out as much currency as they please. Any five men holding the 
bonds can become bankers and take out circulation. You will simply | 
buve inflated the currency when the people did not want it, and you | 
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call everybody the slaves of the banks who do not agree with you and 
asssme that you are wiser than everybody else. I differ with you; I 
think your policy wrong; but Ido not call you hard names because you 
think differently from me, and I do not like to be called hard names 
myself because I do not see as other gentlemen think they see. 

We have each to act according to the best lights before us. When I 
was asked as a member of the Finance Committee to see if we could 
not have taxation reduced by stopping this enormous purchase of bonds, 
and at the same time keep the currency in a reasonably certain condi- 
tion, I thought the best thing to do was to present the bill we did, so 
that every bond and every circulating note based on it shall be equal 
and all good. That is all there is of it, Mr. President. I thought it 


was proper to say that much to make my position clear. 
Mr. MORGAN. As I read the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas—— 


Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Alabama yield to a motion 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business ? 

Mr. MORGAN. In one moment. I merely wanted to state ove 
fact about the pending proposition. As I read and understood the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas it provided for the issue of 
Treasury notes whenever the national-banks should surrender their cir- 
culation in consequence of the payment of the bonds of the United 
States deposited to secure circulation. 

Mr. BECK. Is that in the amendment? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I say that is the way I understood it. 

Mr. BECK. It is not there. : 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, I propose to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas so as to put thatin. My object in 
drawing the attention of the Senator from Kentucky to it was simply 
that I want to hear him argue it upon that hypothesis. 

Mr. COKE. Whatis the amendment that the Senator from Alabama 


roposes ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I propose to provide that whenever any portion of 
the circulation of the national banks is surrendered in consequence of 
the call and payment of bonds by the United States Governmens, an 
equal amount of Treasury notes shall be issued by the Government in 
lieu thereof, so as to prevent the shrinkage of the circulation. Under- 
standing that that was the real purport of the amendment, I desire to 
hear the Senator from Kentucky discuss it upon that hypothesis, be- 
cause my mind is not made up about it, and- I know that he, as well 
as any other member of the Finance Committee, ought to be enabled 
to enlighten the Senate and the country upon what would be the effect— 
the evil effect—of the issue of a limited amonnt of Treasury notes te 
correspond precisely with the amount of surrendered circulation of the 
national banks called in by the Government of the United States in 
consequence of the payment of bonds. I say that my mind is not 
made up on the amendment of the Senator from Kansas even with 
that put in; but that is the way I understand the amendment, and if 
that is not the way the Senator from Kansas understands it, I intend 
to test the question before the Senate by offering that as an amend- 
ment to the amendment, and let us have this question fairly and 
squarely out; for I should like to be informed, I should like to have 
my judgment convinced, as to whether this would be the initiation of 
a system for the breaking up entirely of the national banking system, 
or whether it would be in the nature of a relief to the circulating me- 
dium of the country against the evil effects of the shrinkage in that 
circulation caused by the payment of our national debt. 

In common with a great many people of the United States, I might 
say millions of them, I have my heart steadily fixed upon the proposi- 
tion of paying off the national debt. We have been working to that 
end assiduously for a long time, at great expense, and under very seri- 
ous embarrassments, which I have very frequently detected in my brief 
experience of public affairs, and I do not want us now to turn backand 
to say we shall fix upon this country an interest-bearing debt for all 
time to come, a constant source of taxation and worry to the people. 
for the purpose of maintaining a circulation of paper money in this 
country. The Government of the United States ought not to be putin 
the category of being compelled to issue interest-bearing bonds and 
keep them in circulation and keep up taxation upon the people for the 
payment of the interest upon those bonds in order that it may be able 
to supply currency to the le. We certainly can find a better and 
a cheaper plan than that of doing it. We lived for many years, almost 
a century, without havidg to resort to such an expedient as this. The 
first time that we found the necessity for doing so was during a time 
of war, when our bonds were sinking and it was necessary to devise 
the national banking system and the funding of the national debt in 
order to float the bonds. Now the tables have turned, and we find it 
necessary to maintain a national debt amounting to perhaps a thousand 
millions for the purpose of floating the currency. That is not a thing 
that American statesmanship ought to pause at. We certainly have 
got wit and will enough, if we will look at these questions deliberately, 
to devise some system that is better than that; and I for one am in 
favor of approaching some better system in the gradual method than I 
think is indicated by the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 

sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in execu- 

ive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 22 minutes 
7m.) the Senate adjourned. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 20, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting two letters from the Chief 
Signal Officer of the Army, submitting statements of the losses of per- 
sonal effects sustained by officers and men of the steamer Proteus by 
the sinking of that steamer while on its way to Lady Franklin Bay 
for the relief of Lieutenant Greely, with a recommendation that they 
be reimbursed therefor; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 1323) fixing the rate of postage to be paid upon mail- 
matter of the second class when sent by persons other than the pub- 
lisher or news agent was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R, 3956) to amend section 2527 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to the district of Gloucester, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 4383) to relieve certain soldiers from the charge of 
desertion was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ` 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. LOGAN. I presenta petition of citizens of New Richmond, Cal. ; 
a petition of citizens of Angel’s, Cal. ; a petition of citizens of San José, 
Cal., and a petition of citizens of ‘Madison, Wis., praying that liberal 
appropriations be made for educational purposes in Alaska. I move 
that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. LOGAN. I present petitions from quite a number of posts 
of the Grand Army of the Republic of the State of Missouri, praying 
for general legislation favoring Union soldiers. I move that the peti- 
tions be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of Abraham Lincoln Post, No. 4, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Nashville, Tenn., praying for the open- 
ing of the Sioux reservation to settlement; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Wilson Post, No. 22, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Nebraska, and a petition of Henry Dil- 
lon Post, No. 15Q, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, 
praying for a ratification of the treaty with the Sioux Indians; which 
were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of citizens of Smyrna, Me., praying 
for an appropriation for education in Alaska; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. . 

Mr. DOLPH. I present a preamble and resolutions of the Board of 
Trade of Portland, Oreg., officially signed by the president and secre- 
tary, in the nature of a memorial, remonstrating against the forfeiture 
of the land grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad. I move that the 
memorial be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was to. 

Mr, FARLEY presented a petition of the Board of Health of San 
Diego, Cal., praying for the establishment of a system of quarantine 
between California and Lower California in case of yellow fever; which 
was referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of 53 members of Colman 
Post, No. 115, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Nebraska, 
praying for the passage of a bill pensioning the survivors of the war of 
the rebellion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES. I present a petition numerously signed by citizens of 
Oxford, Mass., and a petition of citizens of Newton, Mass., such as I 
have presented heretofore, praying for an appropriation for education in 
Alaska, which I move be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. DAWES. I present also a petition signed by nearly ull the 
members of the Legislature of the State of Massachusetts, by the presi- 
dent of its senate and the speaker of its house, which I desire may take 
the course that is usual for official memorials from the States. This is 
not official, but it is so nearly so that I ask that it may be read at the 
desk or printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro . The Senator from Massachusetts pre- 
sents a petition of sundry members of the Legislature of that State 


and asks that the petition may be read. Isthere objection? The Chair 
hears no objection, and the petition will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the petition. 

Mr. HARRIS, The Senator from Massachusetts asked that the peti- 
tion either be read or printed in the RECORD. If printing in the REC- 
OED will be satisfactory to the Senator, I suggest that it be so printed 
without reading. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not care about its being read if it can be printed 
in the RECORD so that it may be treated somewhat as an official paper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was unable to hear the 
request of the Senator from Massachusetts precisely as it appearsfrom 
his statement now. 

The Senator from Massachusetts asks that without reading the peti- 
tion it may be printed inthe RECORD. Isthere objection? The Chair 
hears no objection, and it will be printed in the RECORD and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The petition is as follows: 

To the Congress of the United States : 


In order to accomplish a speedy, just, and economical solution of the Indian 

roblem, the undersigned members of the of the Commonwealth of 
Masaoh obus would respectfully but earnest grono your honorable body to 
execute such laws and make such appropriations as may secure to the Indian 
people of the United States— 

First. General education. 

Second. Permanent homesupon land suited to stock-raising and agricultura? 


P\Third. The protection of law, and, wherever the individual is fitted to receive 
them, the full rights of citizenship. ’ 

Mr. ALDRICH presented the petition of Edmund Tweedy and 150 
other citizens of Newport, R. I., praying for the repeal of certain sec- 
tions of the Revised Statutes fixing the tenure of certain offices; which 
was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. . 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of 1,000 citizens 
of New York and Brooklyn, praying for the repeal of an act and acts 
supplementary thereto by which the term of many administrative offices 
were changed and fixed at four years; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. BECK presented a petition of citizens of Adair County, Kentucky, 
praying for an appropriation for educational purposesin Alaska; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
refe the bill (S. 651) to provide for hearing and determining the 
claims of the State of Georgia for captured and abandoned property of 
said State seized by the United States, it adversely. 

Mr. BROWN. I should be glad to have that bill go to the Calendar 
until I have time to look into the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1130) for the relief of the Madison Female Institute, located 
at Richmond, Ky., reported it adversely. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to have that bill placed upon the Calen- 
dar, so that I can look at it before it is indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1240) for the relief of Sarah E. E. Perine, administratrix of the 
estate of William Perine, deceased, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. A 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the petition of the heirs or legal representatives of Martin 
Kenofsky, a Russian subject, praying to be remunerated for gold seized 
and taken from him by the United States military authorities during 
the war, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 1596) for 
ue relief of the heirs of Martin Kenofsky; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, to 
whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 1597) to enlarge the 
powers and duties of the Department of Agriculture; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was. 
referred the bill (S. 938) ree er W. S. Byers & Co. the right to 
take and use water from the Umatilla River, on the Umatilla reserva- 
tion, in the State of Oregon, for manufacturing and other purposes, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS RECOMMITTED. * 

Mr. MORRILL. The bill (S. 619) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to make final adjustment of claims of certain foreign steam- 
ship companies arising from the illegal exaction of tonnage duties, was- 
reported adversely yesterday from the Committee on Finance and in- 
definitely postponed. I move that the vote by which the bill was in- 
definitely postponed be reconsidered for the purpose of having the bill 
referred again to the Committee on Finance, for the reason that the par- 
ties in interest desire to submit to the committee papers and documents. 
in relation to the same. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, with the accompanying 
papers, will be recommitted to the Committee on Finance, if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the bill (S. 1158) to pro- 
vide for the execution of the provisions of article 2 of the supplemental 
commercial treaty of fad a 17, 1880, between the United States 
and China for the repression of the opium traffie be recommitted to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REIMBURSEMENT OF DIRECT TAXES. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the Senate yesterday indefinitely the bill (S. 795) to adjust 
certain accounts between the United States and the several States and 
Territories and the District of Columbia. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I ask that the bill be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 1598) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Susan B. Edson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, introduced a bill (S. 1599) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Oakland, Cal. ; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 1600) for the erection of a public 
building at Augusta, in the State of Georgia; which was read twice by 
itstitle, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He introduced a bill (S. 1601) to erect a ptblic building for post- 
office and revenue offices in the city of Athens, Ga.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 1602) to guard against deficits in the 
Treasury, and for other purposes; which was read the first time by its 
title. 

Mr. BECK. If there is no objection, as the bill relates to a subject 
we are now discussing in connection with the national banks and other 
matters and it is very short, I ask that it be read at length and printed 
in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has a right to have the 
bill read the second time at length. 

Mr. BECK. I should be glad to have that done. The bill is very 
short. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read the second time 
in extenso. 

The bill was read the second time at length, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, as follows: ` 

Be it enacted, &c., That if at any time the revenuesof the Government shall be 
insufficient to meet the appropriations made by Congress, of the 
Treasury is directed to use so much of the cash balance remaining in the Treas- 
ury as may be rpp A to make up the deficit as though it was money not other- 
wise appropriated, and he is fu directed not to issue or sell bonds of the 
United in order to obtain money to make up such deficit until the cash 
balance in the Treasury is reduced below $100,000,000. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1603) to increase the pension of 
James J. Chase; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill {S. 1604) to provide for the sale 
of a part of the reservation of the Winnebago tribe of Indians in the 
State of Nebraska, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1605) granting land-warrants to sol- 
diers and sailors in the United States serving in the Seminole Indian 
war of 1856, their widows and orphans; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1606) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Ellen M. Flagg; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1607) for the relief 
of the administrators of the estate of Isaac P. Tice, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. BECK, it was 

Ordered, EARE vt Grae ancy rodney fete for the relief of W. S. Kim- 
ball and others be withdrawn from the files and referred to the Committee on 
Finance, there being no adverse report. 

Ordered, That the rs relating to the claim of E. A. Sawyers be withdrawn 
from the files of the Senate subject to the rules. 


On motion of Mr. GEORGE, it was 


Ordered, That the papers filed in support of Senate bill 124, first session Forty- 
seventh Congress, be delivered to Hon. M. C. GEORGE, a member of the House 
of Representatives, for use in that body, subject to the rule of the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. LOGAN, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of David Burton, now on file with the Sec- 
of the Senate, be withdrawn and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
, That all papers now on file with the Secretary of the Senate inthe 
case of Franklin Sherwood be withdrawn and returned to him. 
IOWA RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered, by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior inform the Senate when and how 
many acres of indemnity lands were certified or nted to railroad corpora- 
tions in the State of Iowa to whom grants of public lands were donated ; also 
whether any of said roads are now claiming more indemnity lands and what 
quantities. m . 

TERMS OF IOWA COURTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further “‘ concurrent 
or other resolutions ’’ that order is closed, and the Chair lays before 
the Senate the Calendar under the eighth rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before proceeding with the Calendar, I ask unan- 
imous consent to take up the bill (H. R. 448) to fix the times for hold- 
ing the terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States in 
the northern district of Iowa. It will take but a moment to dispose 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator trom Iowa is entitled 
to move at this time, the morning business being through, to take the 


biH up. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it a matter of importance as a question of time? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a matter of importance as it respects the time 
of holding the courts. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 448) to fix the times for 
holding the terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States 
in the northern district of Iowa. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ARMS FOR MILITIA. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Calendar will be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 156) to amend section 1661 of the Revised Statutes making an 
annual appropriation to provide arms for the militia, 

Mr. SEWELL. There is a report accompanying the bill which I 
should like to have read. 

The PRESIDENT plans aden The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SEWELL 
January 22, 1884: y 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 156) “to 
amend section 1661 of the Revised Statutes making an annual appropriation to 
provide arms for the militia,” ly popoe; ° 

That an appropriation, fixed in , to provide arms for seventeen States with 
a population of eight millions is inadequate to provide arms for thirty-eight 
States with a popu ion of fifty millions needs no argument. 

The Chief of Ordnance has for many years u Congress to increase the 
appropriation, and bills for this purpose were favorably reported to the Senate 
by this committee in the Forty. and igh Pont tons Congresses. 

In the reports transmitted to this session of Congress the Chief of Ordnance 
again u the matter, the Secretary of War concurs in his recommendations, 
and the President in his annual message commends it to Con, 

In connection with a favorable consideration of the proposition to increase 
the appropriation there are other points connected with it to which the com- 
mittee deem it prone to call attention. 

The eS w is very crude; it simply provides as follows: 

“Sec. 1661. The annual sum of $200,000 is appropriated, to be paid out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise Apprope’s „for the purpose of providing 
arms and equipments for the whole og of the militia, e r by purchase or 
manufacture, by and on account of the United States.” 

It will be perceived thatno provision is made as to the mode of a rtioning 
the approp. tion between the States, no requirements for accounta lity forthe 

roperty furnished, or limitation on the disposition that the States may make of 

t. The greatest defect of tht law, however, isthat it does not allow the furnish- 
ing of tents and other articles necessary to provide for camps of on, To 
this omission of the law is largely due the disparity between the different States 
in the strength and efficiency of the militia. à 

The bill under consideration provides for these defects in the existing law. 

It is also proper to observe that while thisbill increases the annual appropria- 
tion, it provides that such State shall be entitled to draw only such proportion of 
the amount apportioned to it as the actual number of its active itia bears to- 


a ed maximum, 
Chief of Ordnance makes the following reference in his last report to the 
organization of the militia in the seyeral States : 

* It is difficult to realize the fact that more than half a generation has passed 
since the close of the war, and p that simple fact has a vital bearing for weal 
or woe on the status of the militia and the arms-bearing force of the country. 
Recruits for the Army must be between 16 and 35 years of age at the time of 
their enlistment. In the militia every able-bodied male citizen who is of the 
ane of IS8and under 45 years shall be enrolled. The war having lasted four years, 

e million of men in the service at its close must have been between the ages 
of 16 and39—those at 16 being raw recruits, those at 39 being hardened veterans 
of many cam mean age being 28in 1865; if to this be added the eight- 
een years since the war, the mean age of the soldiers mustered out at the end 
of the war would be 46 at the present time, an age about the maximum uired 
for the militia. But even those who were 16 at the end of the war would now 
be 34, within one year of the maximum limit required for the Army. It thus 
appears that in another decade the last remnant of that grand army will have 
passed beyond the limit of active military service. All the field experiences of 
the greatest war of modern times will then be lost to the future, and the coun- 
try’s dependence will rest solely on a people whose success in war may have to 
be gained through reverses and disappointments, 
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“The remedy for this state of affairs is simple and plain. Substantial en- 
couragement should be given to the formation of volunteer organizations in 
every State, district, and city, by liberal appropriations made by Congress to 
supply the arms, equipments, tents, ammunition, and other ordnance stores. 
A Mrell-digested system of o ization, and a proper Seg gong of successful 
efforts in enforcing strict discipline and perfect 1, would go far to keep such 
organizationsin heart and in the confidence of the country. 

* The act of 23d of April, 1808, makes an annual ig Beebo aren of $200,000 ‘for 


the pu of providing arms and equipments for the whole body of mili- 
tia.’ The bill & 1596) reported from the Senate Committee on Military 
visions that I vent- 


during the last Congress is so liberal and important in its 
ure to insert it here in full, in the hope that it may receive the attention it de- 
serves. I strongly recommend the of such a law.” 

In recommending the passage of this the committee are of the opinion 
that no money could beappropriated by Congress more advantageously, in view 
of the fact that the lar Army, containing only 25,000 men, is scattered over 
the entire country, and especially in the Territories, so that, in cases of neces- 
sity for the rapid assemblage of a large force, reliance would have to be placed 
in the militia. 

A number of the States now have sheronenly equipped, organized, and dis- 
ciplined bodies of men, but this is done thro! annual appropriations made 
by the respective States, with the exception of the division of the present ap- 
propriation of $200,000 annually, which appropriation was a large one when 
originally made, and now wholly cient to provide even arms for the 
militia of the several States, 

This appropriation, as shown by the report of the Chief of Ordnance, is di- 
vided as follows: 


Balance due to (or from) the States and on ——— —, 188-, under the law 


Territories 
Sor arming and equipping the militia. 
Annual quota (credit July 1.) 


- 
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of 
benefits to be derived by 
of the money. 
Mr. MORRILL. I call the attention of the Senator having 


of the bill to the change that is in the present bill from what 
has heretofore existed. I think that heretofore Federal numbers have 
always been considered in the distribution of arms. I notice by the 
bill that Senators are left out in the computation of the basis, and I 
ask him if he has any objection to inserting on line 15, page 2, the 
words ‘Senators and.” 

Mr. SEWELL. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mt. MORRILL. Then I move to amend the bill by inserting in line 
15, after the words ‘‘ number of,’’ the words “Senators and;’’ so as to 
read: 


That said appropriation shall be apportioned among the several States and 
Territories on The books of the Departmen‘ 
of the Army, under the direction of the Secretary of War. 
ber of Senators and Representatives or Delegates to which each State and Ter- 
ritory respectively is entitled in the Congress of the United States. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
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Mr. GARLAND. The title should be amended to eorrespond with 
the text of the bill by inserting the words ‘‘ and equipments.” 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill to amend section 1661 
of the Revised Statutes, ing an annual appropriation to provide 
arms and equipments for the militia.” 


ALEXANDER FRANCESCO. 


The bill (S. 1033) giving a military record to Alexander Francesco, 
deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the 
Secretary of War to enter upon the rolls of Company D, Forty-fifth 
Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, the name of Alexander 
Francesco, as a private, duly mustered into the service of the United 
States as of date October 24, 1863, and to complete his military record. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,’and passed. 

MARY L. WALKER AND ELLA WALKER. 


The bill (S. 465) for the relief of Mary L. Walker and Ella Walker 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
Mary L. Walker and Ella Walker, sole surviving daughters of Lieut. 
Col. Calvin Walker, late of the Thirty-third Regiment of New York 
State Volunteers, the pension granted by certificate No. 209900 to Cal- 
vin Walker, computing the amount due to the day of his death only. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. MITCHELL 
January 22, 1884: i 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (5. 465) for the re- 
lief of Mary L. Walker and Ella Walker and petition therefor, having consid- 
ered the same, report as follows : $ 

That this case was considered by this committee at the second session of the 
Forty-seventh Co , and report thereon (No. 963) made, as follows: 

sy imants, ry L. Walker and Ella Walker, are the sole aridan | 
daugh! and children of Lieut. Col. Calvin Walker, late of the Thirty-thi 
Regiment of New York Volunteers. Colonel Walker applied for a pension on 
account of disabilities received in the service and in the line of duty, and com- 
pleted his proofs during his lifetime. 

“The case in the Pension Office was submitted for admission on the 8th of 
May, 1882, and wassu uently allowed at the rate of $7.50 pe month from the 
4th day of October, 1861; but the certificate therefor was not issued until the 27th 
day of May, 1852. Colonel Walker died on the same day, and about four hours 
after the certificate in his case was issued as aforesaid. The Commissioner of 
Pensions construes the law governing the payment of pensions to be that the 
representatives of a pensioner, in case of death, are not entitled to receive the 
pension granted the decedent, unless the check for the amount allowed is re- 
ceived and indorsed by the pensioner. 

“The committee are of the opinion, however, that in cases where the pension 
certificate has been actually issued before the death of the person found to be 
entitled to a pension, there is equity and justice in paying the amount soallowed 
to the needy children of the pensioner, as in the present case. 

“The committee, upon a careful examination of all the facts bearing upon the 
case, deem it a deserving and meritorious one for special legislation.” 


The present bill isin the exact of the one then reported. 
Your committee, believing that the ve report correctly sets forth the ma~ 
terial facts in the case, adopt it, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
; JOHN FRASER. 

The bill (S. 330) for the relief of John Fraser was announced as next 
in order on the Calendar. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the sum of $742.33 be, and the same hereby is, appropriated, out of any 


mon in the Treasury not otherwise spopad, for the payment in full to 
John r for services as Supervising tect of the Treasury from Decem- 
ber 6, 1878, to May 22, 1879. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the report read in that case. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. [ask that the bill go over without prejudice on 
the Calendar, as it is in charge of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] and I propose to consult him about stil another amendment. 
I ask that it remain on the Calendar without prejudice until his return. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to that as far as I am con- 
cerned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nebraska ask 
that the bill stand to-morrow where it does to-day, the third from the 
top, or only that it be passed over? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That it be passed over without prejudice until 
the Senator from Massachusetts returns. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I suggest that as the other call of the Calendar 
as so close, it will make no difference, it will soon be reached on that 

l, 

Mr. CONGER. I hope this may retain its place on the Calendar. I 
do not see any reason why the bill should not be passed now. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Mi asks that 
the bill be passed over, retaining its order in the daily call under the 
eighth rule. 

Mr. CONGER. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HARRIS. The effect of that would be to allow the Senator to 
call itup on any day between the conclusion of the morning business 
and 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the request of the Senator 
from Miehigan the effect would be that to-morrow morning it would 
stand at the head of the Calendar. 
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Mr. CONGER. [I ask that it be passed over to stand at the head of 
the Calendar to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to this bill being 
passed over to stand at the head of the Calendar to-morrow morning ? 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


GEORGE H. CARLYLE. 


The bill (S. 375) for the relief of George H. Carlyle was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr: HARRIS. There is an adverse report on that bill; let it go 
over, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


MAURICE GRIVOT. 


The bill (S. 87) for the relief of the heirs of Maurice Grivot was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. JACK- 
son January 23, 1880, from the Committee on Claims, but before con- 
cluding was interrupted by 

Mr. CONGER. That is a case which I think will require more dis- 
cussion than is allowed under the five-minute rule. I ask that it go 
over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
over. 


The_bill is objected to and goes 


MARY A. LEWIS. 


The bill (S. 690) for the relief of Mary A. Lewis, widow of Joseph 
N. Lewis, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. , 

The hill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, after the word *‘ cents,’’ in line 7, tostrike 
out: 


With interest thereon at 6 per cent, perannum from the 4th day of March, 1877, 
to date of payment. 


So as to read: 

That the Seeretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized, out of any 
money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise a; propeta; to pay 
to Mrs, Mary A, Lewis, widow of Joseph N. Lewis, the sum of sill ; to be in fall 
remuneration of the payment made by said J. h N. Lewis out of his own pri- 
vate funds for account of the Government of the United States while he was 
acting as its commercial agent at Port au Prince, Hayti, in the year 1855. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add to the bill the following: 


Provided, That the said Mary A. Lewis procure the release of the personal 
representative of the said Joseph N, Lewis and file the same in the Treasury of 
the United States, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


The bill (S. 158) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. SEWELL. Pending the consideration of the House bill in the 
Soaemaiace on Military Affairs, I ask that this bill go over without preju- 
diee. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
that this bill go over without prejudice, by which the Chair under- 
stands is meant that it maintains its place at the head of the Calendar 


under the eighth rule. Is there objection ? 
Mr. CONGER. I would suggest to the Senator that this bill may as 


well go to its place under the other rule, for of course it can not come 
up without objection for discussion. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will say that I expect not to call the bill up until 
the House bill is from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CONGER. it go on the other docket and stay there. 

Mr. SEWELL. The matter will in all probability be taken up by 
agreement any way. 

Mr. CONGER. Let it goon the list under the ninth ruleuntil some 
disposition be made of it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I would suggest to the Senator from New Jersey that 
if his present request is agreed to his bill would stand second in the 
call of the Calendar under the eighth rule to-morrow morning and so 
on until finally disposed of. He had better transfer it to the Calendar 
under the ninth rule, where it would not be called for disposition every 
morning until finally acted upon. 

Mr. SEWELL. That will be satisfactory to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill is 
passed over, 

ELLEN CALL LONG AND MARY K. BREVARD. 


The bill (S. 1233) for the relief of Ellen Call Long and Mary K. 
Brevard was considered asin Committee ofthe Whole. It proposto ap- 
propriate $8,563.37 in satisfaction of the claim of Ellen Long and 
Mary K. Brevard, next of kin of R. K. Call, deceased, being the amount 
found in favorof R. K. Call in a suit by the United States against him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 


The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. GEORGE 
January 23, 1884: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1233) for the re- 
lief of Mrs, Ellen Call Long and Mrs. Mary K. Brevard, respectfully topat: 

In the last Congress this committee made the following report, which they 
now adopt: 

[Senate Report No. 532, Forty-seventh Congress, first session. ] 

This claim was ap epg reported on by this committee in the Forty-second 
Googrees and also in the Forty-third Congress. It was favorably reported in 
the Forty-sixth Congress, The last report, mace by Mr. Hereford, is as follows, 
and contains a true statement of the facts : 

[Senate Report No. 648, Forty-sixth Congress, second session. } 

R. K. Call was for many years, more than ten, receiver of public moneys at 
Tallahassee, Fla. He died th 1862. 

Your committee received the following letter from the office of the Secretary 

the Treasury. 


o . The letter is from F. B. Streeter, a former Solicitor of the 
Treasury, to the then Secretary of the Treasury, James Guthrie, which fully 
sets forth all the facts in the case; 


OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR oF THE TREASURY, 
February 19, 1856, 

Sır: The letter of R. K, Call, dated the 10th ultimo, referred to this office fora 
npe on the matter to which it relates, has been duly received; and in com- 
pliance with your directions I have the hpnor to state that it appears from the 
dockets and files of this office that suit was commenced in February, 1540, against 
Richard K. Call for the recovery of $5,907.53 alleged to be due from him as late 
receiver of public moneys at Tallahassee, This balance was subsequently re- 
duced to $5,060.13. A se te suit was also commenced against his sureties. In 
defense General Call put in the pleas of nil debit, set-off, and payment. The suit 
against General Call was tried at February term, 1842, of the district court at 
Tallahassee, and a verdict rendered in his favor for $7,923.72, In his report of 
this trial the district attorney states, in a letter dated 8th March, 1812, “that the 
courtallowed evidence to goto thejury upon a claim for extra service in revising 
the decisions of the register and receiver of the lund office at Tallahassee upon 
pre-emption claims, which the defendant insisted he was directed to perform by 
a letter of G. Graham, Commissioner of the General Land Office, directed to the 
register and receiver at Tallahassee, dated July 27, 1827. It was shown by the 
testimony that this revision occupied from two to three months, and for this 
service the jury allowed the sum of $12,500. I excepted to the opinion of the 
court in the admission of this testimony, contending that the revision of these 
decisions was included in the ordinary and special duties of his office prescribed 
by law, and was not extra-official; also to the introduction of other letters 
specified in the copies of the bill of exceptions herewith inclosed, Upon the 
retarn of the verdict I entered a motion for a new trial, upon the ground that 
the verdict was against evidence, and was given under an obvious misconception 
of the charge of the court, and that the judge misdirected the jury; which mo- 
tion was presented to the court and overruled.” 

By direction of Mr, Penrose, then Solicitor, the case was appealed, and in Feb- 
ruary, 1843, the judgment in the court below was reversed and a venire facias de 
novo awarded. After this there was much correspondence with the district attor- 
ney, and diligent efforts appear to have been made to prepare the case, and at 
November term, 1843, it again came on for trial, but in consequence of the inad- 
inissibility of some of the papers offered in evidence the district attorney sub- 
mitted toa nonsuit and commenced a new suit. The suit was finally tried at 
January term, 1847, under the same pleas and set-off as in the first case. The set- 
off plea was for services as counsel in arguing mandamus cases under instruc- 
tions from the Land Office and extra compensation for adjudicating pre-emp- 
tion claims, The jury found a verdict in favor of the defendant, and certified a 
balance due to him by the United States of $8,563.57. While the suit against 
General Call was in pi the snit against his sureties was continued to abide 
its result. Upon receiving the report of the last trial, Mr. Gillet, then Solicitor, 
directed the district attorney to forward to him “a transcript of the pleadings 
in the case and a copy of the instructions of the court to the jury,” which was 
done, and on the 6th October, 1847, he instructed the district attorney (C, C. 
Yonge, esq.) as follows: “J have examined the papers relating to the trial of 
the suit brought by the United States against Richard K. Call, and find no pos- 
sible question therein which can be carried to the Supreme Court; nor can I 
learn that there is any newly discovered material evidence which the United 
States can adduce if a new trial should be sought on that ground; hence I see 
no possible steps which can be taken in the cause by which a new trial can be 
obtained. It seems to be useless to continue the suit under these circumstances 
on the docket; hence you are authorized to cause it to be stricken from the 
docket at your earliest convenience.” This was accordingly done, and thus the 
suit terminated. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, , 
F. B. STREETER, Solicitor. 
Hon. JAMES GUTHRIE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


P. S.—I return the letter of General Call. 


From the foregoing it appears that after a full and fair trial there was a verdict 
rendered against the United States in favor of said Call for bg mn na 

A “transcript of the pleadings in the caseand acopy of the instructions of the 
court to the jury” were sent to the Solicitor of the Treasury for his revision and 
further direction. 

Upon examination he “he finds no possible question therein which can 
be carried to the Supreme Court.” 

Here we have the verdict of a jury finding in favor of said Call for $8,563.37. 
As between individuals this would be conclusive. Why not as between the 
United States and one of its citizens? 

Your co: ttee are aware that no valid judgment can be rendered aguinst the 
United States upon a set-off as in this case, and that no execution can issue as 
spelen a Eae citizen, But can the Government afford to assume such a po- 

ion as ? 

It is true there is no evidence before thecommittee to sustain the items of the 
set-off. Butis not the verdict of a Juy upon these i rendered upgn testi- 
mony taken in open court, where the witnesses were subject to a st ross- 
Sonato; of more avail and more satisfactory and convincing than er parte 

vits? 

Your committee think the verdict is persuasive, if not morally and equitably 
binding, and recommend the passage of the bill herewith reported. 

The conclusion reached in this report commends itself to our judgment. 

There can be nothing either in the fact that the evidence on which the ver ict 
was based is not before us or that the claim is an old one. 

For, first, the suit was instituted by the United States before a competent court, 
having fall jurisdiction over the matter. After full investigation. on competent 
evidence, the verdict was rendered by a sworn jury and approved by a learned 
court, True, no judgment could be rendered on thejverdict, but this does not im- 
peach the finding as to the facts. Itis only because no such judgment could he 
rendered that the petitioner is compelled to come to Congress for relief. The 
verdict is fully competent to establish the facts on which Congress shall act. 

Second. That the claim is old does not detract from ‘its validity. as it is certain 
that itnever was paid. No interest is claimed. We recommen‘! the passage of 
the bill herewith reported. 
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Mr. CONGER. I do not recollect the time when this claim first 
arose, but I think about fifty years,or something more than forty years 
at any rate. I venture to say that through the length of service of the 
oldest member of this body or of Congress it has been presented annu- 
ally for consideration. For along number of years it had adverse re- 
ports both in the Senate and in the House; but the years flew by, new 
men came in every decade to receive the testimony and consider this 
case, old things were forgotten, and at last, after about thirty-five or 
forty years, there came a committee reporting in favor of this bill or a 
similar one. f 

Since the first favorable report of a Senate committee it has not been 
contended in any report that there has been a new investigation, but 
that one first favorable report (and the only one I have ever known 
either in the other House or here) has been referred to last year and 
the year before, and from the time it was made until now it is the basis 
of a new report by the committee. The report of the first and only com- 
mittee that reported favorably upon this claim has been adopted by 
subsequent committees and represented to the Senate. My recollection 
is now that the claim never did have a favorable report from any com- 
mittee of the House. This claim has been rejected by committees for 
the last fifteen years almost continually. It seems to me very strange 
that for over forty years the case has been in Congress and there never has 
been found a Congress under any administration, in peace or in war, 
that has passed this bill and settled this half-century-old claim. 

I am a little alarmed at the frequency with which old claims that 
come now from the heirs of the heirs of claimants are presented and 
urged before this body and in the other House of Congress. The age ofa 
claim, the committee say, is nothing against it, but it does seem to me 
that a decent respect for the opinions of those men who have gone before 
us should make this body or any other body consider that the contiim- 
ous and continued examination and rejection of it by committees here 
and by the Senate and by the committees of the House deserve a little 
consideration at our hands. 

' I have never in my examination of this claim seen even an equitable 
rightin the claimants to recover against the United States, and I am 
making the remarks I do from my own examination of it on former oc- 
casions when it was before the committees of which I was a member. 
I do not believe this bill ought to pass. I do not think the mere ver- 
dict of a jury or the failure of either party to take the case to a higher 
court for consideration is sufficient to justify us in paying the claim. 
Nor ought the fact that it has slept so long, from 1843 till now, to have 
much weight in favor of its passage. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I do not know what has transpired 
in reference to this claim at the other end of the Capitol. I know that 
there have been two adverse reports against it at this end and three 
favorable reports. At the last Congress the Committee on Claims re- 
ported the bill unanimously as far as I know. I heard no objection to 
it, or at leastif I did I have forgotten it, and I think the Senator from 
Michigan was a member of the committee at that time. But however 
that may be, the question is whether we owe the money or not, and 
that is to be decided upon the facts of the case, and not according to 
how many adverse reports or how many favorable reports have been 
made on the claim heretofore. 

The facts of the case are fewand simple. The United States brought 
a suit in a court having full jurisdiction over the matter against Gen- 
eral Call. General Call made his defense to the suit by setting up a 
set-off, over which that court also had full and complete jurisdiction. 
There were two trialsin this court, both of which resulted favorably to 
Genera! Call, the jury on each trial finding a verdict in his favor. On 
the last trial the transcript of the case was submitted to the Attorney- 
General of the United States, with the evidence and with the charge 
given by the court, and he found that there was no error in the pro- 
ceedings. If that is not sufficient to establish a just and valid claim 
against the United States, I should like to know what is. 

Here is a trial before a competent court; here is the United States 
represented by a competent attorney; here is jurisdiction by the court 
over both parties and over the subject-matter; here is the finding of the 
jury, and here is the review of the facts of that case by the law officer 
of the United States, who decides that there is no error in it. If thatis 
not sufficient to establish a claim, I confess that I do not know what is. 

On the next point that it is an old claim, I do not know that there 
is any reason for refusing to pay my claim on the ground that it is old. 
If a claim be presented depending on oral testimony we might very 
well decline to entertain jurisdiction of it upon the ground that by 
lapse of time the evidence which might defeat the claim had been lost; 
but here there is no objection of that sort. It is a record and a record 
of a United States court, and a record, too, against which oral testimony 
can not be introduced. It is unimpeachable. That being so, it makes 
no difference that the claim is an old one unless we establish the prece- 
dent that the neglect of the Government for a long period of time to 
pay an honest and a just debt, though adjudicated by its own tribu- 
nals, is a sufficient reason for it to refuse again to pay it. There can 
be no answer to it. That is the exact position of this case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi has expired. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I have some knowledge of 
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the general merits of this claim, and I think I can indorse everything 
which has been stated by the Senator from Mississippi. It is peculiar 
in some of its features. One of the most distinguished men that was 
ever identified with Florida, General Call, held a position under the 
Government; a friend of Jackson, his companion in all the great contests 
of that day, his confidential friend, and was afterwards appointed to 
an office under him, which he discharged in a way creditable to himself. 
After he retired from office he was sued by the Government—a great 
blunder, in my opinion, as the event proved. It was claimed that he 
was behind in the settlement of his accounts while disbursing public 
money in Florida. He had contended all along that instead of owing 
the Government, the Government owed him. I know very well the 
principle of law which precludes the possibility of suit being brought 
against the Government directly. General Call challenged the Govern- 
ment to a suit against him. It wasinstituted in its own court. That 
court, I may say, was presided over by one of the most impartial and, 
indeed, one of the ablest men that ever sat in any tribunal of any 
country. There was a great deal more involved in the matter than 
the mere money. The honor, the integrity of a man who had stood 
high in the confidence of one of the greatest men the country ever pro- 
duced—all this was involved. He met the suit; he went before that 
court and a jury of the country impartially impaneled; the whole sub- 
ject was investigated, not in the loose way, let me say to the Senate, 
that matters of that kind are uSually investigated before committees of 
this body (and I speak with-I think pardonable freedom on the sub- 
ject), because they have not the time to give to these matters the care 
which should be given in a complete investigation—this matter was ju- 
dicially ascertained. The court drew the attention of the jury to the 
precise issue. The Government charged this officer with defalcation. 
He set up his claim on his accounts. The matter was referred to the 
court by the Department for adjudication. If that jury had found a 
verdict against General Call, his estate according to law would have had 
to pay the penalty. Now it seems to me there ought to be some mu- 
tuality in trials of thatdescription, so that where the Government charges 
a public officer with a defalcation and challenges him toa suitin one ot 
its own courts, and when he goes before that court and satisfies its judge 
and the jury impaneled in accordance with law that instead of his be- 
ing indebted to the Government the Government is indebted to him 
and a judgment is rendered for the amount—while I admit as a lawyer 
that you can not enforce that judgment by any ordinary process of ex- 
cution, at the same time I do say that in morals there is an honorable 
et cay resting on the Government to pay it. 

. CONGER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question in 
this connection? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. Iask the Senator if after this proceeding in court the 
Government did not for several years prosecute the sureties upon the 
bond even after this finding ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Florida 
has expired. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope he may be permitted by unanimous consent 
to answer my question. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi has expired. 

Mr. GEORGE. I want to answer the question propounded by the 
Senator from Michigan. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time has expired; he 
can not proceed unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed in 
order to give the Senator from Mississippi an opportunity to speak on 
that question. 

Mr. GEORGE. I just wanted to answer the question propounded by 
the Senator from Michigan. í 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I shall be glad to have the Senator from 
Mississippi answer the question. He examined the casein committee. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Michigan says that, nótwith- 
standing the verdict, the United States prosecuted the bond of General 
Call by proceeding against his sureties. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi will 
please suspend. The eighth rule provides that while bills are under 
consideration under this rule five minutes’ debate only shall be per- 
mitted, and no Senator shall speak more than once. A motion to indefi- 
nitely postpone does not in the opinion of the Chair take it out of the rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. But ‘‘once on the same question;’’ such was cer- 
tainly my impression. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi may be allowed to answer the question of the Senator from 
Michigan. 3 

Mr. GEORGE. Thatisall I want to do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the Senator from 
Tennessee is tochaitally right. The language of the rule is ‘“‘on any 
question.” The question being on the engrossment and third 
of the bill, the motion to indefinitely ne is technically a different 
question. The Chair will recognize the Senator from Mississippi on 
that question. The Chair was in error before. 
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- Mr. GEORGE. The letter of Mr. Streeter, the Solicitor of the Treas- 
vry, shows that on the seo ai hag’ this verdict theseparate suit against 
the sureties was dismissed by the United States. 

Mr. CONGER. I did not understand the report so. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the motion to indefinitely postpone. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon has the 
floor. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, although upon the Committee on 
Claims, I desire to state that this report was presented by the subcom- 
mittee and concurred in by the committee during my absence. Iam not 
satisfied, from what I can learn of the case from the report, to vote for 
the bill. It appears by this report that suit was instituted in February, 
1840, iy Rrra anos K. Call to recover $5,907.53 alleged to be due from 
him as late receiver of public moneys at Tallahassee. The amount was 
afterward reduced to $5,060.13. General Call put in the pleas of nil 
debit, set-off, and payment. The suit went to trial, and General Call not 
only established the set-off to the amount of the claim of the United 
States, which was as I have said $5,060.13, but the jury found that the 
United States owed him for services the further sum of $7,923.72. 

This has been called a judgment. This claim ef $7,923.72 was not a 
judgment and could not have been made the basis of a judgment against 
the United States. The law authorized General Call to plead his set- 
off to the amount of the claim of the United States against him, but 
the jury in passing upon his claim found that the value of his services 
was $12,500. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I would ask him if his attention was ever 
called to the celebrated Reeside case from Pe lvania, where this 
body held that a judgment of offset in this way did commit the Gov- 
ernment to pay the amount the same as an ordinary judgment? 

Mr. DOLPH. I can not hear the Senator. . 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I ask the Senator if his attention was ever 
called to the celebrated Reeside case that came up in the Senate—I 
have it not now at hand—many years ago, in which this body held that 
a judgment ofthis kind, on an offset against the Government like this, 
bound the Government to payment, and the Senate provided -for the 
payment of the claim? 

Mr. DOLPH. I have never had my attention called to that case; but 
no decision of any court conld require Co to make an appropria- 
tién for a claim. Congress should be satisfied that the claim is just. I 
say in this case that the basis of this claim is not a judgment against 


the United States, but the finding of a jury as to the value of services | Da 


performed by this officer. The jury in the first trial found that these 
services were of the value of $12,500, which canceled the claim of the 
Ngee States against this officer of $5,060.13, and left a balance of 

923. 72. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Oregon 
has expired. : 

Mr. DOLPH. I have been interrupted, but I will conclude in a 
moment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that unanimous consent be given that the 
Senator may conclude his remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not allow the Senator 
to proceed except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope unanimous consent will be given. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unanimousconsent is asked that the 
Senator from Oregon may proceed. Is there objection? 

: a JONES, of Florida. Following the example on the other side, 
object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
<an not proceed, 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The objection is withdrawn. Is 
there again objection? The Chair hears none, and the Senator from 
Oregon will proceed. é 

Mr. DOLPH. Upon the second trial this finding of the jury was in- 
creased so as to show a balance due from the United States to General 
Call of $8,563.37. What that is based upon appears in this report, and 
I desire to read it. In the communication embodied in the report from 
Mr. Streeter to the honorable Secretary of the Treasury it is stated: 

It was shown er the testimony that this revision occupied from two to three 
months, and for this service the jury allowed the sum of $12.500. 

I think it sufficient that the large claim of the Government against 

, General Call was canceled by services which occupied his attention only 
two or three mpnths, without now making an appropriation for his ben- 
efit of the further sum of $3,563.37. I am not satisfied by the report of 
the merits of the claim. $ 

Mr. PIKE. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee on Claims 
it was my duty to consider this claim. Those of the committee who 
were present when it was considered, which number did not include 
my friend who has just taken his seat, though that this claim was a 
just one and ought to be allowed, and there was mo division of opinion. 
It was the opinion of the competent tribunal trying the case that this 


Objection is made, and the Senator 
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balance was due as stated in the report. Whether or not it was in the 
nature of a judgment was of less consideration, because the simple 
question was whether this amount was due. It was found to be due 
by a jury upon evidence properly introduced before a competent tribu- 
For one I wish in the cases before us here we had anything like 

as good testimony as appears in this case to justify our action in report- 
ingclaims. There was no division of sentiment in committee, as I have 
said. It was stated that this case was considered at the last Congress 
by the Committee on Claims of the Senate, and that there was no divis- 
ion of sentiment then. I certainly hope the bill will pass. $ 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and read the third time. 

The question being on the passage of the bill, there were on a divis- 
ion—ayes 18, noes 7; no quorum voting. . 

Mr. ALLISON. The callof the yeas and nays will disclose a quorum. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND]. 

Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called). I desire to say that 
I am paired erally with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
VANCE]. I do not know how he would vote on this question, and 
therefore I do not vote. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeaa 
33, nays 10; as follows: 


YEAS—33. 
Beck, Farley, Lamar, m, 
Blair, George, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Gorman Manderson, later, 
Brown, Groome, Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Butler, Hampton, Miller of Cal., Vest, 
Call, Harris, mer, Walker. bs 
Coke, Jackson, Pike, 
Cullom, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Fair Kenna, Pugh, 
* NAYS—10. 
Allison, Hawley, Morrill, Sawyer. 
Conger, ae Platt. 
Dolph, McMillan, Sabin, 
ABSENT—33. 
Aldrich, Edmunds Jones of Nevada, Seweil, 
Anthony, Frye, Lapham, ` Sherman, 
Bayard, Garland, Logan, Vance, 
Camden, Gibson, Mahone, ‘oorhees, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Miller of N. Y., Williams, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Mitchell, ilson. 
Cockrell, Hill, Mo , 
Colquitt, Hoar, Pendleton, 
wes, Jonas, Saulsbury, 
So the bill was passed. 


JOSEPH R. SHANNON. 


The bill (S. 88) to provide for the payment of the claim of Joseph R. 
Shannon was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report in that case? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not consider this bill properly within the 
morning hour under the five-minute rule. There is quite a lengthy 
report in this case, and there has been an adverse report made upon 
the same bill at this session of Congress in the opposite end of the Cap- 
itol, and that report is also a voluminous report, and as a matter of 
course it will have to be read to the Senate. Under the circumstances 
I think it is better for the bill to go over. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). Being 
objected to, the bill goes over. 


FRANCIS B. VAN HOESEN. 


The bill (S. 539) for the relief of Francis B. Van Hoesen was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It empowers the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, on behalf of the United States, to accept a re- 
linquishment by the governor of Minnesota, executed under the au- 
thority of an act of the Legislature of that State approved February 24, 
1881, of the title derived by that State through an internal-improve- 
ment selection certified by the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
on May 8, 1869, for the southeast quarter of section 3, township 128, 
range 40 west, in the district of lands, subject to sale at Alexandria, 
Minn. The location of the tract by Francis B. Van Hoesen, with Mil- 
itary bounty-land warrant No. 106976, for one hundred and sixty 
acres, issued under act of March 3, 1855, and which was patented by the 
United States to Francis B. Van Hoesen on the 15th of October, 1870, 
is confirmed, and the State of Minnesota is to be allowed to select other 
lands in lieu of the southeast quarter relinquished by this act. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, to add to the bill ‘ within said State, from the lands sub- 
ject to private entry.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


‘ 


1256 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 20, 


A. A. THOMAS. 

The bill (S. 643) for the relief of A. A. Thomas was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to A. A. Thomas, or his 
assigns, $540, as a reimbursement for money paid by Thomas for the use 
of the United States while register of the United States land office at 
Cawker City, Kans.; and the further sum of $67.14, balance due to 
Thomas as compensation as for the quarters ending September 
30, 1872, and March 31, 1875, respectively. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN C. HARGRAVE. 


The bill (S. 361) granting a pension to John C. Hargrave was an- 
nounced as next in order upon the Calendar. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I object to that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is objected to, and goes over. 
CONVENTION WITH HAWAIL. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 
27) as to giving notice to terminate the convention of June 3, 1875, with 
Wis Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an adverse report in this 


case. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I desire to submit a motion to indefi- 
nitely postpone the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s motion is in order. 
Does the Senator make that motion ? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from California that the joint resolution be indefinitely post- 

med. 
ga CONGER. Let the joint resolution be read for information. 

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘‘A joint resolution as to giving notice to termi- 
nate the convention of June 3, 1875, with His Majesty the King of the 
Hawaiian Islands’’—— 

Mr. SEWELL. I think the Senate should suspend action on this 
matter until the presence of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas] 
who introduced the joint resolution. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I am perfectly willing that it shall go 
over. 

Mr. CONGER. I asked for the reading of the joint resolution. It 
has not yet been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Whereas the said convention, in its fifth article, provides that the convention 
shall remain in force for seven years from the at which it may come into 
ration, and gre until the han gear of twelve months after either of the 
high h contractin, ies shall give notice to the other of its wish to terminate 
the same, each 2 the high contracting parties being at liberty to give such no- 
tice te the other at the end of the said term of seven years, or at any time there- 


refore, 
the Senate and House of resentatives, &c., That the President of 


aeaeaeed by the be requested to give the notice to terminate said convention 
in the manner and at the time set forth and provided for in said fifth article. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This measure ought not to be brought up in the 
morning hour. It involves questions of grave importance, and I desire 
when it does come up (as I was not able to concur with the majority of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations) to address the Senate uponit. I 
hope it will not be brought up except when I am present. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I will ask that it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An objection carries it over, if objec- 
tion is made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam in favor of the passage of the bill, but as a 
matter of course it could not be passed under the five-minute rule as 
to debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection would transfer it to the 
Calendar under Rule IX instead of Rule VIII, Does the Senator from 
Ohio object? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that, so that a majority of 
the Senate can take it up 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from California to indefinitely postpone the joint resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object to its being indefinitely med. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio object to 
the present consideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the joint reso- 
lation over. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I withdraw the motion to 
definitely and will let the resolution go over under Rule 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It goes over under objection with or 
without the motion of the Senator from California. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would rather that it should go over. 

CORPS OF JUDGE-ADVOCATES. 

Mr. MAXEY. As we can not dispose of the next bill on the Calen- 
dar before 2 o'clock, I ask for unanimous consent to do a little morning 
business. , 

The bill (S. 1541) to provide promotion in the corps of judge-advo- 


ne in- 


cates was reported favorably from the Committee on Military Affairs. 
There are some slight verbal changes which we desire to make in the 
bill. They are not material, but would make it, as we think, a better 
bill. I move that it be recommitted to that committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent to consider at this time a motion to recommit the bill in- 
dicated by him. Is there objection? The Chair hear none. Is there 
objection to recommitting the bill? The Chair hears none, and the 
order will be made to recommit it. 


C. M. WILCOX. 


Yesterday the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs [Mr. Loean] reported adversely the bill (S. 139) for the 
relief of C. M. Wilcox, and it was indefinitely postponed. I ask that 
the bill be placed on the Calendar, with a view of asking leave to sub- 
mit a minority report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to move at this time to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill indicated by him was indefinitely postponed. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. Is there objection to the re- 
consideration? The Chair hears none, and the order will be made, and 
the bill placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask that the minority may be permitted to file their 
views and have them presented to be considered with the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks that no order of the 
Senate is necessary for that purpose, as the minority can file their views. 

Mr. MAXEY. Then I give notice that the minority will file their 
views, to be considered with that bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the Secre- 
tary that it is the custom of the Senate for the minority to ask permis- 
sion of the Senate to submit their views. 

Mr. MAXEY. So I understood. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Therefore the Chair will inquire, is 
there objection to the minority of the committee submitting their views 
in the form of a report in respect to the bill referred te by the Senator 
from Texas? The Chair hears no objection, and the order will be made. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives. by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint resolution (S. R. 
51) authorizing an expenditure of money for Indian educational pur- 
poses. 


Mr. MAXEY. 


SPECIAL MESSENGER Fa COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. The Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses ef the Senate, to whom was referred a resolution 
for the employment of a special messenger for the Committee on Claims, 
have instructed me to report it without amendment and recommend its 
passage. The chairman of the Committee on Claims informs me that 
there is immediate necessity for the passage of the resolution because 
the regular messenger of that committee is absent on official duties. I 
therefore ask for the immediate consideration of the resolution. 

PE resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to employ and to pay from the con! tfund of SA raa 
ate at the usual rate of compensation a special messe: or the Committee on 
Claims during the absence upon official business of the regular messenger of 
that committee, 


NATIONAL-BANK CIRCULATION. 

The Senate, as in Committeee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1155) to provide for the issue of circulating notes to. 
national banking associations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
pope by the Senator from Kansas 
himse 


uestion is on the amendment 
Mr. PLUMB] as modified by 


Mr. PUGH. Before the debate on the Plumb amendment is renewed, 
I desire to offer an amendment to it, if it be now in order to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the form of the Senator’s 
amendment? Is it an amendment to the text of the bill or an amend- 
ment simply to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas ? 

Mr. PUGH. It-is an amendment to the Plumb amendment which 
is pro as a second section to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such an amendment is now in order. 

Mr. COKE. Did not the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] 
offer an amendment to that yesterday. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir 

Mr. PUGH. I move toinsert after the word `‘ bank, `’ in the second 
line, the words *‘ or the legal-tender greenbacks held by any national 
bank;’’ so as to read: = 

That whenever the circulation of any national bank, or the legal-tender green- 
backs held by any national bank, or any portion thereof, shall be surrendered, 
and the same is not taken up by other national banks within thirty days there- 
— the Secretary of the Treasury shall thereupon issue an equivalentamount 
of Treasury notes, &c. 

That meets the criticism of theSenator from Delaware [ Mr. BAYARD] 
as to the limitation to issue these Treasury notes upon the surrender of 
the circulation of the national banks. It will include greenbacks as 
well as the circulation of the national banks. It may be that under 
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the existing law, if greenbacks are surrrendered when the bonds are 
called, they may be reissued, which would make my amendment un- 
necessary; but if that be not the effect of the existing law my amend- 
ment can do no harm. It makes itcertain that upon the return of the 
national-bank circulation or greenbacks, when bonds are called, there 
shall be an issue of these Treasury notes. 

Then, in the second place, I p to amend the amendment by 
i ing after the word ‘‘ Government,” in the second sentence—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Alabama that one amendment to the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas is all that will be in order at this time. Of course the 
rset can give notice of any further amendment that he may propose 
to offer. 

Mr. PUGH. My modifications are all germane; they are intended 
to have the same general effect. They are to be inserted in three dif- 
ferent places, but the general effeet will be thesame.. I have to divide 
them in order to give notice of the place in the amendment where I 
propose to insert the words that I desire to goin. I will read the whole 
amendment I propose, so that the Senate may understand that if a vote 
has to be taken upon the amendments separately the vote will be taken 
with reference to the right that I claim to offer the others in their 
order, 

I propose also to amend by inserting after the word ‘‘Government,”’ 
in the second sentence, the words ‘‘ except its interest-bearing bonds;’’ 
So as to read: 

Said Treasury notes shall be deposited in the Treasury and paid out as other 
moneys kept for the discharge of the obligations of the Government, except its 
interest-bearing bonds, 

Mr. PLUMB. Tosimplify the matter I will accept that amendment. 

Mr. PUGH. Then, third, I propose to amend by adding at the end 
of the section the following: 

The true intent and meaning of this section being that the volume of paper 
money outstanding, exclusive of gold and silver certificates, shall not be in- 
ished by the payment of the interest-bearing bonds of the United States. 

These three amendments I understand to be in perfect harmony with 
the intention of the Senator from Kansas in offering his amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas modify 
his amendment according to the suggestion of the Senator from Ala- 
bama? 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not hear the first amendment proposed by him. 

Mr. PUGH. I will read it again. 

Mr. PLUMB. Just one moment, if you please. The second amend- 
ment, I will state to the Senator, is in precisely the language of an 
amendment I drew. Submitting it to a gentleman on the floor for his 
criticism, he suggested that it should take another form, which form on 
his suggestion I gave it, and in that shape amended my own amend- 
ment, which I afterward withdrew. I am perfectly willing to accept 
the second amendment. 

Mr. PUGH. That is the third amendment. The second amend- 
ment that I propose relates to the exception of interest-bearing bonds. 

Mr. PLUMB, I mean the last one. 

Mr. PUGH. The third is to add at the end of the section: 

The true intent and meaning of this section being that the volume of 
money outstanding, exclusive of gold and silver certificates, ll not be 
ished by the payment of the interest-bearing bonds of the Ulited States. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is the one I was just referring to. Iam willing 
to accept that amendment, but the first amendment I did not hearread. 

Mr. PUGH. Now I will read the first. I propose to amend by in- 
serting after the word ‘‘ bank,” in the second line, the words ‘‘ or the 
legal-tender greenbacks held by any national bank.” The Senator 
from Delaware yesterday construed the amendment of theSenator from 
Kansas as limiting the right to issue notes upon a surrender 
of the notes of the national banks, and he called attention to the amend- 
ment of the law made at the last session authorizing the national banks, 
instead of returning their own circulation, to pay in greenbacks and 
take up their bonds. My amendment is intended to meet that criti- 
cism of the meaning of the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. I 
suppose that under the existing law if the greenbacks are paid in or 
surrendered for any purpose they have to be reissued; but in order to 
exclude any construction that might not operate to compel the Treas- 
ury to reissue the greenbacks I propose to insert in addition to the 
national banking circulation the greenbacks that may be surrendered 
by the national banks when the bonds are called. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama yield 
to the Senator from Kansas? : 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not wish to take the time of the Senator from 
Alabama. “I thought he was through. 

Mr. PUGH. I think the effect of the amendments I wish to offer is 
fully understood by the Senate, and I do not propose to take up any 
further time in the discussion of them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the first 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. PUGH. DoT understand the Senator from Kansas as accepting 
that amendment? 

Mr. PLUMB. 


per 


No; I want to make a proposition connected with the 


pee aenant which I think will be satisfactory to the Senator from 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- * 
ment of the Senator from Alabama and the Senator from Kansas can 
see how far he accepts it. 
The SECRETARY. In line 2, after the word “bank,” it is proposed 
to insert ae the legal-tender greenbacks held by any national bank;"’ 
so as to z 


That whenever thecirculation of any national bank, or the legal-tender green- 
backs held by any national bank, or any portion thereof, shall be surrendered, 
and the same is not taken up by other national banks within thirty days there- 
after, the Secretary ofthe Treasury shall thereupon reissue an equivalent amount 
of ery: notes of the denominations now provided by law for national-bank 
no 

Mr. PLUMB. I accept the other two amendments. The Secretary 
may report them, however. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas accepts the 
two amendments already read. 

Mr. PLUMB. No; I accept the second and third. 

Mr. PUGH. The second and third are accepted by the Senator from 


Kansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The twoamendments accepted by the 
Senator from Kansas will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘Government,’’ in line 9, itis pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘except its interest-bearing bonds;’’ so-as to read: 

Said Treasury notes shall be deposited in the Treasury and paid out as other 
moneys kept for the discharge of the obligations of the Government, except its 
interest-bearing bonds. 

At the end of the section it is proposed to add: 


The true intent and meaning of this section being that the volume of paper 
money outstanding, exclusive of gold and silver certificates, shall not be di- 
minished by the payment of the interest-bearing bonds of the United States, 


The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator from Kansas accepts the 

latter two amendments and modifies his former amendment accord- 
ingly. 
Mr. PLUMB. I will accept the last amendment, but I suggest to 
the Senator from Alabama that the second amendment be so amended 
as that it shall be for interest on the public debt or the redemption of 
the bonds of the Government, so that we shall not assume to interfere, 
as I have no intention of doing, with any specific contract which the 
Government may have outstanding with reference to the manner in 
which it shall pay the public debt. I suggest the phrase ‘‘including 
the interest on the public debt and the payment ofthe same,’’ because 
if the interest is payable in coin the debt is also payable in coin, and 
the limitation ought to be upon both payments. _ 

Mr. PUGH. What change does the Senator propose ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I propose simply the discharge of the obligations of 
the Government ‘‘ except interest on the public debt and the payment 
of the same.” 

Mr. PUGH. The payment of the interest? —- 

Mr. PLUMB. And the payment of the debt. 

Mr. PUGH. I have no objection to that amendment. That simply 
includes the payment of the interest. 

Mr. PLUMB, The payment of the interest and the principal of the 
public debt. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the modi- 
fication of the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The SECRETARY. After the word *‘ Government,” in line 9, it is 
pro to insert ‘except the interest or principal of the public debt.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modified. 
The question is upon the first amendment offered by the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. PUGH] to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas 
(Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think myself the language of my amendmentas it 
now stands is sufficient, but still I have no objection to amplifying it 
in order to perfectly meet the case. 

Mr. PUGH. I stated that I thought under the existing law the 
Treasury would be compelled to reissue the greenbaeks that are re- 
turned, but in order to make it certain I did not think there would be 
any harm in this amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. The word ‘“‘surrendered’’ as used in the second line 
of my amendment refers to the control of the banks over their own cir- 
culation. Whenever they give up that control it is surrendered to the 
Government of the United States. Thereafter all questions connected 
with the tedemption of that currency are under the control of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury or the Comptroller of the Currency. I think 
the word ‘‘surrendered ” meets the case, but if it is designed to add any- 
thing to that, I think what is added should be after the word “‘surren- 
dered,” and should be ina little different phraseology from that employed 
by the Senator from Alabama. Itshould refer, I think, to the circula- 
tion itself and not to the legal-tender notes to be deposited, because there 
would be perhaps of qualifying existing law in regard to what 


should be done with legal-tender notes when they had once been paid 
into the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. PUGH. My purpose was to avoid any contraction in the volume 
of the circulation by the return of the greenbacks instead of the notes 
of the national banks. , 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will permit me, I suggest that-he sim- 
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ply so modify his amendment as to add after the word “‘ surrendered,”’ 
in line 2, the words ‘“‘ or legal-tender notes of the United States shall 
have been deposited for the redemption thereof.” 

Mr. PUGH. That would be the same, That would have the same 
effect. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think it would express the idea a little more per- 
fectly than the amendment of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. PUGH. That isall right. z 

The PRESIDING OFFI Does the Senator from Kansas accept 
the amendment of the Senator from Alabama as a further modification 
of his own amendment? 

Mr. PLUMB. I accept it with the amendment. I propose to add 
after the word ‘‘surrendered ” the words ‘‘or legal-tender notes of the 
United States shall have been deposited for the redemption thereof.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Alabama assents to 
the suggestion of the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. PUGH. That is the same in legal effect, as I understand it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now let us have it repo I should be glad to 
hear it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report that part of 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas as modified. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ surrendered,” in line 2, it is pro- 
posed to insert the words ‘‘or legal-tender notes of the United States 
shall have been deposited for the redemption thereof ;’’ so as to read: 

That whenever the circulation of any national bank, or the legal-tender n- 
backs held by any national bank, or any portion thereof, shall be surrendered, 
or jegal-tender notes of the United States shall have been de ited for the re- 
iemption thereof, and the same is not taken up by other national banks within 
thirty days thereafter, the of the Treasury shall thereupon issue an 
equivalent amount of Treasury notes of the denominations now provided by 
law for national-bank notes. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of | pansi 


the Senator from Kansas as modified by him. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that, as I 
understand the law, the amendment which he suggests to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Alabama would not accomplish his 
purpose. The banks may also deposit any other lawful money for the 
redemption of their circulation. It is not necessary that a bank should 
deposit its greenbacks in order to redeem its outstanding circulation. 
Mr. PLUMB. I do not think thatany case has ever occurred where 
they have deposited coin, because they would then be required to pay 
the express charges on the coin. Still, in order to meet the criticisin, 
it will be easy to add ‘‘or coin;’’ so as to read: ‘‘legal-tender notes or 
coin.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON. 
mean—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey will 
suspend a moment. . The Chair is informed by the Secretary that sev- 
eral days since the yeas and nays were ordered upon the amendmentof 
the Senator from Kansàs. If that be true, as it must be—the record so 
shows—then the Senator from Kansas had no power under the rule, ex- 
cept by unanimous consent, to modify hisownamendment. However, 
the Chair will put the question now. Is there objection to the mod- 
ifications that the Senator from Kansas has from time to time made 
since the yeas and nays were ordered? Is there objection to those mod- 
ifications? The Chair hears none, and the amendment will stand as 
modified. 

Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey was 
entitled to the floor when the Chair interrupted him, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Do I understand from the amendment last of- 
fered by the Senator from Kansas that it is his purpose and intention 
to limit the circulation to exactly the amount it nowis? The amend- 
ment covers both the surrender of the national-bank notes and the Treas- 
ury notes deposited with the Treasury for the redemption of the bank 
notes. That I understand is the meaning of his amendment. Do I 
further understand that after the bonds are surrendered to the banks 
or to the corporations or individuals owning them, on an application 
for a new issue of notes that application must necessarily be denied by 
reason of this provision ? 

Mr. PLUMB. This is not intended to interfere in the slightest de- 
gree with the operation of taking out currency under the national bank- 
ing system. It is designed simply to prevent the contraction which 
would follow from the surrender of that circulation. . 

Mr. MCPHERSON. So if not taken out within thirty days, as pro- 
vided in the amendment, then it would become the duty of the Govern- 
ment to issue Treasury notes in lieu of the circulation thus surrendered ? 

Mr. PLUMB. If during the period of thirty days a national bank 
surrenders circulation, which is not taken up by any other national 
bank, then the Secretary of the Treasury fills the void thus created by 
the issue of Treasury notes. 

Mr. McPHERSON. We will suppose after the expiration of thirty 
days new banks will need to be organized for the purpose of giving a 
sufficient amount of circulation to meet the increasing demands of the 
country, say in the West; then it would be perfectly proper to apply 
for circulation under a deposit of bonds as before, and as long as that 


Do I understand the Senator from Kansas to 


was kept in excess of the amount of currency now in circulation there 
would be no further necessity for the issue of Treasury notes. 

Mr. PLUMB. None whatever. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. That is as I understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is only one branch of this subject to which I 
desire to refer, and I do not know that I really ought to detain the 
Senate for that purpose; but the declaration made by the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] was of such an extraordinary character, coming 
from such a source, that I feel that it is entitled to some attention. 

The Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MORGAN] offered an amendment on 
the 14th of the present month to this effect: 

That when any bonds of the United States deposited in the Treasury by a 
g association to secure its circulation are called and paid by the Govern- 
ment, such banking association shall have the right to substitute in the place 
thereof bonds issued by any of the States; and the bonds so deposited, as to 
their assignment, management, control, sale, or disposal, shall in all respects be 
subject to the laws whi overn the said banking associations and the officers 
and agents of the United States with respect to the bonds for which said State 
bonds are substituted, so far as the same are applicable. But said bonds of the 
States shall not be received as a substitute for bonds of the United States so 
called and paid at a rate exceeding — per cent. of their value on the face there- 
of; nor shall the bonds of any State be received on deposit unless the interest 
theretofore accrued on the same for the period of five years previous to such 
deposit shall have been duly paid; nor shall any such bonds be so received on 
deposit when the same are worth less than par in the city of New York. 


The Senator from Iowa in the remarks which he made against the 
amendment pending used these words: 

Now, of the two De a re not yet noticed by me, the one presented by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] and the one presented by the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], I should greatly prefer the measure suggested by 
the Senator from Alabama. His roposition looks to the preservation and ex- 
on and extension of the national banking system, keeping in mind con- 
stantly the absolute security of the noteholder; but the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas and the correlative proposition of the Eaeases from Missouri 
(Mr. Vest] look to the absolute destruction of the national banking system, and 
if the principle of the amendment proposed by the Senator from shall 
prevail, the national banking system is doomed, and I think, for one, that it is 
too valuable to be disturbed either now or in the future. 


Mr. President, the adoption of my amendment does not affect the na- 
tional banking system one way or the other. It proceeds upon the theo 
advanced by the friends of the system that it is in danger of large dimi- 
nution as now constituted and is doomed unless legislation is had to pre- 
vent it. It has been conceded in all this debate that the system is 
doomed unless we adopt some measures now affirmatively for its pres- 
ervation. The Senator from Iowa is so concerned about the national 
banking system and is so afraid of the issue of Treasury notes possess- 
ing the function of national-bank notes that he prefers to have whgt he 
terms a ‘‘national banking system” based not upon national bonds but 
upon State bonds. 

It seems to me that it is rather a misuse of terms to call a system of 
that kind a national banking system, because back of it is not any 
longer national responsibility for redemption, not national sovereignty, 
but State responsibility and State sovereignty, and that alone. If the 
Senator had been speaking for himself alone I might have been moved 
to speak of the proposition with some lack of respect, but he speaks with 
authority fora million and a half of people who for the last twengy 
years have honored him and whom he has in turn conspicuously honored. 

Iam bound to presume that what he expresses is the sentiment of 
the people of Iowa. It is entitled to respect as their sentiment, as it 
would not be if it were the sentiment of an individual. I have great 
respect for that Commonwealth, one of the most prosperous and one of 
the most intelligent of all the States of the Union. I am confronting 
now a statement in their behalf, which I believe to be authoritative, 
that they prefer a currency based upon State bonds issued upon State 
responsibility, dependent upon State solvency and State willingness to 
pay, rather than a currency based upon the responsibility, the solvency, 
and the willingness to pay of the National Government, and redeem- 
able always in coin of the Government at its Treasury. I wish to join 
issue with that opinion with all due 

We have been wamed in this debate of the danger of partisan legis- 
lation upon the currency question; but the very legislation that should 
require the deposit of State bonds as a security for currency can fix 
county bonds, township bonds, school bonds, city bonds, water-works 
bonds, or whatever else may be in the imagination of anybody as security 
for currency notes, and it comes back to the one single thing after all, 
the exercise of the legislative power upon this question. It isassumed 
that by putting a State bond between us and the emission of the bank 
bill, or a county bond, or a township bond, thereby to some extent we 
are relieved from the possibility ofimprovident and extravagant legis- 
lation. The Senator from Iowa did not say whether he would prefer 
Mississippi or Minnesota bonds. I suppose any of them would answer 
his purpose, because when in his representative capacity he had got to 
the point of regarding a Treasury note receivable for Government dues 
and redeemable i} coin at the Treasury as so absolutely vicious he would 
not stop to cofisider any particular degrees of value as pertaining to his 
new national-bank note, any form of insdivency being preferable to solv- 
ency which depends upon national credit. 
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The Senator from Iowa had the honor also to say: 

And when such men as Mr. Hamilton and Mr, Jefferson and General Washin, 
‘ton busied their minds with considering what were the best and wisest methods 
-of disposing of those debts— 

That is, the debts of the several States after the Revolutionary war— 
at never entered their fertile brain to adoptthe suggestions of the Senator from 
Kansas and the Senator from Missouri. 

But I could not help being amused at the hop, skip, and jump with 

which the Senator over a very critical period in the histery of 
‘the United States, when the statesmen, of whom he was one, did not 
stop to consider what the fertile mind of Mr. Hamilton or Mr. Jeffer- 
son or General Washington thought about the emergency in which the 
country was then placed. He spoke with his rare felicity of the doubt 
that was expressed in regard to the wisdom of the exercise of the power 
of issuing Treasury notes, and especially making them a legal tender, 
„and then he closed by saying in substance that those later statesmen 
met all these questions of theimproper exercise of the legislative power 
in this direction by resolving that they would go only so far, a sort of 
ad captandum idea that as Congress once exercised the power of only 
going so far they could never exerciseit again. As much as to say we 
-can not to-day resolve not to issue more than $700,000,000 or any other 
sum deemed proper, and stick to it with consistency and due regard for 
the interests of the country, as we did during the period of the war. 

Mr. President, this is not a question of kind; it is a question of de- 
‘gree. Whatever Jefferson did do or might have done, whatever were 
his views about the powers of legislation under the Constitution, the 
answer has been given by the legislation of 1862 and following years, 
and by the decision of the Supreme Court upon it as to its validity and 
effect, and the ample and emphatic recognition of that at a much later 
period by which Congress sought to maintain, as it is now maintaining 
.as a permanent part of the currency of this country, $356,000,000 of the 
Jegal-tender notes issued during the war. 

I do not believe that all the wisdom of this country died with the 
return of peace in 1865. I believe that it may still be wise to issue 
Treasury notes based upon the credit and resources of the Government 
and backed by the deposit of specie or other governmental assurance of 
their payment when necessary to replace the national-bank notes which 
are retired and which we can not induce the banks to reissue, and es- 
-pecially rather to do this than to plunge into the slough of State-bank 
-eurrency, from which we were relieved by the greenback and national- 
bank note in 1862 and in 1864. 

I do not want any currency based upon State bonds, nor upon county 
‘bonds, nor township bonds, nor city bonds, nor anything of that kind. 
I would as soon go back to the old State banking system and be done 
with it. 

I think also the Senator from Iowa might have illustrated the candor 
which usually characterizes him better than he did when he resorted 
to the pretext in opposition to this amendment that the Senator from 
Missouri and I were seeking to accumulate still more money in the 
Treasury than now existed there, unmindful of the fact that I am the 
only person, as I believe, in this body who during the past six years has 
proposed to cut down, to reduce the amount of money held there for the 
redemption of the legal-tender notes. And yet for the want of a better 
argument the Senator from Iowa put upon the Senator from Missouri 
and myself the intention to still further accumulate what he said were 
the surplus funds of the Treasury by reason of the proposed adoption 
of the amendment before the Senate. 

I agree with him that there is too much money there; thatis to say, 
there is more money there than is n to meet any possible de- 
mand for the redemption of the legal-tender notes. I have sought on 
two separate occasions to limit that amount and been voted down by 
the Senate. 

But he was misleading again when he called attention to the fact that 
‘there were four hundred and eighty-odd millions of money in the Treas- 
ury, because more than $200,000,000 of that is not the money of the 
United States, but is the money of individuals who have deposited it 
there, and it is held there notas the money of the Government, but asa 
trust for the redemption of the gold and silver certificates which the Gov- 
ernment itself issued upon the basis of that deposit, so that the amount 
of money which belongs to the Government which is in the Treasury 
for all purposes, the payment of interest on the public debt, the pay- 
ment of current obligations, the redemption as fast as presented of the 
legal-tender notes, is only about $150,000,000. | Ft is too much, I agree, 
‘but it is not the sum stated by the Senator from Iowa. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Breck] got his metaphors mixed a 
little, I think. He and the Senator from Iowa agree that one of the 
great and injurious effects of this amendment if adopted will be that 
if the banks should surrender $300,000,000 of currency and under the 
operation of my amendment $300,000,000 of Treasury notes should 
take their place, and then the banks sheuld turn round, deposit their 
bonds over again, and call for the issue of $300,000,000 of national-bank 
-circulation, thereby we should have swollen the currency $300,000,000 
beyond what it now is and far beyond need. It does not take much 
of a tale to put that down. If $300,000,080 of national-bank notes 


are to be retired, is it not the dictate of ordinary prudence to provide 
something to take their place? 


The mere suggestion of the Senator 


from Kentucky that the banks may reduce the currency by $300, 000,000 
calls for something to limit the bad effect of that. 

Then there is held up on the other side, in terrorem over us, the pre- 
tense that these banks pie, Ral getapte $300,000,000 and it having 


been followed by the issue of ,000,000 of Treasury notes, whereby 
the volume of the currency has been kept intact, will turn around and 
take out $300,000,000 over again. Why? Could there be anything to 
more fully illustrate the fallacy of the Senator from Kentucky in his 
new-found zeal for this system which for so long he has consistently and 
yindictively attacked? Is it to be supposed that these banks will turn 
around and take $300,000,000 of currency just for the fun of the thing? 
Is that a business he thinks worthy to be kept up—a system based on 
mere caprice? But, Mr. President, the answer to all that is that the 
banks can to-day take out not only $1,000,000, or $10,000,000, but $100, - 
000,000, $500,000,000, or $1,000,000,000. Does anybody believe they 
will? If we do believe they will, if the Finance Committee so believe, 
and if the Senator from Kentucky so believes, why this proposition to 
enact into a law the bill of the Senator from New Jersey or the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont? If the banks are ready and willing, 
as they now intimate, to take out large sums of currency to add to those 
already outstanding, what the need of legislation? It is because there 
is no such assurance, it is because the system is failing and has failed to 
produce the former results of a currency whose volume should always be 
adequate to the wants of the people, and that instead of such a volume 
the volume is being unduly contracted, that this bill is before us. 

What is the remedy? The remedy is to add absolutely, against the 
judgment of the banks as expressed by their non-action and affirma- 
tively by one of their number, $35,000,000 at one turn of the wheel to 
the currency outstanding. And then what? That is because we are 
afraid the country can not stand the diminution in amount now im- 
pending, and yet we add just that much to the power of contraction 
which the banks now have. If it will hurt a man to fall down a bank 
twenty-five feet high, will it not hurt him worse to fall down one thirty- 
five feet high? You add 10 per cent. to the volume of the currency 
outstanding. It stimulates business artificially and viciously, and hav- 
ing stimulated it artificially and viciously, you are leaving the seeds of 
disease and of destruction in the system which will just as inevitably as 
now lead to contraction, only that it will be worse, because it will be 
contraction from a higher standpoint than it will be if the law remains 
as it now is. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have an amendment to that amend- 
ment that I send up to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama proposes 
an amendment to the amendment, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 2, after the word “‘ surrendered,’ it is 
proposed to insert: 

In consequence of the call and payment of any bonds of the United States 
pledged to secure such circulation. 


So that the clause will read: 


That whenever the circulation of any national bank, or the legal-tender green- 
backs held by any national bank, orany portion thereof, shall be surrendered in 
consequence of the call and payment of any bonds of the United States pledged 
to secure such circulation or legal-tender notes of the United States which have 
been gepostet for the redemption thereof, and the same is not taken up by other 
national banks within thirty days thereafter, &c. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the object of my amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator from is to require Treasury notes to 
be issued whenever bonds which have been deposited for the redemp- 
tion of the circulation of the national banks have been called in by the 
Government and paid. The amendment as modified by the new Com- 
mittee on Fimance, my colleague and the Senator from Kansas, this 
morning, seems to fix a rigid law in respect of the amount of the cur- 
rency that shall remain out. Under existing laws that amount of cur- 
rency is to some extent elastic. It accommodates itself to the fluctuat- 
ing demands of trade and commerce. Under what is called the banking 
act, at the last sessién of Congress, we limited this fluctuation so that it 
should not exceed $3,000,000 per month, so that the banks should not 
have the power of contracting the currency at will for speculative pur- 
poses, or, on the other hand, of expanding it at will for like purposes. 
It was supposed then that that was as great a restriction as Congress 
could wisely put upon the volume of currency. Now the Senator from 
Kansas comes forward with a rigid restriction, as I understand it, that 
the volume of currency in this country shall remain not less than the 
amount of national-bank notes that are now out, the amount of green- 
backs that are now out, the amount of gold and silver certificates that 
we have issued, and the amount of gold and silver in circulation at 
large in the country. I would not like to prescribe to any commercial 
country, to any growing country, either a maximum or a minimum of 
lawful currency. I would rather leave that to be regulated by the de- 
mands of trade, and to allow those men who are engaged in all the wide 
industries which now so beautify and enrich this country to have an 
opportunity to have as much money as they needed, and not an un- 
necessary quantity, for an excess or a redundancy of money in a country 
is sometimes quite as dangerous in inducing speculation as too small xn 


amount is calamitous in causing the depression of prices and values of 


roperty. 
F T think that the regulations, as they are now provided by law, in 
restraint of the national banking system are quite sufficient to prevent 
those banks, with all their powers, from enlarging the currency unduly 
or from restricting it whenever they may see proper to do so. 

This feature of our financial has grown up, like many others, 
through experience and observation and through a wise purpose on the 
part of the Congress of the United States to give to our people the very 
best financial system that we possibly can. I think, sir, that this 
country is to be greatly congratulated that our present financial system 
has not been the outgrowth of the thoughts of any one man ; it has not 
been the pet of any one party ; but it has grown up under the experi- 
ence of the country, like the constitution of England grew up, in ad- 
aptation to the idiosyncrasies of our people, to our trade and commerce, 
to our necessities as they hase been developed from time to time. This 
last feature of giving an elastic limit te currency was found to be necessary, 
and was incorporated into our system after due debate and mature 
consideration, and so far I have heard no objection to it either in re- 
spect of its placing too great a cramp upon the currency of the country 
or of its inducing too large an expansion of it. [I am therefore content 
to abide by the system as modified in the last bank act, rather than to 
adopt the amendment of the Senator from Kansas and my colleague as 
they have agreed upon it and as I understand it. 

I do not think we should undertake to prescribe to the people of the 
United States that they shall only have so much money in circulation, 
and no more and no less. When we do that we put the Chinese iron 
boot upon the growth of our country, and we are likely to produce 
disfiguration and lameness perhaps for years to come. I prefer to leave 
that matter as it is. 

I confess, sir, that I do not comprehend the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas as modified by the agreement between my colleague 
and himself, and either I am badly in the woods about it or he is. I 
take it for granted that it is the Senator from Kansas and not myself 
that is in the bushes, for the reason that he has changed his position 
suddenly, without notice, and in front of the enemy since yesterday 
morning. After one night of rumination on this subject, and after the 
delivery of speeches by my colleague and the Senator from Kansas, they 
haveconcluded that the Senator from Kansas had not projected a scheme 
of perfect wisdom when he laid his first amendment before the Senate, 
and now we find them ingrafting into this amendment of some most 
radical and material changes in the financial system of this country. 

I think that in our very artificial system of financiering, into which 

we were forced by the Boos org of a great and terrible war, we are 
continually deceiving o ves with appearances, and forgetting the cold 
and solid facts which lie at it base. When we come to analyze and to 
understand it really and truly, no part of the paper currency of the 
United States depends for its support upon anything else than the good 
faith of the American Government, and that depends upon the good 
faith of the people in paying their contribution of taxes into the 
Treasury. 
Now to illustrate this point I take the greenback first. There are 
$346,000,000 I believe of greenback legal-tenders. They are limited so 
that they shall be neither more nor shall they be less. They are curbed 
with restrictions so that they shall not be redeemed. All we can do 
with a legal-tender green now is, when it is worn out, to put a 
fresh piece of paper of the same similitude into circulation with the 
same obligations in all 

Now, sir, upon what is that promise to pay based? It is based only 
upon the good faith of the people of the United States as expressed in 
our Congressional action and their corresponding good faith in the 
maintenance of the credit of the Government by the payment of their 
taxation. Thatis all ofit. We have, it is true, an amount of money 
in the Treasury of the United States held in reserve for the purpose of 
being resorted to to redeem these greenbacks. That money is not 
pledged in trust for their redemption; it is not a fund set apart like a 
coin fund upon which an ordinary bank would predicate its circula- 
tion, set apart and held in trust for its redemption. No holder ofa 
greenback note has any legal or equitable trust fastened upon the 
money in the Treasury of the United States for its payment. Itisa 
mere reserve, which we say shall be, I believe, $100,000,000, although 
at present I believe it is $150,000,000, and that it shall not be below a 
certain sum of money which I remember is $100,000, 000. 

Where is the obligation of redemption and where is the power of re- 
demption and the duty of redemption, and to what must the holder of 
the greenback look for the redemption of that promise topay ? Simply 
and only to the good faith of the United States Government. We need 
not deceive ourselves about that proposition; it is too plain for denial. 

Now I take the gold and silver certificates. These are Treasury 
notes sold to the people in consideration of the deposit of gold or silver 
coin or silver bullion to an amount equal to the paper which is issued 
in lieu thereof, and it is to be paid in kind, as expressed on the face of 
the paper, by the Treasury of the United States whenever it may be 
presented in sums of $10 as to silver or $20 as to gold. What is that? 
Is that banking paper? In one sense yon may say that it is, butin the 
true and literal sense of it itis a Treasury note, sold out of the Treas- 
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ury of the United States for a consideration paid into that Treasury in 
gold or silver, as the case may be. 

I take occasion here to remark in behalf of that class of currency, 
for which I have great respect, that the honorable ex-Secretary of the 

, now a member of this body [ Mr. SHERMAN], in debate here 
has frequently stated that while the law permitted him to do it he 
ponian $96,000,000 of gold coin into the Treasury of the United 

tates with silver certificates. That is one little point in history that 
I can nevet pass by without paying to it my obeisance and without 
signifying my delight that such demonstration has bean made in dis- 
proof of all the theories which that able financierdias suggested to the 
contrary as to the value of our silver coinage laws. 

That is the second class of paper money that we have out, gold and 
silver certificates redeemable in gold and silver. We are not bound to 
hold that money for which these certificates sold in the Treasury in 
trust for the specific purpose of redeeming these issues. We may spend 
it as we choose to spend it, without impeaching any of our obligations, 
moral, legal, or equitable. We have merely sold the certificates, and 
have got the proceeds in gold and silver in the Treasury, and it is ours 
to dispose of as we choose. 

Now we come to another class, the national-bank notes, and these 
have changed their appearance and shape and legal qualities from time 
to time according as Congress. has touched them with the wand of its 
power. When the national banking system was founded there was a 
great necessity that there should be something done for the purpose of 
relieving thé credit of the Government or rather of bringing to the sup- 
port of the credit of the Government that of private capital and indi- 
vidual responsibility. Thatsupport was needed for our bonds. It was 
needed also for the greenback circulation, then largely in excess of the 

wer of the Government to redeem it. In order to invite this credit 
in at that emergent time a scheme was arranged which in itself was 
very wise. Its constitutionality I have always doubted, but I should 
be simply insane were I to make an argument against it to-day after it 
has received the sanction of so many Congresses, of the Supreme Court 
on so many various occasions, and of every State tribunal in the United 
States which has ever touched the question for decision, for I have as yet 
to learn that there has been a single decision made denying the consti- 
tutionality of the national banking system. Therefore I am bound to 
yield whatever of predilection I may have had against the constitution- 
ality of the measure to the aggregated wisdom of the people of the United 
States. I therefore proceed upon the basis, in what I have to say in ref- 
erence to national banks, that they are thoroughly legitimate and thor- 
oughly constitutional institutions of this country, a system that no man 
will ever be able to break down otherwise than by an argument against 
its tyrannical power or by presenting evidence of its uselessness to the 
people of the United States as a fiscal agency of this Government. 
They will stand, as the honorable Senator from Iowa said, sanctioned 
in judicial decision, so long as they are maintained by the experience 
of this country as being valuable adjutants for the carrying $n of the 
commerce and the financial affairs of this great people. They are favor- 
ites of the people, not merely because they all have the same circula- 
tion and the same guarantee at the back of them of the Government of 
the United States, but because they are under the surveillance of Con- 
gress and of the agents of the Government, so that in looking after the 
affairs of the United States Government in connection with these banks 
we can reach still further and put in an oar in behalf of the depositors 
and other creditors of these banks. It may bea misfortune politically 
to the country that we have incorporated so much power into the hands 
of the national banks, but there it is, and I am here to deal with things, 
not as I would have had them but with things as I find them to be, as 
I know they must be in the future. 

The national-bank notes that are issued to these banks by the Goy- 
ernmentof the United States were first made redeemable over the coun- 
ters of the banks upon the penalty of bankruptcy and winding up in 
the event that they were not paid. Further experience taught us that 
that was perhaps an unnecessary provision except as an instrumentality 
for the purpose of destroying banks occasionally by a snap judgment. 

It was found necessary then to modify to some extent this banking 
system, and what was that modification? The banks were also required 
to have certain reserves, and it was required that they should have other 
banks in which the reserve should be deposited as places or centers of 
redemption. That was seen to bea somewhat rous arrangement, 
because it transferred.the real controlling power of the financial system 
of the national banks itito a few of the large cities of this country, and 
Congress went on and made further modifications; and what was the 
Jast? It was that the national-bank note should be redeemed by the 
Treasury of the United States, a reserve of 5 per cent. of their circula- 
tion being held there for that purpose, and a very highly penal obliga- 
tion resting upon the banks thatin the event that they did not supply the 
deficiency and the Government should pay it they should be wound up. 
The Government became the sponsor for the redemption of these notes, 
and any man who holds a national-bank note now need not go else- 
where for its redemption except to the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. PLUMB. Or the counter of the bank. 

Mr. MORGAN. If I remember, a noteholder is not permitted to 
require payment at the counter of the bank. ` 5 
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Mr. PLUMB. Yes; he can go to the counter of the bank. 


Mr. MORGAN. The main feature of the case, however, the valuable 
feature of the law, is the fact that the Government of the United States 
is responsible directly for the redemption of every dollar that may be 
issued by a national bank, although it has in pledge in its Treasury at 
the time of the redemption only 5 per cent. of the circulation. That 
is the truth about it. What, then, is that but a change of the nat- 
ure of the obligation expressed on the face of the national-bank note 
from a conditional or collateral undertaking on the part of the United 
States to redeem to a direct obligation to pay the note? There is not 
a man in the United States to-day who holds the note of a national 
bank who doés not hold the direct pledge of the Government of the 
United States for its payment; and if Senators will look at these stat- 
utes and give to them the construction that I think they are obliged to 
give to them they will find that the 10 per cent. difference between 
the amount of the bonds that are held and the amount of circulation 
that is held, even though that 10 per cent. might be lost, even though 
20 per cent. of it might be lost, the obligation of the United States to 
redeem the notes remains for the full amount of every dollar that is 
issued to the national banks. I think, sir, there is no denial of this 
proposition, and I think we merely blindfold and deceive ourselves 
when we undertake to put the responsibility of the Government in a 
different light. 

Here we are, then, after one change and another has been wrought 
by the hand of Congress in this system, with the national-bank notes 
resting upon us as direct obligations to be discharged out of the Treas- 
ary of the United States. That is the condition of our paper system 
at present—the greenbacks, the certificates of gold and silver, and the 
national-bank notes. We have inthe Treasury one-third of the amount 
-of money held in reserve necessary for the redemption of the greenbacks; 
we have dollar for dollar in the Treasury for the repayment of the gold 
and silver certificates; and we have our own bonds in hand to an amount 
exceeding 10 per cent. of the national-bank circulation that we have 
got out to indemnify us in the event of the failure of a bank to redeem 
its own circulation. 

But none of these national-bank notes are redeemable in the first in- 
-stance in coin. You must go to the Treasury of the United States and 
take lawful money for theirredemption. They can give you gold or 
-silver or legal-tender greenbacks, and then you must go either to the 
‘Treasury or to some subtreasury, and there you can demand the coin 
that you wish, if you desire to convert it into coin. It is a twofold 
process, somewhat involved in its movement. That has been a consid- 
erable fence to us, quite a protection. 

I have no doubt that the coinage of silver has saved the people of the 
United States from having their credit destroyed in their own Treasury. 
I think it is the great fortress now behind which we are standing for 
the guard and protection of what we call the credit of the United States; 
that is to say, its ability to redeem this paper out of hand whenever it is 
presented. We have not got the money in hand to redeem our promises. 
We never shall see the day while any one of us occupies a seat on the 
floor of this honorable Senate when the Government of the United States 
will have in its coffers gold or silver enough to redeem at once the paper 
issues that are outstanding. We have got to provide some other ex- 
pedient for getting along beside that of the ability to make actual re- 
demption in coin of the whole mass of our debts at a given time. We 
have got to keep this money afloat in some way or other. If we do not 
keep it afloat it willsink us; for when the day comes that all this money 
is to be redeemed in coin out of the Treasury of the United States it 
will witness the bankruptcy of the . Weare obliged to keep 
it afloat; we have no alternative. Weare obliged to adopt the best sys- 
tem we can to keepitafloat. We have assumed the obligation, and we 
must keepit. How are you going to do this? That is the question to 
which our attention is invited by the remarks of the Comptroller of 
‘the Currency sent to us by the Secretary of the Treasury, where he says: 

Ftis evident that unless there is additional legislation the bonds held as security 
for circulation will rapidly diminish. New legislation may, however, postpone 
the payment of the public debt, or cause the profit on ekoulation to increase 
sutticiently to induce the national banks to invest in the long 4 percents, which 
are not to mature fora period of twenty-four years. The contraction of the bank 
circulation may be avoided by reduction of the redundant revenue, and there is 
no doubt that this is the true policy. 

I concur with him most heartily in that. At the same time we have 
to keep up permanently the amount of money we now have in circula- 
tion, which is rated at a thousand million, making the national-bank 
currency about a third, the legal-tender currency about a third, and the 
balance in coin—there may be more; I do not know how to inform my- 
self as to the exact amount of money in circulation in the United States. 
We have to assume the sum, and I assume a thousand million dollars as 
being about the actual amount. We have got 55,000,000 people, prob- 
ably 60,000,000. We are increasing nearly at the rate of a million a 
year in population, and creating thereby a necessity for a continual in- 
creese of currency unless these people are to be impoverished. As we 
grow in numbers we must have a larger sum of money to maintain the 
per capita distribution of currency; otherwise our people will sagin their 
finances, become dull in their enterprises, heartless and poor. 

Not only have we this increase, but was there ever sucha picture pre- 
sented to the fancy even of mortal man as the wonderful development 


of the industries of this country? Look at your Patent Office, sending 
out inventions by hundreds of thousands, the work of the genius of the 
inventors of this land. Look at the amount of money that is necessary 
to put these things into operation as they come to the front. We are 
actually astonishing ourselves, to say nothing of the other nations of the 
earth, with our progress. See how without the use of money this genius 
would perish for want of encouragement; see how this spirit of improve- 
ment would sink down into a spirit of despair We must have an in- 
creasing circulation in this country commensurate not merely with the 
increase of our population, but also commensurate to some extent at 
least with the rapid and wonderful development of ourindustry. Every 
new farm that is opened, yes, every ditch that is dug, every railroad 
that is built, every steamboat that is constructed and put to work, every 
machine that is invented and built, every mine that is opened, and 
every tree that is cut down for lumber requires some additional outlay 
of labor, which must have its representative in the circulation of the 
country. It is the very breath of life to the industries of this country, 
and to the extent that you deny it to the people in proper supply to that 
extent you produce impoverishment. 

The contraction of the currency issomething to which the Comptrollet 
and Secretary of the Treasury look with great apprehension; and, al- 
though Senators may speak lightly of it here, it is felt to-day in every 
industry and every enterprise in this whole country. More than one- 
half of the stagnation that has taken place in this country in the last 
eight months has been due to the fact that the currency has been re- 
duced or else due to the fear resting in the minds of financial men that 
the currency would be reduced. Men are afraid to venture, they are 
afraid to step out into new enterprises, they are afraid to put money 
anywhere, because money might become very dear and property very 
low, and they might find themselves in a pitfall. 

So, sir, the call upon us for legislation is imperative, and I do not 
believe that any question has been presented to me since I haye had 
the honor of a seat in this body that has made a more imperative and 
immediate demand upon my attention than this. 

We must take care of this currency. Now how are we going to do 
it? The people of the United States, as I had the honor to remark 
yesterday evening, many of them, millions of them, are wedded to the 
idea that the national debt must be paid. They have borne the bur- 
den of this debt, its annual tux for interest, for so long a time that they 
have got an apprehension in respect of it which perhaps is not alto- 
gether justified by the facts, but still they feel that this debt must be 
paid, and this country is going forward to pay the debt. You will not 
be able to cut down your excess of $100,000,000 of revenue a year to 
that degree that the people shall become careless or negligent about 
paying the debt. They mean to pay it and get rid of the burden. Our 
national-bank system is based entirely, solely, rigidly, exclusively upon 
our national debt, and when that debt is gone the national banking 
system must necessarily go unless we supply it with some other sup- 
port. We have got to cast about in some way to provide a new foun- 
dation for our paper money. 

I have thought over the subject with as much care as I could, and I 
have reached the conclusion in my own mind that the best arrange- 
ment that could possibly be made with the banks would be this: That 
we would capitalize the interest to fall due on our maturing bonds, and 
issue to them in redemption of the bonds they now hold bonds run- 
ning from fifty to one hundred years—it makes no difference about the 
length of time—without interest, so that those bonds would not be a 
burden on the tax-paying power of the people, and then, on the other 
hand, that we would do that which every sensible nation ought to do, 
to make its currency as free and as une as possible, we would 
remove all taxation from the bonds, from the circulation, from the de- 
posits, and from the capital stock of the banks. When you come to 
consider the municipal taxes and the State taxes the account would 
almost balance against the interest that we pay on the bonds. It isnow 
almost a balance between these two propositions. That I would prefer 
to any plan that could be stated, and the people of the United States 
would be thoroughly satisfied with it, The banks would have the priv- 
ileges that they now enjoy, and more than that, they would have the 
confidence and respect of the people; they would become valuable fiscal 
agents, more so even than they are to-day. I only suggest this as a 
plan that wiser men may mature into a system. 

What is the next proposition? It is to extend the bonds and reduce 
the interest. I do not care if you reduce the interest to 1 per cent. 
perannum, the objection would remain, and it would bea cause of heart- 
burning and discontent between the people and the banks for years and 
years tocome. It would be very much better if they could agree on 
the first proposition I have suggested, and yet I am not flattering my- 
self that the time is yet, or perhaps that will be here in many years to 
come, when the banks will give their consent to an arrangement so just 
and equitable as this would be. The advantages they hold will not be 
readily yielded to any plan better suited to the welfare of the country. 

But it appears now that under the pressure of the demand from the 
people for the payment of the public debt we must go on and pay it. 
We must pay it just as fast as we have the money in the Treasury to doit, 
and we have at least $100,000,000 more than is required by the sinki 
fund which we can contribute very largely, if not entirely, to the extin- 
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guishment of this debt annually. And so it appears that this appre- 

hension of the Comptroller and of the Secretary of the Treasury as to the 

contraction of the currency is really justified by the fact that we are 

paying off this national debt with such wonderful rapidity and that we 
ve no stopping place in view. 

Then, we must do something else to prevent the contraction of the 
currency. The committee have brought in a proposition that we shall 
extend the amount of issues upon the bonds which are deposited to se- 
cure circulation to 100 cents to the dollar, yielding to the banks the 
margin of 10 per cent. reserved as security, That is a wise and a just 
and a proper thing to do, and the truth is it should have been done 
long ago, because the Government of the United States cannot afford to 
discredit one class of its securities for the benefit of another. “Che Gov- 
ernment puts out its national-bank notes and becomes responsible for 
their payment, and then turns around and says they are only worth 90 
cents on the dollar of the bonds pledged to secure them. There never 
was any logic in that, there never was any sound basis of reasoning in 
that, and laws when they rest upon false logic and false reasoning are 
false laws; they lead to mischief oftener than otherwise. I have there- 
fore no hesitancy in declaring by my vote that $100,000 of national- 
bank notes guaranteed by the faith and credit of the United States are 
worth any $100,000 of bonds that the United States has out. They are 
sums precisely equivalent to each other, because they are both based on 
the national credit and they each call for $100,000. There can be there- 
fore no real difficulty in the adoption of the bill proposed by the com- 
mittee. 

I will not discuss the question of expanding this allowance of cur- 
rency to the banks beyond the face value of the bonds held in pledge 
for its redemption, for that has now become a question that is no longer 
of importance, I think, in this debate. 

I have had the misfortune to encounter criticism over the shoulders 
of my friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] of the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PLUMB] upon the proposition I had the temerity to bring for- 
ward in regard to State bonds. I will try to answer it. 

What do we hold in the United States Treasury to-day as security for 
the bank bills we have out? We hold United States bonds as collateral 
security. Thatisall. The title isnot in us. They are deposited in 
trust with us. We do not draw interest upon them; we payite When 
the bank is guilty of a defalcation of any kind we proceed to sell its 
bonds and we apply the Beye of the sale to the redemption of the 
outstanding national-bank notes and the balance we pay over to the 
owner. So that our only relation to the bonds that are held on deposit in 
the Treasury of the United States is that of a creditor holding a collat- 
eral security. Is not that so? Shall we mystify ourselves with vain 
imaginations about a state of facts that does not exist or shall we real- 
ize the fact that we only hold these bonds as collateral security? They 
are very security because we owe the debt, excellent security; but 
after a while this line of security must give out, and then we have got 
to adopt some other security. 

Now I wish to compare the two securities that are presented in the 
amendments offered to this bill by the Senator from Kansas and myself 
the one with the other. The Senator from Kansas proposes a security 
of about 30 cents in the dollarin gold and silver coin, to be kept in reserve 
in the Treasury for the redemption of his Treasury notes. ‘That is all. 
When the Senator from Kansas causes Treasury notes to beissued to fill 
up the deficit that may exist in the national-bank circulation by the with- 
drawal of that circulation, he puts in the place of it Treasury notes dol- 
lar for dollar, and what does he put there to secure the Treasury notes ? 
He says we must keep in the Treasury a sufficient amount of money so 
as that these additional Treasury notes in connection with the green- 
back issues shall—I do not quote the language—not exceed the amount 
of that money more than three to one. When you hold one of these, 
new Treasury notes that the Senator proposes to issue, or when you hold 
a greenback note for $100, what is your reliance for ve hen of it? 
Is it the 33 cents to the dollar that is reserved in the ury to pay 
‘it or is it the credit of the United States? It is the credit of the United 
States that your reliance is based upon. We could at any time appro- 
priate all the 33 cents to the dollar of the $100,000,000 kept in reserve 
to other purposes without affecting the value of the greenback or of the 
Treasury note the fraction of a cent, and there is not a Senator in the 
sound of my voice who does not know that fact; and yet we mystify 
ourselves with the vain imaginatien that that reserve held in the Treas- 
ury is the actual backbone of the credit for the redemption of these 
greenback and Treasury notes. 

When the Senator from Kansas gets his new Treasury notes out we 
shall have a corresponding amount of coin, it may be gold, it may be 
silver, in the Treasury of the United States to the extent of one-third 
of the amount issued, and that is the fund to which he looks for re- 
demption; that is the collateral security to the noteholder, and it is 
taxed out of the people. 

Under the old pet-bank system of the States an issue of three to one 
was considered about a fair equivalent; but strong guards were put 
around the redemption fund that that should not be infringed. It was 
not allowed to be used in business at all; it was held in sacred trust for 
the redemption of the notes, and it was supposed that with one dollar 
you could pay three as fast as they would come in for redemption in the 
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course of business. That is exactly the same calculation that we go- 
upon in respect of the redemption of greenbacks and in respect of the- 
redemption of the notes that the Senator from Kansas proposes to put 
out under his amendment. We conduct, merely in anew form, the old. 
pet-bank system of the States. That is to say, we putin reserve one 
dollar to redeem three; precisely the category we are in now in relation. 
to our paper money, and precisely the category in which the Senator 
from Kansas is willing to involve us still further. He is willing to issue 
any quantity that may be required to fill up all the deficiencies of cur- 
rency occasioned by the withdrawal of national-bank notes, based on a 
fund in the Treasury equivalent to one-third of the amount thereof in 
coin. 

Now when we come to weigh the security aside from the question 
of the faith of the Government, do we not perceive that after all the 
Senator’s abhorrence of the pet-bank system of the States he falls right 
into it, for the pet-bank system of the States was “to put up a dollar 
of coin and issue three of paper.” That is what we do now and what 
the Senator invites us to do; and yet he supposes, and actually boasts,. 
that he is offering to the noteholder and the Government a better secu- 
rity than I propose in the amendment I had the honor to offer. 

Sir, I have no ambition to invent a new scheme, and it is with great 
trepidation that I come forward to advance an idea upon the subject of 
putting in State bonds as collateral security, for the reason that I under- 
stand perfectly well that gentlemen who have gotten into a habit of 
thinking in a certain groove, especially when they pass a certain age, 
are always reluctant to get out of that groove. They feel unsafe and 
uncertain unless they are sailing in seas every part of which is mapped 
on the chart. I do not blame them for that, for caution in legislation 
is one of its very best elements, especially in financial legislation; and 
that is one reason why I am not prepared to swallow the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas. If he had time to sit down and spend a month 
in studying the whole financial system, comparing every word of his 
amendment with the existing law, and considering what he proposes to 
accomplish by his amendment, I should have great faith in following 
his leadership; but sprung upon the spur of the occasion as it is, I am 
afraid to follow the Senator, because this is too delicate and dangerous a 
question. 

But the Senator from Kansas has offered us no collateral security atall 


for the redemption of these new Treasury notes. He offers the Govern- 
ment no security butits taxing power and the noteholder no security ex- 
cept the Treasury. Hecannotpointoutanything else. [offer him the 
security of States that have got good bonds. I will call the list of the 
States with their bonded debts: 
A T SE A N E buses 16duedh TE E E, $5, 848, 900 
New Hampshire. 3, 501, 100 
Vermont........ 400, 000 
Massachusetts 33, 020, 464 
Rhode Island. 2,534,500 
Conzecticut... 4, 976, 600 
New York..... 8, 988, 360 
New Jersey 1, 8£6, 300 
Rennsylvania. 21,561, 490 
Delaware 880,750 
Maryland 11,277,111 
Virginia ..... 29, 345, 226. 
West Virginia 
North Carolina 5, 006, 616 
South Carolina 6, 639, 17L 
Georwia.......... 9, 951, 500. 
Florida ... 1, 280, 500 
abama... . 9,008,000 
issippi.. 379, 485 
uisiana. 22, 430, 800 
Texas...... 5, 566, 928 
Arkansas 2, 813, 500 
Kentucky 1, 858, 908 
O Senki 6, 476, 805 
Indiana.. 4,998, 178 
Illinois... 
Michigan 9, 802, 298 
isconsin 11, 000 
Iowa... 7, 862, 302 
Minnesota 8, 295, 196. 
isso 16, 259, 000 
1,181, 975 
499, 267 
ATES AAEE EA I RE E FAN EE E NAN AAR T AEE E « 8,408,000 


Mr. CULLOM. What is the amount for Ilinois? 

Mr. MORGAN. No amount is set down here to that State. 

Mr. CULLOM. Illinois has no bonds outstanding. 

Mr. MORGAN. Happy Illinois! Mlinois is out of debt, Kentucky 


is almost out of debt, California is nearly out of debt, and some other 
States are out of debt entirely. The United States is not out of debt. 
The United States owes now thirteen hundred and odd millions of 
bonded debt besides the other debt. 

I take it for granted that the States which are out of debt are rich, 
they are solvent and punctual. If I was the proud possessor of a mill- 
ion dollars and did not know what to do with it—and I should be very 
apt to be in that category if I had a million dollars—I do not know 
any better use I could make of it than to ask thé State of Hlinois to 
borrow it from me at about 5 per cent. I should think that was the 
very best investment I conld make possibly, and when I got those 
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bonds and took them into the market I would instantly realize in the 
sity of New York one hundred and twenty-five for each one hundred 
dollars. Everybody knows that. 

Mr. CULLOM. Illinois is not borrowing. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, she is not borro . Her credit is good, and 


the credit of those States that have for the five years punctually 
paid their interest on their bonded debt is as good to-day on the market 
as the credit of the United States, and their bonds are just as good col- 
lateral in the hands of any man who has money to loan or money to 
issue as the bonds of the Government of the United States. 

I put grave restrictions about this matter in my amendment because 
it is only astarting point. Thisis a tentative and experimental effort, 
but, Senators, it looks in a direction that opens up to my mind at least 
a vista of future prosperity that is very inviting. I can see in it very 
much of good and nothing of harm. I can see no danger in respect of 
it whatever, unless it may be the profligacy of legislation. If we wish 
to be profligate in legislation, if that is our bent and our drift, if that 
idea characterizes the history of the Senate of the United States for the 
past twenty years in respect of our financial legislation, have we not in 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas ample opportunity for profli- 
gacy? Sir, we can expand and have expanded the capability of the 
banks to issue their notes ad infinitum, bounded by nothing upward ex- 
cept the amount of our public debt. We have admitted the deposit of 
any amount of gold and silver bullion and coin and the issue of certifi- 
cates thereupon. But, sir, there was never more conservatism and cau- 
tion even by the wisest parent, who upon his death-bed was disposing 
of his affairs for the benefit of his posterity, than Congress has exercised 
in respect to the financial system of the coun Not one single hint 
at profligacy has ever come into either House with any success; no raid 
has ever been voted by either House of Congress, and Iam glad to bear 
that testimony, upon the financial system of the country. 

Then why do Senators fall into a state of apprehension amounting 
almost to despair when they dream of the profligacy that may lead men 
to legislate to receive State bonds that are bad, or county bonds or mu- 
nicipal bonds, as the Senator from Kansas will have it, in the course of 
our dealing with this question? No, sir; there is no danger of prof- 
ligacy. You take a State bond like the bond of Connecticut or Massa- 
chusetts or Pennsylvania; I will take that State, if you please, the State 
of Pennsylvania, the old Keystone State, where the le have as 
much respect for their credit as we have in this Senate ber for 
the credit of the United States Government. Take their bonds. They 
draw interest from the State of Pennsylvania and not from the United 
States. If you go to the Treasury of the United States and say to the 
Treasurer, “I have got a million and a quarter of dollars of Pennsy]- 
vania bonds, and I propose, inasmuch as Pennsylvania pays me interest 
regularly upon these bonds, that I will deposit them with you as col- 
lateral security in the Treasury for $1,000,000 of your national-bank 
notes under the same laws and conditions that now exist.’’ If that 
United States Treasurer were a wise man and had the power to act he 
would never hesitate to say, ‘‘I will take that as good and ample se- 
curity, particularly as the capital stock you have invested in your bank 
is also pledged to the noteholders for the redemption of the notes.” 

Mr. ALLISON. And all the assets. 

Mr. MORGAN. All the assets of the banks are pledged just as they 
are now. I say that Treasurer, if he were a wise man and had the 
option to act, would say to the holder of that million and a quarter 
of Pennsylvania bonds, ‘‘That is good security, and you shall have a 
million of dollars of currency issued upon them.” I am not afraid 
of that, Pennsylvania has paid her interest for five years regularly on 
her bonds. You can not crowd a new issue in. It is good security. 

It is true you can not compel Pennsylvania to pay those bonds; neither 
can you compel the United States to pay its bonds; and from the stand- 
point of the noteholder—the man who holds the circulation of the 


national banks—when he comes to com) thel capability of forc- 
ing a redemption of what he holds he finds hi as powerless in one 
case as in the other. He tarns to the State of Pennsylvania and says: 


“I can not force you to pay these bonds; neither can the Government 
of the United States force you to it; but, on the other hand, I can not 
force the Government of the United States to pay its bonds.” These 
things do not rest on the legal remedy that the noteholder has got. 
Let us not deceive ourselves about that; they rest only upon the faith 
and credit of the Government. 

Suppose we had a law to permit the lodgment of thi§ million and a 
quarter of Pennsylvania bonds in the Treasury of the United States 
and the issue thereupon of a million dollars of national-bank issue that 
the Government of the United States guarantees the payment of just 
as it does now, then we will take the noteholder’s position again; what 
does he say to himself? ‘‘I hold $100,000 of this money; is it p3 
“Yes? ‘“Why?’’ *‘Because the Government of the United States 

tees it.” ‘‘ What other security have you here?” ‘‘ The faith 
and credit of another great Commonwealth.” 

I hope that I shall live to see the day when all of this grand body of 
independent, sovereign, and confederated States will be able to boast 
in the presence of the world that the credit and faith of each one of 
them is equal to that of the Central Government. They will be out of 
deht before long, and that is thechief difficulty in this proposition that 


I make. They will be soon entirely out of debt. The aggregate 
amountas I believe of the bonded debts of the States proper is notin ex- 
cess of $300,000,000. More than that, no State, according te the pro- 
visions of the amendment which I present here, whose bonds are below 
par in the market has a right to have its bonds pledged for the security 
of circulation; that is to say no holder of such bonds can do it. What 
is the effect of that? We have gotsome States that have been lacerated 
with the question of State indebtedness. The reconstructed States of 
the South are some of them in that condition. My own State was in 
that condition, Arkansas still is to some extent in that condition, and 
Virginia is and Louisiana is, and even Georgia if she could be vexed 
about such a matter would be in a little vexation about the outstand- 
ing account of some contentious people who claim that they have a just 
demand, which I do not believe, against that State. 

What would be the effect now of marshaling all the States upon a 
record in the Treasury of the United States as to whose bonds are 
entitled to that sort of faith and credit which would cause them to be 
accepted or rejected by the Government of the United States as collat- 
eral security for the issue of the national-bank money? Why, sir, 
every State in this Union, instead of hedging about to try to find means 
to evade and avoid the payment of its debts, would, from a common 
sense of honor, each emulating the pride of its sisters, step forward and 
do all that might be necessary for the purpose of building up its credit. 
That would be the effect. : 

Moreover, it would accomplish that other result which I so much de- 
sire, and that is a recognition by the Government of the United States 
of the honor and the dignity and the power of these State governments. 
Perhaps I am more zealous about them than they are about it them- 
selves, for I believe the worst abuse of State rights that exists in the 
United States to-day is by the neglect of the States themselves. There 
is less disposition to raid the rjghts of the States in the Congress of the 
United States to-day than there is on the part of the States to surrender 
them for a compensation or for an easement of their burdens. 

But, sir, this sort of recognition which we should give to the States 
in their public faith and credit, which is the best interpreter of the true 
character of a people, would havea tendency to raise them up in strength 
and in power, and it would increase the harmony of the associations of 
these different States. I therefore claim only for my proposition that 
it presents ample security for the issue of national-bank notes, and that 
it relieves the Government of the United States to that extent of the 
payment of interest, the States themselves being responsible for the 
interest, and the United States accepting their bonds as safe collateral 
security. 

I have another provision in this amendment by which we can go into 
the market and sell the bonds if they depreciate below par. I have left 
a blank in my amendment by which we can say at what percentage of 
the face value of the bonds they shall be received. My own conviction is 
that we had better start at 75 cents on the dollar. Thatis entirely safe. 
A Pennsylvania bond deposited at 75 cents on the dollar of its face 
would be good security; and in that way we can supply that support for 
the banks which we are bound to take from under them in consequence 
of the demand of the people for the payment of the national debt. We 
can thereby accommodate all views and phases of opinion, and we can 
put beneath these national banks foundations stronger than they have 
to-day, and yet not at the cost to the people of the United States of one 
stiver in the way of taxation. 

I will not enlarge further upon this question, Mr. President. I do 
not know that I should have spoken a third of the time I have occupied 
but for the castigation which the honorable Senator from Kansas gave 
to my amendment over the shoulders of the Senator from Iowa. lex- 
pected to hear him rise, of course, to defend himself, but it is well 
known that the Senator from Iowa is patient and forbearing, and, lov- 
ing his friend from Kansas, he thought that he would not retort upon 
him in the manner in which the Senator from Kansas seemed disposed 
to Sega en him and his views of our financial policy. 

The P IDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN] to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. BROWN. Let it be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read. : 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 2, afterthe word ‘‘surrendered,”’ it is 
proposed to insert— 

In t and ent 
pl ee Se payment of any bonds of the United States 
So as to read: 


That whenever the circulation ofany national bank, or the} 
backs held by any national bank, or any f asioin thereof, 
in consequence of the call and payment, 


Mr. MORGAN. I omitted to say that the object of that amendment 
is to make the amendment of the Senator from Kansas applicable only 
to cases where bonds are called and paid and not to those cases where 
the banks change their condition by voluntary surrender of their char- 
ters or otherwise. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I should like some explanation of 
the language employed in the amendment that was introduced while I 


-tender green- 
be surrendered 
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was absent temporarily from the Chamber this morning as to the mean- 


ing of the term `‘ legal-tender greenbacks.’’ I have not been aware in 
the course of somewhat extensive reading on this subject that ““ green- 
backs’’ is a statutory term. There has beena popular definition or de- 
scription of a certain character of United States Treasury notes that 
has been employed, and which might perhaps be suitably employed in 
anything except a statute, but I doubt whether any Senator would 
want to vote to incorporate into astatutory enactment the words **legal- 
tender greenback.’’ Ido not know how the amendment came to bein- 
corporated. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think the Senator is entirely mistaken. There is no 
such amendment. The word ‘‘greenback’’ does not occur in it unless 
it is embraced in part of the amendment of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Secretary read it again? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to have the 
whole amendment reported ? 

Mr. PLUMB. The reference must be to an amendment proposed to 
be incorporated, but not yet inco: A 

Mr. IS. The amendment to which the Senator from Kansas 

Mr. INGALLS] refers was su: by the junior Senator from Alabama 
Mr. PuGH] this morning and accepted by the junior Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PLUME] as a modification of that Senator’s amendment. 

Mr, INGAL So I understood. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear it reported. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does it include the word ‘‘ greenback ?” 

Mr, HARRIS. I understand it does include it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then it wasa slip of the Clerk. It was not either 
in the amendment of the Senator from Alabama or in the modification 
that I made. The word ‘‘greenback’’ was not used at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported as 
offered. > 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘‘Legal-tender notes’? was the language and not 
of lenena backs.” 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That whenever the circulation of any national bank or the legal-tender green- 
backs held by any national bank or any portion thereof, 

Mr. PLUMB. That is a mistake of the Clerk. The word ‘‘notes”’ 
was used, no BE cenit coal 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported as 


modified. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That whenever the circulation of any national bank, or the legal-tender green- 
backs held by any national bank, or any portion thereof, shall be surrendered, 
or legal er notes of the United States shall have been deposited for the re- 
demption thereof, and the same is not taken up by other national banks within 
thirty days thereafter, &c. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionison the proposed amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. PLUMB. The word ‘‘ greenback’’ occurs there by the fault of 
the Clerk, and not by the fault of any one who made the proposition. 
I suggest that it be corrected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. How does the Senator suggest that it 
be corrected ? 

Mr. PLUMB. As it did not get there by any suggestion of mine, I 
have no on now to make about it. 

The P. IDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the chair 
has been recently called to it and has no knowledge of the matter. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand the amendment was suggested by the 
jugior Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH], to whom his colleague re- 
cently referred in terms of facetious playfulness as a member of the 
new Committee on Finance. If the Senator from Kansas, my col- 
league, does not desire to modify this language, I amsure nobody will 
want to vote for it, because it would be a burlesque to ask us to incor- 
porate into a statute theterm ‘‘greenback,’’ which is merely a popular 
definition or description of a species of our national currency other- 
wise defined. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam sure the word ‘‘ greenback ” was not used either 
by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] or myself. It has got in 
simply by some mistake in inary. 4 

Mr. HARRIS. In justification of the clerk I desire to say that the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] while occupying the floor 
three distinct amendments that he proposed to the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. A colloquy occurred between the 
two Senators. The clerk took down as best he could the amendments 
proposed or suggested by the Senator from Alabama, and after some 
conversation between the two Senators the modification was agreed upon, 
the clerk having incorporated the he thought was used by the 
junior Senator from Alabama, and after the modification was made the 
Chair ordered the Clerk to report, and the Clerk reported the amend- 
ment as it had been modified. I make that statement in justification 
of the Clerk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Clerk has handed to the Chair 
the original amendment submitted by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let that be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Clerk will report the first amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Alabama. 


The CHIEF CLERK. It was proposed to amend by inserting after the 
word ‘‘bank,’’ in the first line, the following: 


Or the legal-tender greenbacks held by any national bank. 


Mr. ALLISON. That is the exact language used in the amendment. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I willstate the fact of this matter. It isclearly 
owing to an omission on the part of the Senator from Alabama, [ 
called his attention to the statutory term, and he replied that he would 
ask to haye it modified in order to be correct. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The Senator from Kansas can modify it now. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. ‘The Senator from Alabama has left the Cham- 
ber, and I sup there is no objection to the modification. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no motion before the Senate 
in relation to this particular subject. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. PLUMB. The trouble has arisen from the fact that the clerk 
has mistakenly copied both the amendment of the Senator from Ala- 
bama and my own, while it was agreed that the amendment which I 
proposed in furtherance of the idea the Senator from Alabama had 
should take the place of his entirely. 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot understand that the clerk is in any fault in 
this matter, ifthere is any fault init. I understood the Senator from 
Alabama to offer the amendment in the exact language reported. I 
happened to be paying some attention at that moment to the Senator 
from Alabama. Just now the Chair had read from the desk in the hand- 
writing of the Senator from Alabama the exact lan used by the 
clerk. Am I mistaken in that? If that be true, then I do not think 
the clerk ought to be charged with any dereliction of his duty in refer- 
ence to this amendment, 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Alabama withdrew his amendment 
and an amendment of my own, designed to accomplish the same object 
which the Senator from Alabama had in view, was to take its place. 
The clerk, oblivious of that, has simply reported both amendments; 
that is all; and the first amendment which was offered by the Senator 
from Alabama has been erroneously incorporated in the proposition. 

Mr. PUGH. The question was whether I would accept the change 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas in the amendment I offered. I 
saw no difference in the legal effect, but merely in the use of descrip- 
tive words. So I accepted his amendment in place of my own. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. There should be no confusion about this. IfI 
understand aright, the Senator from Alabama proposed an amendment 
to come in after the word ‘‘banks,’’ in the second line. It was modified 
by the Senator from Kansas to come in ata different place and in differ- 
ent language although to accomplish the same p , and this was 
accepted by the Senator from Alabama as a substitute for his own 
amendment. That is the way I understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). If the 
senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] will withdraw tempo- 
rarily his amendment, it will be in order for any Senator to move the 
amendment that is desired to put the phraseology in any form that 
may be determined upon. 

Mr. MORGAN. I withdraw it then for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The senior Senator from Alabama 
withdraws his amendment for the present. Now it is in order, if any 
Senator chooses, to move an amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move then to strike out what is rted there as 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puen]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator come to the desk or 
dictate from his stand the amendment he desires? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Clerk has it in pencil. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Clerk will report the proposed 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH]. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘bank,’’ in the second line of the 
amendment of Mr. PLUMB, the words ‘‘or the legal-tender greenbacks 
held by any national bank’’ were inserted. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to strike out all those words. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I now offer my amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let us see how it would read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be a ab 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 2, after the word ‘‘surrendered,”’ it is 

roposed to insert ‘‘in consequence of the call and payment of any 

mds of the United States pledged to secure such circulation;’’ so as 
to read: 

That whenever the circulation of any national bank, or any portion thereof, 
shall be surrendered in consequence of the call and payment of any bonds of 
the United States pledged to secure such circulation, or legal-tender notes of the 
United States sl have been dej ited for the redemption thereof, and the 
same is not taken up by other national banks within thirty days thereafter, &c. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The senior Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MORGAN] renews the amendment heretofore reported as offered 
by him, and the question is upon agreeing to that amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN, The object of my amendment, I beg to state again, 
is to limit the effect of the amendment of the Senator from Kansas to 
notes issned on those bonds that have been called and paid. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] to the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] as modified. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be reported as modified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That whenever the circulation of any national bank, or any portion 
thereof, shall be surrendered, or legal-tender notes of the United States shall have 
been RA he for the redemption thereof, and the same is not taken up by other 
national banks within thirty days thereafter, the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
thereupon issue an equivalent amount of Treasury notes of the denominations 
now provided by law for national-bank notes. Said Treasury notes shall be de- 
posited in the Treasury and paid out as other moneys kept for the discharge of 
the obligations of the Government, except the interest or principal of the pub- 
lic debt. They shall be receivable for salaries and for all dues to the Govern- 
ment, including duties on imports; shall be a legal tender between national 
banks, and for all debts due to any national bank; shall be redeemable in coin, 
as the legal-tender notes of the United States now are; and when received into 
the Treasury they shall be reissued, and when mutilated or worn they shall be 
replaced, in the same manner as now provided by law for said legal-tender notes, 
The coin held in the Treasury at the date of the passage of this act for the re- 
<iemption of the legal-tender notes of the Government shall also be applicable 
to the redemption of the Treasury notes herein provided for; and sach coin re- 
serve may, from time to time, be increased by adding thereto other sums from 
payments made into the Treasury, in the discretion of the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury : Provided, That the total amount of said coin reserve shall never be 
less than 25 per cent. nor more than 30 per cent, of the total amount of legal- 
tender and ury notes outstanding. The true intent and meaning of this 
section being that the volume of paper money outstanding (exclusive of gold 
and silver certificates) shall not be diminished by the payment of the interest- 
bearing bonds of the United States. 2 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, a single word. The addition of 
this amendment to the bill proposed by the Committee on Finance 
would clearly mean nothing less than a new issue of legal-tender notes, 
instead of an amendment to the law proposing to continue with less 
difficulty the national banking system. 

I call attention to the fact that it appears upon the face of this amend- 
ment in lines 10 and 11 that the notes issued under this provision ‘‘shall 
be receivable for salaries and for all dues to the Government, including 
-duties on imports,” while we have a present law which provides that 
nothing but gold and silver shall be so received. It also provides that 
they ‘‘ shall be a legal tender between national banks, and for all debts 
-due to any national bank.” 

Is it worth while at this late day, after the necessities of the Govern- 
‘ment are over, for us to undertake to provide a new legal tender for the 
support of the Government or for the support of the national banks? 

This is an entirely different question from that proposed by the com- 
ee and I trust that it wil] be voted down, and that very emphat- 
ically. . . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll on the 
E gaisma ofagreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 

UMB]. i 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BECK (when Mr. BAYARD’S name was called). The Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] is necessarily absent to-day. He is 
paired upon all these questions with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
‘VxsT]. TheSenator from Delaware instructed me to say that he would 
vote ‘‘nay’’ on this proposition if he were present. 

Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). Ihave been requested 
to pair with my colleague [Mr. VOORHEES], who is absent on account 
-of sickness in his family. he were present, Ishould vote ‘‘nay."’ I 
-do not know how he would vote. 

Mr. GIBSON Ges Mr. JONAS’s name was called). The Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. JonAs] is paired with the Senator from Wiscon- 
‘sin [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). 
ator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD]. 
would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Tho junior Senator from Connecticut (Mr. HAW- 


I am paired with the Sen- 
I should vote ‘yea’? and he 


LEY] was necessarily called away, and asked me to pair with him on’ 


this question. I understand that if he were present he would on this 
amendment vote ‘‘nay,’”’ and I should vote “* yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 
Bowen, Garland, Maxey, Riddleberger, 
Call, George, Pendleton, Van Wyck, 
Coke, - Jones of Nevaila, Plumb, Walker. 
Colquitt, Kenna, Pugh, 

NAYS—35. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Lamar, Morrill, 
Allison, Farley, Loan er, 
Beck, Gibson, McMillan, 5 
Blair, Groome, McPherson, Platt, 
Butler, ae Mahone, Sabin, 

‘amden, K Mande Sawyer, 
Conger, Ingalls, Miller of N. Y., Sewell, 
-Cullom, Jackson, Mitchell, Wilson. 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Morgan, 
KV aa | 


Anthony, Fair, Hoar, Slater, 
Bayard, Frye, Jonas, Vance 
Brown, Gorman Lapham, Vest, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Miller of Cal., Voorhees, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Ransom, Williams. 
Cockrell, Hawley, Saulsbury, 

Dolph, Hill, Sherman, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is a substitute offered by me, which I ask 
may be now acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the sub- 
stitute offered by the Senator from Vermont. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill, and to insert: 

SEc.—. That any deposit, already or hereafter made, of United States bonds 
as required by law, any banking association making the same shall be entitled 
to receive from the Comptroller of the Currency circulating notes of different 
denominations, in blank, registered and coe teriiuod as provided by law, as 
follows: On United States 4 per cent. bonds deposited prior to January 1, 1890, 
an amount in the whole bat are to 110 per cent. of the par value of such bonds: 
Provided, That the issue of circulating notes upon the sree cent. bonds depos- 
ited or held in the first year succeeding January 1, 1890, shall not exceed 109 per 
cent. of the par value of such bonds, and that the issue on such 4 per cent. bonds 
deposited or held in each succeeding year shall be 1 per cent. less than in the 
year preceding, until the limit of issue of such circulating notes is reduced to 
par: And provided further, That on the deposit of any bonds of the United States 
now authorized by law, except as herein otherwise provided, circulating notes 
may be issued to an amount not exceeding the par value of such bonds; and at 
no time shall the total amount of such notes issued to any association exceed the 
amount at such time actually paid in of its capital stock. 

Sec. 2. That associations organized for the eg of issuing poset pera in 

ld under the provisions of section 5185 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
tates, upon the deposit of any United States bonds bearing interest payable in 
ld with the Treasurer of the United States, shall be entitled to receive circu- 
ating notes to the amount and in the manner prescribed in this act for other 
national banki ing associations. 

Sec, 3. That laws and parts of laws of the United States inconsistent with 

the provisions of this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. MORRILL. It will be observed that this measure agrees with 
the measure of the committee as reported by the Senator from Delaware 
in relation to all the bonds except the 4 per cent. bonds; that on those 
the Government is bound to pay $23 in a hundred more than upon 3 
per cent. bonds. It proposes a higher rate of circulation for the banks, 
and it also proposes to allow the banks which have been o ized upon 
a gold basis to have the same privileges as other national A 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It will be remembered and understood by the 
Senate that this amendment stands on all-fours with the amendment 
offered by the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], in that it 
proposes to issue circulation in excess of the face value of the bords. 
That is all I wish to say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment of 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Tho yes and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 


e roll. $ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD], butas he votes ‘‘nay’’ and I vote 
‘nay’? on this proposition, the pair is transferred to the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY]. I vote “nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRISON (after having voted in the affirmative). I voted in- 
advertently when the roll was called. I desire to withdraw my vote 
and to announce again my pair with my colleague [Mr. VOORHEES]. 

Mr. BROWN. On this question I am paired with the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As announced on the previous vote, I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. If he were 
present, I understand that he would vote for this amendment; I should 
vote against it. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Aldrich Dawes, Manderson, Pike, 
Allison, Edmunds, Miller of Cal. Platt, 
Blair, Hale, Miller of N. Y., Sawyer, 
Bowen, 5 Mitchell, Sewell 
Cullom, Mahone, Morrill, Van Wyck. 
NAYS—36. 

Beck, Garland, Jackson, endileton, 
Butler George, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Call, Gibson, Kenna, Pugh, 
Camden, Gorman, Lamar, m, 
Coke, Groome, McMillan, Riddleberger, 
Colquitt, Hampton, MePherson, Sabin, 

nger, Harris, Maxey, Vest, 
Dolph. Hill, Morgan, Walker, 
Farley, Ingalls, Palmer, Wilson, 

k ABSENT—2%. 
Anthony, Cockrell, Hoar, Sherman, 
aay k sett aa TELS Sa 
wn, re, ones of Nevada, ‘ance, 

Cameron of Pa., taai n, Lap! , oorhees, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Saulsbury, Williams. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MORRILL. I now move as an amendment the section provid- 
ing for the circulation of the gold banks, making it the same as others, 
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te which I think there will be no objection from any part of the Cham- 
ber. I offer that as an additional section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont will be reported. 

Mr. BUTLER. We can not hear on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will state again, if Senators on the other side did 
not hear my motion, that the gold banks which have been established 
under national law do not now receive, and can not receive, unless some 
provision shall be made for them, over 80 per cent. upon any bonds 
that may be deposited by them. I offer an amendment placing them 
upon the same footing as other national banks. $ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theproposed amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add, as an additional section to 
the bill, the following: 

.—. for the of iss notes ble 
maia Sader pangnten Rede pe 5185 of the Revised Statutes of the U nited 
States, u the deposit of any United States bonds bearing interest payable in 
ps with the Treasurer of the United States, shall be entitled to receive cireu- 

g notes to the amount and in the manner prescribed in this act for other 
national banking associations. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Ver- 
mont what bonds we have that are payable in gold? 

Mr. MORRILL. All our bonds, I suppose, are payable in gold, but 
these banks are organized upon the principle that they shall issue no 
circulation except that payable in gold, and they are therefore restricted 
to 80 per cent. of circulation instead of 90 per cent. allowed to other 
banks. This merely provides that they shall be placed upon the same 
focting as other banks. There can be no objection to it. 

Mr. MORGAN. But the Senator’s amendment in line 4 reads: 

Upon the deposit of any United States bonds bearing interest payable in gold. 


I am not aware that we have any such bonds. 

Mr. BECK. We have none. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think that isa mistake in the draught. 
t‘ payable in gold” should be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modified. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let it be reported as modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment as modified. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 5, it is proposed to strike out the words 
t“ payable in gold;’’ so as to read: 

Upon the deposit of any United States bonds bearing interest with the Treas- 
urer of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator. from Vermont. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to call attention to a correction of the 
phraseology of the bill. Seemingly there was an omission, so that it did 
not correctly state the object and purpose of the bill. Ít appeared in 
the bill as though it would notapply to banks already in existence, and 
enable them to take out their circulation to the extent of the extra 10 
percent. That phraseology has been corrected by several verbal amend- 
ments that I submitted some days ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey suggested certain verbal amendments, but they 
have never been acted on nor have they been understood as formally 
offered. 

Mr. McPHERSON. They were sent to the desk of the Secretary as 
having been offered by me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the first 
amendment referred to by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 3 of the original bill, after the word 
t‘ upon,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘a’’ and insert in lieu thereof 
“ any,” and after the word ‘‘ deposit ”’ to insert ‘‘ already or hereafter 
made;’’ so as to read: 

That upon any deposit already or hereafter made of any United States bonds 
bearing interest, &c. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection these amend- 
ments will be to. They are agreed to. The next amendment 
offered by the Senator from New Jersey will be ; 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 8, after the word “‘in,’’ it is proposed 
to insert the words “the whole;’’ so as to read, ‘‘ not exceeding in the 
whole the value of the bonds deposited.” 

The P DING OFFICER, [If there be no objection the amend- 
ment will be agreed to. It is to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I now offer the amendment that I referred to as 
additional sections to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment heretofore offered by 
the Senator from Alabama will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as additional sections the 
following: 


Sec. —. That when any bonds of the United States deposited in the Treasury 
bos banking association to secure its cireulation are called and paid by the 
vernment, such rises Wantage fou shall have the ~~ to substitute in the 
pao nae bonds issued by any oine goose and the bonds = : ted, as 
to r assignment, m: ment, con e, or disposal, shall in respects 
be subject tothe laws whieh: pa poraa the said banking associations and the ofi- 
cers and ts of the Uni States with respect to the a welder See 
n 


The words 


State bonds are substituted, so far as the same are applicable, 


® 


of the States shall not be received as a substitute for bonds of the United States, 


so called, and paid at a rate exceed — per centum of their value on the face 
thereof; nor shall the bonds of any te be received on deposit unless the 
interest theretofore accrued on the same for the od of five years previous to 
such deposit shall have been duly paid; nor shall any such bonds be so received” 
on deposit when the same are w less than par in the city of New York. 

SEC. —. the interest accruing on such State bonds after the same are as- 
signed and deposited in accordance with thisact shall be received by the Treas- 
urer ofthe United States and placed to the credit ofthe banking association that 
has deposited the bonds, and erare t e over tosuch banking association, un- 
less the Secretary of the Treasu: l direct that the same shall be retained in 
the Treasury tomake good any depreciation in the value of the State bonds de- 
posited by such banking association, or because of the failure ofany banking asso- 
ciation to provide funds as required by law to redeem its circulation, or because 
ofits failure to pay any sum of money that may be charged to such banking 

m on the books of the Treasury Department. 

Src. —. That at any time that the Secretary of the Treasury shall conclude 
that a sale of such State bonds so deposited is necessary for the security or pro- 
tection of the Government of the United States in respect of the redemption of 
the circulation which such bonds are deposited to secure, he shall proceed to- 
cause said bonds to be sold, in the open market in New York, to the highest bid- 
der forcash; and such sale shall convey a soupeto title to said bonds to the pur- 
chaser; but no such sale shall be made until r thirty days from the date of a 
notice that the Secretary of the Treasury shall give to the banking association 
that has de ted such State bon regang such banking association to re- 
deem said bonds by the deposit in the ry of the sum of lawful money of 
the United States equal toso much of the circulation of such banking association 
as such State bonds were deposited to secure. And if, after the sale of such bonds, 
any deficit remains in the sum required to redeem the circulation of any such 
banking association to the extent that the same is based upon and secured by 
such bonds, such banking association shall pay the same into the Treasury of 
the United States within thirty days after it been notified of the amount of 
the deficit by the Secretary of the gae and mng so to pay such deficit, 
such banking association shall forfeit its charter and shall be put into liquidation, 
in accordance with the laws governing the vinane Ba of such associations, 

Seo. —. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall have power to make all need- 
ful rules and regulations for carrying into effect the provisions of this act. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 5 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator from Alabama will yield to me, I 
will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwill yield for that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business, After nine minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 42 minutes p. m. } 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 20, 1884. 


‘The House met at12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
S. LINDSAY, D. D. 
aos Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of Mon- 

y. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the Clerk omit the reading 
of the titles of bills introduced. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that will be done. 

There was no objection. 

The remainder of the Journal was read and approved. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. DUNN. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration- 
of the preamble and resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the public lands are the pro; y of the people of the United States, 
who are chiefly interested in a proper, just, and equitable distribution of them 
in such manner as will enable all to engage in agriculture to do so as 
land-owners and not as tenants; and 

Whereas the public domain has been and still is being absorbed with alarm- 
ing rapidity by fraudulent settlements, purchases, and entries, made possible 
by the existing settlement and disposition laws and by enormous grants of pub- 
lic lands heretofore made by Congress to States and corporations to aid in the 
co on of railroads; and 

Whereas it is alleged and publicly charged that in the administration of the 
laws making these ts by the officers of the United States entries of lands 
made by actual settlers have been unlawfully canceled for the benefit of the 


rporations without authority of law and lists of lands unlawfully certi- 
fied to States for the benefit of such corporations, and that fraudulent and cor- 
rupt means were employed to secure grants of public lands by Congress to 
certain corporations to aid in the construction of railroads: Therefore, 
Resolved, That a select committee of seven be appointed, to inquire into what 
changes should be made in the laws touching the administration of the public 
lands, and into the administration of the laws a such land nts as- 
aforesaid, and into all the matters above set forth. Said committee is author- 
ized to send for persons and papers, to examine witnesses and take testimony, 
and to employa rowel ae and messenger at the usual rate of compensation, 
while actually employed, whose compensation, t er with the fees of the 
witnesses summoned, shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 
upon the certificate of the chairman and one member of the minority of said 
committee, in conformity with law. Said committee shall make full report to 
the House on the subjects submitted, and the testimony taken shall accompany 
such report and may, if deemed necessary, report bills touching the adminis- 
oe of the public lands, and shall have leave to sit during the sessions of the 
onse. 
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The SPEAKER. 
the resolution ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am willing that the Committee on 
Public Lands shall inquire into all these matters and am willing to 
give them all the power that is conferred by the resolution, provided 
the eee be made by that committee. 

The SPEAKER. There is objection. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then I demand the regular order. I do not ob- 
ject te this resolution, but if objection be made to it I demand the 
regular order, that the House may reach the consideration of the pending 
appropriation bill. Nearly three months of the session have gone and 
not a single appropriation bill has passed the House. 

Mr. DUNN. Do I understand that the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
BROWER] objects to the present consideration of the resolution which 
I offered ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Isaid I was willing, and I believe every- 
body else is willing, that the Committee on Public Lands shall make that 


inquiry. 

TheSPEAKER. That is an objection. 

Mr. DUNN. That committee has more to do now than it can ac- 
complish. 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iaminformed that the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. WILLIS] desires to submit a resolution that the Committeé on 
Rivers and Harbors be permitted to sit during the session of the House. 
I am willing to withhold the demand forthe regular order that the gen- 
tleman may submit that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee can not withdraw 
the demand for the regular order merely to admit a motion by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. If he withdraws the demand he must with- 
draw it absolutely. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed and requested the concurrence of 
the House in bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 42) for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson; 


S. 355) to confirm the title to certain landsin Platte County, 
Missouri, and authorize patents to be issued therefor to Kinsey B. Cecil; 
A bill (S. 363) for the relief of Edward P. Vollum; 
A bill (S. 420) for the relief of the Union Metallic Cartridge Company; 
A bill (S. 460) to authorize the sale of timber on certain lands re- 
served for the use of the Menomonee tribe of Indians in the State of 


Wisconsin; 

A bill (S. aa for the relief of George P. Webster; 

A bill (S. 494) for the relief of Nancy Miller; ; 

A bill ( 8. 503) to increase the endowment of the University of Ala- 
bama from the public lands in said State; 

A bill (S. sis) for the relief of Martin L. Bundy; 

A bill (8. 639) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue to 
George K. Otis duplicates of certain land-warrants lost while in the 

ion of the officers of the Government; 

A bill (S. 667) for the relief of First Sergt. J. C. Jorgensen; 

A bill (S. 802) to fix and render certain the terms of the United 
States circuit and district courts in the eastern and northern districts 
of Texas; 

A bill (8. Lao proge increase of pension to Sally Mallory; and 

A bill (S. 1490) to complete a statue of the late Rear-Admiral Samuel 


Francis Pont, United States Navy. 
STAR-ROUTE INVESTIGATION. 
Mr. MONEY. I desire to makea privileged report. Iam instructed 


by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads to report back the 
‘resolution which I send to the desk with the recommendation that it 
be adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That it is the sense of this House that the Postmaster-General be, and 
he is he phen) stir to transmit to this House the papers called for in the reso- 
lution robe ge an 


instant, as follows, to wit: 
the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, directed to trans- 
‘ost-Office 


mit to this House all reports made by special agents of the 
ment to the Postmaster-General durae the year 1881 having reference to the 


star-route investigation and which have not heretofore been published and 
made public.” 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. I desire to state before this resolution is 
acted upon that some weeks ago a resolution was introduced by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] calling for substantially this 
information, together with other information. The Postmaster-General 
addressed a letter to the Speaker of the House to the effect that he be- 
lieved it would be detrimental to the public service to make known the 
information sought for by thatresolution. Some daysafterward the Com- 


mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, they having reported a resolu- 
tion introduced by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Brac] for the 
same information substantially, received a letter also from the Postmas- 
ter-General, in which he said in substance that inasmuch as the resolution 
introduced by the gentleman from New York called for substantially the 
same information as was sought by the resolution introduced by the 
gentleman from Illinois, he would not transmit the information until 
the further direction of the House. The Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads had that information before them when this resolution 
was considered by the committee. Notwithstanding the resolution had 
been previously reported to the House and the letter of the Postmaster- 
General with reference thereto, the Post-Office Committee again brings 
back the resolution and directs the Postmaster-General without discre- 
tion to send that information to the House. Now what I desire to say 
is this: That the Postmaster-General has said that the giving of this in- 
formation might, and probably would, be detrimental to the public serv- 
ice. If this House insists upon this information being given with no 
discretion whatever in the Postmaster-General as to what shall not be 
made public, then the House alone takes the responsibility for the infor- 
mation that may be disclosed and the consequences that may follow. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask that the report of the committee accompanying 
the resolution be read for the information of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the 
resolution of February L, 1884, requiring the Postmaster-General to send cer- 
tain papers to the House of Representatives, report the same with favorable 
recommendation, and submit the following reasons therefor: 

The Postmaster-General, in his communication of the Ist instant to the reso- 
lution of the House dated the 30th ultimo, referring to his communication of the 
25th ultimo replying to the House resolution of the 17th ultimo, says: 


Post-OrFrice DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF PosSTMASTER-GENERAL. 
Washington, D. C., February 1, 1884. 

Sin: The resolution of the 0th ultimo, directing that the reports made by spe- 
cial agents during the year 1881 having reference to the star-route investiga- 
tion be transmitted to the House of Representatives, has been received. 

Having no information as to the views of the House on the suggestions sub-+ 
mitted in my communication of the 25th ultimo in response to the resolution 
therein referred to, and as the resolution to which I am now required to respond 
substantially covers the same subjects and calls for the same information as the 
former resolution, I deem it a proper courtesy to the House and in just consid- 
eration forthe public interest to await the further action of your honorable body 
before transmitting the papers called for. 

I beg leave to state that I have directed that the papers should be in readiness 
in order that there may be no delay in forwarding them should the House, upon 
further consideration of the subject and in view of my letter of the 25th ultimo, 
deem it expedient and proper that they should be submitted to public inspection. 


Very ally, 
W. Q. GRESHAH, Postmaster-General. 
Hon. J. G. CARLISLE, . 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


The Postmaster-General says, in his letter of the 25th replying to the House 
resolution of 17th January : 

Post-OrFice DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., January 25, 1884. 

Sw: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the resolution of the 
House of Representatives of the 17th instant, requ copies of all correspond- 
ence between this Department and the Dopita of Justice touching the 
prosecution of persons charged with frauds in connection with the star-route 
mail service ; astatement of the names of individuals found to be indebted to the 
United States, and the amount of the indebtedness of each in consequence of 
such frauds, and also an item’ statement of expenditures in the Post-Office 

ent from March 4, 1881, to January 1, 1854, in the investigation and prose- 

The it Pew esses f expend is bei pared and will 

e ite: statement of ex itures is now ng pre and will be 
transmitted as early as possible. 

Laddressed a communication to the Attorney-General showing the names of 
individuals found to be indebted to the United with the names and resi- 
dences of witnesses who will be able to testify in be! ofthe Government, and 
I deem it proper Congress shall know that the publication of this letter in ad- 
vance of the commencement of suits might and probably would be detrimental 


to the public interests. If, however, rem came I think otherwise, the desired 
information will be furnished without delay. 
Very respectfully, 
W. Q. GRESHAM, 
Postmaster-General. 
Hon. J. G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


to bring any suits, nor are we warranted by the history of suits ata brought 
tof Justios haa 

ent o! ce 
selected presumably the best cases for prosecution, and availed itself of the 
ablest special counsel, has employed special ts and detectives, and spent 
a sums of money, amounting to hundreds of thousands of dollars, as shown 
y official reports. Not aman in these three years has been convicted or a dollar 
recovered. Criminal prosecutions are now barred, and it can hardly be be- 
lieved in the face of these facts that a dollar will ever be recovered. The com- 
mittee is considering a bill to te the letting of contracts to carry the mail 
on star-routes, and it is important that the special information put by the spe- 
cial ia apm, of the Post-Office Department in the reports upon this class of service, 
which are the reports called for, should be before the committee for its consid- 
eration. capeerster g that the Government will not lose any money by reason of 
any failure ca by the production of these papers, and that the publig in- 
terest will be highly pareve ay use of these reports by the committee, we 
ing ge the Postmaste: neral be again required to furnish said reports 
o ouse, 


Mr. MONEY rose. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. 
allow me just a word ? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes. sir. 


Will the gentleman from Mississippi 
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Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I do not rise at this moment to op- 
pose the resolution or report, but simply to say that my colleague on 
the committee Mr. BINGHAM of Pennsylvania has some documentsand 
papers prepared which he desired to present when this report should 
be brought up. He is not in his seat. I understand he is detained 
by sickness in his family. On the part of the minority of the commit- 
tee I ask the chairman to withhold the consideration of the report until 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] can be present. 

Mr. MONEY. I would be very glad to accede to the request of my 
colleague on the committee; but this is a privileged report, and the rule 
of the House requires that it be made within one week from the refer- 
ence of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
Mississippi that if he chooses the report may be allowed to lie over, and 
can be called up at another time. 

Mr. MONEY. I would prefer, in view of the remarks of my colleague 
on the committee, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. PEELLE], tosubmit 
at this time some few remarks on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi will proceed. 

Mr. MONEY. I think I perfectly appreciate the reasons given by 

the Postmaster-General for withholding the ‘papers called for until a 
further demand is made by this House. It is perfectly proper that he 
should have replied to the resolution in the first instance as he has 
done. He simply desires to protect himself from the responsibility for 
any failure that may occur by the publication of these papers. It is 
simply for the House to say whether it will take the responsibility, if 
any, that may come from such a course. 
There is only one way in which the public interest can suffer from 
the production and publication of these papers, and that is stated in the 
Postmaster-General’s report, in which he refers to the itemized state- 
ment of the indebtedness of those persons who it is said obtained fraud- 
ulently from the Government money upon contracts for the star routes, 
the names of witnesses, and the statement of what they are expected to 
prove, and the reports of agents employed in these cases. 

For three years the Department of Justice has been prosecutingsuits 
against the star-route contractors. They have expended, asI am told 
and as will be shown by their own reports, several hundred thousand 
dollars. They have selected the cases most favorable for prosecution. 
The time forcriminal prosecution is past. No man can now be brought 
to account criminally for any share he may have had in the fraudulent 
transactions exposed by the Department in these prosecutions. 

In all these suits, in which hundreds of thousands of dollars have 
been expended, special counsel retained, special detectives and agents 
employed, not a single conviction has yet been had. No man has yet 
been made to disgorge one single dollar fraudulently obtained of the 
Government by the administration of the Contract Office during the last 
seven or eight years. 

That is the issue of suits most favorable to the Government and 
prosecuted with all the talent that can be commanded by the resources 
of the Government. What can we now e in the less favorable 
cases yet unprepared in the De ent of Justice? I say there is 
nothing whatever in the reason that can work to the detriment 
of the public interest. 

The committee over which I have the honor to preside has undercon- 
sideration a bill to revise the legislation upon the subject of letting and 
subletting contracts on the various star routes. In order to correct 
the laws that now govern the matter, todo away with the abuses of the 
contract system which have grown up under those laws, it is the in- 
tention of the committee honestly to inquire into these things so far as 
that can be effected by us in order to ascertain the best method of cor- 
recting the evils of this system. ý 

Mr. CALKINS. The gentleman from Mississippi will allow me to 
interrupt him for a question. Will hestate to thia Hoco what has been 
the custom in cases where the executive officer, when called upon for 
information, replies that the information can not be furnished in his 
judgment without prejudice to the Government? Has it been the cus- 
tom of the House to ingist under such circumstances that the informa- 
tion should be furnished. 

Mr. MONEY. In reply to the gentleman I will say I am not famil- 
iar with the precedents, for I have not investigated that matter; but 
Iam giving reasons why the House in this particular case should in- 
sist upon the information being furnished. 

Mr. REED. Has there ever been an instance where the House has 
done this? 

Mr. MONEY. I cannot answer that question, because I have not ex- 
amined the precedents. 

Mr. REED. I remember none. 

Mr. MONEY. That may be, and still there may be such cases. The 
gentleman can not remember what he never knew. 

Mr. © . One more question, and I put it only for the pur- 
pose of getting this matter squarely before the House. Suppose that 
the Postmaster-General should be of opinion that to publish the infor- 
mation which has been collected in reference to these star-route matters 
would put the defendants in possession in advance of the evidence which 
has been accumulated by the Government, and for that reason would be 
prejudicial to many cases which might be prosecuted, does the gentle- 


man say that under circumstances like those it would be wise for the 
House to insist upon the Postmaster-General furnishing the information ? 

Mr. MONEY. That is exactly thematter to which I was addressing 
myself. I say thereis noreason expressed in the reply of the Postmaster- 
General, nor is there any implied, except that the communication of this 
information might be—observe that he puts it in the subjunctive mood— 
might be detrimental to the success of suits which may be brought, 
not suits that are intended to be brought or are being brought. 

Mr. CALKINS. Let me assure the gentleman that personally I have 
no opposition to the communication of this information. 

Mr. MONEY. I was submitting to the House that as there has been 
no conviction upon the cases most favorable to the Government afteran 
immense expenditure of money and time, with all the legal talent and 
other resources which the Department of Justice can command at pleas- 
ure, this House is not warranted in the conclusion that the public ia- 
terest can suffer in any manner or degree by the production of these pa- 
pes If there is any latent reason, whichisnot brought to me and which 

have no right to infer, why these papers should not be produced, that is 
a matter I can not inquire into. 

Mr. CALKINS. Still I think the gentleman will agree with me 
that where the head of one of the Executive Departments of the Gov- 
ernment, having been called upon for information, states in his com- 
munication to the House that in his judgment the information can not 
be communicated without prejudice to the public interest, such a state- 
ment ought to receive at our hands some consideration. 

Mr. MONEY. I would not permit the gentleman from Indiana or 
any other man to go before me in proper deference to the Postmaster- 
General or any other officer at the head of any Department of the Gov- 
ernment. I expect to treat all these officers with perfect courtesy in a 
matter of this kind. As the gentleman from Indiana and the House 
will observe, I am endeavoring to show that the only reason assigned 
by the Postmaster-General should have no weight or consideration, and 
I show it by the precedents upon the very matter in hand. 

Mr. BEACH. Ifthe gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MonEy] will 
give way for one moment I would like to make astatement for the in- 
‘ormation of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS]. There were 
two resolutions offered having in view asimilar object. The resolution 
which I submitted called for the production of reports of special agents 
which were madein 1881. There was another resolution which called 
for the reports of all the agents made subsequently to that time, and also 
for an itemized account of the moneys which had been expended by the 
Government in prosecuting the perpetrators of these frauds. Now, in 
answer tothe resolution which I introduced the Postmaster-General re- 
ferred to the answer he gave to the otherresolution, thatit would be in- 
compatible with the public interest for him to furnish the papers called 
for by that other resolution. But I submit, Mr. Speaker, that this an- 
swer to the resolution I introduced is not ingenuous, because the reasons 
which might apply in the case of the other resolution, in favor of with- 
holding the information, do not apply in the case of my resolution. I 
do not see how the production of the papers called for by my resolution 
could affect the public interest. They are the preliminary reports made 
away back in 1881, during the administration of Mr. James as Postmas- 
ter-General. Now, I think the gentleman from Mississippi, in urging 
the adoption of the present resolution, is on the right , and that we 
ought to have those papers. 

Mr. CALKINS. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BEACH] will 
allow me to say—— 

Mr. MONEY. I do not want my whole time consumed by these in- 
terruptions., 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi is entitled to the 


floor, 

Mr. CALKINS. I would like to put one more question to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. MONEY. I want the House to proceed understandingly in this 
matter. It is not my intention that there shall be any snap judgment 
or anything of that sort. I desire that the House, in assuming this 
responsibility, shall fully understand the extent and effect of its action. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I rise to apointof order. This discus- 
sion can not proceed intelligently while there is so much confusion in 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The House will come to order and gentlemen will 
take their seats. The House is proceeding in the consideration of a 
matter of some importance, and the Chair hopes that order will be pre- 


Mr. Money rose. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentlemanallow me toask him a question ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois will suspend until 
order is restored. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that I perfectly acquit 
the Postmaster-General of anything like disingenuousness in his reply to 
the resolution of inquiry adopted by the House. are, gla must 
see clearly that the Postmaster-General makes his fo: objection to re- 
sponding to the first resolution of inquiry, so as to make some action on 
our part necessary; and in his second letter the Postmaster-General 
again shows his willingness to throw the responsibility for furnishing 
these papers upon the House. Now, I say the papersare not the same, 
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though it seems in his reply the papers called for are the same as pro- 
vided for in the first resolution of inquiry. The Committeeon the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads do not care anything for those other papers, as they 
are not interested in that discussion, but the committee does want the 
special reports of the special agents of the Post-Office Department, show- 
ing the working of the contract system on star routes. The Postmaster- 
General tells us he has all those matters in readiness for transmission to 
the House whenever the demand is made on him, and that he simply 
awaits the action of the House on the resolution of inquiry before he 
sends the papers here. 

Mr. HORR. The Postmaster-General knows the contents of these 
papers now, does he not? 

Mr. MONEY. What papers? 

Mr. HORR. The papers we want him to send to the House. 

Mr. MONEY. Of course. 

Mr. HORR. Is he not better able, then. to tell us whether they should 
be divulged or not? 

Mr. MONEY. I have already discussed the reasons he has advanced, 
but that does not throw a particle of light on the subject. 

Mr. HORR. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. The Postmaster-Gen- 
eral does not give any reason. 

Mr. MONEY. On the contrary, he does give a reason, and that is 
that it may hurt the Government in the prosecution under these star- 
route contracts. 

Mr. HORR. Why not take his judgment of that, as he has better 
opportunities for knowing than we have ? 

Mr. MONEY. I have given the reasons why his judgment should 
not be taken more than once, and those reasons address themselves to 
the common sense of the House. I have no desire in the world to 
extract from the files of the Post-Office Department any information 
which in the least degree might be detrimental to the public service. 
This information, I undertake to say, will not in any degree be detri- 
mental to the public interest. There is not a man to-day in this House 
or out of it, in the Post-Office Department or out of it, who believes 
one single dollar will ever be collected from those snits. I get that from 
gentlemen who are competent to judge. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Mississippi says the time for crimi- 

znal eases has expired. I do not understand him to say the time for 
civil suits has expired. 

Mr. MONEY. I said it had not. 

Mr. REED. That it had not? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman not know as a matter of experience 
it is more difficult to procure conviction in criminal cases than in civil 
cases? And may it not be possible the situation of affairs is such that 
injury may be done to civil suits where there is reasonable ground for 
success? Now, the gentleman from Mississippi says we can judge of 
these reasons as well as the Postmaster-General, but unfortunately one 
element of knowledge the Postmaster-General has we do not have, 
namely, the contents of the reports which it is claimed should be com- 
municated tous, That is the most important element for a correct 
judgment that the Postmaster-General has and the House has not. 
The Postmaster-General says that in all probability it will be injurious 
to the Government to furnish those reports. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi says it will not. The Postmaster-General knows and the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi does not. 

Mr. MONEY. If the gentleman from Maine will ask his question, I 
will be happy to oblige him with an answer. 

Mr. REED. Iam not asking a question; I am making a suggestion. 
I did not rise to ask a question. 

Mr. MONEY. I understood the gentleman to rise to ask me a ques- 


tion. 
Mr. REED. No. 
Mr. MONEY. Mr. Speaker, I resume the floor. I know that the 


Postmaster-General has information that we can not get of course except 
through him. Now, lam examining simply the reason which is given 
by him for withholding that information. That reason is that the 
Government of the United States may suffer in the prosecution of these 
suits against parties implicated in these star-route frauds. It is my 
own experience and that of every other man, and certainly is a matter 
ef public information, that there has been nothing done whatever in 
the line of recovery so far in reference to these star-route cases. No 
recoveries at all have been made, and the most favorable suits have al- 
ready been urged by the Government. The reasons, therefore, which 
the Postmaster-General has given are not, I think, a sufficient warrant 
for a refusal on the part of the House to insist upon that information, 
and the judgment of the House will, I am satisfied, approve that posi- 
tion. There is no solid ground in my opinion for the assertion that 
the resolution should not pass and the House be placed in possession 
of this information which is regarded as essential. 

This side of the House, Mr. Speaker, is just as much interested asthe 
other side in the execution of the laws and in the prosecution of all 
persons connected with these star-route affairs. We feel just as livel 
an interestin the wel /are of the Government and in its protection. e 


are just as much concerned in whatever is of interest to the Government 
and in the recovery under the law of all that can be recovered of these 


excessive payments; but we do not see any reason why the resolution 
should fail because of the facts alleged by the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. WAIT. May I ask the gentleman from Mississippi a question? 

Mr. MONEY. ` Certainly. 

Mr. WAIT. The gentleman from Mississippi has the reputation of 
being an able lawyer. 

Mr. MONEY. No, sir; that is a mistake. Iam no lawyer at all. 

Mr. WAJT. Iam happy to accord to the gentleman that reputation, 
as I believe he studied for the profession. Now let me ask the gentle- 
man from Mississippi as a lawyer—— 

Mr. MONEY. Iam nota lawyer; I am a farmer. 

Mr. WAIT. Then, if not as a lawyer, as an intelligent gentleman, 
having his course of conduct governed by considerations of practical good 
sense and business judgment, if in the control of a specific case, whether 
as attorney or a party, he would deem it wise prior to the trial of such 
case to let the opposite party know his evidence, become acquainted with 
all theimportant facts that might control the decision of his case, and the 
names of his witnesses by whose testimony he expected to prove the 
same? Does he not think it would be in every respect wiser not to 
place himself in such a position, putting himself entirely in the power 
of his opponent? 

Mr. MONEY. What is the gentleman’s question ? 

Mr. WAIT. I ask the gentleman if he would regard it wise or pru- 
dent in a case where he was interested as an attorney or as a party to 
let his opponent understand what his witnesses are going to say and 
thus permit him to prepare himself in that line of defense which will 
protect him from an adverse decision ? 

Mr. MONEY. In this case I do not think it will be a matter of 
practical difference. There will be norecovery whatever; the Govern- 
ment will not secure a dollar from these parties. 

Mr. WAIT. But is it not an imperative duty which the members 
of this House owe to the country that they should give to the legal 
advisers of the Government all the legitimate chances for success in 
civil suits now pending or to be brought, which they may possess by 
fair trials, conducted by ordinary methods? I can not but believe that 
the result of the gentleman’s resolution, if carried into effect, will be 
to protect a body of men who are charged with defrauding the public. 
It would surely defeat every chance that the Government would other- 
wise possess of a recovery against these men, charged with these acts, 
by putting them in possession of all the evidence which the Govern- 
ment holds and upon which its counsel rely for a successful and J think 
I may add just result. 

Mr. MONEY. The Government has already had an opportunity to 
bring suits for the recovery of these claims and not a dollar has been 
recovered. I have no doubt that the strongest suits have been brought. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Mississippi yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. CANNON. 
ten minutes. 

Mr. MONEY. 
tion of the time. 
utes, however. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
me a few moments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know that, and want tosecure it with his consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Mississippi has yielded to the gentleman from Nlinois on the left [Mr. 
GERONA for five minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the committees having charge of this sub- 
ject might have a right to the floor to throw some light on the matter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, am I not entitled to con- 
trol the time on this side of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Mississippi has one hour. He has occupied but twenty minutes so far, 
and has now yielded five minutes to the gentleman from Ilinois. 

Mr. BELFORD. I rise toa pointof order. It is utterly impossible 
for members in this House to know what is being done in consequence 
of the confusion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is aware of the fact and regrets it. The 
Chair has frequently called upon the House and requested gentlemen 
to resume their seats and cease conversation on the floor. That is all 
the Chair can do. The Chair will again appeal to gentlemen to pre- 
serve order and hopes it will be preserved while this matter is under 
consideration. 

The gentleman from Illinois is entitled to the floor for five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say, Mr. Speaker, if this discussion is to run 
so that my friend from Indiana [Mr. PEELLE] will be recognized I 
would like to have more than five minutes and will not consume the 
five minutes now yielded to me by the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. MONEY. Then I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia on the committee. 


I ask my friend from Mississippi to yield to me for 


I have been asked by other gentlemen to yield a por- 
I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois five min- 


I hope the gentleman from Mississippi will allow 
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Mr. REESE. Mr. Speaker, the gentlemen who have made inquiries 
on the other side of the House with reference to this matter have a mis- 
conception of the purpose of this resolution as compared to the object 
of the resolution introduced by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER]. The resolution introduced by the gentleman from Illinois 
was in search of entirely different information from that sought by the 
resolution now under consideration. That resolution was for the pur- 
pose of eliciting from the Post-Office Department all correspondence 
touching the star-route cases that had occurred between the Attorney- 
General and the Postmaster-General, and also covering itemized 
statement of expenditures connected therewith. The present resolution 
does not seek that class of information, and so far as the response of 
the Postmaster-General is concerned it will appear from these letters 
that accompany this report that the Postmaster-General expressly speci- 
fied that this correspondence is all that would be incompatible with 
the public interests. In reply, as gentlemen will discover by reading 
that first letter in reply to the resolution of the gentleman from Ilinois, 
who was seeking, as I have said, all of the correspondence between 
the Postmaster-General and the Department of Justice, coupling with 
it an itemized statement of expenditures, the Postmaster-General says 
that it would be incompatible with the public interests to furnish that 
information; and that is all that he specified directly in his response 
to that resolution, that that information is all that would be incom- 

tible. 

P The resolution now under consideration, which is the same resolu- 
tion that was introduced by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BEACH] on the 30th January, simply calls, not for the correspondence 
that the Postmaster-General says it would be incompatible with the 
public interest to submit—— 

Mr. BEACH. That is it. 

Mr. REESE. But it simply asks for the report of special agents 
during the investigation of the star-route cases during the year 1881. 
Now, I say that in the response by the Postmaster-General to the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEACH] he says in his 
letter of reply that this information is substantially the same informa- 
tion that was sought in the original resolution introduced by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois pe SPRINGER]. Now that can not beso. It 
is not so. It isentirely different information. And therefore I say, as 
to the statement in his last letter, that this resolution is substantially 
the original resolution; it is not in fact at all like it; it does not seek 
the same information at all; itseeks information in relation to which he 
has never said and does not now say it would be incompatible with the 
public interest.. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Mississippi yield to me? 

Mr. MONEY. On what side does the gentleman desire to speak? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to represent the views on the subject of 
the committee of which I am chairman. 

Mr. MONEY. How long time does the gentleman want? 

Mr: SPRINGER. About five minutes. 

Mr. MONEY. I think the gentleman had better get his time on the 
other side. E 
` Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman propose to occupy his whole 
hour? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. On which side does the gentleman from Illinois desire 
to k? 

Mr, SPRINGER. I desire to speak for the committee which I rep- 
resent, and which is opposed to the furnishing of this information. 

Mr. MONEY. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Five or ten minutes. 

Mr. MONEY. I yield the gentleman ten minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think, Mr. Speaker, that this matter can be 
made so plain that we may all distinctly understand what the facts are, 
and differ, if we differ at all, upon the conclusions. On the 17th of Jan- 
uary I reported from the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart- 
ment of Justice the following resolution, which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be requested to furnish the House of 
Representatives with copies of all correspondence between the Department of 
Justice and the Post-Office De ment touching the prosecution of persons 
charged with frauds in connection with the star-route mail service, and a state- 
ment of the names of individuals found to be indebted to the United States and 
the amount of the indebtedness of each in consequence of such frauds, and also 
an itemized statement of the expenditures in the Post-Office De ent from 


the 4th day of March, 1881, to the Ist day of January, 1854, in the investigation 
and prosecution of such frauds. 


That resolution was sent to the Postmaster-General. He did not fur- 
nish the information, but sent to the House of Representatives, through 
the Speaker, a letter which by the House was sent to the committee of 
which Iam chairman. This letter I will read. 

Mr. BEACH. ` It has been already read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ibelieve it is substantially the letter embraced in 
the report submitted by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MONEY]. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. The one letter is an identical copy of the 
other. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, the question which has arisen is whether the 
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held is the same so far as each of these resolutions is concerned. There 
can be no doubt, Mr. Speaker, upon this subject. The Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of Justice have instructed me to report 
back to this House a resolution which was introduced by me on Monday 
of last week in the following words: 

Resolved, That the Postmaste: , in complying with the request of the 


r-General 
House of Representatives contained in the resolutions of inquiry adopted on the 
17th of January, and also of the resolution adopted on the day of January, 


in reference to the correspondence between the GPs ancy of Justice and the 
ce Department touching the prosecution rsons with frands 
in connection with the star-route service, and reports of special agents 


of the Post-Office sping rah eg zoog thereto, is uested to withhold such 
parts of the papers called for the publication of which in advance of the com- 
mencement of suits may be and probably would be detrimental to public inter- 
ests. 


Mr. REESE. 
a question ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. In one moment. The committee of which I am 
chairman has recommended unanimously the adoption of this resolu- 
tion and has authorized me to report it. When I came into the House 
this morning from my committee-room the other report from the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads was pending. And I haye 
asked this time from the courtesy of the chairman of the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads for the purpose of explaining the whole 
question. 

As regards the question raised by the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
REESE], as to whether the information called for by these two resolu- 
tions is the same, I think I can convince the House in a moment it is 
precisely the same. The resolution which I introduced on the 17th of 
January called for— 
all correspondence between the Department of Justice and the Post-Office De- 
partment touching the prosecution of persons charged with frauds in connection 
with the star-route mail service, and a statement of the names of individuals 


found to be indebted to the United States and the amount of the indebtedness 
of each in consequence of such frauds. 


Now, this was precisely the information that the special agents of the 
Department obtained and have reported in detail to the Postmaster- 
General, and which by the Postmaster-General, as was his duty, has 
been transmitted to the Attorrsy-General as the basis of the suits 
brought against individuals. 

Mr. BEACH. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. BEACH. How does the gentleman know that? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I knowit from the fact that gentlemen connected 
with the Post-Office De ent who have charge of these prosecutions 
have so informed me. I took occasion to learn those facts. 

Now, the information which these reports contained and which is 
called for by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads is con- 
tained in the reports of those agents who went overall the Western ter- 
ritory and took the evidence of witnesses living along the lines of these 
star routes; and that information is the basis of the calculation and the 
reports in the Post-Office Department which have been transmitted to 
the Attorney-General for his guidance in bringing suits against these 
individuals. I may state that the amount of these claims, as I have 
been informed, exceeds $2,000,000; that the Government believes it has 
good cases against persons who have heretofore been and who, some ot 
them, now are contractors in the mail service for the purpose of recov- 
ering these large sums of money, and it is the opinion of the Postmaster- 
General, as stated in a communication to the House, that if he is re- 
quired to furnish this information to the public the beneficiaries of those 
frauds will see to it that those witnesses are spirited away, and that the 
publication of those facts will embarrass, to say the least, if not defeat 
the Government in its efforts to secure the amounts which these per- 
sons are believed to be indebted to the United States. 

Mr. REESE. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him to ask 
a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. REESE. Did the committee of which you are chairman ever 
have a letter in reply from the Postmaster-General to the resolution 
introduced by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEACH]? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir. 

Mr. REESE. Then how could you ever act upon the subject and 
determine that to make public this information would be detrimental 
to the interests of the Government? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Of course we are ob to take cognizance of all 
the facts and proceedings of the House; and in view of the fact that we 
were charged with an investigation looking to a prosecution of persons 
indebted to the Government we felt it to be our duty to inform our- 
selves of the opinion of the Department in reference to this subject. 

Having stated these facts, Iam perfectly willing that the House shall 
take the responsibility of calling for this information. It is my opinion, 
however, that the Government will be embarrassed if required to fur- 
nish it, and we might lose all that might otherwise be gained in the 
prosecution of persons indebted to the Government. The responsibility 
must be taken by the House as to whether we here shall assume the 
right tosay that this information shall be made public, and whether the 
officers charged with making this investigation and these prosecutions 


Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me te ask him 


information which the Postmaster-General is of opinion should be with- | are to be instructed by the House as to how they will conduct their 
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cases, and what information in advance of the commencement of the 
suits shall be given to the public. 

It is well known to gentlemen who have had experience as lawyers 
that in civil suits the plaintiff is not obliged to furnish the opposite 
party with the names of his witnesses and what his witnesses are ex- 
pected to testify to in the case. So the Government in these civil suits 
is not obliged to furnish the defendant with the names of the witnesses 
of the Government, the places of their residence, and what those wit- 
nesses are expected to testify to in the trial. It might be different in 
some instances in criminal prosecutions, but in civil prosecutions the 
Government should e the advantage of all the information it has 
obtained, so as to enable it to succeed in the efforts being made to ob- 
tain the large sums of money of which the Government has been de- 
franded. 

As to the question whether the Government will obtain judgment 
against these parties, I will say that I do not know whether it will or 
not. That is not the business of the House of Representatives, All 
we should do is to insist that the officers of the Government charged 
with such prosecutions shall do their duty. If wesay to them that the 
people’s Representatives expect them to do their duty, I hope they will 
not be able to retort upon us by saying that we have interfered with 
them in the discharge of their duty. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MONEY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Ropryson]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Allow me to say that at the proper time I propose 
to offer as a substitute for the ding proposition a resolution which 
the committee of which I have the honor to be chairman have instructed 
me to report. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I hope this resolution will pass call- 
ing for this information, no matter whether the heads of Departments 
suppose that its publication tends to the public good or not. Whence 
comes this monarchical assumption that two or three servants more or 
less at the heads of the different bureaus or Departments may refuse to 
the people’s Representatives sitting here whatever information they may 
call for? I do not know where the idea comes from or how it got into 
the minds of officers of a republican government. 

Why should this information be refused? The Constitution of the 
United States provides that the House may have secret sessions when- 
ever it pleases. That provision was made so that if there was any mat- 
ter which made public would not be compatible with the public good, 
the House of Representatives, the Representatives of the people, might 
be left to judge of that. 

I hold that we have a right to ask for any information without that 
phrase which is foolishly put into every resolution of this kind, ‘‘ if not 
incompatible with the public interest.” I shall object to all resolu- 
tions so worded and shall yote inst anything of that kind. We 
have a right to send for personsand papers. If these our servants who 
have information refuse to give it to us, then let the committee send 
for the Postmaster-General or the Seeretary of State, for persons and 
papers and bring them here. If necessary we can go into secret session 
in order to ascertain, what are the rights of the people in these matters. 

We have the right to call for any information which we desire. It 
is a monarchical idea for a servant of the people to assume that he will 
withhold information from the Representatives of the people that may 
be important to them. We are to judge of that, and not the head ot 
any Department. 

Mr. KASSON. The President has the right under the Constitution 
to refuse any information when in his opinion it will be ‘‘incompati- 
ble with the public interest ’’ to furnish it. 

Mr. MONEY. The resolution which the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] says he will offer at the proper time as a substitute 
for that now pending is something I can not understand. He says he 
is instructed by his committee to report such a resolution. 

Now, it must occur to members of the House that such a resolution 
is entirely superfluous, because the Postmaster-General is already do- 
ing what the gentleman proposes to instruct him todo. Furthermore, 
the defeat of the reselution which I have presented will accomplish the 
very purpose which the adoption of his resolution will accomplish. It 
is entirely superfluous for him to present such a resobution as that. 
But I will say furthermore that I do not see how the gentleman came 
into possession of the letter of the Postmaster-General, which was re- 
ferred by the House to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The same letter was referred to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of Justice. I have it here and will 
show it to the gentleman. 

Mr. MONEY. I will state again why I ask the adoption of this reso- 
lution. It is because the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
are considering a bill which regulates the letting and subletting of con- 
tracts upon star routes. Because of the great abuses in the administra- 
tion of the Contract Bureau it has become necessary to amend the legis- 
lation upon this subject. The agents who have been sent where these 
routes are operated are in possession of information which they have 
transmitted by special reports to the Postmaster-General: and it is nec- 
essary for us in order to present to this House the legislation I have in- 
dicated to be in possession of that information. 


— oh tI. s 
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I say further that neither the gentleman from Illinois nor any other 
man in this House believes that a dollar will ever be recovered in any 
of these suits. The prosecution of these suits for the last three years 
gives no warrant for expecting that there should be any recovery. There 
is no expectation of arecovery. There is no information that any suits 
are begun or intended to be begun. Not a particle of information has 
yet been transmitted to this House or given to the country through pub- 
lic report or rumor that such is the intention of the Department of 
Justice or the Post-Office Department. 

This resolution asks for information which it is proper this House 
should have. If this information exposes any rascality, let it do so. 
We want the information in order to perfect the bill which we propose 
to present to the House, to be placed on the statute-books of the coun- 
try. 

Mr. KASSON. Will the gentleman from Mississippi allow me two 
minutes? 

Mr. MONEY. Mr, Speaker, as the gentlemen opposed to this reso- 
lution will have an hour in which to present their views, I beg leave to 
reserve the residue of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twelve minutes remaining. 

Mr. KASSON. I hopé the gentleman from Mississippi will give me 
two minutes. I am not going to speak in opposition to his resolution. 
I wish to answer the gentleman from New York [Mr. ROBINSON]. 

Mr. MONEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. KAsson]. 

Mr. KASSON. I do not rise to debate the resolution, but to answer 
the remarks of the gentleman from New York [Mr. ROBINSON], in 
which he denies the right of the executive branch of the Government 
to exercise its discretion in responding to the inquiry of this House. 
It is so easy to mislead the House on such a question, that I wish to 
say in this immediate connection that the phrase ‘‘if not incompatible 
with the public interest’’ has been settled upon principle and upon 
due consideration of the respective rights of the two departments of the 
Government and from time almost immemorial. The executive depart- 
ment is as independent within its province under the Constitution as 
is the legislative branch of the Government; and certainly one-half of 
the legislative body can do nothing that can have the force of law over 
the executive department. This condition has been recognized from 
the time of Washington. Consequently this House, in addressing de- 
mands to the executive departmgnt through the President, has always 
and with great propriety used the phrase ‘‘if not incompatible with 
the public interest.” 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I hope it will never be used again. 

Mr. KASSON. The only way in which we can control the execu- 
tive department in this respect is the mode provided in the Constitu- 
tion—by the passage of a constitutional law which binds all branches 
of the Government. But this House, as gentlemen upon a moment's 
reflection will see, ought never to assume that it alone has the right to 
control in any respect the action of the executive branch of the Gov- 
ernment. 

I have only interposed this remark that gentlemen may pause before 
accepting the statement that this House of Representatives, singly and 
alone, has the right to shape and direct the action of the executive in 
any degree whatever. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I would like to reply to the gentle- 
man; but I will not ask for the time. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to put a question 
or two (to be answered in my time) to the gentleman from Mississippi 
my colleague on the committee and its chairman. Did the gentleman 
desire this House to understand or infer from anything he said that 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads seeks or desires the 
information asked by this resolution in order to aid that committee in 
considering the bill with reference to the letting or subletting of tho 
star-route service ? 

Mr. MONEY. Exactly; that is what I stated. 4 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, this is the first time since 
this resolution was introduced that I have heard any reason given for 
the information sought ter. I can not conceive of any possible 
which will be derived from the information if it be obtained, it 
may Aent disastrous to the Government in its prosecutions of contract- 
ors, &e. 

It is true, as the gentleman from Iowa has stated, that this resolu- 
tion (being a House resolution) is directed to the executive depart- 
ment of this Government, which may or may not give the information 
asked for. But, sir, I apprehend that the Postmaster-General, acting 
for the executive department, in view of the language of the resolu- 
tion, would not feel at liberty to withhold the information sought for, 
and certainly would not withhold it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania | Mr. BINGHAM] my colleague on the committee. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, this whole proposition has resulted 
simply from an inquiry made by two committees of this House, ene the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, the other the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. The first resolution cov- 
ering this question was adopted in response to the recommendation oÉ 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 
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I read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of January 18: 
STAR-ROUTE CORRESPONDENCE. 


from the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 
back the following resolution, with the recommendation that 


Mr, SPRING 


'ost-O: 
frauds in connection with the star-route mail 
ment of the names of individuals found to be indebted to the United States and 
the amount of the indebtedness of each in consequence of such frauds, and also 
an itemized statement of the expenditures in the Post-Office Department from 
the 4th day of March, 1881, to the Ist day of January, 1884, in the investigation 
and prosecution of such fra ” 

Mr. CALKINS. Of course I have no objection to the resolution except that 
there is a committee for the investigation of expenditures in the P ce De- 
partment, and it would seem that the Comm on Expenditures in the De- 
pple of Justice are calling for expenditures in the Post-Office De ent 

connection, as I understand the resolution, with that committee. suggest 
whether it does not trench on the ground of another committee. 

Mr, SPRINGER, I will state to the gentleman from Indiana—— 

Mr. CALKINS. I have no objection to it myself, but only call the attention of 
the House to it. 

Mr. Sprixcer. I will state in explanation that it is the duty of the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice to examine into the accounts 
and expenditures of that Department, and also as to the enforcement of the pay- 
ment of moneys due to the United States, and this resolution relates to that 
branch of the public service which is required to be looked into, that is, the en- 
forcement of payment of amounts due to the United States. It therefore is a 
subject properly coming under the jurisdiction of the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Justice. 

The resolution was ado k 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
ado) ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Seven days after the resolution just read the Postmaster-General sent 
to this House this information in official letter: 


Wasurineton, D. C., January 25, 1884. 

Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the resolution of the House 
of Representatives of the 17th instant, requesting copies of all the correspond- 
ence between this Department and the Department of Justice touching the pros- 
ecution of persons cha with frauds in connection with the star-route mail 
service; astatementof individuals found to be so indebted to the United States 
and the amount of the indebtedness of each in consequence of such frauds, and 
also an itemized statement of expenditures in the Post-Office Department from 
March 4,1881,to January 1, 1884, in the investigation and prosecution of such 
frauds. The itemized statement of Peano is now being prepared and will 
be transmitted as early as possible. I addressed a communication to the Attor- 
ney-General showing the names of individuals found to be indebted to the United 
States, with the names and residences of witnesses who will be able to testify in 
behalf of the Government, and I deem it proper Congress shall know that the 
publication of this latter in advance of the commencement of suits might and 
bly would be detrimental to the public interests. If, however, bps obey 

shall think otherwise, the desired information will be furnished without delay. 


Very respectfully, 
es Ww. Q. GRESHAM, 


Hon. Joux G. CARLISLE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


This letter of January 25 came to the House, and was properly re- 
ferred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

On January 31 the RECORD shows that a resolution of inquiry, offered 
January 17 by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEACH], calling for 
information, and especially the reports of the special agents of the Post- 
Office Department for the year 1881, was reported back by Mr. ROGERS. 
I read from the RECORD of that date: 

STAR-ROUTE INVESTIGATION. 
Mr. Rocrers, of Arkansas, I am directed by the Committee on the Post-Office 


and Post-Roads to report back a substitute for the resolution of Mr. BEACH, of 
New York, referred to that committee on the 17th instant, and reeommend its 


The SPEAKER, The original resolution will be read, after which the proposed 
substitute of the committee will be reported to the Honse. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. ERS, of Arkansas, I ask that the resolution be put upon its passage. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was to. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
fon was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The letter of the Postmaster-General to the House in reply to the 
resolution of inquiry ordered by the House, on the request of the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, January 18, it 
must be remembered, had not at this time been read to the House, but 
was in the possession of the Springer committee. The Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, on receipt of the resolution from the Committee on Post-Offices 
and. Post-Roads, makes this response: 
Wasuinxetos, D. C., February 1, 1884. 

Sır: The resolution of the 30th ultimo, directing that the reports made b; 
special agents during the year 1881, having reference to the star-route investi- 
gation, be transmitted to the House of Representatives, has been received. 

Faaving no information of the views of the House on the suggestion submitted 
in my communication of the th ultimo in reference to the resolution therein 
referred to, and as the resolution to which I am now required to d sub- 
stantially covers the same sihjects and calls for the same information as the 


former resolution, I deem it a proper Tig ny foo honey House and in just consid- 


eration for the publie interest to await action of your honorable 
body before transmitting the yg eae called for. I leave to state that I have 
directed that the papers should be in readiness,in order that there may be no- 
delay in forwarding them should the House, upon further consideration of the 
subject and in view of my letter of the 25th ultimo, deem it expedient and. 
proper — they should be submitted to the public inspection, 

ery 


ny, 
W. Q. GRESHAM, 
Postmaster-General. 
Hon. J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 


This letter was properly referred to the Committee on Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. On February 7 the chairman of the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Justice offered a resolution modifying the 
resolution of his committee under date of January 17, because of the 
statement contained in the letter of the Postmaster-General addressed 
to the House, in these words: 


I addressed a communication to the Attorney-General showing the names of 
individuals found to be indebted to the United States, with the names and resi- 
dences of witnesses who will be able to testify in behalf of the Government, and 
I deem it A proper Congress shall know that the publication of this letter in ad- 
vance of commencement of suits might and probably would be detrimental 
to the public interests. 


The members of the committee wisely determined that so serious a 
responsibility should not rest upon them. 
I read from the RECORD of February 8 the action of the Committee on 
ditures in the Department of Justice, after duly considering the 
letter of the Postmaster-General of January 25: 
STAR-ROUTE FRAUDS, 


Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. I call for the order, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman Ohio to withdraw for a moment. 
the call for the regular order that I may ask unanimous consent to submit for 
present consideration the resolution which I holdin my hand. When the gen- 
tleman pone, the resolution read I am sure he will withdraw the demand for the 


r order. 
. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Let the resolution be read. 

Mr, SPRINGER. It modifies a resolution of inquiry heretofore addressed to the 
Postmaster-General. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

** Resolved, That the Postmaster-General, in com lying with the request of the 
House of Representatives contained in the resolution of inquiry adopted on the 
17th of January, and also the resolution ado; on the 30th of Jan „inre 
ence to the correspondence between the Department of Justice and the Post- 
Office Department touching the prosecution of persons charged with frauds in 
connection with the star-route mail service, and the reports of s agents of 
the Post-Office Department relating thereto, is uested to withbold such parts 
of the papers called for the publication of which in advance of the commence- 
ment of suits may be and probably would be detrimental to the public inter- 


The SPEAKER. Is the demand for the regular order withdrawn? 

Mr. Ezra B, TAYLOR. It is. 

The Speaker. If there be no objection to the present consideration of the reso- 
lution, the question is on its adoption. 

Mr. Rocens, of Arkansas. I 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman withhold his objection to allow me to give 
an explanation? 

Mr. RoGrrs, of Arkansas. I withhold the obj ion for that purpose: 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] will paei armen 
d makea sa ment, the right to object to the consideration of the resolution 

ing reserved. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This resolution is accompanied preron from the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. T report is on the Speaker's 
table, and is made in reference to a letter sent to this House and referred by the 
House to that committee, in which the Postmaster-Genéral advises the 
that it would be against the public interest to publish certain parts of th 

mdence and information. With a view to respond to on of the 

‘ostmaster-General, the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Jus- 
tice have instructed me to report this resolution. 


the postal service. 
they will testify, and where they reside. 
eral that if this i 


the Government expects to recover in those cases, 

Mr. Browne, of Indiana. As I understand the gentleman, if these facts are 
published it will simply advise parties and witnesses what is to be apprehended, 
=e will give them an opportunity of getting out of the way of the process of 
the court. 

Mr. Sprixcer. That is the statement of the Postmaster-General, and in view 
of that fact the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice have 
recommended the adoption of the resolution which been read. I hope the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS) will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I regret that I can not withdraw my objection. I 
have had nt conference this Pag pra, yia the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads [Mr. Moxey], which committee reported 
this resolution to the House through me, to know that if he were present he would 
antagonize this resolution for reasons entirely satisfactory to himself. For that 
reason I can not, in his absence, consent to the introduction of this resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman consent to have the resolution introduced. 
and referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice ? 

Mr. RoGers, of Arkansas. I can not consent to that, in the absence of the 
chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the resolution is not before the House. 


, The gentleman from Arkansas simply by his right to object, without 
specifying a reason, prevented the consideration of the gentleman’s reso- 
ution. 

The objection of the gentleman from Arkansas carried the resolution 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] over until February 11, 
when he offered it. I read from the RECORD of the 12th of February: 

STAR-ROUTE FRAUDS. 


Mr. SPRINGER also submitted the following resolution of inquiry ; which was. 
read, and referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Jus- 


tice: 
“Resolved, That the Postmaster-General, in complying with the request of the 
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aor of ‘anuary, and also of the resolution adopted on the day of Jan- 
uary, in reference to the correspondence between (gar parkoears of Justice and 
the Post-Office De ent touching the prosecution o peronh charged with 
frauds in connection with the star-route mail service and the reports of 

agents of the Post-Office Department relating thereto, is uested to wit! 
certain such parts of the paners called for the publication of which in advance 
of the commencement of suits may be and probably would be detrimental to 
public interests.” 

I have given to the House the complete history of these two resolu- 
tions askiag for the same information, and which have justified the 
Postmaster-General in writing two letters informing the House that the 
records and reports asked for ‘‘might and probably would be detri- 
mental to the public interests if published.” 

Mark, Mr. Speaker, to what extent the official declaration made by 
the Postmaster-General upon a knowledge of the contents of the records 
has impressed itself upon the two committees. The Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Department of Justice has unanimously resolved in 
reporting the resolution back to the House that the Postmaster-General 
be requested to withhold certain and such parts of the papers called for 
the publication of which in advance of the commencement of suits 
may be and probably would be detrimental to the public interest. 

What effect has the statement of the Postmaster-General had upon 
the action of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads? One 
should naturally suppose the same as upon the Committee on Expend- 
itures in the Department of Justice. Not so, however. I believe I 
make no unparliamentary utterance when I submit that the resolu- 
tion reported to-day by the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Of- 
fice and Post-Roads comes into the House by simply one majority. It 
was considered upon two distinct occasions and two votes were taken, 
and each resulted in but one majority. Let me ask, Is the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads at this time, either by its own action 
or by reference of this House, considering any question relating to the 
recent star-route trials, investigations, or the expenditure of publicmoney 
in connection therewith? I know something of the business of the com- 
mittee, and I am sureit is not. The House is not looking to the Post- 
Office Committee for information upon this subject, but, on the other 
hand, the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice 
has this star-route-trial investigation and expenditures of public money 
directly under it, and the House and the country know they are enter- 
ing into a thorough, complete, and searching investigation, with per- 
mission to sit during the session of the House. 

That committee says to the House, ‘‘ We will not take the responsi- 
bility of asking for the information and records that the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral says ‘if published might and would be detrimental to the public 
service.’’’ The Committee on the Post-Officeand Post-Roads comes back 
to the House and through its chairman to-day asks for the important 
records, without to my mind giving one good reason for their use when 
the committee may receive them. 

The resolution under which this information has been asked did not 
originate-with the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. It 
came from the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEACH] January 17 
and was refi to the committee. I am like the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. PEELLE]. I have never known the reason for or the results 
to be accomplished by the use of this information until a few moments 
since, when the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads announced it to the House in these words: 

The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads is now considering a bill to 
regulate the carry: of mails on star routes. It is important that the informa- 
tion secured by `] nts be before it, that the Government may be bene- 
fited by the proposed 1 tion. 

I challenge this statement of the honorable chairman that the in- 
formation is needed or required in the consideration of the bill now 
before the committee, covering the question as specified in the gentle- 
man’s bill ‘‘ to regulate the letting of mail contracts.” 

The gentleman from New York | Mr. BEACH ] for purposes of his own, 
which I have no right and do not mean to impugnor inquire into, sub- 
mitted the resolution to this House on January 17. After it had been 
before the committee twice it is rted back, but in no discussion 
before the committee was the question ‘‘ to regulate the letting of mail 
contracts” ever submitted to the consideration or examination of the 
committee.. Remember, the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEACH] 
introduced his resolution on the 17th of January last. The Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads had reported it back tothis House 
with a favorable recommendation, notwithstanding the statement of 
the Postmaster-General, before the bill the gentleman refers to ever was 
before the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. The gentle- 
man never introduced his bill, a copy of which I hold in my hand, until 
February 4, 1884; and in this report to-day we find that for the first 
time this information asked for last January by the gentleman from New 
York [ My. BEACH] is necessary for the consideration of this bill intro- 
duced on February 4 by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MONEY]. 

I am familiar with the gentleman’s bill of February 4, and he well 
knows that all the information necessary to a complete and full discus- 
sion of i¢s several propositions can be obtained at the Department with- 
out asking for records, which, if ‘‘ published, might be detrimental to 
the public interest,” 

Why does the resolution call only for reports of special agents for 
1561% Why does not the gentleman chairman of the Committee on 


resentatives contained in the resolutions of anne A adopted on | 
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the Post-Office and Post-Roads want those for 1880, or 1882, or 1883, 
or 1879? Why does he ask only for those of 1881, and when the Post- 
master-General tells you ‘‘it would be detrimental to the public serv- 
ice” to give that information ? 

Why is that particular information necessary for the consideration 
of the bill introduced by the gentleman on February 4, 1884? 

Would not the ial agents’ reports for some other year give the 
gentleman from Mi ippi the required information for an intelligent 
examination of the proposed legislation? Must he have these impor- 
tant records for 1881—these and none other? I can understand that 
Mr. BEACH, the gentleman from New York, wants the reports for 1881, 
because he specially in his resolution asks for them; but as the com- 
mittee simply desires to gain information for the consideration of a bill 
before it, I can not understand why information can not be asked from 
the Department that will not be detrimental if published to the public 
interests. I am of opinion that if the gentleman from New York had 
asked for the report of special agents for any other year than 1881 the 
committee would have thought that was the information it wanted. 

Mr. REESE. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. REESE. Do not you know it to be true that that reason was 
given when this resolution was last considered by the committee? ~~ 

Mr. BINGHAM. What reason? 

Mr. REESE. That it might be important to get this report and that 
it would disclose something to aid the committee in its labors. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That might be said of any other subject whatever. 
The gentleman may say that anything he chooses would be important, 
but that is not the question here. 

Mr. REESE. Was not that the reason given? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The bill never had been read to the committee 
at that time. We never knew the bill—— 

Mr. REESE. My question is whether in the committee-room at the 
time this resolution was agreed upon by the committee, if that reason 
was not given among others? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Undoubtedly, that it might be necessary in the 
consideration of some bill covering that question. But that reason 
might be given with reference to any bill, and my question is, why, if 
that was the operative or governing reason with the committee, do you 


want the special agente’ report for 1881 and for no other year? 
Mr. MONEY. the gentleman want an answer to that ques- 
tion ? 


Mr. BINGHAM. Ido. 

Mr. MONEY. Then I will answer it with the consent of the gentle- 
man from Georgia. It is because they were sent to investigate the very 
abuses so long demanding the public attention, and because they con- 
tained all the information concerning the question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from Mississippi did not know what 
they contained. The only information the committee had upon the 
subject is the information of the Postmaster-General himself that they 
contained information if published that might and probably would be 
detrimental to the public service. 

Mr. MONEY. I suppose when a special agent is sent to investigate 
a matter that his report covers the whole ground. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But, Mr. Speaker, the important fact in connection 
with this matter is that two committees of this House have asked the 
Postmaster-General for the same information. One of these committees 
has withdrawn its request, and the other committee, a committee not 
investigating into the star-route frauds, demands that this House shall 
insist upon obtaining from the Department this valuable information, 
and the only reason which is suggested by the chairman of the commit- 
tee is that that information may be useful in the consideration of a bill 
which was never introduced until long after the special agents’ reports 
for 1881 were called for by the gentleman from New York. 

I trust this House will not ask an Executive Department of this Gov- 
ernment for information which, we are informed by the officer in charge 
of it and acting with a wise discretion, in fact the only party knowing 
the contents of these original and valuable special reports, if published 
might and probably would be detrimental to the public service. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. I now yield five minutes to the geritle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, in the conflict between the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] and the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. 
MONEY ], chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
after having heard their statements, of course I must use my own judg- 
ment. IfI understand the gentleman from Mississippi, he claims that 
this information is necessary to enable his committee to properly con- 
sider certain legislation touching the star-route service. If I under- 
stand my colleague from Dlinois, he claims that this information should 
not be given because it would give notice to certam parties whom he ap- 
prehends have defranded the Government of the facts and the names of 
the witnesses that might enable them to thwart the Government in its 
efforts to recover moneys from them frandulently obtained. 

Now, as to the position of the gentleman from Mississippi, I wish to 
say to him, after some considerable investigation in former years touch- 
ing the star-route service and the law covering it, that long since I came 
to the conclusion that an economical star-route service Jay more in the 
administration and the sound. economical discretion on the part of the 
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Postmaster-General and his subordinates than it does in the provisions 
of thelaw. For instance, for the year ending June 30, 1880—I read from 
the Postmaster-General’s report—the star-route service cost $7,321,000, 
while in 1883, closing the 30th of last June, the star-route service cost 
$4,739,000, and there was more service by 1,927,000 miles in 1883 than 
there was in 1880, and yet the service cost $2,582,000 less than it did 
in 1880. e 

Now, Isubmit that thisstar-routeservice, under fhe wise and economi- 
cal administration of the present Postmaster-General and his Second 
Assistant, is getting along satisfactorily. I apprehend, then, if the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi is not able to formulate and pass any legisla- 
tion whatever at this session of Congress, that we will continue to have 
a praiseworthy, effective, and economical star-route service for the next 
year to come. I apprehend further, in view of the statements of my 
colleague from Illinois and his committee, that great harm may result 
tothe Government if this information which the Department now holds 
was made public at this time. Therefore I say that I shall vote, if I get 
the opportunity, for the substitute of my colleague from Illinois rather 
than for the resolution proposed by the gentleman from Mississippi. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. I think now about all has been said on 
this resolution that need be said. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield to me to 
move a sbstitute? 

Mr. P. E, of Indiana. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER], who desires to offer a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. For how long? 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. For five minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I offer what I send to the desk as a substitute for 


` the resolution reported by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Roads. 

Mr. MONEY. I make the point of order that the gentleman can not 
offer a resolution now pending before the House as a substitute for the 
resolution reported by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the proposed substitute of 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General, in complying with the request of the 
House of Representatives contained in the resolutions of inquiry adopted on the 
17th of January, and also of the resolution adopted on the 30th day of January, 
in reference to the co ence between the De; ment of Justice and the 
Post Department touching the prosecution of persons with frauds 
in connection with the star-route service, and the reports oi wee agents 
of the Post-Office ent rela thereto, is requested to withhold such 
parts of the papers called for the p ion of which in advance of the com- 
eaves, of suits may be and probably would be detrimental to publicinter- 


Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman from Mississippi desire to 
make a point of order upon the proposed substitute ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi to make the point of order that this is in substance the same if 
not identical with the resolution now pending, heretofore offered in the 
House and referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart- 
ment of Justice. That is a question of fact which the Chair can only 
ascertain by i tion of the paper. But the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. SPRINGER] can state what is the fact. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state this is precisely the text of the reso- 
lution which I introduced in the call of States on Monday a week ago 
and which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the De- 
partment of Justice. I will state further that that committee has au- 
thorized me to report this resolution back with a recommendation that 
it do pass. , That is the state of the facts. I have not had the opportu- 
nity of making such report up to this time and have not so reported. 
The resolution which | have offered as a substitute is the text of a res- 
olution which has been referred and has not yet been reported to the 
House. I offer it now as an independent proposition. 

The SPEAKER. Is it in substance the same? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itis. Butthe Chair will observethe rule provides 
it is not in order to move as an amendment a bill that is pending; but 
if my recollection be correct there is nothing in the rule as to a resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

Mr. REESE. Does the gentleman from Illinois offer this as a substi- 
tute on his own individual motion or as chairman of the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of Justice? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I offer it on my own responsibility now because I 
have not the floor to report it from the committee. As the matter is also 
in charge of another committee, I think the House had better settle the 
whole matter at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read clause 4 of Rule XXI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


No bill or resolution shall at any time be amended by annexing thereto or 
incorporating therewith the substance of any other bill or resolution pending 
before the House. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will see—— 
Mr. SPRINGER. I see the point of order is well taken, and will 
withdraw what I proposed to offer as a substitute; but I will state to 


the House after there has been a vote en this proposition, if it be voted | 


down, I will immediately ask the floor to make a report from the com- 
mittee of which I am chairman and will report that resolution back. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. I yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Money], understanding that he desires now to close 
the debate. : 

Mr. BEACH. Irise to a question of privilege. I was absent from 
the House a few moments during the speech of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] and on my return I was told by a mem- 
ber on this side of the House that he had in his remarks impugned my 
motives in the introduction of this resolution. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman from New York permit me to 
say that the gentleman from Pennsylvania said just the reverse? I said 
I did not impugn the motives or the purposesof the gentleman. [only 
mentioned the gentleman’s name with reference to the introduction of 
the resolution—nothing else. 

Mr. MONEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I have very little to say on this sub- 


ject. I can assure you, Mr. Speaker, and the distinguished gentleman 


from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] that it is with very great diffidence that I 
would call in question any view that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
KASSON] on this floor might express with reference to the Constitution. 
Iam not quite sure that I caught the language of the distinguished 
gentleman from Iowa, and wish I had it before me now. But what I 
understood him to say was that the right of the President of the United 
States to refuse information to the House of Representatives when 
called for by them springs out of some provision of the Constitution. 

Mr. KASSON. Not exactly that. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman be good enough to 
state it again ? 

Mr. KASSON. What I said was that under the Constitution of the 
United States the three branches of the Government had each an inde- 
pendent jurisdiction of its own; that one branch of the legislative body 
alone had no authority by its action to control the action of the exec- 
utive branch of the Government or of the judicial branch of the Govern- 
ment; and that therefore it had been the uniform practice to recognize 
the right of the executive to exercise its own discretion when asked by 
the House for information, and to decline it, if necessary, on the ground 
of the public interest. Hence the introduction into our resolutions of 
the phrase ‘‘if not incompatible with the public interest.” 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. think I understand the gentleman 
from Iowa now, and I shall not antagonize that principle—that is, so 
far as he has gone. What I was about to say is this, that my under- 
standing of the history of the origin of this matter of introducing into 
resolutions the words ‘‘if not incompatible with the public interest” 
is that it grew out of the foreign relations of the Government. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, it does not follow, it is not a sequitur, because the Presi- 
dent of the United States or because the executive branch of the Gov- 
ernment is an independent branch of the Government, that when Con- 
gress makes a polite request, when it repeats a request it has already 
made, or when it asks the President for information it believes to be of 
interest to the Government—it does not follow because he hasthe right to 
refuse giving the information that he will undertake to exercise that right. 

Mr. KASSON. Not ‘‘Congress,’’ but the House of Representatives, 
a part of Con; 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. The House of Representatives. I say 
it does not follow that when the House of Representatives calls for in- 
formation which it believes should be given the Executive will under- 
take to exercise that right. 

Having ‘said that much, perbaps it was the duty of the executive 
branch of the Government, if it believed that the publication of this 
information would be incompatible with the good of the public service, 
to so inform the House. On the other hand, it is the duty of the House, 
if we believe that this information should be given us, to still insist 
upon his complying with the resolution which we have adopted. And 
let him refuse, if he thinks proper. . 

In this connection I have only to state in a different form one or two 
other propositions which have already been put by the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Money]. In the first place, all can see that nothing 
has resulted from the star-route prosecutiens except the exposure of 
some of the men engaged in the illegal transactions. Every other result 
has been but a detriment to the Government, costing it nearly a half a 
million of dollars and a national scandal. Nobody has beer punished, 
and nothing accomplished except exposure. 

I say that gentlemen upon the other side of the House representing 
the party having control of the exectitive branch of the Government, as 
well as the Postmaster-General, and certainly the Attorney-General, 
ought to thank us if we take from them this shirt of Nessus—if we re- 
lieve them from any further responsibility on this subject. e 

The country will congratulate us, I am sure, for it is sick already of 
the star-ronte business and has no faith in the prosecutions. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that it is better, wiser, safer for the country 
that Congress avail itself of all possible information on that subject and 
mature such legisiation as will tend to prevent a repetition of the star- 
route frauds, such legislation as will stop any further jobbery, even if 
it results in stopping civil prosecutions, which the history of the star- 
route business does not encourage us in believing will ever result in the 
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recovery of one dollar; exposure will be the only satisfaction ever real- | 


ized. I for one say now that I am to assume my share of the re- 
sponsibility attaching to the passage of this resolution. 

Mr. MONEY. I now yield one minute to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. ROBINSON]. 

Mr. ROBINSON. One minute will be too much. I shall not tres- 
“pass upon the courtesy of my friend from Mississippi (Mr. Money] 
further than to say that this idea which we have got into is not a repub- 
ican but a monafchical idea; and no matter how hoary and antiquated 
it may be, it should be stamped out of our proceedings. I should be 
happy at any time, if an opportunity should be given me, to discuss 
the matter with my distinguished friend from Iowa [Mr. Kasson]. 

Mr. KASSON. ‘And I should be happy to refer the gentleman to 


some patriots of great distinction in connection with the question of | Cull 


Jay’s treaty, in the time of President Washington, referred to by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] this morning. 

Mr. MONEY. It is not my desire in any manner to coerce the ex- 
-cutive branch of this Government, and I do not think we have the 
power. But I simply desire to insist upon the production of these 
papers, because the Postmaster-General intimates that he will produce 
them upon the second call. He says that he has them in readiness, so 
that there may be no delay in their transmission to the House should 
a second demand be made. 

It is not a question of antagonism between the executive and legis- 
dative branches of the Government, as stated by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Kasson]. It is simply that the House in its discretion in- 
sists upon the production of these papers, not believing the reason given 
for withholding them to be sufficient. 

No gentleman need think that because we ask for these papers we 
intend to publish them in the newspapers of the land. This informa- 
tion is asked for the use of the committee. I insist that the committee 
having charge of this subject is perfectly competent to take care of any 
papers that may be furnished them and to withhold from the public 
any information the publication of which might be detrimental to the 
interest of the Government. We are as much concerned for the public 
interest as any member of this House or as any officer of the executive 
department. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. May I interrupt the gentleman for a question ? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I understand that the information called for is 
trom the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. MONEY. That is so. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. And relates to the star routes. 

Mr. MONEY. Yes; re of the agents on the star routes. 


ports 
Mr. HARDEMAN. Then I would like to know what authority any 


other committee has to interfere with the matter. 

Mr. MONEY. That is more a question of propriety than anything 
«else; they are their own judges ot what they think to be proper. Itis 
unnecessary for me to say anything more on this subject, and I there- 
fore demand the previous question on the adoption of the resolution 
reported from the committee. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. Toavoid the consumption of time, I will 
«call for the yeas and nays in the first instance. 

The yeas and Fame bg were ordered, there being 66 in the affirmative— 
more than one-fifth. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 148, nays 106, not vot- 
ing 66; as follows: 


YEAS—148, 
Aiken, Dibrell, Kleiner, Rogers, J. H. 
Alexander, Docke 3 Rogers, W. F. 
Arnot, Dorsheimer, Lanham, Seymour, 
ey, Dowd, Le Fevre, Shaw, 
entine, Duncan, Lewis, Shelley, 
Barbour, Dunn, Lore, Skinner, T. G 
Barksdale, Eaton. Lovering, » 
Belmont Eldredge, eao, pana 
ont, iott, s 
ett, Ermentrout, McMillin, ý 
Blackburn, Evins, J. H. Matson, Stewart, Charles 
paon Fiedler, Maybury, Stoc! Ñ 
B nridge. Follett Miller, J. F. Storm, 
Broadhead, Foran, Sumner, D. H. 
aema Aoki Lena Feel J. M. 
uckner, ‘yan, oney, r 
Budd, Geddes, Mo: s nmaa mas 
Cabell, Gibson, Moulton, Tucker, 
i Caldwell, Glascock, Muldrow, Tully, 
‘Campbell, Felix Graves, Muller, Turner, H. G 
Carleton, Green, Murphy, Turner, Oscar 
Cassidy, Halsell, Mutchler, Vance, 
Clardy Han > Neece, Van Eaton, 
Olay, Hard Nicholls, ard, 
Clements, Hatch, W. H 2 Warner, Richard 
Henley, 2 Wellborn, 
Collins, Herbert, Patton, Wemple, 
Converse, Hewitt, G. W. Pierce, ilkins, 
€ ve, ‘oblitzell, Peel, S. W. Williams, 
Covington, Holman, Post, Willis, 
Cox, 8. 8. kins, Pryor, Wilson, W. L. 
no W.R. poo man Randall, es E B. 
F P, u Reagan, , Gr 
Curtin, Jones, J. H. Reese, Wolford. 
Davidson Jones, J. T on ood, 
Deuster, Jordan Ro! Yaple, 
Dibble, King. Robinson, W.E. Young. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


NAYS—106. 
Adams, G. E em, Morey. Spooner, 
Barr, Hatch, Morrill, Springer, 
Bayne, Ha H. H. Nelson, le, 
Bingham, Nutting, Stephenson, 
Bi Hemphiu, Ochiltree. Stewart. J. W. 
Boutelle, Henderson, D. B. O'Neill, Charles Strait. 
Breit Henderson, T. J. Parker, Struble, 
Brewer, F. B. Hepburn, Payee: 'a Taylor, J. D. 
Brewer, J. H. Hitt, Payson, Omas, 
wr "M. Holmes, Peelle, S, J. i š 
Brown, W. W. Horr, Perkins, Townshend, 
Brumm, Howey, Peters, Valentine, 
Calkins, James. Pheips, Van Alstyne, 
m, Jeffords. Poland, Wadsworth, 
Johnson Potter, Wait, 
Culbertson, W. W. Kean, Price, Wakefield, 
en, Keifer, Rankin, arner, A 
Cutcheon, Kelley Y, Weaver, 
Da: p Lacey, Ray, G. W Weller, 
Davis, .R Libbey eed, White, Milo 
Dingley, Long, ~ Whiting, 
Ellwood, oe Robinson, J.S. Wilson, James 
LN eCoid, Rockwell, Winans, John 
Everhart, McComas, Rowell, Worthington, 
Finerty, McCormick, Ryan, York. 
Goff, ard, Skinner, C. R. 
Greenleaf, Milliken, Smith, 
NOT VOTING—6. 
Adams, J. J Davis, R. T. Hutchins, Pusey. 
Anderson, Dunham Jones, B. W. Ray, Ossian 
Atkinson, Ellis, Jones, J.K na, 
ford, Ferrell, Kasson, Russell, 
Blanchard, Findlay, Kellogg. es, 
Blount, George, "m Seney, 
Bowen, Hammond Laird, Singleton. 
Boyle, Hanback, Lawrence ne, 
Brainerd, Hardy, McKinley Sumner, C. A. 
igh, er, ware, 
es, Hewitt, A. S. Miller, S. H. anae E. B. 
Campbell, J. M. Hil, Morrison, Washburn, 
r, k, Morse, White, J#D. 
Connolly, Holton, Murray, Wise, J. 8. 
k, Hooper, O'Hara, Woodward. 
Culberson D.B. Ho ONeill, J. J. 
vis, L. i. Hunt, tibone 
So the resolution was adopted. 


The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. Ray, of New Ham with Mr. Morse, until further notice. 

Mr. CONNOLLY with Mr. WASHBURN, for the remainder of the pres- 
ent week. 

rE FINDLAY with Mr. DUNHAM, for the remainder of the present 
wee 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. BOYLE, until further notice. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. RUSSELL, until further notice. 

Mr. HILL with Mr. WAKEFIELD, until further notice. 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. KETCHAM, for ten days from the 14th instant. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, until further notice. 

Mr. TALBOTT with Mr. HARMER, until next Wednesday. 

Mr. MURRAY with Mr. ANDERSON, for this day. 

Mr. MORRISON with Mr. RUSSELL, for this day. 

Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. MCKINLEY, for to-day. 

Mr. JoNES, of Wisconsin, with Mr. ATKINSON, on this question. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. MONEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted: and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to make a privileged report. Itis a report 
authorized by the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 
Justice upon the same subject as the resolution just adopted. As the 
House has acted on the question, I ask merely that the report be printed 
and lie upon the table. 

The Clerk read the following resolution, reported by the committee 
with a favorable recommendation: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General, in complying with the request of the 
House of Representatives contained in the resolutions of inquiry adopted on the 
17th of January, and also of the resolution adopted on the 30th day of January, 
in reference to the correspondence between the Department of Justice and the 
Post-Office Department touching the promoaian of persons cha: with frauds 
in connection with the star-route mai service, and the reports of special agents 
of the Post-Office Department relating thereto, is uested to withhold such 
parts of the papers called for the publication of which in advance of the com- 
mencement of suits may be and probably weuld be detrimental to public inter- 
ests. 


The SPEAKER, If there be noobjection, this report will be printed 
and lie upon the fable. 
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. The order has been demanded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to present a resolution for the printing of 
evidence taken by the Committee on Expenditures in the De ent 
of Justice. A number of persons who are affected by the evidence in 


some way desire to examine it, and the investigation is delayed very 
| much by reason of the evidence not being im print. 
Is the demand for the pa a order insisted upon? 


The SPEAKER. 
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Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
ports. But before proceeding with that business, the Chair, if there 
be no objection, will present several executive communications. 

There was no objection. 


MANUFACTURE OF HEAVY ORDNANCE, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which wasread, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


should be adopted for the manufacture of grt eera" adapted to modern 
e Un 


ted States, the cost of all 
in the manufacture thereof, 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR, 
EXECUTIVE MAnsiIon, February 18, 1884. 


WAGES IN MANUFACTURING INDUSTRIES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Superintendent of the Census, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of the House, a report of J. D. Weeks, ial agent on wages in man- 
ufacturing industries, &c.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CANDLER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. DIBRELL, for to-day, on account of illness. 

To Mr. ATKINSON, for three days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. BURLEIGH, for four days, on account of inportant business, 

To Mr. SUMNER, of California, until Monday next, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. CONNOLLY, until Monday next, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

\ WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. BELFORD, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files, for reference to the Committee on Claims, all papers in 
relation to the claim of Albert G. Boone, there having been no adverse 
report. 

CALL OF COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for, and the committees 
will now be called for reports. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move to dispense with the morning 
hour for the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. TUCKER and Mr, BAYNE. I hope not. 

The SPEAKER. The noes have it. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 48, noes 56. 

So the motion was disagreed to, and the morning hour was not dis- 
pensed with. ‘ 

ORIMINAL PROCEDURE. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Comniittee on the Judiciary, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 1577, a bill (H. R. 5252) to regulate criminal 
cedure in cases of crimes punishable by loss of life or liberty; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SOUTHERN JUDMCIAL DISTRICT, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. BROADHEAD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1808) to detach certain counties from 
the United States judicial district of California and create the United 
States judicial district of Southern California; which was referred to the 
arbor Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MERCHANTS’ NATIONAL BANK, NEBRASKA CITY. 

Mr. BUCKNER, from the Committee on and Currency, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4150) to change the name of the 
James Sweet National Bank of Nebraska City, Nebr., to that of the 
Merchants’ National Bank of Nebraska City; which was referred to the 
priors Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

CHICAGO COMMERCIAL NATIONAL BANK. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Ilinois, from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
reney, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4738) to authorize the 
increase of the capital stock of the Commercial National Bank of Chi- 
cago; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 

‘@panying report, ordered to be printed. ` 
MESSALONSKEE NATIONAL BANK. 

Mr. DINGLEY, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 

ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4779) to change the name of the 
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that of the Messalonskee National Bank; which was referred to the 

House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

printed. $ 
ALEXANDER WISHART. 


Mr. SLOCUM, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 1421) for the relief of Alexander Wishart; which 
was laid upon the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 

rinted. 
r ERIE HOME FOR INDIGENT SOLDIERS, 

Mr. BAYNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 1416) to authorize the Government 
of the United States to receive certain lands and property in the cityof 
Erie, Pa., and to establish a home for indigent soldiers and sailors; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SLOCUM, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to submit 
the views of the minority; which were ordered to be printed with the 
majority report. 

SOCORRO GRANT. 

Mr. COSGROVE, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 1708, the bill (H. R. 5253) to confirm 
private land claim No. 107, known as Socorro grant, in Socorro County, 
New Mexico; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENT OF OFFICE-RENT, ETC. 


Mr. SKINNER, of New York, from the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 2410, the bill (H. R. 
5254) te amend section 3860 of the Revised Statutes allowing compen- 
sation to post-offices of the third class for office-rent, clerk-hire, &c. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of” 
the Whole House on thestate of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

LIEUT. WILLIAM P. RANDALL. 


Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Naval Affiirs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 773) authorizing the 
President of the United States to appoint Lieut. William P. Randalla 
lieutenant-commander on the retired-list of the Navy; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


FORFEITURE OF CERTAIN LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 181) to declare forfeited certain 
land grants to aid in the construction of a railroad in Oregon; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

BOARD OF FISH COMMISSIONERS, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. COBB, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution (H. Res. 135) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to lease certain lands to the board of fish 
commissioners of the State of Michigan; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN 8. FILLMORE. 

Mr. COBB, from the Committee on the Public Lands, also reported, 
as a substitute for H. R. 1402, a bill for the relief of John S. Fillmore. 

The SPEAKER. The original bill does not appear to be among the 


papers. 

Mr. COBB. I will send the original bill to the desk. This biH isa 
substitute for the one referred to the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Butthe substitute is an amendment, and this bill 
will take the place of the original bill. 

The substitute (H. R. 5255) was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF CITIZENS OF OREGON, WASHINGTON, AND IDAHO. 


Mr. STEVENS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 1304) for the relief of citizens of Ore- 
gon, Washington, and Idaho who served in connection with the United 
States troops in the war with the Nez Pereé and Bannock Indians and 
for the relief of the heirs of such as were killed in such service, and for 
other purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

LANDS IN SEWERALTY TO CERTAIN INDIANS. 

Mr. STEVENS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1290) providing for the allot- 
ment of lands in severalty to the Indians residing upon the Umatilla 
reservation in the State of Oregon, and for other purposes; which was: 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 


‘West Waterville National Bank of Oakland, in the State of Maine, to | ordered to be printed. 
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BUBLIC BUILDING, KEOKUK, IOWA. 

Mr. PUSEY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, | 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 483) for 
the erection of a public building at Keokuk, Iowa; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PATERSON, N. J. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3315) for 
the erection of a public bnildingat Paterson, N. J.; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LA CROSSE, WIS. 

Mr, WORTHINGTON, from the Committee on Public Buildin; 
Grounds, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. 2912) for the erection of a public buil at La Crosse, Wis. ; which | 
-was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHICAGO, ILL. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
-and Grounds, also reported back with a favorable recommendation the | 
bill (H. R. 3593) for the erection of a public building at Chicago, Ill. ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state ot 
-the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. CROZIER. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported | 
‘back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1965) granting | 
a pension to John A. Crozier; which was referred to the Committee of | 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

LEROY ©. RANKIN. 
Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 


and | 


ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4431) | 


granting a pension to Leroy C. Rankin ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGET SHERLOCK, 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
‘back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 439) granting a 
pension to Bridget Sherlock; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported, 
as a substitute for House bills 2023, 2276, and 4281, a bill (H. R. 5256) 
for the relief of applicants, who were soldiers in the Union Army, forin- 
valid pensions, to regulate proof in pension claims, and amend the in- 
valid pension laws. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands this bill to be reported in 
lieu of the three bills referred to? 

Mr. MATSON. Yes, sir. 3 

The SPEAKER. Does it provide an appropriation ? 

Mr. MATSON. It does not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does it involve any expenditure of the public 
money? 

Mr, MATSON. No, sir; it prescribes rules of evidence in pension 


cases. . 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF BILLS. 
On motion of Mr. BAGLEY, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
i from the further consideration of bills of the following titles; 

and the same were referred to the Committee on Pensions, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 2451) granting a pension to Phæœæbe H. Meech; and 

A bill (H. R. 3959) amending and increasing the pension of Betsy 


On motion of Mr. BAGLEY, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of bills of the following titles; 
and the same were referred to the Committee on Claims, namely: 
` Abill(H. R. 1030) for the reliefof Annie McCarthy, widow of George 
B. McCarthy; and 
A bill (H. R. 2482) for the relief of the widow of George B. McCarthy. 
WILLIAM M’KEAN. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported a 
bill (H. R. 5257) repealing an act entitled “An act for the relief of 
Wiliam McKean; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. VAN GORDEN. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 


| back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 2408) for the 


relief of William P. Van Gorden; which was laid on the table, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
ELLEN HORGAN. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4164) for the 
relief of Ellen Horgan; whieh was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ANN M'LAUGHLIN. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3737) granting 
a pension to Ann McLaughlin; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. BARKER. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
825) granting a pension to William J. Barker; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS CHESHIRE. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, also reported a bill (H. R. 5258) granting a pension to Thomas 
Cheshire; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE H. LOSEY. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, also reported back the bill (H. R. 2233) 

for the relief of George H. Losey, and moved that the committee be 
i from the further consideration of the same and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, also reported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. 
R. 2302) for the relief of Louis Merrill; which was laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back with adverse recommendations bills of the follow- 
ing titles; and the same were laid on the table, and the accompanying 
reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 4118) granting a pension to William L. Sloan; 

A bill (H. R. 3812) to place Gilbert Hayford on the pension-roll; and 

A bill (H. R. 2320) granting a pension to Thomas L. Kasson. 

WILLIAM L. SLOAN. 


Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, also reported back witha favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. 3681) granting a pension to William L. Sloan; which was referred 
to the Committee of the le House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HELEN M. HARRISON. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, also reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. 2325) granting a pension to Helen M. Harrison; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LAURA C. P. HASKINS. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, also reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2319) grant- 
ing a pension to Laura C. P. Haskins; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL J. BROWN. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, also reported back the bill (H. R. 2321) for the relief of Samuel J. 
Brown; and moved that the committee be di from the further 
consideration of the same, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

: ALBERT 0. LAUFMAN. 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1397) granting 
a pension to Albert O. Laufman, late secend lieutenant Company A, 
Sixty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was referred tog 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS E. WILSON. 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 

back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2714) to increase 


the pension of Thomas E. Wilson; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS LEWIS. 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 4279): 
an increase of pension to Lewis Lewis; which was laid on the table, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MRS. R. J. PIERCE. 

Mr. FYAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 4141) for the relief of Rebecca 
J. Pierce; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZA R. WELLER. 

Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
bat the bill (Œ R. 3111) for the relief of Eliza R. Weller, and moved 
that the committee be di from the further consideration of the 
same, and that it be referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CORNELIUS FITZGERALD. 

Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 282) to 
reinstate Cornelius Fitzgerald on the pension-roll; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JAMES KING. 

Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, N Te- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 267) 
granting a pension to James King; wHich was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

MRS. JAMES B. STEEDMAN. 

Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1246) granting 
a pension to the widow of Maj. Gen. James B. Steedman; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES MUNROE. 


Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2551 
granting a pension to Charles Munroe; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

SARAH L. HARVEY. 


Mr. HOUK Tey Mr. MORRILL), from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
1491) gran: granting a pension to Sarah L. Harvey, mother of G. B. Harvey; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and tke accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MILLIA STAPLES. 

Mr. HOUK (by Mr. MORRILL), from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, also reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. 1504) for the relief of Millia Staples; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. HUGHES. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
adversely the bill (H. R. 589) granting a pension-to John C. Hughes; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 

be printed. 
¢ GEORGE W. CRANDAL. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported adversely the bill (H. R. 2094) to rerate the pension of George | the 
W. Crandal; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER M. CRUM. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported adversely the bill (H. R. 2034) for the relief of Alexander M. 
Crum; which was laid on the table, and the Serena ying report or- 
dered to be printed. 

VIOLET CALLOWAY. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 297) granting a pen- 
@sion to Violet Calloway; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


JULIA SPENARD. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 1583) granting a pension to Julia Spenard, and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 20, 


moved that the committee be di from its further consideration, 
and that the same be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to; and it was ordered accordingly. 

JULIA A. ROSS. 

Mr. YORK, from the Committee on Pensi reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5259 ting a pension te 
Julia A. Ross; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

MARTHA SEWELL. 

Mr. YORK, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported adversely 
the bill (H. R. 821) granting a pension to Martha Sewell; which was 
laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ALBERT C. MURPHY. 
Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 13) for the relief of Albert 
C. Murphy, late United States consul at the port of Shanghai, China; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


A. BURGESS, J. HALL, AND W. T. ROUNDTREE. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3451) i the 
relief of Andrew Burgess, John Hall, and William T. Roundtree, of the 
District of Colambia; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES R. HOWARD. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, from the Committee on Claims, also reported 
adversely the bill (H. R. 3423) for therelief of James R. M S which . 
was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

F, G. SCOHWATKA AND WIFE. 

Mr. DOCKERY, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the b resis 264) for the 3 relief of F. G. 
Schwatka and wife; which was refe to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM L. WHITE. 

Mr. DOCKERY, from the Committee on Claims, also re with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 1297) for the relief of William L. White; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET FUHR. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 2199) for the relief of Mrs. N t Fuhr, 
widow and tutrix of the minor heirs of Frederick Fuhr, deceased; which 
was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered tobe printed. 


PASSAGE OF OVERFLOW RELIEF BILL. 
Mr. NEECE. Iam directed by the Committee on Enrolled Bills to 
present the report which I send to the desk. 
The SPEAKER (after examining the report). 
reported and go upon the Calendar. 


This resolution can be 
It can not be acted upon at this 


time. 
Mr. NEECE. I would like to have it read. 
The SPEAKER. It may be read. 


Mr. NEECE. I would like to have the whole report read. 

. The SPEAKER. The report can not be read now. The resolution 
may be read in order to determine to what Calendar it should prop- 
erly go. 

Mr. NEECE. Then I ask for the reading of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pliripeme: That the Committee 


the Jolt the cause of the di 
t resolution paned on 


Bilis be instructed to inquire into 


yee SPEAKER. The aed will be ie ia and referred to the 
House Calendar. 
Mr. NEECE. Iwill withdraw the report for the present and offer 
it at a future time. 
JAMES HOOPER. 


Mr. MOULTON, by unanimous consent, reported back from the Com- 
mittee on the J udiciary with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. 736) for the relief of James Hooper; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompa- 
nying report ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. HUNT. 

Mr. CURTIN, by unanimous consent, reported back from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs with a favorable recommendation the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 109) granting permission to William H. Hunt to 
accepta medal presented to him by the Emperor of Russia; which was 


1884. 
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referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ARREST OF SENOR CARLOS AGUERO. 


Mr. CURTIN, by unanimons consent, also reported back from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs with a favorable recommendation the 
following resolution; which was referred to the House Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requ 
delivery of Señor Carlos Agüero, now in prison at Ke: r West, and held for 
extradition on the demand of the Government of under the treaty of ex- 
tradition, until it shall be ascertained that the against him are true, and 
that he is not held for political offenses; and that the President be to 
direct the Attorney-General of the United States to have an investigation of the 
case made, and if it shall be found that the said Señor Carlos Agüero has been 
arrested for political offenses alleged to have been committed in the island of 
Cuba, that he cause such eeigemtry x be had in conformity with law as will 
prevent the extradition of the said or Carlos Agūero. ~ 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KEIFER. I rise to make a motion that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, to take 
up the Military Academy appropriation bill. But before submitting 
that motion I yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ryan], who 
wishes to make a request for unanimous consent. 


INDIAN EDUCATION. 


Mr. RYAN. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s table and put on 
its passage the joint resolution (XS. R. 51) authorizing an expenditure of 
money for Indian educational purposes. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I desire to ask whether, after this matter 
is disposed of, the Committee on Appropriations will then give way, that 
the bill now pending from the Committee on Agriculture may be taken 
up and completed. 

Mr. RYAN. I understand that it is the purpose of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] to bring forward an appropriation bill for con- 
sideration as soon as this matter is disposed of. 

Mr. KEIFER. I hope to be able to bring up the Military Academy 
appropriation bill and dispose of it to-day. ' 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I hope the gentleman will not press that 
bill to-day, but let us proceed with and finish the bill which has been 
already under consideration by special order of the House. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations already has one bill pending in Committee of 
the Whole. It has been hung up after debate of an hour or so. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri object to the 
request of the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. No; I do not desire to object. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration of 
the joint resolution (S. R. 51) authorizing an expenditure of money for 
Indian educational purposes; which was read a first and second time. 

The joint resolution is as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That the Secre! of the 
Interior be, and hereby is, authorized to expend so much of the sum of $150,000 
appropriated for the purpose of further instructing and civilizing Indian chil- 
dren dwelling west of the Mississippi River, &c.,in an act entitled “An act mak- 
ing appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian De- 
Baca Se ok le prin ape na ae aes 
Statutes, = 86), as he may deem necessary, for posta of erecting, fur- 


nishing, and repairing such school buildings as are now fh course of construction 
or for which contracts have been made. 


The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. RYAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion was ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BENJAMIN F. POPE. 

Mr. LAIRD, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs a bill (E. R. 5260) to confirm the title of Benjamin F. 
Pope to. his office of assistant surgeon in the Army of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ROBBINS. 

Mr. LAIRD, by unanimous consent, also reported back from the 
Committee on Pensions with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. 254) granting a pension to John Robbins; which was referred to the 

ttee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT TROY, N. Y. 


Mr. WEMPLE, by unanimous consent, reported back from the Com- 
mittee on Publie Buildi and Grounds with a favorable recommen- 
dation the bill (H. R. 1013} for the erection of a public building at Troy, 
N. Y.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
ut ne of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 

ted. 


ested to prevent the 
Fla. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 

of the bill (H. R. 448) to fix the time for holding the terms 
of the circuit and district courts of the United States in the northern 
district of Iowa. 

It further announced the passage of the following bills; in which con- 
currence was requested: 

A bill (S. 643) for the relief of A. A. Thomas; 

A bill (S. 539) for the relief of Francis B. Van Hoesen; 

A bill (S. 465) for the relief of Mary L. Walker and Ella Walker; 

A bill (S. 156) to amend section 1661 of the Revised Statutes, mak- 
ing an annual appropriation to provide arms and equipments for the 


militia; 5 
A bill (S. 1233) for the relief of Ellen Call Long and Mary K. Bre- 
A bill (S. 1033) giving a military record to Alexander Francesco, de- 


an 
A bill (8. 690) for the relief of Mary A. Lewis, widow of Joseph N. 
Lewis. 


IMPORTATION OF HOG PRODUCTS INTO GERMANY AND FRANCE. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman from Ohio moves 
to proceed to the consideration of the Military Academy appropriation 
bill I ask by unanimous consent that the message of the President 
transmitting a communication from the Secretary of State. relative to 
the restriction upon the importation of American hog products into 
Germany and France be referred; that is, that so much of it as relates 
to our diplomatic relations be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and so much as relates to commerce to the Committee on Com- 
merce. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN], chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, consents to that disposition of the 


message. 
Mr. CURTIN. It has been ordered to be printed already. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. KEIFER. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of proceeding to the consideration of the Military Academy appropria- 
tion bill. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. BLAND in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House resumes the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 4716) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

Mr. KEIFER. Imove by unanimous consent that bill be informally 
laid aside for the present, as the gentleman having charge of it does 
not wish to go on with it to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN, The bill will be informally laid aside for the 

resent. 
E Mr. KEIFER. I now move that the committee take up for consid- 
eration at this time the bill (H. R. 4971) making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KEIFER. I move by unanimous consent that the first reading 
of the bill for information be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to discuss this bill in 
general debate. If there be any of the provisions of the bill which need 
explanation, that can be done under the five-minute rule. Of course if 
there are any gentlemen on the Committee on Appropriations who desire 
to debate it, I am not here to attempt to cut off that debate. 

There is no new legislation, I may say to the committee, provided 
for in this bill. 

The bill makes appropriation adequate to the general conduct and 
management of the Military Academy. The appropriations provided 
for are not as large as those of last year by $11,659. They do not reach 
the estimate submitted by $5,371. 

The Committee on Appropriations have added $10,000 more for pay 
of cadets at the academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, t 
for the present fiscal year. In the opinion of the committee there will 
be more cadets at the academy during the coming fiscal year than 
during the present one in consequence of the increased number grow- 
ing out of the fact that the present House has been increased. Some 
of the new members did not get cadets to the Military Academy for the 
present fiscal year. 

Although under the statute one cadet is allowed to each ional 
district, the academy is not full. The total number provided by law 
at the Military Academy is three hundred and forty-four—one for each 
Congressional district, one for each Territory, one for the District of 
Columbia, and ten appointed by the President at large, making, as I 
have said, the total number three hundred and forty-four. There are 
now at the academy two hundred and seventy-nine. The bill provides 
for three hundred and fourteen—thinty less than the possible number, 
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nearly one-tenth less than there may possibly be at the institution. 
This difference is because it is certain there will be vacancies in ap- 
pointments by members of Congress and in the appointments made by 
the President by death or resignation. 

Now I yield for a question to the gentleman on my right [Mr. 
BELFORD]. 

Mr. BELFORD. I wish to inquire of my friend from Ohio whether 
it is not a fact that the number of cadets has been increased by virtue of 
the increased number of members of this House under the last appor- 
tionment, and if the appropriations are not being diminished ? 

Mr. KEIFER. That isnot a fact, taking the whole scope of the ques- 
tion. The number of cadets at West Point is increased, of course, by 
the increased membership of this House. 

Mr. BELFORD. But is it not also a fact that you are diminishing 
the appropriations? 

Mr. KEIFER. Iam trying to answer the question of the gentleman, 
if he will permit me. I have stated that there is an increase of the ap- 
propriation for the pay of the cadets for the fiscal year that this bill pro- 
vides for over the present fiscal year, and that the amount of the increase 
is $10,000. There is no proposition to reducethe number of the cadets, 
and it is the purpose of the committee to appropriate just as muchas is 
necessary for the cadets that may be there. 

Mr. COBB. How many cadets are now in the institution ? 

Mr. KEIFER. Two hundred and seventy-nine are reported by the 
Adjutant-General of the Army. 

Mr. COBB. We are entitled, then, to about three hundred and 
forty? 

Mr. KEIFER. Three hundred and forty-four is the number, and 
the bill provides for the pay of three hundred and fourteen. If we 
do not reach that number, of course the money will not be used. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman allow me another question? Can 
he give any reason why it is that the number of cadets is so much 
smaller than the number fixed by the law ? 

Mr. KEIFER. I can give this general reason: that quite a number 
who are sent there from the different Congressional districts fail in the 
primary examination, and there is no time to appoint others within the 
period fixed by the law; others fail and are dismissed from the institu- 
tion during the year; and in various ways the number is reduced. 

Mr. COBB. Let me ask the gentleman if he has examined into the 
-standard fixed by the board of examination, and whether or not it is 
not so high that no young man can enter the institution who has not 
chad opportunities of a very high grade of education ? 

Mr. KEIFER. I can only say—— 

Mr. BELFORD. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BELFORD. I intend to hear what is going on in this House 
-or prove myself an obstructionist to the business here. If I can not 
hear what gentlemen are > the other side of the House I pro- 
pose to stop business until I can . Lhave not been fortunate enough 
to get a front seat. I have not heard a word the gentleman from Indi- 
ana has said, and I propose to hear what is being done so that I can act 
understandingly or else I will stop all business. 

Mr. COBB. I am like the gentleman from Colorado; I can searcely 
hear myself. 

ae CHAIRMAN. The Chair is endeavoring to preserve order on 
the floor. 

Mr. KEIFER. I will try to make gentlemen hear my answer. The 
gentleman from Indiana desires to know whether I have examined into 
the standard of examination fixed for the admission of cadets. I can 
say that I have not carefully done so. I have not fully examined it 
in detail, but I believe it to be a high standard. I have an impression 
that it isa very severe examination and one that is perhaps hardly 
necessary. The standard of education required for the admission of 
-cadets to that institution may be too high. But still, Mr. Chairman, 
that is not a matter with which the Committee on Appropriations has 
had to deal. We have not felt called upon to deal with it, and hence 
I can not say whether it is too high or not. But I wish to say, how- 
ever, in answer to the inquiries of gentlemen, that a great many of 
these cadets fail, after they have been admitted and passed the ordeal of 
the preliminary examination, for various reasons, physical sometimes 
as well as mental. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio a 
-question. 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Wouldahighstandard ofadmission, in the opin- 
ion of the gentleman from Ohio, be likely to increase or diminish the 
number of persons who were afterward found deficient? 

Mr. KEIFER. I will yield to the gentleman from California him- 
self time enough to answer his own question if he will. He is com- 
petent to answer it himself, having been once a professor at that insti- 
tation. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. My impression is that the standard of admission 
is not the cause of the deficiency of numbers to which the gentleman 
has been alluding. I believe from what I know of the Military Acad- 
emy in this respect that no matter what standard you may fix, un- 
der any standard there will of necessity always be men found to be 
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deficient and leave the academy during the year; so that the number 
of persons at West Point will never be equal to the number fixed by 
the law for any great unen of time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman from California allow me 
to ask him a question ? 

Mr. KEIFER. I did not yield the floor except to the gentleman 
from California for a question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I only wish to ask a question of the gentleman 
from California in this connection. 

Mr. KEIFER. Very well. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I know that the gentleman has had great ex- 
perience in that institution as well as in other matters. Now, I wish 
to ask if the failures at the January examination, for instance, the Jan- 
uary biennial examination, do not result from the fact that the period 
of time between these examinations is not long enough; that they crowd 
together in that institution studies in four years which, under ordinary 
circumstances and with the most of students, would require a period of 
at least six years to master them? I ask him whether that is not the 
reason why even those who are admitted on a primary examination 
sometimes fail? 

Mr. ROSECRANS. If you give young men more time to acquire 
that kind of knowledge which is required between their admission and 
the January examination succeeding their admission, no doubt some 
would succeed in passing it who otherwise fail. But I doubt if these ex- 
aminations really increase materially the number of failures. On the 
contrary, they tend rather to stimulate young men to renewed exertions; 
while it is also true that any additional number of examinations would 
not perhaps tend to increase the efficiency of the cadet so as to permit 
him to remain in the institution. I think there would probably besome 
under any system who, during the course of the year, would be found 
deficient. 

Mr. COBB. If the gentleman from Ohio will pardon me a moment, 
I should like to say I understand that the principal study which is now 
carried on by the academy is mathematics; and however highly edu- 
cated a student of that institution may be in every other branch, if he - 
fails to have a very high mathematical standard, he fails in the institu- 
tion and is turned out. What I say I know to be true. 

The institution is not accomplishing what its founders intended. It 
is selecting men with peculiar minds, young men who have mathemat- 
ical minds and nothing else, and they care for nothing else. 

I have seen three of the most brilliant young men in my district, who 
had been examined by the best educators in it and pronounced com- 
petent in every branch, who have gone to West Point and been rejected. 
To-day my district is not represented there. And itissoin many other 
districts to my knowledge. 

I say, therefore, this institution to-day under the present manage- 
ment is not meeting the wants and demands of the country, is not carry- 
ing out the object of its creation. And it ought to be hampered and 
brought down to the very lowest cent that will keep it going till those 
who are in charge turn their attention to the practical workings of the 
institution. 

Mr. HORR. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. COBB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HORR. What method do you take to select your candidates; 
do you select them by examination or do you select the men yourself? 

Mr. COBB. They wereselected by means of examinations. I stated 
that a moment ago. 

Mr. HORR. And so selected, did they fail? 

Mr. COBB. Yes, sir; and a Republican, too, at that. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is extraordinary. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COBB. A candidate selected by examination was perhaps the . 
brightest young man in my district. He wasa young man of high edu- 
cation, had taught in one of the high schools of his county, and three 
superintendents of public instruction, who to-day stand among the high- 
est educators in my State, pronounced him entirely competent in every 
branch of education. He stood according to their standard ninety-nine, 
and yet he went to West Point and was rejected. I sent there two 
others perhaps equally competent as regards education, and they have 
been rejected. While I believe the young men in my district are as 
worthy, as competent, as bright in education as you will find them on 
the average throughout the West, I doubt if there is a young man in my 
district who can meet the standard set up there. 

Mr. HORR. I do not doubt for a moment the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana that when he submitted the candidates to the 
test of examination a Republican was selected; but I do doubt the 
gentleman’s statement that he has not in his district any who can pass 
the examination of the Military Academy. While I concede the stand- 
ard is high, I do not think it is higher than the good of the institution 
and the development of the service require. 

COBB. Ido. I differ with the gentleman as to that. I will 
further say I have tendered the nomination to nine young men in my 
district and they have all refused it. And why? Because they did 
not want to incur the expense of going there and then be subjected to 
the di as they feel it, of being rejected. I state this publicly, 
=~ I will take occasion at some future time of saying more upon this 
subject. 
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Mr. BEACH. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield to me for a 
moment? - ae 

Mr. COBB. I have no objection, if the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
KEIFER] is willing to yield. I have been occupying his time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield ? 

Mr. KEIFER. I only yielded to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Coss] for an inquiry and not for a continuous colloquy. , 
Mr. BEACH. I wish to ask only one question. 
Mr. KEIFER. I yield to the gentleman from New York for a ques- 


tion. 

Mr. BEACH. The question I propose to ask of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Cops]. That gentleman has made very general charges 
in regard to the rejection of candidates he had nominated for West Point. 

‘Now, itis well known when these candidates are rejected there is a cause 
for it, and that cause is assigned. Can the gentleman tell the House 
why the particular candidates he nominated were rejected? If he can, 
I should like to have him do so. 

Mr. COBB. Yes, sir; the causeassigned was that they failed on math- 
ematics. They did not happen to have the finest mathematical minds 
given to men. They had other qualifications; and some are naturally 
constituted mathematicians and some are not; and becausea young man 
fails to have a mathematical mind he fails at that institution. 

Mr. BEACH. I undertake to say if candidates have not mathemat- 
ical minds they are unfit for that institution. 

Mr. COBB. Idid notmean tosay what the gentleman implies.. They 
did have a mathematical mind, perhaps superior tomany others. But 
they were not superior to all other men in that respect. That is the 
polat I make. I thank the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] kindly 

‘or his ind ce. 

Mr. KEIF I do not think in the management of this appropria- 
tion bill, which is purely an appropriation bill, we are called upon to 
go into the question as to the standard of examination, or the standard 
of attainment rather, of these cadets. It may be a very proper thing 
to criticise if that standard is too high. There might be a very wide 
difference of opinion as to whether or not a young man who had no sort 
of taste or who had no sort of attainment in the matter of mathematics 
could ever become a good soldier, a good engineer officer, or an officer 
who would understand the general duties of a soldier in time of war or 
in time of . 

I want to say for the superintendent of that institution now there, 
General Wesley Merritt, that he is a very accomplished man in every re- 

doing to-day his duty toward this institution and doing his duty 
toward all the cadets in it. And J want to say there is a unanimous 

“report, without regard to party, made by the board appointed by the 
President of the United States, by the President of the te, and by 
the Speaker of the last House of Representatives, recommending this 
institution, and especially the instruction given init. Everything is 
highly commended in that report. 

But we are dealing with the question of appropriation, and it is our 
duty to appropriate for those who are likely to be in this institution, to 
make provision for their comfort, for the purpose of promoting the 
course of instruction provided there. 

Mr. BELFORD. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. KEIFER. For how long? 

Mr. BELFORD. A few minutes. 

Mr. KEIFER. I will yield to the gentleman for five minutes. 

Mr. BELFORD. I hope I may have the attention of the House for 


` a moment or two. I regard this Military Academy at West Point as 


the incorporated tyranny of this country, governed by snobs, and sup- 
ported by men in this House who are practically afraid to place re- 
strictions on that institution. 

Talk about educating men for the Army! Cæsar, the great Julius 
Cwesar—[laughter]. Hold on a moment. I say that the great Julius 
Cæsar, of whom Shakespeare declared that he was the noblest man in 
theannals of alltime, never commanded a company until he was 46 years 
old. And have we had a general in this or any other country equal to 
him? Did the Senate of Rome make an appropriation for some West 
Point located on the Aventine Mount or at the end of the Appian Way, 
in which to educate Cæsar or Maritis or Sylla or Pompey, or any other 
of the great generals of that day and generation? 

Was General LOGAN of the State of Illinois, one of the best generals 
we had in the Union Army during the late war, educated at West Point? 
Was my friend General KEIFER, who fought gallantly through that war, 
educated at West Point? 

The facts about the matter are just as have been stated by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Cops]. I represent the State of Colorado, 
and under the law I have a right to send a boy to this institution and 
one to Annapolis. I did send one to West Point three years ago, and 
to-day he stands at par and at a premium [ hter] in every class in 
that institution. I sent one to the Naval Academy last fall who had 
been critically examined in my State by a board of scholars and pro- 
fessors. He went down there, and because he could not tell just how 
many inches a belt should *be in length to measure the circumference of 
this earth, he was refused admission. 

Now if we are tosupport this beggarly and eleemosynary institution I 
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we support it under such conditions as we may prescribe, and 
which the martinets of the Army can neither disregard nor overcome, 

Mr. KEIFER. We have had some discussion of this bill and some 
characteristic remarks upon it. “While I do not approve of all that has 
been said by any means, I may say generally that we are not now deal- 
ing with the question of perpetuating this institution. 

Ido not desire to continue the general debate any further, and of 
course I do not desire to cut it off if any gentleman thinks it will be 
profitable to prolong it. 

Mr. ELLIS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. KEIFER. Very well. 

Mr. ELLIS. Will my colleague on the committee inform us about 
what I sho percentage of rejections on the preliminary or first exami- 
nations? r 

Mr. KEIFER. Iam not able to tell that, because I have not gone 
into that matter. If the gentleman has information on that subject he 
can state it to the House. 

Mr. COBB. I can tell the gentleman. The percentage of rejections: 
is 200 per cent. ` 

Mr. KEIFER. That can not be so. 

Mr: COBB. That is my recollection. 

Mr. ELLIS. The gentleman is sadly wrong in his figures, as wrong 
in his figures as he is in the line of his argument. The percentage of 
failures on the primary or preliminary examination is about 5 per cent., 
and the failures after one year are about 10 per cent. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman is egregiously mistaken, if he will allow 
me. 

Mr. ELLIS. I have my own memory. 

Mr. COBB. I will say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. ELLIS. And I have the floor. 

Mr. COBB. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. È 

Mr. ELLIS. . I have the authority of the distinguished tleman 
from California [Mr. ROSECRANS], who was long a professor in that in- 
stitution. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. The average number of the graduates at the end 
of four years is about 40 per cent. 

Mr. ELLIS. I venture to say that this percentage of failures will 
not compare unfavorably with any great institution of the country; 
more especially with the three leading institutions of the country. 
Many of these rejections are on account of physical causes, not mental. 
When we know that there are two hundred and seventy-nine cadets 
there out of a possible three hundred and forty-four, we can see that 
the institution is pretty well filled. I hold that we ought to demand 
the very highest grade of scholarship there. These men are not in- 
tended for merchants, lawyers, book-keepers, or doctors. Mathemat- 
ies! Why, sir, mathematics is the very life and essence of modern mil- 
itary education. The day when Andrew Jackson could get behind 
breastworks and with untutored soldiers repulse a charge; the day when 
Taylor and Scott with untaught volunteers could overthrow the armies 
of a nation—those days are gone. War ismoreand more a scierice. As 
weapons become more deadly, as inventions of war become more de- 
structive, as long-range weapons are created, more and more is the sci- 
ence of war dependent upon calculations dealing with the most abstruse 
mathematical propositions. 

Therefore a thorough and complete mathematical education is abso- 
lutely necessary for these men, to’ enable them to calculate distances, 
to construct military roads, in civil life to conduct the hydrographic, hy- 
drostatic, and geodetic surveys of the country. These young men in 
those pursuits must deal with the most abstruse principles of mathe- 
matics. They should have an education above that of any other young 
men in this country. 

Why, sir, our Armyis but a handful ofmen. Incase of war we would 
have to depend upon fhe magnificent volunteer spirit of the Ameri- 
cans. We would have to draw our officers from West Point; and the 
efficiency of our volunteer corps would depend upon the efficiency of 
the officers. . 

A nice condition of affairs it would be for Congress to attempt to 
prescribe the curriculum of West Point! It would be a beautiful cur- 
riculum after Con had dealt with ita while! Let me tell my en- 
thusiastic friend from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] that the days of Julius 
Cæsar were at least forty or fifty years ago, and that Shakespeare is not 
a very authentic or reliable historian; that the Cesarian mode of fight- 
ing has gone and ‘gone forever. 

Mr. BELFORD. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. ELLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. BELFORD. The gentleman says that these men need a mathe- 
matical education ? ' 

Mr. ELLIS. Unquestionably. 

Mr. BELFORD. Was Newton educated at West Point? 

Mr. ELLIS. No. 

Mr. BELFORD. Was La Place educated at West Point? 

Mr. ELLIS. No. 

Mr. BELFORD. Was Frederick the Great educated at West Point? 

Mr. ELLIS. Ne. > 

Mr. BELFORD. Was Charles X of Sweden, who had achieved im- 
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mortality of fame before he was twenty-five years of age, educated at 
West Point? : 

Mr. ELLIS. No. f 
A aT BELFORD. Well, isnotthe whole thing a humbug? [Laugh- 

er. 

Mr. ELLIS. I will state to the gentleman that so far as the two 
monarchs he has named are concerned they were educated at the best 
military schools of their time. I will tell the gentleman also that in 
our recent civil war the leading commanders who lived and succeeded 
in their military operations were Sherman and Grant, who, although 
in civil life at the time the war broke out, were both educated at West 
Point. These were the men upon whose banners at last perched the 
victory for the Union. 

Mr. BELFORD. And you Democrats declared that Sherman was 


crazy. 

Mr. ELLIS. And of the men on the other side who lived and suc- 
ceeded, Johnston and Lee, although one was in civil life when the war 
broke out, were graduates of West Point. 

Mr. Chairman, I may say here that the efficiency of our Engineer 
Corps in the last war saved to the United States, I believe, 100,000 lives. 
In the capture of those almost impregnable fortresses, Cerro Gordo, Mo- 
lino del Rey, and Churubusco, and in that ificent and victory- 
‘strewn march of Scott from Vera Cruz to the capital of Mexico, the 
brilliant triumph of the Army of the United States with the compara- 
tively small expenditure of life was due to the efficiency of the Engi- 
neer Corpsof the Army. If those officers had not been mathematicians 
carefully trained—engineers by their very education—they never would 
have wrought out those problems. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman will:allow me to ask, does that detract 
from what I have said? I do not deny that the officers referred to were 
educated engineers, but the objection I have to this West Point exam- 
ination and the manner in which it is conducted is that under this sys- 
tem the young men are not allowed to be educated, but are required 
to be educated before they go there. I admit that our officers should 
have a mathematical education before going into the service; certain 
branches of the service require it; but must a young man have this 
mathematical education before he is allowed to enter West Point? That 
is where he goes to be educated; he should not be required to be edu- 
cated betore he goes there. j 

Mr. ELLIS. Why, Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman informed him- 
self as to the branches in which these young men are examined? They 
are reading, writing, and arithmetic not higher, I believe, than vulgar 
fractions. That is the extent of the education required for admission. 
They are not required to go into algebra or Euclid. The professors 
simply demand that a candidate shall be well versed and grounded in 
the elements of an ordinary English education. 

Mr. COBB. But an examination is required in mathematics. 

Mr. ELLIS. My information is that it does notgo further than arith- 
metic. f 

Mr. COBB. Well, I will not make the assertion positively. 

Mr. ELLIS. No doubt the gentleman can find in Indiana some 
young man well worthy to represent his district at that institution. 

Mr. RANDALL addressed the Chair. 

Mr. KEIFER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania desire some 
time? 

Mr. RANDALL. Only a few moments. 

Mr. KEIFER. I yield to the gentlemun. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to call the committee back to the consider- 
ation of the bill that is before us. These complaints, whether just or 
not, are inappropriate as leveled at this bill; they apply only to the 
administration of the institution, and that, whether proper or not, is 
not within the purview of the Committee on Appropriations, but belongs 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, who should bring in a bill cor- 
recting whateveriswrong. Formyself, I believe that West Point should 
have the highest possible standard. The best intellects of the country 
should be sought out and placed there, so as to be useful to the country 
in the future. - It happens we do not want a full academy just now. 
We would prefer to have only one-half the number graduated, but we 
want that half shall be the finest intellects which can be developed in 
the United States. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I concur with the gentleman who has 
just taken his seat [Mr. RANDALL], chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, we should devote ourselves to the subject before the 
committee. I wish tosay that not all of the officers of the United States 
Army are graduates of West Point; that while a great number of the 
officers graduated at West Point, still a large percentage of the officers 
of the United States Army were appointed from civil life. There is a 
considerable number of the officers of the United States Army, from 

` general officers down, who have been selected from civil life. And 


during the war, when they say there were persons who came from civil 
life who did much toward the successful conduct of the war, I wish to 
say, having the right to speak from that standpoint, those who accom- 
plished anything owed a great deal for it to the education they obtained 
during the war, directly or indirectly, from accomplished graduates of 
the Military Academy. We are a growing country, with a large pop- 
ulation, and we are liable to have war again; so that the more we can 


diffuse this sort of education among our people by such an institution 
the better it will be for us. -Jr we are prepared for war we are less 
likely to have it. > 

This country, Mr. Chairman, in the first century of its existence was 
engaged on an average one year out of six in war, excluding Indian 
wars from that calculation.. It is a singular fact that one-sixth of the 
time in the first century of the existence of our country was years of 
war, ahd I do not speak of Indian wars. ; 

But I do not propose to prolong this discussion myself, but will yield 
to other gentlemen. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Will the gentleman yield to me for five 
minutes. 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I would not prolong this ` 
discussion, especially when it antagonizes my friends on my left, who 
are having an animated conversation. [Laughter.} I would like to 
place on record this fact: that the money we give to West Point and 
Annapolis does not produce the proper percentage of education pro- 
duced by other institutions. Of that I am satisfied; and I wish we 
could have some committee made up of intelligent men—I do not mean 
professors, but men with old-fashioned, homely gumption like you, 
sir [laughter]—to go to Annapolis or West Point to see to it our money 
is not wasted. Why, not one-third of the students who go to West 
Point are admitted. Theyscare them to death by some sort of exami- 
nation. I wish I could tell all I knew in five minutes. I will not do 
it. [Laughter] 

Mr. HORR. Take fifteen. 

Mr. COX, of New York. My friend from Colorado must have had 
some sort of inspiration to this business. [Laughter.} For, notwith- 
standing what may be said as to other matters, I do know that snobbery 
rules at West Point; not republicanism, not democracy, not old-fash- 
ioned ways at West Point now as when it graduated Grant and Slocum. 
We require a new deal, as something strange to the American people 
now controls at West Point. 

I would desire, not on this bill, but some time hereafter, to have a 
committee named to investigate this whole business. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], the head of this committee, says 
truly that we have now to vote in committee for these appropriations. 
The Committee on Military Affairs have not proposed any changes in 
the law. All we can do now is to give our sanction to carry out the 
law as it exists. But I would propose hereafter, when the committee 
goes to West Point, that they will not go there to be wise and blind, 
and make a report utterly useless and senseless so far as it regards the 
real educational system we propose to practice at that institution. of 

` [Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. KEIFER. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman trom Tli- 
nois [Mr. TOWNSHEND]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gentleman 
from Louisiana in all that he says of the achievements of those who 
have gone out from West Point into onr military service. I have be- 
fore me now a declaration of General Scott which is a more fitting 
tribute to the utility of West Point in preparing the commanders and 
officers for the wars in which this country has been engaged than any- 
thing I can say. 

General Scott said on one occasion that— 

I give it as my fixed opinion that but for our graduated cadets the war be- 
tween the United States and Mexico might, and probably would, have lasted , 
some four or five years, within its first half more defeats than victories falling 


to our share; whereas within less that two years we conquered a great country 
and a peace without the loss of a single battle or skirmish. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, while I concur in what has been uttered in 
favor of sustaining this institution at West Point, I at the same time 
feel a strong sympathy with my iriend from Indiana [Mr,. Coss] in his 
suggestion that the high standard established there for the admission 
of cadets has worked disadvantageously to the sons of the poorer classes. 

I have had difficulty in finding those who could pass the ordeal of 
examinations at West Point. During my six years in Congress I have 
made repeated efforts to secure the admission of candidates there, I 
failed in several attempts, notwithstanding I selected bright and well- 
educated young men in every instance. Some, after admission, pre- 
ferred to leave the academy by resigning than to remain and endure 
the extraordinarily severe mental and physical training. I havea young 
man there now who I feel confident will remain and graduate with hon- 
ors, but previous to his appointment those I had selected either failed 
in the preliminary examinations or resigned after a year or more experi- 
ence because of the physical hardships or severe mental discipline re- 
quired. 

I am satisfied that there are two faults in regard to this matter: first, 
that the preliminary examination required for the admission of candi- 
dates is too high; and second, that the length of the term is too short. 
I believe that a very large percentage of the failures at West Point re- 
sulting in the examinations subsequent to the preliminary test is due 
to the fact that there is an attempt to crowd into four years’ studies 
what in the natural course of things should be left to a period of at 
least six. 

In looking over the branches in which a candidate is examined at the 
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preliminary examination you will find that they are considerably more 
than have been mentioned by the gentleman from Louisiana. They not 
only consist of an examination in reading, writing, orthography, and 
arithmetic, but grammar, composition, history, and other subjects, and 
the examination in these different branches is very thorough. In arith- 
metic the standard is high enough to require such a thorough knowledge 
as to render it unnecessary for further study in order that the candidate 
may take up at once the higher branches of mathematics. In history the 
examination is very thorough. The history of the United States es- 
pecially must be most thoroughly understood, as the examination is very 
igid. 

i have been informed that a young man failed of admission because 
he could not give the name of the vessel upon which Columbus sailed 
when he made his famous voyage resulting in the discovery of America. 
They are required to know many other things like that which might 
even escape the recollection of a person well read in history. Iamad- 
vised of another instance where a bright young fellow was kept out 
of the academy because he failed to spell some word correctly. Per- 
haps in both these instances other unimportant failures in examinations 
were found as well as those mentioned, due to a lack of opportunity 
for early instruction. Is a familiarity of such details necessary in a 
boy to qualify him for duty in the military service? 

I want to see some reasonable standard of examination established. 
There is undoubtedly room for reform in this respect. I donot say that 
I am capable of accomplishing it; but I believe that if the examination 
was not so rigid, and if the term was lengthened somewhat, there would 
be more admissions from our Western States. It is a well-known fact, 
Mr. Chairman, that many of our poor but bright and able young menin 
the West do not enjoy the opportunity for training and educational ac- 
quirements that are within the reach of those who live East or those of 
more wealthy parents. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield to me for 
a question? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have but five minutes, otherwise I should 
be glad to do so. Iwas informed by President Hayes and the then Ad- 

. jutant-General of the Army that in their opinion the standard at the 
preliminary examination was too high and the term at West Point was 
too short. It precluded many of the young men who were appointed 
from the Western States and who had not had opportunities of such 
education as enabled candidates from the Eastern States to secure their 
admissions. Many of the wealthier class send, theirsons to Europe for 
preparation in the schools there to enable them to pass the ordeal of an 
examination for admission at West Point. Of course boys having such 
training will surpass those whose poverty or lack of opportunity pre- 
vent them from more thorough preparation. I sympathize, therefore, 
with the gentlemen from Colorado and from Indiana in their remarks 
that the standard ought to be lowered so that our young men in the 
West might be placed upon a par with the sons of those who live in 
more favored localities and who are able to secure the advantages of a 
thorough education, and that the sons of the poor as well as those of 
the rich may obtain admission and graduation at the national Military 
Academy. If this is not to be an aristocratic institution, a reform in 
this respect should be inaugurated. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] A 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. KEIFER. How much time? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, For a single remark. . 

Mr. KEIFER. I will yield to the gentleman one minute. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I only want, Mr. Chairman, to say 
to my friends from Ilinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] and from Indiana [ Mr. 
Copp] that if they have any trouble about getting their appointees into 
West Point from their districts I can furnish them with any number 
of young men from my district who will pass the examination required 
at that institution. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. One word in reply to my colleague from Tli- 
nois. I would infer from what the gentleman has stated that the board 
at West Point has perhaps extended favors and leniency to young men 
from that gentleman’s district that it has not extended to young men 
from my district. 

Mr. BEACH. They do not extend any favors at all. 

Mr. LYMAN, ^ Will the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] yield 
to me? 

Mr. KEIFER. How much time? 

Mr. LYMAN. Half a minute. I would like to ask my friend from 
Nllinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], simply for my own information, on what 
system he makes appointments? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have adopted the competitive-examination 

stem. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In accordance with the principles of civil-service 
reform. ; 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And I find it works well. 

Mr. LYMAN. If the candidates are selected according to the prin- 
ciples of civil-service reform they will go in every time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Many of the cadets who pass the preliminary 
examination fail subsequently, because of the very severe tax upon 


them in consequence of crowding upon them studies which should oc- 
cupy a much longer period than that allowed by law. 

Mr. KEIFER. It may have been very well for this discussion about 
the standard of attainment required to have gone on for awhile. But 
I think we have had enough of it. I ask that the bill be now read by 

phs for amendment under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill by paragraphs for amendment, 
and read the following: i 


ghd pay of eight assistant professors, in addition to pay as first lieutenants, 


Mr. BELFORD. I move to strike out the last word. 

I have listened with t interest to what has been said on the other 
side of this House by distinguished gentlemen with reference to the 
Military Academy at West Point, and I am glad it has been suggested 
by the gentleman from New York that when the wining and dining, 
serenading and dancing parties go out from this House— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise toa question of order. I can not hear what 
the gentleman from Colorado says. 

Mr. BELFORD. I can not hear it either. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committeé will come to order. 

Mr. BELFORD. I was saying it was of absolute importance to this 
nation that when the Congressional committee visits this academy sup- 
ported by national aid, instead of wining and dining and serenading and 
dancing, they give this institution some special attention. I aver it to 
be a fact, and I challenge contradiction on that subject, that if I havea 
son at West Point and go there to visit him and put up at a first-class 
hotel, the military autocrats of that institution will not allow my son 
to call on me or his mother. That is the spirit of the institution. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. BELFORD. I have not time. 

Mr. STEELE. Thegentleman gives a challenge and will notallow an 
answer. 


[ Laughter. ] ` 


Mr. BELFORD. I make the statement and I challenge contradic- 
tion. 
Mr. STEELE. I contradict it. 


Mr. BELFORD. I accept your contradiction as an honorable man; 
but still the fact remains eternal as the foundations of the earth. 


{Laughter. ] 
Mr. STEELE. If the gentleman will give me time—— 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Colorado yield? 


Mr. BELFORD. I can not give up my time to the gentleman. 

I say itis time for the Congress of the United States, which votes hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars every year to keep that institution going, 
to institute some inquiry in reference to the manner in which it is being 
conducted. We know that in the Forty-sixth Congress when a colored 
boy was sent to that school, representing as he did at least five millions 
of people, they hazed him because God had made his face black instead 
of white. I therefore say that the professors are snobs and the scholars 
are aii and for such people we ought to make no appropriation 
at all. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BELFORD. Holdon. Iam not through yet. 

What I desire to call the attention of the House to, if I have got the 
time, is this: We ought to have a preliminary school at West Point 
where we can educate candidates that are sent from our various States. 
Educate them there for two years, fit them for the academy, and at the 
end of two years they are on the highway to military enlightenment. 
That is the wise and judicious thing for this Congress todo. But we 
will never accomplish a result so wise and beneficent as that until we 
send some gentlemen to West Point to examine the details and opera- 
tions of that institution who have not got swallow-tailed coats and 
canary neck-ties, [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. KEIFER. 1 propose in a moment or two to ask the committee 
to rise. Meanwhile I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. STEELE]. 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman from Colorado [ Mr. BELFORD] is al- 
ways edifying, and what he saysisalways tothe point. But he would 
only have us believe there is as much truth in what he has just stated 
as there was in his statement when he saida few days since that he paid 
the postage on a hundred letters with 50 cents, or when he claims that 
he gets up in the morning at 5 o’clock and sets about answering one 
hundred letters a day. 

Mr. BELFORD. If the gentleman doubts itlet him come round and 


see me, 

Mr. STEELE, Isay it is oneof the grand institutions of the country; 
and the only fault the people who are familiar with its workings find 
with it is that there are not more graduates sent abroad every year in the 
country to different avocations in civil life, but ready for war should 
their services be required, than there are. There are too many profes- 
sors and officers for the number of graduates. 

Mr, LAIRD. Will the. gentleman yield to me—— 

Mr. STEELE. I have but two minutes and can not yield. 

That is the one fault of the institution. The people of this country 
oweit much. Notwithstanding there are many volunteers on this floor 
who think they did about all in putting down the late war, I venture 
to assert that if we had had ten timesas many men graduated from this 
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academy as we had when war came.to have distributed among the vol- 


unteer regiments of the North we would not to-day have so many graves 
filled with men because the officers who commanded them did not know 
how to take careof them. There never was better material for officers 
or soldiers than we had in the Volunteer army, but they did not know 
how to take care of themselves or to drill, manage their camps or cook- 
ing until they had bought the knowledge by dear experience, and there 
were more deaths at the commencement of the war from the want of 
this knowledge on the part of volunteer officers than there were from 
any other cause. The officers and soldiers of that war are now phys- 
ically incapacitated for war as a rule; let us, therefore, be prepared 
better when our sons or their boys are called upon. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If we had had as many officers in the 
Army from West Point as the gentleman suggests the war would have 
been going on yet. 

Mr. STEELE. Oh, no; we had for our Northern army of over two 
millions of soldiers but few over two hundred officers of ience. I 
was a volunteer officer myself from May 2, 1861, to the close of the 
war, and our officers and soldiers during the last year were as efficient 
in every way as ever did battle; ‘at the same time I know that there 
were a great many regiments, and in fact bri es, in 1861 and 1862 
that were without any military training or teachers, and I do not think 
there is an ex-officer of volunteers here who will controvert the state- 
ment that we lost very much by it. 

I will insert that part of the regulations of the academy which es- 
pecially provides for allowing cadets to visit relatives and others, which 
will be found on page 72: 

291. Written permits to visit their relatives and others at the hotel will be 
fre visit to sate by the commandant of cadeta; Lente of tie DOET tar whe 
the cadet may wish to call; andno cadet shall go to the hotel at day. time without 
such permission. 

Mr. LAIRD. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield to me? 

Mr. KEIFER, I can not give way further. I move that the com- 
mittee rise. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly, Mr. SPRINGER having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BLAND reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 4971) making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, 
and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


The motion was to; there being on a division—ayes 155, noes 10. 
i T at 4 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
ourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and ppa: were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Papers relating to the claim of Susan D. Anderson, 
administratrix, &c.—to the Committee en Claims. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Petition of citizens of Westmoreland County, Penn- 
sylvania, relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on 
Foreign 

By Mr. BUDD: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Seattle, 
Wash., for making said place a port of entry—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also; communication concerning a public building at the capital of 
California—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, resolution of the city council of Oakland, Cal., asking for a post- 


office building at Oakland—to the same committee. 
Also, petition of the California Steam Navigation Company, relative 
to the improvement of the San Joaquin River—to the Committee on 


Rivers and Harbers. 

Mr. CONVERSE: Memorial of the Wool-Growers’ Association of 
Iowa, relative to the tariff on wool, and asking for a restoration of the 
tariff of 1867; of Joseph Terry and others of Van Wert County, Ohio; and 
of D. M. McCullough and 20 others, citizens of Missouri, on the same 
subject—severally to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COVINGTON: Petition of citizens of Dorchester, and of 200 
citizens of Caroline and Dorchester Counties, Maryland for an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of Hunting Creek—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of General Wool Post, No. 164, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan, relative to adjusting 
the pay of volunteers of the late war upon a gold basis—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: Petition of 320 bottlers and merchants, doing 
business in the United States, relative to the py on green and col- 
ored bottles—to the Committee on Ways and M 

Also, petition for the relief of Nicholas Tockiboebiien to the Committee 

` on War Claims. 

By Mr. FERRELL: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, asking for 
appropriations for the building of jetties at Corson and Townsend’s In- 
lets, on the New Jersey coast—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, to the claim of O. 8. Belden—to the Select Com- 
mittee on EAA of Pensions, Bounty, aad Back Pay. 

By Mr. GEORGE: Petition fr from the Portland (Oreg. Board of Trade, 
opposing the forfeiture of the Northern Pacific Railroad land grant— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GREENLEAF: Petition of James Butler and James G. Lam- 
bert, for protection of American labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HANBACK: Memorial of the Department of Kansas, Grand 
Army of the Republic, pro pire SENO the ine aaah of pension 
agencies at Washington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

aL Mr. HARMER: Communication from James Gillinder, president 
of the Eastern Glass-Blowers’ Association, relative to duty on glass— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Papers relating to the claim of Mary 
A. Guthrie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. S. HEWITT: Petition of citizens of New York, relative 
to the vaporizing process of manufacturing vinegar—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOLTON: Papers relating to the claim of the heirs of John 
Walton, late of Annapolis, Md.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUTCHINS: Memorial relating to education in Alaska—to 
the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. J. H. JONES: Memorial of J. R. Riddle and others, citizens 
of Titus County, Texas, asking for a public building at Tyler, Tex.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LAMB: Petition of citizens of Clay County, Indiana, relative 
to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign. Affairs. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Abilene, Tex., for the re- 
moval of the United States district court at Graham, Tex., to some 
point on the Texas Pacific Railroad at some point within the district— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of R. Stanfield and 44 others, asking for 
a pension for H. 8. Hephart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, MAYO: Papers relating to the claim of William W. Suthard— 
to the Committee on War Claims. _ 

By Mr. J. F. MILLER: Two petitions for post-routes in Texas—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. - 
By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Winfield Scott Post, No. 63, Grand 

Army of the Republic, Holden, Mo.; of G Honek Post, No. 66, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Emporia, Mo., in tión to pension, bounty, 
and back pay—severally to the Select Committee on Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of the Grand Army Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Kansas, relative to the change in the present system 
ef paying pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition for a mail-route in Polk County, Minne- 
sota—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: Memorial for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Maj. William Kendall—te the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NUTTING: Petition of Thomas Mottand others, and of Al- 
bert Quonce and others, for amendments to existing laws in regard to 
shipping—severally to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PIERCE: Petition relating to the claim of J. M. S. Walsh— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, relative to 
the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Henry R. Billings and 168 others, citizens 
of Kittery, Me., for a life-saving station at Gerrish’s-Island—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. W. F. ROGERS: Petition of workingmen of the city of Buf- 
falo, relative to foreign pauper labor—to the Committee on “Labor. 

Also, petition of owners and masters of vessels engaged in the Lake 
Superior trade, for a breakwater at irae ae Eee the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. - 

Also, petition of the Charity Organization of Buffalo, relative to a- 
postal savings depository—to the Committee on the Post-Officeand Post- 


By Mr. RYAN: Petition of citizens of the State of Kansas, relative 
to hook tax on ee the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Kansas, for education in Alaska—to the 
Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of citizens of Carbondale, Kans. , relative to the Ohi- 
nese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. : 

By Mr. T. G. SKINNER: Papers relating to the claim of William E, 
Bond—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STORM: Petition of soldiers of Capt. D. J. Taylor Post, No. 
113, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, rela- 
tive to the employment of soldiers and sailors in the civil service—to 
the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. VANCE: Petition of James Taylor and 209 others, relative 
to the North Carolina Cherokee Indian claim—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition of A. K.Skaro Post, No. 37, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Minnesota, relative to back pay, 
pensions, &c.—to theSelect Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay. 


MATAR A map a Cea pe enh EITAN aries 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1884. 


Also, petition of soldiers and sailors of the late war, relative to giving 
each honorably discharged soldier and sailor one hundred and sixty 
acres of land—to the Committee on the Publie Lands. ; 

Also, resolutions of M. L. Deveraux Post, No. 43, Department of Min- 
nesota, relative to the change in the present pension law—to the Com- 
mittee en Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memerial of the Board of Trade of Winona, Minn., for govern- 
ment telegraphy—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WARD: Petition of the Knights of Labor of Lebanon, Ind., 
relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Petition of 1,076 citizens of Washington 
Territory, settlers on public lands, asking to be protected in their 

- homes—to the Committee en Public Lands. $ 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Memorial of citizens of Cambridge, Minn., 
relative to education in to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. J. D. WHITE: Petition for the reliefof William Goodman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YAPLE: Pétition of Ellis Smelley, J. H. Bradford, and 
athers, citizens of Morris County, Kansas, for the passage of an act re- 
stricting the sale of public lands to actual settlers—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, - 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of the Good Templars of Tennessee, rela- 
tive to the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 


SENATE. = 
THURSDAY, February 21, 1884. 


Prayer by Rev. James M. Kiva, D. D., of New York city. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, to-morrow is a legal holiday, made 
such in commemoration of the Father of his Country. I suppose it will 
not be the pleasure of the Senate to siton that day. I therefore move 
that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I present the petition of Jason Cr Jones and 38 
others, citizens of Vermont, praying that the limitation of July 1, 1880, 
in relation to the presentation of claims for pensions be removed ac- 
cording to the provisions of the bill (S. 1) to amend section 2 of an act 
making appropriations for the payment of the arrears of pensions granted 
by act of Congress approved January 25, 1879, and for other p 
approved March 3, 1879. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Connecticut, officially signed, representing 1,250 mem- 

rs, praying fora commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented resolutions adopted by the Cali- 
fornia State Grange, in favor of an appropriation to pay the expenses of 
agricultural experiment stations; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Fo 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of San Francisco, 
in favor of the improvement of the Sacramento River, California; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. š 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of San 
Francisco, in favor of the improvement of the Sacramento River, Cali- 
fornia, and recommending the survey of San Francisco and San Pablo 
Bays in California; which were referred to the Committeeon Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of San 
Francisco, in favor of the construction of additional ships for the Navy; 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petjtion of McPherson Post, No. 4, 
Department of Missouri, Grand Army of the Republic, Kansas City, 
Mo., petitioning Con for favorable consideration of the bill now be- 
fore the Senate, introduced by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS], 
extending the time for filing claims so that all disabled soldiers, their 
dependent widows and orphans, may have the full benefit of the act of 
Congress known as the arrears-of-pension act. Imove that the petition 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Columbus C. Kerr, late pri- 
vate Company F, Seventy-third Regiment Missouri Enrolled Militia, 
praying for a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 

ns. 


sio: 

Mr. KENNA presented a petition of coal operators of West vanas 
praying for the passage of a law oe EN dimensions of rai 
and other bridges across the Great wha River; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of McPherson Post, No. 4, Grand 
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Army of the Republic, of Kansas City, Mo., asking Congress to enact 
a law extending the time for filing the claims of disabled soldiers, their 
widows and orphans, for arrears of pensions; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. ? 

He also presented resolutions of Admiral Farragut Post, No. 3, Kan- 
sas City, Mo., praying Congress to continue to Mrs. Nina D. G 
(widow of the late Nat. McLean Gwynn) and to her orphan boy the 
pension allowed her husband, and that the same be increased to $40 per 
month; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3956) to amend section 2527 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to the district of Gloucester, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 566) for the relief of Z. M. Pettigrew, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1482) for the relief of William H. 
Randle, of Nashville, Tenn., reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1388) to increase the pension of General 
Ward B. Burnett, to report it adversely. I ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] whether he desires the bill to go en the Cal- 
endar? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. KENNA (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1608) for the relief of 
B. F. Reynolds; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1609) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Detroit, Mich. ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1610) to improve the navigation 
of the Mississippi River by adding to and strengthening the Sny Island 
levee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River and Tributaries. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1611) to provide for receiving 
into the Treasury of the United States State bonds as collateral secu- 
rity for issues of circulating notes to the national banking associations; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1612) granting a pension to Bry- 
son R. McCartney; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (8. 1613) granting a pension to 
Columbus C. Kerr; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S, 1614) vacating the Fort Hart- 
suff and Fort McPherson military reservations in the State of Nebraska, 
and restoring the same to entry; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 1615) providing for a lien on _ 
vessels for repairs and supplies; which was read wise by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 581) to define the routes of steam-railroads in the 
city of Washington, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. MORRILL, it was 


Ordered, That the papers on the files of the Senate with Senate bill 1377, Forty- 
seventh Congress, be referred to the Committee on Finance, in connection wiih 
Senate bill 1525, Forty-eighth Congress. 


FALSE PERSONATION OF GOVERNMENT OFFICERS. 


Mr. GARLAND. If there is no further morning busin I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S, 1563) pro- 
viding forthe punishment of persons falsely personating officers and em- 
ployés of the United States, 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a bill of general importance, and a bill 
that ought to have been passed and become a law at the last session of 
Congress. Itis important that early action should be taken upon it, and 
in view of that fact I shall interpose no objection to its present consid- 
eration. 

‘Mr. GARLAND. The bill passed the Senate at the last session with- 
out any debate, but was not reached in the other House. I hold in my 
hand now a letter from the Commissioner of Pensions urging its 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Arkansas? 


Will the Senate agree to the motion 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. A, y 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘Department,” to insert ‘‘or 
any officer;’’ and in line 10, after the word ‘‘ Department,’’ to insert 
“or any officer;’’ so as to make the bill read: 
eo it enacted, &c , That every person who, with intent to defraud either the 

nited States or any person, Doei assumes or pretends to be an officer or em- 
ployé acting under the authority of the United States, or any Department or any 
officer of the Government thereof, and who shall take upon himself to act as 
such, or who shal! in such pretended character demand or obtain from any per- 
son or from the United States, or any Department or any officer of the Govern- 
ment thereof, any money, paper document, or other valuable thing, shall be 
deemed guilty of felony, and shall, on conviction thereof, be punis! by a fine 
of not more n $1,000, or imprisonment not longer than three years, or both 
said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

The amendments were to. 4 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 
JOHN FRASER. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will now lay before the 
Senate the Calendar, under the eighth rule, commencing with Order 
of Business No. 92, being the bill (S. 830) for the relief of John Fraser. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill, the pending question being on the amendment reported 
from the Committee on Claims to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and to insert: y ‘ 

That the sum of $742.33 be, and the same hereby is, appropriated, out of any 
monera ae Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the payment in full to 
John r for services as Supervising Architect of the Treasury from Decem- 
ber 6, 1878, to May 22, 1879. ° 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the report was 
read yesterday, but as it is short it may be read again. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be again read. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Hoar 
January 23, 1884: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S, 830) for the relief 
of John Fraser, have considered the same, and report: 

Mr. Fraser, an eminent architect sum erumiowed tay the United States to super- 
intend the construction of the building forthe Bureau of Engraving and Printing 
in his professional capacity. While he was so employed Mr. Hill, Supervising 
Architect of the Treasury, was suspended from office from December 5, 1878, to 
May 22, 1879, by an order from ie searetary of the Treasury. At the latter date 
he was restored. Mr. Fraser was directed by the Secretary of the Treasury to 
take charge of the office and perform the duties of Supervising Architect during 
the suspension of Mr. Hill from duty. He obeyed the order and performed the 
duties of the office during the period above named. He has received pay at the 
rate of $ per day for his services in superintending said building. Wethink he 
is fairly entitled to be paid in addition the difference between his compensation 
as superintendent abd the salary feos by law for the Supervising Architect 
for the time during which he formed the duties of both positions. This dif- 
ference amounts to $742.33. We therefore report the following as a substitute 
for the bill, and recommend its passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported from the Committee on Claims. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
. time, and passed. $ 
Mr. VAN WYCK subsequently said: I ask leave to enter a motion 


to reconsider the vote by which the bill (S. 830) for the relief of John |. 


Fraser was passed. I will state my purpose in entering the motion. 
As I said yesterday, this matter is more fully understood by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR], of the committee, and there was 
a miscalculation as to the figures. The committee intended to report 
some two or three hundred dollars more. Then there was still another 
matter which had been called to the attention of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts and which he examined. Therefore I desire the bill to re- 
main open until his return, and I enter a motion to reconsider the vote, 
“so that the bill may be called up at some future time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska enters, 
as he has a right to do under the rule, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill (S. 830) for the relief of John Fraser was passed. 
The motion to reconsider will be entered. 

BRIDGE OBSTRUCTIONS TO NAVIGATION. 


The bill (S. 462) to provide for the removal of obstructions to the free 
navigation of the navigable waters of the United States was considered 
as in Committee of the' Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce with amendments. The first amendment of the 
committee will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 1, line 9, after the word ‘‘ draw-open- 
ing’ it is proposed to insert the words “or the raft-span;’’ so as to 


That whenever the Secretary of War shall have good reason to believe that 
any railroad or other bridge now or hereafter to be constructed over any of the 


under authority ofthe United States or of 


ere waters of the United Stat 
any e ion to the free navigatiou of such waters, 


b; Sf mente in aai thed i he raft f suid brid 
y reason oi culty g the draw-opening or the ra: n of suid bridge, 
by are steamboats, or other water craft, it shali be the ‘duty of the said Secre- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment will be re- 
ported. 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like to have the amendments printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. They have been printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments are printed. 

Mr. SEWELL. Asa part of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SEWELL. Has the bill been printed as amended? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments reported by com- 
mittees are always printed. On such a report of a committce there is 
a reprint of the bill with the amendments. The second amendment of 
the committee will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 12, after the word ‘‘owning,”’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘ controlling or operating;’’ so as to read: 

On satisfactory proot thereof, to require the company or persons owning, con- 
ronas, or operating said bridge to cause such aids to the passage of said draw- 

pening. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 13, after the word ‘‘draw- 
opening,” to insert ‘‘ or of said raft-span, or of both said draw-opening 
and ratt-span;’’ so as to read: 

Pi! argine pe eae s and than Boch grime So be wor and Taine 
tained, at their own cost and expense, in the form of booms, dikes, piers, or 
other suitable and proper structures. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 18, after the word ‘‘ open- 
ing,” to insert ‘‘ or span, or both said opening or span;’’ so as to read: 
Nearing for the guiding of popes plo gasera ~< other bape hd pone 3 

row said opening or n,o openin |- 
fied in his order in that behalf. | ss gba aie wants 

The amendment was agreed to. ` 

Mr. PLATT. . There is no written report I believe with this bill. I 
wish that we may have some explanation of it. It seems to be anim- 
portant bill, very sweeping in its character, and I wish the member of 
the committee having it in charge would make some explanation of it. 

Mr. McMIDLAN. This isa bill which has been framed in pursuance 
of suggestions from the engineer of the Army in charge of the improve- 
ments upon the Upper Mississippi River, particularly Capt. A. Mac- 
kenzie. In his report he gives details of very extensive losses occa- 
sioned by the destruction of rafts and steamboats upon the Mississippi 
River striking against the piers of bridges erected in the stream. The 
losses are stated by him in his report to the War Department. In one 
of his reports, in his conclusion, he says: 


If we make a comparison of the three estimates of loss and Janise to lumber 


interests above given, adding a reasonable amount for loss by accident and de- 
lay to freight and passenger and ree omy we may fairly estimate the total 
loss to the interests of eae gt at least $175,000 per annum, solely due to the 
existence of bridges across the Mississippi River. 

Every bridge that may in the future be built will add its quota tothat amount. 
Assuming that 70 per cent. of this loss might be avoided by proper structures at 
the various bridges, it becomes evident that $122,000 per annum gan be saved by 


such improvements. 
Very lly, your obedient servant, 
A. SACER 
The CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, United States Army. piat oi Ekyinoprt: 

I have read a summary of the detailed statementin his report. The 
bill merely authorizes the Secretary of War, upon satisfactory proof to 
him of the necessity for protections at the draw-openings or the raft 
spans of the bridges crossing the river, to require the bridge companies 
to erect such booms or protections as will enable rafts and steamboats. 
to safely pass through the draw-openings or under the raft-spans of the 
bridges. The loss has come to be so great and the damage and injury 
to persons engaged in the business of rafting and steamboating are such, 
that this is regarded as an essential protection to those interests upon 
the river. 

The bill was fully considered at the last session of Congress in the 
Senate. It passed the Senate, and only failed in the House of Repre- 
sentatives for want of sufficient time. There is nothing in'the bill that 
is oppressive in any way, and it is absolutely necessary to the protec- 
tion of the public interests. If we are to have these navigable streams 
interrupted by bridges they must have connected with them all the safe- 
guards and protections that can be thrown about them. The naviga- 
tion of these streams is too important to be unnecessarily impaired. The 
Mississippi River is one of the great channels of commerce in the coun- 
try, and while it is necessary that bridges shall be erected across that 
stream, yet the public interests will require that every safeguard should 
attend them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The time of the Senator from Min- 
nesota has expired. 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like to ask the honorable Senator a qnes- 
tion. Does not each act which authorizes the construction of a bridge 
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under the supervision of the Secretary of War provide all these safe- 
ruards ? 
s Mr. MCMILLAN. Oh; no; none of these. ‘ 

Mr. SEWELL. Then | withdraw any objection to the bill. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. ‘There may be a single act or two that does pro- 
vide sufficient safeguards, but uniess there is a special provision to that 
effect it does not. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
Were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. } ‘ 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McPHERSON. Irise to ask unanimous consent of the Senate 
to suspend the Calendar of business so that we may now consider the 
special order, which is the bank bill, socalled. We have now been ten 
or twelve days considering it, and as the Senate has agreed to adjourn 
over until Monday, and another special order is fixed for Monday, the 
bill of the honorable Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], it seems to me 
as though the bank bill should be proceeded with at once, and finished 
to-day. lt will be as easy to return to the Calendar if we have any time 
after we reach a vote on the bill as to continue the Calendar now. I 
move that the Calendar of business be suspended, and that we proceed 
to the consideration of the special order. > 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not make that motion 
until 1 o'clock. I am willing to give the hour between 1 and 2. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then I give notice that at 1 o’clock I will renew 


the motion. ° $ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The consideration of the bills on the 


Calendar will be proceeded with. 
MILLIE E. HAYS. 


The bill (S. 1252) for the relief of Millie E. Hays, widow of John 
Hays, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. Itis a 
direction to the proper officers of the Interior Department to prepare 
and cause to be issued and delivered to Millie E. Hays, widow of John 
Hays, deceased, a bounty land-warrant for eighty acres of land, upon 
the surrender of bounty land-warrant numbered 26454, issued under 
the act of Congress of September 28, 1850, in such form that the same 
ean be located by Millie E. Hays, or assigned and transferred by her 
and located by her assignee, as other land-warrants are located upon 
the public lands. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the report be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. PLUMB 
January 24, 1884: 


The Committee on Public Lands,to whom was referred the bill (S. 356) for the 
relief of Millie E. Hays, widow of John Hays, deceased, make the following re- 


rt: 
Pe avitg: duly considered the same and accompanying papers, the committee 
recommend that it as amended. 

The facts upon which this recommendation is based are as follows: 

John Hays did, on October 9, 1852, at the United States land office at Shawnee- 
town,in the State of Illinois, attempt to locate bounty land-warrant No, 26454, 
for eighty acres of land, issued under the act of Congress of September 28, 1850, 
to John Sullivan, upon the south half of the northwest quarter of section num- 
bered 2, in township numbered § south and range numbered 3 east, and the said 
John Hays had purchased the said land-warrant in good faith, and paid the full 
value therefor, from Robert M. Hundley, now of the city of Marion, in William- 
son County, Illinois, and procured the said Hundley to make the said location of 
said hounty land-warrant upon said land in the name of said John Hays, and 
the said Robert M. Hundley finding the entire back part of said warrant covered 
by the written assignment of the said John Sullivan and the requisite certificates 
thereto, did, in good faith and honesty, erase the name of the party from whom 
he had parchased the said warrant and to whom the said John Sullivan had so 
assigned the same on the back thereof, and insert the name of the said John Hays, 
to whom he had sold the said warrant,and Robert M. Hundley did thereupon 
complete the location of said warrant upon the said land in the name of the said 
John Hays, so far as the same could be done at the said local land office, and de- 
liver the said land-warrantto the ister and the receiver of the said land office, 
and did receive from the said local kina officers a duplicate receipt of said loca- 
tion, and the local land officers did forward the said land-warrant, with the said 
John Hays's name written over the said erasure in the said assignment, with 
one of the duplicate receipts of the said location in the name of said Hays, to 
the General Land Office at Washington, D. C., and the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office suspended the said location because of the said erasure in the 
said assignment thereof, and returned the said land-warrant to the ssid local 
land office for correction, and the said John Hays was unable to perfect the as- 
signmemt as required, not being able to find the said John Sullivan or the party 
whose name had beert erased, and in 1856 returned the said Jand-warrant to the 
General Land Office, and in 1860 the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
addressed a letter to said Hays, advising him of said suspension, and in 1878 the 
duplicate receipt of the said location thereof wassent tothe General Land Office, 
and the Commissioner of the General Land Office returned the said land-warrant, 
with a copy of said letter, to said Hays, advising him of the suspension, and the 
said land-warrant was again returned to the General Land Office, with the affi- 
davits of the said Hays andthe said Hundley explaining the said erasure and as- 
sigument,and the Commissioner of the General Office re to issue a 
pont until the assignment was ected as required, and returned the said 


perfi 
d-warrant with the aftidavits thereto attached, and saring that cash could | 


be substituted for the warrant and a patent issue in the name of John Hays, and 
a cash payment for the said land was thereupon to the General Land Of- 
fice in lieu of the attempted location of said bounty land-warrant, and a patent 
. issued to the said John Hays,and a duplicate warrant was refused to be issued 
without special legislation, and the said John Hays was the actual and real owner 
of said land-warrant, without the pretension or assertion of any claim thereto 
by any person whomsoever, and departed this life in the year 1879, leaving his 
widow, the said Millie E. Hays, entitled to said land-warrant. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


. GRAIN-SHOVEL PATENT. 

The bill (S. 638) for the relief of George Milsom, Henry Spendelow, - 
and George V. Watson was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PLATT. This is a report in favor of the extension of a patent 
known as the grain-shovel. Since the report was made there has been 
a good deal of opposition manifested to the bill, and parties in opposi- 
tion have desired to be heard, and as time has been fixed for the hear- 
ing, on the 13th of March, I think the bill ought not to lose its place 
on the Calendar. If the committee should reconsider their action, of 
course that would probably be the end of the bill; but if not, the par- 
ties in whose favor the report has been made I think are entitled to an 
early consideration of their case. I should like to have the unanimous 
consent of the.Senate that the bill may stand at the head of the Cal- 
endar, to be passed over until after the hearing and report of the com- 
mittee; or if that can not be done I shall object pro forma so as to trans- 
fer the bill to the Calendar of General Orders and let it stand there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that the bill now under consideration may be 
over, to keep its place at the head of the Calendar of procedure under 
Rule VIII. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thisis avery important bill and I am very glad to 
learn that the Committee on Patents propose to hear the opposition te the 
bill. If they do not hear it, it will certainly be heard in the Senate, 
This is a bill that affects every man in the United States who raises 
wheat, corn, or oats to be placed inthe market. .It is a virtual tax, as 
those of us who oppose the bill believe, upon all agricultural products, 
and we shall be very much gratified if the Committee on Patents give 
this case and those opposed to it a full hearing. 

These patents have expired; parties are using these patented articles 
free, ind now it is proposed to give new life to the exclusive monopoly 
and rob these parties of their property. I have no objection to this 
case going on the Calendar under Rule IX. I make that suggestion 
to the Senator from Connecticut. It is so near the head of the Calen- 
dar that there will be no trouble about it, provided we have notice of 
the action of the committee after the 13th of March and then reason- 
able notice when the bill will be called up. 

Mr. PLATT. Representing thecommittee, I will say that lam much 
obliged to the Senator from Missouri for the information which he has 
submitted to the committee. I am always glad to hear him, whether 
in the Senate or before the committee. Perhaps the best way is to ob- 
ject pro forma and let the bill be transferred to the Calendar of General 
Orders. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made and the bill goes 
over, 

Mr. LOGAN. Task the Senator whether by its being transferred to 
the other Calendar it will come up earlier? 

Mr. PLATT. It will come up after 2 o’clock, when it is reached in 
the business that is to come up after 2 o’clock. Of course we do not 
desire to have any hearing on this matter in the Senate until after the 
parties appear before the committee. . 

Mr. LOGAN. Whatever action will delay the bill so that a hearing 
can be had is the action that I should prefer, for the reason that I have 
received quite a number of letters and petitions in opposition to the 
passage of this bill from constituents of mine that I desire to lay before 
the committee if they are going to rehear this case. I want to secure 
a fair hearing before the committee for those who petition us. I have 
no disposition to obstruct the bill in any way so faras action is concerned, 
and merely say now that it is such a bill as I shall have to oppose my- 
self on account of the knowledge I have ‘in reference to the interests of 
my constituents. I desire delay given so that a hearing may be had. 
Whichever motion will give that delay is the one I prefer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 

CALIFORNIA SCHOOL LANDS. 


The bill (S. 1024) to authorize the State of California to select other 
lands in place of sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections returned as mineral 
was announced as next in order. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, in line 3, section 1, after the word ‘‘ select,” to insert ‘‘ from 
the unoccupied surveyed public lands within the State;’’ so as to make 
the section read: . 

That the State of California shall have the right to select from the unoccupied 
surveyed public lands within the State an equnl Giese of other lands in lieu of 
such sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections in said State as are returned as mineral 
land by the United States deputy surveyors, or are reserved as mineral land by 


the United Stateg; and such sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections shall thereupon 
land of like character. 


be subject to disposal by the United States as ot 

Mr, PLUMB. I reported this bill myself from the Committee on 
Public Lands. I have no doubt in the world that it is right in prin- 
ciple $ that in some way this indemnity which is sought ought to be 
granted ; but I have had certain representations made to me from 
various sources in regard to the possible effect of the bill in its present 
condition, that, with a carelessness which I ought to ask to be excused 
on account of, I did not bring to the notice of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia who introduced this bill. I ask that the bill go over, retaining its 
place on the Calendar until in some reasonable time I may be able to 
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investigate the matter and make sure of my own belief*in regard to 
. what should be done. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. . j 

Mr. PLUMB. Iintend it to remain on the Calendar subject to con- 
sideration under Rule VIII. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
imous consent. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent tolet it remain in that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill now under consideration be passed over, to 
eer its place under the procedure under Rulé VIII. , Is there objec- 

on? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I think we can obviate the difficulty 

' the Senator finds in this bill by striking out the second section. There 
is no trouble abott the bill and no complaint except in regard to the 
second section. 

Mr. PLUMB. Onaccountof the confusion in the Chamber I can not 
hear the remarks of the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is really out of order, ob- 
vee being made to the bill; but by unanimous consent the Senator 

m California may proceed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will withdraw the objection in order to hear the 
statement of the Senator from California. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I was about to state that the only ob- 
jection which has been made to this bill is to the second section, whieh 
provides that the State may take the lieu lands in any land district in 
the State, the law now being that they shall be taken in the land dis- 
trict in which the reserved lands are situated. So if we strike out the 
second section we do away with all the objection made to this bill from 
any quarter whatever. 

ere is no doubt about it being right and proper that California 
should have her lieu lands in place of mineral lands reserved by the 
sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections. .I am willing to strike out the sec- 
ond section and let the bill pass. 

Mr. PLUMB. The principal objection has been on account of the 
second section. I did not think when the matter was under considera- 
tion that that section ought to be stricken out, but the representations 
that were made to me afterward led me to think that perhaps it ought 
to be. 

But there is still another objection which I am not going to say has 
had any particular effect upon my mind, and that is in regard to min- 
eral lands, for which indemnity is to be had, being only suchas have 
been reported as mineral. I think if the Senator will let the matter go 
over we can arrive at something that will answer the purpose. There 
is no doubt in the world that California has a substantial claim against 
the United States for indemnity in some shape. 

Mr, MILLER, of California. Very well; let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent that this bill be over, retaining its place under 
the procedure provided for by Rule VIII. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the en- 
rolled bill (H. R. 448) to fix the times for holding the terms of the 
circuit and district courts of the United States in the northern district 
of Iowa; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


SENATE CONTINGENT FUND. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to report from the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections a joint resolution, the passage of which is necessary 
to-day in order to enable a subcommittee authorized for that purpose 
to continue their operations. . I therefore ask for the immediate consid- 
eration of the joint resolution, inorder that it may be sent to the other 
House. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 64) providing for the addition of $10,000 
to the contingent fund of the Senate was read the first time at length, 
as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Congress 
assembled, That the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to be added tothe bayer er fund of the Senate, “for expenses of special 
and seiect committees,” for the year ending June 30, 

By unanimous consent, the joint resolution was read the second time 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. e 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
and ordered to be for a third reading. y 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask that the joint resolution be read at length. 

The joint resolution was read the third time at length, and passed. 


NATIONAL-BANK CIRCULATION. 


Mr. McPHERSON. I ask unanimous consent that the Calendar be 
ded and the unfinished business be taken up. 
‘The Senator from New J; 


The PRESIDENT i 
that thse Bepate now orti te tha consideration of Senate bi 


That can not be done without unan- 


moves 
1155. 


The Senator is entitled to make the motion, the Chair thinks. Will 


the Senate to the motion ? p 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1155) to provide for 
the issue of circulating notes to national banking associations, the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. MORGAN, to 
insert as additional sections the following: 


Sec. —. That when any bonds of the United States deposited in the Treasury 
by a banking association to secure its circulation are called and paid by the 
Government, such banking association shall have the right to substitute in the 
place thereof bonds issued by any of the States; and the bonds so deposited, as 
to their assignment, management, control, sale, or disposal, shall in all respects 
be subject to the laws which govern the said banking associations and the offi- 
cers and agents of the United States with respect to the bonds for which said 
State bonds are substituted, so far as the same are applicable. But said bonds 
of the States shall not be received as a substitute for bonds of the United States, 
so called, and paid ata rate exceeding — per cent. of their value on the face 
thereof; nor shall the bonds of any State be received on deposit unless the inter- 
est theretofore accrued on the same for the period of five years previous to such 
deposit shall have been duly paid; nor shall any such bonds be so received on 
dı it when the same are worth less than par n the city of New York. 

or . —. That the interest accruing on such State bonds after the same are as- 
signed and deposited in accordance with this act shall be received by the Treas- 
urer of the United States and placed to the credit of the banking association that 
has deposited the bonds, and shall be paid over to such banking association 
unless the Secretary of the Treasury shal! direct that the same shall be retained 
in the Treasury to make good any depreciation in the value of the State bonds 
deposited by such association, or because of the failure of any banking 
association to pacon funds as required by law to redeem its circulation, or be- 
cause of its failure to pay any sum of money that may be charged to such bank- 
ing association on the books of the Treasury Department. 

nc. —. That at any time that the Secretary of the Treasury shall conclude 
that a sale of such State bonds so deposited is necessary for the security or pro- 
tection of the Government of the United States in respect of the redemption of 
the circulation which such bonds are deposited to secure, he shall proceed to 
cause said bonds to be sold, in the open market in New York, to the highest bid- 
der for cash, and such sale shall convey a complete title to said bonds to the pur- 
chaser; but no such sale shall be made until after thirty ter the date of a 
notice that the Secretary of the Treasury shall give to the king association 
that has deposited such State bonds, uiring such banking association to re- 
deem said bonds by the deposit in the ury of the sum of lawful money of 
the United States equal to so much of the circulation of such banking association 
as such State bonds were deposited to secure. And if, after the sale of such bonds, 
any deficit remains in the sum required to redeem the circulation of any such 
banking association to the extent that the same is based upon and secured 
such bonds, such eer cry SOn shall pay, the same into the Treasury of 
the United States within t 


days after it been notified of the amount of 
the deficit by the of the Treasury; and pcos | so to pay such deficit, 
such bankingassociation shall forfeit its charter, and be put inte liquidation 


in accordance with the laws governing the win up of such associations. 


Sec. —. That the Secretary of the tee’ | ve power to makeall need- 
ful rules arrd regulations for carrying into effect the provisions of this act. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in discussing yesterday another 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas Fair. PLUMB] I went 
over the ground I desired to present to the Senate in respect of this 
amendment, The project which I advance in this amendment is anew 
one and I regret that it has not had opportunity to be considered by 
the Committee on Finance. I am very well aware that no measure re- 
lating to the finances of the country ought to be passed through the Sen- 
ate as a general proposition withont its having been first considered by 
the Committee on Finance, and I would certainly in the interest of the 
proposition I have brought forward have had it referred to that com- 
mittee and considered by it if I had known that this discussion was to 
arise so soon in the session. ~My engagements, however, have inter- 
rupted my thoughts on this question and I had to present it as best I 
might. : 

I have this morning introduced into the Senate a bill precisely in the 
terms of the amendment which I offered yesterday, intending to have 
that bill sent to the committee, as it has been already sent, and to ask 
the committee to give it consideration. I think the proposition in- 
volved in the bill and in this amendment merits attention. I think it 
is entirely a safe proposition, and I have attempted to putall the guards 
I could into the bill so that no evil might arise from it. Perhaps in 
this I have not been suecessful. 

I am not disposed to trust my own judgment or my own skill in mat- 
ters of this kind to the extent of being willing to thrust before the Sen- 
ate or the country a bill touching so delicate a question as the finances 
of the country, without having the concurrent opinion of men who are 
selected because of their ability in suck matters and placed upona com- 
mittee which has charge of subjects akin to this. + 

I will vote for the bill as reported by the committee, and my amend- 
ment wasintended to operate as additional sections tothatbill. In doing 
so, however, I must say that I consider that the measure of relief that 
is afforded to the country by the bill of the committee is inadequate 
except for a tem urpose. We shall very soon overtake the pro- 
vision of this bill and find oursélves in as constrained a position and in 
about as dangerous an attitude as we occupy to-day, an attitude which 
has excited the apprehension of the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Comptroller of the Currency and of all the financial men of the United 
States. 

As I took occasion to observe yesterday, there could scarcely be a more 
unsatisfactory condition of the public mind upon any question than the 
apprehension which exists to-day of some comingevil. Weoughttohave 
a system of currency and finance in this country which has in it such 
elements of stability as will enable all the different industrial, commer- 
cial, and business men of the country to predicate their business opera- 
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tions safely upon it. That we have not. We have asystem now which 
is destroying itself from the necessity that our own laws put us under 
to pay the bonded debt of the United States, and any measure of relief 
that is safe ought to be resorted to if it coincides in its operations with 
the experience of this country. 

The national banks have furnished to us ever since they were first 
adopted a uniform currency through the United States, and of later 
years that currency, by one expedient of legislation and another, has 
been brought to par for gold and silver. We are therefore not per- 
mitted, in the light of our own experience, to withdraw our confidence 
at this time from a system which has produced results like this. IfI 
were well convinced that there were errors and troubles in that system 
which should cause it to be repealed in the coming years, I would for 
the present, and in the light of our own experience, hesitate to with- 
draw my confidence from a system that has produced so much good in 
this country. ei 

Then it becomes necessary that we shall help that system out, and we 
have a very limited opportunity for doing it, for all our governments, 
State and national, are rapidly getting out of debt, and our paper-money 
system is based entirely and exclusively upon public indebtedness. So 
as this debt is vanishing’ the system itself commences to topple, and it 
must be a very short time until it will go into ruin unless we provide 
some other means for the supply of the circulating medium which we 
put to the country through this system. Are we to abandon the na- 
tional banking system entirely? Are we to become bankers directly 
as a government? Or shall we still hold on to.the national banks as 
a proper, legitimate, constitutional, and tried fiscal agency, standing be- 
tween the Government and the people and adjusting the issue and the 
contraction of the currency from time to time according to the demands 
and necessities of the people as expressed in their dealings with the 
banks? 

I hope, sir, that we shall never see the day when notes and bills of 
exchange can be offered at the Treasury of the United States for dis- 
count, and when the Government of the United States shall be con- 
ducting out of hand, I may say, a banking system; and yet if we rely 
entirely upon the Treasury-note system and undertake to supply the 
commercial demands of this county simply through Treasury notes, 
when we have passed the boundaries of our ex itures and we can- 
not find a sufficient means of distributing these Treasury notes through 
the current annual expenditures of the Government of the United 
States, then in order to get this money into the hands of people who 
need its use we shall be compelled to resort to the direct system of 
banking, and bills of exchange or something like them will be dis- 
counted at the Treasury of the United States. Then, sir, the appre- 
henston of Senators in respect of the profligacy of legislation will be 
realized, to’ the destruction of the best interests of this country. 

An example of“that, sir, arises in my mind from the recollection of a 
period in the history of my own State. The peopleof Alabama, though 
strongly Democratic, at one time took a fancy that the best thing they 
could do for themselves was to go into the pet banking system. They 
went abroad and they borrowed $20,000,000 of money, for which they 
gave their bonds payable in London and the interest payable in London 
in sterling exchange or in gld at 6 per cent. per annum interest. Upon 
the basis of the money obtained by the sale of those bonds they organ- 
ized a system of banks called the State Bank and its branches. They 
went on for some years, they were so happy in their prosperity, mak- 
ing money for the people, that the citizens of Alabama did not have 
one cent of taxes to pay. But, as might have been expected, a revul- 
sion came, and with the reyulsion very nearly the destruction of the 
credit of the State. We did manage to hold it up and to work it out 
even through the war, for we shipped gold aboa to pay our interest 
during the war, running the blockade to get itout. But there was one 
of the greatest trials I have ever known a government to undergo. 

How was the matter conducted? They passed a law there that the 
representatives in both houses of the Legislature might give a certificate 
on the back of a promissory note, made payable at the bank, limited te 
a certain amount of money, several thousand dollars, and that that cer- 
tificate should besufficient to make the note a proper note for discount 
in the bank. Theresult was that members of the Legislature indorsed 
notes in this way and gave their certificates in favor of almost any one 
who mightcallonthem. The bank was flooded with notesof this kind; 
the State was flooded with bank money; and when they came to the 
proposition of redeeming any of it, the State found that the banks were 
all insolvent and an immense raftof bad paper had been collected in the 
vaults while the money went out. 

There was the evil of a State governmest undertaking to become a 
director in banks and by force of legislation managing institutions of 
that kind, which ought to be always left to the control and management 
of private interests. Whenever you take a banking institution of any 
kind out from the control of private interest you expose it to wreck and 
ruin, and you make it a terrible calamity to the country. So it will 
be when the Government of the United States comes down to the propo- 
sition of issuing its Treasury notes from its Treasury into the hands of 
the people in excess of the amount required for the annual expenditures 
of the Government. 2.8 i - 

We can only circulate under our present heavy revenue income abou 


$300,000,000 a year through the Treasury of the United States, and that 
is not quite one-third of the amount of currency actually needed for the 
use of the people even in their present commercial and industrial con- 
dition. So that if we resort to the project of issuing Treasury notes 
from the hands of Government directly into the hands of the people as 
they may be needed for the people of this country, we shall vainly at- 
tempt to put any restraint upon the issue of these notes that will be 
safe for the people of this country. I therefore believe—yes, sir, I am 
firm in the belief—that as a fiscal agency to stand between the Govern- 
ment and the people and to regulate the issue and the return, the ex- 
pansion and the contraction, of the paper cirdhlation in this country, 
the national banks are the best institutions which have yet been de- 
vised; and I believe that the country will suffer a great detriment the 
day we are compelled to give these institutions up. I am entirely sat- 
isfied, notwithstanding their enormous power of concentration, notwith- 
standing the limited extent of their responsibility as corporations, that 
we can and we will control them for the benefit of the people of this 
country, and so Iam not alarmed about them; I am not afraid of them. 

Mr. President, the point is very nearly reached, indeed I think ithas 

now arrived, when the Senate of the United States ought to decide 
whether we shall sustain the national banking institutions of this 
country in a legitimate line of action and under proper restraints or 
whether we shall abandon them for some new scheme. It is postponed 
by this bill, but I think it is not postponed longer than until December. 
I believe that when we come together at the second session of this Con- . 
gress we shall find a necessity immediately, urgently pressing upon us 
to devise some additional means of supplying the people of the United 
States with currency. This is a mere temporary expedient. I shall 
vote for it, as I said, but I shall do it understanding that it is nota 
cure for the evils that we now face and are about to experience. 
- In casting about for some other means besides the national debt as a 
collateral guarantee of the credit of the banks, a collateral security added 
to their stock, their assets, their reserves, and the responsibility of their 
stockholders, for the notes that the Government of the United States 
will issue to them, it occurred to me that the State bond would be good 
additional security. No Senator has yet, so far as I remember, made 
any statement to the contrary. They may be so entirely convinced of 
the contrary that they think argument is not necessary; but. my poor 
powers of comprehension have failed to disclose to me any single sub- 
stantial objection to the receipt of these bonds as a collateral security 
for any engagement whatever. 

I can take the bonds of Pennsylvania, or Connecticut, or Massachu- 
setts, or New York, and I can go into any of the cities of this Union— 
yes, into any of the banks of the country—and I can say to them, ‘I 
wish to deposit with you $100,000 of these bonds; I wish to borrow 
upon the faith of them $75,000 in money.” Surely I can get if; there 
is not a bank in the country that would not like to lend a man money 
upon such collateral as that. If the banks canafford to do it the Gov- 
ernment ef the United States can afford to do it, for after all, repeating 
a remark that I made yesterday, whatever money we send into ana- 
tional bank in consequence ef its having deposited bonds to secure the 
redemption of its notes is a mere loan by the Government to the bank, 
secured by collateral. Ifthe gentlemen in the Senate who are best 
acquainted with finance will be unable to deny that I can take $100,000 
of the bonds of Pennsylvania, Connecticut, or Massachusefts, and go to 
any bank in New York and get $75,000 lent to me upon that as ample 
and sufficient collateral, then it seems to me impossible that they can 
deny that that is a sufficient security for the circulation of national- 
bank notes. 

Now, let us see what such security is that you will get in hand for 
the redemption of the national-bank notes. It is stated by some, and 
I suppose upon proper authority, that there is $150,000,000 im the Treas- 
ury of the United States set apart for the redemption of what we call 
the greenback currency. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not one dollar. 

Mr. MORGAN. I said it was stated by some; I did not assume to 
state it as a fact, for I think that I concur in the opinion intimated by 
the honorable Senator frem Kansas that there is not a dollar actually 
set apart and pledged. It is a mere fund held in the Treasury which 
may be reduced at pleasure, and the honorable Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr, BECK] no later than yesterday introduced a bill here to provide 
that whatever money there might be in the Treasury of the United 
States in excess of $100,000,000 in coin should be paid out on the or- 
dinary appropriations and kept paid on the ordinary appropriations 
whenever they were required, and prohibiting the Secretary from bor- 
rowing any money to make up asum beyond $100,000,000; thereby 
putting to death, you may say, this fund for the redemption of the na- 
tional-bank notes, and the greenback notes, if that is a fund for their 
redemption. The Senator’s bill is a direct assault upon it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Alabama yield to me for 
a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. ] 3 

Mr. McPHERSON. _ He considers this bill to be entirely inadequate. 
I do not understand how under his amendment any relief will be af- 
forded. The Senator knows that the bonds of the perfectly solvent 
States—lI speak of those whose bonds are to-day greatly above par, who 
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have continued to pay their interest, by whom there has been no de- 
fault on the interest—to-day are in the market worth as much as the 
higher class of Government bonds, Now, he proposes to issue 75 per 
cent. circulation upon the face value of such State bonds, which he pro- 
poses to deposit in lien of the Government bonds. How can a banking 
institution which refuses to take the Government bonds, four-and-a- 
halfs and fours, of which there are now a thousand millions out in ex- 
cess of the present use by the banks, purchase State bonds at 125, de 
posit those bonds as the basis of banking, and receive 75 per cent. of 
circulation, when mo ote to give them 100 per cent. of circulation 
on United States bonds? Then how absolutely futile the Senator’s bill 
wiil be as to really solvent State bonds. Now, if his p be to 
create a market for bonds of States not absolutely solvent, who have 
defaulted upon their interest, that to-day are selling in the market all 
the way from 10 cents on the dollar up to 40 cents on the dollar, that 
becomes another question. I confess that under the provisions of the 
bill the Senator offers the market value of that class of bonds will be 
mterially increased. P 

[ can imagine, further, a condition of things when a party of capital- 
ists would undertake to buy up the entire issue of bonds of the State 
of Virginia, if you please, use them as a basisof banking, deposit them 
behind circulation, secure 75 cent. of their face in notes, that the 
Government itself under the bill of the Senator from Alabama is bound 
to redeem when those bonds are worth only about 40 per cent. That 
condition of things could be reached, because the capitalists of this 
country uniting for a given purpose can accomplish almost any result 
they desire. 4 

Now, Mr. President, I will detain the Senator further only to say that 
under his amendment no material benefit can be reached except by a 


t risk. ] 

eres MORGAN. Mr. President, the speech by which I have been in- 
terrupted is, I suppose, about all that can be said on that side of the 
subject, and Iam very glad the Senator has interjected it into mine, 
because I shall have an opportunity to answer it now; but before doing 
so I will proceed a little further with the branch of the argument that 
I was upon, which has no relation directly to the point that the Senator 
makes upon my amendment. I was remarking that the Senator from 
Kentucky, himself a member of the Finance Committee and a man of 
great reputation for financial ability, had found it necessary yesterday 
morning to propose a bill to reduce the amount of surplus money in the 
Treasury of the United States, and to require that it should not be held 
for the redemption of greenbacks or any other obligations of the Goy- 
ernment of the United States beyond the sum of $100,000,000, but that 
it might bé expended for the payment of any ordinary appropriations, 
Hereisa member of the Committee on Finance whois attacking the money 
basis of credit of the greenback circulation of this country, and whoever 
attacks the basis of the greenback circulation of this country attacks also 
the basis of the national-bank circulation, for when you have national- 
bank notes redeemed you always get them redeemed in greenbacks in 
the first instance. Then you take your greenbacks to the Treasury or 
to a subtreasury of the United States and you have them redeemed in 
coin. Now we have $346,000,000 of greenbacks and three hundred 
and fifty-odd millions of national-bank notes in circulation, for the re- 
demption of which we are bound as a Government. The Senator from 
Kentucky would reduce the redemption fund to $100,000,000, that is 
to say, to one in seven. We have not one dollar in the Treasury of that 
absolutely in reserve for the purpose, but that is a general reserve fund 
and liable to attack, as we see, by the Senator from Kentucky and 
others who offer bills of that character. But we have got one dollar 
of coin in the Treasury of the United States to redeem seven dollars of 
our outstanding circulation. That is the fact. When the bill of the 
Senator from New Jersey passes to-day, as it will, and I mean to vote 
for it, we will increase the amount outstanding just 10 per cent., which 
will be equivalent to about forty or fifty million dollars. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thirty-five million dollars. 

Mr. MORGAN. Thirty-five million dollars. Istand corrected. We 
give to the national banks upon the collateral which they have pledged 
with us, our bonds, $35,000,000 without the expenditure of one addi- 
tional shilling by them, without their incurring of any new obligations, 
without the increase of their capital stock, without any other consider- 
ation than the mere fact that they hold our bonds, which call for 100 
cents in the dollar, and we issue to them 100 cents in the dollar of na- 
tional-bank circulation in lieu of 90 cents on the dollar heretofore issued 
to them under the law. 

So that the hundred million dollars in coin in the Treasury as a fund 
for the redemption of our paper money has got the enormous task to 
perform of redeeming all the greenback circulation, of redeeming all the 
national-bank circulation, increased by $35,000,000 by the Senator’s own 
bill; and yet he objects that any of these banks shall be permitted to 
use State bonds, no matter how good they are, to secure their liability 
to the Government. 

It dccurs to me that we can strengthen the credit of the national banks, 
and we certainly can relieve some of the burdens of the National Gov- 
ernment, by holding anything as collateral in addition to what we have 
got. I do not propose in the amendment that I offer to the bill to take 
away any security that stands pledged on the part of the banks for the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


‘a question for me? 


FEBRUARY 21, 


redemption of this money. I propose to substitute a good security for 
that which we compel the banks to give up when we call and pay the 
bonds they hold. 

I take the committee’s bill and the existing legislation of the country 
precisely as it stands, and I add to it simply another feature. What 
is that? That in addition to the security furnished by the capital 
stock of the banks, and in addition to the other security to which I 
have referred, the banks may take good solid State bonds and pledge 
them as security for 75 cents on the dollar in the Treasury, and in that 
way and upon that basis they may get back the amount of money that 
we have taken from them and compel them to yield up by the com- 
pulsory redemption of their bonds. : 

I think the proposition that I advance must be so entirely simple that 
the mind of the Senator from New Jersey will not condescend to look 
at it. Some men love myth and elaboration, glory and grandeur, strut 
and pride, and they can not afford to look a common-sense proposition 
in the face. They must censure a thing that looks so mean as common 
sense does when they come in contact with it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Perhaps the Senator will condescend to answer 


Mr. MORGAN. I will after I have answered the Senator’s speech, 
but do not propound a question to me while I am answering the speech. 
After I have got through with that I will answer the Senator a question. 

The Senator asks, in the first place, what inducement could there be 
for a bank to put in bonds of a State that are worth 20 per cent. pre- 
mium in the market?, What inducement should there be for putting 
such bonds into the Treasury of the United States? -My amendment, 
he says, is futile, because nobody will ever put in bonds of that charac- 
ter. Itis very clear if they do not putin bonds of that sort they will 
not put in 4 percents, or 4} percents, or any other percents. It will be 
because the business will not justify the outlay. But the States pay 
from 5 to 8 per cent. upon their bonds, and 44 is the highest rate that 
the Government of the United States pays. The difference in the rate 
of interest upon the bonds is quite an inducement to their being held 
by banks or by bankers. It isa very much better thing to have a5 
per cent. bond than it is a4} per cent. bond, particularly if the 5 per 
cent. bond has gota long time to run. There can be no difficulty in the 
banks finding plenty of bonds to pledge if they really desire to in- 
crease their circulation, For, mark you, they get their interest from 
the States, and to that extent the people of the United States under 
our national laws are relieved from taxation, and it would be a favor- 
ite method, in my opinion, for the banks and bankers to support with 
collateral the obligations that they borrow from the Government of the 
United States. 

But the Senator from New Jersey is afraid also that there is some 
proposition couched in my amendment for the purpose of putting the 
bonds of non-interest-paying States or States whose binds are below par 
in the market into the Treasury of the United States by some finesse or 
fraud. He is quite mistaken about that; but if the amendment is not 
sufficiently guarded in that particular, no one is more capable of putting 
in the proper guards than the Senator from New Jersey. I disclaim any 
intention of that kind; but so far as I have been able to use words to 
express an intention in the amendment, the are quite in the other di- 
rection. I will read the third section in order (they are not numbered) 
of the amendment: 


That at any time that the Secretary of the Treasury shall conclude that a sale 
of such State bonds so deposited is necessary for the security or protection of 
the Government of the United States in respect of the redemption of the circu- 
lation which such bonds are deposited to secure, he shall proceed to cause said 
bonds to be sold, in the open market in New York, to the highest bidder for cash, 
and such sale shall convey a complete title to said bonds to the purchaser; but 
no such sale shall be made until after thirty days from the date of a notice that 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall give to the banking association that has de- 

ited such State bonds, requiring such banking association to redeem said 
mds by the deposit in the Treasury of the sum of lawful money of the United 
States equal to so much of the circulation of such banking association as such 
State bonds were deposited to secure. 
That gives the Secretary a very broad power, a discretionary power. 
I remarked yesterday, and I will repeat the observation, that inasmuch 
as this is a tentative measure, inasmuch as I confess that this isan ex- 
periment—it has not the warrant of experience, or even of approval, so 
far as I know, of the people of financial reputation in this body—inas- 
much as these are the characteristics of the measure which 1 have the 
honor to advocate, I propose to give the Secretary broad, large, exten- 
sive power. It may turn out that this is a good proposition; it may 
turn out that it will not be successful; but it is bound to turn out that 
it is a harmless one; there can not be any harm in it; and I have ex- 
pressly provided that there shall be no harm in it, and what I have re- 
ferred to is one of the provisions looking in that direction. Here is 
another: 

And if, after the sale of such bonds, any deficit remains in the sum required to 
redeem the circulation of any such banking association to the extent that the 
same is based upon and secured by such bonds, such banking asssociation shall 

y the same into the Treas of the United States within thirty days after it 

been notified of the amount of the deficit by the Secretary of the Treasury; 


and failing so to pay such deficit, such banking association shall forfeit its charter, 
and shall be po into liquidation in accordance with the laws governing the 


winding up of such associations, 
There is a very strong guard against fraud, or against failure, or against 
delinquency, or against depreciation, leaving it in the power of the Sec- 
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retary of the Treasury, underrules and regulations which he may adopt, 
as is provided in the next section, to control the subject, so that no possi- 
ble harm can come to the United States Government. 

Now, what is the class of bonds that the Senator is afraid will creep 
into the Treasury? Let us see: 

Nor shall the bonds of any State be received on deposit unless the interest 
theretofore accrued on the same for the period of five years previous to such de- 
posit shail have been duly paid. 

Therefore the bonds must have been in existence for five years, and 
it would be impossible to rush out a new issue of bonds of any State, 
if we have got States that would be so immoral as to do that sort of 
thing, for the purpose of furnishing means to the banks, and only to 
the banks, for doing a banking business. The interest must be paid. 
regularly and duly for the period of five years next before the time that 
the bonds are deposited: 

Nor shall any such bonds be so received on deposit when the same are worth 
less than par in the city of New York. 

The interest accruing in the mean time is to be paid over to the own- 
ersof the bonds. The States pay the interest, and the Treasury of the 
United States becomes the vehicle, the conduit, through which this in- 
terest is transmitted to the owner of the bonds. 

What next? Unless there will be a balance of some kind or other 
due from the bank to the Treasury, in which event this fund shall be 
put to the credit of that balance, we collect the money as we gy along, 
and if we have no use for it in the liquidation of some debt that the 
bank owes to the Government of the United States, it is then paid into 
the hands of the proper owner. 

It does seem to me that these guards ‘put into the amendment are 
quite sufficient to answer the imaginary objections of the Senator from 
New Jersey. He has not even suggested anything, not to say stated 
anything, which throws suspicion upon this measure or which leaves 
it in the slightest degree doubtful that the Government of the United 

States can be and will be entirely protected if we shall adopt this sys- 
` tem. Why should we not try it? 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator from Alabama permit me to ask 
him a question? I only want to understand this matter. 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly, 

Mr. MAXEY. Suppose a State should default in its interest, as some 
States have done, or should repudiate its bonds, as some few others have 
done, what remedy does the Senator suggest? 

Mr. MORGAN. My amendment provides: 

That at any time that the Secretary of the Treasury shall conclude that a sale 
of such State bonds so deposited is necessary for the security or protection of the 
Government of the United States in respect of the redetuption of the circulation 
which such bonds are deposited to secure, he shall proceed to cause said bonds 
to be sold, in the open market. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state the trouble in my mind with the Sena- 
tor’s plan, and I should like to have itexplained. We have no control 
whatever over State legislation. We can not prevent a State from re- 
pudiating its debts, as some States have recently unfortunately done, 
nor can we prevent a State from defaulting in the payment of interest 
upon its bonds. Ifthe debt is repudiated or if there is a default of the 
interest, would not the coercive power of the Government have to be 
brought into the State as the only remedy left? That to me is a mat- 
ter of some importance, 

Mr. MORGAN. We can not coerce any man, or any State either, by 
Congressional action to pay a debt. We can go into the judicial tribu- 
nals of the country and recover it, provided it isa private citizen we are 
suing. There is no such thing known te the law, however, as the co- 
ercive payment of a debt by legislative enactment. I grant you that 
we have no power whatever over the States to compel them to pay these 
bonds and none to compel them to pay interest on the bonds. 

Mr. MAXEY. That is the exact trouble, if the Senator will pardon 
me, that I have in the matter, and I do not see where your remedy is 
in the case of a default. 

Mr. MORGAN. As I observed yesterday, from the standpoint of 
the noteholder and from the standpoint of the national banks I can 
with equal certainty assert that they have got no power to make us pay 
the debt or the interest that we owe. 

Mr. PLUMB. The argument of the Senator from Alabama yester- 
day, and a very strong one it was, too, went to show that the National 
Government is now responsible absolutely to the noteholder for the full 
payment of the notes outstanding, no matter whether the bonds real- 
ize anything or not. Would he propose to make the Govorne 

equally responsible for a note based upon State bonds? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Government becoming absolutely the guarantor. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the tenor and character of our bank notes. 
We have got no other kind of notes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Do you propose that the General Government shall 
still occupy that same relation to the bonds issued by the States? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ofcourse I do. 

Mr. BUTLER. T should like to ask whether the Senator proposes 
that the United States Government shall guarantee the interest on the 
State bonds so deposited and see that it is collected ? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Government of the United States has nothing 


in the world to do with thé interest except as it has to pay it over to 
the rightful owners of the bonds, just exactly as we collect interest 
through taxation and pay it to the holders of our national bonds now. 
But if it should turn out that while this money is passing through the 
Treasury which has been collected for interest the bank owes the 
Treasury a debt, that fund muststop there and go to the credit of that 
debt. ‘That is the provision of my amendment. 

Certainly the Senator from Kansas is right when he says that I assume 
and argue that the Governmentof the United States is a directand im- 
mediate obligor upon any promissory note, whether a greenback ora 
national-bank note. That is so now, and it will never be otherwise. 
Then as to the question as to what security the noteholder has got, if I 
can get the Senator to consider the noteholder as a separate individual 
having rights, and in the case of the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Kansas, that would be only the amount of money that we keep in 
reserve in the Treasury of the United States and the plighted faith and 


credit of this great Government; whereas if you issue circulation upon - 


State bonds, the security that the noteholder has got is the reserve fund 
in the Treasury, the faith and credit of the Government of the United 
States, the faith and credit of the government of Pennsylvania, or what- 
ever State whose bonds you put in, the faith and credit given by com- 
mercial men to the bonds of States by the fact that they are maintained 
at par in the open market in New York, and the additional pledge of 
25 per cent. of the face value of those bonds asa margin, for I donot pro- 
that they shall be asked to pledge more than 75 per cent. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘There would be one difference which seems to me a 
very important one between the case as it now stands and as it would 
stand if the Senator’s amendment should prevail. The Government 
now does not guarantee anybody’s credit except its own. Admitting 
that it is ultimately liable, no matter what the market value of its 
bonds may be at the particular time, to pay the parof itsown bonds with 
their interest, consequently the promise which it has superadded to the 
noteholder makes no difference really in regard to its liability. But in 
the case at bar, the Senator from Alabama would make the Government 
the guarantor of the liability ofthe States of so much and so many 
of their bonds as might be deposited with the National Government 
for the security of national currency. It seems to me, if he will per- 
mit a suggestion in the way of argument, that that is a weak device. 
That is to say, ifthe Government is going to guarantee anything it had 
better guarantee its own credit rather than guarantee that of some 
State with whom it is in such a relation that it can not, according to 
the statement of the Senator from Alabama, operate upon it with any 
compulsory power whatever. 

Mr. MORGAN. The suggestions made by the Senator from Kansas 
only reveal the necessity of having matters of this kind very well un- 
derstood and very well discussed before they are passed upon. If the 
Senator had paid careful attention to this subject, he would have seen 
that the Government of the United States in no event is made a guar- 
antorof the State bonds. Ihave been surprised that the Senator should 
have taken that view of thesubject. My amendment provides that the 
United States Government through its Treasury Department may re- 
ceive in trust, we may say, the bonds of a State at 75 cents on the dol- 
lar of their face, bonds of a certain description and secured perfectly, 
It holds them as collateral security for the issue which the Government 
makes to the banks, and in lieu of our own bonds which are paid off 
and upon which we authorize an issue of 100 cents in the dollar. How 
can it ever come, as a matter of law or matter of fact, that the Govern- 
ment of the United States makes any guarantee of the State bonds? It 
does not touch the State bonds, 

Mr. COKE. Does it not guarantee the currency that is issued on the 
deposit of those State bonds ? 

Mr. MORGAN. It guarantees the currency anyhow. 

Mr. COKE. Would not that be a guarantee of State bonds to the 
extent of the issue of currency ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not by any means. If I accept a pledge from the 
Senator from Texas of a Texas bond for the loan of a thousand dollars, 
I advance him a thousand dollars upon it, but I by no means guarantee 
his Texas bond because I have loaned him the money upon it. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator a question? If the Govern- 
ment does not guarantee the State bonds, suppose the State should de- 
fault in the payment of its interest on the bonds or should repudiate 
the bonds, would not the Government be responsible to the noteholder 
for every dollar of issue that had been made by the Treasury Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Unquestionably so; and the Government is respon- 
sible now to the noteholder. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely, but it is responsible on its bonds and on 
its own security. 

Mr. MORGAN. Itis responsible on its own bonds, and you are pay- 
ing off the bonds and taking in the notes, and I am trying to devise 
some system to prevent the country from being crushed by that fact. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am not/making any issue with the Senator about 
that; I simply wanted to ascéttain from him exactly what would be 
the practical operation of the scheme which he is suggesting. 

Mr. MORGAN. I thank the Senator for his questions; they do not 
disturb me in the least. 
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Mr, MAXEY. 
question ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have noobjection. This is a good way to debate 
any question. 


Will the Senator from Alabama yield to me fora 


Mr. MAXEY. Thenational-bank paper rests upon the faith which |* 


the people have in the Government promise. The Senator says the 
Government of the United States would not guarantee the State bonds. 
What becomes then of that faith inthe security of the paper issued by 
the Government when the Government does not indorse it? 

Mr. MORGAN. The faith which is reposed is in the Government 
of the United States and its promise, and that is contained on the face 
of the ten-dollar, or twenty-dollar, or one-hundred-dollar national-bank 
note. 

Mr. MAXEY. But the Senator says the Government does not in- 
dorse the security for the State bonds. 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course I say so. 

Mr. MAXEY. Then I can not see how the Government stands as 


` security. 
Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to inter- 
rupt him? 
Mr. MORGAN. I certainly will. 


Mr. HARRIS. If I understand the theory of the Senator’s amend- 
ment, he proposes that bonds of a State ranking in the markets at par 
shall be held by the Treasury as security for the circulating notes that 
are to be issued to national banks? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. In the event of a State making a default the Senator 
proposes that the bonds shall be sold upon the market for the redemp- 
tion of the outstanding circulating notes? į 

Mr. MORGAN. | Certainly. : 

Mr. HARRIS. Suppose they are so sold after the State has made de- 
fault and they sell for less than 75 cents on the dollar, then there is a 
part of the circulating notes that would not be redeemed by the proceeds 
of that sale? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir, unquestionably. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator’s amendment provide that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States shall then redeem that balance of the un- 
redeemed circulating notes? / 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

_ Mr. HARRIS. Then shall the Government of the United States lose 
the amount that it pays in the redemption of those notes or what is the 
remedy that the United States would have? 

Mr. MORGAN. It does not provide that the Government shall lose 
the amount of money which it pays in excess of the amount that comes 
from the sale of the bonds. The Government pays of course the differ- 
ence between the proceeds of the sales of the bonds and the amount of 
the outstanding circulation after the bonds are sold, and loses it, unless 
the capital stock of the bank, its assets and the individual liability of 
the stockholders are sufficient to make it up; but it holds to all the se- 
curities against these men under such provision of law as we have now 
got against men who are incorporated in national banking associations. 

I will repeat my answer te the question of the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. MAXEY], because the question is very relevant, as well as is that 
put by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] very pertinent and 
very important. 

Mr. MAXEY. I beg to say to the Senator that I had no motive on 
earth but to ask him in order to throw light on the subject. 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course I know that; and I appreciate the ques- 
tion and the motive with which theSenator put it. Iam glad he did it. 

I will repeat what I said, if I can repeat it, about this matter. The 
holder of notes issued upon the faith, as we call it, of the State bonds 
has for his security—first, the guarantee of the Government of the United 
States; secondly, the amount of the reserve fund in the national bank 
required under the law to be kept, including the redemption fund, which 
is part of the reserve; thirdly, the assets of the bank, including its 
stock; and fourthly, the individual liability of the stockholders. The 
Government of the United States has got precisely the same guarantees 
for its reimbursement when it loses anything by this act of redemption, 
with the exception of course of its own tee of the circulating 
notes. That is to say, the Government of the United States has first 

t the bonds which are deposited as collateral security. When the 

nds are sold and there is a deficit and an outstanding sum of money 
for which it has become liable because. of its guarantee of national-bank 
notes issued upon the faith of it, the Government of the United States 
then has got the stock of the individual stockholders; it has got the 
individual responsibility of the stockholders, whatever that may be; it 
has got all the assets. of the bank; it has got the reserve fund which 
has been held under the law just precisely as is the case now, for there 
is no alteration in the law in that particular; it has the power to wind 
up the bank, and I confide by my amendment the power in the hands 
of the Secretary of the Treasury at any time that he may think the in- 
terest of the Government requires the sale of these bonds to sell them; 
so that if there is even a premonition, I will say, of insolvency on the 
part of theState, or any reluctance in the payment of its debt, or if they 
are debating the question of their liability, instantly the Secretary of 
the Treasury can put the bonds upon the market and sell them, so as to 
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realize (as I think he would be apt to do upon Pennsylvania bonds or 
Connecticut bonds or Massachusetts bonds or Georgia bonds or Alabama 
bonds that were at par, the 6 percents) the 75 cents in the dollar for 
which we permit them to be pledged. 

There is no danger inthis amendment. I will remind Senatorsthat 
it contains every guarantee in favor of the Government and of the note- 
holder which now exists, and it secures in the place of the bonds which , 
are paid bonds of the State governments at 75 cents on the dollar, 
provided they are at par, and provided that the State governments for 
five years past paid the interest upon their bonds, thereby giving a 
guarantee of their good faith. 

I must be allowed to say that I deprecate the suspicion which pre- 
vails against the States of the American Union throughout all the legis- 
lative circles in the land. I can not deny that there has been some 
cause for it in particular cases; but there is a general distrust of State 
securities throughout the country, and the very best of State securities 
are put under the ban because some of the States have not kept up with 
their obligations. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Alabama ought to discriminate a 
little. The bonds of the State of Kansas to-day are selling at about 140 
in New York, when they can be bought at all. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iamgladtohear that Kansas has that kind of credit. 
It has better credit in that than in some other I have heard of. 

Mr. BROWN. Georgia hassold many of her 4 cent. bonds at par. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] informs 
me that his State sold a large batch of 4 per cent. bends at par. The 
credit of States is coming up. Iam glad of it. Alabama 3 percents 
are worth 86.and 88; our sixes are worth 104; and it has not been along 
time since Alabama was involved in a great deal of trouble about her 
bonded debt and had a pretty severe castigation in this Chamber in 
to her bonds. The truth is, the State bonds are coming now to 

e front. 

I will conclude what I have to say by simply remarking that in com- 
parison between the system I propose and the system of issuing Treas- ° 
ury notes based upon nothing but reserves of coin in the Treasury, my 
plan is largely to the advantage of the people, for what I propose avails 
of the reserve in the Treasury for the security of the noteholder; it uses 
every form and fashion of security given by law to the Government for 
its protection, and adds to it the security of a valid and a good State 
bond at 75 cents on the dollar. If that is not strengthening up the se- 
curity of the Government and of the bill-holder both, then I do not 
understand the subject at all. To my mind itis perfectly plain. Ido 
not wonder that it has been discussed, but I wonder that Senators have 
not been more ready to settle the question in their minds. 

I am aware of the difficulties that surround the introduction of a new 
proposition like this into a bill, and I think I may say that I have vent- 
ured upon this proposition with a great deal of reluctance, a great deal 
of concern, for it is not a pleasant matter for any man to advance a prop- 
osition merely for the sake of having it beaten down in the Senate. I 
prepared myself in that particular and expected defeat, for I see the 
Senate is not disposed to go very far in this direction, but I think most 
Senators are convinced that there is something in it. I have prepared 
myself for this result by introducing a bill this morning, and having it 
referred, as I observed in my opening remarks, to the Committee on 
Finance, and I here express the earnest desire to the gentlemen of that 
committee that they will look through this subject, if my amendment 
is not now passed by the Senate of the United States, for I believe there 
is a door open to us there which will furnish us relief to the extent of 
about $300,000,000 as a basisof banking perfectly sound and , and 
one that we ought not to reject because it may be insome form or other 
open to conjectural suspicion. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I would not discuss the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] to-day were it not for the 
fact that I was severely castigated yesterday by the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PLUMB] because I ventured to express the opinion that the 
amendment introduced by the Senator from Alabama was to be pre- 
ferred to the measure proposed by the Senator from Kansas; and, not- 
withstanding his criticisms, I still maintain thatopinion. Maintaining 
it, however, I am not obliged at this special moment to support either 
the measure proposed by the Senator from Alabama or the measure 
which was voted down yesterday. 

It seems to me that our discussion is rather wide of the mark in 
many respects. In the first place, we do not seem to bear in mind con- 
stantly the character of this national banking system of ours. The 
Senator from Texas [ Mr. COKE] a few moments ago very gravely asked 
the Senator from Alabama what would become of the Government of 
the United States in case it should turn out that these State securities 
should be sold at 10 or 15 per cent. less than the amount of the bank 
circulation for which they were pledged. Aside from the question of 
security in the Treasury of the United States, no banking system has 
ever been established that is so thoroughly guarded and carefully pro- 
tected with reference to its circulation as is the national banking system. 
This system was organized not for the purpose of kite-flying, not for the 
purpose of issuing the character of notes that were issued before 1861, 
when we had perhaps 10,000 different characters of circulation issued 
by thirty-four States, but it was intended to be a system whereby the , 
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capital of the country should in ing and engage in it in 
pei a way as to protect the men o held the circulating notes of the 
banks. 

I have before me the last report of the Comptroller of the Currency. 
That report gives a list of every bank that had been forced into liquida- 
tion since the establishment of the system in 1863. I find the aggregate 
capital of banks forced into liquidation during this period of twenty 
years to have been only $19,000,000, and ofall the banks thus forced into 
liquidation nearly one-half or over one-third of the whole number not 
only redeemed their circulation through their assets, but paid to the 
creditors of the banks 100 per cent. So this system is well guarded in 
every respect without reference to the question whether the bonds held 
on deposit by the Government of’the United States are sufficient to re- 
deem the cireulation. r 

Now, what is the character of some of these safeguards? In:the first 
place every bank is prohibited from loaning money upon its own stock 
and upon its own circulation. It is prohibited from loaning to any one 

rson, partnership, or corporation more than one-tenth of its capital. 
Teis prohibited from borrowing money except on account of its circula- 
tion and its capital. These safi are thrown around the system 
and they have been added to‘from time to time. 

Why has the Government done this? It has done it for the very rea- 
son so well stated by the Senator from Alabama, that the Government 
of the United States stands behind every dollar of this circulation, and 
justly and properly stands behind it; and whenever the Government 
ceases to guarantee to the holder of these circulating notes absolute pay- 
ment, I for one want to see the system destroyed utterly and absolutely; 
first because if there is any one thing we are bound to do, having 
taken hold of this question, it is to see to it that the holders of circu- 
lating notes are certainly safe and secure, come what may. Therefore 
the only question for the Government of the United States to consider 
in settling this matter is what is a sufficient collateral security to be 
held by the Government which will enable it to recoup itself if in any 
event it is bound to pay these circulating notes. l 

Now, I repeat what I said the other day in debate, that I infinitely 
prefer the proposition of the Senator from Alabama to the proposition 
introduced by the Senator from Kansas. What is the latter proposi- 
tion? I will not argue it. It is a proposition that the Government of 
the United States shall issue its own notes. What do they 
represent? They represent debt, they represent wasted energies, they 
represent armies destroyed, navies destroyed, expenditure wasted in 
every way that you please, say on rivers and harbors. If it is a wise 
thing to issue Treasury notes for the purpose of taking up the interest- 
bearing debt of the United States, why is it not an equdlly wise thing to 
issue Treasury notes for the purpose of paying the ordinary expenses of 
our Government and thus save pro tanto public taxation? I can see no 
difference in principle between the issuing of Treasury notes in pay- 
ment of an existing debt, which is but substituting one promise for 
another promise, and issuing Treasury notes for the purpose of simply 

ying the ordinary expenses of our Government and repealing our tax 

Wi . 
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That is the difference between these two propositions, as I understand 
it. But I do not favor the amendment of the Senator from Alabama. 
I do not favor it because I do not believe we should make so great a 
departure without a careful consideration of the question, not in open 
debate in the Senate, not by comparing views here and there as we are 
bound to do in discussing these questions, but the substitution of secu- 
rities should be carefully considered by a committee of this body, that 
should look into the whole subject with care to see whether or not the 
proposition of the Senator from Alabama isa wise one. I do not doubt 
that under the safeguards thrown around his amendment there would 
be ample security, as suggested by him, but his measure as proposed is 
itself only an expedient; it, in the nature of things, is only a temporary 
measure. Why, sir, compared with the vast capital of the national 
banks, compared with the growing necessities of our country for cireu- 
lation, the proposition of the Senator from Alabama is little short of a 
makeshift. If he will turn to the statistics with reference to our State 
debts, he will find that to-day they only amount to a little over $200,- 
000,000, all told, and yet we have $201,000,000 of bonds now lying in 
the Treasury, to be paid presently, as security for the circulation of 
these national banks. Therefore, if the national banks could gather 
up and draw into the Treasury of the United States every dollar of 
State bonds that could come under the provisions of the amendment of 
the Senator from Alabama, it would only cover a year of the contem- 
plated withdrawal of the 3 per cent. bonds, The New England States 
have but $49,000,000 of bonds outstanding, all told; the Middle States 
have but $44,000,000. all told; the Western States, including the State 
of Missouri, have but $37,000,000, all told, leaving, I believe, about 
$115,000,000 of State bonds in what are denominated as the Southern 
States; and of these $115,000,000 I submit to the Senator from Ala- 
bama that on very few of them is the interest paid. There are at 
least $75,000,000, if not $80,000,000, of the $115,000,000 of the bonds 
of the Southern States on which those States do not pretend to pay the 
interest, and hence they do not come within the category of his amend- 
ment. Then, if we could draw into the Treasury every dollar of the 


State bonds of the various Southern States of this Union that are avail- 
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able under the amendment, we should not get to-day, all told, bonds 
to the amount of $100,000,000. Virginia, Tennessee, and Louisiana, 
having an aggregate debt of more than $75,000,000, do not pretend to 
pay the interest on their bonds; and so of some of the other Southern 
States. I believe that Georgia and Alabama and Kentucky and Texas 
and some of the other States do pay their interest. I see my friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. BECK ] right before me; his State has only a small 
debt. 

Mr. BECK. We have a surplus beyond the debt; so that we have 
no debt really. The trouble is we can not get it in. 

Mr. ALLISON, She is put down in the statistical tables as havinga 
small debt. What is true of Kentucky is measurably true of many 
other States. Here is the great State of New York having only $7,000,- 
000 of public debt. Does anybody suppose that any considerable por- 
tion of the debt of the State of New York is obtainable for any purpose 
whatever? So of the States of New England and so of all the Middle 
States. Therefore the objection that I have to the amendment sug- 
gested by the Senator from Alabama is that, while it is a great depart- 
ure from the settled policy of our Government and one that ought not 
to be considered here at all without careful examination in committee 
in the first place, it is no remedy for the disease which he says exists. 

For myself I am glad that the Senator from Alabama has moved 
this amendment. It is the first proposition looking to a substitution 
of other securities for the securities now held by the Government on 
aceount of the national banks. It is the first opportunity we have had 
to discuss this question with reference to practical measures; but I 
submit to him that in view of the situation the remedy proposed by 
him is entirely inadequate. I believe—and yet I would not be bound 
by the opinion I express now—that we shall be compelled sooner or 
later to rely upon the individual liability of the stockholders of these 
banks for the security of the circulation by some Well regulated and 
well guarded system. I do not believe, if we are to rely on them for 
circulation, that we can rest it upon any State securities or national 
securities that are available for the purposesof circulation. So I think 
the bill now before the Senate reported by the Finance Committee 
should be passed as it stands, leaving us an opportunity of examining 
in the near future (because this exigency will not come for two or three 
years or possibly for seven years) more carefully and considerately the 
question of what security we shall substitute for the benefit of the 
Government of the United States for the security now held by the 
Government. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator before he sits down why he 
does not rely on specie as a tee for the issues? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly I do, partially. 

Mr. BUTLER. That seems to be practicable. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have that now as a basis for our circulation. 

Mr. BUTLER, When the bonds are taken up and called in, why can 
not gold and silver coin or gold and silver bullion be substituted as the 
basis of issue? 

Mr. ALLISON. That would be a very good substitute if you could 
secure enough of it and have people who would take stock in the banks 
and deposit dollar for dollar. 

Mr. BUTLER. The complaint now is that there is too much silver 
h 


ere, 
Mr. ALLISON. Thatisa complaint of some people and some people 
who do not understand thoroughly what they are talking about. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam glad to hear the Senator say so. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will not go into the discussion of the silver ques- 
tion. I know very well that at this moment we have a large amount 
of gold coin. The Director of the Mint tells us we have $600,000,000 
of gold coin in the United States. I venture to say that that is more 
gold coin than is held by any other nation on earth thisday. In other 
words, we are stronger in the basis of our circulation than any other 
nation is. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to put a ques- 
tion to him? 

Mr, ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Does the Senator think it would be possible 
under the wise and conservative legislation of a great Government like 
this to apply the well-established principle of banking to the banks cre- 
ated by national authority in former days and secure the circulation? 
Or does he think that the notes of the national banks of the Union have 
any better credit than those of the Bank of England, for instance, that 
rest on an essentially different principle? 

Mr. ALLISON. Idonotthink so, but I do not agree with the Senator 
from Florida that they rest on an essentially different principle. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It will be remembered that those States 
of the Union that had banking systems previous to the present ones, 
New York and Massachusetts and those States, had wise and salutary 
regulations for the banks. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is very true, and it is possible that a State 
system might be so managed now; but our’national system is regarded 
as essential by our people forthe reason that the notes are everywhere 
of the same value. That never was true of the State bank systems. 
Now our present is substantially on the basis of the circulation 
of England, The circulation of England to-day is based upon the credit. 
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of the government in part, to the extent of £15,000,000. It is then 
based, in addition to that, upon every dollar of gold coin or bullion 
that is deposited in the issue department of the Bank of England. 
There they have a double security, partially resting upon the faith of 
Great Britain and partially resting upon absolute coin in the vaults of 
the Bank of England. That is exactly our national-bank system to-day; 
it is exactly the system upon which this Government has issued its cir- 
culating notes. We have $346,000,000 based upon the credit and faith 
of the Government. We have in addition to that whatever amount of 
gold and silver notes the Government chooses to issue upon deposits of 
gold and silver coin. Thus we havea perfectly safe system, taking the 
national-bank system and the Government system together, but the 
trouble with the national banking system is that our debt is being so 
rapidly paid off that this security is being swept from under our feet. 
ow the problem for us to solve is what shall we.substitute for this 
Government security? The Senator from South Carolina says gold and 
silver coin. In the various operations of a government or a people so 
widely diffused and disseminated as our people are, it would be prac- 
tically impossible for us to do business on gold and silver alone. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator misunderstood me. I suggested thatwe 
make them the basis of our notes, our bankissues. I simply meant to 
substitute them for United States bonds. 

Mr. ALLISON. The trouble with that, as the Senator will see, is 
that there is no inducement for capitalists to enter intoa national bank- 
ing system that requires them to put up a dollar in gold for every dol- 
lar of their bills. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The Senator said the security of the Bank 
of England note was to some extent the credit and faith of the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain. Idonotgo understand. I understand that the 
inducement to that great institution is afforded by the fact that absolute 
security of dollar for dollar lying behind the circulation is required. 

Mr. ALLISON. They require security, dollar for dollar, except the 
amount that is held on the faith of the government, namely, £15,000,000. 
The Bank of England cannot issue a dollar of circulation beyond £15,- 
000,000 unless there is a dollar of gold deposited in the vaults of the 
bank behind it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does not the Senator think it would be perfectly 
safe under the present national banking system, modified of course so 
as to be adapted to the obligation, to issue two for one? R 

Mr. ALLISON. It might be; but my own opinion is that when we 
authorize the national banks to issue circulation, and we ourselves as a 
Government hold ourselves responsible for that circulation, we ought 
to require the fullest and strongest security. Therefore I would re- 
quire that the individual stockholders of the bank, together with the 
assets of the bank, should be held absolutely for the circulation to the 
extent of every dollar of the property of the individual stockholders. 
Then I would provide, in addition, that any bank might, say to the 
extent of one-half the capital, issue circulation upon that basis, and 
that upon the other half of their capital they should issue it upon the 
deposit of gold coin or silver coin. But this is only a speculative 
method of changing the whole system of our national banks. I do not 
know that I shall be for that after full discussion. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will it interrupt the Senator if I should ask him a 


question? 
Mr. ALLISON. No. 
Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senator if he believes that a currency based 


upon individual liability would ever be accepted by the people of the 
United States as a currency equally good everywhere, and giving secu- 
rity against failures, and so on, which the currency we now have pos- 
sesses. 


Mr. ALLISON. Of course I can not state all the conditions of a cur- 
rency in a single sentence. This currency must have, in addition to 
what I have stated, all the conditions which we now have, namely, abso- 
Inte redeemability at the pleasure of the holder of the currency at the 
Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. BUTLER. And Government inspection. 

Mr. ALLISON. All the safeguards now thrown around the national- 
bank notes. It should have also the absolute faith of the Government 
behind every dollar of the circulation. With these conditions I believe 
a holder of a national-bank note would never inquire by what bank: it 


was issued or make any inquiry in reference to it, and such a system | 


would be as strong for the noteholder as our present system, and I be- 
lieve it could be wisely provided that sufficient safeguards could be 
made for the protection of the Government against loss by means of its 
guarantee of the notes issued by the banks. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Alabama presents one of the practical alternatives that Con- 
gress will be compelled to consider in connection with our banking sys- 
tem in the course of a very few years. At thismoment, however, itis 
premature. It has not received due consideration, and I texceed- 
ingly that the Committee on Finance, instead of reporting the frag- 
mentary and inconsequential bill that is now before us, has not risen 
to the dignity of the occasion and prepared some measure that will be 
an equivalent for the emergency with which we are shortly to be con- 
fronted, a practical solution of the problem as to what shall be the pa- 
per currency of the future. 


The Senator from Iowa is always an optimist. He assures us that. 


there is no emergency, that the days are halcyon, that the seas arc'un- 
disturbed, and that years will probably elapse before there will be dif- 
ficulty or disturbance with our existing banking system. When we 
reflect, Mr. President, that out of the $300,000,000 of % per cent. bonds 
subject to call more than $200,000,000 are held by national banks as 
security for their circulation, and that we have asurplus revenue rang- 
ing from fifty to one hundred million dollars per annum that can only 
be used for the payment of these 3 per cent. bonds, it appears to me that 
the Senator from Iowa is a trifle too sanguine; that we are liable at a 
very early period to be confronted with the difficulty resulting from the 
sudden, spasmodic, and dangerous contraction of the currency for which 
the measure reported by the committee affords no substantial remedy. 
When that call of bonds occurs and the circulation is contracted by 90 
per cent. of the amount of 3 per cent. bonds that may be cancelled, un- 
less I am mistaken there will be a very serious question confronting the 
American people. ‘ 

It may, I think, be taken for granted that there is a determination 
that the public debt shall be paid; that there will be no consent to any 
abridgment of the revenue which interferes with this result; that there 
will be no consent to any increase of the debt, whether apparent or real, 
for the purpose of affording a basis for national circulation. Therefore 
when the Senator from Iowa says that there is no trouble, that there is 
no necessity for the preparation of any measure by the Committee on 
Finance which shall deal with this great question as to what shall be 
the paper currency of the future, I fear he is mistaken. And now 
when we are at peace, when the revenues of the country are in a sat- 
isfactory condition, when there isa surplus in the Treasury, when all of 
our different currencies are as good as gold, when the voice of the Green- 
backer is no more heard in the land, when fiat money is no longer de- 
manded by any considerable portion of the American people, I regret 
that at this most auspicious time the Committee on Finance did not 
conclude to report some comprehensive measure, instead of leaving the 
question to he considered in time of stress, of danger, and of peril, when, 
confronted by the dangers of a contraction of the currency, public opin- 
ion may not be as tranquil as it is at present. 

Within four or five years at the outside alarge proportion of the present 
basis of national banking will have been destroyed by the payment of 
the 3 per cent. bonds; I take that to be indisputable; and when that 
period arrives we shall be confronted with the practical question as to 
what shall be done to supply a currency for this country. 

I said the proposition of the Senator from Alabama was one of the 
practical alternatives. Itis. We are to consider whether this system 
of national banks that has proved so beneficent in its operations, that 
is to-day approved by all parties, is to be continued upon the basis of 
some other security than that afforded by the national debt. We shall 
then be called upon to consider whether State securities can be taken 
as a basis; whether mortgages upon real estate can be taken, or whether 
there can be any exchange of the bonds of the United States having a 
longer period to run, into those at a lower rate of interest which can be 
held by the national banks as a basis for their circulation. 

I believe that Treasury notes would be the best. conceivable currency 
provided the amount could be fixed so as not to be subject to the caprice 
of Congress; and I say this without concurring in the opinion tliat has 
been otten expressed, that it is necessary to hold a large reserve in gold 
or silver coin for their redemption. I have heard the Senator from Iowa, 
the Senator from Alabama, and other Senators repeat during this debate 
the statement that there was a reserve in the Treasury at this time, in 
coin, held for the purpose of the redemption of the outstandin:, legal- 
tender notes of the United States. There isnot one dollar in the Treasury 
of the United States either in gold or in silver held for that purpose, 
and I should be very glad if those Senators who have so often reiterated 
that statement would refer me either to a provision of the statutes re- 
quiring it or to a report of an officer of the Treasury aflirming that a 
dollar is so held. ‘There is not one single penny in the Treasury of the 
United States to-day held as a reserve for the redemption of the out- 
standing legal-tender Treasury notes of the United States. 

Mr. BAYARD. May [ask the Senator is it not a fact that under the 
resumption act of 1875, by which the power was given to authorize 
resumption, the bonds of the United States were sold ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAYARD. And this body of gold was bought and bought for 
the p of resumption. I do not say that ther: is a specitic crea- 
tion of afund called a reserve fund topay the demand notes of the Treas- 
ury, but I do say that the gold was bought for the purposeof resuming 
and of maintaining resumption, and therefore there is the strongest im- 
plication, if not the direct pledge of the money bought with the 4 per 
cent. bonds gf the United States. That law. I may say, still remain- 
ing unrepealed, the power still exists to sell the bonds of the United 
States to any extent that may be necessary for the purpose of maintain- 
ing resumption. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is true. 


Mr.BAYARD. Andatanyrate. Itisacarteblanche of power, and ıt 


is, in my judgment, that potentiality in reserve, the power in the Treas- 
ury that stands there like the Rock of Gibraltar back of the demand 
notes of the United States. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Delaware and I do not disagree. 
There was undoubtedly, under the act of January 14, 1875, power given 
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to the Secretary of the Treasury to ‘‘sell and dispose of, at not less than 
par, in coin, either of the descriptions of bonds of the United States de- 
scribed in the act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, entitled ‘An act 
to authorize the refunding of the national debt,’ with like qualities, 
privileges, and exemptions, to the extent necessary to carry this actinto 
full effect.’’ . 

That is absolutely unlimited, and in pursuance of that authority the 
Secretary of the Treasury issued and disposed of $95,500,000 of bonds, 
procured gold coin, placed it in the Treasury, and it is there in the gen- 
eral balance to-day, subject to check for daily payments, and not a dollar 
held for the redemption of the notes. 

Mr. BAYARD. Not held as a reserve fund? It was bought for re- 


serve. 

Mr. INGALLS. Thereisnota dollarin the Treasury that can not be 
drawn out at the will of the Secretary in the payment of any of the 
obligations of the United States or used to-day for the purchase of the 
3 per cent. bonds of the United States; and I invite any contradiction 
ot that statement, based upon the record. 

Mr. ALLISON.°* As the Senator from Kansas alludes to my ŝtate- 
. ment in reference to the character of this reserve, he will permit meto 
remark that I have never stated that there was a positive and actual 
setting apart of so much coin in the Treasury for this particular pur- 

. Ido not know that there is any such thing. 

Mr. INGALLS. Itis subject to daily check. i 

Mr. ALLISON. Subject to daily check; but it is not drawn upon; 
and no Secretary of the Treasury having regard for the implied obliga- 
tions of the Government would check that balance below $100,000,000. 

This is not a new discussion; we had it over and over again; and in 
1882, when we passed the act rechartering the national banks, there was 
a provision put in the law which was intended in some degree to limit 
the power of the Secretary of the Treasury to draw the balance down 
below $100,000,000, and if the Senator will allow me I wish to read it. 
Section 12 of that act is the section authorizing the issuance of gold 
certificates. It was stated and maintained on this floor that the issu- 
ance of gold certificates would result in the withdrawal of all the green- 
back notes, that there would be a run upon the Treasury first, a drawing 
out of the gold coin for the greenbacks, and then a redepositing of the 
gold coin, and thus substituting gold certificates for the greenback cur- 
rency. In order to avoid that objection there was put in section 12 of 
the law a provision: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall nd the issue of such 
gold certificates whenever the amount of gold coin and gold bullion in the Treas- 
ury reserved for the redemption of United States notes falls below $100,000,000. 

When the reserve held in the United States Treasury for the redemp- 
tion of United States notes falls below $100,000,000! This is a clear 
implication that at least $100,000,000 of this sum is held for that pur- 
pose. That is all I meant tosay. "I never meant to say that there was 
a specific designation, a setting apart of so many. gold dollars for the re- 
demption of greenback notes. 

Mr. BECK, As the Senator from Kansas is allowing interruptions 
to let gentlemen set themselves right, will he allow me two minutes to 
do the same thing? x 

Mr. INGALLS: With pleasure. 

Mr. BECK. TheSenator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] in hisargu- 
ment a little while ago suggested that I was making propositions to 
withdraw the basis of security of the legal-tender notes of the United 
States by a bill that I introduced yesterday. It is pertinent to the 
question now up to say that I had noidea of doing any such thing. The 
bill is in the RECORD this morning. The bill I introduced was based 
upon the main idea the Senator from Kansas has, and that I agree with 
him in and that we have maintained together heretofore, that $100,- 
000,000 was the maximum that the Secretary of the Treasury ought to 
keep in the Treasury for any purpose. Heis holding now $150,000,000, 
and he insists npon retaining $150,000,000; and if by any casualty we 
should sneceed in reducing our taxation down toa point where weshould 
not be absorbing the means of the people as we are now, and make lib- 
eral appropriations in any. contingency that shall happen whereby the 
revenues of the Government should not come up to the present standard, 
he would insist on selling bonds again, as Secretary SHERMAN did, to 
the amount of $95,000,000 to keep up his reserve. * 

The bill I had the honor to introduce yesterday was to the effect that 
if by accident, foreign complications or otherwise, the revenues of the 
Government fail to come up to the amount of the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, he should not sell any more bonds until the reserve was re- 
duced down to $100,000,000, but that he could use that $50,000,000 of 
surplus above the $100,000,000, I want this to be an answer to any- 
body who opposes the reduction of taxation, that there is $50,000,000 
of surplus to be used before he’can sell more bonds. 

The Senator from Kansas very well recollects the discussion that oc- 
curred here a year or two agorelative to the immense amount of money 
to be paid for pensions, where the Secretary wanted the power to sell 
more bonds; but the Senator and I and others of us said, ‘‘ No; you are 
holding $10,000,000 now in reserve for your fractional currency; take 
that out; and we succeeded in requiring him to take that out, and 
there never was a dollar of it used. 

Theré is always an effort to sell bonds to keep up large balances. 
One hundred million dollars is the maximum, and I agree with the 


Senator from Iowa that it was an implication that it should not be be- 
low $100,000,000, and we never ought to have had it beyond that. 
Therefore I desired the Senator from Kansas to draw that down and 
make it imperative on the Secretary rot to sell any more of our bonds 
where he has anysum in excess of $100,000,000 lying in the Treasury, 
but to use it as money in the Treasury appropriated instead of selling 
bonds to meet any deficit that may occur in the revenues if they do not 
come up to the expenditures. 

I thank the Senator from Kansas for allowing me to say this much. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I do not learn that any of the ob- 
servations which have been made impair in any degree the force of the 
remark which I submitted that there is not at this time a dollar in gold 
or silver coin in the Treasury of the United States held as a reserve 
for the purpose of redeeming the legal-tender Treasury notes; and if 
any Senator can point me to any clause in the statutes or to a report 
of any of the officers of the Treasury which either commands that or 
shows that it exists, I shall be instructed. I make this observation, not 
for the purpose of intimating that any obligation of law has been dis- 
regarded, not to show that there ought to be or ought not to be a coin 
reserve in the Treasury, but to show that the value of these legal-tenders 
does not depend upon a redemption fund; that they would be exactly 
as good as they are now if there was not a dollar of this idle coin in 
the Treasury ; because, as the Senator from Delaware has already pointed 
out, in the act of January 14, 1875, the absolute power was given the 
Secretary of the Treasury at any time to sell a sufficient amount of the 
interest-bearing bonds of the United States to make redemption secure. 
That is all the power required to made the legal-tender notes good; and 
it is not necessary, in my judgment, that one farthing of this vast coin 
reserve, now amounting to about $150,000,000, should be held longer 
so far as the value of the legal-tender Treasury notes is concerned. 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator from Kansas permit me to ask him 
à question ? z ° 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senatora moment ago was discussing the propo- 
sition that very soon as the national bonds are paid off we must make 
provision for currency, and he expressed the opinion, in which I con- 
cur, that Treasury notes are as good a currency as can possibly be made; 
but he suggested danger from improvident legislation. I ask if thecon- 
vertibility of the Treasury notes into coin on demand does not pre- 
vent an overretention in circulation of Treasury notes, on the ground 
that when there is too much of them the holder of the note will go to 
the Treasury and get his coin for it. That is, the very factof converti- 
bility prevents the keeping out of more of that circulation than the de- 
mands of commerce require, 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator is right. All those difficulties, under 
the condition that he suggests, would adjust themselves. 

It may be instructive, Mr. President, to consider for a few. moments 
the annual report of the Treasurer of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1883. Upon page 9, where the subject of the re- 
serve is considered, he says: 

The following statement shows the excess of the cash assets of the Govern- 


ment over its net demand liabilities on the Ist day of November, 1833, compared 
with that on the same date in 1882: 


1882. 1883. 
ASSETS. 

(RONG ODI a casctessssopncctacvensnhcevscnscasatsesivescucest osaera iee $108, 888, 963 44 | $147, 037,092 56 
Gold bullion........... «| 50,916,780 10 62,302. 847 34 
Standard silver dollars, 92,414,977 00 | 116,036,450 00 
Fractional silver coin .. 26, 749, 432 45 26,712,424 15 
Silver bullion .......... 4,012,503 27 4, 936, 364 86 
Deposits with nation: 8, 738,523 16 7, 987, 683 27 
29, 689, 196 17 37, 113, 637 33 
6,370,051 58 6, 428, 179 99 
17 | 408,644,089 50 
92,012 27 775,096 84 
, 661,510 3,531,342 84 
Matured bonds and interest ... 786,524 00 331,009 90 
Interest due and not paid.... 5,255, 170 24 2,371, 276 57 
Gold certificates outstanding . 11,370, 270 00 52, 076, 180 00 
Silver certificates outstandin , 620, 00 85, 334, 381 00 


Certificates of deposit (act of Jane 8, 1872) out- 


9, 835, 000 00 12, 545,000 00 


24,208,117°05 | 24,331,528 02 
5, 635, 232 31 8,379,155 26 


14, 471,298 01 14, 220, 766 81 


ACCOUNTS; sescseseseassesessossessroses 
Outstanding drafts and checks 
Five per cent. fund for redemp! 

A TROCEB. <5 crea aa stevenns -noetavess AOON 
Fund for redemption of notes of national banks 

failed, in liquidation, and reducing circu- 
«| 88,169,253 10 
5 6,823, 901 04 8, 253,587 24 


192, 628,738 18 | 247,821,544 08 
135, 151, 688 99 | 160, 822,545 42 


Reserve—excess Of assets ...ssssegodynessssrs rores esenee 


It will be seen that the reserve— 


Mark his language— 


the reserve is ascertained A deducting from the cash in the Treasury the ag- 
gregate of the current liabili 


ities other than United States notes, the amountsot 
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certificates and other ery. pce nominally outstanding having been first re- 
duced by the amounts of those held by the Treasury. 

The reserve increased from $135,151,688,99 in 1882 to $160,822,545.42, due to the 
increase in the cash owned by the Government of $8,918, 296.36 in gold coin and 
bullion, $4,831,403.59 in silver dollars and bullion, and $4,771,969.57 in currency; 
and to the decrease in the liabilities for bonds and interest of $9,486,490.52, and in 
the funds for redemption of national-bank notes of $2,747,561.70. This aggre- 
gate increase of $30,755,714.74 is, however, reduced to $25,670,856.43 by the in- 
crease in the liabilities on account of -Office Department, outstanding d 
and checks and disbursing officers’ balances of $4,297,020:12, and by an actual 
decrease in the fractional silver coin in the Treasury and the funds on deposit 
with national-bank depositories of $787,838.19. 

The amount of the reserve a year ago would, however, have appeared pona 
by $12,063,714.72 had not payment been anticipated of that amount o = rere 
bonds not then matured, w should be considered in making any com) |- 
80) 


n, 

The following table shows for the first day of each of the past thirteen months 
the amount of thecurrent liabilities exclusive of United States notes; the amount 
including such notes; and the cash in the Treasury, certificates for gold, silver, 
and currency deposits and the moneys held for the redemption of the same, hav- 
ing been dedu ; also the percentage of the reserve ascertained, as stated 
above, to the United States notes outstanding, and of the cash to current liabili- 


ties, including those notes. 
PE | TE E 7 ER 
98 eee . Ae 234 
gg H & RE| SPs 
ae} 3 8 23|? 

- 628 EE < PEE 
oS FEE oa £ és 
225 FE #5 5 333 

Month. Se. gs 28 E ar 
FE žy TEE 
EFE Bas 5 2 #25 

5 
oye | ig TEREE 
EE TE: 
E] ase n 
- pa Sas mae 
8 anne 3 Š |e 

.. $105, 803, 018 18 , 484, 034 18 954,707 17 | 39.0 53.8 
..| 112,156,311 13 | 458,837,327 13 | 236,742,304 00 | 35.9 51.6 
111, 908, 927 79 | 458,589,943 79 | 223,700,425 05 | 32.2 48.8 
Jos" 206° 9a 02 451, 976, 937 02 | 226,707,110 73 | 35.0 50.2 
110, 604, 935 34 | 457,285,951 34 | 238,201, 333°89 | 36.8 52.1 
108, 292, 907 34 | 454,973,925 34 | 240,420,177 64 | 38.1 52.8 
..| 122, 080, 864 40 468, 761, 880 40 | 243,783,639 91 | 35.1 52.0 
„| 116,546,697 48 | 463,227,713 48 | 244,580,343 16 | 36.9 52.8 
112, 105,099 61 | 458,786,115 61 | 253,111, 870 34 | 40.7 55.2 
105, 931, 897 37 | 452,612, 913 37 | 258, 874, 204 94 | 44.0 57.1 
109, 370, 166 29 | 456,051,182 29 | 261, 665,988 79 | 43.9 57.4 
..| 107,070, 088 12 | 453,751,104 12 | 259,236, 856 51 | 43.9 57.1 
97, 865, 983 08 | 444,546,999 08 | 258,688,528 50 | 46.4 58.2 
444,740,312 47 | 233,424,407 SE | 39.0 52.5 


The range of the 
notes outstanding ( 5 
January to 46.4 per cent. in November, 1883 y 
and eleven months since the resumption of specie ipay mona was 39 per cent. 


reentage of the reserve to the amount of United States 
E6 GSL 016) during the period was from 32.2 per cent. in 
; and the average for the four years 


Upon the assumption that the percentage should be eomputed between the 
eash in the Treasury and the liabilities, including United States notes, all certifi- 
cates and the moneys for their be eae BN being excluded, the range was from 
48.8 per cent, to 58.2 per cent. during the thirteen months, and averaged 52.5 per 
cent, for the fifty-nine months since resumption, 

And yet Senatorsgravely assert that this is a reserve held for the pur- 
poses of redemption; that the shifting sands of a daily balance, struck 
by the officers of the Treasury, ranging from 32 per cent. of the out- 
standing United States notes in one month to 58 per cent. in another in 
the same year, subject at every moment to be drawn upon for the cur- 
rent obligations of the Government, subject to the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, is a reserve held for the purposes of redemp- 
tion ! : 
Mr. President, if afler reading this statement of the Treasurer any 
Senator feels dis to say that even the $95,500,000 secured by the 
sale of bonds is held as a reserve, I shall certainly be very much grati- 
fied. There is not one dollar that can not be paid out to-morrow for 
the purchase of 3 per cent, bonds; that power has been given to the 


Secre of the Treasury, and the Senator from Iowa in his speech 
spoke of that as being one of the safeguards against the dangers of con- 
traction. e 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will the the Senator allow me a word ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator to say that no Secretary 
of the Treas had ever reported that there was any sum in the 
Treasury held for the redemption of United States notes. Was I cor- 
rect in that understanding? 

Mr. INGALLS. That is my belief. 

‘ Mr. ALDRICH. I will read only one instance of several which Iam 
sure exist from the report of the Secretary of the Treasury in 1880. 
The then Secretary of the Treasury now holding a seat on this floor, 
the honorable Senator from Ohio, said in his report: 


The general available balance is now treated as such a fund, but, as this bal- 
ance may, at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury— 


Precisely as the Senator from Kansas has said— 


be unduly drawn upon for the or payment of bonds, it would appear 
advisable that Congress prescribe the maximum and pote sone of the 


Thus stating in terms that the available balance is used and is held 
by the Secretary of the Treasury for the purpose of redemption and sug- 
gesting the fixing of a limit. I do not contend, nor has any Secretary 
of the Treasury nor any one on this floor ever contended within my 
knowledge, that this fund is specifically set apart either in the Treas- 
ury or under the provisions of any statute for this purpose; but it has 
been held, within the knowledge of Congress and within the knowledge 
of the people of this country, by the Secretary of the Treasury to be an 
available balance ranging, as has been shown, from 32 per cent. to 40 
po from time to time for this purpose. The amount never has 

n below $95,500,000. At no time since these bonds alluded to were 
sold has the amount of gold coinin the Treasury ever been as low as the 
sum which he has named, and two Secretaries of the Treasury at least 
have called the attention of Aang, diag to the reserve so held, not by ex- 
press command of law perhaps, but in the discretion’of the Secretary, 
for the purposes of redemption of the United States notes outstanding. 

I differ entirely with 
value of these notes is not sustained toa very great extent by the amount 
of this fund. j 

Mr. INGALLS. Will theSenator, as I yielded to him, oblige me by 
submitting to an interrogation ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will he inform me if in his opinion there is a 
dollar of the coin balance in the Treasury: that the Secretary of the 
Treasury cannot, if he sees fit, to-day or Monday employ in the pur- 
chase of 3 per cent. bonds? 


Mr. ALDRICH. I think there is not. 

Mr. INGALLS. Exactly what I said. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not by express limitation of law. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then upon what does it stand? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Upon the wise discretion of the Secretary of the 


Treasury and upon the unwritten law which should govern him in 
matters of this kind. 5 

Mr. INGALLS. What would be said about the coin reserve in @ 
State bank that rested on the wise discretion of the board of directors? 
That is what the Senator from Rhode Island replies to me in regard to 
the coin reserve in the Treasury; it depends upon the wise discretion 
of the Secretary, says the Senator, and yetif any bank in Rhode Island 
required to hold a coin reserve for the redemption of its circulating 
notes should announce that its sole dependence was upon its daily bal- 
ance of deposits, subject to the will of its president or board of directors, 
I am inclined to think public confidence in its solvency would be mate- 
rially impaired. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The fact that Such a condition of affairs exists is 
the fault of Congress. - I have read from the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury of 1880 ing that a maximum and minimum be 
fixed for this fand.. No such maximum or minimum has been fixed 
except by a limitation in the national banking act of 1882, which has 
been read, put there on my motion, and made mandatory upon the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Kansas himself, providing, at feast by im- 
plication, the amount of coin reserve should never go below $100,000,- 
000. I will admit that is only by implication, but the plain inference 
is that the Secretary is bound to maintain an amount not less than 
$100,000, 000 of coin for redemption purposes. 

Mr. BAYARD, The Senator will pardon me a word, as the subject 
is very interesting, I think, to the public. I would say the matter ig 
much stronger than a mére implication. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will not the Senator point out why? 

Mr. BAYARD. I will tell you why. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should be glad also if he would point out where 
the implication is. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think it is something stronger than an implica- 
tion. The Government of the United States had a large body of its 
demand notes outstanding and unpaid. They resolved under the forms 
of law to resume specie payments, and in order to resume specie pay- 
ments they authorized the sale of the interest-bearing obligations of the 
United States for the purpose of creating that which would enable them 
to resume. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator allow me to say that they author- 
ized more than that? 

Mr. BAYARD. They certainly authorizedthat. Then they author- 
ized the sale of the interest-bearing obligations of the United States 
for the purpose of providing a fund in gold that should meet the de- 
mand notes of the United States and assist in resumption. But not 
only that, it went further—I do not think I can be mistaken about 
this—they went further, and gave the power to sell bonds without limit 
in order that not only should specie payments be resumed, but that 


they should be permanently maintained. 

I objected to a construction of that resumption act, because when I 
asked the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] whether he held that 
they could reissue notes of the United States which once had been paid 
he refused to give any interpretation to it, and so I never did regard 
that redemption act as an honest one upon its face ora finality, because 


a AE A = A AGR eed 


e Senator from Kansas in his idea that the © 
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it provided for the reissue of those notes which had once been paid, 
„which was resumption, and then again going in debt further. 

I had but one idea, that the Government meant to pay its notes, and 
be done with them. That was my theory and my wish, and in order 
to do that they sold their bonds and bought $100,000,000 of gold. 
What was it bought for? Certainly to pay such notes as should be of- 
fered at the Treasury for redemption. The consequence was that the 
public, knowing that nothing is so convenient or valuable as a note con- 
vertible at will into gold, did not present the notes, and the reserve 
never was called for. The reason they did notis obvious. It was cer- 
tain to be accomplished whenever the notes went there, because not 
only was there the $100,000,000 to begin the resumption, but the un- 
limited power of the Government to sell its bonds to continue it and 
maintain it. 

Although I agree that there is not a direct stipulation and contract 
that this money should be used for one purpose and one purpose only 
and kept there forthatone purpose and that one purpose only, yet there 
is no other fair and reasonable construction; so much so, that if it were 
a case between private individuals I believe any court of chancery would 
restrain the use of one dollar of that money for any other purpose than 
the protection and redemption of these demand notes. It is stronger 
than an implication. It is not, as my friend from Rhode Island said, 
an unwritten law, it is a written law, and there lies in that law such 
an obligation that I believe thatif it were acase between private parties 
and the matter was brought into a court of chancery the chancellor 
would restrain the payment or the use of that gold fund for any other 
purpose than that for which it was expressly designed. 

I do not believe that the Secretary of the Treasury has in law the 
right to buy 3 per cent. bonds with that gold fund. I think there isno 
reasonable construction of the law that lookstothat. You may say there 
is no letter of the law to restrain him. I say there is the spirit and 
there is the fair construction of the law; that it would be a perversion 
of his powers, and not only a perversion of his powers, it would be a 
perversion of the law and an assumption of unjust power if he took one 
dollar of that gold coin to pay it off for the ordinary expenses of the 
United States. That is what I mean to say, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, weareatlastenlightened. OneSena- 
tor tells us that this reserve rests upon an implication; another Senator 
assures us that it is based upon a fair and reasonable construction of an 
unwritten law; and a third that if the Secretary of the Treasury should 
venture to use one dollar of this fand for any other purpose than the 
redemption of the legal-tender notes he could be restrained by proceed- 
ings in chancery. 

Mr. BAYARD. I said if it was a case between private individuals. 

Mr. INGALLS. LIunderstoodthat. But it is obvious from what has 
been admitted that the wildest claimant for strict construction can not 
find in the statutes or in the reports of the Secretary any foundation on 
which to base the assumption that any coin in the Treasury is held as 
.a fund for the redemption of notes; and for the purpose of pointing the 
moral and adorning the tale, if the Senator from Iowa will restrain his 
impetuosity for a moment, I will call his attention to the language of 
the statute providing for resumption. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is just what I desire the Senator to do. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator from Delaware give me his atten- 
tion while I read the language of the statute? 

Mr. BAYARD. The law of 1875? 

Mr. INGALLS. January 14, 1875. 


par, in coin, either of the loo of 


bonds of the United States described in the act of Congress approved July 14, 
1870, entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the Satanai, debt,” with like 
qualities, privileges, and exemptions, to the extent n to carry this act 


into full effect, and to use the proceeds thereof for the purposes aforesaid, 


Now tbat there is, by implication even, in the language of that statute 
-any direction to the Secretary to provide a specificfund for the redemp- 
tion of the aggregate amount of legal-tender notes outstanding—— 

Mr. BAYARD. Was it not to enable him to do this thing that the 
law was given? 

Mr. INGALLS. Whenever they might be presented in sums of $50; 
but the claim that he was by the language of the statute directed to 
provide a fund that should be a specific reserve for that purpose is 
absolutely untenable. How much was he to provide? What percent. 
s the outstanding amount of legal-tender notes was he to place in the 

reasury. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will not the Senator admit that whatever he did 
procure was dedicated to that purpose? 

Mr. INGALLS. But every cent that he did provide has been con- 
fused and mixed and confounded with the other assets in the Treasury, 
until there is not a dollar that can be distinguished. It is absolutely 
inseparable, and has been so from the hour that $95,500,000 of bonds 
was sold down ‘‘to the latest syllable of recorded time;’’ and of the 

-aggregate balance that remains after deducting liabilities from assets, 
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shifting all the way, by implication or by fair and reasonable construc- 
tion or by a wise discretion, from ninety-five millions to one hundred 
and sixty millions, there is not adollar that can not beexpended to-day , 
in the purchase of 3 per cent. bonds. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator yield to me again? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will read for the edification of the Senator from 
ee from the report of the Secretary of the Treasury for the year 
1882: 

The policy of the Department has been to keep for the redemption of the 
United States notes a reserve of about 40 per cent. of the amount of them out- 
standing— 

Mr. INGALLS. 

Mr. ALDRICH— 


and, besides that, to hold money enough to meet all other obligations payable 
on demand. 


The fact is that the Secretaries of the Treasury have held continu- 
ally a sum, treated as a reserve, equal to about 40 per cent., as this 
Secretary states, of the amount of outstanding United States notes, in 
addition to the amount necessary to meet the current demands of the 
Treasurer; and that fact has been repeatedly announced to Congress, 
and Congress by their non-action in the premises have given their acqui- 
escence, their assent, I think I may fairly say their approval, to the 
policy thus adopted. The amount, as shown by the statement of the 
Treasurer read by the Senator himself, has never fallen below 32 per 
cent. on the amount of outstanding notes in addition to the amount 
necessary to meet all the other obligations of the Treasury. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suppose then the Senator calls 32 per cent. “‘about 
40!’ He declares that the intention of the Secretaries of the Treasury 
has been, as announced in their reports, to hold ‘‘ about 40 per cent.” 
That is much like the promissory note of our African fellow-citizen who 
said, “ For value received I promise to pay two or three dollars in two 
or three days.” This policy of holding about 40 per cent. depends not 
upon the will of Congress, but upon the sound judgment and discretion 
of the Secretary; and yet I show by the report of the Treasurer for the 
last fiscal year that during the period of thirteen months last preceding 
it has descended as low as 32 per cent. and has ascended as high as 58.2 
per cent.; and still we are gravely told that the value of the Treasury 
notes depends upon the coin reserve held in the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. INGALLS. I never listen to the Senator from Iowa without 
instruction and pleasure. 

Mr. ALLISON, Thank you. Now I desire the Senator’s construc- 
tion of this statute. It seems that the Secretary of the Treasury is au- 
thorized to sell United States bonds ‘‘ to the extent necessary to carry 
this act into full effect.” That is what he can do. Hecan sell United 
States bonds to the extent necessary to carry the act into full effect. 

Mr. INGALLS. If he were to hold it n to have a dollar in = 
gold behind every dollar in legal-tender notes, he has the authority to 
sell sufficient bonds to make that amount. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. INGALLS. Unquestionably he has. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now further: ‘ 

And to use the proceeds thereof for the purposes aforesaid. 

Now, what I want to ask the Senator from Kansas is this: Where, by 
statute or by agreement or by deed or by any instrument, we authorize 
an officer or person to do a particular thing with a sum of money or 
property that we intrust to him, is he authorized to do what he pleases 
with it or is he confined necessarily to the terms of the trust? 

Mr. INGALLS. Hehas done as he pleased with it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not so understand. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish the Senator from Iowa would point out to 
me somewhere on the statement of the Treasurer of the United States 
a dollar that is declared to be held in reserve for the redemption of 
United States notes. Here is his report. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ithank the Senator for handing methisbook. This 
book describes with distinctness and clearness that there is a reserve. 

Mr. INGALLS. Where? 

Mr. ALLISON. In the Treasury; areserve. Hecalls ita reserve— 
for what? That reserve is there for two purposes: first, to pay what- 
ever current obligations may come in from time to time—— 

Mr. INGALLS. Suppose the current obligations exceed the entire 
amount of cash in the Treasury? 

Mr. ALLISON. If they do, asa matter of course the Treasury would 
practically go to protest. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then the reserve vanishes? = 

Mr. ALLISON. To that extent. Now the remainder is held asa 
matter of course. 

Mr. INGALLS. If it is all paid out on current obligations, what 

is reserved ? : s 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kansas ofcourse can catechise me 
very well upon this point. If it should so happen that the amount of 
current obligations should exceed the amount of money in the Treasury, 
the Government would go to protest. 

Mr. INGALLS. No; the Secretary would sell bonds. 

Mr. ALLISON. Hecan notsell bonds for any other purpose except to 
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redeem the Treasury notes. That power is only for that purpose. We 
imposed upon the Secretary of the the duty of selling bonds 
ato the extent n to carry this law into effect. He sold bonds to 
the extent of $95,500,000; and what I claim is—if the Senator from 
Kansas differs with me I hope he will say so—that here is a legitimate, 
ific command to use that $95,500,000 for one purpose. Now, I say 
if the Secretary of the Treasury uses it for another purpose he violates 
the provisions of the statute, 

Mr. INGALLS. He has used it for another purpose. When the 
bonds were sold the money received was paid into the general Treasury 
and has there remained, subject to draft for current obligations ever 
since; and if the Senator from Iowa can point to me, on this statement 
of the assets and liabilities ofthe Treasury, any item which shows that 
there is a dollar of that $95,500,000 not subject to draft, then I will 
admit that Iam mistaken; but until then I will not. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. They have ‘‘mixed’’ the funds. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ofcourse they have been mixed. The proceeds of 
the bonds were put into the general fund the moment the money was 
received, and they have been subject to daily draft ever since. 

If as the Senator from Iowa says these bonds were sold to create a 
fund for redemption purposes, what should have been done? What 
would a bank do, organized under State law, authorized to hold a coin 
reserve of 25 or 30 per cent. of its circulating notes? Would the Sena- 
tor from Iowa say it was a compliance with the law to put the reserve 
in their vaults, to be drawn upon daily for the payment of checks or 
outstanding obligations? Is that a coin reserve held for the fedemp- 
tion of notes? It is idle to talk about it. No one who has examined 
this matter can fail to perceive that if the proceeds of the sale of the 
$95,500,000 of bonds was to constitute a redemption fund, it should 
have been placed in the vaults of the Treasury and accounted for as 
such and held as sacredly as a special deposit made by an individual 
subject to be returned in kind. 

The fact that it has been put into the general fund, its identity ab- 
solutely destroyed, included in the balance that may be struck in the 
daily transactions of the Treasurer, shows that coin redemption plays 
small part in the value of the Treasury notes of the United States. It 
is in the ability of the Government to redeem that their value consists. 
The power is in the section of the statute which says that whenever it 
is necessary the Secretary may sell bonds for the purpose of producing 
a redemption fund. Therefore it is that I contend, and shall always 
contend, that if the Treasury notes of the United States could be issued 
in sufficient volume for the requirements of the business of the country, 
freed from the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, freed from 
the liability to increase or diminution at the will of Congress, so as to 
form a stable and permanent amount of currency convertible at pleas- 
ure of the holder, they would be the best circulating medium that 
could be devised. 

Mr. President, this debate has taken a wide range, and I return to my 
first expression of regret, that in this time of peace and prosperity the 
Committee on Finance had not thought best to report some general 
measure that would give us some relief in the emergency that is shortly 
to arise, and that is the destruction of the present national-bank sys- 
tem by the payment of the bonds. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator permit me for a moment? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator has for a second time referred to the 
Committee on Finance as being derelict in their duty for not reporting 
a bill that would be more far-reaching in the present emergency to sup- 
ply the place of the withdrawal of the national-bank notes. 1 wish to 
say that this measure was reported in consequence of the payment by 
the Government of about ten or twelve million dollars per month of 
the 3 per cent. bonds, more than half of which were found to be depos- 
ited for the circulation of the national banks; and it was thought that 
this for the time would be something of a relief. “But I will add that 
there is a measure before the Committee on Finance that may have 
consideration at an early day of a more far-reaching character than the 
present bill, and I hope it will receive the favor of the committee, so 
that it can be rted; but I doubt whether when reported it will 
quite satisfy the Senator from Kansas, who opened his speech with the 
remark that the voice of the Greenbacker and fiat-money man was no 
longer heard in the land, and yet proceeded at once to avow his idea 
that a Treasury note, without any reserve fund behind it, was the very 
best possible solution of the question before us. I think that none of 
the rest can now say that the voice of the Greenbacker and fiat-money, 
maker is no longer heard in the land. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why, Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont mis- 
states my position. His remark is like one of the counterfeits of his own 
national-bank notes, ‘‘well calculated to deceive.” I said expressly 
that in my judgment Treasury notes of the United States, protected. 
from the discretion of the Secretary and ed against the danger of 
undue and hasty expansion or contraction by Congress, so that the 
amount could be stable, convertible, and permanent, would be the best 
currency that could be devised; and if the Senator from Vermont thinks 
that is fiat money, then I welcome him to his conceit. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have always understood that money issued by 
the Government without any coin behind it was distinctly fiat money 
and nothing else. 
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Mr. INGALLS. There is not a dollar behind the notes now issued 
by the Government, as I have shown, and the Senator from Vermont. 
will oblige me if he will show me the contrary. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think there is $150,000, 000. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not $150,000,000, and not one dollar, and it has 
been conclusively shown that there was no fund required in the first 
place, and that no fund has been maintained; and in the next place, 
that the money that was obtained by the sale of bonds under the act of 
January 14, 1875, was immediately mingled with the funds in the 
Treasury, and never has been heard of since as a reserve fund. 

Mr. MORRILL. But if the Senator from Kansas was the trustee of 
any fund and should deposit that in a bank with his other bank money, 
could it be said that, so long as he had twice or thrice the amount in 
bank to cover any demand that might be made upon him as trustee, 
there was nothing behind to support any draft upon the trustee ac- 
count? 

Mr. INGALLS. Would the Senator say that in the case of a State 
bank required by State law to keep from 25 to 334 per cent. of its cir- 
culation in gold coin, the action of the directors saying they would keep 
as much as they pleased was a compliance with that law ? 

Mr. MORRILL. ‘That does not answer the question I proposed. 

Mr. INGALLS. Itisa parallel statement in regard to the present 
condition of the Treasury so far as the redemption of the legal-tender 
notes of the United States is concerned. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifa bank was required by law to keep one-fourth 
of its outstanding circulation in gold coin as a reserve fand, would it 
make any difference if they kept the coin, whatever the account might 
be called under which it was held where it was held as a specific ac- 
count, as a redemption fund, so long as they held the coin required by 
law and the amount never was below the amount provided by law? 
Would it make any difference to the solvency of the bank or to its com- 
pliance with the law what its system of book-keeping was, under what 
heading in the accounts of the bank the fund was held? 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the amount required by law to be kept in 
the Treasury of the United States for the redemption of legal-tender 
notes? 

Mr. ALDRICH Ninety-five million five hundred thousand dollars 
atleast, according to my understanding of the law. 

Mr. INGALLS. Where do you find it stated at that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is stated in the law read by the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. INGALLS. I hope the Senator will read it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has been read. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator will oblige me by reading it again. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator want the whole of it read ? 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir; I want the clause read on which the Sen- 
ator relies for his statement that $95,500,000 are held in the Treasury 
as a fund for the redemption of United States notes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The law is as follows: 

And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and provide for the 
redemption in this act authorized or required, he is authorized to use any sur- 
plus revenues from time to time in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
and to issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less than , in coin, either of the de- 
scriptions of bonds of the United States Seearibect ta the act of Congress ap- 
proved July 14, 1870, entitled,” &c. 

He is authorized for certain specific purposes named in this act to sell 
such bonds. In accordance with this authority he did sell bonds to the 
amount of $95,500,000, for what? For the purposes named in this act 
specifically, and that amount of coin has been held in the Treasury 
eyer since—not the specific dollars which the Secretary then bought, 
but the reserve in the has never fallen one single dollar, from 
that time to. this, below the sum of $95,500,000; and I challenge the 
Senator to find to-day from any report of a Secretary of the Treasury a 
statement that the reserve was below that. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is noday when it may not be reduced below 
that sum. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not if the Secretary carries out the pledged faith 
of the Government and obeys the plain instructions of the law. 

Mr. INGALLS. That satisfies the Senator from Rhode Island, and 
I ought not to complain. If he thinks that is a requirement that the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall keep just $95,500,000 in the Treasury 
as a reserve fund, then he is very easily satisfied. 

To return once more and finally to the amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Alabama, which is now before the Senate for its action. I 
said that it was one of the practical alternatives that would soon be pre- 
sented for consideration in determining what should be done to provide: 
a national currency. I regret that he has brought it before the Senate: 
thus prematurely, because, though very important, it has not received 
such consideration ag will enable us to vote upon it intelligently. 

Aside from the issue of Treasury notes and the substitution of other 
than national securities as a basis for circulation there are but two alter- 
nativesremaining for consideration. One is the return to the old system 
of State banks, with its attendant inconvenience and insecurity. After 
the experience of the past twenty years with a currency national, con- 
iva safe, it is not likely that this plan will ever be received with. 

vor. 
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The last alternative isa great central fiscal institution, corresponding 
somewhat to the Bank of England in its functions; like that established 
under the scheme of Hamilton in 1791,.continued for twenty years, re- 
newed in 1816 for another term of twenty years, and finally overthrown 
by the apostacy of John Tyler after the political revolution of 1840. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] has just assured us that 
by the process of the extinction of the national debt some $10,000,000 
or $12,000,000 per month of 3 per cent. bonds are being paid, of which 
a large amount is held by the national banks as security for their cir- 
culation. That is not less than $50,000,000 or $60,000,000 per year. 
He states as the result of the deliberations and the lucubrations of the 
Finance Committee that they regard this measure which they have re- 
ported as a remedial measure for the difficulty from that contraction. 
By the admission of those who support this bill as a remedial measure 
all that it can possibly do is to add 10 per cent., which is between 
$34,000,000 and $35,000,000, to the amount of national-bank note cur- 
rency authorized to be outstanding as against the contraction of $50,- 
000,000 or $60,000,000 which may occur within a single year, and that 
the Senator regards as a measure that is equal to the emergency that 
is at hand. 

Mr. MORRILL. I didnot say that. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator says he did not say it. 
to hear what he did say. 

Mr. MORRILL. I said for the time being. 

Mr. INGALLS. ‘That is, until $35,000,000 are retired this bill will 
be an equivalent, but as soon as $35,000,000 or $36,000,000 have been 
retired then the process of contraction goes on with constant accelera- 
tion, until in some crisis of distrust, of danger, some unexpected mo- 
ment when extravagant credits given by banks have shaken confidence, 
or floods or droughts have destroyed the harvests and an unusual de- 
mand for money occurs, this sudden contraction will precipitate an- 
other convulsion like that which occurred in 1873, and we shall then 
again be met by the same perils that then nearly destroyed the whole 
fabric of our national prosperity. 

Mr. President, I shall very cordially support the measure that has 
been reported by the committee, because there can be no objection to 
it; but I still adhere to the expression of regret that in view of the im- 
minent needs of the country the committee have not thought fit to pre- 
sent some broad, general measure that shall deal with the great ques- 
tion as to what is to be the paper currency of the future, 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, no debate has occurred for a long time 
that has gratified me so much as the debate this afternoon, for the rea- 
son that the attention of the Senate has been called more sharply than 
I have ever been able to call it to the wrongs that have been going on 
for years growing out of the discretion allowed to heads of Departments, 
instead of requiring them to obey positive law. 

I have, time and again, in season and out of season, until perhaps I 
have somewhat wearied the Senate by doing so, shown that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is the autocrat of this Government, and that in 
his deali with the immense sums placed in his hands he is the 
master of Congress instead of being its servant. He usurps or assumes 
the legislative authority of the country, instead of being, as heis by law, 
a subordinate officer of the executive.’ 

Twice since this Congress met I have proved in regard to his treat- 
ment of the surplus revenue which he calls the sinking fund, which we 
know and which ho admits has been provided for by about five hundred 
and odd million dollars in excess of what the law required, that he can 
+ to-day, with $100,000,000 of annual surplus in his hands, when the 
sinking fund requires the payment according to his coustruction of 
$50,000,000 annually, buy bonds with the whole $100,000,000 on the 
last day of the fiscal year, the 30th day of June, and tell Congress, 
‘You must levy taxes, $50,000,000 in excess of what Congress thinks 
necessary for the support of the Government, in order to pay to that 
sinking fund $50,000,000 the next year,” whereas if he had paid $50,- 
000,000 on the 30th day of June and $50,000,000 on the Ist day of July, 
that being the first day of the next fiscal year, we would have paid the 
sum due to the sinking fund for both years. That discretion he is 
claiming now and that discretion he is now exercising, and Co: 
stands apparently powerless, being compelled, according to his construc- 
tion and the construction other distinguished gentlemen are endeavoring 
to maintain, to pay the sinking fund every year, to make our taxes 
$50,000,000, more or less, as AEA AE S sees fit to pay out the people’s 
money on one day oranother. He is to-day receiving greenbacks at the 
custom-house, and has been for years, in payment of customs dues, al- 
though the statutes of the United States provide—and this is the very 
statute that our leading financiers claim is the solemn pledge of the na- 
tion, that we will all be ruined in the estimation of our creditors and the 
world if we violate for a moment in any regard—that the customs dues 
shall be paid in coin and nothing but coin. 

Sec, 3604. The coin paid for duties on im googs be 
special fand, and be applied as aioe Miell a Dee aparana 


I should like 


First. To the payment in coin of the interest on the bonds and notes of the 
United States. 

Second. To the purchase or 
United States, to 
sinking fund. 


It is asserted that we will violate our pledged faith if we vary the 


yment of 1 per cent. of the entire debt of the 
made within each fiscal year, which is to be set apart asa 


least iota from paying this sinking fund annually, though it has never 
been so paid, and no account of it was even kept till 1870; yet the Sec- 
retary of the , in plain violation of that statute, is receiving the 
legal-tender notes at the custom-house in payment of customs dues, and 
has done so since 1879, and he has always refused, as he has said in re- 
rts that were laid before the Senate in response to resolutions offered 
y me, to pay the coin received at the custom-house when that coin was 
silver coin to the bondholders of the United States, though the law requires 
him todoso. They do not want silver, he says, and therefore h will 
not ask them to take it, although the law requires him to pay that coin, 
when received for customs, upon the interest of the public debt. 

Secretary Sherman, I repeat, in answer to a resolution of mine as to 
why he did not pay the interest in silver received at the custom-house, 
said that the bondholders did not wantit. They stickle for astrict observ- 
ance of law and pledges when it suits them and pay no attention to 
either when it does not. I have always believed that legal-tender notes 
should be received at our custom-houses by law; therefore I introduced a 
bill, and had it referred to the Finance Committee, providing that legal- 
tender notes of the United States should be received at the custom-house; 
the Finance Committee have reported it back adversely, and it, with 
the adverse report, is now on the Calendar. I insisted that it should 
not be indefinitely postponed; I insist that the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall not violate the law; that Congress ought either make it legal to 
receive greenbacks at the custom-houses or should by law prohibit the 

ry from receiving them; that no such discretion ought to exist 
in any Secretary. I shall test the sense of the Senate on that proposi- 
tion notwithstanding the adverse report of the Finance Committee. As 
I said, he is regarded as being above the law in regard to our customs 
and our sinking funds. He now claims that he may receive our legal- 
tenders if he pleases and not receive them if he chooses not to. He is 
of course sustained by the Finance Committee in their adverse report, 
which recognizesit as legal for him to do what he is doing, though each 
member well knows that what he is doing isin plain violation of law. 
If that is not transferring the law-making power to the executive offi- 
cials, and abandoning the power of Congress as the legislative power, I 
do not know what it is. 

It has been further asserted in this debate that the Secretary of the 
Treasury, having authority to sell any bonds of the United States that 
he thought necessary in order to maintain resumption, haying seen fit 
to sell $95,500,000 of them and obtained gold which he deposited in 
the Treasury, therefore it is strictly a reserve fund because he has the 
money there. He had the authority to sell a thousand millions. If 
he had done it, that amount, I presume, would be called a reserve fund 
under the law, since the discretion of a Secretary seems to be above 
law. I introduced a bill a day or two ago, and had it referred to the 
Committee on Finance, which reads thus: 


That if at any time the revenues of the Government shall be insufficient to 
meet the appropriations made by Congress, the Porreay of the Treasury is di- 
rected to use so much of the cash balance remaining in the Treasury as may be 
necessary to make up the deficit, as though it was money not otherwise appro- 

riated; and he is further directed not to issue or sell bonds of the United States 

n order to obtain money to make up such deficit until the cash balance in the 
Treasury is reduced below $100,000,000. 


I expect an adverse report from that same wise committee against 
that measure, because it will be interfering with the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. If we are willing to allow him to retain 
$100,000,000 as the minimum, he should not be allowed to sell bonds 
of the United States at any price that he sees fit so long as he has that 
$100,000,000 in the Treasury. If we fix the minimum, the use to which 
all above that shall be put ought to be with Congress and not with the 
Secretary. When the resumption act was passed every man in both 
Houses of Congress and every man in the country knew the very mo- 
ment we said the silver coin of the country shall be equal in its uses to 
gold, that it shall be received at the custom-house, that it shall be a 
legal tender for all debts, and when we again coined the silver dollar, 
from that moment the demand for gold, so as to cause a run on the 
Treasury or a panic, became impossible, and the very moment the Sec- 
retary said that he would receive the greenbacks at the custom-house, 
that moment they not only became as good as gold, but were at one- 
fourth of 1 per cent. premium in ten days afterward. Yet we are to 
be prohibited by law from allowing the greenback to occupy that posi- 
tion; it is to be equal to gold or not only in the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury; if he changes his mind in to these notes 
the solemn pledge of the act of 1862 will be again brought to the front 
after being so long disregarded. If legal-tenders had been received for 
customs five years before they were they would have been equal to gold 
then, and all pretense for buying $100,000,000 of gold would have been 
removed. 

Resumption was made possible, first, by the recoining of the silver 
dollar and making it a legal tender for all purposes. Under the law 
the Secretary of the Treasury was required to pay all silver coin re- 
ceived at the custom-house which he was obliged to take from those 
who imported goods to the bondholders of the United States in pay- 
ment of their interest. He never paid a dollar of it to them, and defi- 
antly told us that he would not do it, because they did not want it. 
When he saw that he could no longer keep the greenbacks at a discount, 
and that the day of resumption was at hand, he said, ‘‘ Take them at 
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the custom-house,’’ and they went to the custom-house. After that 
it never was necessary to hold a dollar of gold to make them good. The 
use of them for customs made them If he had treated the sil- 
ver coin as our trustee and paid it to the bondholders that would have 
kept it in circulation. If he had said two or five years before what he 
said on the ist day of January, 1879, ‘‘ Take the legal-tenders at the 
custom-house,’’ he never would have had an excuse for the purchase of 
one dollar of the $95,500,000 of gold that he bought and has kept lying 
idle in the Treasury ever since, with $50,000,000 now added. 

I said I was glad that this discussion had sprung up, because this Con- 
gress must take control of its own affairs, and the direction must be 
placed with it and not left in the hands of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, where the Finance Committee and Congress have so long con- 
sented that it should remain. x 

I referred a little while ago to the debate we had a year or two since, 


when we supposed we would need more money than we had in order to | 


pay the arrears of pension. Eighteen million dollars was demanded by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Finance Committee reported that 
$18,000,000 of bonds should be sold. A few of us, knowing that there 
were $10,000,000 lying in the Treasury under the pretense of guarding 
the fractional currency which had been ordered to be withdrawn, said, 
as a counter-proposition, take that $10,000,000 to pay pensions; there is 
no use for it lying there. The Senate and House agreed with us. We 
refused to allow bonds to the amount of $18,000,000 or any other 
amount to be sold as demanded by the Finance Committee and by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. What was the result? To-day it is devel- 
oped that out of the total issue of $45,000,000 of fractional currency, for 
which they were bolding $10,000,000 in reserve to guard, $15,000,000, 
or nearly that amount, will never be presented; one-third of the whole 
has been lost by the people and gained by the Government. The 
$10,000,000 was at that time being held to guard the $15,000,000, 
which did not exist, as the balance had been redeemed before that time. 

But more bonds, more debt, more discretion is demanded all the time. 
The reason I had for introducing the bill I have just read is that I hope 
we will be wise enough to reduce our taxation before this Congress ad- 
journs to a point where the $250,000,000 of unpaid 3 per cent. bonds 
will cover the surplus until about 1891, when the four-and-a-halfs ma- 
ture; that we will not buy bonds at the rate of $100,000,000 or $150,- 
000,000 a year and by so doing disturb all the business interests of the 
country, but that we will reduce taxation to the wants of the country, 
to a point where we will surely pay the $250,000,000 of 3 percents now 
outstanding before the four-and-a-halfs mature in 1891, and not in 
three years, as we will under our present tax system. 

However, for fear that if we provide for liberal expenditures and 
make reasonable reductions of taxation somebody would raise the cry, 
as some are always too ready to do, that we are going to starve the Gov- 
ernment and leave it without the means of payment in our efforts to 
reduce taxes, I propose by this bill that out of the $150,000,000 or $160,- 
000,000 that are lying in the Treasury doing nobody any good, espe- 
cially when $100, 000,000 is all that anybody contends ever can be needed 
or ever was pledged as a reserve, the Secretary shall use all the money 
in excess of $100,000,000 to meet any possible falling off of the revenue 
that may exist to meet the expenditures that Congress may see fit to 
make. 

I desire thus to answer in advance the argument that the Government 
is likely to be starved by any attempt to reduce taxation; and the 
measure to readjust the bank circulation now presented by the Finance 
Committee to the Senate is in my judgment only valuable asan adjunct 
to an honest effort to reduce taxation. We allow the banks circulation 
up to par upon the bonds; in the mean time we will endeavor to so legis- 
late as not to strike the bonds down by paying them off with an excess 
in surplus of revenue; but we will give the people relief from taxes. 
This will enable the bonds to run from six to seven years, giving time 
to exchange their securities, if we can relieve the country from burdens 
and accumulate only a small surplus of revenue annually instead of a 
large one. Two hundred and fifty million dollars of other bonds will 
mature in 1891, and of course the premium on them will diminish by 
the time we exhaust these now payable. In the mean time, out of this 
large surplus, over $150,000,000, which has so long remained idle in the 

, reaching sometimes to $160,000,000, if by any accident of war 
or by any complication or panic our revenue should not come insoas to 
meet our expenses, there is a fund which theSecretary of the Treasury 
should be directed to draw upon without increasing the public debt of 
the United States. 

It was said a little while ago that the act of 1875, the resumption act, 
was what made the legal-tenders good. It was not. We restored the 
silver dollar about that time, that did the work, and in 1878 we had a 
hostile Secretary of the Treasury who was seeking to disparage in every 
way our legal-tender notes, which I insist is the best currency in the 
world. By the way, while they are now counted at $346,000,000, I 
doubt whether there are $310,000,000 of them in existence to-day. 
They have gone through war; they have gone through fire and flood. 
I remember it was estimated that.a good many millions were lost in 
the great Chicago fire. We are now counting every dollar that was 
ever issued, just as the Secretary insisted that there were $45,000,000 
fractional currency to be redeemed when in fact $15,000,000, as is now 


developed by all the returns, was destroyed in the hands of the people; 
about 33 per cent. Of course nothing like as large a percentage of 
greenbacks has been destroyed as there was of fractional currency, but 
you will find in all probability from 8 to 10 per cent. of it gone, much 
more than of the national-bank circulation, and the loss in that the 
Secretary thinks is much larger than the Comptroller of the Currency 
su; The greenbacks went through war, and have been scattered 
broadcast for twenty-odd years; $310,000,000in my judgmentis the max- 
imum now outstanding of those notes. One-hundred million dollars, 
therefore, instead of the $150,000,000 now held, is agreed by all evenin 
the hands of the ordinary banker to be a sufficient fund for redemption. 
There can be no difficulty about the bill that Iam advocating now. 
But it will come before us before long to be discussed more fully. I 
wish its merits to be understood in advance of the adverse report which 
I expect from the committee. 

What I rose to say more than all else was that these statutes rela- 
tive to coin payments and sinking funds are held to be so sacred when 
they apply to things that gentlemen want to have them regarded as 
sacred about, but they are not regarded at all when the statutes re- 
quire anything to be done that a majority of the Senate or the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury does not want. There can be no plainer provision 
than that legal-tender notes should not be accepted at the custom-house; 
there can be no plainer fact than that the Secretary of the Treasury 
does receive them at the custom-house, and I agree made them as good 
as gold the moment he did, and could have donè so long before if he 
had wanted to; yet the Finance Committee made an adverse report on 
my bill substituting law for discretion, and perhaps there will be an 
adverse vote of the Senate on authorizing them to be taken in accord- 
ance with law. I propose to test that and see if we must allow them 
to be taken at the custom-house illegally because a Secretary of the 
Treasury is unwilling to be required to obey the law, and insists on his 
right to violate it even if it is part of the sacred pledge on which his 
sinking fund rests. 

I shall make an earnest effort, however, in the Senate before that 
bill is finally defeated to substitute law for discretion. When the 
Secretary of the Treasury was told that he must pay the interest on 
the public debt in the coin received at the custom-house, and we said 
the silver coin must be received, and he showed that over $12,000,000 
of it had been so received when he answered our resolution, and nu- 
merous certificates far beyond that, and still said he had not paid a 
dollar of it on the interest of the public debt, as required by law, but 
turned it into the Treasury and locked it up, and then said nobody 
wanted it, and all the men who had determined to make gold and gold 
alone the currency of the country when they alone could obtain gold, I 
hoped Congress would require the law to be obeyed; but it paid no at- 
tention to it. Surely no Secretary ought ever to be allowed to have 
discretion over such immense interests. See how vast a discretion 
gentlemen admit is vested in the Secretary in regard to ‘this so-called 
reserve fund now in the Treasury. It seems to be conceded that if 
the Secretary of the Treasury could lawfully buy $95,000,000 of gold 
and lay it away he could lawfully buy one thousand million dollars 
in so-called aid of resumption. If he can hold $150,000,000 he may 
hold $350,000,000 in the , and claim that in his opinion it is 
necessary to hold gold dollar fordollar with the outstanding greenbacks, 
and we are to bow to his opinion as though he was above the law-mak- 
ing power of the country. 7 

t is because this question of discretion has been so freely discussed 
and so fully developed in the arguments to-day that I said I was grat- 
ified at the range the debate had taken, because it bears upon other 
bills yet to be considered and bears upon the great question that we 
ought to keep the control of our finances in our hands. One word 
more. The legal-tender notes never were protected until May, 1878. 
Three years after the resumption act was passed Congress had to inter- 
fere just as it had for the silver coin when a hostile Secretary of the 

wasendeavoringto strike itdown. On the 31stof May, 1878, 
Congress passed the following act: 


That from and after the of this act it shall not be lawful for the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury or other officer under him to cancel or retire any more of 
the United States legal-tender notes. And when any of said notes may be re- 
deemed or be received into the Treasury under any law from any source what- 
ever, and shall belong to the United States, they shall not be retired, cancelled, or 
aeos but they shall be reissued and paid out again, and kept in circula- 
tion. 


Gentlemen then contended, as I have heard it contended thisafternoon, 
that when these notes were once paid into the Treasury they could not 
be reissued. To prevent that construction we passed the lew of 1878, 
that says they can be, and that they shall be, and the Secretary shall 
no longer have any discretion over them, and he never has had any 
discretion over them from that day until this, and never ought to 
have, and so it ought to be with all other things, their receipt at the 
custom-honse especially. Fix the amount of reserve, if you please, at 
$100,000,000; that is-30 per cent. at least of all the legal-tenders that 
are outstanding in fact. It may not be quite 30 per cent. of the $346,- 
000,000, but it is 30 per cent. of all thatactually exist; that is quite as 
much as private bankers keepas areserve. Say to the Secretary that he 


is not to maintain the pledges of 1862 when they suit him and refuse 
to obey the law when it does not. If we are going to pay as a sinking 
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fund annually $50,000,000 and reduce our bonds that much, when we 
have already paid nearly $500,000,000 more than the law requires, let 
Congress and not the Secretary regulate the payments. Ifthe coin which 
we receive at the custom-house is by law ordered to be paid to the 
creditors of the United States, let the Secretary be ordered to pay it. If 
we are going to take the greenbacks of the United States at the custom- 
house, let us say so and require the to obey the law. 

I have said more than I intended. Iam glad that this discussion 
has sprung up at last in regard to executive discretion. It will, I hope, 
result in Congress requiring obedience to law from every official, high 
and low. 

GIFT OF STEAMSHIP ALERT. . 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair) laid be- 
fore the Senate the following message from the President of the United 
States; which was read: 

To the Senate of the United States : 

I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State, of the 21st instant, 
whereby your honorable body, and through yos the people of the United Sates, 
may become apprised of the generous contribution made by her Britannic Maj- 

‘esty’s Government toward the efforts forthe relief of Lieutenant Greely'’s Arctic 
exploring party by presenting to the United States the Arctic poi Alert. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR, 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 21, 1884, 

, The PRESIDING OFFICER. The message, with the accompanying 
docaments, will be printed and laid on the table. 


FORT MYER OBSERVATORY. 


The following message from the President of the United States was 
read, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, dated the 19th instant, submitting a letter from the Chief Signal Offi- 
cer of the Army, dated the 2d instant, and its accompanying plan of a pro; 
meteorological observatory at Fort Myer, Virginia, r with an estimate 
of the cost of the same in the sum of $4,000, a statement giving various rea- 
sons why said observatory should be established, 

CHESTER A, ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 21, 1884. 


NATIONAL-BANK CIRCULATION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1155) to provide for the issue of circulating notes to na- 
tional banking associations, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment of Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to appeal to the Senator from Delaware to 
ask the Senate to come to a vote. While ladmit that the debate to-day 
has been intensely interesting, especially to all those of us who have 
been speaking, yet it seems to me that it would be just as applicable to 
any other financial bill on the Calendar as to the one before the Senate. 

Mr. BAYARD. I merely wish to say that we might have hada vote 
so far as I am concerned, notwithstanding the appeal of the Senator from 
Vermont. I desire it as much as he can, and I have done as little to de- 
lay it as he has. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. MORGAN. The amendment which I have had the honor to 
bring to the attention of the Senate has been to some extent discussed 
in rather a discursive and unsatisfactory way, but a sufficient develop- 
ment of opinion has been obtained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators will please beinorder. The 
Senator from Alabama has the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. The opinion of the Senate has been sufficiently de- 
veloped to satisfy me that—— 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. MORGAN. I will not. 

Mr. HALE. I have a request to make about some papers which are 
about leaving the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN, I have been interrupted when on the floor almost 
every minute during the whole day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to yield. P 

Mr. HALE. I wanted the papers just sent in from the President re- 
ferred. Ithink it is proper that something should be done with them. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object to their reference. They ought to lie on 
the table. 

ASi PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Alabama will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwill resume my remarks, or try to do so, where I 
left off. I said that the discussion of this question to-day had been 
rather discursive upon my amendment. Senators, in discussing the 
amendment, seemed to devote their attention mainly to other propo- 
sitions. Some complaint has been made on the floor of the Senate, and 
I think with a good deal of reason, that the proposition I bring forward 
is in itself a new one, and has not had the proper consideration of a 
committee, To meet that view of the this morning I introduced 
2 bill embodying the pending amendment and had it sent to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. Feeling that I myself am not willing to take the 
responsibility of a measure of this kind without the assistance of the 


e Senator from Alabama declines 


Committee on Finance, inasmuch as Senators seem not to have made up 
their minds about it and seem to wish a longer time for its considera- 
tion, and feeling also that the emergency which is upon the country 
will be to some extent relieved against by the bill reported by the com- 
mittee, and that this question can be considered later in the session or 
perhaps at the next session, better than it can now, I ask permission of 
the Senate to withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Alabama will be withdrawn. The 
question now is on the amendment offered by the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VEsT]. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand the Senator from Mississippi desires to 
discuss the general subject of the currency, and especially with respect 
to the pending bill, at some length. It is now 4 o'clock. If the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi will yield to me for that purpose, I will move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mississippi 

ield? 
ME. GEORGE. I shall be very glad to yield at this hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator ‘from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope not, and—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope we shall reconsider the motion to adjourn 
over until Monday unless we can get through with this bill to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] has the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that the Senator from Mississippi does 
not desire to proceed with his remarks this evening. I think it is gen- 
erally the custom to gratify a Senator when he expresses such a wish. 
It seems to me that we ought to adjourn or go into executive session. 

Mr. INGALLS. If in order, I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the Senate agreed to adjourn from to-day until Monday next. It is 
evident if this debate is to go on that we shall need to-morrow to 
complete it, as there is a special assignment for Monday. The bill to 
construct naval vessels is set for Monday next at 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the vote by which the Senate agreed to adjourn from to-day until Mon- 
day be reconsidered. 

The motion to reconsider was not agreed to; there being on a division— 
ayes 16, noes 30. 

\' The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] is entitled to the floor on the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 28, noes 12. 

GIFT OF STEAMSHIP ALERT. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. While the doors are being closed I 
move that the message of the President of the United States in relation 
to the steamer Alert, donated by the British Government, be referred, 
with the accompanying papers, to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After one hour and thirty-six minutes spent in executive session the 
doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 38 minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 21, 1884. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Bishop B. WISTAR 
Morris, of Oregon. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting additional papers in the depredation claims of E. 
noa & Sons; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 

Ts. s 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting an abstract showing the nature, character, 
and amount of all Indian depredation claims reported to the Secretary 
of the Interior since December 1, 1883, to February 20, 1884; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed.” 

GOVERNMENT RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES FOR 1879. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
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of the Treasury, transmitting report of the receipts and expenditures of 
the Government for the fiscal year 1879; which was referred jo the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
: LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. JAMEs, until Tuesday next. 

To Mr. Stewart, of Vermont, until the 29th instant, on account of 
important business. 

To Mr. Ricas, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

REPRINT. f 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent for an order 
of the House to reprint for the use of the House Report No. 115, from 
the Committee on Pensions, to accompany the bill (H. R. 3962) grant- 
ing pensions to certain soldiers and sailorsof the Mexican warand others 
SET named, and for other purposes, the first print having been ex- 

us 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the House of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 448) to fix the time for holding the terms of the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States in the northern district of 
Iowa. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KEIFER. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask the gentleman to withhold that call until I can 
have referred to a committee a Senate bill now on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. DIBRELL. Irise to a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will submit it. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DIBRELL, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported a bill 
(H. R. 5261) making appropriations for the Agricultural Department 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, recommitted to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture, and ordered to be printed. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. CASSIDY. I rise to submit a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroads. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will submit it. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I report back from that committee with a recom- 
mendation that it be adopted the resolution of inquiry which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. Y 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed toin- 
form the House when the line of the Northern Pacific Railroad, and of each part 
thereof, was definitely and iy located, and the plat or plats of such definite 
and final location filed in the office of the Commissioner of the General Land 

ce, so far as said railroad has been definitely located, giving the date of the 
filing of each plat in said office, if more than one plat has been filed, and the 
length of line designated in each plat. And that he also inform the House 
whether the Northern Pacific Railroad Wemeucoree A has claimed oris claiming any 
lands on which homestead or pre-emption entries have been made within the 
limits of the tto said company opposite to eres of the line of said rail- 
road priorto the line of final d ite location of such part of said line; and, if so, 
whether such claims of said company are being considered by his Department. 


Mr. BELFORD. From what committee does that resolution come? 

Mr. CASSIDY. From the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. CALKINS. Let the report be read. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that there is no written 
port accompanying the resolution. 

Mr. CASSIDY. There is one on the back of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. That is amere indorsement, and the Chair thinks 
is not a report in writing within the meaning of the rule. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I will withdraw the resolution for the present, 

PRINTING TESTIMONY. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iask unanimous consent to submit for present con- 
sideration the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
` The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the select committee appointed to investi 
against H. V. Boynton be authorized from time to time to p 
taken for the use of the committee. 

There was no objection; and the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. ‘ 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. KEIFER. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 


“ports. 

Mr. KEIFER. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to urge the consideration of the general appropriation bill which was 
taken up yesterday. As committees were fully called yesterday for re- 


e the charges 
t the testimony 


ports, I move to dispense with the morning hour to-day for the call of 
committees for reports. 

The SPEAKER. That requires a two-third vote. 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. KEIFER; and upon 
a division there were—ayes 103, noes 22. 

So (no further count being called for) the motion to dispense with the 
morning hour was agreed to. 

Mr. KEIFER. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of the Military Academy appropriation bill. ` 

The motion was agreed to. 

* The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. BLAND in the chair. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole, 
and resumes the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4971) making appro- 
priations for the support. of the Military Academy for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. The bill is now being con- 
sidered by phs under the five-minute rule. The Clerk will 
resume the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: A 

r f three inst: oi é 
uae ta aS second Noutonante S500” STUVE And Caner EN In nagi 

Mr. BELFORD. I moveto amend by adding to the paragraph just 
read what I send to the desk. 7 a ms 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the sum of $200,000 be appropriated for the p 
at West Point, N. Y., wherein cadets nominated by 
Members of Co: may be fitted for entrance to the Military Academy loca! 
at that point, and each cadet nominated by those authorized to make the nomi- 
nations shall be entitled to receive two years’ schooling before his claims to 
admission in the Military Academy are passed upon. 

Mr. KEIFER. I make a point of order upon that amendment. 

Mr. BELFORD. I hope the gentleman will allow me to be heard 
before insistin, ngon the point of order. 

Mr. KEIF That is a matter for the Chair. The point I make 
is boag the amendment proposes new legislation and does not reduce 
e itures. 

rt. BELFORD. I move to strike out the entire paragraph. 

Mr. KEIFER. Does the gentleman withdraw the amendment read 
by the Clerk? % 

Mr. BELFORD. Ido, if the gentleman makes a point of order. 

Mr. KEIFER. I must make the point of order. The amendment 
proposes to provide for apreparatory school and authorizes for that pur- 
pose an appropriation of $200,000. This is wholly new legislation and 
increases expenditures. It is therefore out of order under the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order well taken. 

Mr. BELFORD. Then I move to amend by striking out the last 
word. The amendment which I sought to offer a moment ago was de- 
signed to allow those who are intrusted by the law of the land with 
the nomination of cadets to this snob institution at West Point to ex- 
ercise some authority with regard thereto. That was my object. I 
represent a State, and therefore have a right as a member of this House 
to designate a student who in the interest of the nation shall be edu- 
cated at its expense. That is a right conferred upon each member by 
the law of this Republic. But I declare that as matters stand to-day it 
is an empty and barren right, subject to constant supervision by a board 
of professors at that institution. I may select from my State the bright- 
est boy in it and have him examined by the president of our State uni- 
versity, by college professors, by gentlemen thoroughly cultivated in 
all the graces of literature; I may send him to that institution; and 
while his mind may be as bright as a burnished diamond, these gen- 
tlemen at West Point declare to me that unless he answers properly 
some question in grammar he will be rejected. What in the name of 
God has grammar to do with fighting a battle? [Laughter.] What 
has grammar to do practically with sighting a rifle? 

I tried to get into the war in 1861. I went and was examined; but 
on account of some little physical disability, an infirmity which it is 
not necessary for me to mention [laughter], I was ruled out. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BELFORD. Wait a minute. I have traveled over the Rocky 
Mountains twenty-five miles a day on foot; I shot a deer last fall run- 
ning with the speed of a locomotive train; but these gentlemen told 
me thatI could not see well enough to shoot down an enemy of my 
country. [Laughter.] 

I think it is atin time that this House of Representatives should 
inspect this institution and withdraw from its professors the power to 
exclude from it a student recommended for admission by intelligent 
educational professors of my State or others. I hope that this appro- 
priation bill will be defeated and that money will be withheld, for a while 
at least, from this institution, until we teach those snobs that we have 
a right to nominate a student when he is indorsed by the intelligent 
men of our districts or States, and that until they ize this right 
we will withhold from them the money that furnishes them their bread 
and their wine. 

Mr. BEACH. I wish to ask the gentleman from Colorado whether I 


of conducting a school 
e President, Senators, and 
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understood him correctly that he was an applicant for a cadetship at 
West Point in 1861? 

Mr. BELFORD. No, sir; I did not say so. 

Mr. BEACH. Iso understood the gentleman. 

Mr. BELFORD. I said I wanted to go into the Army in 1861, but 
though I could walk thirty or forty miles a day and could with my rifle 
shoot a deer on a dead run, they said I was not fit to go into the army. 

Mr. BEACH. I misunderstood the gentleman. 

Mr. RANDALL rose. 

Mr. KEIFER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] desire to speak? 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; I want the reading of the bill proceeded 
with. 

Mr. KEIFER. Thatis my purpose also. Unless some gentleman 
desires spetially to answer the gentleman from Colorado, I ask that the 
pro forma amendment be withdrawn. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, Mr. Chairman, I am utterly unable to 
comprehend the remarks to which we have just listened, as well as 
other remarks of similar tenor. All this talk about ‘‘ snobbery ’’ I can 
not understand. I know this—and it is about all I wish to state—that 
for more than twenty-five years the district in which I have lived and 
which I now have the honor to represent has continuously had a cadet 
at the West Point Academy, and there has never been a single com- 
plaint in regard to the standard of qualification required. No appli- 
cant from my district was ever rejected, and hence no complaint was 
made on that account. I wish to add that during all these years the 
places at West Point, and more lately at Annapolis, have been filled 
from our district by young men who were educated in the common 
schools, and who had enjoyed very few opportunities indeed for obtain- 
ing an education. Nota single one of them ever saw the inside of an 
academy or of a college. They came from the common schools, and in 
some cases were never even graduates of those schools. Most of them 
have been poor young men; young men who had no start in the world; 
young men whose ts were poor, who had no property, no means 
with which they could be educated, and I never yet before heard this 
complaint. I have notany sympathy for such talk ; I do not believe it. 

I do know, Mr, Chairman, that young men who leave West Point 
have a little of the same feeling that young men have who graduate 
from other collegiate institutions of the country, but this soon wears 
off; it will not last; and the same objection will apply with equal force 
to the graduates of Yale and Harvard, and from a hundred other col- 
leges, which now lies against this West Point Military Academy. For 
one, sir, I do not believe the objection is well taken. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: r 

For pay of cadets, $170,000; and no cadet shall receive more than at the rate of 
$540 a year. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. I offer the following amendment, Mr. 
to come in after the paragraph just read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That hereafter any student found guilty of the offense of hazi: 
shall be expelled from the emy, and shall not be eligible to reappointmen’ 
under any circumstances. j 

Mr. KEIFER. Ithink that amendment is subject to a point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will hear the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee on the point of order. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Lhope the point oforder will not be insisted against 
my amendment. 

Mr. KEIFER. I will reserve the point of order to enable the gentle- 
man to make his speech, and after he has concluded I will reply to him 
and show the amendment is not at all necessary. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam much obliged, Mr. Chairman, to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio in charge of the bill for reserving his point of order, 
and will now ask the indulgence of the House while I briefly give my 
reasons for proposing the amendment which has been read from the 
Clerk’s desk. To my mind it is one thatshould prevail. What spec- 
tacle have we presented before usto day? Since this House has been in 
session, since the last week began, we have had at the corrresponding 
academy at Annapolis, carried on by the United States, the trial of 
cadets for the offense of hazing. It isan offense that is a disgrace tothe 
Military as well as the Naval Academy. It is an offense that this Con- 
gress ought to put down at every hazard, and if the officers do not en- 
force the law, we ought to dismiss them from the positions they now hold 
and in their place select those who will. 

I do not know how true the statement is, but it has come to me, and 
I believe it to be true, that the practice is tolerated of allowing those 
who have been there for years to require of the timid and, in many 
cases, defenseless students who come there for the first time the ignoble 
service of blacking their boots. Every indignity that dispirits, every 
indignity that would take away that American manhood which is the 
boast of the American soldier, is tolerated there. While occasionally 
students are tried for it, yet almost as frequently the rules are relaxed, 
and those same students are permitted to be readmitted. The object of 
this amendment is to provide that under no circumstances, under no 
pretext by reason of Army or social influence or blood or family stand- 


Chairman, 


ing, shall a student who so far forgets his manhood as to trample upon 
the young men who cross the threshold of those ies for the first 
time be readmitted.to be educated at the public mse. It is the 
duty of this Congress to provide boldly and emphatically when once 
convicted they shall never be permitted to return to that institution. 
If this law had been enforced at the academy, if such notice as this 
had been given, probably the disgrace we have lately witnessed would 
not have characterized the Naval Academy. 

These, Mr. Chairman, are my reasons for moving this amendment, 
and it is such conduct as this that brings down upon West Point and 
the Annapolis Academy the strictures of the gentleman from the West. 
Such conduct should never receive the silent approval of the members 
of this House. It is a matter in reference to which we should not hes- 
itate. 

When such an offense is committed, what excuse is there for it? 
Why are students permitted to trample upon those who cross the 
threshold of these schools for the first time? Why are these young 
men allowed to be treated worse, indeed, than slaves of any country 
would be treated? Let him who is willing the cadet from his district 
shall be trampled in this way vote against my amendment. Let him 
who is willing to see the future defenders of this country treated like 
slaves on their first entrance into these institutions vote against my 
amendment. Let him who is willing to see these young men degraded 
by the practice of hazing on the part of those who have been there for 
a few years make points of order and rule out my amendment if they 
will. But I say to you, Mr. Chairman, so far as I am able to judge, the 
American people feel there should be reform inaugurated at both the 
Naval Academy and West Point. Let us begin to do it to-day, and if 
we can not do it to-day let us do it to-morrow, and if we cannot do it 
to-morrow let us do it next week; let us never stop until the offense of 
hazing has disappeared forever from these institutions kept up at Gov- 
ernment expense for the education of these young men. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. KEIFER. Ido not object, Mr. Chairman, to the gentleman mak- 
ing a speech against the great wrong of hazing in the Military or Naval 
Academy. The proposition the gentleman from Tennessee submits is 
not one that I am opposed to in itself, if inmy judgment it were neces- 
sary to embody it in an appropriation bill. The gentleman has not 
stated that at West Point anything like hazing has occurred recently. 
I think nothing of that kind has occurred; and when the gentleman in- 
dicates that there has been any policy there for many years that tolerates 
it, he simply fails to understand fully the history of that institution. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ihavestated that very recently, tomy own knowl- 
edge, such a thing has occurred at Annapolis. 

Mr. KEIFER. That may have happened under peculiar cireumstan- 
ces or there may have been instances where such things have occurred; 
but certainly not with the consent of any of the officers of that institution 
at West Point. In order to show that the present superintendent of 
that institution goes as far as the gentleman from Tennessee proposes, 
if not further, in that direction, I desire to have read from the desk a 
paragraph of the superintendent’s report upon this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The practice of hazing, some instances of which have come to the knowledge 
of the authorities during the year, may deserve a passing notice in a report of 
this character. I observe that my predecessors for the last twenty-five years 
have reported at one time or another that the practice had been broken up, I 
am sorry to believe that they have without exception been mistaken. By re- 

ressive measures the evil has been at times restricted to its lowest limits, but 

t has never been eradicated. At the first moment repression has ceased the 
brutal custom has sprung up with new features of brutality, While I do not 
favor threats to repress disorders or pledges from cadets as a means of eradicat- 
ing violations of the regulations, I am certain that the best means of maintain- 
ing discipline in any organization is the certainty of summary punishment, just 
but severe, in all cases of intentional offense. If cadetsintentionally violate the 
pas deep eg in anything which involves their dismissal, they do so under one or 
other of the convictions that they will not be detected or that some influence 
will prevent their punishment. In this matter of hazing the authorities here 
will indulge in no half-hearted measures to detect the offenders or in the matter 
of punishments. The experience of the past will convince the guilty that they 
may not expect mercy from the War Department. Under these circumstances 
I weet no reason why the pernicious practice may not permanently be put an 
en Ñ 


Mr. MCMILLIN. That, I suggest, Mr. Chairman, proves fully the 
statement I have made that if this practice is to be broken up some 
statutory action is necessary. $ 

Mr. KEIFER. That proves everything but the main statement the 
gentleman made, which was to the effect that that institution tolerated 
hazing and needed some statutory provision to compel the enforcement 
of restrictions against it. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Let me ask the gentleman from 
Ohio if there is not already a general statute which provides that par- 
ties dismissed from either West Point or Annapolis shall be forever in- 
eligible to reappointment? 

Mr. KEIFER. Iam not able to say. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, I think there is. 

Mr. KEIFER. It may be that you are right. Iam not able to 
speak positively now upon the subject. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. My amendment goes to the extent that if they _ 
are found to be guilty of this offense, even before sentence is passed 
upon them, they are forever ineligible to reappointment. 
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Mr. KEIFER. I want to add further that the Secretary of War 


under the law is @uthorized to fix rules and tions for the disci- 
pline and malei eoyrinnall and conduct of the cadets of this insti- 
tution. 

It is therefore not wise for us to attempt to lay down any policy with 
reference to the internal government of the institution. But if it beso 
that it is wise, let such paggestion come from the distinguished Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs they have examined into it, and not 
attempt in this manner to attach to an appropriation bill as such legis- 
lation. This bill, I am proud to say, has no new legislation upon it 
up to this time, and I hope it will have none. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hold that the point of order is well 
taken and the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I desire to state, Mr. Chairman, that I am 
in favor of such a provision—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not now before the House, 
having been ruled out. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Then I move to strike out the last word, 
for the purpose of making astatement in reply to that portion of the re- 
port of the superintendent of the academy which has been read at the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Tennessee. But I would go further, 
and provide that the dismissal should only be determined on the find- 
ings and sentence of a court-martial. 

Three years ago, Mr. Chairman, I nominated a young man for this in- 
stitution. In the third year of his examination he stood fifth or sixth 
in his class. During the last summer there were charges made of haz- 
ing. Some one was pushed into the ditch. The superintendent of the 
academy called up these young men and questioned them in reference 
to the matter, but they did not reply. There was no response to his 
questions. The young man from my district had the manliness to stand 
up in the presence of the superintendent and say to him that he declined 
to answer the question. The others weresilent. That young man was 
summarily dismissed from the academy. The young man who com- 
mitted the hazing, the boy who pushed his fellow-cadet into the ditch, 
will graduate in June. My young man, as bright as any in that insti- 
tution, was dismissed—dismissed for no reason in the world, as shown 
by the evidence, as shown by a petition signed by every memberof his 
class, except that he would not tell on a comrade. 

I say, therefore, Mr. Chairman, these summary dismissals by the su- 
perintendent, approved by the Secretary of War, are not the proper 
method of dealing with young men after they have passed the third year. 

Young men that are 21 years of age, simply because they follow the 
rule which has been followed by the students almost from time imme- 
morial and failed to tell on their comrades, are dismissed summarily 
from the institution, and the young man who has committed the act 
graduates and becomes one of the honored officers of the Army. 

I would go further than the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN], and provide that every one found guilty of hazing, after trial, 
should be dismissed. These young men are notschool-boys. They are 
just about to graduate into the Army, and it is our duty to see that the 
guilty ones do not escape while the innocent are punished. 

Mr. BUDD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 3 
Mr. BUDD. What would become of the discipline of the Militar; 
Academy at West Point if a young man was permitted to set at defi- 

ance the authority of his officers? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Ilinois. There is a regulation providing a punish- 
ment of twenty days when they decline to answer. 

Mr. BUDD. Do you think one who would refuse to answer a ques- 
tion like that under such circumstances would make a good soldier ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Dllinois. I do. 

Mr. BEACH. I find, as regards all these gentlemen who have 
charges to make against the military discipline at West Point, when 
those charges are sifted down it is found they have a personal griev- 
ance. I wish to say, and it is due tothe House and the country that 
they should know it, that the present superintendent at West Point 
has set his face strongly against hazing. As proof of the fact I desire 
to call the attention of the House to a matter which came within my 
own personal observation within the last three months. 

The cadet I appointed was last June charged with hazing, and was 
dismissed from the academy. I went over to West Point. I happen 
to represent the district and live within four miles of West Point. I 
had a personal interview with General Merritt, and made an effort to 
have the cadet reinstated; but the superintendent positively declined to 
reinstate that young man, and he has not been reinstated. 

I am furthermore informed that there is a fixed regulation that any 
young man who has been dismissed from the academy is ineligible to 
a reappointment; so that that portion of the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee would have no force or effect. It is the law, the 


isting law to-day. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I would like toask the gentleman from New York, 
is it not a fact that what he refers to is merely a regulation of the acad- 
emy, which may at their discretion be withdrawn ? 

Mr. BEACH. It is a regulation that is observed at all times under 
the present superintendent. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Before that paragraph is left I desire to offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 31 strike out ‘‘ $170,000" and insert ‘' $165,000;"" and at the end of line 


33 add the following: 
Provided, That hereafter any student found guilty of the offense of hazing 


shall be expelled from the academy and shall not be eligible to readmission 
under any circumstances, 


Mr. KEIFER. I make the point of order against the proviso in the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee that it is not 
germane to that part of the bill and that it changes existing law, while 
it does not of itself reduce expenditures. It does not reduce expendi- 
tures with reference to the subject-matter of the amendment. 

In other words, Mr. Chairman, it will not do for a gentleman to move 
to strike out a portion of an appropriation bill that relates to a differ- 
ent matter and couple with it an amendment that relates to something 
else and then claim that the third clause of Rule XXI permits him 
to do that. It is only against the proviso that I make the point of 
order. If the gentleman insists on the other part of his amendment 
which is wholly independent of the proviso the point of order will not 
lie against it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In reply to the gentleman from Ohio, I will say 
that the amendment taken altogether reduces the amount appropriated 
by the bill, and hence is not obnoxious tothe rule. The reason I make 
the amendment include both the reduction and the proviso, for the two 
portions of it should go together, is that if this law is enforced there 
will be a less appropriation needed. 

The amount appropriated by the bill, I am inclined to think, is not 
necessary. We appropriated last year only $160,000 in place of $170,000 
as provided by this bill. And I think the amount stated in my amend- 
ment will cover all that is necessary for the expenses of the students 
during the next year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that that portion of the 
amendment which proposes to change existing law is notin order. The 
proviso is not in order. That portion of it, however, which strikes out 
a part of the appropriation would be in order. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I su t that under the proviso the pay would 
be stopped for the cadets found guilty of hazing. 

Mr. KEIFER. Upon that portion of the amendment which is in 
order I may remark that it would be quite unfortunate, perhaps, to 
cut down this appropriation. The Committee on Appropriations have 
looked into that subject with all the care they could. In view, as I 
stated yesterday, of the increased number of cadets at West Point grow- 
ing out of the fact that there was an increase of thirty-two members 
in the present House, many of whom have not yet succeeded in getting 
cadets into West Point, it was believed it would take at least $10,000 
more for the coming fiscal year to maintain the cadets at the academy 
than during the present fiscal year. The total number now allowed at 
that institution, as I said yesterday, is three hundred and forty-four. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My friend is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. KEIFER. No, I am not mistaken. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Secretary of War states that on the Ist 
of September last there were some three hundred and eleven students. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman undertakes to correctme. Let him 
examine the statistics and correct himself. I said that the total num- 
ber of students at West Point provided by law is three hundred and 
forty-four. The total number for which this bill makes provision is 
three hundred and fourteen, allowing for some thirty vacancies which 
may be at that institution. 

Now, if we undertake to cut down the amount provided by this bill 
we may find that we have not appropriated money enough. The ap- 
propriation merely covers the sum which is required to pay each stu- 
dent for one year at the rate of $540 each. The total amount appro- 
priated is intended to cover such number as may be there receiving the 
benefits of the institution. If the amount, $170,000, shall prove to be 
too much, then it will not all be used. If it should not be enough, 
then there will be the misfortune of the institution finding itself with- 
out provision to do what the law itself authorizes to be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN ] insist upon that portion of his proposed amendment which 
strikes out $175,000 and inserts $165,000 ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Insist upon it; I desire to be heard. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
desires to speak upon the amendment. Iwill permit him to doso, and 
when he has concluded I will answer the inquiry of the Chair. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam perfectly willing that every dollar actu- 
ally needed for the support of the Military Academy at West Point 
shall be appropriated; but I am unwilling that an appropriation shall 
be made that is not necessary. 

As the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] has offered this 
amendment, I will undertake to correct the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
KEIFER], who I thinkis mistaken in his figures. The average attend- 
ance at West Point during the last ten years will be found to fall be- 
low two hundred and fifty students. This hill makes provision for 
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three hundred and fourteen. Last year, after the law had been passed 
providing for an increased representation there, a Republican Congress 
declined to make an appropriation exceeding $160,000, which is pro- 
vision for two hundred and ninety-six students. 

I have here a table furnished by the Secretary of War, showing that 
on the 1st day of September last, a time in the year when there is the 
largest number of students present, there were only three hundred and 
eleven students at West Point. The examination that occurred in Jan- 
uary last caused the dropping out of some twenty students, bringing 
the number down to about two hundred and ninety. 

The amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee makes provision 
for three hundred and six students, some fifteen or sixteen more than 
the number now in attendance at West Point, and in my judgment the 
next examination, in June, will cause the dropping out of other stu- 
dents because of failure in their examinations. 

I have here a table showing that during the last ten years the unex- 
pended balance remaining of the appropriations for these salaries ranged 
from $3,000 to $40,000. This isthe table; and it also shows the average 
attendance annually during that period: 


Statement of the number of cadets at the United States Military Academy 
present September 1 in each of the ten years from 1873 to 1882; also, 
the rates of their annual pay, the aggregate amounts appropriated and ex- 
pended therefor, the average number of cadets paid, and the amount cov- 

ered into the Treasury for each of said fiscal years. 
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238 221 40,544 50 
271 251 14, 283 00 
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It will be further seen by an examination of this table that in 1879 
the appropriation of $150,000 for this purpose was ample to provide for 
all the students at the academy and to leave an unexpended balance. 
There is no question in my mind that if we shall fix the amount at 
$165,000, as _proposed by the amendment of my friend from Tennessee 
(Mr. MCMILLIN], or at $160,000, the amount appropriated last year, 
there will be an unexpended balance at the end of the fiscal year. 

Mr. ELLIS. What becomes of it? i 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It remains in the Treasury. 

Mr. ELLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If my friend desires to vote an appropriation 
of asum entirely useless and unnecessary, I do not understand the mo- 
tive that can prompt him to do it. While I am in favor of appropri- 
ating every dollar that is needed, I am unwilling that the people’s 
money shall be appropriated for unnecessary purposes. 

Mr. ELLIS. The “ people’s money ” is not expended unless abso- 
lutely necessary. The gentleman treats it as if, when this bill shall 
have passed, the money it appropriates will be gone forever. The fact 
is, that the committee simply desire to cover all possible expenditures. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman whois now addressing me was 
a member of the Committee on Appropriations in the 1 ngress, and 
then came in here and supported a bill which appropriaW only $160,- 
000 for this p 

Mr. ELLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And this year he comes in, during this session 
of Congress, supporting an increased appropriation for this purpose, with 
no evidence, in my judgment, that can support the idea that any more 
is necessary this year than last. 

Mr. ELLIS. There are thirty-two more students allowed now. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I beg your pardon; there is not that number. 

Mr. ELLIS. There is that number provided for by law. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In my judgment the average attendance of 
students for next year, the year we are now providing for, will fall be- 
low two hundred and seventy. The average attendance last year fell to 
two hundred and fifty-one, because of failures in examination. Iam 
satisfied that if this appropriation be reduced to $160,000, there will 
still be an unexpended balance. I am therefore in favor of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ELLIS. If the money is not expended it will remain in the 


Treasury. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the Chair rule that the proviso of the 
amendment is out of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so rules, because the proviso does not 


aaa expenditures, nor does the Chair think it gatirely germane to 
the bill. s 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ifthe proviso can not go with the amendment I 
see no reason why the amendment should be adopted alone. It was 
in view of the proviso that the motion to strike out was made by me. 
I therefore withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. TOWN- 
SHEND] tries to place me in an inconsistent position; but the attempt 
will not bear the test ofalittle light. Idid support the bill of last year, 
making an appropriation of $160,000 for this purpose; and this year I 
support the present bill proposing to appropriate $170,000. My reason 
is that there is an increase of membership at the academy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let the House understand fully thatif the amount 
appropriated for this purpose should not be expended the portion un- 
expended will remain in the Treasury; there will be no waste, no ex- 
travagance. No student can receive more than the $540 allowed him 
by law. ‘The committee simply intended to cover every possible con- 
Sey, under the law in providing for these students—no more and 
no less. 

Now suppose the gentleman’s opinion should not correspond with 
the facts—and everybody’s opinion is liable to fail sometimes—suppose 
there should be more students than the gentleman’s table shows? Then 
if we should appropriate only the amount he proposes some of the stu- 
dents would be unprovided for; there would be a deficit, and a deficit 
coming in that way is disgraceful to this Government, especially when 
there is no possible chance of loss to thg Government by making the 
appropriation large enough to provide fomall contingencies. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move toamend by striking out the words 
‘Sand seventy,” in line 31, and by adding to the paragraph these words, 
“and the number of cadets shall be limited to two hundred.” 

Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment because I believe that the pro- 
portion of officers to enlisted men in our Army is already much too large— 
relatively larger than in any other army in the world; and by maintain- 
ing so large a number of cadets at West Point we provide for increasing 
the number of officers, already too large. 

I am in favor, Mr. Chairman, of maintaining a high standard, of se- 
curing the best talent, and of giving to students thorough instruction 
at the Military Academy. But I find that we have now, for an army 
of less than 24,000 men, 2,176 officers on the active-list and something 
over 400 on the retired-list. This is more than twice the proportion of 
officers that would be required in a state of war and three times as 
many as are really necessary in a time of peace. The pay of the offi- 
cers of the Army, as shown by the appropriation act of last year, is 
$6,052,164—almost double the pay of all the private soldiers in the 
Army; and if you add non-commissioned officers, Indian scouts, and 
all others, it amounts to nearly a million and three-quarters more than 
the entire pay of the enlisted men. 

Now, our Military Academy system provides for increasing this num- 
ber of officers out of all proportion, it seems to me, to the necessities 
of the country in time of peace. And it does not follow because we 
have educated officers doing nothing in time of peace that they will be 
ready for active service and make good soldiers in time of war. There 
is nothing so injurious to anybody as idleness; and a large official staff 
maintained in idleness for years are not well schooled for active and 
aseful military service. 

Again, the cost of our Military Academy is excessive—greater I be- 
lieve than that of any military school maintained by any other govern- 
ment. I find that we are appropriating by this bill for the support of 
this institution something over $306,000—about $1,100 for each cadet. 
This is what it costs the Government annually to educate each of these 
young men. This is an example of Government school-keeping. The 
number of professors and instructors of all grades amounts to about one 
for every five cadets. Nowitseems to me it would be wise, while main- 
taining the high standard of West Point education, to reduce the num- 
ber of cadets, so that the proportion of Army officers to enlisted men will 
not be so excessive. 

I find that this matter has been referred to by observers in other coun- 
tries. Sir Archibald Forbes. in anarticle published in the North Amer- 
ican Review a year or two ago, alludes to this condition of our Army, 
and likens it toa tadpole, in that it had a very large head and little else. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I see by the record of graduates that the an- 
nual supply from the Military Academy falls short of the casualties. 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Chairman, whatever may be the propriety of 
cutting down the number of cadets at the Military Academy, it seems 
to me the amendment ought not to prevail. It simply provides that 
the number of students shall be reduced to two hundred, thereby in 
effect repealing the law which allows each member of Congress to ap- 
point one cadet, and not providing how the two hundred to be appointed 
shall be distributed among the States and Territories. 

So that, whatever policy Congress shall adopt, this amendment should 
not prevail. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Let me say to the gentleman from Indiana that 
the number of cadets graduated from West Point is not sufficient now 
to fill the vacancies occurring in the Army, and that in addition a large 
number of officers is appointed in the Army from civil life. 
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Mr. CALKINS. I wish to say, in addition to what I have already 
mentioned, why in my judgment this amendment should not prevail. 
For one I do not believe in the policy of cutting down the number of 
cadets graduated at West Point. I believe in the policy of sina ie 
as many young men in that institution as possible. It may be, an 
probably is, true that many of them on graduating will go into private 
life after they have finished their education. As I have said, I believe 
it to be the true policy of the Government to educateas many yo men 
at these institutions as possible, and let them go into private life if 
they will. When they graduate from these institutions they are as well 
prepared to take care of themselves and enter into any business avoca- 
tion they may choose as any of the young men graduated from any 
of our colleges. I know there is a difference of opinion on that subject, 
but that is my judgment of the young men graduating from these insti- 
tutions. 

But, whatever policy may be adopted, certainly the amendment of the 
gentleman from Shio [Mr. WARNER] should not prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. MAYO. What is the question before the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. On the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. MAYO. We have not heard the amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

The amendment of Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For additional pay of profi 
of service, $8,898.50. 


Mr. BELFORD. I move to strike out the paragraph just read by 
the Clerk. 

Mr. KEIFER. Does the gentleman from Colorado propose to strike 
out the pay of these professors ? 

Mr. BELFORD. Ido. This ph provides ‘‘for additional 
of professors and to officers (on increased rank) for length of service, 
$8,898.50,” and that increased rank I propose to strike out. The gen- 
tlemen who have control of this Military Academy are always court- 
eous to this representative body of the nation when they want to have 
additional pay or increase of rank. That is the only time they are 
humble and obliging, although they are national paupers fed out of the 
money in our coffers. [Laughter. 

Now, sir, according to the rules established at West Point there is 
not a member of this House who can pass an examination to secure 
admission into that academy. 

A MEMBER. Let the gentleman speak for himself. 

Mr. BELFORD. Iam quite as well educated as any gentleman on 
this floor. [Laughter and applause.] I repeat, Mr. Chairman, there 
is not a member of this House who can answer the questions propounded 
to him by the professors of the Military Academy at West Point, any 
more than he can answer the questions propounded by the cranks of 
the Civil-Service Reform Commission [laughter and applause]—the 
men who are running that institution now as a kind of governmental 
monopoly wherever they can, so they can get their own friends into office 
and turn everybody else out. [Laughter and applause.] And you 
Democrats ought to have a professor detailed from this academy at 
West Point to educate you as to the practicability of enjoying Govern- 
ment office if you should happen to come into power next year. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. ] 

I desire the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] who has reported 
this bill to inform this House if this increase should be given. When I 
wish to have an amendment incorporated into this bill appropriating 

200,000 for the purpose of establishing a preliminary school to educate 
the youths of this Republic, he, in consistent action with the white- 
buttoned mandarins of the Appropriations Committee, raised the point 
of order and had my amendment ruled out, and by that very act dis- 
qualified me from sending a student to that academy. He disqualifies 
you, too, gentlemen. He puts your Congressional right in the basket 
of the board of professors. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. KEIFER. I oppose the amendment, and the discussion being 
exhausted, I ask for a vote. 

Mr. BELFORD. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. THOMAS. I renew the amendment of the gentleman from 
Colorado. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in looking over this Military Academy bill for 
this year, as wellas for last year, I find ten items giving additional pay 
to officers and professors at West Point. In the main the instructors 
are officersofthe Army. Thefirst item of the bill is for the pay of eight 
professors, $25,500. Thenext item is for one commandantof cadets, in 
addition to his pay as captain in the line, $1,200. In addition to his 
regular pay the next instructor of practical military engineering is given 
$900. The next is for one instructorof ordnance and science of gunnery, 
who receivesin addition to his pay as an officerof the Army $900. Then 
comes a provision for the pay of eight assistant professors, who receive 
in addition to their regular, legitimate, fixed pay by law, $4,000. Then 
comes a provision for pay of three instructors of cavalry, artillery, and 
infantry tactics in addition to pay as second lieutenants, $1,500. And 
so it runs on through ten items, until we come to the tenth paragraph, 


and to officers (on increased rank) for length 
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for additional pay of professors and to officers (on increased rank) for 
length of service, $8,898.50. : 

If the present pay-table of the Army is not sufficient, it is the duty 
of Congress to rearrange it, to rerate it, and provide for it by a 
act of Congress, and not attempt in this way to give additional pay to 
men who seek employment by this kind of detail from their regular duties 
in the Army by adding $8,898.50 to what the law provides, to the pay, 
too, of the other officers and professors not provided for in the other 
nine items of the bill. It is not specified which professors are to be 
benefited by this provision, but they have gone on and provided for 
every conceivable one that can be thought of; and then they come in 
with a round sum of $8,800 more to be added and divided among them 
all. Isay if the present rate of pay is not sufficient, let it be fixed by 
law and by a provision specific and clear, and not attempt to come in 
here and add in this unjustifiable way to the pay of professors who are 
already receiving remunerative salaries. There are a number of officers 
now in the Army who would gladly fill the position of professors at West 
Point and ask no more than to receive the pay to which they are now 
entitled. I oppose the adding of this unnecessary appropriation and the 
addition of unwarranted pay to officers and professors who are detailed 
for this work, and who receive regular salaries fixed by law. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, asufficient reason might be given and 
an answer made to the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois by a 
very simple recital of the facts and the statement that the gentleman 
is totally mistaken as to the conditionof the law. Hesaysin hisspeech 
that we ought to fix the pay of these officers by law, and arrange it in 
that way and not provide for it in an appropriation bill. In answer I 
wish to say that I concur with him fully in that respect. But let me 
inform him that each one of the items of this appropriation bill to 
which he refers provides an appropriation exactly as required by and 
in accordance with the terms of the law as it has existed for many years. 
The particular item that he proposes to strike out is also provided for 
by law; and this is an item simply carrying into execution, for the pay 
of those professors, a requirement of the statutes now in force. 

Mr. THOMAS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMAS. Why is it that the Committee on Appropriations 
find it necessary to add to the appropriations for the pay of these pro- 
fessors and officers at that academy an aggregate amount of $19,998? 

Mr. KEIFER. Where is that? 

Mr. THOMAS. Itis the sum of the additions of the different items 
to which I have already alluded. 

Mr. KEIFER. Where is the amount? 

Mr. THOMAS. It is made up of the $8,898 of this section now un- 
der consideration, $900 in another place, $1,500 in another, and so on 
throughout the ten items of the bill to which I have referred. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman takes it for granted, then, that this is 
in addition to the law. Itis not. The $8,898.50 is expressly provided 
for by section 1336 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. It 
has no reference to paying these professors more than their ordinary pay; 
but this particular item provides for paying the professors and officers 
on duty at this academy their longevity pay, as fixed by law, after a 
service of ten years. And if we were to strike out this item now there 
would be simply a deficiency at the close of the year, because, in accord- 
ance with existing law, these professors are entitled to receive this 
amount, and just the amount that is now appropriated by the present 
bill. 

The other items to which the gentleman refers contained in the bill, 
and which he indicates, giving to the assistant instructors of cavalry, 
artillery, and infantry tactics, &c., additional pay, are put in here in 
accordance with different sections of the statutes—section 1335, section 
1338, &c. These sections provide for this additional pay. It is not 
longevity paj It is not paid by reason of long service, But it is an 
extra comperation paid by reason of the kind of service they are re- 
quired to be upon at the academy and the additional expense incident 
to that service, which arises of course principally from the style of living 
that they must keep up while at the institution. 

Mr. LYMAN. Let meask the gentleman a question. Ifthereis any- 
thing in this bill which is unusual as an appropriation bill for West 
Point Academy or whether it is not a fair average of the bills ordi- 
narily for that institution? 

Mr. KEIFER. I know of nothing different, certainly on this part 
of the bill. 

Mr. LYMAN. Then what is the use of discussing it; let us pass it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This additional pay provided for in this 
paragraph to officers is an addition to the extra pay provided for them 
on page 2 for their sevices at the academy in excess of their pay as offi- 
cersofthe Army. Itis just such accumulations of expenditures as this 
that makes the Military Academy at West Point, for the field it covers, 
the most costly school in the world—a school at which it costs more to 
educate a student in the same branches than at any other school in this 
or any other country. To the extent, then, Mr. Chairman, that cadets 
who are admitted to that school resign, as many do within two or three 
years, it amounts to a free education to those who are appointed there. 
And in reply to the gentleman from Indiana I will say that every cadet 
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who graduates at West Point understands that he is commissioned for 
the rest of his life to ride through the world upon the backs of other 
people; first in the Army, whether in service or idle, and then at a cer- 
tainage upon the retired-list. I hold then thatthis multiplying of offi- 
cers, this increase of the official staff of our Army in such excess of the 
needs of the service, is anexpense that ought to be cut down, for cer- 
tainly the country gets no adequate return for the expenditnre. 

Mr. MAYO. Mr. Chairman, if this question is still pending —— 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. WARNER] withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. THOMAS. By what authority did the gentleman from Ohio 
withdraw my amendment? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I did not withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Ilinois 
(Mr. Toms] is still pending. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the last word. I have made 
some little inquiry as to the comparative cost of our West Point in- 
stitution and of the other first-class colleges in the United States in the 
one item of professorships alone, and I find, sir, while in the great lit- 
erary institutions of the country the highest salary paid is $4,000, which 
is in Harvard, the lowest is $1,700, which is in Bowdoin College. The 
average compensation paid to the professors in the nine great literary 
institutions of the country is $2,694. This embraces Harvard, Yale, 
La Fayette, Princeton, Bowdoin, Brown University, Cornell, Univer- 
sity of California, and the University of Michigan. I should think it 
would be somewhat difficult to select nine great institutions in this 
country that could claim a higher rank than these, and yet the average 
compensation paid to the professors in those universities is $2,694. 

As I understand the matter, independently of this longevity feature 
of some eight or nine thousand dollars, the lowest amount paid to these 
professors at West Point is $3,600, and the highest is $4,500 and resi- 
dences. I think, therefore, even without this longevity pay, the com- 
pensation paid to these West Point professors is ample. 

Besides that, I wish to call the attention of the committee to another 
fact. I ask what institution of learning in this country shows such 
extravagance in the number of its professors, the number of students 


considered ? 
The time of the gentleman from Indiana has 


The CHAIRMAN. 
expired, 

Mr. RANDALL was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam obliged to my friend from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
RANDALL]. But I have said about all I designed to say. 

I wish simply to call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
in this institution of learning we display the same tendency toward ex- 
travagance in Government, departing from the old-time economy, that 
is shown everywhere else; and that in that institution we could at least 
without any possible injury to the public service approximate in some 
degree in the volume of our expenditure to the expenses incurred in other 
corresponding institutions in the country. If it were true that the re- 
sults of that institution surpassed in magnitude the other great insti- 
tutions of the country, an argument might be made in its behalf on that 
basis. But I must say, though it seems to be the settled policy of the 
country that this institution shall be maintained—and there are cer- 
tainly arguments in favor of its maintenance—yet at the same time 
the results of this institution do not begin to compare in magnitude 
and in importance and educational power with the other great educa- 
tional institutions of the country. 

I think you create a sentiment of unrest and of discontent when by 
the acts of your Government you place a few men capable of teaching 
on a far higher plane of compensation than that which is obtained by 
accomplished scholars at the head of the other great institutions of the 
country. And I must say to gentlemen we are not acting the part of 
public benefactors when we present a motive for that unrest, that dis- 
content, that sentiment of injustice which must prevail in your great 
private institutions of learning when you maintain an institution where 
the compensation for scholarly attainments is so far above that which 
is paid in the other great educational institutions of the country. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS], to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. THOMAS. I withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. S 

Mr. HOLMAN. Theamendment which I withdrew was merely for- 
mal. Thereisamotion pending, as I understand, to strike outthe para- 
graph. š 

The CHAIRMAN. That was withdrawn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Irenew it. 

Mr. ELLIS. I submit that the gentleman from Indiana is too late. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iwould remark to the gentleman from Indiana that 
there is no use in striking out the ph unless there isa clause 
added to the bill repealing the existing ae 

The CHAIRMAN, There is no disposition on the part of the Chair 


to takeadvantage ofany gentleman. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] states he was not aware the motion tostrike out the paragraph 
was withdrawn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdrew my amendment, which was merely for- 


mal. I did not notice the fact that the gentleman from Illinois with- 
drew the motion to strike out. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana renew that 
motion? 
Mr. BEACH. I submit that whether the gentleman from Indiana 


was aware or not of the fact that the motion tostrike out was withdrawn, 
that motion was withdrawn, and the Clerk had begun to read the next 
paragraph. It is too late, therefore, for the gentleman to renew the mo- 
tion to strike out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish tosay in answer to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] if that paragraph should be stricken out all 
that is necessary is to add to this bill the proviso repealing the provision 
of the law that persons employed in a perfectly civil employment shall 
receive in addition to their large compensation this additional item of 
$8,000 or $9,000 on the military theory of longevity of service. 

Mr. RANDALL. My remark was made as a suggestion to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana that if he desired to strike out this paragraph that 
should be accompanied by a clause repealing the existing law, which 
would be in order, I suppose, if offered at the proper part of the bill. 

Mr. BEACH. What disposition has the Chair made of my point of 
order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has overruled it. 

Mr. ELLIS. I move to strike out the last word. I do not think 
that either $3,600 or $4,500 a year, the lowest and highest compensation 
received by these professors and soldiers, is too much. Why, sir, that 
is the salary of a head doorkeeper in a great commercial house. It 
amounts to the ordinary perquisites or fees df a lawyer with an average 
country practice. 

Who and what are these men? They are the guardians morally and 
intellectually of the men who handle our armies. They are those se- 
lected to train the men who are to be our pilots and our strong arms in 
the hour of national trouble. This is the one great governmental in- 
stitution for that purpose. 

Who and what are we? A nation of 50,000,000 of people, claiming 
to be the most intelligent in the world, claiming to be the wealthiest 
people in the world, with a small Army of but a handful of men, and 
in case of war obliged to rely upon the rapid training of volunteers. 
For that purpose we must look to this national nursery. 

These men do not get too mugh pay, three hundred or three hundred 
and fifty dollars a month, in addition to their soldier’s pay. They are 
obliged to incur a great many expenses which they donot have to incur 
when in the field. They are obliged to entertain people from almost 
every quarter of the Union. They are compelled to receive and enter- 
tain and do entertain the friends of the students whom we send there. 
They are obliged to maintain a condition in life and a habit of expend- 
iture which they are not required to maintain in the field. 

This increased pay which we give them is not too much. In fact I 
would rather vote for its increase than for its diminution, because its _ 
increase would be more commensurate to their deserts and more con- 
sistent and in keeping with our position among the nations of the earth. 

I am tired of this two-bit economy. Ido not believe that you can 
run this great Government on 75 cents a year. I believe in properly 
paying these instructors of our youth, in keeping up the morale of West 
Point, and in making it the most efficient institution of the kind in the 
world. I believe in keeping up its great prestige and reputation not 
only in our own midst but in the eyes and estimation of the people of 
the whole world. 

The gentleman undertakes to compare it with ordinary institutions 
that are obliged to depend for the pay of their professors upon what 
they receive from their patronage and the endowments of charity. No 
such comparison should be made. This is the great institution of the 
American people, the one institution which has given us a long line of 
men who have inwreathed our flag with victories—Scott and Taylor, 
Grant and Hancock, Sherman and Sheridan, Thomas and McClellan, 
Slocum and Sumner and Franklin, Sedgwick and Kearny, 
Burnside and Meade. Sir, the sky af our history is studded with the 
bright constellations of names of men educated at this institution. By 
their services these men of West Point have far more than repaid you 
for the moneys that have been expended upon that institution. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to oppose the amendment of the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS]. 

Mr. ELLIS. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman can not withdraw it, I believe, after 
I have the floor. I renew it, if the gentleman does withdraw it. 

The gentleman from Louisiana has mentioned some very great names 
in our history, names that excite the pride of every American. Could 
he not also mention, inconnection with the great names made illustrious 
by our wars—happily for this country the period of its existence has 
been mainly one of peace, for the grand purpose of this Republic has 
been to secure the blessings of peace—a great multitude of names made 
equally illustrious in the employments of peace? 

Mr. ELLIS. We have had one war in every sixteen years of our ex- 


istence. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Will not the gentleman also call over the great 
names that have adorned the history of this country in times of peace, 
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great names that have adorned it in times 
of war? If he will do that, how would he find the account to stand ? 
Let him compare the great names who have entered upon the great 
theater of life from Harvard and Princeton and Brown and other great 
institutions of this country with the great names of West Point and see 


and compare them with the 


the result. Lethim enumerate the men who by the arts of peace have 
inspired and elevated the whole people of this country and given it the 
high standing which it occupies throughout the world; who have con- 
tributed to achievements in times of peace to make this the first nation 
upon the face of God’s green earth. 

Mr. ELLIS. Will the gentleman tell the House what his salary is? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Letthe gentleman consider those institutions which 
have given character and position and honor to this country far beyond 
what all the influences, the powers of war, can give to this nation in its 
relations with the world. My friend says that these men should be 

handsome salaries, because this institution at West Point is more 
important than others, more important than Harvard, more important 
than Brown, more important than Princeton. Would such be thejudg- 
ment the people of this country would pronounce upon these various 
institutions of learning? 

This institution at West Point is maintained simply from the neces- 
sity of the case. It is at best but a precautionary measure—a prece- 
dent precaution—a point around which the nation may rally in its 
hours of adversity. The other institutions, colleges, universities, and, 
more important and poss than all, the great university of the na- 
tion, your systems of common schools lift up the whole body of our 
people in their general advancement to a higher plane of social as well 
as political life. 

In paying these West Point professors enormously higher salaries 
than are paid to en rofessors in our great institutions of learning which 
rest upon public faith and public affection, which rest upon the arts of 
peace, we are making larger payments for the encouragement of war 
which destroys than for peace which elevates humanity; and this does 
not become the American Congress, for the office of a republic is not 
the elevation of the few but the ennobling of all by the biewenes and 
arts of 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, in the remarks I made a few mo- 
ments ago I did not wish to be understood as intimating that the pro- 
fessors and officers employed at this institution are receiving too much 
pay. I have never been justly cataloged with that class of so-called 
statesmen who believe in running the Government on 75 cents a year, 
as suggested by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS]. But I 
believe in fair, open, direct legislation. If these professors are not re- 
ceiving sufficient compensation in the amount which they are allowed 
as pay, let us increase it to such sum as may be right and proper—such 
sum as will give them an ample and honorable compensation. But I 
dislike this indirection; this paying them in chips and whetstones—this 
paying them so much as salary, so much as longevity pay, so much ad- 
ditional pay as adjutant, so much as professor of artillery, &c 

Let us say how much those officers shail receive, and let us appro- 
priate it in one sum, so that we can meet the question of their compen- 
sation squarely, face to face. It is not the amount I object to; it is not 
so much the end as the means. I do not want to see the pay of these 
professors made up of several items that the people do not understand. 
They may very naturally inquire, “‘ Why this item? Whythat? Why 
not pay these men so much in a round sum?” 

I withdrew my amendment because I was afraid if it should be 

* adopted the pay of these men would be cut down, and that is not what 
Iam after. What I want is to have the whole compensation of each 
rofessor put into one item, as, for instance, professor of mathematics, 
$a 000, $5,000, $6,000 if necessary. I am willing to pay liberal salaries 
to the officers who have charge of this institution and who are sending 
out into the country young men who in the past have proved an 
honor to the nation and a safe reliance in its hour of danger. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pro forma amendment is ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw it. 

Mr. KEIFER. I renew the amendment, although I am anxious to 
reach a vote, for the purpose of saying a single word. 

I repeat that to strike out this clause of the bill would cause a defi- 
ciency in the coming fiscal year. These officers who have served for a 
period of ten years or more are given by section 1336 of the Revised 
Statutes longevity pay or pay by virtue of increasedrank. Thisis given 
by statute; and the Committee on Appropriations decided that if was 
their duty to report a bill making appropriations in accordance with 
law. The policy has prevailed of paying officers of the Army, and some- 
times soldiers, on the basis of length of service, the pay increasing every 
five years or ten years, &c. This policy has prevailed, so faras I know, 
throughout the entire history of the country. It is a policy fixed by 
law, and is doubtless wise. But if it is not wise let it be corrected 
through the instrumentality of our appropriate committee, and let a 
proper policy be adopted which will fix a definite pay for officers, with 
or without regard to length of service. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 


Mr. HOLMAN. However politic the principle of longevity pay may 
be with reference to military employment, employment connected with 
war, does the gentleman from Ohio think that, in a purely civil em- 
ployment, such as a professorship of a college, the principle of longevity 
pay should prevail? Is there the same reason for it in this civil em- 
ployment as in military life? Does the principle prevail in any other 
civil employment in this country ? 

Mr. KEIFER. I did not yield for a speech, especially one which 
treats these professors as engaged simply in a civil employment. They 
are military professors at a military institution, where they instruct 
cadets in all the duties of soldiers in the different branches of service— 
engineer, cavalry, artillery, infantry. This is not strictly civil employ- 
ment. Professors could not be obtained from civil life competent to 
serve in these positions. ‘These professors must be trained and skilled 
officers. The present superintendentof the institution has not only all 
the skill which can be obtained by the training of the schools, but he 
is skilled on the battlefield as a great tactician. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] 
withdraw the pro forma amendment? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Thequestion being taken on the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN to strike 


out the paragraph, it was not agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For department of natural and experimental piulosophy: For additions to 
apparatus to illustrate the laws of acoustics, optics, and mechanics, $1,000; 
books of reference, text-books, stationery, eiria and rej ope $400; for pay 
of mechanie assistant, $1,000; construction of quarters near the new observatory 
for the mechanic assistant, $3,800; in all, $6, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I raise a point of order on that part of the para- 
graph which provides for ‘‘ construction of quarters near the new observ- 
atory for the mechanic assistant, $3,800.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is that it is new legislation. 

Mr. BELFORD. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is one point of order already pending. 

Mr. BELFORD. ‘I can not hear a word of what the Clerk is reading 
or what gentlemen are saying on the other side. At this end of the 
Hall we can not hear the point of order raised by the gentleman from 
Indiana, and I insist on my right to hear what is going on here. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will state, in support of my point of order, that 
this item was submitted as a separate item in the estimates. It isa 
new and independent item. 

Mr. BELFORD. I can not hear what is going on. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is impossible to hear what is going on. Gen- 
tlemen will resume their seats and cease conversation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is an entirely new work, not authorized by 
any law heretofore enacted. 

Mr. CALKINS. What is the provision on which the point of order 
is made? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ver ana of quarters near the new observatory for the mechanic-assist- 
an 

Mr. KEIFER. If I understand the point of order raised by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, it is that this is new legislation not authorized by 
any specific statute. Then everything in the way of repairs, putting 
new shingles on the roof, having porches, making any sort of improve- 
ment or repair of the institution, would not be in order unless provided 
for by a previous special statute. 

It is said this proposes the construction of a new building. That is 
not in anysense true. This merely provides for the construction at the 
observatory of quarters for the mechanic-assistant. 

It must be borne in mind that some years ago that observ: atory at the 
Military Academy was removed on account of the railroad going through 
there. There was an arrangement made by which the old observatory 
was torn down and a new one constructed. This new structure stands 
exposed, away from any protection, and as being of advantage, and in- 
deed as essentially necessary to its care and preservation, it is reported 
here,by the proper officers there, by the superintendent, by the War De- 
partment, that it is necessary and essential to have this structure for a 
mechanic-assistant. Thisis in the nature of an improvement and ad- 
dition to the observatory itself, and it is not new legislation. It isnot 
specifically provided for by law, butit is, as I have said, essentially nec- 
essary to the buildings already there. 

Mr. CALKINS. Let meask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to ask whether this provision is inserted for 
the purpose of finishing an observatory which was begun in lieu of one 
destroyed by the construction of a railroad through the grounds of the 
academy ? 

Mr. KEIFER. That is the case. It is not so much the construc- 
tion of an observatory proper as it is a structure connected with it for 
convenience, to be occupied by a skilled mechanic, who is known as a 
mechanic-assistant, to take charge of the delicate instruments which 
are in the building, and to be on hand whenever necessary for their ad- 
justment. 
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Mr. RANDALL. 
Mr. KEIFER. 


Will the gentleman permit me a moment? 
I will yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. RANDALL. The question before the committee, I wish to say, 


is not one of necessity. It is simply whether it is or is not subject to 
the point of order which has been made against it. Now, we might 
as well call things by their right names. This is a proposition not to 
build an addition to the observatory but to build a home, or a resi- 
dence, for one of the officers who has charge of the observatory; butitis 
a question rather of convenience or distance—where he shall live—than 
of anything else. It is not directed or warranted or authorized by any 
statute that I have seen; certainly not to build a residence. And I 
repeat, it is not in the nature of an attachment to the observatory ex- 
cept as a matter of convenience for one of the persons who has charge of 
that institution. 

Mr. BEACH. I would like, Mr. Chairman, to state by way of sup- 
plement to what the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
said, and in connection with the necessity for this building, that this 
observatory is at some distance from the other buildings on the Gov- 
ernment reservation at that point. There are some very valuable in- 
struments in this observatory, and they have to be used frequently in 
the night-time; and in order to use them it becomes necessary that this 
mechanic-assistant should be present to aid the officers in pointing the 
telescopes, in adjusting the delicate machinery, and in getting the in- 
struments in proper shape for making astronomical observations. The 
superintendent of that institution, with a view of having this mechanic- 
assistant present at all hours of the day or night, whenever his services 
are needed, has recommended that a residence be constructed close to 
the observatory, where he can be found and where he will be accessible 
atall hours. Thereisno other object in view in the construction of this 
residence than that this assistant shall be in a position to see that these 
instruments are not injured or their value destroyed; thatno one shall 
break into the building in the night-time. It is a matter of precaution 
for their preservation and protection more than anything else. 

I find in the Book of Estimates which we have received, among the 
items referring to this matter, a note, in which it is stated that for the 
care and preservation of these valuable instruments —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remind the gentleman from New 
York that this debate is not as to the necessity of this appropriation, 
but whether under existing law its construction is warranted. 

Mr. BEACH. We admit that there is no technical provision of the 

law which warrants it; but it has been recommended, it is essential, 
and it is reported by the Committee on Appropriations, who recommend 
its passage. 
Mr. R2 ALL. Tere is no controversy about the recommenda- 
tion. The simple question is whether there is a statute authorizing 
the expenditure. I would like to have the gentleman from Louisiana 
point ont a statute which does authorize it. 

Mr. ELLIS. I have sent for the original act establishing this insti- 
tution at West Point. I have not yet received it, but will call the gen- 
tleman’s attention to the law as soon as it comes. I imagine, however, 
that the Government in establishing the institution provided by statute 
for all necessary buildings. I take that for granted. I know as amat- 
ter of history that buildings have been created there from time to time, 
as their need was developed, without any special legislation. The 
general power which is given by the organic act—the act organizing the 
Military Academy at West Point—to construct the necessary buildings 
will cover this whole question, and as soon as the law for which I have 
sent is at hand I think it will fully bear ont that position. I know, 
Mr. Chairman, as a matter of common sense, as a matter of judgment, 
that the act organizing the West Point school did certainly provide for 
constructing the necessary buildings; and we all know as I have said, 
for it is a matter of history, that they have been built from time to 
time, and that too without the passage of a special statute for such con- 
struction. 

But what are the facts in this case? The Government has ordered 
recently the construction of a new observatory at that point. There are, 
as my friend from New York says, very valuable and delicate instru- 
ments in that observatory, instruments that have cost a great deal of 
money, and the building in which they are stored is a half mile or more 
away from the other buildings of the institution. They are exposed 
night and day to theft or injury. The building is exposed to being 
broken into and these valuable instruments damaged or stolen. Now 
the professors simply ask that this residence for the mechanic-assistant 
shall be constructed in close proximity to the observatory, in order that 
these instruments may not only be protected from injury, but that this 
man who has charge of the repairs and the management of the delicate 
machinery connected with these instruments may be on hand at all 
times to keep them in order and adjust them and always convenient 
to assist the professors in their operations. It is a matter of economy 
that this building shall be constructed. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no danger of the building being broken 
into. The whole institution with all of its outlying buildings is under 
proper guard night and day, so that that question should not weigh 
with the committee, 

Mr. ROSECRANS. But let me say to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that the danger is that these delicate instruments, which have to 


be kept in proper order by a mechanical expert competent to do it, are 
liable to serious injury by neglect or in the hands of persons unaccus- 
tomed to use them. It is important, therefore, that the assistant in 
charge of them should be at hand at all times. 

Mr. RANDALL. But thisisa mere question whether this construc- 
tion is authorized by law; whether there is any provision in the law 
warranting the construction of this residence. If there is I would like 
to see it. 

Mr. ELLIS. I was told by the chairman of the subcommittee, who 
prepared this bill last year, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN], that he did not put in this item because the observatory had 
not been completed. He describes the position as a lonely one, away 
from the barracks, and the building liable to be broken into and these 
instruments damaged or stolen. We do not want to erect a shanty or 
a hut. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman from Louisiana point out the 
law which authorizes the construction of this observatory? 

Mr. ELLIS. Of this observatory? I donot understand the inquiry 
of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is this a part of the institution itself that is au- 
thorized by law? Or is this structure necessary for the occupants who 
are to take care of the observatory ? 

Mr. ELLIS. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question to which the Chair desires an an- 
swer is whether the act authorizing the establishment of this observa- 
tory is broad enough to cover this particular structure ? 

Mr. ELLIS. The original observatory was destroyed, a railroad 
company having built a tunnel under it. They did that with the per- 
mission of the Government on condition that they would build another 
observatory. The railroad company have built that at their own ex- 
pense, and this building is an addendum to that observatory. 

Mr. KEIFER. ‘The Secretary of War in his estimates, as well as the 
superintendent, speaks of this structureas beingas essential as any other 
portion of the building. He says the assistant should be there every 
hour of the day and night in order to the maintenance and protection 
of the observatory. It is as much essential to have him as it is to have 
instruments; and therefore this structure, which is merely intended for 
the accommodation of the mechanic-assistant, must be classed as belong- 
ing to the observatory. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not think the discussion of the merits is proper 
on the point of order. 

Mr. KEIFER. But the discussion of the merits to some extent is 
necessary to enable the chairman to know what the proposition is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This mechanic referred to has accommodations else- 
where; but it is more convenient for him to be nearer the observatory. 

Mr. ELLIS. How does the gentleman know that? 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman is trying to correct me by giving his 
own explanation when I am attempting to explain what is the fact. 
It is necessary for this assistant to be where his duties require him to 
be every hour of the day and night. I submit that the clause is in 
order under the general law which authorizes the keeping up of what- 
ever is essential. j 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to think the paragraph is 
in order, the structure being necessary to the institution. But if there 
is any doubt about it the Chair is willing to submit the question to the 
committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to say a word in that connection, if the 
Chair will allow me. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BEACH] 
says the building occupied by this mechanic is about two miles away. 
The Chair must see at once this is a mere question of the convenience 
of an officer of that establishment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is impossible for the Chair to determine the 
fact as to distance. The bill does not disclose that fact. Itsimply says 
the structure is to be a residence for a mechanic-assistant, and the 
Chair must presume that it is in cldse proximity to the observatory, 
close enough to enable that assistant to disc hisduties. TheChair 
can only rule on what appears on the face of the bill itself, that this is 
a structure for the convenience of a mechanic employed at that institu- 
tion to take care of the observatory; and the Chair is inclined to hold 
that the clause is in order. But as it may be considered a doubtful 
question, the Chair would like to take the sense of the committee on 
the point of order. j 

Mr. ELLIS. Does the Chair refer the matter to the committee ? 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair holds that the clauseisin order. But 
if the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] desires to take an appeal, 
the Chair will submit that appeal to the committee. 

‘Mr. HOLMAN. If that is in order, everything else is in order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. Chairman, the Speaker of the last House of Representatives, as is 
the duty of the Speaker every year, appointed a board of visitors to visit 
West Point to examine into the workings of the institution and to ex- 
amine the character of the buildings and to make their suggestions to 
Congress, I holdin my hand the report of the Board of Visitors. They 
have examined, it seems, very carefully the whole workings of the Mili- 
tary Academy and the condition of the buildings, and they recom- 
mended what improvements should be made, stating also their views as 
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to what other buildings should be erected. This report fails to say a 
single word about the necessity of putting up a house, costing $3,800, 
in order to accommodate the family of a mechanic-assistant of the ob- 
servatory. There is not a single word about that in the report of the 
visitors, which is signed by General R the president of the board; 
General Dayton, the secretary of the ; General Arnold, General 
Schuyler, General Crosby, General Whitman, General Howard, General 
Potter, General French, and on the part of the House by Mr. GEORGE 
W. STEELE, the gentleman from Indiana; Mr. Amos Townsend of Ohio, 
and Mr. W. A. J. Sparks of Illinois, both members of the last Con- 

who are gentlemen of intelligence and excellent judgment. This 
Board of Visitors, after going through that entire establishment, failed 
to see any necessity for a building for the mechanic-assistant. 

The Book of Estimates of last year shows that an estimate was made 
for this very building. They said then that $2,000 was sufficient to 
build a home for this mechanic. Butthis year it seems they have con- 
cluded to furnish more respectable quarters and have added $1,800. If 
$2,000 was sufficient last year to build a home for this mechanic, why 
is it not sufficient this year? 

Mr. BEACH. Labor and material are higher. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the Democratic party intends to adhere to 
its past record of economy and retrenchment, I wish to see some symp- 
toms of that intention manifested now upon this floor. 

If a Republican Congress refused to appropriate even $2,000 for such 
a building, how can you come in here and demand at the hands of the 
Democratic party that we shall appropriate $3,800 to build a residence 
for a mechanic-assistant? I am willing to concede that this mechanic 
is perhaps a skilled mechanic, not unskilled in knowledge of these in- 
struments. But it seems to me that a building of much less pretensions 
than this might be sufficient for him. 

Another remark I desire to make. My friend from Louisiana [Mr. 
ELLIS] puts his advocacy of this appropriation upon the ground that it 
is necessary to have some one to guard these instruments. You can get 
a watchman to guard these instruments who would be content with a 
house that would cost $500, if that is all you wish, to have a house for 
a watchman. It does seem to me that this is rather aristocratic quar- 
ters to erect for a watchman to guard these instruments. 

[Here the hammer fell. } ` 

Mr. ELLIS. Iama little surprised that the friend of the people, 
the man of all others who is the friend of the people, who is always 

ing for the people, should hiss the word ‘‘ mechanic” out of his 
lips and lower his voice as if he were ashamed of it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman never heard such an expres- 
sion from me. 

Mr. ELLIS. I appeal not to the memory merely, but to the living 
impression of every member who heard him, if that word ‘‘ mechanic’? 
was not hissed out of his lips as if it were a thing which ought not to 
be mentioned here. Has the gentleman any idea of what sort of a me- 
chanic this is ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. You say he is a watchman. 

Mr. ELLIS. He is not a mere jack-plane carpenter; not even a 
blacksmith. I have no doubt the gentleman has had friendly and so- 
cial intercourse with all the blacksmiths in his district, patting them on 
the back and telling them there never were such fine fellows. [Laugh- 
ter. 

"this is a man of science, an educated man, a man who understands 
all the delicate and intricate machinery with which these great instru- 
ments of science are built. He isa man who knows how to a 
them, how te prepare them, how to clean them, to fix them up for the 
operations of the professors. That is the kind of a mechanic-assistant 
he is. 

The reason why this appropriation was not put in the bill of last year 
was explained to me by the gentleman who prepared the bill, the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLAcKBURN]. He said that he did not 
put it in the bill because at that time the observatory had not been 
completed. 

e gentleman says that he wants to put a five-hundred-dollar hut 
there. That would be a beautiful ornament for the grounds of West 
Point, a lovely ornament for those grounds. 

The gentleman cannot deter me or any sensible man on this side of 
the House who believes he represents a great country from voting for 
this appropriation by bringing in here partisan politics. West Point 
is my institution as well as yours. It is the institution of the people 
of Louisiana as it is the institution of the people of New York. I feel 
with them a common pride in its glory, its perpetuity, its power, and 
its usefulness. I say that this buildingshould be put up, and it should 
be a building that will be ornamental as well as useful on those grounds. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Imove to strike outthelast word. I say that 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS], laboring man as he is, and, 
perhaps, ever has been, has no more respect or reverence for the labor- 
ing classes of this country than theirhumble servant who now addresses 
the House. I came up from the ranks and have carved my way by 
my own skill and labor. I honor and reverence the laboring man, be 


he acommon blacksmith in my own Congressional district or a mechanic- 
assistant at West Point. 
Mr. ELLIS. I accept the gentleman’s disclaimer. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. What! object tois that while the blacksmiths 
of his district and my own oceupy humble log cabins, perhaps humbler 
abodes than that, he should come in here and vote to tax them for the 
purpose of building aristocratic quarters for a mechanic-assistant at 
West Point costing $3,800. I object to the wasteful, extravagant, and 
unnecessary expenditure of the hard earnings of the mechanics of his 
own district andof mine. Thatis the ground of my opposition to this 
clause in this bill. 

And I want to state one further fact while I am on the floor. I want 
to challenge that gentleman to show wherein the superintendent of the 
academy at West Point hasindorsed orrecommended this appropriation; 
and wherein the Secretary of War has recommended that an appropria- 
tion of $3,800 be made in order to furnish a residence for a mechanic- 
assistant at West Point. 

Mr. ELLIS. I accept the challenge. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I know without any explanation what the gen- 
tleman will do. There is in this Book of Estimates a letter from the 
professor in charge of this establishment recommending this appropria- 
tion, as he did in the last Co: But neither the Secretary of War 
nor the superinténdent of the Military Academy has recommended it. 
Mr. ELLLIS. The superintendent does recommend it, and the Sec- 

of War recommends it by his indorsement. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do not interrupt me. I know that the super- 
intendent of the academy calls attention to the recommendations of 
the professor in charge of that bureau, but he does not recommend that 
the appropriation shall be made. 

Mr. BEACH. How does it get into the Book of Estimates? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Idonotcare who recommendsit; Iam opposed 
to the use of the people’s money unnecessarily and extravagantly in this 
way. 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Chairman, I have been surprised to hear the rea- 
sons urged by the gentleman who has just taken his seat, Mr. TOWN- 
SHEND of Illinois, in opposition to the erection of this building. There 
are at least a number of gentlemen on the floor who know what an ob- 
servatory is. In order that an observatory may be operated it is not 
only necessary that there should be skilled mechanical assistance, but 
that it should be at hand in time of need. How can a skilled mechan- 
ical assistant be of avail unless he be present during the night or at the 
only time when his services can be of any use? And this is the very 
ground upon which the recommendation for the appropriation under 
consideration is based. I read from the Book of Estimates: 

Nore.—By the Professor, —* I consider it extremely necessary, for the care and 
preservation of the valuableastronomical apparatus, to have a thoroughly com- 
petent assistant located as near as possible to the @bservatory. His presence 
may be needed at any hourof the night, and certain observations about to be 
taken may require his constant attention at intervals during the night. There 
is no house near the observatory witich can be had for his residence. An ap- 
propriation was asked for last year, but not granted.” 

e superintendent of the Military Academy invites special attention to the 
necessity of the construction of the quarters for the mechanic-assistant at the 
new observatory, as set forth in the remarks of the professor. 

Are you going to have an observatory and remove from it the only 
person whose services can make it available? Are you going to have 
an observatory and close its doors just at the time the stars are to be 
seen in theskies? Are you going to have somebody to call the astrono- 
mer at the time it is necessary for him to be on duty ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. How did they get on for eighty years without 
such a building? 

Mr. HUNT. The academy can not get along without it, because the 
purposes of scientific observation can not be accomplished without it. 
Would the gentleman have this House believe that this building, which 
is to cost the inconsiderable sum now proposed, is to be a palatial struct- 
ure? Is any sum, Mr, Chairman, too great to be spent in the interests 
of science, in giving skilled mechanical aid for the prosecution of these 
great astronomical studies? Is any sum wastefully disposed of if ex- 
pended at this great Military Academy in explorations of the wide do- 
main of scientific knowledge? The expenditure is in the interests of 
science and scientific investigation; nor is the House to be shocked at the 
proposed outlay of $3,800 when recommended as it is by responsible men, 
skilled instructors, who know the price of materials from personal inves- 
tigation, and who testify on their honor that the sum is required. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, if necessary, I move, pro forma, to strike 
out the last word. The question of the erection of this building was 
very carefully investigated by the Committee on Appropriations; and 
the item was retained, not unanimously, but by the vote of a large ma- 
jority of the committee; and I am astounded to hear my friend from 
Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] still insisting upon striking out this item, 
for the building is certainly needed for the good management of the in- 
stitution. And the gentleman gives the strangest reason in the world 
for his opposition. As I understood him, it is because there are log 
houses in his district [laughter] and because he was born inone. Am 
Imistaken? I would like to ask the gentleman whether he lives.in a 
log house now? Why does he live in a better house than a log house? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ido not know that I am to be subjected to. 
cross-examination by the gentleman. When he finishes his remarks I 
may perhaps reply, if I deem them worthy of reply. 

Mr. HORR. I shall be very happy to have the gentleman explain 
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his position at any time. Now, I assume that he does not livein a log 
house, because he can afford a better one. I submit that it is every 
man’s privilege to move out of a log house intoa better one when he can 
afford todoso. This nation, being able to build something better than 
a log house for our chief mechanic at West Point, ought to erect a re- 
spectable building—a good frame house. If we were not able to build 
anything else than a log house, I should vote for a log house; but I 
think as a nation we can afford to erect a good, comfortable, frame 
building for the purposes contemplated in the provision of the bill. 

I have the advantage probably of the gentleman from Illinois, for I 
was reared in a log house myself, and I have the greatest respect for such 
houses; but at the same time I think his objections, so common upon 
matters of this kind, are simply frivolous. There is an attempt on his 
part all the time to higgle about little items in our appropriation bills, 
for fear that there may be somewhere an item not exactly in harmony 
_ with his customary toot that we hear daily about ‘‘economy.”’ 

There is no real economy in constructing a building for the benefit of 
the Government except it be such a one as is proper for the object for 
which it is built. If to-morrow the Treasury building in this city 
should be destroyed, I take it that my friend from Illinois would not be 
in favor of removing the Treasury into a log cabin, but he would be in 
favor of building a substantial stone house, perhaps even better than 
the one we now have—wouldn’t you? Ofcourse you would. 

This building we propose in this bill is modest, moderate, such a one 
as the institutiondemands. Asa Representative of the people you will 
find they never object to any ae where it does not go beyond 
what business men would doif they were constructing it for them- 
selves. This bill does not go beyond that. This appropriation, I sub- 
mit to my friend, is not for any better building than he would build 
under the circumstances if he were running it as a private institution. 
It will not cost a dollar more than you would put into it. It is based 
on good business principles, and I submit to the House we ought to 
stop these frivolous amendments and try to get through this bill during 
the lifetime of the present members of that institution. [Laughter 
and applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Why did not the Board of Visitors recommend 
it last year? 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not wish to prolong the debate, as the House is 
well advised of the merits of the pending proposition. But it must 
not be allowed to pass by without noticing a remark of the gentleman 
from Illinois that the present superintendent of the Military Academy 
does not recommend the structure. The language of the Secretary of 
War used in the Book of Estimates is that— 

The superintendent of the Military Academy invites special attention to the 


necessity for the construction of quarters for mechan: tat the new ob- 
servatory, as set forth in the estimates of the professor. 


He invites special attention to the necessity of it, and yet the gentle- 
man from Illinois interprets that to mean that he is not in 
favor of it, I will leave it to gentlemen to say. 

The professor tells us there is necessity for it, as has been stated by 
the gentleman from Louisiana. I hold in my hand a letter from Pro- 
fessor Michie, in which he says: 

The item for quarters for the assistant, to be built near the observatory, has 
been carefully estimated, to furnish a neat frame building suitable for a small 
family. If it is granted it will give me the following advantages: First. I can 
get the services of a most excellent man, who is the best instrument-maker in 
the country. For the past ten years he has been employed to makesome of the 
best apparatus now in our laboratories. Ican not secure his services unless I 
have some place to put him. 

It must be remembered since thenew observatory has been constructed 
no provision has been made for such a person as an assistant-mechanic. 
In the old observatory it was provided for, but has not been provided 
in the new. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] , 

Mr. TOWNSHEND’S amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I move the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 113, page 6,insert these words: * 

“ Additions to the astronomical transit-circle for new observatory, $1,875. 

“Strike out total stated in lineg 113 and 114 and insert in lieu thereof $8,075.” 


Mr. ROSECRANS. In explanation of that amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man, I desire to say that the new observatory is intended to accomplish 
a great deal more work than the old observatory. It was used for in- 
struction of the class in astronomy before, whereas the observatory now 
contributes to the general fund of astronomical knowledge by being 
used day and night for that purpose. Hence the necessity for the pro- 
vision already adopted. 

I wish to say that the astronomical telescope which we have paid for, 
and which is there, can not be used without the transit-circle and ap- 
pliances, and the question before this committee is, shall this item be 
omitted until some future day or shall we make provision for it here, 
so that this instrument shall not remain unused? Irepeat, Mr. Chair- 
man, as a matter of fact the astronomical telescope can not be used for 
any purpose for which it is built util we have the transit-circle and 
Sopranoa attached thereto. 

veral members of the committee with whom I have conferred have 
informed me that they were not aware of the fact that this had to be 


laid by and is useless until this expenditure is provided, and I under- 
stand that they will not object to the proposition. 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire not to continue this discussion, for I am not 
opposed to the amendment of the gentleman from California and hope 
it will be adopted. In support of his amendment I ask the Clerk now 
to read a paragraph from a letter of Professor Michie. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before that I wish to ask the gentleman if this item 
is embraced in the estimates. 

Mr. KEIFER. It has been estimated for. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In the regular Book of Estimates ? 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes; it will be found in the regular Book of Esti- 
mates. I now ask the Clerk to read the extract from the letter of Pro- 
fessor Michie. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The other item is to get the necessary adjunct to the meridian transit-circle. 
the most important instrument of the observatory. We use it daily in 

time determinations. The culminating apparatus is essential to set our instru- 
ment and to know its errors of adjustment. The transit-circle will not be ready 
to set up in the observatory until next September, but this will be needed at the 
same e, and as each comes in the next fiscal year I have to apply for it now. 
Without it our transit-circle must lie idle; and until Congress sees ft to grantit 


I wish to show General Kerrer that these are not unnecessary nor improper nor 
useless requests, but of real necessity, 


Mr. KEIFER. I nowyield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I hope Congress will adopt this amend- 
ment. I regard it as very important. I am informed also by a gentle- 
man very familiar with this institution at West Point that this is very 
necessary and that the observations can not be properly taken or prop- 
erly utilized without this provision. I hope there will be no opposition 
to its adoption. 2 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from California. 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For department of drawing: For fifteen new desks, $150; photographie slides 
for use in lectures, repairs And construction of racks, models, stretchers, stools 
and desks, stationery, drawing materials, cardboard for mounting drawings, 
tacks, hammersand contingencies, books of reference (mechanical, architectural, 
surveying, geometry, and art), periodicals on art and technology, models for 
topographical, free-hand, and constructive drawing, hectograph, rules and tri- 


angles, shades, rollers, and contingencies, for enlargementof drawing academy. 
$810; in all, $960. : 


Mr. KEIFER. I desire to call the attention of the committee for a 
moment to what is merely a formal correction which should be made 
in this paragraph. In line 129, after the word ‘‘triangle,’’ I think in 
order to convey the idea the committee had in view the words ‘‘and 
for’’ should be inserted before the word ‘‘shades;’’ and in line 130 the 
comma after the word “‘contingencies’’ should be stricken out; so that 
it will read ‘‘and contingencies for enlargement of drawing academy.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For expenses of the Board of Visitors, including mileage, $3,000. 


Mr. McADOO. I wish to offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend line 159 by striking out the word “three” and inserting the word 
“one, 


Mr. McADOO. The object of my amendment, Mr. Chairman, is to 
provide that the expenditures of the Board of Visitors to West Point 
should be reduced from $3,000 to $1,000. As I understand it, sir, this 
Board of Visitors consists of three members of the House of Represent- 
atives, appointed by the Speaker, and three Senators, appointed by the 
President of the Senate, together with various other appointees on the 
part of the President of the United States, not exceeding ten in all. I 
can not conceive how the expenses of these gentlemen in their attend- 
ance at West Point for the longest possible period, probably not exceed- 
ing three days, can reach the sum of $3,000. 

I do not offer this, Mr. Chairman, as a factious amendment. I do not 
want to higgle over the expenses connected with a useful and necessary 
institution like West Point. But I fear that there are some truths in 
the remarks recently made by the illustrious gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] when he said that this institution has degenerated into a 
hot-bed of snobbery, instead of being democratic, democratic-repub- 
lican, republican, in keeping with the character and traditions of our 
people. As I understand it, the real fact is that this Board of Visitors 
go there and indulge in a fancy ball; and this ball, if a good ball, is no 
doubt a very wholesome recreation; but unfortunately it, too, has de- 
generated into a vicious social system, and become a matrimonial market 
to which aspiring mothers bring their giddy daughters and palm them 
off on these unfortunate young men, handicapping them for life and 
destroying their usefulness not only to themselves but to their country. 
[Laughter.] 

Now, members of this House who are appointed on this committee 
are paid a salary by the Government. Themembers of theSenate who 
are appointed as visitors to West Point on this board also receive a fixed 
salary from the Government. I think $1,000 will take these gentle- 
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men to West Point and entertain them in a respectable manner for three 
days or less. 

I now yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Col- 
orado. 

Mr. BELFORD. 
to the amendment which has been su i 

It costs about $15 to go from here to West Point, including a bottle 


If it is proper I wish to offer a further amendment 


of champagne. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MAYO. Let me ask the gentleman if he will furnish me a ticket 
over and back and a bottle of champagne at that price? 

Mr. BELFORD. Yes, sir; I will furnish you a ticket and the cham- 
pagne both for that price. 

I had occasion to go over to New York this year with a distinguished 
gentleman on this side of the House who desired to visit West Point. 
We both had the honor of paying our railroad fare. [Langhter.] We 
spent one night in the city of Philadelphia and the next day we wenton 
to New York. I went to the Fifth Avenue Hotel, where I stopped and 
he went up to this Military Academy, and I think when we got back 
home the total of our expenses did not exceed the sum of $150. 

Here is an appropriation of $3,000 to buy kid gloves, patent-leather 
shoes, swallow-tail coats, and ruffled shirts for the distinguished Demo- 
cratic Representatives who will naturally be sent there by the Speaker 
of this House. The only consideration that will induce me to vote for 
this paragraph is that it will assist in opening up the vaults of the na- 
tional . [Laughter.] This is the only indication of gener- 
osity that I have seen exhibited since this House has assembled. 

What a grand and magnificent opportunity this paragraph offers to 
the distinguished statesman from Indiana—I refer to my friend Mr. 
HoLMAN. Why did he not rise in his seat like Aphrodite from the 
sea, and posing upon the crest of its foam, declare, ‘‘I object?” 

This is the place wherein to plant the roots of economy in reference 
to this Board of Visitors. This is an institution as to which you should 
“ bind an economical spirit to your bosom with bands of iron.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Colorado has 
expired. x 

Mr. BELFORD. Is my time up already? [Laughter.] 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I do not rise particularly for the purpose of 
discussing the amendment offered by the gentleman from New Jersey, 
but I think this is a proper occasion to treat with some gravity a line 
of comment which has been indulged in upon this floor with reference 
to an institution of learning that has been most useful to the Republic. 

I wish to say a word with reference to the criticisms which were first 
indulged in by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Cops], having refer- 
ence to the examination held in that: institution. The complaint was 
made here that the examinations were too rigid; and my colleague from 
New York [Mr. Cox] observed that the ingenuous youth of the country 
were frightened by the examinations. These criticisms related almost 
entirely to the mathematical studies. 

I have had occasion within a month to make a nomination to West 
Point, and in that connection I made an examination into the condi- 
tions required of candidates. And I have to say there is no institution 
of learning in the United States of collegiate grade which requires so 
little in the mental qualifications and attainments of candidates as does 
West Point. The requirement in mathematics is that a boy shall be 
able to do sums in arithmetic and problems in algebra to equations of 
the second degree—a requirement quite within the compass of any lad 
of sixteen who has been carefully grounded in those studies. The math- 
ematical requirement at Yale represents, in my judgment, a full year 
of additional study when compared with the mathematical require- 
ment at West Point; and the mathematical requirement at Harvard, I 
think every person who makes the examination will admit, would rep- 
resent two years of additional study in comparison with the mathe- 
matical requirement at West Point. 

But let me say to gentlemen on this floor that there is a way in 
which any man dissatisfied with the result of anexamination can have 
perfect satisfaction. Let him send for the examination papers. They 
are all preserved there, and any member of the House who thinks his 
candidate has not had fair treatment may send for the examination pa- 
pers and see how well or how poorly the candidate did. * 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York has 
expired. | 

Mr. ELLIS obtained the floor, and yielded his time to Mr. Dors- 
HEIMER. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I have an instance in my mind which came 
to my own knowledge a few days ago of a complaint being made to the 
distinguished officer now at the head of thenaval school. It wasstated 
to him, ‘‘ Why, thisyouth who was sent up forexamination was one of 
the cleverest of the young men of our community.” Admiral Worden 
replied, ‘‘I will send for the examination papers.” And when the ex- 
amination papers were presented and this gentleman saw what sort of 
an examination his own son had passed he was obliged to say that he 
was content with the decision of the examining board of the school. 

Besides, let it be known that none of these examinations are oral. 
Boys are not brought up before a stern professor and frightened out of 
their wits. The examinations are deliberately conducted. The boy 
is at his desk and he makes his answers on paper. But no boy is re- 


jected at West Point or at the Naval Academy without having an ad- 
ditional opportunity. His attention is called to his deficiencies, and 
before he is sent back to his home he has a second examination. 

There have been observations made on this floor still more offensive. 
It has been said that snobbery rules at West Point. I am sorry that 
such an observation should have been made by my colleague; and ifhe 
were here I should advise him when he next makes that observation to 
do it to the face of the men whom he insults and not under the pro- 
tection of this House. 

_Snobbery at West Point! There can be no one here sufficiently ac- 
quainted with the facts who will not bear me out in my statement that 
the life at West Point is simply such as befits the discipline of a school 
where soldiers are taught the profession of arms. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] made a comparison be- 
tween the results achieved by the education at West Point and the re- 
sults achieved at our older and larger institutions of learning. I say 
to my distinguished friend that West Point has no occasion to fear that 
comparison. She has furnished her full contribution to the literature 
of the country and more than her full contribution to the science of 
the country. She has not only furnished officers in war, but in all 
the mechanical arts and in all the splendid achievements made in peace 
in this country; in the construction of railways and the other great 
public works of this generation West Point has done more than her full 
share. If we come to public office, there are at least four men mem- 
bers of this House, to my own ls A. who graduated from West 
Point. And in all the departments of civil life, when one considers 
how many of them remain bound to a profession which prohibits them 
from entering civil life, it is remarkable what a large proportion of 
them have won success in every peaceful avocation. 

Although it may be that, young member as I am, I might better have 
left the discussion of such a subject as this to those more experienced 
in the business of Congress, still I have risen to enter my protest against 
this kind of criticism, and to bear my testimony to the manner in which 
both in peace as well as in war the graduates of the institution at West 
Point have shown that they deserve well of the country which has given 
them their education. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate upon the pending amend- 
ment has been exhausted. The question is upon the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 

The amendment was not a; to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 

For reflooring academic building, including fencing academy, $2,580. 

For reflooring cadet barracks and piazza, $2,420. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to strike out the last word, merely to 
make one or two remarks There have been several attempts in this 
debate to cast odium on the efforts of those of us who have sought to 
reduce the appropriations in this bill to what we believe is necessary 
and proper. It therefore may be appropriate for me to reply to some 
of those observations. 

The two items of appropriations just read by the Clerk have been 
asked for each year for four or five years past, and in every instance 
they have been refused. During the last Congress the Republican ma- 
jority refused to make an appropriation for the purpose of reflooring 
these buildings. I made an investigation of the matter and became 
conscientiously convinced that these items should be allowed, and so 
advocated in the committee-room. I mention this merely to show that 
the aspersions cast upon some gentlemen who have sought to reduce 
some of the items in this bill have not been justified when they are 
accused of parsimony. 

I concur in the remarks made by the gentleman from New York last 
on the floor [Mr. DORSHEIMER]. I expressed yesterday my admira- 
tion for the utility of the West Point Academy. I know the gentle- 
man did not allude to me in his remarks, but I made some remarks on 
the line which he has criticised. I believe that the standard of admis- 
sion at the preliminary examination is too high to enable the poorer 
boys of the country, who have not the means for a thorough prepara- 
tion, to obtain admission there. 

I want to say further that while diffitulty has been found to secure 
admissions from the Western districts, my own district as well as others, 
still my Congressional district has furnished some of the brightest stars 
among the military heroes and skilled officers of the war for the preser- 
vation of the Union. The present superintendent of the academy, Gen- 
eral Merritt, was appointed from my Congressional district. Iam satis- 
fied there is not an officer of more integrity, of better judgment, and for 
his age and experience of greater ability in the Army to-day than 
General Merritt. Not one single word has fallen from my lips which 
can be tortured into a criticism of his management at West Point, for 
I think it has been excellent, and I entertain the highest respect for 
every recommendation he has made. I feel confident he would not 
urge any i Log enter which he did not believe conscientiously was 
important for the benefit of the publicservice. He has proven himself 
to be one of the most gallant and valuable officers in the Army, and 
has highly distinguished himself in his administration of the affairs at 
West Point. 

Another distinguished general, General Wilson, of cavalry fame, was 


‘ 


1884. 


appointed from the town in which I live. 
have been appo 


I could mention others who 
inted from my district and from my State who have de- 
served the gratitude of the Republic. The criticism I made was, that 
the standard for the preliminary examination was too high for poor boys 
who have not opportunity to fit themselves for admission, and that the 
term of the course of study is too shen, [Here the hammer fell. j s: 


withdraw my pro forma amendmen 
The Clerk 1 saamid the reading of the bill and read as follows: 
For cadet laundry : One No. 4 washer, $360. 


Mr. KEIFER. I move to amend the paragraph just read by insert- 
ing, after the word “‘ washer,” the words ‘‘connections and fixtures.” 
That does not increase the appropriation; but simply makes it cover 
the connections and fixtures of the ‘‘No. 4 washer” provided for. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KEIFER. I move to further amend by adding to the paragraph 
the words ‘‘to be immediately available.” That is to enable them to 
make the purchases at once, rye adds nothing to the appropriation. 

The amendment was 

The Clerk resumed and ae the reading of the bill, as follows: 

For cadet mess: One bake-oven in cadet mess, that is for brick, fire-brick, 
cement, mortar, erate doors, and labor, the same to be built by skilled labor 
and to replace old oven long in use, . 

Mr. KEIFER. I move to add to the paragraph just read the words 
“the same to be immediately available.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. KEIFER. I now move that the committee rise, report the bill 
back to the House with the amendments which have been made by the 
Committee of the Whole, recommend that the amendments be agreed 
to and the bill as amended passed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. BLAND reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 4971) 
making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, for other purposes, and had directed 
him to report the same back tothe House with sundry amendments, with 
a recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and the bill as 
amended 

Mr. K ER. 
ments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. KEIFER. Unless a division is called for, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the amendments be voted on in gross. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe there is but one amendment. 

Mr. KEIFER. There is but one substantial amendment; there are 
several verbal amendments. 

There no objection, the amendments reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question was upon the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, this being a general appropriation 
Ea the question upon its passage must be taken by yeas and nays. 

lent uestion was taken; and there were—yeas 251, nays 4, not voting 


I call the previous question on the bill and amend- 


lows: 
YEAS—251. 
Adams, G. E. Cobb, Glascock, Kean, 
Adams, J. J Collins, Goff, Keifer, 
Arnot, Converse, Gare Ketcham, 
Bagley, ve, reen. King, 
Barbour, corn n, Greenleaf, Kleiner, 
Barr, Cox, W. R. Halsell, Lacey, 
Bayne, Crisp, Hanback, Laird, 
ch, Culberson, D. B. Hancock. Lamb, 
Belmont, Culbertson, W.W. Hardeman, Lanham, 
Bennett, Cullen, Harmer, Law: 
Bingham, Curtin, a. Le Fevre, 
A Cutcheon, Hatch, H. H. i 
Blanchard, 2 Hai wW. Libbey, 
Bland, Davis, G.R. Haynes, Long, 
Boutelle, Dibble, Hemphill, Lore, 
Boyle, Dingley, Henderson, D.B. Lovering, 
Brainerd, Dockery, Henderson, T. J. Lowry, 
Breckinridge, Dorsh er, Henley, Are 
Breitung, Dowd, Hewitt, A.S. cAdoo, 
Brewer, Duncan, ewitt, G McCoid, 
Broadhead, Dunham, ill, McComas, 
Browne, Dunn, itt, McCormick, 
Brown, W. W. Eaton. Hoblitszell, McMillin, 
Brumm, Eldredge, olman, Matson, 
Buchanan, Elliott, Holmes, Maybury, 
Buakner, Ellis, Holton, O, 
Budd, Ermentrout, ee i 
Burnes, Everhart, Hopkins, Miller, J F. 
PaaS Evins, J.H. orr, iller, S. 
Calkini errell, Houseman, Milliken, 
Campbell, Felix Fiedler, Howey, 3 
Campbell, J.M.  Finerty, Hunt, 
Follett, J Money, 
Foran, Jones, B. W. Morey, 
Forney, Jones, J. EL Moulton, 
an, Jones, J.K. Murphy, 
des, Jones, J.T. urray, 
rge, Jordan, Mutchler, 
Gibson, n, Neece, 
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Nelson, Ray, G. W. Stephenson, Wadsworth, 
Nicholls, Stevens, Wait, 
Oates, iy Stewart, Charles Wakefield, 
Ochiltree, Reese, Stewart, JW: Ward, 
O'Hara, Rice, Stockslager Warner, A. J, 
O'Neill, Charles Strait, Warner, Richard 
Parker, a Struble, Weaver, 
Patton, Robinson, W. E. Sumner, D. H. Wemple, 
Payne, Rockwell, Talbott, White, J. D. 
Payson, Rogers, J. H. Taylor, J. D. White, Milo 
f Rogers, W.F. Taylor, J. M. Whiting, 
Peelle, S. J. R a Thomas, Wilkins, 
er) è Rowell, Thompson, Williams, 
Peters, Ryan, Throckmorton, Wilson, James 
Pettibone, Scales, Tiliman, Wilson, W. L. 
Poland, Seymour, Townshend, wW: E.B. 
Post, Shaw, 'ucker, Winans, John 
Potter. Skinner, C. R, Tully, Wise, G. D. 
Price, Skinner, T. G. Turner, H. G. Wolford, 
Pryor, Slocum, Turner, Oscar W > 
Pusey, Smith, Valentine, Woodward, 
Ran b Snyder, Van Alstyne, Yaple, 
Rankin, Spooner, Vance, York. 
Ranney, Spriggs, Van Eaton, 
NAYS—. 
Aiken, Alexander, Ballentine, Barksdale. 
NOT VOTING—65. 
Anderson, Dibrell, McKinley, Singleton, 
Atkinson, Ellwood, Morgan, Springer, 
Belford, Evans, I. N. Morrill, Steele, 
Blackburn, Findlay, Morrison, Stone, ‘ 
Blount, Guenther, Morse, Storm, 
Bowen, Hammond, Muldrow Sumner, C. A. 
Brewer, J. H. us Muller, Taylor, E.B 
Burleigh, Hepburn, Nutting, 
bell, Herbert, O'Neil, J. J. Wellborn, 
a Hiscock, Paige, Weller, 
Connolly, Houk, Peel, 5. W. ate 
Cook, Hurd, Phelps, Wise, 
Cox, 8. S. Hutchins, Y, n Worhtagion, 
Davidson, Jeffords, Robinson, J.S, Young. 
Davis, L. H. Johnson, Russell, 
Davis, R. T. Kelley, Seney, 
Deuster, Kellogg, Shelley, 
The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 
Mr. DEUSTER with Mr. GUENTHER, until further notice. 
Mr. MULLER with Mr. ATKINSON, until Monday next. 
Mr. FINDLAY with Mr. DUNHAM, for the remainder of the present 
week. 
Mr. CONNOLLY with Mr. WASHBURN, for the remainder of this week. 
Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire, with Mr. Morse, until farther notice. 
Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. KETCHAM, for ten days, from the 14th in- 
stant. 
Mr. SENEY with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, until further notice. 
Mr. JEFFORDS with Mr. MuLpRow, for this day. 
Mr. MORGAN with Mr. MORRILL, for this day. 
Mr. PAIGE with Mr. BURLEIGH, for this day. 
Mr. Hovuk with Mr. DIBRELL, for this day. 
Mr. Youne with Mr. BELFORD, for this day. 
Mr. DUNHAM. Mypair, as I understand, applies to politieal ques- 


tions only. Not regarding this assuch a question, I have voted. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. KEIFER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was a: 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I ees the regular order. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills and a joint resolution of the following 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 462) to provide for the removal of obstructions td the free 
navigation of the navigable waters of the United States; 

A bill (S. 1252) for the relief of Millie E. Hays, widow cf John Hays, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 1563) providing for the punishment.of persons falsely per- 
sonating officers and employés of the United States; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 64) providing for the addition of $10,000 to 
the contingent fund of the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

Several messages in writing from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
who also announced that the President had approved and signed a bill 
(H. R. 2555) to change the name of the National La Fayette and Bank 
of Commerce to that of the National La Fayette Bank. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. EATON. I presume that, to-morrow being Washington’s Birth- 
day, the House will not be in session, and as members desire Saturday 
to bring up their business at the Departments, I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. That is a privil motion. 

Mr. BEACH and Mr. HOLMAN ed for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; there being—ayes 42, noes 112; more 
than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 102, nays 153, not vot- 


ing 68; as follows: 


ley, 


Buckner, 
B 


Caldwell 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. M. 
Candler, 
Carleton, 


Bingham, 
Blackburn, 


YEAS—102. 
Duncan, Hunt, 
Dunn, Jordan, 
Kean, 
Elliott Keifer, 
Ellwood, Lacey, 
= LN. er 
verhart, evre, 
Findlay, ibbey, 
Geddes, re, 
Goff, yman, 
Graves, McCormick, 
Green Mutchler, 
Greenleaf, Nelsen, 
Han i Ochiltree, 
Hart, Peelie, 8. J 
Hatch, H.H Perkins, 
Hayn Pettibone, 
Hem y Phelps, 
Henderson, T. J Pryor, 
enley, Randall, 
olmes $ 
Holton, om a 
Hooper, Reese, 
Hopkins, Rice, 
ouseman, Riggs, 
NAYS—153. 
ara pees n, 
. ybury, 
Ferrel, Mayo, 
Finerty, illard. 
Follett, Miller, J. F. 
Foran, illiken, 
Forney, Mitchell, 
Fyan, Money, 
George, Morey, 
rhea ee 
, urphy, 
Halsell, urray, 
Hardeman, eece, 
Harmer. Nicholls, 
Hatch, W. H. $ 
Henderson, D.B. O'Hara, 
Hewitt, G. O'Neill, Charles 

ill, Parker, 

itt, Patton, 
Hoblitzell, Payne, 

a) X Payson, 
Horr, Pierce, 
Howey, Ped, S. W. 
Jeffo: Peters, 
Jones, B. W. Poland, 
Jones, J. H. Post, 
Jones, J.T. Price, 
Kleiner, Pusey, 
Laird, Ranney. 
Lamb, Ra; „G. W. 

Robertson, 
Lewis, Robinson, W. E. 
Long, Rockwell, 
Lovering, Rogers, W.F. 

Rowell, 
McAdoo, Scales, 
McCoid, Galley, 
McCo: a 
McMillin Smith, 

NOT VOTING—S. 

Fiedler, Kellogg, 
Guenther, Ketcham, 
Hammond, ley, 
Hanback, Miller, 8. H. 
H ie rer 

epburn, N 
Hi ` Morrill, 
Hewitt, A.S. Morrison, 

i Morse, 
Houk, Muldrow, 
Hurd, Muller, 
Hutchins, Nutting, 
James, Neill, J. 
Johnson, ge, 
Jones, J.K Potter, 
Kasson, Rankin, 
Kelley, y, 


So the motion was disagreed to. 


Mr. ELLIS. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn 


to meet on Saturday next. 
Mr. BUCKNER. On that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 
The House divided; and there were ayes 20. 
Mr. BUCKNER. Count the other side. 
The other side was counted; and there were noes 134. 


The SPEAKER. One-fifth of those present have not voted in favor 


Robinson, J.S. 
rs, J. H. 


Bayan 
ymour, 
Shaw, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Skinner, T, G. 


Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 


Thompson, 

Th: morton, 
Townshend, 
Tucker, 

Tully, 

Turner, H. G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Van Alstyne, 
Vance, 


Ward, 
Warner, Richard 


Stone, 
Taylor, E. B. 
T 


r 


of the yeas and nays, and they are therefore not ordered. 


Mr. BUCKNER. Icall for a division ofthe House on the motion 
to adjourn over. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 118, noes 49. 
So the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. ELLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


POST-ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. MONEY, by unanimous consent, reported from the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads a bill (H. R. 5262) to establish post- 
roads; which was read a first and second time. F 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that this bill be put on its imme- 
diate passage. I will state there is no general legislation provided for 
in the bill, and that it covers only the establishment of post-roads. If 
it be not passed at this time it will be too late for the March advertise- 
ments and the July lettings. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the bill will be 
taken up for present consideration. The gentleman from Mississippi, 
chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, states it 
isconfined exclusively to the establishment of post-roads. 

Mr. MONEY. And there is no use of taking up the time of the House 
in kaving a long list of post-roads read, and I move that it be dispensed 
with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 


*ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. MONEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pee and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC HIGHWAYS AS POST-ROADS. 


Mr. MONEY. I move by unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 1482) making the public roads and high- 
ways post-roads, returned from the Senate with amendments. 

There was no objection, and the motion was agreed to. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 

In line 1, after “highways,” insert “while.” 
Strike outall after “‘post-roads,” in line 2, down toand including line5; so the 
bill will read: 


“All public roads and highways, while kept up and maintained as such, are 
hereby declared to be post-roads.”” 


Mr, PARKER. I desire to make an inquiry. Does this bill cover 
and include all railroads and railroad bridges? 

Mr. MONEY. They are already post-roads now. All railroads are 
post-roads, and so are all plank-roads and navigable waters. 

Mr. PARKER. And railroad bridges? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. Imove that the amendments of the Sen- 
ate be concurred in. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MONEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendments 
of the Senate were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privileged report 
from the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution and the accom- 
panying report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the geal of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Mouse when the line of the Northern Pacific Railroad, and of each 
part thereof, was aoua and finally located, and the plator plats of such defi- 
nite and final location filed in the office of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, so far as said railroad has been definitely located, giving the date of the 
filing of each plat in said office, if more than one plat has been filed, and the 
length of line designated in each plat. And that he also inform the House 
whether the Northern Pacific Railroad Company has claimed or is claiming any 
lands on which homestead or pre-emption entries had been made within the 
limits of the grant to said company ig Ben to any part of the line of said rail- 
road prior to the time of final definite location of such part of said line; and, if 
s0, whether such claims of said company are being considered by his Depart- 
ment. 


Mr. CALKINS. That is the resolutian which was referred to the 
committee, I presume. Is there a report accompanying it? 

Mr. CASSIDY. There is a report. ` 

Mr. CALKINS. Iask for the reading of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on the Pacific Railroads, having duly considered the accom- 
panying resolution of inquiry, beg leave to reportthe same favorably and recom- 


mend its 4 
cco GEORGE W. CASSIDY, 
Chairman of the Committee. 


Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Nevada a question; whether his committee has been in session to con- 
sider the subject and whether this is a report from the committee ? 

Mr. CASSIDY. Iam authorized by the committee to make the re- 
port. 

Mr. CALKINS. Has the report been submitted to the committee? 

Mr. CASSIDY. It has been. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask the question for this reason, that I do not be- 
lieve the House ought to sanction a report of this kind coming from one 
of its committees because of the fact that it does not give the informa- 
tion to the House upon which the committee acted. this particular 


case I have no objection to the report; but as a matter of practice, the 
whole theory of the rule adopted by the House is that the House should 
be placed by the committee in its report in possession of the informa- 
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tion and the facts upon which the committee reached the conclusion 
recommended in their report. 

This I regard as important, so that the House may be informed when 
it comes to act upon the question; otherwise we are all in the dark. 

Now I shall make no further objection to the present resolution, be- 
cause I do not care in this case; but I notify the House that hereafter 
I will make objection on the ground that the committees in their re- 
ports should give us the facts upon which they are based, so that we 
may be properly informed. 

Mr. STRAIT. I would like to ask the gentleman from Nevada a 
question, and that is, if he has examined the report recently sent to the 
Senate on this same subject? This report was made by the Secretary 
of the Interior to the Senate, and I think it will be found on examina- 
tion to contain all of the information that is covered by the present 
resolution. 

Mr. CASSIDY. This is a resolution, I will state to the gentleman 
from Minnesota in response to his inquiry, which was introduced by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] some days ago, and the com- 
mittee, having considered the subject carefully, instructed me to report 
it back to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. HORR. What is it for? 

Mr. CASSIDY. It is a request that the Secretary of the Interior in- 
form the House about the location of the line of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad, and whether any lands are claimed by that railroad on which 
homestead or pre-emption entries had been made within the limits of 
the grant prior to the time of the final definite. location of such road. 
It'is a mere resolution of inquiry, as the gentleman will perceive. 

Mr. STRAIT. I think the information asked for in this resolution 
is already fully embodied in a report made to the Senate by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior very recently in response to an inquiry upon the 
same subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman from Minnesota states that as a 
matter of fact, of his own knowledge, of course this resolution is unim- 


portant. 

Mr. STRAIT., It is my impression that it contains all this informa- 
tion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have looked very carefully over all of the reports, 
and I have been unable to find the information called for in this reso- 
lution. I do not think it has been furnished. 

Mr, STRAIT. There isa very full report furnished by the Secretary 
upon this subject. Has the gentleman examined that? 

Mr. HOLMAN, The definite fact covered by this resolution, and 
which it is sought to have the House ask this officer to furnish, is as to 
pe time of the final location of the various of the road in ques- 

on, and also whether any entries under the homestead or pre-emption 
laws have been made within what is now claimed as the limit of the 
road prior to the time of the final location. If my friend has been able 
to find any public document which furnishes such information he is cer- 
tainly more fortunate than I have been. 

Mr. CASSIDY. The committee have not been able to find it in their 
examination of the subject. 

Mr. STRAIT. Have you examined the Senate report upon this ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CASSIDY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STRAIT. If it is not in that report, of course I am mistaken. 
My impression has been, without examining closely into the subject, 
that it was embodied in the Senate report. ` 

TheSPEAKER. The question is upon theadoption of the resolution. 

Mr. SCALES. I hope it will be again reported to the House. 
Sie SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be again 

The resolution was again reported. 

The resolution was to. 

Mr. CASSIDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
BUILDING FOR LIBRARY. ns 
Mr. SINGLETON. I ask unanimous consent to make a report from 
the Committee on the Library. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill which the 
gentleman desirés to report, after which objections, if any, will be in 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 1139) authorizing the construction of a building for accommodation | J 


of the Congressional Library. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think that had better come in in the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


LEWIS WESTON. 
Mr. BRUMM, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 5263) 
to reimburse Lewis Weston for injuries received while participati 
in the inaugural ceremonies of James A. Garfield, President of the 


United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I desire to make a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. A privileged report from a committee is in order 
even after the call for the regular order. 


SUPERVISING ARCHITECT OF THE TREASURY. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds to report back, with the recommendation that 
it be adopted, the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested 
to transmit to this House the report of the committee appointed by the Treasury 
Department to investigate cha: made against the management of the office 
of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury under James G. Hill, together with 

e charges and evidence and all correspondence leading to said investigation, 
with all paper writings relating thereto. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to have the report read? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Yes, sir; I ask that the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: ~ 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the + 
resolution calling upon the Secretary of the Treasury to transmit to this House 
the report of the committee appointed by the Treasury Department to investi- 
gate charges made gen pS the eee of the office of the Supervising Archi- 
tect of the Treasury under James G. Hill, together with all papers connected 
therewith, have had the same under consideration, and report it back with a 
unanimous recommendation that it pass, 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. CALKINS. From what committee is it reported ? 

The SPEAKER. From the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr, CALKINS. Will the chairman of the committee inform the 
House whether or not this entails any special work on the Department 
in furnishing to the House this information ? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I think not. Iam informed the Senate has 
received the same information. I desire to have it here before the 
House. 

Mr. CALKINS. I recognize the fact that it may be perfectly proper 
to have this information furnished in the present case. Bat I want to 
make this statement: I was incidentally informed some time ago that 
resolutions of inquiry were sent to committees and reported back, some 
of which would take the Department six months with the entire force 
they had at, their command to give the information called for. The 
House, I think, should always be informed as to the amount of work 
which such resolutions of inquiry entail. 

Mr. RANDALL, What was the subject in the case alluded to by the 

tleman from Indiana? 


Mr, CALKINS. It was something connected with the State Depart- 
ment. 
Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman be a little more definite? . 


Mr.CALKINS. Theresolution had reference to certain reports which 
had been made for a large number of years, I think forty or fifty years 
back, from foreign consuls, if I remember rightly. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. That has nothing to do with this resolution. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I think the gentleman from Indiana 
is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. CALKINS. That was my information. And that is the reason 
why I am calling for reports to accompany these resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution 
reported by the committee. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] de- 
mands the regular order. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. 
olution for reference, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain a request for unani- 
mous consent when the regular order is called for. 

Mr. SCALES. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


GREELY RELIEF EXPEDITION. 


The SPEAKER. Before putting the question on the motion to ad- 
journ the Chair desires to lay before the House a message from the 


I ask unanimous consent to introduce a res- 


President of the United States. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
To the House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State, of the 21sb instant, 
whereby your honorable y. and through tein the people of the United States, 
may become apprised of the generous contribution made by Her Britannic 
esty’s Government toward the efforts for the relief of Lieutenant Greely's Arctic 
exploring party by presenting to the United States the Arctic steamship Alert. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, February 21, 1884. 
Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the accompanying report of the Secre- 
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tary of State be read, relating as it does to so generous a proposition 
made by a friendly power. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the communication from the 
Secretary of State covered by the message of the President. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I askif the regular order is not the con- 
sideration of the bill for pensioning soldiers of the Mexican war? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn is the regular order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. And that comes from the other side of 
the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Butthe bill for pensioning soldiers of the Mexican 
war does not lose any of its right of precedence. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the communication from the 
Secretary of State. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, February 21, 1834. 

To the PRESIDENT: 

In the search for vessels suitable for the expedition now preparing to relieve 
Lieutenant Greely and his whl attention was early directed to the Ale 
which is the property of the ritish Government, and was the advance ship 
the expedition under Sir George Nares, It was d ble to secure vessel, 
as she is peculiarly fitted for the intended service, and, as the in ing officers 
recommended her, Mr. Lowell was therefore instructed to 
could be spared for the service. j 

Information of the wish of this Government having previously and informally 
reached the British admiralty, a private intimation was conveyed to the United 
States minister to the effect that the British Government had not forgotten the 
very considerate conduct of this Government on the occasion of the recovery of 
the Resolute, and that should any suggestion be made that the vessel would be 
of use to the expedition she would be presented. The Resolute, a vessel, asthe 
President remembers, formerly belonging to Her Majesty’s navy, having been 
abandoned in the Arctic region, was discovered and brought to the United 
States by American seamen, and thereupon was purchased by Government 
of her sailors, repaired, and returned to Great Britain. On her arrival in Eng- 
land the vessel was received by the Queen in person, and the officers of the 
United States Navy who took the ship thither were treated with every official 
and personal coure: 

The Government of Her Majesty has now given the Alert to the United States 
aah eg with her anchors, chains, and such of her equipment as can be 
uti 

Recognizing this graceful and opportune act of courtesy on the pert of Her 

as follows, 


whether she 


affairs that the spirit 
which prompts this act of generosity, and this evidence of boot sey 
ent, as it will that 


FRED’K T. FRELINGHUYSEN. 


[The reading of the message and the accompanying communication 
oa tT Secretary of State was interrupted and followed by much ap- 

use. 

Mr. RANDALL, I ask unanimous consent that the message of the 
President, with the accompanying communication, be spread upon the 
Journal of the House as a mark of appreciation and as an expression of 
the sentiment of the House. I further ask that the message and com- 
munication be referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, with the 
object of having some more formal and proper recognition of this gen- 
erous act of the British Government. Prolene | 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FINERTY. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I move that the message and the accom- 
panying communication be spread upon the Journal of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. RANDALL. Ialso move that the message and communication 
be printed in the usual form and referred to the Committee on Foreign 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Can not we have a ship of our own 
without begging? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair can not answer that question. 
. _ The motion of Mr. RANDALL was agreed to; and the message, with 
the accompanying communication, was accordingly referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


METEOROLOGICAL OBSERVATORY AT FORT MYER, VIRGINIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 
To the Senate and the House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Con; a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, dated the 19th instant, submitting a letter from the Chief Signal 
Officer of the Army, dated the 2d instant, and its accompanying plan of a pro- 
posed meteorological Opee ba Fort Myer, Virginia, together with an es- 
timate of the cost of the same in the sum of $4.00, and a statement giving 
various reasons why the said observatory should be ee 


ER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, February 21, 1884. 


The message, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 


Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
UNDERVALUATION OF WOOL AND WOOLEN YARNS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a létter from the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury, in answer to a resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of January 7, 1884, relative to the undervaluation of wool 
and woolen yarns; which was referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

L. A. NEWCOME. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, in compliance with the resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of January 8, 1884, transmitting a report of the post-office 
inspector of charges against L. A. Neweome; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


STAR-ROUTE INVESTIGATIONS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting reports made by special agents of the 
Post-Office Department to the Postmaster-General during the year 1881, 
having reference to the star-route investigations, in compliance with 
the resolution of the House of Representatives of February 20, 1884; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 


;| and ordered to be printed. 


JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolution of the 
Senate of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 51) authorizing an expenditure of money for 
Indian educational purposes. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. POTTER asked and obtained unanimous consent for the with- 
drawal from the files of the House of the papers in the case of J. Weider- 
mann for reference to the Committee on Claims. 

< LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. STEELE, for six days, on account of important business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair willstate that this request should have 
been submitted yesterday, but by an oversight it was not done. 

To Mr. BRAINERD, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, for ten days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. HATCH, of Michigan, until February 25. 

To Mr. SKINNER, of New York, until Monday next. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. SCALES] that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Iask consent to take a Senate resolution from 
the Speaker’s table—— $ 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done unless the motion to adjourn 
shall be withdrawn. 

Several MEMBERS. order. 7 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 40 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned until Saturday next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON : Papers relating tothe claim of A. W. Hicks— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of Pickrell & Brooks, of R. A. Young 
& Brother, of Richard M. Harrison, of J. Chiever (surviving partner of 
Chiever & Osborne), of W. H. Harrison, and of David Tennant and 
others, asking that their respective claims may be referred to the Court 
of Claims—severally to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Weissinger & Bate, relative to an internal-revenue 
tax illegally collected—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition for a pension to Richard C. Jones—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 2 

By Mr. BELFORD: Papers relating tothe claim of Albert G. Boone— 
to the Committee on Claims. ` 

By Mr. BUDD: Demands of the Knights of Labor relative to the 
postal telegraph bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


Also, resolutions of the board of supervisors of El Dorado County, 
California, asking for public documents—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of the governor and of citizens of California, relative to 
the duty on chicory, &c.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Papers relating to the claim of David W. 
Jones—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURNES: Petition of Farragut Post, No. 3, Department of 
Missouri, for a pension for Mrs. Nina M. Gwynn—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOK: Resolution of Gordon Granger Post, No. 64, Depart- 
ment of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, asking Con; to 


gress to pass 
an act granting one hundred and sixty acres of land to all honorably 
discharged soldiers—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, petition of A. R. Connolly and 100 others, relative to Chinese 
immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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By Mr. COSGROVE: Copy of the resolutions of live-stock commis- 
sion dealers held at the Union Stock-Yards, Chicago, I.—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of Steedman Post, No. 198, Depart- 
ment of Michigan, and of John J. Bagley Post, No. 97, Department of 
Michigan, favoring a reform in the pension laws—severally to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Petition of citizens of Tampa, Fla., asking for 
an appropriation of $100,000 for the improvement of the harbor of 
Tampa—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. ° 

Also, petition of William Bethel and others, citizens of Key West, 
Fla., asking for the impeachment of James W. Locke, judge of the 
United States district court for the southern district court of Florida— 
to the Committee on\the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOCKERY; Resolution asking a pension for Mrs. Nina M. 
Gwynn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAVES: Resolutions of Farragut Post, No. 3, Department 
of Missouri, relative to the pension claim of Mrs. Nina M. Gwynn— 
to the same committee. - 

Also, petition of McPherson Post, No. 4, Department of Missouri, 
relative to the arrearage-of- ions act—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Papers relating to the claim of Miss Elizabeth 
Ford—to the same commttee. 

By Mr. HENLEY: Petition of J. A. Woodward and 58 others, citi- 
zens of Yuba and Sutter Counties, California; and of E. M. Bininger 
and 52 others, citizens of Yuba, Sutter, and Butte Counties, California, 
asking for restoration of tariff of 1867 on wool—severally to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of letter-carriers of Rockford, Ill., for a law 
granting an annual vacation to letter-carriers—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of John A. Francisco and 35 others, soldiers, in favor of 
granting a pension of $8 per month and one hundred and sixty acres of 
land to each soldier—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, resolutions of live-stock commission dealers at Union Stock- 
Yards, Chicago, Ill.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HUNT: Papers relating to the claim of Tirso Aguerre—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr, J. H. JONES: Petition of citizens of Wood County, Texas, 
asking for a public building at the city of Tyler, Tex.— to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JORDAN: Papers relating to the claim of Alvah W. Hicks— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of the National Wholesale Drug Associa- 
tion, for the repeal of all internal taxes—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Resolutions of Rose Lawn Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Newton County, Indiana, relative to pensions, &c.—to the 
Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Papers relating to the claim of Andrew Jackson— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, memorial of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Exchange of 
Norfolk, and others, for an appropriation for Norfolk Harbor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of Thomas E. Records and 32 others, citizens 
of Sussex County, Delaware, and of H. W. Long and 53 others, citizens 
of said Sussex County, relative to the construction of a canal from 
Lewes, Del., to Sinepuxent Bay—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. LOWRY: Preamble and resolutions of J. H. Danseur Post, 
No. 104, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana; of Rose 
Lawn Post, No. 253, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of In- 
diana; of McHolland Post, No. 102, Grand Army of the Republic, De- 
partment of Indiana; and of Sion 8. Bass Post, No. 40, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Indiana, relative to back pay, pensions, 
&c.—severally to theSelect Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay. 

Also, petition of Louis Nettlehorse, of Allen County, Indiana, rela- 
tive to the construction of a tunnel on line of Atlantic and Pacific Rail- 
way in Colorado—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of citizens of Mahoning County, Ohio, 
relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of 1,000 citizens of Columbiana County, Ohio, for the 
restoration of the tariff of 1867 on imported wool—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Copy of resolutions adopted at a meeting of live- 
stock commission dealers held at Union Stock-Yards, Chicago, I1l.—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Petition of the Philadelphia Board 
of Trade, relative to the steam grain-shovel patent—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. PRICE: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of the city 
of Superior, relative to the forfeiture of land grant to Northern Pacific 
Railroad, &c.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, copy of resolutions adopted at a meeting of live-stock commis- 


sion dealers held at Union Stock-Yards, Chicago, ).—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PARKER: Copy of the resolutions adopted at a meeting of 
live-stock commission dealers and others at the Union Stock-Yards, Chi- 
cago, Ill.—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Saint Lawrence County, New York, for relief from 
the present shipping laws—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of citizens of Clyde, Wayne County, New 
York, relative to the Chinese restriction aet—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. 8. J. PEELLE: Papers relating to the pension claim of Eva- 
dora B. Templeton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution adopted by Rose Lawn Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, asking legislation in the interest of the soldiers—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Copy of resolutions adopted at a meeting of live- 
stock commission dealers held at Union Stock-Yards, Chicago, I11.—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Resolutions and memorial of the Board of 
Trade of San Francisco, Cal., relative tothe improvement of the Sacra- 
mento River—severally to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of San Francisco, Cal., relative 
a increasing the United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Af- 

irs. 

By Mr. ROWELL: Petition of citizens of Decatur, TI., relative to 
the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of James S. Brisbin, major, Second 
United States Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE: Petition of inhabitants of Marblehead, for repairs ta 
sea-wall—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Resolation of the Ohio Legislature, asking 
for a pension for ex-prisoners of war; and petition of D. H. Cory and 
others, relative to the work of soldiers of the war of the rebellion— 
severally to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Ohio, in favor of Government 
inspection of meats exported to foreign countries—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of William R. Smith, for relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WELLBORN: Papers relating to claim of Newton Evans— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 23, 1884. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, JOHN 
S. Linpsay, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. YOUNG. Iask unanimous consent to present and have put 
upon its passage now the resolution which I send to the desk. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Until the resolution is read I reserve 
the right to object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I hope the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY] will allow me to introduce a bill for reference. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That can be done on Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded; but, if there be no 
objection, the Chair will lay before the House several personal requests 
of members. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ADAMS, of New York, for one day. 

To Mr. FINDLAY, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. TALBOTT, for one day. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a 
bill of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1482) makingall public roads and highways post-routes. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had recognized the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. YounG], but the regular order was demanded. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I withdraw my demand for the regular order. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for 


reports. 
Mir. HATCH, of Missouri. I make the point of order that no gentle- 
man rose in his place and demanded the regular order. 
TheSPEAKER. Is the regular order insisted upon? The Chair did 
not observe any gentleman rise and demand it. 
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Mr. CALKINS [rising]. It is insisted upon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana demands the regular 
order, which is the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move to dispense with the morning 
hour. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being—ayes 46, noes 42 (less than 
two-thirds voting in the affirmative). 

The SPEAKER proceeded to call the committees for reports. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN ILLINOIS. 


Mr. MOULTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 4740) to amend section 536 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the division of the 
State of Illinois into judicial districts, and to provide for holding terms 
of court of thenorthern district at the city of Peoria; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIJAH W. DOBBS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. OURY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 1655) forthe relief of Elijah W. Dobbs, 
Mariano G. Samaniego, and H. C, Hooker; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS IN IDAHO. 


Mr. ALEXANDER, from the Committee on the Territories, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 1693) to authorize the reapportionment 
of Idaho into council and representative districts; which was laid on 
the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LANCASTER, PA. 


Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported, as a substitute for H. R. 1442, a bill (H. R. 5264) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Lancaster, Pa.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORT TOWNSEND, WASH. 

Mr. REESE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2949) 
for the erection of a public building at Port Townsend, Wash. ; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ABERDEEN, MISS. 


Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Public Briildings and Grounds, 
reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 870) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Aberdeen, Miss., for use as a post-office, 
United States court, and for United States internal-revenue officials, and 
for other Government purposes; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

IMPORTATION OF FOREIGN LABOR. 
Mr. FORAN, from the Committee on Labor, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importation and mi- 
tion of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to perform 
fabor i in the United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
STEPHEN W. SMITH. 

Mr. RICE, from the Committee on Patents, reported back the bill 
(H. R. 2705) for the relief of Stephen W. Smith; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RUDOLPH LESCHOTT. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Patents, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 2477) for the extension of letters patent to the heirs of 
ndol h Leschott, deceased; which was referred to the Committee of 

ole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
oes ordered to be printed. 
MRS. M. C. JONES, 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 394) granting a pension to Mrs. M. C. Jones; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


DR. SAMUEL DAVIS. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, als re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 4368) granting an increaseof pension to Dr. 
Samuel Davis; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the Racoan panying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

AMANDA E. HOYT. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 3603) 
granting a pension to Amanda E. Hoyt; which, on his motion, was re- 


ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the adverse report, ordered to be printed. 


MARY ULLERY. 


Mr. LE Hite a from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 4234) granting a pension to Mary Ullery; whie¢h 
was referred te the Dorai of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELENOR STOUGH, 

Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 1164) to restore to the pension-roll the name 
of Elenor Stough; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH FOWLER. - 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back the bill (H. R. 2284) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Fowler; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On the motion ef Mr. BUDD, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4393) for 
the relief of Lieut. Nathaniel Johnson Coffin; and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

CHARLES D. DUNCAN. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (ŒH. R. 1024) granting a pension to Charles D. Duncan; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

CAROLINE LAUFFER. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 1075) granting a pension to Caroline Lauffer; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
ender, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ROWLAND WARD. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 4180) granting an increase of pension to Rowland 
Ward; which was refe to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MARGARET CALLANAN. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 3951) for the re- 
lief of Margaret Callanan; which, on his motion, was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
adverse recommendation, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 2407) for 
the relief of Marcus A. Moulton; which was ordered to be laid on the 
table, and the accompanying report printed. 

HONORA KELLY. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1056) grantinga pension 
to Honora Kelly; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

PATRICK HORAN. 
Mr. CULLEN, from the Cemmittee on Invalid Pensions, reported 


back the bill (H. R. 283) granting a pension to Patrick Horan; which 
was referred to the Committee of fhe Whole House on the Priv: ate Cal- 


endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
MARY G. HAWK. 


Mr. CULLES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 284) for the relief of Mary G. Hawk; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC DEMARANVILLE, 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee en Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (H. R.4059) granting a pension to Isaac Demaranville; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY ALLEN. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

ported back the bill (H. R. 2100) granting a pension to Mary Allen; 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accewpanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
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HIRAM M. HOWARD. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 501) for the relief of Hiram M. 
Howard, of Richland, Kans.; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
p FRANCES E. HENDRICKS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 2059) to increase the pension of 
Frances E. Hendricks; which was laid on the table, and the accompa- 
nying report ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. EVERHART, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
adversely the following cases; which were severally laid on the table, 
and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

Petition of James W. Anderson and others; 

Petition of Moses Lacy; s 

Petition of Asa Faulkner, of Warren County, Tennessee, asking com- 
pensation for 1,010 pounds of cotton alleged to have been taken from him 
by the Army of the United States in March, 1863; and 

Petition of Alfred H. Weaver. 

MARTHA TURNER. 


Mr. EVERHART, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2722) for the relief of Martha Turner; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE POTOMAC RIVER AT THREE SISTERS. 


Mr. SHELLEY, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3810) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Potomac River at the Three Sisters, near 
Georgetown, D. C.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Wnion, and, with the accompanying report, 
erdered to be printed. 

CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING. 


Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on the Library, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1139) authorizing the construction of a build- 
ing for the accommodation of the Congressional Library; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report and diagram, ordered to be printed. 


PATRICK FLYNN. 


Mr. YORK, from the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay, moved that that committee be dischai from 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1869) for the relief of Patrick 
Flynn and the same be referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REGISTERED LETTERS, ETC. 


Mr. MONEY, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1911) to amend sections 3929 
and 4041 of the Revised Statutes, authorizing the Postmaster-General 
to prohibit thedelivery of registered letters and the payment of money- 
orders and providing for the return of the same; which was referred to 
the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, by unanimous consent, presented the 
views of the minority; which were also ordered to be printed. 


HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. NEECE, by unanimous consent, introduced the following resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 


Whereas George D. Bowman, register of the land office at Las Cruces, N. 
Mex., has advertised to sell on the 27th day of February five special sections of 
land, situated in townships 8 and 19 south of ranges 7 and 8 west, known as the 
Hot Springs reservation, to be sold in one body, and no bid to be received less 
than $15,000; and 

Whereas it is represented that said lands contain the paepal waterin 

laces for probably half a million of acres of land, and that the persons control- 

ing the said five sections will substantially control all the water in that part of 
the country, thereby rendering the remainder of the lands in that section worth- 
less; itis represented that a portion of said lands are occupied by actual settlers, 
who have made yaluable improvements upon the same, and said lands being 
sold in a body deprives these settlers of competing at such sale; and 

Whereas it is believed by persons who have good opportumities of judging that 
said lands ought not to be sold but reserved for a health resort, and that said 
waters are known to contain medicinal properties: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States of America, That 
the President of the United States be requested to stop and discontinue said sale, 

use if sold the result will be that said land will fall into the bands of large 
capitalists and thereby greatly hinder the settlement of the Territory, besides 
do injustice to actual settlers. 


CLIFFORD ARRICK. 
Mr, HENDERSON, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, presented the 
following resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and hereby is, authorized and di- 
rected to pay to Clifford Arrick, out of the contingent fund of the House, the 
sum of $52.64, for service rendered as a messen in the post-office of the House 


of Representatives from the 17th day of November, 1883, to the 3d day of Decem- 
ber, 1883, inclusive, at the rate of $1,200 per annum. 


MURDER OF AMERICAN CITIZENS. 
Mr. YOUNG. I ask by unanimous consent to introduce the follow- 
ing resolution for action at this time. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it has been communicated to this House that Hon. Henry F. se ome 
of Tennessee, and Michael O’Brien and George H. Stiff, all citizens of the Un ited 


States, were prcoritrs E NE in the interior of the Republic of Mexico w 
traveling through t country under the passport of their own Government: 
erefore, 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of State be authorized and directed 
to make proper inquiry in respect to the murder of said persons, and ascertain 
whether or not it is proper to ask any redress therefor at the hands of the Mex- 
ican Government, and to lay before Congress such information as he may be 
able to obtain in relation to the matter. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I object to that resolution unless it is 
referred. : 
Mr. YOUNG. Icansee no reason to preventaction on the resolution. 
The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the resolution is not before 
the House. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The only regular order, unless a motion be made, 
is the report of the Committee on Elections in the contested-election 
case from the State of Virginia. f 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I desire to submit a motion. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I desire to submit a privileged report. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I do not yield for that. I have waited 
a reasonable time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] has 
the floor. 

DISEASES AMONG DOMESTIC ANIMALS. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of considering the unfinished business, the bill reported from 
the Committee on Agriculture. And pending that motion I move that 
all general debate in Committee of the Whole on the bill under con- 
sideration be limited to three hours and twenty-five minutes. I will 
state for the information of the House that the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. Grsson] is entitled to the floor, and has about twenty 
or twenty-five minutes of his time remaining. One hour, it is propoged, 
shall then be given to the friends of the bill and one hour to the op- 
ponents of the bill, and the hour that the committee is entitled to will 
be taken to close the discussion in favor of the bill. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri this 
question: If the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture designs by 
that motion to preclude me from the part in the debate which has been 
assigned to me and for which I have been recognized by the chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I have already stated that I propose to 
give the gentleman from Iowa the time he asked for and which he stated 
he would take. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first on the motion that all general 
debate on the pending bill in Committee of the Whole be limited to 
three hours and twenty-five minutes. 

The motion was agteed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Missouri, that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. CoNVERSE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and resumes consideration of the bill (H. R. 
3967) for the establishment of a bureau ef animal industry, to pre- 
vent the exportation of diseased cattle, and to provide means for the 
suppression and extirpation of pleuro-pneumoniaand other contagious 
diseases among domestic animals. By erder of the House all general 
debate on the bill is limited to three hours and twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. GIBSON. When the House was last in Committee of the 
Whole, engaged in the consideration of this bill, I had the honor to 
submit some criticism upon its provisions. In doing so I declared 
that this bill upon its face was a fraud. For fear that that expression 
may not have been understood by the House and that it might be in- 
ferred that I meant some reflection upon the Committee on Agriculture, 
I desire to say that there is no man in the House who has a higher re- 
gard for the members composing that committee than myself. I simply 
meant then and I mean now and I mean to show as far as I can, that 
thé bill is delusive, and calculated by its title as well as by the argu- 
ments in favor of it to deceive those who desire to help the agricualt- 
ural interest. 

I wish to say before entering upon the further consideration of the bill 
that there is no man in this House who is more in favor of every bill 
that can possibly be passed here to help the agricultural interest than 
myself. Irecognize the fact that the agricultural interest of this country 
has been made the great beast of burden and compelled to carry the 
load for the other industries of the land. 
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I recognize the further fact that much of this objection that is said 
to exist to our cattle and our stock in the foreign markets arises not 
from any defect in the cattle themselves, but from measures intended to 
be retaliatory to our legislation; that they are simply declarations on 
the part of foreign governments that when we adopt prohibitory legis- 
lation against their manufactures, we who can suffer through our agri- 
cultural interests shall be made to suffer thereby. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the objection to this bill is not that it provides 
for the extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia, because no man in this House 
would object to any bill for that purpose; but the objection toit is that 
it takes out of the hands of the owners of all the cattle in all this land 
the management and control of their own stock and puts it in the hands 
of Federal officials, and subjects them to prosecutions and fines and im- 
prisonment at the hands of Federal courts. I had made the objection 
to this bill that it provided for an unlimited number of appointments 
by the Commissioner of Agriculture. I understand that the framersof 
the bill propose to avoid that objection by limiting the number to be 
employed to twenty. Whether that number be too large or too little I 
will not stop now to discuss, but leave that to others. 

Another section that I had adverted to was the second section. The 
first section provides for a veterinary surgeon, and gives him power to 
do everything or to recommend everything necessary for the extirpation 
of pleuro-pneumonia. Then the second section provides for the appoint- 
ment of two other officers who shall have the same powers as those con- 
ferred upon the veterinary surgeon, with the further power of provid- 
ing the mode and manner, the where and the how, whereby all the 
cattle in this land should be carried to market, And then, further, 
after that proviso it is provided in another section of this bill that un- 
less all these cattle are shipped as thisCommissioner recommends, their 
owners shall be fined and imprisoned, at the discretion of the court, in 
a limited sum and for a limited time. I had then reached the further 
section which provided for declaring a State in quarantine, and I was 
objecting to that because it put into the hands of one department of 
this Government a power that belongs to no other branch of the Gov- 
ernment—that of declaring a commercial war against one of the States 
without any investigation or trial by any competent authority in this 
land. The bill provides that upon notification from the Commissioner 
of Agriculture, based upon the report of his veterinary surgeon, he shall 
demand of a State that they shall put the treasury of that State and 
the cattle of that State in the power of this Commissioner; otherwise 
that it shall be quarantined and no cattle be allowed to enter or go out 
of it. 

I say there is no other branch of the Government to which is given 
such power as it is proposed here to give to the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture. Whois toinvestigateand determine the question whether such 
disease exists or not? Does this bill provide any mode in which that 
question can be determined? The State authorities may declare that 
no such disease exists and the Commissioner of Agriculture may de- 
clare that it does. Who, then, I ask, is to decide between them ? 

The question is then referred to the President. The President has 
his own officials, who constitute a part of his administration, who are 
given to him by law. Isit to be presumed that any President, when 
he has on the one side the action and statements of hisofficials, a part 
of his quasi Cabinet, and on the other side the declarations of the State 
officers, will decide with the State and:against his own quasi Cabinet 
officer? It may be said that the Commissioner may provide some 
means by which this question can be settled and this difficulty obvi- 
ated. lask if this House is willing to commit to the hands of any 
officer the power to arbitrarily decide such a matter as this? 

But, further than that, if a State is coerced into recognizing this com- 
mission, if a State is coerced into yielding to this law under the threat 
of quarantine, then there is another provision in this bill which is as yet 
unknown to any Department of this Government. I refer to the pro- 
vision which authorizes the Commissioner to provide the mode and man- 
ner by which stock may be shot down and killed, to be,paid for at a 
price to be settled by him, and by him alone; and the treasury of every 
State that yields to this law is to be locked or unlocked according to 
the finding of this Commissioner of the value which he puts upon the 
cattle so destroyed. It is not necessary to say that this official will not 
be honest or to say that he will be honest. I say that no good gov- 
ernment will put such power as that over the property of its citizens 
into the hands of any one. 

Under no other law, under no provision of the Constitution, can you 
take the property of any man away from him except upon just compen- 
sation, to be ascertained in accordance with due provisions oflaw. But 
here you step in and undertake to create a commission that will shoot 
down people’s cattle, fix a price upon them, and not only fix that price, 
but declare that the State shall pay one-half of it and the Federal Gov- 
ernment pay the other half. Where else under our organic law is there 
any such power given to any Department or officer of the Government? 
And why should it be given to the Commissioner of Agriculture, an offi- 
cer not recognized by our Constitution ? 

Notonly that. Thatis buta part of the defects ofthis bill. Another 
serious defect is that it proposes to enlarge the already threatening ju- 
risdiction of the Federal courts, and to put all the cattle interests of 
this land into the hands of the Federal courts and of Federal officials. 


r 


I believe it was Thomas Jefferson who warned this country against the 
encroaching power of the Federal courts. Following up Thomas Jef- 
ferson, Senator ter in one of his speeches in the Senate declared 
that the Federal courts in this land had become a menace to the coun- 
try, and that trials now in the courts were but trials by marshals and 
petty officials, and not trials by jury. : 

Here isa bill introduced into Congress to take the management of this 
important cattle interest out of the hands of the owners, and submitit 
to the control of Federal officials under arbitrary rules to be established 
by them. And then if those rules are violated, the men who violate 
them are to be fined and imprisoned by Federal courts. What neces- 
sity is there for this vast increase of the jurisdiction of the Federal 
oe Why should the cattle interest of this land be turned over to 

em? 

I do not mean to assail the Federal judiciary further than to say that 
abuses, whether they can help them or not, have crept into their pro- 
ceedings until they have been felt by this land as the breath of a pes- 
tilence. In the capital of my own State I have seen men, women, and 
children dragged there by Federal officials, and camped in the streets 
like refugees fleeing froma great army. I have seen homesteads broken 
up and peoplé imprisoned. Nothing saved them from absolute destruc- 
tion except the intelligent interference of the district attorney in many 
cases, as my colleague here [Mr. Gorr] will bear me out, coming for- 
ward out of kindness to investigate these matters; nothing but the in- 
terference, the extra-judicial interference, of the judge and the district 
attorney saved many of them from absolute destruction. 

Iam opposed to extending the power of the Federal courts. I am 
opposed to turning over this great interest into the hands of these Fed- 
eral officials. I believe that the great cattle interest of this country can 
take care of itself. 

If the friends of this bill will eliminate some of its monstrous proposi- 
tions, if they will bring in here a bill, the effect of which will be to ex- 
tirpate pleuro-pneumonia or any other infectious disease, then I will do 
all I can to pass it. But I will never consentto pass any bill havingin 
it the provisions which this bill has. 

Let me call the attention of the friends of this bill for a moment to 
some of those provisions. There is one section of the bill which de- 
clares that no railroad shall transport any cattle to any market from 
any infected section of the country or from any part where these dis- 
eases exist. Suppose our friends up in Dakota having a large number 
of cattle want to get them to the Chicago market or that our friends 
in Colorado want to get their cattle to the Saint Louis market. They 
would be sharp enough to lay charges before the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture that in the State of Texas or in any other State or Territory 
there are infected cattle. Then these cattle must stop there until the 
Commissioner can investigate; and while the Commissioner is investi- 
gating gentlemen who have made the for their own purposes 
can hurry on theircattleto market. Thus hundreds of cattle-men may 
be made bankrupt by having to hold their cattle back in this way. 

‘Take another case. Here are two farmers side by side, each of whom 
has a drove of cattle. Both of them want to ship their cattle to the 
same market. One stepsin and makes charges against the cattle of the 
other, whose cattle must then be kept there until thematter can be in- 
vestigated, while the man who makes the charges can hurry on his cat- 
tle to market. 

This bill in its practical operation will work destruction and bank- 
ruptcy upon the cattle interest. There is no such prevalence of cattle 
disease in this country as will justify the passage of such a monstrous 
bill. Why, sir, the very condition of our country, the health of the 
people, the growth of the great cattle interest, the making of vast fort- 
unes out of this business, give the lie to the charge that this disease 
is spreading over the country and is so serious as to call fora measure 
of this kind. No such legislation is needed; and I tell my friend from 
Iowa [Mr. WELLER] that the adoption of this bill would Þe such a 
calamity as not even his constituents would indorse. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to consume further time upon this 
bill. Having expressed my objections to it, I propose to yield what 
time I have remaining to my friend from Texas [ Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Grsson] for giving me a portion of his time; 
but I should not feel at liberty to avail myself of his kindness and to 
venture to say anything in regard to the pending bill were it not that 
if it becomes a law it will seriously affect one of the principal industries 
of my State, and for the further reason that I entertain views in regard 
to this bill which so far as I know have not been expressed by any gen- 
tleman who has spoken adversely to it. * 

As was stated the otherday by my colleague [Mr. LANHAM], if there 
were nothing more involved in the bill now under consideration than 
the extirpation of the disease called pleuro-pneumonia Texas would 
have no special reason for opposing it, for that disease is unknown in 
our State, and there is but little if any probability that it will ever 
prevail in our section. But the bill goes much further, and embraces 
within its provisions all diseases of cattle that may be termed conta- 
gious, and for the reason that diseases of this character may be wrong- 
fully imputed to cattle it does affect an interest in my State that in 
value amounts to many millions of dollars. But if the bill were so 
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framed as to limit its operation to the extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia 
I could not give to it my support because of the unlimited power it 
places in the hands of one man. 

The bill comes to us with a unanimous report from the Committee on 
Agriculture, who indorse all its provisions and recommend its passage. 

Mr. AIKEN. Will the gentleman from Texas allow me to make a 
single remark? 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. AIKEN. I dislike to interrupt the gentleman, but it has been 
asserted by two speakers that this is a unanimous report from the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. As I was in opposition to the bill in the com- 
mittee and did not vote for it there, reserving the right to vote against 
it in the House if compelled to pronounce a yea-and-nay vote, it is due 
to myself to say that this was not a unanimous report from the Com- 
mittee on iculture. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. In reply to my friend from South Caro- 
lina I can only say that I got the idea from the report made by the 
chairman of the committee, who states that it is a unanimous report, 
Such a report with me would have great weight, and if I were at all 
doubtful about the correctness of my opinion I should be willing to sur- 
render my views to those expressed by the committee, and particularly 
so in this instance, because Texas has a voice in that committee, my 
colleague [Mr. OCHILTREE] being a member of it. It may be that he, 
like the gentleman from South Carolina, did not concur in the report. 
I do not know whether he did or not, for I have not consulted him, but 
I trust that if he does entertain the views expressed in the report of his 
committee he will inform us what induced him to reach that conclusion. 

When the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture presented the 
bill to the consideration of this committee he seemed to appreciate the 
necessity of saying something in behalf of the authority of Congress to 
pass a bill so extraordinary in its character. I was glad that he did so, 
for I am one who yet believes that we have a constitution the powers 
and limitations of which should be duly respected. ! 

Before I had the pleasure of hearing the honorable gentleman I had 
supposed that he would rest his argument upon that broad provision of 
the organic law that concedes to Congress the power to provide for the 
common defense and general welfare of the United States, a provision 
that has often been misconstrued and made the prolific source of much 
of the evil legislation with which this country has been afflicted. But 
he did not take shelter under that provision of the Constitution, but 
chose to rely upon one of the clear, specific, and well-defined powers 
conferred by the Constitution upon Co: the power to regulate 
commerce among the several States. Apparently this bill has no con- 
nection with the power given to Congress to regulate commerce among 
the several States; but, inasmuch as it does undertake to regulate and 
govern the transportation of cattle on railways passing through two or 
more States, I will for the purpose of this argument concede that it 
does properly come under that section of the Constitution. 

Now, let us stop for a moment and inquire why that power was con- 
ferred upon Congress. It is hardly necessary for me to do so, for the 
purpose is obvious. The framers of our organic law in conceding this 
authority to the Federal Government were providing a remedy for the 
evils that had been experienced under the Articles of Confederation, and 
wisely lodged this great power in Congress, where all the States have 
representation and where the possibly conflicting interests of different 
States could be equitably adjusted. They determined that no State 
nor any number of States less than all should have this great power. 
It was placed in the hands of the Federal Government so that no State 
nor any number of States less than the entire Union should have the 
power to discriminate against the commerce of any one or more of the 
States. 

No State now attempts to regulate or interfere with the commerce of 
another State. A State has the power to enact laws regulating its own 
commerce, and in doing this may incidentally affect the commerce of 
another State, but the power to regulate commerce among the several 
States, it is conceded, belongs to the Federal Government. Mr. Chair- 
man, it is not only a very great power, but it is a high trust, confided 
by the organic law to the legislative department of the Federal Gov- 
ernment for wise, just, and beneficent purposes, and in my judgment 
it i such a trust that Congress can not by substitution lodge it else- 
where, 

I now ask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] a question 
which I desire him to answer in his closing argument, and it is this: 
if the fathers of this Republic were unwilling to intrust a State, or any 
number of States léss than all composing this Union, with the power 
to regulate commerce among the several States, can it for a moment be 
thought that Congress has the right to clothe an individual with this 
great authority? If Congress can not invest a State of this Union with 
this power, can it be placed inthe hands of an individual, an individual 
restrained by no provision of law by which his discretion may be regu- 
lated, governed, or controlled? Let me illustrate. Supposethe Com- 


mittee on Commerce should report a bill to the House conferring un- 
limited authority upon the Secretary of the Treasury to make such 
rules and regulations as he might deem proper, governing 

fares and rates of freight on railways passing through two or more 
States, what would be thought of such a kill? : 
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Ridiculous as would be such a bill, it would not be more absurd than 
are the provisions of the bill now under consideration. We have been 
told, Mr. Chairman, that a very great amount of capital in this country 
is invested in live-stock and in the commerce thereof; that it amounts 
to very many millions; but notwithstanding the magnitude of this in- 
terest, it is placed by the terms of this bill subject to the control of one 
man, who, by an error of judgment, may inflict irreparable injury upon 
many who are interested in the animal industries of this country. Un- 
der the third section of this bill the Commissioner of Agriculture is in- 
vested with full power to make such rules and regulations as he in his 
wisdom may see proper to make for the extirpation of such contagious. 
diseases as he may think exist in the cattle or live-stock of any State 
or States, and it also clothes him with authority to interfere and con- 
trol the transportation of such stock as he may think is diseased from’ 
one State toanother. In justification of these extraordinary powers con- 
ferred by this bill upon the Commissioner of Agricultureit may be said 
that in the very nature of things quarantine measures must be left 
largely to the discretion of the officer intrusted with the enforcement of 
the law. I grant that itisso. I further admit that in many instances 
mere ministerial duties to be performed by officers may be leftsomewhat 
to their discretion, but that discretion is always limited and regulated 
by some statutory enactment. But this bill not only invests the Com- 
missioner with the authority to enforce the law, but it also invests him 
with the authority to make the law. 

' The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired, and the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARDEMAN]. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Under the arrangement the friends of the 
bill have the next hour, butif the gentleman from Texas desires to con- 
clude his speech now I for one shall have no objection. I hope my 
friend from Iowa will give way for that purpose. 

Mr. WELLER. I raise this objection, Mr. Chairman, that an ar- 
rangement has been entered into which it seems to me ought to be kept 
in honor. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. It will not interfere with the time of the 
gentleman from Iowaif the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARDEMAN} 
now takes the floorand yields to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEW- 
ART] to conclude his speech. 

Mr. WELLER. I have no objection tothat arrangement, if I shall 
be recognized next. . 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. The gentleman will be recognized for 
the next hour. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. 
want? 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Ten minutes. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I will yield for that time to the gentleman from 
Texas. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I am obliged to the gentleman, and as 
I was remarking when the hammer fell, this bill confers on the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture not only the power to enforce law, but it ab- 
solutely confers on him, without any restriction whatever, the power to 
make the law which he may enforce. He is invested with authority to 
legislate. Inasmuch as this Government by the Constitution is divided 
into three departments—the legislative, executive, and judicial—I þe- 
lieve that the legislative department can no more subdelegate its author- 
ity than can the functions of the executive or judiciary be discharged by 
others than those who are charged with the performance of their duties 
by the Constitution. 

I take it, Mr. Chairman, that no one will deny that by the third sec- 
tion of this bill the Commissioner of Agriculture is invested with the 
exclusive authority of making such rules and regulations as he in his 
wisdom and discretion may deem proper for the extirpation of pleuro- 
pneumonia and other contagious diseases to which cattle and other 
animals may be subject. 

He can do more, sir. He has the power under the terms of this bill 
to nullify the action of the constituted authorities of a State. The 
Legislature of a State, acting upon the recommendations of its executive, 
may in their combined wisdom make the best law they know how to 
devise for the extirpation of these contagious diseases, and they may 
enact a good and sufficient law for the purpose, yet if in the opinion of 
the Commissioner of Agriculture such law is insufficient for the pur- 
pose of extirpating the disease he can set aside the authority of the 
State, or at least he can declare such State to be in quarantine. Am I 
right in this assertion? Let me read the fourth section of the bill: 


That whenever a State or Eear fen any section of which a contagious or 
infectious disease existe which the Commissioner of Agriculture has declared 
to be rous to the animal industries of the nation fails to make provisions 
for its extirpation or to co-operate with the plans of the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture for the extirpation of such disease, the President of the United States, 
on the presentation of the facts by the Commissioner of Agriculture, shall be 
authorized to declare in quarantine the said State or Territory, or such part of 
said State or Territory as he may deem dangerous to the animal industries of 
the country, and to regulate or prohibit the transportation ef cattle out of said 
State, Territory, or district. 


Now, I ask who determines whether a State has failed to make pro- 
vision for the extirpation of said diseases? And I answer that by the 
very terms of the bill it must be the Commissioner of Agriculture. 

Such extraordinary power, I undertake to say, was never before at- 


How much time does the gentleman from Texas 


I tempted to be conferred upon an individual by any legislation that has 
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occurred in this country. Itcannot be justified upon the plea of mili- 
tary necessity, and I very much doubt whether during any warin which 
this country has been involved a~precedent can be found for such un- 
warranted legislation. Certainly no excuse can be made for it now. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Will the gentleman from Texas permit 
me ask him a question ? 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Certainly. 

‘Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I may have misunderstood the gentle- 
man from Texas, but I wish to know whether I understand him to say 
the bill in any one of its provisions looks te conferring upon the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture the power to declare any State in quarantine? 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. It gives to the President of the United 
States upen information communicated to him by the Commissioner of 
Agriculture such power, and I take it that if the President acts at all 
under the provisions of the bill, he can only do so because of the in- 
formation ks receives from the Commissioner of Agriculture, and there- 
fore it is practically the act of said Commissioner that establishes quar- 
antine. 

To induce the States to co-operate with the Commissioner of Agri- 
cniture in the enforcement of his rules and tions for the extirpa- 
tion of these diseases, the bill provides that the General Government 
shall pay one-half of the expense of quarantine and of such othermeas- 
ures as may be adopted for the extinction of the said diseases. If this 
be, as has been contended by some friends of the measure, a matter of 
national interest and importance, why visit upon a State any portion of 
the expense? b 

But I submit another question. Under the authority conferred by 
this bill the President of the United States may not only declare a State 
to be in quarantine, but he may declare a part of a State to be in quar- 
antine. What is meant by that provision? Is it intended to give the 
President the power to declare a part of a State to be in quarantine as 
to other States and there stop, or does it give him the power to declare 
a portion of a State to be in quarantine not only as to other States but 
also to other portions of the same State not infected with the disease? 
If he can do the latter, and the bill is certainly susceptible of that con- 
struction, and I believe it is susceptible of no other fair construction, 
then the bill goes far beyond the power conferred by the Constitation 
upen Congress to regulate commerce among the States. The power 
given‘is to regulate commerce among the several States, and not to regu- 
late the commerce of aState. Mark thedistinction. Under that provis- 
ion of the Constitution no warrant is found for the invasion of a State 
by Federal authority and the destruction of its local self-government. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman will permit me, I purpose to offer an 
amendment confining that to the transportation of cattle across the 
lines of the States. I believe it will be acceptable and also remove the 
ambiguity. . - 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I could not, of course, anticipate the 
amendment proposed to be made by the gentleman from Maine. Ifind 
the matter to which I have alluded in the printed bill and I was ad- 
dressing myself to it. 

The bill contains many other objectionable features, but I am unable 
in my limited time to discuss them all. I should be pleased if I had 
the time to present my views of that feature of the bill that gives to 
the Commissioner of Agriculture the authority to interfere with the 
transportation of cattle by railways or otherwise from one State to an- 
other. It is a most extraordinary and unwarranted power, but I have 
not the time to d6 more than to call the attention of this committee to it. 

My time has almost expired, but I wish to say another word. The 
gentleman from Missouri alluded to the fact that Congress had passed 
laws in relation to quarantine measures that justify and form.a prece- 
dent for this bill. It is true that the act of 1879 creating a national 
board of health does permit said board to interfere with the local regu- 
lations of States onthat subject. In extenuation of those who made that 
law it may be said that it was legislation in behalf of human life and 
that it was not in relation to a question of dollars and cents. It was 
at a time when distress prevailed in many portions of this land, and 
when those sentiments of the human heart which well up in the bosom 
of every good man at the sight of human sufferirg impelled them in 
their anxiety to prevent the spread of disease and death to go beyond 
the limit of constitutional authority. It was a bad law, and now 
serves as a precedent for the enactment of another bad law, and the fact 
that it is used for this purpose should admonish us to stop these con- 
tinued infractions of the Constitution, and especially should this be 
done by men of my politi¢al faith, who, knowing that we have a con- 
stitution, have due regard forits powers and limitations, and if we but 
continue to adhere to its provisions, bills like the one under considera- 
tion will not meet with favor, and no longer precedents will be estab- 
lished for placing unauthorized and unwarranted power in the handsof 
irresponsible persons who may exert it for the oppression of the people. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Chairman, during the discussion of this bill by 
the House a few days since I heard some gentleman remark, ‘‘this is 
a bill that appeals not only to the American pocket but to the Ameri- 
can stomach.’’ In my opinion this bill has far greater significance and 
is of far more importance than that. It isan appeal to the highest con- 
siderations of public welfare. It concerns the health and the lives in- 
deed of millions of people who have the right to look to us for protection. 


A bill of such importance should have, as it appears this is having, 
the most careful analysis and exhaustive research for authorities of the 
highest character concerning its every feature. 

The necessity for immediate measures of some kind is made evident 
by the testimony of many of our most prominent and experienced 
farmers, stock-raisers, stock-dealers, and skillful veterinary surgeons; 
as well, the people and press of the country are demanding that heed 
be given to the dangers that threaten the health and lives of our people. 
Also, we should view with alarm the financial losses which we are sus- 
taining and shall sustain in consequence of the diseases prevailing among 
our domestic animals. 

This bill appeals to the American pocket and stomach indeed ! 

It is shown by reliable data that France alone, by refusing to admit 
American pork because of real or suspected diseases of American swine, 
closed her markets to the products of American farms to the value ef 
$19,000,000 yearly. Germany has adopted practically the same meas- 
ures—the exclusion of American pork from her markets. 

‘Thus the doors to millions of stomachs not American are shut sharp 
against American products by reason of fears that may be dispelled by 
proper action on the part of the Congress of the United States, acting 
in harmony with the authorities proper of the several States, to suppress 
and extirpate diseases peculiar to the swine of our country, or, rather, 
to some sections of our country. 

In the coming days of this session our ears will grow weary with hear- 
ing the specious demands for ‘‘ protection to American manufacturing 
industries.’’ Let the advocates of protection now prove their sincerity 
by supporting such measures as will avert the dangers that threaten 
the most valuable exports that American industry produces. Amer- 
ican beef, as well as American pork; will soon be inhibited in foreign 
markets unless this bill or some similar and more wise measure shall 
be adopted. 

The value in round numbers of our exports of neat cattle in the 
year 1882 was over forty-one millions of dollars ($41,769,537). This 
amount was made up of the following items: i 
Neat’s-foot oil ...... 
Fresh beef. 


ect. 


fail through our negl 
But great as is the value of the exports of neat-cattle products, that 


of swine products is vastly greater. The total exports of swine prod- 


ucts in 1882 in round numbers amounted to over seventy-eight mill- 
ions of dollars ($78,699,856). This amount is made up ofthe follow- 
img items; © 


78, 699, 856 


Right here, in view of the amendments which I propose to offer at 
the proper time, I ask particular attention to the comparative income 
derived from the exports of cattle and swine products. The exports of 
cattle products amounted in round numbers to forty-one milliens of 
dollars ($41,769,537). The exports of swine products amounted to 
nearly twice that sum, or $78,699,856. 

In addition to the foregoing exhibits of the hog and cattle products 
exported in 1882, there were in the United States in 1880, az shown by 
the Tenth Census, of live-stock in numbers, respectively, as follows: 


Grouping and classifying, there were in the United States in 1880, as 
shown by the census— 


Total 
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Cattle 
Horses and mules,sheep and swine. 


Now, it should need no further argument to prove the magnitudeof 
the interests involved. When foreign markets are closed against our 
and our pork, because they are in fact or because they are sus- 
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pected to be diseased, there ceases to flow a fountain of prosperity that 
yearly adds not less than one hundred and nineteen millions to the 
sum of our national wealth. The fortunes of thousands of farmers and 
stockmen are dependent upon the yearly crop of cattle, swine, and other 
stock. Many thousands of families throughout the land look to the 
income derived from the swine which they raise for the chief source of 
their prosperity, and ofttimes for the continued possession of the homes 


that shelter them. Their hog crop is their most profitable and ofttimes 
their only source of income. It is their only protection against the bane 
of debt and the curse of ruinous interest; against King Shylock with 
his iron-clad 10 per cent. mo e and its inevitable attorney’s fees; 
and, frequently also, stipulation for liquidated damages in case of non- 
payment at maturity. 

Many are the farmers throughout the great Northwest whose farms 
have been lost and whose homes have been taken from them because 
hog-cholera had swept away that product of their toil that formed their 
principal reliance, if not their only source of income. 

I know something about this matter myself as a practical farmer. 
I confess I have a special interest in this question, and I further con- 
fess that the constituency of the fourth Congressional district of Iowa, 
As well the State, yea, the great Northwest, the West, the Southwest, 
and South, have an especial interest in a wise solution of this question, 
as I expect to fully show further on. 

Two years ago, in less than thirty days I lost from my herd of fatten- 
ing swine several hundred dollars in value. Others within my personal 
knowledge lost thousands upon thousands of dollars of value in the same 
way. 

The great Northwest has within the last few years lost millions of 
dollars in value from diseases peculiar to hogs, horses, and sheep. I 
know of scores of horses in the last two years being condemned by the 
authorities and shot or otherwise destroyed because pronounced to be 
diseased with that highly infectious disease termed glanders. 

Reports, which I deem wholly reliable, inform me that Professor 
Stalker, of Ames Agricultural College, has recently ordered, after an 
Srmpiantica, several horses shot, pronouncing them diseased with glan- 
cers. 

In the matter of sheep industries, my nearest neighbor a few years 
ago lost some seven to eight hundred fine merino sheep, many of them 
thoroughbreds and of great value. They were attacked with scab and 
grub, and, although he expended hundreds of dollars in their treatment 
under the direction of the best skill obtainable, he was finally compelled 
in midwinter to slaughter the entire flock for the sake of saving even 
some of their pelts. 

This is not an isolated case. Millions of dollars in value in like man- 
ner have been swept away. Not only in the State of Iowa and in the 
Northwest, but in other sections of the country, notably in Texas, as 
shown by the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for 1883, various 
diseases are making frightful ravages among the sheep. 

We read a great deal about a protective tariff on wool; distinguished 
gentlemen on this floor will be very earnest for a protective tariff on 
wool. It will be well for them to bear in mind that unless some meas- 
ares are taken to check the rapid spread of sheep disease there will soon 
be very little wool to protect. 

My object in making the foregoing statements is to show the value 
-of the animal industries severally and in detail, with the losses actual 
and probable, and thus have proper basis for the inquiry why the bill 
under consideration so frequently makes reference to the suppression 
and extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia of forty years’ location with but 
little change, while so little reference is had to the diseases affecting the 
-otheranimal industries by which millions have been swept away ? 

In the last Congress the insignificant sum of $50,000 as an appropria- 
tion was sought, The bill failed. 

This bill asks the comparatively insignificant sum of $250,000 to spread 
out over thirty-eight States and nine Territories besides the District of 
‘Columbia, unless it be the purpose of the bill to use the $250,000 for the 
“suppression and extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia”’ in the States border- 
ing on the Atlanticas farsouth as the State of Virginia, leaving the great 
Northwest, the West, Southwest, and South to provide for themselves 

I have the fullest confidence in our Commissioner of Agriculture, but 
in my humble opinion a bill should be so framed that it shall be the 
duty of said Commissioner of Agriculture, as the proper head of the 
proposed bureau of animal industry, to give the greatest attention and 
apply the greatest skill and energy of his department where there is 
the greatest danger, 

I hope Ishall not be understood as opposing measures that tend to the 
suppression of pleuro-pneumonia; indeed I am most earnestly in favor 
of all wise measures forits speedy ‘‘suppression and extirpation;’’ yet I 
am apprehensive that it may, on fuller investigation, be found that this 
disease is not only indigenous, but is confined to certain latitudes and 
sections of country bordering on the Atlantic Ocean. 

I am of the opinion that no bill involving such issues as this bill does 
should be passed into a national law, providing as this does heavy 
penalties against each person, railroad corporation, or owner or master 
of any boat or vessel who shall ‘‘receive for transportation ” ‘‘any live- 
stock affected with contagious or infectious disease,” ‘especially the 


disease known as pleuro-pneumonia,’’ until such bill provides amply for 


a system of governmental inspection, at the cost of the Government, at 
each shipping point within its jurisdiction where live-stock is received 
for transportation to points without such State or Territory. 

If the shippers of this country are to be subject to prosecutions by the 
United States district attorneys in all cases of “‘ violations of this act 
which shall be brought to their notice or knowledge by any person mak- 
ing the complaint,” it would seem proper that some available system of 
inspection should be made for the protection of dealers and shippers— 
at least a government “‘ hoss-doctor’’ should be provided at each ship- 
ping point, whose certificate should be animmunity against all prosecu- 
tions and persecutions. 

It would require many millions of dollars to provide in each State 
and Territory for the suppression and extirpation of communicable dis- 
eases among other stock than cattle, such as are very destructive to the 
animal industries of State and nation, and I would advocate an appro- 
priation of millions, if need be, from the Treasury for the purposes con- 
templated in this bill, rather than seek by surreptitious means to bore 
two hundred and fifty or more gimlets in the Treasury vaults of size 
sufficient to leak out $6 per day into the hands of such members of this 
House as were so unfortunate by birth, fate, or education as to not have 
had assigned to them the chairmanship of a committee whereby to secure 
a ‘clerical lamp’’ to ‘‘illuminate their judgment ’’ for the work they 
were elected to do without the aid of such peculations. 

By the report of the Committee on Agriculture, of which Iam a mem- 
ber—and here I wish to say in parénthesis and deferentially, our chair- 
man, an able lawyer, has given his most earnest attention to this bill 
and its general purposes have received his heartiest support, and he has 
made a most exhaustive research for authorities and facts in support of 
it and its several parts; and, being acknowledged as one of the ablest 
jurists, I doubt not he will in his final remarks beable to quiet some of 
the fears that appear to have arisen in the minds of others as well my 
own, that certain clauses of the bill impinge on the rightsof the States 
to control their own domestic affairs, except such as are delegated to 
Congress by the United States Constitution. ~ 

Cooley, in his great work on Constitutional Limitations, holds this 
language: 


When questions arise of conflict between national and State authority, and 
questions whether the State exceeds its just powersin dealing with the property 
and restraining the actions of individuals, it often becomes necessary to consider 
the extent and proper bounds of any powerin the States, which, like that of tax- 
ation, pervades ev department of business and reaches to every interest and 
every subject of profit or enjoyment. We refer to what is known as the police 


power, 

The police power of a State, ina comprehensive sense, embraces its whole sys- 
tem of internal regulation, by which the State seeks not only to preserve the 
public order and to prevent offenses against the State, but also to establish for 
the intercourse of citizen with citizen those rules of gi manners and good 
neighborhood which are calculated to prevent a conflict of rights, so far as i$ 
reasonably consistent with a like enjoyment of rights by others. 

In the present chapter we shall take occasion to speak of the police power 
principally as it affects the use and enjoyment of property, the object being to 
show the eapi of its presence and to indicate so faras may be practicable 
the limits which settled principles of constitutional law assigned to its interfer- 


ence, 

No definition of the power can be more complete and satisfactory than some 
which have been given by eminent jurists in deciding cases which have arisen 
from its exercise, and which have been so often approved and ado that to 
heres them in any other than the language of the decisions would be unwise, 

not inexcusable. Says Chief-Justice Shaw: 

“ We think it isa settled principle, * * * growing out of the nature of 
well-ordered civil society, that every holder of property, however absolute 
and unqualified may be his title, holds it under the implied liability that his use 
for it shall not be injurious to the equal enjoyment of others having an equal 
right to the enjoyment of Thoir propan; nor injurious to the rights of the com- 
munity. All property in this Commonwealth * * * held subject to those 

neral regulations which are necessary to the common good and general wel- 
fare. Rights of property: like all other social and conventional rights, are sub- 
ect to such reasonable limitations in their enjoymentas shall preventthem from 

ing injurious, and to such reasonable restraints and regulations established by 
law as the Le; ture, under the governing and controlling power vested in them 
by the constitution, may think necessary and expedient. This is very different 
from the right of eminent domain, the rightof a government to take and appro- 
riate private property whenever the public exigency requires it, which can be 
one only on condition of providing a reasonable compensation therefor. The 
power we allude to is rather the police power—the power vested in the Legisla- 
ture by the constitution to make, ordain, and establish all manner of wholesome 
and reasonable laws, statutes, and ordinances, cither with penalties or without, 
not repugnant to the constitution, as they arna ps to be for the good and wel- 
fare of the Commonwealth and of the subjects of the same. It is much easier to 
perceive and realize the existence and sources of this power than to mark its 
undaries or prescribe limits of its exercise.” 

“This police power of the State,” says another eminent judge, * extends to 
the protection of the lives, limbs, health, comfort, and quiet of all persons, and 
the protection of all property within the State. According to the maxim, sic 
utere tuo ut alienum non ledas, which being of universal application, it must, of 
course, be within the range of legislative action to define the mode and manner 
in which every one may so use his own as not to injure others.” And again, 
[by this] "general police power of the State persons and property are subject to 
all kinds of restraints [for the] health and prosperity of the State; of the per- 
fect right in the islature to do which no question ever was, or, upon ac- 
knowledged general principles, ever can be made, so far as natural persons are 
concerned," 

Where the power is located.—In the American constitutional system the power to 
establish the ordinary regulations of police has been left with the individual 
States, and it can not be taken from them, either wholly or in part, and be exer- 
cised under legislation of Congress. Neither can the National Government, 
through any of its departments or officers, assume any supervision of the police 
regulations of the States. All that the Federal authority can do is to see that the 
States do not, under cover of this power, invade the sphere of national sover- 
eignty, obstruct or impede the exercise of any authority which the Constitu- 
tion has confided to the nation, or deprive any citizen of rights guaranteed by 
the Federal Constitution. 
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Again, in another place: 

Perhaps the most striking illustration of the P pter w here stated will be found 
emong the judicial decisions, which have held that the rights insured to private 
corporations by their charters and the manner of their exercise are subject to 
such new regulations as from time totime may be made by the State with a view 
to the public protection, health, and safety, and in order to guard properly the 
rights of other individuals and corporations. Although these charters are to be 

rded as contracts, and the rights assured by them are inviolable, it does not 
follow that these rights are at once, by force of the er-contract, removed 
from the sphere of the State regulation ; and that the charter implies an under- 
sea Aa the part of the State, that in the same way in which their exercise is 
permissible at first, and under the regulations then existing, and thoseonly, 
may the corporations continue to exercise their rights while the artificial exist- 
ence continues. The obligation of the contract by no means extends so far; but, 
on the contrary, the rights and privileges which came into existence under it 
are plat upon the same footing with other legal rights and privileges of the 
citizen, and subject in like manner to proper rules for their due regulation, pro- 
tection, and enjoyment. 


And also, in connection with this subject, we find: 


The line of distinction between that which constitutes an interference with 
commerce and that which is a mere police ation is sometimes exceedingly 
dim and shadowy, and it is not to be wonde at that learned jurists differ when 
endeavoring to classify the cases which arise. It is not doubted that Con; 
has the power to go beyond the general regulations of commerce which 1t is ac- 
customed to establish, and descend to the most minute directions, if it shall be 
deemed advisable; and that to whatever extent unds shall be covered by 
those directions, the exercise of State power is excluded. Congress may estab- 
lish police ‘ulations as well as the States, confining their operations to the sub- 
jects over which it is given control by the Constitution. Butasthe general police 
power can be better exercised under the supervision of the local authority, and 
mischiefs are not likely to spring therefrom so long as the power to arrest collis- 
ion resides in the courts, the regulations which are made by Congress do not 
often exclude the establishment of others by the State coverning oy many 
particulars. Moreover, the lations of commerce are usually, and in some 
eases must be, general and uniform for the whole country, while in some locali- 
ties State and local policy will demand peculiar regulations with reference to 
special and peculiar circumstances, 


Many gentlemen on this floor, among the ablest and most distin- 
guished for their knowledge of constitutional law, as also the highest 
judicial interpretation thereof, have expressed the opinion that section 
4 of this bill is in most serious contravention of the rights of the States 
to control their own domestic concerns, such as would be affected by 
the terms of this bill. The interests at stake should not permit us to 
pass hastily, by or pon such objections. Such issues have been pre- 
sented most seriously to the attention of our people heretofore, and 
which have been settled by the arbitrament of war at a cost of hun- 
dreds of thousands of lives and thousands of millions of treasure. 

There can be no question but that the General Government, by its 
Congress, can appropriate to each State any sum of money it may deem 
proper, to be used for such or similar purposes, prescribing the condi- 
tions on which any State may accept and use the same. I am of the 
further opinion that the President of these United States has constitu- 
tional authority, when properly informed, to prohibit the transporta- 
tion of stock infected with communicable diseases dangerous to the gen- 
eral welfare from the State in which they do exist into States or Terri- 
tories where they do not exist. 

I desire here to make a brief analysis of the report of our commit- 
tee in the premises of the bill under consideration: 

Said report shows, on pages 5 and 6, that in Connecticut two herds 
of cattle were affected with pleuro-pneumonia; twelve animals were ex- 
posed, seven contracted the disease, four died, one was killed, and the 
other two, for aught,we know, are still alive. 

Said report further shows, as to New York, as follows: ‘‘ Although the 
disease is almost entirely confined to the western end of Long Island, 
to Staten Island, and New York city, these localities are extensively 
infected; but no numbers of animals are given as being thus infected, 
not one is mentioned as being affected. 

Said report further shows that ‘‘ New Jersey was recently supposed 
to be nearly free from pleuro-pneumonia, ” but “ reliable authority places 
the loss at over fifty head.” 

PENNSYLVANIA. 


According to an official report, dated October 30, the number of animals known 
to have been ex was one hundred and four, and the numberot sick ones 
that had been killed or had died was forty-six. 

It is now believed that the disease has been entirely overcome, and that the 
State of Pennsylvania is free from it. 


MARYLAND AND DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

From our committee’s said report it appears that the ravages of this 
disease are greatest in Maryland and the District of Columbia, and that 
such ravages appear to be confined to the cities of Baltimore and Wash- 
ington, two places not remarkably celebrated as cattle-producing dis- 
tricts. 


An official examination of the cattle in Iowa shows thatthe reports of pleuro- 
pneumonia among the herds of the State are utterly groundless.— Nashua Post. 


But I see no reason why preference should be given to these few cases 
in these few States over sections of the country that have suffered, that 
are suffering, and are likely to sufferinfinitely more from other diseases 
to other kinds of animals. 

The loss of one hundred and four head of cattle in three Atlantic 
States, even granting that such disease is liable to extend to the cattle- 
raising districts of the Northwest, West, Southwest, and South, does not 
conclude my mind that all the money this Government has to expend 
for the suppression or extirpation of diseases among domestic animals 
should be expended especially upon the disease known as ‘‘ pleuro-pneu- 
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monia,” while foreign markets are closed to American pork because 
it is diseased in fact or because disease may be reasonably suspected, 
and thus $79,000,000 of wealth kept out of the pockets of American 
producers. Thus my views are in reality confirmed by the report of 
the committee. 

The report, on page 7, states: 

Now, while it is true that pleuro-pneumonia has existed in the last forty years 
without beving been carried West, * * * it must be admitted that there has 
been danger of this. 

I add, this may be true as to the r of transmission of this dis- 
ease to herds in the West by contact with stock infected or affected, 
yet Idoubt it. But what of the bill under consideration for the reliet 
of the stock-raisers, stock-shippers, and stock-dealers in the great North- 
west, West, Southwest, and South, as com with the relief evi- 
dently intended by the terms of this bill to be granted to the cattle in- 
dustries of some of the New England States and a few others borderin, 
on the Atlantic? Why give our whole attention to some anticipat 
danger while a greater danger actually exists? So, while I am in hearty 
accord with the general purposes of this bill, it should in my opinion 
be amended in several particulars very materially. 

It is objected that this bill lodges great powers of privilege and duty 
in the hands of the present Commissioner of Agriculture. 1 answer, he 
has been tried and not found wanting in requisite qualifications for simi- 
lar trusts. and there is no doubt in my mind, should this or some simi- 
lar bill become a law, that he will wisely execute as provided therein. 
It isonly needful that Congress be exceedingly careful to frame a bill 
which, passed into law, will, being executed, give the desired relief. 

The general purposes of this bill, in view of the magnitude of inter- 
ests involved, should preclude even the semblance of partisan politics 
to enter into the domain of its consideration. I was deeply pained the 
other day in listening to a seemingly predetermined effort to make polit- 
ical capital at the expense of this measure. Why not rise above patriot- 
ism to party? Why not now, in this case, rise to that altitude of true 
and noble statesmanship that makes the harm to many, as shown by 
the facts cited, the great concern of ally Shall mere party expediency 
be permitted to affect a wise consideration and determination of ques- 
tions of such grave import to the whole human family, as it were, as 
the questions of profit and loss; but, graver yet, the question of food of 
diseased beef, diseased pork, diseased cheese, diseased butter and fraud- 
butter called oleomargarine, diseased mutton, diseased horses, and the 
great danger of diseased humanity in partaking of such food by citizens. 
of our own country and of other countries? 

If Congress is going to regulate the cattle trade because of the disease 
called ‘‘ pleuro-pneumonia,’’ why should it stop with provisions to stamp- 
out that particular disease, the existence of which, save in isolated cases, 
is the subject of grave disputes among the learned ? 

Is not the health of the vast mass of human beings who are daily eat- 
ing of the flesh of cattle, hogs, and sheep, that are crushed, mangled, 
fevered, ulcerated, and otherwise diseased by the brutal manner of ship- 
ment over the various lines of railroad to the Eastern cities of as much 
moment as the interest of a cattle ring who desire the Government to- 
help rid them of the suspicions of pleuro-pneumonia? Boards of health 
state that Eastern markets are filled with such most perilous stuff. 

Dr. Frank Hamilton says ‘f the present methods of bringing cattle tœ 
market” are ‘‘ bratal,’’ “‘inhuman,’’ and ‘‘ render their flesh unfit for 
use as human food.” 

Edwin Lee Brown, president of the Humane Association, says, in his 
annual address in 1881, ‘‘not one quarter of the meat sold for food is 
fit for human use, on account of the treatment of live-stock before it 
reaches the shambles.” 

The cattle commission of the State of New York drew a frightful pict- 
ure of the sufferings of cattle in transit and of their condition upon 
arrival, and they inquire, ‘‘Is it possible that the meat from the fevered 
carcasses of such animals is harmless and healthy food for man?” 

The Massachusetts railroad commissioner states: ‘‘The animals ar- 
rive at their destination trampled upon, torn by each other's horns, 
bruised and bleeding and suffering all that animals can suffer and live.’” 

A committee of the aldermen and common council of Boston reported 
that ‘‘ these meats produced diseases of various kinds.” 

The New York board of health, in 1869, traced the alarming preva- 
lence of certain diseases to diseased meats. The Chicago board, in 1871, 
reported that ‘‘nearly one-half the beef, pork, and mutton offered for 
sale was diseased and unfit for food.’’ 

Another report states, ‘“‘the amount of reckless barbarity toward 
animals and of criminal indifference to the public health on the part 
of many who furnish meat to consumers is so great that one almost won- 
ders how the cities escape a pestilence.’’ 

Now, with millions of money value involved, with that matter of 
greater concern, the health, happiness, and lives of multitudes of our 
kind, involved no less than the morals of the people—for the morals of a 
people are the product in a large degree of the class of food partaken of 
as well as the surroundings otherwise affecting—why hesitate to make 
haste for wise measures that will bring relief? 

In conclusion, I implore this House to carefully analyze this bill— 
first, as to the constitutional questions involved, for in this particular 
we should make haste slowly to open so broad a field for possible liti- 
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gation; then, second, that the House shall fully consider that the vaults 
of the Treasury of these United States are overflowing with honest Dem- 
ocratic dollars, that it is the high prerogative of right for this Congress 
to go honestly to the doors of the said Treasury of our great Govern- 
ment, instead of by partisan gimlet-holes as proposed by the gentleman 
from Colorado, and take therefrom a sufficient sum and distribute it 
equitably among the several States and Territories, instead of granting 
especial favors to those States. : 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. WELLER. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, in the limited time allowed me I 
shall not be able to discuss this measure as thoroughly as its importance 
requires. Ihave listened very patiently to the discussion upon this bill, 
and I have been surprised at the statements which have been made in 
regard to it. One would have supposed from the discussion that this 
bill had originated with a committee of office-seekers, who had discoy- 
ered that under the provisions of the civil-service law the possibility 
of getting places under the Government was becoming so remote that 
something new must be devised in order toenable them to get places, and 
that they had gotten up this bill to enable them all to find employment 
in the service of the Government. I can see no provisions in it which 
would warrant such conclusions. 

It is true there is a provision in the first section of the bill that in 
order to enable the Commissioner of Agriculture ‘‘to collect such in- 
formation on these subjects as shall be valuable to the agricultural and 
commercial interests of the country’’ he is ‘‘authorized to employ a 
force suflicient for this purpose. ’’ 

I understand that this *‘ force” is for the purpose of taking what 
might be called a cattle-census; just such a census as we have already 
had taken under the operation of our census law. I have taken some 
pains to inquire how many persons will be required for this purpose, 
and I believe I do not anticipate the honorable gentleman [Mr. HATCH, 
of seen who is chairman of this committee by stating that in order 
to remove all possible apprehension on this subject he will submit an 
amendment limiting the foree to twenty persons. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. At any one time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. At anyone time. Now, itseems to me the liber- 
ties of this people are not to be endangered by twenty census-takers 
looking after the cattle interests of the country. If we are threatened 
with danger by the presence of such a force of office-holders, I think 
our liberties are resting upona very insecure foundation. That objection 
to this bill, it seems to me, is not worthy of further consideration. 

What is the other objection to this bill? I think it is based upon 
the fourth section. That fourth section provides that whenever the 
cattle in a State or Territory are infected with this disease the Presi- 
dent may declare such State or Territory or a part of such State or Terri- 
tory in quarantine and prohibit the exportation of cattle from said State 
or Territory or district to other States of the Union or to foreign coun- 
tries. 

It is said this is unconstitutional. Unconstitutional to put cattle in 
quarantine? What are the quarantine laws of this country? Take 
the laws of any State for instance. These State laws are made bind- 
ing upon all Federal officers by the actsof Congress. A physician may 
board any of the vessels entering any port of the United States, laden 
not only with merchandise or valuable goods but with persons, and 
that physician is required to inspect the vessel and furnish it with a 
bill of health before it can enter any of the ports of the country. If 
he finds that the passengers upon that ship are infected with a conta- 
gious disease he may put the vessel and its cargo, worth millions of 
dollars, in quarantine, and he may put all the persons on board that 
vessel, citizens of this country and of. other countries, in quarantine for 
forty days, depriving them of their liberty and the owners of the vessel 
of the use of their property;for that time, and that without any process 
of law, which we suppose is always required before a man can be de- 
prived of his liberty or property. 

Mr. WELLER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WELLER. Are not those provisions confined entirely to im- 
portation? 

Mr. SPRINGER. They are so far as the quarantine laws are con- 
cerned. Of course they are to prevent disease being brought into this 
country. But while we all recognize the existence and the necessity 
for these laws upon the principle that the public health is above all 
other laws, yet our friends from Texas become alarmed if we undertake 
to quarantine a Texas steer. They seem to think that this animal 
should be permitted to roam at will over the country, and whoever in- 
terferes with his movements is trampling upon the liberties of the people 
and overthrowing the great palladium of our institutions. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to ask the gentleman one other question. 


Does the gentleman regard the $250,000 asked for in this bill as a meas- 
ure of the interests involved? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Iowa, in the very able speech 
which he has just made upon this subject, has answered his own ques- 
dion. If I could add anything to what he has said which would be 


valuable I would doso; but I know I can not, I quite agree with him 
in the statement he makes. 
I can not see, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that there is a stretch of con- 


stitutional authority in the fourth section of this bill. Is it possible 
that you may detain a ship worth millions of dollars and all the people 
on board of it in any of the harbors of the United States, or empty its 
cargo out into the stream, under the quarantine laws of the country, 
and yet you can not prohibit cattle from being shipped from one State 
to another, though they carry with them an infectious disease injurious 
to the commercial interests of the country? I believe no such thing. 
I believe the power rests with Congress, in virtue of its authority under 
the Constitution to regulate commerce among the States and with for- 
eign nations, to so regulate it that commerce may not become destruc- 
tive of itself and of the very greatest and most valuable rights and in- 
terests of the people. What can be more damaging to people engaged 
in cattle-raising, as are all our people, than to spread among them a con- 
tagious disease which may result in the destruction of millions of dollars 
of their property? If we can not prevent this being done, then the 
powers of the Government have been sadly misunderstood by all who 
have gone before us. 

Gentlemen seem to think that this isa departure from precedent. 
Not at all. Congress has already recognized everything that is claimed 
by the friends of this bill, so far as the power of Congress over this sub- 
ject is concerned. I have only to read from the laws passed by the last 
Congress, particularly the bill making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government, a clause to be found on page 613, volume 
22, Statutes at Large, for the purpose of showing that this is not a new 
subject of legislation. In that bill will be found the following para- 


graph: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to co-operate with State and munici- 
pal authorities, and corporations and persons engaged in the transportation of 
neat-cattle by land or water, in establishing regulations for the safe conveyance 
of such cattle from the interior to the seaboard, and the shipment thereof, so 
that such cattle rf not be exposed to the disease known as pleuro-pneumonia, 
or lung-plague, and to prevent the aries of said disease, and to establish quar- 
antine stations and provide copen elter for neat cattle imported at such ports 
as he may deem necessary, $50,000. 

The ony objection to that statute is that the appropriation is too 
small, the appropriation had been put at the amount covered by 
this bill, then under that clause the Secretary of the Treasury could ac- 
complish everything that the friends of this bill desire to have accom- 
plished under it as it is worded. I think the bill is more carefully 
guarded than the loose clause which I have read, because less authority 
than is given to the Secretary of the Treasury under that clause is 
given by this bill. The enlargement of the statute by this bill isa 
limitation upon the authority rather than an increase. 

There is, therefore, less objection to this bill upon the constitutional 
grounds than there would be to the section already passed by Congress 
at its last session without any objection, as I believe, from the consti- 
tutional lawyers either of this body or of theSenate. So much, then, 
for the constitutional question involved in this bill. Some gentlemen 
always appeal to the Constitution when they want to defeat a measure. 
That is the universal refuge of those who have no other argument to 
offer against a needed measure of legislation. 

I hope while the honorable chairman of the committee reporting this 
bill is preparing amendments to it he will also propose to strike out the 
proviso of section 3, which is to this effect: r 

Provided, That the authorities of said State or Territory shall assume and pay 
one-half of the expense of the valuation of the animals it is deemed necessary 


to slaughter and one-half the cost of disinfection and necessary police regula- 
tions in the quarantine and care of infected herds of cattle. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I do not propose to strike that out. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Isaid that I hoped the gentleman would propose 
it. If he does not, and I can get the opportunity, I will at the right 
time move tostrike out that proviso, for the reason that I believe it will, 
in the first place, be impracticable, and, in the second place, it is unjust 
to the State where the effort is being made to suppress this disease to 
make the State bear one-half of the burden. If there is any authority 
on the part of Congress to deal with this question, it is in behalf of all 
the people of the country. If we have any right to touch it, then the 
duty devolves upon us, following that right, to pay our own bilis as we 
go along, and not impose a portion of the expenses of the burden sus- 
tained in behalf of all sections of the country upon the immediate lo- 
cality where this disease may be found at the time. 

I fear that some gentlemen on this side of the House have not con- 
sidered the magnitude of the question involved in the passage of this 
bill. I have taken pains to look at some of the statistics furnished by 
the late census in reference to the cattle industry of the country. I 
find that in the census year there were nearly 40,000,000 of live cattle 
in the country. At the low estimate of $30 a head the value of the 
live cattle in the country at that time would be over a thousand mil- 
lion of dollars. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Does not that estimate also include 
horses and mules? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; they are estimated under another clause. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask the gentleman merely to put him 
on his guard. I have endeavored to obtain some facts upon this sub- 
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ject, and have been answered by the Census Bureau that it was impos- 
sible to give them, as the cattle were included with the horses and 


mules. 
Mr.SPRINGER. Ifthe gentleman will examine Table VIII, on page 
141, volume 3, of the Tenth Census (1880), he will find a statement of 


the live-stock on farms in the United States. The te on farms 
is as follows: Horses, 10,357,488; mules amd asses, 1,812,808; working 
oxen, 993,841; milch cows, 12,443,120; other cattle, 22,488,550. The 
number of sheep and swine is given in other columns. Ina note at 
the bottom of the page it is stated that no account, enumeration, or 
estimate was made or taken of animals owned by persons not cultivat- 
ing farms, whether in cities and villages or not; and that the cattle 
on ranches and ranges as computed by special agents were, in addition 
to the above, as follows: Cattle, 3,750,022; sheep, 7,000,000; swine, 
2,090,970. This would make the number of cattle on farms, ranches, 
and ranges 39,675,533. To this number must be added the milch cows 
in cities and villages, which were not even estimated by the census- 
takers. This number has greatly increased since the census was taken, 
now nearly four years ago. 

The census will show that the butter product of the year 1879 was 
of great value. The number of pounds of butter made on farms was 
777,255,287, in factories 29,421,784, or 806,672,071 pounds in all. At 
20 cents a pound this product was worth $161,334,414. The cheese 

roduct was also of some value. There were made on farms and in 
factories 243,157,850 pounds of cheese in 1879, which at 10 cents a pound 
was worth $24,315,785. The total value of these two cattle products 
was worth $185,650,199. This much was added to the wealth of the 
country in one year from the two items of butter and cheese. We hear 
much of the great iron interests of the country. The product of all 
the iren-rolling mills of the United States in 1879 was only $136,798,- 
574, and the product of the iron and steel mills was $296,557,685. The 
material used in these manufactures was worth $191,271,150. Hence 
the iron and steel works of the United States only added to the wealth 
of the country in one year $105,286,535. But butter and cheese added 
$185,000,000 in the same year to the wealth of the country. In order 
to protect the iron and steel industries from competition with foreign 
governments the tariff laws of the country impose a tax of $150,000,000 
upon the people every year, of which only $30,000,000 finds its way 
into the Treasury, while the enormous sum of $120,000,000 is annually 
collected@ by the manufacturers in the increased price of iron and steel, 
which they are enabled to collect from the American people. The 
cattle interests are not asking for protection from foreign competition, 
but from contagious disease which foreign cattle may bring into our 
country and which it has already brought into some of the States. 
The appropriation asked is only about one-fifth of 1 per cent. of the 
amount of the subsidy annually given the iron and steel industries of 
the country. Will Co: refuse this assistance and protection? 

Mr. Chairman, the Chicago stock-brokers have sent a remonstrance 
to Congress against the passage of this bill. Ithink the gentlemen who 
signed this remonstrance have acted hastily and without sufficient 
data before them. But if they have acted advisedly, are we to consider 
their interests or the interests of the stock-raisers of the country? I 
prefer to be governed by the wishes of those who produce rather than 
those who profit by handling cattle. Ihave received from my constitu- 
ents, who are stock-raisers, a petition in favor of the of this 
bill, and that petition is published in the Illinois State Register of Feb- 
ruary 14, with favorable comment, as follows: 


essed much ee st that the commission-men at the stock-yards should at- 
tempt to defeat a having for its objects the suppression of a contagious dis- 
ease that cost ne and other cattl ing countries so 


e-breeding 
many millions of dollars to partially suppress. The following communication 
to Con being circulated in this county and will receive the signature 


and indorsement of every intelligent cattle breeder and feeder: 


` To the Illinois Delegation in Congress : 

“The undersigned, having noticed with great surprise that a number of cattle- 
brokers and commission-men at the Chicago stock-yards have sent to Washing- 
ton a protest against the of the bill now pendi in Congress for the 
suppression of pleuro-pneumonia and other contagious diseases of farm stock, 

leave to represent that the bill in question was carefully drawn by a com- 
ittee appointed by a convention of cattle-raisers and farmers assembled in Chi- 
November last, That said convention represented not brokers and com- 
mission-men, but the actual ownership of not less than $50,000,000 worth of cattle. 
That the most active members of that committee, those who went to Washing- 
ton and assisted in framing the bill in question, to wit, Judge Carey, of Wyo: ; 
Hon. W. J. Wilson, of Colorado; Hon. J. B. Grinnell, of Iowa; Hon. D. Smith 
of Illinois, and General N. M. Curtis, of New York, are men of large experience, 
several of them being among the largest cattle-owners in America, and are all 
men whose bn rer gaa are entitled to the highest consideration. We desire to 
express our decided conviction that the protest on the part of the Chicago cattle- 
brokers is based upon an entire misapprĉhension of the provisions of the bill, 
and we earnestly hope the measure may secure your hearty support. The bill 
in question can in no wise interfere with the cattle traffic in States not affected 
with contagious ate eer, and in these infected States to a degree no 
greater than is lutely essential to the eradication of the disease.” 


This petition shows the feelings of the stock-raisers of the country, 
and also explains the origin of this bill. It was gotten up by the men 
who are most vitally interested in the cattle industry. This is not a 
measure gotten up by office-seekers or politicians, It emanates from the 


people, and those who claim to represent the people should think twice 
before they vote once against it. 

The Breeder’s Gazette, a weekly journal published in Chicago, as the 
organ of the stock-breeders of the Northwest, in its issue of January 31 
has an able article in favor of this bill. I ask the careful consideration 
of members of the committee to the following extracts from that journal: 

It is from the West that the demand comes for protection. We have in the 
West more than $1,000,000,000 invested in cattle, and a large part of these cattle 
are handled on the rangesin such a way that if the disease once makes its ap- 
pearance it would be as useless to attempt its extermination as it would be to 
attempt to save a powder-magazine aftera spark had ignited it. This mayseem 
an extravagant statement, but the fearful experience of Australia and Soutlr 
Africa prove its exact truth. The manufacturing interests of the country have 
received from Congress protection to the extent of hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars, and the men who make carpet-tacks and lucifer matches and such trifles 
have amassed immense fortunes at the expense of the unprotected farmers and 
stockmen of the country. We see a great danger threaten’ us and ask, not 
that Con; will protect us from foreign competition, but from a malignant 
disease that måy in a few years wipe outa thousand millions of taxable property. 

That journal, speaking of the stock-raisers of the West, admonishes 
Congress that no half-way measures will answer. It says: 

We want it plainly understood that there isto be no child’s play in this matter. 
We wantit understood thatthe live-stock interest is the wealthiest and the best- 
organized business interest in this country, and that when we ask for bread we 
are not to be put off with a stone. If it is right to undertake the work of exter- 
minating a malignant disease which has cost Great Britain and her dependen- 
cies $500,000,000 (according to the London Times) and which may cost us as much 


more, it is,right to do the work immediately and effectually. No half-way 
measures will do. 


It would be well for gentlemen who have agricultural constituents 
to heed their demands. 

It is of the utmost importance to the agricultural interests of the 
country that every effort possible should be made to suppress diseases 
of domestic animals. The meat product of the United States is of im- 
mense value, and already our exports of hog products have been largely 
reduced by restrictions adopted by Germany and France. I have a 
statement in relation to the production of swine in the United States 
and the transportation, consumption, and exportation of hog products, 
prepared by Mr. Nimmo, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics. From this. 
document it appears that the valueof the exports of hog products from 
the United States to all countries for the year ending June 30, 1881, 
was $104,000,000. This was before the restrictive measures of Germany 
and France against the introduction of American hog products. But 
during the first yearafter such restrictions, namely, the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1882, the exports of our hog products fell to $82,000,000- 
in value, and for the year ending June 30, 1883, the value of hog prod- 
ucts exported amounted to only $70,000,000. Thus the loss from 1881 
to 1882 was $22,000,000, and from 1881 to 1883 $34,000,000, or a total 
less of $56,000,000 in the value of exported hog products in the space 
of two years. 

The pretext for the exclusion of our hog products from Germany and 
France was that such products were diseased and unhealthy. There is: 
reason to believe that both these governments were well aware that 
our hog products were as wholesome and free from disease as like pro- 
ductions of any other country would be. But the fact remains never- 
theless that the restrictions imposed by these governments have resulted’ 
in diminishing the exports of this Government to the extent which I 
have stated. It is not unreasonable to suppose that restrictions as to- 
our cattle products may be made by European governments. England 
has already discriminated against live cattle from the United States, 
requiring them to be slaughtered at the port where they are entered, 
thus diminishing the value of our cattle exported to that country to- 
the extent of perhaps $10 per head. This, in the aggregate, it is evi- 
dent, amounts to a very considerable loss to the cattle interests of the- 
country. It seems to me that it is our duty as legislators to adopt such 
Measures as will prevent disease from coming among our demestic ani- 
mals, and thus give no pretext to foreign governments to exclude our- 
meat products on such grounds. And if a thorough system of inspec- 
tion shall be adopted and measures for the suppression of pleuro-pneu— 
monia and lung-plague carried into effect, European governments will 
have no cause or pretext for excluding any of our meat products. 

The argument has been made against this bill that the existence of 
pleuro-pneumonia in cattle is not of such extent at this time as to alarm 
the cattle interests or call for measuressuch as are provided in this bill. 
It is an old maxim, but a good one, ‘‘that an ounce of preventive is 
equal toa pound of cure.’ It will cost but little comparatively to- 
suppress this contagious disease now, but once let it spread to all parts 
of the country, and the damage will result in the loss of property worth 
hundreds of millions of dollars. It is the part of wise statesmanship» 
to avert threatened dangers in so far as it is possible to do so hy wise 
and timely legislation. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 


SPRINGER] has expired. 

Mr. WELLER. I now yield ten minutes of my time to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. JONES]. Before doing so I desire to inquire- 
if it is understood that I have leave to print in the RECORD that por- 
tion of my remarks which I did not present to this Committee of the- 
Whole for lack of time. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 


1884. 


Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I am glad of the oppor- 
tunity to vote for and to befriend this bill. The only doubt which I 
have had as to the propriety of giving it my vote was one which I have 
not heretofore heard mentioned. It was whether or not the sum of 
$250,000, was not more than was necessary to begin the work contem- 
plated in this bill. Butas I have heard the facts and statements which 
have been so carefully gathered and presented by the committee report- 
ing this bill every doubt of that kind has been dispelled. It seems to 
me that the amount named is not excessive, but only a fairly decent 
sum to be appropriated for a very important object. 

What is the situation? It appears that this disease actually exists, 
It exists in the District of Columbia; it exists in three or four States 
besides. It has infected already some hundreds, yes, some thousands 
of cattle. Itis a contagious disease, a disease for which there is no 
cure butdeath. It existsamong those classes and grades of cattle which 
are eagerly sought by the enterprising cattle-growers of the West to 
improve their herds. The disease is now confined for the most part to 
the cities of New York, Baltimore, and Washington, and the adjacent 


regions. 

But let that disease be once carried from the stables of the cities to 
the farms of the great West, where cattle are but little confined; let 
it extend to the great cattle-growing States of Wisconsin, Illinois, 
Nebraska, and the regions farther west, and the loss which may bein- 
flicted thereby upon our people would be simply incalculable. 

We are told that when this disease found its way upon the plains of 
Russia the loss which it entailed was from forty to fifty millions of 
dollars. 

It appears from the facts before us that Europe counts her losses from 
this disease alone by hundreds of millions of dollars; that there the 
dangers of the disease are well understood. European governments 
have taken every precaution to stay its progress, and we may well take 
lesson from theirexample. In view of the losses which other nations 
have suffered from the inroads of this disease, the agricultural com- 
munity and the business interests of this country should look with dread 
and alarm upon its approach to those States which rely so much upon 
_ thecattleindustry. Petitions are before us from the West which assert, 
and with reason, that this contagious disease might any day be carried 
from the stables of New York or Baltimore to the farms of Wisconsin 
or Illinois. If that fear sheuld be realized there is no reason to suppose 
that the losses of our people would not assume equal proportions with 
those of the citizens of other lands, 

But this is not the only aspect which this problem presents. The 
farmers and stock-growers of this country produce about 80 per cent. 
of all the exports which find their way from this country to the markets 
of the world. Itwould be an evil day for this country when the swell- 
ing surplus of our American farms should be for any long time debarred 
from the markets of Europe. 

But already there come tous complaints from our districts and through 
the press that our exports of cattle and hogs are being denied entrance 
to Germany and France; that already owing to these causes our exports 
of cattle have fallen off some millions of dollars per year; that Great 
Britain has made such regulations that our cattle have to be slaughtered 
at her ports, thereby inflicting a loss of $10 or $12 in each instance, and 
causing during the year by this regulation alone a loss of a million of 
dollars to the eattle-growing interests of this country. 

The situation is so serious that we can not entirely overlook it if we 
would. There are various methods of dealing with the problem. It 
has become popular to denounce the policy of Germany, of France, 
and of Great Britain. Itseems to be the fashion to demand retalia- 
tion. From many quarters we are asked to close our ports to a portion 
of the products of those nations, to make war upon their commerce, 
because it is fancied that they have made unnecessary war upon ours. 
Sir, we may be compelled to adopt suck a policy, but in my judgment 
it should be the last resort. It would be a policy better adapted to 
the customs of four or five hundred years ago than to the civilization of 
the nineteenth century. Such a policy might indeed strike a blow at 
the commerce of other nations, but it would inflict a far heavier blow 
upon the commerce of our own country. 

There is one other method of dealing with these questions. That 
method, I believe, would be fitly inaugurated by the of this 
bill. That method is to eradicate this disease if possible; it is to adopt 
every plan known to civilized nations to stay its further progress. We 
should have such quarantine laws that the infection shall extend no fur- 
ther; thatit shall neither find further entrance from abroad nor extend 
from State toState. We should havesuch inspection laws that we may 
know definitely its limits; such laws and guch enforcement of them 
that we may know perfectly where the disease exists, and that we may 
be able to state officially and with authority whether diseased cattle 
are exported from New York or other ports to the markets of the world. 
Then, if we must needs enter upon the system of retaliation and re- 
striction, it cannot be charged that we have entered upon it in reckless 
haste; that we have failed to adopt those safeguards and those precau- 
tions common to the other commercial nations of the earth. 

Now, I have not time in the ten minutes allowed me to discuss at any 
length the constitutional questions involved in this bill. I should not 
even enter upon them but for the reason that they have been discussed 
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at length by the opponents of the bill and none of its friends have dis- 
cussed its constitutionality, except the gentleman from Illinois who has 
just taken his seat. It seems to me that there can not well be clearer 
warrant for legislation than we find in the constitutional provision upon 
which this bill would rest. I refer of course to that provision which 
gives to Congress the power to te commerce among the States and 
with foreign nations. That provision of the Constitution has long since 
had interpretation, the interpretation of statesmen and of jurists. Per- 
haps the best exposition it has ever received was that of the great states- 
man and lawyer Daniel Webster, whose arguments will adorn for all 
time the legal literature of our country. If there was any man in his 
generation in this country or on the globe who could give it a better 
interpretation it was the great Chief-Justice Marshall. We have his 
interpretation of this constitutional provision given more than fifty years 
ago in the case of Gibbons against Ogden. 

In that case the constitutionality of such a law as this was not in is- 
sue, it is trae, but the Chief-Justice discussed with his usual vigor and 
clearness the meaning of the clause I have referred to. He by no 
means gave it that narrow and stingy interpretation which is now 
claimed for it, and which would rob it of its dignity and its mean- 
ing. The court of highest resort has ever since followed that decision. 
Meanwhile the exigencies of commerce have developed new legislation 
and new decisions. Within the past few years the Supreme Court has 
given a still broader interpretation to that clause. The late decisions 
which point out the limited powers of the States to enact general quar- 
antine laws and concede that power to Congress are in line with the in- 
terpretation given to this clause mere than fifty years ago. 

But the legislative branch of the Government has long given the same 
interpretation tothis clause. Inthe early days of this Government Con- 
gress pi the famous embargo act. That was an act requiring for 
its support a far more liberal construction of this clause than the bill 
before us. That was not a mere regulation of commerce in a narrow 
sense of the word, but for the time being it was an absolute prohibition 
of foreign commerce, to the end that it might be protected and in a large 
sense regulated and preserved. That broad exercise of power was sus- 
tained by the courtsas constitutional. If there were time Icould point 
to instances from that day to this where Congress by its legislation has 
given the same liberal interpretation to this clause. Look at the act of 
1879, designed tocheck the cholera and the yellow fever. By the pro- 
visions of that act the power was given to the board of health, Federal 
officers, to co-operate with the State authorities to stay the progress of 
contagious diseases. In default of action by the State authorities the 
board of health were given authority to make regulations of their own 
upon this subject; in short, to declare and enforce quarantine regulations. 
Their power was not confined by the law to ports of entry, but extended 
to every city and village of this country where it might be necessary to 
act. If the bill under discussion is unconstitutional, so was the act of 
1879. That act formsa perfect precedent for this, and it is strange that 
the note of alarm was not then raised, and that that law was enact 
almost, if not entirely, without opposition. $ 

It seems to me that the decisions of the Supreme Court and the uni; 
form legislation of Congress have long since settled this question. I 
interpret the meaning of those decisions and of that legislation to be 
this: That the States may contro] their domestic commerce; that they 
may enact their inspection and quarantine laws within reasonable and 
proper limits, and so far as may be necessary to control their internal 
affairs. But that this by no means is an exclusive power, which pre- 
vents Congress from controlling and regulating the commerce of State 
with State or of this nation with other nations. That is a power to 
which no State law is adequate; which rests only in the hands of Con- 


When the commerce of our whole people with Europe is endangered 
as to exports of the value of more than a hundred millions of dollars 
by the want of proper legislation, it would surely seem that the power 
of Congress had vested, if it could eyer vest. Those who framed the 
Constitution could not have meant that this clause which gives to Con- 
gress the power to control commerce among the several States and with 
foreign nations should have the narrow and restricted meaning con- 
tended for by the enemies of this bill. Those men had learned by sad 
experience that the commerce of a government like ours must have 
some stronger and safer foundation than State control. They believed 
that there should rest somewhere an undivided power of control over 
the commerce of a great nation. It was this widespread conviction as 
much as any one cause that gave us the Government and the Union we 
now enjoy. 

I would preserve clear and distinct the line between State and Fed- 
eral authority, but I can not give to this clause the technical construc- 
tion placed upon it by the gentlemen from Texas and West Virginia. I 
should have little respect for that government, however wide its domain 
or populous its cities, which had not the power to raise an army to de- 
fend its flag. I should hold in equal contempt that government which 
had not the powerto raise a dollar to stay the progress ofa dread disease. 

I shall support this bill with all the more pleasure, because I believe 
it is desired by the agricultural community of this country. It is not 


often that this class ask legislation at our hands. There come to us, 
day by day, memorials and printed arguments from the great cities and 
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moneyed centers, asking this or that special legislation for special classes. 
Each manutacturing interest in turn asks consideration or relief. Mean- 
while that great mass of the people who till the soil go silently on, bear- 
ing, too willingly, the burdens of tax and tariff imposed upon them by 
special legislation. . 

Believing as I do that this bill is desired by that class of whom I 
have just spoken, and that it may aid in averting from them and from 
the entire business community very serious injury, I give it my unhes- 
itating support. 

Mr. WELLER. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will have 
three minutes. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. If I have but three minutes, I pre- 
fer not to occupy the floor. 

Mr. WELLER. I ask the House by consent to give the gentleman 
five minutes in all—adding two minutes to the time yielded by me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks to oc- 
cupy five minutes. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, Ido not hesitate to 
say that there are provisions in this bill which do not altogether suit 
me, but in the main I believe it to be a correct measure. Its purpose, 
I think, is a commendable one. 

The objection urged, however, is that this bill is unconstitutional. I 
hope no gentleman will nowsup that Iam going to discuss the con- 
stitutional problem. Lifeis too brief. Ifevery time the exploded theory 
of State rights, so called, is raised against the passage of just laws mem- 
bers are to fall into a discussion of the constitutional relations of the 
States, the entire session will be taken up in that fruitless business. I 
have been just foolish enough to suppose that this doctrine was dead 
and buried; that only its ghost was walking the earth, and whenever 
that ghost was discovered across the track of just legislation it could be 
thrust aside, and legislators could vote for whatever might be needed 
for the country’s protection and the country’s glory. If men have not 
been convinced by the logic of history on this point, they are not going 
to yield to the uasions of debate in this House. If neither the 
masterly logic of the great Webster and the long line of statesmen who 
have followed his lead in the forum nor the triumphs of the sword on the 
field have eliminated the fallacy, of what avail is it for the underlings 
of our time to enter for the unequal contest? Why, sir, to listen to the 
discussion upon this bill a stranger to our institutions would conclude 
that our Constitution was formed for the express purpose of perpetuating 
the woes of mankind. 

Gentlemen freely admit in this debate the justice of the measure and 
the great necessity of immediate relief, but they fall prone and helpless 
before the “‘reserved rights of the States,’ and cry outin utter despair that 
“the nation is impotent and the plague must proceed.” It is also ad- 
mitted that the States, even with all their reserved rights, can not reach 
beyond their limits to exercise a power required to “‘stamp out” pleuro- 

meumonia, and it is conceded as well that but for the fetters and lim- 
itations of the Constitution, according to their interpretation, the nation 
might do so. Poor nation! Wretched people! Between statehood and 
nationhood all remedy fails. Onward sweeps the fell destroyer, leaving 
desolation as it goes, while we sit here deliberating in cold debate which 
of the two to choose as the forum for relief—State or nation, and both neg- 
lect! One would suppose that the very humiliation of such a spectacle 
would shame gentlemen into action, and that desperation would drive 
this ancient State-sovereignty ghost forever from their presence. Is 
there hope of such a consummation? Far be it from me to cherish it. I 
repeat, that if the persuasions of the past quarter of a century count for 
nothing, then though one rose from the dead to proclaim power in the 
Constitution gentlemen could not find it, and they would still hug 
their delusions with all their ancient ardor. 

But, sir, at one time during the debate I thought I caught a gleam of 
hight, by way of precedent, shining upon our way. The gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] was proceeding to show how on many conspicu- 
ous occasions the defenders of this most monstrous doctrine had yielded 
under the seductive influence of local gain (a theory which, it is said, 
universally shrivels into obscurity when the Treasury doors open to- 
wards the people who stand upon the dignity of the reserved rights in 
the States)—I say the gentleman from Iowa was with marked success, 
as I thought, proceeding to present many pertinent precedents to jus- 
tify the passage of the bill, when lo! to his feet springs the dauntless 
defender (?) of the Constitution from Texas, and with triumphant tones 
declares that the gentleman from Iowa never had read the charter of 
our liberties, knew nothing of its scope, and was therefore totally unfit 
to cite precedent in support of this legislation. We had supposed that 
that gentleman was competent to give a reason for the faith within 
him, and that he had at least read the Constitution, but when it was 
publicly proclaimed by a gentleman who has not only studied the 
framework of our Government but has been with the duty of 


construing the organic laws of another, all argument is at an end, and 
States rights with their ‘‘ canonized bones burst their cerements and in 
complete steel ’’ stalked the Chamber like a thing of life! 

To add to the triumphs of that hour, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] arose, and with his wonted vigor announced that he had 
ever been, was now, and ever would be a ‘“‘monument’’ to the doctrine 
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of States rights! If the gentleman from Texas and the gentleman 
from New York are each for ‘‘States rights,” who shall stand against 
them? These reserved rights of the States, then, stand square across 
our way. We have now but formally to surrender and run up the 
white flag fore and aftatonce. Letthecattledie! Let pleuro-pneumo- 
nia have its victims! Let the pestilence that walketh in darkness and 
the destruction that wasteth at noonday run their courses! What care 
we, so long as we serenely slumber amid the broken ‘‘ monuments” of 
State sovereignty? Besides, when the storm comes we can take refuge 
in the Constitution as declared from a Texas standpoint. 

Away with care and melancholy; down with the stupid notion the 
deluded have so long cherished that the Constitution ‘‘commands what 
is right and prohibits what is wrong.’’ This is no place—at least so 
men would have us believe—to vindicate rights and to contemn wrongs, 
to seek relief and find it! It is, according to the theory of these gentle- 
men, simply our duty to keep the Calhoun construction of the Consti- 
tution though it bring us to desolation’s door! Go beyond this dogma 
but a hair-breadth even to save your country, and the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] will tell you again that you are invoking the 
‘rotten remnants of the clumsy buttresses of arbitrary power.” 

But the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] stand notalone. The malady of State sov- 
ereignty is as catching as pleuro-pneumonia. Nearly all who oppose 
this bill have the disease in its most dangerous form. The gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON ] has just offered what I have no doubt 
seems to him the best of reasons for opposing this bill. To him it isa 
violent invasion of States rights; he sees certain destruction of the re- 
served rights of the States. If the bill fails, sir, it will be because men 
are frightened by this perpetual hinderance to just and proper legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. There seems to be some misapprehension 
about the division of time, and I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Joun S. Wisr], who was promised ten 
minutes, may be allowed to occupy that time. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Iam ready to consent to that after we have ex- 
hausted our hour. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Iaccept the proposition of the gentleman 
from Georgia, who says he will not object if it is to come in after his 
fifty minutes have expired. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and after fifty min- 
utes have expired the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JOHN S. WIsE] 
will be recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Mr. Chairman, I am a representative of the great 
agricultural interest of my State, having been officially connected with 
the State Agricultural Society for a series of years. Of course, sir, I 
feel a very deep concern in every measure that is pro here or else- 
where looking to their advancement or interest. o member on this 
floor has a higher appreciation of or a warmer regard for agriculture 
and her claims to recognition and protection than myself, and I should 
be grieved to do or say anything to injure that industry or damage those 
claims. For this reason I have st ed with my own convictions of 
duty to convince myself that this bill should command my support; 
but, sir, I have failed to discover in it sufficient merit to justify me in 
acting contrary to my convictions of duty to my people and to myself. 

I acknowledge the object of the bill is worthy of commendation, but 
the grants of power in it are so broad and so dangerous and, as I believe, 
so repugnant to the Constitution, that I am forced, much as I commend 
the motives that prompted its introduction and powerful as are all ap- 
peals that are made to me in behalf of this great industry of the people, 
to oppose the bill as reported by the Committee on Agriculture. I re- 
gret, sir, I am forced to this position, for I would much prefer to uphold 
than weaken the arm that strikes a blow in this Hall to secure for agri- 
culture what has so long been denied her—a proper recognition by the 
lawmakers of the country. Not that I oppose theamount appropriated 
by thebill, which I think, by the by, is wholly unnecessary, although 
the gentleman who has just taken his seat and others have heralded it 
to the world that there are millionsof dollars being lost annually by the 
loss of cattle through this pleuro-pneumonia disease. 

But, sir, what are the facts in that connection? I hold inmy handa 
report of the proceedings of the national stock-raisers’ convention, feon- 
taining a report written by Dr. Salmon, and what does that say? The 
chairman of the convention announced that Dr. Salmon, of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, had been commissioned by Dr. Loring to read a 
paper in this convention, and suggested that, nothing further requiring 
their immediate attention, they would then listen to the opinions of Dr. 
Salmon. What does he say ? 

The time has come for speaking plainly in regard to the extent and lossesfrom 
apse nde ener nye Ihave never believed, nor do I believe to-day, thatanything 

gained in the long run by attempting to cover up the existence of a contagious 
disease by whitewashing reports or by any other form of deception. But, on the 
other hand, I must admit that I see no virtue in exaggeration; nothing butharm 
in the reports of numerous losses from pleuro-pneumonia and of its existence 
hither and yon in thirty different States which it has never entered. far 
the direct losses from this disease reaching up into the millions, it would un- 
doubtedly be an exaggeration to say that they amount to more than about 
$100,000 a year. 


Now, sir, where are these losses? Dr. Salmon proceeds: 


So far from its ever having reached the Western plains, there has never been 
a case found west of the Alleghany Mountains having the remotest resemblance 
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to this plague, notwithstanding a pretty thorough ransacking of that great ter- 
ritory; and east of the Alleghanies, if you except a single farm in Connecticut, 
a half dozen farms in Pennsylvania, and perhaps a dozen in New penchant may 


be truthfully said that there are no evidences of this disease at present beyond 
the immediate BE Si a few large cities—New York, Brooklyn, Newark, Bal- 
timore, and possibly Washington. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Georgia a ques- 
tion. Doesnot this comport precisely with the report of the Committee 
on Agriculture? 

Mr. HARDEMAN. That does comport with it. A loss of $100,000 
is all that the department has been able to find. Then why give $250,- 
000 to prevent a loss of $100,000 ? l 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It cost Massachusetts $250,000. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Yes, and let Massachusetts, if she chooses, incur 
that expense again. Let her throw herself right back on her State sov- 
ereignty and do it for herself, where there are no constitutional restric- 
tions, or if she seeks Federal assistance, let her do so in a manner that 
will not infringe upon her own sovereignty. 

As I said before, [do not object, however, to an appropriation. Gladly 
would I agree to that if I could consistently and conscientiously. But 
I ean not allow my love for agriculture or myintimate association with 
those engaged in it to compel me to trample upon sacred landmarks and 
constitutional limitations. The agricultutists of my State have more 
interest at stake in a proper observance and maintenance of constitu- 
tional restrictions than in any measure, I care not how beneficial its 
provisions or liberal its bestowments, if to secure these liberal terms they 
must ignore the rights of the States and violate their only safeguard and 
protection, the Constitution of their country. - 

The gentleman who spoke from my colleague’s seat [Mr. SPRINGER] 
ridiculed the idea that we should stagd upon constitutional objections. 
Why, Mr. Chairman, let me read to you what Junius says, in the dedica- 
tion of his letters to the English nation, about regarding the constitution: 

Let me exhort and conjure you never to suffer an invasion of your political 
constitution, however minute the instance may appear, to pass by without a de- 
termined, persevering resistance. One pi ent creates another. They soon 
accumulate and constitute law. What yesterday was fact to-day is doctrine. 
Examples are supposed to justify the most dangerous measures, and where 
they do not suit Sey the defect is supplied by analogy. Be assured that the 
laws which protect us in our civil rights grow out of the constitution, and that 
they must fall or flourish with it. 

Yet the gentleman says that every time a party in this House havea 
weak cause and nothing else to say they go back upon the Constitu- 
tion and its limitations. I would say,to that gentleman there has 
scarcely ever yet been an infraction of the Constitution that it was not 
made to satisfy the demands of power or that it was not superinduced 
by the temptation of some moneyed consideration. Such are the appeals 
that gentlemen make to us to violate our own consciences. z 

But, sir, I did not rise to argue this bill. The gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. EATON] some dayssince expressed in a few words my whole 
opposition to it, grounded upon constitutional objections, and what he 
said has been ably seconded on this floor to-day by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Stewart]. I only wished, because of my connection with 
the State agricultural society of my State, to put myself right upon the 
record. I wish I could vote for the measure, and were itnot that I might 
be offensive to the committee reporting this bill, I would move, sir, to 
recommit it to the committee that had it in charge, in order that they 
might so perfect and amend it as that it should command the support 
of this body. But, sir, that might be considered unbecoming officious- 
ness on my part, and I shall not make any motion of that kind, but 
shall simply content myself with entering my protest against this meas- 
ure, so fraught in my opinion with powers dangerous to the rights of 
the States and with provisions repugnant to the Constitution I have 
sworn to obey. ; 

I ay fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. HAL- 
SELL]. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Before the gentleman from Georgia re- 
sumes his seat will he answer me a single question? 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I understood the gentleman to say some 
friend or friends of the bill had spoken of the losses by pleuro-pneumo- 
nia in this country as amounting to millions of dollars. Will the gen- 
tleman indicate to whom he referred ? 

Mr. HARDEMAN. That is spoken of in the report from which I 
quoted. It had been stated that the Department of Agriculture had es- 
timated that there had been a loss from pleuro-pneumonia of $60,000,000, 
whereas this gentleman, speaking for the department, asserts that it 
would bean exaggeration tosay that the loss amounted to $190,000. year. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Does the gentleman say that anywhere 
in the report of the Committee on Agriculture accompanying this bill 
they refer to any such thing as a loss of $60,000,000 by pleuro-pneu- 
monia in this country ? 

Mr. HARDEMAN. The gentleman from Missouri must have mis- 
understood me. I said the statement appears here in the proceedings 
of the national convention of cattle-breeders and others, as having gone 
out to the world from newspaper reports and assertions of alarmists, 
that losses from this disease reached annually into the millions when 
it was snide gree to say it had ever reached $100,000. 

I now yield fifteen minutes to Mr. HALSELL, of Kentucky. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARDEMAN ] 
yields fifteen minutes of his time to the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
HALSELL]. 

Mr. HALSELL. Mr. Chairman, I am obliged to my friend from 
Georgia for his courtesy in giving me fifteen minutes of his:time fur the 
discussion of this question. Iam opposed to the provisions of this bill 
from the very simple fact that they are unwarranted by the Constitution 
of the United States. Itwas remarked ‘by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] that it was customary when a bill was sought to be 
defeated that gentlemen should resort to the Constitution and make a 
regard for the Constitution the plea for defeating the bill. 

I suppose the gentleman from Illinois is aware of the fact that we 
Lave yet a Constitution in this country guaranteeing to the people of it 
certain rights and privileges, and whenever there is a demand to invade 
the powers of that instrument then I shall always raise my voice against 
provisions of that character. The principles involved in this bill were 
settled almost a hundred years ago in the convention that framed the 
Constitution. The very portions that are sought to be exercised by 
the provisions of this bill were sought by the old Federal party to be 
ingrafted in the Constitution of the United States. They contended 
that the States ought to give up all their powers of sovereignty; that 
there ought to be one strong consolidated government having supreme 
power. There was a party in that convention, the Anti-Federalists or 
Republican party as they were then called, who stated that it was not 
right and prope? that the States and the people should yield up all of 
their sovereign rights, and contended that they should reserve to them- 
selves the right to regulate and control their own domestic institutions. 
After long and exbaustive arguments upon these principles in that con- 
vention the latter theory of government was adopted; and hence we 
have the dual theory of government. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I said that I was opposed to this bill because 
there was no warrant for it in the Constitution of the United States. 
Let us see, and it is exceedingly important in the consideration of this 
bill that we do see the exact powers that this Congress has or that the 
Federal Government has in reference to questions of this sort. Now, 
sir, am I correct as to the character of government that was adopted 
in the convention that framed the Constitution? 

Let us look for a moment and see, Perhaps I ought to beg pardon 
of gentlemen on this floor for calling attention to such plain provisions 
of the Constitution. But we can not in these times emphasize them too 
frequently. What are the provisions? Article IX of amendments of 
the Constitution-reads as follows: 

The enumeration in the Constitution of certain rights shall not be construed 
to deny or disparage others retained by the people. 

That provision of the Constitution shows that the States did reserve 
certain rights and powers which they possessed as sovereignties at the 
time this Constitution was formed. It shows another fact, that the 
Federal Government can exercise only such powers as are specifically 
delegated to it. In order that there might be no mistake upon the 
subject, so important were these great principles regarded by our 
fathers in reference to the future peace and prosperity of our coun- 
try that they emphasized that ninth article by adopting the tenth, so 
that there could be no mistake about it at all. What is that tenth 
article? 

The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor pro- 
sey by it to the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to the peo- 
pile. 

There are powers which are reserved to the States, expressly so de- 
clared in that tenth article of amendments to the Constitution. I re- 
peat that the Federal Government has no right to exercise any powers 
except those which are expressly delegated to it. As I remarked a 
moment ago, the convention that framed the Constitution having set- 
tled these grand principles, this Government started out upon the ex- 
periment of self-government. What has been the result? One hun- 
dred years have demonstrated the fact that there was no mistake in that 
experiment; it is no longer an experiment but a glorious reality. 
That old flag waves in triumph over the freest and happiest people on 
the face of God’s green earth. And it is by reason of the fact that 
these great principles of government, which were regarded so sacred by 
our fathers, have been adhered to by the Democratic party of this coun- 
try, which party is as old as the Constitution itself. 

I make the declaration that there is no provision in the Constitution 
that that power was prohibited to the States which it is proposed to 
exercise by the provision of this bill. Some gentlemen say they want 
proof on that subject. You gentlemen hold the affirmative. In the 
presentation of this bill you say there is authority in the Constitution 
for the exercise of this power. I denyit. Can yonshow it? I say 
you have failed to do so. 

But I think there is no difficulty in proving the negative, which I 
am not compelled to do to sustain my view of this question, because it 
is upon you, having presented this bill and asked to have it passed, de- 
claring by that act that there is constitutional provision for it—it is for 
you to prove the affirmative. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, Will the gentleman permit me toask him. 


a question ? 
Mr. HALSELL. Certainly. 
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Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I admit the proposition of the gentleman, 
and am perfectly willing to accept the challenge at the proper time. 
But I ask the gentleman to point out the provision in this bill which 
he claims is obnoxious to the Constitution. 

Mr. HALSELL. In my judgment all the provisions of this bill are 
obnoxious to the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. We now understand you. 

Mr. HALSELL. I know that gentlemen claim that the powers they 
propose to exercise are to be found in the eighth section of the Constitu- 
tion. Letus look at that section andsee. That is the way to determine 
this question. Let us apply the features of the bill to the law as laid 
down in the Constitution of the country. If they can be brought within 
its provisions, then I am wrong; if they can not be, then you are wrong, 
and the bill ought not to be passed by this Congress. What is that 
eighth section ? 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general wel- 
fare of the United States, 

The ment is made by some gentlemen on this floor that the 
power to bs exercised under this bill is anthorized by the expression 


“t general welfare of the United States.” Some of you take that posi- 


tion. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Will the gentleman indicate—— 

Mr. HALSELL. I have not the time, This is the first time I have 
had the privilege of the floor. a 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Will the gentleman indicate who made 
that argument? 


Mr. HALSELL. Ido notrecollect. I understoodthat some gentle- 
man made the argument that this bill was authorized under that pro- 
vision of the Constitution. I have not heard them claim it under any 
other provision of the Constitution. If you deny that it is found under 
that cighth section, then I ask you to show where it is tobefound. I 
make the declaration that it can not be found anywhere ifnot in that 
eighth section. I may be mistaken, for I have been so situated that I 
could not perhaps hear very distinctly the arguments made by gentle- 
men. ButI understood some gentleman to make the argument justas 
T have stated it. Others claim that it comes under another provision 
of the eigthth section, where Congress is authorized ‘‘ to late com- 
merce with foreign nations, and among the several States, and with the 
Indian tribes.” 

Mr. BAYNE. I made that, argument. 

Mr. HALSELL. IfIam not very much mistaken the argument was 
made in regard to another provision. Now, I deny that the most lat- 
itudinous construction that can be placed upon that section of the Con- 
stitution can bring this bill within its provisions. 

To regulate commerce with foreign nations, among the several States, and 
with the Indian tribes. 

What does that mean? This eighth section authorizes Congress to— 

Lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises to pay the debts, 


That is one thing it can do. 

To provide for the common defense— 

That is another thing it can do. 

And general welfare of the United States. 

That is another thing it can do, But I deny that the provisions of 
this bill can be brought under that portion of section 8 of the Con- 
stitution; and I believe the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] says 
it is not contended. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I did not say that. 

Mr. HALSELL. Then I misunderstood the gentleman. 

Mr. BAYNE. I think the power can be derived from that source; 
perhaps the gentleman was thinkingof my statement. That provision 
of the Constitution, as I contend, covers the powers proposed to be ex- 
ercised by this bill. 

Mr. HALSELL. I deny it; and I say that by the most latitudinous 
construction that can be placed upon that section this bill can not be 
brought within its provisions. The power with respect to the general 
welfare has no reference to the formation of a bureau by the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture to ascertain the number and value of the stock in 
a particular State or a particular district. In other sections of the bill 
we havea power assumed to go into the States to investigate diseases 
there, to determine that there are certain diseases existing in particular 
localities, and to kill, if it be deemed necessary, the cattle of the people 
of that particular State. This is the power asserted in the bill. 

The second section provides: 

That the Commissioner of Agriculture is authorized to appoint two competent 
agents, whoshall be practical stock-raisers or experienced business men, familiar 
with questions pertaining to commercial transactions in live-stock, whose duty 
it be, under the instructions of the Commissioner of Agriculture, to exam- 
ine and report upon the best methods of treating, transporting, and caring for 
animals, and the means to be adopted for the suppression and extirpation of 
contagious -picure poeumeanis. and to prove against the spread of other in- 
fectious and communicable diseases, The compensation of said agents shall be 


at the rate of $10 per diem, with all necessary expenses, while engaged in the 
actual performance of their duties under this act, 


The meaning of which is that these agents, at a salary of $10 per day 
and their expenses, shall go into the States where they may suspect 
there are diseases among the cattle and perform police duties irrespect- 


ive of the wishes of the people in those States, thus taking from them, 
under Federal authority, the power to manage and control their own 
property, and taking from them those police regulations which belong 
exclusively to them: 

The Supreme Court has decided time and again that under the police 
powers of the States they can legislate for their own protection and self- 
defense. They can exclude persons from their limits afflicted with con- 
tagious diseases, and may also, on the same principle, exclude from their 
territory animals having infectious or contagious diseases. 

This section of the bill, and indeed all sections of it, are police regu- 
lations, and being such, the States, as decided by the highest judicial 
authority of the United States, have the power to exercise these police 
regulations for their own protection. It follows, they having that power, 
it was not delegated to the Federal Government, nor prohibited to the 
States, but was reserved to the States respectively, or to the people. 
Therefore the provisions of the bill are within the reserved rights of 
the States. In saying that all the provisions of the bill are obnoxious 
to the Constitution of the United States, I donot mean to say that Con- 

has not power over the Territories and the District of Columbia. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] says that the powers 
proposed to be exercised by this bill are covered by that part of the 
eighth section of the Constitution which gives Congress the power to 
regulate commerce with foreign nations, among the several States, Ke. 
Now, sir, I admit, leaving out of view the question of police regulations, 
that a State has no right to prohibit importation of stock; but when- 
ever it is necessary for the protection of the State against diseases, then 
the inherent power of self-protection can be exercised by the State ex- 
clusive of the Federal Government. The error, I think, intowhich the 
gentleman has fallen is in not discriminating between the police powers 

by a State and the power by Congress to regulate 
trade, traffic, dealing, or,in the language of the Constitution, com- 
merce with foreign nations, and among the States, and with the Indian 
tribes, When these powers are kept separate as the Constitution sepa- 
rates them, and are exercisefl legitimately, there is preserved a beauti- 
ful harmony. 

The fourth section of the bill provides— 

That whenever a State or Territory, in any section of which a contagious or 
infectious disease exists which the Commissioner of Agriculture has declared 
to be dangerous to the animal industries of the nation, fails to make provisions 
forits extirpation, orto co-operate with the plansof the Commissioner of Agricult- 
ure for the extirpation of such disease, the President of the United States, on 
the presentation of the facts by the Commissioner of Agriculture, shail be au- 


thorized to declare in quarantine the said State or Territory, or such part of 


said State or Territory as he may deem dangerous to the animal industries of 


the country, and to regulate or prohibit the transportation of cattle out of said 
State, Territory, or district. 

Sir, the powers proposed in this section to be conferred on the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture and the President of the United States are 
most startling. It clothes them with autocratie power. The President 
would have the power, if this bill is passed, upon a mere representation 
of the Commissioner, to punish the people of a State by declaring in 
quarantine said State because they have failed to do that which is ex- 
clusively within the power of the State todo. The President can say, 
under the power given here, that because the State authorities have 
failed to co-operate with the plans of the Commissioner, no difference 
how absurd and tyrannical his plans may be, that the people of that 
State shall not carry their cattle to market outside of the limits of the 
State, but that they shall be confined there at the pleasure of the Pres- 
ident. 

Here, sir, is an attempt at centralization unequaled in the history of 
this country; and yet we are told that the opponents of this bill are 
working against the agriculturists of the country. If there is any class 
of citizens in whose interest I would legislate more than another, it is 
that class who make their living by tillingthesoil. It is to them that 
the country must look, more than to any other, for the wealth and pros- 
perity of the country; and yet they must lay at the feet of the power 
of the Commissioner of Agriculture and the President of the United 
States, and be deprived of the use and control of their property, because 
the authorities of the State fail to co-operate with the plans and pur- 
poses of the Commissioner of Agriculture. 

Under this section the President would have the power to declare in 
quarantine a whole State although there might be a disease confined 
to a small district of it, and the citizen hundreds of miles distant from 
that particular locality could be prevented from transporting his cattle 
to market beyond the limits of the State, and thus the whole cattle in- 
terest of the country might be at the mercy of the President. . 

Let us be careful, Mr. Chairman, how we touch with unhallowed hands 
the sacred rights of the people. 

But, sir, am opposed to the passage of this bill for other reasons be- 
sides its unconstitutionality. If there were no doubt that Congress has 
the constitutional power to pass this bill, I deny that there is any ne- 
cessity for it. The protection of the cattle interest of the country does 
not require it. It simply creates more Federal officers at large salaries 
to annoy the people and to interfere with them in the management of 
their property. ‘The States are amply able and competent to control 


any diseases which may make their appearance within their limits. 
e remedy, sir, in my judgment, is to make more éffective the na- 
tional quarantine regulations already existing against foreign animal 
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diseases by extending the period longer than by the existing law and 
by requiring a more rigid enforcement of the same. If I am correctly 
informed as to the disease known as pleuro-pneumonia, it is of foreign 
birth and known here only as imported. 

I hold in my hand a copy of preamble and resolutions adopted at a 
meeting of live-stock commission dealers and others held at Exchange 
building, Union Stock-Yards, in the city of Chicago, onthe 16th of Feb- 
ruary, 1884. I willread them, as they are entitled to great weight, hav- 
ing been adopted by a meeting composed of stock-raisers, feeders, own- 
ers, and dealers who are in close and constant contact with the entire 
animal industry of the United States, and who have close and inti- 
mate relations with raisers and feedérs of live-stock. They are as fol- 
lows: 


Whereas the present condition of the foreign trade in our live-stock is ex- 
tremely unsatisfactory and must result in great loss to the animal industry of 
this country, as soon, with abundant corn and grass crops, we shall have a sur- 
plus of meat food; and 

Whereas for several years past sundry meddling and officious persons have, 
under quasi-official position, extensively and continuously circulated false and 
exaggerated reports of the d condition of our live-stock, which reports 
have been and are accepted abroad as representing the true condition of the 
health of our live-stock, and the policy pursued the past few years by the per- 
sons circulating such false or exaggerated reports has been followed by the total 
expulsion of our pork product from the German Empire, France, and other for- 
eign countries, and the pora early total exclusion of our live cattle from 
English marketa, and such unfavorable condition of affairs has resulted in dam- 
age to the live-stock interest of this country heretofore to the extent of millions 
of dollars; and 

Whereas history teaches us that any and all cases of contagious in EAR ue 
and foot-and-mouth disease in the United States may be traced directly to im- 

rtations of live-stock from Europe, and during the year 1833 upwards of 5,000 

ead of cattle were imported into this country from different countries in Europe. 
which countries are known to be extensively infected with contagious animal 
diseases, and the term of quarantine enforced se such importations (ninety 
days from date of shipment) has been proved to be ineffectual against contagious 
lung-plague, and such quarantine-has been known to be evaded on more than 
one occasion; Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That this meeting does earnedtly protest against such false or 
exaggerated statements going forth under a semi-official indorsement, and that 
it is the sense of this meeting that the administration of a department of our 
Government, by which such condition of affairs obtains is wrong and should 
be remedied, to the end that our live-stock and meat trade abroad may be 
placed on a sound basis. 

Resolved, That thestockmen here assembled, being stock-raisers, feeders, own- 
ers, and dealers, and being in close and constant contact with the entire animal 
industry of the. United States, and by virtue of such intimate relations with the 
raisers and feeders of live-stock being well informed as to the general health of 
the same, do hereby declare that the cattle and hogs of this country have not 
been for many years in so universal ealth, and that from the active and 
tenacious character of contagious lung-plagae this meeting does not under- 
stand how it can have prevailed for past ro in Eastern States and yet be still 
confined to a few restricted localities on the Atlantic seaboard, as the movement 
of cattle in Eastern markets is in and out constantly from stock-yards and cities, 
and as there has never been a single case of contagious lung-plague west of the 
Alleghanies, notwithstanding the unrestricted movement of hundreds of thou- 
sands of our native cattle to the West from the States east of us. 

Be it furthermore resolved, That it is not from our own cattle but from these 
large importations of cattle from Europe this country should look for aenger. of 
infecting the vast herds of the West, and that the danger therefrom is imminent, 
and that the quarantine against foreign animal diseases is ineffectual by reason 
of too short a period of quarantine and loose manner of enforcing the same, and 
that when live-cattle are allowed to come in the period of quarantine should be 
extended to not less than one hundred and eighty days, counting from the day 
of debarkation, and in this case there should be su rovision made as will 
insure the total isolation of each and every importation during the time of such 
quarantine. 

Resolved, That a printed copy of these proceedings be sent to the President, 
Secretary of the Treasury, and each member of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States, and be furnished the press for publication. 


lt seems to me, sir, that the recommendations are wise, and would 
no doubt accomplish the objects sought by the advocates of this bill 
and save the enormous expense which would most certainly result from 
the creation of the bureau contemplated inthis bill. There isno doubt, 
sir, that the dangers from the disease of pleuro-pneumonia have been 
greatly exaggerated. The history of the country shows that not a single 
case of it has ever appeared west of the Alleghany Mountains, and it 
seems strange, if it exists east of the Alleghanies and has for many years, 
as claimed by some, that there should never have appeared a case in 
the West, notwithstanding there are hundreds of thousands of cattle 
constantly shipped to the West from the East. Sir, I have the honor 
of being one of the Representatives from the State of Kentucky on this 
floor, in which State there are perhaps more thoroughbred cattle than 
in any other State in this Union, and I am sure that she is able and 
willing to take care of and protect them, and would not be willing to 
have a law passed aribonanig the Commissioner of Agriculture to ap- 
point agents to go into the State and take of and control her 
cattleinterest; and that is actually what is meant by the second section. 

Sir, I, as one of the Representatives of the proud people of that grand 
old State, enter my solemn protest against the passage of a bill so hu- 
miliating to them as this would be. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now recggnize the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BroADHEAD] for twenty minutes. 

Mr. BROADHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I dislike to differ with my friend 
and colleague from Missouri [Mr. HATCH], the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, who advocates this bill; but to me, entertaining 
the views that I do in regard to the provisions of the bill, it is the most 
objectionable measure that has been introduced in this Congress. 

The advocates of the bill claim that there is an existing or impend- 
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ing calamity afflicting the stock of our country. They claim that the 
States are so im t that they have not the power to afford a remedy, 
and therefore we must appeal to the Government of the United States 
to protect us. 

The question has been raised as to the constitutional power of Con- 
gress to pass such a law. We are met with a declaration, if I did not 
misunderstand the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that the rights of the 
States have been buried long 4go. When the question of constitu- 
tional power is raised gentlemen ridicule the idea and say that we have 
passed a public-health law; that Mr. Jefferson purchased the territory 
of Louisiana in 1803 without any constitutional authority; that vari- 
ous other matters lave been passed which were not in strict accordance 
with the provisions of the Constitution; and therefore I suppose we 
may violate the Constitution again and whenever it suits our conven- 
ience. That isthe argument. Power grows by what it feeds upon. 
One step taken in the exercise of arbitrary and unauthorized power gives 
an excuse if not a justification to claim still greater powers. That is 
one of the principles of human nature. The man who has acquired 
power loves it as the avaricious man loves his money. I say that the 
States in regard to a question of this kind have ample power to protect 
themselves against this disease if it exists, and that the Federal Gov- 
ernment has no such power as is claimed in this bill, 

Gentlemen are mistaken when they quote the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the Texas cattle case, which came from 
my own State of Missouri, in support of the assertion that the States 
are without power. Did the Supreme Court in that case undertake to 
say that the Constitution of the United States has denied to the States 
the power to pass laws on thissubject? Mr. Chairman, the court has 
expressly declared the contrary. The law under consideration in that 
case was an absolute prohibition of the importation of stock into the 
State of Missouri during certain months of the year without regard to 
the question whether the stock was diseased or not. The Legislature 
of Missouri having undertaken to prohibit absolutely the importation 
of Texas cattle, Mexican cattle, and Indian cattle into that State during 
a certain period of the year, the Supreme Court of the United States de- 
clared that this was a power which involved the regulation of commerce 
among the States—and so it is—and that it belongs to Congress. But 
what else did the court say in the same case? I allude to the case of 
the Railway rs. Husen, 95 United States Reports, page 471. 

That court says: 


of precautionary measures against social evils. Under it a State may | late 
to prevent the spread of crime, pauperism, or disturbance of the peace. It may 
exclude from its limits convicts, paupers, idiots, and lunatics, and persons likely 
to become a public charge, as well as persons afflicted by contagious or infectious 
diseases; aright founded, as intimated in the caeOueeeere (7 Howard, 283), by 
Mr, Justice Grier, in the sacred law of self-defense. The same principle, it may 
also be conceded, would justify the exclusion of property dangerous to the prop- 
erty of citizens of the State; for example, animals having contagious or infectious 
diseases, AN these exertions of power are in immediate connection with the 
protection of persons and property against noxious acts of other persons, or such 
° use of property as is injurious to the property of others. They are seli-defens- 
ve. 


And yet it is claimed that the States have no such authority, and 
therefore the strong arm of Federal power must be invoked to protect 
us against this alleged evil. The highest judicial authority in this 
Government has decided otherwise, and I say that whatever may be the 
power of the Federal Government in this respect it ought not to be ex- 
ercised so long as the States may exercise it and make it effective, and 
we have the authority of gentlemen who have discussed this question 
that it has already been effectively exercised by several States; and if 
it has failed in other instances it is because laws can not always be 
made effective, whether passed by the State or National Government. 

The Constitution has declared that no State shall without the consent 
of Congress lay any imposts or duties on imports or exports except 
such as may be necessary to execute its inspection Jaws. In other 
words, a State may impose duties upon exports and imports to the ex- 
tent necessary to enforce its inspection laws. So that Pennsylvania, 
Ohio, Missouri, Minois, or any other State may pass laws to prevent the - 
introduction of diseased cattle in its respective limits; it may appoint 
inspectors to inspect cattle; it may levy duties upon imports or exports 
for the purpose of carrying into effect its inspection laws. AH this is 
directly within the provision of the Constitution. Such laws «re police 
regulations, the enactment of which belongs to the States alone; just 
as this bill is a police regulation, and as such comes within the pur- 
view of State authority. No such power is possessed by the Federal 
Government, according to the opinion of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, whose judges in theinterpretation of these powers have 
certainly gone as far as in their consciences they conceived they could 
go in a fair, just, legitimate interpretation of the provisions of the Con- 
stitution. > 

The States have the power to make and enforce police regulations. 
Why is itso? It is because the exercise of the police power is the ex- 
ercise of the highest attribute of sovereignty which can belong to any 
government under oursystem, and the Government of the United States, 


It may also be admitted that the police power of a State justifies the adopton 


“from the nature of its Constitution, can not exercise the highest attri- 


bute of sovereignty. Ispeak now of those powers which are necessary 
to regulate the internal affairs of a State, to protect the property, the 
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lives, the liberty, and the health and comfort of its citizens; it is a de- 
fensive power, and, as declared by an eminent judge, it is much easier 
to perceive and ize the existence and sources of it than to mark its 
boundaries or prescribe limits to its exercise; and the courts have gone 
so far as to hold that it may in its exercise override that provision of 
the Constitution which declares that no law shall be passed impairing 
the obligation of contracts. This is a prerogative of government that 
belongs to the States and was reserved to the States by that provision 
of the Federal Constitution which declares that all powers not granted 
to the General Government nor denied to the States are reserved to 
the States respectively and to the people. : 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Will my colleague allow me to ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. BROADHEAD. Certainly. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Does the gentleman contend that the 
States have the power to pass a law which would prohibit the trans- 
portation of cattle from one State to another ? 

Mr. BROADHEAD. Most unquestionably they have, as a police 
regulation. Most undoubtedly, Mr. Chairman, under the decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States to which the gentleman has 
referred in his report they would have such a power in order to pre- 
vent the spread of contagious diseases, 

Now, whatdoes the Supreme Court of the United States say in regard 
to the question of police power? Justice Miller, in delivering the opin- 
ion of the court in the Slaughter-house cases, says: 

The powers here exercised by the Legislature of Louisiana is, in its essential 
nature, one which has been, up to the present period in the constitutional history 
of this country, always conceded to belong to the States, however it may now 
be questioned in some of its details. 

It always was conceded. 


Unwholesome trades, slaughter-houses, operations offensive to the sen: the 
deposit of powder, the application of steam-power to propel cars, the building 
with combustible materials, and the burial of the dead may all— 


Says Chancellor Kent— 


be interdicted by law, in the midst of dense masses of population, on the gen- 
eral and rational principle that every person ought so to use his property as 
not to injure his neighbors, and that private interests must be made subservient 
to the general interests of the community. 

This— 

Says Justice Miller— 
is called the police power. * * * This power is and must be from its very nature 
incapable of any very exact definition or limitation. Upon itdepends the security 
of social order, the life and health of the citizen, the comfort of an existence in 
a thickly populated community, the enjoyment of private and social life, and 
the beneficial use of property. 


It belongs to the State. It does not belong to the Federal Govern- 
ment except in that terrritory over which the Government has exclu- 
sive jurisdiction, in the District of Columbia, in arsenals and dock-yards, 
and perhaps in the Territories belonging to the United States. But this 
prerogative, the power of establishing police regulations, does not belong 
in a general sense to the Government of the United States, certainly 
not within the ¢erritorial limits of the States. As soon as it is taken 
away from the States their existence as independent communities is 
absolutely destroyed. 

But, referring further to this question, I wish to call the attention of 
the House to the decision of Chief-Justice Marshall interpreting that 
part of the Constitution which I have just quoted in regard to the in- 
spection laws in the case of Gibbons vs. Ogden, quoted by Judge Miller 
in the Slanghter-house cases. He says: 

Chief-Justice Marshall ki f la by the States, - 
“They Sseen 4 paetions of that | pan A rariny y iehi epasts OnO EVERY 
thing within the territory of a State notsurrendered to the General Government, 
all of which can be most advantageously administered by the States themselves. 
Inspection laws, quarantine laws, health laws of: war description, as wellaslaws 
for regulating the internal commerce of a State and those which respect turnpike 
roads, ferries, &c.,are component parts. No direct general power over these ob- 

fare is granted to Congress, and consequently they remain subject to State legis- 
tion.’ 

And further says the Supreme Court in the Slaughter-house cases: 


The exclusive authority of State 1 ation is strikingly illustrated in the case 
of the City of NewYork rs. Milne, (11 Peters). In that case the defendant was pros- 
ecuted for failing to comply with a statute of New York which required every 
master of a vessel arrivi rom a foreign port to report the names of all his pas- 
sengers, with certain iculars of their sae, occupation, last place of settlement, 
and place of birth. It was argued that this act was an invasion of the exclusive 
right of Congress to regulate commerce; and it can not be denied that such a 
statute operates at least indirectly upon the commercial intercourse between the 
citizens of the United States and of nye ra countries. But, notwithstanding this, 
it was held to be an exercise of the police power, properly within the contro! of 
the State, and unaffected by the clause of the Constitution which conferred on 
Congress the right to regulate commerce. 


If this question were raised before the Supreme Court I do not know 
to what extent they might now go. But they have not yet gone to the 
‘extent of declaring that the power to regulate commerce gives to Con- 
gress the power to establish police regulations, 

It is so maintained by some law writers, but the courts have not yet 
so decided, but on the contrary they have intimated otherwise. What 
may be the decisions hereafter I am not prepared to say, but so far as 
the question _— now the States are aie a espa in the power of 
establishing such police regulations t may be necessary to gona 
against the spread of this disease beyond where it now exists, and that 
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power extends to absolute prohibition of the introduction in or trans- 
portation through a State of any cattle which may be found to be dis- 
eased by persons appointed by the State to make an inspection of them. 

I wish I had time, Mr. Chairman, to argue this question more fully. 
I desire, however, to call attention briefly to some other considerations 
connected with the bill. I think, sir, that the mere agitation of the sub- 
ject, the bringing of the question before the House at this time, has 
done the stock and agricultural interests of this country more injury 
than all the eases of pleuro-pneumonia that ever existed in this country 
from the time the disease was first discovered down to this hour. 

Let me read an extract from a letter which I have received—I do not 
know the gentleman who writes it, but he claims to be the president of 
the College of Veterinary Surgeons of the State of Pennsylvania—a let- 
ter written only a few days ago, in which he says: 

Thave been in practice in this State for twenty-six years, and have seen and 
treated all classes of diseases, but never met with a case oi beeper, “le pleuro- 
pneumonia; and in view of the restrictions upon our live-stock by England and 
the prohibition upon our hog products by France and Germany, I consider the 
bill an outrage upon our ple, and if it passes it will not only give fore 


nationa a good excuse to virtually interdict our cattle trade abroad, but will de- 
roy it. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Will the gentleman be kind enough to 
give the name? 

Mr. BROADHEAD. Yes, sir; you can have the whole letter and 
read it yourself. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I only wish to know the name of the 
writer. ? 

Mr. BROADHEAD. I say that I donot know anything about him, 
but that he signs himself as president of the College of Veterinary Sur- 
geons of the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Will you just be kind enough to read 
his name? t 

Mr. BROADHEAD. Yes, sir; he signs his name James McCoart. 

But now, sir, to the provisions of this bill. My objection is that the 
bill increases the powers of this Government beyond what is safe for the 
interests of the people of this country, and I tell my friends on thisside 
of the Chamber if they wish to add to the already overshadowing power 
of this Central Government, let them vote for the bill; if they wish to 
increase the army of office-holders which is subsidized annually for po- 
litical purposes and sent out in detachments to the various of the 
country to control elections, let them support this bill; if they wish to 
obliterate the lines which separate Federal from State authority, let 
them support this bill, 

Mr. SPRINGER. As we propose to limit the number appointed 
under the bill to twenty, that can not be a very serious objection. 

Mr. BROADHEAD. Well, twenty is nota great number, to be sure, 
provided you stop there. But how many bureaus are you to establish ? 
Where is the Government to stop in the establishment of these different 
bureaus? Can the gentleman tell me that? 

But let us look at this bill further. Here is a provision of the third 
section. It gives the Commissioner of Agriculture power ‘‘ to prepare 
such rules and regulations as he may deem necessary for the speedy 
and effectual suppression and extirpation of said diseases and to certify 
such rules and regulations to the executive authority of each State and 
Territory, and invite said authorities to co-operate in the execution 
and enforcement of this act.” 

That is in effect to empower the Commissioner of Agriculture to estab- 
lish and provide a code of laws himself to govern the cattle trade and 
certify that code to the different States and Territories; and if they do 
not comply with it he is authorized, under the provisions of this bill, 
to take the matter in hand, enforce his regulations, employ such force 
as may in his opinion be necessary for that purpose, kill diseased cat- 
tle and pay for them, and prohibit the shipment of cattle from one State 
into another State or Territory. It does not require that he shall ask 
the Congress of the United States to authorize him to do this. It does 
not require that he shall ask the heads of the department to which he 
belongs to ask the President of the United States; but he is to make 
his own rules and regulations, which are to be absolute law, from which 
there is to be no appeal; andif the States and Territories do not enforce 
his regulations, then he takes the whole matter under his own jurisdic- 
tion, places himself above the law, State or Federal, and takes control 
of the cattle business of that State under such regulations as he may 
establish for this bureau of animal industry. 

That is not the only provision of the bill to which I would like to 
refer. The tenth section of the bill provides: 

That it shall be the duty of the several United States district attorneys to pros- 
ecute all violations of this act which shall be brought to their notice or knowledge 
by any person making the Lage eer and the same shall be heard before any 
district or circuit court of the United States or Territorial court holden within 


the district in which the violation of this act has been committed or the person 
or corporation reside#or carries on or has his or its place of business. 


If an offense against this law is committed in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania and the person whocommitted the offense happens to be a stock- 
raiser in the State of Texas, the prosecution against him may be made 
under this provision of the law in the State of Texas, in hisown State it 
is true but away from the district or State where the offense was com- 
mitted, distant from the witnesses who may testify to’ the facts of the 
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case, and in violation, I undertake to say, of every principle of cx‘minal 
law, if not in violation of the Constitution itself, which provides: 

The trial of all crimes, except in cases of impeachment, shall be by jury; and 
marry Lae shall be held in the State where the said crimes shall have been com- 

It may be tried anywhere, not alone where the offense is committed, 
which is the principle in regard to criminal offenses, but anywhere 
that he may reside or carries on his business. There are many other 
objections to the bill. It bristles, Mr. Chairman, all over with ob- 
jectionable provisions. It increases thepowers of the General Govern- 
ment, which have already been increased and are increasing from day 
to-day beyond the limits of the Constitution. It violates the provisions 
of the Constitution, as I take it, being adenial to the State of the pow- 
ers lodged in it by the Constitution. It affirms the power of the Gen- 
eral Goyernment to establish police regulations by Congress under the 
power to regulate commerce between the States, which I deny, There 
is no authority either in the decisions of the courts or the principles of 
our fundamental law for such an exercise of power. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I now yield the remainder of my time to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Porrer]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recognized 
seven minutes. 

Mr, POTTER. In the short time allowed me I shall not be able to 
saymuch, I wish, however, to emphasize as well as I am able the words 
that have already been uttered. In reply to the gentleman behind me 
who has suggested that he supposed the rights of the States—I presume 
he means the domestic rights of the people of the States—had not sur- 
vived the war, I had thought, sir, that the late war was conducted for 
the purpose and to the end and effect that the rights of all the States 
should remain equal, with their dignity, equality, and power undimin- 
ished. I understand, sir, that to that end the late struggle was con- 
ducted and in that end it has resulted. 

If there is any State right greater than all others itis that the Union 
of these States under and within the Constitution should remain in im- 
mortal vigor and strength forever, The highest of all State rights is 
the perpetuity of this Union within and in obedience to the Constitu- 
tion. $ 

Now, sir, what does this bill do? It invades the domestic life, the 
domestic concerns of the States, and it undertakes by asystem of espion- 
age to enter our cattle-yards, our very domestic homes, upon our farms, 
and to regulate them by a corps of officials sent from the central capital 
of the United States. I say, sir, this is not within any powers ever 
granted to the General Government. Thepowersof the General Govern- 
ment are not only consistent with the rights of the States; they were 
created, and that Government was endowed with its powers, tas 
they are—I pray God they may be immortal—to the end and for the pur- 
pose of establishing and maintaining forever by the strength of the con- 
tinent the powers and the rights of self-government in thepeople of the 
individual States of this Union. It was for that purpose that the guar- 
antee was given to the States, that by the power of the whole continent 
they should be protected against invasion, or intrusion, or interference 
forever, except as to the powers they had contracted to exercise jointly 
as one sovereign people. 

Let it never be forgotten, let us ever renew our memory of it, that 
the States have parted with no sovereignty to the General Government. 
We have contracted together under a form of government a compact by 
which over certain subjects we are to exercise our sovereignty together, 
and that is all. As sovereigns the Representatives from New York vote 
here and exercise their powers here on the subjects commmitted to the 
direction of this Congress. When we consented to delegate that sover- 
eignty to the Congress of the United States, or to a General Government, 
we did it in order that we might exercise a sovereign power and a sov- 
ereign influence forever over the concerns of the entire continent in exact 
proportion to our numbers; and we intend to exercise it forever. 

Now, sir, this bill, under the guise of preventing the spread of pleuro- 
pneumonia, does what? Why, it undertakes to appointa board to in- 
spect all the domestic animals of the country, to ascertain their diseases, 
their condition, their value, their care, their protection, and the uses to 
which they areput. Itundertakes to do this by anational board. Itis 
said to be limited to twenty. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Joun S. Wise], as directed by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. When this bill was first introduced it did 
not attract my attention particularly. But as the discussion has pro- 
gressed T have discovered that it bears immediately upon a large interest 
in my State, represented by six hundred and eighty-odd thousand head 
of horned cattle, valued at about $15,000,000, owned chiefly in the val- 
ley and southwestern portion of Virginia, and that they are immedi- 
ately contiguous to the region in which this disease is located. 

In this debate several undisputed facts have been developed. It has 
been developed here that the horned cattle of this country number 
40,000,000, of the value of one thousand million dollars; that the for- 
eign exports of cattle and other cattle products yearly amount to forty- 
odd millions; and that the loss occurring directly from apprehension in 
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foreign ports, as to the existenceof this disease amounts to millions an- 
nually. 

We have heard that our trade is threatened by the action of Germany, 
of France, and of England. We have heard that at home, in the effort to 
improve our flocks and herds by importation, we have been bringing this 
disease, well known in Europe, to our shores, and that we are in danger 
of its spread, It isa disease of well-defined type and easily recogniz- 
able, which skilled veterinarians declare is present upon the Atlantic 
slope. We are told, sir, that one cow introduced into Africa, affected 
with pleuro-pneumonia, spread contagion through the whole northern 
portion of that continent, destroying millions or hundreds of millions 
of dollars, We are told that in Russia it ravages whole sections, We 
aretold, and nobody has denied it, that England spent and lost five hun- 
dred millions of dollars before she could extirpate that disease. We 
are told that it isin this country in five States, Connecticut, New York, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Maryland. And we are asked to appro- 
priate $250,000 only to start the experiment of extirpating this disease. 
The bill to meet this end has been carefully prepared and digested in 
committee and is now presented for our approval. 

We are met here—not so much with a denial of these facts above re- 
cited; nor is it denied that twenty-two States of this Union, either 
by their Legislatures or by large cattle associations, are here praying 
Congress to take charge of the subject as a national and international im- 
portance—but ever and anon we hear the cry that the measure is uncon- 
stitutional. As this debate has progressed the feature of it which has 
struck me most is this, that the three States most boisterous about the 
Constitution, most zealous, apparently, of Federal power, are Louisiana, 
Texas, and West Virginia. Louisiana, bought with the money out of 
the pocket of this nation and freed after centuries of servitude to Spain 
and France, has no reason to live in eternal apprehension of Federal 
power. Texas, bought with the blood and treasure of this country, it 
seems to me has something for which to feel grateful and kindly to- 
ward this nation for relieving her from Mexican anarchy instead of 
perpetually coming here and cackling ‘‘States rights’’ like a Guinea 
bird frightened off her nest. And as for West Virginia, whose Repre- 
sentative here saw fit unprovokedly to take a fling at old Virginia, I want 
to tell him that his little State is nothing but the bastard offspring of a 
political rape committed upon poor old Virginia, cut from her by a 
Cæsarian operation by the Federal Government. Why should she be 
jealous of Federal power except on the principle that bastards always 
hate their sires? , The gentleman from West Virginia in all that-he has 
said has talked asif he lived in another country than the United States, 
and I have observed from the moment he took his seat on this floor 
that he has seemed to consider that we lived in the United States and 
he lived in West Virginia. [Laughter.] Ido not believe any country 
in this land is good enough for him. He once lived in Virginia. He 
went away from her to West Virginia, there toevincean eternal jealousy 
of the United States. 1 think, sir, the gentleman is on his way to Blen- 
nerhassett’s Island, where, like Aaron Burr, he can start a government 
to suit himself, where he can speak not only every day as here but all 
day also. [Laughter and applause. ] 

We also hear these constitutional scruples from the gentleman who 
has just taken his seat, the gentleman from New York [ Mr. POTTER], 
who is alarmed at the encroachments of the Federal power. Yet it was 
but yesterday that this thoroughgoing, State-rights, strict-construction 
Democrat was distributing to our desks the proof of and pluming him- 
self upon being the author of the national banking law. Now, I want 
to know what sort of strict-construction Democracy+it was that con- 
ceived the national banking law? Was it the John Tyler Democracy 
or the Andrew Jackson Democracy ? 

For my part I am tired and sick of this hair-splitting and eternal ap- 
prehension about invading the Constitution. The bill which is now 
before us, and which has been reported from a committee of this House, 
undertakes to deal with a matter of interstate traffic, of international 
traffic. It undertakes to provide that we shall be safe in the possession 
of healthy stock at home and shall put the stamp of this great nation 
upon our foreign exports. What would a German or a Frenchman 
know of a certificate from West Virginia that the cattle there were 
sound? He probably never heard of West Virginia. When our cattle 
go abroad we want the American flag to float over them as a certificate 
that they go in a sound condition. ; 

The secret of all this trouble and loss is tbat you never can get and 
never will get State action upon it. Some of the States are able to act 
if they would, but I can only say for the poor old State of Virginia 
that she has as much as she can do to pay what she owes now. If her 
sons who are in West Virginia, instead of abusing and throwing mud 
at her, would only remember that they have never paid a dollar of 
their share of her debt, as the constitution of West Virginia requires 
them to do, and would now pay it, then perhaps we would get proud 
in Virginia, clamor for our constitutional rights, and ourselves pay for 
such cattle as might be destroyed there under the provisions of this 
bill. But even then measures to regulate the commerce between the 
States would be indispensable to make the laws effectual. 

I heard my distinguished friend from New York | Mr. Cox], and I 
am proud to call him my friend, boasting the other day that he was a 
sort of shining light, a monument of Democracy, to point out the se doc- 
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trines of State rights and strict construction. I accept, I will say to 
the gentleman, his own designation of himself. I will not call him a 
monument, but I would call him a pillar of brass by day and a pillar 
of gas by night [laughter] to lead the wandering tribes of latter-day 
Democracy out of the desert in which they have been lost for lo! these 
many years. He is, it is true, ever and always untangling some nice 
crotchet of strict construction for an admiring throng of State-rights 
followers. ‘ 

You do not get any thanks for it, my friend. When you go in fora 
Southern appropriation you are all right; but when your constitutional 
scruples trouble you about such a thing, then you are all wrong. Here 
is an editorial from a Bourbon journal, the Vicksburg Herald. Hear 
what it says to you: 

Cox, and Democrats like him, are opposed to aiding us inany way. They op- 
posed the appropriation for the anepi Ae River, and Cox even went so far as 
id pore Government protecting the South from the cholera and yellow- 

And then it goes on to say: 

We know there are some in the South ready to smooth oversuch things, In 
our opinion that is a great blunder. It is a blunder for the South to maintain 
party relations with men opposed to her materialinterests. The President who 
urged an appropriation for the Mississippi River and who is in favor of an effect- 
ive national quarantine is entitled to our thanks and our support, but if Mr. 
Sam Cox and men who agree with him are entitled to either we can’t see why. 

I have seen here in this House bills introduced by these old State- 
rights shriekers not only to regulate interstate traffic but to macadam- 
ize every little road in Virginia that runs from a depot to a Federal 
cemetery, and you never hear ‘‘State rights’? once. The other day, 
when the question of giving $300,000 to the Ohio sufferers came up, 
the first man who took me by the arm and asked me to help them pass 
the appropriation was the distinguished State-rights Democrat from 
West Virginia. Idid vote for it, because I believe a great Government 
like ours strong enough to slay thousands to save itself is strong enough 
bays its Constitution to save thousands and provide for the general 
welfare. 

But if I had thought of it at the time I would have said to my nar- 
row-gauged friend from West Virginia I will vote for the bill only with 
this amendment, that the men who have this money in charge shali get 
on the lines between Kentucky and West Virginia, between Obio and 
Indiana, between Indiana and Illinois, and with boat-hooks in their 
hands, never leaving the State lines, sticking to the lines where the 
States run so as not to invade their sovereignty, fish the drowning 
people out of the water as they pass. 

I for one stand here and say that I am heartily weary of seeing this 
little bantam chicken, State rights, brought up here and pitted against 
the heavy rose-combed game-cock, the Union, for he is knocked into 
smithereens every time. [Laughter]. My father once said that Vir- 
ginia had neglected her material interests and dwelt entirely upon ab- 
stractions, until her people, instead of feeding her cattle on a thousand 
hills, were compelled to chase the stump-tailed steer through the sedge 
patch to get a tough beefsteak. [Great laughter.] No sadder truth 
was ever told about her, although it was ludicrously put. 

I believe our people, after a hundred years of puzzling over strict 
construction, haveatlast remembered what George Washington preached 
to them while living and left them as a legacy with his dying breath, 
namely: That this is their Union, filled with infinite love and succor 
and power to build them up, and that no policy could be more narrow, 
bigoted, or suicidal than to live in eternal jealousy and apprehension of 
their best friend. 

In my opinion this bill is clearly constitutional and of great and im- 
mediate concern and benefit to my section. I will support it cheer- 
fully, and hope it may pass. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent, as the 
hour is late and the time fixed for debate almost exhausted, to print in 
the RECORD the remarks I would have made had opportunity offered. 

There was no objection, and leave was given accordingly. [See 
Appendix. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time fixed by the order of the House for gen- 
eral debate on this bill has now expired. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CONVERSE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 3967) for the establishment of a bureau of animal industry, to prevent 
the exportation of diseased cattle, and to provide means for the suppres- 
sion and extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia and other contagious diseases 
among domestic animals, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

COMMITTEE ON THE TENTH CENSUS. 

The SPEAKER, in pursuance of the action of the House, announced 
the appointment of the following as members of the Select Committee to 
Ascertain the Results of the Tenth Census. 

Mr. S. 8. Cox of New York, Mr. WILLIAM C. Oates of Alabama, 
Mr. JoHN B. StorMof Pennsylvania, Mr. HUGH BUCHANAN of Georgia, 
Mr. JAMES H. JONES of Texas, Mr. JOHN J. KLEINER of Indiana, Mr. 


WILLIAM WALTER PHELPS of New Jersey, Mr. EBEN F. STONE of Mas- 
sachusetts, Mr. RICHARD GUENTHER of Wisconsin, Mr. NEWTON W. 
NUTTING of New York, Mr. ROBERT R. Hirt of Illinois, and Mr. JOHN 
S. WIsE of Virginia. 

DISTILLED SPIRITS IN BOND. 


Mr. MORRISON. I am directed by the Committee on Ways and 
Means to report a bill to extend the time for the payment of the tax on 
distilled spirits now in warehouse. I am requested tosay, and perhaps 
I ought to say, that this is not a unanimous report. 

The bill (H. R. 5265) was reatl a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WHITE of Kentucky. I call for the reading of the report ac- 
companying this bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER.” The bill is not before the House for consideration. 

Mr. WHITE of Kentucky. Is itnotin order to have the report read ? 

The SPEAKER. The bill, with the report, goes, under the rule, to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. The bill 
is not now before the House for consideration. 


PRINTING OF EVIDENCE BEFORE A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to offer for present con- 
sideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the evidence taken by the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Justice be printed, and that 100 extra copies of such evidence be 
printed for the use of the committee. 

Mr. REED. Is this the unanimons wish of the committee ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am requested by the committee to have this 
evidence printed. There is no objection in the committee. I will 
state that a number of gentlemen have desired copies of evidence taken 
by the committee. and the making of manuscript copies costs quite a 
large sum of money. Thus far the evidence is only in manuscript. 

Mr. RANDALL. The expense of this printing will not exceed $560, 
I suppose. If it will, the proposition must go under the rule to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The extra copies will not cost anything like that. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. a 


VOTING BY DELEGATES IN COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BELFORD. I desire to offer a resolution which I think is privi- 
leged, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will determize whether it is privileged or not. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Resolved, That Delegates from the Territories, on any question arising before 
any committee of which they are members, be allowed to vote and have their 
votes recorded as members of such committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think this a privileged matter. 
It is contrary to the law; and, in the opinion of the Chair, the House 
could not, by a simple resolution, change the law upon the subject. 

Mr. KEIFER. Let it go to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BELFORD. I desire a moment to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. KEIFER. There is. 

Mr. RANDALL. Letit go to the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado desires to make a 
statement, the objection being reserved. 

Mr. BELFORD. I wish to makea statement, because itis important 
to determine this question one way or the other. 

Mr. RANDALL. Itis proper the resolution should have the consid- 
eration of a committee before being acted on by the Heuse. 

Mr. BELFORD. But I hope my friend from Pennsylvania will al- 
low me to make a statement touching the necessity of this proposition. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam not interfering with the gentleman’s speech. 
[Cries of “Regular order!’’] 

Mr. BELFORD. I hope gentlemen will allow me to make a state- 
ment, because this is really an important matter. 

The SPEAKER. There is no objection, as the Chair understands, 
to the reference of the resolution to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BELFORD. Well, I would like to make a statement, and if I 
may have just three minutes I will do so. [Cries of ‘‘Goon!’?] To- 
day we had a meeting of the Committee on Public Lands. The com- 
mittee was equally divided—five one way and five another. 

Several members objectéd. 

The SPEAKER. Objectionis made to the statement which the gen- 
tleman is about to make. 

Mr. BELFORD. * Then I ask that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Rules. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Rules. 
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EXPENSES OF BOYNTON INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a joint reso- 
lufion for immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

0 ouse of Representatives, That the Clerk of the 
Snowe eh oedipal an Pages hai is hereby, preteen to pay, out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House of Representatives, mca Se expenses incurred by the 
committee appointed to investigate charges against - Boynton. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the ai consideration of 
this resolution ? 

Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
a committee. 

Mr, HOPKINS. Several witnesses summoned before our committee 
under the subpcena of the Speaker have attended, supposing that they 
would be paid. But there is no provision for their pay. Twoof them 
come from a distance. The Clerk informs me it is necessary this reso- 
lution should be in order to authorize their payment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. HOPKINS. The fees for witnesses are fixed by law; but in this 
case there is no appropriation for their payment, 

Mr, KEIFER. I suggest that this expenditure from the contingent 
fund of the House might be authorized by a House resolution instead 
of a joint resolution. It is necessary that the contingent fund of the 
House be provided through an appropriation made -by law; but the 
assent of the Senate is not necessary in order to pay money out of that 
contingent fund. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman will look at the statute he will 
find that he is mistaken. 

Mr. KEIFER. Imade the statement without examining it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the introduction 
of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 168) for the payment of certain expenses 
out of the contingent fund of the House of Representatives was read a 
first and second time, ordered to be en, and read a third time; and 

ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint: reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of the Vir- 
ginia contested-election case. 

Mr. MORRISON, I move the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, I hope the gentleman will withdraw 
his motion until I can have the pension bill for soldiers of the Mexican 
war reprinted. 

Mr. MORRISON. I will yield for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must either insist on his motion 
a withdraw it, as the regular order is demanded on both sides of the 

ouse, 

Mr. MORRISON. I withdraw it. 

SOLDIERS OF MEXICAN WAR, ETC. 

On motion of Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, by unanimous consent, the 
bill (H. R. 3762) granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the 
Mexican war and others therein named, and for other purposes, was 
ordered to be reprinted, the first print having been exhausted. 

VIRGINIA CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 

Mr. BLAND. Lask by unanimous consent that Senate bill 380 be 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the order. 

The SPEAKER. Theregular otder is the consideration of the report 
as the Committee on Elections on the contested case in the State of 

irginia 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. It is not the desire of the committee 
to take up that case at this late hour. The gentleman in charge of it 
desires it to go over. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I move the House do now adjourn. 

RIVERS AND HARBORS COMMITTEE. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, asked, in behalf of Mr. WIL- 
LIS, chairman of the Committee on Rivers and. Harbors, for leave to 
hot ere to sit during the sessions of the House until otherwise 
orde 

There was no objection, and it was agreed to accordingly. 

Mr. COSGROVE’S motion was then agreed to; and sens! (at 
3 o'clock and 37 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned 


What amount of expenditure is proposed ? 
Probably a word of explanation is necessary. 
I think the resolution had better go to 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BALLENTINE: Petition for the reliefof James D. Anthony— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. BRENTS: Petition of citizens of Seattle, Wash., relative to 
education in Alaska—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: Petition of John Glynn and 15 others, citizens 
of Texas; of S. B. Hammond and 4 others, citizens of Michigan; and of 
F. M. Storms and 15 others, citizens of Michigan, for the restoration of 
the tariff of 1867 on imported wool—severally to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COSGROVE: Petition of ex-soldiers of Boone County, Mis- 
souri, praying for an equalization of the bounty laws—to the Select 
Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of General Lyon Post, No. 86, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan, and of Baxter Post, 
No. 119, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan, asking 
a reform in the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Papers for the relief of Robert Mincy—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition asking Congress to increase the efficiency 
of the river observation of the Signal Service—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. EATON: Petitions of the townsof Windsorand South Wind- 
sor, Conn., for an appropriation relative to damage done at Bessell’s 
Ferry, at said places—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of Toulmin and Semmes, attorneys for Fred- 
erick Fuhr, to said Fuhr’s claim referred to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FORAN: Petition of Brickiayers’ Union No. 5, of Cleveland, 
Ohio, relative to the importation of foreign labor under contracts made 
abroad—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of 100 citizens of Ashtabula County, Ohio, relative to 
the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Petition of R. P. Wallace and 64 others, citizens 
of Ashland County, Ohio, for the restoration of the tariff act of 1867 on 
wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. W. H. HATCH: Petition of citizens of Adair County, Missouri, 
in favor of amendments relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Paper from the National and Brass 
Works of Dubuque, Iowa, relative to patents—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Also, papers from Hon. William Toman, relating to copyrights—to 
fhe same committee. 

By Mr HENLEY: Petitionof Miller and Lux and 19 others, citizens 
of California; of James McNoh and 13 others, citizens of California; of 
H. S. Graves and 34 others; of Robert G. Slitt and 27 others; of O. J. 
Halley and 25 others; of R. S. Carey and 25 others; of Solomon Jewett 
and 46 others; of W. J. Evans and 58 others, citizens of California, 
asking the restoration of the tariff of 1867 on wool—severally to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. A. 8. HEWITT: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
State of New York, asking Congress to appropriate 4", of the money re- 
ceived for the post-office site in the city of New York to the use of the 
Chamber of Commerce—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of 10,000 citizens of New Jersey, in favor 
of a bill to prohibit the importation of foreign laborers under contracts 
made abroad—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HUTCHINS: Petition of George C. Ellison, asking restora- 
tion to his position of chief engineer—to the Select Committee on Ven- 
tilation and Acoustics. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Resolutions of Rensselaer Post, No. 84, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, relative to pensions, 
&e.—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay. 

Also, petition for the relief of Melinda Gray—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition relating to the claim of Thomas Cor- 
bett—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the administrator of Lewis A. Grosh—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of citizens of Ohioand Indiana, against 
the importation of foreign contract labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Petition of Mrs. Catharine Page, for 
a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition í of Thomas Welham, executor, &c., asking for the ex- 
tension of the ‘‘siphon water-wheel’’ patent—to ‘the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of parties interested in the lake com- 
merce, asking an amendment of the shipping laws—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. PIERCE: Petition for the relief of Mrs. C. E. Robertson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PRICE: Memorial of the common council of Oconto, Wis., 
relative to the improvement of Oconto Harbor—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the State Grange of Wisconsin relative to the New 
Orleans exposition—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PUSEY: Petitien of Garfield Post, No. 57, Grand Army of 
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the Republic, Department of Iowa, asking a grant of one hundred and 
sixty on of land to all honorably discharged soldiers—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. d 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Paper relative to the improvement of the har- 
bor at Brandenburg, Ky.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. W. F. ROGERS: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel C. 
Ludington—to the Committee on War Claims. - 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Resolutions of California State Grange, asking 
an appropriation for conductingagricultural stations—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. : 

Also, resolutions of the city council of Oaklifnd, Cal., for the erection 
of a post-office buildingin that city—to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds. . 

By Mr. ROWELL: Petition of the Knights of Labor, Bloomington, 
TIl., relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Mr. RYAN: Petition of the Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of Kansas, against the reduction of pension agencies—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. ; kaf 

Also, petition of citizens of Kansas, relative to the Chinese restriction 
act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Kansas, relative to increase of compensa- 
tion of United States judges—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SLOCUM: Memorialofcitizensof New York, relative to edu- 
cation in Alaska—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of George W.. Butts and others, citizens 
of Providence, R. I., for repeal of duties on books, &c.—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. t 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of pensioners of Chicago, Il., relative 
to the removal of pension agencies—to the Committee on Appropria- 


tions. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of citizens of Forney, Tex., 
and of citizens of Sabine County, Texas, relative to theimprovementof the 
harbor’‘at Sabine Pass, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of Francis M. Moore and others, rel- 
ative to the pension claim of said Francis M. Moore—to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. D. WHITE: Petition for the relief of James De Long, 
William Hyden, and others—to the same committee. 

Also, petition for the relief of G. W. Fraley—to the same committee. 

By Mr, J. S. WISE: Petition of the common council of the city o: 
Fredericksburg, asking for an appropriation for the erection or com- 
pletion of a monument to Mary, mother of Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. G, D. WISE: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Richmond, Va., in favor of placing a light-ship at Smith’s Island, off 
Cape Charles shoals—to the Committee on Commerce. : 

By Mr. YAPLE: Petition of Thomas L. Blakley, J. 8. Tompkins, 
and other members of W. J. May Post, No. 65, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of Michigan, yelative to a grant of 160 acres of 
land, &c., to each honorably discharged Union soldier, sailor, and mà- 
rine—to' the Committee on Public Lands. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 25, 1884. 


Prayer by Rev. 8. MITCHELL HARTSOCK, of the city of aninag; 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 

roved. 
ss EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting, in answer to a resolution of the 14th 
instant, a report from the Chief of Ordnance, showing the ‘‘ number, 
caliber, weight, and value of allcast-iron cannon on hand condemned 
or unfit for use and not heretofore disposed of or appropriated;’’ which 
was, together with the accompanying papers, on motion of Mr. COCK- 
RELL, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. ; 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Navy, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 7th in- 
stant, a report of the so-called Selfridge board, appointed to examine 
the torpedo machinery of the Destroyer and other papers in that De- 
partment relative thereto; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents a joint resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the State of Ohio, transmitted tothe Chair 
by the executive of that State, on the subject of a bill pending before 
the Senate. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution relative to SERORA Racha Marquette and Ontonagon to State 
ine, 


Whereas, June 3, 1856, Con; made a grant of land to the State of Michigan 
to aid in constructing two din, ia g one from Marquette to the Wisconsin State 


line and another from Ontonagon to same point, said grant on condition that 
i roads meag be built within ten years or the land revert to the United 
tes; an 

Whereas Congress, by joint resolution approved July 5, 1862, changed the route 
of first-named road, granting lands therefor, thus p B yen laps one of original 
lines, and along the other no road has been built; and 

Whereas relinquishments were made by the State in due form to the lands 
along both the original lines. After ten-year limitation had expired, and the 
State had relinquished as above stated, the Land Department treated the land as 
other public laud, and sold them as such, receiving pay therefor, over 800,00C 
acres of the same being sold, large quantities beng owned by citizens of Ohio, 
said lands being rich in mineral, agricultural, and lumber products; and 

Whereas it being recently discovered that all these titles granted by the Gov- 
ernment are endangered: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, That our Senatorsand 
Representatives in Congress be, and are momor, rogussten to vote for and to use 
all honorable means to secure the passage of Senate bill 691, to confirm and de- 
clare iaga ina acts of certain officersof the United States, 

And that the governor be requested to forward copies of this resolution to the 
presiding officer of each House of Congress and to each of our Senators and 

presentatives in Congress from Ohio, 
g A. D. MARSH, 
Speaker of the House of 


resentatives, 
JOHN G, WA 
President 


WICK, 
of the Senate, 
Adopted February 14, 1884. 


Mr. CONGER. The joint resolution will be referred. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, the Chair supposes. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask thmt it may be printed. There are allegations 
in that resolution of the Legislature of the State of Ohio which are en- 
tirely and absolutely incorrect. In point of fact they do not even come 
within the rule which some Western lawyers have adopted of saying 
that where there are three facts stated two of them are true. 

I wish the resolution to be printed, so that I may hereafter call atten- 
tion to the assertion made in it that those lands ever were restored to 
market. The truth is, that all the lands purchased, not only those 
within the lines of the railroad and the railroad lands, but all the lands 
that were purchased by persons desiring to purchase lands direct, enter- 
ing lands, and all that were settled upon as homestead or pre-emption 
entries, were secured without any authority of law, the lands never hay- 
ing been offered in market as the prerequisite for any purchase what- 
ever. 

I make this statement that I may contradict the assertion of the res-ẹ 
olution that the lands were regularly in the market and regularly pur- 
chased. The matter is before the Committee on Public Lands now, 
and the decision of the courts upon some of these points is that the 
lands never were legally in the market or entered for pre-emption in 
consequence of their never having been publicly offered for sale. 

I move that the joint resolutions of the Legislature of Ohio be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents a memorial and 
joint resolution of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, in favor 
of the passage of an act providing foran equitable and just distribution 
of the annuities due the Sac and Fox Indians. The joint resolution 
will be read. 

The joint resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, as follows: 


Memorial and joint resolution of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa to 
the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Congress as- 
sembled in regard to an investigation of the matters pertaining to the Fox 
Indians of Iowa. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
r, of the United States of America : 

The General Assembly of the State of Iowa beg leave to state that prior tothe 
year A. D., 1804 the Sac and Fox tribe of Indians of the Mississippi were the 
owners in common of large tracts of land, including great portions of what is 
now known as the State of Iowa. 

That by virtue of certain treaties made by them with the United Statds insaid 
year and in years subsequent thereto coer ongoa said lands te the United States, 
and the moneys arising from the sale thereof were invested by the General 
Government for the use and benefit of said Sac and Fox Indians, and that the 
fund so invested amounts annually to the sum of $54,000, as will more fully ap- 
ap gd the report of the honorable the Indian Commissioner for the year A. 

„1 


That by virtue of certain treaties made by and between Sac and Fox Indians 
and the United States the said: Indians were removed, located, and settled in the 
State of Kansas and afterward removed and settled in the Indian Territory, but 
before their removal to the last-named place, and as early as the year A. D. 183, 
a majority of the Fox tribe not being satisfied with the country and their rela- 
tions with the Sacs not being as pleasant as desirable, returned to Tama County, 
Towa. where they have since resided, and with their own money have pur- 
chased large tracts of valuable lands, which are held in trust for them by the 
governor of the State of Iowa. 

by an apportionment made by Congress in the year A. D. 1860 the annui- 
ties due and coming to the Sac and Fox tribe of Indians it was ordered that the 
Indians in Iowa should receive the sum of $11,174.66, and the balance of said 
$54,000 was paid to the Indians in the Indian Territory. 

That there are now in lowa three hundred and sixty Indians, all of the Fox 
tribe, and of the same tribe there are twenty in the Indian Territory. 

There are of the Sac tribe of Indians only four hundred and twenty, all inthe 
Indian Territory. . s 

That the Fox tribe of Indians in Iowa understand and believe that said ap- 
portionment was made under a misapprehension of the facts and under a belief 
that most of said joint tribes of Indians were in the Indian Territory. 

That the said Fox tribe of Indians have asked the Indian Commissioner to 
adjust the matter equitably and pay them the amount justly due them as their 
proportion of said fand; but he informs thom that under existing laws he is 
powerless and can do nothing while the law of 1860 is in force, 

Wherefore the General Assembly of the State of Iowa hereby respectfully ask 
Congress to pass such laws in relation thereto as shall give to each tribe sue! 
portion of said annuities as shall be equitable and just, and we especially as) 
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thatthe members thereof from this State may use thelr influence for the accom- 
plishment of the same. 

Resolved, That the secretary of state is directed to forward a copy of this me- 
morial and joint resolution tothe President of the United States te and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, with the request that they be laid be- 
fore both Houses composing the Congress. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of W. H. Par- 
sons & Co., of New York city, praying an investigation of the cause of 
delay in the delivery by the Senate post-office to the Joint Committee 
on Printing of their proposal for supplying the Government with paper 
for the coming year; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of between thirteen and four- 
teen hundred persons who represent themselves to have been slaves in 
the Cherokee Nation up to the time of the treaty of 1866, by which 
treaty they were made freemen and were entitled to all the rights and 
privileges of citizens of the Indian Territory. They represent that an 
appropriation made last year by Congress of $300,000 on account of the 
land of the Cherokee Nation which was sold to the United States has 
been distributed by the Cherokee Nation among their own people to the 
exclusion of these freedmen in contravention of the treaty stipulation 
with the United States, and they desire an investigation by this Congress 
and redress, if it is in the power of Congress to control the disposition 
of that money. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of citizens of Walnut, Potta- 
wattamie County, Iowa; a petition of citizens of Taylor County, Iowa; 
a petition of citizens of Hardin County, Iowa, and a petition of citi- 
zens of Centre Junction, Iowa, praying that an appropriation be made 
for educational purposes in Alaska; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of A. M. Devereux, late third lieu- 
tenant United States Revenue Marine, praying restoration to his former 
rank and full salary, with interest to date of such restoration; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, - 

Mr. ANTHONY presented the petition of Susan A. Shelby, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying additional compensation for cotton taken during 
the late war; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I present the petition of James Madison Cutts, of 
the District of Columbia, late captain of the Eleventh Infantry, and 
brevet lieutenant-colonel United States Army, praying to be placed on 


the retired-list of the Army. There is a bill accompanying the peti- | 
tion, and asit comes from the petitioner and at his request, I presume it | 


should be presented at this time to go with the petition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can go with the petition asa paper 
but not as a bill, unless introduced by some Senator. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Very well. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition with the accompany- 
ing paper will be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CONGER presented two petitions of citizens of New York, pray- 
ing forcertain amendments of the law in regard to American shipping; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST. I present the petition of Joseph M. Pilkington, praying 
for the reference of his claim for quartermaster and commissary stores 
taken during the war to the Court of Claims; and I shall introduce a 
bill for his relief when that order is reached. I move that the petition 
be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present the petition of Catherine D. Gale and Sarah 
H. Blake and W. L. Gale, granddaughters of John Devereux, of New 
Berne, N. C., praying the passage of such laws as may be necessary for 
the distribution to the proper parties of what is known as the French 
spoliation fund. I sappose this petition should go to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
charge of that matter latterly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then let it go to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of J. W. Tucker and numerous 
other citizens of Hernando County, Florida, The petition represents 
that ‘“‘ for many years a large quantity of valuable land, situated in this 
and adjoining counties, has been withheld from sale and settlement to 
aid in building, as alleged, a railroad from Amelia Island to Tampa Bay. 
By act of Congress approved 17th May, 1856, certain lands were granted 
to the State of Florida to aid in the construction of said road. Near 
twenty-eight years have elapsed since the said railroad grant was made, 
and yet there is no railroad in that county. The petitioners therefore 


The Committee on Claims has had 


pray that the subject be investigated, and, should it appear that said | 


lands have been forfeited by non-compliance with the condition of the 
grant, that the same be declared forfeited and subject to sale and entry 
as other public lands belonging to the United States.” I move that 


the petition be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. INGALLS. I present two petitions, signed by citizens of Kansas 
formerly soldiers in the Union Army, praying for the passage of a bi 


equalizing bounties. I move that the petitions be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of citizens of Washington, D. C., 
praying that St. Luke’s Protestant Episcopal church, in that city, be 
relieved from certain taxes; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to present, 
for the purpose of reference to the Committee on Public Lands, a series 
of resolutions of the common council of the city of Portland, Oreg., op- 
posing the forfeiture of the land grant of the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company. The documentis not addressed to Congress, and that is the 
reason why I ask unanimous consent to present it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the paper 
will be received and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WILSON presented the petition of Asahel D. Whitcomb, late 
private Company E, First Regiment Missouri Engineers and Mechan- 
ics, praying to be granted a pension; which was refetred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BOWEN presented a petition of citizens of Pueblo County, Col- 
orado, praying to be relieved from the payment of certain judgments; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MORGAN. I present a petition of numerous citizens of Hunts- 
ville, Ala., some of them public officers of the United States and others 
of the State, praying for an appropriation of money for a public build- 
ing of the United States in the city of Huntsville. I move that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I present a petition of James D. McPheeters 
Post, No. 182, Grand Army of the Republic, of Fredericksburg, Wash- 
ington County, Indiana, praying for the passage of the bill introduced 
by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], repealing the act fixing a 
limitation of time within which claims for arrears of pension may be 
made. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. . 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I present resolutions adopted February 9, 1884, 
at a special meeting of Colonel Grover Post, No. 78, Department of 
Missouri, Grand Army of the Republic, held at Warrensburg, Mo., 
asking Congress for the passage of a bill granting pensions to those who 
served in the Indian and Mexican wars, and also for equalizing boun- 
ties to soldiers of the war of the rebellion and a grant of bounty lands 
to each of them for services rendered. I move that the resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present also resolutions adopted by Admiral 
Farragut Post, No. 3, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Mis- 
souri, at Kansas City, January 26, 1884, memorializing Congress for the 
passage of a bill granting a pension to Mrs. Nina M. Gwynn, widow of 
the late Capt. Nat. M. Gwynn, at the rate of $40 per month. I move 
that the resolutions be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr, COCKRELL. On the 7th of January of the present year I pre- 
sented the petition of Mrs. Mary Hays, as the dependent mother of David 
J. Hays, Inte a sergeant in Company E, Sixth Regiment Iowa Volun- 
teers, asking for arrears of pension because of an error that had been 
made in the prosecution of her claim, without any fault on her part. 


‘| The petition was referred to the Committee on Pensions, and is now 


pending there. I present additional evidence to sustain her claim to 
the arrears, being the affidavits of the claimant herself and of her hus- 
band, James Hays, and of Ira W. Gilman: and I move that these papers, 
as additional evidence, be referred to the Committee on Pensions, to ac- 
company the petition now pending before that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. j 

Mr. GROOME presented a memorial of 29 patentees and manufact- 
urers, of Baltimore, Md., remonstratingagainst legislation adverse to the 
rights of patentees; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. SAWYER presented 2 petition of the common council of Oconto, 
Wis., and the board of supervisors of the county of Oconto, Wisconsin, 
praying for an appropriation to continue the improvement of the harbor 
at Oconto, on Green Bay, Wis.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present certain papers, being a statement of facts, 
which I ask may be printed and referred tothe Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to accompany Senate bill No. 934, for the relief of the officers 
and crew of the United States sloop-of-war Cumberland, which I offered 
on a previous day. ’ 

The papers were referred to the Committee g Naval Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
: REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 419) for the extension of letters patent to the heirs of Ru- 
dolph Leschot, deceased, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1518) to authorize the Secretary of War to fur- 
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nish certificates of discharge to certain members of the Missouri Home 
Guards, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1477) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Potomac River at the Three Sisters, near 
Georgetown, D. C., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1319) for payment to Thomas McMahon for labor 
and services rendered under Peter McNamara, a contractor for the board 
of public works, District of Columbia, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill 

S. 1254) referring the claim of Apollos Hale, administrator, to the 
‘ourt of Claims, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed 
to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. VEST. I am instructed by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds to report back favorably and without amendment the bill 
` (S. 1040) to provide for the construction of a public building at New 
Albany, Ind. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I venture to ask unanimous consent to put that 
bill on its passage. The people of New Albany have long suffered for 
want of this building. There is a term of court there; and it would 
facilitate the enactment of the bill into a law for it to pass the Senate 
now and go to the House of Representatives. I venture to ask for the 
present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? à 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator hope to get the bill passed in time 
to hold the court in the building during the present term? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I hope by passing it this morning, I will say to 
my friend from Alabama, to more certainly get it through the other 
House at the present session, which is important. For that reason I 
ask action now. I know the Senator from Alabama does not intend to 
object, r 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam sorry to say that I must disappoint my friend 
from Indiana, for I do object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 5 

Mr. VOORHEES. Do I understand the Senator to object? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama objects. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 857) providing that sales of property on the order or 
decree of the circuit or district courts be made by the marshal, reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was re- 
ferred the joint resolution (S. R. 4) to provide for the settlement of ac- 
counts with the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


JOURNAL OF RECONSTRUCTION COMMITTEE. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to which was referred 
the joint resolution (S. R. 54) to authorize the printing of the journal 
of the joint committee of Congress of December, 1365, have instructed 
me to report the same back with a recommendation that it be indefi- 
nitely postponed, and to offer as a substitute a resolution of the Senate, 
as the amount of printing comes much within the limit of $500. 

The joint resolution was postponed indefinitely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island, from 
the Committee on Printing, reports an original Senate resolution, which 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That 6,000 ies of the journal of the joint committee of fifteen ap- 
pointed in December, 1865, of which William Pitt Fessenden was chairman on the 

rt of the Senate and Thaddeus Stevens on the part ofthe House, authorized “to 

nquire into the condition of the States which formed the so-called Confederate 
States of America, and report whether they orany of them are entitled to be rep- 
resented in either House of Congress, with leave to report at any time, by billor 


otherwise,” Ja ; 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and 4,000 for the use 
of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Iask forthe present consideration of the resolution 
just reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. BECK. I desire the chairman of the committee to tell us what 
use there is in printing that journal without printing all the records of 
every one of the committees. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The use is its historical interest. 

Mr. BECK. I happened to serve on one or two of those committees 
in the other House with My. Stevens, and there were all sorts of journals. 
I can not see anything iif it except that a few gentlemen were there and 
made motions. I should like to hear an explanation from the Senator 
from Rhode Island as to the necessity for publishing this journal. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. BECK. No, I do not raise any objection to its consideration. 

Mr. VEST. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


Is there objection to the present 


Objection is made, and the resolution 


` 
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goes over. It will be laid before the Senate to-morrow under the prac- 
tice of the Chair. ` 


PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANIES—SINKING FUND. 


Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to in- 
form the Senate whetherany of the railroad companies mentioned in the act of 
Congress May 7, 1878, being chapter 96 of the acts of the second session of 
the Forty-fiftth Con, have failed to comply with the requirements of said 
act, and, if so, that he inform the Senate: - 

First. Whatcompany or companies have failed to comply with the said require- 
ments. 

Second. At what dates such failures occurred. 

Third. The nature of such failure of compliance. 

Fourth, Whether any of such failures have been followed by the compliance, 
and when, stating each instance particularly. 

Fifth. Whether, since the 30th Junc, 1878, either and which of said companies 
have declared or paid any dividends, and, if so, when, and at what rate per cent. 
and to what amounts, 

Sixth. What steps, if any, have been taken, and when, to enforce the provis- 
ions of law against such disobeying companies, 

Seventh. How much, if any, money is now due from each of said companies 
to the sinking fund provided in said act. 


Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, directed to inform 
the Senate whether any of the railroad companies mentioned in the act of Con- 
gress passed May 7, 1873, being chapter 96 of the acts of the second session of the 
Forty-fifth Congress, have failed to ERA with the requirements of said act; 

el 


and, if so, that he report to the Senate in detail what steps have been taken by 
the Attorney-General in regard thereto, and when. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1616) for the reliefof Joseph M. Pilk- 
ington; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 1617) to provide pension for 
certain inyalid soldiers and sailors who have been di from the 
Army or Navy ofthe United States after six months’ service therein dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion and for the widows of deceased pensioners, 
and to increase the rateof pension in certain cases; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1618) for the relief of 
Fred Phillips; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1619) for the relief of the 
heirs of Black Beaver; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1620) to authorize the Pres- 
ident to make sale of certain lands belonging to the Eastern Band of 
North Carolina Cherokee Indians; which was réad twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1621) for the reliefof St. Lukes’ 
Protestant Episcopal church, in the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. ; 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 1622) to define and set apart a 
special resumption fund for the redemption of the United States notes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 


nance. 

` Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1623) to authorize the construc- 
tion of bridges across the Mississippi River, one within the State of 
Minnesota and one between the States of Minnesota and Wisconsin; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1624) to provide for the extension 
of letters patent for an improvement in insulating submarine cables; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. GARLAND introduced a bill (S. 1625) for the relief of William 
Bowen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file 
ease to the case, referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

Mr. PUGH (by request) introduced abill (S. 1626) for the relief of the 
creditors of the Deposit Savings Association of Mobile, Ala.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1627) granting a pension to Fla- 
via A. Haskell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 1628) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Daniel; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1629) granting a military record to John 
D. Bullock, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1630) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Chauncey M. Lockwood; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1631) for the relief of John 
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W. Blake; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
‘ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1632) granting a pension to Decatur 
Hamlin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
anittee on Pensions. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 1633) granting a pension to James 
Bond; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1634) grantinga pension to Clark Roberts; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. A 

Mr. MCPHERSON introdnced a bill (S. 1635) for the reliefof Don An- 
tonio Yznaga del Valle and his wife, Ellen M. Yznaga del Valle; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MAXEY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 66) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to furnish tents to the millitary encampment to be 
held at Houston, Tex., in the month of May, A. D. 1884; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 67) in relation to 
‘the claim made by Dr. John B. Read against the United States for the 
-alleged use of projectiles claimed as the invention of said Read, and by 
him alleged to have been used pursuant to a contract or arrangement 
made between him and the War Department, and for which no compen- 
sation has been made; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 68) declaring the law- 
fulness of the occupation of the country drained by the Congo River 
-and its tributaries by the African International Association to the ex- 
tent of its actual occupation and for the purposes avowed by said asso- 
ciation gnd to recognize its flag, and to appropriate money to carry this 
resolution into effect; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. MORGAN. Task that the joint resolution be read at length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. Thatthe Government of the United States recognizes the existence 
of the following facts with reference to the occupation of the stations and other 
places now in the peaceful occupancy of the African International Association 
within the country in Africa that is drained by the Congo River, its tributaries, 
and adjacent rivers: 

First. That in view of the laws of nations such wierinegenh and the powers and 
privileges which said African International Association now has in that coun- 
try arc lawful, the same being derived through treaties and agreements from 
the local governments of the native tribes and kingdoms whith have always 
ruled in that ptah 

Second. That such lawful occupancy extends to ail portions of the country 
"drained by the Congo River and its tributaries from the mouth of said river to 
its sources, wherever it has been established by treaty or agreement between 
the proper, native, local governments and the proper agents of the said African 
International Association, nnd is in fact occupied with the consent of such local 
governments. 

Third. That the rights, privileges, and authority thus acquired in said country 
so occupied by the African International Association entitle its flag, as the sym- 
‘bol thereof, to the recognition and respect of other countries as the flag of The 
Free States of Gongo, 

Sec. 2. That the President of the United States is requested to invite the con- 
‘currence of the other powers in these declarations and to a further agreement 

thereon, to include in substance the following: 

1. That the navigation of the Congo River and its tributaries shall remain 
open and free to the equal enjoyment of all nations for the purpose of lawful 
commerce, 

2. That the free right of ingress to and egress from the Congo country over- 
Tand for the pe ocr of lawful commerce and travel shall be equally enjoyed 
by the people of all countries. 


3. That the deportation of African people as slaves or as apprentices, or as 
laborers or servants, held under any agreement or pretext to serve as such in 
any other country, shall be prohibited and prevented as to the people of the 
Congo country in such manner as the treaty powers shall be. prs upon, 

Sec, 3, That the sum of —— dollars is hereby fey hap „out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise opopona: to beadded to the contingent fand 
of the Department of State, and to immediately available, to be employed 
Srei the direction of the Secretary of State in carrying these resolutions into 

ect. E 


Mr. COCKRELL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 69) to print cer- 
tain eulogies delivered in Congress upon the late Thomas Allen; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


SOUTHERN CYCLONE SUFFERERS. 


Mr. RANSOM introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 65) for the relief 
of sufferers by the storm of February 19, 1884, in the States of North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and Alabama, and appropriating 
$100,000 therefor; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. RANSOM. LI ask that the joint resolution be read at length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Congress 
assembled, That the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof,as may be necessary, be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any eat J in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
War for the relief of such destitute persons as may require assistance in the 

* districts in North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and Alabama visited by the 
storms on the night of February 19, and that the Secretary of War is author- 
ized and empowered in his discretion to use all such means and measures for 
the relief of said sufferers as he is authorized and Se powesed to use by joint 
sven ote PDE ed February 12, 1884, and February 15, 1884, in behalf of the 
‘sufferers by the flood of the Ohio and Mississippi Rivers. 


Mr. RANSOM. 


I ask that the joint resolution be referred to the 


Committee on Appropriations, but before the reference is made I desire 
to say a few words to the Senate. 

I have felt it to be my duty to present to the Senate this joint resolu- 
tion. The newspapers of the country bring so many facts daily to our 
eyes that events sometimes the most startling do not attract the publie 
notice; and that is my reason for the very few words that I shall now 
address to the Senate. à 

In my experience and in my reading I recall no calamity in the his- 
tory of this country from its discovery to this hour so unexpected, so 
sudden, so awful, and so destructive of life and property as the storm 
which last week visited a district of country extending through the four 
States of North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and Alabama. 

I can not and I shall not attempt to draw that heartrending picture 
before the Senate. On last 'Tuesdaypnight the people along the track of 
that storm went to their beds in quiet confidence and promise of a 
peaceful night and a happy morning. About 1 o’clock at night a storm 
without precedent in this or any other country at any time passed over 
that people. The Senate and the country can scarcely realize the fact 
that over five hundred people were killed that night by the tempest, 
that thousands of people were wounded, and there is now a track of 
waste and ruin and sorrow for hundreds of miles, with scarcely a habi- 
tation standing and with barely a family unstricken by the storm. 

As generally happens in great general misfortunes, the most touching 
thing connected with this calamity is that it has fallen most severely 
upon the lowly and the feeble, and there are now in that afflicted dis- 
trict thousands of people without a shelter, without clothing, without 
food. 

‘The private charity of this country, soactive, so universal, so beautiful, 
and so beneficent, can not in time relieve these suffering people. Hence 
I have thought it right to invoke the beneficence of the Government. 

With these few suggestions I ask that the joint resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and I will presume to request that 
committee to report upon it as soon as possible. 

Mr. BROWN. Before that motionis put I desire to add only a word 
to the remarks which have been so well and so appropriately made by 
the Senator from North Carolina. 

‘There have on former occasions cyclones and tempests passed over the 
territory of the States referred to that have been very destructive, but 
there has been no instance of like destruction in the case of any former 
cyclone known in the history of the country. There are places, con- 
trary to the usual rule, if there be one, as to the track of cyclones, which 
are apt to be only a quarter or half amile wide, where thisis three miles 
wide; the timber swept tothe ground; houses blown down; large num- 
bers of people killed outright and much larger numbers very seriously 
injured, many of whom are dying and will yet die from their wounds. 

In my own State the storm divided, if I may be allowed the expres- 
sion, near the Alabama line. One portion of it took a direction across 
and through the center of the State toward the South Carolina line; 
tht other passed through what we call Northern Georgia, and the de- 
struction was simply terrific. 

Private letters which I receive from home state that there never has 
been anything of distress like it. Ia the upper section of the State 
especially the people are usually poor, and are left entirely homeless, 
absolutely without anything except their lands; their stock killed, their 
houses blown down, and they are now upon the charity of their neigh- 
bors outside the line of the cyclone. There are numerous instances of 
this character. 

I do think it is a case where some relief from the Congress of the 
United States would not only be appropriate but would be eminently 
proper. We have not hesitated to vote, and I think we have done right 
in voting, liberal appropriations in the case of the great freshets upon 
the Mississippi River and the Ohio River for the relief of the people. 
There was occasional destruction of life there and large destruction of 
property. As the rivers rose slowly, there was a chance usually for es- 
cape by thé inhabitants; while they could not save their property, ex- 
cept such as was movable, they might save their lives. But in this 
instance the whole destruction was the work of but a moment or two. 
The cyclone passed rapidly over, spreading death and destruction in its 
path. There was no escape from it. People were caught as it found 
them and destroyed almost instantly, without any possibility of relief 
or escape, 

I trust fhe Senate will feel it its duty under these circumstances to 
afford relief to that storm-stricken region as it has afforded relief to 
the flooded region in the West. 

I most cordially second the resolution of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina. Iam glad he introduced it, and trust the Senate will at an early 
hour favorably entertain it. 

Mr. PUGH. The same destruction of life and property that has been 
so grapbically and eloquently described by the Senators from North 
Carolina and Georgia was left in the track of the cyclone across the 
State of Alabama. It is unnecessary for me to say anything more thon 
has been so well said by those Senators showing the merits of this ap- 
propriation. Certainly if there was anyright to make an appropriation 
for the relief of the flood sufferers in the West, that claim is equally well 
founded as to this appropriation. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, either by the same cyclone or by 
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one that immediately preceded or succeeded it, I am not sure, one of 
the cities of the State that I have the honor in part to represent on this 
floor suffered very seriously in the same way with the various localities 
referred to by other Senators suffered. I have not been requested by 
that people to ask the Congress of the United States toappropriate any- 
thing for the relief of the sufferers there. Iam glad that I have not, 
because if I had been so requested, with my view of the constitutional 
powers of Congress to take maney out of the Treasury for any such pur- 
pose I could not have complied with their request. 

I simply desire now tosay, ungracious as it may seem, that while my 
sympathies go out as readily to those who have suffered by calumities 
such as have been described, while I would be as ready as an individual 
as any other to the extent of my little means to aid those sufferers, I 
can not and will not at any time cgst my vote in favor of taking one 
dollar out of the Treasury for any such purpose, because I believe that 
I have no constitutional power to do so. F 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have not been informed of any re- 
quest on the part of the people of Alabama for relief in respect of the 
disastrous visitation of that cyclone which has been referred to, and I 
shall hold my judgment in reserve about this matter until there is some 
application of that sort on the part of the people I represent. I expect 
we shall also hear by the time we get to the end of the history of this 
disastrous visitation that ships at sea have been struck by it also, and 
pethaps we shall be compelled to extend our benevolence so as to take 
those into account. : 

The new line on which we are setting out, this being I believe the 
first instance of the kind, is one that is dangerous in itselfand deserves 
very mature consideration. I sympathize with the Senator from Ten- 
nessee in that sort of respect and regard for the legislative domain of the 
Congress of the United States which seeks to shut out from it any sub- 
ject that is not clearly within our jurisdiction and power. I am not 
prepared now to say that I believe this question is within our jurisdic- 
tion. 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator from Alabama state to the Senate 
whether he draws a distinction on the constitutional question between 
appropriations made for the relief of sufferers from floods in the West and 
sufferers from hurricane in the South ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not get up for the purpose of discussing the 
measure, and therefore I am not prepared now tostate all the distinctions 
ihat I might be able to invent or discover between the two propositions. 

„Itis pie a for me to know, at present at least, that I have not been ap- 
pealed to by the people of Alabama, as far as I am advised through the 
newspapers or by private correspondence, for the bestowal of public 
charity from the Treasury of the United States upon our people. That 
is the question that I hold in reserve. 

Mr. GARLAND.. Mr. President, I did not suppose the resolution 
would be debated at this time but that after some explanation by the 
honorable Senator who introduced it, which he has most happily made, 
it would be referred to the proper committee for consideration. But as 
some Senators have briefly given their views as to the power of Congress 
to make such an appropriation, I wish to say I do not doubt the exist- 
ence of such a power, and I think when the question comes for full 
consideration it can be shown Congress has such authority. Congress 
provides for locust-stricken sections, for books and documents to be sent 
out to the people and seeds from the proper Department, for suffering 
people in the overflowed districts by which many of my own constitu- 
ents have been relieved, for the nation to exhibit herself at the Centen- 
nial, and for the Yorktown celebration, and for a good many other sim- 
ilar performances and enterprises that stand upon no broader or deeper 
foundation than this. And there are many more of this sort, acts of 
inere beneficence to the people, from a very early history of the Gov- 
ernment that would uphold and justify this. But I will not go into 
them now. It is enough for the present to say, as the Senator from 
Georgia has suggested, we can relieve the storm-stricken as well as the 
flood-stricken, and I unite in the hope the committee will give early 
and favorable consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, a large portion of the State of In- 
diana has been visited by a disastrous flood and the people there have 
called my attention to the very matter now before the Senate. There 
are a great many people who are houseless, who have no shelter. Un- 
der the recent appropriation the Secretary of War has conceived it his 
duty to send relief in the form of consignments of food, clothing, &c. 
I think his construction is correct so far as legislation has yet proceeded. 
But there is a very great principle involved in this matter. 1f the Gen- 
eral Government enters upon giving relief to suffering people who have 
been visited by flood or storm, I can easily understand how relief in 
the way of shelter would be as important, perhaps more important, than 
even the supply of food. When a storm occurs in the winter season 
by which aged, infirm, and sick people are left houseless, their case 
should call, it seems to me, as loudly for relief from the Government 
by supplying them with shelter as where when a flood has swept away 
all they had in the way of provisions they should be supplied with 
rations. 

It is not my purpose to discuss this point at this time, and my only 
object in rising was to say a word in behalf of those people who are 
deeply interested in my own State, to invoke an early consideration and 


a decision on this point whether the Government will go to the extent. 
asked for by the Senator from North Carolina.. Suspense in a matter 

of this kind is injurious. If these people, so far as shelter and tem- 

porary homes are concerned, are to rely on themselves and on voluntary 

aid and neighborhood charity, the sooner they are advised of that fact 

the better. If on the other hand aid is to be extended to them by the 
Government, the sooner that is known the better it will be for them. 

I hope the matter will have an earnest, practical solution at the ear- 

liest possible moment. 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senate will pardon me for one word further. 
No Senator, no man, can respect the conscientious convictions of consti- 
tutional duty of my friend from Tennessee more than I do, and I hope 
I may be permitted to say that it gives me very great pleasure toknow 
that no appeals have yet come from Tennessee cr reached the ears of 
my friend from Alabama for the relief of the people in their respective 
States. I was rejoiced greatly to learn that the people of either of those- 
States have not suffered so deeply or are so far relieved from want that 
this assistance will not be necessary for them. It is due to the people 
whom I, with my colleague, represent on this floor to say that no appeal 
has come to me from them to ask the Congress of the United States for 
succor to their distressed fellow-citizens; but I have not waited for a 
formal appeal. I shall wait fornosuch appeal. When I saw from the 
public prints of North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and Alabama, 
and those reports reflected in every newspaper in the country, that tive 
hundred people had been killed in one night, that hundreds of families, 
thousands of women and children, poor, helpless, shivering, and suffer- 
ing, were left without a shelter for the day ornight, and left without food. 
for an hour, many of them stripped of the last piece of clothing that 
they had, their houses scattered by the winds for miles, every vestige: 
of property that they had lost, their children suffering for bread, their 
neighbors unable to help them, private charity not equal to its great 
desire to do its duty, Iam glad, sir, that I did not wait for any petition. 
to come to me from that people to remind me of my duty. And I think 
the Senate will sympathize with me in that regard. 

I have simply toask that the joint resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. If there be no objection the joint 
resolution will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 
Mr. KENNA submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 


him to the bill (S. 1597) to enlarge the powers and duties of the De- 
partmentof Agriculture; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 


printed. 

Mr. GROOME submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 341) to regulate the rank of engineer officers in the 
United States Navy; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. PLATT. In behalf of the Committee on Territories I ask leave 
to have printed some facts and statistics which have been submitted to 
the committee by Hon. THOMAS H. BRENTS, of Washington Terri- 
tory, bearing upon the question of the admission of Washington Ter- 


ritory asa State. I move that two hundred copies be printed for the 
use of the committee. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Connecticut, from 


the Committee on Territories, moves that a paper, which he now pre- 
sents from that committee, touching a matter pending before the com- 
mittee, be printed for the use of the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


` On motion of Mr. MCPHERSON, it was 


Ordered, That the pepo in the case of the loss of the ship Joseph W. Mick- 
erson, on the coast of Africa, in the year 1876, be withdrawn from the files of the 
Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. Said papers refer to bill for 
the relief of Joseph W, Yates, now before said committee. 

ARREDONDO GRANT IN FLORIDA. 

Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution, which was read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish the Senate with copies of the papers in his office in relation to the Arre- 
dondo nt, in Columbia County, Florida, relating to the origin and history of 
the said grant and itssurvey and location on land in Columbia County, Florida; 
and the decision of the United States circuit court for the northern district of 
Florida in relation thereto; and of the ¢laim of the State of Florida to the lands 
claimed under said nt and the selection of the same under any of the sev- 
eral acts ting public lands to the State of Florida; and of the issue of land- 
scrip under the decision of the circuit court of the United States to the claim- 
ants under said grant; and of the location of said scrip on land occupied and 
in possession by actual settlers and others claiming under the State of Florida, 


+ Mr. CALL. I desire to makea statement, which I have in my hand, 
from a very ble and responsible lawyer, Mr. Washington M. 
Ives, of Lake City, Fla., and also from Mr. A. G. Bigelow and other citi- . 
zens of that State: 

I write you about what concerns over 4,000 citizens of this county. By are- 
cent floating of the Arredondo grant many tracts of land are declared ygcant upon 
the books at the United States land office in Gainesville. This land was pur 
chased by parties since 1854, at which time and since which time the Govern 
ment declined to patent any of the land embraced in the grant. Under the pur- 
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„chase conveyances have been made for many years, and in some cases twenty 
families live upon the quarter of a section. Underthe homestead and pre-emp- 
‘tion laws the rightful possessors can not procure titles, Unless the Commissioner 
-of the General Land Office can make some ruling in reference to the matter 
reg Bodin will be done; in fact, some has andy been done. The notice of 

float is very recent, and already good fields for-years in cultivation have 
been homesteaded. 

I urge you to do what you can for the relief of these honest people who are 
losing their houses and possessions by the matter. Anything that can be done 
should be done quickly. 

I ask for the passage of the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL submitted the followingresolution; which was considered, 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish 
the Senate with information as to the suit of the heirs of Arredondo against the 
United States in the circuit court of the United States for the northern district 
of Florida, relating ta land in Columbia County, Florida, and of the proceedings 
in said cause, and the time when the same was commenced, and as to the claim- 
ants or heirs in said cause and the evidence therein, and all other material facts 

_ relating to the same and the validity and justice of said claim. 


ADDITIONAL STEEL VESSELS. 
On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 
Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 300 copies of the report 
-on Senate bill 698, the usual number having been exhausted. 
PRINTING OF COMMITTEE DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the folowing concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That when a 
joint committee, or a committee of either House, have leave to print its re- 
port, or the testimony taken by it, or any other document for the use of the 
committee, the number printed shall be limited to 100 copies, unless the House 
to which the committee belongs shall order otherwise. 


LEASES OF LANDS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. VOORHEES, [offer a resolution, and ask that it be printed and 
lie over until to-morrow, when I shall call it up for action. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Whereas, in compliance with Senate resolution of December 4, 1883, the honor- 

able Secretary of the Interior has transmitted copies of documents and corre- 

ndence relating to leases of lands in the Indian Territory to citizens of the 
nited States for cattle-grazing and other purposes; and 

Whereas it ap from Executive Document No. 54 of the present session of 
Congress, containing said copies of correspondence, &c., that several million of 
acres of land in the Indian Territory have been leased to citizens of the United 
States for cattle-grazing purposes: refore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on the Judic be, and they are hereby, 
instructed to investigate the matter of said leases; whether the same have been 
made in conformity to law; whether any money paid by any of the lessees under 
the terms of said leases have been covered into the ; whether any of 
said lessees have attempted to survey any of the lands in said Indian Territory 
belonging, secured, or granted by treaty with the United States to any Indian 
tribe, or has desi, ted any of the boundaries of said lands by marking trees or 
otherwise; and t said committee be instructed to report by bill or otherwise 
at any time. 

Mr. PLATT. Let that go over. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . The resolution goes over under the 
objection of the Senator from Connecticut and will be laid before the 
Senate to-morrow. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE, 

Mr. PENDLETON. There is a vacancy upon the Committee on the 
Improvement of the Mississippi River, made by the declension and ex- 
«unsal of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON]. I movethat the 
Chair have authority to fill the vacaney. 

The motion wasagreed to, by unanimous consent; and the President 
pro tempore appointed Mr. GEORGE to fill the vacancy. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK; its 
‘Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint resolution (S. 
R. 58) filling an existing vacancy in the Board of Regents of the Smith- 
-sqnian Institution. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4971) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for 
-other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 168) for the payment of certain expenses 
out of the contingent fund of the House of Representatives. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 1482) making all public roads and high- 
ways post-routes; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore. s 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. j 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President this day 
approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 51) authorizing an ex- 
penditure of money for Indian educational purposes. 

NATIONAL-BANK CIRCULATION. 


Mr. BAYARD. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
-of the unfinished business. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware moves 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 1155. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1155) to provide for 
the issue of circulating notes to national banking associations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. The Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GEORGE addressed the Senate. Having spoken till 2 o’clock, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALE in the chair). The Senator 
from Mississippi will suspend fora moment. TheChair calls attention 
to the fact that the bill (S. 698) to authorize the construction of ad- 
ditional steel vessels for the Navy was made thespecial order for to-day 
at 2 o’clock. It can not under the rules interfere with the unfinished 
business, but will under the rules go to the head of the calendar of special 
orders, to come up on the completion of the present bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the question of finance at this time 
is too important to be treated of as it is by the bill before us. The Sen- 
ators on the Finance Committee, whoare supposed to know more about 


‘| this subject than any other gentlemen in the Senate, widely differ upon 


the bill. I do not hope to be able to add any material contribution to 
the discussion on this subject; but as I shall be in a very small minority 
in the vote on the final passage of the bill, I claim the indulgence of 
the Senate to state the reasons which induce me to vote against what 
seems to be the will of a large majority of this body. 

In the first place, for a permanent and ever-increasing evil we have 
what is acknowledged by its friends to be only a temporary remedy, w 
mere makeshift to tide us over the troubles of to-day. For that rea- 
son I think it ought not to be adopted. 

In the next place, the friends of the measure, some of them the most 
distinguished for their knowledge of finance, members of the Finance 
Committee, discredit the measure by declaring that it will be inefficient. 
With this admission I shall be relieved from the duty of discussing at 
any great length that aspect of the question, as I may well rely on the 
authority of these distinguished Senators conceding in this debate that 
if we pass this bill it will furnish no efficient remedy against the evil 
of a contraction of our currency. To prove this I shall read a sentence 
or two from the speech delivered on this subject by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who has probably as great a reputation for a 
knowledge of the finances of this country as any member of this body. 
He says, respecting the bill introduced by the Senator from New Jersey: 


If we can on no other I shall vote for the proposition of the Senator from 
heeds J pd mt with grave doubts of its working. It does notfurnish the remedy 
for the disease. 


That is the opinion of the Senator from Ohio condemning this meas- 
ure. An equally distinguished Senator, the chairman of the Finance 
Committee [Mr. MORRILL], who has given probably as much thought 
and study to the question of finance as any man in the Union, is equally 
explicit in declaring his opinion and his judgment that this measure 
will not meet the evil which it is intended to remedy. That Senator 
said in the speech he made on the subject a few days ago: 

I wish to say in advance that so far as the bill is concerned it is really inade- 


quate to give any permanent relief. 
= $ . Ga + 


+ 
The business of the country has shown in the last week that our measure is 
insufficient, or that while the proposition has been pending here of allowing 10 
per cent. addition to the amount of circulation upon the bonds deposited by the 
national banks, at the end of one week over $2,000,000 of circulation was sur- 
rendered to the Treasury by the national banks. 


Again, the same Senator says: 
If there is to be anything done, sgmething more than this bill is absolutely 
necessary. 
According to this the failure of the bill has already occurred, for the 
banks, notwithstanding its certain and assured by this body, 


-eyen while we ure discussing it, are surrendering their notes at the rate 


of $2,000,000 per week. : 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], also anableand distinguished 
member of the Committee on Finance, though I understand him to fa- 
vor the bill, yet voted in favor of the amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], which proposed to very materially change it by 
allowing the issue of bank notes for a considerable amount above the 
par value of the United States bonds deposited as security for their re- 
demption. And the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], equally 
distinguished for his knowledge of finance, not only believes the bill 
wil] be worthless to prevent contraction of the currency, but that it 

ill increase and intensify that evil. He says: 

I think it will not— 


That is, guard against the dangers of contraction— 


I think it will not, and that the ultimate effect of it will be to accelerate and in- 
tensify the evil results which it is intended to obviate. 


The author of the bill himself, the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
MCPHERSON], though insisting that it is a good remedy for the evils of 
contraction, yet felt bound to say that it probably would be necessary, 
in order to make it efficient, to repeal the tax on circulation, expressing 
also his conviction that if the bill passed the tax would be repealed. 

So. Mr. President, this measure comes before us discredited and dis- 


honored by the judgment of its friends, by the opinion and judgment 
of the most distinguished and able members of the Finance Committee, 
and even discredited by the judgment and opinion of its author him- 
self. Under these circumstances I think we ought to pause before we, 
in the presence of the great evils of contraction now so seriously threat- 
ened, offer the country this measure as an efficient remedy. | think 
that the committee committed a grave error in not considering other 
and obvious measures of relief, and confining themselves alone to an 
effort to conciliate the banks and induce them to reduce the contraction 
now going on through their agency. The proposition offered by the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], and substantially also offered by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], whose amendment is now the 
pending question, would in my opinion and in the opinion of many who 
have studied this question afford a safer and more certain relief against 
the threatened evil of contraction. 

It is urged, though, that we ought not to resort to the issue of more 
Treasury notes, as proposed in the amendmentof the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest], because that would be banking by the Government. 
Mr. President, that is a misuse of terms. Although the issue of paper 
money is an annex to, and sometimes a part of, banking, it is not an 
essential part of that business. Banking for all legitimate purposes 
may be earried on and is carried on in every civilized country of the 
globe by institutions, by banks, which have not the power to issue paper 
money. In our own country we have over 3,400 State banks perform- 
ing all the essential business and duties of banking without the power 
to issue paper money, or if they have, the power is suppressed by a tax 
of 10 per cent. on their circulation. Then we have several hundred pri- 
vate bankers who also perform all the functions of banking without the 
power of issuing circulating notes. ‘Then there are some six or eight 
hundred savings-banks doing the same thing without the power to issue 
notes to circulate as money. 

So, Mr. President, I think when it is said that the issue of Treasury 
notes is banking by the Government, this statement is a fillacy, and 
instead of furnishing a real argument against the amendment now under 
consideration it is an effort to kill it by giving it a bad name. Sup- 
pose that we should direct that the division of the Treasury Depart- 
ment which issues Treasury notes should be removed from the Treasury 
building and should occupy a place on one of the business streets of this 
city, and that we were to require the superintendent or manager to put as 
a sign over the door of this business house +‘ United States Government 
Bank;” and then suppose that a stranger unacquainted with our laws 
should come along and go into that institution and say, ‘‘ I have some 
money; I want to make a deposit.’’ He would be informed at once, 
‘ We do not receive any deposits here.’ Suppose then he should say, 
“I have some exchange on a foreign city; I should like to sell it.” He 
would be informed, ‘* We do not buy exchange.’’ Suppose, again, he 
were to say, ‘‘I want to buy exchange upon some other place.” He 
would be answered, ‘* We do not sell exchange here.” Afterall this the 
stranger, in his anxiety to learn the nature and character of this singular 
institution, remembering the sign upon the door and believing still that 
a bank was kept there, would probably say, “I havea friend who wants 
to borrow some money; can he getit?’’ He would be informed, ‘‘ We do 
not loan money here.’ The next question he would perhaps ask, after 
all this experience, would be this: ** Well, if you are a bank, if you do 
not deal in exchange, and if you do not loan money, what in the world 
do you do; what function of banking do you perform?’ ‘* Why,’’ the 
answer would be, ‘‘ We issue money.” ‘‘Whatdo you do with itafter 
you issue it?” ‘‘ We simply use it in the payment of our ordinary ex- 
penses and in the payment of our debts; ” and that is all there is in 
this idea of Government banking. The issue of these notes is but the 
exercise of a power which the Government has always exerted to issue 
an obligation which represents its indebtedness to the holder. If we 
issue bonds it is not said that is banking; but if we issue a note in the 
shape and form of a bank note, payable to bearer, so that it may circu- 
late easily from one hand to another, which is nothing more than an 
obligation of the Government to pay the amount of money specified in 
if, and without interest, then it is said to be banking. Butif we issue 
a bond, bearing interest, for the same purpose, that is not banking. I 
think there is nothing in that argument. We are not banking now; 
yet we are issuing notes of this kind daily from the Treasury; not, it is 
true, new Treasury notes, except in place of old ones worn out or mu- 
tilated, but as Treasury notes come in they are paid out again; and yet 
nobody supposes that the Governmentis engaged in banking. Nobody 
suspects that during the early period of the history of the law which 
authorized the issuance of Treasury notes the Government was bank- 
ing. It performs none of the essential parts of banking, not one. In 
the issue of Treasury notes it comes nearer performing that part of the 
admitted power of Congress to coin money and regulate its value. 

But it is said next that it would be a dangerous power to allow the 
Government to issue paper money—danger of inflation, danger of issuing 
too much and adding unduly to the body of the currency. There is 
no power which we possess which can not, if unwiselyand improperly 
used, beasourceof danger tothe country. Thereis the conceded power 
to declare war. If we declare it unnecessarily that is the greatest of 
dangers, and yet we have the clear power of doing it. So with every 


other power which we possess, we having the discretion to use it as we 
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will. If we exercise it recklessly, if we use it unwisely, if we exert 
it with passion, there is danger to the country. But is there any more 
reason why this power to issue notes to circulate as money on the part 
of the Government would be dangerously and unwisely used than any 
other power? The history of the issue of these notes up to this time 
does not show it. On the contrary, this history shows that the Con- 
gress has heen more disposed to be conservative unduly, to contract the 
currency than to expand it. 

But it is said that the regulation of the volume of currency should 
be left to the business needs and wants of the country. That, sir, is a 
fine phrase; but will Senators tell me how the mere business of the 
country can regulate the volume òf the currency? To regulate the 
volume of the currency by the needs and demands of business is a good 
rule by which the authority, governmental or banking, which has the 
power to regulate it shall go by, but of itself business can not perform 
the act of regulation. This must be done by a power outside of mere 
business; it must be done either by the Government or the banks; 
and while, as I said, the regulating of the volume of currency by the 
business needs and wants of the country is a safe and sound rule to go 
by, itis a rule which must be put in operation by some authority or 
power capable of action on it. And the question now before us is 
whether it is safer to leave this power in the Government or to vest it 
in banks. Ido not believe it is a safe power in the banks. I believe 
it is a great power, whichis capable of being used for the destruction of 
the business and interests of the people. If confided to the banks, as 
is conceded by the friends of this bill, the banks will issue their notes 
or regulate the volume of the currency according to their own interest, 
and that is not an observance of the rule that it shall be regulated by 
the business wants of the country. If it be their interest to contract— 
not the interest of the business of the country, but if it be the interest 
of the banks to contract—they will contract. If it be their interest to 
expand the currency, they will expand it, and the business of the coun- 
try may take care of itself. 7 

I havea table here, which I have prepared from official sources, which 
shows that, except when there were political considerations to influence 
the action of the banks, some ultimate end to be attained by them by 
influencing the legislation of Congress, they have uniformly expanded 
the currency, and that when they had an ultimate aim to attain, some 
end to be gained from Congress by legislation, they have, without re- 
gard to their direct and immediate interest or the interests of the country, 
contracted. From the beginning of 1865 up to and including the year 
1875 there was a continuous year-by-year increase in the currency of 
the national banks, and in 1875 their net earnings were 9.82 per cent. 
higher than they have been since, and yet we saw that in 1876, with 
no assignable cause as far as I know, unless it was to influence the 
Presidential election then pending, there was a sudden contraction of 
$22,000,000. We find also that this contraction was followed by a 
large decrease in the net earnings of the banks, a fall from 9.82 per 
cent. to6.82. Why this loss was submitted to is unexplainable on busi- 
ness principles, It must have resulted, as a similar contraction in 1881 
did, from political considerations, the effort to defeat-Mr. Tilden, which, 
though unsuccessful in preventing his election, was yet quite sufficient 
to prevent hisinauguration. In thenext year, 1877, after the inaugura- 
tion of Mr. Hayes, it was a desirable political end to reverse the Demo- 
cratic majority in the House of Representatives, and we find that there 
was another contraction of $15,000,000. This also was attended by a 
loss in the net earnings of the banks, as compared with 1875, of 3.63 
per cent, So we find, sir, that while the banks as a general rule regu- 
late the volume of the currency according to their own interest and not 
by, the business interest of the country, yet they are quite capable of 
sacrificing both to the exigency of political considerations. 

It is not disputed that the contraction of the national-bank currency 
in 1881 was made to attain a political end, the defeat of what they re- 
garded as unfriendly legislation, by a veto of the President. And again 
it was successful, and again it was accompanied by a sacrifice of their 
interests and of the interests of the country. 

The statistics show that uniformly the net earnings of the banks are 
decreased by contraction and increased by expansion, so when there is 
contraction there is some motive involved in it disconnected from busi- 
ness interests. After the contraction of $15,000,000 in 1877, followed 
by the loss of 3.63 per cent. on net earnings, there was an increase in cir- 
culation in 1878 of seven and a half millions, and the result was, that the 
tendency to loss produced by the contraction of $37,000,000 in the two 
preceding years was reduced to the insignificant sum of .14 of 1 per cent. 
Next year, 1879, there was an increase of $5,000,000 in the currency; 
in 1880 another increase of $15,000,000; in 1881 another increase of 
$11,000,000; in 1882 a still further increase of $2,000,000; and in each 
of these years there was a’ steady increase of net earnings by the banks, 
the total increase in 1882 being 3.12 per cent. But in 1883 when we 
were approaching the period when we were to take action on this sub- 
ject, we find that rule of increase, followed by the banks since 1877, was 
reversed, and contraction took place to the amount of $9,000,000, being 
followed also by a loss to the banks in net earnings. 

It is thus made manifest that the regulation of the volume of the cur- 
rency is in accordance with the sole interest of the banks, direct and 
immediate or remote, as affected by political considerations, and not 
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in accordance with the business needs of the country. It is also seen 
that expansion is always to the direct interests of the banks and con- 
traction always against it. : A 

There would be no danger now of the contraction which the bill 
seeks to counteract if we could rely on the regulation by the banks of 
the volume of the currency by the business wants of the country, or 
even by their own direct and immediate interests. f 

If it be true that expansion means profit and contraction means loss, 
and if it also be true that we can assign with certainty at one or two 
points contraction to the efforts on the part of the banks to control the 
legislation of Congress, it seems to me that I have made out my case, 
that it is unsafe to allow them to control the volume of our currency. 
What was the necessity for the reduction of $9,000,000 this past year ? 
The taxes had nearly all been taken off; they had made fine profits in 
1882, and what was the reason of the reduction in the circulation or 
contraction of $9,000,000 at this particular time? 

Mr. BAYARD. The bonds were called in. 

Mr. GEORGE. The 3 percents were not all the bonds in this coun- 
try. There were $1,300,000,000 of bonds, as I understand, outstand- 
ing. 

in. BAYARD. The bonds they held were called in. 

Mr. GEORGE. When they got the money for the bonds they held, 
and which had been called in, they could invest it in bonds that they 
did not before hold. So it appears I have shown by these statistics 
that the banks contract when they have a political end to gain without 
reference to their interest. They lost last year by the contraction, 
they lost in their net earnings although their capital was not dimin- 
ished; and for what purpose did they lose? Congress needs to have 
an argument to influence us and show that unless we grant them more 
favors, give them more extra privileges, more advantages, contraction 
would still go on to a still more disastrous extent. 

But, Mr. President, I am sorry to say that although they should not 
possess the power to issue paper money, although that should be re- 
tained by the Government in its own hands exclusively, there remains 
in the nature of things, in the nature of the business of banking, a 
dangerous power in the banks to contract or expand the currency at 
their will. Contraction does not mean merely destruction of the cur- 
rency, the return of the national-bank notes to the Treasury and the 
taking of them out of circulation. This is not the only or eyen the 
ordinary means of contraction by the banks when they see proper to 
contract. Locking up currency in their vaults, refusing to meet the 
business demands of the community, is as much contraction as if the 
money was absolutely destroyed. 

But I object, Mr, President, that the Finance Committee in reporting 
this measure—conceded by a considerable number of them to be inefli- 
cient—have omitted obvious and plain remedies for the existing situa- 
tion. There is the Vest amendment now under consideration by the 
Senate, that would furnish a complete remedy, and it is not amenable 
to the objection urged that under it the Government might unduly ex- 
pand the currency of the country; because by its terms the Treasury 
notes are limited dollar for dollar to the exact amount of national-bank 
notes that shall be retired. There isno expansion in that; it is but the 
substitution of Treasury notes to supply the want created by the retire- 
ment of national-bank notes. This amendment I regard as a necessary 
means of emancipating Congress and the country from the domination 
of the banks, If it were the law now, we would not be trembling be- 
fore the awful majesty and power of the national banks, eager and anx- 
ious to conciliate them, because we distrust ourability to throw off their 
galling yoke. Enact it now, and the country and all the business in- 
terests in it may well rest secure in the conviction that they are safe 
from the antagonizing interests and the caprices of the banks, So plain 
is this to me, that I wonder why the amendment is not immediately 
adopted. 

Again, Mr. President, if the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri were adopted it would in itself tend to prevent contraction on 
the part of the national banks. If they undertook contraction from any 
motive except a business motive, if they had an idea that they could 
influence the legislation of Congress or the political contests of the day 
by contraction, they would see at once that they could not accomplish 
their purpose, because every dollar they refurned would be supplied at 
once by Treasury notes issued in the place of it. > 

A very singular argument was urged against this amendment, or the 
Plumbamendment (which issubstantially thesamething), by the friends 
of the present bill during the last week. The argument came in the way 
of a question as to what the friends of these amendments (Mr. PLUMB 
and Mr. Vesr) would do if a supposed case should happen like this: 
“Suppose,” they said, ‘‘the national banks should suddenly return 
$300,000,000 of their notes into the Treasury, and thereupon the Treas- 
ury, as required by these amendments, should replace them with Treas- 
ury notes, and after that the banks were to reverse their action and 
suddenly issue $300,000,000 of their notes, thus causing by that amount 
a disastrous expansion of the currency ?’’ 

I take it for granted that honorable Senators in arguing a question of 
this gravity and importance would not indulge in suppositions that were 
entirely impossible, pure chimeras. I assume that they would not 
undertake to affright us from our duty and propriety by conjuring up 


impossible actions on the part of the banks, and thereby foreshadowing 
a state of facts which would materially injure if it did not ruin the 
business of the country. It is clear thatthey meant that it was within 
the range of probability that the banks might do what they supposed 
they would do; that is, contract suddenly $300,000,000. Now, if they 
may and probably would do that, it is the strongest possible argument 
against giving them the power to issue notes. 

And then, again, the supposition goes to this extent: that after the 
business needs of the country had been supplied by the issue of $300, - 
000,000 Treasury notes to prevent the loss occasioned by the withdrawal 
of $300,000,000 bank notes the banks would seek to flood the country 
with paper money by expanding the cusrency unduly to the extent of 
$300,000,000. If that be so, if that is a possibility under the present 
system, it is the strongest argament in the world why we should have 
another system. We ought not to leave the business interests of this 
country, the fortunes and the destinies of this people, to the caprice or 
passion of bankers or of other men whoare capable of doing the things 
which this supposition of the friends of this bill admits they might do. 

It was asked what would we do in a case of that sort when the three 
hundred additional million dollars had been ‘issued by the banks un- 
necessarily. My answer would be at once when such an attempt was 
made to destroy the. business of the country, to repeal the bank char- 
ters and to take away from them the dangerous power to expand orcon- 
tract the currency at their will. 

But, Mr. President, there were other obyious means by which con- 
traction could be successfully met. Wehaveof one and two dollar notes 
of the legal-tender Treasury notes $57,941,461. We have of silver in 
the Treasury idle the sum of $62,000,000. If these ones and twos which 
enter into competition with silver for change and in the small business 
of the country were withdrawn from circulation and the amountof them 
reissued in larger bills, that would give a place and create a demand 
for a similar amount of change, and in this way we should get rid of 
the surplus silver now in the Treasury, either by putting out the silver 
or issuing small denominations of silver certificates, and thus meet con- 
traction to the amount of about $60,000,000. 

We have also $73,000,000 of legal-tender greenbacks and nine and a 
half million dollars of national-bank notes of the denomination of $5. 
Being a large silver-producing country (our product last year was $46,- 
800,000), it is ourobvious duty to furnish channels in which the money 
coined from this metal shall float. In order to do that we must give sil- 
ver the monopoly of furnishing the change and filling the channels of 
the small business of this country. Suppose we do that, suppose we 
take away the ones and twos and fives, there will be over $200,000,000 
of small money withdrawn from circulation and put into larger bills, and 
that will create a hiatus, a demand, and an absolute necessity for the 
issuance of either coin or small silver certificates to supply their place, 
The small business of the country is of immense importance. It con- 
cerns every person in it toa large extent; but as to four-fifths of our 
people it is the only business they are engaged or concerned in. 

Now, as I said before, it is an obvious means of preventing contraction 
to give silver or silver certificates, either or both, at the choice of the 
people, the monopoly of all the currency under the denomination of $10. 
Ido not know how much it would take to fill the channels of the small 
business of this conntry. The small business, bear in mind, is that 
which is done with coin or paper. It isa cash matter in the main. It 
is not like the large business of commerce, which is largely done through 
bills of exchange, certified checks, and clearing-houses. The dairy- 
man, the truck man, the farmer, the day laborer, or the monthly laborer, 
the retail dealer, can not live and transact his business without small 
money. That is shown by the amount of small money that we have 
in circulation. This I can show only approximately. - 

The coinage of small coins up to 30th June, 1883, from the com- 
mencement, is as follows: 


Fralf-onpies (Gitta) 2 pon te te ee ey 149, 565, 980 
TGR ahh as Po EN ONEAN 1, 565, 592 
Quarter-eagles (two-and-a-halfs)_...-..--.----.------- 28, 393, 865 
Fe aR EES EIN SEE EL ERT Ne ea BS 19, 371, 364 

198, 885, 801 


Being within a fraction of 15 per cent. of the total gold coinage. I 
have no data to show how much of the small coinage is in circulation 
now; but the tof€l gold circulation is $581,970,254. It would be safe 
to assume that— 


The fives, twos, threes, and ones amount to 15 per cent. 


of that sum, which would be -_.-_--------_-------- $87, 295, 537 
Ones and twos of Treasury notes._.._-----.---------- 57, 941, 461 
Fives of Treasury notes and national banks -_--_-----_ 164, 500, 000 

309, 736, 998 


Total silver coin s-2o |. <n on nen 242, 701, 932 


Total small notes and small coin----------------- 552, 438, 930 


Of this amount silver furnishes only a little over two-fifths, leaving 
$309,736,998 to be supplied by silver and silver certificates in case smal? 
notes arid small gold coin are withdrawn. 
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Now, sir, with this large amount of small circulation given up to 
bank notes and gold, and which is the legitimate place for silver, and 
with our large silver production ($46,800,000 per annum), and with sil- 
ver depreciated as compared with gold, it seems almost criminal that 
we do not give to silver and silver certificates their rightful place in our 
circulation. There is not the slightest danger that silver will not to 
the extent I have indicated circulateatpar with gold. It is no answer 
tothis to say that gold isintrinsically worth 15 per cent. more than silver. 
For as to the essential and necessary p to which silver under this 
view will be assigned it would be without a competitor. Gold of large 
coinage can not compete; so of bank notes. Hence silver, having the 
monopoly of an essential business, will to the extent of that business be 
of equal value with other money. Why, Mr. President, what are we to 
do with the silver produced in this country unless we give it a fairer 
chance in circulation? The production is increasing, last year being 
the largest production we have ever had, it being only $100,000 in 1859, 
while the production of gold in 1859 was $50,000,000, and last year only 
$32,000,0007 Are we not so acting as to discredit, to drive out of use 
this immense production ofour mines? That, sir, in my judgment, is 
exactly what we are doing when we allow small notes and small gold 
coins to circulate in the channels which legitimately belong to silver 
orsmall silver certificates. 

The committee ought to have considered and reported upon these im- 
portant measures. ‘They ought also to have considered and reported 
upon the complete rehabilitation of silver. I do not believe that you 
can make value out of nothing. Ido not believe in fiat money, whether 
the fiat be applied to paper or to coin. I do not believe that the mere 
say-so of the Government can make and impart value where value did 
not before exist. But I do believe, and the history of the times shows it, 
that where there is intrinsic value already existing, as in silver, you 
can lessen that value by unfriendly legislation or you can add to or 
increase it by contrary action. And what has been our course in ref- 
erence to it? Discrimination against silver. We have at this end of 
the Avenue passed a law which puts silver upon an equal footing with 
gold. A gold dollar and a silver dollar are equal in law, although in- 
trinsically there is 15 cents difference; they do now circulate as equals. 
But what is done at the other end of the Avenue? Silver is discrimi- 
nated against; it is not paid out to the creditors of the Government; 

~it is not received at the custom-house. This action of the executive 
department of the Government, contrary to the expressed will of the 
legislative department, has a tendency to keep up the difference in value 
between gold and silver as it now exists. That action is in addition to 
the want of the friendly legislation which might take place, as I have 
pointed out. And what is the result of all this? That we have be- 
come a large exporter of silver bullion. Instead of filling the channels 
of commerce adapted to that kind of coin by the coin itself or by sil- 
ver certificates of small denominations (there are none now, I believe, 
less than $20), we are so acting as te increase the difference between 
gold and silver, and to drive the latter to foreign countries for a market. 
That ought to be reversed. 

I want it distinctly understood that it is my opinion that when you 
have done all you can to give silver the monopoly of the small change 
needed in business, and a monopoly of the small business of the coun- 
try, if you have more of it, so that it overflows these channels and 
crowds the marts of general commerce, foreign and domestic, then you 
will discover in actual practice the difference between the value of gold 
and silver; and I admit that when we have reached that time we shall 
be obliged to readjust the ratio between these metals either by enlarg- 
ing the silver dollar or diminishing the gold dollar or by doing a little 
of both, so as to bring them ona nearer equality. But we have not 
reached that point yet by a long distance. We can delay the coming 
of that time by the means I have su; As long as we can pre- 
vent these metals from becoming rivals and competitors in actual use 
by assigning each to its appropriate sphere, allowing each to do the 
business it is suitable for, so long we can keep them in circulation on 
equal terms even with the present ratio. But if we fail in this duty 
and continue our present policy of allowing small bank notes and small 
coins to compete with silver, it will be but a short period when the dif- 
ference in value between the two metals will become disastrously evident. 

We are now, as we are told by the advocates of the bill, in the pres- 
ence of a threatened contraction of about $200,000,000 by the payment 
of the 3 per cent. bonds of the United States. I hve shown that we 
have small paper money and small gold coins which are filling the 
channels which silver and silver certificates ought ‘to fill and which 
they would fill at par with gold sufficient to meet this contraction, and 
that isa safer and better mode than the other. Last year we exported 
twelve and a half millions of silver bullion fromthis country. It was 
exported because by our unfriendly action toward it it was made 
cheaper here than it was in the countries to which it was exported, 
since if it had been as high here as it was there it would not have paid 
the expense of transportation across the ocean to seek a place where it 
was of no more value than it was at the place whence it was started. 
That was an injury to our people, an injury not only in the mode in 
which I have pointed out by diminishing the metals which could be 
used for the purpose of filling the small channels of commerce to which 
I have alluded, but it was an injury in this respect also that it was a 
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| competitor in the markets of the worid with our corn, cotton, wheat, 


pork, and other exports. , In the long run no nation, except a metal, 
a gold or silver producing one, can afford to export continually of its 
coin to other countries, because if it did it would soon be exhausted. 
Foreign trade for any considerable period will be found to be but an 
exchange of commodities between different nations. At one time the 
balance may be one way, at another time it may be another; but in a 
series of years there must be an equilibrium between the exports and 
the imports or else the country making larger imports will be com- 
pelled to pay the difference in coin and thus deprive itself of that 
article. So when we put twelve and a half million dollars of bullion 
on ourexport list, which must be paid for in the way I have suggested, 
we put there that which supplants twelve and a half millions of our 
other exports, which the nation receiving them can only pay for out of 
its surplus commodities; and if we had not sent this twelve and a half 
million dollars of bullion there they would have taken an equal amount 
of our other exports. 

There is another obvious measure for giving us relief which the com- 
mittee did not consider, and that is*the reserve in the Treasury of 
$150,000,000, which has over and over again been shown by the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], a member of the Finance Committee, 
to be at least $50,000,000 too large. If that reserve had been fixed at 
$100,000,000 there would have been turned loose for the currency of 
the country $50,000,000; for bear in mind that every dollar locked up 
in the Treasury, withheld from circulation, is that much contraction, 

Then, sir, there is another cause, and a very obvious cause, of con- 
traction which might have tempted the consideration of the Committee 
on Finance to seek for its removal, and that is the immense surplus an- 
nually produced by the excessive taxation to which the people of this 
country are subjected. That causes contraction in this way: it takes. 
unnecessarily from the people $100,000,000 and puts it into the Treasury, 
and although we may pay it out in the purchase of bonds, we at least 
perform this kind of an operation very deleterious to the people, we 
take the money from those who buy our taxed , buy the whisky, 
the tobacco, the farming implements, the clothing, and all the other 
products of common use upon which the tariff is levied. These people 
need the money. Most of them are laborers. We take it from them 
and put it in the Treasury. We lose two or three months’ time after 
putting it there before we put it ont, and then we pay it to men who 
have no use for it, who do not want it, who want the interest-bearing 
bonds of the Government, and not its coin. 

Again, sir, this large surplus and high taxation have this very injuri- 
ous effecé upon the country: It appreciates the bonds of the Govern- 
ment largely above par. We are under obligation todo nothing which 
would discredit the bonds, or which would reduce them below their par 
value; but we are under an equal obligation to the people, to the tax- 
payers, to do nothing to unduly raise their market price, when we are 
compelled by this large surplus in the Treasury to go into the market 
and buy bonds at whatever they may cost. I repeat we arè under an 
obligation to do nothing which will unduly advance them in price, be- 
cause the effect of it will be simply to cost the people more money in 
order to get in their bonds. The mere fact of the knowledge on the 
part of the bondholders that we are to have a surplus which we can not 
use except in buying bonds tends to appreciate their value. The Gov- 
ernment is not like a private individual in reference to a purchase of 
these bonds. A private individual may go into the market and if he 
finds the bonds too high he is at liberty to decline purchasing and to 
invest his money somewhere else, in some other business; but when the 
Government has a surplus and the bonds are out and not due it has but 
one of two alternatives, either to buy the bonds at whatever price may be 
charged or to hold the money in the Treasury without interest, to the 
serious contraction of the currency. The result is that the Government 
is powerless in the market; is obliged to submit to just such terms as 
the bondholders dictate. 

Under these circumstances the Finance Committee should have made 
some recommendation or reported some plan by which taxation could 
be reduced and the surplusextinguished. The people are overburdened 
with taxes, they cry aloud for relief, and we not only give them no relief, 
but decline to consider thaf question at all. In our haste and eagerness 
to conciliate the national banks and induce them to give us a currency 
which the Government can better furnish, we forget the interests of the 
millions of toilers whose labors have created the wealth of the nation. * 

Now, Mr. President, I have noticed some of the measures, some of 
the expedients all of which I deem valuable, which might have been 
adopted by the Finance Committee as furnishing a complete remedy 
against this threatened contraction of the currency. I will now pro- 
ceed to state some positive objections to the bill under consideration. 

Tn the first place it will raise the premium on United States bonds. 
The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], I believe, stated the 
other day that during the time we have been discussing this measure a 
certain class of United States bonds had advanced 4 or5 percent. The 
mere discussion of the measure, the mere promise, the mere hope that 
this bill would pass has already, according to the authority of the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey, appreciated the bonds 4 or 5 per cent. in value. 
We do not want that done, as I have said. If it is done legitimately, 


if it is the mere result of the market without stimulating legisl«tion 


. 
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on our part, we can not complain. But representing as we do the tax- 
payers of this country, it is our duty not to give extra advantages, extra 
‘value to bonds, whereby the price we must pay for them would be in- 
creased. I have quoted the author of the bill in favor of the proposi- 
tion that its will appreciate the bonds. The Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] tells us the same, and so does my dis- 
tinguished friend who sits at my right, the Senator from Kentucky 
{Mr. Beck]. 

Then again—and that is one of the most serious objections to this 
bill—it will tend to perpetuate the national debt and the national 
banks as banks of issue. Suppose we pass this measure and do noth- 
ing more. As stated by the Sengtor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and 
concurred in by other Senators who advocate the bill, we postpone to 
the time when the last bond shall fall due the consideration of the 
question what shall be the substitute for the national-bank currency. 
What, sir, will be the effect of such a course? As we approach the 
time, the year 1907, in which the last bonds fall due, all the currency we 
have outside of gold and silver and $346,000,000 legal-tender Treas- 
ury notes being in national-bank notes, the question will presentitself 
to the country, what is to be done for a paper currency in the future. 
By passing this bill and rejecting all other means to prevent contraction 
we acknowledge that we are incapable of furnishing a substitute for 
national-bank notes, and we tell the country that it is a problem 
which we can not solve; and what will be the effect? Manifestly a 
general conviction that there is and can be nosuitablesubstitute. The 
proposition will be made and received with favor to extend the bonds 
for an unlimited time in order that they may be made a basis for paper 
circulation. It is argued here to-day that there can be no safe founda- 
tion for apaper currency but the bonds of the United States. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] put this view in the strongest light and 
with great plausibility. Hesays: 

The national-bank note is the best form of paper money, because its pede pe 
is absolutely secure. No misfortune can break it, The bank may fail and yet 
the note is good and passes current, because the bonds of the United States de- 
posited are agian were A available to redeem every dollar in circulation. This 


security of the noteholder is the foundation of the whole system. No other se- 
curity can possibly take the place of Government bonds, 


‘«Noother security can possibly take the place of Government bonds.” 
As we approach 1907, when the last bond is to be paid, and if paid an- 
othercurrency must be proposed, the proposition will be met by the argu- 
ment that ‘‘no other security can take the place of the Government 
bonds.” 

He proceeds to elaborate and enforce this position: 

This has been tried in the United States over and over with disastrous results. 
Coin reserves in the vaults of banks disappear at the first sign of a panic. Even 
reserves placed under a board of control of a system of State banks have proved 
insufficient. Compulsory redemption in deposit banks in commercial cities is 
equally insecure. Mort, on real estate, State bonds, and commercial paper 
have over and over again been found an inadequate security. No security for 
the noteholder in the custody of banks or bankers is safe against failures and 
pen: No law or threat of punishment can prevent other creditors of a bank 

rom obtaining « preference over the noteholder, who, in all former systems of 
banking, is the last to be protected and the first to suffer loss. The highest form 
of security, that of the Government itself, safely deposited in the custody of the 
Government, is the only one that has proved effective in favor of the notebolder, 
This fandamental principle of safe banking is now practically recognized bythe 
chief commercial nations who alone have the established credit to support and 
maintain paper money at par with coin, and all other paper money is a forced 
loan by a government, only justified by extreme necessity. 

This argument made here to-day in favor of this bill, in favor of grant- 
ing more powerand more privileges to the banks to induce them to issue 
circulation, will be made with tenfold more force at the time when all 
the bonds begin to fall due. The force of the argument of the Senator 
from Ohio will be intensified by the then urgent and pressing necessity 
to provide an immediate substitute. The people will be told, “You 
can not get any other paper money but national-bank notes; no other is 
safe; you have discarded United States Treasury notes, discarded the 
State-bank system; you have discarded State bonds as a means of pro- 
tecting the noteholder,’’ and at last under the pressure the country 
will be forced, unless we take steps in the mean time to inaugurate a 
new system—will be forced, out of sheer necessity, to consent to the ex- 
tension of the national debt as the sole means of furnishing a suitable 
and sufficient currency. So I oppose the bill on that ground. 

I do not believe that either the national banks are or that a national 
debt is a blessing, and you can not have the one without theother. You 
can not have the national-bank notes without the national debt; that 
is, you can not have the national banks as banks of issue. You may 
have them for other purposes of page? 

But, Mr. President, I object that the advantages given to these banks 
by this bill are wholly unnecessary 3s a preventive of contraction. It 
is but another yielding to the demands of the banks for more rights, 
more privileges, more protection from the Government. Two years ago, 
when we had the internal-revenue bill under consideration, the banks 
came and demanded the taking off of all their taxes except the tax on 
circulation. We yielded to thatdemand, but against my vote. It was 
argued in favor of granting that exemption that they made their cus- 
tomers pay the tax; they did not pay it themselves. I remember dis- 
tinctly that the two Senators from West Virginia, one now on this floor 
and the other not, pressed that consideration before the Senate. They 
said, ‘‘ Take off these taxes and you will decrease the interest which the 
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banks charge; you will make the currency cheaper to the country;’’ and 
what is the result? It is, that after we had taken off all these taxes 
except on circulation, interest last year in the city of New York was 
higher than it was the year before and higher than it ever had been 
except for two years. 

In 1874 call loans in New York were worth 3.8 per cent. interest; 
commercial paper was 6.4 percent. In 1875 call loans were 3 per cent. 
and commercial paper 5.8 per cent. These were the only two years in 
which commercial interest was greater than it was during the past year. 
In 1876 it was 5.3; in 1877 5.2; in 1878 5.5; in 1879 4.4; in 1880 5.3; 
in 1881 5.2; in 1882 5.4; in 1883, the year we were to have cheapmoney 
by the reduction of the taxes on the banks, it was 5.7 per cent. So it 
appears that the extraordinary favors and privileges which we grant to 
the banks, instead of inuring to the benefit of the country, but stimu- 
late their cupidity and greed to demand more and extort greater exac- 
tions. 

These banks already possess privileges granted by the Government 
which no one else and I know I can not describe those advan- 
tages any better than they were described by the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. I mean to show the Senate and show the 
country what exclusive rights, what exclusive privileges, what great 
and enormous advantages these banks have over other people, and I 
will do it in the language of the author of this bill, the Senator from 
New Jersey: 

The national banks are made the depositories of Government money for a con- 
siderable period of time without the Government exacting interest, and the 
United States Treasury is made the rece tay Bead for the redemption of their 
notes when presented for ent, which is not often, owing to the quality of 
the security which stands ind them; and it is not unreasonable to suppose 
that, compared with banking on any other principle or with less apparent se- 
cnrity than the Government bonds, the banksthus Ee nga will have a decided 
advantage in securing the patronage of deposits, which forms a very important 
item in the banker’s profits. 

* Congress has bestowed on the owners of United States bonds this ex- 


clusive grant over all other people—it has made their notes money. Who but a 
national banking association can his debt to another by giving his own note? 
If I owe a debt which must be paid in money, my note, however well secured, 
a lag pay it. Again, I pay interest on my note and they draw interest on 

In short, no successful banking, purely as such, can be maintained with profit 
except ander the national system while the system remains, as it has always 
been, the pet child of Congress. 

We have given them all these advantages; we have taken off two- 
thirds of the taxes which were imposed on them; we have given them 
the privileges described here of paying their debts with their own notes 
and drawing interest on what they owe, when everybody else has to 
pay interest; we have made them, in the language of the author of this 
bill, ‘the pet children of Congress;’’ and yet they come here and 
threaten us with what? That they will contract unduly the currency 
of this country, destroy its business interests, depreciate all property, 
make it more difficult to pay debts, unless we go further than we have 
done and add to the already enormous advantages which they now pos- 
sess and which the Senator from New Jersey has well said entitle them 
to be considered as the ‘‘pet children of Congress.” I do not want 
‘any pet children of Congress.’’ The people of this country want ‘‘no 
pet children of Congress.’’ It is our duty to take care of the interests 
of the great mass of the American people, and not to select a class of 
hanks or other persons and make them our ‘‘ pets,’’ giving them undue 
advantages over the balance of the community in the race of life, thus 
adding to the already too great differences between those who possess 
money and those who do not. So I am opposed to making them any 
more ‘‘ pets” than they are. They are ‘‘ pets” enough. 

I shall now show some of the other advantages which they possess, 
which they are admitted to possess by the Senator from Ohio as well as 
the Senater from New Jersey. They have the advantage of possessing 
by the action of Congress, by the supervision of Congress, by the sher 
advantages which are given them, the confidence of the community 
more than other banks. That is urged in their favor. The Senator 
from New Jersey, I notice, by a nod assents to that proposition. 

There is in this country, according to the reports of the Comptroller 
of the Currency, $1,523,366,989 of all kinds of currency. That sum, 
I mean, is the total currency of this country, all the money that is in 
it. Of this $150,000,000 is locked up in the Treasury of the United 
States as a reserve, and does not enter into the circulating medium at 
all, which leaves $1,473,366,988 as the total circulating medium of this 
country. Of this the national-bank notes are about one-fourth in 
amount. Their deposits, out of a total currency of $1,473,000,000, 
amount to $1,063,000,000. In other words, they have on deposit more 
than two-thirds of the whole circulation of this country. That is an 
enormous advantage. 

Now, let us see some of the other advantages which they possess. 
The aggregate capital of all the national banks is $509,700,000. Their 
loans amount to $1,309,200,000, a little more than two and a half times 
their capital. That is another one of the great advantages which they 
possess. They not only have, according to the Senator from New Jer- 
sey, this advantage over anybody else, that while all others have to pay 
interest on their debts the banks draw interest on theirs, but they have 
this other advantage, that they can loan by some sort of necromancy two 
and a half times as much as they possess while no one else can loan even 


se much as he possesses. With a capital of $509,000,000 their loans , 
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amount to $1,309,000,000. With all this Senators say thatit will break 
up the country, it will destroy the interests of the people unless we give 
them 10 per cent. more advantage than they already have. That is 
exactly the position which they $ 

That is not all, Mr. President. make this loan of two and a 
half times their capital when they have$75,810,237 of unloanable capital 
that they can not put out to loan at all, so that out of a loanable capi- 
tal of $423,889,763 they make loans to theamount I have stated, being 
more than three times the amount of their loanable capital. 

That is not all. While they loan to the people of this country more 
than three times their loanable capital, they at the same time draw in- 
terest on $379,486,359 of United States bonds, three-fifths and more of 
their capital. With more than three-fifths of their capital invested in 
United States bonds upon which they draw interest, with $75,000,000 
of unloanable capital in addition, they succeed somehow or other in 
loaning to the noe of this country $1,309,200,060, or more than three 
times their capi 

Ihave stated that their oe are $1,063,000,000, and their loans 
$1,309,000,000 and some odd thousand dollars. Comparing them, we 
see that the deposits form the great basis of their loans. Their deposits 
furnish the amount within $245,000, 000 of their whole loans. 

Oh, but it is said that these banks with all theadvantages are making 
no profit, that they are losing money, and therefore we must give them 
an additional advantage to prevent them from contracting the currency 
to the destruction of the business interests of this country. I have 
looked into that a little, and there never was a greater mistake in the 
world. I undertake to say that there isno interest in this country that 
is as prosperous as the national banks. 

I take from the report of the Comptroller of the Currency (page 118) 
dividends of these bank on their capital for six months from the Ist of 
September, 1882, to the 1st of March, 1883. In New England the divi- 
dends were 3.51 per cent. for those six months; 7.2 percent. per annum; 
in the Middle States they were 4.33 per cent. for six months, or 8.66 
pe cent. per annum; in the Southern States they were 4.14 per cent. 

or six months, or 8.28 per cent. perannum. In the Western Statesdivi- 
dends were 4.93 per cent. for six months, or 9.86 per cent. per annum. 
In the Pacifie States they were 6.60 per cent. for six months, or 13.20 
per cent. perannum. The Comptroller makes an average—I do not see 
how he does it—of the dividends of all the national banks of the United 
States at 4.20 per cent. for these six months, when only the banks in 
the New England States come under 4 percent. They are 3.51; the 
Middle States, 4.33; the Southern States, 4.14; the Western States, 
4.93; the Pacific States, 6.60; and yet he reaches the conclusion that 
the average of the dividends throughout the United States of all these 
banks is only 4.20 per cent. But I will adopt that as correct. 

Mr. PLUMB, Ifthe Senator will permit me to interrupt him fora 
moment I can aid him by a suggestion. The average would not nec- 
essarily be the result of the addition of these several figures together 
and the dividing of them by a figure representing the total number of 
classes, but it would require an average of the capital, and it is very 
likely the fact that the banks which make the smaller earnings are the 
greater in number and the greater in capital. 

Mr. GEORGE. I thought of that, but I did not think that New 
England owned so much more capital in banks than the Middle States, 
i adine the great citiesof New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore. 
Mr. PLUMB. The State of usetts has over $10,000,000 in 
national banking more than the entire State of New York, the city of 
New York included. 

Mr. GEORGE. I said I would adopt the Comptroller’s average, 4.20 
for six months, or 8.40 percent. perannum. That was the dividend. 
I have not been reading the net earnings; I was reading the dividend de- 
clared by banks upon their capital. Their earnings were $26,432,934. 46; 
their dividends extended only to $20,285,102.62, leaving $6,147,831.84 
of earnings that were not divided. More than one-third of these net 
earnings were not divided; if they had been, the dividend, being on the 
total net earnings, would have been over 11.20 percent. A pretty good 
showing. No other business in the country can make such a showing 
as that, unless perhaps some of the railroads which have been subsi- 
dized by the Government. 

These earnings, it will be noticed, are not calculated on the returns 
of the best- banks alone, but they show the average of gains 
of all banks, including those that are well as well as those 
which have been conducted recklessly or even fraudulently. The re- 
sult is reached after every loss by reckless speculation, by bad debts 
and peculations, has been deducted. s . 

I wish now to call attention to the difference as it affects the stock- 
holders between earnings by the national banks and the earnings made 
by merchants, by farmers, by mechanics, and other trades or professions. 
Before the balance of net earnings is struck in a national bank every 
ofticer connected with the administration of its affairs, every president, 
every cashier, every teller, every waiter, every lawyer, and every other 

who had anything to do with its affairs is paid his salary. Every 
oss sustained and every incurred by the bank during the year 
is deducted, so that a stockholder receives his dividend of 11.20 per 
cent., though he might have been inany other business had he 


. seen proper. He might have been a lawyer, he might have been a 


merchant ora manufacturer, and given his time wholly to that except 
to attend the meeting of stockholders and to vote for directors, and he 
receives clear of his personal attention and supervision 11.20 per cent. 

Take the other business of the country. Take the farmers or the mer- 
chants; they may make apparently more than 11.20 per cent., but they do 
not deduct in striking the balance asalary or wages for themselves for 
personalattention tothebusiness, For instance, we have a farmer who 
may make 10 or 15 or it may be 20 per cent. some one year; and how is 
itdone? He works in the field himself, his children work in the field, 
and at the end of the year when he estimates his profits he does not take 
out a thousand dollars, as the banks take out $10,000 or $50,000, for his 
supervision or his labor. He does not against the products of 
his farm the value of the labor of his children, but his profit is com- 
pounded of his labor and their labor and the products of his capital. I 
say there is no interest in this country which produces in that way with- 
out cost to the owner as much as 11 per cent., and yet they come here 
and say they are losing money, that they can not afford to hold these 
bonds, and we must give them further advantages. 

Mr. President, I am opposed to yielding to thisdemand I do not 
want any interest in this country however necessary, however large, 
however respectable in numbers or character, to have anything from the 
Government of the United States that is denied to the great mass of the 
people of this country. I want no pet children of this Government and 
no stepchildren. Let all herchildren be treated alike. Whether they 
have money in national banks, or whether they delve in the mines, or 
work in the factories, or plow in the fields, or pursue any other calling, 
they are all entitled to equal rights and equal privileges. So long as 
I hold a seat on this floor I shall never under any pressure cast a vote 
which will give to any privileged class, to any ‘‘ pet’’ children of this 
Government, a privilege and an advantage denied to the great mass of 
the people themselves. 

Mr. President, I have said about what I intended to say upon this 
measure. I would be glad to know that the result of our delibera- 
tions upon this subject would be different from what it will be. Iam 
not certain that the measure offered will prove effectual to remedy 
the evil which it is intended to reach. I am sure that if it should 
prove effectual it is not the best and the fairest means to the people of 
this country to adopt in order to meet that evil. I think there are 
other means which I have pointed out to furnish the remedy for this 
greatevil. Ido not expect, I have not hoped by anything I could say, 
to change the vote of any member of the Senate, all of whom probably 
know more about this subject than I do. I have only endeavored to 
explain as clearly as I could the reasons which induce me to vote for 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri, and, if that fails, 
to vote against the bill. $ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays upon the amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. Let the améndment be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. | 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out all after the enacting 
clause of the bill and to insert : 

That whenever any of the bonds of the United States become subject to re- 
demption, and such bonds are deposited with the Treasurer of the United States 
as security for the circulating notes of any national banking association, the 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to exchange the notes hereinafter 
authorized-to be issued for such bonds, at their par value and accrued interest, 
orhe may oe pope the notes to be issued as aforesaid, at their par value, for 
standard gold or silver coin, and redeem said bonds therewith; and the deposit 
of lawful money to redeem the outstanding circulation of said banking associa- 
tion may be made in legal-tender notes or the notes hereinafter authorized ; and 
thereafter the circulating notes of said bank shall be redeemed at the Treasury ot 
the United States, and when so redeemed they shall be cancelled and destroyed. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 
to cause to be printed and engraved notes of the United States, with 
such devices and inscriptions as he may direct and approve, in denominations 
of ten, twenty, fifty, one hundred, and one thousand dollars, which shall be 
made le on demand at the office of the assistant treasurer in the city of 
New York, in standard gold or silver coin, when presented in sums of not less 
ine Healer of raap padera sions pA ma Reeri R nates 

. ures + 

shall be e be the Unites States for all axe A SRE A 
and claims of the United States, and shall be received at parin all parts of the 
United States in payment fer all salaries and other debts and demands owing 
by the United States to individuals, corporations, and associations within the 

nited States, ex: when some other mode of payment is provided by law; 
and when received into the Treasury the same may be reissued. And in order 
to provide for the prompt redemption of the Treasury notes thus authorized 
to be issued the Secretary of the Treasury shall maintain a redemption fund, in | 
standard gold and silver coin, by setting aside from accruing surplus revenues, 
from time to time, or from the exchange of Jegal-tender notes, or the Treasury 
notes in this section authorized, for standard gold or silver coin, such sums as 
with the fund now held in the Treasury forthe redemption of the legal-tender 
notes will constitute not less than 20 pér cent. of the aggregate of the outstanding 
legal-tender notes and of the Treasury notes hereby authorized: Provided, That 
the Treasury notes thus authorized to be issued in exchange and redemption 
of the bonds described in the first section of this act shall not exceed the amount 
of the note circulation of the national banking associations outstanding and se- 
cured by such bonds. 

Sec. 3. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with the provisions of this act 
are hereby repealed. ~ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this amendment the Senator from 
Missouri calls for the yeas and nays. 


eia = fian and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
e TO. 


1884. 


Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am paired with the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. VANCE]. I do not knowhow he would vote. Ishould vote 


in the negative. 
“EN Maryland 


I am paired with the 


Mr. KENNA. I desire to announce that the Senator from 
[Mr. GoRMAN] is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ANTHONY J. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON]. Ifhe were present, he would vote “‘ nay” and I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.” . 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—l4. 
Call, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, alker, 
Coke, Kenna, h, 5 Wiliams. 
Garland, Maxey, 
George, Pendleto: Voorhees, 
NAYS—36. 
Cullom, Harrison, Morgan, 
Allison, Dawes, Hawley, Morrill, 
Bay: Edmunds, Jackson, g 
Beck, T, Jones ot Florida, Pike, 
Blair, Gibson, t, . Platt, 
Butler, Groome, š Sabin, 
e Hale, McPherso: Sawyer, 
Colquitt, Bonjean, Miller of Cal. Slater, 
nger, Miller of N. Ë. Wilson. 
ABSENT—26. 

Antho: Farle: ham, Saulsb 
wens rye,’ MeMillan, Sewell, 
Brown, Go: ne, Sherman, 

Cameron of Pa., Hill, Manderson, à 
Cameron of Wis., Hoar, Mitchell, Van Wyck. 
Cockrell, Ingalls, 2 > 
Dolph, Jonas, Riddieberger, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. PLUMB. I offer what I send to the desk as an additional sec- 


tion, and I want to call the attention of the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. BAYARD] especially to it, in the hope that he will consent, so far 
as he is authorized to do so, that this may be incorporated in the bill. 
I ask that it be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as an additional’ section to 
the bill: 

Sec. 3, The organization of banks having a 
shall be permitted on a deposit of not less than 
States drawing not less than 4 per cent. interest, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas ]Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. PLUMB. Since the passage of the law of 1881 authorizing the 
organization of banks by a deposit of not to exceed 25 per cent. of the 
amount of their capital in bonds, the organization of national banks in 
the Western country and in the Southern country has been largely in- 
creased. The two hundred and sixty-two banks organized during the 
last year, the table of which is found on the first page of the Comp- 
troller’s report for 1883, average only $100,000 capital to the bank, while 
the average of all the banks of the United States exclusive of those was 
$150,000 and inclusive of those $140,000, showing the disposition on 
oe pareot communities where capital is limited and where banks of 

capital are desired to avail themselves of this system under the 
new plan authorizing them to organize with a smaller amount of bonds. 

I have believed that we should gradually come to a time when the 
national banking system would maintain itself as a system of deposit 
and discount irrespective of currency. I have believed so much in a 
system of that kind that I supposed the people of the United States the 
moment they became thoroughly and everywhere accustomed to its 
advantages would take up that system, and that we should therefore 
have reserved, i ive of the expiration of the debt, the very best 
features of, and in fact all that I regard as of value in, the entire na- 
tional banking system. I have regarded this provision of the law per- 
mitting the organization of national banks with a small amount of 
bonds as a very important step in that direction, and the result has 
justified what I anticipated. 

Now, I want to go one step further. Of the banks organized in the 
Southern States only one or two, I think, had as much as or more than 
$100,000 capital; of the banks organized in Kansas none had as much as 
$100,000; of the banks organized in Nebraska none as much as $100,000; 
and, in fact, in all thoseremote sections of the country where heretofore 
the national banking system has not obtained it is now extending itself 
and with great resulting benefit to the communities, because they can 
organize with less bonds, and that means more loanable funds, because, 
as I explained the other day, nearly 35 per cent. of the actual loanable 
fund of the bank is subtracted from the amount it has to loan and 
locked up in the premium on bonds and in the excess required by law 
to be retained in the í 

So far as we can consistently relieve the banks against that burden 
and encourage men with small means and communitiesof limited capital 
to take up with the we shall extend its benefits in a direction 


ital of $100,000 or less 
bonds of the United 


id-up 
0,000 of 


which will do more, as I think, to give the system permanence than 
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anything else we can do, When I say permanence, of cow se I mean, 
permanence without reference to the issuance of currency, because I 
think the time is coming when that function will have larg ly ceased; 
but in the mean time the banks will take the bonds and organize in 
places where small capital is required, and the smaller the amount of 
bonds required the more banks will be organized, and therefore the 
greater the benefits of the system which will be derived in communities 
now lacking really solvent methods and plans and systems of banking. . 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not feel warranted to accept this amendment, 
quite independent of its merits or demerits. The question of banking 
and the question of currency are wholly distinct. You „may have a 
very bad currency with a very excellent system of banking, and you 
may have a very bad system of banking with an excellent system of 
currency. The bill now before the Senate in no way affects the bank- 
ing system. It refers entirely to the question of the currency notes and 
the proposed increase in the ratio to be issued by the Government of 
the United States upon the deposit of bonds. 

I would say to the Senator that there is a great deal in what he sug- 
gests in regard to allowing banks to organize upon as small a basis of 
capital as is expedient and safe. It is very true that it may be con- 
venient in sparsely settled and impoverished regions of the country to 
have banks authorized with a small basis of capital; but there never- 
theless is a broad and wise policy against permitting banks without 
the responsibility of capital to assume that influence in a community 
which an organization that goes by the name of a bank, especially by the 
name of a national bank, will na y possess. 

The Committee on Finance will be glad to receive from the Senator 
this proposition and consider it in committee, and we there may dis- 
cuss, as we have discussed before, how far we may reduce the nucleus 
of capital required as a deposit for the creationofabank. At thistime 
the minimum is $50,000 and from that as great as it may be seen fit to 
aggregate the capital. I do not say what would be the action of the 
committee on that subject, but it is a wholly distinct question from the 
one now before the Senate. We are dealing with currency. This pro- 
poses to touch the question of banking. The two need have no neces- 
sary relations, and in the present bill I hope that they will not be sought 
to be joined. t 

Therefore, without to the merit or demerit of the Senator’s 
proposition, I hope he will submit it in the form of a bill and send it 
to the Committee on Finance, where not only will it be discussed but 
where we shall be very glad, I think I may say in the presence of the 
members of that committee, to hear the views of the Senator. I hope 
he will not press the amendment to the bill at this time. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think the Senator is either mistaken or he has im- 
properly described this amendment. At all events he has spoken of it 
as an amendment authorizing the organization of banks with $10,000 
capital. That is not the intent of the amendment, and I do not think 
its will warrant that interpretation. à; 

Mr. BAYARD. Idid not mean to use that language. Imeant to say 
it was really in effect the authorization of the issuance of-currency upon 
a smaller amount of bonds than the law now permits. ' 

Mr. PLUMB. Then the Senator did not express the idea which he 
intended. But this is germane to the subject of this bill. It will be 
observed that the only increase of the currency during the last calendar 
year was from the organization of new banks. Inother words, the old 
banks did not take out new currency and the new banks did. There 
were nearly $29,000,000 added to the currency last year by the organi- 
zation of new banks, and much the larger portion of those were banks 
that were organized with the minimum amount of bonds. Now, if that 
process could be kept up and the currency diffused, so to speak, by the 
organization of new banks all over the country, it would largely tend 
to prevent exactly that which we are now legislating against, to wit, 
the contraction of the currency. If we could so liberalize the present 
law as that two hundred and sixty-two more banks would e out 
charters and the requisite amount of currency during the present cal- 
endar year, we should have done more than anything else not only to 
put this system upon a solid basis but to relieve against the apprehen- 
sion which we now have in mind. 

I think, therefore, that this amendment is entirely germane to the 
purpose of the bill. Besides that, there is no rule upon this subject. 
When we came two years ago to provide for the issuance of 3 per cent. 
bonds we remodeled the entire national banking system upon that bill, 
and that all came through the Finance Committee. We provided for: 
the issue of the gold certificates; we provided against the contraction 
of the currency; we provided for the organization of banks on the de- 
posit of 25 per cent. of the amount of their capital in bonds. This 
proposition is in fact a great deal more germane to the pending bill 
than any of those provisions were to the funding bill. The fact is, all 
the elements of national banks are cognate; they are connected with 
each other; they are proper to be treated at the same time, in the same 
connection, and in the same bill. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. CALL. Before the vote is taken upon the bill I desire to read 
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a letter from one of the most distinguished financiers of the city of New 
York, and one most largely concerned in the management of the finan- 
cial interests of that great city. The letter is as follows: 


New York, February 23, 1884. 


‘and your polite co: mof my hasty letter of the 1 instant induced 
me s 7 upon you once more to ask your perusal of the inclosed pone 
I wo o 


note issue, and I believe this sentiment to be shared by most of the banks of the 
large cities. New York, with a privilege of issue amounting to $44,000,000, is 
issuing to-day something less than fifteen millions of notes, Chi , with a 
privilege of fifteen milli issues something less than half a million dollars 
of notes. The one matter 


urgency upon which I am by no means indifferent 
is the restoration of public con: ce, to which the banks and the community 
in general must look for that prosperity without which there is no acceptable 
employment for money, whether it be capital, déposits, or note issues of the 
banks, or thé means of investors in general. 
Very y, yours, 


WM. P. ST. JOHN. 

Hon. WILKINSON CALL, Senator of United States, 

Metropolitan Hotel, Washington, D. C. 

I do not intend to delay the Senate, but simply to say that these con- 
siderations are very obvious to my mind to be true, that the restoration 
of public confidence is more important than anything else connected 
with this measure. 

If it were not that the Senate has already decided by its votes upon 
the question that no amendment will be tolerated upon the bill now 
before the Senate, I, in deference to the views so ably expressed by the 
president of the Mechanics’ National Bank of New York, would offer as 
a substitute the bill known as the Potter bill, introduced in the other 
House. 
` Tf, as has already been decided by the Senate, the present system of 
national banks is to be continued, there can be no question that the 
next proper measure is to assure and strengthen the public confidence 
in them and allay any fears that may exist in the public mind of dan- 
ger to proceed from any considerable withdrawal of the currency. If 
this be true, there can be no more certain or less objectionable method 
than a system which will substitute a new form of the public credit in 
the shape of a 2} per cent. bond for the present 4 and 4} and 3 per 
cent. bonds, redeemable in like manner and at the same time as the 
bonds for which they are substituted. 

The scheme peou in the bill is to fund the outstanding bonded 
debt in a new form at a lower rate of interest, neither extending the 
time of paying the national debt nor increasing its amount. What 
can be the objection to this? No one will say that a reduction of the 
debt is objectionable. Ifthe debt is not to be continued permanently, 
the objection, if any, must be found in some other direction. It has 
been suggested that it will prevent the reduction of taxation, but this 
is an error, because the bill provides for an appropriation only of the 
money in the Treasury, whatever it may be, which can be conveniently 
used for this purpose, and leaves this to the discretion of the Secretary, 
and if necessary this discretion may be limited in this bill as Congress 
may direct. i 

What, then, is the objection to a scheme which proposes to substitute 
a 2} per cent. bond as a basis of currency instead of a 3, 4, or 4} bond, 
and the reduction of the tax on circulation to one-quarter of 1 per cent. 
on the 2} bonds, to be adeduction from the interest paid upon bonds held 
by the United States Treasury to secure said notes, I am inclined to 
the opinion that as long as no other issue of paper currency is allowed, 
any form of security that might be demanded would be given the Goy- 
ernment for the use of its credit without interest. But that is not the 
question here, and but few seem to agree with this opinion. 

We have then the single question before us of the form in which the 
bonded debt now existing should be used as a basis of circulation with- 
out extending the time of paying the national debt or increasing its 
amount within these limits. What objection can be found to a plan 
which proposes a bondat a lower rate of interest without increasing the 
charges of the debt one cent or extending the time oraltering the method 
of its payment. z 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the bill read as it has been 
amended in Committee of the Whole. I did not have the good fortune 
to be present, and therefore should like to have the bill read as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. It will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill as amended, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That upon any deposit already or hereafter made of any 
United States bonds bearing interest, in the manner required by law, any na- 
tional banking association making the same shall be entitled to receive from the 
Comptroller of the Currency circulating notes of different denominations, in 
blank, registered and countersigned as prorice by law, not exceeding in the 
whole amount the par value of the bonds deposited: Provided, That at no time 
shall the total amount of such notes issued to any such association exceed the 
amount at such time actually a in of its capital stock. And that all laws and 

s of laws PORODI with the provisions of this act be, and the same are 

in gold under K anguen sorasa of aion BISS of a thevined Btatates of the Calted 
upon the deposit of any United States bonds beari interest with the 
Treasurer of the United States, be entitled to receive circulating notes to 
the oe and in the manner prescribed in this act for other national banking 


by, re 
Sec. 2. 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I have not desired to take up the time 
of the Senate in the discussion of this bill nor do I at present intend 
to do so. Much has been said by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] this afternoon which meets my approval. I favored the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri Tar. Vest]. 

If the establishment of our present banking system were now the 
question, I might take views different from what a majority of the Senate 
would probably take on some important questions connected with it. 
But the present banking system is for years to come firmly fixed. The 
banks have been chartered, and during the period of their charters we 
have no right to disturb them in the enjoyment of their chartered privi- 
leges. I do not consider it therefore the proper time to engage in a 
general discussion of this question. 

I believe in the present state of the country there is too much strin- 
gency in the currency. The circulation is not all that the country 
needs at this time. I believe also thatthe United States bonds are ample 
security for their face or par value, and I think, as we must have the 
national banks till the expiration of their charters, it would be better 
to permit them, in the present state of things, to issue notes to the full 
face or par value of the bonds which they deposit. In other words, in- 
stead of 90 cents in the dollar I would permit them to issue 100 cents 
in the dollar, I understand that to be substantially what is meant by 
the original bill now pending. In that view of it I shall give my sup- 
port to the bill, because I think it would be better under the circum- 
stances if we had that much additional currency put into circulation, 
and it would be perfectly safe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read 
the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill pass ? 

ae ee and Mr. VEST called forthe yeas and nays; and they were 
orde 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). Mr. President, I under- 
stand I am paired with your colleague, the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
FRYE]. I should vote ‘ yea,” and if he would vote ‘‘ yea” if present, 
then I should like to record my vote. I shall record my vote in the 
affirmative, as I understand the Senator in the chair to indicate that his 
colleague would vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called): I am paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska[Mr. MANDERSON]. If he were present I should 
vote ‘‘nay’’ and he, I presume, would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY]. 

Mr. VAN WYCK (when Mr. MANDERSON’s name was called). I 
desire to say that my colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is confined to his 
home by sickness. 

Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 
I should vote “‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 12; as follows: 


lam paired with the 
If I were allowed to vote, 


YEAS—43. 

Aldrich, Cullom, ~ Jones of Florida, Pike, 
Bayard, Dolph, in, Pugh 

y! ’ 
Blair, Gibson, Mone Riddleberger, 

r, roome, one, d! A 
Brown, Hale, Miller of Cal., Sabin, 
Butler, Hampton, Miller of N. Y.. Sawyer, 
Call, Harris, Morgan, Van Wyck, 
Camden Harrison, Morrill, Will x 
Colquitt, Hawley, Palmer, Wilson. 
Conger, Jackson, Pendleton. 
NAYS—12. 
Bowen, George, Maxey, V 
Coke, Jonesof Nevada, Plumb. oae UR d 
Garland, Kenna, r Slater, Walker. 
ABSENT—21. 

Anthony, Farley, Jonas, Sewell, 
Cameron of Pa., e, Lapham, Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis., Gorman, MeMillan, Vance. 
fanned, Pn res ot pe 
Edmun oar, tel . 
Fair, Ingalls, Saulsbury, 

So the bill was passed. 


ADDITIONAL STEEL VESSELS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
special order for to-day, which was superseded for the time being by 
the bill just disposed of, being the bill (S. 698) to authorize the con- 
struction of additional steel vessels for the Navy. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I suppose, the hour being so late, that the con- 
sideration of the naval bill will hardly be p: ed with this evening, 
and as I have some amendments to offer to it I should like to submit 
them now, so that they may be printed by to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be received and 
ordered to be printed. ° 
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator withdraw that motion for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr, PENDLETON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the House 
bills which were received this morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
bill and joint resolution from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 4971) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. y 

The joint resolution or Res. 168) for the payment of certain expenses 
out of the contingent fund of the House of Representatives was read 
twice by its title. 7 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not understand what the Senate has to do with 
the application of the House contingent fund. As I understand it, they 
use their contingent fund as we do ours, in their own discretion. This 
seems to be a joint resolution relating to the appropriation of the con- 
tingent fund of the House. I ask that the joint resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, that it may be examined to see 
whether or not I am in error in reference to my view of it. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After 16 minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 12 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 25, 1884. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
S. LINDSAY, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. ELLIS. Irise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, on Saturday last the article which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk to be read appeared in the New York Sun. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Another report, made up of statements by George F. Brott, a contractor, de- 
scribes the machinery for getting the contracts through the Department. 

Several Congressmen and the Mississippi Senators asked in the summer of 1880 
for the establishment of the steam service on Pearl River from New Orleans 
to Columbia, Miss. Brady refused to comply. In February of 1881 Brott, who 
owned the boat, having failed to secure favorable action at the Contract Office, 
paid William Lilley $1,000 to aid in the matter. Inashorttimean order putting 
on the service was issued. About this time Brady selected from Lilley’s collec- 
tion paintings to the value of $2,000, which were sent to Brady’s house. My in- 
formant knew that they were not paid for in money. For services in securin 
the contract Brott gave a fee of several hundred dollars (exact amount forgotten 
to E. Jonn ELLIS, member of Co: from New Orleans, and was expected to 
pay more as the term ran on. The consideration was handed over at the in- 
stance and solicitation of ELLIS. On one occasion Brott said to E. Jomn ELLIS: 

“You area member of Dr. Markham's church and a leader in the Sunday 
school. Did you ever read the story of Samson?” 

“Yes; what of it?’’ 

“How did he die?” 

“Why Se out the pillars of the temple and perished in the crash.” 

“Yes; and that is just what you are going todo. You are hounding me for 
money. Itisall yourownjob. Remember 


Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, about two years I received one even- 
ing in my mail aletter which recited a portion ofthat publication—the 
portion especially reflecting upon me—which stated that the writer 
was informed that charges of this character and in these words are on 
file in the Post-Office Department againstme. I could not believe the 
statement, for I did not imagine it possible that anybody in the world 
would manufacture any such stuff out of the whole cloth; because even 
a lie ought to have some sort of foundation, while in this case there 
was absolutely none whatever. However, Isought Mr. Brott, who wasa 
mail contractor, and whom I knew well, being originally from New Or- 
leans and now a resident of this city. I saw him, showed him the state- 
ment, and asked him if he had ever made any such allegation. He 
seemed just as much surprised as I was, and denied utterly having made 
such a statement. I insisted then that he should accompany me to the 
Post-Office Department for the purpose of making his denial, which he 


son.” 


did on the following day—the night I saw him was the night I received 
the communication, andon the following day he accompanied me to the 
Post-Office Department. 


After some hesitation on the part of Mr. Inspector Woodward, and 
due in part to a little determination on my side, Mr. Inspector Wood- 
ward showed me in substance what has been read by the Clerk; not 
that portion relating to Mississippi Senators or to the Columbia route, 
but the latter partof the statement. Mr. Brott, in his presence, again 
solemnly denied ever having made such a statement himself or having 
indulged in any conversation from which such a statement could be 
fabricated. Not content with that denial, in the presence of Inspector 
Woodward, at my request, Mr. Brott sat down and in the presence of 
this inspector wrote out this denial which I now send to the desk. I 
will state, Mr. Speaker, that this paper is a copy of the original paper 
which is on file in the Department, as will be seen by this letter which 
I also send to the desk and ask the Clerk to read first, because it isa 
recital by Inspector Woodward that the accompanying paper is an offi- 
cial copy. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., March 30, 1882. 
mest I herewith inclose a copy of the state- 
e original is on file with the other papers. 


P. H. WOODWARD, Inspector. 


ae = as a Tan ony 
ment made by rge . Bro 
Very ly, 
Hon. E. Jonn ELLIS, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. ELLIS. I now ask the Clerk to read the statement of Mr. 
Brott. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
i POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., March 29, 1882. 

I am informed that I am reported to have made the following statement to the 
officers of the Post-Office Department reflecting upon the Hon. E., Jons ELLIS: 
“For securing the contract, Donaldsonville to Red River Landing, by steam- 
boat, Brott gave a fee of several hundred dollars, exact amount forgotten, to E. 
Jounx ELLs, member of Congress from New Orleans, and was expected to pay 
more as the term ran on. The consideration was handed over at the instance 
of ELLIS.” Ihave no recollection of ever having made the above statement, 
and know thestatement to be false as applied to Mr. ELLIS. That Idid not pay 
him any money as stated or promise to pay himany sum whatever. 

far as relates to the statement as to transactions that Dr, B. H. Peterson 
had with Mr. ELLIS I have to say that I may have reported what had been told 
me. As to the truth of the statement I know nothing, as I was in New Orleans 
at the time and had no personal knowledge of the matter. 
GEO, F. BROTT. 


Mr. ELLIS. That statement, as I have before said, was reduced to 
writing in the presence of Mr. Inspector Woodward, and I then told 
him, if I can recall my own words, and I believe I can: *‘ Mr. Woodward, 
I can not ask you to destroy that document, for itis here bearing a semi- 
official character—the character of a semi-official doeament—and I can- 
not ask you to destroy it. I can ask you however, and Ido ask you, to 
file this paper with the statement of Mr. Brott—this denial—so that if 
this poison shall ever come to light the denial may go with it.” 

In addition to that denial Mr. Brott, without any solicitation on my 
part, published the following letter, which appears in the Post of this 
city this morning and which I ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


VINDICATING CONGRESSMAN ELLIS, 


To THE EDITOR or THE Post: The Evening Star of Saturday, 23d instant, 
under the head of “‘ Star-Route Frauds,” published what po rts to be extracts ~ 
from documents on file in the Post-Office Department, copied from the New York 
Sun. It is not true, as there stated, that ‘‘ for services in securing the contract 
Brott gave E. Joux ELLIS a fee of several thousand dollars, and was expected to 
pay more as the term ran on.” Noconsideration was either given, promised, or 
e The story of Samson had no connection with the subject-matter or 


the star-route business. When my attention was first called to this matter I 


made a statement in writing denying the whole story, and filed it with Mr. 
Woodward nearly two years ago. 
' GEORGE F. BROTT. 


WASHINGTON, February 2A. 


Mr. ELLIS. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, that it is hardly necessary for 
me to say anything else than to enter here my solemn denial of the 
whole story from beginning to end. It is utterly without foundation. 
It will be observed by this House that this is the report of an py er 
based upon the conversation with George F. Brott, and Mr. Brott’s 
denial is unequivocal and pointed that he never made any such state- 
ment and that he never held any such conversation from which said 
story could be evolved. Itis humiliating, Mr. Speaker, to be compelled 
to stand up here on the floor of this House and explain such a thing; 
but I desire to call the attention of this House and of the country to 
something which it seems to me is a little strange in connection with 
the matter. I believe, if my memory serves me right, that when afew 
days ago the resolution reported by the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads demanding that all of these papers should be furnished 
by the Department to the House was under consideration in this House, 
we had a statement from the Postmaster-General, I believe an official 
communication addressed to this House, that in all probability their 
publication would be detrimental to the public service at this time. 
In view of that statement, sir, it is to me a little bit singular that this 
part of it should be made public which reflects upon me and several 
other gentlemen. I say it is strange under the circumstances that this 
should have been allowed to go out when the rest is to be withheld. 

But I can not rest content with the denial of Mr. Brott or my own 
assertion of the utter want of foundation for the story. It is a matter 
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that must be sifted to the bottom. I therefore ask the House to pass 
the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post-Office and the Post-Roads be in- 
structed to investigate the charges reflecting upon Mr. ELLIS, a Re tative 
from Louisiana, in connection with star-route frauds, recently lished, and 
for this purpose are authorized to send for persons and papers. 

Mr. ELLIS. I ask the adoption of “that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was to. 

Mr. ELLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REBATE OF TOBACCO TAX. 


Mr. HISCOCK, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; whieh was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the aested to communicate to 


Treasury be req 
the House of Representatives within what period of time the rebates of tobacco 
tax, under the act of March, 1883, will be 


id to the claimants, and if there is to 
be any delay in making such payment then the causes thereof, and what can 
be done to effect the more speedy payment thereof, 

Mr. HISCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. r 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


IMPORTATION OF BOOKS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was.read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Beeneesty of the Treas be, and he is hereby, uested to 
transmit to this House all reports, maa OADD relatin, Thecsto: made by 
Henry L. Williams and Dutcher to the Secretary of the Treasury during 
the year 1880, having reference to the importation of books. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

RAILROAD TAXES IN DAKOTA. 


Mr. POLAND. I desire to submit for present consideration the res- 
olution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to inquire and re- 
whether an act of the Legislature of the Territory of Dakota, passed March 
, 1883, entitled “ An act to provide for the levy and collection of taxes upon the 
property of railroad companies in this Territory,” which act provides in sub- 
stance for taxing all railroad corporationsa per centage on the gross earnings of 
their railroads, which shall be in lieu of all taxes upon the stock and property of 
such companies, does not conflict with the organie act establishing said Terri- 
tory passed Mareh 2, 1861, which last-named act, in defining and limiting the 
powers of the Territorial Legislature, provides as follows: “Nor shall any dis- 
crimination be made in taxing different kindsof kopai; but all property sub- 
ject to taxation shall be in proportion to the value of the property taxed,” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? - 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the resolution had better lie over till we 
see what is the object of it. If it relates to a contest between railroads 
and the Territory of Dakota, I would prefer to let the Territory alone 
and not call in the interference of Federal authority. 

Mr. POLAND. The resolution is not offered on behalf of any rail- 
road company. It is offered on behalf of various citizens of Dakota, 
who claim that under the present law the railroads are escaping proper 
taxation. 

Mr. REED. The other ox is being gored. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. POLAND moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SINGLETON addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BELFORD. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I only want to take from the Speaker’s table a 
Senate joint resolution, to which I think there will be no objection. 

Mr. BELFORD. I withdraw the demand for the regular order. 


REPORT OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I ask to take from the Speaker’s table the Sen- 
ate joint resolution No. 58, reappointing Professor Porter as one of the 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

There was no objection. 
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The joint resolution (S. R. 58) filling an existing vacancy in the 
Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution was taken from the 
Speaker’s table and read a first and second time. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I believe I will change my request and ask for 
the present consideration of the joint resolution. It is simply to fill a 
vacancy in the of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be reported. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That the existin 
sonian Institution of the class “other barrini e: ener Sere Ad Si bailed by 
or Hier jypie ues of Noah Porter, of Connecticut, whose term of service has 

There being no objection, the jointresolution was ordered to be read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


bi THE OHIO RIVER FLOODS, 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. GIBSON. Being unable by reason of sickness to remain here dur- 
ing the call of States, I ask leave to introduce a joint resolution for 
Aeae I ask that it be read and referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, &c., That the sum of $30,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be ch ree 
by the Commissioner of Agriculture in the immediate purchase and distribution 
of such seedsas are needed for spring planting among sufferers by the recent flood 
along the Ohio River and its tributaries, who are themselves unable to replace 
their loss in this respect. 


Mr. RANDALL. There is before the Committee on Appropriations 
a bill already introduced into this House by, I think, the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] in relation to the same subject. 
That bill has been already considered in the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this joint resolution belongs 
properly to the Committee on Appropriations and not to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Mr GIBSON. Iam willing that the resolution should be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations., I thought the Committee on Agri- 
culture was the proper one, but I havé no icular preference. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 169) making an appropriation for the 
purchase and distribution of seeds to sufferers by the recent floods along 
the Ohio River and its tributaries was read a first and second’ time, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

HEBREWS IN RUSSIA. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I desire to make a privileged report. I am in- 
structed by the Committeeon Foreign Affairs to report with an amend- 
ment the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States, ifnot incompatible with the 
public service, communicate to this House all communications between the Gov- 
ernment of Russia and that of the United States not heretofore communicated 
with respect to the condition and treatment of Hebrews by the Government of 
Russia, and especially with reference to Hebrew citizens of the United States. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend by inserting, between the words "communicated " and “ with,” in the 
fifth line, the following words, namely: 

“ Or embraced in the report of the Secretary of State now being prepared for 
publication.” ê 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to have the report read ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. CLEMENTS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CAPITOL HILL BRANCH POST-OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Postmaster- 
General, transmitting a letter from the of Washington, D. 
C., calling attention to the necessity of special legislation to provide for 
the renting of a building on Capitol Hill to be used as a branch Wash- 
ington city post-office; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

REFORM SCHOOL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from the 
president of the board of trustees of the Reform School of the District 
of Columbia, calling attention to the refusal of the First Comptroller of 
the Treasury to allow certain items in the account of said board, on the 

und that they are overpayments, not covered by the appropriation 
or said school, and asking legislative action; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 
ASA FAULKNER. 
Mr. DIBRELL. On Saturday last an adverse report was made from 
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the Committee on War Claims on the petition of Asa Faulkner, of War- 
ren County, Tennessee, asking compensation for cotton alleged to have 
been taken frem him bythe Army of the United States. That petition 
was laid upon the table. I ask that it be placed upon the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Thatisa right which the gentleman has under the 
rule; and the report will be placed upon the Private Calendar. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BELFORD. I now call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the Chair will proceed with 
the call of States and Territories for the introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions for printing and reference to their appropriate committees. 
Under this call memorials and resolutions of State and Territorial Leg- 
islatures are in order; also resolutions calling for executive informa- 
tion for reference to their appropriate committees. 


DR. JOHN B. BEAD. s 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
170) in relation to the claim made by Dr. John B. Read against the 
United States for the alleged use of projectiles claimed as the invention 
of said Read, and by him alleged to have been used pursuant to a con- 
tract or arrangement between him and the War Department, and for 
which no compensation has been made; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. > 

PROHIBITION OF ALIENS FROM HOLDING TITLE TO LAND. 


Mr. OATES introduced a bill (H. R. 5266) to prohibit aliens and for- 
eigners from acquiring title to or owning lands within the United States 
of America; which was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon the reference of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks the bill should be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. OATES. I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. ' 

The SPEAKER, Upon examination of the bill the Chair discovers 
that it does not relate to the public lands alone, but prohibits foreign- 
ers from holding title to any land in the United States beyond a certain 
amount, 


Mr. OATES. It does not prescribe any judicial proceedings. 

The SPEAKER. Still it presents a legal question. 

Mr. OATES. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


The motion was agreed to; and the bill was accordingly referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


POTEAU SLACK-WATER NAVIGATION COMPANY. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
171) affirming the charter by the General Council of the Choctaw Na- 
tion to the Poteau Slack-Water Navigation Company; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed, 

AUGUSTIN OLVARA, 

Mr. BUDD introduced a bill (H. R. 5267) for the relief of Augustin 
‘Olvara; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


METRIC COINAGE. 

Mr. ROSECRANS introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 5268) to authorize the coinage of silver dollars, and frac- 
tions thereof, of full standard value, upon the metric m; 

A bill (H. R. 5269) to authorize the coinage of the goloid metric dol- 
lar, two dollars, and fractions of a dollar, and also the coinage of the 
metric gold double-eagle, eagle, and half-eagle, all of standard value; 

A bill (H. R. 5270) to authorize a new metric gold coin for interna- 
tional use, to be known as the ‘‘stella;” and 

A bill (H. R. 5271) to establish a system of coinage of gold and silver 
and attain proximity in commercial and standard values thereof. 


ELECTION OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COMMISSIONERS. 
Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5272) to provide for 
the election of commissioners for the District of Columbia by the qual- 


ified electors thereof; which was read a first and second time, referred 
tothe Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


STEAM-ENGINEERING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5273) to regulate steam- 
engineering in the District of Columbia; which was read afirstand second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EMPLOYMENT OF CONVICTS. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H.R. 5274) to prohibit the 
employment of convicts or prisoners in the District of Columbia upon 
public or private work; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


TRUCK SYSTEM IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5275) to abolish the 
truck system in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS FOR INDIAN WARS, ETC. 


Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 172) 
amendatory of the act of June 27, 1882, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to examine and report to Congress the 
amount of the claims of the States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, Nebras 
California, Kansas, and Nevada, and the Territories of Washington an 
Idaho, for money expended and indebtedness assumed by said States in 
repelling invasion and suppressing Indian hostilities, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY. 


Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 5276) to promote the effi- 
ciency of the United States Military Academy, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. BELFORD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5277) to 
authorize the accounting officers of the Treasury to adjudicate equitably 
claims for personal and real property in the loyal States during rebellion 
and all the States since the rebellion taken by the military authorities 
of the United States, and now suspended by reason of doubt as to au- 
thority; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GERMAN-AMERICAN CITIZENS ABROAD. 
Mr. BELFORD also submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Resolved, That EROSA of State be requested to inform this House whether 
he has any official information touching the alleged subjection of naturalized 
German-American citizens to military duty while temporarily residing in that 
empire. 


UNION METALLIC CARTRIDGE COMPANY. 

Mr. SEYMOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 5278) for the relief of the 
Union Metallic Cartridge Company; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed 

JOHN A. MORRIS. 

Mr, CRISP introduced a bill (H. R. 5279) for the relief of John A. 
Morris; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EMPLOYES IN CHICAGO CUSTOM-HOUSE. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 5280) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay certain citizens of Chicago, em- 
ployés of the custom-house, for extra-time service; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

` MRS. MARY A. MITCHELL. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5281) granting 
an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary A. Mitchell, widow of Alexander 
M. Mitchell, late colonel First Regiment Ohio Volunteers, Mexiean 
war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ` 

DAKOTA CENTRAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5282) to accept 
and ratify certain agreements made with the Sioux Indians, and to 
grant the right of way to the Dakota Central Railway Company through 
the Sioux reservation in Dakota; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WENDELL PHILLIPS. 

Mr. FINERTY introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 173) in com- 
memoration of the late Wendell Phillips; which was read a first and 
second time. , 

The SPEAKER. This resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Mr. FINERTY. I wish the resolution to go to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, because a question has been raised as to the propriety of 
bringing it before the House. y 

The SPEAKER. There is no legal question involved, as the Chair 
understands. 

Mr. FINERTY. Well, I desire to have the matter referred to the 
best legal minds of the House. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FINERTY ] moves 
to refer this resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, as I understand, this is a res- 
olution in honor of the late Wendell Phillips. With all respect to the 
memory of that gentleman and his wonderful powers of rhetoric and 


oratory —— 
The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. 


1352 : 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 25, 


Mr. COX, of New York. 
Committee on the Library. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decided that it should go to that com- 
mittee under the rules, but the gentleman from Illinois moves to re- 
fer it to the Committee on the Judiciary. . 

Mr. FINERTY. I withdraw the motion. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on the Library, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. EDDY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 5283) for the relief of 
John M. Eddy, Elizabeth K. Carroll, Alice B. Eddy, and Frank M. 
Eddy, children and heirs at law of Mrs. Mary J. Eddy, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID RAGAINS AND WILLIAM MAY. 

Mr. CANNON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5284) for the re- 

lief of David Ragains and William May; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


I would like to see the resolution go to the 


BARTON B. LAWWILL. 


Mr. CANNON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5285) granting a pension 
to Barton B. Lawwill; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SARAH M’DANIEL. 
Mr. CANNON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5286) for the relief of 


Sarah McDaniel; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. CANNON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5287) to simplify proced- 
ure in pension claims, and to extend the benefits of the pension laws to 
worthy claimants for invalid pensions, and widows, minor children, and 
dependent relatives of soldiers and sailors of the late war, who are un- 
able by existing law to furnish the necessary evidence required to con- 
nect the disability with such service, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, the second reading being in full upon de- 
mand of Mr. CANNON, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CANNON subsequently obtained unanimous consent that the 
bill be printed in full in the RECORD. It is as follows: 


Whereas the lapse of time since the war for the suppression of the rebellion, 
and death of witnesses, often render it impossible to secure the evidence re- 
uired and necessary to establish a claim for pension under existing laws, where 
pensionable disability or fatal disease is due to causes notestablished by the 
records of the War or Navy De ments, and thereby the most meritorious 
class of claims are frequently defeated, and Congress is therefore called upon to 
gaot relief by special acts, thereby encumbering the Private Calendar, to the 
triment of public business: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress That in the consideration of claims for pension 
no proof of soundness at the‘enlistment of the claimant, or of the origin of his 
disability in service and line of duty, shall be required, if the records of the War 
or Navy Departments shall show that the claimant orsoldier orsailor on account 
of whose service a pension is claimed was mustered into the United States serv- 
ice, and rendered six months’ actual service in the war for the suppression of the 
rebellion, with his command or m detached service under orders, and was 
honorably discharged: Provided, That the disease or daca arin bp meee exists 
to an extent that can be discovered and described as pensionable by an examin- 
ing surgeon, or by à board of examining surgeons, duly appointed and quali- 
fied, and can be certified b; oh pugs or board of surgeons as not inconsist- 
ent with such service, and not due to the dissipation or vicious habits of the 
soldier: Provided further, That no pension shall be granted when the disability 
exists in a less degree than one-half, or $4 per month: And provided further, That 
as to physical deformities which were enume: severally as constituting a 
bar to enlistment in the orders given mustering officers and surgeons for the 
examination of recruits at the date of énlistment, this act shall in no way apply. 
but that in such cases full proof of the origin of the disability in service an 
line of ae be required before allowing a pension therefor. 

Src, 2. T in considering claims for pension on account of the death of a sol- 
dier or sailor who is shown by the records of the War or Navy Department to 
have rendered six months’ actual service in the war for the suppression of the 
rebellion, with his command or under orders on detached service, the one oe 
which shall be required as to the origin of the death-cause shall be that the sol- 
dier received an honorable discharge, and has suffered a 
as set forth in section 1 of this act, and which was the 
isted continuously to date of death. 

Sec. 3. That in considering claims of dependent 
and cause of death of the soldier or sailor having 


ionable disability 
jent cause of and ex- 


nts for pension, the fact 
n shown as required by 
existing law or as provided in sections 1 and 2 of this act, the fact of a present 
condition of physical inability, and dependence upon others than those y 
bound therefor for support, and the that the soldier or sailor left no low 
or minor child, shall alone be required to be shown by competent evidence to 
entitle the names of dependent parents to be placed on the pension-roll, and no 
proof of dependence at of death of the soldier shall be required or necessary, 
Sec. 4. That the visions of this act shal] not apply to the officers and sol- 
diers or sailors of the regular Army or Navy since Ist day of July, 1865. 


JOHN K. LE BARON. 


Mr. ELLWOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 5288) for the relief of John 
K. Le Baron, postmaster at Elgin, Kane County, Illinois; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMANDA L. HAWKINS, 

Mr. ELLWOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5289) granting a pen- 

sion to Amanda L. Hawkins, widow of Thomas B. Hawkins; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 
RIGHTS OF SHAREHOLDERS IN NATIONAL BANKING ASSOCIATIONS. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 5290) to amend sec- 
tion 5144 of the Revised Statutes in regard to rights of shareholders in 
national banking associations to vote at elections; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 

AMES BACCUS. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 5291) to pension Ames 
Baccus, private Company B, Fifty-first Illinois Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. MADISON CUTTS. 


Mr. SPRINGER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5292) author- 
izing the President to appointand retire J. Madison Cutts asa lieutenant- 
colonel, United States Army; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JESSE B. SCUDDER. 

Mr. NEECE introduced a bill (H. R. 5293) granting a pension to 
Jesse B. Scudder, of Industry, Ill.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NICHOLAS HATTER. 

Mr. KLEINER introduced a bill (H. R. 5294) for the relief of Nicho- 
las Hatter, late private Company I, Forty-ninth Indiana Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MELINDA GRAY. 

Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5295) for the relief of 
Melinda Gray, of Evansville, Ind., on account of property destroyed in 
the late war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK LUTHER. 

Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5296) granting a pension to 
Frank Luther; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DONATION OF CANNON TO GRAND ARMY POSTS, 


Mr. WOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 5297) to donate cannon and can- 
non-balls to the following Grand Army posts: Burnham Post, Lowell, 
Ind.; John Wheeler Post, Crown Point, Ind.; and Lot Bloomfield Post, 
Hammond, Ind.; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

G. A. R. POST, ROSE LAWN, IND. 

Mr. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5298) to donate cannon to 
Grand Army Post 253, Rose Lawn, Ind.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARGARET J. BOYD. 

Mr. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5299) to grant a pension to 
Margaret J. Boyd; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGES OVER WABASH RIVER. ; 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. 5300) to prescribe the condi- 
tions under which bridges may be constructed amd maintained across 
the Wabash River in Indiana and Illinois, and the White River in In- 
diana, and for other purposes incidental thereto; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SOLDIERS’ REUNION, TIPPECANOE COUNTY, INDIANA. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 174) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to furnish tents and breech-loading rifles to 
the soldiers and sailors of Indiana, at a reunion to be held in Tippeca- 
noe County, in the month of September, 1884; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK W. KENNEDY. 


Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5301) for the relief of Pat- 
rick W. Kennedy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, RICHMOND, IND. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 5302) for the 
purchase of suitable grounds in the city of Richmond, in the State of 
Indiana, and the erection thereon of a public building for the post-office, 
United States collector’s office, United States commissioner’s office, and 
for the use of other United States officers in said city, and appropriating 
money for said purpose; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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BURNSIDE POST, GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC. 

Mr. LAMB introduced a bill (H. R. 5303) donating four cannon, car- 
riages, caissons, and balls to Burnside Post, No. 54, Department Indiana, 
Grand Army of the Republic; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


RECORDS OF THE WAR. 


Mr. LAMB submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inform the House how many 
copies of each of the ten volumes of the Records of the War of the lion 
there are now in his Department that have not been assigned under the present 
law which provides for their distribution which are not subject to be distributed 
by order of the present members of the Senate and House under existing 


MARY ROYAL. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. 5304) for the relief of Mary Royal, 
widow of William Royal, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


laws. 


MEDICAL OFFICERS, UNITED STATES ARMY. 

Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 5305) for the relief of medical 
officers in the United States Army; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN RIAL, 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER introduced a bill (H. R. 5306) granting a pen- 
sion to John Rial; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HOUSE STABLE, 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 175) 
for the construction of a stable for the horses and wagons used by the 
employés of the House of Representatives; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUSIA J. THOMPSON. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5307) granting a pension to 
Lousia J. Thompson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM J. OPIE. 


Mr. LOWRY introduced a bill (H. R. 5308) granting a pension to 
William J. Opie, of Lagrange County, Indiana; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES MILK. 

. Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5309) for the relief of 
Charles Milk, late a member of Company B, One hundred and fifty- 
second Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, and now of Lagrange County, 
Indiana; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH KALER. 


Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5310) for the relief of 
Elizabeth Kaler, of Whitley County, Indiana; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. WELLER introduced a bill (H. R. 5311) for the relief of the 
privates and non-commissioned officers of the regiments known as United 
States Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, 
and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS, IOWA. 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (H. R. 5312) to change the place of 
holding the circuit and district courts of the United States for the south- 
ern district of Iowa from Keokuk, in the eastern division of said State, 
to Burlington, in said division, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ABIGEL HONEY. 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5313) for the relief of 
Abigel Honey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY STAHL, 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 5314) for the relief 
of Henry Stahl; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 5315) for the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River at White Cloud, in Doniphan 
County, Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN R. GILLAM. 

Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 5316) for the relief of John 
R. Gillam; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY LEMMON. 


Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5317) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mary Lemmon, widow of John Lemmon, a soldier of the war of 
1812; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HIRAM W. JONES. 


Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H, R. 5318) for the relief of Hiram 
W. Jones; which was read afirst and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 


KANSAS CITY, FORT SCOTT AND GULF RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. PERKINS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 176) for 
the relief of the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railroad Company; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. DANIEL SPENCER. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 5319) grantinga 
pension to Mrs. iel Spencer; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANDERSON B. GOSE. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5320) for 
the relief of Anderson B. Gose; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


A. B. KING. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R; 5321) for 
the relief of A. B. King; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM H. WHEELER. 


Mr. HALSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5322) for the benefit of Will- 
iam H. Wheeler; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES W. BIVENS, 


Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5323) for the benefit of 
Charles W. Bivens; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DONATION OF CANNON. ; 

Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 5324) to donate condemned 
cast-iron cannon to Thomas H. Marshall Post, No. 41, Grand Army of 
the Republic, at Belfast, Me.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LAND GRANTS TO SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5325) granting one 
hundred and sixty acres of land to the officers, soldiers, and sailors who 
served in the Union Army and Navy during the war for the suppression 
of the rebellion and to their widows and orphan children and others; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INSULATING SUBMARINE CABLES. 

Mr. TALBOTT (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5326) to provide 
for the extension of letters patent for an improvement in insulating sub- 
marine cables; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


TAXATION OF RAILROAD CORPORATIONS, ETC. 


Mr. McCOMAS introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 177) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time. > 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iask that the joint resolution be read at length. 

The joint resolution was read at length, and was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 3 iy 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 178) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I ask that the joint resolution be read at length. 

The joint resolution was read at length, and was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

The two joint resolutions introduced by Mr. McComas were subse- 
quently ordered to be printed in the RECORD, and are as follows: 

Whereas a legislative body, sitting under a State constitution, has no right to 
sell, to give, or to bargain away forever the taxing power of a State, or by con- 
tract to deprive the State forever of the power of taxation, and thus destroy the 
government which it was appointed to serve; and 

Whereas in the principle of construction long approved by the Supreme Court 
of the United States no hinderance can beseen to rich corporations makin con- 
tracts with Legislatures as they best may for perpetual exemption from ail the 
burdens of supporting the government; and 


the result of s a principle under the growing tendency to special 


Whereas 
and partial legislation is to exempt rich from taxation and cast all the bur- 


den of the support of government and the payment of its debts on those who 
are too poor or too honest to purchase such mity; and 

Whereas in many States of the Union favored corporations now enjoy this im- 
munity from taxation upon many millions of dollars’ worth of property, rapidly 
multiplying iti value, but perpetually free from taxes paid by the people: re- 


fore, 

- Resolved by the Senate and House of merica 

in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That the fol- 
lowing amendment to the Constitution of the United States be, and hereby is, 

pro ; which, when ratified by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the sev- 

eral States, shall be valid to allintents and purposes as part of said Constitution. 

i The first clause of section 10, Article I, be amended so as to read as fol- 

ows: 

“ NoStateshallenter into any treaty, alliance, or confederation; grant lettersof 
marque and reprisal; coin money; emit billsof credit; make anything but gold 
and silver coin a tender in payment of debts; passany bill of attainder, ex 

facto law, or law imparing the obligation of contracts, or nt any title of no- 

ility: Provided, however, That no State shall be precluded by the grant of an 
charter or act of incorporation from taxing the capital stock er property of suc! 
Sig erga nor shall any charter or act of incorporation heretofore nted, 
or that may hereafter be granted, by any State be construed to preclude the 
State from the power of taxation; but the States shall have and retain the full 
per and right of taxation as if the prohibition to pass laws impairing the ob- 

igation of contracts had never been incorporated in this Constitution.” 

esolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 

in Congress assembled (two-thirds of House concurring therein), That the fol- 
lowing amendment of the Constitution of the United States be, and hereby is, 
pro ; which, when ratified by the bes. gevarunvtoad of three-fourths of the sev- 
i States, shall be valid to all intents and purposes as part of said Constitu- 
tion: 


of the United States of A 


“ARTICLE —. 


“The powers prohibited by the Constitution to the States from passing a law 
impairing the obligation of contracts shall not be construed to limit the States 
in the exercise of the taxing power, nor to preclude the States from repealing 
peat oi of the capital stock or property of corporations from taxation at 
any time heretofore or hereafter granted.” 


REBATES ON TOBACCO, ETC. 
Mr. HOBLITZELL submitted the following resolution; which was 
read and referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, eg era 

to inform this House whether any additional clerical force is required in his De- 

ment for the p of adjusting and paying claims for the rebates on to- 
ceo, snuff, cigars, ; and, if so, what force is required? 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HAVERHILL, MASS. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (H. R. 5327) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Haverhill, Mass.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES H. DOWNES. 

Mr. COLLINS introduced a bill (H. R. 5328) granting an increase of 
pension to Frances H. Downes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM H. 8. KIMBALL. 


Mr. LOVERING introduced a bill (H. R. 5329) for the relief of Will- 
iam H. S. Kimball; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


OCTAVIA A. NEWHALL. 


Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 5330) ting a pen- 
sion to Octavia A. Newhall; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. f 

Mr. LONG submitted the following resolution; which was read, and 

referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That >y committee when reporting a bill or resolution may have 
babes minutes to ask rnanimous consent for its passage under suspension of the 
es. 


GEORGE W. BARTON. 


Mr. YAPLE introduced a bill (H. R. 5331) granting a pension to 
George W. Barton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE E. BABCOCK. 

Mr. HOUSEMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5332) to increase the pen- 
sion of Catherine E. Babcock; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FELIX M’KITTRICK. 

Mr. HOUSEMAN, also introduced a bill a R. 5333) providing for 
the payment of claim of Felix McKittrick for depredation committed 
by the Mescalero Apache Indians of the Territory of New Mexico; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS, 8. E. E. SEELYE, ALIAS F. THOMPSON, 


Mr. CUTCHEON introduced a bill (H. R. 5334) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Franklin Thompson, alias S. E. 
E. Seelye, late of Company F, Second Regiment of Michigan Infantry 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5335) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Sarah E. E. Seelye, alias Franklin Thompson, late 2 pri- 
vate in Company F, Second Regiment Michigan Infantry Volunteers; 
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which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MARIA C. M’PHERSON. ' 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. 5336) granting 
a pension to Maria C. McPherson, widow of Daniel McPherson; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT PORT SANILAC. 

Mr. CARLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 5337) for the construction 
of a lake-coast light-house at or near Port Sanilac, Lake Huren, Michi- 
gan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. e 

WILLIAM 8. GROW. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 5338) for the relief of William 
S. Grow; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PROOF BY CLAIMANTS FOR PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5339) to enable cliamants 
for public lands to make final proof in certain cases; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

E. PARLIMAN. 

Mr, STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5340) for the relief of E. 
Parliman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES W. SCHAUMBURG. 


Mr. STRAIT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5341) for the 
relief of James W. Schaumburg; which was read a first and second 
tme, Riga to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. r 

HOMESTEAD AND PRE-EMPTION. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5342) with reference to the 
trial of title to land under the homestead and pre-emption laws; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

S POSTAL LAWS. 


Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5343) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office De- 
partment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


PASS CHRISTIAN, MISS. 

Mr. VAN EATON introduced a bill (H. R. 5344) to make Pass Chris- 
tian, in the State of Mississippi, a port of entry, in lieu of Shieldsbor- 
ough; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


POST-OFFICE CLERKS, 


Mr. COSGROVE introduced a bill (H. R. 5345) to regulate the duties 
of certain clerks in the Post-Office Department; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. BOLANDER. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 5346) granting a 
pension to William H. Bolander; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MINA M. GWYNN. : 

Mr.HATCH, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5347) t- 
ing a pension to Mina M. Gwynn, of Kansas City, Mo.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

APPOINTMENTS IN SIGNAL CORPS. 


Mr. CLARDY introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 179) authoriz- 
ing the President of the United States to appoint from the sergeants of 
the Signal Corps two lieutenants; which was read a first and second 
trie merrte to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALFRED HEAD. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. 5348) for the relief of Al- 
fred Head; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


SOPHIA NEIDERHOLTMIER. 


Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5349) for the relief of 
seg sag Neiderholtmier, of Franklin County, Missouri; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SAC AND FOX INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. WEAVER introduced a bill (H. R. 5350) to provide for the sale 
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of the Sac and Fox Indian reservation, in the States of Nebraska and 


Kansas, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM G. HALPIN. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 5351) for 
the relief of William G. Halpin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY L. P. HAMILTON. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 5352) for the reliefof Mary L. P. Hamilton; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

TESTING OF CHAINS AND ANCHORS. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 5353) to re- 
quire the testing of chains and anchors; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALICIA DURANT. 

Mr. SLOCUM introduced a bill (H. R. 5354) granting a pension to 
Alicia Durant; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
. Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALVIN WALKER. 
Mr. SLOCUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 5355) for the relief of 


Alvin Walker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ARMY SUBSISTENCE STORES. 

Mr. SLOCUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 5356) to regulate the prices 
at which sales of subsistence stores shall be made to the Army; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPTAIN PIERRE AYOTT. 

Mr. JOHNSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5357) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Captain Pierre Ayott; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. ’ 

JOSIAH M. WHITNEY. 

Mr. BELMONT introduced a bill (H. R. 5358) for the relief of the 
family of Josiah M. Whitney; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MANNISTER WORTS AND OTHERS. 
Mr. NUTTING introduced a bill (H. R. 5359) for the relief of Man- 
nister Worts and others; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERSTATE RAILWAY TRANSPORTATION BUREAU. 

Mr. STEVENS introduced a bill (H. R. 5360) to establish an inter- 
state railway transportation bureau, for the regulation of commerce with 
foreign nations, and among the several States, and with the Indian 
tribes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW G. WALKER. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (H. H. 5361) for the relief of An- 
drew G. Walker; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHANGING NAMES OF NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. BEACH introduced a bill (H. R. 5362) authorizing the Comp- 
troller of the Currency to change the names of national banks; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ingand Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

REY. FRANKLIN BALL 

Mr. ARNOT (by Mr. BAGLEy) introduced a bill (H. R. 5363) to pay 
the claim of Rev. Franklin Ball; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. WHITCOMB. ‘ 

Mr. BAGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5364) granting a pension to 
William H. Whitcomb; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

MRS. MARY ANN HURST. 

Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 5365) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Mary Ann Hurst; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

f HEIRS OF COUNT PULASKI. 

Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 5366) for the relief 

of the heirs of General Count Casimir Pulaski; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


POSTAGE ON SEEDS. 

Mr. GREENLEAF introduced abill (H. R. 5367) regulating the rate of 
postage on seeds; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

YOUNG AMMONS. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. 5368) for the relief of Young 
Ammons; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. DAVIS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5369) for the relief of James 
W. Davis, administrator of James Davis, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

i DANIEL LUCAS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5370) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel Lucas; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BAILEY. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5371) for the relief of John - 
Bailey; which was read a first and second .time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

T. J. PAYNE. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5372) for the relief of T. 
J. Payne; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, anid ordered to be printed. 

SUFFERERS BY CYCLONE IN NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. DOWD introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 180) forthe relief 
of the sufferers by the late cyclone in North Carolina; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 

Mr. SCALES submitted the following resolution; which was referred 

tothe Committee on the Rules: 4 


Resolved, That no committee of the House having authority to order printing 
by the Public Printer for its use shall order the printing of more than twenty- 
five copies of any bill, or revised or amended bill, or of any report or other com- 
munication from any Department or person; nor shall any report, letter, or com- 
oe ordered to be printed exceed in volume ten pages of ordinary printed 
matter, 


CONVICT LABOR. 

Mr. BENNETT introduced a bill (H. R. 5373) to prescribe and i 
late the hours of labor imposed upon and required of persons heretofore 
convicted or who may hereafter be convicted in courts of the United 
States and imprisoned under sentence of said courts at labor or with 
hard labor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
inittee on the Revision of the Laws, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILLIP WIGGINS. 

Mr. OHARA introduced a bill (H. R. 5374) granting a pension to 
Phillip Wiggins; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HOSEA A, SHADLE. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. 5375) granting a pension to Hosea 
A. Shadle; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EPHRAIM DUTTER. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5376) granting a pension to 
Ephraim Dutter; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RAILROAD LANDS IN MICHIGAN. 

Mr, GEDDES presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Ohio, relative to Senate bill 691 to confirm and declare legal 
the acts of certain officers of the United States involving land in the 
State of Michigan; which was read, upon the demand of Mr. GEDDES, 
and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. 5377) for the allowance of 
certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States 
Treasury Department; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY MILKEY. 

Mr. MURRAY introduced a bill (H. R. 5378) granting a pension to 
Henry Milkey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD MANION. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5379) granting a pension 
to Edward Manion; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK COYNE. 
Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5380) granting a pen- 
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sion to Patrick Coyne; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM FERGUSON. 

Mr. SENEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5381) to restore to the m- 
roll the name of William Ferguson, private Company A, Third Ohio Vol- 
unteers, Mexican war; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. HARBAUGH. 

Mr. FORAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5382) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of George W. Harbaugh; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK LYNCH. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5383) to increase the pen- 
sion of Frank Lynch; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN PENDLETON. ‘ 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5384) granting a pension 
to John Pendleton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SARAH T. SIATTHEWS. 

Mr. BARR introduced a bill (H. R. 5385) to increase the pension of 
Sarah T. Matthews; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SOPHIA E. BRENEISER. 

Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. 5386) granting a pension to 
Sophia E. Breneiser; which was a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMOS STROH. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 5387) granting a pension 
to Amos Stroh, of Carbon County, Pennsylvania; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be prihted. 

AMOS B. ECKHOFF. 

Mr. EVERHART (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5388) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Amos B. Eckhoff; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS C. SARTORI, U. S. N. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania (by request), introduced a bill (H. 
R. 5389) to promote Commodore Louis C. Sartori, on the retired-list of 
the Navy, to be rear-admiral on said list, in accordance with his original 
position on the Naval Register; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRY M. JACOBY. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 5390) for the relief of Lieut. 
Harry M. Jacoby, United States Navy; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 4 

HENRY I. MILLER. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5391) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry I. Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EZRA GRIFFIN POST, G. A. R. 

Mr. CONNOLLY introduced a bill (H. R. 5392) to donate con- 
demned ordnance to Ezra Griffin Post, No. 139, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Scranton, Pa.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SCRANTON VETERAN SOLDIERS’ ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. CONNOLLY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5393) to donate con- 
demned ordnance to Scranton Veteran Soldiers’ Association, of Scran- 
ton, Lackawanna County, Pennsylvania; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

JAMES M. ROSS. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 5394) 
granting a pension to James M. Ross; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MICHAEL NAWGLE. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5395) 
for the relief of Michael Nawgle; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL COPIES CENSUS REPORT. 

Mr. YOUNG introduced a bill (H. R. 5396) to provide for the print- 
ing of additional copies of the census report of 1880; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


H. B. WILSON, ADMINISTRATOR. 
Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 5397) for the relief of H. B. 


Wilson, administrator of the estate of William Tinder, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COLEMAN WHITE, ADMINISTRATOR. 

Mr. BALLENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. 5398) for the relief of 
Coleman White, administrator of Mrs. Jane White; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

SETTLEMENT OF CERTAIN RAILROAD ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5399) to provide for the set- 
tlement of the accounts of certain railway companies; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on theJ udiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 3 

WILLIAM H. STRINGER. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5400) for the relief of 
the heirs of William H. Stringer, deceased, late of Hamilton County, 
Tennessee; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. H. BAKER. 4 

Mr. LANHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 5401) for the relief of J. H. 
Baker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL MURPHY. 

Mr. LANHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 5402) for the relief of 
Daniel Murphy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY BURKETT. 

Mr. LANHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 5403) for the relief of 
Mary Burkett; which was a read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC D. JOHNSON. 


Mr. WELLBORN introduced a bill (H. R. 5404) for the relief of Isaac 
D. Johnson; which was read a first and. second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY ENCAMPMENT, HOUSTON, TEX. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 181) 
authorizing the Secretary of War tosupply the military encampment, 
at Houston, Tex., with tents; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMANDA AND THOMAS WALSH. 


Mr. OCHILTREE introduced a bill (H. R. 5405) for the relief of 
Amanda and Thomas Walsh. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this bill should be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. $ 

Mr. OCHILTREE. I move the reference of the bill to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REDEMPTION OF NATIONAL-BANK NOTES. 

Mr. MILLER, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. 5406) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to invest the funds held by the Treasury 
for the redemption of national-bank notes in United States bonds; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on’ Ways 
and Means, and ordered to,be printed. 

CATHARINE CARBERRY AND RICHARD LAY. 

Mr. POLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 5407) referring the claims of 
Catharine Carberry and Richard Lay to the Court ofClaims; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

J. B. FLETCHER. 

Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 5408) for the relief of J. 
B. Fletcher; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. ; 

RICHARD DODGE. 

Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 5409) continuing the pay- 
ment of a pension to Richard ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LIEUT. COMMANDER JOSHUA BISHOP. 


Mr. GEORGE D. WISE introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 182) 
authorizing the President to appoint Lieut. Commander Joshua Bishop 
a commander in the United States Navy; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed, 

MONUMENT TO THE MOTHER OF WASHINGTON. 
Mr. GEORGE D. WISE also introduced a bill (H, R. 5410) for the 
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completion of the monument to Mary, the mother of Washington, at | time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 


Fredericksburg, Va.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 
REPRESENTATIVE OF M. D. NEWMAN. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 5411) for the relief of the 
personal representative of M. D. Newman; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN WHITE. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5412) to 
lace the name of John White, of Company D, Second District of Co- 
umbia Volunteers, on the pension-roll of the United States; which was 

read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 
DANIEL WILLIAMS. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5413) to 
place the name of Daniel Williams, United States Marine Corps, on the 
pension-roll of the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

_ EDWARD F. TABB. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 5414) for 
the relief of Edward F. Tabb, of Berkeley County, West Virginia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLOMON BOYER. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5415) 
for the relief of Solomon Boyer, of Berkeley County, West Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BRINDLE. 

Mr. WILSON, of West. Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5416) 
for the relief of John Brindle, of Berkeley County, West Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF JOSEPH ANDERSON. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia (by request), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 5417) for the relief of the legal representatives of Joseph An- 
derson, deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 5 

H. W. PHILLIPS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. GOFF introduced a bill (H. R. 5418) for the relief of H. W. 
Phillips, Clark Hanes, and John Beam; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. ` 

MRS. SALLIE F. BLUNDON. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 5419) granting an increased 
pension to Mrs. Sallie F. Blundon, widow of Major E. Blundon; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SIOUX RESERVATION IN DAKOTA. 

Mr. WOODWARD introduced a bill (H. R. 5420) to accept and ratify 
certain ‘agreements made with the Sioux Indians, and to grant a right 
ot way to the Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint Paul Railway Company 
through the Sioux reservation in Dakota; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

_ ISAAC SMITH. 

Mr. WOODWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5421) granting a pen- 
sion to Isaac Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL CLERKS, ETC. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE (by Mr. WOODWARD) introduced a bill (H. R. 

5422) granting railway postal clerks and other employés leave of ab- 


sence; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


LIEUT. CLARK M. WILSEY. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 5423) for the re- 
lief of Lieut. Clark M. Wilsey, of Windsor, Wis.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ELLEN DACEY. 

Mr. RUSSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5424) for the relief of Mrs. 
Ellen Dacey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LAND DISTRICT IN DAKOTA. 


Mr. RAYMOND introduced a bill (H. R. 5425) to create a new land 
„district in the Territory of Dakota; which was read a first 


and second 


be printed. 
CORPORATE AUTHORITIES OF ABERDEEN, DAK. 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 5426) wuthorizing the 
corporate authorities of the city of Aberdeen, Dak., to purchase a quar- 
ter-section of land; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. é 

INDIANS OF NORTHERN MONTANA. 

Mr. MAGINNIS introduced a bill (H. R. 5427) to provide permanent 
reservations for Indians in Northern Montana, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SPOKANE FALLS AND CŒUR D'ALENE RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. BRENTS introduced a bill (H. R. 5428) to incorporate the Spokane 
Falls and Cœur d'Alene Railroad Company; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pacifie Railroads, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of States and Territories 
under the rule. If there be no objection, the Chair will recognize gen- 
tlemen for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions who were not 
present when their States were called. 

There was no objection. 


M’LEAN POST, GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 5429) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to furnish condemned cannon to McLean Post, No. 16, 
Grand Army of the Republic, at Reading, Pa.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP B. ROBINSON. 

Mr. REESE introduced a bill (H. R. 5430) to refund to Philip B. 
Robinson, of Georgia, taxes illegally collected as income taxes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. | 


SUFFERERS FROM FLOODS. 

Mr. DUNN introduced a joint resolution (H, Res. 183) making an ap- 
propriation for the relief of persons rendered destitute by the overflow- 
ing of the Mississippi River and its tributaries; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FROM WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. TUCKER introduced a bill (H. R. 5431) directing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to examine and settle the accounts of certain States and 
the city of Baltimore growing out of moneys expended by said States 
and the city of Baltimore for military purposes during the war of 1812; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTIES ON TOBACCO. 
Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 5432) relating to duties on 
tobacco; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGES ACROSS WISCONSIN RIVER, ETC. 

Mr. McCOID introduced a bill (H. R. 5433) to authorize the con- 
struction of bridges across the Wisconsin, Chippewa, and Saint Croix 
Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 5434) to authorize the con- 
struction of bridges across the Mississippi River, one in the State of 
Minnesota and one between the States of Minnesota and Wisconsin; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SHIPPING. 

_Mr. PARKER introduced a bill (H. R. 5435) for the relief of ship- . 
ping; which was read a first and second time, referred to theSelect Com- 
mittee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 5436) to authorize the con- 
struction of a foot, carriage, and railroad bridge across the Mississippi 
River at some point between Fort Snelling and Saint Anthony’s Falls, 
in the city of Minneapolis, Minn.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF BUREAU OF STATISTICS. 


Mr. DOCKERY introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 184) providing 
for the printing of 10,000 copies of report No. 583 of the Bureau of 
Statistics; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 
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EDGAR BROADHEAD. 
Mr. BEAOH introduced a bill (H. R. 5437) for the relief of Edgar 


The bill (H. R. 5442) was read a first and second time, placed on the 


House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


Broadhead; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- | Printed 


mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
COMMEMORATION OF THE HOMESTEAD LAW. 


Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 5438) granting lands 
in aid of the erection of a monument commemorative of the homestead 
law; which was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon the reference of the bill. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I think the bill should be referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

The SPEAKER. Has the construction of this monument already 
been authorized by law? . 

Mr. COX, of New York. It has not. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on the Library, 
and ordered to be printed. 


TIMBER DEPREDATIONS, 


Mr. WELLBORN. If in order, I desire to ask unanimous consent to 
correct an erroneous reference of a bill. House bill No. 4957, introduced 
on the 11th of February, to amend section 5386 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, in relation to timber depredations, was erroneously 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands; it should go to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. I move that the Committee on Public Lands be 

from its further consideration and that the same be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

JOHN F. TUTTLE. 

Mr. HENLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5439) granting a pension to 
John F. Tuttle; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES SKINNER. 


Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R, 5440) granting a pension 
to James Skinner; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PRICE. I ask unanimous consent to make a report from the 
Committee on Claims, for the purpose of having it printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is about proceeding to the call of com- 
mittees for reports, under which call the gentleman can make his report. 


LONGEVITY PAY TO NAVAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. TALBOTT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1401) to amend sec- 
tion 1556 of the Revised Statutes, giving longevity pay to certain offi- 
cers of the Navy; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

FORT WORTH AND DENVER CITY RAILWAY. 

Mr. WELLBORN, from the Committee on Indian <A ffairs, reported a 
bill (H. R. 5441) to ‘grant to the Fort Worth and Denver City Railway 
aright of way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


ALASKA. 


Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, from the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 153) 
to provide a civil government for Alaska; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RESIDENCE OF TERRITORIAL GOVERNORS. 


Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, from the Committee on Territories, 
also reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
4713) 204 the governors of certain Territories to be residents of 
said Territories at least two years preceding appointment; which was 
placed upon the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

SURVEY OF PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 

Mr. CRISP. I have been directed by the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads, to whom were referred House bills 35, 934, 507, and 3562, to 
report a substitute bill therefor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not report a substitute for 
several bills. He can report a bill in lieu of other bills. 

Mr. CRISP. I then re report a bill to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to amend an actentitled ‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad 
and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and 
to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, 
and other purposes, approved July 1, 1862,’ approved July 2, 1864,” 
and ask that it be placed on the ouse Calendar. 
oe re Does the bill make an appropriation of money or 

Mr. CRISP. Not at all; it is merely requiring the road to pay for 
the cost of the survey of the lands alreađly granted to it. 


Mr. HANBACK. In behalf of the minority of the committee I ask 
leave to present a minority report, accompanied by a bill as a substitute 
for the one reported by the majority of the committee. I ask that the 
views of the minority be printed with the report of the majority. 

There was‘no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


SARAH R. DARLEY. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (E R. 3231) granting a pension to Sarah R. Darley; when 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further 
consideration of the same, and it was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

LIEUT. N. C. RIDENOUR. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported, as 
a substitute for H. R. 2000, a bill (HÆ. R. 5443) for the relief of Lidut. 
N. C. Ridenour; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MALVIN PIERCE. 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1985) granting a 
pension to Malvin Pierce; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

FRANK F, FITKIN. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 

back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1986) anik a 

ion to Frank F. Fitkin; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


FREDERICK NELSON AND OTHERS. 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1711) 
granting pensions to Frederick Nelson, T. Caine, and Henry C. Sanders; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES MURPHY. $ 
Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the peti- 
tion of Charles Murphy for relief; which was recommitted, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 
ALBERT H. EMERY. 


Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 132) for the relief of Albert H. Emery; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iam directed toask that the minority of the com- 
mittee have leave to file on a future day their views upon the bill just 
reported, and which was only acted on this morning. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the minority of the com- 
mittee will be allowed on some future day to present their views, to be 
printed with the report of the majority. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

WILLIAM MORAN. 


` Mr. McMILLIN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 4896) for the relief of William Moran; when the Committee 
on Claims was disc from the further consideration of the same, 
and it was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


ET GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on on ak table, 
and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 1200) for the relief of John Reid; 
A bill (H. R. 157) to provide for the adjudication of the cotton and 
sia of the State of Georgia for property seized during the late 


ssi bill vill CHL. R. 1833) for the relief of the trustees of the Catholic church 
at Dalton, Ga; 

A bill (H. R. 1834) for the relief of the trustees of the Presbyterian 
ehurch in Marietta, Ga.; and 

A bill (H. R. 2991) for the relief of Warren Hall. 

THOMAS WORTHINGTON. 

Mr. BOWEN (by Mr. GEDDES), from the Committee on War 
reported, as a substitute for H. R. 1262, a bill (H. R. 5444) for the re- 
lief of Thomas Worthington; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Ndi House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin 


ACKNOWLEDGMENTS OF CONVEYANCES. 


Mr. McCOMAS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3235) relating to ac- 
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knowledgments of conveyances of land in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


COLLATERAL TRUST COMPANY. 


Mr. McCOMAS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, also 
reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 3662) to incorporate the Collat- 
eral Trust and Indemnity Company in the District of Columbia; which 
was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


4 PURCHASE OF FOREIGN VESSELS. 
Mr. FINDLAY (by Mr. Lona), rom the Select Hage prt on LAm 
can Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, reported, as a substi 
for H. R. 3917, a bill (H. R. 5444) to amend section 4136 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to the purchase and repair of 
foreign vessels; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
LAND-GRANT RAILROADS. 


Mr. VAN EATON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported back adversely the following resolution; which was laid on the 
table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to furnish for the use 
of the House of Representatives as soon as practicable the following informa- 
tion: What lands granted toand earned by any land nt railroad in the State 
of Nebraska, or in any other State or Territory of the United States, now remain 
unpatented to such railroad or railroads, and the aggregate amount of such 
land, and to show particularly when such lands were earned by the railroad or 
railroads claiming them and why patent thereto is now withheld, if it be so with- 
held. Also w er patent has Ease issued to any railroad claiming it without 
due payment by such railroad of the land-office fees and survey charges, and the 
amount of the land so patented, and the reason for the same. 


EDUCATION. 


Mr. WILLIS, from the Committee on Education, reported back the 
bill (H, R. 4980) to aid temporarily in the support of common schools, 
which, with the accompanying report, was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


WHITE MOUNTAIN INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. OURY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 1673) to correct the western and southern boundaries 
of the White Mountain Indian reservation, in the Territory of Arizona, 
and segregate the Deer Creek coal-fields; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO SECTION 4136 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. LONG, from the Select Committee on American Ship-building 
and Ship-owning Interests, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 3917, a 
bill (H. R. 5445) to amend section 4136 of the Revised Statutes, relat- 
ing to the purchase and repair of foreign vessels; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


ARTHUR W. PAYNTER. 


Mr. RANDALL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
5446) referring the claim of Arthur W. Paynter, for damages to the 
schooner Peter D. Lambert and cargo; to the Court of Claims; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Commitee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. : 


` ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 185) proposing anamendment to the Constitution in reference 
to the election of Presidnt and Vice-President of the United Statesand 
of members of Congress; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on Law respecting Election of Presi- 
dent and Vice-President, and ordered to be printed. 


ENSIGN L. K. REYNOLDS. 


Mr. COX, of New York, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported back the joint resolution (S. R. 26) granting permission to En- 
sign L. K. Reynolds, U. S. N., to accept the decorations of the Royal 
and Imperial Order of, cis Joseph from the Government of Austria; 
which was ordered to be printed and recommitted. 

TARIFF COMPILATION. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York, from the Committee on Printing, re- 
ported back favorably the following Senate concurrent resolution: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 15, 1884. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Publi 
Printer be, and he is hereby, aih berisi to print and Ting) 24,000 additional 
copies of the Tariff Compilation for 1884 (Senate Report No. 12, Forty-eighth 


Con. first session); 8,000 for the use of the Senate and 16,000 fi f 
Sas House of Representatives. zaie FEN 


ANSON G. McCOOK, Secretary. 

The resolution was concurred in. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


a 


HEIRS OF GENERAL PULASKI. 


Mr. BELMONT introduced a bill (H. R. 5447) for the relief of the 
heirs of General Count Casimir Pulaski; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President, in writing, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his 
secretaries, informed the House that the President had approved the 
bill tee R. 448) to fix the times for holding the terms of the circuit 
and district courts of the United States for the northern district of Iowa. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do now proceed to the consid- 
eration of business on the Speaker’s table. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. On that I demand a division. _ 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes not counted. 

Mr. BLAND. At the suggestion of my colleague I ask consent to 
withdraw the motion. I understand that it is his desire to proceed 
with the pleuro-pneumonia bill, and I will not antagonize his wishes 
in that respect. 

There being no objection, the motion was withdrawn. 


DISEASES AMONG DOMESTIC ANIMALS, 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move that the House do now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the special order, being the unfinished 
business coming over from Saturday, the consideration of the bill re- 
ported by the Committee on Agriculture. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the special order. , 

The gentleman from Missouri is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, Mr. Chairman, in occupying the last hour 
of general debate to answer the objections that have been urged against 
the of this bill which T have had the honor to report from the 
Committee on Agriculture, it will not-be expected of me that I consume 
any portion of that time in replying tothe Fourth of July orations that 
have been delivered under the pretext of opposing the bill because, as 
alleged, some of its provisions are unconstitutional. Whenever any 
gentleman shall point out in any section of this bill a provision that in 
his judgment is obnoxious to any prificiple or provision of the Constitu- 
tion, I shall deem it not only my duty but my pleasure to respond to 
him. 

I willingly assume the responsibility urged upon me by the distin- 
guished gentleman from Connecticut and the gentleman from Texas, 
for myself and the committee which I have the honor to represent in 
the close of this discussion, of proving to the House and to the country 
that this bill does not in any of its provisions violate either the spirit 
or the letter of the Constitution. 

I expect, sir, to speak very plainly in regard to some of the stete- 
ments that have been made against this bill, because they are unfair to 
this extent, that the provisions of the bill itself have not been accu- 
rately or fairly quoted. I can not undertake to answer the speech of 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. HALSELL], who, when I asked him 
to point out any provision of this bill which in his judgment was 
unconstitutional, a-swers: ‘‘ Yes, the whole bill is unconstitutional. ’ 
And yet there are provisions of the bill so plainly within the terms of 
the constitutional authority of Congress, and within the constitutional 
limit of our power, that a ten-year old child would not controvert the ° 
proposition that they are clearly and conclusively within its provis- 
ions. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is not the first time that I have heard these 
objections urged to the of this or a similar bill; nor is it the 
first time on the floor of this House that I have heard not only this ques- 
tion of constitutional infraction raised, but when the argument ceased 
to have any effect, when legitimate argument against the bill was ex- 
hausted, ridicule and epithets have been indulged in by gentlemen 
simply because the bill is in the interest of the great agricultural masses 
of the country, and does not seek to build up or aggrandize the power 
of some corporation or monopoly. Let me say to my distinguished 
friend from ecticut and the gentleman from Kentucky, that I am 
not only a constitutional Democrat—a States-right Democrat—but I 
am an anti-monopoly Democrat; and when I go to learn a new lesson 
about my duty as a Democrat, the duty of the proper interpretation of 
the Constitution of the United States, I will not sit at the feet of the 
distinguished gentleman from Connecticut, who claims the paternity 
of the tariff commission bill, that in my judgment is not only an in- 
fraction of the Constitution, but the most reprehensible and cowardly 
surrender of the rights and privileges of this House that has ever 
occurred since the Government was o ized. 

Mr. EATON. I hope the gentleman will give me, when he asserts 
any such thing that it is cowardly—lI trust he will give me five or ten 
minutes of his time. $ 
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Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I do not mean that assertion with any 
disrespect to the gentleman from Connecticut. I make it with refer- 
ence to the action of this House that passed the bill. I stated iton the 
floor of this House when that commission bill was under discussion, 
and I repeat it here. l 

Nor, Mr. Chairman, will I go tp the feet of my distinguished col- 
league [Mr. BRoADHEAD], able lawyer as he is, from the State of Mis- 
souri, who declared on the floor of this House, in the face of every de- 
cision of the Supreme Court of the United States on this subject, that 
a State has the power to interfere with or regulate interstate commerce? 

Mr. BROADHEAD. I never made any such declaration at all. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I do not yield tothe gentleman. I will 
in the course of my argument quote the gentleman’s own language, 
and then will turn to the decision of the Supreme Court and see whether 
that bears out the assertion. 

Mr. Chairman, before I proceed to discuss this bill by sections and to 
answer some objections that have been urged against it, I desire for the 
benefit of my Democratic colleagues and friends on this side of the 
House to state, by reading one or two extracts, what my position is in 
regard to the constitutional provisions of this bill. The House will 
bear me witness that when presenting this bill from the Committee on 
Agriculture I stated frankly and fully that there were grave difficulties 
in the way of preparing this or any other bill upon this subject; that 
there were certain powers that belonged to the Federal Government 
and certain other powers that belonged to the States which had to be 
utilized and harmonized; and that I was not willing to present a bill 
to this House, to advocate it, or to vote for it, that infringed upon or 
impaired the rights of the States as reserved in the Constitution to the 
States respectively or to the le. : 

Mr. EATON (in his seat). State rights are not reserved in the Con- 
stitution. They belong to the States. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I will not yield now for the interjection 
of remarks by gentlemen in theirseats, The gentleman has had histime, 
and will have it under the five-minute rule if he desires to reply. 

Mr. EATON. I shall desire to do so. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I stated distinctly and emphatically that 


the power to regulate commerce belongs exclusively to the Federal Gov- 


ernment. The condemnation of private property, local quarantine, and 
the police regulations I stated belonged exclusively to the States, and 
it was not within the constitutional power of Congress to invade that 
territory. And I expect to show conclusively to this House and to every 
member of it who has not made up his mind to vote against the bill, 
whether it is good or bad, that there is not a single provision in it that 
infringes either upon the rights of the States or the rights of the Federal 
Government. 

Mr. BROADHEAD. May I ask the gentleman from Missouri a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. BROADHEAD. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the power 
toregulate commerce embraces the power to establish police regulations, 
and whether this is not a police regulation? Inever denied the power 
of the Federal Government to regulate commerce between the States. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I will answer the gentleman very fully. 
While the gentleman was making his argument he read an extract from 
the celebrated case of The Railway vs. Husen, which I quoted and re- 
ferred the House to in my opening remarks; and after he had argued 
upon a single extract which he read from that decision I asked him 
this question. 

Mr. Harca, of Missouri. Does the gentleman contend that the States have the 
pra to pass a law which would prohibit the transportation of cattle from one 


te to another? 
Mr. BroapHEAD. Most unquestionably they have, as a police regulation. 


Now, what does the Supreme Court in the very case say? Let me 
read it. The gentleman read a very short extract. If he had read the 
whole case he would never have made that speech. Here is what the 
court says: i 

It seems hardly necessary to argue at Jength that unless the statute can be 
justified as a legitimate exercise of the police power of the State it is an usurpa- 
tion of the power vested exclusively in Congress. It isa plain regulation of 
interstate commerce, a regulation extending to prohibition, Whatever may be 
the power of a State over commerce that is completely internal, it can no more 
prohibit or regulate that which is interstate than it can that which is with for- 
eign nations. Power over one is given by the Constitution of the United States 
to Congress in the same words in which it is given over the other, and in both 
cases it is necessarily exclusive, That the transportation of property from one 
State to another is a branch of interstate commerce is undeniable, and no at- 
tempt has been made in this case to deny it. . 


Mr. BROADHEAD. Iask the gentleman—— 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I do not yield, The court goes on to 
say— 

The Missouri statute is a plain interference with such transportation, an at- 
tempted exercise over it of the highest possible power—that of destruction. 

I know it is hard for gentlemen to keep their seats while I am read- 
ing this. Before I get through this argument they may find their seats 
still hotter for them. The court continues: 


It meets at the borders of the State a large and common subject of commerce, 
and prohibits its crossing the State line during two-thirds of each year, with a 
proviso, however, that such cattle may come across the line loaded upon a rail- 
road car or steamboat and pass through the State without being unloaded, But 


eyen the right of steamboat owners and railroad companies to transport such 
property through the State is loaded by the law with onerous liabilities because 
of their agency in the transportation. The object and effect of the statute are, 

iscriminate between the 


And that regulation is declared to be unconstitutional. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the gentleman from Missouri permit me to inter- 
rupt him a moment? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I shall be obliged to the gentleman if 
he will allow me to proceed with my argument until I get through 
with this branch of it. 

Now, what are the provisions of the bill? I desire to take them up 
in their order. The first section provides— 

That the Commissioner of Agriculture shall organize in his de ment a bu- 
reau of animal industry, and appoint a chief thereof, who shall be a com- 
petent veterinary surgeon, and whose duty it shall be to investigate and report 
upon the number, value. and condition of the domestic animals of the United 
States, Kc, 

Mr. Chairman, I was not only amused but amazed that gentlemen 
would spend ten, fifteen, twenty, and thirty minutes in the discussion 
of this bill, fighting a man of straw that they have erected in that first 
section, and declaring that the Government of the United States was 
about to be subverted and the Constitution overridden because it was 
proposed to organize in the Department of Agriculture a bureau of an- 
imal industry. And gentlemen got up and talked about fabulous fig- 
ures. The idea of making an estimate of the number and value of the 
domestic animals of the United States! Bless their innocent hearts, the 
Department of Agriculture has done that work for the last seventeen 
years, And the object of the section is simply to organize in one bu- 
reau the straggling appropriations which have been made in favor of 
this work from time to time, and is directly in the interest of economy. 

Iwas so much amazed that I asked the Commissioner of Agriculture 
to-send me a statement, in order to test the records of that department. 
Within twenty-four or forty-eight hours from the time I sent my request 
to that department I received a communication, accompanied by a 
table, which I will publish with my remarks, of the States and Terri- 
tories, giving the number and value of the entire cattle industry of this 
country. Iwouldnot undertake now to read the letter to the House if it 
was not for the fact that gentlemen do not seem to know what has taken 
place in that department for the last seventeen years. It is from the 

* Division of Statistics.” I suppose some constitutional lawyer will 
ohject to the communication because it comes from the division of sta- 
tistics in the department of Agriculture, on the ground that this is an- 
other infringement of the Constitution, another outrage upon the peo- 
ple of the United States. This is the letter: 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Division OF STATISTICS, 
Washington, D. C., February 11, 1884. 


Smr: The uest of Hon. WILLIAM H. Harca, chairman of the Committee of 
Agricultire of the House of Representatives, for the numbers and value of cat- 
tle has been referred to this division for reply. 

The annual census of farm animals, taken by the co of department corre- 
spondents, is just completed, but not yet published. The results as relate to 
neat cattle are presented in an accompanying statement, which will not vary ma- 
terially from the ultimate official publication. 

These annual enumerations have been taken by this department for seven- 
teen years, with results more accurate and complete than those obtained from 
State assessors’ returns, and generally approximating the aggregates of the 
United States census, They are not obtained by an actual count of herds and 
fiocks, a work that would require much time and money, but by careful com- 
parison of increase or decrease, upon known and recorded data, by corps of 
county correspondents, after much investigation and deliberation. 

With increased facilities for the work, the results are gradually attaining 
greater value and accuracy, 

The returns show an increase in milch cows and other cattle, especially of 
the latter, in the ranges of the great Western plains and mountains. 

The ave values have also ; of milch cows from $30.21 to $31.38; 
of other cattle from $21.80 to $23.52. 

The comparison of numbers and values is as follows: 


1883. 1884. 
Number. Value. Number. 
Milch cows... .| 13,125,685 | $396, 557,405 | 13, 495, 206 $423, 486, 649 
Other cattle 28, 046, 077 611, 549, 109 | 29, 046, 101 683, 229, 054 


1,106,715 708 


42,541, 307 


DORAL, castes dodesa consis 41,171,762 | 1,008, 106,514 


This makes the increase in milch cows 269,521, and 1,000,029 in other cattle; and 
an increase in the aggregate value of all neat stock of $98,609,289, 
The number of sheep as recorded will be about 50,000,000. There has been a 
slight decrease in the farming areas and some increase on the ranches. The 
inch in the reduction of prices has been injurious in the principal farming dis- 
ricts, but less severe from the fact that foreign wools have been high the t 
ear. Prices of sheep have declined slightly, the average farm value being $2.37, 
instead of $2.53 last year, a decline of nearly 7 per cent. 
The number of hogs reported is 44,200,893, valued at $246,301,139 ; an average for 


all ages of $5.37. The number of the previous estimates was 43,270,086, valued at 
$291,951,221. Everywhere a decrease in value is reported. 


all ! 
z J. R. DODGE, Statistician. 
Hon. GEORGE B. LORING, Commissioner. 


Milch cows. Oxen and other cattle. 
States and Territories, > 

Number, Value Number. Value. 
Mhina 162, 095 $5,592, 277 188,919 | $6,051,076 
New Hampshire 95, 157 8,104, 021 141,784 | 4,741,257 
Vermont ........ 230, 317 7, 189, 827 187, 6, 184, 875 
Massachusetts 160, 226 6, 168, 701 108, 393 762, 321 
Rhode Island. 21,882 776,811 13,427 517,074 
Connecticut ... . 121,006 4,044,021 113, 440 3, 966, 997 
New York... 1,510, 904 54, 891, 142 886,041 | 33,084,771 
New Jersey. 164, 6, 472, 381 69, 947 2, 627,909 
Pennsylvan! 884, 351 32, 420, 308 875,994 | 27,812,809 
Delaware... 27, $42 991,175 26,525 863, 123 
Maryland... 124,750 4,522,187 139,592 3,686, 625 
Virginia... 245,353 5, 606, 316 436, 820 8, 976, S1 
North Caroli 234, 339 3, 983, 763 419,508 4, 547, 467 
South Carolina 137, 763 3,076, 248 216, 880 2, 548, H0 
Georgia... 341,048 6, 493, 554 610,811 7,177,029 
Florida .. 46,054 658, 572 560, 000 5, 140, 800 
Alabama... .ccccdecsececssersesccsensneee! 279, 668 4,617,319 480,100 5, 439, 533 
Mississippi. 274, 829 4, 603, 386 420, 499 4,545, 504 
Louisiana 153, 452 3, 135, 024 271, 603 8, 318, 989 
Texas... 667,501 16,353,774 | 4,277,700 | 74,902,527 
Arkansas 257, 752 5, 585, 486 420, 876 5, 749, 166 
Tennessee.. 313,742 7,379,212 466, 084 7, 802, 246 
West Virginia 161, 378 5, 012, 401 289,519 7, 400, 106 
Kentucky .. 304, 720 9, 836, 362 498,858 | 13,794,253 
Ihio ....... 781, 996 28,542,854 | 1,017,820 | 29,944, 264 
Michigan 404, 078 14, 724, 602 491,792 | 13,765,258 
Indiana. 504, 793 17, 667,755 $51,355 | 22,858,882 
Illinois. 900, 984 31,534,440 | 1,442,344 | 40,443,326 
Wisconsin.. 532,734 17, 313, 855 682, 7: 18, 208, 756 
Minnesota. 343, 864 10, $31, 716 427,084 | 10,916, 267 
Towa... 1,085, 077 34,451,195 | 1,955,810 | 50,851,060 
Missow 674, 565 18, 887,820 | 1,335,082 | 30,199,555 
Kansas. 526, 933 17,704,949 | 1,395,200 | 37,837,824 
Nebraska... 255, 544 8,432,952 | 1,568,400 | 36,183,140 
California... 220, 708 8, 386, 904 609,500 | 17,766, 925 
Q: n 65, 616 2, 362,176 535,600 | 14,038, 076 
Nevada 16,029 598, 363 218, 360 5, 928, 474 
Colorado. 43,114 1,750, 428 772,560 | 20, 449, 663 
Arizona, 13, 057 424, 352 203, 000 4, 060, 000 
Dakota 7, 987 2,534, 018 270,600 | 7,222,314 
Idaho......... 15, 862 594, 825 204, 750 5, 332, 500 
Montana. 14, 239 526, 843 672,600 | 17,595,216 
New Mex 16, 743 586, 005 690,562 | 13, 818,146 
Stah ...... 38, 473 1,351, 172 132, 180 3, 157, 780 
Washin 45, 632 1, 665, 568 230, 376 5, 722,540 
Wyoming...... 4,533 149, 589 897,000 | 23,456,550 


Indian Territory....csccscsscssssssssse|sonsessossceeeose ie 520,000 | 8, 540,000 
13,495,206 | 423, 486, 649 | 29, 046, 101 683, 229, 054 


I give that to show that this work has been in progress in the De- 
partment of Agriculture for seventeen years. Annual appropriations 
have been made tocarry it on, and this section of the pending bill which 
I have read is intended merely to simplify the work, and is in the in- 
terest of economy, proposing to create this bureau of animal industry. 
Yet my friend from West Virginia [Mr. Grsson] and the gentleman 
from Texas who addressed himself to the House in opposition to this 
bill [Mr. LANHAM] seemed to think that it would cost millions and 
millions of dollars for this bureau of animal industry. Indeed, the gen- 
tleman went so far as to say that the gentleman from Colorado EA 
BELFORD] ought to support this bill, for it was the surest thing he had 
seen to unlock the vaults of the Treasury. : 

I have a word to say to my friend from Texas, and I might as wel 
say it right here. He commenced his remarks on this bill by saying 
that if he had known the character and provisionsof the bill he would 
have objected to its having consideration in the House. Well, I am 
very glad my friend did not know it. Iam very glad on his account 
that he did not make any such objection, for before his term expires 
he will find out and agree with me that abont the narrowest states- 
manship in this House is that which expends itself in the laconic ex- 
pression, “I object.’? [Laughter. ] 

The gentleman took up some ten or fifteen minutes of his time in glori- 
fying Texas. Why, my friend, I do not yield to any Representative on 
the floor of this House, even the gentleman from Texas, in my admira- 
tion of that great State. I had the honor and the pleasure some years 
ago of delivering an address at the annual State fair in the city of Hous- 
ton, in which I spent an hourand a halfin telling your people of Texas 
what an empire you livein. And I appeal to my colleagues and friends 
on this floor with whom I have served during the past two Congresses if 
Texas ever had a more ardent and devoted friend outside of her own 
delegation, whenevershe wanted help, than I have proved to be. 
Texas! Iadmire and love her in her length and her breadth, not only 
fa her magnificent resources but for the grand future that she has be- 

ore her. ; 

The gentleman from Texas stated the dimensions of the magnificent 
district which he represents. Let me give the statistics presented by 
him of the vastness of the area of his district. He said that his district 
contained more than 120,000 square miles, and was as large as the com- 
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bined area of ten States named by him. Certainly that does not give 
to the views of my friend upon this bill any additional weight or in- 
fluence, because he fails to state the population of that vast territory. 
Under our system of government people, and not lands or property, are 
represented in the popular branch of Co: 

Judged by the standard assumed by the gentleman from Texas, 
what an insignificant constituency the gentleman from New York city 
[Mr. Cox] would represent! Contrast the area of the seventh, elev- 
enth, and eighteenth wards of the city of New York with the district 
of 120,000 square miles represented by the gentleman from Texas. 
Yet the gentleman from New York represents a legal and constitu- 
tional district, small in territory it is true, but containing the requisite 
population of the brains and wonderful activity as well as the brawn 
and muscle of that remarkable cosmopolitan people. 

Tried by the standard of the gentleman from Texas, the gentleman 
from New York would fall far short of a right to a seat on this floor, 
either in area of land, number or value of cattle, horses, mules, sheep, 
or swine, and I apprehend in either goats or those long-eared animals 
classed under the head of ‘jacks and jennies,’’ of which the gentleman 
says Texas has 4,756 head, valued at,$247,325. And I assume from his 
argument that his district has its due proportion of them, a proposi- 
tion which I will not attempt to controvert. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman from Texas is the most exacting cormorant as to the 
extent and vastness of his district I have ever heard on this floor. Not 
satisfied with the claim which I have just briefly noticed, he claims in 
addition to have many quasi constituents, not only on this floor but in 
the Senate Chamber, ‘‘all the way from New York to Arkansas.” 
“ Quasi constituents ” is a new element in the representation of a Con- 
gressional district. I wonder if it is not unconstitutional? [Laugh; 
ter.] I commend it to the attention of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] when the next apportionmant bill is presented to Congress. 

I am sorry to say that the gentleman in his zeal to defeat this bill 
criticises in the most offensive manner that portion of it which provides 
that the chief of this bureau of animal industry shall be a veterinary 
surgeon. Five or six times in the course of that gentleman’s remarks 
he refers to the head of this bureau as a ‘‘ horse-doctor;’’ and that epi- 
thet was repeated even by the dignified and courteous gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. Eaton] and reiterated by the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. GIBSON]. 

I desire to present to the House for its consideration a short sketch of 
a few so-called “‘horse-doctors.’’ This is not the first time that on this 
floor, when presenting some bill or resolution from the Committee on 
Agriculture, I have had to meet sneers and jeers and epithets in place 
of arguments. I have heard gentlemen apply to this bill the terms 
“‘granger,’? ‘#cow bill,” and every other epithet that could be invented 
to injure it. I do not, however, ask any immunity from such treat- 
ment. I stand here ready to properly resent such sneers and to defend 
the committee of which I have the honor to be the chairman, a com- 
mittec that has intrusted to its charge the interests of that great class 
who in numbers constitute one-half of the people in this country and 
who embrace one-half of its wealth. Let gentlemen who wish to de- 
feat a measure which is designed for the benefit of the great agricultural 
interests of this country try to sneer it down if they choose by calling 
it a ‘‘horse-doctor bill.’’ Who are the “‘horse-doctors”’ of this age? 
I feel assured that the gentleman, if he had read a little recently upon 
this subject, would not have started out on that line of argument. 

Henri Bonley, a veterinarian, and formerly professor at the Alfort Vet- 
erinary School, is to-day the leading scientific man of France. He has 
had every honor accorded to him that a scientific man can hope to ob- 
tain. He has been president of the Paris Academy of Medicine and of 
the Academy of Sciences, and is a member of the French Institute. He 
was the first, the most able, and the most persistent advocate and ex- 
ponent of the investigations and discoveries of Pasteur. And although 
he took up the contest in the Academy of Medicine almost single- 
handed against the leading scientists of France, he has been uniformly 
successful, is looked upon as the most powerful debater and writer of 
the day, and within a few years has produced a revolution in the medi- 
cal views of his country so far as concerns the subject of contagious 
diseases. He has lately attracted much attention as the advocate of 
the free admission of American pork, and is doing more than almost 
any one else to show the frivolous character of the objections that have 
been brought against it. b 

Professor Chaureau, director of the Veterinary School of Lyons, a 
life-long veterinarian, is the most accomplished anatomist, physiolo- 
gist, and investigator of the time. His work on the anatomy of do- 
mestic animals is used the world over, not only by veterinarians but by 
scientific naturalists. He was the first to demonstrate that contagious 
diseases are caused by living germs; in this he leads Pasteur and Koch 
by several years. He has made more original investigations and more 
important discoveries than any man who has ever worked with conta- 
gious diseases, and it is conceded by all that he has no peer for the 
clearness with which he marks out his lines of research and the satis- 
factory and convincing character of his experiments. 

Professor Colin, of the Veterinary School of Alfort, is one of the most 
eminent physiologists, and is author of a work on animal physiology 
which is used and quoted wherever science is studied. 
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Arloing, Cornevin, and Thomas, three young veterinarians, associated 
themselves together a few years ago to study the disease known in this 
country as black-quarter, a very destructive malady of young cattle. 
They discovered the germ which Causes the disease, learned the drugs 
and chemicals most fatal to it, and succeeded in preventing it by a pe- 
culiar method of vaccination. Their whole study of the nature and 
character of the disease is remarkable for its ability and success. Such 
a thorough and scientific investigation of a contagious disease has never 
been made in all the history of human medicine. 

Professor Toussaint, of Toulouse, has the reputation of being the most 
brilliant of the youngscientific men of France. Hediscovered the germ 
of fc wl cholera, which enabled Pasteur to make his world-renowned dis- 
covery in regard to vaccination for animal diseases. He also originated 
the method of attenuating or weakening a virus by heat, so that it could 
be used for preventing the disease by vaccination. 

Besides these, the names of Méguin, Leblanc, Degive, Frasbol, Magne, 
Zundel, Lafosse, Delafond, Nocard, and many others are known not 
only as veterinarians but as scientists and authorities on the great 
medical questions of the day. 

In Germany and Austria the names of Roloff, Spinola, Johne; Franck, 
Hering, Hertwig, Röll, Feser, Schmidt, Adam, Harms, and Wehenkel 
are as well known as scientists as they are as veterinarians. 

In England, Fleming has made a reputation by his veterinary writ- 
ings, which makes his name familiar to every student of medical science. 
It is often remarked by leading physicians that the medical profession 
has nothing that can be compared to the two volames of Fleming’s on 
the Origin, History, and Prevention of Animal Plagues. His Manual 

of Veterinary Sanitary Science and Police and other special works sre 
equal either froma literary, scientific, or practical standpoint to the best 
that the members of any profession have ever produced. 

Williams, Walley, Robertson, Brown, Steele, and Axe are all ac- 
knowledged to be scientific and very able men. 

Besides the veterinarians mentioned above many physicians and 
scientists have made their reputations by studying the diseases of ani- 
mals. Among these are Pasteur, Koch, Klebs, Bollinger, Burdon- 
Sanderson, and Klein. 

Coming to America, we find that in spite of the admitted fact that 
the most destructive diseases of people can never be thoroughly under- 
stood until more is known of the diseases of animals; in spite of the 
annual loss of more than $50,000,000 from preventible diseases among 
animals in the United States, the veterinary profession has been held 
in the back-ground, discouraged and sneered at by those who should 
have assisted and defended it. Even in the Congress of the United 
States, which is supposed to represent the intelligence and the most pro- 

essive sentiment of the country, such terms of reproach and scorn as 

‘horse-doctor’? and “scientific cranks’ are hurled at those who are 
trying to prevent¢hese enormous losses from falling on the live-stock 
industry and to assist in throwing light on the most destructive plagues 
of tne human race. 

A few men have been brave enough to face the sneers and derision 
and the loss of social position which in the early days of the profession 
were about the only rewards which they received for a life-long devo- 
tion to the interests of their country and to the cause of humanity. 
The American veterinary profession, though fewer in numbers, begins 
to rank in ability and scientific attainments with any in the world. 

Professor James Law, of Cornell University, a native of Scotland, 
and educated in the best schools of Europe, was selected because of 
his great attainments to head the veterinary department of Cornell 
University, and has been one of the best known professors of that in- 
stitution since 1868. In 1870, when the dreaded foot-and-mouth dis- 
ease was introduced into the State of New York, and when the cattle 
interests of that great State were threatened with the most terrible 
losses, all were but too glad to seek information from this veterinarian. 
Again, when in 1878 Congress made its first appropriation for investi- 
gating the destructive diseases of swine which were discouraging the 
farmers over vast sections of the country, Professor Law was called 
upon to mark out an intelligent line of investigation. In 1879 the 
veterinary direction of the work for stamping out pleuro-pneumonia in 
New York was placed in his hands, and after clearing the greater part 
of the infected district in that State of the disease she was obliged to 
stop for want of funds. 

Professor A. Liantard, a native of France, is well known as the head 
of the American Veterinary College in New York, and is an eminent 
scientific man. 

Dr. Charles P. Lyman, formerly veterinarian of the Department of Ag- 
riculture, has been selected by Harvard University as a proper person 
to organize a veterinary department in that institution. 

Dr. it. S. Huidekoper is another well-educated veterinarian selected 
by the University of Pennsylvania to organize a veterinary department 

. in that institution, 

Dr. Salmon, the present veterinarian of the Department of Agricult- 
ure, is agriduateot Cornell University. Hestudied also at the leading 
veterinary school in France, and has long been widely known in this 
country as a correspondent of our leading agricultural journals and as 
one of the very few men in the world who have successfully investi- 
gated contagious diseases. 


Besides these there are a considerable number of educated and prac- 
tical veterinarians in this country who have been of great value to the 
owners of domestic animals. t 

It is true the profession is still small, but itis rapidly growing; it has 
fought its way against every obstacle and discouragement; its members 
have sought education and knowledge in every department of science 
and in every language where assistance was to be found; and the appre- 
ciation of its usefulness, beginning with the masses, has permeated all 
classes of our society, until praise and favor have taken the place of con- 
tumely everywhere with the single exception of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States. 

Dr. Salmon, the present veterinarian of the Department of Agricult- 
ure, whose exhaustive report is embodied in the report made by the 
Committee on Agriculture accompanying this bill, contains the latest 
information on the subject of pleuro-pneumohia, its existence and 
spread in the United States. That paper is published in the RECORD, 
and as an exhibition of scientific knowledge and research as well as 
literary composition, will compare favorably with the effort of any gen- 
tleman who has spoken for or against this bill. 

But gentlemen say that they can not support the bill because of the 
latter elause of section 1: 

The Commissioner of Agriculture is hereby authorized to employ a force suf- 
ficient for this purpose. 

My friend from Missouri [Mr. BRoADHEAD] grows eloquent 1n his op- 
position to this provision, and makes an appeal to the Democratic side 
of the House to defeat this bill unless we want to put in the field an 
unlimited number of political canvassers and all that sort of thing. 
Sir, I had hoped that it was possible to introduce in this House a bill 
from the Committee on Agriculture affecting alone the industrial and 
material interests of the country that could be discussed without resort 
to partisan appeals. I am about as strong a partisan, I take it when 
the occasion requires it, as any man on this floor or off of it. 

A MEMBER. As strong as there is any use for. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Yes, as strong as there is any use for; 
but I do not believe, and have never advocated the idea, that all the 
patriotism, all the intelligence, all the virtue of this country is in any 
one political organization. I am not governed and guided in my ac- 
tion on this floor by any such sentiment as that. 

But my friend will allow me to say to him—TI digress just long 
enough for this remark, and then I am done with partyism in this dis- 
cussion—Jet me say to the gentleman that the Democratic party is not 
in any danger from the appointment ofa few colporteurs or agents who 
may be put out under this or any other bill. That is not what is the 
matter with the Democratic party, if you have any fear about its future. 
What the Democratic party wants to-day is funerals—funerals in Mas- 
sachusetts, funerals in New York, funerals in Indiana, funerals in 
Ohio—— 

Mr. GEDDES. Oh, no! [Laughter.] 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, Yes, sir; funerals in Ohio, and lots of 
them—great big ones. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. WELLER. Do not give us any in Iowa, if you please. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. We want to bury a few of the barnacles 
and corpses that have been hanging onto the party-—— 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I do not yield to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri declines to be in- 
terrupted. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. We hada national Democratic committee 
in session here a few days ago, and the majority of that committee did 
not have originality or independence enough to find a place in the 
United States to hold their convention outside of where the Repub- 
licans are to hold theirs. [Laughter.] I tell my Democratic friends 
that for one I have followed long enough in the wake of these old bar- 
nacles; I have followed their lead in the wake of the Republican party 
long enough. [Voices on the Republican side: ‘‘Keepon!’’] I want 
a little more new blood in the Democratic party; I want a little nerve 
in it; I want a little independence in it; I want a little originality in 
it. Before I would have followed the Republican party to Chicago to 
hold a national convention I would have gone to Los Angeles, or Ken- 
nebunk, Me. I would have gone where the thermometer registers 
200° below zero or 400° above the boiling point. [Laughter.] I would 
have independence enough to strike out for once on our own hook. 
This lack of independence and courage is the only thing I am afraid of 
in the management of the Democratic party. 

Mr. BROADHEAD. I see that the Republican party are supporting 
this bill with a great deal of alacrity. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Yes; and in that respect they are follow- 
ing the lead of a Democratic committee of the House. But Iam not 
talking about the bill now. [Langhter.] I am answering the gentle- 
man from Missouri. His argument in this respect had nothin: to do 
with the hill, and I am simply replying toa partisan appeal that ought 
never to have been introduced into this discussion. But I accept his 
gauntlet all the way throngh, and I do not propose to be deterred from 
answering either legitimate or illegitimate arguments on this bill. 

You can not get up a measure here to save your life. I defy the in- 


telligence of this House to introduce a measure into this Congress that 
\ 
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has for its object the promotion of the agricultural interests of this coun- 
try, and which seeks in the slightest degree, ay, in the most minute 
degree, to interfere with the operations of these gigantic and almost mo- 
narchical corporations which contro] the transportation of the Union, 
but some Democrat will get qualms of conscience and jump it, tousea 
homely phrase, quicker than a duck will a June-bug. [Laughter and 
applause.] They will jumpitinaninstant, Mr. Chairman. They will 


say it is an infraction of the Constitution. Yes, sir; if we could throw 
a little new life into the Democratic party we would soon be on our wa: 
totheestablishmentof betterlaws. [Applause on the Republican side. 

A MEMBER. You get your applause on the other side. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. My friend, whenever I say a thing that 
is true I am not particular where the applause comes from. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] I am not altogether dependent on applause. 
[Applause.] Iam not seeking applause, except it be the applause of 
the Committee on Agriculture, which I have the honor to represent upon 
this floor, and the applause of the constituency who have honored me, 
whom I regard more than I do the applause of the constitutional law- 
yers of this House. [Applause on the Republicanside.] I desire sim- 
ply to do my duty in connection with this ing measure. 

But to come back to the objection that this bill provides for a large 
number of office-holders. I will remove that objection, as I do not wish 
my friend from Missouri or anybody else to think the Commissioner of 
Agriculture is going to appoint 100,000 employés under the provisions 
of this bill. Therefore, by authority of the Committee on Agriculture, 
I propose to add at the end ‘‘not to exceed twenty persons at any one 
time.” How does thatstrike you? [Laughterandapplause.] I pro- 
pose to limitthenumbertotwenty; thatinstead of 200,000 no more than 
twenty persons shall be employed at any one time. 

Mr. STORM. Why did you not think of that before you brought 
the bill in? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. We did think of it. The committee dis- 
cussed it, and we acted upon information from the Commissioner of Ag- 
riculture. Weacted upon the very best advice in limiting the amount 
of money as well as the number of persons to what would be absolutely 
necessary to execute the provisions of the bill, We never supposed any 
gentleman on the floor of this House, or anywhere else, would believe 
that under the operations of the bill 200,000 employés, or any extrava- 
gant or unnecessary number, would be employed to carry out in good 
faith its provisions. 

In the second section of the bill we provide for the appointment of 
two competent men whoshall be practicalstock-raisers. My friend from 
Texas[Mr. LANHAM] objects to that because these two are to be added 
to the large number of office-holders already under the Government. I 
can not quote his exact language, but that was the substance of his crit- 
cism. Now, gentlemen, do you never expect that the Democratic party 
will come into power in this Government? You have not half the faith 
I have, or you would not be so anxious to cut off these office-holders nec- 
essary to the execution of animportant measure. In my judgment the 
Democratic party will be in power in this country after March, 1885. 

Mr. HORR. What sort of civil-service reform is that you are going 
to establish? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Yes, sir; Isay thatafter March, 1885, the 
Democratic party will come into power in this country, and that of itself 
will be civil-service reform. 

Now, I come to some of the provisions of the bill about which there 
may well be flifferences of opinion. The fourth section of the bill con- 
tains the following provision: 


Src. 4. That whenever a State or Territory, in any section of which a conta- 
gious or infectious disease exists which the Commissioner of Agriculture has de- 
clared to be dangerous to the animal industries of the nation, fails to make pro- 
visions for its extirpation, or to CaS porters with the plans of the Commissioner 
of Agriculture for the exti tion of such disease, the President of the United 
States, on the presentation of the facts by the Commissioner of Agriculture,shall 
be authorized to declare in quarantine the said State or Territory, or such part 
of said State or Territory as he may deem dangerous to the animal industries of 
the country, and to regulate or prohibit the transportation of cattle out of said 
State, Territory, or district. 

It has been suggested to me that the committee has not used language 
broad or explicit enough to prevent cavil as to its interpretation, but 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr, REED] has suggested an amendment 
which meets with the approval of the committee, to add at the end of 
the last line the words *‘into any other State, or Territory, or foreign 
country,” so that there can be no question about its purport and mean- 
ing. In explanation‘and vindication of this section I expected to read 
a few extracts, but I have not time, and will ask leave of the House to 
print them. 

But I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, to my distinguished friend from 
Connecticut [Mr. EATON] that I agree with Judge Story in his inter- 
pretation of that first clause of the eighth section of the Constitution 
which gives to the Congress of the United States the power to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises; that it is a limited power, 
that it limits the power of the Government to certain specified pur- 
poses of taxation. And that is the reason I cannotagree with the gen- 
tieman from Connecticut [Mr. EATON] and his school on the tariff 
question. 

Mr. EATON. You do agree. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I do not. 


Mr. EATON. Iagree with you, and you can nothelp it. [Laughter 
and applause. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I did not agree with the gentleman from 
Connecticut in his tariff commission. 

Mr. EATON. Every Democrat in the Senate voted for it, and every 
Republican in the Senate voted for it. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I have never had the honor or pleasure 
of serving in the Senate. I serve in a higher body; one that directly 
represents the people of the country. 

Mr. EATON. So dol. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I am glad to know that the gentleman 
does now. Ido not care if every Democratic Senator did vote for it; 
I know it to be a fact that every Democratic Representative did not 
vote for it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do not find any warrant in the Constitution to 
levy a tax or so frame the tariff laws of the country as to protect one 
ot our important industries at the expense of fifty mHlions of the peo- 

e. 

Mr. EATON. That is altogether another matter from the commis- 
sion. I should be glad if the gentleman would allow me five or ten 
minutes. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I will when I get through. 

Mr. EATON. Ah! but I want it here. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. The gentleman has had his time and 
will have another opportunity. 

Mr. EATON. But I want the gentleman, while he is discussing this 
question, to understand, if he can, the difference between the organi- 
zation of a commission formed for the only purpose of bringing infor- 
mation and the two Houses of Congress acting under their powers for 
the passage of a law. The gentleman doés not seem to appreciate the 
difference. 

Mr. HATCH, ofMissouri. . I heard all of that discussed over and over 
again. I heard the arguments pro and con in this House when that 
matter was under consideration, and it only confirmed me the more in 
the invulnerability of the position occupied by myselfand my associate 
Democrats on this floor, that it was a surrender of the privileges and the 
prerogatives of the members of this House. 

Mr. EATON. To learn! 

‘Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Yes, sir; to learn in that way. 

Mr. EATON. To be taught! 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Yes; to be taught in such a way as that, 
Gentlemen are expected to know something when they come here about 
such matters; and if they do not, then let them go to the library and 
get such information as is open to any man who chooses to search for 
it, and not go hunting about the country for it with a patent commis- 
sion. [Laughter.] 

Mr. EATON. They ought to know something, that is certain. 


Mr. HATGH, of Missouri. As before stated, I agree with Judge 
Story in his explanation and interpretation of the eighth section when 
he says: 


“The Congress shall have power to Jay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises,” in order “to pay the debts and to provide for the common defense and 
general welfare of the United States.” 


That is, for the purpose of paying the public debts and providing 
for the common defense and general welfare of the United States. 


In this sense Congress has not an unlimited power of taxation; but it is lim- 
ited to specific objects—the payment of the public debts and providing for the 
common defense and general welfare.—Commentaries on the Constitution, volume 
2, section 905, page 368, 

But then it is said, if Congress may lay taxes for the common defense and gén- 
eral welfare, the money may be appropriated for those purposes, although not 
within the scope of the other enumerated powers. Certainly it may be so aA 
prontieed i for if Congress is authorized to lay taxes forsuch purposes, it would 

strange if, when raised, the money could not beapplied tothem. That would 
be to give a power for a certain end and then deny the end intended by the 
power,—TIbid,, section 920, pages 383, 384. 


Mr. Pomeroy, in his treatise on constitutional law, says: 


The subsection should, therefore, be understood as though it read, taxes may 
be laid and collected in order to pay debts and provide for the common defense 
and general welfare. Thus the Congress does not ss an absolutely unlim- 
ited power of taxation. It can only resort to this high attribute for one or more 
of three purposes—payment of debts, the common defense, the general welfare. 
The defense must be common and the welfare general. But, afterall, this leaves 
a sufficiently wide ficld for the legislative operations. Money may be raised to 

y any debts, however contracted, whether now existing orto become due ata 

ture time. Common defense and general welfare are terms of the broadest 
generality; and within them can be easily included all the rs oad for which 
governments may legitimately provide. (Page 175, section 274. 


Certainly the objects and purposes of this bill are sufficiently impor- 
tant and general to justify the appropriation of money by the General 
Government. Ihave heard no argument to convince me to the contrary. 

But some of my Democratic friends say they can not support the hill 
because it gives the President of the United States power to declare a 
State in quarantine. Upon what condition of things is he authorized 
to do so? After the Commissioner of Agriculture has declared that 
a certain State or a district in a State contains within its limits a con- 
tagious and infectious disease dangerous to the animal industry of the 
country, then upon that representation the President of the United 
States—amenable to the people for his acts, occupying this high posi- 
tion—shall, in his discretion, declare that State or part of a State in 
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quarantine and prevent the exportation of diseased cattle from that 
State to another. But yet gentlemen say this is unconstitutional ! 
The same power was conferred upon the President in the act entitled 
‘t An act to prevent the introduction of contagious or infectious diseases 
into the United States,’’ approved June 2, 1879, the third section of 
which is as follows: 

Sec, 3. That the National Board of Health shall co-operate with and, so far 
as it lawfully may, aid State and munici: boards of health in the execution 
and enforcement of the rules and regulations of such boards to prevent the in- 
troduction of contagious or infectious diseases into the United tes from for- 
. eign countries, and into one State from another, and at such ports and places 

within the United States as have no quarantine regulations under State author- 
ity where such regulations are, in the opinion of the National Board of Health, 
necessary to prevent the introduction o contagious or infectious diseases into 
the United States from foreign countries, or into one State from another; and 
at such ports and places within the Uni States where quarantine regulations 
exist under the authority of the State, which, in the opinion of the National 
Board of Health, are not sufficient to prevent the in uction of such diseases 
into the United States, or into one State from another, the National Board of 
Health shall report the facts to the President of the United States, who shall, if, 
in his judgment, it is necessary and proper, order said board of health to make 
such additional rules and regulations as are necessary to prevent the introduc- 
tion of such diseases into the United States from foreign countries, or into one 
State from another, which, when so made and approved by the President, shall 
be promulgated by the National Board of Health and enforced by the sanitary 
authorities of the States where the State authorities will undertake to execute 
and enforce them; but if the State authorities shall fail or refuse to enforce said 
rules and regulations the President may detail an officer or appoint a proper 
person for that purpose. 


Under this act $500,000 was appropriated. 

I do not intend that any gentleman on this side of the House shall 
have a reasonable excuse for voting against this bill if I can avoid it. 
At the earnest solicitation of gentlemen who Wesire to vote for the bill 
I will at the proper time offer an amendment to that section for the 
consideration of the House. I will do so because I believe in the fair- 
ness and justness of it and because I believe that the Federal Govern- 
ment and the States will act ‘in a spirit of harmony to stamp out this 
terrible disease. 

_I purpose to offer, and I would like my friends to hear me, this pro- 
vision: 

The President of the United States, on the presentation of facts by the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture— 

Now mark you— 
and with the consent and approbation of the governor of such State, shall de- 
clare it in quarantine, &c. 

There is no infraction in this. There will be no trouble about the 
concert of action between the different States and the Federal Govern- 
ment on the subject. 

Mr. GIBSON. Was that in the bill which was read to the House 
and submitted for our discussion ? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I say that I will offer that as an amend- 
ment from my committee, sir. ; 


Mr. EATON. Lhope that you will be kind enough to tell this House 
at the same time, and before you get through, what right vernor of 
a State has to agree to any such provisionasthat ? Under what authority 


can he exercise this power ? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Under the authority that may be con- 
ferred upon him by the Legislature of the State. We expect to induce 
the States to legislate upon this subject. I do not think it would be 
in my power, or that of the Committee on Agriculture, or of anybody 
else on the floor of this House, to so prepare this bill as that the gentle- 
man from Connecticut would be satisfied with it or certain other gen- 
tlemen. Iam satisfied his objections are so radical to the bill that I 
could not satisfy him; but I am trying tosatisfy reasonable gentlemen 
who have made reasonable objections to the bill. 

Now, my friend from Missouri, my distinguished colleague [Mr. 
BROADHEAD], I am proud to say to this House and the members who 
do not know him as well as I—for I have known him and loved him 
for twenty-five or thirty years—stands at the very head of the bar of 
our State. He is known and recognized as one of the most thorough 
lawyers not only in Missouri but throughout the Mississippi Valley 
and is devoted to his profession and to his library, and looks at this bill 
through the spectacles merely of a lawyer. Why, it is known all over 
Missouri that my friend has been so devoted to his profession for thirty 

ears that he could hardly tell a horse from a cow except by the horns. 
Tranghter.] He knows nothing whatever of animals, and is not, cer- 
tainly, competent to decide on the question relating toanimal industry. 
He gets up here and reads the opinion of a solitary veterinary surgeon 
somewhere in Philadelphia, that he admits he never heard of before, 
and upon the strength of his statement urges his objections to this 
measure in the House. He does that notwithstanding the strong argu- 
ment that has been made in support of such a measure by the Repre- 
sentatives of twenty-seven of the States in the national convention of cat- 
tle breeders and others held at Chicago; by resolutions of a dozen or 
more States of this Union; by every single agricultural commission 
that has met in the United States to consider this subject within the 
past five years; by the last assembly of the National Grange of the 
United States—all of them live farmers, representing the agricultural 
interests of the country. They are a set of ignoramuses, who know 
nothing whatever about the matter when placed in opposition to a letter 
that my friend quotes from this veterinary surgeon in Philadelphia. 


Why, sir, this matter has been under discussion in this House since 
the first session of the Forty-sixth Congress. We have had men here 


representing millions of money invested in the cattle industry. Men 
came into that committee-room and begged us to appropriate $500,000 
or $1,000,000, and said if necessary they would be willing to be taxed 
so much per head upon their cattle to pay this appropriation rather 
than to see this bill fail. They have stood here for years and knocked 
at the door of Congress, and beg us to do something to stop this disease 
from extending from the Eastern States, where it now exists, to the 
great States of the West. 

And yet Texas opposes this bill. I know very well why they oppose 
it. They are afraid under the provisions of this bill some time or 
other science may find out how the Texas or Spanish fever is commu- 
nicated from the native cattle of Texas to the cattle of Illinois and 
other Western States; and they are afraid their State will be quaran- 
tined. For five years a member of the Committee on Agriculture, I 
have fought your battle to keep out by name the Spanish and Texas 
fever from this and similar bills, because I happened to know by actual 
professional and practical experience that we had never been able to 
find out the link by which the disease is communicated from the Texas 
cattle to ours. And, therefore, all the litigation in reference to the 
effects of Spanish or Texas fever has failed. Not a single suit in the 
State of Missouri has been successfully prosecuted or a single dollar of 
damages recovered where thousands and millions of property have been 
destroyed. X 

We bringin this bill, therefore, which prevents the exportation of 
cattle from a State or district where a contagious infection or communi- 
cable disease exists. That is said to be unconstitutional. Yet the 
Supreme Court says it is alone within the power of Congress to provide 
for interstate commerce and the rules and regulations that shall govern 
it. AndI desire to say this: Every single veterinarian in the United 
States who has appeared before the Committee on Agriculture, in an- 
swer to a question which I propounded to him, said to us, “If you can 
prevent the transportation of cattle affected by pluro-pneumonia from 
one State to another, New York can in one single year eradicate it, 
New Jersey can eradicate it from her borders, and Maryland from hers.” 
The trouble is, the very moment some of the dairymen in large cities 
like Brooklyn, Philadelphia, and Baltimore find the disease has broken 
out in their herds the cattle are sent over to adjacent States and the 
disease crosses the border. We simply want to make it a misdemeanor 
under proper rules and regulations for cattle affected by contagious and 
to innocent purchasers and carried or driven on foot from one State to 
eee disease to be transported from one State to another, or sold 
another. 

Now, what have we done in this bill to offend the railroads or trans- 
portation interests of this country? It is an open secret that some of 
the transportation lines and railroad companies are opposed to this bill, 
and boasts have been made within the Halls of this Capitol within the 
last twenty-four hours that itshould be defeated, because we have pro- 
vided that it shall be a misdemeanor for any person, agent, railroad 
corporation, or anybody else to transport diseased cattle from one State. 
to another. But we have gone so far as to provide in regard to rail- 
road companies— 

That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Agriculture to notify in writ- 
ing the proper officials or agents of at dence steamboat, or other transpor- 
tation company doing business in or ugh any infected locality, and by pub- 
lication in such newspapers, 

We have taken every precaution known to prudence not to interfere 
with the transportation or tomake any man or any company amenable 
to the provisions of this bill until he has had ample notice that a con- 
tagious disease existed in the district and thatit had been putin quar- 
antine. Why should not this restriction be put upon these persons 
and corporations? Certainly they have got power enough to stand this 
reasonable regulation in the interest of the great cattle industry of the 
country; certainly they have power enough to stand this little restric- 
tion in the interest of the people of the United States whose lives, as 
science tells us, are this day in danger by the spread of this disease. 

Gentlemen say the disease has existed on the eastern slope of the 
Alleghanies for many years and has never got one hundred miles west 
of the seaboard. That is true. But does not every man of informa- 
tion know that the great lines of travel are from the East to the West, 
and not from the West to the East? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri be extended. 

Mr. WELLER. I would suggest that it seems to me to be fair, if the 
time of the gentleman from Missouri be extended, a similar time be al- 
lowed to the opponents of the bill as it now stands. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I do not desire an extension of time on 


any such terms. I did not intend to occupy more than five or six min- 
utes more. The opponents of the bill have already had more time than 
its friends, ` 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. DIBRELL] that the time of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] he extended. 

There was no objection. 


1884. CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I am profoundly obliged to the House for 
its indulgence. If I had consulted my own feelings in this matter I 
would have yielded this discussion to any gentleman who desired to 
take it. But my duty to my committee and myself and the character 
of the attacks which have been made on this bill have made it neces- 
sary for me to go into it at length. I hold in my hand the report of the 
Treasury Cattle Commission on the disease of lung-fever or pleuro-pneu- 
monia. It has astonished me that gentlemen urged objections to this 
bill as if this were a brand-new proposition that had been brought into 

` the House of Representatives now for thefirst time. Why, sir, for the last 
seven years we have been making appropriations and the Department 
of Agriculture with its veterinary ns have been making these in- 
vestigations and reports. Here is the report of the Treasury Cattle Com- 
mission. I do not know whether my distinguished friend from Con- 
necticut [Mr. EATON] while in the Senate voted for this commission or 
not, but I know it passed both the Senate and the House, and it has 
been the law. An appropriation was made under that law, and there 
is a great deal of information in that report. 

I will read one short extract from it. Some gentlemen in the House 
have been disposed to make light of this disease. I know there are a 
number of gentlemen here who do not believe that anything like pleuro- 
pneumonia in cattle ever existed. I have heard it stated on the floor 
of this House that there is no such disease in the country. Let me read 
a short extract from this report to show the fate that awaits Texas and 
New Mexico, Arizona and Montana, and all the feeding grounds of the 
Northwest if this disease ever gets a foothold there: ‘‘An act of the 
Victorian legislature’’—this was in Australia, where certainly the 
feeding grounds and the climatic influences are just as propitious as they 
are in Texas: 

An act of the Victorian 1 latu March 19, 1861, ided f in- 
Port ion of all cattle in piei serai prk oreraa the slaughter of the sk 4 poker seg 
interdiction of movement; and as the disease had now appeared at the Ovens, 
on the borders of New South Wales, the legislature of that colony passed asimi- 
lar act April 11, 1861. An attempt was made by the latter colony to keep the 
disease south of Murray River, but the golden F Zp pessi dese been neglected; 
the disease, carried by working and stray cattle, been introduced into many 
of the large herds roaming the open country, and throughout 1861 the commis- 
sioners found the malady wherever they went in both colonies. The first cases 
observed in New South Wales were in a large herd at Yarra Yarra, which had 
been moved by its owners, Messrs. McLaurin, from Mitta Mitta, Victoria, in Au- 

1861. Yet in January, 1862, the New South Wales commissioners report 
that they had examined 100,000, and in every herd, with one or two exceptions, 
rary An found the disease. In Victoria matters were worse if possible, and by 
midsummer 1862 it is reported that in that colony “whole hecatombs of in- 
fected and cattle have been burned and destroyed." It is estimated 
that up to 1873 1,404,097, or 40 per cent, of the cattle of the island, perished, 
amounting, at $30 per head, to a total value of $43,500,000. And still it prevails 
with unabated fury, standing,with the infected unfenced ranges of South Africa, 
Europe, and Asia, as a solemn warning of our own impend fate should we, 
too, delay till the infection shall reach our Western plains and Territories. 


There is another provision in this bill which I desire to explain briefly 
to the Committee of the Whole and to give the reasons of the Commit- 
tee of Agriculture for inserting it. I refer to the proviso of the third 
section. Thatsection provides that ‘‘ whenever the plans and methods 
of the Commissioner of Agriculture shall be accepted by any State or 
Territory in which pleuro-pneumonia or other contagious, infectious, or 
communicable disease is declared to exist,” &c. 

That is objected to by some of the opponents of this bill. They com- 
plain that it places in the hands of the Commissioner of Agriculture 
legislative action. Sir, there has been scarcely a day, certainly not a 
week, since I have been in Congress that Congress has not enacted some 
law giving to the heads of the different Departments of the Government 
pore to make certain rules and regulations to carry out some law. 

e only object of this provision is to secure some uniform system by 
which this disease can be attacked. ` 


Whenever the plans and methods of the Commissioner of Agriculture shall be 
accepted by any or Territory in which pleuro-pneumonia or other conta- 
ous, infectious, or communicable disease is declared to exist, and whenever 
the governor of a State or other perly constituted authorities signify their, 
readiness to co-operate for the extinction of any contagious, infectious, or com- 
municable disease in conformity with the provisions of this act, the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture is hereby authorized to expend so much of the money ap- 
porsa y this act as may be necessary in such investigations, in paying for 
animals it is deemed necessary to slaughter, and in such disinfection and 
other means that may be necessary to extirpate the disease. 


Now mark the proviso: 


Provided, That the authorities of said State or Territory shall assume and pay 
one-half of the expense of the valuation of the animals it is deemed necessary 


slaughter, and one-half the cost of disinfection and necessary police regula- 
tions in the quaran 


and care of infected herds of cattle. 

Mr. BELFORD. I want to ask the gentleman one question. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I do not hear one word the gentleman 
says. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD 
lain permission to ask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Haron] 
a question. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. BELFORD. I want to know of the gentleman whether this 
third section of the bill (I have endeavored to read it y) does 
not place in the handsof the Commissioner of Agriculture, ofthe agents 


to be appointed by him, the power, without any notification whatever 
to the owner of any cattle, to determine the whole question of the ex- ! 
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istence of the disease, and to kill his entire herd, upon ex parte informa- 
tion and without any proper examination? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. There the gentleman goes off on his sci- 
entific cranks again. [Laughter.] I thought he had done with that 
part of the subject. 

In answer to the gentleman, I will say without any hesitation that 
it gives no such power. ‘The purpose of that proviso is to place the 
police regulations and the matter of the destruction of property under 
the control and care of the State, where it belongs, the Government of 
the United States simply stepping in and saying to the State of Con- 
necticut, for instance, *‘If you will do this we will aid you to the ex- 
tent of one-half of the value of the cattle destroyed or of the expense 
the State may be to carry out the purpose of this law.” 

I say again that if any gentleman will take that proviso and frame 
an amendment to it which will more clearly place that matter exclu- 
sively in the hands of the State authorities I will thank him to do so 
and will accept it in behalf of the committee, for that is the purpose of 
thebill. Theright to prevent the transportation of diseased cattle from 
one State to another rests with the Federal Government. I distinctly 
stated in the opening of my remarks that all police regulations, the 
power of condemnation of property, and the right to establish local 
quarantine, rested alone with the State. All that this bill seeks to do 
is to aid the State in stamping out this disease. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. POTTER] in his first remarks 
upon this bill stated that New York did not want any assistance in this 
matter. Yet we have received here resolutions from the Legislature of 
New York. We have had before.our committee the largest delegation 
from New York of any State begging and imploring the Committee on 
Agriculture to report this bill at once and press it toa conclusion in the 
House. 

I desire to say to the Committee of the Whole that there is not in a 
single provision of this bill, so far as the Committee on Agriculture 
have had any purpose in its framing, a disposition to trespass on the 
rights of the States, or to do anything except to aid the States in ex- 
tinguishing and extirpating thisdisease. Ifthe bill can be soamended 
rr comes of the Whole as the better to secure that object, I will 
make no opposition to any such amendment that may be offered. 

Ihave now to the best of my ability discharged my duty in closing 
this general debate and in presenting to this House the views of the 
Committee on Agriculture. I ask for this bill only a fair, candid, and 
calm examination in connection with the facts which the committee 
have submitted in their report. If, after such an examination, an; 
gentleman feels that it is his duty under any provision of the Consti- 
tution to vote against it, it is his right, his privilege, and his duty to 
do so. 

Mr. Chairman, I am profoundly obliged to the committee for its in- 
dulgence in extending my time. I now call for the reading of the bill 
by sections for consideration and amendment under the five-minute 
rule, 

Mr. GIBSON. Before the gentleman does that, will he allow me to 
ask him a question? f 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. The question is this: If this bill shall be recommitted 
to the Committee on Agriculture, can not that committee strike out 
some of the clauses which have been objected to, and report a bill back 
covering the whole object which the gentleman now claims that the 
committee desire ? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I will say in reply that I think the Com- 
mittee of the Whole can perfect this bill just as well as the Committee 
on Agriculture. I can see no reason in the world why the bill should 


be recommitted. In the wholeargument of this question, from the be- 
ginning down to this moment, not a dozen lines of this bill have been 
pointed out as objectionable to any gentleman on this floor. It is true 


that some gentlemen have said that the whole bill is objectionable. 
But I will say that gentlemen who have criticised the framing of this 
bill have referred to only two portions of it as objectionable—the one 
providing for the quarantine and the other. regulating the transporta- 
tion of diseased cattle from one State to another. 

This bill is, in the judgment of the Committee on Agriculture, the 
very best that can be framed; and while I will not violate the proprieties 
of this floor by stating what has been done elsewhere, it is certainly no 
discourtesy to say that a similar bill in every single provision has been 
reported from the Committee on Agriculture of the te and is now 
pending in that body. Both branches of Congress are entreated by the 
Suen of the country to come to a speedy conclusion upon this 
su 

Mr. WELLER. Asa member of the Committee on Agriculture I 
desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Very well. 

Mr. WELLER. Isit not fair to presume that by the discussion on 
this floor the Committee on Agriculture have been informed in many 

iculars in reference to this bill beyond what they knew before; and 

ing thus informed, is it not fair to presume that the committee, if 

this bill were recommitted to them, would be able to eliminate the 
objectionable features ? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Well, the gentleman can answer that 
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question for himself. If he has had any new light upon it, it is all 
right for him. I have no authority to answer the question for any other 
member of the committee than myself; but, so far as I am concerned, 
I am very frank to say that I have seen no new light, and no reason 
has been presented to me why I should change my position upon the 
uestion. : 
Mr. WELLER. I desire to ask the gentleman further, whether he 
has not himself, in the presence of the House, offered amendments to 
the bill? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I have; and the gentleman knows it was 
done in pursuance of authority conferred upon me by the committee. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate has expired, and the 
regular order being called for, the Clerk will now report the bill by sec- 
tions for amendment and discussion under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Commissioner of Agriculture shall organize in his 
Department a bureau of animal industry, and shall appointa chief thereof, who 
shall be a competent veterinary surgeon, and whose it shall be to investi- 
gate and report upon the number, value, and condition of the domestic animals 
of the United States, their protection and use, and also inquire into and report 
the causes of contagious and communicable diseases among them, and the means 
for the prevention and cure of the same, and to collect such information on these 
subjects as shall be valuable to the Itural and commercial interests of the 
country; and the Commissioner of Agriculture is hereby authorized to emplo 
a force sufficient for this purpose. The salary of the chief of said bureau shall 
be $3,000 perannum; andthe Commissioner shall appointa clerk for said bureau, 
with a salary of $1,500 per annum. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment already pending to this 
section—an amendment recommended by the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. It will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “contagious,” in line 9, insert the word “infectious.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. On behalf of the committee I move to 
amend by inserting after the word ‘‘purpose,’’ at the end of the four- 
teenth line, the words ‘‘ not to exceed twenty persons atany one time.” 

Mr. EATON. Is this amendment debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis debatable under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. As a substitute for the amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri I submit the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 1 strike out all after the word “ country,” in the thirteenth line, to 
the end of line 14. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Mr. Chairman, if this amendment be 
adopted, it will strike out these words: ‘‘And the Commissioner‘ of 
Agriculture is hereby authorized to employ a force suflicient for this 
purpose.” The gentleman from Missouri has moved to insert after 
these words this language: ‘‘Not to exceed twenty persons at any one 
time.’’ It will be seen that my amendment is in the nature of a sub- 
stitute for that of the gentleman from Missouri. If my amendment 
be adopted, it will very properly remove from the bill the authority 
proposed to be given to the Commissioner of Agriculture to ‘‘ employ 
a foree sufficient for this purpose,’’ or, as suggested by the gentleman 
from Missouri, a force of twenty persons. 

Mr. CALKINS. I rise to a parliamentary question. Is it not first 
in order to perfect the section before entertaining a motion to strike out? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the vote will first be 
upon the amendment of the sere eg from Missouri, the committee 
having a right to perfect their bill before a motion to strike out is enter- 
tained. - The question is upon the motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. Whereabouts in this bill is it provided what com- 
teh shall be paid to these twenty men? Is there anything in the 

ill? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. There is a provision in the bill for com- 
pensation of $10 a day and for the payment of necessary expenses. 

Mr. GIBSON. ‘That dnly goes to the two agents which are provided 
for, but I am speaking of the twenty men you propose to employ in 
addition to the two agents. I wish to suggest to the gentleman from 
Missouri that there is no provision made to pay these twenty men. 
My objection is not to defeat any proper bill, but to make a suggestion 
so that the provisions of the bill may be perfected. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. If, as we progress in the consideration of 
the bill, we find no provision is made for compensation, I will bring in 
an amendment to cover it. ` 

Mr. GIBSON. It is not provided for in the bill now. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. We can provide for it hereafter. 

The amendment of Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. THROCKMORTON ]. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. If that amendment be adopted it will 
leave the Commissioner of Agriculture without any force to carry ont 
the pronor of the bill. 

The couse divided; and there were—ayes 54, noes 7$. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


ut 


O 
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Mr. BELFORD. Imovetostrike out the last word; and I hope, Mr. 
Chairman, I may have the attention of the House, for this is, in my 
judgment, the most important bill, and the most dangerous in another 
sense, we have had before the House for a great many years. As I 
stated a few days ago, we shipped in 1872 from this country to England 
live-stock to the amount of $565,000. Nine years after that we shipped 
to Europe live-stock to the value of $14,304,103. In 1872 we shipped 
to Europe sheep of the value of $79,000. In 1881 we had increased 
that exportation to the amount of $762,932. So that the transportation 
of our domestic animals to Europe is constantly increasing, and there- 
fore a bill that affects us in so many vital ways as this should receive 
the mature judgment of this House. 

I am in favor of passing a bill to prevent pleuro-pneumonia from ex- 
tending over this country; but, according to the report of the Treasury 
commissioner, we have got no pleuro-pneumonia in the South, we have 
none in the West, none in New England, but, as I said the other day, 
it is located in Rhode Island, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and New York; 
butstill, to preventits spread, weshould adopt some wise and judicious 
legislation. But I say this bill, as it is framed, places the $2,000,000,000 
of money invested in sheep and cattle and hogs in the hands of a com- 
missioner appointed by the Agricultural Department. And nowhere 
does this bill provide even the manner in which the inspection of cattle 
is to be made. A man can go out to my ranch at the bidding of some 
man, and while I am sitting in my office, without notifying me, destroy 
my cattle. And that is the character of the bill. A 

I assert, sir, that the National Government should take care of this 
question. In Ilinois pork isinspected for foreign transportation. When 
it reaches New York the officers of that State assume the right to rein- 
spect. Will not this course lead to a conflict between the States? Where 
such vast interests are at stake is it not well for us to place the regula- 
tion of this matter under the control of the Federal Government? We 
have beentalking about cattle, Letmecall your attention to some facts 
bearing on disease in another great industry, namely, swine. Thou- 
sands of families are poisoned by diseased pork in this country and 
Europe. The food we eat should be a matter of great concern, and 
especially so when that food enters intoour commerce, I desire to make 
a few remarks on the question of diseases that affect our swine. 

Congress some years ago, having appropriated the sum of $10,000 for 
defraying the expenses of a commission to investigate and determine the 
causes producing and, if possible, discover remedies for the diseases of 
hogs and the other domesticated animals, Drs. Law, Detmers, and Sal- 
mon were specially appointed on such commission, with special authority - 
to confine their experiments to the former animal and report on same, 

Dr. James Law sent in his first report from Ithaca, N. Y., under date 
of January 2, 1879. 

As this report was simply preparatory to his elaborate subsequent in- 
vestigations on the subject, it can be dismissed in a few words, 

He discovered at the outset of his course of investigation that the 
freezing of the virulent matter did not destroy its activity; also that the 
period of incubation was from three to seven days after inoculation. 
This differed somewhat from the experience of others. , Dr. Sutton set 
the period from thirteen to fourteen days, Professor Axe from five to cight 
days, Dr. Budd from four to five days, and Professor Osler from four to 
six days. Dr. Detmers, as will be observed in his report, to be made 
part of this résumé, gives the period of incubation from five to fifteen 
days. As this difference covers investigations in all parts of the globe, 
a mean average can be struck easily. 

Dr. James Law made a second report, dated Ithaca, N. Y., June 10, 
1880, covering the time subsequent to his first report to the latter date, 
and which is mostly devoted to important experiments for the purpose 
of determining the susceptibility of other animals to swine-plague. 

These experiments resulted, as he had previously foreshadowed, in 
the successful inoculation of sheep and rats, and in the transmission of 
the disease from these animals back to swine in a more virulent and 
intensified form. 

He experimented with this result on lambs, sheep, and rats, and in 
every case succeeded in demonstrating his theory by the death of the 
subject of inoculation, or post-mortem examination where it was killed 
for greater certainty and speed of demonstration. 

On February 5, 1879, he inoculated a rat with virulent matter that 
had been preserved for seventy-eight days closely packed in dry wheat 
bran. The rodent was preserved for thirteen days, when it was killed 
and immediately dissected. The symptoms during life and the lesions 
found after death were so closely in keeping with those of swine-plague 
that there seemed no reasonable grounds for doubting the entire success 
of the inoculation. In order to confirm this, however, and place the 
matter beyond doubt, on February 19, 1879, a healthy hog was inoc- 
ulated with the gland and lungs of the above-mentioned rat. The sub- 
ject was then killed on the twentieth day, and showed the usual symp- 
toms of the disease, proving that the rat was capable of thus conveying 
it to the hog. 

In the third report of Dr. Law, which covered experiments since 
date of last report, the deduction was made that inoculation with the 
virus which has been cultivated in certain organic solutions was at- 
tended wth little danger to the animal, and yet produced a condition 
of the system which effectively protected it from an attack of the dread 
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The following was a summary of results arrived at during the dif- 
ferent trials by experiments: 

First. The inoculation of a hog with an excess of virus is always 
highly dangerous and often fatal in its results. 

Becond. Tnoculatiom with a minimum quantity of virus produces rel- 
atively less dangerous results. 

Third. Exposure to infection is comparable to inoculation with a min- 
imum amount of virus. 

Fourth. Reinoculation with fresh virus during the progress of the dis- 
ease does not mitigate the illness nor protect against a further attack, 
but rather insures and hastens a fatal issue. 

Fifth. Virulent matter which has been packed firmly in dry wheat 
bran has its potency increased. 

Sixth. Partial putrefaction growth of the virulent products in a lim- 
ited amount of air increases their potency. 

Seventh. Inoculation with a culture of the virus in albumen 
seemed to protect against the effects of a subsequent inoculation with 
virus dried on a quill. 

Eighth. Inoculation with a culture of the virus in human urine pro- 
tected against the effects of subsequent inoculations with virus that had 
been preserved in a vacuum tube and with virus dried on a quill. 

Ninth. Inoculation with the virus cultivated im cow’s milk produced 
a mild attack and immunity against the effects of exposure in an in- 
fected pen. 

In a supplement to his third report, and which was forwarded to the 
Department of- Agriculture from Ithaca, N. Y., under date of March 14, 
1881, Dr. Law gives the result of further experiments, continued with 
the same objects in view as explained in his previous reports. 

The final results may be summed up under the two following heads : 

First. The virulence and fatality of the swine-plague germ is in- 
creased when grown in a very limited amount of air and decreases as 
cultivated in free air. 

Second. By placing the system of the hog under the influence of the 
chemical products of the growing swine-plague germ, though the germ 
itself is notintroduced into the economy, the subject is rendered unsus- 
ceptible to a future attack of the disease. 

Much stress is laid on the necessity by Dr. Law of giving plenty of 

ce and abundant air to the hog when threatened with the disease. 
t appears by comparison that the hog consumes more than double the 
oxygen used by the horse or cow, and of course reduces a correspond- 
ingly greater amount of air to a condition that will not support respira- 
tion. If denied the requisite space and air the virus finds the most fa- 
vorable conditions for its propagation, and that with the most deadly 
virulence. Confined sleeping places, combined with manure heaps and 
rotten-straw stacks, are certain propagators if not germinators of the 
lague. 
š It is recommended to thoroughly soak the timber before using same 
in the construction of hog-pens, as otherwise the -plague finds much 
easier entrance and much greater difficulty is found in its eradication 
when the pens are built of ordinary lumber. 

It must beapparent that many of the objections to wooden hog-pens 
apply no less to railroad cars used in the transportation of swine. These 
are undoubtedly so many vehicles the bearers and the disseminators of 
contagion. Shipsand boats are made additionally dangerous by the close 
atmosphere between the decks and the bilge-water in the hold. Soak- 
ing the wood-work of the cars and ships, and especially the floors, with 
oil is recommended as a preventive. Thorough cleansing and disin- 
fection of such cars and ships should be done before using same for the 
conveyance of animals. 

In investigating the subject of the growth and quality of the poison- 
ous germs the great influence of electrical disturbances in the atmos- 
phere can not be ignored. Such electrical disturbances are found to 
exert marked effect on the spread of the plague after once securing a 
hold on the herd. 

Of all the seasons of the year summer seems to be by far the most 
dangerous. In winter thesoil is bound up in frost and the disease germ 
consequently sealed and usually harmless. The hard surface can not 
be broken up by rooting, and therefore the germ can not be set free until 
the occurrence of the thaw. Thus itis that the disease often disappears 
during the winter months, but breaks out anew on the return of spring. 
But in summer the frozen germ in the soil, building, or other place is 
free to grow and multiply, and when set free by the rooting of the hog 
in the soil it spreads with frightful rapidity. Owing to the number of 
young hogs at this season that have never had the plague, more are sub- 
ject to the disease and the contagion is greater. : 

There are drawbacks to be considered in viewing protective inocula- 
tion with mitigated virus as follows: 

First. The protective inoculation retards growth and thriving. 

Second. The method is a cause of the preservation of the disease germ. 

In the former consideration it undoubtedly keeps back the subject 
from one to several weeks, a fact of some importance in so short-lived 
an animal as the hog. This, though, is largely discounted when the 
losses by the plague are considered. 

The latter fact, of the preservation of the disease germ, is of far more 
weight when we take into consideration to protect a herd that is liable 
to be exposed to infection we must transmit to each animal the germ 
of the plague itself. As the germ in inoculation is deposited every- 


where within the 


is run by newly born pigs as well 
as healthy hogs of contracting the plague itself from the inoculated hogs. 


pen, great danger 


To counteract this danger farmers are advised to make the inoculation 
as general as possible, and to include particularly all new arrivals who 
may be exposed to contract the disease. : 

Dr. Law in this report calls attention to the complications of whip- 
worms, lard-worms, round worms, round-mouthed worms, hook-headed 
worms, and the trichina spiralis, as occurring with the veritable hog- 
plague. He also noticed tuberculosis among the high-bred hogs. 

In treatment he urges the following precautions: 

First. See that it is the genuine hog-plague, uncomplicated with any 
other disease. 

Second. Take the virulent fluid to be devitalized from the blood ofa 
diseased animal at the height of the disease. 

Third. Expose this fluid to 140° Fahrenheit, to be retained at this 
temperature for one or more hours. 

Fourth. Swine to be operated upon should be removed from all dis- 
eased hogs and infected places. 

Fifth. The injection should be from ten to twenty drops, and re- 
peated at intervals of three days to a week. 

Sixth. The animals should be guarded against infection for three 
weeks after the last injection of the devitalized virus. 

The advantages of taking these precautions may be summed up as 
follows: 

First. Immunity in a manner which does not entail the propagation 
of the living germ in the system of the animal to be protected. 

Second. It does not risk the preservation, amplification, diffusion, or 
increase of potency of the disease germ. 

Third. No need of exhaustive disinfeetion after the animals have 
been inoculated. 

Fourth. The dose can be so graduated that there will be no risk of a 
fatal result. 

Fifth. The system gradually affected by small doses. 

Experiments with the blood of a suffocated hog transfused into the 
veins of living hogs produced no appreciable effect. 

The following remedies were recommended by farmers in different 
parts of the country, and are given for what they are worth. Mr. F. I. 
Smith, president of the Independence County Agricultural and Me- 
chanical Association, writes from Batesville, Ark.: 


Each morning I sprinkled lime over the lying-down places and put a small 
quantity into the slops. It has proven as satisfactory as any remedy I have 
tried. 


This gentleman further adds: 


I have expended nearly $1,000 for improved and full-blooded hogs, and twice 
have I lost all on my place; = I take extra care of my swine, keeping them 
wal opne with good spring water and fresh air, changing their beds every 
nig 


One of the most indefatigable workers in the investigation of this dis- 
ease is Dr. H. I. Detmers, V. S., whose experience is embodied in the 
four following reports, the first of which was forwarded from Chicago, 
Tl., under date of December 1, 1878, and covered the previous period 
from July 29, 1878, at which time he received his appointment from 
the Department of Agriculture. In this investigation he was assisted 
by F. W. Prentice, M. D., and Professor T. I. Burrill, M. A. 

The disease, Dr. Detmers maintains, is sui generis, peculiar to swine; 
is neither cholera nor anthrax; it somewhat resembles the enteric fever 
or dothienenteria of man, but is not identical with the same, is con- 
tagious, is extremely fatal, especially among young animals, and ex- 
empts neither age, sex, nor breed, and is most fatal in such styes, pens, 
and yards in which many animals are crowded together. 

The principal means of prevention must consequently consist in pre- 
venting a dissemination of the contagious or infectious principle, and 
in immediate, prompt, and thorough destruction of the same wherever it 
may be found. To prevent successfully a dissemination of the conta- 
gion and to secure a prompt destruction of the same stringent legisla- 
tion is particularly recommended as being the only sure means to ob- 
tain this end. As it is, interstate and international traflic allow the 
most wholesale dissemination of the plague, and the hopelessness of 
eradicating the evil can be easily conceived when this state of affairs is 
considered. 

The remainder of the report is devoted to the notice of experiments, 
which may be found at greater length in subsequent reports. 

The second report of Dr. Detmers was forwarded from Chicago, IN., 
dated July 25, 1879, and covered a period beginning on the previous 
December 28 (1878). He discovered nothing new in the nature of the 
disease but what had been embodied in his previous report, except he 
was convinced that by means of infected food and water it could be 
transferred to rats, rabbits, sheep, cattle, and dogs. He was also of the 
opinion that the disease was not so hopeless in the winter and spring as 
in the autumn and fall. In traveling through his district he was in- 
formed by Mr. Moore, who cultivated a farm some two miles north of 
Champaign, Ill., that late in the fall, after losing every hog on the place, 
his dog} a pointer, feasted on the unburied carcasses of hogs that had 
died of swine-plague. In less than two weeks the dog was taken sick, 
and showed symptoms identical, Mr. Moore says, with those exhibited 
by his diseased hogs. In about two weeks the dog was emaciated toa 
skeleton. It was over four years old, and Mr. Moore is positive that the 
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disease communicated was swine-plague and not common dog-distem- 
er, a disease which, by the way, was not prevailing in the neighbor- 
ood, and which rarely, if ever, attacks dogs over four years old. 

Dr. Detmers was satisfied that patent medicines and secret medicines 
had done more harm than in combating the disease. Mr. Hoyt, 
of Mendota, Ill., informed him that one of his neighbors who had in- 
vested in ‘‘ Eureka Specific’’ had lost more in proportion than anybody 
else in the neighborhood. Swine-plague ought to be treated the same 
as rinderpest, pleuro-pneumonia, glanders, and farcy, by preventive 
measures. 

' The third report of Dr. Detmers covers investigations from April, 1880, 
to December of same year. He devoted most of this time to such in- 
vestigations as would verify the results of former experiments, the most 
practical means of prevention, also to ascertain the predisposition to 
future attacks by those hogs that had recovered, and to study the causes 
which produced the infectious character of the disease as prevailing 
among swine, as distinguished from the disease of like character pre- 
yailing among other mammals, and also to human beings. 

| There is no doubt that the disease can attack one and the same ani- 
mal twice and even three times, but if it does the second and third at- 
tacks are always mild and seldom fatal, if not complicated with other 
diseases. Generally, though, the first attack, provided the animal re- 
covers, produces immunity for some time and possibly forever. It 
prevails more fatally in summer and antumn than in the winter and 
spring; the mortality is greater in large than in small herds and of a 
more deadly type, in proportion to the relative rapidity of infection. If 
the plague subsides for want of material, it will take considerable time 
to regain its former malignancy when the number in the herd is in- 
creased. A severe winter, continued snow, and a scarcity of swine in 
the spring will materially affect the existence of the disease in any terri- 
tory where such factors in the calculation occur. 

. Though carbolic acid treatment in the first stages of the disease was 
found very efficacious, not much hope is expressed of ever discovering 
any method which would pay to save a hog if the later stage had Deen 
reached. Unless the attack was an ingly mild one, the hog 
would seldom be of any future account and only a source of loss to its 
owner. This is from the standpoint of relative profit to the farmer. 

Continuing his line of investigation, Dr. Detmers made a fourth re- 
port, dated Champaign, Ill., October 30, 1881, in which he included 
the result of his experiments in prophylactics, from December, 1880, to 
previous mentioned date. His principal aim was to devise such means 
of prevention as would be easy of application and sufficiently simple 
that the ordinary farmer in the country would find no difficulty to 
apply quickly and effectively when threatened with the approach of 
the insidious destroyer. 

Though the learned scientist acknowledges in the beginning of the 
report that our knowledge in regard to swine-plague is yet in its in- 
fancy, still he does not despair of devising practical means of preven- 
tion by prophylactics, encouraged as he was by the success of his treat- 
ment this year (1879-1880), which though, he adds, was one when the 
disease prevailed comparatively of a mild 

The causes of this mildness of the disease was owing to the conditions 
brought about by natural events, as also due to human interference. 
The natural causes consisted of a hard winter, continuous frost, and 
lasting snow, as opposed to the previous year so fatal in its effects, which 
was a season respectively of light rains and heavy dews and short spells 
of unseasonable warm weather. The human interference was the divis- 
ion by the farmers of their swine into much smaller herds, which al- 
lowed greater care and cleanliness. 

The result of experiments shows the great efficacy in prompt treat- 
ment with carbolic acid whenever a herd was threatened. It was also 
shown that the immunity from future infection was rendered almost 
certain after the hog had oped em this treatment. As this treatment 
is simple and entirely practicable to the average farmer, great stress was 
laid on the recommendation of its general adoption. 

In continuing his investigation Dr. Detmers was convinced that the 
plague was more rapidly developed and comparatively more fatal in 
the timber and on the timbered borders of small streams than anywhere 
else. It might rageon such lands when destroyed on other portions 
of the farm by conditions unfavorable to its existence. 

As means of prevention the following is recommended: 

1. All hogs should be confined in yards or pens on approach of the 
disease. 


2. Transportation of diseased or dead hogs prohibited by law under 
severe penalties, 

3. No healthy hogs should be allowed access to running streams pol- 
luted by diseased hogs. 

4. No healthy hogs should be allowed access to straw-stacks in the 
farm-yard. 


In regard to prophylactic medicines, carbolic acid is given the palm 
after trying iodine, hyposulphite of soda, benzoate of soda, salicylic acid, 
thymic acid, and others too numerous to mention. The dose, eight 
to ten drops of a 95 percent, solution three times a day for every hun- 
dred pounds of live weight. It isadministered best in the water, milk, 
or slop, and under no circumstances should a hog be drenched, as when 
force is used the medicine is apt to go down the wind-pipe while it is 
squealing, and if not killed by suffocation on, the spot, it is apt to die 
within ashort time of inflammation of the lungs and respiratory passages. 

Dr. D. E. Salmon sent in his first report on the swine-plague to the 
Department of Agriculture from Swannanoa, N. C., November 15, 1878, 
under the three following headings: 

I. The losses of swine. 

Il. The natnre and causes of the plague. 

III. Means of prevention. 

Losses.—For the year ending April 1, 1878, the losses in twenty- 
three counties of North Carolina, being the district covered by the re- 
port, the losses being computed in proportion to the number of hogs 
shown by a previous census, was nearly one-fourth, say 66,946 out of 
304,492. In the early part of an outbreak from 70 to 90 per cent. died 
and few that recovered were of any value to the farmer. 

The following were the losses in some of the counties: 

Eastern North Carolina: Camden, 38 per cent.; Lenoir, 24 per cent. ; 
Robeson, 14 per cent.; Hyde, 104 per cent. 

Western North Carolina: McDowell, 37 per cent. ; Buncombe, 254 per 
cent.; Mitchell, 15} per cent.; Cherokee, 10} per cent. 

Nature of the disease.—The trouble is not local but general. The 
lungs, pleura, bronchial tubes, heart, liver, stomach, intestines, spleen, 
kidneys, bladder, and skin are all more or less affected. 

Prevention.—Bisulphite of soda, salicylic acid, bichromate of potassa, 
and bromide of ammonia were all tried with little or no effect. 

The second rt of D. E. Salmon was forwarded to the Department 
of Agriculture from Asheville, N. C., on the 1st of December, 1880, 
and included the result of experiments made since the date of his pre- 
vious report. He starts out in his investigations from the following 
data, being universally conceded as the result of previous knowledge on 
the subject: 

1. The great epizodtics in the South and West being the result of 
one and the same disease. 

2. The symptoms having been definitely ascertained. 

3. The disease being contagious. 

4. It may be communicated by inoculation to other species of ani- 
mals. ‘ 

In this report a difference of opinion is expressed as to the composi- 
tion of the virus, as maintained by Drs. Klein and Detmers, though 
the following hypotheses are given to explain the discrepancy: 

1. The diseases may not have been identical. 

2. The same organisms may have assumed different forms under dif- 
ferent conditions. f 

3. The filaments may have developed differently. 

4. The virus may have been so transparent in the different exper 
ments or the granules so small as to have produced different results 
when viewed under different microscopes. 

An attempt was made to prove that the granules observed either were 
the cause of the disease or that they are an epiphenomenon; but owing 
to the fact that the virus in every case lost its activity after the first 
generation, or became too mild to afford satisfactory results, such evi- 
dence could not be obtained. It was found impossible to carry the virus 
beyond a second generation even by inoculating hogs that had never 
been exposed to contagion. 


PORK PACKING. 


The following statistics have been compiled from the annual report of the 
Cincinnati Price Current, The packing year consists of A summer season, from 
March 1 to November 1, and a winter season, from November 1 to March 1. 
The importance of the summer soason for operation in pork packing is increas- 
ing, and during the summer of 1880 there was the usual gain over the year pre 
vious that has noted since five years, The great pork-producing region ot 
the country is in the West. 

Summer .—The summer season of 1880 commenced with an abundant 
supply of hogs, and packing p more rapidly than in any previous sea- 
son k 


The number packed, weight per head, and yield of lard, during the last five 
years, was as follows: 


5. All troughs, pens, yards, &c., should be kept clean, and hogs al- | ——~ j] 


lowed to bathe in clean running ee as a eee os 
6. Castration, ringi i itting the ears, &c., sho} avoi 
during the aSa Sy rd gee ba in the neighborhood. 
7. All diseased hogs should be kept separate from the healthy swine. 
8. Also remoyed to places distant from the healthy herd. 
9. All. dezd hogs should be promptly buried or cremated. 
10. Healthy food administered, if cooked, as soon as possible. 
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184.66 | 163,197,754 30.65 


The numbers packed at the six leading cities, Chicago, Saint Louis, Cincin- 


1884. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1369 


nati, Indianapolis, Milwaukee, and Louisville, together with other prominent 
-points, during the last five years, were as follows: 


Packing points. 


3,378,044 | 4,051,248 | 5, 323, 898 


WINTER PACKING. 

The season beginning November 1 opened with the price of pork about $1 per 
100 pounds more rare Bok previous year. The price subsequently fell, and the 
average price during the winter was 45 cents per 100 pounds higher than the 

inde, winter. The numbers packed, the weight per head, and the yield of 
fa; for the last five years, are as follows: 


- — - - 
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215.92 | 173,877,890 34.08 
226.04 | 251, 193,500 38. 61 
217.14 752, 358 39.40 
212.94 | 252, 439, 188 36.32 
207. 246, 667, 145 35. 65 


The numbers 
rip gone waukee, and Louisville, together with other points, during the 


ed at the six leading cities, Chicago, Cincinnati, Saint Louis, 


five years, were as follows: 


Packing points. 


The following is a detailed exhibit of the number of hogs packed in the winter 
season since three years, by States: 


States. 


SUMMER AND WINTER CONSOLIDATED.—For the twelve months ending March 
i the numbers of hogs packed in the West during five years are as follows: 


Years. Summer. | Winter. Total. 
5, 101, 308 7,409, 174 
6,505,446 | 9, 048,566 
7,480, 648 | 10,858,792 
6,950,451 | 11,001, 699 
6,919,456 | 12, 243, 354 


IN THE EAST. 


The following table shows the receipts of live and dressed hogs received dur- 
ee last three years, both winter and summer seasons included, on the At- 
ic coast: 


Cities. 1878-79. | 1879-80. | 1880-81. 
Boston... 587,310 | 610,183 788, 424 
New Yor! 1,839,962 | 1,806,919 | 1,808,079 
Philadelp 348, 835 467,000 
Baltimore.. 392, 654 891, 524 


Total... 3,118, 761 


Interior cities.—The number packed in three interior cities of New York, dur- 
ing the year, was: Albany, 20,000; Troy, 15,000; Buffalo, 278,536; total, 313,536. 


PACIFIC SLOPE. 


California.—There was some increase in the number of hogs packed in Calia 
fornia in 1880, compared with the preceding year, and the total was seer than 
any year since 1874. San Francisco continues to do the est part of the pack- 
ing, and operations are carried on throughout the year at this point. _ 
he number packed at San Francisco, and the estimated number in other 
of the State, were 325,000, against 290,000 last year. The number packed 
n Oregon can not be obtained, but it is estimated at 75,000 in 1880, against 80,000 
in 1879. 


RECAPITULATION, 


The total number of hogs packed in the United States during the last five years 
is as follows: 


Section. 1876777. | 19778. | 187879. | 187980. | 198081. 
Paha Se GES A eee 
The West.svsssseseoeseee 7,409,174 | 9,048,566 | 10,858,692 | 11,001,699 | 12, 243, 354 

: 2.708.670 | 3,222,011 | 3,524,546 | 3,714, 006 
305,000 | "310,000 | 400,000 | 370,000 400, 000 
Total ...-ccsssvesse-ns] 10, 265,413 | 12,062, 236 14, 480,708 | 4, 806, 245 16, 357, 360 


| 


SWINE-PLAGUE. 


This is also a disease occasionally carried from this country to England, and 
which it is now believed can be brought under such contro! as will prevent in 
future much of the loss hitherto sustained by breeders and sie and may 
in time banish it in great part if not entirely from among us. Dr. H.J. Detmers, 
who has had ample opportunities for observing the disease in the swine-raising 
regions of Illinois, and devoted much of his time for more than two years in 
careful scientific experiments in regard to it, claims to have proven that inocu- 
lation with cultivated micrococci will as a rule produce a mild form of the 
plague, which he regards quite as efficient as a more severe attack in exem 

g from further contagion. During the P ee year he has experimented with a 
large number of preventives, and finds t carbolic acid, when given in suit- 
able doses in drinking water, is a reliable agent, provided its administration is 
attended with a strict se tion of healthy from diseased animals. It should 
be given as soon as the disease makes its appearance in the vicinage and con- 
tinued as long as there is any danger of infection, It may be given regularly 
three times a day for three weeks without interfering in any perceptible man- 
ner with the ft, growth, or appetite of the animal. If given r decided 
symptoms of the plague have appeared it does not seem to change in any per- 
ceptible d the progress of the malady. 

e says that while carbolic acid does not destroy the micrococci it Appears to 
prevent conditions necessary for their development, and that although swine 
so treated may show slight symptoms of the p e, yet no serious danger need 
be apprehended. A fullaccount of his interesting experiments, as well as those 
of Professor Law, of Cornell University, enga; in like inquiries, and of Dr. 
Salmon, ARCAT su n, employed in the investigation of chicken-cholera, 
will be published in full hereafter. Professor Law's experiments, which were 
commenced in July last, for the pu of determining the liability of swine to 
a second attack of the p! r having suffered from a mild attack induced 
by inoculation from cultivated virus, are not at this writing complete. Hesays: 

“So far the observation seems to show thatthe inocculation with virulent mat- 
ter cultivated at a rather low temperature in the media named seemed to pro- 
tect pigs against a fatal attack of swine-plague, but it is desirable that the 
matter be tested much more extensively before any general assurance is given 
to this effect. It is interesting to note that the appearance of a hard nodule in 
the seat of the inoculation, and its persistence is in keeping with the result ob- 
tained by Pasteur in his inoculations with mitigated chicken-cholera virus, and 
possibly implies a localization of the disease in this seat without danger to the 
system at large, as is the case also in lung-plague in cattle. O; wounds 
produce no such indurated new formations.” 

The United States can not afford any concealment of the truth in this matter 
Of diseases of animals, Our t market for beef and dairy produce is Britain, 
and the demand of the English st ps for cheap meat can be met only from 
America, It would seem from statistical statements that in the year 1874 Great 
Britain had reached the maximum of meat production possible on the 47,000,000 
acres of land under cultivation and urage in the United Kingdom. 

A writer in the London Times of November 17, 1878, says: 

“Tt is a matter of serious national concern that instead of having grown in 
number, the cattle in Great Britain in 1877 total up 2} per cent, fewer than last 
year, and nearly 7 per cent. less than in 1874; that in 1874 we been losing 
instead of multiplying in cattle and sheep. At this rate of diminution the num- 
ber of head of cattle would be reduced to one-half in twenty-one years. The 
truth equally remains that British agriculture is at this moment unable to pro- 
duce as many cattle and sheep as it possessed in field, fold, and shed only three 
years ago; and thisin spite of thestimulating prices realized from meat through- 
out the whole period of this decline.” 

From this statement and others of similar character, made by various persons 
interested in the agriculture of the United Kindom, it is plain to be seen that not 
only must the British people seek their meat supply from other sources than 
their own fields, but that the demand will bean increasing one. Their deficiency 
can not be supplied from any source as cheaply as from the United States. 

Several bills have heretofore been tatroaueed and proposed for Con; ional 
action; none, however, that in my judgmentare entirelv adequate to the matter 
in hand; unless the power of the General Government can be exercised within 
the borders of the different States and legally sustained and enforced, it is not 
worth while to pass any laws, other than those already enacted, authorizing an 
examination into the disease and the mapping out and defining of its limits, to 
serye in some sort asa notification to te authorities of a pestilence within 
their borders that may overwhelm them and prove disastrous to the entire na- 
tion. The well-known virulence and the fatality of the disease, the terror felt 
on its aprenres by other nations that have experienced its ravages, and tho 
well-understood and dearly learned fact that annihilation is the only effective 
method of soppeng and eradicating it yet discovered, certainly warrant the 
interference of the strong arm backed by the full purse of the General Govern- 
ment Re ponere broad prairie or corner acrea single case of pleuro-pneumonia 
may foun 


Mr. BAYNE. I offer the following amendment. 

Mr. BELFORD. I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. WELLER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLER. I find by the rules of the House that members of 
the Committee on Agriculture have their mouths closed as to their 
action in the committee, and yet it is assumed before this House the 
committee were unanimousin reporting this bill. I have desired to be 

i by the chairman for the express purpose of doing that which 
I can not do otherwise than by offering an amendment; and I wish to 
inquire of the Chair if he will not indicate to me the time to offer it, 
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for I lack the cheek and the brass to get up here on all occasions whether 
in season or out of it. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the gentleman from 
Iowa will be ized when the rules of the House will permit the 
Chair to recognize him; which will be when the gentleman rises in his 
place before some other gentleman shall do so and offers an amendment 
when it is in order to offer it. The Chair will take great pleasure in 
recognizing him. 4 

Mr. BAYNE. I move the adoption of the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. ‘“ 

The Clerk read as follows: A 

Strike out after the word “ thereof,” in line 5, the words “ who shall be a com- 
petent veterinary surgeon and,” 
Also in line 6, after the word “to,” strike out the words “ investigate and re- 
rt upon the number, value, and condition of the domestic animals of the 
United $ States, their protection and use, and also.” In line 9.after the word 
\ contagious,” imsert the word “infectious.” Also in line 10 strike out the word 
é eae ane een “ cattle, sheep, and swine ;” so that, if amended, this first sec- 
That the Commissioner of culture shall organize in his SE Ee a bu- 
reau of animal industry and shall appoint a chief thereof, whose duty itshall be 
to inquire into and report the causes of contagious, infectious, and communica- 
ble d among cattle, sheep, and swine,” &o, 


Mr. WELLER. I wish to offer an amendment to the amendment 
in the nature of a substitute. - 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa has the right to offer 
an amendment to the amendment, but the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia is now entitled to the floor in support of his amendment. ` 

Mr. BAYNE. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that all the force and 
vitality of that first section is preserved by the amendment I propose, 
by confining the operation of this branch of the Department of Agricult- 
ure to an inquiry as to the causes of infectious, communicable, and con- 
tagious diseases of domestic animals. The object purporting to be sub- 
served by this bill will be reached by the amendment which I have 
proposed, whereas if the provisions which I suggest shall be stricken 
out are retained in the bill, the business of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment will be unnecessarily and largely increased as compared with what 
it would be with the words stricken out. If these words are stricken 
out, the force contemplated by the bill could be employed to carry into 
effect its provisions without having any inquiry to make except as to 
the nature of these communicable, infectious, or contagious diseases; 
and the twenty persons provided by the bill can be profitably and prop- 
erly employed in that direction and noother. With the words remain- 
ing in the bill, the employment of these agents will be extended to as- 
certaining the number of cattle, the number of domestic animals of all 
kinds, their value and condition and their use; all of which may be 
ascertained from the reports of the Census Department of the Govern- 
ment, and have been ascertained already. 

I presume it is not designed by this bill to inaugurate a separate in- 
vestigation in that direction by the Agricultural Department; and yet 
if these words to which I have referred are left in it, it accomplishes 
that result whether intended or not. 

I submit to my friend from Missouri, the chairman of the Committee 
on Agriculture, that in its present form the bill only adds to the duties 
of this board or bureau appointed by the Commissioner of Agriculture 
the duty of making this enumeration, and that by leaving these words 
in the bill he renders it less perfect and less operative in the way of doing 
the work the measure contemplates. I therefore ask the adoption of the 
amendment which I have offered. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WELLER] has 
offered the amendment and is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WELLER. I send to the desk an amendment to the amend- 
ment, which I desire to submit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 1 by adding to the word “investigate,” in line 6, the words 
“and ascertain by reference to and compilations from the reports made by 
county, State, and national authority.” 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Chairman, I have offered this amendment with 
the express purpose of making the work of the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture valuable without the expense that would attend it if he were 
to employ the force in the manner that has been suggested, by taking 
a census of the domestic animals. By the adoption of the amendment 
which I have offered, or the substitute for the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, I am of the opinion that all the investiga- 
tion that would be needed in the premises would be such as can be had 
and all the information required would be obtained from the compila- 
tions from the returns made by the county, State, or national authori- 
ties on this subject. 

If I heard aright a few moments ago I heard the chairman of our 
committee state that the Commissioner of Agriculture had already re- 
ceived from various States in the Union voluminous reports in the 
ee with reference to diseases of cattle, and to which the animal 

dustries of the nation are subject. It must be borne in mind that 
we have but $250,000 appropriated by this bill. If, then, these agents 


are selected to make an investigation throughout the lengthand breadth 
i $250,000 would scarcely be, 


of our land, Iam sure, Mr. Chairman, that 


if I may so express it, a drop in the bucket, if that were the method to 
be employed. But if the method which I propose shall be adopted, 
and this amendment is made a part of the bill, then he may make ref- 
erence to the compilations from reports of county, State, and national 
authorities on this subject, precluding the necessity of these agents 
going through the country to ascertain facts which are already in ex- 
istence. And that, therefore, would not trench at all upon the $250,000 
which could be saved for carrying out the other purposes of the bill. 
It seems to me that the State of lowa, the State of Illinois, the State 
of Texas, and I may say every State in the Union, have now systems 
of census reports in the matter of agricultural interests that will per- 
mit the Commissioner of Agriculture to get at all of the facts which are 
necessary in this connection without additional expense. For this 
reason I am in favor of trenching not at all upon this $250,000. In 
this manner the twenty agents who are appointed to get this informa- 
tion will not need to go through the country to obtain it, but can se- 
cure it without expense by these reports to which I have referred. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move to strike out the last word. 

My speaking at all to-day was suggested by what the gentleman from 
Towa last on the floor said [Mr. WELLER]. He submitted an amend- 
ment and said somethingabout his being somewhat lacking in ‘‘ brass.” 
Then I remembered that my friend from Virginia whom I do not see 
in his seat [Mr. JoHN S. WiseE]—I do not mean the other WIse, I 
mean JOHN 8. WisE—seemed to make a very unwise attack on me the 
other day. I had not the remotest idea he was going to attack in that 
peculiar way. He came to my seat a few minutes before he spoke. He 
indicated that he had a Jine of thought that was something jocular and. 
kindly. He asked would I object toit. He mentioned some of his 
personal points. I said “Go on; I loved your father, and I love his 
pluck and your courtesy. I like a man who speaks out what he has 
to say about another before his face and not behind his back.” And 
thus induced he comes dashing along with this remarkable, incongruous 
speech. I have been told by partial friends that it should be answered. 
He said: 

I heard my distinguished friend from New York [Mr. Cox], and I am proud 
to call him my friend, boasting the other day that he was a sort of shining light, 
a monument of Democracy, tọ point out these doctrines of State rights and 
strict construction, I accept, I will say to the gentleman, his own designation 
of himself, I will not cali him a monument, but I would call him a pillar of 
brass by day anda pillar of gas by night [laughter] to lead the wandering 
tribes of latter-day Democracy out of the desert in which they have been lost 
for lo! these many years. 

This expression about the monument was froma Republican colleague 
[Mr. Hiscock] toward me, which in good temper I accepted as given, 
but quite modestly, without brass or gas. My remarks were only two 
minutes long. 

Well, now, sir, for curiosity I look at the Recorp. I find I have 
done less of speaking during this session than this callow fledgeling from 
Virginia. [Langhter.] But one thing I would not do. If my father 
had been a member of Congress ever so conspicuous I would not have 
brought him into this debate in that peculiar corinection. But this is 
a matter of taste, about which I do not quarrel. 

Again, the gentleman said in this unaccountable animadversion upon 
me and my peculiar State-rights ideas that West Virginia had been 
“ripped untimely ’’—no, it was not that, that is Shakespeare; it was 
something else he said; I am almost timid about quoting it: 

As for West Virginia, whose Representative here saw fit unprovokedly to take 
peer a EA ee meester ena Peete 
her by a ORITA paayan by the Federal OOOO ! 

Then the gentleman turned his philippic upon me. What for? Be- 
cause I was one of those who stood here during the war contending 
against this untimely ripping of West Virginia from the womb of the 
grand old mother of States and Presidents. Is this the gentleman who 
so praises his father because he desired practical legislation in the rela- 
tions of Virginia? Is this the gentleman who desired not mere abstrac- 
tions, and who denounced in this very speech the very men he now sits 
among, and whose party committed this illegitimate outrage upon old 
Virginia in her worst peril? 

I do not speak with any heat about this gentleman. He saysbefore 
he commences to assail me that he is my friend. I expected some gentle 
words and something in the best vein of his family tradition, nothing 
tipped with malice or poison. Ihave been waiting for him all day here 
in a friendly way, but he does not seem to come to renew the friendly 
encounter. I hear he is in the Senate, doingsome work there. But no 
gentleman on either side has spoken about this curious speech who has 
not said it was ill-timed and in bad taste. I regret that he made it, be- 
cause I respect the father if I can not do everything to honor the son. 

I knew, sir, that this designation of ‘‘a pillar of brass by day and a 
pillar of gas by night ’’-must have come somewhere or in some style 
from the Old Testament. I looked itup. I could hardly keep this good 
old book for a minute, there was such a rush from the Republican side 
of the House toreadthe Bible. [Laughter.] Now, where did the gen- 
tleman [Mr. JOHN S. WISE] get his wisdom about the ancients and 
their exodus? We know who went with Moses outof Egypt and helped 
him in his time of trouble. It is said: 

And the Lord went before them by day in a pillar of a cloud to lead them in 


ears and by nightin a pillar of fire to give them light; to go by day and 
nig! 
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He took not away the pillar of the cloud by day nor the pillar of fire by night 
from before the people. 

It was a wonderful exodus; not physically, nor for length of time and 
endurance, but for wise and wonderful ends. When I went to Jerusa- 
lem not long since, I will say with humility that I did not look so 
much for the old and beautiful walled city, or the brook of Kedron, or 
the valley of Jordan far away toward the dead leaden sea. I looked 
into the sky toward the mountains of Moab, almost nebulous in 
beauty, but solid in their eastern walls. Around there, out of this 
half cloud-land, came the hosts of Israel; not, by a perversion of the 
beauteous Scriptures with brass and gas, but by some supernal and 
glorious agency. The gentleman from Virginia should read his Bible 
before he comes to Co: k 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York has 
expired. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND obtained the floor and yielded his time to Mr. 
Cox, of New York. Š 

Mr. COX, of New York. I was about to go along with the children 
of Israel. [Laughter.] I like them because they are persecuted; and 
though their soil be calcined with desolation, nevertheless it is grand in 
solemn memories. It is entitled to respecteven in its present low estate 
for its traditions of prophet, saint, and Saviour. 

And so I am put down here by the gentleman from Virginia as a sort 
of Moses to lead them forth, the bewildered children of our Democratic 
Israel! One thing I know, and that is, that where Moses led them they 
passed through safely. They were not overwhelmed as were the Egyp- 
tian Readjusters by the peculiar Red Sea of that Commonwealth. 
[Laughter. ] 

There is one thing about the old Jewish ceremony and autonomy 
that I respect. That is, the care they gave to their beasts of burden, 
sheep, and cattle. The best beef produced fn the world was Hebraic. 
If my friend had studied more ‘of the old Hebraic system and less by 
large, loose, latitudinarian constructions of the Constitution he would 
have known better how to cure pleuro-pneumonia and cure the dis- 
eases of cattle. 

This disease is limited to a few precincts around Jersey City, New 
York city, and along the Hudson. It has not, and never can have, its 
operations extended over the United States. 

I wish I could read this Bible for the information of the House 
here to-day [laughter], if only on the mode of curing and butchering 
cattle. 

Ti BELFORD. You would not bea Democrat if you did. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I knew a Republican who read it, and he 
got ; distracted that he jumped out ofa fourth-story window. [Laugh- 
ter. 

I saw from the RECORD to-day that the gentleman from Virginia 

Mr. J. S. WISE] was appointed a member of the Committee on the 
nsus, of which I am chairman. Our rules only provide for eleven 
members on the committee. He is the twelfth man. The RECORD is 
in error, as only eleven are appointed. I was readingonly yesterday 
a Russian novel by a famous Russian author who has just died —— 

Mr. LYMAN. Turganieff. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Yes, sir; Ivan Gergiyevitch Turganieff. 
Thank you! You are always scholarly and beautiful. [Laughter.] 
He has written a story called ‘‘The Diary of a Superfluous Man.” 
(Laughter.] In it he tells of a man—himself—who was so good that 
he had not any sense. [Laughter.] Others may be good or bad, wise 
or foolish, agreeable or disagreeable; but superfluous people none but 
me, one beyond the number required—and nothing more! Nature 
had not counted on my coming into the world, and in consequence she 
treated me as an unexpected, unwanted visitor. ‘‘ What was the cause 
of this trifling strife with myself ?’’ 

Where did the gentleman get this impulse to step into this debate ? 
Perhaps he did not know there were any fighting qualities in this 9ld 
arena! Now, when he gets down to Virginia and makes a great to do 
about having got up a debate with me, with a single small State-rights 
bantam like myself, I want to be understood that he begged pardon of 
me before he made his ill-timed s 

I think I have said enough in his absence. If he were here I would 
say more. 

In conclusion, let me come down to the matter in debate. This bill 
ought to be amended pretty nearly as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BAYNE] has suggested. There might be something done; very 
little, but something might be done without intrenching on well- 
poet creeds of faith and rules of interpretation. I would, there- 

ore, favor a recommittal of this bill—with two objects, yet to be devel- 
oped, and which if they did not kill the bill would take out of it many 
obnoxious provisions. 

Mr. GIBSON. Irise for the purpose of indorsing the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] as meeting my 
ideas of faith in legislating upon this subject. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. If the gentleman proposes to occupy his 
five minutes under the rule in opposing the amendment, I make the 
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point that the time for debate in opposition to the amendment has been 
exhausted. If the gentleman wishes merely to reply to what the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [JoHN S. Wise] said the other day, I will with- 
draw the point of order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Debate upon theamendment has been exhausted. 

Mr. GIBSON. Then I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman to speak 
upon his amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. GIBSON. During the progress of this bill it became my privi- 
lege, under a sense of duty to my constituents and to the country, to 
object to certain features in it. In the inception of that discussion I 
expressed my surprise at the hostility manifested upon the other side 
to everything like State rights. I said that when I remembered the 
alacrity with which they rashed to the doctrine of State rights, and the 
tenacity with which they hugged it to their bosom when it enabled them 
by a corrupt coalition with MAHONE to secure power in the State of Vir- 
ginia, I could not well see where their objections to that doctrine now 
came in. 

For that language the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Joun S. WISE} 
arraigned me, and not only arraigned me but arraigned my State, and 
proceeded to quote some of the language of his old father, whom I knew 
well, as a boy could know an old man, and whose confidence and friend- 
ship I had the pleasure of sharjng, and when I followed him in war I 
had the honor of having his tears shed over our misfortune. 

I say that his son came in here and quoted language used by his 
father in the heat of a great political contest in the State of Virginia. 
I feel satisfied that if he were here now, out of the kindness of his heart 
such language would never be uttered against any sister State. That 
gentleman charges that my State is a bastard State, the offspring of a 
corrupt and tyrannical political action. When he assails and denounces 
in coarse terms the actions of your party, you have sunk so low as to 
applaud him for it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That is severe, but beautiful. 

Mr. LYMAN. “Which is sarcastical,’’ if beautiful. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ido not speak it for sarcasm, but for truth. The 
gentleman talks about my State being a political bastard, and he assails 
me for having left the State of Virginia and gone to the State of West 
Virginia. Itis true I was born and raised in Virginia; all my early man- 
hood was passed in that State. I stood with her in all her struggles; 
afterward, in the days of reconstruction, when the white civilization of 
that State was struggling to its utmost against overthrow by negro dom- 
ination I was there and again stood by her, and I have the honor of 
believing that I was then approved by the young son of the former gov- 
ernor of that State. 

I left that State believing that we had accomplished a great victory; 
that Hunnicut and Underwood and Dr. Bayne had been overthrown, 
and that civilization would there move forward in accordance with the 
old time conservative, straightforward, honest doctrines of that old 
State. But to my surprise news came over the mountains that after 
Hunnicut, Underwood, and Bayne had been routed a new force, with 
new leaders, among them my distinguished young friend over there—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLAND. I will take the floor and yield my time to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. GIBSON. A new force had arisen with new leaders, among whom 
was my distinguished young friend. It is no part of mine to criticise 
Virginia politics. It is enough for me to bear my portion of the politics 
of the State which I in part represent. 

But let me say to my young friend, when he talks about political 
bastards, that he should remember that he himself is, as a Readjuster 
or Coalition Representative on this floor, the result of a political rape 
on the State of West Virginia by Federal power. But for the interfer- 
ence of the Federal Government in Virginia politics, but for the inter- 
position of the strong arm of Federal power, I doubt very much if with 
all his father’s prestigg and with all hisown talent and energy he could 
have ever succeeded in representing on this floor the people of that State. 

am the more satisfied of this because the result of the recent elections 
in that State has overwhelmingly defeated and trodden under foot the 
coalition thus formed. 

I did not expect to escape the sharp retorts of the young gentleman 
in this discussion. When aman like my distinguished friend from New 
York [Mr. Cox], whose gentleness and kindliness of heart have given 
him å warm place in the estimation of every intelligent person in this 
land, whose acquirements and national reputation have made him re- 
spected and honored by the people—when ke is denounced here in 
flippant terms as ‘‘a pillar of brass by day and of gas by night” 
[laughter], I could not expect that I or my little State should escape 
entirely. 

But let me say to the gentleman, in honor of my State, that whatever 
her birth may have been, she is to-day standing among the proud, pro- 
gressive States of this Union. She is to-day one of the most rapidly 
developing States in all this broad land. Her forests are being cleared, 
her mines are being opened, railroads are being built, school-houses 
and churches everywhere rear themselves.. We in the State of West 
Virginia are doing our part toward building up the material and moral 
interests of the country and are marching along in the path of progress, 
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while my unfortunate old mother State is struggling in the trammels 
of her fight with MAHONE and Mahoneism. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MAYO. Mr. Chairman, I dislike tooccupy the time of the House 
in discussing matters not at issue, but I can not allow the taunts of the 
representative of the bastard child ofa political rape to go unanswered on 
the partof the Old Dominion. Hespeaksof a~‘foul coalition,” but he 
can not yetsay, in thé words of Daniel Webster, thatit is a ‘‘murdered 
coalition.” Thank God, it is yet alive, and it means to pluck old Vir- 
ginia out of the hands of the Bourbon faction that is now undertaking 
to put down all law and all order in that State. [Applause.] Never 
before in the history of Virginia has any Legislature assembled in her 
halls that has disgraced her as she is disgraced by the Legislature now 
in session. I hope to God such a scene as is now being enacted there 
will never be enacted again on this continent. 

In order to keep themselves in power the party having control of 
that Legislature have deliberately thrown out members enough in both 
houses to give themselves à majority sufficient to pass, in spite of the 
governor’s disapproval, any bill that he may veto. And what hap- 
pened no longer than twodays ago? A man to whom they had refused 
a seat had been a second time declared by his constituents elected. He 
was entitled to his seat on the first election, but was kept out and sent 
back for a new election. Two days ago, when the question came up, 
a resolution was presented in this form: 


Resolved, That Mr. Rue is not entitled to the seat. 


What wasthe vote? Thirteen to fourteen, thereby declaring thatthe 
man was entitled to the seat. But by some legerdemain or hocus- 
us in comes the other man, Callahan; and lo and behold! after hav- 
ing voted down the resolution declaring that Mr. Rue was not entitled 
to the seat, they vote that Mr. Callahan is; and this is done without a 
particle of evidence save the newspaper reports thatethis man was run 
as a candidate against the other. One man has a certificate, the other 
has none; and they deliberately swear in the man that has not a cer- 
tificate and keep out the man that has! This is a specimen of what 
has been going on in Virginia since this Legislature met. Deliberately, 
rsistently, regardless of every precedent and all law, taking the bull 
y the horns, they have undertaken to ‘‘get rid of MAHONE,” as they 
say, by any means, no matter what. 

And why? Isay before this House that the Coalition party of Vir- 
ginia has done more to lift the State from the degradation in which it 
had been sunk by the Bourbon ‘‘ Funder” party than has ever been done 
by any party before in four years’ time. We took control of the State 
when there was not a dollar in the treasury, when we had to borrow 
$200,000 in order to pay the members of the Legislature and to avoid 
turning the lunatics from the asylum and the convicts from the peni- 
tentiary. The schools had been closed by reason of the use of the school 
fund for other purposes, until they had been reduced from 6,000 down 
to 2,500. During four years we built up the interests of the State; and 
I, asan honest, debt-paying Republican, took hold of WILLIAM MAHONE 
and his party because I believed, as General Grant believed, that they 
were the only people in Virginia who did mean to pay the debt. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE obtained the floor. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I make the point of order that debate on 
the pending amendment is exhausted. s 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, and recognizes the gentleman from Virginia At. 
Joun 8S. WIsE] to make his motion. t 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia is in order. 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. Mr. Chairman, when I was ata distant place, 
engaged upon important business, I little expected that the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Geson] would take this floor to respond to 
anything that I had said, because when a gentleman rose the other day 
for the purpose of some remarks in reference to another mem- 
ber, the gentleman from West Virginia made the point that the person 
referred to was absent. I did not need to hear what the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] said, because I knew that whatever he said 
would be kindly, would be manly, would be more than good. What- 
ever expression T used co ing him he knew would be kind, and if 
it was a little impudent, I knew he would excuse it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It was excused. 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. Yes; and I am glad it was. But the gentle- 
man ought to be thankful to me that I have given him occasion to look 
into that long-neglected book from which he read. [Laughter and 
applause.] But, sir, I find even now his examination of it has been 
most perfunctory, and he misquoted the name of the sea which over- 
whelmed the wandering tribes, And I wish to say, however, that the 
only sea that overwhelmed the Coalition party of Virginia, the only 
sea that ever could or ever would overwhelm it, was the Red Sea of 
blood, shed by Bourbonism. [Cries of ‘‘Good!”’ and applause on Re- 
publican side. ] A 

Now, sir, I did not intend to wander from this book, but to point out 
to this gentleman the simple fact that the Congress of this nation has 
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pegged away, and instead of arguing matters on their merits, there is 
always some strict constructionist to waste the valuable time of this 
House in catching fleas with strict construction, [Laughter.] I say, 
sir, and I take but little time to say it, when it comes to who are the 
State-rights advocates of this nation it will be seen that all this gabble 
and all this talk of State-rights strict construction have been as noth- 
ing compared with that splendid Federal tribunal, the creature of the 
Federal power, the Supreme Court of the United States, which has done 
more to maintain true State rights than all the shriekers about strict 
construction who ever gota place within this Hall. [Cries of ‘‘True!’’ 
and applause on the Republican side.] Yes, that is unquestionably 
tru 


e. 

And. sọ to-day I come from old Virginia. I admit I knew the gen- 
tleman in Virginia, but when I knew him he was wrestling every day 
with a negro on the floor of the convention, and I never could tell how 
he cameout of it except from the fact that he leftand the negro is there 
yet. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] I say, sir, 
therefore, however Virginia may appear to degenerate, that, thank God, 
there are those of us whose ancestors have lived there for two hundred 
and fifty years, and who in the hour of her adversity have stood by her 
and proclaimed that manhood, that pure Virginianism should prevail, 
and have not sneaked off to prosperous new communities. [Laughter.] 

And thus I leave the subject, standing here and saying to the com- 
mittee I believe this bill which has been brought here is plainly and 
clearly within the powers of the Federal Government, and that those 
who live in eternal jealousy of the Government, and look upon it as an 
alien, can see in it no real defect for the purpose of correcting the evils 
which exist under the powers of the Federal Congress. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move that the committee do now arise, 

Mr. KASSON. I wish to inquire whether debate has been exhausted, 
either actually or theoretically, in answer to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. Iwish tosay a word on that 
amendment when I can get the opportunity. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa will have that oppor- 
tunity. 

The motion of Mr. Hatcu, of Missouri, was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. BLACKBURN reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 3967) for the establishment of a bureau of animal 
industry, to prevent the exportation of diseased cattle, and to provide 
means for the suppression and extirpation of pleuro-pneumoniaand other 
one diseases among domestic animals, and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. : 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 
58) filling an existing vacancy in the Board of Regents of the Smith- 
sonian Institution; when the Speaker signed the same. 


MEXICAN CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
following message from the President; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives : 

In answer to so much of the resolution of the House of Representatives of the 
17th ultimo as calls for the correspondence with the Mexican Government re- 
specting the payment of claims specified in the fifth section of the act of Con- 
poe approved June 17, 1878, I transmit herewith the report of the Secretary of 

tate an 


its accompanying papers. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
Exxcutrve Mansion, February 25, 1884. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Leave of absence, by unanimous consent, was granted in the follow- 
ing cases: 

fo Mr. HEPBURN, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. PATTON, not to excged one week, being called away by death 
in his family. 

To Mr. Davis, of Missouri, from the 27th of February to the 4th of 
March, on account of important business. . 


CAPITAL AND OTHERWISE INFAMOUS CRIMES, 


On motion of Mr. TUCKER, by unanimous consent, report No. 373, 
from the Judiciary Committee, to accompany House bill 1577, concern- 
ing capital and otherwise infamous crimes, was ordered to be reprinted. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HATCH, of Missouri (at 4 o’clock and 
55 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


` 


PETITIONS, ETC. i 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BALLENTINE: Papers relating to the claim of Coleman 
White, administrator of Mrs. Jane White, deceased—to the Commitiec 
on War Claims. 
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Also, papers relating to the claim of William M. Beasley—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claim of Freeman and 
Richardson—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the personal representative of 
M. D. Newman—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Michael Ryan—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Petition of citizens of Claiborne County, 
Mississippi, for the improvement of Black River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of the Sandusky Street Baptist church, of 
Allegheny, Pa., and several other religious and charitable societies, 
relative to the civilization, &c., of the Indians—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of David Harper and many other farmers, of Alle- 
gheny County, Pennsylvania, praying for the restoration of the wool 
tariff of 1867—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of James W. Colville—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREITUNG: Petition for a harbor appropriation at Ontona- 
gon, Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BRENTS: Petition of J. J. Browne and others, for articles 
of incorporation as the Spokane Falls and Coeur d’ Alene Railway Com- 
pany—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Thomas Sheridan and others, rela- 
tive to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CALKINS: Petition of Austin Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, South Bend, Ind., relative to fictitious names—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, i 

Also, resolutions of Rensselaer Post, No. 84, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of Indiana, for the equalization of bounties—to the 
Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, petition of Harrison Cathcart Post, No. 117, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Indiana, for the equalization of bounties—to 
the same committee. , 

Also, of soldiers of the Grand Army of the Republic, South Bend, 
Ind., relative to arrearages of pension—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of C. H. Raymond and others, and of T. E. Hughes, 
for education in Alaska—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Petition of citizens of New York rela- 
tive to education in Alaska—to the same committee. 

By Mr. 8. 8. COX: Petition for the relief of Mary Ann Hurst—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, G. R. DAVIS: Petition of A. W. Francke and 87 others, of 
Chicago, Ill., relative to the repeal of law on manufacture of vinegar— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of John Rogers, George R. Car- 
panies Michael Murray, and John Degnan—to the Committee on 

aims. 

Also, papers in the matter of A. W. Irvin, D. W. Bannister, Robert 
Ayers, Michael Crawford, John Howard, Alexander Brown, Henry 
Erbe, John N. Ford, John Hanson; Henry Jones, Mathias Steger, and 
A. J. Shorning—to the same committee. 
` By Mr. DOCKERY: Papers relating to the claim of William B. Ward- 
well—to the same committee. 

By Mr. EATON: Petition of William Webster, for aid in furtherance 
of his claim against the British Government—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FOLLETT: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, relative to the improvement of the Cumberland River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Woman’s Home and Foreign Mission, 
relative to the education of the freedmen of the Southern States—to 
the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. GRAVES: Memorial of Grover Post, No. 78, Grand Army 
of the Republic, for equalization of bounties, &c.—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. W. H. HATCH: Memorialof Shiloh Post, No. 40, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Missouri, relative to soldiers’ pay, &e.— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. HENLEY: Petition of wool-growers of California, for the 
restoration of the tariff of 1867 on wool—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of the National Temperance Society, rela- 
tive to alcoholic liquor—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Trafic. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Paper relating to the pension claim of Frapk 
Luther—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of the Presbyterian church at Browns- 
ville, Pa., and of citizens of Brownsville, Pa., in favor of provisions for 
Committee on Indian Af- 


the education of Indians—severally to the 
Also, petition of citizens of Pittsburgh, Pa., relative to the Chinese 
restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
By Mr. HOUSEMAN: Petition of W. B. Williams, J. B. Streeter, H. 
B. Peck, and 800 others, citizens of Allegan, Mich., for an appropria- 


tion for the improvement of Saugatuck Harbor, Michigan—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KEIFER: Petition of George W. Cox, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, relative to education 
in Alaska—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Petition for relief from Harrison Post, No. 219, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Velpen, Ind.—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. LACEY: Paper relating to the claim of Henry O’Neill—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. } ~ 

By Mr. LANHAM: Papers relating to the claim of J. H. Baker—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Daniel Murphy—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of J. Richards Boyle and 4,866 others, citi- 
zens of Delaware, relative to the education of Indians in the States and 
Territories—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of Samuel Bacon and 39 other citizens of Delaware, for 
an appropriation for the improvement of Broad Kill River, Delaware— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McCOID: Resolution appropriating $45,000 for pier at Des 
Moines Rapids Canal—to the same committee. 

Also, petition for pension of A. D. Whitcomb—to the Committee on, 
Invalid Pensions. f 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Rev. J. H. A. Johnson, D. D., &c., 
for the passage of a civil-rights bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: Petition of citizens of Custer County, Montana, 
praying for the enactment of a law to fund their county indebtedness— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of citizens of Maiden, Mont., for the reduction of the 
Fort Maginnis reservation—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the settlers of Sun River, for the reduction of the 
Fort Shaw reservation—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Maj. Theodore J. Eckerson, United States Army, 
praying to be retired with additional rank on account of long and faith- 
ful service—to the same committee. 

Also, petition for the establishment of a light-house district on the 
Upper Missouri River—to the Committee on Appropriations. x 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Joseph Williams and 68 others, ex- 
Union soldiers, for legislation in the interest of all ex-Union soldiers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition for the relief of Delia E. Grammond— 
to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John W. Wilson—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
Also, petition of John M. Donaldson and 43 other artists of Detroit, 
Mich., for the removal of duty on works of ‘art—to the Committee on 

Ways and Means. i 

By Mr. MILLARD: Petition of 8. S. Taft and others, relative to the 
equalization of bounties—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, petition of president and professors of Cornell University, rela- 
tive to the four-year term of office—to the Select Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

Also, protest of the Grand Army of the Republic against any change 
of the payment of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition from the Grand Army of the Republic, New York, rela- 
tive to passed assistant engineers of the Navy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of the Veteran Land Claim Agency, 
asking one hundred and sixty acres of land for all honorably discharged 
soldiers, &c., of the late war—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

‘By Mr. C. H. MORGAN: Memorial of Gen. G. B. Boomer Post, No. 
97, Grand Army of the Republic, Linn, Mo., and of Lookout Post, No, 
85, Grand Army of the Republic, Shelbina, Mo., relative to pensions, 
&c.—severally to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay. 

Also, petition of W. J. Terrell, 8. D. Davis, and 57 others, members 
of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Cass County, Missouri, and of 
George S. Aiken, Thomas McCall, and 25 others of same place, relative 
to the equalization of bounties—severally to the same committee. 

-Also, petition of James H. Roberts, F. L. Yale, and others, of Liberal, + 
Mo., against the of the bill to copyright news-matter—to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of F. t Post, No. 3, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of the Missouri, to pension Mrs. Nina M. Gwynn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURRAY: Petitions of Henry Wilkey, of Patrick Coyne, and 
of Edward Manion, for a pension—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition for the improvement of Goose Rapids, on 
the Red River of the North—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, the petition of L. Emmett, and others, for the improvement of 
the Red and Minnesota Rivers—to the same committee. 

Also, paper relating to the survey, &c., of the Red River of the North 
and the Minnesota River—to the same committee, 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Memorial of Commodore Louis ©. Sars 


1374 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 26, 


tori, to be appointed rear-admiral on the retired-list—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Papers relating to the claim of Jesse Hum- 
phries—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition and papers for the reliefof John Erickson and of John 
Cole—severally to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. H. ROGERS: Memorial of certain citizens of the Choctaw 
Nation, relative to the Poteau River, in the Indian country—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the board of trade of Topeka, Kans., for re- 
taliatory measures against France and Germany for interdicting Ameri- 
can meats—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. T. G. SKINNER: Petition of L. M. Phelps and others, for the 
improvement of Deep Creek, North Carolina—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, papers relating to the Edenton Harbor—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of E. A. White and others, for the improvement of the 
Perquimans River, North Carolina—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Papers and petition of J. Madison Cutts, pray- 
ing to be placed on the retired-list of the Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Resolution of Wisconsin State ———, rela- 
- tive to the duty on wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce, opposing 
extension of steam grain-shovel patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, copy of resolutions adopted at a meeting of live-stock commis- 
sion dealers at Union Stock-Yards, Chicago, Ill.—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of William H. Higgins, for a pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the common council of the city of Oconto, &e., rela- 
tive to the improvement of the harborat Oconto, Wis.—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the farmers’ convention of Wisconsin, relative to 
the exposition to be held at New Orleans—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, resolutions of James Comerford Post, No. 78, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Wisconsin, for a uniform pension law to all 
honorably discharged soldiers—to the Select Committee on Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: ‘Memorial for an extension of letters patent for 
an improvement in insulating submarine cables—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: Petition of John H. Mills and 27 others, 
asking for a pension of $8 per month to all honorably discharged sol- 
diers—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay. ; 

Also, petition of W. H. C. Hanna and 99 others, asking that soldiers 
may be pensioned and their pay during the war made equal to gold— 
to the same committee. 

Also, petition of J. C. Riley and 104 others, asking thata pension be 
granted to Rosella Pegg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARD: Paper relating to the improvement of the Wabash 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Petition of citizens of Minnesota, relative to 
education in Alaska—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of 443 citizens of Minnesota, for an amendment to the 
Constitution prohibiting disfranchisement of citizens on account of 
sex—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEAVER: Petition of the Bricklayers and Masons’ Inter- 
national Union, relative to foreign labor under contracts made abroad— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. J. D. WHITE: Petition for the relief of A. B. King—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition for a pension for Mrs, Daniel Spencer—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of T. C. Huffman and 50 others, and of 
G. J. Miller and 50 others, citizens of Zanesville, Ohio, relative to the 
Chinese restriction act—severally to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of William Herdman and 80 others, citizens of Mus- 
kingum, Ohio, for a restoration of the tariff of 1867 on imported wool— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph Ander- 
son, deceased, and to theclaim of Solomon Boyer—severally to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. G. D. WISE: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Ellen 
Sherwood—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Petition toamend Chinese restriction act 
and to enforce the same—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition for a pension for Amos Baccus—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Papers relating to the claim of Nicolla Malatesta— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Sarah L. McLemore—to 
the same committee. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 26, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
NAMING OF A PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The Secretary [Mr. ANson G. McCook] called the Senate to order 
and read the following: 
To the Senate: 

Pursuant to the provisions of the rules, I hereby name and designate Hon. 
HENRY B. ANTHONY; a Senator from the of Rhode Island, to perform the 
duties of the chair for Tuesday, February 26 instant. 

GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 
i President pro tempore. 

WASHINGTON, D. C., 26th February, 1884. 
ao ANTHONY thereupon took the chair as presiding officer for to- 

y- 
THE JOURNAL. ‘ 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with the 
requirements of the act of July 15, 1870, a full and complete inventory 
of all property belonging to the United States in the buildings, rooms, 
offices, and grounds occupied by or under the charge of the Department 
of the Interior; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. 


Md 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER presented a communication from R. B. 
Curry, auditor and clerk of the city of Portland, Oreg., transmitting 
resolutions adopted by the common council of the city of Portland, 
Oreg., February 11, 1834, urging Congress to secure to the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company all the lands granted by the act of July 2, 
1864, and acts supplemental thereto and amendatory thereof; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I present a petition signed by a large number, if 
not the entire bar of Saint Paul, and citizens of that city, stating that 
owing to the continually increasing business of the Federal courts and 
consequent additional labor required of the circuit and district judges 
thereof, they are of opinion that the present salaries paid them are en- 
tirely inadequate, and praying an increase of their salaries. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ialso present a petition of members of the bar 
and citizens of Winona, Minn., a petitionof members of the bar and cit- 
izens of Red Wing, Minn., and a petition of members of the bar and 
citizens of Stillwater, Minn., all of them praying an increase of the sal- 
aries of the circuit and district judges of the United States. I move 
that the petitions be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present a memorial and resolutions adopted at a 
meeting of David Harding Post, No. 28, Department of Iowa, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Allerton, Iowa, in which they request their 
Senators and Representatives in Congress to use all honorable means to 
defeat the passage of what is known as the Fitz-John Porter bill. The 
same post asks Congress to grant pensions to all ex soldiers and sailors 
of the late war who served thirty days or were in any engagement 
therein, and also favor the passage of a bill for the equalization of 
bounties. I move that the memorial and resolutions be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of citizens of Freeman, Dak., 
praying that an appropriation be make for education in Alaska; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Des Moines, Iowa, re- 
monstrating against the passage of a bankrupt bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MORGAN. I present the petition of H. W. Sage, Andrew D. 
White, David B. Hill, S. D. Halliday, William H. Sage, W. D. Wilson, 
W. Van Cleef, and Marcus Lyon, of the State of New York, in respect 
of the treaty of reciprocity with Mexico, in which they state that they 
“believe that the ratification of this treaty would inure to the common 
benefit of the whole country; that it would immediately stimulate the 
export trade of the country, and very largely relieve the manufactur- 
ing interests by opening to them a new market of 10,000,000 of people.” 

In conformity with what I understand to be a rule adopted or at 
least followed here I will ask that the petition lie upon the table for 
di lat a time when the Senate may be in executive session. 

Mr. MORRILL. Has it not been the rule that such petitions should 


be presented in executive session? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the opinion of the Chair that the 
petition should be presented in executive session. 

Mr. MORGAN. 


I have heard of no such rule as that; and if I had 
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heard of it I should have resented if to the extent of my power as a 
breach of the constitutional powers and privileges of the people of the 
United States, for they have a right to petition Congress in open session, 
and what disposition we shall make of their petition is a different mat- 
ter. We may dispose of it in executive session, but the right of the 
people to petition us in open session must be allowed, or otherwise the 
right of petition amounts to nothing. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will say to the Senator that so far as I am con- 
cerned I would much prefer to have such petitions presented in open 
session of the Senate and have the treaty itself discussed in open ses- 
sion; but the course I s ted was adopted upon the presentation of 
similar petitions heretofore, and I supposed it was the rule. 

Mr. MORGAN. We have a rule against the consideration of trea- 
ties in open session, but we have no rule against the presentation of 
petitions in open session, and whenever such a rule as that is attempted 
to be made here I shall for one give my vote against it, because I can 
not consent to violate the right of the people of this country to have 
their petitions presented and the substance of them at least stated in 
the open sessions of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The practice has been that all peti- 
tions relating to executive business should be “sare in executive 
session. That has been the decision from the ir by the permanent 
presiding officer. 

Mr. MORGAN.» I shall again present the petition in executive 
session. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of J. L. Tomlinson, Jacob L. 
Greene, and 123 other citizens of Connecticut, praying for a repeal of the 
limitation of four years applied to the tenure of certain administrative 
offices; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Re- 
trenchment. $ 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of the Soldiers and Sailors’ Asso- 
ciation of Southwestern Michigan, praying for the establishment of a 
national soldiers’ home in Michigan; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 3 

Mr. BLAIR presented a memorial of Admiral Farragut Post, No. 52, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of New Hampshire, remonstrating against 
the removal of pension agencies from different portions of the country 
and the payment of pensions at Washington; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have in my hand a communication which is 
more in the nature of a petition than anything else, although it is ad- 
dressed to me personally. It is on the subject of the losses and dis- 
asters occasioned by the floods on the Ohio River. It comes from a 
town known as Tell City, on the Ohio River, and is one of the few towns 
without railroad or telegraphic communications. It is largely signed 
by the leading and influential people of that place, and it sets out so 
strongly the necessity of action in the line proposed yesterday by the 
Senator from North Carolina[Mr. RANSoM] that inasmuch as the paper 
is very short I ask that it may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the paper 
will be read. f 

The paper was read, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
as follows: 

TELL Crry, IND., February 21, 1834. 

Sır: As you are aware, that portion of our State which borders on the Ohio 
River has again been visited by a great calamity in the shape of a flood, exceed- 
ing even that of the year 1883. 

We were hardly recovered from the effects of the former flood when the ris- 
ing waters again inundated the Ohio Valley, almost entirely submerging some 
places, among them this town of Tell City, of which by far the principal partis 
covered by from three to ten feet of water. 

This town is a colonization of laborers and others of small means, who formed 
societies in the larger cities for the purpose of colonizing and thus easier uir- 
ing a home ot their own; they bought the site of the present town and built it 
up under extreme difficulties almost out of a swamp. Itremains a town of peo- 
ple of very moderate means, is a manufacturing place, and nearly all of its in- 
dustries were originated and are now carried on on the co-operative plan, the 
mechanics owning the factories. 

Under these circumstances we are unable to cope with a repetition of such ad- 
versities as the late floods. The flood alonedid immense damage, but thestorm 
ofthe 19th instant, with the turbulent waters, overturned dwellings, made others 
unsafe and uninhabitable, partially destroyed some factory buildings, overturned 
and swept away large quantities of stacked and seasoned lumber, the impor- 
tance of which can only be sppronatag when it is remembered that our indus- 
trial establishments are mostiy wood-working ries. 

Add toail ofthis late large losses by fire and the present loss of trade and loss of 
time by the poorer operatives, and the inability of the other citizens to render 
material aid, and you will understand that the damageand results of the flood 
become doubly oppressive to this community. 

We learn that Congress has magnanimously voted large sums which are to be 
used to provide food and raiment for the destitute, but as the honorable gov- 
ernor of our State, A. G, Porter, very aptly suggested on the occasion of his visit 
here of yesterday, we are very much in n of some pecuniary assistance; 
something to help us rebuild and repairour factories, our homes, and our streets, 
which are left in an impassable condition ; also to replace fencing for many r 
popis who contrive to support large families by adding to the earnings of the 

borer the poed of cultivating smal! farms and lots of vacant lands. 

We hope that a consideration of the facts above recited will convince you of 
the importance and necessity of a pecun assistance by the General Govern- 
ment, and we most Tepe pray that if such assistance is granted you will 
sist: suggest the name of this town when the same is distributed. 

G. Huthstimer, cashier Tell City Bank; Chas. Steinaner, Tell City mills; Law- 
rence Keifer, township trustee; Aug. Meninger, saw-mill proprietor; Jos. Adam, 
hub factory; Wiedmer, Cipuuder a Co., machine-shop ; wW 8. b, United 
States storekeep +r and gauger; Aug. Schreiber, deputy internal-revenue col- 


lector and dru 


; Lawrence Keifer, barrel factory; Magnus Vireisle & Son, 
Tell City planing-mill; Jno. T, Patrick, county clerk; J. M. Combe, county 
treasurer; M. Bottinger, I ey erg Tell City Bank; Ant. Moraneck, president 
Southwestern Furniture Co:; Ant. Moraneck, hotel proprietor; J. C. rrer, 
agent of Tell City Furniture Co.; Wm. Bettinger, Tel! City woolen mills; Clay 
Switzer, wharfmaster; Jno. Herrmann, of Herrmann & Bro., manufacturers of 
wagons; Philipp Grimmeissen, president of trustees of town board; A Raalz, 
agent Cabinet-makers’ Union; Combs, Hartman & Co., chair manufacturers ; O. 
F. Bolt, postmaster and editor of Tell City Anzeiger. 


Hon. DANIEL W. VOORHEES, 
Senator for the State of Indiana, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of D. C. Tunnell and other citizens 
of Barton County, Missouri, praying for amendments to the Chinese 
immigration act making it a criminal offense to import Chinese; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HARRISON. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1310) to abolish the military 
reservation of Fort Rice, in the Territory of Dakota, and authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior to have the lands embraced therein sur- 
veyed and made subject to homestead and pre-emption entry and sale 
the same as other public lands, to reportit adversely. I do not return 
the bill with any written report, and therefore desire to say that this 
adverse report is made upon the ground that the committee have already 
considered the subject of general regulations relating to military reser- 
vations which have come to be useless in the military service and have 
reported a bill upon that subject. We report this bill adversely be- 
cause it is covered by the general provisions of the bill referred to. I 
move that this bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam also directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred a petition of ex soldiers and sailors of 
Kansas praying for the establishment of a soldiers’ home in that State, 
to report it back and to say that the committee have considered this sub- 
ject, and have reported a bill authorizing the location of asoldiers’ home 
west of the Mississippi River. Perhaps it is searcely accurate to say 
that the committee report adversely upon the petition. We have pro- 
vided for the location of a home, though we have not limited it to the 
State of Kansas. It may simply be stated that the petition is reported 
back with the report that action has already been taken upon the sub- 
ject by the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the commit- 
tee will be discharged from the farther consideration of the petition. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam also directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report back to the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of War of the date of December 11, 1883, transmitting, in com- 
pliance with section 1136 of the Revised Statutes, plans of the proposed 
new barrracks for the light battery at Fort Adams, Rhode Island, and 
to ask that the committee be disc from the further considera- 
tion of the communication, and that it be referred, with the accom- 
panying papers, to the Committee on Appropriations, where it properly 
belongs. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 266) granting a pension to Joseph McGuckian, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (8. 
1176) granting a pension to John K. Hummer, submitted an adverse 
report thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill will be postponed indefi- 
nitely, if there be no objection. . 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to ask the Senator from Illinois whether 
there is a written report accompanying the Hummer bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. There is. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then I will wait until I have an opportunity to 
read it, and if I think I can overcome the views of the committee I 
shall ask to have the bill placed on the Calendar. Ishall not interpose 
now. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1173) granting a pension to Catharine Bullard, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 838) to consolidate the Bureau of Military Justice 
and the corps of judge-advocates of the Army, and for other purposes, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to move that the bill (S. 1541) to provide promotion in the corps 
of judge-advocates be indefinitely med, as the objects sought to 
be accomplished by that bill are covered by the bill just reported. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 895) for the relief of J. D. Morrison, surviving partner of 
C. M. & J. D. Morrison, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 
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He also, from the same committee, to°;whom was referred the bill (S. 
919) for the relief of John M. McClintock, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1352) for the reliefof William McNamara, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the bill be placed upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed upon the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 83) for the relief of John H. Walker, late a 
captain in the United States Army, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
334) for the relief of Edward Byrne, reported adversely thereon; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I am instructed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 262) relating to the muster- 
rolls of the Oregon volunteers, to submit an adverse report thereon, for 
the reason that the Secretary of War, in a communication which is filed 
and made a part of the report, states that there is no additional legis- 
lation necessary to accomplish the object of the bill. I move that the 
bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was recommitted the bill (S. 445) for the relief of the heirs or legal 
representative of Robert J. Baugness, deceased, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1185) for the reliefof Belva A. Lockwood, reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. COLQUITT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Matilda Watmough, widow of John G. Watmough, 
deceased, praying for arrearages of pension, reported adversely thereon; 
and the committee were discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 917) granting a pension to Alida Dennis, widow of 
Benjamin H. Dennis, late a private in Company I, Thirty-first Regi- 
ment United States Colored Troops, submitted an adverse report there- 
on, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. JACKSON. Iamalso instructed by the Committee on Pensions 
to report adversely on the bill (S. 986) granting a ion to Laura 
Prine. At the request of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] I ask 
that it be placed upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed upon the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 909) to increase the pension of Martin Kelly and 
to rate him in the second grade of pensioners, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1108) to provide for the sale of the Iowa Indian res- 
ervation in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, for the issuance of a pat- 
ent for a reservation for the Iowa tribe of Indians in the Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes, direct me to report an amendment by way 
of substitute, which I ask may be twice read and placed on the Calendar, 
and the original bill indefinitely postponed. The facts are set forth in 
a correspondence between the Committee on Indian Affairs and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior that I have incorporated in my report, and which 
I ask may be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that the sub- 
stitute is a disposition of the original bill and there need be no separate 
action postponing it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iyield to the superior parliamentary knowledge of 
the Senator from Tennessee. > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A substitute is usually treated as an 
amendment to the original bill, 

Mr. INGALLS. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is reported with an amend- 
ment, and will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Commitee on Indian Affairs, to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 1636) to provide for the allot- 
ment of lands in severalty to the Ari Gros Ventre, and Mandan 
Indians on the Fort Berthold Indian reservation in Dakota, and grant- 
ing patents therefor, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and, on motion of Mr. DAWES, recommitted to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1017) to prohibit the mailing of news- 
papers and other publications containing lottery advertisements and 
prescribing a penalty for the violation of the same, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JACKSON. On behalf of the minority of the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, I submit the views of the minority against 
the passage of the bill. I ask that they be printed. 


, The PRESIDING OFFICER. The views of the minority will be 
printed. 
Mr. JACKSON. I suggest that the two reports be printed together. 
It will be more convenient to the Senate to have them in that shape. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the usual practice. 


FRAUDULENT DIMPORTATIONS OF WOOL. 


Mr. MORRILL. On the 2ist of Jannary a resolution was passed by 
the Senate calling upon the Secretary of the Treasury for copies of a re- 
port relating to the fraudulent undervaluation or classification of wool. 
The Committee on Finance has received a response from the 
of the Treasury, stating that this report has been made to the House of 
Representatives; that it is very voluminous, and therefore he will not 
send a copy to the Senate without a special request. The committee 
have directed me to ask for an order that copies may be printed for the 
nap of the Senate from the document now in the possession of the other 

ouse. 

The order was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That 1,006 copies of House Executive Document No. 101, Forty-eighth 


Congress, first session, be printed for the use of the Senate; 200 copies to be for the 
use of the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. MORRILL. I submit the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
to be printed in the RECORD accompanying my remarks. { 
The letter is as follows: ` 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 12, 1884. 


Sır: Respectfully referring to the Senate resolution of the 21st of January, call- 
ing upon the Secretary of the Treasury for copies of reports relating to the fraud- 
ulent undervaluation or classification of wool, I have the honor to state that 
several clerks have been employed during the last month in making copies of 
such reports for the use of the House of Representatives, in response to a reso- 
lution of that body dated January 9. These pepon are very voluminous, and 
their preparation has required a large amount of labor. Toavoid a duplication. 
of such labor, and assuming that the papers will be printed by the House, I beg 
to inquire whether, in your opinion, an arrangement may not be made for the . 
printing of a sufficient number of copies for the use of the Senate. 

Very respectfully, 
CHAS, J. FOLGER, Secretary. _ 
ae. J. S. Mo: 


REILL, 
rman Commitiee on Finance, United Slates Senate. 
FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


Mr. SEWELL. I am instructed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs to report back the bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of Fitz-John , 
Porter, with amendments. I am also instructed to ask the Senate to . 
take up this bill, or at least the Senate bill of the same title now on 
the Calendar, two weeks from to-morrow (March 12), at 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
that the bills be made the special order for two weeks from to-morrow. 

Mr. CONGER. Which bill does the Senator propose to make the - 
special order? 

Mr. SEWELL. The Senate bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRISON. There will have to be some special order, and I 
suggest to the Senator from New Jersey that if he is asking for a spe- 

ial order he had better ask it for the bill that has just been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs. He can just as well do that 
as to ask for the consideration of the Senate bill, for which he would 
have to substitute the House bill when he gets that up. 

Mr. SEWELL. A simple motion would substitute the House bill 
for the Senate bill, but I will ask that the House bill be made the 
special order. 

Mr. CONGER. Let both the Senate bill No. 158, Qrder of Business 
No. 96, and the House bill be made the special order at the same time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It requires a vote of two-thirds to make 
a special order. Shall the bill (H. R. 1015) just reported be made a 
special order for the time indicated? The Chair hears no objection, and 
it is so ordered. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 1637) to provide for the enlist- 
ment of apothecaries in the Navy, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1638) to. provide for the leasing 
of the desert or arid lands of the public domain lying west of the one - 
hundredth meridian of longitude; which was read: twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1639) for the relief of the united bands of 
Swan Creek and Black River Chippewa and Munsee or Christian In- 
dians; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. ; 

Mr. BLAIR. I introduce a bill to amend the pension laws by increas- 
ing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who. have lost an arm or a leg, 
and for other disabilities contracted in the service. It becomes neces- 
sary to introduce this bill for the reason that there was anerror in copy- 
ing in a previous bill, which was consequently misprinted in such a 
way as to require this. 

The bill (S. 1640) to amend the pension laws by increasing the pen- 
sions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or a leg, and for other- 
disabilities contracted in the service, was read twice. by its title, and. 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1641) for the relief of the widow of 
Edward M. Wilkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. t, 

Mr. DOLPH (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1642) to monet 
the Spokane F; and Cour d’Alene Railway Company; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1643) amending the act concern- 


ing national cemeteries, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and refi to the Committee on Military Affairs. = 
Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 1644) making an appropriation 


for the erection of a light-house on Conanicut Island, Narragansett Bay, 
Rhode Island; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 3 . 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 1645) granting a pension to Asahel 
D. Whitcomb; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1646) to further continue the act 
to authorize the settlement of the accounts of officers of the Army and 
Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. S : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1647) to establish a chaplaincy of the 
jail and the institutions of charity and reform in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District’ of Columbia. s 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1648) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie 


H. Palmer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- | 


panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1649) forthe relief of Theoph- 
ilus Fisk Mills; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2900) n Se the pension tie y m 
creasing the pensions of persons who have an arm or & leg, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had to the concurrent reso- 
lution of the Senate to print 24,000 additional copies of the Tariff Com- 

ilation of 1884, being Senate Report No. 12, Forty-eighth Congress, 
Årst session. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
1490) to complete a statue of the late Rear-Admiral Samuel Francis 
Du Pont, United States Navy. - 

The message further announced that the House had passed abill (H. 
R. 5262) to establish post-routes; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 58) filling an existing vacancy in 
the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

LEASES OF LAND IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Mr. cle By request I introduce a resolution, which I ask 


may be X 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will first lay before the 
Senate a resolution which was submitted and objected to yesterday. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to have the resolution I sent up reported. 
I asked that it might be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a resolution introduced to-day. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is a resolution which I have just introduced, 
and I ask that it may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before receiving resolutions it is the 
duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate resolutions that were ob- 
jected to yesterday. 

Mr. MORGAN. The consideration of which was objected to ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The consideration of which was ob- 


jected to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was not aware that that was the the rule. Tsup- 
posed that we received business before we entered upon the considera- 
tion of business heretofore presented. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The practice has been to act on the 
ar cgi objected to on the previous day before receiving fresh reso- 

utions, 

Mr, MORGAN. I do not‘ask for the consideration of the resolution; 
I rs Sve that it be read and referred, so that I can get the substance 
of it before the ahaa: committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will lay it before the Sen- 
ate after the consideration of resolutions objected to yesterday. A res- 
olution submitted yesterday and which went over will be read. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. VOORHEES was read, as 
follows: 

Whereas, in compliance with Senate resolution of December 4, 1883, the hon- 
orable Secretary of the Interior has transmitted copies of documents and corre- 


spondence relating to leases of lands in the Indian Territory to citizens of the 
United States for cattle-grazing and other purposes; and 


XV—S8T 


Whereas it appears from Executive Document No. 54, of the present session 
of Congress, containing said copies of correspondence, &c., that several millions 
of acres of land in the Indian TenF kaye been leased to citizens of the United 

O! 


States for sae ias urposes: The: re 

Be it resolved, That the oant tibs on the Judiciary be, and they are hereby, 
instructed to investigate the matter of said leases; whether the same have been 
made in conformity to law; whether any money paid by any of the lessees un- 
der the terms of said leases have been covered into the ury; whether hear é 
of said lessees have attempted to survey any of the lands in said Indian Terri- 
tory belonging, secured, or granted by treaty with the United States to any In- 

tribe, or es d ay of the boundaries of said lands by marking 

trees or otherwise; and that said committee be instructed to report by bill or 
otherwise at any time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the passage of the 
resolution. 

Mr. GARLAND. I move to amend the resolution by striking out 
in the first line of the resolution proper the words “‘the Judiciary’? 
and inserting the words ‘‘ Indian Affairs;’’ so as to read: 


That the Committee on Indian Affairs be, &c. 


I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes], the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, to this 
matter. The scope of the resolution is very comprehensive, and before 
the inquiry that it seeks is completed it will pretty nearly involve the 
whole Indian question as we understand it in the relation of that 
country to the United States. It will not stop merely upon the matter 
of the leases. That is very plain upon the face of the resolution when 
it is closely read. 

So I do not think that the Committee on the Judiciary is the proper 
committee to have this matter in charge. Itis true the naked questign 
of the law upon the leases that are supposed to have been granted there 
is a matter of legal inquiry which might properly go to the Judiciary 
Committee. That might be said, however, as to almost any inquiry 
before any other committee. However, it will not stop upon the mere 
question of the legality of the leases, but will go to many other ques- 
tions that are interlocked and interlaced with the Indian question, so 
called. The Senator who introduced the resolution is not now in his 
seat, and I have not had occasion to speak with him upon it, but I think 
he would upon reflection agree to such a reference. I do not wish to 
have the resolution referred to the Committee on the Judiciary for in- 
vestigation without the special attention of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs being called to it. I think it isa matter that 
should go to the committee of which he is chairman. 

Mr. VEST. What the Senator from Arkansas has said is very true, 
and I entirely concur with him, I had occasion to examine the ques- 
tion of leases in the Indian Territory pretty extensively during the last 
summer, It is a question that, as the Senator from Arkansas says, goes 
into the entire relation of those Indian tribes with the Government and 
people of the United States. It is an anomaly in the legislation of the 
country and in the questions which present themselves with regard to 
the Indians. 

As the matter now stands, there are thousands and millions of acres 
of land in the Indian Territory in the possession of cattle-raisersunder . 
leases made with the Indian authorities, Yet the Secretary of the In- 
terior has authoritatively declared that he will not recognize any of 
those leases, that is to say, he will not approve them, although their 
entire territory is under the unlimited control and jurisdiction of the 
Indians. At the same time he has made a decision which has been 
published in the papers of the country extensively, that if a lease has 
been made by the Indian authorities and possession has been taken by 
the lessees under the lease he will see that the lessees are not inter- 
rupted in their possession. That is the condition of affairs to-day. 
Every session of the Indian councils, as they are called, or legislatures, 
results in additional leases, and the men who receive the leases or who 
get the bills through those councils take ion of the lands and put 
their cattle upon them. They hold by an authority outside of the 
United States but upon the soil of the United States. It is a question 
sui, I was about to say juris, but I do not know that there is any right 
initatall. It is a question of itself; and for the reason that the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas has given it is eminently proper that this inquiry 
should be directed to the Committee on Indian Affairs and that this 
matter should be settled definitely and finally, because I undertake to 
say as it stands now in its present nebulous and chaotic condition it 
will result in serious trouble and in complications the end and the ex- 
tent of which can not now be foreseen. I hope the inquiry will go to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND]. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I think with the Senators who have 
addressed the Senate that this is a matter of very grave importance. 
It strikes me, however, that it is alla question of law. I do not think 
there can be any question in the Senate about the policy or propriety 
of this course of proceeding. The idea of appropriating those lands to 
herders of cattle and permitting them to inclose them with barbed-wire 
fences I do not think there can be any question about in the Senate of 
the United States. But the position of the lands themselves in relation 
to the United States is peculiar. They were sold by the Cherokee Na- 
tion to the United States by contract for a special purpose. The United 
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States has declined to take and pay for them except so far as it desired 
to appropriate them for friendly Indians and freedmen, in the language 
of the treaty. It has left those that they did not desire to occupy 
under the control of the Indians of the Territory, the original proprie- 
tors, under the treaty. They have beenin the habit heretofore of taking 
a royalty, so much per head, of herders who desired to use them for 


‘herding purposes, and they have been left to make these contracts here- 


tofore by themselves. Within a few years a different policy has been 
adopted, as has been suggested by Senators. Itinvolves the right either 
of the Indian authorities on the one side or of the United States on the 
other tothesoil. Thatisaquestion growing out firstof the treaty itself, 
and next out of that contract which was made by the United States 
with these Indians to purchase this land. That ought to be settled by 
the Judiciary Committee, it seems to me. The Senate does not want 
the advice of the Committee on Indian Affairs about the pelicy and pro- 
priety of permitting a few herders, a few stock-raisers, to form an asso- 
ciation, and by any means whatever inclose the public domain with 
barbed-wire fenee and appropriate it to their own use as they are doing 
on the public domain outside of this Territory. It is an outrage upon 
the cemmon rights of the people of the United States that they do not 
want the advice of the Indian Committee on the propriety of. They 
want to know whether it isthe legal right and duty of the United States 
to suppress this proceeding or whether it is a matter which under the 
treaty belongs entirely to the Indian nation. 

It is evidently the opinion of the Interior Department that until 
the United States takes under the contract these lands for the use of 
friendly Indians and freedmen they are exclusively under the control 
of the Indians, and that they have a right to do this. I should like 
to know the opinion of the Judiciary Committee upon that point; I 
think the Senate would like to know it; and I do not think the 
Senate would hesitate a moment to express its own opinion when that 
is known. ` 

The Indian Committee are not desirous of shirking any duty; they 
have a great deal to do which they can not shirk; and where the Judi- 

iary Committee can properly relieve them, it is the desire of the com- 
mittee that they should doit. It seems to me that the suggestions of 
this resolution are so peculiarly questions of law that the Judiciary 
Committee could well dispose of them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, as I introduced the resolution, I 
wish to say that I am quite indifferent as to what committee shall take 

of this matter, though I thought when I introduced the resolu- 
tion, and I still think, the Judiciary Committee the proper committee 
to pass upon the point suggested. While I should have no objection 
to the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas, still I hope that it 
will not be adopted, but that the resolution will go to the committee 
first indicated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I hope that the amendment of my 
friend from Arkansas will be adopted. Having full sympathy with 
the objects of the resolution, I think it fairly belongs to the duty of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs to inquire into it. If we distribute the 
work in respect to the various topics in this body as it ought to be dis- 
tributed to the-committees relating to those affairs, clearly the Com, 
mittee on Indian Affairs ought to undertake this work. 

Besides that, I am sure Senators will remember that the Committee 
on the Judiciary has had referred to it already more subjects thanit can 
possibly dispose of if it were to sit every day in the week in the hours 
that we can sit and sometimes d the sittings of the Senate. So I 
am very much afraid that if the Committee on the Judiciary were in- 
structed to undertake this work, weshould be unable to obey theinstruc- 
tion, obeying earlier instructions, and undertake so much more other 
work. I hope therefore that my friend from Indiana will consent to the 
amendment in the interest of getting on with the inquiry and have the 
Committee on Indian Affairs undertake it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Onthe statement made by the Senator from Ver- 
mont, the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, as to the business 
before that committee, I accept the amendment of the Senator from 
Arkansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


JOURNAL OF RECONSTRUCTION COMMITTEE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
another resolution which comes over from yesterday. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, which was yester- 
day reported from the Committee on Printing by Mr. ANTHONY: 


That 6,000 soe of the journal of the joint committee of fifteen ap- 

, of which William Pitt Fessenden was chairman on the 

part of the Phd of the House, authorized 
“to inquire foe the condition of the States which formed the so-called 

ate States 


resented in either House of Congress, with leave to report at any time, by 
bill or otherwise,” be printed ; 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and 4,000for 
the use of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. MORRILL. TheSenators who objected to this resolution yes- 
terday no longer object to it. I think it will pass unanimously, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


THE FREE STATES OF THE CONGO. 


Mr. MORGAN. By request I offer the resolution which was sent to 
the Chair some time ago. Let it be read. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas the President of the United States in his message to Congress says. 
that “ The rich and povsious valley of the Congo is being opened to commerce 
by a society called the International African Association, of which the King of 
the Belgians is the president and a citizen of the United States the chief execu- 
tive officer. Large tracts of territory have been ceded to the association by na- 
tive chiefs, roads have been opened, steamboats placed on the river, and the 
nuclei of states established at twenty-two stations under one flag, which offers 
freedom to commerce and prohibits the slave trade. The objects of the society 
are philanthropic. It does not aim at permanent politi control, but seeks 
the neutrality of the valley. The Uni States can not be indifferent to this 
work nor to the interests of their citizens involved in it. It may become advis- 
able for us to co-operate with other commercial powers in promoting the rights 
of trade and residence in the Congo Valley free from the interference or political 
control of any one nation :” 

Be it resolved by the Senate of the United States, That prompt action is recom- 
mended to the President toward securing unrest om of access and 
traffic to our citizens in their legitimate enterprises in the Congo Basin from its 
mouth to its sources: 


1. By taking such measures as may be necessary to assure protection to our 
citizens and their trade in the territories called the Free States of the grees ee 
er the 


uired from native chiefs by the committee of the Upper Congo; and un 
fag of the African International Association, freedom from customs dues, the 
right to trade, to reside, and acquire preety, whether as traders or missiona- 
ries, freedom of religious belief, and om from the slave trade. 

2. By reasserting and applying the poney of previous administrations, deny- 
ing rights of sovereignty and of intervention by pny power, great or small, to 
the mouth of the Congo, the gateway of Central Africa; and by taking such 
steps, in concert with other commercial powers, as shall assure freedom of pas- 
sage by land and water through that region, unrestrained by any impositions, 
to all people in their legitimate pursuits; and which shall prevent the further 
deportation therefrom of Africans for forced labor in any form. 


Mr. MORGAN. As I stated, I have been requested to present that 
resolution to the Senate. Ido it with pleasure, because the suggestions 
contained in it seem to be very valuable, and it presents the question 
of the Senate acting separately from the House on a matter of requestor 
advice to the President, and it also modifies and changes some of the 
views of my own which I presented in the resolution I offered yester- 
day, which went to the Committee on Foreign Relations. I ask that 
this resolution take the same reference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and printed. 


PANAMA SHIP-CANAL. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered, by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
ved, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to furnish the Sen- 


Resol: 
ate with all information on file in the Navy Department respecting the progress 
of the work in the construction of a shipcanal = the Isthmus of 


AMENDMENTS TO THE RULES, 


Mr. HARRIS submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the seventh rule of the Senate be amended by adding thereto 
the following words: 

“The presiding officer may at any time lay, and it shall be in order at any time 
for a Senator to move to lay, before the Senate any bill or other matter sent to 
the srep rer ipenn pian sey Ke a piman and ee sai 

nding at t time suspen: r urpose. ny m on so made 
Fhall be ASADA without debate.” z 7 

Mr. HARRIS submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the eighth rule of the Senate be amended by adding thereto- 
the following words: 

“All motions made before 2 o'clock to proceed to the consideration of any 
matter shall be determined without debate.” 


PRINTING OF A REPORT. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Iam instructed by the Committee on Finance to- 
ask for the present consideration of the following order: 

A e g cen gate ag age 
Syan ngress, a ion, print und, wed, for the use 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be referred tothe. 
Comimittee on Printing. 

Mt. ALDRICH. I ask for its present consideration. It only pro- 
vides for one hundred copies. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest that as it asks for the printing of extra 
copies, if will have to go to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The statute requires that all motions. 
to print extra copies shall go to the Committee on Printing. 

GIFT OF STEAMSHIP ALERT. 


Mr. HALE. I ask consent to make a report at this time. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will receive it unless there 
be objection. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom a message 
of the President of the United States on the subject was referred, re- 
ported a joint resolution (S. R. 70) expressing the appreciation of Con- 

and the people of the United States of the generous act of Her 
Eritannic Majesty’s Government in presenting to the United States 
the Arctic steamship Alert. 

The joint resolution was read the first time by its title, and the sec- 
ond time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
-in Congress assembled, That the act of Her Britannic Majesty's Government in pre- 
senting to the United States the Arctic steamship Alert, which will be used in 
the contemplated expedition to relieve Lieutenant Greely and his ere rec- 
ognized as opportune and generous, and is deeply appreciated by the Congress 
and people of the United States. That the President be, and he is hereby, 


requested to communicate a copy of this resolution to Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment, 


Mr. HALE. [ask for the present consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? The Chair hears none, and it is be- 
fore the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS, 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Agriculture be, and he hereby is, directed 
to furnish this body at his earliest convenience— x 

First. The annual amount of wheat, rye, corn, and cotton produced in this 
county during the five crop years preceding 1882; the amount used at home for 
food, fodder, seed, and other purposes; the amount.exported abroad, with the 
surplus, if any, at the end of said crop years, each respectively. 

Second. The amount produced in the crop year 1882; the amount and uses to 
which they were applied at home; the amount exported abroad, with the sur- 
plus, if any, in this country at the end of that crop year, each respectively. 

Third. The amount produced in 1883; the amount already consumed at home, 
with the uirements in this country, and for what purposes, to the end of that 
crop year; the amount already expo |, and the amount available for export 
before the crops of 1884 are ready to market, each vely, 

Fourth. The condition of crops now in the ground, with the extent and char- 
actes of injury to the crops of 1883, each respectively. 

Fifth. ether, in his judgment, speculations in options or futyres in these 


products, where no actual transfer of the property takes place, tends to influence 
its market value to the injury of producers or consumers. 


FILE OF CALENDAR BILLS. 


Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, it would conduce greatly to the con- 
venience of Senators, and I think also to the dispatch of the public 
business, if there could be placed upon each Senator’s desk afile of bills 
reported from committees and upon the Calendar. As our files now 
are, we have no means of knowing day by day what the condition of 
the bills that have been reported from committees is, unless by sending 
to the document-room. The first print is placed on our tables, and we 
find it here in the morning, and at the close of every session it is dis- 
persed into the waste-baskets; but the reports that are made by com- 
mittees, the bills as they are amended, do not sopia in connected suc- 
cession in any way so that they are accessible during the morning hour 
when the Calendar is under consideration. 

I will move that the proper officer—I do not know whose business it 
is, but I suppose the Secretary of the Senate—be directed to prepare or 
have prepared for each Senator a file of bills upon the Calendar, with 
the reports of committees relating thereto, so that when these cases 
come up in the morning hour we may have at our desks the means of 
reference to the cases that are called. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does the Senator desire to have the entire Calendar 
each morning placed on his table? 

Mr. INGALLS. I mean a file of the bills upon the Calendar. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The entire Calendar? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And also the reports? 

Mr. INGALLS. All the reports, so that we shall have the means of 
ap, aad understanding the cases as they come up and learning how 
the bills have been reported from the committees, and also have means 
of access to the reports of the committees. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Unless the Senators will preserve them from day to 
day, the renewal of such a collection would exhaust the usual number 
printed before we got to the end of the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The point is to preserve a file of calendar bills and 
just add to it daily. 

Mr. INGALLS. Add to it from day to as the bills come in from 
committees, so that we shall havea regular file on our desks of the bills 
as they appear on the Calendar; and that is the only file that can be of 
any service to us in the consideration of our daily business, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CALIFORNIA SCHOOL LANDS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning business having beer 
concluded the Senate will proceed to the consideration of the Calendar’ 
under Rule VIII. The first bill in order will be reported. 

The bill (S. 1024) to authorize the State of California to select other’ 
lands in place of sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections returned as min- 
eral was announced as first in order, and the Senate, as in Comittitted 
ef the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move as a substitute for all of the bill after the en- 
acting clause what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an amendment to the text 
of the bill proposed by the Committee on Public Lands, which should 
be first acted on with a view of perfecting the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

The amendment reported from the Committee on Public Lands was, 
in section 1, line 3, after the word ‘‘select,’’ to insert ‘‘ from the un- 
occupied surveyed lands within the State;’’ so as to make the section 
read: 


That the State of California shall have the right to select from the unoccupied 
surveyed public lands within the State an equal quantity of other lands in lieu 
of such sixteenth and thirth-sixth sections in said State as are returned as min- 
eral land by the United States deputy surveyors or are reserved as mineral 
land by the United States; and such sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections shall 
thereupon be subject to disposal by the United States as other land of like char- 
acter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] as a substitute will now be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and to insert: 

That an act entitled “An act to provide for the survey of the public lands in 
California, the ting of pre-emption rights therein, and for other pw Mo 
approved 3, 1853, shall be construed as giving to the State of Califo: 
the right to select for school purposes other lands in lieu of such sixteenth and 
thirty-sixth sections as may have been or shall be found to be mineral lands: 

, That such indemnity selections shall be made under the limitations 
contained in said act from the surveyed public lands of the United States in the 
State of California subject to entry under the general laws, and not mineral 
nor occupied by actual settlers, nor reserved for any purpose, nor appropriated 
under any law of the United States, 


Mr. PLUMB. With the exception of a slight amendment, that is 
precisely the bill which was reported from the Committee on Public 
Lands last year for this purpose. It is not amenable to the objection 
which has been made to the bill reported this year, which permitted the 
selection of lands in any portion of the State. This amendment limits 
the selection to the land districts in which the sixteenth and thirty-sixth 
sections have been found to be mineral lands, and consequently in 
which a claim for indemnity hasarisen. It obviates the complaint that 
has been made about the scope and effect of the bill as reported from 
the committee at this session. 

Mr. GARLAND. Is this amendment authorized by the committee? 

Mr. PLUMB. It is not authorized by the committee, but it was 
submitted to me by the Senator from California as acceptable to him, 
he having introduced the bill. It was before the committee, and it 
was a question of comparative indifference which measure was taken, 
but finally an agreement was made to take the one reported at a former 
session, and this I now offer as simply the expression of the committee 
at the last session, which does coyer the point of objection which has 
been raised, and I think well raised, to the original bill of this session. 

Mr. GARLAND. The language in the early part of the amendment * 
that the act referred to shall be construed to mean so and so is a mat- 
ter for the courts and for the Department. We do not put in now that 
laws shall be construed to mean so and so. Sometimes we say it was 
the intention of an act to meansoandso. I suggest to the Senator from 
Kansas to put that in, to say that it was the intention of the act, but 
not say it shall be construed in such and such a manner. 

Mr. PLUMB. It will answer the same purpose. It was undoubt- 
edly supposed at the time that it would permit the selection of indem- 
nity lands, but the Department decided otherwise. I have no objection 
to accepting the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas that it was 
the intention of the act described to permit such selection. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I think the suggestion of the Senator 
from Arkansas is a good one, and I shall be glad to see those words in- 
serted. The bill as reported from the committee met my approval, 
for I believed it was right and proper, but objections were made of the 
character which the Senator from Kansas has explained, and I have 
been willing to consent, therefore, that the bill reported from the com- 
mittee last session, and inst which there can be no objection raised, 
be substituted for the bill on the Calendar. 

The bill was introduced at the request of the governor, the attorney- 
goa, and the superintendent of public instruction of the State of 

ifornia, and of the surveyor-general. It was drafted I believe by 
the attorney-general of the State of California. I introduced it in com- 
pliance with that request, and it was reported by the committee with 
a slight amendment. Since then objection has been raised, principally 
because it permitted these lieu lands to be taken in any part of the 
State of iornia and not confined to the last district in which the 
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reservations were made. I do not see any force in that objection, but 
since it has been made, I am perfectly willing to accept the amendment 


posed. 

P The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND], which will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 6 of the amendment it is proposed to 
strike out the words ‘‘shall be construed as giving” and insert ‘‘ was 
intended to give.” 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] as amended, 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW HAVEN. 


The Senate, as in the Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. 233) providing for the enlargement and improvement of the 
post-office, custom-ho and court-house at New Haven, Conn. It 
proposes to appropriate $50,000, to be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of the in ing and improvement of the 
Government building at New Haven, Conn., used as a ce, cus- 
tom-house, and court-house. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there areport? If not, we should have an ex- 
planation why this should be done. Why is there any necessity for 
this legislation ? 

Mr. PLATT. The chairman of the committee [Mr. MAHONE], who 
reported the bill, is not here, and I believe no written report was 
made, but I know personally the necessity which arises for this appro- 

riation. 

The building, in which are situated the post-office, the custom-house, 
and the United States court-house in New Haven, was built more than 
thirty years ago. The population of New Haven has doubled during 
that time, and it has now come to pass that the rooms assigned for the 
post-office, being the first floor and the basement, are utterly inade- 
quate for the transaction of the business of the office. I am familiar 
with it myself; and if the Senator from Missouri would step into that 
office he would see at a glance that it was impossible properly to con- 
duct the business of the post-office within the room which it can have 
at present in that building, so much so that the postmaster has at his 
own expense built a wooden annex to the building, which is of free- 
stone, in which much material, such as pouches, and other things that 
are used in the post-office, is stored of necessity. That is subject to fire 
or to burglary, and the room is entirely inadequate for the p of 
the business. There is plenty of vacant space back of the building, and 
the proposition is to enlarge by building in the vacant space one story 
high, with a glass roof, just to spend money enough to get what room 
is needed to transact the business of the post-office. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUNISHMENT OF BIGAMY. 


The bill (S. 1283) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend section 
5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in reference to biga- 
my, and for other purposes,” approved March 22, 1882, was announced 
as next in order. 

* Mr. GARLAND. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] who 

is now absent reported that bill. I ask that it be passed over without 
rejudice. 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over without 

prejudice, if there be no objection. . 


TAXATION OF RAILROAD LANDS. 


The bill (S. 60) to declare certain lands subject to taxation was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


Eaten bosga pete aerie dhru of July 1, 1862, entitled “An act to aid in the 
construction of a and tel ph line from the Missouri River to the Pa- 
ary Ocean, Fed to secure puss rt trea peoees bret ue of vs same = pona; 
military, and other purposes,” and the act amen ereof, approv: y 
1864, to several railroad companies therein named, which have been se 

and surveyed, and to which said companies respectively have become entitled 
to receive patents upon payment of the cost of surveying, selecting, and con- 
veying the same, as provided by section 21 of said amendatory act of July 2, 1864, 
norwithstanding such company have not made such payment, shall be subject 
to all legal taxes imposed under authority of any State or Territory in which 
such lands are located, to the same extent as they would have been had such 
costs been paid and the lands conveyed to said railroad companies: Provided, 
That this act shall not be construed as applying to lands already forfeited by said 
railroad companies, or either of them, nor shall it opas to relieve any such 
company from any forfeiture heretofore incurred: And provided further, That 
prior to the payans of such costs of surveying by said railroad companies no 
taxes shall be imposed except in organized counties. 

Src, 2. That in any sale of such lands for taxes the moneys due or to become 
due the United States under said acts for such costs, fees, &c., shall be and re- 
main a first lien on such lands, and shall be paid by the purchaser at such tax- 
sale, who shall thereupon, his title under the tax-sale being complete, receive a 
patent for the land so purchased by him, and which patent sl operate only 


as am evidence of the tax-title, which title shall be subject and subordinate ta 
all the rights of the United States in respect of such lands wing out of the 
lien and security on such lands created in respect of the subsidy bonds issued by 
the United States in aid of the construction of said railroads, which facts and 
reservations shall be stated in such patents. 

Sec. 3. That any railroad company or its assigns to which lands have been 
granted under the provisions ofthe said act of July 1, 1862, and the act amenda- 
tory thereof, soove July 2, 1864, referred to in section 1 of this act, shal, 
within ninety days from the passage of this act, pay into the Treasury of the 
United States all the cost of surveying, selecting, an lands 
upon which such costs shall not have been already pa’ 

Sec. 4. That in the event of failure by any such company, or its assigns, to 
comply fully with the provisions of section 1 of this act, the Secretary of the In- 
terior shall immediately ove notice to the president or treasurer of said com- 
pany that he is ready to deliver to the carey, or its assigns, a patent or pat- 
ents for all the tracts or parcels of land to which the company would be legally 
entitled if said costs of Surveying, selecting, and conve ing had been paid, 
whenever the said costs are paid by it or its assigns; and if said company, or its 
assigns, shall not, within two months of said notice, pay such costs and accept 
such patent or patents, then and thereupon the Secretary of the Interior shall 
notify the Attorney-General of the United States of such failure, and of the 
amount of such costs, as nearly as may be; whereupon the Attorney-General of 
the United States is authorized and directed to institute forthwith, in the name 
of the United States of America, in the circuit court of the United States for the 
district in which said tracts or parcels of land are situated, var and all proceed- 
ings against said egy tet A ncn A and proper to secure the payment of all 

d costs, and of the er cost of all such legal proceedings, for which the 
United States shall have a prior lien. 

Sec. 5. That on and after the date of the above notification to any such com- 
pany by the Secretary of the Interior of tender of patent as aforesaid, all tracts 
and parcels of land to which such company would be legally entitled upon the 
payment of said costs shall be subject to any and all legal taxes im under 
authority of the laws of the States or Territories in which the said lands are 
located, to the same extent that they would have been if such costs had been 
paid and the lands conveyed to such company or its assigns. 


Mr. ALLISON. Let the report be read. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. GARLAND 
January 29, 1884: 


The Committee on the Judiciary have had under consideration the bill (S, 60) 
to declare certain lands subject to taxation, and they report the same back with 
several amendments, with the recommendation that the bill as amended pass; 
and the committee beg leave to report specifically. 

-The original bill contemplates subjecting the lands granted by the act of July 
1,1862,and the acts amendatory thereof, to aid in the construction of a railroad 
and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, &c., to all legal 
taxes imposed under authority of any State or Territory in which such lands are 
located, to the same extent as they would have been had the cost of surveying, 
selecting, and conveying the same been paid, 

The committee are of opinion this is too broad, and, if adopted, would lead to 
much confusion and sometimes to great injustice. While it is true by the well- 
established rule of law these grantsare in presenti—vesting title immediately — 
making the performance of any conditions attached relate back to the date of 
the grant (Baldwin's case, 108 U. S. Rep., p. 426; Van Wyke’s case, 106 Tb., p. 360; 
McLaughlin’s case, 107 Tb., p. 526), yet the full performance of these conditions so 
as to vest title absolutely and the relative duties and obligations of the General 
Government, the railroad companies, and of the States and Territories in which 
the lands are situate are not so clearly and definitely ascertained. 

The Supreme Court of the United States (Prescott’s case, 16 Wallace, page 603), 
in passing u the acts named in this bill, seem to have held these lands could 
not be taxed as contemplated by this bill; that the title still remaining in the 
Government, a tax sale of any of the lands would vest no title. Thisleaves the 
lands to be used and ted on by the railroad companies until they see fit 
to perfect title,and at the same time prevents their being disposed of by the 
General Government for homestead or other purposes, and the States and Ter- 
ritories in which they lie can not derive any revenue from them. To meet these 
difficulties, the comm k it best to limit the taxation of these lands to 
such as have been selected and surveyed, as then all is done br the companies 
that is needed to have patents issued; and this being done, according to the ruling 
in Prescott’s case, the lands are taxable, The companies are then, by proposed 
amendments, required to pay into the Treasury of the United States, within 
ninety days from the passage of the act, all the costs of surveying, selecting, and 
conveying; and in case of failure of the companies to make these payments, the 
Secretary of the Interior must serve notice on them that he is ready to deliver 
patents upon lands to which the com ies are entitled, if such costs were 
paid; and if,after two months’ service of such notice, they fail to pay such costs 
and accept patents, the A of the United States is required to in- 
stitute proper proceedings in the courts of the United States against such com- 
panies to secure the payment of all said costs and the costs of such proceedings, 
and for these the United States shall have a prior lien. 

After this notification by the Secretary of the Interiorall tracts of land to which 
the sampanies would be legally entitled upon payment of such costs will be sub- 
ject to all legal taxes under the authority of the States and Territories in which 
they are located, and to the same extent that they would have been if such 
costs had been paid and the lands actually conveyed. 

The committee think this proceeding will bring about a selection of the lands 
included in the grant, or an abandonment of many of them by the companies, 
and relieve the ties now arising out of the strange condition in which 
these lands are. 

Ample time and opportunity are given the companies, and no injustice is done 
them; while Government is peaa in its rights and saved harmless in 
all it is called upon to do. While the committee could not consent to do violence 
against the true intent and meaning of the grant, yet they can not agree to have 
these lands as they are now, to be selected or not by the companies as they might 
see fit. Out of the great number of acres contained in these ts probably 
oS ren ea have been selected so asto separate them act y from the pub- 

ic domain. 

In any tax sale under this bill the Government preserves her first lien on the 
lands for all proper fees, &c., and when a patent issues upon any tax sale, 
it operates only as an evidence of the tax title, and that title shall be ary ned and 
subordinate to all the rights of the Government in respect of the subsidy bonds 
issued by it in aid of the construction of such roads, and these facts and reser- 
vations are required to be stated in such patents. 

With these provisions the committee feel that this vexed, and heretofore 
troublesome, question will be concluded without any injustice to any party con- 


conveying all suc’ 


` 


Mr. PLUMB. The original bill was introduced by myself. It isin 
substance the bill that has passed the Senate heretofore. Iam notable 
to give my consent to the amendment proposed by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, and before that amendment is acted upon I should like to ask 
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the Senator from Arkansas who reported it what he deems to be the 
meaning of the word ‘‘selected,’’ in line 10 of the amendment. 

Mr. GARLAND. Ifthe bill thatis now before the Senate elicits any 
epposition it will require more time than the rule allows undera five-min- 
ute debate to consider it, and in fact it will take more time than from 
now until 2 o’clock to-day, because the question propounded by the 
Senator from Kansas opens up the whole matter in reference to the his- 
tory of these grants and the proceeding of the companies in perfecting 
title to these lands and the construction placed by the courts upon them. 
It is a very important bill, and one that should be disposed of by the 
Senate one way or the other. It has given the committee a great deal 
of trouble in investigating it. 

In answering the question of the Senator from Kansas, I propose to 
enter somewhat at large into the discussion of the bill generally. We 
had better come to some understanding as to when it shall be taken 
up. The report has just been read. It should be taken up outside of 
the limit imposed on debate by the rule which now applies. 

Mr. PLUMB. What does the Senator from Arkansas* propose in 
reference to the date when it shall be considered? 

Mr. GARLAND. I propose to take it up immediately after the bill 
now pending under the control and management of the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE]. I should like to have that understanding if the 
Senate agrees toit. This is a matter that should be disposed of, but 
we cannot dispose of it under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. PLATT. Is this bill any more important than some of the other 
bills which stand upon the Calendar of General Orders? Of course I 
am not informed about the necessity of considering this bill; but I 
know that there are bills which have passed to the Calendar of General 
Orders which are important. As we have no special order now after 
the one relating to the Navy until two weeks from to-day, I had hoped 
that we might dispose of the important business which stands on the 
Calendar to be proceeded with after 2 o’clock. I should very much 
dislike to have this bill take its place as a special order immediately 
after the naval bill is disposed of, and I think if the Senators who are 
interested in it will let it go upon the Calendar of General Orders it will 
be reached at no distant day. 

I do not make formal objection to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Arkansas, but I hardly think that he ought to ask that this bill be made 
a special order to come in after the present order is disposed of. 

Mr. GARLAND. Then I will let this bill pass over informally and 
notify the Senate that the first time I get an opportunity I will call it 


up. 
Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to its going over if it can go over 
to some time and in some way whereby it can be discussed and decided 


intelligently. 
Mr. GARLAND. That is what I want. 4 
Mr. PLUMB. It is a bill that ought to be considered at a very early 


day, and I hope the difference of views in regard to it is not so radical 
that it cannot be reconciled. Certainly it should be disposed of when 
taken up, at all events. A bill of similar purport has passed the Sen- 
ute twice. It is designed to remedy a very crying evil. While I am 
not able to agree with the Judiciary Committee in to the 
amendment that they have proposed, I certainly am anxious that the 
entire subject shall be disposed of as early as possible. I hope the 
amendment of the committee will be voted down when the matter is 
considered. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I was not able to give my entire 
consent to the conclusions of the Judiciary Committee in their action 
upon this bill, but I assented to the report of the amendment because 
it appeared to be the best that could at that time be accomplished. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] suggests that the bill 
may not have sufficientimportance to warrant its assignment as a special 
order after the naval bill is disposed of. The Senator of course is not 
aware of the condition of a very large proportion of the territory of what 
are known as the homestead States and Territories of the West and 
Northwest or I am very sure he would not have been made the re- 
mark that he did make. 

The practical operation is this: The different railroad companies that 
have become entitled to grants of land under previous acts of Congress 
refuse to have them surveyed and patented and thus ted from 
the great mass of the public domain, so that they can become liable to 
taxation. The consequence is that in many counties in the State of 
Kansas, in many others in the State of Nebraska, and in large portions 
of the organized Territories of the Northwest there are communities 
that are deprived of the means of support in consequence of the refusal 
of the railroads to take out patents for the land to which they claim 
themselves to be entitled under the acts of Congress. Of course States 
can not be permitted to tax lands the title to which is in the Govern- 
ment of the United States; and this is a measure to compel the roads 
to pay the cost of surveying and take out titles to the lands which they 
claim or else forfeit them, so that the States and Territories where these 
lands lie may be permitted to have these lands entered by homestead 
and pre-emption settlers or else taxed to the railroads to carry on the 
affairs of local self-government. 

I hope, Mr. President, that the Senator will not interpose any objec- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1381 


tion, but will agree that this measure, of such great and vital impor- 
tance to a very large proportion of my constituents and of the constitu- 
ents of other gentlemen representing the North and Northwest, may be 
allowed to be considered at an early day. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Kansas will bear me witness that 
I did not make any formal objection, but knowing that other Senators 
from the newer sections of the country were more informed on this sub- 
ject than myself, I made the remarks which I did in the nature of in- 
quiry for information. The matter which I had in my mind as not 
desiring to have postponed unduly by these special orders is one in 
which I think the Senator from Kansas is interested, and that is a bill 
which stands now fourth on the Calendar of General Orders, a bill to 
amend section 4919 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the recovery of 
damages for the infringement of patents. 

The only object or purpose which I had in making the remarks that 
I did make was to try to preserve that bill in a place where we might 
get early action upon it. If Senators deem that this bill is so impor- 
tant thatit should be made a special order I shall interpose no objection, 
but I will call upon the Senator from Kansas at no distant day to help 
me to get consideration for the bill of which I speak. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator shall have my hearty co-operation. 

Mr. GARLAND. On the statements made all around Ishall let this 
bill go upon the Calendar under Rule IX, anid if there be any difficulty ` 
when it is reached, I think the Senate can accommodate matters so as to 
have itconsidered. ‘This bill will take some time, and we might as well 
settle it once for all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill will be reported. 


WILLIAM T. PATE & CO. 


The bill (S. 528) for the relief of Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner of 
William T. Pate & Co., was considered as.in Committee of the Whole. 
It provides for the payment to Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner of 
William T. Pate & Co., of Patriot, Ind., of $19,385, being the amount - 
gue them for taxes paid the 16th of March, 1867, on distilled spirits 
Which had already paid the tax required by law. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have simply to say that this bill was reported 
by me from the Committee on Finance, which committee has on two 
occasions unanimously approved the bil]. It has also received the ap- 
proval of the Committee on Ways and Means of the House. There isa 
report on file, which is of some length, but which I shall have read if 
any Senator desires. If the reading is not desired, I ask for action on 
the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
the report be read. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then let the report be read. That is the best 
statement that can be made. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Voor- 
HEES, from the Committee on Finance, January 29, 1884: 

The facts in this case are substantially these: The petitioners were licensed dis- 
tillers at Patriot, Ind., and had carried on that business on a scale formany 


years. In the month of February, 1867, Mr. Reed, a revenue detective, made a 
report to the collector of the third Indiana district— 


I should like to have a statement of the case or that 


Gallons. Gallons. 

1, That said firm had sold from September 1 to December 
31, 1866, of distilled spirits (see evidence, page 98) 
From their sales he deducted : 


197, 894. 50 


2. Tax-paid spirits on hand September 1, 1866 (see page 98)........ 3,650 
3. Taxes paid on spirits from September 1 to December 31, 1866.. 184,552 
188, 202: 00 
ANeping a GOCE O80. 5 cco catkcsscisacdsaaccares)ducesntsecsssounonasesuootetoy verses 9, 692. 50 


Making a tax, at $24 gallon, of $19,385, 


Upon this report being made, the collector of said district seized the distillery, 
and the assessor assessed said sum against Pate & Co. without investigation of 
the facts. The petitioners, after the seizure of their distillery, paid the money 
on the 16th day of March, 1867, under port; and in April, 1867, made applica- 
tion to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for a release of their distillery 
and a repayment of the money, stating in their application that the tax was 
wrongfully assessed and collected; that the reportof Mr. Reed was incorrect; 
that said sum ought to be refunded, for the reasons— 

Gallons. 
1. That their sales of distilled spirits from September | tu December 
SL; 1BOB, WETS (OOO PURO TI) NEETER EIE EIA OE, ANETA EE ETN 211,798. 00 


2. That they had on hand September 1, 1866, of tax-paid distilled spirits 


16, 045.00 


4. That they removed in bond (same 63,716.00 
5. Paid alleged deficit March 16, 1867.. 9, 692. 50 
Making total taxes paid...... a+. 221, 664.78 
Deduct: dales a8 Move isso Oange en VANIS DESTE laces 211, 798. 00 
Making erroneously paid (see page 77, printed evidence)......... 9, 866.78 


The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, sa the receipt of the application 
made by claimants, released their distillery, but refused to refund the money. 
He appointed another revenue agent to make an investigation of the facts, and 
this agait, after an examination of the matter, reported them to be as the claim- 


ants „and said, among other things in arpo that— 
“Mr. Pate is a man of large meansand good it (see page 83). I found 
noth that looked like fraud in my investigations; everything is properly ar- 


ran, about the distillery (see page 83). 
“Tam firmly convinoad that great wrong has been done Mr, Pate. He has 


. William T. Pate and Silas Q. Howe, of 
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been greatly damaged in his business and injured in his reputation (see page 
$1 


uy respectfully but urgently recommend that Mr. Pate’s distillery be released 
from seizure as soon as possible, and such other steps taken as your sense of jus- 
tice shall dictate (see page 82).”’ i 

The assistant assessor of said district says: 

“I hereby certify that I have carefully investi; 


ted the facts inthe within affi- 
davit of Sils Q. Howe and William T. Pate, of date of April 13,1867,and from 
my own personal knowledge of said parties and investigations made I am fully 
satisfied ibat the same are in every res true as therein set forth, I verily 
believe that the amount paid, $19,385, with the penalties, ought immediately to 


refunded. 
” “JAMES H. TITUS, 
“ Assistant Assessor Third District Indiana, 
** Vevay, April 13, 1867.” 
(See page 104 of evidence.) 


The late assistant assessor of said district says: 

“I have carefully investigated the facts set forth in the affidavit of Silas Q. 
Howe and William T. Pate, of the firm of W. T. Pate & Co., and am satisfied that 
the facts as therein stated arein all respects just and true; t from my personal 
knowledge of the membersof said firm and their high standing and position as 
men of business for truth and integrity, and the thorough investigations I have 
made of their books in 1862, 1863, 1564, 1385, 1866, I have found ne fraud upon their 
part, and always believed none was committed. Iam satisfied from the pres- 
ent investigation that said distillery he rv be released, and that said sum paid 
by them ought in justice to be refunded, together with all penalties. 

“JOHN F. DOAN, 
“ Late Assistant Assessor Eighth Division Third District Indiana, 

“* Vevay, April 13, 1867.” 

(See page 100.) 


The deputy collector of said district says: 
“I hereby certify that I have carefully investigated the facts in the affidavit of 
te of April 13, 1867, and that I fully be- 
lieve the statements to be in all respects just and true, and that in justice to said 
Pate & Co. their distillery at Patriot, Ind., ought to be released, as I am fully 
satisfied that there was no fraud committed by them upon the revenue, as 
alleged by Alexander Reed, revenue agent; and that the sum of $19,385 and all 
penalties should be immediately refunded. . 
Witness my name and official seal this 13th day of April, 1867. 
SEAL. ] JAMES J. SERING, 

“ Deputy Collector Seventh Division Third District Indiana.” 


(See page 101.) 


Another deputy collector of said district says: 


UNITED STATES INTERNAL REVENUE, 
DEPUTY COLLECTOR'S OFFICE, 
Third District Indiana, May 8,1869. 

I hereby certify that I have carefully investigated the facts set forth in the 
affidavit of W.T. Pate and Silas Q. Howe, and the Exhibit A therein referred to, 
and find the same to be in all respects just and true as therein set forth; * * + 
that the quantity, paid taxes, and removal in bond exceed their sales by 
9,866.96 gallons; and that the sum of $19,385, the tax on 9,692} gallons, should be 
refunded, as it has been twice assessed and paid the tax. 

R. F. T. ABBOTT, 
Deputy Collector, 

(See page 6l.) 

The collector for said district says: 

“I hereby certify that I have carefully kaveasio on the facts in the within af- 
fidavit, and am satisfied that the statementsare in all respects just and true, and 
I further certify, upon personal examination, that the name of the claimants 
and the amounts claimed are found reported on page I, line 1,of the lists of 
.form 93, for September and October, 1866, and again reported on page 1, line 9, 
of the list of form 23, of February, 1867, now on file in my office, and the same 
was paid on the 17th and Mth of September, 20th of October, 1866, and again paid 
on the 16th day of March, 1867, and is included in the aggregate receipts forsaid 
lists, the receipts amounting to $251,800, and delivered to the assessor to be trans- 
mitted to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and has not been allowed in 
anyform. Dated May 29, 1869. 

“SMITH JONES, 


“ Collector Third District, Indiana,” 
(See page 61.) 


The assessor of said district also certifies to the correctness of the facts as 
stated by Pate & Co. (See sa | 

There is a great deal of other evidence in the record not necessary to be stated 
here, as it merely corroborates that of the assessors, collectors, and deputy col- 
lectors and assistant assessors. Upon this testimeny, and after a very careful 
examination of all the facts and figures contained in the voluminous record be- 
fore us, the committee are of the opinion that there was an erroneous assessment 
and collection of the tax on 9,692} gallons of spirits, and that it ought to be re- 
funded, We therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to call up the unfinished business of 


yesterday. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I ask the Senate to finish the bill on which we 
are engaged. It will take but a little while. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Indiana asks con- 
sent to go on with the pending case. : 

Mr. HALE. How long will it take? 

Mr. VOORHEES. It ought not to take five minutes. The Senator 
from Kansas called for the reading of the report. 

Mr. INGALLS. I merely asked for a statement of the factson which 
the bill was reported. I did not ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Perhaps I ought to have made a brief statement, 
but the report was so full and conclusive that I thought its reading 
woulti be more satisfactory. 

Mr. HALE. I will not object if it takes no more time than is stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to con- 
tinuing the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. This case has been well considered and has passed 
se Committee on Finance twice. I only ask for the action of the 

nate. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk 
announced that the House had a joint resolution (H. Res. 186 
for the relief of Frank Galt; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

ADDITIONAL STEEL VESSELS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair now lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business of yesterday, which is the bill (8. 698) to au- 
thorize the construction of additional steel vessels for the Navy. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the bill, as reported from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, be read. It is not long. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The amefidments reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs were 
in section 1, line 12, after the word ‘‘and,”’ to strike out ‘‘two”’ and 
insert ‘‘one;’’ in line 13, after the word ‘‘light,’’ to strike out ‘‘gun- 
boats’’ and insert ‘‘gunboat;’’ and in the same line, after the word 
tí tons,” to strike out *' each’’ and insert: 

And one gunboat, not to exceed nine hundred tons, to be built on pane and 
specifications to be furnished by the Admiral of the Navy, and under his super- 
vision and directions, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Navy. 

So as to read: 


That the President is hereby authorized to direct the construction of seven 
steel vessels for the Navy of the United States, as recommended in the report 
of the naval advisory board dated October 25, 1883, and in the annual report 
of the Secretary of the Navy of December 1, 1883, as follows: One cruiser of 
4,500 tons displacement, one cruiser of 3,000 tons, one dispatch vessel of 1,500 
tons, two heavily-armed gunboats of 1.500 tons each, and one light gunboat of 750 
tons, and one gunboat not to exceed 900 tons, to be built on plans and specifica- 
tions to be furnished by the Admiral of the Navy, and under his supervision and 
directions, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Sec. 2. That the President is further authorized to direct the construction of 
one steel ram, as recommended by the first naval advisory board, November 7, 
1881; of one cruising torpedo-boat, advocated by the same board and by the 
present advisory board in its memorandum of November 21, 1882; and of two 
of the harbor torpedo-boats recommended by said tirst board and in the report 
from the Bureau of Ordnance of November 1,1883; all of which are recommended 
in the annual report of the Secretary of the Navy. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Navy of the United States, its con- 
dition, its efficiency, in view of any possible or probable complication 
with other nations, or as a representative of the power of this country 
wherever its commerce is now found or may be found in the years to 
come, presents a subject which has been growing in importance for 

ears. 

It has been Seen that as we have receded from the time of the war of 
the rebellion the great naval force which was by necessity then called 
into being has gradually but surely diminished, and that not much has 
been done by Congress in the way of replacing the war navy of the 
United States with new, good ships, built after the fashion of the best 
approved modern naval E 

Different administrations of the Xavy Department have found the old 
wooden war vessels upon their hands, and have been obliged, out of the 
ordinary annual appropriations for the running of the Department, to 
take money enough to repair these old ships and keep them afloat upon 
the waters of the globe. 

In a few instances special appropriations have been made for emer- 
gencies, as in the case of the threatened rupture with Spain in 1873, 
and a few new ships have been built from money specifically appropri- 
ated therefor; but in the main the Navy of the United States for al- 
most twenty years has been kept in such condition of efficiency as it was 
possible out of moneys taken from the ordinary running appropriations 
made annually for the general uses of the Department. : 

During this time other great powers of the world have rejected and 
abandoned their old ships, have built in their places new ones, have 
tried experiment after experiment in relation to the structure and arma- 
ment of naval ships, and, after spending millions and tens of millions 
of dollars, are found to-day with great fleets of formidable cruising and 
fighting war ships. 

Of such as these the United States to-day has hardly one, and yet 
should any trouble with any foreign power arise, as it may, and the 
property and lives of American citizens should be found helplessly and 
hopelessly at the mercy of any foe possessing not one-tenth of our wealth 
and power but armed with half a dozen modern war ships with a mod- 
ern war armament, the Amesican people would be loath to forgive any 
administration or any party or any public man that had contributed 
actively or had by silence allowed the Republic to fall into this de- 
fenseless condition. 

The bill which I have reported, and which is now before the Senate, 
is an effort to in some degree prevent this. I have but one apol to 
make for it, and that is that in my judgment it does not under all ex- 
isting circumstances go half farenough; but the committee has thought 
it wise, and in this conclusion I join to report a bill covering a er- 
ate expenditure of money for the purpose of testing the sense of Con- 
gress upon this most important and pressing subject. 
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The bill provides for the construction of seven new steel vessels for 
the Navy of the United States of the following descriptions and classes: 
One cruiser of 4,500 tons displacement, one cruiser of 3,000 tons, one 
dispatch vessel of 1,500 tons, two heavily-armed gunboats of 1,500 tons 
each, one gunboat of 750 tons, and one gunboat, not to exceed 900 
tons, to be built on plans and specifications to be furnished by the Ad- 
miral of the Navy. 

It provides further for the construction of one steel ram, of one cruis- 
ing torpedo-boat, and of two harbor torpedo-boats. 

I am glad to say that this is not the first step taken in building 
up the American Navy. By the act of March 3, 1883, the construc- 
tion of one large steel cruiser, of the class provided for first in this 
bill, two cruisers of the 3,000-ton class, and one dispatch-boat was au- 
thorized. 

The questions arising as to the construction of theseships, their models 
and plans, their machinery and their armament, were all importantand 
difficult to be settled. It was comparatively a new and untried field. 
The Secretary of the Navy, exercising a discretion and wisdom whichI 
commend, lett these matters y to the naval advisory board which 
Congress had provided for. Nostepin the construction ofthe ships which 
are now building—the Chicago, the Boston, the Atlanta, and the Dol- 
phin—has been taken without the fullest supervision and inspection and 
approval of this board. The classes and types were such as have been 
recommended by the naval advisory board of 1881, which board, in an 
elaborate report which I shall be glad to have Senators read, presented 
the whole subject of the condition of the American Navy, its needs and 
wants and a plan for reconstructing it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Would it interfere with the Senator if I were 
to ask him a question in this connection? 

Mr. HALE. No, sir. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. DoI understand the honorable Senator to say 
that the recommendations of the advisory board of 1881, appointed un- 
der Secretary Hunt, have been followed by the second and present ad- 
visory boards? 

Mr. HALE. No, I donot say that. I say that the classes and types 
of ships that are now being constructed—the Chicago, the Atlanta, &c.— 
were such as were reported upon favorably by that board. The beard 
went further, and provided for or recommended the construction of other 
«lasses of ships larger and more expensive, but these are included in 
the recommendations of that board. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If I understand the Senator aright, if I may 
again interrupt him, as to the size of the ships as recommended by the 
two boards he is to a certain extent correct, although the first board 
recommended a larger ship than any under construction by this board; 
but as to all other things connected with the ships themselves, I think 
there is a vast difference between the recommendations of the first board 
and the recommendations of the second board under whose recom- 
mendations vessels are now being built. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will bear in mind that I confined my state- 
ment to these ships being of the class or type. As to the details of 
their construction, that matter fell upon another advisory board, of 
which I shall speak. 

The naval advisory board of 1881 having investigated this subject and 
made the elaborate report to which I have referred was succeeded by 
the naval advisory board of 1882, and I wish that Senators would look 
into the make-up of these advisory boards. Upon both of these boards 
have been placed some of the oldest and wisest officers of the Navy, 
joined with younger men who have rendered service in ships propelled 
by the power which is mainly in use inall ships to-day. To these were 
joined experts in marine architecture and construction. The reports of 
these boards, made from time to time and covering the entire range of 
the subject-matter, will be found accompanying the last annual report 
of the Secretary of the Navy, where this whole question is most ex- 
haustively treated. 

The cruisers, the dispatch-boat, and the gunboats provided for in this 
bill are recommended by the naval advisory board in its report dated 
October 25, 1883. A 

The ram and torpedo-boats are such as are recommended by the first 
advisory board, November 7, 1881. The larger vessels are of the same 
class and type of those now building. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, before coming to a conclusion upon 
this bill, held many and prolonged sessions and summoned to its as- 
sistance not only the Secretary of the Navy and the members of the 
advisory board, but distinguished and eminent officers in the service, 
who were requested to give the committee, for the benefit of Congress, 
their views upon the kinds of ships best adapted to the needs of our 
Navy. This testimony has all been printed for the use of Congress, and 
all that had been taken up to the date when the bill was reported is 
found in the document which I hold in my hand accompanying the re- 
port of the committee. Other testimony and views have been taken 
and since printed. 

It has not been found possible to adopt any model or type of war ves- 
sel that will suit everybody. The committee has found that officers of 
the eer pee skill, intelligence, and with long experience differ 
as to details of construction. Vexing questions have arisen as to hull 
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models, as to deck protection, as to machinery, as to the manner in 
which the hulls shall be built or protecte@; but the committee has been 
gratified to find generally a marked unanimity of sentiment among 
naval officers in favor of the kinds of vessels now building and provided 
for in this bill. It refers to the testimony of the Secretary of the Navy, 
the members of the advisory board, the Admiral of the Navy, Rear- 
Admiral Rodgers, Rear-Admiral Jenkins, Commodore Semmes, and 
other officers, as found inthe report. In a few cases the committee has 
found distinguished officers of the Navy, like Chief Constructor Wilson 
and Chief Engineer Isherwood, who are filled with doubts and fears as 
to the new ships; but, all things considered, the committee was im- 
pressed with the belief that the Chicago, the Boston, the Atlanta, and 
the Dolphin will make admirable, efficient ing cruisers, and that 
the kinds of ships provided for in this bill, when enough of them shall 
be built, will give us a valuable cruising navy. 

Every one of the questions about which doubt has been raised has 
been examined with scrupulous care by the naval advisory board, 
whose conclusions have been approved by the Secretary of the Navy. 
All the light that could be thrown upon the subject, through the ex- 
perience of officers who have observed the navies of the world, was at 
the disposal of this board, and the result of these investigations has 
been the selection of the classes of vessels now provided for. 

It will perhaps be said that, before giving money to build more 
new ships of the kind now under process of construction, we should 
wait until these have been fully tried; but the committee believes 
that no year should pass without some important addition of new ves- 
sels to the Navy, and an entire year will be lost by waiting for the com- 
pletion and trial of the new ships. While the ships provided for ir 
this bill are to be of the same class as those authorized last year, yetit 
is clear that variations and adaptations will be made as the first set of 
vessels are brought nearer to completion; so that the ships now pro- 
vided for will have the benefit of the experience gained in building the 
first, and I believe that no year should pass without at least six new 
ships being added to our Navy. I wish it were twice as many, until 
we have a good navy of steel ships, numbering at least fifty in all. 

All these ships will be fast cruisers, attaining a speed ranging from 
thirteen to sixteen and eighteen miles, and thus far surpassing any- 
thing that we have to-day inour Navy. They will be formidable fight- 
ing vessels in time of war, and will be able to pursue and overtake 
nearly every vessel in the merchant marine of any foreign power. 

The details of the construction of the ships now building have been 
most carefully attended to, and all of the papers and memoranda re- 
lating to the contracts under which they are being built have been laid 
before Congress, and are found accompanying the report of the Secre- 


I have given much time and study to this subject, and while I do 
not now propose to consume the time of the Senate by going further 
into details, I shall be glad in the course of any debate that may arise 
to do my best at answering any question that any Senator may raise as 
to these ships; but I hope that the Senate, without long delay, will see 
to it that this bill is passed. 

Mr. BECK. Shall I interrupt the Senator if I put a question? 

Mr. HALE. Not at all. 

Mr. BECK. I do not propose to debate this bill, because I am nota 
member of the Naval Committee and therefore not well enough advised 
upon the subject. The bill itself does not seem to have any particular 
guards around it, but gives just a general authority to go and build the 
ships. Is it proposed that they shall be built in private yards orin the 
United States navy-yards, or where? The bill does not disclose where 
they are to be built. 

Mr. HALE. I will answer the Senator in a moment upon that very 
point. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ], the dissent- 
ing member of the Naval Committee, has introduced an amendment 
which I presume he will put before the Senate for its action, in which 
he strikes out seven vessels and inserts four. In doing that he leaves 
out the 4,500-ton cruiser which is like the Chicago, the 3,000-ton cruiser 
which is like the Boston and Atlanta, and the 1,500-ton dispatch-boat 
which is like the Dolphin, and provides only for the building of the 
four gunboats covered by section 1, and of the ram and torpedo-boats 
covered by section 2. That is all well so far as it goes, but it is aban- 
doning the leading feature of the bill. It is abandoning the further 
construction of ships like those we are now building. It is the theory 
that I have alluded to of *‘ waiting,” of doing nothing or almost noth- 
ing. Lhope that the Senate will not in any way emasculate this bill 
or cut it down, and if anything is done to it I for one should prefer that 
it be made greater rather than less. 

The sums of money that are called for during the ensuing year by 
the bill as reported need not alarm any Senator. The entire construc- 
tion of every vessel covered by the bill during the next two years 
amounts to only $4,852,000, including hull, machinery, equipment, and 
ordnance, ready for sea as war cruisers, and only one-half of that will 
be needed during the coming fiscal year from July 1, 1884, to July 1, 
1885. If the bill shall pass untouched, unmolested, Congress will be 
called upon this year to appropriate but $2,426,000 for the construction 
of these new ships. Surely the American Senate will not hesitate at am 
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appropriation as limited as that for new additional ships for the Amer- 
ican Navy. If it should hestate at all, it ought to be whether it would 
not make it double that sum. 

In answer to the point raised by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Beck] let me say that the bill has been drawn, as the Senator will see, 
upon the theory of the act of last year and covers the same classes of 
vessels. I have anamendment which I propose to offer which subjects 
the building of these ships to the same tions and restrictions that 
were thrown around the building of the ships under the act of March 3, 
1883; so that the objection raised by the Senator from Kentucky will 
be reached by this amendment. ; 

Mr. BECK. Allow me to say that I have raised no objection. I 
asked the question where these ships were tobe built. We have anavy- 
yard at Mare Island, one at Pensacola, one at Norfolk, one at League 
Island, one at Brooklyn, one at Boston, and one at Portsmouth, and I 
do not know whether they are to be built there or whether they are to 
be built by private contract. I asked the question merely, not being 
advised. 


Mr. HALE. I should not have used the word ‘‘ objection.” The 
inquiry made by the Senator from Kentucky seemed to be entirely per- 
tinent and fitting, and one that I was very glad to have put, because it 
called my attention to what I might have forgotten in the course of my 
remarks. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish tosay that my interest in the matter is largely 
of the same kind as that of the Senator from Kentucky, though I do 
not know that it takes precisely the same direction. I should be glad 
to know that these ships were not to be built in a Government yard. 
-I have an abiding conviction that we shall not get the highest results 
of the skill of American mechanics, of American genius, in the con- 
struction of ships if we construct them under the directions of the Navy 
Department in the Government navy-yards. I believe, instead of con- 
structing them there, they ought to be constructed upon such compe- 
tition as would give the Government the benefit of the best there is of 
genius and skill as applicable to naval vessels. 

Mr. HALE. All of that subject was gone over very thoroughly after 
the report of the first naval advisory board, and Congress determined 
in the act of March 3, 1883, the restrictions and regulations that should 
surround this whole subject-matter. Not one thing can be done by 
contract outside withoutadvertisement in prominent papers in all parts 
of the country, without proposals being invited in every direction, 
without the whole plan and process of construction being submitted to 
builders everywhere in the United States; and after all the time had 
been allowed thatanybody required bids were put in, and not one step 
was taken without the bids being submitted to scrutiny and analysis, 
and the contract being awarded to the lowest bidder. It was believed, 
and in that opinion I share, that these ships could not be built so well, 
so cheaply, so quickly in the navy-yards as they could outside, and in 
that we followed what has been the practice of other naval powers 
upon the continent of Europe and of Great Britain. 

In invoking the attention and interest and sympathy of the Senate 
for this bill, which as I have said comes from the Naval Committee with 
I think but one dissenting voice, and that perhaps more with reference 
to detail and extent than anything else, I wish to say that it is a bill 
which presents no special appeal to one locality or to one party. Itin- 
volves the dignity, the self-respect, and it may be the safety of the 
American Republic. We have gone on for years safely with a dwin- 
dling navy. Papers will be putin before this debate closes which will 
show how that navy has dwindled, how feeble it is to-day, and the man 
is blind I believe who does not realize that at any time the United States 
may be called upon to maintain propositions with regard to the Amer- 
ican continent, with reference to its influence, with reference to its con- 
trol, with reference to its transit, upon which the American people are 
substantially of one mind. I do not believe that it will be possible for 
the United States for the next twenty-five years to be kept from con- 
tact and complication with foreign powers, as it has been fortunately for 
the last twenty years. The Old World and the Neware being brought 
nearer together every day. Commerce and traffic increase daily; the 
ocean passage grows shorter; submarine cables bring the two worlds to- 

. gether so far as the doing of business goes; the commerce of the Pacific, 
to be, very soon it may be, of a magnitude that no man has dreamed of, 
may be the great prize of the world; and the United States can not 
afford to lie supinely and let that commerce be monopolized by any 
European power. To-day a foreign enterprise, with foreign capital, 
purely under foreign ent, has undertaken the task of piercing 
the isthmus that joins North and South America and Jetting the two 
oceans flow together. I, for one, am not prepared to take my position 
with any party or with any sentiment that will leave this Government 
powerless and with no means of asserting power whenever the United 
States shall feel that the day has come for it to announce firmly to 
other nations that the control of the transit of the American continent 
can not be left in the hands of any power outside of the American con- 
tinent. 

I do not predict immediate trouble. I wish it were possible that for 
twenty years to come we could go along without any force inour Navy, 
without any means of asserting power, without maintaining our dig- 
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nity whenever any question should arise with any European power. I 
wish that tomy mind were possible. I do not believe it; and I con- 
sider that the first duty of the American Congress is to make some fit- 
ting preparation, so that if any trouble does arise we may be in a con- 
dition to avert war rather than to invite it. 

Mr. BECK. I asked a question of the Senator from Maine which he 
has not answered yet, and about which perhaps we ought to be thor- 
oughly advised. It is in regard to the ships that we propose to buld, 
where they are to be built and how they are to be built. I hardly 
know now who is building them or what state of progress the ships we 
are now building are in, but I suppose in the course of the debate we 
shall ascertain that fact. 

In one thing I agree with the Senator from Maine. We have a 
dwindling navy and a navy that is despicable, I suppose, even to the 
third-rate powers of the world; but it has not been for want of money 
given by the Congress of the United States. While the Senator was 
yet speaking, having some documents before me, I looked at them, and 
I find this state of facts in the last statistical abstract, page 3: The 
Congress of .the United States has voted to the Navy Department 
since 1866, after the war, over $385,000,000 to build up a navy with, 
besides all the old material sold by the Department, which amounted 
to many millions more. I find by looking at the Secretary’s report 
which [ hold in my hand, that from the first foundation of the Gov- 
ernment in 1791 up to 1860, during which time we did maintain a 
respectable navy, all the appropriations ever made to the Navy De- 
partment amounted to $336,000,000. Why is the Navy dwindling ? 
We have given more money by nearly $50,000,000 since 1866 to build 
up our Navy than we had given from the foundation of the Government 
to the year 1860. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges- 
tion right there ? 

Mr. BECK. Ofcourse. I am seeking information. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I think the Senator is simply giving to the Sen- 
ate information as to the amount of money appropriations made. 

Mr. BECK. Yes, Iam. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let me say to my friend that was only a small 
part of the cost of the Navy during that period. At the close of the 
war there were some six hundred and odd vessels upon the Navy Reg- 
ister. They have been traded away, broken up, and gone into the hands. 
of favored contractors; they represent in cost to the Government mill- 
ions and tens of millions of dollars, together with the material of which 
the Senator speaks that was in the navy-yards at the close of the war. 
So he can now form something like an approximate idea of the cost of 
the naval establishment during the period he has named. 

Mr. BECK. Iam showing that the dwindling Navy has not been 
for want of money. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to inter- 
rupt him? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Kentucky yield to the Senator from South Carolina ? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly; I yield to anybody. 

Mr. BUTLER. While not exactly upon the point which the Senator 
is discussing, I think itis somewhat in reply to a question propounded 
by him to the Senator from Maine as to the manner in which these ships- 
are to be built; if he will pardon me, I will read from the testimony 
given by Admiral Porter before the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
perhaps it will throw some light on that point. 

Mr. BECK. I shall be glad to hear it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will read only for the purpose of giving informa- 
tion what Admiral Porter said in reply to a question which was put 
by myself upon that very point. I confess I wanted information. I 
put the following question to Admiral Porter, to which I will read his. 
reply: 

With our present facilities for building ships in this country, how long would 
it take to get a navy of the size you have just indicated? 

Admiral Porter. It depends altogether on the application of the amount of 
labor to the work. You go to work and employ the great ship-yards of this 
country, Cramp in Philadelphia, Harlan & Hollingsworth in ilmington, 
John Roach in Chester, and some in the Eastern States and in New York and 
Boston, and you can soon do it. It is the number of men you put to work; it 
is the application of labor that solves the question. 

Senator BUTLER. But I wanted your judgment as to how long it would take, 
dares applianens we have in this country now, to get the number of ships 

ica le 

ar ees ea PORTER. I think five years will do the whole of it if you will only 
give out the contraets and get rid of the idea which most ple have that the 
object in the building of the ships is to make somebody rich. That is all non- 
sense. Our contractors are as honest as any people the world, and are as 

. They do not overreach the Government half as much as contractors do- 
in foreign countries. If we want fine ships, we must pay pay for them; we can 
not Ret them for nothing, and when you have them they will last fifty years. 
The life of an old ship was eight or nine years before you began to repair her. 
These splendid large iron ships are 
repairs except to the machinery. T 
built of iron. 

If it was only to show foreign nations what we could do in an emergency now, 
it would be worth while to set our ship-yards to work. 

They laugh at us and say we can neither go to war rior defend ourselves from 

because we can not build ships nor make 


+ ns. 
Senator BUTLER, Admiral, what is the pon of foreign governments, Great 
Britain, Germany, France, and Italy, in building their ships? Do they build 


ing to last forty years lon, 


without any 
t is theadvantage in ha 


g these vessels. 


them themselves or do they let them out by contract? 
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Admiral PORTER. Almost all their are built at private establishments 
by contract. Italy may be excepted in the case of her largest ships. 

Senator BUTLER. None built by the government? 

Admiral PORTER. There ey pacer ox eanta eet ve = Her — not Ang 
so. Asa matter of policy Great rpa F vates uilding yards. 
The salvation of (he country in case of war would depend on oes: Weshould 
follow the example of Great Britain. 

Senator Jones. Is it so in Great Britain? 5 7, 

Admiral PORTER. They are built by private individuals. Their navy-yards 
are fitting yards. They fit out vessels in the navy- but they are built by 
the best hda in the country, and that policy ought to be pursued in this coun- 
try. As I said before, when war comes then we would have these great ship- 
building places with their plant which had accumulated during peace. The 
NAVYy-YyA should be used altogether for fitting purposes. Iam opposed to 
building ships in Government yards. __ 3 

Senator BUTLER. Is there a navy-yard in the United States that could build a 
ship out and out now? 

Admiral PORTER. There is. I had one built in a navy-yard once, and I assure 
you when I got through with her I weighed about forty pounds less than I did 
when I ; but we could build these in case of necessity. 

Senator JoxEs. Whose fault was that? 

Admiral Porter. She was a very small vessel. She cost $460,000 built at a 
and she could have been built at an outside establishment for 


navy- n 
. without any trouble at all. I know this certainly, because they charged 
pana to to that small vessel. They charged one item ‘alone of $50,000, work 


put on the Trenton, and other ofthe same kind. One item,I think, was 


a hot-house for some one in the navy-yard. 


Senator BUTLER. becomes a very important it seems to me. 
Admiral PORTER. You can never ascertain what a psoas in a navy-yard. 
Senator Jones. What do you attribute that difference in cost to? 


Admiral Porter. Politics, That is about the fact of it. The navy-yards ure 


very much used for political and very naturally. If I wasa politician 
I suppose I would do the same thing. If I could get my friends into the navy- 
y: ia pea T Doaa ae ers do; butat the same time, if I was in 
pad yi the yard I would do all I could to stop it. . But what I say is the fact, 
and it causes a great deal of the expense. 

That is rather upon the line of the inquiry propounded by the Senator 
from Kentucky as to where these ships would be built and how they 
should be built. As I remember the testimony of some one of the gen- 
tlemen who came before us, I think he made the statement that there 
was not a navy-yard in this country that could complete a vessel out 
and out. 

Mr. BECK. I suppose that accounts, especially the latter clauses of 
it, for how a good deal of the $385,000,000 that we have voted away in 
the last seventeen or eighteen years has gone. 

Mr. BUTLER. Possibly so. 

Mr. BECK. They charged $80,000 to the Trenton when it did not 
go to the ship at all. Perhaps many other eighty thousands had been 

that did not go to the ships at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. There was one charge for a hot-house. 

Mr. ALLISON. Did I understand the Senator from Kentucky—— 

Mr. BECK. Iam making no charges. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course not} but I did not understand from the 
statement read that the $80,000 was not expended on the Trenton. 

Mr. BUTLER. No. 

Mr. BECK. It was charged to something else. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itwasnot the Trenton that was being built. Eighty 
thousand dollars of the $400,000 ee on the Trenton and not 


on the vessel Admiral Porter o 

Mr. BECK. It was said to be charged to that vessel, justas a great 
many things are charged to one account that go to another, and if 
$80,000 could go to the Trenton, $80,000 could go to electa member of 
Congress, could it not, and be charged just as well to that other ship? 
I understand that is the way it goes. 

However, I meant to say that we have given $385,000,000 since 1866, 
besides all the vast material which the from New Jersey has 
explained, and besides all the ships that have been sold, and when we 
prevented them from selling ships they broke up old ships and sold 
them as old scrap, and that money was taken as well. It is because 
we can not get the money rey Prec sm that Congress is in diffi- 
culty about having a navy. I find er in the report now submit- 
ted to us that we have ninety-two vessels, all told, belonging to the 
Navy to-day. Ofthese, thirty-one are in commission. Of the thirty- 
one now in commission, three second-rates and thirteen third-rates 
were built since 1866 out of this $385,000,000. All the rest were built 
before, out of money otherwise appropriated, making thirteen built 
since 1866 and fifteen built before out of the ninety-two. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to ask him, 
merely for information, if that $385,000,000 embraced every descrip- 
tion of appropriation for the Navy ent? 

Mr. BECK. Oh, yes; I said for the Navy Department. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The pay of officers and everything? 

Mr. BECK. Everything; and so did the $336,000,000 appropriated 
up to 1860 include everything. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It is not confined merely to ship-building ? 

Mr. BECK. Oh, no. The statement here is made that the original 
cost of all the ships from the foundation of the Government up to the 
close of the year 1833 was $40,796,612.92, and the repairs since then 
$41, 200,822.13, making a total of $81,997,435.05 for ships and repairs, 
all told. That is the table that is furnished us with this bill. When 
the Senator from Maine announces that we have a constantly dwindling 
navy that isa disgrace to us, I assume that a great deal of that di 

ws out of the fact that the money has not been properly applied. It 
built up navy-yards, but it has not built up navies. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield 
to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Let me call the Senator’s attention, as I have it here 
now, as it will be more fitting at present than afterward, to the restric- 
tions and regulations that are thrown around the building of ships pro- 
vided for Jast year, and which will be thrown around these provided 
the amendment which I have indicated I shall offer is adopted by the 
Senate. 

In the act of August 5, 1882, and I think the Senator and myself 
more than any others framed that act, the restriction is provided in de- 
tail on different pages of the act, because it is made complete and ex- 
haustive, that every step taken in building these ships shall be under 
the advice of the advisory board; that no contract shall be made until 
submitted to it; and then it goes on and declares that— 


Before any of the vessels hereby aut®orized shall be contracted for or com- 
menced the Secret of the Navy shall, by proves: punio advertisement and 
notice, invite all engineers and mechanics of established reputation, and all rep- 

ble manufacturers of vessels, steam-engines, boilers, and ordnance, having 

r controlling regular establishments, and being engaged in the business, all 
officers of the Navy, and especially all naval constructors, steam-engineers, and 
ordnance officers of the Navy, having plans, models, or designs of any vessels 
of the classes hereby authorized, or of any part thereof, within any given period, 
not less than sixty days,to submit the same to said board; and it shall be the 
Pat. Aeara board to carefully and fully examine the same and to hearany proper 
explanation thereof, and to report to The Secretary of the Navy, in writing, 
whether, in their opinion, any such plan, model, or design, or any suggestion 
therein, is worthy of adoption in the construction of said vessels, their engines, 
boilers, or armament, 


Then it goes on, as the Senator will find if he looks at it, or if he re- 
vives his recollection he will recall his own part in framing it, and pro- 
vides that there shall be bids regularly received, scrutinized, and chosen, 
so that the whole thing is guarded and surrounded and controlled by 
as much of scrutiny and care as it was possible for Congress to give to 
it. The amendment which I shall offer will put these vessels in the 
same category as those were. 

Let me say to the Senator, and he is an old hand at these debates on 
the naval appropriation bills, that I do not think it is quite tair for him, 
in talking about the construction of the Navy and the building of ships- 
in it or the repairs of ships, to invoke the total aggregate of $385,000,- 
000 that has been appropriated in nearly twenty years. That is the 
entire appropriation for the whole establishment. 

Mr. BECK. Iso said. 

Mr. HALE. It was enormously increased during the war. We 
found upon our hands as a legacy of the war an immense naval estab- 
lishment, both of officers and men. Everything had been got up toa 
high pressure, to extravagant rates. The $385,000,000 to which he re- 
fers, and which he seems to intimate has not been spent properly, covers. 
everything that has ever been expended on the entire naval establish- 
ment for all that time. You will not find a great naval power in the 
world that has got along with anything like that expenditure. Great 
Britain does not hesitate to spend three times as much yearly for the 
running of her naval establishment as we do. It is a fact of history, 
which we ought to have no pride in contemplating—we ought to be 
mortified when we look at it—that during all those years we have not 
made, as the Senate is asked now to make, specific appropriations for 
the building of new ships. The day never will come, if we have a 
navy, that we shall not have to expend twelve, fifteen, or twenty mill- 
ion dollars yearly, of which not a dollar should go into a new ship or 
into its repair. You can not have a navy without paying for it. You 
can not have an army without paying for it. The Senator might as 
well say that nota dollar had been profitably expended upon the Army, 
where the appropriations were doubled from year to year and the Army 
never increased, and might intimate that the money had gone wrong 
because we have spent over $400,000,000 in the Army in that “time, 
when everybody ought to know, and none better than he, that it is 
for the purpose of the running expenses of the Army, and so this has 
gone for the running expenses of the Navy. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I was tempted to make the remarks I 
did because of the statement made by the Senator from Maine that we 
had a constantly dwindling Navy which was a disgrace to us, as though 
the Congress of the United States had done nothing to bring it up, 
when I showed by the amounts of money appropriated to that Depart- 
ment, together with all the old material and ships sold for vast sums, 
that Congress had appropriated monéy enough to have given us a very 
good navy to-day, not equal at all to that of the great powers of Eu- 
rope who are almost constantly at war with eachother. And when the 
Senator made the additional remark that we could not stand by and see 
the commerce of this country transferred to other peoples, I think I 
agree with him in that, and if there is anything more humiliating than 
the condition of the American Navy it is the condition of the American 
mercantile marine, which I hope in a few days the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VEsT] and others will do something to restore. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], the colleague of the gentle- 
man who is in of this bill, the other day laid the shipping bill 
before us, and I felt then the humiliation quite as great as the Senator 
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from Maine [Mr. HALE] now feels about the Navy, when the Senator’s 
colleague [Mr. FRYE] said, relative to his bill, this: 

The first section of the bill touches the provision relating to officers of Ameri- 
can ships. The law as it stands to-day requires that all officers of vessels of the 
United States shall be citizens of the United States, and provides a very heavy 

nalty of 50 cents a ton on a vessel for a violation of this law. It was a good 
aw when it was enacted, when nearly all the sailors on board the ships were 
American sailors, and many of them fit to be made officers; but to-day, with 9 
per cent, of the sailors foreigners, it is not a good law and works a great injus- 
tice very frequently. The bill reported by me provides that under certain cir- 
cers, other than the captain, may be foreign rather than 
American citizens. 

When you contemplate the fact that less than 16 per cent. of the 
carrying trade of this country is done by the American merchant ma- 
rine, that not a steamship crosses the Atlantic Ocean from the great 
port of New York that is not in the hands of foreigners, that England 
carries 60 per cent. of all the trade of the world to-day and has 90 per 
cent. of her sailors her own citizens, is it not a humiliating fact that 
we, with our insignificant little 16 per cent. of our carrying trade, with 
hardly any but the lowest grade of vessels, have only 5 per cent. of the 
sailors upon them our own citizens? Nobody is humiliated about that, 
but we are humiliated that we have not a navy to protect—what? We 
have no commerce to protect; we have taken no pains to have any 
commerce to protect; and what I am mentioning is a humiliation that 
should be more sensibly felt by the representatives of the American 
people than the want of a navy for grandeur, with nothing to protect, 
when you are only spending money, as we have done, large sums, with 
not a first-class ship since 1868 and only three of the second class, the 
Trenton, the Omaha, and the Vandalia, now in commission, and the 
remainder of them are twelve or thirteen third-rates—things not fit to 
go anywhere. 

I am not going into the discussion; I do not understand the question 
well enough for that; but I thought it was proper to ask a few ques- 
tions and to make these remarks suggested by some statements made 
by the Senator from Maine. ‘ 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I had the honor yesterday to 
ask the privilege of introducing some amendments to this bill, which 
have been printed. I ask to have the amendments read at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendments of the Senator from 
New Jersey may be reported for information. The question, however, 
is on the amendments reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
which take precedence of the Senator’s amendments. 

Mr. HALE. I presume there will be no objection to the amendments 
offered by the committee. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will wait until they are disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendments 
reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let them be read. 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments of the committee 
will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, line 12, after the word ‘‘and,’’ strike 
out “two” and insert ‘one;” in line 13, after ‘‘light,’’ strike out 
“ gunboats” and insert “‘gunboat;”’ and in the same line, after ‘‘tons,”’ 
strike out ‘‘each”’ and insert ‘‘and one gunboat, not to exceed nine hun- 
-dred tons, to be built on plans and specifications to be furnished by the 
Admiral of the Navy, and under his supervision and directions, subject 
to the approval of the Secretary of the Navy;’’ so as to make the section 
read: 


‘That the President is hereby authorized to direct the construction of seven steel 
-vessels for the Navy of the United States, as recommended in the report of the 
naval advisory board dated October 25, 1883, and in the annual report of the 
Secretary of the Navy of December 1, 1883, as follows: One cruiser of 4,500 tons 
displacement, one cruiser of 3,000 tons, one d tch-vessel of 1,500 tons, two 


heavily armed boats of 1 tons each, and one light gunboat of 750 tons, 
and pon bask nos to nn 900 tons, to be built on paoa and fications to 
be furn: by the Admiral of the Navy, and urider his supe on and direc- 
tions, subject to thè approval of the Secretary of the Navy. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. IfI understand the reading of thatamendment 
it is one offered in committee and agreed to by the committee unani- 
mously. In short, so faras I am concerned, I think it is.about theonly 
thing in the bill on which I am in ment with the committee. 

Mr. BUTLER. Shall I understand the Senator to say that hisamend- 
ment was to in committee? 

Mr. McPHERSON. No; I speak of the amendment the committee 
have offered which has just been read. Thep rtof the amendment 
is to give the Admiral of the Navy the opportunity of furnishing plans 
upon which one of the boats is to be constructed. The Admiral is 
a distinguished naval officer. He has given perhaps as much study and 
attention to the question of the designing and construction of gunboats 
as any man in this or any other country. He has been assisted by the 
most competent engineering authorities, and the committee thought it 
wise that the Admiral should have an opportunity of putting intoshape 
and actual operation a real gunboat contai the results of his in- 
vestigation and study. So far as that amendment is concerned, I fully 
agree with the committee, and am only surprised that it agrees with 
me, as I remember I had the honor of offering that amendment in com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HALE. I hopeand believe that there will be no objection to this 
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amendment. The committee did feel that Admiral Porter, by his long 
service, his own merit, his intense interest in the navy and in the re- 
building of it, should be allowed a de from the general rule ap- 
plied to this bill, and that one of the ships should be built under his 
eye and upon his plan. He has certain views, theories, and beliefs, and 
it was thought best to allow those to be put in form in one of those 
ships. I hope the Senate will bear that in mind and adopt the amend- 
ment, also bearing in mind that the Admiral in his testimony gave 
the benefit of his large experience and knowledge and interest in the 
Navy in favor of the other ships that the Senator from New Jersey seeks 
to strike out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is amendment on the 
reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I now offer my amendment. 

The SECRETARY. The amendmentis in line 4, to strike out the word 
**seven’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘four.”’ 

In lines 9, 10, and 11 strike out the following: > 

One cruiser of 4,500 tons displacement, one cruiser of 3,000 tons, one dispatch- 
vessel of 1,500 tons. 

Add as a new section the following: 

Sec. 3. That the gunboats, steel ram, and torpedo-boats authorized to be buik 
under sections 1 and 2 of this act shall be built under complete plans and specifi- 
cations to be furnished by the nigit berm peeqrong! except the gunboat, to be built 
on plans to be furnished by the Admiral of the Navy; and such building shall 
be under contracts with the lowest nsible bidder or bidders, made after at 
least sixty days’ advertisement, published in five of the leading newspapers of 
the United States, inviting pro for building said vessels, aah ect to all such 
rules, regulations, superintendence, and provisions asto bonds and security for 
the due completion of the work as the dearetary of the Navy shall prescribe ; 
and no such vessel shall be accepted unless completed in strict conformity with 
the contract, and no contractshall be made ‘until all the general plans, detailed 
or working drawings, and specifications for the complete work be made, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the first amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey, in line 4 to strike out 
t‘ seven ” and insert ‘‘ four.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, it was my intention some time 
during the discussion of these matters relating to the increase of the 
Navy to present the whole subject of naval administration in this coun- 
try for the past twelve or fifteen years; but I have not the physical 

to-day to engage in such a discussion, nor is it necessary for 
the purposes I now have in view, but I promise it later. 

I am as earnest in my efforts to secure good vessels for the United 
States Navy as any member of the Senate. I only object to the reck- 
less method by which it is sought to be accomplished. Iam in favor 
of appropriations of money, liberaleappropriatiens, looking to an in- 
crease of the Navy upon some well-settled and established rules and 
principles; but I do object to going further with experiments until they 
have approached something near a certainty: I still object, as I did 
last year when the subject was under discussion by the Senate, to de- 
stroying in the manner it is now being done the old wooden vessels of 
the Navy, many of them still excellent ships, until some suitable sub- 
— in the shape of new iron vessels shall be first found to take their 


place. 

Mr. BUTLER. If it will not disturb my friend from New Jersey, 
I should like to ask him what substitute he would suggest for the 
proposition which has been made with practical unanimity, as I under- 
stand, by the advisory board ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator will only have a littie patience 
I think I shall be able to tell him; at least I have started out to do so. 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I thought perhaps he 
was going from that subject, and I should like to hear him upon it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I rose for the purpose of telling the Senator, and 
if I fail in making him understand me then his question will be a very 
proper one. 

As I said, Mr. President, I objected last year when the so-called naval 
bill was under discussion to limiting the amount of money which could 
be expended by the Secretary on a wooden ship to 20 per cent. of its 
appraised value. What has been theresult? Since we that bill 
last year there have beén stricken from the Naval Register, as stated 
by the Secretary’s report, forty-eight ships. We had some one hun- 
dred and thirty ships in all in the American Navy, and of that number 
the Secretary of the Navy, under the power given him under the 20 per 
cent. restriction clause, has stricken forty-eight from the Naval Regis- 
ter; they do not appear to-day as ships of the American Navy. What 
has been done with them? Appraisements were made and the vessels 
have been sold for a sum of money in some cases considerably in ad- 
vance of the appraisement. That does not often happen. It does not 
often happen that the Government or an individual receives very much 
more for the sale of property than the value placed upon it by the owner. 
In this case fhe Government has received more from the sale of the old 
vessels than it thought them worth itself. Twenty-four of these ves- 
sels were appraised at $271,300. They sold at an advance of $36,973 
above the appraisal, and sold to a ring of speculators, I hear, who made 
theirown terms. I have heard before of naval rings, but always sup- 
posed they dealt only with living things—appropriations and the like— 
but it seems they follow an old hulk to its death. 


1884. 
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Just here let me call the attention of the Senate to our present con- 
-dition. We have eliminated forty-eight of our wooden vessels from the 
Navy by a simple order of the . How is it as to the rest? 
-In the investigation by the Committee on Naval Affairs of certain dis- 
tinguished gentlemen who represent the naval affairs of this Govern- 
ment, I find in the testimony of Mr. Wilson, the chief constructor of 
the Navy, a gentleman who was called to that place on account of his 
-ability and his thorough knowledge of the matters relating to that De- 
partment, who is the present chief naval constructor—Mr. Wilson, 
when asked the question as to what he thought of the 20 per cent. re- 
striction clause, his reply was that very many vessels under the 20 
per cent. clause that ought to be improved, that ought to be rebuilt 
-and repaired, were necessarily thrown aside. He stated the limit was 
much too low. In short, its results were a wanton destruction of 


-property. 

2 Let us take the case of the Ticond the vessel in which Admiral 
Shufeldt three or four years ago took his journey around the world. The 
vessel was rebuilt at a very great expense in 1878, five years ago. In 
1881 she was again repaired. The estimate made to-day by the Navy 
Department, and by competent authority, goes to show that we could not 
„duplicate that ship for less than $500,000. That vessel, among others, 
is condemned. She lies to-day in one of the navy-yards of the country 
„with an appraised value of $24,000 put upon her, when the estimate for 
her repair, as we find in the report of Mr. Wilson, chief constructor of 
-the United States Navy, and the chief adviser in that department of the 
Secretary of the Navy, to make her a good ship for fifteen years is about 
$90,000, just, as he states in his testimony, 1 or 2 per cent. above the 
Jimit, and therefore she must be condemned. Let me read from his 
-testimony: 


In the case of the Ticonderoga — 
He speaks of two ships, the Monongahela and the Ticonderoga— 


In the ease of the Ticonderoga—and I lay some greatstress on those two ves- 
sels—she was substantially a new ship, if I recollect aright, in 1879 or 1880, when 
Admiral Shufeldt took her and e his cruise on the African coast. That 
ship, when she came home with some new streaks of wales in her, some few 


--other defective portions of her made new, would have been available for 


another cruise immediately, say in three months’ time, but she lay some time 
out of commission, and when finally surveyed she came within one-half of 1 
per cent, of the law. I might have stretched my conscience enough to have re- 
paired her, but I said no. I know from experience that the moment you opened 
that ship you would find the defects greater than the board have ascertained, 
and she would probably cost from 21 to 22 per cent. 


I think it will clearly be seen that the attempt made last year under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Navy to absolutely blot out of ex- 
istence everything in the shape of a naval establishment, costing mill- 
ions, tens of millions, and hundreds of millions, as stated by the Sen- 
-ator from Kentucky; to blot it out for the purpose of giving room and 
make necessity to build new ships under a favorite contractor, has found 
its complete realization. f 

What more does Mr. Wilson say? He speaks of no less than four or 
dive more ships now arriving or soon to arrive, all of which he says will 
be retired under this law, namely: 


There is the Pensacola, on her way home from the Pacific; the Hartford will 


soon start home; the Lackawanna; the Tennessee. None of these ships can be 
repaired under 


law. The Powhatan could not be again repaired, and about 
six Ts will wipe out the entire navy of wooden ships under the present 20 per 
cent. law. 


I simply place this fact on record now in order that I may impress 
upon the Senate that the whole effort, the whole plan under the admin- 
istration of the present Secretary of the Navy, is to have theopportunity 
-of building new ships and not to preserve the old ones eyen where they 
„are worthy of preservation. Take the case of the New York, which lies 
to-day in the navy-yard at Brooklyn. That ship is a live-oak ship al- 
most entirely completed so far as her hull is concerned; her boilers are 
in place and part of her machinery has been put in, and Mr. Wilson 
‘states in his testimony that at a cost of $400,000 that ship for fifteen or 
twenty years, if completed, will be equal in military elenir and in 
every other respect for a successful naval vessel to the most costly ship 
which the new advisory board have recommended to build, I mean the 
Chicago, and that ata cost of about one-quarter what it will cost to 
build the Chicago. In other words, a ship now in process of construc- 
tion which has cost already a large sum, and which can be made equal 
to the best steel ship recommended to be built, for $400,000 is to be 
Eeo away, and make room for the new ship and the favorite con- 

rs. 

I might talk about other ships. I only speak of these cases to show 
that under the 20 per cent. limit which was asked for by the Secretary 
of the Navy last year, and which was granted hy Congress, we are an- 
nihilating the present naval establishment of the country. In lieu 
thereof we are authorizing the President to build a certain number of 
steel ships. The Chicago was designed and is under construction by 
the naval advisory board. The Boston and Atlanta, two ships of a 
smaller class, were also put in ) pare and the Dolphin, which is to be 
used, as I understand, as a kind of waiter upon the Admiral. Speak- 
ing of the Dolphin, Admiral Shufeldt says ‘‘slie is simply a yacht.” 
“t But,” says the Admiral, ‘‘if you amplify her and make her a little 


and give her a heavier she becomes a commerce-destroyer.”’ 
This statement itself demolishes all further criticism. 

The objection that I have to duplicating these ships4s not an objec- 
tion born in my own brain; it is one that comes to me with irresistible 
force from distinguished officers who are better competent to deal with 
this question than any members of the Senate possibly can be. The 
chief constructor of the Navy did not agree with the conclusions of the 
advisory board, and so stated to the Secretary. The chief engineer of 
the Navy Department di with the conclusions of the advisory 
board, and so stated tothe Secretary in a letter which has been printed 
and is to be found upon the desks of all Senators. 

There were the two advisers of the in conflict with the rec- 
ommendations of the advisory board; but still the Secretary signed the 
recommendations of the board, and the ships are now under construc- 
tion. 

Here is a report also of Mr. Isherwood, one of the most distinguished 
officers in the American Navy, or in fact in his department in any navy 
of the world. He takes up the Chicago, the Boston, the Atlanta, and 
the Dolphin, and he gives reasons, and the very best of reasons, why 
no more ships of these kinds should be built. In short, the ships are 
condemned by almost everybody with respect to two or three phases of 
their structure. The Admiral of the Navy, Admiral Porter, thought 
that the ships should have full-sail power. They have half-sail power. 
Other distinguished naval officers thought the ships should be sheathed, 
and the report of the first advisory board created under Secretary Hunt 
made their recommendation in favor of both full-sail power and sheath- 
ing the ships. 

I will read for the information of the Senate some of the criticisms 
made by Mr. Isherwood, the distinguished engineer, upon the designs 
and structure of some of these ships. I will first take the Dolphin. 
What does Mr. Isherwood say of her? j 

The Dolphin is not available for any military use, being merely a steam yacht, 
designed apparently only for the use of an admiral commanding a squadron, 
her elegant and spacious accommodations and high speed rendering her con- 
venient forsuch purpose. She does not therefore fallints the category of a naval 
cruiser at all, and the only question in relation to her is whether so expensive 
a vessel to make and maintain, and so uselessa one, is desirable in a navy that 
is destitute of fighting ships, As the appropriations for naval vessels are likely 
to be very limited, and as the cruisers now belonging to the Navy or likely to 
belong to it in the near future are very few, there can be no doubt that no more 
yachts of the Dolphin type, or indeed. of any type, should be constructed for 
many years to come, if ever. 

I strike out in my amendment the Dolphin, as we need fighting ves- 
sels just now more than we do pleasure yachts for the Admiral. Mr. 
Isherwood speaks of the Chicago. I shall presently read his criticism 
upon that ship. The Dolphin is a vessel designed, as Mr. Isherwood 
says in his statement, to ran backwards and forwards for the use of the 
fleet-officer. With only three or four vessels to be built, the first thing , 
that the advisory board recommends to do is to build, and-do build, a 
vessel expressly for the fleet-officer to run backwards and forwards at 
an expense of $400,000. A costly toy. I understand her to be a vessel 
with machinery and other features very similar to the steam vessels 
that now run up and down the coast, except that she is to have more 
speed, so that in case the Admiral is attacked there will be some chance 
for him to get away. 

Mr. BECK. If the Senator from New Jersey will not be interrupted 
by my asking him a question I desire to ask him this: Under our tariff 
laws we provide that articles imported for the use of the United States 
shall be free of duty, and the Supreme Court has decided that property 
imported for the use of the Government is not liable to duty. Now, 
we have navy-yards. We have a right to bring in guns, compound 
engines, and everything to be used in and shipped to these navy- 
yards without paying duty, and can there put them into our own ships. 
Instead of that, we contract with Mr. Roach or somebody else to 
build them ; and are not their contracts based upon the material at 
an average of 40 per cent. duty? Why should we make contracts 
with men paying an average duty of 40 per cent. upon the materials 
bse ck law we have the right to bring the materials in free and pay 
no duty 

Mr. McPHERSON. I can answer the honorable Senator. Itis for 
the very reason and for the simple reason that the navy-yards of this 
country are used more for political than for naval warfare. I suppose 
it would cost us perhaps 40 per cent. more if we undertook to build 
these same ships in the navy-yards. I have no doubt under the pres- 
ent administration of the Navy it would cost perhaps that much more. 
At all events John Roach gets the contracts and the navy-yards are idle. 
It is for somebody’s interest that he should have them; perhaps the 
Government's interest; I do not know myself. 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill provides, as I understand? that these ships 
must be built in the navy-yards, under the direction of the President: 
‘The President is hereby authorized to direct the construction of seven 
steel vessels for the Navy of the United States.” 

How can he direct the construction in private yards ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. As claimed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE], the construction of these ships will come under the act of last 
year as to all the methods employed. Whatare these methods? You 
will find that the Secretary of the Navy is required under the act to— 
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Utilize the national navy-yards, with the machinery, tools, and appliances be- 
ese Sip 3 to the Government there in use, in the building of said y or an 
parts thereof, as fully and to as great an extent as the same can be done wit 
advantage to the Government. 

The Secretary of the Navy claims that it can not be done with advan- 
tage to the Government; that an appraisement having been made by the 
authority provided—to wit, the Secretary —an estimate having been made 
as to the cost of building these ships, private contractors having offered 
to do it less, it became his duty under the same law to contract to have 
it done; and there is a provision in the same law permitting him to con- 
tract for the building of ships. In short, his power is unlimited; and 
if he needs more he is sure to get it. 

Now, as to the Chicago. I say there should be no more Chicagoes 
built until the expiration of that period of time, which will be about 
the ist day of January next, when the ship is completed under the con- 
tract, and the ship can be tested both as to her hull and her machinery 
and as to her powers as a war ship. An abundance of time will then 
be left after that test is made to give Congress an opportunity of mak- 
ing a suitable appropriation of money to duplicate that ship if she is 
deemed worthy of being duplicated. 

But no; the plan is to destroy the wooden ships, to lay down the 
keels of as many new vessels as you can without one of them being 
tested to know whether when she is completed she will sink or swim. 
That is the policy of this administration. There is no naval power on 
earth, no Senator can name one, that has ever undertaken to build a 
great vessel and build her upon plans newand untried, an experiment, 
so to speak, that has ever undertaken to repeat the experiment until 
the test of actual experience was first applied to the actual ship. 

Now what does Mr. Isherwood say about the Chicago? 

First. She is too small for a first-class cruiser by about 1,500 tons displacement. 

Second. She is not wooden sheathed and coppered. 

Third. Her machinery is inefficient in type and will fail at high speed. 

There is but one ship to-day in the known world, and that is an old 
ship running between New York and New Orleans, that has an engine 
of the class and type that it has been decided to put in the Chicago. 
Mr. Shock, in his criticism upon the engines of the Chicago in the letter 
that he wrote to the Secretary of the Navy, said that he disapproved of 
putting in an experimental engine in a ship costingsc much money, and 
he refused to concur in the action of the advisory board touching the 
machinery in that ship. Mr. Isherwood goes on to say further: 


Her speed will be entirely too little and her endurance much too small, 


Mr. MILLER, of California. From whom is the Senator reading 
now ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam reading from Mr. Isherwood. 

Her services in war will be limited to our own coasts, where she will not be 
needed, instead of abroad, in the destruction of an enemy's commerce. 

He speaks also of the Bostonand Atlanta in thesame terms, condemn- 
a; Bryhn I have read criticism after criticism almost daily in the 
public press emanating from the highest engineering authority in Eng- 
land, discussions taking place among English naval engineer officers as 
to the impolicy of placing such machinery in the Chicago as has been de- 
termined on by the advisory board, and predicting for that ship an en- 
tire failure. But, says the honorable Senator from Maine, the advisory 
board and the Secretary say otherwise. Well, who constitute the ad- 
visory board, and what claims has itto distinction? Subtract the head 
of the board, as he lays no claim to be either a naval constructor or an 
engineer, and you have not even a respectable tail left either as toabil- 
ity or experience. 

I am not an engineer, neither am I a naval constructor; I know noth- 
ing of the structure of ships; but I am not prepared to fly in the face of 
the highest living testimony, and I think no man will have the audac- 
ity to deny that there is to-day no single living representative who in 
his particular sphere stands higher as a competent authority than Mr. 
Isherwood. Mr. Wilson had called to the head of the Bureau of 
Construction of the Navy on account of his ability and his knowledge 
of all the details of that d ment. Mr. Shock had been called to the 
head of the Bureau of Engineering for like reasons, and they all concur 
in condemning the ships. 

Now, what do I ask, Mr. President? I have offered an amendment 
which says to the Senate of the United States: ‘‘Stop; build no more 
Chicagoes, no more Bostons and Atlantas, no more Dolphins, until those 
we have now under construction, and which will be completed by the 
ist day of January next, shall be tested,’’ and then if they prove equal 
to all that the friends of these ships claim for them I shall be found 
among the first to vote an appropriation of the requisite sum to build 
other vessels of tfe same kind. But I do propose by my amendment 
that more gunboats may be built at once. The four gunboats proposed 
to be built under this bill, and which I do not disturb in my amend- 
ment, will cost, I suppose, a less amount of money than one Chicago. 
They will cost not more than $250,00® each, or $1,000,000 in all, and I 
have no objection to trying experiments with a boat no more costly 
than that. But these are not experiments. They have proven to bea 
valuable aid in the naval service of every country, and I for one, as I 
desire some inerease of the Navy, propose that the increase shall be in 
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the right direction; that no more millions of dollars shall be thrown: 
away uselessly in the naval establishment of the country. 

Again, if there is any sincerity on the part of the Senators who seem. 
to favor this bill they certainly would at least ask that an appropria- 
tion of money be first made and applied to the completion of the five- 
iron monitors which have been for the past eight years under construc- 
tion by the Government; but we do not hear a word about them. A 
great cry israised as to the immediate needs of the United States Navy;. 
that the German navy is already at our door. The five monitors, which: 
can be completed within the next six months and given to the service 
of the Government, are not mentioned at all. We have just paid a bill 
of $74,000 on account of each of these five ships for storage-room in the 
dock-yards of private ship-builders. Three hundred and seventy thou- 
sand dollars has been paid for storage-room. The ships have been 
under construction for eight long years, and all they need to-day to com- 
plete them is to mount their turrets and place their batteries in posi- 
tion. Butno; the purpose is to start as manyships as we can and com- 
plete them when we may. Once started the contractor at least is safe. 
Under the recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy it will cost 
$4,000;000 to complete the five monitors; under the contract price for the- 
ships now under construction it will take two millions and a half to 
complete their construction; in all, in round numbers, say $7,000,000, 
which if completed this year would give to the country nine ships more 
than we now have. But the Senator from Maine prefers seven more 
started and none completed, for he himself can scarcely believe this 
Congress will be so profligate with the public money. 

Now, Senators, how much money do you wish to appropriate? Do- 
you wish to appropriate fifteen or twenty million dollars a year, or do- 
you wish to appropriate only such amount of money as can be judi- 
ciously and honestly applied, if such a thing is now possible? It seems: 
to me when we undertake to vote millions out of the public Treasury 
we ought to know for what purpose they are to be applied. 

Mr. HALE. May I interrupt the Senator for a moment? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from New Jersey has asked Senators if 
they wish to appropriate $15,000,000 or so of money in one year for the- 
Navy. Does he not know that all of the money that will be required 
for the next year, if this bill is passed, for its purposes and for the com- 
pletion of the four ships now building and also for the completion of 
the monitors, will be but $6,552,177? That isthe fact. Instead of its 
being $15,000,000 or $12,000,000 or $10,000,000, the aggregate is only 
the sum I have named, a little more than six anda half million dollars. 
That includes the appropriations under this bill for the next year; that 
includes the finishing of the vessels begun last year; and that includes 
all the money that can be spent or that will be asked for the next year 
upon the double-turreted ironclads, which the Senator himself, I be- 
lieve, is in favor of finishing. For all these purposes only six and a 
half million dollars will be required. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do not know on whose authority I am to rely, 
whether that of the honorable Senator from Maine or that of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. 

Mr. HALE. Iam going on the Secretary of the Navy’s exhibit of 
these different needs for the different ships. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I quote from page 31 of the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, in which he finds it necessary to ask Congress for 
$7,449,581.62; that is for completing the new steel cruisers, completing 
the four double-turreted monitors, ther with a few items of ex- 
pense—tinkering the hulls of the New York and Mohican, and some 
pretense in other directions. 

It is well known that there are several of the wooden ships that ought 
to be repaired; and certainly if the Secretary of the Navy does his duty 
to the country they will be repaired after Congress releases him, as I 
hope it will, from the 20 per cent. restriction and leaves the whole mat- 
ter open. There is anothersum of money which must be appropriated 
forthat. Then, with the $7,449,581.62 for the purposes mentioned and 
the five or six million dollars required to construct the Senator’s ships 
which he proposes to build, it will amountto a vast sum in all. I take 
it it makes but very little difference whether we contract this year to 
build a ship which can not be completed until riext year. The contract 
is the same and the obligation of the Government under the contract 
is the same whether the vessel contracted for is built in one year or in 
two. I propose to have the Senate vote intelligently on the question. 
I want to abandon at once the idea of going on in this line at present, 
I do not say forever, because if these ships prove to be what the advisory 
board and their friends say they will, and what other gentlemen far 
more distinguished in their respective spheres say they will not—if, I 
repeat, they prove to be successful ships, there will be abundant time 
for the Congress of the United States to undertake to duplicate them 
at the next session; and that they are to be duplicated by this bill I 
have the authority of the honorable Secretary of the Navy himself. 
Let me read his answers to some questions put by myself: 

Senator MCPHERSON. Do I understand that the cruiser called for here is of the 
same class as the Chicago? 
LER. ‘Yes, sir. 


Secretary CHAND! 2 
Senator MCPHERSON. And also one cruiser of 3,000 tons of the class of the 
Boston and Atlanta? 
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Secretary CHANDLER. Yes, sir. A 

Senator McPrersoy. You make provision here for two heavy gunboats and 
two light ones, I see, and a dispatch vessel, One of the boats you are now build- 
ing isa dispatch-boat, is it not? A 

Secre CHANDLER. Yes, sir, 

Senator MCPHERSON, Is the dispatch-boat here provided for similar in char- 


acter to the one now being constru ? 
PaT CHANDLER. Itis proposed that it shall be the same, The propos 


tion of the bill is that the Chicago, and the Boston and Atlanta (which are ) 
-and the Dolphin be duplicated, e board recommend, I think, two vessels of 
the type of the Boston and Atlanta, but I see the bill only provides for one. 


Now, I move to strike that all out of the bill, so asto proceed simply 
and solely to build four gunboats, which Admiral Porter says are worth 
more than the Chicago for both offensive and defensive p Build, 
if you please, your steam-ram and your torpedo-boat. have no ob- 

_jection to experiments. If the boats be an experiment, if the ram 
and the torpedo-boats be experiments, I have no objection to experi- 
ments of that character; but I do object to repeating experiments until 
they reach the position of almost absolute certainty, especially where 

- millions are involved. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, Ishall not occupy the floorlong; but 
I think it is due to the committee and due to the Senate, and in fact 
due to the Senator from New Jersey, that some of the statements which 
have been made be corrected, which I shall attempt to do from the 
record. è : 

The Senator says that the effort of the Navy Department is, to use 
his own expression, to wipe out the wooden ships of the Navy. I am 
not here to defend the Navy Department or to make any attacks upon 
it, but I think it is always proper to be just. I find in the naval ap- 
propriation bill for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, the following 
provisions of law upon the subject of the 20 per cent. allowance for re- 
pairs: 

It shall also be the duty of the Secretary of the Navy, as soon as may be after 
the of this act, to cause to be examined by competent boards of 
of the Navy, to be jam sare by him for that duty, all vessels belon; to the 
Navy not in actual service at sea, and vessels at sea as soon as pi cable after 
they shall return to the United States, and hereafter all vessels on their return 


from foreign stations, and all vessels in the United States as often as once in three 
years, when practicable; and said boards— 


“ Said boards,” mind you, Mr. President— 


shall ascertain and report to the of the Navy, in writing, which of said 
vessels are unfit fo? further service, or, if the same are unfinished in any navy- 
yard, those which can not be finished without great and disproportionate ex- 
pense, and shall in such report state fully the grounds and reasons for their 
opinion. And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Navy, if he shall con- 
cur in opinion with said report, to strike the name of such vessel or vessels from 
the Navy Register and report the same to Congress. 


I submit in view of that provision of law that if anybody has been 
inclined to wipe out the wooden ships of the Navy it has been the Con- 
gress of the United States. I findin thenaval appropriation act for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, the following provision of law under 
the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Construction and Repair *’ as a proviso tu the 
appropriation: 

Provided, That no part of thissum shall be applied to the ree any wooden 
ship when the estimated cost of such repairs, to be appra’ by a competent 
board of naval officers, shall exceed 20 per cent. of the estimated cost, a 
in like manner, of a new ship of the same size and like material: Provided 
JSurther, That nothing herein contained shall deprive the Secretary of the Navy 
of the authority to order repairs of ships damaged in foreign waters or on the 
high seas, so as may be necessary to bring them home. 


There is the authority, as I take it, under which the Secretary of 
the Navy has acted in suing these forty-eight ships from the roll. 

Mr. McPHERSON. y I ask the Senator a question in that con- 
nection? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Under that provision of law, will the Senator 
tell me by what process the ship Ticonderoga claimed by those com- 
petent to judge to be worth, and which cost, $600,000, has been con- 
see as I understand, and an appraised value of $24,000 fixed upon 

er? 

Mr. BUTLER. I am really not able to answer the Senator that 
-question, but I will refer him to the board of naval officers appointed 
by the Secretary of the Navy. I take it for granted that their writ- 
ten report, which the law requires to be made, will give that informa- 
tion. 

Mr. HALE. After the Senator is through I will give the informa- 
tion desired. I will not interrupt him now. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should be very glad if the Senator from Maine 
would give the information now, because I do not happen to have it. 

Mr. HALE. Following up the provision fixing the 20 per cent. limit, 
which has just been read by the Senator from South Carolina, Congress, 
not the Secretary of the Navy, provided in section 5 of the deficiency 
appropriation act of March 3, 1883, specific methods that the Secretary 
of the Navy should pursue in order to get at a vessel and strike her from 
the rolls and sell her. These provisions are all found in section 5 of 
that act. They are very particular, providing everything that shall be 
done before a sale is made. 

ME. MILLER, of California. The Senator had better have them 
read. 


Mr. HALE. In the regular appropriation act. for the year before it 
is provided that the Secretary of the Navy shall first call an examina- 
tion and strike the vessel from the rolls before hesells. The provisions 
for selling are contained in section 5 of the act I referred to. Ina mo- 
ment I will ask the Secretary to read that section. As to the Ticon- 
deroga, one reason why she was put into the category referred to by the 
Senator from New Jersey is that she is one of the oldest ships in the 
Navy. She was built in 1862; she cost $474,000; and we have actually 
expended on that old wooden ship in repairs up tothe present day $838,- 
000, making her cost $1,312,943. And no board could be found that 
thought it would be good policy to go on spending more money on that 
old wooden ship. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Has the Senator the record in his hand showing 
when the last expenditure was made and how much it was? 

Mr. HALE. I have not the details here. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. He would find if he had the record that in 1878 
she became what was practically a new ship. She was built of live-oak. 
Everybody knows that a live-oak ship never rots and hardly ever wears 
out. I suppose that the Ticonderoga, according to the report of the 
present chief constructor of the Navy, is as good a ship almost as there 
is in the entire Navy. 

Mr. HALE. Something must be left to the discretion of the boards 
and their judgment, and the intimation that this is a proceeding of the 
Secretary’s, that it comes from him, and that he is seeking to annihilate 
the old wooden ships is inno degree borne out. The20 per cent. limit 
was not his, The bill as reported from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the last Congress made the limitation 25 per cent., and on full 
discussion (I think on the motion of the Senator himself to make it 30 
per cent.) the Senate itself, cutting under the recommendation of the 
Secretary of the Navy, decided that we should not spend any more money 
on these old wooden ships above 20 per cent. It was a deliberate act 
taken by the Senate, and accorded with by the House afterward, that 
fixed the limitation. It was the act of Congress that told the Secre- 
tary what to do; it was the act of Con that told him how to doit; 
and he would have been deserving of impeachment if he had not car- 
ried it out after, on such consideration as Congress gave to this subject, 
it fixed a policy clearly as it did. It did not originate with him, but 
was the solemn act of the two Houses of Congress, made the written 
law of the land by the President's signature, andall that the Secretary 
has done has been to carry that out. 

I wish the Secretary to read the ample provisions that were put in 
the law which the Secretary of the Navy has been pursuing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the section 
of the law referred to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 5. Ford anan be the duty of the Saoroler of sind ay n cause oa paap 

raised. Us pit r D B 
Peen stricken from the Navy Re t yacior the SERODIO ihe nes ARTAR 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, an: 
for other purposes, approved August 5, 1882, And if the said Secretary shall 
deem it for the best interest of the United States to sell any such vessel or ves- 
sels, he shall, after such rms i pea advertise for sealed proposals for the pur- 
chase of the same, for a pe not less than three months, in such newspapers 
as other naval advertisements are puben, setting forth the name and loca- 
tion and the appraised value of such vessel, and that the same will be sold, for 
cash, to the person or persons or corporation or corporations offering the highest 
price therefor above the appraised value thereof; and such pro) shall be 
opened on a day and hour and ata place named in said vertisement, and 
record thereof 1 be made. The retary of the Navy shall require to ac- 
company each bid or proposal a deposit in cash of not less than 10 per cent. of 
the amount of the offer or pro , and also a bond, with two or more sureties 
to be approved by him, conditioned for the payment of the remaining 90 per 


cent. o amount of such offer or pro’ within the time fixed in the adver- 
tisement. And in case default is made in the payment of the remaining 90 per 
cent., or any part thereof, the ct ea fe within the prescribed time thereof, 
shall advertise and resell said vessel under the provisions of this act. 

And in that event said cash deposit of 10 pe cent. shall be considered as 
forfeited to the Government, and shall be applied, first, to the payment of all 
costs and expenditures attending the advertisement and resale of said vessel ; 
second, to the payment of the di ce, if any, between the first and last sale 
of said vessel; and the balance, if any, shall be covered into the Treasury: Pro- 
vided, , That nothing herein contained shall be construed to prevent a 
suit upon said bond for breach of any of its conditions, Any vessel sold under 
the fo. provisions shall be delivered to the n pusean upon the full pay- 
ment to the tary of the Navy of the amount of such proposal or offer; and 
the net proceeds of such sale 1 be covered into the Treasury. But no vessel 
of the Navy shall hereafter be sold in any other manner than herein provided, 
or for less than such appraised value, unless the President of the United States 
shall otherwise direct in writing. In case any vessel now in process of construc- 
tion in any nary yad has been or shall be found to be unworthy of being com- 
pleted, and has n and shall be condemned under the provisions of sald act, 
and can not properly be sold, and it becomes necessary to remove the same, the 
cost of such removal! shall be paid out of the net proceeds derived from the sale 
of other vessels hereby authorized to be sold. 


Mr. BUTLER. I hope that my friend from New Jersey is satisfied 
upon that point at least. Recurring to his remark as to the purpose of 
the Navy Department to wipe out, as he expresses it, the old wooden 
ships of the United States Navy, and protesting against it, I desire to 
call his attention toa table which I find in the report of the honorable 
Senator from Maine, astatement showing the date of the construction, 
original cost, and total expense for all repairs since, of vessels borne on 
the Navy Register November, 1883, under the Bureaus of Construction 
and Repair, Steam-Engineering, and Equipment and Recruiting. The 
table is as follows: 
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CaN Oar orng dale af. ORES” De borne on the Navy Register 


856,075 81 | $1,740,710 33 | $3,596,786 14 

771,771,00 | 1,199,574 81 | 1,971,345 SI 

451,592 37.| 292,387 16 | 1,743,979 53 

670,081 00 | 1,657,210 66 | 2,327,291 66 

417.921 00 | 1,591,716 83 | 2 009,637 83 

773,573 02 | 1,796,521 51 | 2,570,094 53 

502,650 00 | 1,520,770 89 | 2, 023,420 89 

566,259 00 | 1,293,228 45 | 1,859, 487 45 

892.178 84| "276,144 06 | 1,168,322 90 

523,392 19 | 1,210,558 15 | 1,783,950 34 

474,715 26 | ` 838, 228 43 | 1,312, 43 69 

899,337 44| 174,317 67 | 1,073,655 11 

435,720 23 | 880,065 91 | 1,315,786 14 

463.866 75 | 906,481 54 | 1,370,348 29 

364.820 00 | 1,158,133 10 | 1,522,953 10 

407,064 20 | 1,197,391 39 | 1,604,455 59 

720, 113 69 39,439.17 | °759,552 $6 

605,648 65 | 302,124 04 | 907,772 69 

841,730 12 10,630 12 | 852, 360 24 

742,819 41 60,168 86 | 802,488 27 

400, 805. 12 | ccesssscscccconesesta 409, 895 12 

307,155 00 | 1,104,844 17 | 1,411,999 17 

14,863 00| 739,113 56 | 1,053,476 56 

286,918 00 | 1,123,415 75 | 1,410,333 75 

500,879 98 | 169.596 77 | 670,476 75 

613,533 45 | 104,035 95 | 717,569 40 

539,384 31 | 161,323 73| 700,708 04 

553,266 86 | 194,772 76| 748,039 62 

516, 038 61 82,154 11 | 598,192 72 

315,471 89| 201,270 9% | 516,742 St 

' 887,114 76 | 173,260 22| 560,374 98 

287,028 68$ | 148,516 71 | 535.545 39 

232,757 15 | 541,210 80| 773,967 95 

154,100 00 | 121,209 37| 275,109 37 

306,699 15 | 170,201 03| 476,900 18 

151.541 25 | 152,926 12| 304467 37 

n 106,222 84| 192,228 26 | 298,451 10 
B82, 721 44 16,632 64 | 509,354 08 

419,004 90 68,418 29 | 487,423 19 

1,448,960 65 | 590,254 08 | 2,039,214 73 

883, 960 00 | 1,388,135 39 | 2,272,005 39 

864, 100 00 | ° 1,455,529 08 | 2,319,629 08 

691,408 00 | 1, 62L 975 40 | 2,313,383 40 

Re ERIN 581,475 14 |acsccesecconesvesseees| 881,475 14 
718,421 89 | 316,364 99 | 1,034,786 88 

Bas 608,612 10 | 215,954 09 | ° 824,566 19 
643,607 32 | 342,896 25 | 986,433 67 

613,165 00 | 326,138 72| 939,303 72 

427.766 00| 282,372 43| 710,138 73 

ae 436,450 00 | 264,369 15 | 700,819 15 
422,726 00 | 266,352 78| 689,078 78 

635,375 00 | 330,759 90 | 966,134 90 

628,879 00 | 321,077 83| 949, 956 83 

423,027 00 | 285,723 68| 708,750 68 

413,515 00 | 248,186 30} 661,701 30 

408,091 00 | 264,476 93| 672,567 93 

423,172 00 | 314,138 19 | 737, 300 19 

633,328 00 | 262,678 95 | 806,006 %5 

398, 643 00 |.-ooonoeranrsass 0020s 398, 643 00 

1,190,852 St 931 42| 1,219,754 26 

584,270 00 |.. 584, 270 00 

506, 073 00 506,073 00 

591,059 66 852, 826 32 

421,273 00 |.. ..| 421,273 00 

55,000 00 79| 119,033 79 

14,500 00| 103,876 44| 118,876 44 

153,367 53 | 175,759 36 | 329,126 89 

Leyden . 129,467 61 | 132,596 99 | 262,064 60 
Mayflower .. 112,447 98 | 153,461 04 | 265,909 02 
Monterey’. 24,512 92 | 187,386 94 | 211,899 86 
Nina...... 128, 000 00 50,986 31 | 178,936 31 
Pilgrim 74,000 00 57,816 20 | . 131,816 20 
ta... 185,915 91 | 224,826 52| 360,742 43 
17,300 00 53,075 13 70,375 13 

22' 500 00 43, 366 94 65, 866 94 

22,500 00| 110,721 41| 133,221 41 

149.600 00 | 166,830 34| 316,430 34 

106,240 00| 116,582 64| 222 822-64 

is 128,000 00| 181,772 21 | 259,772 21 
372,948 00 | 239,457 27 | 612, 405 27 

212,999 00| 154,774 13] 367,773 13 

277,106. 00 | 352,369 72| 629,475 72 

302,719 00 | 963,602 89 | 1,266,321 89 

287,600 00°} 586,192 63 | ` 873,792 63 

147,057 00 | 690,902 18| 837,959 18 

131,140 00 | 504,792 00| 635,932 00 

176,544 00 | 808,782 55| 985,326 55 

139,185 00 | 643,607 10| 782,792 10 

125,468 00 | 569,799 10 | 695,267 10 

162.997 00 | 477,904 64| 640,901 64 

97,361 00 | 319,144 85 | 416, 505, 86 

27,00 0|  H77421| 144,714 21 

05 


41, 200, 822 13 


=e) 82, 810, 250 41 
Bureau of necator T 446 09 
Bureau of Equipment and Recruitin; 


Total......... essene  Seeeesaesesbonnves abeves 


40,796, 612 92 | 41,200,822 13 | 81,997,435 05 


1 On the stocks, machinery not included. 2 1874. %On the stocks, 
machinery included in cost. Machinery in cousse of construction not included. 
6 ¢ 1861. 7Purchased, 1863. ê |, 1861, 


5 Purchased 
Purchased, 1863, ™Rebuilt. ™ Purchased. 


It seems to me thatthe wooden ships of the American Navy are very 
rapidly wiping themselves out without any assistance from Congress or 
the Navy Department. I think it was a wise provision of law which 
required that no vessel should be repaired that would cost more than 
20 per cent. of what it would cost to »uild a new one of the same size 
and class. These wooden vessels are entirely dutof date; they are ob- 
solete. I undertake to say that in case of any difficulty with a foreign 
power it would be absolutely murder to require the naval officers of this 
Government to go upon such ships to contend with the improved naval 
armaments of the world. 

In reference to the vessels that we have authorized to be constructed, 
the Chicago, the Atlanta, and Boston, and the Dolphin, and those that 
are provided for in the bill, the Senator from New Jersey I understand 
is willing to build the gunboats, but is unwilling to go on with the 
cruisers. I will, at the risk of being a little tiresome, read an extract 
from the report of the advisory board as to the character of the vessels 
now under construction and those that are proposed to be built, found 
in Appendix II of the report submitted by the Senator from Maine: 


There are now in course of construction three of the distinct types and sizes 
of steel unarmored cruisers of which the fleet will be entirely composed, Of 
these the Chicago is a representative of the fully equipped cruising fighting ves- 
sel, with qualities of speed, endurance, battery power, and handiness carried to 
the maximum of development permissible without gaining in one at the expense 
of the other, Her size is at the limit which is considered the test for the full at- 
tainment of these qualities, due consideration being given to the question of 
economy in construction and maintenance. The vessels of this type will re- 

lace those of the Wabash, Tennessee, and Trenton types in the old fleet, gain- 
ing greatly in power, efficiency, and compactness by the improvements and 
consolidation. The experience gained in the completion of the design of the 
Chicago and the ne So! the early acquirement of more vessels’ of this 
description have led the rd to recommend the immediate construction of 
one ship of this class and type. 


Then the board go on to describe the character of the Boston and At- 
lanta, and recommend fhe building of two more of that type. Then 
they discuss the Dolphin. I understood the Senator from New Jersey 
to state that the Dolphin was intended really as a dispatch-boat, to use 
his own expression, to wait upon the Admiral or the commander of the 
fleet. I do not so understand it. The board say: 


The Dolphin has no counterpart in the constitution of the old fleet, in conse- 
quence of which much misunderstanding exists with regard to her value. Her 
t is considered a very necessary auxiliary to the naval fighting force for 
duties requiring lightness and speed, which could not be performed econom- 
ically by vessels composing the main body of the fleet. Of even greater impor- 
tance, however, isthe fact that this vessel serves as a basis from which to develop- 
the puretype of li ag Seniesa high-speed, economically-maintained commerce- 
destroyers. As this ship will stand when completed she will be very effective 

this respect, although her normal fleet-service is of a different nature. The 
especial features developed in this vessel and the uirements of the fleet 
brought about by the length and tion of our coast lines lead the board to 


recommend that a second vessel of this type and size be commenced at once, the 
following being the estimates of the cost of comstruction and outfit: 


$232, 000 
175, 000 
50, 000 
25, 000. 
482, 000 
In the Dolphin actual working and fighting qualities are sacrificed in order to 
obtain fully the maximum speed and endurance consistent with her size. Itis 
considered that for the proper and economical performance of the multifarious - 
duties of general cruising, survey, exploration, &c., in time of peace, and con- 
voy, blockade, and n-cruising in time of war, a different t of vessel 
of the same size as the Dolphin should be introduced. These vessels would re- 
lace those of the Juniata, Wachusett, and Essex t; in the old fleet, gaining 
by the perfection of their design greatly increased elen for the general work 
required, while similarity of type throughout the class would render them 
— in general maintenance and more compact and effective for combined 
work. 

So the Dolphin is not simply a dispatch-boat to wait upon the Ad- 
miral or commanding officer of the fleet, as I understand the Senator 
from New Jersey to have said. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator from South Carolina will bear in. 
mind that the Senator from New Jersey made no criticism. He read 
the criticism of a very capable naval officer. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no doubt in the world that the gentleman. 
from whose testimony the Senator read is quite accomplished; but I 
prefer to take the opinion of the advisory board appointed by the Sec- 
retary of the Navy in preference to that of the gentleman whose testi- 
mony the Senator read. This report is made by the advisory board, 
and in all substantial particulars the advisory board is unanimous. As 
the Senator from Maine stated, there was some difference as to the 
amount of sail power, some difference as to whether the engines should. 
be vertical or horizontal, some difference as to whether the furnaces 
should be lined with brick or with something else. In these minor par- 
ticulars there was some difference of opinion; but the Secretary of the 
Navy took the responsibility, as he had the right to take it, and directed 


‘that the vessels should be made after the specifications and plans and 


in the manner recommended by the board. As I said, I prefer to 
take the opima of this board of accomplished experts, presided over 
by Admiral Shufeldt, to the opinion ofsome individual who may be en-- 
tirely eom t, who may be entirely honest, who may be entirely sin- 
cere, but Í do not think the Senate could venture to substitute his 
opinion for the opinion of the board. 

One of the difficulties that Ialways contended with in coming to any 
conclusion as to what kind of a navy we wanted, what character of ves- 
sels we required, has been the difference appearing to prevail among. 
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the naval officers themselves. One admiral would have one opinion, 
one commodore another, one captain and one commanderanother. But 
this board is substantially unanimous, and for the first time since I 
have been a member of this body is the board unanimous as to the char- 
acter and number of ships that we should have. Not only that, but 
the Committee on Naval Affairs Lad béfore it such officers as Admiral 
Porter, Rear-Admiral Rear-Admiral Jenkins, Commodore 
Semmes, Commander Barber, and other gentlemen whom I might men- 
tion, all of whom are gentlemen of the highest character, and I think 
without a dissenting voice all agreed as to the advisability and absolute 
necessity of building some such ships as those provided for in the bill— 
I mean the four cruisers which the Senator from New Jersey would not 
have built. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Would it interfere with the Senator now for 
me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Not at all. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from South Carolina speaks of the 
board being unanimous. To what board does he refer ? 

Mr. BUTLER. I speak of the last advisory board. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator is alsoaware that another advisory 
board were equally unanimous with respect to their recommendations, 
and that the conclusions of the two boards are not at all alike. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido notsounderstand it. The recommendations of 
the first advisory ‘board were not carried out, as I understand, because 
they did not have the money. We madean appropriation and directed 
the Secretary of the Navy to build ships in accordance with the recom- 
mendation of the next advisory board, and he is now doing it, and 
while, as the Senator has suggested, there can be nothing like abso- 
lute certainty, for it is to a certain extent experimental —— 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator has been very kind; perhaps he 
will yield to me a moment further. 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator says thatto a certain extent it was 
experimental. He knows when the contracts were given; he knows 
when the completed ship was to be delivered under the contract that 
we appropriated for, which will be next December. There is plenty of 
time to test the practical result. 

During the next session of Congress we can make an appropriation 
for more ships if the ships that will have been constructed prove wor- 
thy of $. Why not make it a certainty instead of longer dealing with 
experiments, that are called experiments both by the first advisory 
board and by distinguished officers? 

Mr. BUTLER. I think they are not experiments to that extent. I 
have heard the opinion of no expert, no naval officer, who has not 


quite concurred in the policy of building these ships. I do not think 


that in that view it is mental, but in some of the details of the 
construction of the v there are some experiments being made; 
there is no doubt about that. 


Mr. ALLISON. There always are. ‘ 

Mr. BUTLER. There always are. There never can be any improve- 
ment in naval architecture without experiment. England and France, 
Italy and Spain are every day spending vast sums of money in making 
experiments. 

I find in the report made by the Senator from Maine accompanying 
this bill that there are to-day but thirty-one serviceable vessels in the 
United States Navy and three hundred and eighty-six guns. I will not 
pronounce judgment upon the character of those guns, but I do under- 
take to say that in case of a collision between either of the vessels of 
the American Navy and a vessel of any other power in the civilized 
world our guns would compare with theirs almost as a pop-gun with a 
long-range rifle. There are thirty-one serviceable vessels to-day in the 
United States Navy out of ninety-two, all told. What do we find in 
some of the other navies of the world? The following table has been 
furnished me by a gentleman for whose accuracy I am prepared to vouch: 


Zz ; 
Ea c 
4 3 g 
LAE: : È 
: 2 ž E ES 
a2 
2 3 
[z] 
5 i & 5 g 
PESAR 6l | 186 | 12 100 | 1,861 | 4,798 12,000 | 75,998 
58 | 159 |42 70| 1,541 | 5,824 :25,370 | 73,320 
77 36| 2 19 471 | 1,012 | 7,400 |............ 8,412 
5 8| 4 3 424 | 2,367 7,033 | 23,400 
18| 23/11 17|} su| 1014 3,638 | 19,707 
4 2B |...... pAs 160 2,000 2,960 
8 10 63 250 1,750 
21 15 100 a 4,776 


I venture to say that the most insignificant, the least valuable ship 
of the Italian navy is better than the best one in the American Navy. 
I do not really think that [am venturing too far in making that state- 
ment. 

I also submit a table showing the condition of our own Navy as to 
the number of ships, guns, &c.: 


List of vessels of the United States Navy available at the present time, with the probable duration of their serviceableness. 2 


Name and rate, 


sively repaired. 


‘When last exten- 


When built or 


| wholly rebuilt. 


Condition. 


1865 |1879-'S1| Will not be repaired after present cruise. 
indicates that of the ships 
2,182 | 3,980 | 1850 | 1830 | Will not be again repaired. ss 
soon be only the ton, 
Siol gee ioe | eea oe Lancaster, and Hartford suitable for 
1,600 | 3,000 | 1858 1881 | Will not be again extensively repaired. flagehips. 
2,000 | 3,000 | 1858 1881 | Will not be repaired. 
1,800 | 2,900 | 1858 1882 | Good condition. 
1,525 |. 2,700 | 1858 | 1879 | Will not be re 
1,122 | 2,400 | 1867 |............ Good condition, 
1,026 | 2,220 | 1862 1881 | Will not be repaired, 
981 | 2,100 | 1875 1881 | Good condition, 
929 | 2,100 | 1862 |............ 
8 1,900 Good condition. 
8 828 | 1,900 Do. 
8 910 | 1,900 Do. 
| 8 910 | 1,900 Do. 
J 8 910 | 1,900 Do. 
|. 8 910 | 1,900 my Do, 
| 8 970 | 1,900 Good condition; new. 
HG i 69 | 1,575 
A (ir i 695 | 1,575 
| 7 695 | 1,550 
| 6 615 | 1,375 
| 6 615 | 1,375 
: Ee Ts ‘These smaller vessels are in fair condition and likely to last several years, 
6 615 | 1,375 
6 747 | 1,370 
4 541 | 1,020 
4| 541| 1,020 
4 410 900 
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Ships of war building, 1883—84 


Armament. 
Armored. 
ttle ships— 
Patio at IV 15-in. 63-ton B. L. R.; VI6in. B, L. R.; XIV machine guns. 
2 II 17-in, 100-ton B. L. R.; X &in. B. L. R.; A i e ped en 
Camperdown... 15-in. 63-ton B. L.R.; VI &in. B. L. R.; XIV machine gu 
Collingwood ; VI 6 in. B. L. R.; TV OAKS EDS 2 White- 


head to: oes. 
TV 12-in. 43-ton B. L. R.; V &in. B. L. R.; XIV machine guns; 2 White- 
head torpedoes. 


Do. 
TV 15-in. 63-ton B. L. R.; VI &in. B. L. R.; XTV machine guns; 12 White- 
head torpedoes. 


H 12-in. 43-ton B. L. R.; IV 6-in. B.L. R.; IX machine guns; 18 White- 
head torpedoes. 


PR PAPER AAA IV 9.2-in.18-ton B, L. R.; VI &in. B. L. R.; XIV machine guns; 12 White- 
Boae KEpeaDaE 


3,550 6, XIV 6-in. B. L. R.; VIII machine ; 10 Whitehead torpedoes. 
3,550 6, beer, eras probably the same asthatof Mersey. VIII machine guns; 
10 Whitehead od ett 
> 5, on i. ¢ = L. R; machine guns; 10 Whitehead torpedoes. 
3, 5, 3 Do. 
3, 5, Do. 
2, 3, niche oh ao XII 5-in. B. L. R.; VI machine guns; 6 Whitehead tor- 
oes. 
3,000 f.....o-..-. Do. 
e 2, X 6-in. B. L. R.; VI machine guns; 6 Whitehead torpedoes, 
eo) ee I 6 in. B. L. R.; X 5-in. B. L. R.; ‘TV machine guns. 


A at rae sa et od 3) 


BESSHSGSESE TT REEERE 


Mariner poe 
Mariner (new). 


Do. 
FESO Ba Big TEAR, BE Bes EE ao Bes 


58382828888 8888588 88383 88 


Do. 
.| 16in. B. L. R.; VI 4-in. B. L. R.; II machine guns. 


r 


a ONS rssec Barbette turrets... 11,441 { vor III 100-ton B. L. R.; XII 5.5-in. B.L. R.; VIII machine guns. 
| imaa | b150 Do. 
9. 639 | f © 1,500 IV 34 cm. (13.5-in.) R.; II 27 em. (10}-in.) R.; VI 14 em. (6.5-in.) R; VIN 
a coca ; 8000 Beh each anita 
we 9,780 | 3,383 IV 34 cm. (13.5-in.) R.; VI 27 em. (oiin) R.: VII 24 em, B.L. R.d 
9780| 3.383 IV %4 em. B.L. R.; VI 27 cm. B.L. R. 
Indomptable .. 7,184 | 66,000 I 165-in. 74-ton B.L. R.; IV tin. B.L.R.; IV machine guns, 
Neptune... 9.861 | 61,625 II 34 cm. (13.5-in.) R.; IV 27 em. (10}-in.) R. :]e XVIII 14 em. (5.5-in.) R. 
Hoche....... 9,864 | 61,625 TH 34 em. B. L. R.; IV 27 em. B. L. R.;] f XVIII 4 em. (5.5-in.) R.; VIH 
machine guns. 
9,864 | b1,6235 Same as Hoche. e 
94| 1,625 |... Do. 
5,69 | 4,150 II 13.5-in. 47-ton B. L. R.; f IV Hotchkiss revolving guns. 
7,184 6,000 II 16.5-in. 74-ton B. L. R.; IV 4in. B. L. R.; IV deri iz guns. 
7,239 | 6,000 Do. 
7,184 | 6,000 


Do. 


24 cm. (9.5-in.) B. L. R. ; I 19cm. (7.5-in.) B. L. R.; VI 1t om, 5-in.) 
Bik Vili machi ne guns. j ) 6 


1,639 I 10}-in. B. L. R.; II 4in. B. L. R. 

1,639 |.. i Do. 

1,639 |.. Do. 

1,639 |.. Do. 

1,045 |.. I 9.5in. B. L. R.; 13.5-in. B. L. R.; II machine guns, 
1,0455 |. Do. 

1,045 |.. Do. 

1,045 Do. 

00 owes) 


IV ca guns; XXII 14-cm. (5.5-in.) guns. (Carnet.) 


Dw od 
8 
Ka 
8 


poses = 811 1,000 | 12.5 | IV 14 cm. (5.5-in.) B. L. R. 
„dı 811 1,000 12.5 Do. 


a Twenty-one torpedo-boats are building on the Thames; six wooden torpedo-boats are building at Isle of Wight. 
6 Nominal, cIndicated. dCarnet de l'officier de marine, 1333. 
e It is probable that three 100-ton guns will be substituted for these. It is probable that two 42 cm. (16.5-in.) guns will be substituted for these. 


CA mie hohe E RNR TAe Suet Keri ate Mima acre 


1884. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 1393 


Ships of war building, 1883—’84—Continued. 


Name. 


Station dispatch vessels 
boats— i 


SESE ESPERA N 17 OTEA, 12.5 | IV 14 cm. (6.5-in.) B. L. R. 


meen arene e 
nA pee GO. ..seereeeee 


SEITA I Hotchkiss guns. 


RER II 2.5 in. B. L. R.; II machine guns, 
IV Hotchkiss guns. 


13, 898 18, 000 16 | IV 17-in. 100-ton B. L. R.; XI &in. B, L. R. 
FEAS 13,550 | 18,000 16 

10,045 10,000 

10,045 10,000 |. 
oon 10, 045 10,000 


PHP Ppp 
S228288 
Lad 

Š 


HHPPRAA 
885888 


Alfonso XIL. 3,090 4,400 
Aristina... 3,090 4, 400 
MATORORR AN I SAS A a Aone 3,090 4,400 
217 240 
217 240 


15 | IV 9in. 20-ton B. L. R.; VI 70-pdr. guns; XV Nordenfeldt machine guas. 


Twenty-four torpedo-b’ts.. 


5,500 | 17 I aion guna: Vi Sis. 2 1 
SNES EING, ES SEES | sf see guns (?); II 6-in. B. L. R.; IV machine guns. 


5,200 3,900 

1,500 2,700 I 4.7-in. B. L. R.; IV 3.4-in. B. L. R. 

3500 2,700 Do. 

oa Fo} XI 6.in. B. L. R.; II 3.4-in. B. L, R. 

2a 1.500 I 12in. B. L. R.; VI machine guns. 

140 550 . 

8,160 3,000 14.5 | VI 6.7 B. L. R.; VI 4.7-in. B L. R. 

8,160 3,000 x 
Viadimir Monomach. 5,783 7,000 IV Sin. B. L. R.; XII &in. B. L. R.; VI machine guns, 
Dimitri Donskoi 5,783 7,000 Do. 
Moskwa... 5,783 7,000 Probably the same as that of Vladimir Monomach, 

9,990 9,000 VI30 em, (11.8-in.) and VI 15 cm. (5.5-in.) B, L. B. 


aBix iron paddle-wheel gunboats; four first-class steel torpedo-boats; eighteen second-class steel torpedo-boats. b Approximate. 
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J wish to call the attention of the Senate to another important fact, 
in reply to what has fallen from the Senator from New Jersey, when he 
says that we must stop building ships, except gunboats ; that we must 
wait until we have ascertained that the cruisers which are already 
authorized wil] eome up with absolute exactitude and certainty to all 
that he thinks they ought to be, and that we should stop building that 
class of cruisers until we can ascertain that fact. 

Mr. GARLAND. Would it suit the Senator to continue his remarks 
to-morrow? 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall be through, I think, in five minutes or less. 

The following cities of the United States can be bombarded by the 
most recent from positions which could be taken up by an enemy’s 
vessels in spite of channel obstructions or our present defenses: East- 

rt, Portland, Portsmouth, Boston, New Bedford, Newport, New 
Boen New London, New York, Brooklyn, Norfolk, Beaufort, Wil- 
mington, Charleston, Fernandina, Key West, Pensacola, and Galveston. 
The English will havein a few months a clear fourteen-foot channel ly- 
mewian their own boundaries from the ocean to thegreat lakes, which 

ill admit vessels of very respectable size and force to these waters, 
where we have but one small, old-type, unarmored steamer. This ex- 
poses our large cities on the lakes to ne angen ot a bombardment. In 
three weeks without previous preparation England can throw a fleet of 
thirteen armor-clads on our coast, and in four weeks ten more. Added 
to this would of course be a large number, probably forty unarmored 
vessels, and all of the steamers now engaged in the transatlantic trade. 
Armaments are provided for a large number of these at Halifax and Ber- 
muda, so that they would not have to return to theirhome ports. These 
auxiliary cruisers would be more efficient for modern war purposes than 
two-thirds of our present naval vessels. During the late Egyptian cam- 
paign England withdrew seventy vessels from her carrying trade for 
war purposes without disturbingasingle itinerary. In case of war with 
us the whole number of steamers of the transatlantic trade would be 
available in addition. 

Germany, which twenty years ago had no navy to speak of, can to- 

‘day mobilize her whole force in eight days, and in three weeks could 
have a fleet of six powerful armor-clads off the port of New York. This 
force would be augmented by a y number of modern cruisers and 
the fine steamers of their tic and West Indian trade. France 
can oppose a force of government vessels equal to that of England to our 
defenseless coast; she would be inferior in auxiliary force. 

Italy, with her immense armor-clads, carrying the heaviest gunsafloat, 
her swift cruisers amd very respectable auxiliary force, would be very 
formidable. 

All the navies of Europe and many of those of South America and 
Asia are provided with torpedo-boats, which can and have 
made transatlantic passages without assistance. ; 

If the statement I have just submitted is not enough to convince Con- 

of the absolute necessity of doing something which will give this 
vernment a respectable navy, there is no a ent that I can offer 
nor that any Senator on this floor can offer which will induce Congress 
to appropriate money to continue to build the class of cruisers provided 
for in the bill, and continue to make appropriations until we getanavy 
that shall be at least respectable. In the course of the examination 
which was made of the distinguished gentlemen who came before the 
committee, I asked Admiral Shufeldt the question whether it was a 
part of the plan of the advisory board to continue upon the line indi- 
cated by the present advisory board and the previous one—to build 
vessels until wehad a respectable navy. His reply to me was that he 
thought by all means we ought to continue to build these fast steel 
cruisers until they reached eighty or ninety thousand tons. Rear-Ad- 
miral Rodgers concurred in this view, and Admiral Porter, while con- 
curring in this view, went on to state further and perhaps laid more 
stress upon the importance of building gunboats than others who came 
beforethe committee. Butitis well known that while gunboatsare v 
im t auxiliaries to all naval establishments, they are used princi- 
sate te the coast defenses, to accompany fleets, and to navigate the 
inland lakes and streams near the seacoast. I therefore submit to the 
Senator from New Jersey that while his boats are very important, 
they do not accomplish the great need of the American Navy to-day. 

Our old wooden vessels are rapidly going to decay. They have al- 
ready cost the Government, it seems to me, three times as much as 
they ought to have cost; three times as much as the Senator would pay 
in any private establishment of his own; and why not retire them from 
the service—they are retiring themselves—and replace them with im- 
proved naval vessels built after the latest models, with all the light 
that the intelligent, able officers of the United States Navy can bestow 
upon business of this kind? We must suppose, we are bound to assume, 
that these distinguished gentlemen who feel a great pride in the Ameri- 
can Navy, who are far more interested in having it built than any Sen- 
ator on this floor, are doing everything that it is possible for human 
foresight to do in order to give us proper ships in the Navy. I, there- 
fore, hope that the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey will 
not be concurred in, and that the bill as reported from the committee, 
and unanimously, with the exception of that Senator, will be passed 
by the Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, ` 


The niotion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. After 10 minntes spent in executive session 
the doors were respened, and (at 4 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 26, 1884. 


The House metat 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
8. LINDSAY, D. D. 
ion Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of Mon- 


y. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of so 
much of the Journal as relates to the introduction and reference of bills 
and joint resolutions be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The remainder of the Journal was read and approved. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I ask unanimous consent to print, in 
connection with the report from the Committee on Education submit- 
ted yesterday by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS], a mi- 
nority report. 

Mr. WILLIS. I understand the gentleman from Ohiois not opposed 
to the substantive proposition involved in the bill, and I s there- 
fore that he present his objections to the details of the bill by amend- 
ments when it is before the House for consideration. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I am opposed to the bill in its present 
form, while in favor of the general principle embraced in the bill. I 
shall ask leave to submit a minority report. ` 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the gentleman from Ohio 
will be accorded that privilege. 

There was no objection. 

ASSISTANT JOURNAL CLERK, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to present at 
this time for present consideration a joint resolution. 

TheSPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 186). 
Resolved, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed, out of any matey in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
pay to Frank Galt the sum of $492 for services rendered as ass t journal 
clerk of the House of Representatives from December 3, 1883, to February 23, 
1884, inclusive, being at the rate of $6 per diem. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the joint 
resolution ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the right to object until I hear an explana- 
tion. 

Mr. BLAND. This assistant journal clerk has been authorized by 
resolution of the House since the first session of the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress to be paid either out of the contingent fund or by a provision em- 
bodied in the sundry civil appropriation bill. The joint resolution 
now proposed is for the purpose of paying for the services which have 
been rendered from the beginning of the present session of Congress up 
to this time. The services are absolutely n 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. >» 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. It is absolutely impossible for us to un- 
derstand what is going on, owing to the confusion. 

The SPEAKER. Complaint is made that gentlemen are unable to 
hear what is being said because of the confusion in the Hall. Gentle- 
men are requested to be seated and suspend conversation. 

Mr. BLAND. I repeat that since the first session of the Forty-sixth 
Congress this assistant journal clerk has been employed by resolution. 
The service is essential, and certainly Congress ought not to be willing 
to accept the services of any person without paying for it. The em- 
ployment of an assistant has been recommended, as I understand, by the 
committee authorized to inquire into the number of the officers of the 
House. I can see no reason, therefore, why a man performing this 
necessary duty should not be paid. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution ? 

Mr. BREWER, of New York. I object. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope the gentleman from New York will withdraw .- 
his objection. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York. I could not hear distinctly what the 
gentleman stated, but as I understand now the joint resolution is for 
the benefit of the assistant journal clerk I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the present consid- 
eration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. STEELE. I object. 


STATUE OF EEAR-ADMIRAL DU PONT. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move to take from the Speak- 
er’s table Senate bill 1490, and ask that it be put upon its passage. 


1884. 


The SPEAKER The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection to its present consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, &e., That the sum of $3,200, being the unexpended balance of the 
sum appropriated under an act entitled ““Anact making an appropriation forthe 
base and estal of a monument to the late Rear-Admiral Bamuel Francis Du 


uel Francis Du Pont, United 
in the city of Washington; andall money h 
under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Indiana that this bill be taken from the Speaker’s table for pres- 
ent consideration? 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read a first and second time, ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
fhe table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I ask unanimous consent to offer for present con- 
sideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

Mr. STEELE. I withdraw my objection to the consideration of the 
sus mes submitted by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 

ND]. š 
The SPEAKER. The House is now engaged en another matter. 


DIVORCE LAWS. 


Circle, 
appropriated shall be expended 


Mr. DUNHAM. I ask the Clerk to read the resolution which I have 
sent to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and it is hereby, directed 
to examine the questions touching the divorce laws between the several States, 
in acco: ce with a petition heretofore referred to that committee, and to report 
by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to hear some explanation of that reso- 
lution, reserving the right to object. 

Mr. DUNHAM. A petition comes to me, signed by every one of the 
judges now on the bench in the city of Chicago, asking that some com- 
mission may be appointed by Congress for the purpose of seeing if it is 
possible to revise the divorce laws of the different States, so that there 
may be a uniformity. The object of the resolution simply is to ask 
the Committee on the Judiciary to look into the question and to author- 
ize them to report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let the resolution, then, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to a reference of the resolution? 

Mr. DUNN. [I object. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. MULDROW. Iask unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
er’s table for reference the bill (S. 19) to provide for ascertaining and 
settling perea land claims in the several States and Territories. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


VENEZUELAN CLAIMS. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent to submit a 
resolution of inquiry for reference to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
f{ offer it by request. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to communicate 
to this House, if not incompatible with the good of the lic service, the follow- 
ing information, namely: 

at action has been taken by the Governments of the United States and of 
Venezuela, and foo and either of suid Governments, under the joint resolu- 
tion of the two Houses of Congress approved March 3, 1883, entitled “A joint 
resolution providing for a new mixed commission in accordance with the treaty 
of April 25, 1866, with the United States of Venezuela;” and e: lly that the 
President communicate to the House what claim is made by the said Govern- 
ment of Venezuela, or by its representatives, in rd to the effect of the said 
joint resolution upon the said treaty, and upon the force and validity of the 
awards heretofore made under said treaty of April 25, 1866, and whether said 
Government of Venezuela is in any way delaying or declining to make pay- 
ments upon the said awards, or to further proceed in respect of the validity of 
such awards orof any or either of them; and also that he communicate to this 
House a statement of the amount of moneys paid in under the said awards and 
the date of the last payment, what amount has been distributed, and why fur- 
ther distributions have not been made; and that he transmit to the House copies 
of all correspondence between the two Governments in relation to said treaty 
and awards since the said 3d of March, A. D. 1883. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
SERGT. A. B. VAN HEUSEN. 


Mr. KASSON. I ask the consent of the House to consider the joint 
resolution H. Res. 124, reported from the Committeeon Ways and Means 
unanimously. It is a resolution of four or five lines only. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks to discharge the 
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Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of joint 
resolution No. 124, and to put the same on its passage. The title of 
the joint resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution Res. 124) authorising the collector atthe 
to deliver, free of duty, a silver cup won by Sergt. A. B. Van 
ber of the American rifle team at Wimbledon, in July, 1883. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution ? 

Mr. WELLER. I suggest the propriety of the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WELLER. I object. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. WELLER] to demand the regular order. 

Mr. WELLER. I did not demand the regular order. I am trying 
to get the floor myself. [Laughter. ] F 

rts. 


rt of New York 
eusen as a mem- 


e SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
po: 
PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. MAYO. Irise to a question of personal privilege. 

It will be remembered that about a week ago I rose to a question of 
personal privilege, but suspended my remarks to await the appearance 
of Mr. GEORGE D. WISE, my colleague from Virginia. I waited for his 
return. He came to see me, and told me he had been improperly re- 
ported in several respects, and he wished to correct a wrong impression 
he had made upon this floor. Of course I agreed heshoulddoso. The 
matter, however, hasgoneon, and he has not doneso. Inthe mean time 
I have just been told by the Clerk that many members of this House 
had been to examine this certificate. I presume that, misled by the 
statement of the honorable gentleman from Virginia, they had supposed 
it was different from the certificate given to the other members from 
Virginia. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, is that a question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The Chairis waiting to hear what the gentleman’s 
question of privilege is. 

Mr, GEORGE D. WISE. I would like to make one remark. Will 
the gentleman allow me one word? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to his colleague fora 
moment ? 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I am entirely willing the gentleman should 
have the right to make any statement he pleases, but with the distinct 
understanding that I shall have the right to reply to him. 

Mr. BLAND. I object, unless it is strictly a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not yet heard enough of the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mayo] to determine whether 
it is a privileged matter, under the rules of the House or not. The gen- 
eman will please state as briefly as he can what is the matter of privi- 

ege. 

Mr. MAYO. My statement is that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
GEORGE D. Wise} has stated on the floor of this House that the gov- 
ernor of Virginia refused to sign my certificate, when that gentleman 
knew positively that the governor of Virginia does not sign any certifi- 
cate for any member from Virginia. I wish the certificate to be read. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair does not think there is any question of 
privilege involved in the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I object to any further controversy until 
the Speaker has determined the question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

QUESTIONS OF PRIVILEGE. 
owious of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings; second, the 
rights, reputation, and conduct of members y in their Representative 
capacity only; and shall have precedence of all other questions, except motions 
to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, and for a recess. 
(Rule IX.) 

Mr. MAYO. Let me say—— 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. [ object. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that under this rule the 
statement of the gentleman presents any question of pings: 

Mr. MAYO. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. GEORGE D. Wisr] 
said that I am a fraud, and that the governor of Virginia had said so. 
Is not thata matter of personal privilege to myself? [Greatlaughter. } 
The statement is false, and I have the documents here to prove it if I 
can have an opportunity. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled on the question. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of the committees for 


reports. 
JOHN M. M’CLINTOCK. 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported, 
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back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2259) for the re- 
lief of John M. McClintock; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


SALARIES OF DISTRICT AND CIRCUIT JUDGES. 


Mr. BROADHEAD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, 
as a substitute for H. R. 3529, a bill (H. R. 5448) to increase the sala- 
ries of the district and circuit judges of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SENEY. I ask consent to present at some future day the views 

_ of the minority on the bill just reported from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to be printed with the report of the majority. 
There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 


WRITS OF ERROR. 


Mr. DORSHEIMER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3714) to amend section 1000 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was placed on the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

Tinted. 
P INCORPORATION ACTS OF TERRITORIES. 

Mr. SENEY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3058) to amend sec- 
tion 1889 of chapter 1, title 23, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
Stated, relative to general incorporation acts of Territories; which was 
placed on the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

$ MAJ. JAMES BELGER. 

Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 149) for the relief 
of Maj. James Belger; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS’ HOME AT ERIE, PA. 


Mr. MURRAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, in pursuance 
of leave heretofore granted by the House, presented the views of the 
minority of that committee upon the bill (H. R. 1416) to authorize the 
Government of the United States to receive certain lands and property 
in the city of Erie, Pa., and to establish a home for indigent soldiers and 
sailors; which was ordered to be printed with the report of the majority 
of the committee on said bill. 


JAMES KANE. 


Mr. DIBRELL, from the Committee on Military irs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2699) for the re- 
lief of James Kane; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

HENRY BROWN. 

Mr. DIBRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4628) to correct 
the military record of Henry Brown; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompa- 
nying report ordered to be printed. 


LUCINDA BULLINGTON. 


Mr. DIBRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
a bill (H. R. 5449) for the relief of Lucinda Bullington; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. P 


POSTAGE PENALTY ENVELOPES. 

Mr. REESE, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 196) to amend the 
law as to the issue of postage penalty envelopes to certain public offi- 
cers; which was placed upon the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

ALBUQUERQUE, N. MEX. 

Mr. COBB, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
the bilt (H. R. 4399) to confirm the title of the residents thereto to the 
town or community grant of the town of Albuquerque, N. Mex., and for 
the allotment and disposition of the lands in said grant, and moved that 
the committee be discharged from its further consideration and that the 
same be referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

The motion was agreed to; and it was ordered accordingly. 

HENDERSON ©. LEACH. 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian irs, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 921) for 
the relief of Henderson C. Leach; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. MORSE. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 680) for the relief of George W. Morse; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
yate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

WALTER J. PLOWDEN. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 3600) giving a pension to Walter J. Plow- 
den; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. : 

KELSEY CURTIS. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 2322) for the relief of 
Kelsey- Curtis; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD DEVITT. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, also reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 3675) for the relief 
of Richard Devitt; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

ALONSON FINK. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 531) ting a pension to Alonson Fink; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed, - 

„ALFRED A. QUINN. 
a Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 548) for the relief of Alfred A. 
Quinn; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M. CARES. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 553) granting a pension to William 
M. Cares; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK CARROLL. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
adversely the memorial of Patrick Carroll, praying for compensation for 
services as assistant librarian of the War Department; which was laid 
on the table, and the acompanying report ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF MARK DAVIS, 

Mr. STORM, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2281) for the relief of the 
heirs of Mark Davis, deceased; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES E. STEWART. 

Mr. STORM, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 47) for the relief of Frances 
E. Stewart, administratrix of Michael 8. Stewart, deceased; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MANUEL MARIA GONDARA. 

Mr. COSGROVE, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 3243, a bill (H. R. 5450) to confirm 
the title to certain lands in the Territory of Arizona to Manuel Maria 
Gondara, his heirs or assigns; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LABORERS IN HOUSE FOLDING-ROOM. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Committee on Accounts, to which was referred 
the joint resolution (H. Res. 129) allowing extra compensation to laborers 
in the House folding-room for extra work, have directed me to report it 
back with the recommendation that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Committee on Ac- 
counts will be di from the further consideration of this joint 
resolution, and it will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

RECORDS OF THE WAR. 

Mr. SCALES. I desire to make a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Printing. I report back with a favorable recommendation 
the resolution which I send to the desk, and ask its immediate consid- 
eration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inform the House how many 
copies of each of the ten volumes of the Records of the War of the Rebellion 
there are now in his Department that have not been assigned under the present 


law which provides for their distribution, and which are not subject to be dis- 
Piece by order of the present members of the Senate and Hi 
aw. 


The resolution was adopted. 


ouse under exist- 
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Mr. SCALES moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON RULES. 


Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent to introduce for present con- 
sideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be authorized to have printed and 
bound such papers and documents for its use as it may deem necessary, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think this resolution ought to go to the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana objects to the present 
consideration of the resolution, and asks its reference to the Committee 
on Rules. If there be no objection the resolution will be so referred. 

There beingno objection, the resolution was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Rules. 

FRANK GALT, 

Mr. BLAND. I understand objection to the joint resolution I pro- 
posed to introduce a while has been withdrawn, and therefore I 
now ask for the present consideration of that joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Objection has been withdrawn by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], but there may be further objection, and 
the Chair will again submit the matter to the House. 

There was no further objection; and joint resolution (H. Res, 186) 
for the relief of Frank Galt was read a first and second time, ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLAND moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, f 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COURTS-MARTIAL. 


Mr. SLOCUM, from the Committee on Military Affairs, moved by 
unanimous consent thatinformation respecting courts-martial furnished 
by the Secretary of Warin response to a resolution of the House be 
printed and recommitted. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

SHIP-BUILDING. 


Mr. SLOCUM, from the Select Committee on American Ship-build- 
ing and Ship-owning Interests, moved that the stenographer’s minutes 
taken before that committee be printed and recommitted. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


INDIAN EDUCATION. 


Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimousconsent 
to present at this time resolutions of the Assembly of the State of New 
York in reference to the education of Indians, and to ask that they be 
printed in the RECORD and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The resolutions are as follows : 


STATE OF New YORK, EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, 
Albany, y 23, issa. 
Sr: By direction of the governor I have the honor to inclose herewith a copy 
ofa concurrent resolution adopted by the Legislature of this State, and trans- 
mitted to you at its request. 
Very respectfully, 
A DANIEL 8. LAMONT, Private Secretary. 
To Hon. SAMUEL 8, Cox 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
STATE or New YORK, IN ASSEMBLY, 
lbany, February 6, 1884. 

Whereas believing that the education of Indians and their voluntary citizen- 
ship in the United States will most justly, quickly, and economically solve the 
Indian problem: Therefore, 

Resolved (i, senate concur, That our Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress be, and are hereby, requested to aid in the ge of resolutions solemnly 
pledging the faith of the nation to the Indian policy embodied in the following 
principles: 

First. That the unpaid sum pled for educational purposes by the Govern- 
ment as part payment for the cession of lands by Indians be appropriated for 
a oe 5 of stock, farming implements, tools, &c., for Indian manual-labor 
schools. 

Second. That so much of the net proceeds of the sale of public lands as may 
be necessary shall be set apart for the purpose of creating a permanent fund 
for the education of Indians. 

Third. That lands in severalty, making their titles inalienable for twenty-five 
ye and United States citizenship may be granted at once to all Indians who 
so desire. 

Fourth. That the legal rsonalty of all Indians may be granted, and that 
seria of law may iver them as itis to all otherraces within these United 

tates. 


Fifth. That the civilization of Indians may be hastened by providing for and 
rewarding their civilized industries. 
Sixth. That the salaries of Indian agents be increased sufficiently to secure 
good men of large capacity and business experience, and toretain them in service, 
Resetved y the senate concur), That the governor be requested to transmit a 
copy of the oregoing resolution to each of the Senators and Representatives in 
Congress from this State. 
By order. 
©. A. CHICKERING, Clerk, 
Ix SENATE, February 14, 1884. 
Concurred in without amendment, 
By order. 


JOHN W. VROOMAN, Clerk, 


FOX INDIANS, IOWA. 


Mr. MURPHY. I ask by unanimous consent to present a memorial 
of the Legislature of the State of Iowa, and to ask that it be printed 
in the RECORD and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. RANDALL. What is the subject? 

The SPEAKER. It is in regard to the investigation of matters per- 
taining to the Fox Indians of Iowa. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to printing in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the memorial will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. i 

Mr. MURPHY. As it is not ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
I will withdraw it and present it at some other time. 


RELIEF OF OFFICERS AND CREW OF UNITED STATES MONITOR. 
’ 


Mr. THOMAS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, submitted views of the minority on the bill (H. R. 244) for the 
relief of the officers and crew of the United States steamer Monitor who 
participated in the action with the confederate ironclad Merrimac on the 
9th day of March, 1862; which were ordered to be printed, and recom- 


COMMITTEE ON RULES. 


Mr. RANDALL. I am directed by the Committee on Rules to re- 
port the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be authorized to have printed for its 
use such papers and documents as it may deem necessary. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose that has been considered by the Commit- 
tee on Rules, and therefore I do not object. 

Mr. RANDALL. It relates only to printing Senate joint resolutions 
which come to the Committee on Rules, and also to propositions sug- 
gesting amendments to the rules which are referred from members of 
the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 do not object. 

Mr. RANDALL. They are generally brief, and having them printed 
we save time, 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


DISEASES AMONG DOMESTIC ANIMALS. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
farther consideration of the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the special order, which is the bill 
(H. R. 3967) for the establishment of a bureau of animal industry, 
to prevent the exportation of diseased cattle, and to provide means for 
the suppression and extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia and other con- 
tagious diseases among domestic animals. 

The billis being considered under the five-minute rule,and the pendi 
amendments offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. BAYNE 
and the amendment thereto offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WELLER] will be read. by the Clerk. 

Mr. WELLER. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLER. There were several pro forma amendment offered 
yesterday and withdrawn, and I have been unable to determine by read- 
ing the RECORD this morning just exactly what is the status of the ques- 
tion before the House at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. For that purpose the Chair has ordered the 
Clerk to read the pending amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] and the amendment offered thereto by the 
gentleman himself. 

Mr. WELLER. I wish to withdraw the amendment which I offered 
yesterday and to present at this time a substitute therefor. X 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will first report the pending amend- 
ment submitted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE’s amendment was read. 

Mr. KEIFER. Allow the first amendment to be read again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending amendment, offered by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, will be again reported by the Clerk. 

Mr. BAYNE. And I ask in that connection that the Clerk read the 
section as it will stand if my amendment be adopted. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. BAYNE was again read and also 
the section as proposed to be amended. 

Mr. WELLER. I now ask that my substitute be read, having with- 
drawn the one that was pending when the committee rose on yesterday. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section I by adding after the word * investigate,” in line 6, the words 
“and ascertain by reference to and compilation from the reports made by 
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county, State, and national authority ;” so that said section will read as follows 


if so amended : i 
resentatives of the United States of 


“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
A in That the Co oner of Agriculture shall organ- 


Congress 

ize in his Department a bureau of animal industry, and shall appoint a 
thereof, who shall be a com t veterinary supon and whose duty it shall 
be to investigate and ascertain by reference to and compilation from the reports 
made by county, State, and national authority, and report upon the number, 
value, and condition of the domestic animals of the United States, their protec- 
tion and use, and also inquire into and report the causes of contagious, infec- 
tious, and communicable among them, and the means for the preven- 
tion and cure of the same, and to collect such information on these subjects 
as shall be valuable to the agricultural and commercial interests of the country ; 
and the Commissioner of iculture is hereby authorized to employ, a force 
sufficient for this purpose. The salary of the chief of said bureau be $3,000 
perannum; and the Commissioner shall appoint a clerk for said bureau, with 
a salary of $1,500 per annum.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the amend- 
ment preposed by the gentleman from'Iowa [Mr. WELLER]. 

The amendment to the amendment was not to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs upon the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes 66. 

So the amendment was not to. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I now offer the amendment which I send to the 


desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word ‘‘agriculture,” in line 13— 

“With the consent of the governor of the State or States in which the persons 
so employed are to act.” X, 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 87, noes 94. 

Mr. COSGROVE (in his seat). On that I demand tellers. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I make the point of order that tellers 
have not been called for, as the gentleman has not risen from his seat 
to make the demand. 

Mr. COSGROVE (rising). I demand tellers. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. Harca, of Missouri, and Mr. COSGROVE were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 79, 
noes 84. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I wish to submit the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after the word “ .’ in line 15, the following: 
* With the consent of the Legislature of the State or States in which the per- 
sons so employed are to act.” 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I make the point of order that that 
amendment is identical with the one we have just voted upon and re- 
jected. 

Mr. HOPKINS. By no means. 

Mr. STORM. It is essentially different. 
same as the ture of the State. 

Mr. GIBSON. The one that was rejected was a provision that these 
persons were to act with the consent of the governor; this is with the 
consent of the Legislature of the State. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is evident that the amendment is entirely dif- 
ferent from the one just acted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the two amendments to 
the committee, so that they may be informed prior to the ruling of the 
Chair thereon. : 

The Chair understands the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Missouri on the right had reference to the consent of the gov- 
ernor ? 

Mr. COBGROVE. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. And this has reference to the consent of the Legis- 
lature of the State? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

The Clerk will report the pending amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HOPKINS’S amendment was again read. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to that amendment, as I 
am opposed to any and all amendments that may be offered to this bill. 
Not but that the Legislature of the State is the proper body, if there 
was to be any body here representing the State, for the governor would 
have no power in my State, and I apprehend no power in any of the 
States of this Union, unless it was given to him by the sovereign author- 
-ity of the State, the Legislature. 

But I am opposed to the amendments to this bill, and for the reason 
that you can not amend the thing so as to make it decent. I am re- 
minded in this connection of an anecdote. I do not often tell one, but 
the committee will excuse me now, for I think it is applicable to this 
case. A long time ago, sir, there was a very famous man in the world 
known as the great poet of his age, Alexander Pope. He was a de- 
formed man; irritable—all men of genius are irritable, to wit, my friend 
from Missouri showed a great deal of irritation on yesterday. [Laugh- 


The executive is not the 


ter.] Now, on a certain occasion Pope had attended atheater. It was 


before the days of gas, and they had about all public buildings link- 
boys, boys with lanterns to light the way. Pope had one bad habit, 


which was always, when irritated, to use this peculiar oath, ‘‘God mend 
me!” Well, the link-boys got about him with their cries, ‘‘ Will you 
have a light; will you have a torch?’ Pope responded after’a while 
with irritation, ‘‘No,no,no! Godmendme!’’ One ofthese boyslooked 
up at him with the remark: ‘‘God mend you? He had better make 
three new men than to undertake to do that.” [Laughter. ] 

So, Mr. Chairman, with this bill. I would rather undertake to make 
three new bills than to amend this one—this which is vicious and un- 
constitutional from its head to its heel. Sir, my distinguished friend 
from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] on yesterday accepted this proposition, that 
it belonged to him as chairman of the Committee on Agriculture to 
prove the constitutionality of this measure; and yet he never said a 
word about it, not one word, but contented himself with what amounted 
to pretty nearly a personal attack upon divers and sundry gentlemen 
who differ with him as to this bill. 

Sir, I was singled out, and my distinguished friend informed me that 
he would not sit at my feet to learn the principles of constitutional law. 
He would be an intractable scholar, sir. I do notdesire to become his 
teacher. Buthe needs a teacher. Sir, a gentleman who says upon this 
floor that he goes to the Constitution of the United States in order te 
ascertain the rights of the States pretends to be a constitutional lawyer. 
I had supposed that we examined the Constitution of the United States 
in order to ascertain what were the powers of the Federal Government, 
not of the State governments, but that the Constitution in this instru- 
ment had delegated to the Federal Government certain powers and all 
other powers belonged to the States. Sir, that is democracy, that is 
republicanism, that is constitutional law, and I hope my friend will 
learn it from some source before he gets through with this bill. 

The gentleman went further and said, making almost a personal at- 
tack upon me, that he would refuse to learn constitutional law from 
the author of the unconstitutional and cowardly tariff-commission bill. 
Sir, I was the author of the bill called the tariff-commission bill, years 
ago, which passed the Senate unanimously; that is to say, fifteen men 
voting for a bill precisely like the bill I offered, except it assumed the 
power of appointing and constituting the commission, which my bill 
gave to the President. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GIBSON was recognized and yielded his time to Mr. Eaton. 

Mr. EATON, I havea word tosay about that much-abused bill. I 
introduced it into the other branch of the Federal Legislature for the 
purpose of taking the question out of the realm of politics, for the pur- 
pose of making this great economic question a question to be deter- 
mined outside of all party issues. That was my object. Was it pa- 
triotic or unpatriotic? Not constitutional! No man that knows the 
hornbook of the Constitution will pretend to say that the bill was an 
unconstitutional bill. Was if an unpatriotic bill? Ought not every 
man on this floor, Republican and Democrat, desire to take this great 
economic question out of politics, so that it might not be the foot-ball 
of polities every four years? Sir, had the bill which I had the honor 
to originate, which passed the Senate in the manner I have said—had 
it passed this House also there would have been a commission of intel- 

igent gentlemen who would have had a yearand a half to have digested 
and brought full information here so that the House might have acted 
intelligently upon this great question. Thus much for that, sir. 

And my friend said this—I regret that he said it; I regret that he 
dared to say it—that Connecticut and New York and New Jersey were 
barnacles on the Democratic party. Sir, New York, New Jersey, and 
Connecticut elected in 1876 Samuel J. Tilden President of the United 
States. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Sir, I desire to tell this 
gentleman, who had the bad taste to Ing politics into this House, that 
New York, New Jersey, and Connecticut, if he and his associates are 
wise, will elect the next President of the United States. [Renewed 
applause.] Barnacles! New York, New Jersey, and Connecticut bar- 
nacles! Sir, the barnacle is bigger than the ship. I confess I amaston- 
ished that my friend, if I may so call him, although he will not permit 
me to teach him constitutional law, should have made a remark of that 
character before the House and before the country. 

Mr. Chairman, I have said this bill was imperfect. So imperfect 
is it in the opinion of the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture 
that he said in his place on yesterday that he would adopt any amend- 
ment gentlemen might offer in order to make the bill satisfactory and 
constitutional. It ought to go out of this House either back to the 
committee for the purpose of a reformation of the bill, or it ought tobe 
stamped upon by ay intelligent, Constitution-loving man. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. Gorf and Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ize the chairman of the 
committee, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH], and will after- 
ward the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr]. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I desire only to make so much of a reply 
to the remarks of the distinguished gentleman from Connecticut as 
may be necessary to set. myself right and to correct him. I was not 
aware that I had made any personal attack on the gentleman. Onthe 
contrary, I expressly stated that the remark I made in regard to the 
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tariff-commission bill was simply an iteration of the statement I had 
made when that bill was under discussion in the House, and that I 
meant it in no disrespect to the gentleman from Connecticut. I am 
not aware that I was irritable yesterday or that I am irritable to-day. 
I think I was in a very auiable mood. But the gentleman certainly 
misapprehended my remarks if he understood me to say that New York, 
New Jersey, and Connecticut were barnacles on the Democratic party. 

Mr. EATON. We all so understood you to say. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I spoke of individuals, not of States; 
nor did I name a single State. 

Mr. EATON. The RecorpD willshow. I looked forthe gentleman’s 

in the RECORD, but he kept it for revision. He was wise. 

Mr. HATCH, ef Missouri. But thereporter has his notes, and I will 
call upon the reporter for his notes, and will have them read to the 
House before this discussion is over. 

Mr. EATON. Letmesuggest to my friend’s recollection, for I would 
not willingly do him wrong and he knows it, that he not only men- 
tioned the States I have named, but also Ohio and Indiana in the same 
connection. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I said what the Democratic party needed 
more than anything else at this time were funerals; funeralsin Massa- 
chusetts, funerals in New York, funerals in Indiana, and funerals in 
Ohio. 4 

Mr. EATON. You mean Republican funerals, I suppose. 

Mr. SROADHEAD. What does the gentleman from Missouri mean 
by a funeral? Does he mean to say, in the language of Mr. Conkling, 
that the Democratic party must shoot down their leaders in the pres- 
ence of the enemy ? 

Mr, HATCH, of Missouri. Not by any means. I did not intend, 
Mr. Chairman, to be led into any further political discussion in regard 
to this bill. It is not necessary that in this House or anywhere else I 
should define my position as a Democratic member of the House or as 
a Democrat. So far as the principles involved in this bill are concerned 
I have said from the beginning that the committee and myself in charge 
of this bill would be willing to accept any amendment offered by any 
gentleman on the floor that would strengthen the bill or carry out the 
purpose for which it is framed. 

If the bill can be made better by this Committee of the Whole I de- 
sire to see it made better. The gentleman from Connecticut says that 
he would rather undertake to draft three new bills than to amend this 
one. I would be exceedingly obliged to him, and I think the agricultu- 
ral interests of this country would be obli to him, if he would draft 
a bill, present it to this House, have it referred to the committee, and 
then have it come back here to be voted upon. 

I hope the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
HOPKINS] will not be adopted. 

Mr. GOFF. I move to strike out thelast word. I do not desire at 
this time to give the reasons why I shall support this bill. I desire to 
allude’to several points which have been made by gentlemen in the dis- 
cussion of this bill, who have taken that opportunity to allude to the 
formation of the State of West Virginia and to the question of the as- 
sumption by West Virginia of that portion of the debt of Virginia which 
they claim should be paid by West Virginia. 

I am not going to detain the House at this time with a discussion of 
that matter, as it is historical in its character and statistical in its na- 
ture, and would not be understood if I were to detail it. I will there- 
fore ask permission to print as a portion of my remarks the statement 
which I have prepared on that subject. 

Mr. STORM. Is there anything personal in it? 

Mr. GOFF. Not at all. 

Mr. GIBSON. I can speak for my colleague [Mr. Gorr], and assure 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Storm] that there is nothing 
personal in the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from West Virginia asks permis- 
sion to print as a portion of his remarks some statements prepared by 
him. Is there objection? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. 

The following are the remarks referred to: 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. Chairman, before giving my reasons for supporting 
this bill I desire to allude for a few moments to the remarks of my elo- 
quent friend from Virginia [Mr. JoHN 8. WIsE], delivered on Saturday 
last, when this subject was under consideration. In his facetious re- 
marks relative to my colleague [Mr. GIBSON] he was pleased to make 
allusions to my State and to her action in connection with the Virginia 
debt that I do not think it proper to permit to pass unnoticed. He 
deemed it proper to speak of West Virginia in language not altogether 
new, as the “‘ bastard State of a political rape.” Mr. Chairman, West 
Virginia is the legal fruit of constitutional wedlock. The bans were 
announced by our old mother, Virginia, she giving her assent in the 
manner provided by our fathers. The great loyal heart of a struggling 
nation throbbed with delight when the nuptials were celebrated, an 
the Congress of the United States was present at the birth of this State, 
and by its legislative decree gave due notice of West Virginia’s legiti- 
macy. 

The question of the settlement of the debt of the State of Virginia 
and the part West Virginia should assume can not be sati iby dis- 
cussed now, and should not, Isubmit, have been alluded to at this time. 


It is a question thè people of my State take great interest in, are jeal- 
ous of. It affects their credit; it touches their honor. The State of 
West Virginia has ever been willing, been desirous, of making the set- 
tlement the gentleman alludes to. She to-day desires that adjustment. 
The mode of settlement was provided for when the State was formed. 
That method is part of her organic law; it received the approval of the 
Congress of the United States. The ordinance of the Virginia conven- 
tion, held at Wheeling in 1861, provides the mode of stating the ac- 
count between Virginia and West Virginia, as follows: 

The new State shall take upon itself a just proportion of the debt of Virginia 
prior to January 1, 1861, to be ascertained by charging to it all State expendi- 
tures within the limits thereof, anda just OE prea of the ordinary expenses of 
the State government since any part of said debt was contracted, and deducting 
therefrom the moneys pale into the Treasury from the counties included within 
the new State during the same period. 

The constitution of West Virginia contains the following article: 
Br pe EE ene 
may be practicable,and provide for the liquidation thereof by a creates 
suflicient to pay the accruing interest and redeem the principal within thirty- 
four years. 

The Legislature of Virginia on the 23d day of February, 1866, passed. 
a joint resolution authorizing three commissioners to be appointed, with 
instructions to treat with West Virginia—first, ‘‘ for the restoration of 
Virginia to its ancient jurisdiction and boundaries; ’’and second, rela- 
tive to the proper adjustment of the debt. 

In reply to this the West Virginia Legislature, on the 28th day of Feb 
ruary, 1867, passed a resolution refusing to treat for the reunion of 
West Virginia with Virginia, but authorizing the appointment of com- 
missioners to adjust the debt as soon as the suit of The State of Virginia 
vs. The State of West Virginia, then pending in the Supreme Court of 
the United States, should be determined. The object of that suit was 
to recover jurisdiction by Virginia over the counties of Berkeley and Jef- 
ferson, then held by West Virginia. It can be readily seen that no set- 
tlement of the debt question could have been made until it was decided 
which State was entitled to hold said territory. That suit was decided 
in favor of West Virginia. The Congress of the United States on the 
2d day of March, 1867, remitted the State of Virginia to the control of 
the United States. Virginia reorganized and adopted a constitution 


suited to the changed order of affairs in 1869, and was asa. 
State in the Union and restored to representation in Congres on the 
25th day of January, 1870. 

On the 18th day of February, 1870, the Legislature of Virginia author- 


ized the appointment of commissioners to treat with West Virginia 
relative to the debt. The governorof Virginia appointed said commis- 
sioners, who visited the Legislature of West Virginia, then in session, 
which body appointed a joint committee to confer with the Virginia 
commissioners, As the result of said conference the West Virginia Leg- 
islature passed a joint resolution, on the last day of its session in the 
year 1870, authorizing the appointment of commissioners by the gov- 
ernor of that State to adjust all matters relating to the debt with Vir- 
ginia. This resolution was enlarged by the West Virginia Legislature 
on the 15th day of February, 1871, and the commissioners were ap- 
pointed, as I will show hereafter. 

While these proceedings were transpiring in West Virginia, the Gen- 
eral Assembly of Virginia, on the 11th of February, 1871, adopted a reso- 
lution requesting the State of West Virginia to arbitrate all matters 
pertaining to said debt, thus rescinding the resolution of the Virginia 
Legislature of February 18, 1870, authorizing her commissioners to act. 
As the mode of arbitration proposed by Virginia did not include the 
manner of adjustment and the basis of settlement, as provided for in the 
ordinance of the Virginia conventien of August 20, 1861, which I have 
alluded to as the ‘‘ Wheeling convention,” there was nothing left for 
West Virginia to do but insist on her rights under said ordinance and 
under her constitution, which I have quoted, decline said arbitration, 
and insist on the settlement through the commissioners who had already 
been appointed. This course was taken by West Virginia by act of her 
Legislature ef February 24, 1871. 

Under the provisions of said last-mentioned act the governor of West 
Virginia appointed General John J. Jackson, Hon. J. M. Bennett,.and 
Hon. A. W. Campbell, three well-known, well-informed citizens, of 
high character, well acquainted with Virginia history and finances, one 
of whom—Mr. Bennett—had been auditor of accounts of the State of 
Virginia during the entire period of the late war; appointed them, and, 
as authorized by law todo, they proceeded in their efforts to treat with 
Virginia in reference to said debt. With what result is well known to 
those who have given the slightest attention to this subject. The 
country generally, though, has been misinformed. This matter should 
not be discussed with partisan feeling nor in Bombastes Furioso style. 
If not a question of ‘State rights,” it is one of the rights of a State. 

The commissioners appointed by the governor of West Virginia met 
at Parkersburg, W. Va., on the 9th day of August, 1871, to organize 
and arrange a mode of procedure. On that day they notified the gov- 
ernor of West Virginia of their organization, and they also transmitted 
the following letter to the governor of Virginia: 

PARKERSBURG, W. VA., August 9, 1871. 


Str: The undersigned have the honor to inform you that, under the joint reso- 
lutions passed by the Legislature of West Virginia on the 15th and 24th days of 
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February last, they have been appointed commissioners by the or of West 
Wirginia'in regard tothe debt as it stood on the Ist day of 


Virginia to treat with 
January, 1861. 

Also, that ex fig ter in this tag hong for the of cag ox Sg m the 
discharge of their duties, and to this end have General Jo! . Jack- 
son as their chairman, whom they pee to receive such communi- 
cations as your excellency may be pleased to su! t. 

Will your excellency be pleased to indicate at your earliest convenience what 
action, if any, been, or is likely to be, taken by Virginiain the matter of ap- 
pointing commissioners, or, in the event of no such appointments, what channel 


A. W. CAMPBELL, 
To His Excellency the GOVERNOR OF VIRGINIA. 


The West Virginia commissioners then adjourned, to meet at Rich- 
mond, the capital of Virginia, at a day thereafter to be determined. 

They metagain, in the city of Richmond, onthe 9th day of November, 
1871. The governor of Virginia, then Hon. Gilbert C. Walker, refused 
to receive them as commissioners of the State of West Virginia, and 
claimed that under the law as it then existed he had no right to appoint 
commissioners to act with them. Thus, receiving no encouragement 
from the governor, and desiring, if possible, to procure certain informa- 
tion, explicit and official, bearing directly on the settlement of said debt, 
said West Virginia commissioners, on the 14th day of November, 1871, 
addressed the following communication: 

RICHMOND, November 14, 1871. 
am directed by the commissioners representing West Virginia in the 
matter of the public debt of Vi prior to the Ist of January, 1861, to procure 
from your office such information as can be furnished upon the following points, 
me The actual amount of the publie debt of Virginia on the Ist of January, 1861. 
And under this head the amounts of said debt owned by the sinking fund, the 
amount owned by the literary fund, andthe amount by the library fund, 

2. What portion of the bonded debt was mvested, and how invested, on the 
1st of January, 1861. Also, what portion of the investment was productive, what 
were the dividends or profits arising therefrom for the year 1860, and whether 
= such Pa aint tad have since been donated, changed, converted, or otherwise 


>q OT. 
3. What portion of the appropriations expended in West Virginia for public 
improvements came from the sales of State bonds and what portion from the 
revenues or taxes of LES, paves : 

4. A copy of the advertisement for the redemption of a portion of the public 
debt on the Ist of January, 1861. 

5. A statement ofthe amount of public debt actually:redeemed on the Ist of 
January, 1861, pursuant to said advertisement. 

Upon these points the commissioners desire to hear from you at your earliest 
aly : isat i 

ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 
A. W. CAMPBELL, Secretary. 


Sr: I 


To the SECOND AUDITOR OF VIRGINIA. 
The following reply was received to said request: 
SECOND AvpiTor’s OFFICE, Richmond, November 16, 1871. 


Dear SR: Yours of the 14th was received. You ask me for a report upon a 
variety of aes connected with our pobe debt; the transactions of the 
board of public works in regard to it, and financial affairs of the State,which 
it is understood, of course, you pro; to use in the contemplated adjustment 
of the portion to be paid by West Virginia of the debt. 

To answer the questions oh erg would involvean amountof labor which 
we could not bestow on the subject. But, apart from this, I presume at an early 
day this office will be called upon by the executive or the Generel Assembly of 


Virginia for detailed reports of all the matters referred to, which will be avail- 
able to you. 


The books and records of this office are open to your i 
I trust that in failing to respond to your inquiries you 


in any wise wanting in official courtesy to you or your associates, None cer- 
tainly is intended. 


I have the honor to be, most respectfully, yours, 
A. W. CAMPBELL, Esq., Secretary, &c. 


After this the West Virginia commissioners closed their labors in 
Richmond and returned to their homes. 

It is thus seen that Virginia, after proposing an adjustment by means 
of commissioners, declined to carry it into effect when the West Vir- 

inia commissioners were knocking at the door of the executive office 
in the capital of Virginia. 

Why this treatment? What change had come over the spirit of Vir- 
ginia’s dream? Can we not discover it, and without trouble? In Feb- 
ruary, 1871, the West Virginia resolution was passed and communi- 
cated to the governor of Virginia. The questions relating to what has 
since become known as the “ funding bill” were.then under discussion 
in Virginia. The manner of adjustment proposed in that bill was con- 
sidered much more advantageous to the citizens of Virginia than any 
adjustment they could possibly make with West Virginia. 

The rere of Virginia, her islature, her governor well knew that 
when the hour of settlement came, when the account was balanced, as 
provided for in the ordinance and constitution, the preposterous claim 
theretofore set up, that West Virginia was liable to about $15,000,000 
of the Virginia debt, would be exploded, and that it would be shown 
that West Virginia’s portion of the ante bellum debt was under $1,000,000, 
if anything at all. 

So the resolution authorizing commissioners was repealed by Virginia; 
so our commissioners met with no generous reception, and on the 30th 
of March, 1871, the ‘‘ funding bill’’ passed the Voge Legislature, 
by which there is arbitrarily apportioned to West Virginia one-third 
of the debt, not as it stood on the Ist day of January, 1861, the date 
fixed by the constitution, but as it would stand on the Ist day of July, 
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1871, after the interest had been twice compounded; and it was also 
apportioned upon the basis, as claimed, of territory and population, 
for the equities of the case so notorious for 
years, and incorporated into the ordinance providing for the formation 
of West Virginia. 

Under this funding act the State of Virginia has issued to the credit- 
ors of that State—those holding her bonds issued prior to January 1, 
1861—two obligations of Virginia, one a bond for two-thirds of the 
debt, the other a certificate of indebtedness for the other third, to be 
paid whenever a settlement is had with West Virginia. 

Remember, West Virginia is no party to this contract; does not par- 
ticipate in this settlement; the adjustment she desired is refused by 
Virginia, that State Leip this contract with her creditors. 

These certificates read as follows: 


This is to certify that there is due unto ——, heirs, executors, administrators, 
or assigns, —— dollars, being one-third of bond surrendered under the provisions 


ofan act approved March 30, 1871, entitled “An act to provide for the funding 
and payment of the public debt” (namely, bond No. —, with interest amounting 
to —— dollars). Payment of said one-third, and interest thereon at the rate of 
6 per cent. per annum, will be provided for in ce with such settlement 
as shall hereafter be had between the States of Virginia and West Da ro in 
regard to the public debt of the State of Virginia existing at the time of its dis- 
memberment, and the State of Virginia holds said bonds so far as unfunded in 
trust for the holder thereof, or his 8. 

In testimony whereof, this certificate has been signed by the treasurer and 
countersigned by the second auditor, as prescribed by law. 


Treasurer Commonwealth of Virginia, 


Second Auditor, 

This is erroneously called a ‘‘ West Virginia certificate.” That State 
has no debt certificates; she has issued no bonds; her constitution for- 
bids the creation of any liability in the nature of a public debt. 

Now, it is plain to us all that as soon as a settlement takes place be- 
tween Virginia and West Virginia, Virginia, according to the terms 
of the certificates I have just read, becomes liable to the holders thereof 
for their payment, and that whether she obtains anything by said ad- 
justment from West Virginia or not. Hence, I say it is not to the inter- 
est of Virginia to make this settlement. She has made a most advan- 
tageous contract with her creditors, and in her present embarrassed 
financial status she is not going to cancel the terms of that contract. 

Now, it is not my intention to discuss at this time the mode by which 
West Virginia shows she is not indebted to Virginia in anything like 
the sum set apart by that State as due from West Virginia, if indebted 
atall. It is not necessary I should. I am prepared to do so, and will 
hereafter should it be deemed best. I will at present only state that 
taking the provision of the ordinance of the Virginia convention of 1861 
as the basis of settlement, as we must do, and charging to West Virginia 
all expenditures made by the State of Virginia within the limits of the 
present State of West Virginia and a just proportion of the ordinary 
expenses of the State of Virginia during the time said debt was accru- 
ing, and deducting from the aggregate so found the moneys paid into 
the Virginia treasury from the territory now constituting West Vir- 
ginia—and this is the basis of settlement Virgini? consented to in 1864 
and that the Supreme Court of the United States say is to be followed, 
and the result is that Virginia is indebted to West Virginia to-day. 
And, Mr. Chairman, it is not strange that this result is reached. It 
may surprise some who are not familiar with Virginia history, but those 
conversant with the injustice measured out to ‘‘Trans-Alleghany Vir- 
ginias,’’ to that stretch of country situated between the mountainsand 
the Ohio now called West Virginia, know that I speak ‘‘ but the words 
of truth and soberness.’’ For many, many years before the war of the 
rebellion Western Virginia was but a mere tributary, a conquered prov- 
ince as it were, to that magnificent land east of the mountains, *‘the 
Piedmont country, rolling to the sea.” The present generation read it 
from the pages of Virginia’s harsh legislation, hear it from the lips of 
our old men, and know that our fathers were but ‘‘hewers of wood and 
drawers of water” to the favored class who lived along the Shenandoah, 
the James, the Potomac, and in the magnificent belt those rivers lined. 

They were taxed, but they received no benefit from taxespaid. Their 
hard earnings were taken from them and expended in colleges, uni- 
versities, railroads, canals, turnpikes, plank-roads, and fashionable im- 
provements among their more-favored brothers, who dwelt in a land, I 
must say, as fair as any God has ever given the sons of men for a habi- 
tation. They were taxed, but they were not fairly represented. For 
long years the burdens laid upon them were greater than they could bear. 
Natural barriers prevented commercial intercourse. There was but lit- 
tle community of interest, and, as the events of 1861 disclosed, but lit- 
tle community of sentiment. 

The desire for the formation of a new State antedates the war for over 
a quarter of a century. It is a mistake to say it was produced by the 
war. The war of the rebellion only gave opportunity to those ‘* who 
long had sought, and mourned because they found it not,™ the way to 
carry into successful fruition the hopes they had long cherished, that had 
become deartothem even as their lives, and of planting on their mount- 
ain peaks the banner that floats there to-day, with their motto inscribed 
thereon, ‘‘Montani semper liberi.’ They are a people who in the dark- 
est hour of your civil strife, when the life of your nation was trembling 
in the balance, offered the aid of their strong right arms, and in this 
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Hall of Congress united their destinies with those of the Union, and 
who for long years prayed for the freedom, the true liberty, this great 
nation has given them. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. REED] the remainder 
of my time. 

Mr. REED. I do not desire rudely to interfere in the interesting 
colloquy which has been going on on the Democratic side of this Cham- 
ber. I have listened with pleasure to both gentlemen, the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. EATON ] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HATCH], and so far as they reflect upon each other I agree with both 
ofthem. [Laughter.] It always does take at least two Democrats to 
tell the whole truth about the Democratic , and they do not al- 
ways succeed at that. [Renewed laughter. 

I have been very much interested in the constitutional law which has 
been presented here. I note two different kinds of constitutional law- 
yers—the one, the constitutional lawyer pure and simple, represented 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BROADHEAD], and the other, the 
political constitutional lawyer, represented by the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. EATON]. ‘The one always tries to give some reasons for 
the faith that is in him; the other does not think it necessary. [Laugh- 


ter. 

Fre is a bill of the utmost importance to the people of this country. 
We are a great producing nation. If we can cause our cattle, our hog 
products, and in general the products of our farms to be exported we 
are certainly doing a great service to the farmers of the country. There 
is one obstacle in the way of that; that is, that foreign nations have 
the idea that some animal diseases exist among our cattle. Our desire 
is to prove to the world that such is not the fact, or thatif such is lia- 
ble to be the fact we are taking proper measures to put down those 
diseases. 

Foreign nations know absolutely nothing about our States; they do 
know something about the National Government; and that is precisely 
what the Constitution of the United States intended should be the case. 
That Constitution provided that all our relations with foreign govern- 
ments should be through the General Government of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CALKINS. I will take the floor and yield my time to the gen- 
tleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. I thank the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS]. 
We have a disease which exists among us which we desire to remove, 
but which no State Legislature has thus far been able to reach. We 
have also the necessity of proving to the world by the only evidence 
which they can understand that we are taking measures for the pres- 
ervation of health and to prevent the exportation of diseased products. 

In view of this tremendous necessity which exists there ought to be 
some strong reasons given why this measure should be rded as un- 
constitutional. Does the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. EATON] 
condescend to give us any reason? No. He gets up and in a tone of 
horror equaled only by the solemnity of his manner tells us that this 
bill is unconstitutional, dreadfully so. How? The Constitution has 
one provision which is just as clear as it is broad. I will read it. 


Congress shall have power to regulate commerce with foreign nations, and 
among the several States, and with the Indian tribes. 


How broad that is, how broad that was intended to be, there is 
no specification. It was intended to cover matters broader even than 
those who made it could think of. They left it within the discretion 
of Con simply because it was a power which if given at all ought 
to be given so broad as to meet all the varying exigencies not only of 
the present but of all future time. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BRoADHEAD], being obliged by 
his training to give some reasons for his position on this subject, cites 
certain decisions of the court which refer'to the police power of the 
States, and which, if the Congress does not take it up, the States may 
exercise, Now, if he will examine the subject further he will perceive 
that not one of those cases alluded to by him militates against the pro- 
visions of this bill. 

What is the interpretation of that clause given by the courts? I will 
read from the case of Sherlock against Allen, 93 United States Reports, 
page 103: 

It is true that the commercial power conferred by the Constitution is one with- 
out limitation. 

Precisely what I have said. 

It authorizes | lation with respect to all the subjects of foreign and inter- 
state commerce, the persons engaged in it, and the instruments by which it is 
carried on, 

How could any language conferring power be stronger than that is? 
Yet the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. EATON] has twice got up 
here and proclaimed that this thing was utterly unconstitutional; so in- 
famously unconstitutional that he would not even condescend to tell us 
why, but referred us to what he called the hornbook of constitutional 
law. 

The only test recognized by a strict constructionist as to the consti- 
‘tutionality of a measure, so far as I have noticed in this House, is the 
one expounded some years ago by the Hon. Martin I. Townsend, of New 
York. Ifa strict constructionist wants a bill sed itis constitutional; 
if he does not want it passed it is unconstitutional. 


Now, I protest against this hackneyed degradation of the Constitution 
by making a mop-broom of it to sweep up everything that gentlemen 
bop they do not believe in, for they sometimes sweep up jewels as well 
as dirt. 

We have, then, the constitutional power; how isit pro to be ap- 
plied? First, it is proposed that by the consent of the States we shall 
goin and trample out the disease where we find it. Now there can be 
nothing unconstitutional in that, because violence can not be done to 
the willing; if a State consents, the State is not interfered with. Ifa 
State does not consent, we simply provide by section 4 of the bill that 
the State or district shall be declared to be in quarantine. How and 
for what purpose? Simply to apply to ita rule with? to com- 
merce—that cattle shall not be transported out of theState. With the 
amendments which I shall propose to this section it will amount sim- 
ply to the exercise of the right of Congress to regulate commerce; and 
this the Constitution of the United States says we have; and such an 
exercise of it as we propose has been sustained by the Supreme Court. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BROADHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad to have heard 
the remarks of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. I am always 
interested in what he says. He is a good lawyer, and a good constitu- 
tional lawyer. ‘The gentlemanseemsto recognize the difference between 
the power to regulate commerce and the power to establish police regu- 
lations. That difference has been recognized in all the decisions made 
by the Supreme Court of the United States upon this question. The 
gentleman will recollect the case of- New York vs. Milne, referred to by 
Judge Miller in the Slaughter-house cases, in which it was held that a 
law by the State of New York providing for the inspection of 
vessels, the registration of passengers, and an inquiry into their age, 
health, and condition, although the enactment did have a connection 
with the subject of foreign commerce, was nevertheless a police regu- 
lation of the State of New York, and was valid, in spite of the provision 
of the Constitution of the United States declaring that Congress should 
have power ‘‘to regulate commerce with foreign nations and among 
the several States.” 

Mr. REED. Was it not suggested in that same case that if Congress 
had undertaken to legislate on that subject the Congressional legislation 
would alone have been been dominant? 

Mr. BROADHEAD, I think not. I think Judge Miller intimates 
the contrary when he says that now that question has been raised; but 
he does not raise it, nor does his language justify such an inference as 
the gentleman suggests, He says: 

Up to the present period in the constitutional history of the country this power 
has always conceded to belong to the States, however it may now be ques- 
tioned in some of its details. 

And quotes with approval the language of Chief-Justice Marshall in 
Gibbons vs. Ogden, in which he says no direct power over these objects 
is granted to Congress, and consequently they remain subject to State 
legislation. 

The power to regulate commerce, Mr. Chairman, does not imply the 
power to destroy commerce. The power to regulate commerce can not 
embrace the power to prohibit the transportation of products from one 
State to another, for that is the destruction of commerce. I repeat, the 
power to regulate does not imply the power to destroy. 

Mr. REED. But it includes the power to prevent diseased matter 
from being transported, which is a different thing from stopping com- 
merce. 2 X 

Mr. BROADHEAD. As that is unquestionably a police regulation, 
as I understand the decisions, it belongs exclusively to the States. It 
was so held in the case of The Railroad Company vs. Husen, from the 
State of Missouri. The only ground on which the Supreme Court held 
that act of the Missouri Legislature to be unconstitutional was because 
it absolutely prohibited the transportation of cattle, without reference 
to their condition. Judge Strong, in delivering the opinion of the court, 
says: 

It is noticeable that the statute inte: a direct prohibition against the in- 
troduction into the State of all Texas, Mexican, or Indian cattle during eight 


months of each year, without any distinction between such as may be 
and such as are not. 


If that law, passed by the Legislature of Missouri, had based the pro- 
hibition upon the fact of the cattle being diseased, it would of course 
have been valid under this decision. Under this very decision it is 
held, as I have shown, that the States have power to pass laws for the 
establishment of police regulations in order to preserve the comfort, the 
health, the property, or the lives of citizens of the State. As I have be- 
fore said, this isa high prerogative of sovereignty, which does not belong 
to the Government of the United States except as regards territory over 
which it has exclusive jurisdiction, such as the arsenals, dock-yards, 
District of Columbia, and the Territories. Here let meask the gentle- 
man from Maine whether he holds that the power proposed to be given 
in this bill to an agent of the bureau of animal industry to go into the 
State of Missouri or the State of Maine, if you please, enter npon a 
man’s farm, inspect his cattle, determine that some of them are diseased, 
and have them taken out and shot—is this an exercise of the power to 

late commerce ? 
t may be done under this bill whether the man intends io export 
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them or not. If they are found to be diseased, thatis all that is neces- | no aid from the General Government, a fact that is easily accounted 


sary. He may pronounce judgment upon them and have them taken 
out and slaughtered. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. REED. That is, with the agreement of the State authorities. 

Mr. BROADHEAD. No, sir; but the law expressly provides if the 
State authorities do not agree to it, then it may be taken in the hands 
of the Commissioner of Agriculture. ° 

Mr. REED. Not atall. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Not at all. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. WEAVDR. Mr. i representing as I do a portion of a 
great State that is interested largely in stock-raising, I desired, in the 
general debate of this bill, to occupy some portion of the time; but 
having failed to obtain recognition then, I shall ask by unanimous con- 
sent, if I am not able to conclude my remarks in the five minutes al- 
lowed me under the rules, I may be permitted to print them in the 
RECORD as though they were delivered. 

I favor the erection of a statutory wall so high and so solid as not 
only to stay the spread of this disease so that it may never reach the 
great beef-growing country of the West, but, further, such enactment 
as will root out, destroy, and extirpate this disease in this whole coun- 


try. 

Objection has been urged against this bill on the ground thatit gives 
too much authority to the Commissioner of Agriculture, but in my judg- 
ment this lodgment of power where it can be exercised with authority 
and dispatch is an essential requisite to the complete consummation of 
the object and p of the law. 

The gentleman from Colorado would have the intervention of a jury, 
to speak by its verdict touching the truth of the alleged illness or dis- 
eased condition of the bovine whose reputation for soundness had been 
drawn in question. Itwould occur to an ordinary practitioner who has 
followed one case from the impaneling of a jury through courts by ap- 
peal or error to its reversal for proceedings de novo and again through 
the same routine, that this manner of procedure is not well adapted to 
the disposition of a matter where dispatch is of the great and prime im- 
portance to the success of the measure. 

The extirpation of this disease in Massachusetts by State author- 
ities has been cited to establish the proposition that this whole matter 
can safely be lodged with State authorities. Admitting that Massa- 
chusetts has done what is claimed, it establishes nothing that even 
tends to the proposition when applied to the great cattle-growing por- 
tion of the country. What has Massachusetts of the cattle industry 
of this country? Not enough to make a breakfast for the people of 
the United States—261,000 head of cattle and over 1,300,000 popu- 
lation. 

Mr. LONG. One million eight hundred thousand. 

Mr. WEAVER. Which hasa population, I am told, of 1,800,000— 
seven human beingstoonehorned animal. No, sir, thisillustration call- 
ing attention to what Massachusetts has done is as weak as their cattle 
ind I admit that where seven human beings can be summoned 
to look after one sick calf there ought to be no need for quarantine reg- 
ulations, and thisis not said to belittle Massachusetts, but to call atten- 
tion to the fact that the cattle business of Massachusetts is of so small 
importance as hardly to be spoken of as one of her industries. 

How could the argument as to what has been done in Massachusetts 
with any kind of fairness be applied to the necessities of the great cat- 
tle-growing States of the West. Take the great State of Nebraska, for 
an example, with one-fourth of the population of Massachusetts and 
her 700,000 head of cattle—a State where between 1870 and 1880 there 
was an increase in cattle of over 800 per cent.; where five hundred cat- 
tle don’t make a large herd, but where a single herd under one charge 
often embraces thousands of head. 

Now, sir, what will be the consequences if this contagious disease 
shall once reach these great herds where no personal attention is suf- 
ficient to guard against the terrible consequences? The result will be 
that you New England men who peddle jack-knives to us Western 
folks for something to eat will wake up some morning and find that 
you have no meat for breakfast. How does this Massachusetts argu- 
ment apply to the great State of Kansas with her 1,500,000 cattle, to 
Illinois with her 2,500,000 head, to Missouri with her 2,000,000 head; 
how does it apply to any of the great cattle-growing States of the West? 

In Massachusetts, if all their steers and stags and bulls were cows, 
there would be only one cow to a family of seven—scarcely enough to 
furnish milk for the babies. The Massachusetts case does not appear to 
fit the case under consideration. 

Now let us look at Connecticut, a State whose cattle industry sustains 
about the same relation to her population as does that of Massachusetts, 
and whose member [Mr. EATON | appears to be on very intimate terms 
with the goddess Pallas, this great and good feminine who is ever repre- 
sented as having a pike in her right hand and a spindle in her left— 
weapons no doubt used to prod the escort who does not blow his horn 


long and loud for the ‘‘ palladium;’’ and I think the venerable old god- | caring 


dess must have been bearing lightly on the prod, because the gentleman 
from Connecticut not only declared himself strongly in favor of the ‘‘ pal- 


Jadium,’’ but wanted it distinctly understood that his constituents ask | engaged 


for when we notice from the census return that the cattle industry is 
one of the waning industries of that State. 

Twenty years ago there were 30,000 more cattle in the State of Con- 
necticut than there are to-day, a decrease of over 9} per cent., and at 
this rate it will not be leng before the whole State can give its attention 
to the nursing of one old sick cow with the pleuro-pneumonia. But 
on the other hand I notice from the census returns that in Connecticut 
there has been an increase of asses during the same period of twenty 
years of over 550 per cent. [Laughter.] I do not speak of this to ac- 
count for the argument of the gentleman from Connecticut, but only 
to show that while the cattle industry of Connecticut is small and con- 
stantly diminishing, the principal industry is in propagating asses. 
(Laughter. ] \ 

It has been the subject of some inquiry as to what causes fhis terrible 
breeze from Texas in opposition to the proposed legislation in this bill; 
butaremark made by the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. LANHAM], when 
he said, ‘‘ Why not confine the provisions of this bill to pleuro-pneumo- 
nia?’’ accounts for the gale. We find in the bill a provision that not 
only guards against the pleuro-pneumonia but as well against the 
spread of other contagious, infectious, and communicable diseases ; and 
it is a well-known fact to the people of Kansas, Nebraska, and Missouri 
that Texas horses and Texas cattle have from year to year been driven 
into these States with the Texas mange, or itch, or the Spanish fever, 
and that these States have suffered great loss by the communication of 
these diseases to the native herds. The truth is, we desire to be guarded 
as well against the diseased cattle of Texas as against the diseased cattle 
of any other portion of the country. 

This bugbear of an infraction of the Constitution is but a pretext. 
The Constitution lodges with Congress the exclusive power to regulate 
interstate commerce. The Supreme Court has said, in the case of The 
Railroad Company vs. Husen, 5 Otto, that the very measures proposed 
in this bill are such as belong to regulation at the hands of Cones, 
and in support to my proposition I will read a part of the decision in 
the case of The Railroad Company vs. Husen, 5 Otto, page 496. Speak- 
ing of this provision of the statute of Missouri— 

If any person or ms shall bring into this State any Texas, Mexican, or 
Indian cattle in violation of the first section of this act, he or they shall be liable 
in all cases for all damages sustained on account of di communicated by 
said cattle— 

The court says on this section: 


It seems hardly necessary to argue at length that unless the statute can be 
justified asa legitimate exercise of the police power of the State itisa usurpation 
of the power vested exclusively in Congress. Itis a plain regulation of inter- 
state commerce, a regulation extending to prohibition. Whatever may be the 
wer ofa State over commerce that is completely internal, it can no more pro- 
ibit or regulate that which is interstate than it can that which is with foreign 
nations. Power over one is given by the Constitution of the United States to 


Congress in the same words in which it is given over the other, and in both cases 
it is necessarily exclusive. That the transportation of cattle from one State to 
another is a branch of interstate commerce is undeniable, and no attempt has 
been made in this case to deny it. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], while admitting that Con- 
gress can regulate interstate commerce, claims that this bill goes further, 
and usurps the power reserved to the States by exercising the function 
of police regulations belonging to the States. Iam sorry that a gen- 
tleman of the standing of Mr. REAGAN before the country and in the 
midst of his usefulness exhibits by such unmistakable evidence the,loss 
of analytical power. I aver there is no authority given in the bill for 
the exercise of any power other than the power given in the fourthsec- 
tion to prevent theremoval of cattle from an infected district across the 
line into another State or Territory, except the power to collect in- 
formation upon which to base the exercise of power given in the fourth 
section. Now, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] admits that 
the power granted in the fourth section has the warrant of the Consti- 
tution, but denies to the General Government the power to acquaint 
itself with the facts essential to the intelligent exercise of this power. 
And as the whole objection to the bill, so faras Mr. REAGAN is con- 
cerned, is lodged against the first four sections of the bill, I produce 
— here to the end that what I have said may be verified by reading 
of the same: 


into and report the causes of Ponoc, infectious, and communicable diseases 
the prevention and cure of the same, and to 


he salary 


of the chief of said bureau shall be $3, mmissioner 
shall appaia à clerk for said bureau, with a of $1,500 per annum. 
Sec. 2. That the Commissioner of Agriculture is authorized to appoint two 
competent agents, who shall be practical -raisers or experien: business 
= 
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Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Agriculture to pre- 
pare such rules and regulations as he may deem necessary for the speedy and 
effectual suppression and extirpation of said diseases, and to certify such rules 
and regulations to the executive authority of each State and Territory, and in- 
vite said authorities to co-operate in the execution and enforcement of this act. 
Whenever the plans and methods of the Commissioner of Agriculture shall be 
accepted by any State or Territory in lng pauro oni mga or other conta- 


gious, infectious, or communicable declared to exist, and whenever 
t 


e governor of a State or other properly constituted authorities signify their 
readiness to co-operate for the extinction of any contagious, infectious, or com- 
municable disease in conformity with the provisions of this act, the Commis- 
~ioner of ry sige yap is hereby authorized to expend so much of the money ap- 
propriated by this act as may be necessary in such investigations, in paying for 
the animals it is deemed necessary to slaughter, and in such „disinfection and 
other means as may be necessary to extirpate the disease: Provided, That the 
authorities of said State or Territory shall assume and pay one-half of the ex- 
pense of the valuation of the animals it is deemed gore 8 to slaughter, and 
one-half the cost of disinfection and necessary police regulations in the quaran- 
tine and care of infected herds of cattle. 

Sec. 4. That whenever a State or Territory, in any section of which a conta- 
gious, infectious, or communicable disease exists which the Commissioner of A. 
riculture has declared to be dan, ms to the anmal industries of the nation, fai 
to make provisions for its extirpation, or to co-o with the plans of the 
Commissioner of Agriculture for the extirpation of such diseases, President 
of the United States, on the presentation of the facts by the Commissioner of 
Agriculture, shall be authorized to declare in quarantine the said State or Ter- 
‘ritory or such part of such State or Territory as he may deem dangerous to the 
animal industries of the country, and to regulate or prohibit the transportation 
of cattle out of said State, Territory, or district. 

Now it will readily be seen that the gist of the first section is the 
power to erect a bureau of animal industry, witha chief, who shall in- 
quire into and report the causes of contagious, infectious, and communi- 
cable diseases among animals and the means for the prevention and 
cure of the same—nothing more than statistical information which the 
people of the whole country oughtto be put in possession of. 

The substance of the second section is nothing more nor less than to 
require at the hands of the agents appointed by the Commissioner of 
Agriculture a report as to the means and appliances best adapted tothe 
extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia and to prevent thespread of contagious, 
infectifus, and communicable diseases among cattle. 
-eonstitutional lawyers tell how a report of this kind is going to overturn 
the Constitution. 

The substance of the third section requires the Commissioner of Ag- 
riculture to prepare such rules as he may deem n ry for the sup- 
pression and extirpation of the disease, and to invite ‘the executive 
authorities of the States and Territories to join in bringing about that 
result, And if there be anything here to disturb the peace or offend the 
dignity of any great State, then I say let it comeforthe great good that 
will grow out of the adoption and crystallization of this act into a gen- 
eral law. It being clearly shown that there is no power granted in the 
tirst three sections of the act in violation of the Constitution, and it be- 
ing admitted on the other side that the power granted in the fourth sec- 
tion is clearly within the power given to Congress by the Constitution, 
and no objection being u against other sections embraced in the bill, 
seems to me that this bill should be supported by both sides of the 

ouse. 

It has been suggested by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] 
that for the good of the country a few second-class funerals of the bar- 
nacle element of the Democratic party would be of t advantage. 
And I would suggest to the gentlemen on the other side of the House, 
especially the great constitutional objectors and those who seek to make 
this a party measure, that if they succeed in defeating this bill all ne- 
<essity for local funerals in the Democratic will be done away 
with by the general funeral that will be awaiting them at the hands of 
the farmers of this country next November. The gentlemen who have 
made the most noise in opposition to this measure will come to the same 
conclusion that the boy did, who, while milking a cow, tied the tail to 
his leg, and, after being d. around the cow-yard three or four times, 
exclaimed that he e a hell of a mistake, 

The great agricultural in which have ever been neglected at the 
hands of Congress, will not stand much more nonsense. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Chairman, at the time of the adjournment yes- 
terday I intimated to the then presiding officer I desired to speak for a 
moment to the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr, BAYNE]. The range of the debate this morning has gone 
far beyond the section under consideration, and I respectfully submit 
to gentlemen who are raising constitutional questions on the bill they 
should postpone those discussions until we reach the section that is 
chimed to be obnoxious to the constitutional objection. 

For the present the first section and the second, I apprehend, are lia- 
ble to no objection whatever. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish gentlemen to appreciate the circumstances 
which have called for the presentation of this bill. We are subjected 
in nearly every country in Europe to something approaching prohibi- 
tion in the entry of some of our most important agricultural products, 
amounting to hundreds of millions of dollars annually. Three years 
ago our Government was warned that such intentions were then enter- 
tained abroad; that they were being agitated and ripening; and that 
we weuld be brought very soon face to face with a condition where our 
exportation of meat products weuld be hindered, thwarted, and perhaps 
prohibited. Our Government was further warned of the necessity of 
taking early action in the United States for an i ion of some sort 
that would furnish a prima facie guarantee to foreign countries of the 


soundness and safety of our exportations to them. Now at last, in 
pursuance of the warnings then conveyed, we find ourselves confronted 
with this action of foreign governments prohibiting our exportations to 
them, and our markets are being taken away from us for the alleged 
reason that there is no legislation, state or national, that makes out a 
prima facie case for the producers of these articles in the United States. 
Your Agricultural Committee, recognizing the dangerous condition of 
affairs, and the weak point of our position in relation to foreign coun- 
tries upon this subject, have brought in this bill for the purpose of reme- 
dying that defect and putting our commerce upon a safe basis. When 
this simple proposition is presented to us, gentlemen on the other side 
are found rising here to discuss general constitutional theories añd the 
doctrine of State rights. 

Why, sir, I can not but doubt the patriotism of that member who 
will not patiently and honestly attempt to cure this bill in the precise 
place where it needs curing, if he can find it open to such objections, 
and then co-operate with the committee in the great purpose it has 
in view of removing the burden and restriction upon one of the most 
important branches of our domestic industries. My friend from Con- 
necticut, who does know something of our national industries, ought 
to pause before attempting to abridge any of the constitutional rights 
which we may possess to accomplish the great purposes sought by this 
bill. He ought to pause until he can put his finger upon the very 
clause of the bill that is obnoxious to the criticisms that he makes. 

Coming from a State, sir, that is seriously affected by the situation; 
from a district where my constituents have urged my action in behalf 
of the interests represented by this bill, I must beg to say to bothsides 
of this House that I consider the great object to be accomplished justi- 
fies our going to the extreme verge of our constitutional authority to 
secure the beneficial results proposed by this bill in behalf of agricult- 


ure. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has ex- 


Now let the great | pired 


ired. 
Mr. DUNHAM obtained the floor and yielded his time to Mr. Kas- 
SON. 

Mr. KASSON. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy. I do not 
intend to take up much time in the discussion of this bill, and would 
like to conclude the few remarks I have to make. I wanted to say, 
Mr. Chairman, that Iowa has reached a point where itis more interested 
than any other State in the Union in the exportation of the products of 
swine, and that question is embraced in this bill. It isnot often farmers 
come here demanding legislation in their interest. Itis not often that you 
have presented to you their interests, embracing hundreds of millions 
of dollars, which are touched by a single bill; and when they do come 
here I ask that you do not feed them upon the husks of constitutional 
State-right objections. 

There is, I venture to say, but one clause in the bill to which those 
gentlemen can direct their attention, and that is the third; and even 
that clause makes its own application conditional upon the consent of the 
State authorities. It can not, therefore, be a dangerous infri ent. 
Besides that, Mr. Chairman, the Legislature of Iowa is now in session. 
We want this proposition to be enacted into law and to be submitted 
to that Legislature for its assent before its adjournment. ThatState is 
anxious to put itself under the protection of a law like this, because 
until we do it I tell gentlemen from my own experiences abroad, when 
I was the first required to discuss this question, you will find your 
diplomacy impaired and weakened and the representation of your 
country’s interest blocked by the fact that you have no means whatever 
of guaranteeing the quality of your exportations. You can not hasten 
too much in the consideration of this measure, for a million of dollars 
a week, I venture to say, depend upon the consideration of the bill and 
your action upon it. 

If, Mr. Chairman, I have not made the difficulty plain I beg to re- 
turn to it. In foreign states, I believe without exception, they have 
ani ion system; they have laws for quarantining animals whi 
are affected by contagious di I know what those laws are. I 
sent them to the State Department three years ago. They are rigid. 
They will not allow a head of infected stock to pass a geographical quar- 
antine line. Every prerogative of executive authority is exercised to 

revent the approach or of infected animals. They save mill- 
ions of dollars in value of their stock to the people by quarantining in- 
fected or suspected animals by districts. 

We also must avail ourselves of every power in the American Con- 
stitution to protect our interests at home as well as our interests in ex- 
portation. The international object to be accomplished is to enable 
our Government to say to these foreign governments, ,“‘ We, too, have 
inspection laws; we, too, have by our official agents found the condi- 
tion of our stock; we are able to guarantee its condition, and we affirm 
upon the same authority as you do, official authority, that our exports 
are free from disease.” d 

Witkouta bill like this, Mr. Chairman, you can not, I repeatit, put your 
executive government.in a sure condition to demand justice from the 
foreign governments, and hold them liable for the certain infraction of 
treaties. I beg tlemen, fherefore, not to antagonize this bill with 


theoretical State-rights considerations, but to come to the one point 
where they say the committee has exceeded constitutional power, and 
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then fairly and honestly consider it independently of all party consid- 
erations and amend it if it needs amendment; and we shall have a bill 
w rth more to the interests of this country than any bill I know now 
te be pending in this House. 

It is for these reasons I remonstrate with gentlemen against bringing 
ey ternal considerations to bear against a measure of this importance to 
oir farming interests, and appeal to them to hasten its consideration and 
tə enable Legislatures of States which are now in session to consider it 
and, under the third clause, to agree with the provisions of the bill if it 
meets their approving judgment. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I desire to have read for the information 
of the committee a telegram which has been handed me by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. WARD]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Hon, T. B. Warp, M. C.: 


LA FAYETTE, IND., February 26, 1884, 


The cattle interests of this country, and ef Indiana especially, demand the 
passage of the cattle bill now pending. We request the Indiana members to 
support the bill. 

ADAMS EARL. ©. B. STUART. 
MOSES FOWLER. A. WILSON. 
W. S. VANATTA,. ALBERT HENDERSON. 
J.W. NEWTON. ~ JAS. BUCK. 
J. M. REYNOLDS. A. D. RAUB. 
R. W. SAMPLE. 


MORT LEVERING. 
R. H. GODMEN. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, Mr. WELLER, and Mr. REAGAN rose. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent to have a 
letter read— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. WELLER]. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is the Democratic side of the House not to be per- 
mitted ition? 

Mr. VALENTINE. The Chair has just now recognizeda Democrat. 

Mr. WELLER. The gentleman from Texas will find I have enough 
of the old-fashioned Jacksonian Democracy about me for an average 
Democrat. [Laughter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is trying to carry out the usage of al- 
ternating from side to side of the House. The Chair will ize the 
panana from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] very soon. The gentleman from 

owa [Mr. WELLER] will proceed. 

Mr. WELLER. I have listened with pain and with pleasure to the 
remarks that have been made by various gentlemen on the floor of this 
House. I myself am mindful that the Constitution should be looked 
at most carefully in all questions involving at least as much as does 
the question presented in this bill. But, laying aside the constitu- 
tional question for gentlemen that are abler than myself, I desire to 
come to some of the practical questions that present themselves to my 
attention as a practical farmer. 

The question I desired to ask of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
WEAVER] was this: Can he point out to me anything is this bill mak- 
ing a prora for the suppression and extirpation of any disease ex- 
cept pleuro-pneumonia ? 

Mr. WEAVER. Oh, itis full of it. 

Mr. WELLER, I should like, however, to have the gentleman an- 
swer my question in his own time and not in mine, and I treat the gen- 
tleman with the same consideration with which he treatedme. Ishould 
like to have him point out anything anywhere in this bill that makes 
a provision for the suppression and extirpation of any disease except 
pleuro-pneumonia. 

I am now getting a little more in earnest than ever before upon this 
question. I havea very lively interest in this bill and its provisions. 
It is very cunningly and very shrewdly worded. It says, ‘‘ for the sup- 
pression of the disease known as pleuro-pneumonia.’’ And it further 
says, “to provide against the spread of other contagious diseases.” 

I want to call the attention of gentlemen representing the interests 
of the great Northwest to that particular feature of this bill. Suppose I 
have a herd of hogs. They may be attacked with cholera. I shall take 
such care of them as that they appear to be well of it. I find a number 
ready for shipment. I put them on the cars and start them for Chicago. 
On the way to Chicago the disease known as cholera breaks out among 
those hogs. By the provisions in the seventh, eighth, and tenth sec- 
tions of this bill I then can be brought up on the information of any per- 
son by the action of the district attorney in the premises and subjected 
to | erie and persecution. There is not a single provision in this 
bill whereby I as a farmer can have immunity against this prosecution 
and this persecution; not a single provision. I defy any gentleman to 
point it out. It is not there. 

I will go further, Mr. Chairman, and be plainer than ever before. I 
believe this bill has in it matters that are in the interest of a cattle ring 
being formed in the West, that they may control the cattle trade of the 
great Northwest as similar rings have controlled all the other indus- 
tries of that great section. What provision is there in this bill against 


the disease known as hog-cholera and diseases of a character like that? 
What is there in this bill touching the sheep industries of this country ? 
Not a single provision in it touching those industries except to suppress 
them. You use $250,000 to deal with pleuro-pneumonia, to pay men for 
slaughtering their cattle orto pay officersof the Government to slaughter 


them, but there is not a single thing in this bill in regard to the matter 
of sheep industry. Nota single thing in it in regard to horses and 
mules, the class of animals so facetiously referred to by the gentleman 
from Nebraska. 

I appeal to Representatives on this floor of the people from the great 
Northwest to look at this bill carefully and search it thoroughly; and 
my opinion is that when they have thus done they will find that the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BROADHEAD] and the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Connecticut, my native State [Mr. EATON} 
gave them good counsel touching the constitutional matters involved in 
this proposed legislation. They will find further that I have warned 
— wisely and well and timely not to pass this bill in its present. 

orm. 

I am a member of the Committee on Agriculture, and am not at lib- 
erty to speak of proceedings in the committee-room. I can, however, 
speak by amendment, if permitted, which I shall do in successiveorder 
until every feature of this bill has been touched upon: 

[Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. ELLWOOD. Mr. irman, if it had been possible for me to se- 
cure the floor during the progress of the general debate on the pending 
measure I would have been glad to have presented my views at length 
on the several provisions it embraces and to state fully the objections I 
entertain to it as it comes from the Committee on Agriculture. As it 
is, I shall have to content myself under the rules of the House with 
briefly calling attention in the five minutes to which I am limited to- 
the several amendments which I shall propose looking to the perfection 
of the bill in case it shall become a law. 

In the first place, sir, I shall move to strike out all of section 3 from 
the word ‘‘act.’? That is to say, I shall move to strike from the bill 
the following words: 

Whenever the plans and methods of the Commissioner of A, 
be accepted by any State or Territory in which pleuro-pneumon 
tagious, infectious, or communicable disease is decla: to exist, and whenever 
the governor of a State or other property constituted authorities signify their 
readiness to co-operate for the extinction of any contagious, infectious, or com- 
municable disease in conformity with the provisions of this act, the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture is hereby authorized to expend so much of the money ap- 
propriated by this act as may be necessary in such investigations in paying for 
the animals it is deemed necessary to slaughter, and in such disinfection and 
other means as may be necessary to extirpate the disease: Provided, That the au- 
thorities of said State or Territory shall assume and pay one-half of the e nse 
of the valuation of the animals it is deemed necessary to slaughter, and one- 


half the cost of disinfection and necessary police regulations in the quarantine 
and care of infected herds of cattle. 


Mr. WELLER. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLER. It is that we have not reached in regular order in 
the discussion of this bill section 3. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair overrules the point of order, as the 
gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. ELLWOOD] in debate has the right to refer, 
as he is doing, to any of the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. ELLWOOD. I also propose, Mr. Chairman, at the proper time 
to move an amendment to section 4. That section provides as follows: 

That whenever a State or Territory in any section of which a contagious or 
infectious disease exists which the Commissioner of Agriculture has declared. 
to be da: rous to the animal industries of the nation fails to make provisions 
for its extirpation or to co-operate with the plans of the Commissioner df Agri- 
culture for the extirpation of such disease, the President of the United States, 
on the presentation of the facts by the Commissioner of Agriculture, shall be 
authorized to declare in quarantine the said State or Territory, or such part of 
said State or Territory as he may deem rous to the animal industries of 
the country, and to regulate or prohibit the transportation of cattle out of said 
State, Territory, or district. 


It will be observed that in the latter portion it prohibits the trans- 
portation of diseased cattle from one State, Territory, or district to an- 
other, while it says not a word about diseased hogs. My amendment 
is for the purpose of curing that defect. For, sir, in the district I have 
the honor to represent on this floor there has been not only great in- 
convenience but serious loss arising from the importation and spread of 
contagious diseases among hogs. I shall move to amend by inserting 
the word ‘‘animals’’ instead of ‘‘cattle,’’ so that whatever remedy 
there may be shall be extended equally to my district. as well as to 
others. 

I frankly confess I do not comprehend the exact scope and meaning of 
section 7, and I shall await explanation of it to determine my vote on 
it as well as on section 8. 

This bill, Mr. Chairman, seems to me to be loosely and carelessly 
drawn. In one portion it uses the word ‘“‘cattle,’’ in another the des- 
ignation is ‘‘animal,’’ and then again in still another there is an en- 
tirely different expression. It ought to be made more clear and ex- 
plicit. 

My district, Mr. Chairman, is deeply interested in this subject. It 
has suffered more loss from cholera among hogs than any State or Ter- 
ritory has from pleuro-pneumonia or Texas fever among cattle. And 
I desire to impress the House with the fact that I realize to the fullest 
extent the importance and absolute necessity of speedy action to stay 
the spread of contagious diseases among meat-producing animals in this 
country. But I am decidedly opposed to turning this General Govern- 
ment into a great slaughter-house of all sorts of animals. When weap- 
propriate $250,000 to defray the expenses of such a commission I advise 


culture shall 
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Indeed, there will be no limit to the iture that will be 

I have not time to go into detail, but if gentlemen will examine the 
report of. the Committee on Agriculture they will reach the same con- 
clusion. 

Take, for instance, herds of any one stock-raiser, and there are many 
with 30,000 to 100,000 head each, and what will be the result? The 
bill provides that all diseased cattle and all cattle exposed to contam- 
ination and likely to cause the spread of the disease may be slaugh- 
tered by this commission. If that be carried out literally who can 
measure the expenditure of public money it will require ? 

It is true it is also provided that the State or Territory involved shall 
indorse the proposed action. Whatnonsense! Suppose there are 100,- 
000,000 head of cattle, and that is not overestimating the number 
which may be slaughtered by this commission, and that after they have 
been destroyed the States and Territories should refuse or neglect to 
pay their one-half of the value of those cattle, do we not all know the 
result would be that the owners of those cattle would come to the Con- 
gress of the United States, which had created the commission, and ask 
that remuneration should be made out of the public Treasury for the 
loss which had been incurred? This House would be crowded with 
claims for compensation for cattle authorized to be slaughtered under 
the commission which is here provided. We might as well know in 
time just what we are doing. 

It is stated in the report of the committee there are places in New 
Jersey and New York where three or four hundred cows have been de- 
stroyed in order to ‘‘stamp out” the disease of pleuro-pneumonia. 
Well, is there a member of this House who does not know milch- 
cows in the city of New York are fed upon distillery slops, and that 
these slops produce the lung disease of which these cattle die? If un- 
der this bill a herd of cattle of four or five hundred head is condemned, 
slaughtered, and paid for, and the owner is to be allowed to fill his 
stables with other cattle, is the Government to continue to condemn 
and destroy and pay for them without limit? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. ELLWOOD. I regret it, as I had much more to say. 

Mr. REAGAN. LI appeal to gentlemen to remember that this bill 
relates to something of importance, and ought to be treated seriously. 
I assume that Congress is capable of passing a law which will reach as 
far as Congress can go in correcting this evil and without a palpable 
violation of the Constitution. I am not at all surprised that many gen- 
tlemen on the other side of this House ridicule the idea of appealing to 
the Constitution for any purpose. I know their habitual disrespect for 
it. Yet it might be remembered that each one of us, on entering upon 
our duties here as members of this House, took a solemn oath to sup- 
port the Constitution of the United States. 

I agree that the article of the Constitution giving Congress power to 
regulate commerce among the States confers upon Congress all the 
powers which the States originally had for the regulation of commerce. 
But it does not confer upon Congress the power to go into a State and 
make local regulations and take local action within the State, as this 
bill proposes to do. 

I ama little surprised that the distinguished gentleman from Maine 
{Mr. REED] and the one from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] with their long ex- 
perience here and their acknowledged ability ignore the fact that this 
bill proposes to go into the States and undertake local tion of 
pone property and citizens of the State not at all within the power of 


ngress. s j 
Take the first section of the bill, where it is provided— 


That the Commissioner of A Iture shall o ize in his department a 
bureau of animal industry, shall appoint a chief thereof, who shall be a 
competent ve! surgeon, and whose duty it shall be to investigate and re- 
po uspon the number, value, and condition of the domestic animals of the 

ni States, their protection and use, and also inquire into and report the 
causes of contagious, infectious, and communicable p among them, and 
the means for the prevention and cure of the same, &c. 


This provision authorizes the Commissioner by his agents to go into 
each State—not to take charge of interstate commerce, but to perform 
all that a local State tribunal could perform. 

Mr. KASSON. We do the same thing in taking the census every ten 


years. 
Mr. REAGAN. To go into a State for the purpose of taking the 
census is one thing; to go into a State for the purpose of doctoring cat- 
tle and hogs is another thing. 
Mr. BLAND. The Constitution requires the census to be taken. 
Mr. KASSON. In this section the purpose is merely to obtain in- 
formation. These agents of the General Governmentare to do nothing 
but get information. 
Mr. RFAGAN. I have only five minutes, and I prefer not to be in- 
terrupted. 
Under the second section of the bill the commissioner is— 
To examine and report upon the best methods of i 
<a = animals, and the means to be adopted inv the sonntem rod cate Erik 
aie eaaet, SIMO et OAE Aaa R DA ERa E 
Not in the District of Columbia, not in the Territories, but in the 
ody of the States. This is clearly beyond the power of Congress. 
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It has been said that these thi are all to be done by the consent 
of the States. The third section does make some provision for obtain- 
ing the consent of the States—— 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLANCHARD obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. REAGAN. The fourth section of the bill provides what shall be 
done if the States refuse to give their consent. The provision is: 

That whenever a State or Territory in any section of which a contagious, in- 
fectious, or communicable disease exists, which the Commissioner of Agriculture 
has declared to be dangerous to the anima! industries of the nation, fails to make 
provisions for its extirpation or to co-operate with the plans of the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture for the extirpation of such disease, the President of the 
United States, on the presentation of the facts by the Commissioner of Agricult- 
ure, shall be authorized to declare in quarantine the said State or Territory, or 
such part of said State or Territory as he may deem dangerous to the animal 
industries of the country, and to te or prohibit the transportation of cattle 
out of said State, Territory, or d 

This provision is in the nature of a penalty inflicted upon a State for 
not consenting to a violation of the Federal Constitution. 

While thus criticising the bill let me say I would be glad if the 
committee would allow the bill to be recommitted, and would give us 
a bill adapted to carrying out the purposes which we can execute, and 
let us pass such a measure. Gentlemen appeal to us in the interest of 
agriculture to violate the Constitution and our oaths. This is an ap- 
peal which ought not to be made by members on this floor, however 
foolish people outside may be allowed to do it. 

What Congress can do is to provide for inspection, if it deems it nec- 

to do so, and to prohibit the transportation of diseased animals 
from State to State or to foreign countries. That Congress can do. 
Why not doit? Why ridicule the Constitution? Why appeal to us 
in the interest of agriculture to violate it, when the means of doing 
what Congress is authorized to do is so palpably before us? 

I am sorry the time has come when the poor old Constitution has to 
be treated with such disrespect and contempt as it is; but it has been 
used to it a good while, and I suppose can stand it some time longer. 

I repeat the point with which I started out, that Congress may regu- 
late commerce among the States and has all the power necessary for 
that purpose, but the power to regulate commerce among the States does 
not include the power to go down into the body of the States and regu- 
late matters locally there. Thatisa matter forthe States. After Con- 
gress has made its regulations for inspection, the States then, under 
their power to adopt police regulations, as has been stated, have the 
power, independently of Congress, to prohibit the introduction of dis- 
eased animals. But it seems very difficult for some gentlemen to un- 
derstand that though the Supreme Court has decided that animals of 
all descriptions can not be prohibited by State law from coming into a 
State, the State may prohibit diseased animals from being brought in, 
Yet there is no principle clearer or better settled upon authority than 
that the States, under their police powers, can take care of the health 
of their people and the safety of their property. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HART. Mr. Chairman, I am very earnestly interested in the 
passage of this bill. My estimate of its value and importance has con- 
stantly increased as the debate has gone forward. I am in favor of its 
passage substantially as it comes from the hands of the committee. 

What is the case? All concede that the cattle-raising interest of the 
United States is one of our largest industries. It isalso admitted that 
contagious diseases among cattle exist, and that one of these, pleuro- 
pneumonia, has found a lodgment in this country. It is in some of 
the New England States, in New York, in New Jersey, in Pennsylva- 
nia, in Virginia, in the District of Columbia, and at other points. It 
is malignant and contagious, and is rapidly communicated from one 
herd of cattle to another and from one locality toanother. Something 
must be done—done quickly, done effectually—or this disease will en- 
compass the whole land and ruin this great branch of business. 

It is also shown that the States in and of themselves are unable to 
accomplish the work of its extermination; for while they are able to 
to regulate in a certain degree matters within their own boundaries, 
they are unable to protect themselves from the disease as it comes from 
other States and countries. 

It becomes, therefore, a question of paramount national importance, 
requiring national legislation. Any measure to be effective must reach 
over the entire country and be applicable to all portions. Now, what 
are the arguments made against the passage of this bill? Theonly one 
that I have heard that amounts to an argument at all is that itis un- 
constitutional in that it is an invasion of the rights of the States. 

The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. EATON] the other day, and 
I have a very high regard for his ability and his knowledge as a con- 
stitutional lawyer, declared that the State of Connecticut was sover- 
eign, that Missouri was sovereign, that the other States were sovereign, 
and that the General Government was a mere confederation. And the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BroADHEAD] on last Saturday, in his 
argument against the bill, declared that the highest right of sovereignty 
did not belong to the General Government at all; that it was the ex- 
clusive prerogative of the States alone. I am amazed at such a posi- 
tion. enty-five or thirty years this doctrine was very common 
in this House and inthis country. Buttimeshavechanged. We have 
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gone through some sad and bloody experience since then. We have 
making history, and I assert that this doctrine of State sovereignty, 
this extreme ground, this doctrine which places the States above the 
General Government, which makes the States omnipotent, all power- 
ful, and the General Government subordinate, insignificant, and pow- 
erless, has been settled by the stern arbitrament of battle. It has been 
tried, convicted, condemned, and shot to death by a million men in 
blue. We are a nation now, thank God, with power enough and au- 
thority enough and I hope disposition enough to legislate for and pro- 
mote and advance all the great material and business interests of this 
mighty country and this whole people. 

The great central thought of the Constitution of the United States 
is the promotion of the good of the whole people, and the supreme pur- 
pose of the National Legislature and of the Executive Departments of 
the Government should be not only to promote those interests, but to 
protect the people of this land from this or any other common danger, 
— it approaches us in the form of pestilence, or war, or famine, 
or f 

The distinguished gentleman from the State of Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
told us the other day that the friends of this measure did not know 
anything about the Constitution of the United States, and to-day he 
speaks of our habitual disrespect for that sacred instrument. Let me 
say, inall kindness, I do not profess to be a great constitutional lawyer, 
but I know enough about the Constitution of my country to love it, to 
honor it, to obey it. I was not raised in that school of politics which 
teaches that a man may swear to support and maintain the Constitu- 
tion and then turn and rend it and seek the overthrow of the Govern- 
ment of which it is the majestic framework. [Applause. ] 

We have, in my judgment, abundant constitutional authority for this 
legislation, and the right and the principle have been exercised over 
and over again by the Congress of the United States and by the execu- 
tive authority. Why, sir, cholera does not stop at State lines, yellow 
fever does not stop at State lines, but they move on at midnight and 
at morning, laying whole sections in sackcloth and desolation. And 
what do you do? You unlock the doors of the Treasury and take money 
therefrom to provide for the relief of the sufferers. When the snowson 
the mountains melt and the rivers and streams of the land are full, the 
mighty volume of the flood does not stop when it comes to the bound- 
aries of a State, but sweeps onward to right and left, burying farms and 
homes and carrying destruction and misery in its desolating path. 
What do you do? You open again the doors of the Treasury and take 
millions from it for the benefit of the people, for the relief of the suffer- 
ers and to strengthen the river banks. Commerce is not bounded by 
State lines, business is not bounded by State rade a I hope the com- 
mon ty of this country will not be interf with or hampered 
by State lines or boundaries. ; 

Now, here is a mighty industry—one of the largest in the world. 
Millions of people are engaged in it and supported by it. The States 
in their separate capacities can not control it. And when State Legisla- 
tures are urging Congress to act, when conventions are held to consider 
the subject, when petitions are coming up from every quarter, if Con- 
gress shall refuse to grant the prayer of the people and give the relief 

manded there are thousands in every State and Territory who will 
ask the reason why, and it will not be considered a sufficient or satis- 
factory answer to say that State lines and State sovereignty stand in the 
way of this necessary and important legislation. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Chairman, a few days ago I received a petition 
signed by some two hundred gentlemen interested in the live-stock 
business in the city of Chicago protesting against the passage ef this 
bill. They did not object to the Government doing something in this 
way, but they objected to this i bill. More recently I have 
received a communication signed by a part of those same gentlemen re- 
questing the withdrawal of their names from that protesting petition, 
therefore I have not presented it to this House. Those withdrawing 
have become convinced, on second thought, this bill or one similar is 
necessary and should be passed in order that something may be done 
to stamp out the further spread of disease among cattle. There may be 
clauses in the bill now before the House objectionable to some; if so, ex- 
perience may prove it hereafter and proper amendments may be made. 
Serious financial damage has already been caused by this dread cattle 
disease, and the subject is one that will not bear delay in handling. 

Fortunately or unfortunately, I do not know which, I am not a law- 
yer, and therefore naturally I am not worrying about the Constitution 
when I come to consider questions of integest to the people. I am not 
sitting up nights thinking whether by the adoption of some measure in 
this House which is for the benefit of the masses of the people of this 
country the Constitution is thereby going to be violated. 

As I read the history of the men who framed our Constitution I am 
led to believe they were men of liberal ideas, and that it was their in- 
tention to have its provisions so construed as that this grand Govern- 
ment should be able to protect its citizens. Commercial, manufactur- 
ing, and agricultural interests have always received its fostering care 
and protection. Why, I ask, should there be any doubt about its au- 
thority to defend the health and the lives of our people? 

The question that presents itself to my mind now is, does this pleuro- 


pneumonia exist in this country as a matter of fact? If it does exist, 
then is it the duty of Congress to sit idly and let it go on and spread 
over the whole land or is it our duty to attempt to stamp it out? The 
section from which I come has had no trouble so far with this disease, 
and we are anxious that we shall have the means of keeping it away 
from us altogether. The Eastern States alone have suffered, and will 
be in more danger unless somethingof this kind isdone. If the States 
of themselves are not disposed or able to do the work, let the United 
States Government step in, assert its power, and accomplish this ben- 
eficial object. Disease in cattle unchecked may in the future prove 
dangerous to our people in their meat supplies. Monetary interests as 
well as sanitary reasons demand that our cattle be kept healthy. 

Certain countries in Europe have prohibited, under false pretenses, 
the importation of our pork products. Now, for one, I object to allow- 
ing them to have a chance to prohibit the importation of our cattle, and 
have a really substantial reason for it. In prohibiting the pork products 
they have done it under a fraud, and I think itis our duty to pass such 
bills in this House and this Congress as that they will have no oppor- 
tunity whatever to prohibit the importation of our cattle. For these 
reasens and many others that the limited time at my disposal will not 
admit of my stating, I think it better to adopt this bill with such 
amendments as the committee have offered rather than run the risk of 
having nothing. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I should dislike to spend any 
more of the time of the Housein the discussion of this matter ifit were not 
that it is my earnest wish to remove some misapprehensions that seem 
to exist in the minds of gentlemen against the present provisions of the 
bill, and, too, who should be the guardians instead of being the execu- 
tioners of it. 

My colleague from Iowa objects to the seventh section of the bill be- 
cause, as he says, ifhe starts to Chicago with a cargo of hogs and the chol- 
era breaks out among them‘while in transit they will arrest and prose- 
cute him because of the fact of his shipping diseased swine. But I cam 
assure the gentleman if he looks carefully at the provisions of the bill 
he will find nothing of the kind. No man can be prosecuted or perse- 
cuted for the transportation of animals that he does not know to be 
diseased. Iam sorry he takes this position, because we understood 
that he was going to help us pass the bill, and ‘criticism of this kind 
will only distract. The farmers of our State expect us to help to se- 
cure legislation that will turn aside a threatened danger, and we can 
wait to discuss in less precious time our party leanings. Our farmers 
seldom ask specific legislation, and when they do nice distinctions con- 
cerning politics should not turn them away empty. 

I do not believe in bringing up partisan considerations in the dis- 
cussion of an industrial measure of any character, and ially one of 
such importance as this. I want to vote to pass a bill that will reach 
the results we all seek to accomplish without taking fine sights. 

I wish that my friends on this floor would come to look at this thing 
in the same light that the African chief looked at the same question 
when Livingstone was prosecuting his researches and discoveries in 
Africa. When Livingstone and his party had come within three hun- 
dred miles of him this old chief told his people that there he must be 
stopped and the bullocks taken from his wagons, because he was afraid 
that they would bring pleuro-pneumonia into his dominions, and he had 
his own people drag the wagons three hundred miles rather than run the 
risk of introducing pleuro-pneumonia and destroying his cattle, as it 
had ñ other parts of that continent. History tells us that the famots 
white Scotch cattle on the estate of the Duke of Hamilton that have 
been there for seven hundred years had to be lowered into a coal-pit 
so much afraid was their owner of the approach of this dreaded disease. 
The plague is as terrible now as ever it was. Every nation of Europe 
is alarmed about it, and all are taking measures to check its introduc- 
tion and spread. 

It seems a little singular, Mr. Chairman, when all our meat exposts 
are under suspicion abroad, when the best meat products under the sun 
are discounted, when they are commercially degraded, that we can not 
do something to protect ourselves and place them in that position that 
they ought to occupy with reference to the rest of the commerce of this 
country. But gentlemen raise the question of infraction of State rights. 
I do not stand second to any man in the House in admiration of local self- 
government and of State rights. I know thebenefit of it. Iknow itis 
the way by which the nations of the Old World areto beelevated. Bat, 
Mr. Chairman, are we to take a position here that when something goes 
beyond the power of individuals and communities or even States to regu- 
late we can find no remedy- because it is claimed it infringes upon the 
rights of the States? Are weto permit this lung-plague to decimate and 
destroy our herds that are so important in our national economy and so 
necessary to our national prosperity because a great danger requires 
vigorous treatment? Are we to allow this disease to spread beyond the 
Alleghanies into the great American breeding-grounds simply because 
we are afraid thatsome official may kill acow too.many or too promptly? 
Why, Mr. Chairman, we have taken abundant care in the preparation 
of this bill that that shall not be done. Ifthere was any real effort being 
made to interfere with the rights of the States I would cross that aisle 
in a moment and vote with the Democratsagainstit. But there isnone. 
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I appeal to you, gentlemen, do not send the farmers of this country away 
empty handed, Give us something that is needed for our protection, to 
protect our herds in the Northwest from the spread of this diease. Ido 
not desire to buy party capital at such a terrible price as the failure of 
this measure would amount to. It was said lately in the other branch 
of Congress that nothing is ever done for the farmers of the country. 
They can be kicked often with impunity, but they do occasionally wake 
up, and when they do there is a reckoning. Let us make the bill as 
good as we can and consider it in the light of a public necessity, and 
pass it in the shadow of a threatened calamity. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to ask my colleague from Iowa this ques- 
tion: Is there any provisionin this bill which he has discovered for the 
suppression and extirpation of any disease except-that of pleuro-pneu- 
monia ? 

Mr. WILSON, ofIowa. The provisionsof the bill comprehend all the 
diseases of our domestic animals—all of them—and the machinery to be 
constructed will deal with the dangers as they arise in future. Lung- 
plague is that which threatens now, and it is most emphasized in this 
bill. 

Mr. WELLER. For their suppression and extirpation? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The provisions of the bill embrace all the 
contagious, infectious, and communicable diseases of domestic animals. 
The gentleman will find the provisionsas to those diseases in the second 
section. 

Mr. VALENTINE. During the Forty-sixth and Forty-seventh Con- 
gresses I had the honor to be a member of the Committee on Agricult- 
ure, and I was also a member of the subcommittee having in charge 
the question of pleuro-pneumonia. I had very much gested to speak 
at length upon this bill, but for some reason or other the gentleman in 
charge of it could not find time for me. I am therefore compelled to 
say what I have to say under the five-minute rule; and as I know that 
I can not in that time say what I would like to say tou ing the meas- 
ure, I will confine myself particularly to one subject, leaving the dis- 
cussion of the constitutional question to those who have addressed the 
committee heretofore. 

I find in this bill nothing that I can not subscribe to with reference to 
the Constitution of this country. I believe there is nothing in this 
bill that is unconstitutional. I shall not stop to argue the question, 
but merely state that as my conclusion. 

I believe that the people of this country are in immediate need of the 
passage of this or some bill which will regulate this disease of pleuro- 
pneumonia. While this bill goes further than that, and provides for 
the regulation of all contagious and communicable diseases among ani- 
mals, I shall refer more particularly, in the short time I have, to thatof 
pleuro-pneumonia. 

About a year ago, or & little more than that, some citizens of Chicago 
employed one of. the most experienced ve 8 ms of that re- 
gion and sent him here. He came to me and asked if I could point 
out to him the sections of this country where pleuro-pneumonia ex- 
isted. He said he desired to examine some of the cattle affected by it. 
I told him he could find them here in this District or he could go across 
afew miles into Maryland and find there plenty of cattle affected with 
pleuro-pneumonia. He went over into the State of Maryland, and 
found he could not get into the stables, or “ corrals,” as we term them 
in the West; thatthe State of Maryland had passed a law touching the 
matter of pleure-pneumonia; that the governor under the provisions 
ef that act had selected a State veterinary surgeon; that they had found 
the disease did exist; that they had taken the cattle from the en, 
slaughtered them, and paid them the pittance of $10 each for their 
cattle. Therefore he was excluded and could not reach what he de- 
sired in that way. Then he went down to the store, got a pair of stoga 
boots, put on overalls, and went out among farmers as a common cow- 
doctor—not a horse-doctor—taking some prescriptions of charcoal that he 
said were good for that disease. In that way he got into the good 
graces of the farmers, and spent more than sixty days investigating the 
question of pleuro-pneumonia. And he found that among the dairy 
cattle of Maryland, in the region surrounding this city, that disease 
existed largely. He found that when these cattle became so thoroughly 
diseased that they were no longer fruitful to their owners for giving 
milk, they were sold in the night to Jews, and taken outand slaughtered 
and sold to the citizens of Baltimore and this city for beef. 

I say the members of Congress should not sit idle and prate about the 
Constitution in the consideration of a question like this. They should 
do something to relieve this community and this country from this ter- 
rible plague. I have no doubt that to-day you are drinking the milk 
from cattle affected by pleuro-pneumonia, cattle rotten with the disease, 
and that you are eating beef-steak cut from them. 

Mr. BUDD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. VALENTINE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUDD. What is your authority for saying these cattle were sold 
to Jews? Iwish to state that the Jews are the cleanest people in the 
world in the butchery of their cattle, and will not permit any diseased 
cattle or beef tobe sold. The cattleslaughtered by their butchers must 
be inspected by the rabbi or other proper authority. I protest against 
these reflections on the Jews, as they are neither correct nor just. 
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Mr. VALENTINE. I referred to them because a large number of 
Jews are engaged in that business in Maryland. I mean no reflection 
at all upon the Jews. 

Mr. BLAND. I sympathize in many of the arguments for this bill. 
Tt relates to a very important subject, and one that deserves the serious 
consideration of Congress. I think we ought to go as far as the first and 
second sections of the bill authorize; that we might provide for officers 
to investigate and report upon these diseases so far as they affect the 
transportation of cattle from one State to another, and the best mode of 
transportation and the mode of preventing disease from being commu- 
nicated in transportation. This would be no more than the regulation 
of interstate commerce, and no doubt would be constitutional; and those 
provisions of the bill that look to restraining transportation lines, rail- 
roads, steamboat, and other lines, and the restraining of individuals 
transporting diseased cattle from one State to another and across the 
borders of a State in order to reach from one State to another, ought to 
be adopted. In so far as those objects ef this bill are concerned I am 
in favor of it. 

But the third and fourth sections are certainly very objectionable. I 
do not speak of the question involved by those sections with reference 
to any constitutional objection, but as a practical question. It does 
seem to me that the provision there made gives room for speculators, 
that it gives room for cattle rings. And when I understood that the 
brokers in Chicago were in faver of this bill I imagined it possible if it 
was thonght necessary by those en in that business to bull the 
cattle market, so to speak, that they might get up information that in 
the State of Texas the Spanish fever, or the Texas fever, or somethin 
of that kind existed throughout that State, and might quarantine a 
the gs cattle until the Chicago speculators got rid of a little surplus 
on hand. 
oes HATCH, of Missouri. Will my colleague allow me to correct 

im? 

Mr. BLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. The protest to which the gentleman re- 
fers as having been signed by the cattle-brokers of Chicago is one 

inst the of the bill, not in favor of it. 

Mr. BLAND. But after reconsideration, however, they were favor- 
able to the bill, as I suppose, seeing their opportunity in this regard. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Some of the signers asked to have their 
names taken off; that is all. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BLAND. Has my time expired? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HATCH, of Michigan. Thisisa bill which excites great interest 
in my section of the country. The farmers of Michigan have over and 
over again expressed themselves favorable to a measure of this kind. 
That expression has been made by individuals and in the form of reso- 
lutions adepted by county and State agricultural associations. I can 


not see how any man representing such a constituency can do otherwise ~ 


than advocate this bill. 

It is not my purpose to speak generally upon this measure, but to 
call attention to certain specific features in it. There are one or two 
features of this bill which I have notsheard mentioned in this discus- 
sion. This is a hill to suppress diseases among domestic animals, and 
it invokes three agencies to accomplish that purpese. 

The first is the gathering of information and disseminating it among 
the people, information these diseases of animals; secondly, 
the bill proposes to contribute aid to the States in the matter ‘of destroy- 
ing animals. It does not contemplate that any officer of the 
United States Government shall even be instrumental in killing a dis- 
eased animal. That is only to be done by State authority, by State 
regulations, and only when the State consents to it. 

There is one other agency brought to bear to accomplish the purpose 
of this bill, only one other. What is that? It is thatprovision to pre- 
vent the transportation of diseased animals from one State to another. 
In making this statement I do not overlook the provisions of the fourth 
section; but I undertake to say that if those provisions relating to quar- 
antine were stricken from the bill, its purpose and effect would in no 
wise be changed. 

This bill will accomplish nothing except what you punish; what you 
may forbid is of no importance. What you undertake to punish isall 
that will be regarded in the enforcementof thismeasure. Whatdoyou 
punish? Nowhere in this bill is therea provision for punishing the man 
who violates the quarantineregulations. The punishment is denounced 
against what is forbidden in the seventh section, and that seventh sec- 
tion does not embrace the violation of quarantined regulations. 

The President may proclaim quarantine of a given portion of the State 
of New York, yet if I take a diseased animal from that portion of the 
State of New York to another part of the same State I shall not be sub- 
ject to punishment under this bill. I may violate the quarantine, but 
I am not to be punished. If I take a healthy animal from a quaran- 
tined territory to a portion outside of it, I am not to be punished. 

What is A under this bill? "The simple act tf knowingly 
transporting diseased animals from one State to another; thatisall. Is 
there any man on this floor who desires permission to take diseased ani- 
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mals and cart them over the country? That is all that is punished | was very simple in its terms. It looked only to hedging in the disease 


under the provisions of this bill, and this bill has no vitality outside of 
its sanction. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire at the proper time to submit a motion em- 
braced in the proposition which I ask the Clerk now to read asa portion 
of my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Agriculture with instruc- 
tions to report a bill which shall embrace a more thorough system of inspection, 
totheend no diseased animal shall be exported ; and, further, to reporta bill 
to organize a more strict quarantine against the importation ofd animals, 
and to make such recommendations as will secure by the States such legislation 
as will eradicate the disease known as pleuro-pneumonia. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Do I understand that the gentleman from 

_ Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] has this read at this time simply for the 
information of the committee? 

Mr. RANDALL. I haveit read as a part of the remarks which Iam 
about to make. If in order I would offer it at this time. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. If itis offered now I would make a point 
of order upon it. 

Mr. RANDALL. The proper motion would be to move that the 
Committee of the Whole rise and report the bill to the House with this 
recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. That question came up in Committee of the 
Whole some time ago. 

Mr. RANDALL. However, I do not want to take any parliamentary 
advantage in the matter, and I am willing to submit the proposition at 
any other time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that some fortnight ago a 
similar proposition was submitted in Committee of the Whole by the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE], and the Chair then held it to 
be in order to move that the committee rise with a view to recommit 
the bill. The Chair, however, has subsequently examined the matter 
in a better light. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. A brighter light. 

The CHAIRMAN. Better and brighter light and with much care, 
and has come to the conclusion that the point of order raised by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] is properly taken. On the 
former occasion the erroneous ruling of the Chair on the question af- 
fected nothing, as the vote immediately taken disposed of the matter, 
The Chair, however, is disinclined to leave on the record an erroneous 
ruling even upon an unimportant question, as it might hereafter be 
drawn into precedent when more important considerations were in- 
volved. 

Mr. RANDALL. : Isubmitted the proposition as a part of my remarks, 
and stated that when opportunity offered I would submit it for the 
consideration of the House. 

My judgment never did approve of any action which was likely to 
result in proceedings looking to retaliation against foreign governments 

_ that had taken steps to prevent our meats and cattle from being im- 
ported into such countries. If I am correctly informed, all that these 
foreign governments ask of us, and all that we have a right to ask of 
them, is a thorough system of inspection on both sides., Iam told that 
in Germany and in France the inspection of our cattle is very thorough, 
to such an extent as absolutely to prevent any diseased cattle from go- 
ing in there. If we had regulations of that kind in this country I 
think we would have gone as far as we should go, and would have ac- 
complished the result we all seek, that the exportation of cattle shall 
not be lessened, and that pleuro-pneumonia may be stamped out from 
our own agricultural fields. 

Further than that I do not think we can practically go, even if we 
have constitutional power. There is a diversity of opinion here as to 
what should be done. I think we can all unite in the proposition I 
have as not only within the constitutional power of Congress, 
but within our power of execution and administration. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. i it was a little difficult to hear just 
what the proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] was. It is possible that it may come up at some stage of our 
proceedings when we shall be unable to answer his suggestions or to 
make any remarks in opposition to the proposition to recommit. I 
know the proposition is not in order now. If I correctly heard it as 
read by the Clerk, I think it islargely Utopian. The gentleman’s prop- 
osition is to recommit the bill to the committee with instructions to re- 
port back a bill which shall accomplish some great object in the direc- 
tion of wiping out the disease called pleuro-pneumonia or other animal 
diseases, without fixing any sort of penalty atall. The gentleman pro- 
poses in some strange way to have mere language accomplish an object 
which in the view of most of us here requires to be accomplished by 
force under the direction of legislative and executive power. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I rose to say that I have been in favor of a meas- 
ure to hedge in and finally to stamp out this disease that is now threat- 
miog the whole cattle interest of this country. A number of years 
ago I had the honor to introduce in this House a bill on this subject 
of pleuro-pneumonia, one of the first bills, if not the very first, ever 
introduced in the House of Representatives on this subject. That bill 


wherever it might be discovered to exist. All the live-stock associa- 
tions all over the country, North and South, in Kentucky, Texas, and 
other places, considered that measure and passed resolutions favoring 
its adoption, declaring it a step in the right direction. The present 
bill goes a step further, and proposes to exercise in some mild form the 
power of the Government to prevent the great dangers that must come 
— the spread of this disease, especially in the great cattle regions of 
t Vest. 

It is a matter of great importance to those who are raising cattle upon 
the plains and prairies of the West to know whether the Government is 
going to exercise power to prevent the spread of this disease into their 
great ranges, for if it is once introduced there it may involve practically 
the destruction of the whole cattle trade of America. ‘For years,” 
some gentleman suggests; but I do not know the limit of years that 
may be required to wipe out this disease if thus disseminated. When 
it once gets into those large herds it may involve the destruction of all 
the cattle on the plains. The dispatches and letters that come to us 
appealing to us to do something in the way of preventing the spread of 
this disease make it of the gravest importance that we should look well 
to this bill. 

I think the bill a mild one. I think it does not infringe the Con- 
stitution of the United States. I think it is very considerate of State 
powers, and Iam not yet prepared to agree with distinguished gentle- 
men on the other side that there is any such thing as State power, either 
by police regulations or otherwise, to go into the herds and kill them 
off, any more than thereis national power. It is a question of the right 
of property, andit is not to be determined by State any more than na- 
tional authority. But if such measures become necessary to put anend 
to the disease that threatens one of the greatest interests of America, it 
will be found that the power can be exercised rightfully under the Con- 
stitution by the General Government better than in any other way. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I feel that in justice to myself as a 
Representative of the State of New Jersey I should explain my reasons 
for voting against this bill. I hold in my hand acommunication from 
the president of the board of health of my State requesting the Repre- 
sentatives from New Jersey in Congress to vote for this bill. I find that 
this officer has investigated the subject. One of hisstatements is to the 
effect that the transportation of cattle is from the West to the East, and 
not from the East to the West. From what he says, if the disease exists 
at all there are probably as many cases in my districtas in any other in 
the United States. There is no transportation of those cattle from the 
East to the West, so that while it is a local evil in one State, the west- 
ern part of the country, wherecattle are mostly raised, is not all endan- 
gered by its existence in New York city and vicinity. 

But, aside from that, I will vote against this bill on constitutional 
grounds, regardless of the request of the president of the State board 
of health, regardless of the fact that in my district there are so many 
cases of pleuro-pneumonia, if such a disease is really a fact. I know, 
Mr. Chairman, that this is the age of material politics and business 
interests, in which constitutional freedom is subordinated to the con- 
venience of trade. We find that day after day this Congress is being 
asked to unify the laws of the United States on the plea of convenience. 
I, for one, will not listen to the plea of convenience when convenience 
infracts the Constitution of the United States. This Federal system, 
which is the foundation-stone of our liberties and our only bulwark 
against centralized despotism, may have its inconveniences, but is not 
home rule and individual liberty worth some sacrifice ? 

I think, sir, that the argument of the learned gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BROADHEAD] is unanswerable, that this bill does tend to cen- 
tralization, and does not come under the constitutional regulation of 
commerce. It leaves to the President of the United States the liberty 
of making a police district of a State without the sanction of the Legis- 
lature or governor of that State. 

Indeed, sir, this bill is on a par with the petition presented this 
morning for Congress to legislate in a general way on the subject of 
divorce. There are people in this country, unfortunately, who, on the 
plea of convenience and to suit their business interest or notion, would 
not hesitate about a constitutional question. Those people are honest 
business men; they do not look at it in any other view; they regard it 
from a material standpoint; and they do not care much about matters 
which infract the Constitution and seriously endanger perhaps the 
freedom and welfare of the people. They would wipe out State lines, 
unify all laws, look for all legislation to Washington, and drag fettered 
liberty at the wheels of triumphant trade. 

I am reminded of what was said by my friend from Virginia [Mr. 
JoHN S. WISE] some days since, that the State-rights bantam had 
become in its own estimation as big as the cochin-china of the Federal 
power. I wish to say to him that this big cochin-china of Federal 
power may become a blustering bully, maintained by the liberal con- 
cession of confiding States, and repaying that liberality by unconsti- 
tutional domination. We want to prevent that if wecan. Let him 
have his share of the roost, but not undertake to oecupy the whole barn. 

But it is said that the cattle interests of this country are more to be 
considered than the Constitution, if I understand the argument of some 


1884. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 1409 


gentlemen. It is also said this bill is friendly to the States. I say it 
is not friendly to the States, but on the contrary is opposed to their con- 
stitutional rights. In the language of Scripture, ‘‘ The voice is Jacob’s 
voice, but the hands are the hands of Esau.” 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move the committee rise with the view 
of limiting debate. I think the House has indulged discussion long 
enough and that we ought now to come to some arrangement so that 
we may get on with the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask the gentleman to allow the sense of the 
House to be taken on the proposition which I suggested in my remarks. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Iask consent to read a letter which I 
have received on this subject from one of the largest shorthorn cattle- 
breeders in the country. He happens to live in my district. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I will read the letters myself. 


Sipeview, MONTGOMERY County, Kentucky, February 7, 1884. 


My Dear Sir: I would like to enlist your influence and action in behalf of the 
bill now before saps ee to establish a bureau of animal industry and stamp 
out pleuro-pneumonia, a disease as fatal to cattle as the most con ous forms 
of Asiatic cholera is to humanity, That it has already five a footholdin the At- 
lantic States there is no doubt, and that we west of the Alleghanies have escaped 
it so far is only because it is only the last two or three years that any but thor- 
oughbred cattle have been brought from east to west. Calves and stickers are 
now being brought from east to west at the rate of 6,000 per month through 
Chicago alone, and we can not escape it much longer only by such action as is 
proposed by Congress. On account of this disease Great Britain will only now 
allow our beefcattle to land at two ports, and they must be slaughtered in those 
two ports inside of fourteen days. The farmers of the whole West, on account 
of this British statute, lose $1 per hundred at least on every steer large enough 
to export. Stamp out this disease, and we can send our cattle anywhere in 
Great Britain. o one State or set of States can stamp it out, for even if they 
buy and slaughter all infected cattle, it is hardly done before an infected drove 
comes in from some other infected State. Hence action by the General Govern- 
ment is n to stamp it out of all the infected States together and at one 
time. The Government of Great Britain has found it necessary to take hold of 
the disease herself, but she put it offso long that inthe years 1890, 1881, and 1882 
she lost over $60,000,000 annually before she got it checked. It is estimated that 
since 1800 the continent of Europe lost more by this disease among their 
cattle than by all its wars in the same pored One ox with the disease., thirty 
years since, landed in New Guinea, and destroyed totally cattle-raising in that 
country, The disease is so contagious that the droppings from a wagon-wheel 

ing through an infected lot of cattle into an uninfected will disease it. 
henever the disease breaks out in one lot no individual escapes ; it isso in- 
sidious that on account ofits lying dormant often inananimal from three weeks 
to three months, that any unprincipled salesman finding it in his lot will take 
the rest and can sell them with impunity to any one else. 

When we consider that the cattle of the United States are worth over $1,000,- 
000,000, and that our sales annually amount to over eight hundred millions, and 
that, our property being visible, we never escape taxation, it does seem Congress 
would grant us the pittance asked to stamp out the disease at home and give us 
such legislation as to protect our markets in foreign countries. When it is con- 
sidered that our cattle are worth more than all the railroads and manufactories 
combined that are continually receiving aid from the General Government, why 
not protect us a little that never ask any gifts? In to-day’s Cincinnati Gazette 
I see some of our Western Congressmen from Texas, Kansas, &c., opposing the 
bill. Do they know if the disease ever gets onto the great plains their Western 
cattle business is not only done but destroyed, and even this great Government 
of ours would not be able to stamp it out? If they have any doubts on this 
poiat; lct them look up the history of this disease upon the steppes of Russia, 

n Germany, and in Great Britain, We can stamp it out now and at compara- 
tively small cost while east of the Alleghanies. Should it get west of them the 
figures for this purpose would be almost incredible. The only trouble with the 
bill is it does not appropriate one-fifth enough and should be still stronger in its 
effects. Any one that will read the official reports of Great Britain upon this 
subject will have no doubt upon this point. In short, upon the legislation of 
Congress depends the prosperity of the farming and stock interests of the 
United States. Stamp out the disease and protect us from discriminating foreign 
legislation, and we can make the whole country prosper as it never did before, 
and feed Europe, with Great Britain thrown in in addition, upon the best meats 
and choicest grains they ever knew. 

I see Mr. BELFORD, of Colorado, day before yesterday took the ground the legis- 
lation asked was in behalf of Western cattle-kings and inst the thorough- 
breds. This is agreaterror. It is forall cattle of every kind. As the largest 
individual breeder of shorthorns in the United States, I totally deny his prem- 
ises. Itisfor scrub, Texan, thoroughbred, and all kinds. I have so written him, 

Yours, truly T. CORWIN ANDERSON. 

Hon. Jouy D. Wurre. 

SIDEVIEW, MONTGOMERY County, KENTUCKY, February 14, 1884, 

My Dear Ste: Your letter of the 6th received, and glad to know the bill will 
have your favorable consideration. There is nothing further from the objects 
of the bill or the views of its originators than to give cattle-kings or any oneelse 
the power to depress the beef or other meat markets. As one connected with 
the convention that framed it and been interested directly with the circum- 
stances that brought it forth, I think I may confidently assure you of this fact, 
The real and only ultimate objects of the bill were to stamp out this disease 
where it exists, prevent its further spread, and by these means prevent the hos- 
tile English legislation toward our live export cattle with that of the German and 

uch Governments toward our pork. Should these most beneficent objects 
be accomplished the cattle-men of every sort and all farmers that consume their 
own grain with either hogs or cattle can take care of themselves and need no 
further otis from the Government than good legislation would naturally 
accomplish. 

We have no statistics published that would give an accurate idea of the num- 
ber of thoroughbred cattle in Kentucky, of shorthorns in Montgomery County. 
I make the thirteen largest herds to contain eight hundred and ninety headand 
worth in round numbers $261,100, without counting the Hamiltonsof Flat Creek 
that are usually considered as belonging to Mount Sterling, nor have I includ 
any of the many small herds of five, eight, and ten individuals that have been 
begun in the past year or so. Bigstaff, myself, and Williams and Hamilton, A. 
W., have several cattle in this enumeration that have cost us at auction in the 
last three years from $1,000 to over $4,000 per head. My herd is the largest be- 
longing to one man, having quite two hundred of all ages, and my surplus at 
auction of all ages and both sexes makingan average per head of $308, SSI and 

for the years 1881, 1882, and 1883. I mention these thi as evidence of the 
value of our cattle at this time, and why we wanted to protected from a 
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disease that leaves no individual of alot of cattld after once becoming infected. 
Montgomery County farmers haye given more attention to shorthorns from 
1880 to 1834 ever before, while I think in the other blue-grass counties be- 
sides Bath the interest has diminished; notwithstanding out of the 3,800 short- 
horns sold at $207 per head at auction during 1883 Kentucky furnished about 
one-third of them. Most of the States, though, sell largely at private sale, while 
the auction of shorthorns in Kentucky has become prevalent and the custom. 

About Clark I have not the means to tell, nor any one except some one ac- 

uainted with the herds individually. Ata guess, while much larger in area 
than Montgomery, I doubt whether she has more shorthorns since the disper- 
sion of the large herds of Groome, Van Meter, Thomson, and Renick. 

Hoping the success of our bill, I am, yours, truly, 

T. ©. ANDERSON. 


Mr. WELLER. I ask the same courtesy may be extended to me 
that was extended to the gentleman from Kentucky, in order that I 
may have read an extract from the report of the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. WELLER. I ask particular attention to this extract from the 
committee’s report: 

Now, while it is true that pleuro-pneumonia has existed in the East for forty 
yona without having been carried to the West, it must be admitted, from what 

ocen so many times in Pennsylvania and Connecticut, that there has 
been danger of this, and that this danger is increasing with the larger number 
of cattle now being shipped in that direction. No doubt this danger has been 
aay gan but the fact that there is danger, and that the disease once carried 
to the Western herding grounds would probably be beyond our control, if we 
can judge from the experience of Australia and South Africa, is sufficient to 
show the importance of grappling with it while it can be so repans handled. 
The rapidity with whicha disease spreads on these ranges when once introduced 
is illustrated by an occurrence of last summer in Southwestern Texas. A 
drove of cattle brought a communicable disease to that section which the Army 
surgeons believed to be contagious pleuro-pneumonia; but before any careful 
examinations could be made several hundred cattle had died and a large terri- 
tory was infected. Fortunately, investigationsshowed that this was not pleuro- 
posunonia, but a disease which does notoutlast a single season of the year. If 
t had proved to be pleuro-pneumonis, would it not have been a national ca- 
lamity? With a large territory already infected, with no money and no power 
to control the disease, and occurring in summer months before the State and na- 
tional legislative bodies would convene, it is difficult to see how any effective 
measures could have been adopted, 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union had, according to order, had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. 3967) for the establishment of a 
bureau of animal industry, to prevent the exportation of diseased cattle, 
and to provide means for the suppression and extirpation of pleuro- 
pneumonia and other contagious diseases among domestic animals, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I movethat the House resolve itself into 
committee for the further consideration of the special order; and, pend- 
ing that motion, I move all debate on the pending section and amend- 
ments thereto be limited to ten minutes. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed a joint resolution and bills of the following 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested: 

Joint resolution (S. 70) expressing the appreciation of Congress and 
the people of the United States of the generous act of Her Britannic 
Majesty’s Government in presenting to the United States the Arctic 
steamship Alert; 

A bill (S. 233) providing for an enlargement and improvement of 
the post-office, custom-house, and court-house at New Haven, Conn; 

A bill (S. 528) for the relief of Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner of 
William T. Pate & Co.; 

A bill (S. 1014)) to authorize the State of California to select other 
lands in place of sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections, as min- 


eral; and 

A bill (5. 1155) to provide for the issue of circulating notes to national 
banking associations. 

GIFT OF THE STEAMER ALERT. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, it would be an act of grace if 
we take from the Speaker’s table the Senate resolution accepting the 
gift of the Alert from the British Government and pass it instanta- 
neously. 

Mr. KASSON. There is no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections. 

The joint resolution of the Senate was read at 1 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution ? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I object. 

y ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH], that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union; and, 
pending that motion, that all debate on the first section of the bill and 
all amendments thereto be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. WELLER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
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Mr. KEIFER. The motion does not contemplate an attempt to close 

debate on the entire bill? 
i Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. No; only on this section and the amend- 

ments to it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa will state his parlia- 
mentary inquiry. er 

Mr. WELLER. That was the very point I was about to raise. 

The SPEAKER. idl Sa is on agreeing to the latter motion, 
which has just been sta’ x 

The motion was agreed to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union was agreed to. 


CONTAGIOUS DISEASES OF DOMESTIC ANIMALS. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the Houseall debate on this section 
and pending amendments and amendments which may be submitted 
thereto is limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. STORM. Mr. Chairman, I desire but a very few minutes to ex- 
press my views on this bill. Itseeks to add another tothe already large 
number of bureaus that we have provided by existing law under this 
Government. The bill styles it ‘‘ the bureau of animal industry.’’ It 
will require many and weighty considerations to induce me to givemy 
consent to multiplying the number of bureaus already existing under 
our Government. 

I know the tendency is always to increase the number rather than 
to diminish it; and that when ee = cere pee there is a cor- 
responding tendency on the part e bureau itself to grow pretty 
rapidly, not only in the desire for increased dignity, as we now witness 
on the of the Agricultural Bureau, which wishes to be made a part 
of the Cabinet, but also with reference to the matter of appropriations 
required for their support and maintenance, These annually increase, 
so that where $10,000 a few years ago was amply sufficient for all such 
purposes in any one bill, we find that they have increased their demands 
up into the hundreds of thousands of dollars, and are still increasing. 

And yet, Mr. Chairman, I do not deny that the subject under con- 
sideration is not of importance enough to justify the establishment of 
another bureau. I believe with the gentleman from Connecticut that 
this bill is bad, very bad; but I do not believe that it is so bad that it 
is incapable of amendment. Now, if the friends of this bill are not 
willing to accept reasonable amendments which have been ed 
by those who have spoken against it, I think by their very objection 
to such amendments the friends of this bill are indicating a desire or 
an inclination on their that they do not want it to pass. I claim 
that if we give this bureau the power and the right of investigating 
the causes of contagicas diseases among domestic animals; if we give 
the power that we have under the clause in the Constitution to *‘ regu- 
late commerce’’ among the States to prevent the transportation of dis- 
eased domestic animals from one State into another either by railroad 
or steamboat—and I admit that the transportation of cattle from one 
State into another and trade in them is ‘‘ commerce ’’—and if in addi- 
tion to that we give them the necessary machinery and means to carry 
out that plan, I say we are giving to them all that the friends of 
this bill ought toask. In Sus yaaan not only the cattle interest, 
strictly so peg > the h sheep interests ought also to be em- 
braced; and on that subject I have no doubt that the bill goes far enough 
to include such interests. But as there seems to be a doubt about the 
terms of the bill in eae it can be readily amended so as to prv- 
vide for the protection of all these different interests in animals. 

Now, the friends of the bill, if they are wise, will accept the amend- 
ments which have been offered, and which I believe will remove all the 
serious objections that this side have to the bill. That would include, 
I take it, the striking out of the fourth section. 

Iam sure the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] would not con- 
tend that-any argument could be made here by the most latitudinarian 
constructionist that could fairly defend that section. I would like to 
know what the word ‘‘district,’’ the last word in the fourth section, 
means. Does it mean that oo of the State or Territory which the 
President has the right to declare in quarantine? If it does, what is 
meant by the prohibition against driving or transporting cattle out of 
that “‘district?’’ Why, sir, I could conceive under that section a 
township ora county might constitute the infected district; and to say 
the President should have the right to prevent the exportation of cattle 
out of that district would be to say you had the right to control com- 
merce, not merely between States, which no one disputes, but between 
the counties of a State. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. KASSON. The ion Jast made by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Stora] is worthy undoubtedly of the consideration 
of the committee. The object of this section evidently was to accom- 
plish as far as possible a limitation of the district affected by being de- 
clared in quarantine, and it refers, as J understand, to rtation 
to another State or Territory. It is designed to alleviate the difficulty 
which might arise if you made the provision relate exclusively to a State. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. If the gentleman will permit me, I will 
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say I gave notice, at the ic of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED], that I would move to ame, 1 by adding at the end of that sec- 
tion, following the word “‘ district, ' the words “‘into any other State 
or Territory.” . 

Mr. REED. Or foreign country. 

Mr. KASSON. I sup that was intended. I only wish to say 
to the gentleman on my left [Mr. STORM] that he will finda hearty dis- 
position on this side of the House among the friends of the bill to meet 
eas and sh nig cena pp proses 

rose mainly, however, for another purpose, to refer to a ding 
amendment offered by my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE 
which is to strike out the words—— 

Mr. WELLER. That amendment has been voted down. 

Mr. KASSON. That amendment proposed to strike out the words 
‘investigate and report upon the number, value, and condition of the 
domestic animals of the United States, their protection and use.” 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. That has been di of. 

Mr. GIBSON. You voted that down on your side. 

Mr. STORM. The friends of the bill voted down that proposition. 

Mr. KASSON. Will the gentlemen permit me to say what I started 
with intimating I wished to say in connection with that and in an- 
swer to remarks of the gentleman from Texas, that this involves no ad- 
ditional expenditure and simply gives advantages which some gentle- 
men not from agricultural districts fail to appreciate. For example, in 
my own State we are large buyers of domestic animals from other States 
to bring there and fatten them on our usually abundant corn crop. 

The information as to the condition, number, and value of the domes- 
tic animals of the United States will be of great importance to the peo- 
ple. of those States that buy elsewhere for pi of fattening. 

ere are at present, I wish to remind my friend from Texas, agents 
from the department in the various States of the Union ascertaining the 
quantities and quality of wheat, corn, and oats produced, the condition 
of the crops, &c., and all such facts which are published in the monthly 
bulletin. And, further, merely to give them power to inquire and re- 
port as to the number, condition, Xc., of domestic animals is to allow 
in respect to live-stock what has been found very useful as to other agri- 
cultural products, and what ought to be atioieed heen: It involves only 
the = machinery which exists now, except so far as diseases are con- 
cerned. 

I hope the pending section as amended may be allowed to pass and 
we may go on rapidly, stopping only at those sections to which gentle- 
men have a substantial amendment to offer in harmony with the gen- 
eral provisions of the bill, That is all I desire to say touching the first 
section and the amendments proposed to it. The second section has 
met with very little or no objection. The third can be considered when 
we come to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed for debate on the first section 
and amendments theretois exhausted. The Clerk will re the pend- 
ing amendment, which is that offered by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [ Mr. HOPENI: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “ .”" in line 15, the following: 

“With the consent of the Legislature of the State or States in which the per- 
sons so employed are to act,” 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there were— 
ayes 90, noes 101. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no other amendment pending. The 
Clerk will read the next section. 

Mr. STEVENS. Would it be in order to offer a further amendment 
to the first section ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would be in order to offer a further amend- 
ment, but not to debate it. 

Mr. STEVENS. I do not wish to debate it. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 


Strike out all after the sixth line of section 1 and insert in lieu thereof as follows: 


eases in cattle, ho sheep, and swine (especially pleuro-pneumonia in cattle), 
and the means for the prevention aA cure of Aen ©, Pe also to collect mo 
information on these subjects as shall be valuable to the agricultural and com- 
mercial interests of the country; and the Commissioner of Agriculture is hereby 
authorized to employ a force sufficient for this purpose, not exceeding ten pon 
sons, The salary of the chief of said bureau shall be $3,000 per annum, andthe 
said Commissioner is authorized to appointa clerk for said bureau, with asalary 
of $1,500 per annum.” 


The question being taken on the amendment, there were—ayes 66, 
noes 104. 

Mr. STEVENS. I call for tellers. 

On the question of ordering tellers there were ayes 40—more than one- 
fifth of a quorum. 

So tellers were ordered; and Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, and Mr. STE- 
VENS were appointed. 

e committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 72, 
noes - 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 2. That the Commissioner of Agriculture is authorized to bag ete two 
competent agents, who shall be practical stock-raisers or experien business 
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men, familiar with questions pertaining to commercial transactions in live-stock, 
whose duty it Skal be, under the instructions of the Commissioner of Agricult- 
pie eas examine and report upon the best methods of rting, and 


ti si le nia and to vide inst the spread of 
on ia ious denne p jg petro à Pity aga! sp 
a with ecessary 

Pf their duties Sadar this act, 

The Committee on Agriculture recommend that the section be 
amended by inserting in line 10, after the word ‘‘ contagious,” the words 
“infectious and communicable;’’ so that it will read: 
ea poriap against the spread of other contagious, infectious, and communica- 


Mr. BELFORD. I move to amend this section by striking out the 
word *‘two,’? in the second line, and inserting the word ‘‘thirty-eight”’ 
before the words ‘‘competent agents.’ I do that for the purpose of 
providing an agent in every State in this Union who will be interested 
in determining the great and vital questions involved in this bill. 

So far as I am personally concerned I am opposed to intrusting the 
determination of the cattleinterests of this country to the Commissioner 
of Agriculture and the two agents whom he may sua sponte, or on his 
own motion, appoint. If we are to, consider the great cattle interest, I 
mean not only the cattle interest but the sheep interest and the hog 
interest of this country, we should have a council composed of an agent 
from each State where cattle and sheep and hogs are found, and not 
allow this vast power to be exercised by persons here at Washington 
under the direction of the Commissioner of Agriculture. I have said 
that much in behalf of the amendment I have offered. 

I want to say one word further. The gentleman from Missouri who 
has this bill in charge [Mr. HATCH] generously declared that he would 
accept any amendment that would perfect the bill and protect the rights 
of the people. I want to vote for this bill, but I have given a semi-op- 
position to it on the ground that it places $2,000,000,000 worth of prop- 
erty under the control of the Commissioner of Agriculture and the two 
agents whom he may appoint. 

Now I ask the gentlemen who framed this bill where those two agents 
are going to operate? Are they going to spread all over the enormous 
proportions of this Republic or are they going to sit here in Washing- 
ton and use their telescopes to observe the cattle diseases in this great 
land? Isay that while I will go to the utmost limit to protect the cattle 
interests of thiscountry, while I will go to the utmost limit to protect the 
sheep and the hog interests of this country, I will never consent thata 
bill formulated like this shall pass this House if I can possibly prevent 
its passage. Itneedsto be reformulated and remodeled, so that the men 
who own cattle, the men who own sh the men who own hogs shall 
act conjointly with the representatives of the National Government in 
determining whether or not those animals are diseased. 

And I say in addition to that that it is of the highest importance—I 
had occasion the other day to use the phrase ‘‘supereminent impor- 
tance,” and my dear, logical, classical, kindly hearted friend from New 
York, now in the chair | Mr. Cox], emphasized that phrase in the col- 
loquy he had with me—I say it is a question of supereminent impor- 
tance that we pass some bill touching this subject. The Democratic party 
can not afford to ignore or disregard its necessity; the Republican party 
can not have failed to see its necessity. [Herethehammerfell.] Just 
a moment. Will somebody give meanother minute. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GIBSON and Mr. WELLER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. Greson] to speak next. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire again—— 

Mr. WELLER. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLER. The inquiry I desire to propound is this: I sup- 
posed that I had conformed to the rules of this House in respectfully 
approaching the chairman and having my name placed second on the 
list. I understood that I was to be recognized after the distinguished 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] had made his remarks. I 
would like to know if that is true. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that the rules require pro 
and con diseussion. [Laughter.] 

oe WERDER Tunk I yonso take the con oad 

e CHAIRMAN. e Chair wi ize the eman soon on 
the pro side of the discussion. Sta i 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. i 

Mr. WELLER. I now rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLER. While the fortunes that govern the destinies of 
many men have placed me on this side of the Ho I declare to you 
that I really belong over on the other side ter] so far as this bill 
and its terms against the interests of the farmers and stock-raisers are 
concerned. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to repeat what I have already said to the 
friends of this bill, that I sincerely wish to get this bill into as good 

as possible, and to have a bill passed that will secure the object 
desired. For that reason I desire now to call the attention of the friends 
of the bill to the objections to this second section, and to ask them if 
they intend to pass it or desire to pass it in the shape it now is in. 


tleman 


A geni 
with the 


speaking ashort time ago said that this second section, 
ts therein referred to, was simply for the purpose of the 
extermination of diseases among cattle. I wish to say to the chairman 
of the Committee on Agriculture that he has brought ina bill here with 


one section giving the power to the veteri surgeon to pass upon the 
question of the existence of all these diseases and another section con- 
ferring identically the same powers on two additional agents. 

Mr. KASSON. They have no power except a general power to in- 
quire and recommend. 

Mr. GIBSON. They have the same power as the veterinary surgeon, 
the power to inquire and recommend. 

Mr. KASSON. ‘That is all the power they have. 

Mr. GIBSON. Exactly. Now, why should two sets of officers be 
invested with this power of inquiring and recommending? 

But there is something else in this section of the bill which gentle- 
men do not seem to understand; it is buried down in it like a grain of 
wheat ina bushelof chaff. I refer to the provision that these two com- 
mercial agents shall have the power to adopt rules regulating the trans- 
portation of all the stock or cattle in this Jand and that they shall be 
men practically engaged in stock-raising. What would be the result 
of this? Why, sir, oneofthese agents may bea stock-broker in Chicago, 
another may be a stock-broker in New York. These two men—=stock- 
brokers—men engaged in buying and speculating in cattle, will have 
the power to adopt or recommend rules by which the whole traffic in 
cattle in this country shall be regulated. When they have brought on 
enough cattle for their own business purposes, when they think the 
market is about to fall, they may stop all the cattle upon the railroad 
trains going into those cities. These cattle must then stand upon the 
tracks, to be fed at the expense of the owners, until these agents have 
realized their profits. J 

Now, I do not think this provision has anything to do with the pre- 
vention or cure of diseases among cattle; and it is not fair or honest, 
when gentlemen are assuming to legislate for preventing the spread of 
cattle diseases, to adopt a clause which may prevent the transportation 
of healthy and sound cattle. I wish now to give notice that after gen- 
tlemen who favor this bill shall have perfected this section as best they 
can by amendments, it is my purpose to move at a proper time to strike 
out this clause, because, with the solitary exception to which I have 
referred, the veterinary surgeon will have all the power proposed to be 
conferred upon these two agents. 

Mr. WEI.'...xt. I desire tomove the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

Mr. KASSON. There are two amendments pending. 

Mr. WELLER, [ offer this as a substitute for the second section. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be in order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 2 be Erienn out the word “two,” in the second line, and in its 
place insert the word “one.” Also, in same line, after the word “agent” add 


the following words; “ In each State or Territory in the United States.” Also, 


after the words “ pleuro-pneumonia,” in the ninth line, add the words “and other 
communicable di of pg eal Also, i 


p in line 9,same section, the 
words “ pleuro-pneumonia,” add words “and other communicable diseases 
of live-stock. 


” Also, at the end of line 9, strike out the word “ other” andinsert 
i its place the word “such;” so that the same, if so amended, will read as fol- 
ows: . 

“Sec, 2. That the Commissioner of Agriculture is authorized to appoint one 
competent agent in each Stateand Territory, whoshall be nominated thereto by 
the governor of the State or Territory in which such person is designated to 
act, who shall be practical raisers or experienced business men, familiar 
with a ns ining to commercial transactions in live-stock, whose duty 
it shall be, under the instructions of the Commissioner of Agriculture, to ex- 
amine and report upon the best methods of treating, transporting, and caring 
for animals, and the means to be adopted for the suppression and extirpation of 
ronagoas pleuro-pneumonia and other contagious, infectious, and communi- 
cable diseases. The compensation of said agents shall be at the rate of reason- 
able dollars per diem, with all the neeessary expenses, while engaged in the act- 
ual performance of their duties under this act.” 


Mr. WELLER. Mr. Chairman, I have had, from the very first, grave 
suspicions as to the intent of section 2 as it eame from the hands of the 
Committee on Agriculture, and as I have analyzed and reflected upon 
the provisions of the section my conviction that it was in the interest 
of a stock ring has been confirmed to such an extent that Iam now 
most a opposed to the section without the amendments I have 


I find that in the second line this section provides for the appoint- 
ment of ‘‘two competent agents’? by the Commissioner of Agriculture. 
This is one of the things I object to. I do not want to have two men, 
selected by the Commissioner of Agriculture, to hold in his or their 
hands the entire cattle interest of the United States. It seems to me 
that if the Commissioner should be so unfortunate as to make a selec- 
tion of vicious persons, persons disposed to do harm to the animal in- 
dustries of the country, great injury might result under the operation 
of this section. I believe that each State and Territory, by its execu- 
tive authority, should be permitted to designate to the Commissioner 
of Agriculture the name of a proper person who should be selected by 
the Commissioner as the agent of that State or Territory to do this 
work. Iam satisfied that if an agent were selected by the executive 
of the State of Iowa, such agent would see to it that no stock ring in 
Chicago or any of the large cities east or west would be permitted to 
trespass upon the interests of the people to the extent that would be 
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possible if two vicious men should be selected by the Commissioner of 
Agriculture or any one else under the section as it comes from the 
hands of the committee. 

I desire to call special attention to another feature of this section. 
Lines 8 and 9 contain this language: 

And the means to be adopted for the suppression and extirpation of contagious 

jleuro-pneumonia, and to provide against the spread of other contagious, in- 
ectious, and communicable diseases. j 

Now, I called attention not long since to the fact that there was not 
a single provision in the bill for the protection of those engaged in the 
sheep industry or in hog-raising or in the raising of horses, mules, &c. 
Not a single provision. We find it is for the suppression and extirpa- 
tion of pleuro-pneumonia, and not for the suppression and extirpation 
of hog-cholera, sheep-scab, or the like. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I think all that is neces- 
sary to say in reply to the criticisms of the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia on the second section of the bill is to read that section in the hearing 
of the House. It is as follows: 


Src. 2. That the Commissioner of Agriculture is authorized to appoint two 
competent agents, who shall be practical stock-raisers or experien: business 
men, familiar with questions pertaining to commercial transactionsin live-stock, 
whose duty it shall be, under the instructions of the Commissioner of Agriculture, 
to examine and report upon the methods of treating, transporting, and 
caring for animals, and the means to be adopted for the suppression and extir- 
pation of contagious pleuro-pneumonia, and to provide inst the spread of 
other contagious, infectious, and communicable diseases. The compensation of 
said agents shall be atthe rate of $10 per diem, withall necessary expenses, while 
engaged in the actual performance of their duties under this act. 


Mr. GIBSON. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. Does not the first section of the bill say that the chief 
of the bureau of animal industry shall investigate and report upon the 
number, value, and condition of the domestic animals of the United 
States, their protection and use, and also inquire into and report the 
causes of contagious, infectious, and communicable diseases among them, 
and the means for the prevention and cure of the same, and to collect 
such information on these subjects as shall be valuable to the agricult- 
ural and commercial interests of the country. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Unquestionably, and the object of the 
second section is to give the men engaged in cattle industry throughout 
the country proper representation in this bureau. Every single resolu- 
tion and request made on the part of those representing that interest 
coming before our committee have been that the cattle-men should be 
fairly represented. The bill, as it has been framed and is now before 
the committee, provides for the apppointment of two practical stock- 
raisers, whose duty it shall be to examine and report upon the best 
methods of treating, rting, and caring for animals, and the means 

, to be adopted for the suppression and extirpation of Laeger carpe ane | 
and to provide against the spread of other contagious, infectious, an 
communicable diseases. 

Mr. BELFORD, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. BELFORD. The bill is limited to two; why not put an agent 
in for each State and Territory ? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Simply because the duties devolved on 
those two ts can be as well ‘ormed by them as by two hundred, 
and there is therefore not the least necessity for multiplying officials 
under this bill. Those two agents who are iliar with the question 
will make their examinations and report to the Commissioner from time 
to time. 

Mr. BELFORD. Cattle-men do not appoint these two men, but it 
is done by the Commissioner of Agriculture. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Of course. 

Mr. WELLER. Before the gentleman sits down I would like to 
inquire of him whether the owners of hogs, asses, and sheep under sec- 
tion 2, if the bill shall become a law, would be compelled to quarantine 
their own stock for the suppression and extirpation of pleuro-pneu- 
monia? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. There is no suggestion of quarantine in 
the second section or anything like it. I ask unanimous consent of 
the committee that debate on the second section be limited to five min- 
utes. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Say one minute. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. I object. 

Mr. BELFORD’s amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurred on Mr, WELLER’s amendment, and it was dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr.GIBSON. I move tostrike out the second section of the bill. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. Mr. Chairman, the title of this bill provides 
for the establishment of a bureau of animal industry, to prevent the 
exportation of diseased cattle and to provide means for the suppression 
and extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia and other contagious diseases 
among domesticanimals, The first section declares the manner in which 
the Commissioner of Agriculture shall organize that bureau in his de- 


partment. The pending amendment is that of the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON], tostrike out the second section, and I shall 


support that motion, because I can see no relation whatever between the 
subject-matter of that section and the object sought to be accomplished 
as stated in the caption of the bill. The first section of the bill pro- 
vides for the collection of information by the establishment of this bu- 
reau. It also provides for the appointment of a competent veterinary 
surgeon as chief, who shall investigate and report upon the number, 
value, and condition of the domestic animals of the United States, their 
protection and use, and also inquire into and report the causes of conta- 
gious, infectious, and communicable diseases among them and the means 
for the prevention and cure of the same, and to collect such informa- 
tion on these subjects as shall be SERIA to the agricultural and com- 
mercial interests of the country. 

The second section provides for the appointment of two agents, who 
shall be practical stock-raisers or experienced business men, familiar 


-with questions pertaining to commercial transactions in live-stock. But 


when you come to inquire into the duties they are to be called upon to 
perform, these qualifications which are required do not fit them for the 
performance of those duties. 

Now, one feature of this section is: 

To examine and report upon the best methods * * * to beadopted for the 
ich BOTH and ext tion of contagious pleuro-pneumonia, and to provide 
against the spread of other contagious, infectious, and communicable Glesouen. 

Have not you already provided for it in the first section of the bill 
by the appointment of a competent professional man, capable of inquir- 
ing into the causes of such diseases, and also capable of recommending 
the best means of preventing their spread or of caring for animals so 
infected? But, Mr. Chairman, there is another feature of this section 
to which I call your attention: 

To examine and report upon the best meth oft i 

ayes zepo po ods reating, transporting, and 

What do these gentlemen know or propose to know of the best meth- 
ods of treating or caring for animals? Is the treating, the caring for, 
and transporting animals in any way connected or has it anything to 
do with the establishment of a bureau of animal industry? I submit, 
Mr. Chairman, that that section seems to have been put in there as the 
gentleman from Missouri su; , to give these industries a represen- 
tation upon the bill so that they may draw $3,000 a year, and to be per- 
mitted to recommend their own and favorite modes, of transporting 
cattle, no matter what their interest may be insuch means of transpor- 
tation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the gentleman from West Virginia, to strike out the second section. 

The amendment was not to. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the third section. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. At the suggestion of a large number of 
gentlemen around me I now move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. COBB having taken thechair 
as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union, having under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 3967) to establish a bureau of animal indus- 
try, &c., had come to no resolution thereon. Y 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the motion to adjourn, by unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. MULLER, for the remainder of the week, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. ROWELL, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. DIBRELL, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the House papers relative to the claim of 
Robert Mincey, late of Company B, Fifth Tennessee Volunteers; no ad- 
verse report. 

The motion of Mr. HATCH was then to on a division, there 
being—ayes 106, noes 35; andaccordingly (at 4 o’clock and 20 minutes 
p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BOYLE: Petition of citizens of Fayette County, Pennsylva- 
nia, relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on For- 


eign Affairs. 
y Mr. W. W. BROWN: Petition asking for the continuance of the 
proai disbursing system of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 
By Mr. CANDLER: Memorial for aid to sufferers from the cyclone 
in Georgia—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
By Mr. CLAY: Petition of citizens of Kentucky, relative to the im- 
ement of the Licking River—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


By Mr. S. S. COX: Petition of John Donnelly and 5 others, relative 
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to the importation of aliens under contracts made abroad—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of the Soldiers and Sailors’ Associa- 
tion of Southwestern Michigan, for a national soldiers’ home in Michi- 
gan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Stevens Post, No. 66, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Department of Michigan, for a reform in the pension laws—to the 
Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back-Pay. 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of officers of steam vessels, for two snug-har- 
bors, one east of the Alleghany Mountains and one in the Mississippi 
Valley—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, papers relating tothe claim of Martha W. Bell—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Copies of resolutions adopted at a meet- 
ing of live-stock commission dealers at Union Stock-Yards, Chicago— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FERRELL: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa. ; of cit- 
izens of Malaga; of citizens of Millville, N. J., asking for an appropri- 
ation to build jetties at Corson’sand Townsend’s Inlets—severally to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FOLLETT: Petition of workingmen of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GEORGE: Petition of John Beeson, of Oregon, asking for a 

commission to treat with the Indian tribes—to the Committee on 
ndian Affairs. 

Also, petition from the city council of Portland, Oreg., asking that 
the Northern Pacific land grant be not forfeited—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GLASCOCK: Petition for the erection of public buildings at 
Sacramento, Cal.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr HARDY: Petition of importers of dyes, dyestuffs, &e., rela- 
tive to the undervaluation of imported merchandise made by Govern- 
ment oflicers—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. H. H. HATCH: Resolutions of the Soldiers and Sailors’ As- 
sociation of Southwestern Michigan, relative to a soldiers’ home in 
Michigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. H. JONES: Memorial of citizens of Angelina County, 
Texas, for public buildings at Tyler, Tex.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Memorial of over 700 pensioners of the city ot 
Philadelphia, Pa., against changing the present system of paying pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. KING: Papers relative to the improvement of Bayou D’ Ar- 
bonne, Louisiana; of Black River, Louisiana; of the mouth of Red 
River, Louisiana—severally to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, papers for the improvement of the harbor of Monroe and West 
Monroe, Louisiana; of Bayou Bartholomew, Louisiana; of Tensas Riv- 
er, Louisiana; of the Ouachita River, Louisiana; of the Boeuf River, 
Louisiana; and of Bayou Macon, Louisiana—severally to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of James Collister and 57 others, citizens of 
Hastings, Mich., relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Soldiers and Sailors’ Association of Southwest- 
ern Michigan, in favor of a national soldiers’ home in Michigan—tothe 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAIRD: Petition of John N. A. Griswold and others, in ref- 
erence to the French spoliation claims—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. J. F. MILLER: Petition of citizens of Indianola, Tex., rel- 
ative to the improvement of Pass Cavallo and harbor of Indianola 
Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Memorial of Captain York Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, No. 116, Department of Missouri, relative to pensions, 
&c.—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay. 

Also, petition of Joel Q. Thomson and 24 others, wool-growers of Mis- 
souri, asking the restoration of the tariff of 1867 on imported wool—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAYBURY; Petition of Joseph Collins, for relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. G. W. RAY: Affidavits and statements of J. B. Pepper and 
others, relative to the post-office at Oneonta, N. Y.—severally to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Otsego County, New York, for the free 
distribution of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. W. E. ROBINSON: Petition of Chief-Justice Daly and 5others, 
in favor of schools in Alaska—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Papers for the relief of William C. Iddings— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Memorial of Joseph Leonard, delegate of the 
Kiowa and Comanche Nations, for investigation of abuses of officers 
practiced in Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


? 


By Mr. SLOCUM: Petition for the retirement of Army officers at the 
age of 62—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition for the repeal of law charging 10 per cent. profit on 
sales of stores to officers and soldiers—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of officers of the Army, for passage ofa law restoring to 
officers their allowance of fuel—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of R. C. Foor and 100 others, of Bunker 
Hill, Ind., asking a donation of land for soldiers of the late war—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of J. M. Holloway and others, of Geneva Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, for the passage of laws in the interest of sol- 
> zo the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 

c y- 

By Mr. D. H. SUMNER: Petition for the relief of John W. Robson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. E. A. 
French, administratrix, &c.; and of Richard M. Isler—severally to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: Petition of late officers of the volunteer 
army for the equalization of pensions—to the Select Committee on 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Petition of Peter Smith and others, 
citizens of Fort Worth, Tex., for the rightof way through Indian Ter- 
ritory for the Fort Worth and Denver City Railway Company—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. WHITING: Petition for a pension for Mrs. Nancy A. 8. 
Williams—to the Commitee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 27, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E., D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore announced his signature of the enrolled 
joint resolution (S. R. 58) filling an existing vacancy in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, which had heretofore been 
signed by the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


HOUSE BILIS REFERRED, 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 186) for the reliefof Frank Galt was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

The bill (H. R. 5262) to establish post-routes was read twice by its 
title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. Both Houses having passed a 
general post-route bill, if there be no objection the Chair will direct that 
this bill be not printed, as it is very voluminous, at this present time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It would be utterly useless to have it printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred, without 
printing, if there be no objection. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of W. J, Hunter 
and others, of Chebanse, Ill., praying Congrese to send, free of charge, 
to the Jaquitt Post, No. 293, Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of Illinois, of which they are members, a topy of the CoNGRESSIONAL 
RECORD; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented the petition of Sarah F. Kinzey, of Osceola, Mo., 
praying for an increase to $12 per month of all pensions granted to wid- 
ows and dependent relatives of ex-Union soldiers; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, ALLISON. I presenta communication from the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Association of the District of Columbia, relating to that charity. 
As it is very brief I ask that it may be inserted in the RECORD, and I 
also ask that it may be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The paper was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States in Congress assembled : 

We, the undersigned, officers of the Woman's Christian Association of the 
District of Columbia, beg leave herewith to submit our fourteenth annual 
report, and respectfully state that the institution under our charge has enjoyed 
for the year its accustomed and gratifying prosperity. 

In submitting our report we beg to call attention to our charter, by-laws, the 
order of business laid out and accomplished by the board of managers. By 
that industry and economy which we are obliged to practice we have been 
enabled to extend our work and afford reliefto some whom heretofore we 
have been unable toreach. The establishing of the ““woman’s exchange” has 
excited an interest in many of the most active of our young ladies who are 
connected with the various churches of our city, and this promises,to be of great 
value in affording suitable srapiey mens to many poor people, as well as a mar- 
ket where they can dispose of many articles manufactured by themselves at 
remunerative prices, 

The Foster Home commends itself to all who visit the institution. The care, 
health, and discipline of those little ones placed here is worthy of all praise. 

We submit also the report of the treasurer, showing the receipts from various 
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Dey sources besides the Government appropriations, and the disbursements 
e year 


We close aaa ey asking for the use Popron that has been given us for 
several past years, and for our in and more extended work we shall rely 
upon the exertions of the good and econ ee people who have before aided us 

increases. 


and whose interest in our work steadil 


All of which is respectfully submitted; and, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 


È. H. STRONG, President. 
MARTHA S. POMEROY, 


Vice- 
JANET M. bandas sect ' 
en 


Becr eiary. 
JOSEPHINE M. CHESTER, 
Treasurer. 


L. J. CHICKERING, 
8S. A. JEWELL, 
E. DELANO AMES, 
Board of Managers. 
Wasuiseton, D. O., February, 1884, 

Mr. HARRISON. I present resolutions adopted at a meeting of the 
McHolland Post, No. 102, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of 
Indiana, and indorsed by David K. Stopher Post, No. 75, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Indiana, in regard to certain relief 
measures now pending before Co: in regard to pension and bounty. 
The resolutions are not exactly in the form required by the rule, but 
as they evidently indicate that they should be presented to the Senate, 
I ask that they may be received and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

The PRESIDENT pro If there be no objection the resolu- 
tions will be received and rred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GARLAND presented a petition of the principal chiefs in the 
delegation of the Cherokee Nation, praying for an appropriation for the 
improvement of the Grand River aon the Arkansas River to Fort Gib- 
son, Ind. T.; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Martha W. Bell, a resident of the 
States of Pennsylvania and Ohio, praying to be reimbursed for com- 

supplies furnished to and receipted for by an authorized officer 
of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLATR presented a petition of T. W. D. Worthen and other citi- 
zens of Hanover, N. H., praying that an appropriation be made for 
education in Alaska; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. MAXEY. I presenta paper in the nature ofa petition, addressed 
to me by a committee of the Merchants and Wool-Growers’ Associa- 
tion of Nueces County, Texas, praying that an appropriation be made 
for the improvement of the Aransas Pass, inthat State. I will state that 
I know the gentlemen who have signed it, and they represent a highly 
respectable association, and their petition is worthy of consideration. 
The paper is so clearly designed to be laid before the Senate, that I ask 
that it be received and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the paper 
will be received and refi to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of 2,000 citizens of 
the city of New York, praying for a repeal of the act and acts supple- 
mentary thereto by which the term of many administrative offices 
were changed and fixed at four years; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I presentapetition of citizens of Harper and vicinity, 
Kansas, praying that an appropriation be made for education in Alaska. 
I ee that the petition be referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. The petition should go to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, I suggest. A very large number of similar petitions have 
gone that way. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from New Hampshire, the chairman of 
the Committee on Education and Labor, suggests that the petition 
should go to the Committee on Appropriations. I have no choice my- 
self about it, and am willing to accept his suggestion, although I know 
of no reason why it should be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. BLAIR. That matter is before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and a number of such memorials have already been referred 
to it. I myself see no reason why it should go there, and the whole 
matter is to be based on a sense of propriety in the first instance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from New Hampshire to move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on eB PL Sipps 

The motion was 

Mr. HAWLEY iaee the following petitions, praying for the re- 
peal of the limitation of the four years applied to the tenure of certain 
administrative offices; which were referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment: 

A petition of Herbert O. Adams and 19 others, instructors and grad- 
uate students of the department of history and politics of Johns Hop- 
kins University, Baltimore, Md.; 

A petition of E. A. Rowe and 91 other citizens of California; 

A petition of W. P. Garrison and 58 other citizens of New Jersey; 

A petition of C. W. Burrage and 14 other citizens of Portland, 

A petition of J. W. Carhart and 13 other citizens of Arkansas; 


A petition of Joseph Adams and 4 other citizens of Illinois; 

A petition of J. J. Brown and 24 other citizens of New Albany, Ind. ; 

A petition of H. H. Anderson and 16 other citizens of Davenport, 
Towa; 

A petition of James W. Romeyer and 15 other citizens of Detroit, 
are and 

t A petition of J. A. Young and 16 other citizens of Missouri. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented resolutions of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public post located at Jamestown, N. Y., requesting the enactment of 
such measures as will enable the United States to pay the soldiers and 
sailors the difference between the money they received and gold, and 
also that the provisions of law relating to the granting of lands to sol- 
diers of other wars be so amended as to include the soldiers and sailors 
engaged in the late war; which were referred to the Committee on a: 
sions. 

He also presented resolutions of the Englewood Union Veteran club 
of Illinois, remonstrating against the bill to reinstate Fitz-John Porter; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions passed at the eighteenth annual en- 
campment of the Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New 
York, representing four hundred and forty-five posts and 27,000 veter- 
ans of the war, relative to passed assistant engineers of the Navy; ; which 
were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the New York State Temperance So- 
ciety, officially signed, and a petition of the Good Templars of the State 
of New York, officially signed, representing 27,000 members, asking for 
a constitutional amendment to prohibit the manufacture and sale of 
intoxicating liquors for drinking purposes; which were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of Os- 
wego, N. Y., in favor of legalizing or redeeming the trade-dollar; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Wayne County, New York, 
in favor of furnishing Hickey’s Constitution, the CONGRESSIONAL REO- 
ORD, and other publications to schools and academies; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of New 
York, concerning the education and civilization of the Indian tribes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 66) providing for allotment of lands in severalty to 
the Indians residing upon the Umatilla reservation, in the State of Or- 
egon, and granting patents therefor, and for other purposes, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
149) to correct the western and southern boundaries of the White 
Mountain Indian reservation, in the Territory of Arizona, reported it 
adversely; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a bill (S. 1651) to au- 
thorize the leasing of coal lands in the White Mountain Indian reser- 
vation, in the Territory of Arizona; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. KENNA. The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 448) for the relief of George H. Plant, ly report, in 
accordance with the provisions of the resolution of the Senate of Feb- 
ruary 7, 1884, that they have referred the said bill, with the accompa- 
nying papers, to the Court of Claims, under the provisions of an act 
entitled “An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Ex- 
ecutive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands against 
the Government,’’ approved March 3, 1883. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be placed on file. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 477) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1600) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Augusta, Ga., reported it without amendment. 

A. CULLOM. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the hill (S. 764) gran an increase of pension to 
Abby P. Arnold, to report itadversely. TheSenator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. ANTHONY] who introduced the bill desires it to be placed on the 
Calendar for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1274) for the relief of Reuben B. Clark and Sayles J. Bowen, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to ; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1373) granting the right of way to the Cinnabar and 
Clark’s Fork Railroad Company, reported it with an amendment, and 


submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 932) for the relief of Mary Jane Thompson, executrix of 
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Jeter L. Thompson, deceased, submitted an adverse rt thereon, 
which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1072) for the relief of Samuel B. Seat, administrator of Christian Kropp, 
deceased, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. MAXEY introduced a bill (S. 1652) to provide forthe improve- 
ment of the channel between Galveston Harbor and the Gulf of Mexico; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 1653) granting a pension to 
John H. Crumb; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1654) granting a pension to Selinda E. 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1655) granting a pension to Newton J. 
Burris; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1656) granting an increase of pension 
to Thomas 8. Bréoks; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 1657) granting a pension to 
Louisa V. De Kilpatrick, widow of Major-General Judson Kilpatrick; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. No. 1658) for the erection of a public 
building at Reading, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

r. SABIN introduced a bill (S. No. 1659) in relation to the Red 
Lake Indian reservation in the State of Minnesota; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He introduced a bill (S. 1660) for the relief of George Storrs; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SABIN. I introduce this bill to take the place of one which 
was introduced a few days ago and referred by mistake to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. I move the reference of the bill to the Committee on 
Claims. 

‘The motion was to. 

Mr. HAMPTON introduced a bill (S. 1661) for the relief of George 
C. Tanner, United States consul at Liege, Belgium; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. ' 

Mr, MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1662) to appropriate money for 
the improvement of the bay and harbor of Mobile: which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1663) to extend the time for the 
completion of railroads westerly of the Mississippi River to which grants 
of public lands have been made which are in good faith prosecuting the 
work of construction without forfeiture of such grants, to provide for 
the forfeiture of land grants in certain cases, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Publie Lands. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ifit is not asking too much indulgence I should like 
that bill to be read at length, as it pertains to a matter immediately 
under consideration by the committee, and I should like them to have 
the bill earlier than it can be printed regularly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that this bill be read at length for information. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire that 
he request that his bill go into the RECORD, rather than take time by 
reading it now. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is sufficient. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks a this bill be printed at length in the RECORD. Is there ob- 
jection 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think that ought to be done. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. ALLISON. e can have a reprint of the bill by to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr, BLAIR. It is a new bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. LAPHAM introduced a bill (S. 1664) forthe relief of the estate 
of David Wood, late of New York; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1665) for the relief of John W. Cator, 
surviving partner of the firm of Aymar & Co., of New York city; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1666) to incorporate the Yellowstone 
Park Railroad and to aid in the construction of its road; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1667) for the reliefof Sarah E. Webster, 


administratrix; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 1668) for the relief of George T. Dudley; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1669) for the relief of 
Frank P. Murphy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MAHONE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 71) for the relief 
of William B. Isaacs & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. MILLER, of California, it was 

Ordered, That the pa in the case of the application of Alfred Hedberg, late 
captain United States Asy to be restored to his commission, be taken from the 
files of the Secretary of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs in connection with Senate bill 1161, no adverse report having ever been 
made in the case. 

On motion of Mr. VOORHEES, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Lieut, James S. Grubbs, now on file 
with the Secretary of tine Senate, be withdraws, aud returned to Mr. Grubbs. 

On motion of Mr. HARRISON, it was 

That the papers in the case of Catherine Bullard be withdrawn from 

the files of the Senate for use before a committee of the House of Representatives, 
subject to the rules of the Senate. 


CROW INDIAN RESERVATION IN MONTANA. 


Mr. VEST. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate if 
any lease or leases of any part of the Crow Idian reservation in Montana have 
been made to any person, partnership, or association of persons; and, if so, the 
extent of said lease or leases, to whom made, for what length of time, and upon 
what terms, and under what authority of law such action has been had by his 


Pg ‘hat a inform the Senate whether any permit has been given to any pere 
son, partnership, or association of persons to graze cattle upon said reseryation; 
and, if so, the name of such person, partnership, or association, and by what 
authority of law such permit was given. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. t 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ofcourse the matter is very interesting, but I saw 
within a day or two a document which led me to infer that that infor- 
mation had been furnished. I am not quite sure. 

Mr. INGALLS. That related to the Indian Territory leases. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I know that it related to the Indian Territory. Is 
the Senator quite sure that we have not already precisely that informa- 
tion? 

Mr. VEST. For the Indian Territory. This relates to the Crow In- 
dian reservation in Montana, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understood the resolution to apply to the Indian 
Territory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

CONSOLIDATION OF TELEGRAPH COMPANIES. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iask for the present consideration of the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be directed to 
inquire whether at any time the Western Union and Baltimore and Ohio Tele- 
graph Companies, or any officers or employés of said companies, haye entered 


© contract or negotiation for the purpose of consolidating said companies or 
making combination for any purpose. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 


lution. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words by 
way of explanation. Some daysago I offered the same resolution, con- 
fining the time of negotiation within one year. The evidence of Dr. 
Green before the committee yesterday clearly establishes the fact that 
a contract was made and executed, but was two years ago instead of 
one. He says the elder Garrett defeated the operation of the contract. 
We desire to know why? It was generally understood when the elder 
Garrett had a clearer vision showing that the Western Union had se- 
cured the greater advantage his company repudiated, although the con- 
tract had been executed. That it was neither patriotism nor philan- 
thropy or horror at consolidation or stock-watering that paralyzed for a 
moment the elder Garrett. 

This inquiry is important now when the younger Garrett has been 
interviewing the committee and seriously proposing to assume the 
fatherly care of the Government toward the people and protect them 
by building new lines, that he will play the rôle of ‘*‘ big brother” 
against the extortions of Western Union. We have reason to ‘‘ fear the 
Greeks ‘though bearing gifts.” 

The Western Union have no sorrow or tears at the proposed building 
by the Baltimore and Ohio. They know, asdoes the elder Garrett, that 
new lines by individuals mean millions more of fictitious stock to be 
divided by the Western Union and Baltimore and Ohio, but it means also 
greater burdens and larger dividends to be taken from the people. 
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The proposition for the Government to build is the only thing that 
strikes terror to the Western Union. They come here with threats and 
entreaties; no supplications to the Baltimore and Ohio. Each of these 
corporations is playing the réle assigned. 

The Baltimore and Ohio, breathing war and threatenings against West- 
ern Union, even going through the appearance ofa lawsuit, and the elder 
Garrett armed cap-a-pie, with lance in hand, a perfect knight-errant to 
avenge the wrongs of an oppressed people, and Dr. Green with knitted 
brow and eyes flashing indignation, deny the power of Congress, that 
created them, to examine their jae eon and contracts, and arrogantly in- 
sist that Congress, having created the Western Union with unlimited 
capacity to create unlimited millions, have now no power left to pro- 
tect the people or build other lines. Hence it becomes now 
to have this second resolution directing the committee to inquire if those 
companies have made a contract of that kind at any time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. GARLAND. There should be a clause in the resolution instruct- 
ing the committee to report. Itis merely directed to make the inquiry, 
and I suppose the Senator would like to have a report also. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes, sir; that will accompany the report which 
they will make on the whole subject. 

Mr. GARLAND. It would be better to direct the committee to make 
a report on this special case. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Very well. ; 

Mr. MORGAN. Before voting on the resolution I should like to be 
informed as to the jurisdiction that Congress possesses over contracts 
between these two companies. I am not aware thateither of the com- 

ies derives any right or privilege from Congress. I believe they are 
both private companies; at least their charters are from the States, and 
they are conducting their business, like other corporations, in their own 
way. If I could see some p that was to be accomplished by this 
inquiry I should very cheerfully vote for the resolution to compel the 
information to be given, but I really do not understand what we are to 
do with the information after we get it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I presume that the Senator from Alabama is con- 
versant with the history of the manner in which this whole investiga- 
tion now comes before the American Congress. It has been proposed 
not only here but throughout the nation that the Government shall take 
under its charge the building or to a certain extent the control of tele- 
graphs known as postal telegraphing; and in order to ascertain as to the 
necessities of the people and as to the propriety of the Government en- 
tering upon that enterprise this whole matter has been sent by the Sen- 
ate to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads to investigate it. 
In that connection an investigation has already been had and some 
witnesses have been examined by the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, and among them have been some representatives of the Bal- 
timore and Ohio Telegraph Company, and the object of their coming 
was to show that there was no necessity for Congress to undertake to con- 
struct or control a postal telegraph line, because the Baltimore and Ohio 
Telegraph Company intended to do that thing themselves; that they 
are operating an independent line, and that fact was heralded here and 
throughout the country with the view of preventing action by Congress. 
It was said that inasmuch as the Baltimore and Ohio Company were 
assuming this independent attitude toward the Western Union Com- 
pany, they would see to it that the people were guaranteed another in- 
dependent line and cheap telegraphing without any fear of pooling or 
combining, as the Western Union has been doing, and buying up other 
lines. 

Then it became necessary to know the animus of the Baltimore and 
Ohio Company, whether they meant what they said to the committee. 
It was stated before the committee and it was known to many persons that 
the Baltimore and Ohio had lately been in negotiations with the Western 
Union; that the Western Union had stretched forth its arms to embrace 
the Baltimore and Ohio, or else the Baltimore and Ohio was willing to 
enter and be embraced by the Western Union, as other pretended rival 
telegraph lines had been. In order that the committee and Congress 
and the nation may know how far they are to be protected by the Balti- 
more and Ohio, and therefore pass over this session of Congress without 
doing anything to give relief to the people in that direction, it became 
important to know the fact whether the Baltimore and Ohio had not 
been negotiating already in an attempt to “* pool their issues” and to 
sell all theirinterest to the Western Union, thesameas the Atlantic and 
Pacific and other lines had done. The best indication of that was the 
fact that Mr. Bates—I think that is the name of the man who generally 
goes gunning for the Western Union, the trusted man of the Western 
Union—went off into the Atlantic and Pacific some few years ago, you 
will remember. He separated his allegiance from the Western Union, 
but in a little while he had the Atlantic and Pacific bagged and ready 
for game to be carried back to the Western Union, and with that came 
a large increase of watered stock. Mr. Bates is promoted in the Western 
Union when he comes back with this game. z 

A little while after Mr. Bates, the trusted confidential officer of the 
Western Union, is sent on another expedition, and then it is to the 
Mutual Union, and by and bye, in due time, he comes back with his 
game-bag well stocked again, and he has the Mutual Union nnder his 


belt and a watered stock of $15,000,000 to be divided among the owners 
of the Mutual Union and the Western Union. The first thing we shall 


be told in to this matter by and bye will be that this same Mr. 
Bates has gone off to take an important position in the Baltimore and 
Ohio Telegraph Company, and if they are not checked it will be with 
the same results precisely; Mr. Bates will come back again with his 
game-bag full, and that timeit will be the Baltimore and Ohio, and with 
millions more to be divided with the Western Union, our creature that 
we have made and to which we have given this power to make millions. 
They will incorporate with the Baltimore and Ohio, whose representa- 
tive comes here and tells a committee of the Senate that their earnest 
desire is to stop all this sort of swindling in the future. 

Hence it is, I will say to my friend the Senator from Alabama, that 
it becomes necessary that the intent and meaning shall be shown, so as 
to know whether it is safe to place in the hands of the Baltimore and 
Ohio Telegraph Company the power which belongs to and which should 
be exercised by the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have not the slightest objection to the resolution 
and will vote for its passage, although, after the remarkable informa- 
tion which the Senator from Nebraska has declared and added to the 
subject, it seems to me that it is a work of supererogation to make any 
further inquiry. And after we get it what does it all amount to? 
Suppose that the Baltimore and Ohio Company has negotiated to unite 
with the Western Union people; they may cut off all those negotiations, 
they may never be resumed, and the consolidation may never take effect. 
Suppose, on the other hand, they never have negotiated; they may nego- 
tiate in five minutes. We have no control over that; and all the in- 
formation we get will simply be ‘‘ leather and prunella.’’ 

It is entirely apart, I submit, from the question, a very vital one, as 
to whether the Government shall engage in this business or not.’ So far 
as I am concerned, and in the vote which I shall give at the proper time 
on that question, I do not expect to be enlightened at all by anything 
that may be added by the committee upon the relations between these 
two companies or any other companies. I do hope to be enlightened, 
as I have no doubt I shall be, upon the general relations of the Gov- 
ernment to this service, the cost of it if carried on under a proper sys- 
tem, and so on; but the controversies, multifarious, ever existing and 
never to be ended, between rival corporations is something which is 
nothing to us, which adds nothing to that which we are bound to act 
upon as sensible men when the time comes, and is simply prolonging 
the play, as I fear, and preventing us from getting before us some sub- 
stantive measure and doing something which will meet the case ac- 
cording as we are prepared to act upon it in a practical way. 

So far as I am concerned I wish to have the committee report. I be- 
lieve they are willing to report; I believe they are able to report; and 
I do not believe that the stringing of this thing out from week to week 
npon a proposition of this kind is likely to helpus. I do not mean to 
say that the committee have not abundance to do. I think the com- 
mittee has done a great deal in what it has done, and I am not sure that 
all it has done has not been of the greatest wisdom, I know thatsome 
things I have learned have been to my great edification. I expect to 
be edified by it. But if we introduce a resolution every week, ortwoa 
week, committing to them some inquiry into the private relations, into 
the possibilities, the probabilities, of what somebody may do at some 
time or other, we shall wear out all the remainder of this session and 
of the succeeding sessions upon this question without ever arriving at 
any conclusion whatever. 

Mr. PLATT. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and upon that motion I will 
say a few words. 

I had the honor to introduce a resolution a short time ago directing 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads to make some inquiries 
with reference to ascertaining whether the cost of telegraphic messages 
had been increased to the people of this country by the contracts which 
had been made by the Western Union Company. My object was a de- 
sire that the Government shall assume in some way the telegraph as a 
means of transmitting intelligence throughout this country. I haveno 
quarrel with the Western Union Telegraph Company; I have none with 
the Baltimore and Ohio tober p ao Company. I think Congress has 
nothing to do with the qu: between companies. If they choose 
to consolidate I know of no power in Congress that can stop them; 
but I do think that any information which tends to throw light upon 
the question whether the people are paying more for the transmission 
ofintelligence by telegraph than they ought to pay, and whether the Gov- 
ernment should assume it in order that the burden of the people may 
be lightened, is the subject of legitimate inquiry. I do not see what 
benefit it can be to have the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads 
inquire whether two companies are about to make some further con- 
solidation. I think it very certain that any further consolidations 
which may be made in this country, the effect of which shall be to 
make the people pay rates for telegraphic messages sufficient to pay 
dividends upon more watered stock, will hasten the day when this Gov- 
ernment will see its duty in the necessity of providing cheap telegraphy 
for the people of the country. I hope the resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Connecticut moves 
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that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Colorado, the chairman of the commi whether this resolution 
in any sense emanates from the committee or its sanction. 

Mr. HILL. It has not been submitted to the committee. I have not 
heard of the resolution until this morning. 

Mr. INGALLS. The reason I inquire is because if the information 
in the press is correct the committee have been examining the parties 
in interest upon this very question. Mr. Green, the president of the 
Western Union, and Mr. Garrett, re ting the Baltimore and Ohio 
Telegraph Company, have both been before the committee, have been 
fully interrogated, and the result of the inquiry has been published in 
the newspapers of the day as a part of the current intelligence which 
we read every morning. I have no disposition to deprive the country 
of any information that may be valuable to it, nor would I interfere 
with the action of any committee in inquiring into the relations be- 
tween,these corporations; butitisevidentto me that the committee have 
the power already and have exercised it, have had these witnesses be- 
fore them, and the result of the inquiry has been published, and I see 
no necessity of passing resolutions to confer authority that exists and 
invite an investigation that has been made. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I supposed I had made myself plain to the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. Probably he did not understand the point to which 
I referred. A resolution was submitted some days ago directing the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads to inquire whether any con- 
tract of that kind had been made within one year, and when the inves- 
tigation was pursued it was pursued underthe terms of that resolution. 
Therefore it was that these gentlemen stated that there had been no 
such contract within one year, and by way of explanation Dr. Green 
said the contract had been made two years ago, and it was beyond the 
terms of the resolution because not within the time limited. There- 
fore it seemed to be necessary that it should not be restricted as to time, 
and the resolution was offered in this shape this morning. I am per- 
fectly willing to accept the suggestion of the Senator from Connecticut 
that the resolution shall be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. That I think would be the proper place for it. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I understand that there is no objec- 
tion to the commitment of this resolution to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No; I think that is right. 

Mr. BAYARD. That is a very proper course for it to take. There 
are very grave questions connected with this resolution and with this 
whole matter, and there is a very large assumption of power by the 
Senate in treating the proposition of the Senator from Nebraska which 
it would be very well for the committee to examine before the Senate 
undertakes to act upon the suggestion of this compulsory power of the 
disclosure of the affairs of private corporations, or rather corporations, 
not under the control of the Government of the United States. 

As the matter is to be committed, however, I have nothing further 
to say on that subject just now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] to refer the resolution to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE DANVILLE (VA.) INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. SHERMAN, I ask leave, rather out of order, to submit a report 
at this time from the subcommittee of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. As it is very brief, I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks leave at 
this time to make a report from the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the report will 


read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


not examined when the Secretary of the Senate informed the committee that 
the contingent fund, from which alone the legal per diem and traveling expenses 
can be paid, is exhausted; that a bill sppropriating money for such expenses 
pasen the Senate and was sent to the House of Representatives on Thursday, 

bruary 21, instant, but has not yet been acted upon; that on this day, when 
formal vouchers for such expenses were presented to the Secretary of the Senate 
for payment, he refused payment on the ground that there was no money in his 
possession available for this purpose; that in consequence of the want of an ap- 
propriation to pay expenses your committee decline to summon other witnesses, 
and suspend the inquiry ordered by the Senate until such appropriation is made, 

, When the committee will continue and speedily complete the investigation. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be placed on file. 
CRUISE OF THE CORWIN. 
Mr. MILLER, of California, submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish to the Senate a copy of the report of Capt. C. L. Hooper, United States 


Revenue Marine, upon the second cruise of the revenue steamer Corwin in the 
Arctic Ocean, and its accompanying documents and illustrations, in possession 
of his Department. x 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no further resolutions that 
order is closed, and the Chair lays before the Senate the business on the 
Calendar under the eighth rule, being Order of Business No. 115, Sen- 
ate bill 590, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (S. 590) amending clause 2 of section 
2426 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in reference to per- 
sons in the naval service of the United States entitled to bounty land- 
warrants. 

Mr. HALE. Is there any report in the case? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘There is no written report. 

Mr. HALE. I did not catch the purport of the bill from the read- 
ing. I wish that the Senator reporting it would explain what it covers. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the bill beagain read. I should like to hear it, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be again read if there 
be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Lobject to the present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey ob- 
jects, and the bill goes over. 


ERECTION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


The bill (S. 217) to amend section 3734 of the Revised Statutes, and 
to provide for the erection of public buildings by contract with the 
lowest bidders, was announced as next in order. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. INGALLS. That billis obviously too important to be considered 
during the morning hour under Rule VII. It revolutionizes the whole 
subject of the construction of public buildings. ‘I object to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). Objec- 
tion being made, the bill will go over. 

Mr. VEST. If that bill is to go over on objection, the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds instruct me to report certain amendments 
to the bill, and I should like to have the bill printed as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the amend- 
ments will be received and ordered to be printed with the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Isend up the bill as amended. I report it now with 
these amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be printed as proposed 
to be amended. 

REPAYMENT OF LAND FEES. 


The bill (S. 321) amendatory of an act entitled ‘‘An act for the re- 
lief of certain settlers on public lands, and to provide for the repay- 
ment of certain fees, purchase money, and commissions paid on void 
entries of public lands,” approved June 16, 1880, was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no report, the Secretary in- 
ie the Chair. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] reported the 

ill, 

Mr. INGALLS. I hope the Senator from Oregon will explain how 
the bill changes the existing law. 

Mr. DOLPH. In the act of June 16, 1880, the words which arenow 
proposed to be inserted, ‘‘or personal representatives,” after “‘heirs or 
assigns,” were accidentally omitted. This bill is merely to correct a 
clerical omission in the former act, and authorizesin the case mentioned 
in the act that the fees and money which have been paid on a canceled 
entry of public lands shall be refunded, and authorizes the repayment 
to be made to personal representatives as well as heirsorassigns. That 
is all there is in the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. As the law now stands can the return be made only 
to the person making the entry ? 

Mr. DOLPH. That is as I understand it. The bill has come up 
suddenly. We can turn to the act. It is very short. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is a very important subject and it ought to be 
fully elucidated. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam unable to lay my hands at this moment upon 
the statute, and if one of the other bills reported by me is being consid- 
ered—lI see several reported by me are now coming up in order—I shall 
have the act hunted up and read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the bill will 
be passed over temporarily. ‘i 

TIMBER-CULTURE LAWS. 


The bill (S. 425) to repeal the timber-culture laws was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. CONGER. Is there a report in that case? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereisnoreport. TheSenator from 
Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] reported this bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the bill be recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, that they may prepare a report to submit to the 
Senate with the recommendation of the bill. It is a very important 
subject, and I am not prepared to act on the information I have in favor 
of a repeal of the law, which has been considered a very desirable one 
for the purpose of tree-planting on the bare, treeless plains of the West. 
I had supposed, on the other hand, that there were some imperfections 
in that law, and that with some amendments made to the law it might 
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fulfill a very important part in securing the culture of tracts of timber 
aad encouraging the growth of wood and timber on our great Western 
rairies. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan moves 
to recommit the bill with instructions to the committee to make a 
report with the bill when returned. 

Mr. DOLPH, Mr, President, all the information which can be had 


in regard to this proposed legislation may be found in the reports of 


the Commissioner of the General Land Office for the years 1882 and 
1883. Anything that the Committee on Public Lands could say in 
regard to this measure, having reported favorably upon the bill, would 
be a mere reiteration of what has been better said by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office. I send up the report of the Commissioner 
for the year 1883 to the Secretary’s desk with the request that there 
may be read for the information of the Senator from Michigan that 
portion of it referring to the repeal of the timber-culture act. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the portion 
of the report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office referred 
to, if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 


REPEAL OF THE TIMBER-CULTURE LAW. 


In my lastannual report I called attention to the abuses flowing from the opera- 
tions of this act. Continued experience has demonstrated that these abuses are 
inherent in the law and beyond the reach of administrative methods for their 
correction. Settlement on the land is not required. Even residence within the 
State or Territory in which the land issituated is not a condition toan entry. A 
mere entry of record holds the land for one year without the performance ofany 
act of cultivation. The meager act of breaking five acres, which can be done at 
the close of the year as well as at the beginning, holds the land for the second 
year. Comparatively trivial acts hold it for a t ird year. During these periods 
relinquishments of the entries are sold to homestead or other settlers at such 
price as the land may command. 

My information leads me to the conclusion that a majority of entries under the 
timber-culture act are made for speculative purposes and not for the cultivation 
oftimber. Compliance with law in these cases is a mere pretense and does not 
result in the production of timber, On the contrary, as one entry in a section 
exhausts the timber-culture right in that section, it follows that every fraudu- 
lent ent revents a bona fide one on any portion of the section within which 
the fraudulent entry is made, My information is that no trees are to be seen 
over vast regions of country where timber-culture entries have been most nu- 
merous, 

ha wail under the operation of the pre-emption, homestead, and timber-cult- 
ure laws, any one person may enter one hundred and gees Arraga in each class of 
entry, making a total of four hundred and eighty acres which may be taken by 
one person. The power to acquire that i ye god of public land by single indi- 
viduals, while so many of the citizens of the country are landless, is cont 
to the general spirit of the public land laws, and, I think, not in consonance wit! 
approved public poliey. 

his objection would hold to the timber-culture act if the law was general! 
complied with in good faith or if its provisions requiring the planting and cul- 
tivation of timber were capable of enforcement. I am convinced that the pub- 


lie eae will be served by a total repeal of the law, and I recommend such 
repeal, 
Mr. DOLPH. Iam notauthorized to say that the committee indorse 


all that the Commissioner of the General Land Office has said upon this 
subject in this report, but from the best information that could be ob- 
tained by the committee they came to the conclusion that the public 
benefits which had been derived from the timber-culture act had not 
been such as to justify the expectation of the friends of the act when it 
was passed or to accomplish the object which Congress had in passing 
the act. From the best information the committee could obtain, it ap- 
pears that a t many entries under this law are fraudulent; in fact, 
that but little timber is planted and cultivated so as to attain any con- 
siderable growth; and the committee came to the conclusion that the 
public interests would be subserved by the repeal of the act. 

That is all the committee could say in regard to the matter if a for- 
mal report should be made. I presume every Senator will exercise his 
privilege in addressing the Senate upon the subject, especially if he 
disagrees with the report of the committee. I see no good object to be 
accomplished by the recommitment of the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, there is perhaps no one subject that 
is attracting attention in the different nations of the earth to-day somuch 
as the question of the destruction of timber and timber lands, and the 
effect produced thereby upon the climate and the health and growth of 
acountry. In some countries hundreds of thousands of pounds are ex- 

nded from private and by public sources to reclaim dry, desert, waste 

ands, to tree planthills and mountains which are unfit for other kinds 
of cultivatinn in the Old World. With buta very small share of atten- 
tion given to the subject by legislators in this country, there was an 
effort made to encourage the planting of forest trees on the great prairies 
in our own country. It was believed that if there should be scattered 
through these prairies, as there are now in the older portions of the 
prairie land in Illinois, Iowa, and Southern Wisconsin, numerous tree- 
plantings, frequent groves that should affect the climate, the moisture, 
the question of rain, the preservation of moisture, it would be well 
worth the attention of this Government to give a few thousand acres of 
these arid and utterly useless lands in many places to make this experi- 
ment, 

The gentleman who reports this wholesale sweeping away of the proj- 
ect has had read to us from the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
a statement that so far the results of the law have not been as beneficial 
as was anticipated. Why, sir, the growth of the forest extends through 
decades, through centuries, Thedestruction of our forests, where we had 
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forests, and in other parts of the world the destruction of forests there, 
has been going on through the centuries; and as to the great wilderness 
places of the Old World, once fertile, once capable of supporting a vast 
population, it is said that their lack of fertility is owing to the fact that 
the trees have been stripped from the mountains and from the valleys, 
and the country left, asin Judea, a great barren waste, where once thou- 
sands and perhaps millions of people dwelt in comfort and in safety. 
What could be expected by this committee from a system which has 
but just commenced its operation, where perhaps only ten or fifteen or 
twenty tree-culture claims ina State or in a Territory have been planted ? 

Sir, my recollection is that when we were revising the rules I de- 
sired to have added to one of the committees here the subject of for- 
estry, and the Senate thought it of such importance that on my mo- 
tion forestry was added to the Committee on Agriculture, so that there 
should be one committee of the Senate on Agriculture and forestry. 
Why was not this proposition referred to that committee which by the 
recent decision of the Senate was to have charge of that subject? But 
I will not dwell upon it now. A committee might spend day after day 
in examining the subject and gathering together reports from all other 
civilized nations on the subject of tree planting and forestry and re- 
claiming waste lands, and furnish a report which would be of infinite 
value to the people of the United States, and yet with one broad hand 
the whole subject is swept out of existence by this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. CONGER. Iam glad it has fag gree I have had an opportu- 
nity of saying what I wished. I hope the bill will be referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I hope this bill will pass. I repre- 
sent one of the States that it was supposed would be specially bene- 
fited by the act when it was adopted. The western third of Kansas 
is a treeless region, without sufficient rain for continuous cultivation. 
It was hoped that by the inducement held out by the granting of land 
to lead to the planting of trees that perhaps great climatic results 
might be achieved and a region now ially sterile be reclaimed and 
made useful for the purposes of agriculture. That experiment has been 
sufficiently tried. The law so far as the plains of Kansas and Nebraska 
are concerned is an absolute failure and worse than that; where a single 
tree has been successfully grown 10,000 acres of land have been fraudu- 
lently taken from the public domain. 

My judgment is that the practical operations of this law have been 
the most stupendous and gigantic fraud upon the public domain that 
modern times have witnessed. It has resulted simply in enabling spec- 
ulators and men who had no intention whatever of planting trees to 
obtain possession of one hundred and sixty acres of ground, which they 
have held for an indefinite period of time and then disposed of to some 
subsequent speculator for his own advantage. 

I speak, sir, as one having knowledge and information upon this 
subject. I have made the matter a study. It is a question that very 
materially affects a large proportion of the people whom I représent; 
and Iam authorized to say in their name, I believe, from extensive 
observation, from travel through the regions that have been affected by 
the operations of the law for several years last past, that they have had 
enough of the operation of it so far as they are concerned, and desire 
that the law shall no longer encumber the statute-book. ; 

I hope, reserving to those who have taken land under the provisions 
of this law all the rights that may have become vested, that the Sen- 
ate will concur with the committee and with the recommendation of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office and repeal this law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Michigan to recommit the bill with instructions. 

Mr. CONGER. Feeling that possibly—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has spoken once. 

Mr. CONGER. I was not about to speak again on the bill. I was 
about to say that fearing possibly that the pungent remarks and expe- 
riences of the Senator from Kansas might mislead the Senate, I with- 
draw the motion and object to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator withdraws his motion to 
recommit and objects to the further consideration of the bill, which car- 
ries it over. 

REPAYMENT OF LAND FEES. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have found the act that I had reference to, and now 
ask the Senate to go back to the bill which was passed over temporarily. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill passed over temporarily will 
be resumed. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 321) amendatory of an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of cer- 
tain settlers on public lands, and to provide for the repayment of cer- 
tain fees, purchase-money, and commissions paid on void entries of pub- 
lic lands,” approved June 16, 1880. It provides that after the words 
‘heirs or assigns,” at the end of the second section of the act entitled 
“An act for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands, and to pro- 
vide for the repayment of certain fees, purchase-money, and commis- 


p 
sions paid on void entries of public lands,” approved June 16, 1880, the 
words ** personal representatives” shall be inserted; but nothing herein 
contained is to relate to, or interfere with, or in any wise affect any appli- 
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cation for repayment made by ‘‘heirs or assigns’’ in any case, under 


the act of June 16, 1880, prior to the of this act. _ : 

Mr. DOLPH. Section 2 of the act of June 16, 1880, entitled ‘* An act 
for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands, and to provide for 
the repayment of certain fees, purchase-money, and commissions paid 
on void entries of public lands,” provides: 

Sec. 2. In all cases where homestead or timber-culture or desert-land entries 
or other entries of public lands have heretofore or shall hi be canceled 
for conflict, or where, from any cause, the entry has been erroneously allowed 
and can not be confirmed, the Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be repaid 
to the person who made such entry, or to his heirs or assigns, the fees and com- 
missions, amount of gt ponte an and excesses paid upon the same upon the 
surrender of the duplicate receipt and the execution of a proper relinquishment 
of all claims to said land whenever such entry shall have been duly canceled 
by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and in all cases where parties 
have paid double-minimum price for land which has afterward been found not 
to be within the limits of a railroad land grant, the excess of $1.25 peracre shall 
in like manner be repaid to the purchaser thereof or to his heirs or assigns. 


The object of this bill is to amend the section by inserting after the 
words ‘‘ heirs or assigns’? the words ‘‘ personal representatives, ’’ so that 
the administrator or executor of a deceased person may recover this 
amount, as well as the heirs and assigns. 

As I said before, it is a mere clerical or accidental omission in the 
original act. There can certainly be no harm in the amendment pro- 
posed by this bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THE PUBLIC-LAND STRIP. 


The bill (S. 551) to extend the laws of the United States over certain 
unorganized territory south of the State of Kansas was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole, i 4 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments, in line 9, after the word ‘‘ the,” to strike out ‘‘ Secretary 
of the Interior is authorized to cause the;’’ in line 11, after the word 
“strip,” to strike out ‘‘to”? and insert ‘‘may;”’ and after the word 
“í service,” at the end of the bill, to add ‘‘the work to be done under 
the direction and supervision of the United States surveyor-general 
for Colorado;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

That the laws of the United States are pnt f extended over the unorganized 
territory south of the State of Kansas and Colorado, and between the Indian 
Territory and the Territory of New Mexico, knownasthe public-land strip; and 
that for the pu of thë execution of said laws said public-land strip is an- 
nexed to the judicial district of Kansas and to the southwestern land district in 
said State; and the subdivisional lines of townships in said public-land strip 
may be surveyed under current appropriations for the surveying service, the 
work to be done under the direction and supervision of the United States sur- 
veyor-general for Colorado. 


Mr. PLUMB. I should like to have a division of the question, so as 
to have the vote taken on the first amendment, leaving the last to be 
voted on se tely. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the report be read, 

The PRESIDING OFFI There is a report accompanying the 
bili, which will be read. 

‘The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. DOLPH 
January 29, 1884 : 

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 551) to ex- 
tend the laws of the United States over certain unorganized territory south of 
the State of Kansas, reports the following amendments to the bill: 

First, Strike out the words “ Secretary of the Interior is authorized to cause 
the,” in the ninth and tenth lines printed bill. 

Second. Insert the word “may ” in place of the word “ to,” in the eleventh line. 

Third. And add after the word “service,” in the twelfth line, the words “the 
work to be done under thè direction and su on of the United States sur- 
veyor-general for Colorado ;"’ so that the bill will read, after the word "State ™ 
in the ninth line, “and the subdivisional lines of townships in said public-land 
strip may be surveyed under current appropriations for the surveying service, 
the work to be done under the direction and supervision of the United States 
surveyor-general for Colorado.” 

Your committee reports back said bill as amended, and, when so amended, 
recommends its passage. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
first amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CONGER, I should like to inquire whether this is a part of what 
has been known heretofore as the Indian Territory. This refers to 
strip between Kansas and Texas and New Mexico. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is the strip. It has never been known as part 
of the Indian Territory, and has not been ized as such. 

Mr. CONGER. Not since Kansas began to claim it, I think. 

Mr. PLUMB. Kansas has noclaim on it; it is not within the limits 
of the State. There is no proposition to incorporate it, and if there 
were, I do not think the people of Kansas would care to have it. It is 
a strip of land about thirty miles wide by one hundred and fifty long, 
which is now under no jurisdiction for criminal or civil p isab- 
solutely without any law. The next place, the land within its limits 
can not be entered anywhere because it is not in any land district for 
that purpose or for any other purpose. It has been surveyed under 
previous legislation into townships. This is simply to subdivide it in 
order that it may be subject to entry, 

Mr. CONGER. That does not quite answer my question. I want 
to know whether this is not a part of what has been always considered 
and put on the map as the Indian Territory, and so i in the 
Jaws and so considered in some way by treaties with the Indians. 


Mr. DOLPH. I think I can answer the question of the Senator 
from Michi in a moment. The public-land strip is a strip of un- 
occupied public land next to the Indian Territory, and bounded on the 
west by New Mexico and on the north by Kansas and Colorado. 

Mr, COCKRELL. And on the south by the panhandle of Texas. 


Mr. DOLPH. Itis a part of the tract ceded to the United States by 
Texas in 1850. Itis not a part of the Indian Territory; it is nota part 


of any Territory of the Union. It was said by the commission who 
codified the public-land laws under an act of Congress to have an area 
estimated at 10,800 square miles, equal to 6,912,000 acres; but if it 
is measured upon the official map which has been issued from the Gen- 
eral Land Office, it would appear to contain only about half as many 
square miles and about half that number of acres, if I have correctly 
computed it. 

There has hitherto been no legislation looking to the settlement of 
these lands or to their survey except the survey of township lines men- 
tioned by the Senator from Kansas. This bill proposes to authorize 
certain surveys to be made under the supervision of the surveyor-gen- 
eral of Colorado, and to attach the strip to the southern land district of 
Kansas. The Commissioner of the General Land Office in his report 
for 1883 has something to say in regard to the public-land strip, which 
is very brief, and I ask the Secretary to read it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will send to the Chair 
what he desires to have read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would ask the Senator from Oregon if the east 
line of this strip is the west line of the Indian Territory ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Itis. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It never has been part of the Indian Territory. 

Mr. DOLPH. It never has been a partof any Territory, and can not 
be incorporated into any State of course without the consent of the 
State. It lies partly south of Kansas and partly south of Colorado. It 
would more appropriately go to the State of Texas, but the State of 
Texas has I presume land enough already. I have sent for the report 
to which I referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report is not now at the desk, 
having been sent to the Reporter’s room. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwill say that the reading of the bill will disclose 
the fact that there is no proposition to incorporate this strip in any 
State anywhere. There is no public-land office in the State of Texas, 
for the reason that there are no public lands there. ‘The nearest land 
office is the land office in the southwestern part of the State of Kansas. 
It simply goes there, therefore, by reason of the convenience of the set- 
tlers who will need to go to some land office for the purpose of making 
entries, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report mentioned by the Sen- 
ator from Oregon being here will now be read if there be no objection. 

Mr. CONGER. I object. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is, will the Senate di- 
rect that the paper be read that the Senator from Oregon desires to 
have read? 

Mr. DOLPH. I think it will be more appropriate to read it at this 
time. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think the objection of the Senator from Michi- 
gan was misunderstood. He objects to the consideration of the bill, not 
to the reading. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to the consideration of the bill, so that it 
may go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair misunderstood the Sen- 
ator from Michigan. The bill is objected to, and goes over. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled 
bill (S. 1490) to complete a statue of the late Rear-Admiral Samuel 
Francis Du Pont, United States Navy; and it was thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore. 

ALBERT JEHLE. 


The bill (S. 777) granting a pension to Albert Jehle was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Albert Jehle, late a sergeant in Company D, Twenty-eighth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 

Mr, COCKRELL, Let the report be read in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. MITCH- 
ELL January 29, 1884: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.777) granting a 
pension to Albert Jehle, have examined the same, and report: 

That the claimant, Al Jehle, enlisted June 13, 1561, and served until mus- 
tered out, July 23, 1864, as se: tof Company D, Twenty-eighth Ohio Volun- 
teers. He made application for a pension, No. 334001, December 3, 1879, alleg- 
ing that he contracted rheumatism on the march from Beverly to Lewisburg, 
at Greenbrier Mountain, Wes: Virginia, caused by wading the Greenbrier River 
and other streams several times, and other exposures, on or aboutDecember 9, 
1863, This disease affected both legs and sometimes the whole body. Theclaim 
was rejected by the Pension Office “on the ground that the records of the War 
Department furnish no evidence of the existence of the alleged disability in the 
service, and that the claimant is unable to furnish the parol testimony of a com- 
missioned officer, surgeon, or comrade to establish origin in the service, or evi- 
dence of treatment since discharge.” 
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This rejection, it would appear from a careful examination ofall the papersin 
the case, was made upon nical grounds, mainly the inability of the claimant 
to furnish record evidence as to origin of disability. The claimant, under oath, 
states, as an excuse, that he was never treated by any of the surgeons, and that 
owing to la of time he is advised the officers can not remember the facts. 

John Jochem, George H: 1, John Haerle, and Peter Roseman swear that 
they were neighbors of the mant from 1859 to 1874, that they knew him prior 
to, at, and after his enlistment, and “that he was a sound, able-bodied man, and 
especially free from rheumatism in legs and body,” The two latter testify they 
were comrades of the claimant in the same company and regiment. 

“That since his discharge in 1864 to the present time he has been afflicted with 
rheumatism in legs and ly; that said disease was contracted by exposure 
while in the service and in line of duty; and that they often saw him in bed, un- 
able to help himself.” 

Herman Steinauer, a t in the same company with claimant, swears 
that he marched with him in December, 1863, from Beverly to Lewisburg over 
the Greenbrier Mountains, 

“That in the course of said march his company was compelled to wade 
through Greenbrier River and through creeks; that they were exposed to much 
rain and snow while on said march, and he remembers giving some medicine 
to his comrade, Albert Jehle, he complaining of rheumatic pain,” 

He also swears to his soundness before enlistment, and that he was * ially 
free from rheumatism at the time he enlisted and up to the time hereinbefore 
mentioned,” and that he is of opinion that his said comrade, Jehle, contracted 
rrepa of rheumatism through exposure to the elements while on the march 

o; H 
There is also considerable testimony showing existence of the disability at the 
time of discharge, its continuance, and its probably permanent character. The 
claimant swears that the two and only physicians who treated him at intervals 
from his Asena rgo va 1878 are dead, therefore he can not produce medical testi- 
mony covering t period. Dr. Christian Fry treated the claimant in 1878 and 
since for rheumatism in legs and body, and thinks him incurable. The examin- 


in; Sugpo in 1881 rated him at $4 per month. 
n addition to the evidence before the Commissioner of Pensions, an affidavit 
has been furnished your committee, made by eight neighbors of the claimant, 


certifying to hissoundness before enlistment and disability ever since his return 
home after discharge. Also, the affidavit of Dr, Bucher, that his deceased father's 
books show the treatment of claimaut for chronic rheumatism in 1869, and that 
claimant is now, and has been since he knew him, in feeble health. Also, the 
affidavit of claimant's employer, John Hartman, that during 1865 and 1366 claim- 
ant was uently obliged to quit work, on which account he was compelled to 
him; and that his sincere belief is that he is suffering with rheumatism 
contracted in the service. The statements of the postmaster and other reliable 
rsons at claimant's residence corroborate these facts, and nothing appedrs to 
iscredit any portion of this testimony. 
Your committee think that the evidence presented oeaan grain thr gatas this 
claimant to be entitled to a pension, and therefore report back this bill, with the 
recommendation that it do pass, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


OATHS OF OFFICE. 


_ The bill (H. R. 3926) to repeal the act of July 2, 1862, and such sec- 
tions of the Revised Statutes as perpetuate the oath prescribed in said 
act, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That section 1218 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and is hereby, 
amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 1218. No person who held a commission in the Army or Navy of the 
United States at the beginning of the late rebellion, and afterward served in any 
capacity in the military, naval, or civil service of the so-called Confederate 
States, or of either of the States in insurrection during the late rebellion, shall 
be appointed to any position in the Army or Navy of the United States.” 

Sec. 2. That on 1756 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same is hereby, re- 
pealed; and hereafter the oath to be taken by any person elected or appointed 
to any office of honor or profit either in the civil, military, or naval service, ex- 
cept the President of the United avn OYE be as prescribed in section 1757 of 
the Revised Statutes. But this repeal 1 not affect the oaths prescribed by ex- 
isting statutes in relation to the performance of duties in special or particular 
subordinate offices and employments. 

Sec. 3. That the provisions of this act shall inno manner affect any right, duty, 
claim, obligation, or lty now existing or already incurred; and alland every 
such right, duty, cl: „Ob; n, and penalty shall be heard, tried, and deter- 
mined, and effect shall be given thereto, in the same manner as if this act had 
not been panao; 

Sec. 4. That section 820 of the Revised Statutes, imposing certain disqualifica- 
tions on grand and petit jurors in the courts of the United States, and section 821 
of the Revised Statutes, prescribing an oath for grand and petit jurors in the 
courts of the United States, be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. CONGER. Is there any report accompanying the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no written report. 

Mr. LOGAN. There is no written report. 

Mr. CONGER. What is repealed by these sections? Will some 
gentleman state? 

Mr. LOGAN. The amendment refers specifically to the sections that 
are repealed. The Senator will observe that the bill which passed the 
House was not agreed to by the Judiciary Committee of the Senate on 
examining it, for the reason that it was regatded as repealing every- 
thing and allowing all claims, no matter of what character, to be pre- 
sented without the prescribed oath required in the statutes. It wiped 
out everything of that kind, or at least that was my construction of it. 
The committee haye amended the bill so as to repeal the section re- 
quiring grand and petit jurors to be excluded from serving on a jury 
where they aided or assisted in the rebellion. That portion of the law 
is repealed. It also repeals the oath required to be taken by officers, 
so that, for instance, all members of Congress and Senators shall take 
the same oath to support the Constitution of the United States instead 
of what is commonly known asthe test-oath. It provides further that 
no person shall be appointed in the Army or Navy who held a commis- 
sion in the Army or Navy prior to the rebellion and afterward held 
any position under the Confederate States, cither in the army, navy, or 
civil service. . 


These are the provisions of the bill as amended; to that extent it 
and no further, reserving all the rights that are reserved in the 
statutes of the United States to individuals and to the Government 


against persons making claims against the Government of the United. 
States who are now prohibited bylaw. Itleaves them precisely in the 
condition they are at present, and affects nothing except the oaths per- 
taining to officers and jurors and appointments in the Army and the 
Navy. 

Mr. CONGER. It has no effect, then, upon any oath required to be- 
taken by persons who present claims as to whether they were loyal or 
not to the Union? 

Mr. LOGAN. Notatall. Itleavesthatasitis. It affects only the 
oaths of officers and jurors, and retains the provision that no person 
shall be appointed in the Army or Navy who held a commission at the 
time of the commencement of the rebellion and afterward served in 
any capacity in the Confederate States, ‘in its military, naval, or civil 
service. That is the bill as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GARLAND. I willstate to the Senator from Michigan that this 
is precisely the same bill that was reported in 1882 by the Judiciary 
Committee unanimously, and the matter to which he called the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Illinois is specially excepted in the bill. Al 
subaltern officers have to be sworn in the different Departments, the 
Post-Office, Treasury, &c., todischarge their duties properly. The test- 
oath as to jurors was repealed many years ago, but in making up the 
revision it found its way back into the statutes, and in the case of Ham- 
mond vs.The United States, reported in 2 Woods, Judge Woods decided 
that the revision re-enacted the statute notwithstanding it had been re- 

ed. That is the way it now stands, because it found its way back 
in the revision though it had been repealed; and many of the courts, 
notwithstanding that decision, have declined to administer the oath to 
jurors, as in the State of Arkansas. 

The Supreme Court in the case of The United States rs. Gale, from 
Florida, decided in October, 1883, to be reported in the one hundred 
and eighth volume of United States Reports, alluded to this difficulty 
which Judge Woods had met in the Hammond case, and said that it 
was probable the fact of the repeal was overlooked by Congress when 
the revision was adopted, and expressed the hope that the attention of 
Congress would be called to it. 

The remainder of the amended bill is simply to put the oaths in sec- 
tions 1756 and 1757 on an equality, to make the Senator from Michigan 
and myself, for example, swear to support the Constitution, no more 
and no less, leaving the constiutional oathi n regard to the President 
as it is. 

That is all there is in the bill as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment. 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill amending the Revised 
Statutes of the United States in respect of official oaths, and for other 

n” 


purposes. 
RAILROAD IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The bill (S. 50) to grant to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé Railway 
Company a right of way through the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes, was announced as next in order. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think I shall object to the consideration of that 
bill now. It is too important to be disposed of under this rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill being objected to goes over. 

Mr. COKE. I would ask the Senator from Indiana not to interpose 
objection here. This is a bill of great importance directly to half a 
dozen States and indirectly to the commerce of the whole country. It 
has been unanimously reported from the Committee on Railroads; it 
has received the informal assent of the Committee on Indian Affairs; 
it is an exceedingly liberal bill to the interests of the Indians, while 
one absolutely necessary to the interests of the section of country where- 
the road is to be built. 

I ask the Senator, in consideration of the fact that two committees: 
have assented to this bill, and that it is on the line of a bill passed two. 
years ago by Congress giving the right of way through the same Terri- 
tory, governed by the same principles, not to interpose an objection. 

Mr. HARRISON. I should be glad to respond as a matter of courtesy 
to the request of my brother Senator. This bill, I have no doubt, he 
has properly characterized as a very important one. It was because I 
had that view of it that I objected to the attempt to consider it under 
the five-minute rule. I think it has too much scope altogether, both as 


it looks toward the rights of the Indians through whose Territory this 
road is to run and the rate of compensation that is to be paid, to enable 
us to give anything like proper consideration to it under the five-minute- 
Therefore I made the objection. 


rule. The bill will be reached soor 
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on the Calendar in its order, and undoubtedly then it can be considered 
deliberately and properly. 

I do not understand, I may say to the Senator, as I am a member of the 
Indian Committee, that this bill has received the sanction of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. I am a member of that committee, and Ido 
not know that this bill has been submitted to it. 

Mr. COKE. If it was in order to state what occurred in com- 
mittee—— k 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that all this 
debate goes on by general consent. An objection being made, of course 
that ends the consideration of the bill. If the objection be withdrawn 
the bill and its amendments must be read through before it is open to 
debate. 

Mr. COKE. I simply ask permission to state with reference to what 
I said about the assent of the Committee on Indian Affairs that it was 
informally presented to that committee. It was not referred to that 
committee, but it was informally presented at a meeting of the com- 
mittee when there was a business quorum present, and the committee 
did assent to it. 

Mr. HARRISON, At the suggestion of the Senator, if he can get 
unanimous consent that the bill may be passed over retaining its pres- 
ent place on the Calendar, I will let it take that shape. I find thatno 
copy of the bill can be procured. I sent to the document-room for a 
copy of this bill No. 50, and none can be had now. I am willing it 
should take that course, if the Senator so desires. 

Mr. DAWES. I ought to say in reference to what was said by the 
Senator—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order, but by gen- 
eral consent the Chair will recognize the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. COKE. I ask unanimous consent that this bill take the place 
suggested by the Senator from Indiana on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does theSenator from Indiana with- 
draw his objection ? 

Mr. HARRISON. I am willing to withdraw the objection if the bill 
may be passed over retaining its place on the Calendar under Rule VIII 
until some of us ean look into it, I find it impossible now to get a copy 
of the bill even, though I have sent to the document-room for one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The objection is withdrawn, and the 
Senator from Texas asks unanimous consent that this bill may go over 
retaining its place on the Calendar under Rule VIII. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. CONGER. It will be subject again to objection, I suppose, 

The PRESIDENT pro It will be subject again to objection. 

Mr. BROWN. As we have sent to the document-room and can not 
get copies of the bill, I move that there be additional copies printed 
and Jaid on the table by to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Georgia asks unan- 
imous consent ‘that an order be entered for a reprint of the bill now 
under consideration. If there be no objection that order will be en- 
tered 


Mr. BROWN. There are copies of the original bill, but not of the 
substitute which has been reported by the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair, if there be no objection, will treat this bill as being 
under consideration, so that it will stand at the head of the Calendar 
under Rule VIII to-morrow morning. [‘‘Agreed.’’] 

The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to 
lay before the Senate the unfinished business of yesterday. 


ADDITIONAL STEEL VESSELS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 698) to authorize the construction of additional 
steel vessels for the Navy. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read for 
information. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment proposed by the Senator from 
New Jersey is, in line 4, section 1, after the word ‘“‘of,’’ to strike out 
<‘ seven ™ and insert ‘‘four;’? and in lines 9, 10, and 11 to strike out 
“fone cruiser of 4,500 tons di ent, one cruiser of 3,600 tons, one 
‘dispatch-vessel of 1,500 tons;’’ so as to read: 

That the President is hereby authorized to direct the construction of four 


steel vessels for the Navy of the United States, as recommended in the report 


of the naval advisory board dated October 25, 1 and in the annual report of 
the Secretary of ihe Nave of December 1, 1883, wn eo Two heavily armed 
gunboats of 1,500 tons each, and one light gunboat of 750 tons, and one gunboat, 
not to exceed 900 tons, to be built on p and specifications to be furnished by 
‘the Admiral of the Navy and under his supervision and directions, subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of the Navy. 


And to add as a new section the following: 


SEC. 3. That the gunboats, steel ram, and torpedo-boatis authorized to 
under sections 1 and 2 of this act shall be built under ADAS plata iy inf 


fications to be furnished by the Navy ent, except the gunboat to 


Departm be 

built on plans to be furnished by the Admiral of the Navy; and such buildin: 
msible bidder or bidders, made af 
ed in five of the leading newspa- 
vessels, subject to 


shall be under contracts with the lowest 
ter at least sixty days’ advertisement, publ 
pers of the United States, inviting proposals for building said 


all such rules, 
curity for the 


eet and no such vessel shall be 
ormity 


regulations, superintendence, and provisions as to bonds and se- 
due PESAR AAA of the work as the Secretary of the Navy shall 
unless completed in strict con- 
with the contract, and no contract shall be made until all the 


Be eee or working drawings, and specifications for the complete work 
e 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the first amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I havea great deal of respect 
for the opinions of my distinguished friend from New Jersey, as he very 
well knows, especially in regard to matters touching the interests of 
the Navy. Still, I can not concur with him in the view he entertains 
with respect to the present amendment, and for this reason: The bill 
before the Senate, as it clearly indicates, embodies the recommendation 
of the advisory board organized for the purpose of taking into consid- 
eration the wants of this important branch of the public service. That 
board, as we all know, is composed of some of the most skillful, effi- 
cient, and experienced officers in the public service, who have delib- 
erated upon this subject under all the responsibility attaching to them 
as honorable men having at stake not only their own interests but the 
interests of the great service with which they are identified. The bill 
simply undertakes to give effect to the recommendations of that board 
that brought to the consideration of the subject special qualifications, 
which the Senator from New Jersey will pardon me for saying I do not 
think that he possesses any more than myself. I would not undertake, 
for instance, to put my opinion against the epinion of a board of admi- 
rals who had devoted their lives to the public service. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator bear with me a moment? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I entirely disclaim ever having placed my own 
opinion against the opinion of the board that the Senator eulogizes so 
highly. I did cite the opinion of officers more distinguished than they 
as a reason why we should not build any more of these vessels at present. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Only one officer. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I cited the testimony of Mr. Wilson, the present 
Chief Naval Constructor; of Mr. Shock, the present Chief Engineer of the 
Navy, and of Mr. Isherwood, a distinguished engineer. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, Those opinions all relate to mere details; 
but I shall speak in respect to the substantial wants of the Navy, whether 
we should have four or seven cruisers. I would be willing to provide 
for the construction of ten, if I could, but I can not go beyond the rec- 
ommendations of the committee and the provisions of this bill. The 
question before the Senate is not a party one. It involves the honor, 
the safety, and interests of a great nation—one of the forémost on earth, 
certainly one which to-day exemplifies to the world more than any other 
the capacity of man to govern himself. 

I have no hesitation in saying to the Senate and to the country that 
the condition of the United States to-day as one of the great powers of 
the earth, the only popular government on earth that the people of the 
world have any faith in, so far as the naval arm of its service is con- 
cerned, is a public disgrace. I know that itis often said that we do 
not need any armed force. That is all very well with to our 
Army, and I fully concur with those gentlemen who are in favor of 
keeping down the military force on shore to the smallest number; but 
I do say that with respect to our naval force it is important to the in- 
terests, to the honor of this great country, that it should have such a 
force as that Russia, that land, or any of the great powers of the 
Continent will respect it. I do not say that we need the great fleets of 
England and France, because they have a continental system to main- 
tain which we have not. But when you come to scrutinize the condi- 
tion of the public force of this continent, when you come to look at the 
naval power of Brazil, of Spain, of the little weak, insignificant na- 
tions that surround you here, and see what they could bring to bear 
against you in a moment of emergency, it places the condition of this 
country where it ought not tobe. Look at Brazil, look at Spain whose 
territory to-day is almost within sight of our own shores; and the Sen- 
ate will remember that in 1873, when we were in this weak condition 
that I speak of, by one of those sudden emergencies which are always 
liable to occur we were carried almost to the brink of war, the Gov- 
ernment was called upon to spend millions of money to prepare for 
enforcing its rights, when if we had had a navy no such emergency 
would have taken place. Would it not have been wiser to have spent 
the money in putting the Navy on a proper footing before that emer- 
gency than afterwards? 

I do thinkif there is one thing which the public mind of this country 
is settled upon more than anotherit is that the United States ought to 
have a respectable naval force, and I make the assertion here to-day 
that there is not one ship in commission under this Republic that will 
compare with one of the best vessels of Brazil. The republics south of 
us on this continent have just as little to apprehend from European 

ion as we have, and still the weakest of them have better ships 
than can be found in our Navy. Here is the great Republic of North 
America, whose moral power I admit is very great; but what do the 
nations of the earth care about your moral power after you leave your 
own shores? How are you going to impress yourselves upon the 
thoughts of those people on the other hemisphere with whom you are 
brought in contact and with whom the interests of your people are 
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identified? They do not study your history; they do not read your 
laws; they do not care anything about your moral power. All that 
they do respect when the emergency arises is a decent display of public 
force. That was indicated as early as the time of Mr. Jefferson, when 
this Republic was in its infancy, andsvhen he was forced to send a few 
miserable sloops of war to Tripoli to put out of existence some piratical 
depredators who were depredating on the rights of American commerce 
at that early day. If it was important at that early day to have a 
naval force to vindicate our rights abroad, how much more important 
is it now to be in a position to defend the rights of our citizens in every 
part of the globe. But what was done in Jefferson’s time was in keep- 
ing with the spirit of the day. No great war vessels were necessary 
then, and none were employed. Still it was necessary to maintain the 
honor and the dignity of the country, and it was done. 

Where are we to-day? Notone ship, I repeat, in commission to-day 
under this Republic that will compare with the best vessel in the sery- 
ice of Brazil. We know very well that if it came to a contest of mili- 

power Brazil would certainly not be able to cope with us; but that 
is not the trouble. Who can tell the moment that you may be involved 
in complications like those of Peru? These contests must be naval. 
There is no power on earth to-day that is going to invade the United 
States; and looking to the possibility of complications with foreign na- 
tions you have only to guard against navalattacks. Great Britain, al- 
chong she has territory on our northern frontier, would not attempt 
a land campaign against this country; Germany would not undertake 
it; no power on earth to-day would attempt a military enterprise against 
the United States. The smallest reflection will satisfy anybody that 
all we have to do to protect the honor and the interests of this great 
country, so far as foreign nations are concerned, is to put our naval force 
on a decent and respectable footing. We do not need a great standing 
army; everybody knows that; but no man can tell the moment that 
this nation will be involved in complications with those powers of the 
earth that have at their command immense fleets through whose instru- 
mentality they might for a time bring defeat to our flag. 

I say here to-day that if, by any want of attention to this subject or 
neglect of public men, dishonor were brought on this country in a sud- 
den emergency by the precipitation of a foreign fleet upon our shores, 
the American people would never forgive it. And what right have we 
to suppose that we can enjoy perpetual exemption from what is the 
ordinary fate of nations? The otherday Germany sent back the resolu- 
tion of the other House and treated your power with disdain. Do you 
think she would have treated a resolution of the English commons in 
that way ? 

There are some things that are even more important than mere dollars 
and cents. Sentiment and the sense of public honor go much further. 
I have heard it said that you can provide torpedo-boats and other de- 
fenses to make up for the wantofanavy. Ideny that. Itisnota pleas- 
ant thing to be compelled to say, but I am forced to say to-day that this 
great country, with its interests and its honor, is exposed to the weakest 
power on earth in case of trouble. Itseemsto me that something ought 
to be done, not in view of war, not by way of preparation for hostilities 
against anybody, but to show the powers of the earth that in case of 
emergency we are prepared to defend ourselves and our people abroad. 

There is another view of this subject that is not often thought of. 
This continent and this Republic, as everybody knows, has become the 

lace of refuge, you may say, for the oppressed people of the world. 
anybody reflect what this Republic would be to-day if the masses 
of the oppressed people of the earth had not taken refuge here under 
the inspiration of human liberty. We have now fifty-odd millions of 
people. If our original three millions with which we combated Great 
Britain had been left to natural increase I suppose we would have had 
ten millions to-day; but under the inspiration of the great idea of lib- 
erty the people from every land have sought refuge, protection, and the 
means of life beneath the flag of this great Republic. In that respect 
it occupies an exceptional position to any other nation of the world. 
There is no nation on the face of the earth to-day that has received ac- 
cessions of population from other countries like the United States. They 
are here, the Germans, the Irish, the English, from every land, consti- 
tuting a power which is very great. They leave behind them their old 
traditions, and they come here inspired witha love of freedom. I think 
the experience of the past will justify me in saying that their attach- 
ment for the country and its institutions has been intensified in pro- 
portion to the length of time they have lived here. Separating them- 
selves from old despotisms, forming new conceptions of life and of 
freedom, and becoming part of this Republic, these people and their 
rights give rise to a condition of things that no other country in the 
world has had to deal with. Hence the relation of the United States 
to the nations of the earth is very important and close and delicate, and 
some of the most angry questions that we have had to combat in times 
gone by have arisen out of this system of self-expatriation on the part 
of millions of men who sought refuge upon this continent. Nothin, 
has done more to increase the prestige, power, and wealth of Englan 
than the spirit she has always displayed in protecting her subjects 
abroad. 

When it comes to the defense of our frontier at home against Indians 

or against any power that is near we can always improvise an army. 


We can at any time put in the field a military force that will overwhelm 
any power in the world that might undertake to invade our soil. Bot 
suppose you come into complication with one of the great powers of the 
earth (and you are just as likely to-day to do it as any nation in the 
world), how are you going to meet it? Your soil will not be invaded. 
Somebody said the other day that we did not have any commerce. We 
have enough of commerce to bring insult, and contumely, and d 

tion to the American name. It is not necessary that we should have 
the ocean covered with a mercantile marine in order to suffer insult. 
It might be effected in the case of one ship or of one man as readily as 
of a fieet; and I say we ought to be in a position, above any power at 
least on this continent, to maintain the interests, the rights, and the- 
honor of our people in every part of the globe and on any occasion likely 
to arise. In case of trouble witha first-rate naval power a half a dozen 
of armored ships could put an end to the whole commerce of the Gulf 
of Mexico. The loss of this trade for six months would exceed the sum 
asked for in this bill. 

I confess very candidly that when in Europe last summer and speak- 
ing upon this grave subject with thoughtful men I became ashamed of 
the American Navy—not of the personnel of the Navy, because in all 
great emergencies it has proved itself equal tothem. They told me 
there they had read about this great country, its vast population and 
its immense wealth, but said: ‘‘ We do not see anything of it over here. 
Every now and then one of your old hulks drifts into our harbors float- 
ing your flag, and figures very indifferently beside the ships of the 
most indifferent powers of the earth.” The great heart of the people 
of the world is with this Republic, and the masses everywhere wish for 
its success. It ought not to be at a disadvantage anywhere in connec- 
tion with other powers. I say the United States ought not to be in 
that position. 

While I quite concur in everything that has been said by my friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] and my friend from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 
PHERSON] in to the extravagance characterizing the expendi- 
ture of public money in the past, that does not meet the present ques- 
tion. I say the men and the party who have dealt in a profligate way 
with the public funds ought to be held to rigid accountability, but that 
is not an argument against providing for the national defense at the 
present moment. 

I concurred, as the Senator from New Jersey well knows, in every- 
thing that he said last session in regard to the provision of law that. 
looked to the destruction of the wooden ships of our navy, and every- 
thing that he said here yesterday was only a fulfillment of the pe 
ecy that I then pointed out. But I was voted down and he was voted 
down by friends on both sides of the Chamber on that proposition. 

But that does not meet the question. I agree fully with all that the 
Senator has said on that subject. I never would have given to any 
man the power that was given by that amendment, which I stood here 
day by day by the side of the Senator to resist. I tought it was a 
most unwise thing to do to say that the wooden ships of our Navy, all 
that we had, should be retired in the way proposed. Admitting all that 
and concurring in “Abia fag that the Senator has said upon that sub- 
ject, I go further than he is willing to go and favor the appropriation 
of public money to supply the existing want of the naval arm of the 
public service. Ithink now that it would be a wise thing for Congress 
to repeal that law. I think that we have some ships in the Navy that 
ought to be kept there, notwithstanding the heavy bills of repairs that 
have come in from time to time, It will take a long time to build up 
a navy that will conform to the wants of the present time and the 
grand changes in naval architecture, and in the mean time we want to 
keep our best wooden ships afloat. 

Mr. BECK. The rate of repair now is 20 per cent. ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It is 20 per cent. I said in my place in, 
the Senate when that proposition was pending that it was an unwise- 
thingtodo. The underwriters’ rule was one-third new forold. Thirty- 
three and one-third per cent. was the rule that was applicable to pri- 
vate interests, but the Senate and House adopted the rule of 20 per 


cent., and said that when repairs on one of our best ships would require- 


20 per cent. of the value of a similar vessel it should be retired from. 
the Navy. I do not think that wise. 

Mr. BECK. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, as we 
may have to act upon this question further, I wish to call his atten- 


tion to this provision in a bill on my desk reported to the House of 


Representatives February 8, 1884: 


Provided, That no part of this sum shall be applied to the repairs of any 
wooden ship when the estimated cost of such repairs, to be appraised by a com- 
petent board of naval officers, shall exceed 30 per cent. of the estimated cost, ap- 
praised in like manner, of a new ship of the same size and like material. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. Last year it was fixed by Congress at 20 
per cent. 

Mr. BECK. This is the new naval i sh eer bill which has been 
reported to the House. How far wouldthatimproveit? That is what 
I wanted to ask the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It would not improve it at all. I did not 
see and I do not now see any necessity for touching the old Jaw on this 
subject. We went from the Ws, Fras of the Government to last Con- 
gress without any law onthesubject. I willsay to the friends of a new 
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navy in that candid spirit in which I am in the habit of addressing my- 
self to all questions of this kind, that they made a great blunder when 
they brought forth the proposition to retire the existing ships in the 
Navy with a view of substituting them with a class of vessels that would 
conform to the wants of the present time and the class of ships in Eu- 


TO; 

Mir. BECK. When are the cruisers now being constructed to be 
finished? Is there any time fixed ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. In December. I for one am willing to 
maintain the existing status of the Navy as regards the old vessels. 
Let them be repaired when in the judgment of the chief of the Navy 
they ought to be repaired. I would go on and provide for a new navy, 
but I say that when the sweeping proposition was brought forth giving 
authority to the Navy Department for the first time to destroy every 
wooden ship in the Navy under the amendment which I resisted two 
years in succession on this floor but ineffectnally, it was not a wise thing 
todo. But that belongs to the past, and I do not bring any feeling into 
this discussion that will prevent menow from going as far as any man can 
go in providing means to create a navy suitable to the wants of this 
great country. I think we have some ships in the Navy that can per- 
form very important service. War, after all, is the exceptional condi- 
tion of mankind fortunately, and peace is the rule. There are a great 
many things that those vessels can do intime of peace. Some of them 
are first-class ships of their kind, and I see no necessity for blotting 
them out of existence as itis intended to do. We know very well from 
the past that it was with those vessels that all the important victories 
in the late unhappy civil war were accomplished. The fame of Farra- 
gut and every naval commander whose name is dear to the American 
heart was won by that description of vessels. He passed forts, he rode 
over torpedoes, he performed everything that was possible to be per- 
formed in naval warfare with these wooden hulks that it has become 
so fashionable to decry and to denounce. 

I say again to the friends of a new navy that it isnot necessary to do 
this thing in order to build up a navy suitable to this great country. 
Let the old ships remain; let the power of repair remain where it was 
from the beginning of the Government. Repeal the 20 per cent. pro- 
vision in your law which gives to the Secretary of the Navy an authority 
which he never had before, and go on and provide for new ships, and I 
will vote for them every time I have an opportunity. 

I want the confidence of the country, and I do not want any suspi- 
cion hanging over this business. I want the people to feel that this is 
a bona fide and an honest effort, without regard to party, to build up the 
Navy. Ihave been met on every hand with the objection that it will 
not do to do this thing now. I say this is the time to doit. It does 
not matter to me what party is in power, whether it is a Republican or 
a Democratic President; any man who enters on that high office, or 
any party who has control of the destinies of this great country, will 
be bound at all times to defend its interests and its honor against every 
foe. Lam aware e aare hae bosh. t mal-administration in the 
past respecting the Navy. But I don’t think it is possible at this time 
for any man to go far away from the law that Congress may enact on 
this subject. It won’t do to let the public interest suffer because you 
have a suspicion that the persons in power will not do their duty. 
Such a principle would end in the suppression of all government. 

The bill to give to the President of the United States author- 
ity to build a fewadditional ships, suited to the exigencies of the times. 
The construction of these vessels will call for the insignificant appro- 
priation of about 34,000,000. Sir, one ship such as Great Britain has 
recently built would cost the whole of this sum; and if I had my way 
I would build that kind of a ship. I think the last vessel that Great 
Britain put afloat, in order to keep up with her great antagonist on the 
other side of the channel, cost nearly $3,500,000. She has been adding 
to that class of ships every year; so that if to-day unfortunately any 
trouble should spring up between Great Britain and this country, our 
whole coast would be at her mercy. Ido not need to say this in order 
that it may be felt on the other side of the water, because they know 
it better there than we do here. Even Spain has twenty-one armored 
vessels. We have nothing to compete with her. Weakas she is on the 
continent, with possessions almost within sight of our own shores and 
complications likely to spring up at any moment between us, we have 
nothing to meeteven that power with in the event of a naval emergency. 

I will say in addition to this that while the wise framers of the Con- 
stitution thought proper to guard against the establishment of a great 
military force, their jealousy never was excited for a moment with re- 
spect to the Navy. In looking at your organic law you will find that 
Congress, by the terms of the Constitution, is prohibited from making 
an appropriation for the support of a military force for a longer period 
than two years, while with respect to the Navy.there has been no limita- 
tion whatever put over the power of Congress on that subject. This 
was not mere accident. The men who framed that organic law were 
well aware of the reason for that distinction. They knew that the his- 


tory of the world did not afford an instance where the liberty of any 
people was stricken down by a naval force. On the contrary, they were 
well aware that in nearly every instance where human liberty was pros- 
trated and human rights crushed it was through the instrumentality of 
a standing army. Hence they took wise precaution to guard against 


the perpetuation of a military force, and they would not permit the 
representatives of the people even to provide an appropriation of public 
money for the continuation of a military force that might be employed 
for the destruction of their freedom for a period longer than two years. 
When you come to the subject of the Navy the Constitution is silent. 
It breathes the of trust and confidence and security, because 
those men knew that no navy had ever been employed to crush public 
liberty anywhere. Therefore I am glad, Mr. President, that in voting 
in the line of the building up of the Navy I can do so consistently with 
that regard for the liberties of this great country which lie so close to 
my heart. 4 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS inthe chair). The ques- 
tion is on the first amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. BROWN. Let it be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the first 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4 of section 1, after the words ‘‘ construc- 
tion of,” it is proposed to strike ont “seven” and insert ‘‘four;’' so as 
to read: 

That the President is hereby authorized to direct the construction of four steel 
vessels for the Navy of the United States, &c. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to this 
amendment. [Putting the question.] The ‘‘noes”’ appear to haveit. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Isimply wish to say before the vote is taken 
that under this amendment it is only proposed to suspend for the time 
being the duplication of the cruisers now under construction, which 
will be finished in December under the contract, until we test them as 
to their efficiency. 

Mr. HALE. The effect of this amendment, should it be adopted, 
would be to stay the building up of the Navy any further for at least 
a year to come, so far as the larger kinds of vesselsare concerned. The 
vessels that the Senator from New Jersey seeks to strike out are pre- 
cisely the vesselsthat the naval advisory board laysits main stress upon. 
They are the vessels 9 Cea by old, experienced, and tried naval off- 
cers, including the Admiral of the Navy. They are the only vessels 
that throughout the waters of the globe would be able anywhere to com- 
pete with the armed cruisers of Great Britain, France, Italy, Germany, 
Spain, or any of the naval powers of the world. Strike out these and 
let the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey be adopted, and the 
bill is shorn of its main strength, and the American Senate on delibera- 
tion is put in the attitude of hanging up all of this valuable work fora 
year to come. 

So confident am I that the Senate is not ready to assume that attitude 
that I donot propose to take any more time of the body. The timemay 
come, and no man knows when, when every Senator who has in any 
way contributed to the delay in saving this country from its defenseless 
position may well regret that attitude. I hope the Senate will now ad- 
here, and put an end to this amendment, which shears the bill of its 
strength. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the country beenattacked? Is there any im- 
mediate peril? Are we going to be involved in a war with any foreign 
country? Have we any cause for it? 

Mr. HALE. It is very easy to ask those questions. The country has 
been going on for nineteen years in that easy-go-lucky way that I fancy 
suits the Senator from Missouri. Ido not predict any war. I hope 
there will be none. I said yesterday, however (and the more I reflect 
upon it the more strongly I am impressed with the danger), that I do 
not believe it will be possible during the next twenty years for the 
United States to keep out of complication and contact, and it may be 
conflict, with foreign nations, as it has for the last twenty years. 

The Senate must take its attitude. It must be seen by the country 
who is in favor of building up a respectable naval establishment, not 
to invite war, but to avertit. The very thing which the Senator from 
Missouri plumes himself as a citizen upon, that we are at peace, is what 
we should seek to secure hereafter; and a respectable naval power on 
the waters of the globe is the best insurance against war of anything 
that we can have. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I expect to vote for the amendment of the 
Senator from New Jersey, and I do not intend to be characterized be- 
fore the country withouta denial of the charge as opposing the building 
of ships for the Navy in aproper manner. I believe we ought to have a 
respectable, not a great navy; our present Navy is, I admit, a contempt- 
ible one; but I am not satisfied with the methods employed to increase 
it. After hearing the speech of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
MCPHERSON ] on yesterday I am not satisfied that the four ships we are 
now building will prove to be satisfactory after they are built. We 
shall know by next December whether they will be or not; it will be 
time enough then to determine whether or not we ought to duplicate 
them, as this bill proposes. We ought not to do so if they prove to be 
failures; to that I suppose all will agree. While thisnaval board have 
recommended them, the Senator from New Jersey laid before us yester- 
day the testimony of the Chief Engineer of the Navy Department, I be- 
lieve it was, and of Mr. Isherwood and others, assuming that the ships 
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we are now building will not be the kind of ships we need. Surely we 
ought to have that question settled by at least seeing these ships afloat 

ore we proceed to construct seven others, at least four of them on the 
same plan. We have made blunders enough with the Puritan and 
other ironclads already. 

We took a decided step last year when we gave the Secretary author- 
ity to build fourships—the Chicago, the Boston, the Atlanta, and the 
Dolphin. They are, as I understand it, to be finished in December. 
All agree that there is no immediate na, necessity for the building 
of à great navy, and if there was, we could not compete with any of the 
great powers of the world at any time for some years to come upon the 
high seas, because, as I observe from the table furnished yesterday by 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], England has to-day 61 
armored ships, France has 58, Germany 27. Stating it in brief, Eng- 
land has 1,861 guns, France 1,541, and so on. England has 75,000 
sailors and France has 73,000. We have 8,000sailors, no armored ships, 
and no guns of any account. If the experiment we are now making 
proves not to be a successful one we ought not to continue or perpetuate 
the blunders of the last Congress, but ought to make appropriations for 
sel contracts in such a form as to surely give us ships thatare efficient 
or war p 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator from Kentucky permit me 
to ask him a question in that connection ? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I remember very distinctly what has been 
said about the question of testing the capacity of those ships. Ido not 
know what means would be resorted to to test their efficiency except 
actual war. We know that the powers of Europe have gone on in ad- 
vance of all war experiment, and constructed upon human judgment a 
number of vessels which have proved to be successful. It was said that 
England was going to fail, and that there was no real test of her iron- 
clads until the bombardment of Alexandria, but the event there showed 
that they came up to everything that human judgment indicated be- 
fore. That is all we can do. 

Mr. BECK. We are experimenting in regard to four ships now. 
They are being built; they are to be finished next December. Whether 
their machinery or their guns or their capacity to compete with the 
ships of other nations is such as we intended can be tested, I assume, 
without actual war. We might knock down, to test them, some of 
those old barracks about the Pensacola navy-yard, where everybody 
dies who goes to them, and save the country some money by the ex- 
periment, and make a good test of the ships and their capacity besides; 
and so in many other places. There is no trouble about making tests 
to show that the ships are good or to prove that they are worthless for 
fighting purposes. Until that is done it seems to me that we can afford 
to wait, without its being charged that we are seeking to keep down or 
break down the American Navy. 

Mr. BUTLER, May I ask the Senator if he has any plan or sugges- 
tion to make by which ships can be built ? 

Mr. BECK. I have this to say about that, as I propose to look at 
some other considerations a little—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like very much to have some suggestion 
which is better than this, if there is one. I will go as far as any Sena- 
tor on this floor with the Senator from Kentucky if he makes a sugges- 
tion better than this one. 

Mr. BECK. I do not like the method, as I am at present advised, 
under which we are now building ships and proposing to start more 
new ones. Perhaps before next December we shall ascertain some bet- 
ter way. We have a law now on the statute-books that authorizes the 
Government of the United States if it build ships to bring in 
machinery, indeed anything it needs or wants, free of duty to this 
country; and yet the Secretary of the Navy is required or authorized 
to make contracts to build all our ships at over 45 per cent. in advance 
of the open market price of all materials needed to construct or arm a 
ship of war, and is from the necessity of the case compelled to contract 
with a single man, as there is no real competition. I do not like that. 

Mr. BUTLER. Upon that subject I have no opinion whatever. I 
am informed that the advertisement was made for bidders upon these 
shi >an that Mr. Roach got the contract because he underbid every- 

y else. 

Mr. BECK. But the bid was limited to people who had yards of a 
certain character and certain plants. There were but one or two who 
have them, owing to the almost absolute destruction of our mercantile 
marine, the building of ships for which could alone enable great ship- 
yards to be maintained. 

Mr. BUTLER. I must assume that the advisory board, composed of 
naval officers and experts, would not commit a fraud upon the Govern- 
ment by giving the contract improperly to Mr. Roach. I assume that. 

Mr. BECK. Iam not charging that. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President—— 

Mr, BECK. Let me answer the Senator from South Carolina just for 
a moment, and then I will yield. As I have been. asked the question 
about fraudulent contracts let me say a word. I object to the proposi- 
tion to start a number of more new ships now, and since the Senator 
desires me to do so I will tell him why very frankly. Iam notcharg- 


ing either the Secretary, the board, or the contractor with committing 


a fraud; but is it not a fact that the Government of the United States 
has placed upon its statute-books a law reserving to itself the right to 
use any material of any sort from any part of the world free of duty? 
Is it not also true that we have six or seven navy-yards now in the 
United States where all that material thus obtained duty free can be 
used? And is it not true that we have made contracts with a single 
man for the four cruisers we have now put upon the stocks at an ad- 
vance over what the things can be bought for in the markets of the 
world of at least 45 per cent. above the open market price? 

Mr. BUTLER. Upon that point I should like to give the Senator 
a little information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky yield 
to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 


Mr. pelea I presume the Senatoris referring to the manufacture 
of stee 
Mr. BECK. Not specially. I refer to everything that goes to make 


a ship. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator says we should go into the navy-yards 
of the United States Government and build the ships, and make the 
ordnance and make the equipment complete. 

Mr. BECK. No, I do not say that. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ihave a statement from an officer of the Navy con- 
nected with the Ordnance Bureau from which it appears that the weight 
of hammers used for making steel forgings suitable for making high- 
power modern steel cannon is in England eighty tons; in Russia, 
eighty to ninety tons; in France, one hundred tons; and in Germany, 
eighty tons. The largest hammer in the United States is fifteen tons, 
which does not strike a sufficiently heavy blow to act throughout the 
large steel forgings required for guns above six-inch caliber. The 
governments that I have mentioned have hammers from fifty to one 
hundred tons; the United States has one of fifteen tons. Now, I 
should like to ask the Senator how we are to make those improved can- 
non unless we have all the appliances to do it? 

Mr. BECK. Are all those appliances now in the private ship-yards 
in the United States? 

Mr. BUTLER. Not at all. 

Mr. BECK. How do you propose to make guns? 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not understand that there is a hammer of over 
fifteen tons in the United States. 

Mr. BECK. Then how are you going to get guns? 

Mr. BUTLER. By giving the Ordnance Department authority to get 
all the appliances necessary to make the best guns. 

Mr. BECK. Does this bill propose to take any step in that direction? 

Mr. BUTLER. Not at all. 

Mr. BECK. What has that got to do with this question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Isimply made that statement in reply to a remark 
of the Senator’s that we should go into the navy-yards and make these 
ships ourselves. 

Mr. BECK. I suppose we can buy as big hammers as anybody has 
got anywhere, if we need them. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, if we appropriate the money to do it. 

Mr. BECK. The largest hammer in the world is for sale, I presume, 
no matter where it is, and if we need it itcan be had. But here isthe 
difficulty: I said I objected to the method proposed, to contract for these 
ships, and that I wanted to look into it, coming back to that. I remem- 
ber that last year we had a tariff commission which made a provision in 
the bill they recommended that never was heard of before in this country, 
which was obviously intended asa heavy tax on our armored ships or as a 
bounty to those who contracted to build them—that ‘‘armor or other 
plate, iron or steel, or combination of iron and steel, finished or unfin- 
ished, not less than 14 inches thick,” should pay a duty of ‘‘ 23 cents 
per pound.” Another provision that the now celebrated tariff com- 
mission sought to impose upon us was ‘‘steel in any form, not specially 
enumerated or provided for in this act, 3 cents per pound,” or nearly , 
$70 a ton. Isee in the testimony that the Senator from South Carolina 
so kindly furnished to us yesterday that when the Secretary of the Navy 
was called upon to state how it wasthat Mr. Roach underbid Mr. Cramp 
by $300,000, he said: 

I think Mr. Roach estimated on the price of steel at 5 cents a pound or less. 
I think that the Messrs. Cramp felt unwilling to estimate on less than about 7 
or § cents a pound. 

Senfitor BUTLER. Those tests had never been accurately made. 

Secretary CHANDLER. Never in this country had any steel been manufactured 
in Mogo Gamers open to such d tests, Of course to produce steel with 
exactly those qualities requires a ul chemical admixture in preparing the 
charges for the furnace and in a the material; and while it had n 
done for a few plates of steel, it never been done with thousands of tons be- 
fore. Here was the element of uncertainty. It has been very happily sur- 
mounted, and it now ba igre that the steel manufacturers can make an admixt- 
ure that will give steel possessing those qualities, and make it with certainty 
rcs ceert, and it isa great triumph for our manufacturers that they have been 
š Mr. STEERS. The advisory board has brought down steel from 8} to 4} cents 
apound. Those who refused to furnish the steel, who were unsuccessful bid- 
ders, at 7 cents a pound would be very A ani now to make it for 4}. Mr. Roach 
when he gave the contract for steel for these ships only gave it partially, and he 


has some yet to be given out. The steel-makers will be very glad to take it at 
44 cents a pound, and it ought to be less than that. 


I think I now understand why the tariff commission imposed a spe- 
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cific duty of 3 cents a pound on steel and 2} cents a pound upon armor 
for our ships of war. The men who fixed up that job knew it would 
result in a bounty of from 65 to 80 per cent. to the fortunate or favored 
contractors for our ships of war, which of course is a heavy tax upon 
the people, and that all who opposed the bounty would be denounced 
as unpatriotic, if not enemies of their country, by allowing our sea- 
board cities to remain exposed to the attacks of foreign ironclads, not- 
withstanding the fact that we have the right to procure all ship ma- 
terial, machinery, and armament at the cheapest rate in-the free, open 
markets of the world. Gentlemen here insist upon putting the build- 
ing of the ships into the hands of men who bid upon the assumption 
that they have to pay 45 per cent. more than all the materials for the 
ships are worth in the open market of the world. It is urged, perhaps 
truly, that we can not build them in our own navy-yards. Why? For 
the reason shown by the Senator from South Carolina yesterday in 
Admiral Porter’s testimony, that there isso much dishonesty there that 
we can not trust anybody. ~I was shocked and amazed when Admiral 
Porter said that he built a small vessel in a navy-yard which cost 
$460,000, and ‘‘she could have been built at an outside establishment 
for $200,000 without any trouble at all,’’ the tariff tax of course in- 
eluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. Do I understand the Senator to say, in view of the 
statement made by Admiral Porter, that he would have these vessels 
built in the Government navy-yards? 

Mr. BECK. I mean to say that I will postpone their construction 
until December if I can, and I hope the day is not far distant when the 
navy-yards will not be managed as Admiral Porter says they are man- 
aged now. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is a different proposition. 

Mr. BECK. The proposition is that I will not vote to put money 
into anybody’s hands who will allow navy-yards to be run in that way. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand the Senator, then, to say that the 

mnd of his opposition is because he has not confidence in the present 
Berol of the Navy. 

Mr. BECK. Ido not say anything about the present Secretary of 
the Navy. I have no confidence in the management of navy-yards that 
are carried on as Admiral Porter says our navy-yards are. The Senator 
from South Carolina himself read what Admiral Porter said. I did not 
know that things were quite that bad. Let me read it again: 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator takes that ground, as it is perfectly 
proper that he should—— 

Mr. BECK. One moment. - You furnished this proof yourself. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will stand by it. 

Mr. BECK. Admiral Porter said : 

She cost $460,000 built at a navy- , and she could have been built at an out- 
side establishment for $200,000 without any troubleatall. I know this certainly, 
because they charged everything to that small vessel. They charged one item 


alone of $80,000, work put on the Trenton, and other things of the same kind. 
One item, I think, was a hot-house for some one in the navy-yard. 


There was nota dollar of that $80,000 charged to the Trenton he 
admits. They called it an expenditure for repairs of the Trenton, but 
the account against the Trenton does not show that a dollar of that 
$80,000 was charged to her. It was all charged to the construction of 
the small $200,000 vessel, but $80,000 of the $460,000 put down as 
her cost was said to go to the Trenton, yet the account for repairs 
against the Trenton does not show that a dollar was so expended. It 
may have been put into the hands of Dorsey & Co. for the campaign 
in Indiana, perhaps it was, and called repairs of the Trenton. It may 
have been put into somebody else’s hands, just as the hot-house was 
charged to this vessel; and I am asked now to vote to furnish seven or 
eight new vessels to be put upon the stocks with such proof as this be- 
fore me. ` 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish the Senator—— 

Mr. BECK. Let me go on; I want to finish this part of Admiral 
Porter’s statement. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators will pleaseaddress the Chair 
and allow the Chair to ascertain whether the Senator who is entitled to 
the floor consents to be interrupted. 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg pardon of the Chair. 

Mr. BECK. I wish to read further from the statement given us yes- 
terday by the Senator from South Carolina. It reads thus: 


Senator BUTLER. That becomes a very impofant fact, it seems tome. 
Admiral PORTER. You can never ascertain what a ship costs ina navy-yard. _ 
Senator Jones. What do you attribute that difference in cost to? 

Admiral PORTER. Politics. That is about the fact of it. The navy-yards are 
very much used for political eel one and very naturally. If I was a politician 
I suppose I would do the same thing. If I could get my friends into the navy- 

s, I presume I should do as ers do; but at the same time, if I was in 
of the yard I would do all I could to stop it. But what I say is the fact, 
and it causes a great deal of the expense. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. ‘Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question right there? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. The question I would like somebody to an- 
swer is, is that true or is it not true? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, I presume it is true. What I wish to say 
to the Senator from Kentucky is just this: Admitting everything that 
he says to be true, is that a sufficient answer to the country that the 
public defense shall not be provided for? 
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Mr. BECK. The country is making no demand for an increase of the 
Navy so far as I know beyond what we have done. Wehave now four 
ships being built that are yet unfinished and yet untested, and if they 
are failures we will have to throw them away justas England had todo 


with her Armstrong after spending $12,000,000 for them. 
Mr. BUTLER. ill the Senator from Kentucky allow me to inter- 
rupt him ? X, 


Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwant to get the Senator back to his proposition. 
He was going away from it, and I want him to come to that, 

Mr. BECK. I will try. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand the Senator to take the ground that 
we ought not to give out these ships to be built by contract; that they 
ought to be constructedin the navy-yards of the country. 


Mr. BECK. Ihave not saidthatyet. I am not wedded to the meth- 
ods described by Admiral. Porter. 
Mr. BUTLER. That was the drift of the Senator's argument as I 


understood him, and that there was something crooked or wrong about 
the contract that had been made for the vessels provided for at the last 
session of Co 2 

Mr. BECK. I have notsaid thateither. I said it was a shame that 
the people of the United States should have to pay 45 per cent. tax 
upon everything entering into our ships of war more than the ship is 
worth in open market, when by law we have a right to have all ship 
material, machinery, and guns as cheaply as anybody else in the world. 
That is what I have stated. 

Mr. BUTLER. When the Senator from Kentucky undertakes to mix 
up the tariff with the construction of naval vessels and says we ought 
to have the materials cheaper, I will go as far as any Senator on this 
floor to join him in that; but I submit to the Senator that that question 
has nothing whatever to do with the building of ships. 

Mr. BECK. I insist that it has everything to do with it. A law of 
the United States provides that every article that the United States de- 
sires for its own use or needs for its own purposes shall pay no tariff 
tax whatever; that it shall be duty free, whether it is a Krupp gun, a 
Whitehead torpedo, a compound engine, or a rivet to nail on an iron 
plate; and yet, under a law of the United States which now provides 
that 45 per cent. duty shall be paid upon every article that is made of 
iron and steel, Mr. Roach or Mr. anybody else who bids for a United 
States ship has to add 45 per cent. to the cost beyond the foreign cost 
in making his bids to build the ships of the United States, the law of 
the United States that these things shall be free to the contrary not- 
withstanding, when if we had honest officials conducting our navy- 
yards we could build ships as cheaply as any other people. Toshow that 
we do pay the whole tariff tax, I hold in my hand—— 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, Will the Senator from Kentucky —— 

Mr. BECK. Let me go on for a moment. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I willnot interruptyou unless you consent. 

Mr. BECK. You may interrupt me when I prove this point. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I want to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. BECK, Iwantto prove that we are now paying the full amount 
of the 45 per cent. tax on manufactures of iron and steel. I hold the 
protest of the iron and steel manufacturers against the Morrison tariff 
bill in my hand, in which they say: 

The undersigned, representing producers of iron ores and manufacturers of 
iron and steel, submit this their protest against the enactment of the bill known 
as the Morrison tariff bill, now under the consideration of your committee, with 
our reasons for said protest. 

, use of the effect that any reduction of duties must have on labor. 
The iron and steel business of the country to-day yields little or no profit on the 


capital invested. Ifthe dutiesare reduced, the selling price of our products must 
be reduced to compete with the foreign importations. 


That means that they are charging 45 per cent. now above the foreign 
price, and if we reduce it to 40 they must come down to 40 or they will 
be underbid. I think in view of their own statement I was justified 
in saying that we must make contracts for our ships, when we have a 
right to have everything free by law, and when everything is in fact 
free, at 45 per cent. above what they are worth in the markets of the 
world. Isay further, and the Senators on the Naval Committee know 
it, that there is not another nation in the world that pursues such a 
policy. England to-day, with her sixty-one armored ships, uses the 
Krupp gun almost exclusively. Where is the Krupp gun made? In 
Germany. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. That is the point on which I wanted to in- 
terrupt the Senator. 

Mr. BECK. England uses the Whitehead torpedo, made in Austria; 
she uses cheap materials, cheap guns, cheap anything, where she can 
get them; yet we are passing laws confining our bids to manufacturers 
with certain plants in their navy-yards, in the fice of the law, paying 
them 45 per cent. more, when by law we have the right to use all these 
taxed materials free of duty; and the tariff commission that sought to 
impose a tax of 24 cents a pound on ship armor and 3 cents a pound 
specific duty on steel were working in perfect harmony with the com- 
binations which seek to make the United States pay much more than 
the ships were worth or than they would cost us if we could trust our 
officials in our navy-yards with the free materials we have by law a 
right to use. 
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Mr. JONES, of Florida. On that point will the Senator permit me 
to asg him a question? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I am in accord with the Senator, as he 
knows very well, on all tariff questions, but I want to know of him if 
he thinks that the public opinion of this country now or hereafter would 
ever submit to having proposals sent to England, or to France, or to any 
foreign country, ing the furnishing of the materials enteringinto 
the construction of our Navy. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say to the Senator from Florida if the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky will allow me, that we send now-to England—— 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I asked the question of the Senator from 
Kentucky. I did not ask it of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. BECK. Let the Senator from Alabama answer. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to make a statement that comes under my 
personal observation. We send to England for the ingots of steel that 
we work in the navy- at Washington to make into guns; we send 
to Germany for the breech-blocks and other breech arrangements of our 
steel There is a gun in thenavy-yard here that is made of Eng- 
lish-made steel, hammered and drawn out there, and brought here. 
When the Government put it up they intended to have it balanced onits 
trunnions, and it weighed 1,100 pounds more at the breech of the gun 
than at the muzzle after our navy-yard had been at work on it about 
six months. We send there for nearly all the materials of steel out of 
which we make our guns, 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The answer of the Senator from Alabama, 
though not called for by me, is not a response to my question. 

Mr. BECK. I will answer the question as I understand it. The 
people of this country and the sentiment of this onay will permit 
the Government of this country to get the best artiċle, whether it is a 
gun or a ship or a steam-engine, wherever they can get it best and 
cheapest. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator to state a while ago that 
that was not the case, and that we paid 45 per cent. more in this coun- 
try than we should be required to do; and yet the Senator from Ala- 
bama has just stated thata great many of those articles are imported 
from England. 

Mr. BECK. Because the United States has a right to import them 
free, and because you give a contract to a man, to Mr. Roach or some- 
body else, who has no right to import them free, because he is a con- 
tractor for the ships and he bids upon the basis of a tariff tax of 45 per 
cent. on everything that he sells to you, while if we built the ships in 
our own navy-yards, as the Senator from Alabama said, the articles 
would all come in free. 

‘Mr. BUTLER. The Senator is mistaken when he says I gave the 
contract to Mr. Roach. 

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon, the Naval Committee. 

Mr. BUTLER. I had nothing to do with it more than the Senator 
from Kentucky. y 

Mr. BECK. Congress gave it. j 

Mr. BUTLER. Congress did. 

Mr. BECK. Congress or the Secretary of the Navy, no matter who; 
he has got it. 

When I speak of taxation I have a right to refer to what we have 
done.’ I have shown what the tariff commission attempted to do. The 
Senate of the United States in the bill it passed last winter put down 
all steel not specially enumerated at 30 per cent. ad valorem and all 
manufactures of iron and steel at 35 per cent. ad valorem, but it got 
into the hands of a so-called conference committee, and they increased 
the tax on steel to 45 percent. ad valorem, and all manufactured articles 
and wares of iron, steel, &c., not specially enumerated, most of which 
had been 35 per cent. before, to 45 per cent. ad valorem, without conde- 
scending to give a reason forit, against the expressed will of the Senate 
and against the known wishes and interests of this people. This of 
course adds vastly to the cost of publicships built in private yards. I 
took occasion this morning to turn back tothe tariff act proposed in 1872, 
when there was a Republican majority in both House of perhaps two- 
thirds, when machinery was much less perfect than it is now, but the 
manufacturers did not then own or control the Government or Con- 
gress quite as absolutely as they do now; when the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. DAwEs] reported a bill, No. 2042, in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, on the 16th of April, 1872, in which he only asks a duty of 
30 per cent. ad valorem on manufactures of iron. That was all any- 
body dared to ask. He gave in the margin of the bill the present law, 
showing that it was 35 per cent.; the act of 1857, showing that it was 
24 per cent.; the act of 1846, showing that it was 30 per cent. ; and the 
act of 1842, which had been called a high protective tariff, 30 per cent. ; 
and yet when the Senate of the United States saw fit to make those 
things 35 per cent., keeping it up to the old law, the House having 
passed no bill, it was made 45 per cent. in that miserable pretense of a 
conference, and all the contracts for our ships are being made upon the 
basis of 45 per cent. ad valorem above open market prices. 

That is one reason why I say I am not content to make new contracts 
until I see if something better can not be done. It will only require 
us to wait until Decem to see how the ships we provided for last 
year are constructed. I want to see if we can not, before we make con- 


tracts for new ships, at least have something like a decent reduction of 
taxation upon the materials and machinery upon which the new con- 
tracts can be based. I want to see if we can not reduce it down to 30 
or 35 per cent., or some reasonable percentage, before we make new 
contracts for seven or eight more new ships upon a basis of 45 per cent., 
as we would have to do now, in addition to what by law we are entitled 
to if we could trust our own navy-yard officials. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I understand the Senator to say that unless 
we can get that reduction he will have no new ships built. 

Mr. BECK. Ido not say that at all. I say that I shall vote against 
this bill at this time because I want to see what will be the outcome of 
those that are now being built, and I shall vote against it in the hope 
that we will not have such a condition of things in the navy-yards of 
the United States when we meet again a year from now as the Senator 
from South Carolina showed us by the testimony of Admiral Porter 
now exists. I repeat that if we have an honest administration of our 
navy-yards we can build our ships almost as cheaply as they can be 
built in England, because we have a right to go to Prussia forour guns, 
to Austria for our torpedoes, to England for our machinery; we havea 
right to go all over the world and fone everything in free of duty at 
the cheapest rate, and we have mechanics as well skilled as those of 
any other nation, and we pay our employés as liberally as any other 
people do; all we need to have our ships of the best quality furnished 
to us at the cheapest possible rate is honest administration, which, as 
shown by the testimony that the Senator from South Carolina read, we 
do not have now. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Iam inclined to agree with the Senator 
from Kentucky that if that is possible to be done it would be a wise 
thing todo. I tried to get some information on this subject when on 
the Naval Committee that had this matter specially in charge, and I 
asked the gentlemen there how Great Britain this question. 
I understand that with all her great experience and her skilled labor 
and her honest administration, all her ass naval ships are con- 
structed by private contract. 

Mr. BECK. I admit that, and I admit that all things being equal 
private enterprise will always work cheaper than administrative power. 
But England’s private workshops get all their material precisely at the 
same price asshe could get it in her navy-yards. There are no embar- 
rassments, no tariff taxes, and no 45 per cent. difference between her 
navy-yards and the operations of men who are carryingon private yards 
there. Everything is as cheap in the private yards as in the public 
navy-yards of England. But under our law everything in our private 
navy-yards is 45 per cent. higher. Everything that constitutes a ship, 
orany part of it, under our law pays 45 per cent. tax in the hands of 
the owners of private navy-yards here. Senators can not fail to per- 
ceive the difference in that condition of things between us and England. 
If our materials were all free, all admitted alike to the United States 
and to private men, I have no doubt that a private man would work his 
hands more closely than the Government supervisors of the United 
States work their hands in the nayy-yards; and all things being equal 
we would get cheaper ships and perhaps quite as good work. : 

Therefore, the illustration of English private navy-yards does not 
bear upon this question. I am not attacking any person; I am dealing 
with facts, not individuals. I repeat that the public history of the 
country shows that it is vice in administration, dishonesty in manage- 
ment. -That is the trouble with all our public enterprises. I heard 
Mr. Schenck, of Ohio, then chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, in the very worst days of the old whisky frauds in 1868 say in 
his place in the House of Representatives that although at $2 a gallon 
we were only collecting fourteen or fifteen million dollars annual rev- 
enue, and when it was reduced to 50 cents a gallon we got $40,000,000, 
that it was stolen in nine cases out of ten with the direct connivance of 
the officers of the United States. I believe his language was that not 
less than 90 per cent. of the amount was so stolen. When we hear of 
undervaluations of imports the same conditions prevail. These things 
are impossible except by the direct connivance of the officers of the 
United States. When we hear of all this corruption in navy-yards it 
may be assumed without fear of contradiction that it is carried on with 
the direct connivance and consent if not by the direct authority and 
orders of United States officials. I do not propose to vote millions to 
be used as Admiral Porter said the money for the ship he spoke of 
was used. I am not in love*with the present navy-yard system. It is 
perhaps, worse than the favoritism and extravagance of the high-tariff 
contract system. ‘ 

We havea navy-yard at Mare Island; California is considered a doubt- 
ful State politically. We have one at Pensacola, and Florida is not so 
one sided; we have one at Norfolk, in Virginia; we have one in New 
York, at Brooklyn; one in the Secretary’s own State of New Hamp- 
shire; and there might be a good many Trentons repaired and charged 
to something else between now and the November election, with seven 
or eight millions of dollars, if things have not improved since Admiral 
Porter looked into them. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the Senator from Kentucky has put up a 
man of straw to knock him down. 

Mr. BECK. Iam not knocking anybody down. If I can keep from 
being knocked down by the Senater from South Carolina I shall be lucky. 
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Mr. BUTLER. I wish to make a very pertinent suggestion to him. 


He says he does not desire to appropriate millions of dollars to be spent 
in the United States navy-ya Nobody proposes that under this 
bill. 


Mr. BECK. Nor do I propose to pay 45 per cent. more than a ship 
is worth to give a job to anybody, if I can help it. ; 

Mr. BUTLER. That is an entirely different proposition. 

Mr. BECK. The two run together. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is no proposition whatever to build any of 
these ships in the Government navy-yards, as I understand. = I concur 
with the Senator, and I sympathize with him very largely in the rea- 
sons why they should not be constructed in the Government navy-y: 
and for one I prefer that advertisements should be made for bids 
over the country, to be taken by the different private yards in the United 
States. That I understand to be the proposition of this bill. 

Mr. BECK. I said I did not intend to vote for the bill, and I did 
not propose to be charged without a denial with being an enemy to 
the American Navy in doing so. „My objection is as to the methods 
employed. I think, Mr. President, that I have been more sharply 
catechized than usual. I have managed, however, to say substantially 
what I desired, and for fear that I may keep up this controversy and 
prevent a vote on the bill, which I have no disposition to do, I will not 
say anything more. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words, 

' and a few words only, in reply to the Senator from Kentucky. I tried 
to follow him in the course of his remarks, and the amount of his argu- 
ment is that because of some shortcomings, some dishonesty, some de- 

- linquency on the part of some officers not named, to some amount not 
designated, some indefinite, undefined, it may be imaginary defalca- 
tion or shortcoming on the part of persons employed by the Govern- 
ment to carry out its trusts, we are to neglect our public obligation. 
That is what it amounts to; that the honor, that the interests of the 
American people are to be put aside because in the administration of 
the details of some little miserable office corruption may have crept in, 
as it has crept everywhere where Government has been known, and that 
we are to refuse to provide for an armed force to meet the necessities of 
the nation. Analyze and probe what he says, and what does it amount 
to? Some constructor, some little insignificant character who does not 
weigh a feather’s weight in the estimation of the country, may have 
neglected his duty, may have spent more money in repairing ships than 
he ought to have done, may have defrauded the public and have be- 
come a public malefactor; and the Senator from Kentucky, with that 
breadth of statesmanship for which he is distinguished all over this 
land, comes before the American people and says, ‘‘I will because of 
this refuse to give my assent to any provision looking to the creation 
of a navy to defend the honor and the interests of the country!’ That 
is his position. A 

Mr. BECK. I deny that—— 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I will yield if the Senator wishes the floor. 

Mr. BECK. No; I thought the Senator was taking his seat. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. No. Then again, with respect to the con- 
struction of ships required by this Government, I say to him very can- 
didly and in the best possible spirit that, tariff or no tariff, in all propo- 
sitions looking to the construction of vessels to be employed and used 
by this Government, the people of this country will never submit to 
those proposals going beyond the Atlantic Ocean. I say this, grate 
where it may. Iam with the Senator on the tariff, but I say that the 
public man or the Secretary of the Navy or the President of the United 
States who should undertake to send a bid across the Atlantic to any 
quarter of Europe to furnish materials for or to construct ships would 
meet with universal American condemnation. 

Mr. BECK. When I rose at first it was to protest against the state- 
ment that I was opposing an American navy because I was not willing 
to vote for this bill. I said that we were building four ships now that 
were not tested yet and that might prove to be utterly worthless, and 
yet we were now required to duplicate them before we knew what they 
would do or whether they were worth building or not. I said further- 
more that this very Naval Committee, who have seen fit to fling this bill 
before us and demand that we shall build seven ships before those now 
being constructed are tested, are landing themselves as the special guard- 
ians of the honor of this great Republic. I say that until the ships now 
under way are tested any attempt to build more of the same kind in 
the navy-yards as at present managed, as proved by the Senator from 
South Carolina, or under contract with Mr. Roach or anybody else at 
45 per cent. more than they are worth, when under an honest admin- 
istration they could be built in the navy-yards 45 per cent. cheaper than 
the contract now proposed, comes from those who do not stand in an 
attitude before the American people to tell me or anybody else who does 
not see fit to go into their proposition to build seven more ships that 
we are leaving the country defenseless. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, this debate on the part of the advocates 
of this bill has assumed a somewhat remarkable phase as evidenced b; 
what has been said by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER 
and the Senator from Florida [Mr. JoxEs]. They claim that our sea- 
board is in a defenseless condition and that we are without a navy, and 
they have spoken of assaults on our national honor and of the results 


that would come to the seaboard cities of the United States before we 
could protect ourselves from the navies of maritime nations. Mr. Presi- 
dent, there is no danger on the seaboard; there is no public necessity 
asking for the passage of any such bill. _ Because in the spirit, not of 
economy, but of prudence, Senators on this floor ask that the Senate 
should wait until the vessels now being constructed are finished and 
tested, we are taunted with not being alive to the national honor and 
the national faith. There is no public sentiment in this country such 
as the gentlemen have spoken of demanding the enormous outlay of 
money proposed to be appropriated for the purpose of building addi- 
tional war vessels. The public sentiment which they imagine to exist 
is in the Secretary of the Navy, John Roach, and the officers of the Navy 
alone. Buta few minutes ago the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES] and myself in going to the marble-room fell into the hands of a 
captain of the Navy, a most excellent and distinguished gentleman and 
my personal friend, and he appealed to us for God’s sake to vote for this 
bill. ` Said I, ‘‘ My friend, you are mistaken; it is John Roach, it is for 
his sake, and the Almighty has nothing to do with it.” John Roach 
has been tramping about these halls for ten years, ay, twenty years, as- 
iling every man asa friend of Great Britain and an enemy of his coun- 
try who did not pour money into his pocket and into his ship-yards. 

Here is the report which the Senator from South Carolina read from 
yesterday, showing that when these four steel vessels were put up to 
public bidders there were only two bidders, Mr. Cramp and Mr. John 
Roach; and now the Secretary of the Navy is to have the power again 
not to put it out to the lowest bidder, but to put the work either into 
a navy-yard or to the lowest bidder as he may see fit. The Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] told us yesterday that he proposed to put the 
same limitations upon the power of the Secretary of the Navy that ex- 
isted under the act of March 3, 1883, and I hold that in my hand, and 
Isay that under the clause the Secretary of the Navy can either put 
this work into a navy-yard or he can put it up to the lowest bidder as 
he pleases, In other words, if he chooses to put it in the navy-yards 
and use it for political purposes he will do so, or if he puts it up to the 
lowest bidder he puts it up to John Roach and Mr. Cramp and nobody 
else. Nobody else under the terms of this bill can compete for these 
vessels. 

Mr. HALE. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. ` 

Mr. HALE. Nobody has pretended that I have heard that under 
the restrictions thrown around the bill of last year the Secretary was 
prohibited from building these ships in the navy-yards, That was left 
discretionary. 

I have not lived longenongh, luckily, to be of the opinion that every- 

body holding an important place in the executive branch of the Gov- 
ernment is corrupt. This Government has run a great many years 
under different parties, with Secretaries of the Navy of all kinds of 
political opinion. It may be ing for the next half-dozen years 
under an administration politically sympathized with by the Senator 
from Missouri. I do not presume that if that takes place, whoever is 
his President will put into the Navy Department a man who will de- 
liberately favor one contractor at the expense of others. I expect, if I 
stay here, interésted in and dedicating myself somewhat to this great 
work of building up the American Navy, if there is an administration 
in the hands of the Democratic party for the next four years, to be found 
urging whoever may be the Secretary of the Navy to go on and hel 
build up the American Navy. Ido notsuppose that I shall find myse 
raking around among all the muck heaps of the past and intimating 
and insinuating that everybody is corrupt because he holds a high 
place. 
Now, as to the subject of bidding, and this being a matter of John 
Roach and of his haunting the corridors of this Capitol and of his be- 
sieging Congress for ten years, the Committee on Naval Affairs, thatis 
the sponsor of this bill, has neither seen nor heard of John Roach. He 
has made no approach to its room ortoany of its members. I have not 
seen the man myself anywhere; but I do find that when the Secretary 
of the Navy submitted this question in this country to the ship-builders 
he was not confined to Mr. Roach, norto Mr. Roach and Mr. Cramp, as 
the Senator from Missouri says, but that all the pro were sent out 
abroad and at large; and on page 56 of the appendix accompanying the 
Secretary’s report are found the bids, not simply of John Roach and 
Mr. Cramp, but of the other builders inthe country, for all of these 
ships, duly opened and examined, and John Roach was below them in 
the aggregate over $300,000, Why was that? Because he had found 
out and nobody else had found out that he could furnish the steel out 
of which these ships were to be built for 5 cents per pound, and the 
other bidders bid on the basis of 8 cents per pound. He had aster- 
tained, as he believed, and the work he has done since shows, that not 
only can he build with steel costing 5 cents per pound where the price 
was 8, which was bid by others, but at 4} cents per pound, and that is 
one of the results of competitive bidding. 

The Senator from Kentucky cites here the words that Admiral Porter 
uttered hefore the Committee on Naval Affairs in giving his testimony 
about something that occurred in the navy-yards years and years ago. 
That is old substance, dead matter, and the Senator from Kentucky 
ought to know it. I defy him or the Senator from Missouri to find in 
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the administration of the Navy Devartment during the last two or three 
years a single instance where money has been diverted and has been 
sent to improper purposes, where it has not been spent judiciously and 
where we have not got dollar for dollar. Why it is that he is trou- 
bled about the navy-yards when all these ships are being built outside 
the navy-yards, and he knows that the navy-yards have been cut down 
in their force year by year by the present Secretary of the Navy and 
that there never wasin the administration of his party or mine so clean 
and incorruptible an administration of the navy-yards of the country 
as there is to-day, I can not imagine. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I think Iam about as amiable as the av- 
erage Senator, but when a gentleman interjects an entire speech into my 
argument I think it is rather a stretch of courtesy. The Senator from 
Maine has paraded in his oration in answer not only to myself but to 
the Senator from Kentucky epithets like meteors from the northern 
skies. The words ‘‘muck heaps” and other elegant and graceful epi- 
thets are used by the Senator. 

Who has made an allegation of fraud in the navy-yards? Who has 
brought that matter into this debate? It was brought here by the ally 
of the Senator from Maine, his assistant adjutant-general from South 
Carolina. He quoted Admiral Porter, and Admiral Porter says they 
took the money of the people of the United States in one of these navy- 

ards, which was sent there to construct a vessel, to put up a hot-house 
for one of the officers. And because on this side of the Chamber we 
dare to allude to the charges made by a Republican high in office and 
quoted here by one of the gentlemen of the committee who sustains this 
bill we are condemned by the Senator from Maine. 

Why, Mr. President, who does not know that these navy-yards have 
been hot-beds of corruption? Who doesnot know that in the last Presi- 
dential canvass, when we had provided by law that no more money 
should be collected inside the navy-yards for political purposes, de- 
mands for assessments were made of one of the men in the navy-yard, 
I believe at Norfolk, and he was told that he should pay the political 
assessments and that a man would be outside the gate of the navy-yard 
to receive it. They could not collect it inside, but they put a man out- 
side in order to receive it. Who does not know that the navy-yards 
have been hot-beds of corruption as I say? It is proven by their own 
testimony taken here. Now, the Senator from Maine says that I am 
suspecting every man in the public service. Mr. President, I have a 
right to refer to the experience of the people of the United States on this 
subject and to quoteit here. Three hundred and eighty-five millions of 
dollars have been voted by the Con; of the United States to build a 
navy since 1866, and where is the Navy ? : 

Mr. HALE. Notto build a navy, the Senator will allow me to say, 
but for all its running purposes. 

Mr. VEST. To keep it up for the benefit of the country. Three 
hundred and eighty-five million dollars for naval expenditures of all 
sorts, fifty million more than the Government paid from its commence- 
ment up to 1860, and to-day where is the Navy of the United States 
and whereis themoney ? Bothare missing. Now, we say, waitand see 
whether the experiment is a success; wait until it is determined whether 
the vessels now building are what you say they are. We are told that 
in hot haste we must d the enormous amount called for in this 
bill; and if we do not, we are told that we are deaf to the appeals of 
national honor and national defense ! 

Mr. President, at the proper time I propose to offer an amendment to 
this bill in regard to the construction of these vessels, if they are to be 
constructed, and I propose then to test the sense of the Senate as to 
whether the enormous power shall be given to the Secretary of the 
Navy which the Senator from Maine says he proposes to give him, or 
whether these vessels are to be constructed on the cheapest and most 
economical plan and given to the lowest bidder—not confined to any 
two or three ship-yards in the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the first amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], 
on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I shall not delay the Senate with 
any attempt to reply to what has fallen from the Senator from Missouri 
in reference to myself. Like the Senator from Kentucky, he has erected 
a man of straw for the purpose of having the opportunity of knocking 
him down. He speaks of meas theally of the Senator from Maine and 
his adjutant-general, and certain chaste, select, oratorical flights of elo- 
quence that the Senator can use sometimes have been brought into 

lay, and perhaps somebody else has indulged in that style of argument. 

ow, Mr. President, I am not the ally of any Senator upon this ques- 
tion; I am not the adjutant-general of any Senator upon this question. 
I am here di ing what I believe to be a public duty, and I want 
to say to the Senator from Missouri that he had better call a spade a 
spade; that when he opposes this bill he had better state in plain Eng- 
lish, and not in meteoric flights of eloquence from the northern skies, 
what is the real meaning ofthe opposition. 1 will state it for the Sena- 
tor. Itis that he has no confidence in the honesty of the present ad- 
ministration of the Navy Department of the United States; it is because 
perhaps, as the Senator has intimated, some political advantage may 
accrue to the party to which the Senator and myself do not belong if 
we vote this sum of money to build these ships. 


Sir, I hope that I am as loyal to my party as the Senator from Mis- 
souri; I hope I shall be found battling for its principles as earnestly as 
that Senator at the proper time; but he will pardon me if I refuse to 
subordinate a high public duty to the achievement of aparty advantage. 
He will pardon meif I take issue with him upon that point. As I said 
in the opening of this debate, I am not here to defend the Navy Depart- 
ment of the United States nor am I here to attack it, but I am here to 
be just if I can, and I shall be just whether that justice accrues to the 
benefit of those who are opposed to me politically or of those who sym- 
pathize with me. 

I believe conscientiously and sincerely that the demands of this coun- 
try require, the interests of all the people, of all sections, of all parties, 
require that we shall proceed to build a navy or abolishit entirely. I 
believe that by the appropriation of four million or four and a half mill- 
ion dollars we shall accomplish the construction of some ships of which 
the American people will not be ashamed; and ifat the same timesome 
advantage may accrue somewhere that is not my fault. * 

I trust, Mr. President, that we have entered upon a new era in this 
country. While I sympathize and have sympathized with my politi- 
cal friends in their denunciations and anathemas against the adminis- 
tration of the Navy Department of this Government in the past, and 
while it is humiliating that we should admit it, I trust we have entered 
upon a new era, as I have said, and that we may at least proceed to 
discharge what I believe to bea high public duty without injecting into , 
it mere party and political considerations. 

I think the Senator from Missouri has gone entirely outside of any- 
thing that I have said when he accuses those of us who sustain and sup- 
port this bill of having delivered lectures to those who differ with us on 
account of their want of regard for the honor of this country. I have 
made no such intimation, and I am incapable of making such an inti- 
mation as to any Senator. I want the Senator to vote against the bill 
if he thinks it ought not to pass, but to vote against it upon arguments 
which are worthy of the question, and I say that without any disre- 
spect to the Senator’s statements. 

As has been said by my friend from Florida this morning, I know of 
no limitation upon the power of Congress to appropriate money to build 
ships for the American Navy. I submit that the statements I offered 
yesterday as to the condition of our seacoast defenses and as to the con- 
dition of the ships of the American Navy show that it is important, it 
is urgent that we should proceed and proceed at once, and not wait 
until December, to provide for the building of more naval ships. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Why ‘‘ December?” 

Mr. BUTLER. My friend from Florida asks ‘‘ Why December?” 
I understood the Senator from Kentucky to state that he wants to see 
the ships already contracted for launched, as the Senator from New 
Jersey said yesterday to see whether they would swim. It is a very 
poor compliment to the naval advisory board to suspect that they 
would accept from the contractor a ship that would not swim. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the honorable Senator yield to me for & 
moment ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Irememberan experience this Government had 
in a not very long distant past. A ship was constructed by Mr. John 
Roach, who is now building the four steel vessels which are under con- 
struction, and four boards of naval survey appointed by the Navy De- 

ent under and by authority of the Congress of the United States 
declared that if the vessel was constructed in accordance with the con- 
tract and specifications her gunwale would be three inches under water. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is John Roach again. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But what became of that ship? 

Mr. BUTLER. Thereis John Roach again, the béte noir of my friend 
from New Jersey and my friend from Kentucky. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. No; I have a great respect for Mr. Roach. I 
admire his pluck, his enterprise, his p I do not blame Mr. 
John Roach, for competing with all comers for the business of the United 
States as well as for private business. I do not object to Mr. John 
Roach placing « re tative in the Navy Department of the United 
States, if he could doso. I would not even object to that, because it is 
of no use to object. But what I do object to is this: Isay that the con- 
tracts that have been given to Mr. John Roach for the building of these 
four vessels could not be successfully competed for by any other builder 
in this country. I say this upon the statement of one of the gentlemen 
who were asked to estimate for them. Said he, ‘‘ Mr. MCPHERSON, if 
I could be assured that I could have the same oo eee to inspect my 
work that Mr. Roach is sure to have, then I would gladly go in and es- 
timate for these vessels.” 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Why not provide for their construction in 
the navy-yards, then? 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from New Jersey says he has a very 


high for Mr. John Roach. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I said for his pluck, for his enterprise, and for 
his progressiveness. 


_Mr. BUTLER. For his pluck, for his enterprise, and for his progres- 
siveness. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not question his honesty in fair competi- 
tion, 
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Mr. BUTLER. The Senator does not question his honesty. Then 
we have the Senator down to some point where we can put our hand 
upon him. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now I want to say to the Senator that I do not 
know Mr. John Roach; I do not believe I know himeby sight; and I 
want to say to the Senator from New Jersey and also to the Senator 
from Missouri that Mr. John Roach has not approached me and there 
has not been an officer of the United States Navy who has approached 
me on this billexcept upon my own personal request. Ido notknow Mr. 
John Roach. The Senator from New Jersey says that he sustains Mr. 
Roach in his pluck, in his energy, in his management; and he does 
not blame him for putting a representative in the Navy Department, 
as I understood the tor. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If he could. 

Mr. BUTLER. Upon that pointI take issue with the Senator from 
New Jersey, and I say that when the Senator makes a statement of 
that kind, that Mr. John Roach has put a representative in the Navy 
Department, he ought to prove it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator permit me to have the words 
I uttered read, that it may be seen whether I am guilty of all that is 

ed against me ? 

Mr. HALE. The very clearest kind of imputation was made. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, Mr. President, I understand the Senator to say 
that he has not charged that Mr. John Roach has put a representative 
in the Navy Department. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If anybody has ever heard me say it, I should 
like to have him state it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will repeat that I do not know Mr. Roach, and no 
lobby has approached me upon this bill. If the lobby has approached 
the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from New Jersey and other 
Senators, it is their fault, not mine. 

Mr. VEST. What does the Senator mean by a statement of that 
kind? 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply mean precisely what I say. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator mean to say that anything has been 
said here about anybody being corruptly ayrenennens 

Mr. BUTLER. I made no intimation of that kind. I simply took 
the lan, of the Senator from Missouri himself. He said that he was 
app. ed in yonder lobby by officers of the Navy, and I say that I 
have not been approached. If he was approached, and permitted him- 
self to be approached, it was his fault and not mine. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Mj i? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly, 3s 

Mr. VEST. In order to indicate the anxiety felt for the passage of 
this bill by certain persons I stated that, as the Senator from Indiana 
and myself were coming from the marble-room, & gentleman high in 
nanding and my personal friend, an officer of the Navy, had appealed 
to me for God’s sake to vote for this bill. Now, the Senator from 
South Carolina makes the intimation—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Not at all. 

Mr. VEST. That I permitted myself to be approached in an im- 
proper sort of fashion. I ask if the Senator thinks that is fair, manly, 
just, or generous? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, Mr. President, I made no intimations or reflec- 
tions on the honorable Senator, and I am a little surprised that a Sen- 
ator who deals so largely as that Senator does in intimations should be 
so sensitive when I make a retaliationin kind. I will say to the Sen- 
ator that nothing was further from my purpose than to cast any reflec- 
tion on him, and I am amazed that a Senator who indulges in these 
insinuations so freely on this floor should be so sensitive about them. 

Mr. VEST. What does the Senator mean by that? 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator spoke of John Roach clamoring in the 
lobby of the Senate for the passage of this bill and of a lobby clamor- 
ing here with those of us who were urging its pe 

r. VEST. Does the Senator say that Mr. John Roach is not lobby- 
ing? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir. 

Mr. VEST. Why does he employ this language to me? 

Mr. BUTLER. I am not ing any charge against the Senator 
from Missouri. I am simply expressing some surprise at the sensitive- 
ness of the Senator himself. 

Mr. VEST, I permit nobody, here or elsewhere—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri will please 
suspend. The Chair must insist upon Senators addressing the Chair 
and letting the Chair ascertain whether the Senator entitled to the floor 
consents to be interrupted. Does the Senator from South Carolina 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. BUTLER, Certainly, sir. 

Mr. VEST. I have said all that I need say. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will it be agreeable to the Senator from South 
Carolina to suspend his remarks on this matter for the time being ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Perfectly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have conferred with the Senator from Maine 


[Mr. HALE] who has charge of this bill, and he knows perfectly what 
I have in view in asking him to move an adjournment at this time. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before the Senator does that [ should like to make 
one statement. 

Mr. HALE. I propose at the close of the remarks of the Senator 
from South Carolina to make that motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwish simply to make one additional statement and 
then I will close, and that is in respect to what has been intimated about 
corruption in the navy-yards. I have been taunted with introducing 
that subject into this debate by having had Admiral Porter's testimony 
read. Now, sir, there is no proposition, as I understand, to have these 
vessels built at the navy-yards to begin with. They are to be built by 
contract, let out in the usual way to the lowest bidder, and if Mr. 
Cramp or Mr. Roach or Mr. Hollingsworth or Mr. Gorringe or Mr. any- 
body else will put in the lowest bid I must assume that he will get the 
contract. 

I know nothing about corruption in the navy-yards except what I 
have heard. I have no doubt there has been a greatdeal of corruption. 
I am very sorry for it. If I thought these ships were going into the 
navy-yards to be built upon the plan heretofore obtaining I would op- 
pose the bill; but not believing that, and feeling sure that the advisory 
board will throw every protection around the construction of these ves- 
sels that honest men can throw around such a matter of business detail, 
I shall support the bill, and I should be sorry if the Senate should vote 
it down. : 

Mr. HALE. I learn that it is desirable for the other side of the 
Chamber to have a caucus at or near 4 o’clock, and with that view, al- 
though I am sorry we can not finish the bill to-night, I move that the 
Senate adjourn. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator indulge me until I offer an amend- 
ment to the ing bill? 

Mr. HALE. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. SEWELL, I desire to offer an amendment to the pending bill 
to be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey will be printed and lie on the table. A 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer an amendment to the pending bill, which 
ask may be printed and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 27, 1884. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, of 
Washington, D. C. pe 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


FUNDS IN THE TREASURY. 


Mr. MORRISON. I am directed by the Committee on Ways and 
Means to report back the following resolution and recommend its adop- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the House how much money is now in the ‘Treasury of the United States; 
under what several provisions of law it is there retained, and how much, in view 
of the current receipts, expenditures, and gy liabilities of the Treasury, on the 
basis of existing laws, can be applied at this time in liquidation of that part of 
the public debt now payable without embarrassing hin Departnont 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Would it be in order to offer an amend- 
ment to that resolution? 

The SPEAKER. It would be. : 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I ask that the resolution be 
amended so that the Secretary of the Treasury shall be required to fur- 
nish also the following information: 

1. What number of distilleries in the United States each year from February 
Dt a a oF on on fall, Moaea So eek ivel 

. number oi ons from mo p an n, res} vely, pro- 

duced during each and every of those years in the States pera d Se ar 

3. What part of each year’s production was prepared for beverage or table 
uses; and what part for art, scientific, and other purposes. e 

4. What number of gallons of distilled spirits withdrawn from bonded ware- 
houses under exportation bonds during each of those years. 

5. What number of gallons of distilled spirits which were withdrawn from 
bonded warehouses under exportation bonds after having remained in bonded 
warehouses more than two years, and from which States so exported. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I submit that that is not germane to this proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I hope the gentleman will not make 
that point until I have had at least an opportunity of reading the entire 
amendment. 

Mr, HOLMAN. I had the honor of introducing this resolution for 
reference to the Committee on Ways and Means with a view of obtain- 
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ing this Spring wn which isof importance and it should stand by itself. 


Tt ought not mixed up with a matter whichis essentially different. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
This information is just as im 

The SPEAKER. It is not 
well taken, for debate. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will 
not insist upon the point of order until I have finished the reading of 
the amendment. E 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thought the gentleman from Kentucky 
had completed the reading of the amendment; but will of course with- 
hold a decision until he has had that opportunity. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. My amendment further provides that 
he shall also inform the House— 

6. What number of gallons of distilled Lapina, having remained in bonded ware- 
houses more than two years, were withdrawu under exportation bonds during 
the years 1883 and 1884, and from which States so withdrawn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I think, Mr. Speaker, it is of equal im- 
portance, in connection with the resolution reported from the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, that we shall have this information. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must sustain the point of order. The 
amendment is not before the House. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move the previous question upon the adoption 
of the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the resolution was agreed to. = 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. VALENTINE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
5451) to authorize the construction of a bridgeacross the Missouri River 
at some accessible point within five miles of the town of Decatur, in the 
county of Burt, in the State of Nebraska; which was read a first and sec- 
ond — referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
print 


I offer it, then, in the way of debate. 
rtant. 
ore the House, if the point of order is 


ALLEGED UNDERVALUATIONS. 


Mr. HARDY. I ask unanimous consent to submit for present con- 
sideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Whereas of fraudulent undervaluations of imported merchandise have 
been made by Government officials; and 
Whereas importers affected by such charges claim that the same are un- 
founded, and are unjust to reputable merchants, hurtful to trade, and in viola- 
tion of the policy of our Government, which is and has been to mature, protect, 
and encourage e and commerce in all its branches; and 
Whereas a large number of merchants, claiming that said cha: 
ous injury to commerce and the public revenue, as well as to the interests of in- 
dividuals, have petitioned this House to take cognizance of the matter and inves- 
tigate the same: Therefore, 
esolved, That it be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means to consider 
and report to this House as to the advisability of appointing asubcommittee of 
its own members or a special committee of the House to investigate the said 
charges of fraudulent undervaluations of imported merchandise. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. KASSON. If I heard rightly the preamble of the resolution, it 
contains a charge as of a fact that Government officials have made 
fraudulent undervaluations. If that be an allegation distinctly made 
instead of a direction to inquire if such charges have been made and 
by whom, I think it should be amended so as to state that such charges 
have been made. The habit of giving a sanction to such things with- 
out proof is what I object to. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas charges of fraudulent undervaluations of imported merchandise have 
been made by Government officials; and 

Whereas importers affected by such charges claim that the same are un- 
founded and are unjust to reputable merchanits— 

Mr. KASSON. I see it is owing to the grammatical construction 
that I caught my impression. I withdraw my objection. x 

Mr. CONVERSE. I ask that the remainder of the resolution be 
again read. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the resolution. 

Mr. KELLEY. As there are judicial means ofinvestigating all that, 
I object. 


are a seri- 


SPECULATION IN FARM PRODUCE, ETC. 


Mr. LEFEVRE. I ask unanimous consent to submit for present 
consideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas speculation and gambling in American farm produce and other prod- 
ucts of American labor has obtained such absolute control over their sa ag 
value as to gorom their price in this country and abroad, to the greatand grow- 
ing injury of American producers and consumers; and 

hereas the demoralizing influence and bad practical results from these causes 
are matters of record in the daily press: Therefo: 

Resolved, That the Judiciary 


refore, 
mmittee be, and hereby is, requested to pre- 


pare and report a bill prohibiting the purchase or sale of wheat, corn, cotton, 
provisions, or other articles of prime necessity among the people unless an 
actual transfer of such property or a warehouse receipt therefor accompanies 
each transaction; or making any agreement for the same based on contracts 
extending over a pare longer than ninety days from the date of such contracts 
wherein an actual and bona fide transfer of such property is contemplated ; also, 
SRU Tank ete SOTONE eee as insure pees. to the 
ue of such pro; y and protect producers and consumers against the wro: 
enumerated in the preamble to this resolution. “we 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I object. ` 

Mr. LEFEVRE. I ask thatthe resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Tan SPEAKER. Is there objection to the reference of the resolu- 
tion 

Objection was made. 

JAMES HALL AND OTHERS. 

Mr. McCOID. I ask unanimous consent to offer for reference the 
resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay 
out of the contingent fund of the House the following specified sums to the per- 
sons herein for services rendered as rics fey the employ of the House 


of Representatives of the Forty-fourth Congress, namely: To James Hall, $260; 


to Alexander Thomas, $260; and to Charles Carter, $260. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the introduction of this reso- 
lution for reference ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it go to the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it should more properly go to 
the Committee on Claims, as it relates to services rendered in a former 


Se 
e resolution was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
CUSTOMS REGULATIONS, 
Mr. EATON, I ask unanimous consent to offer for present consider- 
ation the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Committee ditures in the Treasury Departm: 
be Sanaa = ‘ascertain and report to House what t customs es ~~ 
ps Si mirga 1874 T if Papin bar aad goii TE 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration o: 
this resolution? ' 
Mr. CHACE. I object. ` 
STREET IMPROVEMENTS IN WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, by unanimous @nsent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia: 


Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be requested to 
transmit to the House estimates for and regulating G street southeast 
from Third street southeast to Eleventh street southeast ; also, estimates for com- 
pletion of Sixth street southeast, from Pennsylvania avenue to K street south- 
east, to be paved with asphalt blocks. 


UNIVERSITY OF ALABAMA. 


On motion of Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, by unanimous consent, the 
bill (S. 503) to increase the endowment of the University of Alabama 
from the public lands in said State was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. REED. I demand the regular order. 


WILLIE S. HOWARD. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. I desire to make a privileged report. I am 
directed by the Committee on Accounts to make the report which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the resolution of Mr. Hor- 


MAN— 
“That the Committee on Accounts be directed to inquire into the i aay aange bank 
Willie S. Howard being employed as a or folder under the Doorkeeper dur- 
the residue of the present session of Congress and report by resolution or 
otherwise”— 
spa report the following resolution, and ask its adoption : 
wed, That Willie S. Howard be, and is hereby, employed as a pase of the 
e 


House during the present session, and shall be assigned to duty at the subcom- 
nrc pastes of the Committee on Appropriations until further ordered by the 

ouse. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution 
reported by the committee. 

The resolution was adopted. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded, which is 
the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move to dispense with the morning 
hour for the call of committees for reports. 
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The SPEAKER. That will require a vote of two-thirds. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 100, 
noes 39. 

So (no further count being called for) the morning hour was dis- 
pensed with—two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. STORM. I ask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] to 
allow me to submit some reports from the Committee on War Claims. 
Ishall be obliged to leave the city by order of the Honse for the pur- 
pose of taking part in an investigation at Hot Springs, and shall not be 
present when the committees are next call 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I will yield for that purpose. 

JOHN W. MARTIN. 

Mr. STORM, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on War 
Claims, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 3266, the bill (H. R. 5452) 
for the compensation of John W. Martin for services as postmaster at 
Brookhaven, Miss., by order of the military commandant, from July, 
1865, to July, 1866; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER WORRALL. 

Mr. STORM, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on War 
Claims, also reported a bill (H. R. 5453) for the relief of Alexander 
. Worrall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

AGNES AND MARIA DE LEON. 


Mr. STORM, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on War 
Claims, also reported adversely the bill R. 2940) for the relief of 
Agnes and Maria de Leon, heirs at law of Rebecca de Leon, deceased; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

IMPORTATION OF ARMS BY NEW YORK. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Ihave been instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means to report back House bill 2450, to refund 
duties paid by the State of New York on arms imported in 1863, and 
to move that that committee be discharged from its further considera- 
tion, and that the bill, with the accompanying papers, be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. tt should go to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Committee on Claims is the proper committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York | Mr. HEWITT] 
asks that it be referred,to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr, HOLMAN. I think it should go to the Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection the bill will be referred 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. During the last five or six years 
similar bills of which I have cognizance have always gone to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and I myself have had charge of bills be- 
fore that committee which included such accounts as this. It seems to 
me, therefore, that a reference of this bill to that committee is correct. 
And I will state that among the papers accompanying the bill is a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Treasury that it only requires that the 
bill go to the Committee on Appropriations to receive proper attention, 
as there is sufficient law for the purpose. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, so that the House can make 
the proper reference. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Whereas an act entitled “An act to remit duties on arms imported by States,” 
approved July 10, 1861, and the act supplementary thereto, appro July 5, 
1551, have i apd by limitation: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to refund, out of any money in the ry not other- 
wise appropriated, the duties paid by the State of New York on arms imported 
in 1863, amounting to the sum of $2,796.87, which sum includes the premium 

id in the purchase of gold for the payment of said duties: Provided, That the 

retary of the Treasury shall be satisfied that the said arms were purchased 
„in good faith for the use of the troops of the State of New York organized to 
aid in suppressing the then existing insurrection against the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. HEWITT] 
moves that the bill just read be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] moves to 
amend so as to refer the bill to the Committee on Claims. The ques- 
tion is first on the amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will say that the bill will be more likely to re- 
ceive consideration in the Claims Committee than in the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. HoLMAN, and 
upon a division there were—ayes 63, noes 42. 

arene the result of the vote was announced Mr. Hiscock called for 
tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Do not do that. 

Tellers were not ordered, there being but 14 in the affirmative—not 
one-fifth of a quorum. 

So (no further count being called for) the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN 
was agreed to. 

The motion as amended was then agreed to, and the bill was accord- 
ingly referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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FORGERY OF POSTAL MONEY-ORDERS. 


Mr. BINGHAM, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, reported back with an amendment the bill 
(H. R. 4907) to amend section 5463 of the Revised Statutes, relating to 
the forgery of postal money-orders, and for other purposes; which was 
placed on the Héuse Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

IMPROPER USE OF THE MAILS. 


Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, also reported adversely the bill (H. R. 1807) to prevent the use 
of the United States mails to advertise noxious and dangerous medi- 
cines, foods, and compounds; which was laid on the table, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

SENATE CONTINGENT FUND. 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent that Senate joint resolu- 
tion No. 64, providing for the addition of $10,000 to the contingent fund 
of the Senate, be taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

There was no objection, and the joint resolution was accordingly taken 
from the Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DORSHEIMER. I demand the regular order. 
Mr. PHELPS. I rise to a privileged matter. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


Mr. PHELPS. Iam instructed by the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
to report back the resolution which was offered by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM], instructing that committee to inquire 
whether any foreign minister had endeavored to nullify the effect of a 
unanimous resolution of this House by representations reflecting on the 
honor and integrity of its members, and to state that the committee has 
made such investigation, has obtained no information upon the subject, 
and ask that it be excused from the further consideration of the sub- 
ject. That, it would seem to me, is a question of the highest privilege. 
Unless there be opposition to this request of the committee, I suppose 
the resolution and the report will take the usual course and lie upon 


the table. 
The SPEAKER. The agra from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS] 
reports back a resolution from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
asks that the committee be discharged from the further consideration 
of the subject. 
Several MEMBERS. Read the report. 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
en Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred resolution No. —, 
wit: 
“ Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be instructed to make in- 
uiry as to whether any foreign minister accredited to the Government of the 
nited States has endeavored to nullify the effects of a unanimous resolution 
of Bin House by representations reflecting on the honor and integrity of its 
members "— 
beg leave to respectfully report: 
hat they have, under the instructions of the resolution, made inquiry, and 
have obtained no information as to whether any foreign minister ERA to 
the Government of the United States has endeavored to nullify the effects of a 
unanimous resolution of this House by representations reflecting on the honor 
anu integrity of its members, 
And the committee ask to be excused from the further consideration of the 
resolution. 7 
The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs be discharged from the further consideration of the subject? 
The question was decided in the affirmative. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a 
bill of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1490) to complete a statue of the late Rear-Admiral Samuel 
Francis Du Pont. 

DISEASES AMONG DOMESTIC ANIMALS. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the fur- 
ther consideration of the special order; and pending the motion I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate upon amendments which may be 
offered to the bill in Committee of the Whole may be closed at 3 o'clock, 
at which hour the committee shall proceed to vote upon all pending 
amendments. 

Mr. BELFORD. I object. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Then I ask unanimous consent that de- 
bate may be closed at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. WELLER. I object. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move that all debate in Committee of 
the Whole on the bill and amendments shall be closed at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. HILL. Does that require unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 


Mr. HILL, Then I object. 


The SPEAKER, The House can not do more under the rules than 
close debate on the pending section and all amendments thereto. _ 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move, then, that all debate in Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the pending section and amendments thereto be 
limited to thirty minutes. 

Mr. WELLER. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. To whatsection 
does the gentleman refer ? 

The SPEAKER. The section now pending in Committee of the 
Whole? 

Mr. WELLER. I do not know whether that is the second or the 
third section. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. The third section. 

Mr. WELLER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question must be decided by a vote of the 
House. 

The motion of Mr, HATCH, of Missouri, to limit debate was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union to resume the consideration of the 
special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the special order, which is the bill (H. 
R. 3967) for the establishment of a bureau of animal industry, to pre- 
vent the exportation of diseased cattle, and to provide means for the 
suppression and extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia and other contagious 
diseases among domestic animals. The pending section is section 3, 
upon which, with all amendments thereto, debate has by order of the 
House been limited to thirty minutes. 

The clerk read the section, as follows: 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Agriculture to yao re 
such rules and regulations as he may deem necessary for the s y and effect- 
ual suppression and extirpation of said diseases, and to certify such rules and 

uations to the executive authority of each State and Territory, and invite 
said authorities to co-operate in the execution and enforcement of thisact. When- 
ever the plans and methods of the Commissioner of Agriculture shall be ac- 
cepted by any State or Territory in which pleuro-pneumonia or other infectious 
or contagious disease is declared to exist, and whenever the governor of a State 
or other properly constituted authorities signify their readiness to co-o 
for the extinction of any contagious or infectious disease in conformity with the 
provisions of this act, the Commissioner of Agriculture is hereby authorized to 
expend so much of the money appropriated by this act as may be necessary in 
such investigations, in paying for the animals it is deemed necessary to slaugh- 
ter, and in such disinfection and other means as may be necessary to extirpate 
the disease: Provided, That the authorities of said State or Territory shall as- 
sume and pay one-half of the expense of the valuation of the animals it isdeemed 


necessary to iter, and one-half the cost of disinfection and necessary police 
regulations in the quarantine and care of infected herds of cattle. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire tooffer an amend- 
ment, but if there are amendments of the committee to be disposed of 
I will withhold my amendment for the nt. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendments of the Committee on Agricult- 
ure, which are first to be voted upon, will be read. 

The first amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out, in lines 9 and 10, the words “infectious or,” 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 
Afterthe word “contagious,” in line 10, insert “ infectious or communicable,” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was read, as follows: 
After the word “contagious, ” in line 13, strike out the word “or.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was read, as follows: 
After the word “infectious,” in line 14, insert * or communicable,” 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I now offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 3 by inserting after the word “ exist,’ in line 11, the words— 

Or such State or Territory shall have adopted plans and methods for the sup- 
pression and extirpation of said diseases, and such plans and methods shall be 
accepted by the Commissioner of Agriculture. 


So that the clause will read: 


Whenever the plans and methods of the Commissioner of culture shall 
be accepted by any State or Territory in which pleuro-pneumonia or other con- 
tagious, infectious, or communicable disease is declared to exist, or such State 
or Territory shall have adopted plans and methods for the suppression and ex- 
tirpation of said d , and such plans and methods shall be accepted by the 
Commissioner of culture; and wheneyer the governor of a State or other 
openy constituted authorities signify their readiness to co-operate for the ex- 

ction of any i gran infectious, or communicable disease in conformity 
with the provisions of this act, the Commissioner of Agriculture is hereby au- 
thori: to expend so much of the money a) POndaiet DY this act as may be 
reagent Oa such investigations, in paying for the animals it is deemed neces- 
sary to slaughter, and in such disinfection and other means as may be necessary 
to extirpate the disease. 


Mr. WELLER. I desire to move a substitute for the proposition of 
the gentleman from Illinois. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is entitled to the 
floor if he wishes to be heard on his amendment. : 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I am prepared to say what I have on this 
amendment at this time. Now, as I read this section the rules and 
regulations have to go from the national authority and be accepted by the 
State authority, and that acceptance must be a legislative act. There- 
fore the Commissioner of Agriculture would have to spend many months 
in preparing rules and regulations, and by the time he had them pre- 
pared Legislatures of the State would not be in session to accept them. 

I desire to say I see no difference whether the rules and regulations 
come from State authority and are accepted by the national authority 
or vice versa. All we want is harmonious co-operation between national 
and State authority for the extirpation of this disease. 

Let me call the attention of the committee to the fact that in my own 
State of Illinois they have already acted in the premises. In 1881 the 
Legislature of that State passed a law the title and section-heads of 
which I will read. It is ‘‘an act to suppress and prevent the spread of 
pleuro-pneumonia amongst cattle.” The first section provides for the 
appointment of veterinary surgeons ; the second, for quarantine and 
slaughter of animals in case of epidemic; the third, for appraisement 
of slaughtered animals; the fourth, for prohibition of imported cattle 
during epidemic; fifth, for penalty for neglecting to report disease ; 
sixth, for report of State veterinarian ; seventh, for payment of claims 
for slaughtered animals ; eighth, for State veterinarian’s compensation 
and appraisers’ and physicians’ fees; and ninth appropriates $8,000 as a 
contingeny fund. - 

I wish to direct the attention of the chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture further to the fact that if my amendment be adopted and 
the bill shall become a law it can go almost immediately into operation, 
because the National Government can take advantage of the rules and 
regulations that State has already adopted. We heard yesterday from 
the gentleman from Iowa that his Legislature is nowinsession. By the 
adoption of this amendment to the bill the Legislature of that State could 
adopt rules and regulations which go into effect at once. But urfless 
we amend the billin this way it can not go into effect within two, prob- 
ably, but certainly not within one year after its passage. It is un- 
necessary for me to remind members of the House thatin several of the 
States the sessions of the Legislature are biennial. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Ihave no objection to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois, and I hope by unanimous consent his 
amendment may be adopted. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask that the amendment may again be read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, this third section it seems to me is 
wholly unnecessary. In the first place, if under the proviso the au- 
thorities of said State or Territory shall assume and pay one-half of the 
expense of the valuation of the animals it is deemed necessary to slaugh- 
ter and one-half the cost of disinfection and necessary police regula- 
tions in the quarantine and care of infected herds of cattle, the State 
Legislature must first make an appropriation for the purpose. Hence 
no amendment to the section and no provision which does not recog- 
nize that fact can at all be effective. 

What is the necessity for this section? It undertakes to put Federal 
pra and Federal money into the police regulations of the several 

tates. If itsimply provided for a bureau whose duty it should be to 
investigate the character of these diseases and report as to their treat- 
ment and the best mode of transportation, &c., as provided in the first 
and second sections and then as to the prohibition of importation of dis- 
eased cattle from foreign countries and the rtation of diseased 
cattle from one State to another, that would be sufficient and there it 
should end. Then it would be impossible to transport diseased cattle 
from one State to another, and the disease would die out. We would 
then leave it in the power of the State to take care of their own cattle, 
and provide, as many States have already done by their Legislatures, 
for the extirpation of diseased cattle and making appropriations for that 
purpose. It would then give the States power to regulate the matter - 
within their own limits without interference from the General Govern- 
ment. The danger is, if the Federal and State authority can combine, 
and there must be harmony and agreement, we must have the consent 
of the Legislature and an appropriation for the purpose. Then we have 
the further danger of the Federal Government undertaking by rules and 
regulations to hamper the industries of stock-raising in the various 
States. It can only do so by prescribing certain rules and regulations 
to be imposed upon stock-raisers tending to discourage the growth of 
that great industry. Taking the fourth section with the third you es- 
tablish here a bureau in Washington the effect of which might be to en- 
courage a stock gambling institution by which the value of the cattle 
throughout the country could be bulled and beared. Therefore, if the 
billis to pass, the third and fourth sections should be stricken out, and 
that would leave it to the States under their rules and regulations to 
prohibit the transportation of diseased cattle from one State to another, 
and this disease of pleuro-pneumonia would then be extirpated with- 
out Federal interference. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to send up an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on the pending proposition. 


1884. 


Mr. WELLER. I move an amendment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for that purpose. 
Mr. WELLER. It has been suggested by snaga around me that 
I withhold the amendment for a moment, but I apprehend that the 
time will be exhausted. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will have an opportunity of offer- 


ing it. 
< Mr, WELLER. Then I will withhold it until a vote is taken upon 
the pending amendment. E 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I did not understand that any objection 
was made to the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from Mis- 
souri as objecting to the section. : 

Mr. GIBSON. If I may be permitted to say a word in that con- 
nection, the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois provides that 
although a State may adopt rules and regulations for the suppression 
of pleuro-pneumonia and the protection of cattle—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this proposition has been exhausted. 

Mr. TUCKER. I move to strike out the last word. 

I have not, Mr. Chairman, addressed the committee with reference 
toany of the provisions of this bill, preferring to withhold my objections 
until the committee had reached the consideration of this and the suc- 
ceeding section. The third and fourth sections I regard as the most 
objectionable features of the whole measure. j 

This third section, in my judgment, gives the entire legislative au- 
thority over the question of the suppression of pleuro-pneumonia and 
other contagious or infectious diseases among domestic animals to the 
Commissioner of Agriculture. What law is proposed to regulate the 
seizure and slaughter of animals? There is no law in that section cov- 
ering the point, except that which authorizes the Commissioner of Ag- 
riculture to make such rules and regulations as he may deem necessary 
for the extirpation of these diseases. Now, sir, what are to be these 
rules or regulations that he is to frame or adopt for the guidance of this 
bureau? We do not know what they will be. There is no provision 
to indicate what they shall be in this bill. They are not prescribed by 
Congress; they are to be prescribed by an executive officer alone, who 
is to be the agricultural autocrat upon all these questions. ; 

The amendment which has just been proposed is in the right direc- 
tion, that the State, under its police power, shall have the sole right 
to extirpate this thing within its own limits, 

Mr. GIBSON. Butif the gentleman will permit me to suggest to 
him, the amendment does not do that. 

Mr. TUCKER. Just hear me for a moment now, if you please. The 


whole extirpation of this disease within the State is left to the action of 


the-Commissioner of Agriculture, who is to adopt these rules and regu- 
lations which are to stand in place of law; and it is a proposition that 
the Commissioner of Agriculture may adopt such rules and regulations 
as he may deem necessary for slaughtering cattle where it is deemed 
necessary to do so. 

Why, sir, gentlemen say we are sticklers for the Constitution. Iam 
not talking now about the grants of power to Congress and the con- 
struction upon which the grants of power shall be interpreted; but I 
am talking of a provision of this law which goes against the express 
prohibition of the Constitution. The fourth amendment of the Consti- 
tution, arising out of the great case of Money and Leach in 1763, pro- 
vides: 
fea a a uraperonatie ATECA Sid Selatan; shall nok bp violated” end HO 
warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, 
mex 2 pode pale’ describing the place to be searched, and the persons or things 
to be se 


Where is there any warrant or affidavit prescribed by this bill before 
the seizure of or search for diseased cattle? Thereisnone. Everything 
is left to the action of the autocrat of the Agricultural Department. 
He or his‘agents may seize any cow in any poor widow’s cow-pen in 
the land and slaughter it at his or their sovereign pleasure. 

Well, now, sir, furthermore, if gentlemen will examine this provision 
they will find that it gives the governor of a State the power to accept 
the rules and regulations which the Commissioner of Agriculture may 
prescribe. By what power is the governor of aState to determine that 
question or to accept the rules and regulations which shall subject the 
private property of citizens to seizure and destruction contrary to the 
fourth amendment of the Constitution ? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. KEIFER. Does the gentleman from Virginia desire further 
time ? 

Mr. TUCKER. I should like to have a little time. 

Mr. KEIFER. I will yield to the gentleman. 


Mr. TUCKER. Iam very much obliged for the courtesy. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, the fifth amendment of the Constitution provides: 


No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise infamous crime, 
unless on a presentment or indictment of a grand jury, except in cases arisin, 
in the land or naval forces, or in the militia, when in actual service in time o 
war or public danger; nor shall any person be subject for the same offense to 
be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in any criminal 
case to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of life, Hoeng; or property, 
without due process of law; nor shall private property be taken for public use, 
without just compensation. 
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Now, what compensation is to be given to a man for property de- 


stroyed under the provisions of this bill? Under what rule or regula- 


tion shall he be compensated? None but the rules and regulations 


prescribed by the autocrat of the Agricultural Department. What 


right has he to passa law providing for any proceeding, judicial or 
otherwise; and it ought to be a judicial proceeding that contemplates 
anything like the seizure of the property of a citizen or fixing the 
compensation therefor? 

But, Mr. Chairman, I believe it is impossible for this committee to- 
remedy the inherent vices of this andthe succeeding section except by 
the recommitment of this bill. I say to my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
HatcH] that if this bill is recommitted, so that there can be some pro- 
vision made in it by which these difficulties may be obviated and these 
objections removed, it will relieve a great deal of the doubt that I feel 
with reference to this measure. 

But we have another difficulty, Mr.Chairman. I say that this Fed- 
eral Government has no right to interfere with this question of pleuro- 
pneumonia inside of a State any more than the autocrat of all the Rus- 
sias would have. Where is the power, sir, for it todo so? In the 
great case of Gibbons against Ogden, decided by the Supreme Court of 
the United States, Chief-Justice Marshall delivering the opinion—and 
Chief-Justice Marshall was no stickler for State rights—it was declared 
in reference to commerce purely internal in its character that this Gov- 
ernment could not touch it; and thatit could only touch the question 
of commerce between the States or between the States and foreign 
countries. 

Now, sir, I desire to say that this Government has only a right to in- 
terfere in the matter of pleuro-pneumonia so far as it is affected by in- 
terstate or foreign commerce. I believe that it may do that. Iam 
perfectly willing thatit shall do that by inspection laws, and that in 
deference to the police power of each State, which includes the right 
to Reverie upon the suppression of pleuro-pneumonia within its 
borders. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Did you not formerly entertain the 
opinion that a United States soldier had no right to cross your State in 
going from one part of the country to another or from one State to 
another? 

Mr. TUCKER. Neverin the world. Old Virginia never held that 
doctrine; but it was held by the State of Massachusetts before I was 
born, during the war of 1812. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think it was very fortunate for the gentleman from 
Virginia that he did not have before him, or very distinctly in his 
mind when he spoke, the fourth amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, otherwise we should have been deprived of the pleasure 
of listening to a constitutional argument here against this pleuro- 
pneumonia bill. As I have that amendment now before me I thinkit 
may be well enough to read it for the benefit of the gentleman, if not 
for that of any other member. 

The proposition that the Clon from Virginia lays down is that 
private propetty shall not be taken and that there shall not be un- 
reasonable search, &c. But let us read the provision of the Constitu- 
tion, and we will find that it has no relation whatever to such matters 
as are involved in this bill. 

Article 4 of amendments to the Constitution is as follows: 

The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and ef- 

fects, nst unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be violated, and no 
warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, 
rg Leola poled describing the place to be searched, and the persons or things 

This amendment to the Constitution was adopted to prevent persons 
going and searching for property alleged to have been stolen, property 
that was alleged to belong to others, and without having first obtained 
a warrant authorizing the search or seizure. 

Mr. TUCKER. Will the gentleman from Ohio allow me to inter- 
rupt him? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. TUCKER. If my friend from Ohio will look back into the his- 
tory of this matter he will find it all developed in the celebrated decis- 
ion of Lord Camdenin the case of Money and Leach, where it was not 
charged that the effects searched for and seized were stolen, but where 
there were warrants issued by the secretary of state to seize property 
that was never stolen at all. 

Mr. KEIFER. The fact may be as the gentleman states. Butif he 
is proposing to give us history it seems somewhat singular to statethat 
this fourth amendment to the Constitution was adopted in consequence 
of some case that arose in the year 1763, about twenty-five years before 
the original Constitution was adopted. 

Mr. KASSON. This is analogous to quarantine regulations, where 
the doctor takes possession at once. 

Mr. KEIFER. I contend there is nothing in this that has any re- 
lation to the bill whatever. It is proposed to comply with the direct 
language of the Constitution when we propose in this bill the means 
of stamping ont and eradicating a great public evil and great disease 
that is likely to injure every person in the Republic. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has ex- 
ired. 
x Mr. TUCKER. If Ican take the floor I will yield my time to the 
gentleman from Ohio. 
The CHAIRMAN. There are but three minutes left of the thirty 
minutes to which debate on the pending section and amendments was 
Mr. WELLER. Irise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. WELLER. I desire to know if that order of the House cuts me 
off from offering my amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN. It does not cut off the gentleman from offering 
an amendment, It merely precludes debate. 
Mr. DUNHAM rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield io the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM]? 
Mr. KEIFER. I donot want to cut off the gentleman from Dlinois. 
I can state later what I desire to say further. Is debate closed on this 
section? 
One minute remains of the time allowed for de- 


E- DUNHAM. Instead of offering any remarks of my own I shall 
the time allowed me in submitting to the committee the follow- 
ing t Apaes and a letter which I have received: 
Union Stock-Yarps, ILLINOIS, February 26, 1884. 
R. W. Pian 


of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


We e ‘ou will vote against animal ey bill. It is objected to almost 
unanimously here. We guarantee protests against it by owners of 8,000,000 
of cai 


GREGORY, COOLEY & CO. 
CurcaGco, February 26, 1854. 


We bave not changed our minds as to our xe protest 3 TES Lng A a 


CHICAGO, ILL., February 26, 1884. 
Hon, R. W. DUNHAM: 
Since signing the protest against the animal industry bill we have canvassed 
the matter shoroterhiy, and have porone fully convinced that our viewsare cor- 


d will k the to the greatest number. 
rect an wor 2 hy & co. 


Union STOCK-YARDS, ILLINOIS, February 18, 1884. 
Hon. es W. DUNHAM, 
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C. : 


Our names g on the remonstrance to the bureau of animal industry 
bill sent from February 11, we wish to say that our names are used 
without our knowl or consent whatever. Will you please erase our names 
from the remonstrance, as we are entirely in harmony with the bill. 

PALMER & RICHMAN. 


Union STOCK-YARDS, CHICAGO, February 18, 1884. 


: The — sent you from here denouncing the pleuro-pneumonia 
bil, Neusat tg OERI at the live-stock men, has the name of my firm on it. It 
was signed unbeknown tome, oa I would respectfully ask you to have it erased, 
as I am in favor of the of the bill and want to see it passed. By erasing 
the name you will confer a poo favor on me. 

Yours, very A 


Hon, R. W. DusHaM, M. C., Washington, D. C. 


Mr. WELLER. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to section 3 the following words: 
“And other stock, as horses, mules, asses, sheep, and swine.” 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I make the point of order that that is 
not an amendment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. KASSON, Isuggestto the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WELLER] 
that he withhold his amendment until the amendment of the gentle- 
man-from Illinois shall have been voted upon. 

Mr. WELLER. At the suggestion of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Kasson] I will withhold my amendment for the present and 
offer it as an independent amendment after the vote is taken on the 
pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Thé amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WELLER. I now ask for a vote on my er which I 
ask the Clerk again to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 3 the following: 

“And other stock, as horses, mules, asses, sheep, and swine ;”’ 

So that section 3, when amended as proposed, will read as follows: 


Src, 3. That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of ARS ropas 
such rules and regulations as he may deem necessary for th ana 
ual suppression and extirpation of said disease, and to Pree rules and 
lations to the executive authority of each State and entinee: and invite 
said authorities to co-operate in the execution and enforcement of this act, When- 
over the plans and methods of the Commissioner of Agriculture shall be ac- 
cepted by any State or Territory in which pleuro-pneumonia or other infectious 
or contagious disease is declared to exist, and whenever the governor of a State 


JNO. H. WOOD, 


or other properly constituted authorities si 
for the extinction of any contagiousor infectious disease in conformi 
provisions of this act, the Commissioner of Agriculture is hereby auti 
expend so much of tlie money appropriated by this act as may servlet 
such investigations in paying for the animals it is deemed eee: to slaugh- 


ify their readiness to co-o' 


Ferlth the 


ter, and in suth disinfection and other means as may be necessary to ext 
the disease : , That the authorities of said State or Territory 
sume and pay one-halfofthe expense of the valuation of the animals it fis dammed 
necessary to slaughter, and one-half the cost of disinfection and necessary police 
tions in the quarantine and care of infected herds of cattle and other stock, 
rses, mules, asses, sheep, and swine, 


poea question being taken on the amendment, it was not 

Mr. MULDROW. 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 3 by inserting after the word “disease,” in line 20, the follow- 


in; . 

Find whenever it becomes necessary to kill any diseased animal, as contem- 
plated by this act, its value shall be ascertained and determined by. the process 
adopted and furnished by the State where such diseased animal is founa.” 

The amendment was not agreed to, upon a division—ayes 51, hoes 81. 

Mr. BELFORD. Imovetoamend by adding to the section that which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


agreed to. 
I move the amendment which I send to the 


‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided That the owner ati or employé) of cattle alleged to be in- 
fected shall be notified when eet inq ion or examination shall occur toyching 
the disease of the animals all affected with pleuro-pneumonia or any 


other contagious disease. 


The amendment was not agreed to, upon a division—ayes 18, noes 60. 

Mr. McCOID. I move to amend the section by adding that which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That this act shall in no manner affect or interfere with commerce 
entirely within a State, but shall be enforced, asin thissection provided, only in 
aid of the execution of such rules and regulations as the States may adopt relat- 
ing thereto. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON. Inow move tostrike outthe third section as amended. 

The question was taken upon the motion to strike out, and`upon a 
division there were—ayes 54, noes 103. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr, HOLMAN said: No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point of order that 
no quorum has voted ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the one who submitted the motion to strike out 
does not make the point, I will not insist upon it. 

Mr. BLAND. I make the point of order that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Is not that point too late? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that time may be saved by 
recognizing the point of order as made in time. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, and Mr. GIBSON 
were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that baie 
were—ayes 77, noes 86. 

So the motion to strike out was not agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 

Sec. 4. That whenever a State or Territory, in perier of which a con- 
tagious or infectious disease exists which the Commissioner of Agriculture has 
declared to be dangerous to the animal industries of the nation, fails to make 
provisions for its sing? ato an or to co-operate with the plans of the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture for the extirpation of jee disease, the President of the 
United States, on the presentation of the facts by the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture, shall be authorized to declare in quarantine the said State or Territory. 
or such’ part of said State or Territory as he may deem dangerous to the animal 


industries of the country, and to regulate or prohibit the transportation of cat- 
tle out of said State, Territory, or district. 


The Committee on Agriculture recommend the following amendment: 

In line 2, before the word ‘“‘ infectious,” strike out the word *‘or,’ 
and after the word “infectious ” insert the words “or communicable;"? 
so thatit will read: ‘‘ That whenevera State or Territory in any section 
of which a contagious, infectious, or communicable disease exists,” &e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move to further amend the section by 
adding to it the words ‘into any other State or Territory or foreign 
country;’’ so that it will read: ‘“‘ to regulate or prohibit the transpor- 
tation of cattle out of said State, Territory, or district into any other 
State, Territory, or foreign country.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I had not intended at the opening of 
this debate to participate init. But the letters which have poured in 
upon me from my people, from farmers, not from rings—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman submit any amendment? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move to strike out the last word. 
This debate has been going on in such a promiscuous manner that I 
had forgotten it was necessary to move an amendment in order to speak 
upon the bill. Isay that letters have poured in upon me from farmers, 
not from rings, as has been said by my colleague [Mr. WELLER]. Some 
men are unfortunately so constituted that they seem to have been born 
with the idea that no measure can be brought forward in a legislative 
body unless some ring is the father of it. 

The interests that are pressing this bill upon the attention of Congress 
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nave no lobby here; they have no voice here but the voice of their Rep- 
resentatives. ‘The voices that come up to us come from the simple 
farmers, from the grangers, from the agricultural associations of the 
country. They do not come from thegiant cattle corporations that have 
been referred to so often, so eloquently, and.so pathetically by the gen- 
tleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD]. All around this Hall stand the 
hard-fisted grangers and farmers, appealing to this body for relief in the 
direction proposed by this bill. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] and his associates on the 
Committee on Agriculture, mapa, SA believe, my colleague from Iowa 
[Mr. WELLER], were in favor of this bill. While I am not on that 
committee, I think I am correct in saying that while in committee my 
colleague had no objection to this bill. I believe if he will answer for 
himself he will say that he favored this bill in each and every part of 
it while it was in committee, voted for the bill, and until he discovered 
on this floor that he belonged to the Democratic side of the House he 
did not dare to raise his voice against it. 

The chairman of that committee and his associates, Democrats and 
Republicans, did their best to bring this bill before the House. It was 
not until gentlemen feared that it might interfere with some old time- 
honored notions that they attacked the bill. We now find that it has 
been fought for days and days—— 

Mr. COBB. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I prefer not to be interrupted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COBB] rises 
to a point of order. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I did not understand that. 

Mr. COBB. I understand that the gentleman is referring to what 
took place in the committee. I understand that he is a member of that 
committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I am not amember of the committee; 
I wish I was. 

Mr. COBB. I pardon of the gentleman. 

The CHAIR . The Chair would rule that it is not in order to 
refer in the House to what has transpired in the committee-room, 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to say—— 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. I decline to yield now. The gentle- 
man has been dancing around this Hall without knowing what side he 
ison. [Laughter.] Hemadeaspeech an hour long, and no man on this 
floor had intelligence enough, and he himself had not, to tell where he 
ag hea the time am for offering amendments to the papiersak 

e n going off like a popgun every ten minutes since the 
bill. [Great laughter. ] He will hear before he gets through from the 
solid farmers of Northern Iowa, whose apostle heclaims to be, where the 
interests lie that are behind this bill. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BELFORD obtained the floor. 

i Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iwould like to occupy a few minutes 
onger. 

Mr. BELFORD. 
two for myself. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, Iwish tosay—and I will pass the other 
point, for I am in favor of this bill and not in favor of striking political 
blows here—I wish gentlemen to remember that this measure is to some 
extent an experiment. There may be mistakes in this bill; it may 
prove defective in its operation in some trifling respects; but we shall 
have this whole question within our reach again in a few months. If 
there should be imperfections in the bill this Congress can correct them. 
Do not let us stifle this call that comes to us from the great agricultural 
interests of this country simply because the Committee on Agriculture, 
with its able and honest chairman, in endeavoring to give us honest 
legislation, may have overlooked some defect in the measure. Let us 
make it as perfect as we can; and if it should not be all that may be 
desired, Congress at its next session can take up the subject and per- 
fect this legislation. But we have before us now a measure based upon 
the fact that there is a terrible disease in our midst among our cattle 
and other animals. This is admitted on all sides. Let us do our best 
to grapple with this evil. 

As to the constitutional question, let me say—and three minutes are 
but a brief time in which to express one’s views on this great subject— 
the power conferred upon Congress to regulate commerce among the 
States embraces every incident necessary to such tion. Is there 
any lawyer on this floor who will say that under this authority Congress 
can not go into any State and Jay down such rules and regulations as 
are incidently necessary in carrying out the power to ate com- 
merce? Can we, under this power, merely say what shall be the rates 
of freight, high or low, on commodities passing from State to State? 
Is that the whole scope of the power to regulate commerce? This bill 
aims only to keep within the limits of a State diseased cattle which 
might otherwise go from State to State, spreading disease and death 
among animals in other communities. That is the whole purpose. 

Upon such a measure as this I submit we should, like honest men, 
torget to which party we belong. I warn my friends on the other side 
that as partisans they can not afford to let the fact go to the people 
of this country that they killed this bill—pressed upon us as it is by 


I will give the gentleman three minutes, reserving 


agriculturists all over the land—simply because they saw coming from 
the shades of a dark and dim past a skeleton which may be reflected 
in this measure. To use the illustration of my friend from Colorado 
[Mr. BELFORD], I say, for God’s sake bury that for the time being, take 
hold of this legislation and put it through, and thus recognize the de- 
mand of the great agricultural and cattle interests of the land. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman, I wantit distinctly understood that 
my object in fighting this bill has been to make it as perfect as possible. 
I have so stated on this floor repeatedly. I have stated that in its pres- 
ent form this appears to me a dangerous bill. I have said that I had 
been informed by one of the cattle-kings of the West that one object in 
securing the passage of this bill was to destroy the thoroughbred stock 
of this country. In order to prevent this I want the bill so amended 
that the rights of men who own thoroughbred cattle shall be protected. 
But I am so anxious to extirpate and wipe out this disease—I have been 
in the position of the Pennsylvania Dutchman, sailing between Chile 
and Cherebogus [laughter]—that I will ultimately vote for the bill, 
bad and infamous as some of its provisions are. This is all I have to 
say on the subject. . z 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Chairman, I am nót very much surprised that 
my colleague [Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa], in the very outset of his re- 
marks, should have violated a rule of the House by intimating what 
may have been or may not have been my action as a member of the 
Committee on Agriculture. I was not much surprised that he should 
make a personal assault on me—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Willthe gentleman, just to make his 
speech more perfect, state what rule of this House I have violated ? 

The CHAIR . Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WELLER] 
yield? , 

Mr. WELLER. No, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is my only question. Let my 
colleague state what rule of the House I have violated—point to it— 
read it for the information of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. WELLER. I repeat, I am not surprised that my colleague 
should have made a personal assault on me and assumed that I was the 
“head and front” of the aepenineet interests of the great northeastern 
partof the Stateof Iowa. I amnotsurprised, because I remember very 
distinctly the connection which the gentleman is reputed to have had 
with the 2 per cent. assessment fund to keep the ‘‘grand old party ” in 


power. 

I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that my object in opposing this bill, in 
the features in which I have made opposition, has been for the express 
purpose of perfecting it so as to aid and abet the animal industries of 
the great Northwest instead of putting them in the hands of a cattle ring. 

I believe this bill is not only unconstitutional in many of its features, 
but that it is seriously detrimental to the interests of the people I have 
the honor to represent in part upon this floor. 

I now wish to inquire, as it was asserted by the gentleman that my 
vote in the committee was in favor of this bill, how in the name of com- 
mon sense did he ascertain that fact unless it was from some member of 
the committee? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. WELLER. In your own time, sir. [Laughter and applause. ] 

And I will make the further inquiry, Mr. Chairman, who drew this 
bill? What fertile brain, cunning in the framing of words into sen- 
tences, so devised as that they do not mean what to the casual reader 
they appeared to, formulated the bill that is presented for our adoption ? 
Who presented it to the Committee on Agriculture for their action? 
Where was the plan concocted that gave us this wonderful bill with 
all its wonderful provisions? Iwill let echo answer for the time being. 

Mr. HORR. Oh, no! Let us have it now. ‘ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I hope the gentleman will let us know 
now. 

Mr, WELLER. I will let echo answer for the time being. [Laugh- 
ter and applause.] There will come a time when the distinguished 
tleman on this side of the House will have abundant opportunity. 
e gentleman says I fly around from one side of the House to the 
other. Letmeadmit that forargument’ssake. Iask my colleague from 
Towa [Mr. HENDERSON], how is it you are willing to-day to associate 
with, and ofttimes to walk, talk, trade, eat, sleep, drink, and pray with 
Democrats; then howl, ‘‘Oh, these cursed Democrats! You can not 
trust them?” [Laughter and applanse.] I have wondered at a class 
of orthodox religion which some distinguished gentlemen on this side of 
the House seem to be possessed of. Iremember up in Iowa, in the dis- 
trict the gentleman represents, of this occurrence: It wason communion 
day and they were to have a love-feast. Prominent Democrats and 
prominent Republicans were invited by the minister to come to the altar 
and bow there. The minister dispensed the wine and the bread, and 
blessed them. 

Mr. BELFORD. The wine to the Democrats and the bread to the 
Republicans. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. WELLER. Just waita minute, my friend. [Laughter.] After 
communion the minister told them to depart in peace and sin no more. 
Yet after that Republicans rose up and said—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman’stime hasexpired. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. WELLER. Yet the Republicans rise up and say: ‘‘Oh, these 
Democrats! You can not trust them.” [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I will take the floor and yield my time to 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I object. n 

Mr. WELLER. ButI rise to a parliamentary inquiry [Daughter], 
and the parliamentary inquiry I desire to make, Mr. Chairman, I 
state. $ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLER. My inquiry is whether the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture can make objection under the present circum- 
stances with good grace and courtesy. i 

The C. . The Chair would decide that isnot a parliament- 


inquiry. 
“Yir HATCH, of Missouri. I move the committee do now rise. 
Mr. EVERHART. I desire toofferan amendment to the fourth sec- 
tion of the bill. . 
Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I will withhold my motion to rise for the 


present. 

Mr. EVERHART. I move to add the following to the fourth sec- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


uar- 
soon if the governor of the same shall officially certify to the President of the 
aforesaid, dangerous to the animal industries 


The committee divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 64. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, demanded tellers. 3 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. EVERHART and Mr. HATCH, of Mis- 
souri, were appointed, 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 115, 
noes 64. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. MULDROW. I offer the following amendments to the fourth 
section. ` 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 2, strike out “of” and insert “in.” 

In line 2, strike out “and con ious, infectious, or communicable” and in lieu 
thereof insert “‘ pleuro-pnetmonia.” 


In lines 3 and 4, strike out “the Commissioner of Agriculture has declared to 
be dangerous to the animal industries of the nation.” 


Mr. MULDROW. Idesire, Mr. Chairman, to say only a word in ad- 
vocacy of that amendment. The supporters of this bill in their speeches 
and arguments for its passage have advanced the idea that pleuro-pneu- 
monia is the great disease that they desire to stamp out as being most 
eg veltame to the cattle interests of this country. Yet their bill goes 
far beyond what we had a right to expect from the speeches and argu- 
ments which have been in support of it. Now, if the object of 
the bill is as they claimed, to extirpate pleuro-pneumonia from the 
country, let the bill be confined to that purpose, and not give the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture the power, upon his own volition and in the 
exercise of his own discretion, to declare States in quarantine for other 
purposes than the suppression of this disease. The arguments of gentle- 
men have been confined to that potni, and I submit that those reasons 
which have been urged on this floor for the Bee pag of pleuro-pneu- 
monia should find their embodiment in this bill. The object of my 
amendment is, therefore, in brief, toconfine the bill to the objects that 
its supporters claimed for it, that is tosay, the extirpation of this single 

i leuro-pneumonia, 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 78, noes 73. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Let us have tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. Harca, of Missouri, and Mr. MULDROW were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 100, noes 73. 

So the amendment was to. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out—— 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I hope the gentleman will yield to me for 
a moment, as I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BAYNE. I will yield for that purpose, 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I am satisfied that the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi to this fourth 
section is such an amendment as will destroy the efficiency of the section, 
if not of the bill; and I am satisfied that the committee have not fully 
considered the importance of the amendment, or that its purpose, as far 

_as the fourth section, at any rate, is concerned, is to destroy its effect. 
Having been adopted, in connection with the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, and thereby destroying the effect of this sec- 
tion, I move that the fourth section be stricken from the bill. 

Several MEMBERS. Agreed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Universally. 

The motion was agreed to. . 


Mr. BAYNE. I wish to inquire if that motion to strike out does not 
also include the amendment of my colleague from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Yes, sir. It was not only amended in 
that particular, but the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi 
destroys the symmetry and purpose of the entire section. 

Mr. BAYNE. It was my purpose to offer substantially an amend- 
ment which would have stricken out this clause. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. We have had two very fair and distinct 
votes indicating the sentiment of the committee. They have been de- , 
veloped in the vote by tellers; one on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, and one on that of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, just adopted. The section is therefore of no avail in regard to 
the purposes of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL, Did not the gentleman himself move to strike out 
the fourth section. 

Mr.-HATCH, of Missouri. I did for the reason stated. 

Mr. MULDROW. Ido not think that my amendment was calcu- 
lated to destroy the symmetry of the bill, but to confine it to the legiti- 
mate sphere to which it should be confined according to the arguments 
of gentlemen who are in favor of its adoption. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Is the bill of any practical use with that sec- 
tion stricken out? 

Mr. BAYNE. I think it is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 5, That in order to promote the ay em me of live-stock from the United 
States the Commissioner of Agriculture Il make special investigation as to 
the existence of pleuro-pneumonia, or any con: ous, infectious, or communica- 
ble disease along the dividing lines between the United States and foreign coun- 
tries, and nee the lines of transportation from all parts of the United States to 

rts from which live-stock are exported, and make report of the results of such 

vestigation to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall, from time to time, es- 


tablish such regulations concerning the exportation and transportation of live- 
stock asthe results of said investigations may require. 


Mr. STRUBLE. . Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I had not expected to take any part whatever in the 
discussion with reference to this bill either in the committee or in the 
House, knowing full well that there are so many other gentlemen here 
who know so much more about the questions involved than I do and 
who are so much more able than I to discuss them. I have noticed, 
however, that serious and persistent objections have been made to this 
bill and many, if not all, of its sections by a member representing a part 
of the State of Iowa [Mr. WELLER], and I deem it my duty to follow 
the worthy example of my distinguished colleague [Mr. HENDERSON] 
and let it be known that I am interested in the passage of this measure. 
I have regretted very much that my colleague [Mr. WELLER] should 
oppose this bill, for I had hoped that gentlemen representing a part of 
the good State of Iowa upon the floor of this House would unite cor- 
dially and earnestly in support of this important measure. 

Mr. Chairman, I have the honor of representing here nineteen counties 
of Northwest Iowa. The people of these counties are largely devoted 
to agriculture and stock-raising. Years ago, about twelve or perha 
less, they were largely devoted to wheat-raising, but unfortunately for 
a number of years the grasshoppers by the millions poured in upon them 
and swept their grains of all kinds from the face of the earth; the hot 
winds and weather of summer came again and again, and the result has 
been that while there is considerable wheat grown there yet, it must 
be confessed that crop is not regarded as certain and profitable as we 
could and do wish. In consequence of these facts the people have natu- 
rally enough turned their attention to stock, and have become largely 
interested in stock-raising. The result has been that in that fair por- 
tion of Iowa, the northwest section, comprising nearly one-fifth of the 
State, a large and successful industry has grown upand the numbers of 
hogs and cattle have wonderfully multiplied. 

It will be seen at once that the legislation, State and national, which 
tends to protect this stock now and h r to be grown in that and 
other portions of Iowa from the destructive ravages of fatal disease is 
just what the people living there desire. It is also in my opinion clearly 
their due, that they and all others similarly situated the country over 
have such protection of the kind indicated as it is within the constitu- 
tional power of Congress to afford. 

I need not stop, sir, to inquire how much others in this land, and for 
that matter in other lands as well, will be benefited by the enactment 
of a law calculated, as this proposed enactment is, to protect the stock 
of the entire country from the poison of disease. That point has been 
ably made by other gentlemen upon this floor during the debates in the 
House and committee. 

Now, sir, in view of the vast importance of this measure, not only to 
my immediate constituency, but to the vast country represented here, I 
have not felt satisfied to have my record rest alone upon my vote in favor 
of this measure. 

I wish it known to my constituents that I not only favored this bill 
by voting for it, but also that I urged its favorable consideration, even 
though briefly and feebly, upon the attention of the Representatives of 


the people assembled in this Hall, with a view to the advancement of 
the material interests of the people whom I have the honor to represent 
in the American Congress, 
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Before closing my remarks I desire to make further reference to my 
colleague from Iowa [Mr. WELLER], who represents the fourth Con- 
gressional district of that State. We have hada few speeches from him 
every day in which this bill has been under consideration, and they 
have uniformly beenin oppositiontoit. He hasopposed it strenuously, 
and I may say in some respects quite ably. But I wish to call the at- 
tention of the committee to one argument made on yesterday, if I am 
not in error, illustrative of some of the grounds of his opposition tothe 
bill. The gentleman is a constitutional lawyer; at all events he de- 
clares the bill to be unconstitutional. He is also, I take it, an ardent 
believer in so-called personal liberty, and proposes that neither his con- 
stitutional nor personal liberties shall be encroached upon. 

On yesterday, to illustrate his argument, he supposed himself to be 
engaged in raising hogs. He supposed further that the hog-cholera, 
which in many portions of our land prevails so alarmingly and so de- 
structively, should break out among his drove of hogs and many of 
them should die of the disease. He indulged the further and more 
gratifying supposition that quite a number of his hogs recovered from 
the disease, and that in course of time he had loaded a car of the same 
hogs, duly recovered or supposed to have been healed of their malady, 
in acar and had started on his way to the markets. The disease breaks 
out among them again on the way, and the astounding query arises in 
the mind of the gentleman whether in this land of large and ificent 
personal and constitutional liberty the officer with the execution 
of this law, if it becomes such, is to be allowed to arbitrarily command 
the gentleman to halt and unload his hogs for inspection and possible 
slaugliter. My friend seems astounded at the thought of such an abso- 
lute overthrow of constitutional liberty. 

My distinguished colleague from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] has taken 
occasion this afternoon to criticise my friend from the fourth Con- 
gressional district of our State [Mr. WELLER] and to remind the com- 
mittee that it seems strange that his colleague should have interposed 
such violent opposition to this bill since it was taken up for discussion, 
when, as it is understood, he made no objections to it when before the 
Comot on Agriculture, of which he is a member, but supported it 

en. 

If my friend [Mr. HENDERSON ] had referred to the remarkable sketch 
of my and his colleague [Mr. WELLER] which appears in the Congres- 
sional Directory of the Forty-eighth Congress, he would have seen at a 
glance that it is no strange matter that our friend [Mr. WELLER] should 
be on all sides of this question. What do we find solemnly recorded 
as the gentleman’s history? On page 27 of the Directory we are told, 
among many other things too numerous to mention, that he was born 
and reared a Democrat of the Jefferson and Jackson school, but that he 
voted for Frémont, Lincoln twice, Grant once, Greeley, Tilden, and, for 
Heaven's sake, last and least, Weaver, meaning James B. Weaver, of 
Iowa. We furtherlearn from the same authentic source that during his 
active and, I trust, useful career he found time to tall the soil, and study 
law, politics, and theology all at one and the same time; that he suc- 
ceeded in being adniitted to polities at once, later to the courts, and 
finally, which is somewhat doubtful, to the church. Is it any wonder 
he is on both sides of this question? [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WELLER. I move to amend by adding one more word. 

Mr. STRUBBE. I should like just one minute more. 

Mr. WELLER. I will give the gentleman one minute. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If the Chair will recognize me I will yield 
three minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not recognized the gentleman from 
Iowa, Mr. HENDERSON, but he has recognized the gentleman from 
Iowa, Mr. WELLER. 

Mr. WELLER. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. STRUBLE. I should like to have three minutes. 

Mr. WELLER. I yield the gentleman two minutes, which is quite 
enough for a gentleman of his eminent ability. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Iwish to recur to the supposed case which the gen- 
tleman stated yesterday, in which he imagined himself on the way to 
market with a car-load of diseased s 

The gentleman says he is a Democrat of the Jefferson and Jackson 
school. I wish to say to the gentleman that, in my humble opinion, 
if Thomas Jefferson should rise from his grave and should come in con- 
tact with my friend on his way to market with his car-load of diseased hogs, 
and Mr. Jefferson should have authority in the case, and Mr. WELLER 
refused to obey his reasonable commands, but persisted in going on, that 
distinguished statesman would seize his magic fiery pen, and in an 
instant write my friend beyond the pale of civilization. And if stern 
old Andrew Jackson should rise from his honored grave and be called 
upon to judge the case, and my friend persisted against Jackson’s pos- 
itive orders in attempting to reach a market with poisoned hogs, that 
old hero of many battles would draw from its scabbard his old sword 
and cut his [Mr. WELLER’s] head off close below his ears. [Great 


A TLE surp: 

Mr. . Mr. Chairman, I amsomewhat rised at the posi- 
tion my distinguished colleague [Mr. STRUBLE] has taken in the esi 
ises in this matter. I am of the opinion if the spirits of Jefferson and 
of Jackson were to come forth and proclaim their views upon this bill 


they would not only emasculate from it that which Ihave sought to do, 
but they would sweep the bill into oblivion and would suggest the pro- 
priety of aminga bill so framed that constitutional lawyers, such as 


we have heard ing the premises of this bill, should find none of 
the grave objections to it that they have urged. Iam of opinion further 
that if Jefferson or Jackson were to make provision for the taking of 
my property in transit under the circumstances which have been re- 
lated they would seé to it first that I as a farmer should have some pro- 
vision by which immunity should be granted to me before jeopardizing 
me as this bill jeopardizes, in my judgment, every dollar’s worth of 
property in the great Northwest especially and in the West. 

I desire to conclude the little narrative that I was about to relate 
when interrupted. Only a short time ago in the State of Iowa, in the 
third Congressional district, on a holy Sabbath day, I attended church 
services. : 

Several MEMBERS. Good! 

Mr. WELLER. I did not see there, however, my friend the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from the third Congressional district [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON ]. 

A RIN He was attending his own church. 

Mr. WELLER. I make mention of this in order to show the spirit 
that is moving some men to action, to show that there are many will- 
ing to be patriotic to party who forget to be patriotic to principles. I 
found that they were giving out an invitation for members of their 
church to come to the communion altar and partake of the bread and 
wine. Isaw a distinguished Democrat who upon that invitation went 
to the altar, and I saw a distinguished national-bank Republican go 
there too. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Thetimeofthe gentleman hasexpired. [Laugh- 
ter. 
ae WELLER. Iag permission to print the remainder of my re- 
marks. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That should be allowed, as my colleague 
was interrupted in the middle of the sacrament. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move that the committee do now rise 
for the purpose of limiting debate. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have a substantial amendment to offer; and I sub- 
mit that the gentleman from Missouri can not make that motion while 
there are substantial amendments to be di of. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled to make that motion. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLER. Did not the Chair recognize me as seeking consent 
to print the remainder of my remarks, having broken me off twice at 
about the same point? 

The CHAIR The Chair will ask unanimous consent now that 
the gentleman from Iowa have leave to print the remainder of his re- 
marks. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I want to hear it rather than to read it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union had, according to order, had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. 3967) for the establishment of a 
bureau of animal industry,to prevent the exportation of diseased cattle, 
and to provide means for ‘the suppression and extirpation of pleuro- 
pneumonia and other contagious diseases among domestic animals, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 3 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move that the House resolve itself into 
committee for the further consideration of the special order, and pend- 
ing that motion I move all debate on the pending section and amend- 
ments thereto be limited to two minutes. 

The motion to limit debate was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion that the House 
do now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all debate upon the pend- 
ing section and all amendments thereto is limited to two minutes. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Is there anyamendment pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. The Clerk will again report the amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


After the word “contagious,” in line 4, insert the word ‘infectious ;"’ so that 
if amended the section will read as follows: 

“That in order to promote the rtation of live-stock from the United States 
the Commissioner of Agriculture shall make special investigation as to the ex- 
istence of pleuro-pneumonia, or any contagious, infectious, or communicable dis- 
ease along the dividing lines between the United States and foreign countries.” 


The amendment was to. 
Mr. THROCKMORTON. Ifin order, I move to strike out the en- 
acting clause of the bill. 
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The CHAIRMAN. That motion is in order. 
Mr. THROCKMORTON. I make that motion. 

Mr. KEIFER. I make the point of order that that motion is not 
now in order pending the consideration of the bill by sections under 
the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the rule to be read. 

Mr. KEIFER. The motion would be in order at the proper time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A motion to strike out the Soang ores of a bill shall have precedence of a 


motion to amend; and, if carried, be considered equivalent to its rejec- 


tion. (Rule XIII, section 7.) 

Mr. KEIFER. That refers generally to motions to amend, not to 
the amendment of a section or paragraph under the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been held that at any stage of the consid- 
eration of a bill a motion to strike out the enacting clause is in order. 
` Mr. KEIFER. I do not desire to appeal, but I think if the Chair 
will examine the question further he will see that I am correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has the sanction of the Journal Clerk 
and of parliamentary law. A 

Mr. PETERS. [I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PETERS. Does the order of the House to limit debate to two 
minutes apply to the motion to strike out the enacting clause? 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not debatable at all, as the Chair 
understands. 

The question was taken upon the motion to strike out the enacting 
clause; and upon a division there were—ayes 114, noes 114. 

Mr. KASSON. Let the Chair vote so as to save agriculture. 

Mr. KEIFER. The motion to strike out is lost. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I call for tellers. 
Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Will not the ir announce the vote? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has announc#d the vote. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. And, under the rules of the House, the 
motion is lost. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers have been demanded, and the Chair 
would prefer that the question be decided by a vote by tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, and Mr. THROCK- 
MORTON were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 114, noes 118. 

‘So the motion to strike out was not agreed te. 

The announcement of the result of the vote was received.with ap- 

lause. a 
? Mr. GIBSON. I desire to move an amendment to this fifth section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GIBSON. I move to amend in lines 4 and 5 by striking out the 
words ‘‘or any contagious, infectious, or communicable disease;’’ so 
that if so amended the section will read: 

Thatin order to promote the exportation of live-stock from the United States 
the Commissioner of Agriculture shall make special investigation as to the ex- 
istence of pleuro-pneumonia along the dividing lines between the United States 
and foreign countries, &c. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I rise to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to inquire what has become of the 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] to report 
this bill to the House with a recommendation that it be recommitted to 
the Committee on Agriculture with instructions? 

The CHAIRMAN. That proposition was never entertained by the 


Chair. k 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to vote for a bill that will provide 
for the proper inspection of the meat products of the country-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] stated that he would submit that motion atafitting opportunity. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I understood that it was now pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not yet pending. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I hope the gentleman will make his motion 
now. 

Mr. RANDALE. I will make the motion whenever the opportunity 
presents itself. I think it is now manifest that the House is ready to 
recommit the bill with a view to get it into better shape. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not entertain the motion in Com- 
mittee of th: Whole. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I hope the amendment of the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Grson] will be voted down, for the reason 
that to adopt it would destroy not only the symmetry of the bill, butin- 
terfere with the purpose of the bill. 

Mr. KASSON. And destroy half its usefulness. 

Mı. HATCH, of Missouri. It would have been better to strike out 
the enacting clause of the bill than to adopt the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. GIBSON. I thought the gentleman said his bill was intended 
to apply to pleuro-pneumonia. 

The amendment of Mr. GIBSON was not agreed to. 


The Clerk read the following: 
Sec. 6. That to CETA BS DAOA port of the United States to 
any portin a yoat, pis country of live-stock affe with any infectious or conta- 


Secretary 
3 esuch steps and adoptsuch measures, not 
wii e provisions of this act, as he may deem necessary. 

The Committee on Agriculture recommend the section be amended 
by striking out the words ‘infectious or,” before the word ‘‘ conta- 
gious,” and inserting after the word ‘‘contagious”’ the words ‘‘infec- 
tious or communicable. ’’ 

Mr. POTTER. It seems to me that the section just read is a propo- 
sition to commit the power of legislation on a subject of this importance 
to the executive department of this Government, to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Inmy judgmentif there were no other objection to this bill 
that would be a sufficient reason for recommitting this bill. 

The discussion upon this subject shows that the most important 
object to be attained is that the exports of this country shall be pro- 
tected so that foreign markets shall be kept open to the agriculturists 
of this country. What is here proposed? The Committee on Agri- 
culture haye brought in a bill which has no legislation upon the real 
purpose of the bill, but according to the statements of the committee 
it provides simply that the Secretary of the Treasury shall legislate 
upon this subject for the country. For one, sir, I am unwilling to 
transfer the legislative powers of this Government upon this vast sub- 
ject, enlighten 4 thousands of millions of dollars, to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. the committee who have had this bill in charge have 
not been able to formulate a bill which shall protect the exports of 
this country, then I think they should try again. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I will simply state, for the information 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. POTTER], that an enactment 
similar to this has been in force for years and is the law at this time. 

Mr. POTTER. Well, it is time to stop it. 

A MEMBER. And the power has never been abused. 

The question being taken, the amendment reported by the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 7. That no railroad company within the United States whose road forms 
any part of a line of road from one State or Territory to another, or from a State 
into the District of Columbia, or the owners or masters of any steam or sailing 
or other vessel or boat, shal] receive for t rtation, or transport from one 
State or Territory to another, or from any State into the District of Columbia, any 
live-stock affected with any con’ lous or infectious disease, and especially the 
disease known as pleuro-pneumonia; norsball any person, company, or corpora- 
tion deliver for such transportation to any railroad company, or master or owner 
of any boat or vessel, any live-stock, knowing them to be affected with any con- 

ious or infectious disease ; nor any person, company, or corporation 
drive on foot or transport in private conveyance from one State or Territory to 
another, or from any State into the District of Columbia, any live-stock, know- 
ing them to be affected with any contagious or infectious , and especially 
the disease known as pleuro-pneumonia. 

The following amendments, reported by the Committee on Agricult- 
ure, were severally read and agreed to: 

In line 8, strike out the word “or” and insert after the word ‘‘infectious” the 
words “or communicable,” 

In line 13, strike out the word “or” and insert after the word “infectious” 
the words “or communicable.” 

In line 15, strike out the word “or” and insert after the word “infectious” the 


words “or communicable. 
Mr. MULDROW. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In lines 8 and 9 of section 7, strike out the words “any contagious, infec- 


tious, or communicable disease, and especially the disease known as. 

In lines 13and 14, strike out the words “ any contagious, infectious, or com- 
municable disease” and insert *“ pleuro-pneumonia.” 

In lines 18 and 19, strike out the wo: “any contagious, infectious, or com- 
municable disease, and especially the disease known as.” 

Mr. MULDROW. If these amendments be adopted the language of 
the bill in lines 7, 8, and 9 will be, ‘‘ any live-stock affected with pleuro- 
pneumonia.” In lines 12, 13, and 14 it will read, ‘‘ knowing them to 
be affected with pleuro-pneumonia;’’ and the language in lines 17, 18, 
and 19 will be the same. 

The effect of these amendments, as will be seen, is to confine the pro- 
visions of this section to the disease of pleuro-pneumonia. This sec- 
tion provides that no railroad company shall receive for transportation 
from any State or Territory to another or from a State into the District 
of Columbia live-stock affected with any contagious, infectious, or com- 
municable disease. The object of the amendment is to confine this 
prohibition so that it will apply only where animals are affected by the 
disease known as pleuro-pneumonia. I believe thisis far enough to go 
in a bill of this character. 

Mr. KASSON. We want a measure of this kind to apply to diseases 
of swine and other diseases of that character. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendment of 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MULDROW]. TheState of Kansas 
has lost more in dollars through the destruction of cattle by the Texas 
fever than has ever been lost by any other disease affecting cattle, and 
especially Sire poeeniee If the gentleman who offers this amend- 
ment desires to shut up the air-hole of the barrel and open the bung- 


= Geen ane especially pleuro-pneumonia, the of th 
E and he is hereby, poate a to 3 
inconsistent with 


hole, that is the precise effect of his amendment. If you limit this bill so 

as to be applicable to no other disease of domestic animals than pleuro- 

pneumonia, the measure will be valueless to the large cattle interests 

of the West; and it seems to me no one acquainted in any way with 

those interests can view this matter in any other light. If members of 

the House desire to deprive the large cattle-producing interests of the 
> 
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West of any relief from this bill, let them vote for the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Mississippi. 


Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, I have not thus far participated in the 
debate on this bill, not because I did not feel a profound interest in 
the measure, but because others better informed have thoroughly dis- 
cussed nearly every provision of it. But the motion just made makes 
it incumbent upon me, I think, as a duty to the people I in part repre- 
sent, to say a word. 

The cattle of the State of Missouri and the State of Kansas are im- 
mediately exposed to infection from a disease im by Texas cattle, 
and I hazard nothingin saying, as my colleague [ Mr. PETERS] has just 
said, that more cattle have been destroyed in my. State by Texas fever 
alone than have ever been destroyed in the United States by pleuro- 
pneumonia. 

I was astonished alittle while ago when the motion was made by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to put it in the power of the governor of 
a State to prevent, by his objection, the State from being quarantined. 
There is no capt pa) gree ates to the great cattle interests of Missouri, 
Kansas, Iowa, and all the Territories adjoining the State of Texas ex- 
cept by quarantine, and the gentleman who has of this bill, and 
who thus far has managed it in the main with credit to himself, ought 
not, it seemed to me, have sat in silence and alowed that amendment 
to prevail. 

In my judgment it emasculated the bill. It left the rest of the pro- 
visions of the bill powerless to protect the great cattle interestagpf the 
West from pleuro-pneumonia or the Texas fever. 

Now, Mr Chairman, if this is to become simply a pleuro-pneumonia 
bill, it will fail of the purpose of the Committee on Agriculture and it 
will fail to meet the demands of the country. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. WELLER rose. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I will take the floor and yield my time 
to the gentleman from Kansas, who has not taken the floor before. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, I do not wish to hold the floor long. 

Mr. WELLER. I believe I am ized to move a substitute. 

Mr. BELFORD. How does the statute of limitations run against 
the gentleman from Iowa? [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The pending question is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I desire to oppose it. I think it only 
necessary to call attention of the committee to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Mississippi, and to add to the remarks of the gentleman 
from Kansas that the sections of the bill which have been already per- 
fected by the action of the-committee look to the main object and pur- 
pose for which it was designed and reported, and that is the establish- 
ment of a bureau of animal industry in the Department of Agriculture, 
which shall have jurisdiction and control over all matters affecting the 
animal industries of the country. Notcattle alone, but like the reports 
we are receiving month after month and yearafter year, as to the num- 
berand value and condition and diseases of domestic animals; it is just 
as important the Commissioner should have this power over horses and 
dogs and sheep as over cattle. This information is valuable to all en- 
gaged in animal industry, just as much so as the information now dis- 
seminated is to the farmers. That information is published in monthly 
reports. From time to time we have annual reports. Those who were 
here in the Forty-seventh Congress will remember the great demand 
for the volume on contagious diseases of animals and the efforts to in- 
crease the number published so as to supply all who sought that infor- 
mation. The request for it came from every part of the country. 

This, then, is no new provision. Ithas been carried out for seventeen 
years, and we only desire to extend and perfect it. And there is no 
reason why, after passing the first three sections, the House should 
destroy the symmetry of the bill by adopting the amendment of the 
gentleman from Mississippi, and I hope it will be disagreed to. 

Mr. WELLER. I move to substitute the tenth section of the bill 
i pe pending seventh section, and I ask that the tenth section be 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 10. That it shall be the duty of the several United States district attor- 
neys to prosecute all violations of this act which shall be brought to their notice 
or knowledge by any pen making the complaint; and the same shall be 
heard before any district or circuit court of the United States or Territorial court 
holden within the district in which the violation of thisact has been committed 
or the person or corporation resides or carries on or has his or its place of busi- 
ness. 


Mr. CALKINS. - I make the point of order that the proposed substi- 
tute is not germane to the subject-matter of the pending section. They 
refer to entirely different subjects, one to railroad transportation and 
the other to the duties of the district attorney. 

Mr. WELLER. I am clearly of the opinion that one is germane to 
the other, and I ask the pending section be read so it may be seen they 


are. 

Mr. BAYNE. It would be somewhat extraordinary, Mr. Chairman, 
if one part of the bill should not be germane to another part. Itseems 
to me one section must be te to the other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has often put the same remark as the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, but has always been overruled. The 


seventh section relates to transportation and the tenth to the u- 
tion of violations of this act. The Chair sustains the point of order and 
rules the amendment out. 

Mr. WELLER. Then I move to substitute the eighth section for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 8. That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Agriculture to notify, 
in writing, the proper officials or agents of any railroad, steamboat, or other 
transportation company doing business in or through any infected locality, and 
by paradon in such newspapers as he may select, of the existence of said con- 
tagion; and any person or persons operating any such , or master or 
owner of any boat or vessel, or owner or custodian of or person having control 
over such cattle or other live-stock within such infected di ict whoshall know- 
ingly violate the provisions of section 7 of this act shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and, upon conviction, shall be punished by a fine of not less than $100 
nor more than $5,000, or by imprisonment for not more than one year, or by 

th such fine and imprisonment. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I make the same point of order on that 
motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will determine the point of order after 
the committee has risen to receive a message from the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested, namely: 

A bill (S. 321) amendatory of an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of 
certain settlers on the public lands and to provide for the repayment of 
certain fees, purchase-money, and commissions paid on void entries of 
public lands,” approved June 16, 1880; and * 

A bill (S. 777) granting a pension to Albert Jehle. 

The message further announced that the Senate had with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 3926) to repeal the act of July 2, 1862, and 
such sections of the Revised Statutes of the United States as perpetuate 
the oath prescribed in said act; in which amendments the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested. 


DISEASES OF DOMESTIC ANIMALS. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri makes the point 
of order againt the substitution of the eighth section for the section now 
under consideration, proposed by the gentleman from Iowa. The Chair 
overrules the point of order, as there isa relation between the subjects 
embraced in the sections under consideration which makes the one ger- 
mane to the other. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago I succeeded in 
getting a national-bank orthodox Republican at the altar of mercy, and I 
have made up my mind to leave him there in hopes that repentance 
will come in due season. 

I desire to discuss very seriously this matter now under considera- 
tion, for I wish to reply to the suggestions of my colleague from Iowa 
and repel the insinuation that I am averse to adopting a proper bill 
covering this ground. Iam not. I am most earnestly in favor of the 
passage of a bill that is wise, the provisions of which will protect the ani- 
mal industries of the great Northwest. 

Nowlet ussee. I find by the tenth section of this bill that the United 
States district attorney, if he is informed by any one of an infraction of 
this law, can arraign and prosecute such person on information; and if 
it is found that there has been a violation of the terms of the seventh 
section of this bill, then the eighth section comes in and subjects the 
offender to the payment of a penalty which may range all the way from 
$100 to $5,000. 

And yet this bill nowhere makesany provision for immunity tothe men 
who are raising hogs and horses and mules and other stock like sheep, 
&c. I fail to find that this bill in any of its provisions contemplates 
the appropriation of a dollar for them. Why, look atthe matter. We 
have $250,000 provided in this bill for the whole United States; and yet 
I am told by a distinguished gentleman on this floor that it cost Massa- 
chusetts nearly $250,000 to exterminate pleuro-pneumonia in that one 
State. Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars! What are you going 
to do with all of the people and their industries in this land, in the great 
Northwest, in the Southwest, in the West and South? I have been of 
the opinion from first to last that it has been the spirit of this bill to 
provide against pleuro-pneumonia, and for no other purpose except the 
extraordinary one of putting the stock of the farmers of the great North- 
west in quarantine, or making the farmers quarantine their own stock, 
without providing a single dollar for their payment, if under the opera- 
tion of the bill they are compelled to submit to their stock being slaugh- 
tered, oreven providing a horse-doctor to determine whether they are sick 
or well. I believe this bill is a very bad bill for the people that I have 
the honor in part to 2 wine and for the people who are represented 
by my colleague from the great northwest of the State of Iowa. 

I hope, therefore, that this bill will be sent back to the committee. 
I believe the suggestion of the distinguished gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] was a proper one. In my judgment this bill 
should be sent back to the committee and they should be required 
themselves to formulate a bill. I meant something when I made the 
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inquiry as to who had prepared the ons of this bill, I meant 
something when I made the inquiry who presented this bill to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Several MEMBERS. Tell us who it was. 

Mr. WELLER. Ido not propose, Mr. Chairman, to violate the rules 
of this House by telling what occurred in the committee-room; but I 
wish that I might be given permission, that I would be at liberty here 
to exculpate myself from the charges that have been presented that I 
was in favor of one side of this question in the committee-room and 
another on the floor of this House. 

Mr. BELFORD. I rise toa point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

i Mr. BELFORD. We have a rule of this House which reads as fol- 
ows: 

No member shall speak more than once to the same question without leave of 
the House, unless he be the mover, proposer, or in ucer of the matter pend- 
ing, in which case he shall be tted to speak in reply, but not until every 
member choosing to speak shall have spoken. 

Now, the point of order I make is that the gentleman from the State 
of Iowa has been on his feet every five minutes since this bill was under 
discussion. He is absolutely worse than the Ohio floods. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WELLER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I would like to 
know—— 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a point of order pending. The Chair 
overrules the point of order of the gentleman from Colorado on the 
ground that it was made too late. [Great laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. WELLER. I now rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WELLER] stated 
that he rose to a point of order. 

Mr. WELLER. I stated I rose to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLER. The inquiry I desire to make, being a new member, 
is this: Whetherit would be proper for me to suggest to the gentleman 
from Colorado the reason why I have risen so often to-day upon this 
floor was that Idid not get up this morning at 5 o’clock and take sundry 

Republican inspirations, as it might appear the gentleman from Colo- 
rado is accustomed to do. [Laughter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not entertain that as a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Twice during this debate my friend from 
Iowa [Mr. WELLER], who is a member of the Committee on Agricult- 
ure, has asked who is the author of this bill; and he has asked half a 
dozen other questions tending in that direction. The gentleman him- 
self has been answered time and again during the discussion of this bill 
who was the author of it. But I desire to state for the benefit of some 
-of the members of the House who were not in the last Congress that 
this bill, almost word for word, with scarcely a change by dotting an ‘‘i’’ 
or crossing a “‘t,’? except the third and fourth sections, came from the 
Committee on Agriculture and passed this House almost unanimously in 
the last session of the Forty-seventh Co The section under dis- 
cussion and all the other sections, except the third and fourth, are ex- 
actly similar to the bill that passed the House last session. The third 
and fourth sections of the bill were presented in form to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture by a committee appointed by a convention held in 
the city of Chicago last fall, and composed of some of the most eminent 
peneman in the United States. They presented it at a spp, balg 

ere not only to the Department of Agriculture but they came before 
our committee, and after it had been discussed in that committee for 
days, the fullest consideration giver to it, there being a difference of 

ion among the members of the committee as to the importance of 

ese two sections, it was adopted by a majority vote of that committee 

and ingrafted upon the bill just as it passed the last House. So that 

the bill we are considering, with the exception of the third section, the 

fourth having been stricken out of the bill by this committee, is identi- 

cally the same bill as that which passed the House without a division 
in the last session of the last Con, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. WELLER] to substitute the eighth section for the 
seventh. 

The question being taken, the motion was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. MULDROW]. 

Mr. MULDROW. I ask for the reading of the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 8 and 9, section 7, pe out the words “ any contagious or infectious 


or communicable an y the disease known as;” and, in lines 
13 and 14, strike out “any contagious or infectious or communicable disease” 


Src.7. That no railroad company within the United States whose road forms 
any part of a line of road from one State or Territory to another, or from a 
State into the District of Columbia, or the owners or masters of any steam or 
sailing or other vessel or boat, shall receive for transportation or transport from 
one State or Pe 6 to another, or from any State into the District of Colum- 
bia, any live-stock affected with pleuro-pneumonia ; nor shall any person, com- 
pany, or corporation deliver for such transportation to Pay roa company, 
or master or owner of any boat or vessel, any live-stock, knowing them to be 


affected with pleuro-pnenmonisa, nor shall any person, com y, or co 


poration 
‘veyance from r Terri 
Pritt on ao heonn cary beste hte the Dies of ‘Columbia, any live-stock, peed 
ing them to be affected with pleuro-pneumonia. 

Mr. COOK. I move to strike out the last word. 

For the last three or four days confined to my bed from sickness, I 
came here to-day when I ought to be at home in my bed. But I know 
the interest that is felt in this bill throughout the great Northwest by 
the cattle-producing people. And I want to say, especially to that side 
of the House, that haa the organization of the House up to this time 
ithings have tended in an entirely satisfactory manner toa large part of 
the people of the Northwest. You have done that in my judgment 
which commends itself to the people of the Northwest and the grow- 
ing sentiment there. 

But I want to say if by amendment to this bill or on its final pas- 
sage you do that which kills it or makes it inoperative, all you have 
done in the past and all you may do in this session of the House will 
go for naught among the class of people whom I represent and largely 
sympathize with in the Northwest, and the growing sentiment in your 
favor will be overcome and borne down by what you do against this 
bill, imperfect as it may be. 

The bill is not as ect as I would like to see it. It places power 
in the hands of a de ent of the Federal Government that may be 
dangerous. But in view of the danger which is threatening the cat- 
tle interests of this country I would rather trust the Agricultural De- 
AE witli the ANE power sian oath ie ke see the disease 
of pleuro-pneumonia spreading itself over the Northwest. And I want 
to say to you again, be careful what you do with this bill, for it is dear 
to the people of the whole West. And when we of the West have 
stood by you in the South upon the Mississippi River improvement 
when the question of constitutional power was raised against you, I 
ask that you do the same with us. 

I wish, Mr. Chairman, I had the ability to speak more extendedly 
upon this bill, but to-day I can not. I withdraw the pro forma amend- 
ment. 

The question being taken upon Mr. MULDROW’S proposed amend- 
ment, the Chair stated that the ‘‘noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. MULDROW. [I ask for a division. 

The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 124. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to amend the section by striking out all after 
the word ‘‘States,’’ in line 2, down to and including the word ‘‘Colum- 
bia,” in line 4. The words which I propose to strike out are these: 

Whose road forms any part of a line of road from one State or Territory to 
another, or from a State into the District of Columbia. 

The portion of the section which I propose to strike out proceeds 
upon the idea that we have the power to regulate railroads. We have 
no such power under the Constitution. We have the power to regu- 
late the commerce over the railroads. Andif you strike out those words 
you have all the purposes of the section left in constitutional form; 
that is, the section will then provide— 

That no railroad company within the United States or the owners or maste:s 
of any steam or sailing or other vessel or boat shall receive for transportation 
or transport, &c. 

Under the words I propose to strike ont you will see that the 
New York Central, for instance, from New York to Buffalo, would not 
be within the provisions of the bill, because it lies wholly within the 
State of New York. The same may be said of the Erie road as extend- 
ing between Erie and Philadelphia. 

And, outside of examples of that description, it will be seen that if 
the words I have indicated shall be stricken out of this section you 
will then have a section covering the purpose of the committee, with- 
out any appearance of attempting to legislate upon a subject which is 
beyond the power of Congress. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think this amendment should be adopted. I 
believe it is for the interest of the friends of the bill to adopt it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REED. I understand that we are now considering the seventh 
section of the bill. I move to insert after the word ‘‘ Columbia,” in 
line 7, the words ‘‘or from the District into any State.” 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I am willing to accept that amendment. 

Mr. REED. And I think the same should be inserted after 
the word ‘‘Columbia,’’ in line 17 of thesection. If Iam notmistakenin 
my examination of this section as it now stands there is in it no pro- 
hibition of the transportation of cattle from the District of Columbia. 

The amendment of Mr. REED was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following: 


Sec. 8. That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Agriculture to notify 
in writing the proper officials or agents of any railroad, steamboat, or other 
transportation company doing business in or through any infected locality, and 
by publication in such newspapers as he may select, of the existence of said con- 
tagion; and any person or persons operating any such railroad, or master or 
owner of any boat or vessel, or owner or custodian of or person having control 
over such cattle or other livestock within such infected district, who shall 
knowingly violate the provisions of section 7 of this act, shall be guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and, upon conviction, shall be punished by a fine of not less 
than one hundred nor more five thousand dollars, or by imprisonment for 
not more than one year, or by both such fine and imprisonment. 


No amendment was offered. 


—~— 


——_— 


1884, 


‘The Clerk then read the following: 


Sec. 9. That wheneverany infectious or contagious disease affecting domestic 
animals, and especially the disease known as pleuro-pneumonia, shall ht 
into or shall break out in the District of Columbia, it shall be the duty of the 
commissioners of said District to take measures to suppress the same promptly 
and to prevent the same from spreading; and for this purpose the said commis- 
sioners are hereby empowered to order and re that any premises, farm, or 
farms where such disease ex or has , be put in quarantine; to order 
all or any animals coming into the District to be detained at any place or 
n and examination oe prescribe regulations for and 


for the purpose of inspectio: 
to require the destruction of animals th infectious or contagious dis- 


ease, and forthe proper disposition of their hides and carcasses; to prescribe reg- 
ulations for disinfection, and such other regulations as they may deem neces- 
sary to prevent infection or contagion being communicated, and shall report to 
the Commissioner of Agriculture whatever they may do in pursuance of the pro- 
visions of this section. 


The Committee on Agriculture recommend the following amend- 
ments: 


Tn line 1, before the word “contagious,” strike out the words "infectious or,” 
snd after the word “con ous” insert the words “infectious or communica- 
able;" also, in line 14, strike out the words “infectious or,” before the word 
“eon ous,” and in line 15 insert the words “infectious or communicable" 
before the word “disease.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. BAYNE. I now move as an additional section, to come in after 
section 9, that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That whenever a State or Territory, in any section in which a contagious, in- 
fectious, or communicable disease e which the Commissioner of Agriculture 
thas declared to be dangerous to the animal industries of the nation, fails to make 
adequate provisions for its extirpation, or to co-operate with the plans of the 
Commissioner of Agriculture for the extirpation of such disease, the President 
of the United States, on the presentation of the facts by the Commissioner of Ag- 
riculture, shall be auth: todeclare in quarantine the said State or Territory, 
or such part of said State or Territory as he may deem dangerous to the animal 
industries of the country, and to regulate or prohibit the transportation of cattle 
ut of said State, Territory, or district. s 

Mr. BAYNE. We nowhavean opportunity to pass a bill which will 
have some vitality and force, and which is demanded, as has been very 
<learly shown, by the agricultural industries of the country. It is per- 
fectly evident that there is great unanimity in the Northwest in favor 
of this bill. Members of both political parties have supported it, with 
but perhaps one or two exceptions; and the one or two gentlemen who 
have opposed this bill do not claim to be opposed to a proper bill, but 
merely find fault with some provisions of this bill. 

This bill seems to have been very maturely considered by the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. Its provisions appear to be very plain and sim- 
ple. None of them seem to me to vest any power in the executive 
department of the Government which is not necessary for the purpose 
of carrying out the objects of the bill. 

And it can now be seen by the votes which gentlemen may cast for 
or against this measure whether there is an honest, sincere sympathy 
with the agriculturists of the country, or whether all we have heard 
said by them in times past is mere buncombe, intended not to satisfy 
an actual demand and an actual want, but to ot perhaps some polit- 
ical exigency, to secure votes for different political parties or different 
political candidates. 

We have now an opportunity of handing over to the agriculturists 
of the country a measure which they want and which they desire, one 
which will relieve them from great calamities from which they are un- 
able by their own efforts to extricate themselves. I ap to gentlemen 
who have expressed sympathy with the agricultu’ ions of this 
country to now cast their votes in favor of a provision which will measur- 
ably grant the relief which is asked, and to put aside constitutional ob- 
jections or scruples and anything else that will stand in the way of a 
measure calculated to promote the public welfare and in which all 
parts of the country are interested. 

I hope, therefore, that the section I have pro will be adopted, 
because it will give effect and vitality to this bi It places power in 
the hands of the executive department of the Government to do that 
which is required by this measure. It is not a mere promise ora mere 
pledge, as this bill would be without this power l in the 
executive department of the Government. With this amendment the 
executive department will have the power to carry out the plain object 
and purpose of this bill. 

I trust that every man who represents an agricultural industry, who 
has proclaimed himself a friend of the agricultural industries of the 
country, will vote for this amendment and make it a part of the bill. 

Mr. . Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HUNT. My point of orderis that the Jopoa of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] issimply one to reinstate section 
4 of the bill, which has been stricken out by the vote of this commit- 
tee. My point of order is that such a proposition is not in order. 

A Mr. BAYNE. The point of order is too late; the question has been 
ebated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be inclined to hold that the 
point of order comes too late, as the proposition has already been debated. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I trust that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [ Mr. BAYNE], who isa friend of this bill, will withdraw hisamend- 
ment after the emphatic vote of the Committee of the Whole on two 
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propositions in connection with what was the fourth section of the bill. 
We are now almost at the close of this bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. Let us havea vote on my amendment. The bill will 
not be worth much without it. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Substantially the same vote can be had 
upon the proposition to strike out the fo section. Ihave promised 
to ask for a vote in the House by yeas and nays upon that proposition, 
but I desire to say to the gentdeman from Kansas [ Mr. Bras} anid the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] that I have been in most 
earnest and frequent conference with the friends of this bill both on 
this floor and outside of the House, by whom this matter of the fourth 
section has been under constant consideration, and I am not violating 
any courtesy due to the Commissioner of Agriculture or to the House 
in stating in general terms the belief of the Commissioner that, so cor- 
dial have been his relations with the States in every effort made by the 
Department to enforce the provisions of the existing law, there will be 
no necessity for the exercise by the President of the United States of 
this power with reference to any State, certainly not within the next 
twelve months or before we shall be again in session. 

The pending amendment simply tends to revive a discussion upon the 
merits of a proposition which has already been decided by an emphatic 
majority. I hope, therefore, the gentleman from Pennsylvania will con- 
tent himself with a yea-and-nay vote in the House on the fourth section 
and withdraw this amendment. It is nearly 4 o’clock, and to insist on 
the amendment will simply prolong discussion. I know that neither 
the gentleman from Kansas nor the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
question my earnestness in this matter or doubt that I have done every- 
thing within my power to present that fourth section fairly to the House. 
I hope that in this critical moment the gentleman will withdraw the 
amendment and let us come to a vote. : 

Mr. RYAN. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill 
how he expects to protect the cattle of Missouri and Kansas from the dis- 
ease which may be imparted by Texas cattle except by quarantining the 
State of Texas during a portion of the year? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Under the seventh and eighth sections ot 
the bill, as now perfected, the Commissioner of Agriculture, whenever 
and wherever this disease may exist, can invoke the power of the law to 
punish any man who may transport from one State to another, or from 
any locality where they may be, cattle that have been branded by the 
Commissioner as affected with infectious or contagious disease. 

Mr. RYAN. But while the Commissioner is prosecuting for a simple 
misdemeanor the man who drives a herd of diseased cattle into Mis- 
souri or Kansas, those cattle are spreading disease and death among the 
cattle of these two States. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. BAYNE. I wish to say to the gentleman from Missouri that my 
amendment, while nearly the same as the original fourth section, ex- 
cludes the amendments which were attached to that section. I hope 
we shall have a square vote upon this proposition, which is intended 
simply to confer upon the Government the necessary power for the exe- 
cution of this bill. I simply ask avote. I believe everybody is ready 
to vote. [Cries of “Vote”? ‘‘Vote!’’] 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BAYNE, it was 
not agreed to; there being—ayes 73, noes 131. 

The Clerk read the next section, as follows: 


SEO. 10. That it shall be the duty ofthe several United States district attorneys 
to prosecute all violations of this act which shall be brought to their notice or 
knowledge by any person making the complaint; and the same shall be heard 
before any district or circuit court of the United States or Territorial court holden 
within the district in which the violation of this act has been committed or the 
person or corporation resides or carries on or has his or its place of business. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move to amend by inserting after the 
word ‘‘complaint,’”’ in the fourth line, the words ‘‘under oath.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. POLAND. I move to amend by striking out, at the close of the 
section, these words: ‘‘or the person or corporation resides or carries on 
or has his or its place of business.” 

Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I have no objection, so far as I am con- 
cerned, to the amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read the next two sections, as follows: 


Piece Pf That ee sum of yoyo bee be immediately “ee or so manon 
ereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in t 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to carry into effect the provisions of this 


act. 

Sec. 12. That the Commissioner of Agriculture shall report annually to Con- 
gress, at the commencement of each session, a list of the names of all foe 
employed, an itemized statement of all expenditures under this act, and full par- 
ticulars of the means adopted and carried into effect for the suppression of cen- 
tagious diseases among domestic animals. 


The following amendment reported from the Committee on Agricult- 
ure was read: 

After the word “contagious,” in line 6 of section 12, insert " infectious or com- 
municable.”” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move that the committee now rise and 
report the bill and amendments to the House. 
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Mr. TALBOTT. I desire to offer a substitute for the whole bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has a right to move his amend- 
ment before the question is taken on the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri. The substitute proposed by the gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. TALBOTT] will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the pay ce mer wag a culture shall orpinisei in his department a bu- 
reau of animal industry, and appoint a chief thereof, who shall be a = 
petent veterinary sı m, and whose dut: 7 fxh it shall be to investigate and re 

n the number, ue, and condition of the domestic animals of the U; tod 
States, their protection and use, and also inquire into and report the causes of 
OAR, infectious, and communicable diseases among them, and the means 
for the prevention and cure of thesame, and tocollect su information on these 


poten Thesalary of the chief of said bureau 
Po per annum rae ot on mmissioner shall appoint a clerk for said Sorebe: 
with a salary of 1.500 pe r annum. 


Sec. 2. That the Gogimnlestoner of ture is hereby authorized to expend 
FA sum of $250,000 or so much thereof as may be necessary for the suppression 
ion of contagious, reer and communicable diseases among do- 
prone s, said sum to be bes oe upon the Sne of the respectiye 
governorsof the several States ‘erritories, or, if in the District of Columbia, 
upon requisition of the President of the United States: Provided, however, That 
rsum than $25,000 shall be expended in any one State or Territory: 
A rovided further, That the Commissioner of Agriculture shall be satisfied 
that said diseases are prevalent in the State er Territory applying through 
its executive for such aid. 
Bunce 3. Thatthesum sei a: te madre neta yesh available, wads nopi thereof 
be necessary, ereby appro} out of any moneys in the Treasury 
per, Gace appropriated, to carry to effect the provisions of this act. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is first on the substitute. 

Mr. TALBOTT demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes 143. 

Mr. TALBOTT called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the substitute was rejected. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, moved that the committee rise and report 
the bill and amendments to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the Chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union had, ing to order, had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. 3967) for the hava SERS ofa 
bureau of animal industry, to prevent the exportation of diseased cat- 
tle, and to provide means for the suppression and extirpation of pleuro- 

monia and other contagious diseases among domestic animals, and 
had « directed him to report the same back to the House with sundry 
amendments. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, demanded the previous question on the 
bill and amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to entera motion to recommit the bill. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move that the pending bill, with the 
amendments of the committee, be printed in the RECORD to-morrow. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill and amendments are as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3967) for the establishment of a bureau of animal industry, to pre- 


vent the exportation of diseased cattle, and to provide means for the suppres- 
sion and exti on of pleuro-pneumonia and r con diseases 


among domestic an: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House xte of Kiprani atine o of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Commissioner of Agriculture shall or- 
poue in his department a bureau of animal industry, and shall appoint a 


thereof, who shall be a competent veterinary surgeon, and whose duty it 
shall be to investigate and report npor berate i! value, and condition of the 
domestic animals of the United States, the on and use, and also inquire 
into and report the causes of paara bong 2 ‘ectious, and communicable diseases 
among them, and the means for the prevention and cure of the same, and to 
collect such information on these subjects as shall be valuable to the agricultural 
and commercial interests of the country; and the Commissioner of Agriculture 
is hereby authorized to employ a force sufficient for this purpose, not to exceed 
airs Parona ACRI PDA tna The salary of the chief of said bureau shall be 
#0 per annum; and the Commissioner shall appoint a clerk for said bureau, 
h ry of $1,500 per annum. 
Commissioner of ied srocuctaie is authorized to a ow ep two 


mene familias with Theriot pertaining 
whose duty it sha 

ure, to examine an dl report upon the best wor bed of pace ar transporting, and 
caring for animals, 

pation of contagious pleuro-pneumonia, and to 

other contagious, infectious, and icable di 


‘oe duty of ionerof Agricuiture to prepare 
such iee and regulations as he ms ma: pei agiep cf for the speedy and effectual 
See and e: diseases, and to certify such rules and regu- 
ons to the executive piera of each State and Territory, and invite said 
authorities to co-operate in the execution and enforcement of this act. When- 
ever the plans and methods of the Commissioner òf Agriculture shall be ac- 
orf contagion by any Sige or tag eng in which a or other [infectious 


State or 


pain papal babi hy f th priated EE nob maton author 
expend so much of the money appro: as may be neces- 
sary in such investigations, in paying for the animals it is Baron arsam fks 
slaughter, and in such disinfection and other means as ma; necessary to 
tirpate the disease: Provided, That the authorities of said r Asa Territory shall 
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of the valuation of the animals it is 
and one-half the cost of disinfection and neces- 


gious, or infectious, 
fwhie the Commissioner of A 
animal industries of the nation}, 
to co-o 


Se ts tn tin Cet kay si Eees: Agricul 
quarantine the said State or Territory, or such part of said State or Taito 

he may deem dangerous to the animal industries of the country, and to regu 

or prohibit the transportation of cattle out of said State, Territory, or district 
into any other State or piney g seen foreign country: That no State or 
Territory, or part thereof, shal} in quarantine if the governor of the 
same shall officially certify to the President of United States that he is satis- 
fied from a thorough investi Loran warner that no such disease as aforesaid, dangerous 
to the animal industries of nation, exists therein. 


Afterward fourth section as amended was stricken out. 


Sec. 5. That in order to proot the exportation of live-stock from tbe United, 
States the Commissioner of Agriculture shall make special investigation as to. 
the existence of pleuro-pneumonia, or any contagious, infectious, or communi- 
cable disease, along the dividing lines between the United States and foreign 
countries, and cm 4 the lines of transportation from all parts of the United States 
to ports from which live-stock are be} aoe and make report of the results of 
such abner eta to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall, from time to time, 
establish such regulations concerning the exportation and transportation of live- 
stock as the results of said investigations may require. 

Sec, 6. That to prevent the rtation from any port of the United States to- 
any port in a foreign country oi aj horton afi with any [infectious or] con- 
tagious, byrne or commun and especially rid gang aie presen the 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and x is hereby, authori: totakesuch steps and 
sows such ati not inconsistent with the provisions of this act, as he may 

eem 

Sec, 7. That no railroad gre enget within the United States [whose road forms 
any part of a line of road from one State or Territory to another, or from a 
State into the District of Columbia], or the owners or masters of any steam or 
sailing or other vessel or boat, shall receive for transportation or transport, 
from one State or Territory to another, or from any State into the District of 
Columbia, or from the District into an = State, pion ve-stock affected with any 
contagious {or}, infectious, or communicable disease, and especially the disease - 
known as pleuro-pneumonia; nor shall any person, company, or corporation de- 
uye for such transportation to any railroad company, or master or owner of 

y boat or vessel, any live-stock, knowing them to be affected with any con- 
rades {or}, infectious, or communicable ; nor shall any person, company, 
or corporation drive on foot or tra: rt in private rpa from one Stale 
or Territory to another, or from any Stateinto the Distriet of Columbia, or from 
the District into ay. State, any livestock. knowing them to be affected with 
any contagious [or], ribo Sn GA communicable disease, and especially the dis- 
ease known as pleuro-pneumo 

Sec. 8, That it shall be the ate. ‘of the Commissioner of Agriculture to notify, 
in writing, the proper officials or agents of any railroad, steamboat, or other 
aiana pkirt ye company doing business in or through any infected locality, and: 

ublication in such newspapers as he may select, of the existence of said con- 

on ; and any person or persons operating any such railroad, or master or- 
owner of any boat or vessel, or owner or custodian of or person having control 
over such cattle or other live-stock within such infected district, who 1 know- 
ingly violate the provisions of section 7 of this act shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and, upon conviction, shali be punished by a fine of not less than $100 nor 
$5,000, or by imprisonment for not more than one year, or by both 


more 
such fine and imprisonment. 
Sec. 9. ingot whenever any [infectious ph contagious, , or communi- 


domestic animals, an + rn i the pyntar be known as 
prealecemorn barry be brought into or break out in the District of 
lumbia, it shall be the duty of the EErEE NEAS said District to take meas- 
ures to su the same promptly and to prevent the same from ding; 
and for this purpose the said commissioners are hereby empow to order 
and require that any premises, farm, or farms where such disease exists, or has 
grea be be detained at any pa to order all or any animals oe into the Dis- 
at any Res or places for the of inspection and ex- 


pinata ae niga regulations for, and to require the destruction of, ani- 
mals affected with (infectious or or] contagious, infectious, or communicable disease, 
and for the proper dispositio = oi F hides and carcasses; to prescribe regula- 


tions for disinfection, tune such other regulations as they may deem necessary 
to fo paren’ infection or contagion being negating are and report to the 
Commissioner of Agriculture whatever they may do in pursuance of the pro- 

visions of this section. 

Boece 10. That it shall be the duty of the several United States district attor- 
to prosecute all violations of this act which shall be brought to their notice 
nowledge by any person making the complaint under oath; and the same 
shall be beard before rd Betas or circuit court of the United States or Terri- 
torial court holden within the district in which the violation of this act has been 
committed [or the person or corporation resides or carries on or has his or its 


place of business 

U omz A That E sum of $250. ei en 27 be repriated. or faisean or so Laat 
ereof as may be necessary, is y app! out of any moneys in the 

Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to carry into effect the provisions of this 


SEC. = That the Commissioner of Agriculture shall report annuall: y to Con- 
gress, a commencement of In oE aed reg a Henu 
employed, an itemized statement of all res under this act, and fuli 
particulars of the means adopted and carried into , eifect for the suppression of 
contagious, infectious, or communicable among domestic animals. 


Mr. THOMPSON. I move the House adjourn. 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amendment? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, Mr. CALKINS, Mr. BAYNE, and others 
demanded separate votes on Mr. EVERHART’S amendment, and on Mr. 
MULDROW’s amendment to the fourth section, and on the amendment 
to strike out the fourth section as amended. 

Mr. BLAND. The fourth section has beenstricken out, carrying the 

amendments to that section with it. 

The SPEAKER. If the fourth section is stricken out, that will 
dispose of the other two amendments; but if it should not be, theques- 
tion will recur on the two amendments on which separate votes are, 
asked. 

Mr. KASSON. Al that is necessary is to reserve the right to a sep- 
arate vote on those amendments. 

The SPEAKER. That is all. 
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The amendments on which a separate vote was not asked were then 
concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on striking out the fourth 
section as amended. 

Mr. CALKINS demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ord: 


Mr. REAGAN. I move the House adjourn. 

Mr. VALENTINE demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. The caucus of the Democratic party held 
a few evenings ago adjourned to meet in joint caucus with the Senate 
at 4 o’clock this afternoon. 

Mr. CALKINS. -Then let us adjor .n. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question having been ordered, this 
will come up to-morrow as the unfinished business immediately after 
the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. REAGAN’S motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock 
and 7 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BREITUNG: Petition of Jesse Spalding and 17 others, of E. 
E. Sellers and many others, of many vessel-owners of Detroit, and 
of F. S. Haisson and 43 others, for the improvement of Mackinac Har- 
bor, Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Petition for a post-route in Georgia—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of citizens of Coal City, IL, relative to 
the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of blind soldiers of the soldiers’ home, Milwaukee, Wis., 
for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FYAN: Petition to amend pension laws, so as to place Mis- 
souri militia on the same footing as United States troops—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HANBACK: Petition of citizens of Lincoln, Kans., relative 
to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDY: Petition of late officers of the volunteer army, rela- 
tive to pensions, &e.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of Army officers, in favor of the passage 
of House bill 2613, relative to the efficiency of the Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of citizens of. the thirty-fourth ward 
and of the thirty-sixth ward, of Pittsburgh, Pa., relative to the Chinese 
restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign irs, 

By Mr. KLEINER: Petition of business men and tax-payers of Tell 
City, Ind., for relief and for restoration of property destroyed by the 
flood of the Ohio River—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of citizens on the Western Branch of the 
Elizabeth River, for the dredging, &c.,of the same—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petition for the relief of James H. Mountand Sarah E. Mount— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Henry B. Livingston, for arrears of pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCADOO: Papers relating to the claim of Mary H. Noonan— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCOID: Petition of Torrence Post, No. 2, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Keokuk, Iowa, asking for one hundred and sixty acres of 
a ast all honorably discharged soldiers—to the Committee on the Pub- 

ie s. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of 42 citizens of Frostburg, Md., rela- 
tive to the Chinese restriction act—tothe Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition of vessel owners and masters and others 
interested in the commerce of Lake Superior, to make Lac La Bellea 
permanent harbor of refuge—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Detroit, Mich., relative to the Chinese re- 
striction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. MILLARD: Petition of citizens of New York, relative tothe 
Chinese restriction act—to the same committee. 

Also, copy of the resolutions of the live-stock commission dealers at 
Chicago, Ill.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. O'HARA: Petition of citizens of New York, for the passage of 
a bill refunding to the depositors of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust 
Company their losses by failure of said company—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. OCHILTREE: Petition i ti of Albert C. Janin, re- 
lating to the contested-election case of Janin vs. Hunt—to the Com- 
mittee on Elections. 

By Mr. PARKER: Joint resolutions of the State of New York, re- 
lating to thenational Indian policy—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Paper relating to the bill for the relief of L. A. 
Morris—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, copy of the resolutions of the meeting of the live-stock com- 
mission dalas held at Chicago, I11.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. RANDALL: Papers relating to the claimof Jacob Cramer— 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. W. E. ROBINSON: Petition of Michael Clancey, to remove 
the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Papers relating to the claim of Robert 
Brown—to the Committee on War-Claims. 

By Mr. OSCAR TURNER: Petition of M. H. Carson, for relief—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. VAN ALSTYNE: Resolution of request by the common 
council of the city of Albany, relative to the Indian policy—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WELLBORN: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph H. 
Early—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
. THURSDAY, February 28, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, pursuant to section 1327 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, appointed Mr. CoNGER and Mr. COKE members of the 
Board of Visitors on the part of the Senate to attend the annual exami- 
nation of the cadets at the United States Military Academy at West 
Point, N. Y. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report of the Com- 
missioner of Railroads, in answer to a resolution of the 4th instant call- 
ing for information as to whether the Union Pacific Railroad Company 
has issued any new stock or made any mortgage, pledge, lease, running 
arrangement, or other traffic contract since March 3, 1873; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair presents a joint resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the State of Ohio, which has been transmit- 
ted to the Chair by the executive of that State. The joint resolution 
will be read. 

The joint resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, as follows: 


Joint resolution vpred | our Senators and Representatives in Congress to 
vote for an increase of pensions in certain cases. 

Whereas Federal soldiers and sailors of the late war who lost one eye in the 
service only receive a pension of $4 per month, which is unjust when compared 
with pensions allowed for other disabilities; and 

Whereas a bill is now pending in the House of resentatives of the United 
raa inland for the increase of such pensions from $ to $18 per month: 

re, 


o; 

Beitresolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, That our Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress be, and are hereby, requested to vote for such bill and 
said increase, and to use all honorable means to secure passage thereof, and 
that the governor of Ohio be requested to forward copies of thia resolution to 
the presiding officer of cach House of Congress and to each of the Senators and 
Representatives from Ohio. 

L. A. BRUNNER, 


Speaker pro tempore of the House of Representatives. 
ELMER WHITE, 
President pro tempore of the Senate. 
Adopted February 21, 1884. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents another joint reso- 
lution of the Legislature of the State of Ohio, transmitted to the Chair 
by the executive of that State. The joint resolution will be read. 

The joint resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, as follows: 

Joint resolution requesting our Senators and Representatives in Congress to 
urge the passage of a law for the equalization of bounties, 


Whereas a great irregularity exists among the Union soldiers of the late war 
in the amount of bounties they received; an 
ereas the present condition of our revenues renders it easy for our Govern- 
ment to do just ice by its brave defenders: Therefore, 
Resolved, That it is the sense of this General Assembly that Congress should 
at its earliest opportunity pass a law equalizing the bounties of Union soldiers. 
Resolved, That the governor be requested to furnish each of our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress a copy of these resolutions. 
of the Ri L. A. BRUNN 
ti S. 
Speaker pro tempore EL NER WETTE, ve: 
President o; Senate. 
Adopted February 21, 1884. = atij 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a communication from 8. J. 
Carroll, secretary, of East Weymouth, Mass., transmitting a petition 
adopted by the ‘‘ Boston preachers’ meeting of the Methodist Episco- 
pal Church,” praying that Congress carry out the recommendation re- 
garding Mormonism contained in the President’s last annual message 
to Congress; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of H. O. Peabody and 27 other 
ex-Union soldiers, praying for the passage of the bill (S. 1) to amend 
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section 2 ofan act making appropriations for the payment of the arrears 


of pensions granted by act of Co 
for other purposes, approved 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I t two petitions of a number of citizens 
residing in different parts of the State of Ohio, praying that certain 
sections of the Revised Statutes of the United States by which the con- 
stitutional term of many administrative offices was and fixed 
at four years be repealed, so that the incumbents of such offices may be 
immediately removed upon failure in the performance of their duty, 
and that when good they may continue in the discharge of those duties 
during good behavior and when bad that they may be removed at any 
time. I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, 
remonstrating against the repeal of the act permitting vinegar-makers 
by a vaporizing process to separate alcoholic properties from the mash 
produced by them and to inject the same into water for the purpose of 

ing vinegar; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I present the petition of the Rt. Rev. Thomas M. 
Clark, R. G. Hazard, Horatio Rogers, and many other citizens of Provi- 
dence, R. I., praying for the repeal of all duties on the importation of 
foreign books, periodicals, and newspapers. I move that the petition 
be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of J. H. Pleasants and other 
citizens of Baltimore, Md., praying for the repeal of the act of May 15, 
1820, and acts supplementary thereto, by which the constitutional term 
of many administrative offices was changed and fixed at four years; 
which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of 763 citizens of 
Buffalo, N. Y., a petition of citizens of Albany, N. Y., and a petition 
of 500 citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the repeal of the act of 
1820, and the acts supplementary thereto, by which the terms of many 
administrative offices were changed and fixed at four years; which were 
referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented a petition of the soldiers at the Sol- 
diers’ Home, Dayton, Ohio, praying for the ioning of soldiers who 
re-enlisted in the war of the rebellion; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I present the petition of Charles R. Fessenden, 
late private Company D, Forty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteers, and 
William Bell, jr., late private Company C, Seventy-fifth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteers, praying for the passage of a law pensioning prisoners in the 
late war and for the equalization of bounties; which I move be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio thatsuch petitions have been referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is the proper committee to consider them. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Iam willing that the petition should go 
to that committee, although the Sig drs of the petition is for pen- 
sions to those who were prisoners in the late war. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will not change the ref- 
erence then, unless the Senator from Ohio desires it, 

Mr. PENDLETON. I am willing it shall go to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. Itis rather in the nature of a letter tome thana 
petition, but as it relates only to those subjects I asked leave to present 
it as a petition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the petition 
will be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I present a petition of Thomas P. Morgan, of 
Washington, D. C., praying to be indemnified for certain losses which 
he alleges to have suffered in connection with the dredging of Norfolk 
harbor. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


approved January 25, 1879, and 
3, 1879; which was referred to the 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a preamble and resolution adopted at a 
meeting of Wheeler Post, No. 98, Grand Army of the Republic, of Ver- 
sailles, Ind., in favor of the passage of a bill for the equalization of 
bounties and other measures of relief; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of late officers of the volunteer army, 
praying for the passage of Senate bill 1306 and House bill 3485, fixing 
the rate of pension hereafter to be granted to all commissioned officers 
at one-half of the pay of the rank held by such officers at the time the 
disability was incurred; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of Van Buren Post, 
No. 105, Grand Army of the Republic of Indiana, Pike’s Peak, Ind., 
in favor of the pensioning of ex-prisoners of the late war; which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of William Ryan, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for a pension fordisability incurred while a police 


officer of the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of L. B. Bell and other citizens of the 
Cherokee Nation, praying for legislation in reference to the establish- 
ment of a national bank at Vinita, in the Indian Territory; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CALL. I present the petitionof M. R. Marks and various other 
citizens of Hernando and Hillsborough Counties, Florida, praying for 
the building of a light-house on the key known as North Anclote Key, 
between Cedar Keys and Egmont, on the southern coast of Florida. 
The petition states that this coast is greatly in need of a light-houseon 
North Anclote Key; that from Cedar Keys to Egmont, a distance of one 
hundred and forty miles, there is all along the coast a rapidly growing 
country and population; that it is a rock-bound coast, and there is no 
light-house between the two points, and that private means have been 
a to build a pierhead, with a light-house thereon, at the mouth 
of Anclote River. I move that this petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and I ask that the committee give special consid- 
eration to it. 

The motion was to. 

- Mr. SABIN presented the petition of O. B. Gould, president of the 
Board of Trade of Winona, Minn., and others, praying for such needed 
appropriations for the improvement of the Mississippi River and its 
tributaries as are recommended by the United States officers in charge; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River. 

He also presented a petition of the Good Templars of Minnesota, offi- 
cially signed, representing 4,516 members, praying for a commission of 
inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SABIN presented memorials and joint resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Minnesota; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

A memorial to 
EEEa Aa CNA mage aiskepetee A 
To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, lly rep- 
resent that the necessity for a harbor of refuge upon the north shore of Lake 
Superior has been heretofore ang wear by your honorable body by hy cab 
tions which have been made for the partial improvement of such a harbor at 
Grand Marais; that the constantly increasing commerce of the lake demands 
that such improvements be pushed to early completion. Your memorialists 
therefore pray that such further and adequate appropriations may be promptly 
made as will insure a commodious harbor of ge at Grand Marais, together 
with a light-house, without which the improvements already made will be of lit- 


tle value. 
L. FLETCHER, 
Speaker of the Houseof Representatives, 
0. A. GILMAN, 
President of the Senate. 

Approved February 23, A. D. 1883, 

STATE oF MINNESOTA, Department of State. 

I hereby certify that I have carefully compared the fo: ing with the original 
now on fle in this ee and that it is a true and correct copy thereof. 
and of the whole of the same. 

aoe my hand and the great seal of the State this 11th day of December, A. 


FRED. VON BAUMBACH, 
Secreta 


t J ry of State. 


Joint resolution requesting Congress to fix the head of navigation of the Min- 
nesota River. 


Be it resolved by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, That our Senators and 


Representatives in Con, be requested to procure the of an act of Con- 
ron Being the head of navigation of the Minnesota River at New Ulm, Brown 
unty, Minnesota. 
Resolved, That the secretary of state is requested to forward copies of this reso- 
lution to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 
L. F. HER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
©. A, GILMAN, 
President of the Senate. 


Approved February 26, A. D, 1883. i 
STATE OF MINNESOTA, Department of State. 
I hereb; Rei that I have carefully compared the foregoing with the orig- 
inal now phe file in this department, and that it isa trueand correct copy thereof, 


and of the whole of the same. 
Witness my hand and the great seal of the State this llth day of December, 


A. D. 1883. 
[seat] FRED. VON BAUMBACH, 
Secretary of State. 


Joint resolution, S 

Whereas the consent of the National Government has to be procured before 
the Mississippi can be bridged : Therefore, 

Beit resolved by the of the State of Minnesota, That our Representa- 
tives in Congress be, and they are hereby, requested to obtain from Congress 
the ener yy 4 authority to build said bridge. 

Resolved, t the secretary of state be requested to send a copy of these reso- 
lutions to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

©. A. GILMAN, 
President of the Senate. 
L. FLETCHER, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
Approved March 2, A. D. 1883. 


STATE OF MINNESOTA, Department of State. 
I hereby certify that I have carefully compared the foregoing with the original 
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now on file in this department, and that it is a true and correct copy thereof, and 


of the whole of the same. 
Mee my hand and the great seal of the State this 5th day of December, A. 


{seav.] FRED. VON BAUMBACH, 
Secretary of State. 


Memorial to Congress in relation to shear bonms at bridges on the Mississippi 
ver. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
rps United States in Congress assembled : 


The memorial of the Legislature of the State of Minnesota respectfully repre- 
sents: 


That the piers of many of the railway bridges crossing the aanerer, C River 
are a very serious hinderance to navigation; that steamers frequently collide 
with them, and sometimes great loss of life isthereby occasioned, and that there 
is annually a great loss of property, and that they are constantly a great source 
of danger and dread to those who have businessor who travel upon the river. 
That, in accordance with the act of Congress approved March 3, 1875, a board 
of United States engineers was convened in Saint Louis, and after an exhaust- 
ive examination of subject they submitted a report to the honorable the Sec- 
retary of War, February 19, 1877, in which they recognized the great necessity 
for shear-booms, and recommended plans for same at the various bridges. 
Thatin1882 Maj. A. Mackenzie, United States engineerin oftheriverim- 
provements between Saint Anthony's Falls and the mouth of the Illinois River, 
constantly witnessing the great danger to life and property at the bridge piers 
and the consequent necessity for protection thereat, submitted a report to the 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, in which much important information 
was given upon the subject and the shear-booms urgently recommended. There- 
fore your memorialists would respectfully but u tly suggest that the inter- 
ests of commerce, the security of property,and the safety of life imperatively 
demand that at the earliest possible moment shear-booms be placed at the va- 
rious bri in substantial accordance with the plans and recommendations 


above alluded to, 

Be it resolved (the assembly concu: )}, That the governor be, and he is hereby, 
requested to subscribe and forward the memorial to the President of the United 
States, the President of the United States Senate, the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, and to each of our Senators and Representatives in the Con- 


gress of the United States. 
0. A. GILMAN, 
President of the Senate. 


Speaker of the H = Ta Pra E 
9 Ouse O, T ves. 
Approved March 1, A. D. 1883. 

STATE of MINNESOTA, Department of State, 


I hereby certify that I have carefully compared the foregoing with the original 
now on file in this department, and that it is a true and correct copy thereof, and 
of the’whole of the same. 

Witness my hand and the great seal of the State this llth day of December, 


A. Ð. 1883. 
{sear} FRED. VON BAUMBACH, 
Secretary of State. 


Joint resolution. 

y the State of Minnesota (the house of representatives con- 
curring), That whereas there isa amountof travel and intercourse between 
the citizens of the United States and the States of Minnesota and Wisconsin car- 
ried on across the present bridge over the Saint Croix River at the dalles at Saint 
Croix and Taylor’s Falls; and 

Whereas the highway leading to said bridge on the Wisconsin side of the river 
runs over high and almost inaccessible hills, making extensive travel thereon 
exceedingly difficult and dangerous; and 

Whereas it is of the highest importance that a bridge should be at once con- 
structed across said river at a point er up thereon, so as to be easily accessi- 
ble from the Wisconsin side of said river, nearly opposite the village of Saint 
Croix Falls, avoiding saw-mills; and ` 

Whereas the construction of said bridge would be a great accommodation to 


Resolved by the senate of 


the people in said vicinity and the public at large: Therefore, 
Be it resolved, That our rs and eon apnea in Congress be, and they 
are hereby, ested to use all reasonable efforts to secure an ropriation in 


ded under the direction of the chet engineer of 


Sec. 2. Resol t the governor be, and he: repectfull: uested 
to forward a eae of these Téschetions to each of our rs and igpouaean: 
tives in Congress. ° 

C. A. GILMAN, 
President of the Senate, 


Speaker of the He = ply ta P 
o; ouse 5 
Approved February 23, A. D. 1883. 

STATE OF MINNESOTA, Depariment of State, 

T herel that I have carefully com the fo: with the 

now on pies department, and fn it isa true pra pie sean fisks th . „and 
of the whole of the same. 
Witness my hand and the great seal of the State this Ilth day of December, 


A.D. 
[sEAL.] FRED. VON BAUMBACH, 
Secretary of State. 


Memorial to the House of Representatives. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled : 
the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, would respect- 


Your memo: 
sip Se eon, represent: 

That ne e, which is but an enlargement of the Minnesota River, 
and Lake verse, but five miles distant therefrom, and which merged, a its 
waters by the way of the Bois de Sioux River into the Red River of the North 


at Breckenridge, are each about thirty-five miles long,with a width of from one 


and a half to two miles, and so situated in the valley which extends from 
the northern boundary of the State to the mouth of the esota River that by 
embracing them in the “reservoir system” now being prosecuted by the Gov- 
ernment in this State the excess of waters caused by the annual and disastrous 

floods in that region could be ently restrained and so utilized as 
to render the Minnesota River na’ le throughout its N , and also extend 
the navi on of the Red River of the Ni south about one hundred 
miles to foot of said Big Stone Lake. 


That the preliminary surveys have shown the entire practicability of the proj- 
ect above foreshadowed, and at a comparatively cost, while its immense 


advantages to the people of Western Minnesota and Eastern Dakota are too ob- 

vious to need repetition. 

memorialists rape urge upon Congress that you take 
1 5 


result in accomplishing the objects herein 


L. FLETCHER, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
C. A. GILMAN, 

President of the Senate. 


Sa Gonski cn posh 
su mg and prompt action as 
set forth, 7 r z 


Approved February 8, A. D. 1883. 
STATE OF MINNESOTA, Department of State. 
I hereby certify that I have carefully compared the foregoing with the original 
now on file in this department, and that itisa true and correct copy thereof, and 


of the whole of the same, 
Witness my hand and the great seal of the State this 11th day of December, 


A. D. 1883. 
[sEax.] FRED. VON BAUMBACH, 
Secretary of State. 


A memorial to the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States. 
To the honorable the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States : 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, ully re 
resent that further and more liberal appropriations are urgently demanded for 
the immediate improvement of the harbor of Duluth. 

The expansion of the commerce tributary to that point has been so manifestly 
and largely out of proportion to the extension of harbor facilities; that a further 
failure to a ent the appropriations must result in the obstruction of such 
ecommerce or its diversion to unnatural and less economical channels, 

The water front in said harbor, so improved as to be presently available for 
commerce, is not at all commensurate to the variety and magnitude of the ship- 
n Sn which are now definitely seeking accommodation at that port. 

Wherefore your memorialists pray for an immediate and substantial increase 
of the appropriations for that harbor. 

0. A, GILMAN, 
President of the Senate. 
L. FLETCHER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Approved January 22, A. D. 1883. 

STATE or MINNESOTA, Department of State. 

I hereby certify that I have compared the foregoing with the original now on 
file in this department, and that it is a true and correct copy thereof, and of the 


whole of the same. 
Witness my hand and the great seal of the State this llth day of December, 


A. D. 1883. 
[SEAL.] FRED. VON BAUMBACH, 
. Secretary of State, 


Mr. SABIN presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Minne- 
sota; which was referred to the Committee on the Improvement of the 
Mississippi River, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Joint resolution instructing our Senators and requesting our Representatives in 
Congress to use their best endeavors to secure such appropriations as may be 
necessary to carry on the improvements of the Mississippi River. 

Whereas the Long a eg of continuing the work of the improvement of the 
Mississippi River in the interest of cheap transportation is a matter of national 
interest: Therefore, - 

Be it resolved by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota: 

Src. 1. That our Senators in Congress be, and they are hereby, instructed, and 
our Representatives be, and they are hereby, requested, to use their best endeav- 
ors to secure such appropriations as may be necessary to carry on the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River. 

Sec. 2. That the secretary of state is requested to forward copies of this reso- 
lution to each of our Senators and Representatives in Con, 


the Hi L. E] 
Speaker o, louse 0; resentatives, 
Approved February 24, A. D. 1883. 

STATE OF MINNESOTA, Department of State. 

I hereby certify that I have carefully com the foregoing with-the origins! 
now on file in this department, and it is a trueand correct copy thereof, and 
of the whole of the same. 

Witness my hand and the great seal of the State this llth day of December, 


A. D. 1883. 
[sear] FRED. VON BAUMBACH, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. SABIN presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Minne- 
sota; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: : 


A joint resolution for the relief of John Fenske. 
. Whereas John Fenske, of the city of New Ulm, in the county of Brown, and 
State of Minnesota, on the 18th day of August, A. D. 1862, w! 
ment of the United Statesas a mechanic and while endeavoring to save the prop- 


C. A. GILMAN, 
President of the Senate, 
L. FLETCHER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Approved February 14, A. D. 1883. 
STATE OF MINNESOTA, Department of State. 
I hereby certify that I have carefully compared the foregoing with the original 
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now on file in this department, and that it is a true and correct copy thereof, and 


of the whole of the same, i 
Witness my hand and the great seal of the State this 11th day of December, 


A. D. 1833, 


SEAL. FRED. VON BAUMBACH, 
l ] Secretary of State. 


Mr. SABIN presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Minne- 
nesota; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

A joint resolution asking anata Fee soa of land grants to railroads in 

Whereas millions of acres of land in this State have been nted to railroads 
and have been withdrawn from settlement and are untaxed; and 

Whereas many of such grants have not been adjusted, and lands not falling 
within the grant are thus withheld from market or are untaxed ; and i 

Whereas some of such grants have been forfeited by reason of non-compliance 
in part of the railroad company to which the grant has been made with inten- 
tions of the grant; and 

Whereas it requires an act of Congress or the decree of a court to forfeit the 
land of a defaultin; railroad company; Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, That the interest of the 
State and of the citizens requires that all land grants to railroads should be ad- 
et at the earliest possible day, or thatin all cases when any railroad cea oad 

has not complied with the conditions of the grant to it such grant should be at 
once decla forfeited. K 

Resolved further, ‘That our Senators and Representatives in Congress are re- 
quested to use all honorable means to secure an immediate adjustment of such 
san bee] si yeaa ES forfeiture of any grant the termsof which has not been 
complied with. 

Resolved further, That the secretary of state be, and is hereby, requested to for- 
ward a copy of this resolution to our Senators and Representatives in Congress 
at as early a day as practicable, 

©. A. GILMAN, 


L. FLETCHER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Approved February 17, A. D, 1883. 


STATE or MINNESOTA, Department of State. 

I hereby certify that I have carefully compared the foregoing with the original 
now on file in this department, and that it is a true and correct copy thereof, and 
of the whole of the same. 

when my hand and the great seal of the State this 11th day of December, 
A. D. 1883, 

[SEAL] FRED. VON BAUMBACH, 
Secretary of State, 


Mr. SABIN presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Minne- 


sota; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 


dered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


A memorial to the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives in Con- 
gress assembled. 

Your memorialists, the senate and house of representatives of the State of Min- 
nesota, most respectfully represent that whereas under and by the laws of the 
State of Minnesota a judgment is a lien on real estate only upon and after the 
docketing of such judgment in the county in which such real estate lies; and 

Whereas the courts of the United States in this State have held that the afore- 
said provision of law is inapplicable to judgments rendered by the United States 
courts, and that such judgment, when docketed in the office of the clerk of such 
courts, becomes a lien on all real estate in any and every county in the State 
Pome ae docketing ofsuch judgments in the county in which such realestate 

es; an 

Whereas the existence of different rules in the same State as to the liens of 
judgmentsis misleading to the public; and the making of a judgment a lien on 
any real estate in any county in which such ju ent is not docketed is a great 
and manifest h ip and inconvenience: Therefore your memorialists re- 
spectfully and earnestly pray that a law be enacted by Congress making the 
ay of the United States conform to the laws of the State in the respect afore- 
said. 

Resolved, That our Senators in Congress be instructed and our Representatives 
= to use their influence to secure the of such a law. 

wed further, The secretary of state is hereby directed to send an authenti- 
cated copy of this memorial to each of our Senators and Representatives in Con- 


gress. 
©. A, GILMAN, 
President of the Senate. 
uf the H L. pigs irasara 
Speaker 0, louse resentatives. 
Approved March 3, A. D. 1883. 
STATE OF MINNESOTA, 
of State, 
I hereby certify that I have carefully com the foregoing with the original 
now on in this department, and that itis a true and correct copy thereots and 
of the whole of the same. 


Taw my hand and the great seal of the State this 11th day of December, A. 
z FRED. VON BAUMBACH, 
Secretary of 


Mr. GROOME presented the petition of Harvey Stanley and others, 
legal representatives of owners of vesselsdestroyed by the French, pray- 
ing legislation for the payment of the French spoliation claims; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented the petition of Samuel Hatfield, of Simp- 
son County, Kentucky, praying compensation for property taken from 
him by the United States Army during the war of the rebellion; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr, RANSOM, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1251) to authorize the purchase of a wharf for the use 
of the Government in Wilmington, N. C., reported it without amend- 
ment. 


D. 


FRANK GALT. 


Mr. PIKE. I am instructed by the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 186) for the relief of Frank 


Galt, to report it without amendment; and I ask that the joint resolu- 
tion be put on its passage at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read for 
information. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved Senate sc te pare X he 
Treasury aa he is reik aeh fe and yp krea eal Pesan the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay to Frank Galt the sum of $492, for 
services rendered as assistant to the J Pra om Clerk of the House of Representa- 
cig cos December 3, 1883, to February 23, 1884, inclusive, being at the rate of $6 
per diem. 

Mr. HALE. What is the provision of the joint resolution as to the 
fund from which the payment shall be made? 

Mr. PIKE. From money in the Treasury. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is to be paid ‘‘out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

Mr. HALE. How does the joint resolution come here? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a joint resolution of the House 
of Representatives, which was received yesterday, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and now reported favorably by that committee. Is 
there objection to its present consideration? 

Mr. HALE. I had the ig stipe that it provided that the money 
be paid from the contingent fund of the House, with which, I think, 
we have little or nothing to do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
vide. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. INGALLS. I intioduce a bill. Being brief, I ask that it may 
be read once at 1 h. 

The bill (S. 1670) to relieve the members and judge-advocate of the 
general court-martial for the trial of Fitz-John Porter from the opera- 
tion of certain restrictions of the eighty-fourth article of war was read 
the first time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &e,, That the members and judge-advocate of the general court- 
martial which convened in the city of Washington, D. C., in obedience to special 
order No. 362,o0f November 25, 1862, from the headquarters of the Army, for the 
trial of Maj. Gen. Fitz-John Porter, United States volunteers, be, and are hereby, 
relieved from the operation of so much of the eighty-fourth article of war as re- 
lates to disclosing and discovering the vote or opinion of any particular member 
of the said court-martial, 

The bill was read the second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1671) for the judicial 
ascertainment of the facts in private claims, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1672) to declare the true intent 
and meaning of the act of June 17, 1870, chapter 30; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. WILLIAMS introduced a bill (8. 1673) to regulate the retiring 
of Army officers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1674) Sapa ym increase of pen- 
sion to Jacob Miller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1675) to equalize the rank and 
pay of certain staff officers of the Navy; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1676) granting a pension to John F. 
Hinman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 1677) to amend section 1207 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States and to provide for the examination 
of officers of artillery before promotion; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1678) for the relief of 
persons whose property has been confiscated under the act of Congress 
entitled ‘‘An act to suppress insurrection, to punish treason and re- 
bellion, to seize and confiscate the pro) of rebels, and for other pur- 

” approved July 17, 1862; whi was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

_ Mr. PENDLETON introduced a bill (8. 1679) to facilitate the set- 
tlement and develop the resources of the Territory of Alaska and to 
open an overland communication therewith; which was read twice by 
its title, - 

Mr. PENDLETON. I introduce this bill by request, without being 
responsible for its contents. I move that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1680) granting a pension to George 
Prince; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 


The joint resolution does not so pro- 


1884. 
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Mr. LAMAR introduced a bill (S. 1681) for the relief of Mrs. Mary 
Jane Veazie; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


RAILROAD IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Senate will now proceed under the eighth rule to the consid- 
veration of bills on the Calendar, beginning with Order of Business No. 
122, being Senate bill No. 50. 

Mr. HALE. I am very desirous that the Senate should finish the 
«consideration of the naval bill to-day, and I am informed that we are 
likely to be interrupted at an early hour this afternoon by resolutions 
that will come in from the other House that will need to be immedi- 
-ately considered. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator will permit me a moment, I will 
state that he is misinformed on that subject. 

Mr. HALE. Isit not to be to-day? 

Mr. INGALLS. The resolutions will not be here this afternoon. 

Mr. HALE. I was told alittle while ago that the resolutions would 
«come over to-day. As I was misinformed I shall not ask for the pres- 
-ent consideration of the naval bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (S. 50) to grant to the Gulf, 
‘Colorado and Santa Fé Railway Company a right of way through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes, is now before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole. The bill has been read and the pending 
‘question is on the amendment proposed by the Committee on Rail- 


roads, 

Mr. HARRISON. Since the adjournment yesterday, I have taken 
some pains to examine the pending bill, and the result of that exam- 
ination has been to satisfy me that it ought not to be considered under 
Rule VIII, thefive-minuterule. I think, therefore, without attempting 
to give my reasons, as they are not important to any one, I shall inter- 
pose the objection and let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is objected to and goes 
over. 

Mr. BROWN. The order of the Senate yesterday was that the sub- 
stitute reported by the Committee on Railroads should be printed and 
laid on the tables of Senators this morning. By some sort of neglect the 
printed copies have not reached our tables, as I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers were sent to the Printing 
“Office to be printed in the time and order, and undoubtedly they 
will soon be received and laid upon the desks of Senators. 

Mr. BROWN. [ask the Senator from Indiana not to interpose any 
objection in the way of the bill retaining its position at the head of the 
‘Calendar of unobjected cases until to-morrow morning, and then deter- 
mine whether to make his objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana has already 
objected. 

Mr. HARRISON, I think it is scarcely worth while that we should 
occupy time upon the subject to-morrow morning. I am satisfied that 
the bill can not be considered under the five-minute rule. I am not 
willing that it shall be so considered, and that my participation in any 
discussion in regard to it shall be limited to five minutes and to one 
speech. If the report of the committee is not very widely different from 
the original bill which was introduced, I think there are most serious 
objections to its 

Mr. BROWN. I will state to the Senator that there have been very 
important amendments made in the substitute reported by the commit- 
tee. I would prefer that the Senator should see that before he deter- 
mines the question, and that is one reason why I asked him not to in- 
terpose an imperative objection this morning. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have no objection to the bill going over if the 
Senator thinks it will be any advantage, but I think I may say to him 
— that the objection will probably be made to-morrow as it has been 
to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. _Does the Senator from Indiana with- 
draw his objection ? 

Mr. HARRISON. I will withdraw the objection at the request of the 
‘Senator from Georgia, and let the bill occupy to-morrow the same place 
it did this morning. y 

Mr. BROWN. That is all we ask at present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that upon ob- 
jection being made no debate is in order, but it has been the custom to 
kear explanations. The Senator from Georgia asks unanimous consent 
that the bill be passed over, retaining its place at the head of the Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII. Is there objection? The Chair hears no ob- 

jection, and it is so ordered. 
BONDS OF EXECUTORS. 


The bill (S. 310) to amend the laws relating to the bonds of execu- 
tors in the District of Columbia was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides that whenever a testator shall, by last will and 
testament, request that his executor or executors be not required to give 
bond for the performance of his or their duty as such executor or execu- 
tors, the bond required of such executor or executors shall be in such pen- 
alty as the court or the register of wills shall consider sufficient to se- 


cure the payment of the debts due by the testator and all public taxes 


or assessments due or to become due on the property devised or be- 
queathed, and the bond shall be conditioned accordingly, and shall be 
in no other or greater penalty. But whenever any distributee, legatee, 
or devisee named in & will shall make it appear to the court that any 
executor who has given such bond as is thus provided for is wasting the 
assets of the estate, or that the assets in the hands of such executor are 
in danger of being lost, wasted, or misappropriated, then the court shall 
require the executor to give bond, with security, in penalty sufficient 
to secure the interests of such distributees, legatees, or devisees, and 
conditioned accordingly; and on his failure to give bond as required by 
the court within a time named by the court, his letters testamentary 
shall be revoked forthwith. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM J. GAMBLE. 


The bill (S. 436) for the relief of William J. Gamble was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to William J. Gamble, late of Company K, Second Arkan- 
sas Cavalry, $125, in payment for the running-gear of a six-horse wagon 
furnished by him and used by the United States Army. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. KENNA 
January 31, 1884: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill E for the relief 
of William J. Gamble, respectfully report that a similar bill was introduced in 
the Senate in the Forty-sixth Congress, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 
which reported tothe Senatethereon. The matter occupies now the samestatus 
it oceupiedthen. The papers, vouchers, and evidence are thesame. This com- 
mittee, therefore, upon consideration of the claim, adopt the report made ig 
the Committee on Claims of the Forty-sixth Congress. That report is as fi 


lows: 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1063) for the re- 
lief of William J. Gamble, have had the same under consideration, and respect- 
fully submit the following report: 
claim embraced in the bill is for the value of the running-gear of a six- 
horse wagon taken for the use of the United States Army from the claimant. 
The following is a copy of the original voucher given to the claimant for the 
property taken, and which is before your committee in support of the claim: 
La GRANGE, TENN., August 11, 1865. 
This is to certify that the running-gear of a six-horse wagon belonging to W. 
J. Gamble, pae of Second Arkansas Cavalry, was taken to replace the run- 
ning-gear of one Government wagon broken down, unable to travel. Said Gov- 
ernment wagon was in the possession of Capt. R. B. Owens. A. S M,, Spring- 
field, Mo., on the march from Northeast Arkansas to Springñeld, Mo., under 
the command of Col, J. E. Phelps, Second Arkansas Cavalry. 


GEO, MORLEY, 
Lieutenant, Regimental Quartermaster, Second Arkansas Cavalry. 
Witness to the above: 
Jons E. PHELPS, 
Second Arkansas Cavalry. 


This claim was presented to the Third Auditor of the Treasu 
1874,and the foregoing voucher filed with that officer, also an 
claimant in support of his claim. The original voucher was referred by the 
Third Auditor to the Second Auditorof the ury for his examination totest 
the genuineness of the signatures by which the vouchers are certi and ap- 
proved. On the 12th of April, 1875, the Second Auditor returned the voucher, 
stating that from evidence on file in his office the signatures of John E. Phelps. 
colonel, and George Morley, lieutenant and regimental quartermaster, Second 
Arkansas Cavalry, in case of W. J. Gamble, private Second Arkansas Cavalry, 
may be considered genuine. i 

The affidavit of the claimant Gamble, made before J. M. Doubleday, notary 
public, at Boone County, Arkansas, states, among other things, that he was the 
original and is the present owner of said claim; that said wagon was taken 
about the 25th of May, 1864, from his farm in Carroll County, in the State of Ar- 
kansas. It was a new six-horse wagon and in runn order, and was 
well worth $125; that he had given that price for it but a short time before it was 
taken; the wagon had not been used more than one month. 

On reference of the claim to the Quartermaster-General it was considered that 
$100 is a fair value of the property. 

The claim, however, was disallowed by the Second Comptroller on the ground 
that the voucher was nota regular voucher, but only a memorandum receipt, 
and should have been presented under the act of July 4, 1864. 

The claim was then presented under the act of July 4, 18654, and it was deter- 
mined by the Quartermaster-General that, the case having or ed in an in- 
surrectio: State, Arkansas, he had no jurisdiction of the claim. 

Whether the claim could have been allowed by either of the officers to whom 
the claim has been presented it is not necessary now to inquire. It is clearly 
established that the wagon was the property of the claimant, Gamble, and was 
on his farm in Arkansas; he was loyal to the United States; was in its mili- 
tary service as a private soldier in the Second Arkansas Cavalry; and the article 
was taken by command of the colonel of the Second Arkansas Ca’ 
by that regiment. The value of the property is $125. 

The committee are of opinion that the claim should be allowed, and report 
the bill back and recommend that it be passed. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DAVID WALDO. 

The bill (S. 388) for the relief of David Waldo was announced as 
next in order upon the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that go over. There is an adverse report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The bill 
will go over. 


in October, 
davit of the 


COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The bill (S. 398) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of 
common schools was announced as next in order upon the Calendar. 
Mr. BLAIR. That bill will occupy more time than can be given it 
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under the five-minute rule, and I ask that it be made the special order 
for March 12, subject to the ETONE apes order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the bill now reached spon the Calendar be made the special 
order for March 12, at 2 o'clock. there objection ?- 

Mr. COCKRELL. I eall the attention of the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. SEWELL] to the request. I think he had a bill set for that 
same day. 

Mr. BLAIR. Isaid ‘‘subject to the existing special order.’* 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the bill (S. 398) to aid in the establishment and temporary 
support of common schools be made the special order for March 12, 
subject to the existing special order. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. That order will be made. 

ARMY DETAILS. 

The bill (S. 641) concerning details from the Army was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not think that bill can safely be—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘TheSenator from Missouri has called 
for the reading of the report. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator from Tennessee will yield for a moment, 
the Senator from New Jérsey [Mr. SEWELL] is in charge of this bill, 
and I will ask him if he has any objection to letting it lie over until 
we can have it considered further in committee, 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from New Jersey 
before it goes over if the committee has considered the propriety of ex- 
cepting from the provisions of the bill the officer who happens to be in 

of War Records. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will state to the Senator from Tennessee that the 
President, under the bill as amended by the committee, will have power 
to make the exception by his order. I have no objection to the bill 
going over if the Senator from Illinois desires it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I donot believe that there can be a particle of objec- 
tion to this bill from any source whatever, as it has been amended by 
thecommittee. Itpermits the President to detail whomsoever he pleases 
and so long as he pleases, but cuts off details by inferior authority, 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill as read I think does not contain such a pro- 
vision. I suppose that only the original bill was read, independent of 
the amendment recommended by the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN], the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, asks that the bill may go over to be further considered 
by that committee. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will state that the question is not as to the provision 
in reference to the details, It is only a question in the minds of some 
in reference to whether this power should be taken from the General 
of the Army and transferred to the President, or whether it should re- 
side as now in the General of the Army. That is the only point on 
which I ask that the bill may be passed over until we have a meeting 
of the committee to-morrow, 

Mr. SEWELL. I have no objection to the bill going over. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is the only point about it, so far as the bill is 
concerned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not propose to interpose an objection. I have 
no objection to the bill standing at the head of the Calendar for to- 
morrow. In the mean time the amendment proposed by the committee 
can be looked at. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will then go over without 
prejudice and stand at the head of the Calendar of unobjected cases. 


FREDERICK W. RUGGLES. 


The bill (S. 743) for the relief of Frederick W. Ruggles, of Westport, 
Nova Scotia, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to refer to the Court of Claims for hearing and adjudication the 
claim of Frederick W. Ruggles for losses and damages suffered by him 
as owner of the and charterer of the schooner Argonaut, in the 
year 1861, by reason of the seizure and detention of that vessel by the 
officials of the United States. 

Mr. CONGER and Mr. GARLAND. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. CAMERON, 
of Wisconsin, January 31, 1884: i 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 743) for the relief 
of Frederick W. Ruggles, having considered the case and the evidence presented, 


leave to sopari \ 3 ? 
claim of erick W. Ruggles against the United States, which he desires 
to be — and adjudicated upon in the Court of Claims, is based upon the fol- 
lowing facts: 

The said claimant, Frederick W. Ruggles, is a subject of the British Govern- 
ment, residing at Westport, in the county of Digby, Province of Nova Scotia, 
and Dominion of Ca: , and was the owner of a cargo consisting of six hun- 
dred and thirty-eight barrels of No. 1 herring, seventy-five quintals of dry cod- 
fish, and other goods and articles, which said cargo was shipped on board the 
schooner Argonaut on or about the 23d day of Au; , A.D. 1861. Said schooner 
cleared from W rt aforesaid for Key West, in Florida, on the 27th day of 


13th day of September, A. D. 1861, was captured by the United States steamer 
Susquehanna off Hatteras Inlet, sent with said cargo into New York in charge 
of a prize-crew, and was libeled by the United States attorney as a peice of war. 


The said claimant a before the district court of the United States sittir 
as a prize-court, and obtained from said court a judgment in his favor, whic 
ju ent was for the return of the carge to him, without costs against the naval 

ors. But an interval of six weekshavingoccurred from the time of the capt- 
ure to the date of such release and restoration, during which time said cargo 
was in the hands and under the contro! of the captors, the fish and other per- 
ishable articles were damaged and rendered almost worthless, and many arti- 
cles forming a part of said cargo were removed and haye not since been seen by 
said claimant. 

Subsequently, in the year 1872, the said claimant presented his case, by his own 
Government, upon memorial, to the commissioner appointed under the treaty 
between the United States and Great Britain, called and known as the “ Wash- 
ington treaty,” which commission is known asthe “ Britishand American Mixed 
Commission,” and established his claim, as it seems to your committee, by good 
and competent evidence, all of which evidence, with the memorial, demurrer, 
and ments, may be found in the Reports ofsaid British and American Mixed 
Commission, Volumes X, XVII, XX VI, now on filein the library of the Depart- 
mentof State. 

From an examination of the case, as found in said reports, itappears that while 
the whole case was presented, with evidence as to its merits, in the hearings he- 
fore said commission, the merits were not considered. The United States, by 
their counsel, demurred to the memorial of the claimant as not showing a case 
within the jurisdiction of said commission, and specified as grounds of demur- 
rer— 


First. That the said cargo having been discharged by the judgment of the 
district court, and no appeal taken from such judgment, the United States are 
not responsible for the acts of the said United States steamer Susquehanna, and 
are not liable to reclamation for damages thereof; 

Second, That the question of costs and damages in regard to said alleged capt- 
ure having been within the jurisdiction of said district court to determine, and 
the said court not having awarded to said claimant for such detention, 
and no appeal Bening poen taken from the judgment of said court in that re- 

, no reclamation lies before this commission in behalf of the claimant for 

e damages claimed in said memorial; and 

Third. That the memorial sets forth no facts or circumstances establishing a 
ve: ce the United States within the provisions of thetwelfth article of 
said treaty, 

The question of jurisdiction was argued at length, and an examination of the 
case in the reports shows that it was the only question argued and considered, 
and thatconsequently upon that ground the claim was disallowed by the commis- 
sion. It was heldthat until the claimant had exhausted his remedy by appeal, 
and finds himself still aggrieved by the judicial tribunal of last resort, he hus no 
ground of reclamation against the United States as the worker of injustice 
againsthim. It is only in the event of final failure of justice, after pursuit of all 
the regular and ordinary means of redress, that any nation is to be considered 
as working wrong against a foreign litigant, so as to entitle him to reclamation 
through the intervention of hisowngovernment. The litigant who stops short 
of this can not avail himself of the provisions of the treaty. 

In the case before the commission, the claimant files an affidavit setting forth 
the reasons why no appeal was taken from the decision of this prize court, which 
are, substantially, that the counsel who conducted the business for said claimant 
informed him that there was no necessity for taking such an appeal, unless he, 
the said claimant, intended to commence suit in a evil court for ead. els and 
that the said counsel gave it as his opinion that there would, without doubt, be 
other such claims arising in the course of the war which would be referred to ar- 
bitration, and that, being governed by such advice, no appeal was taken, Such 
right of appeal having now been lost by limitation, and the claimant having pre- 
sented a claim which is prima f psa a just one, it seems to your committee, in ac- 
cordance with the principles of justice and equity, that the claimant should have 
the opportunity o presen soe this case in the Court of Olaims, that it may be 

upon its merits and judgment given accordingly. 

Wherefore your committee report back the bill and recommend that it do 
pass. 

Mr. GARLAND. Let the latter part of the bill be read again. 

The Chief Clerk again read the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. This isa claim of long standing which has been before 
Congress in many forms for the last ten years. 

Mr. PIKE. Let me say to the Senator that this bill was reported by 
the chairman of the committee, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Cam- 
ERON] who is away. If the Senator is willing I should like to have 
it passed by so as to keep its place until he returns. He is expected 
back in a few days. 

Mr. CONGER. I rose to state the nature of this claim and the length 
of time this fish case has been pending. This is really a bill to secure 
payment for damage to fish. Iwasabout to object to the consideration 
of the bill; I do object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Michigan objects to 
the consideration of the bill, and it goes over. 


ELIZA HOWARD POWERS. 


The bill (S. 716) for the relief of Eliza Howard Powers was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment te 
Eliza Howard Powers of $2,500. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Man- 
DERSON January 31, 1884: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 716) for the relief 
of Eliza Howard Powers, report: 

This case has been ponding before the Congress of the United States since the 
second session of the Forty-third Congress, and has received at the hands of dif- 
ferent committees of both Houses frequent favorable action, as will appear in 
the rt of Mr. Frye, herewith submitted. 

At the second session of the Forty-seventh Sree the Committee on Claims 
of the Senate made the following report, No. 893, which report so clearly sets 
forth the facts that it is adopted by committee : 

“ Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the following report, to- 
accom y bill S., 1500: 

“*The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1500) for the re- 
lief of Eliza Howard Powers, report: 

“The case finds that at the breaking out of the civil war Mrs. Powers was a 
widow woman, of fine education, of excellent saa flag in good circumstances, 
a resident of the city of Paterson, in the State of New Jersey; that from April 


August, A. D. 1861, and while on her voyage to such port, and on or about the | 28, 1861, to August 14, 1864, she devoted her whole time, energy, influence, and 
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means to the service of Union soldiersand for the suecess of the Union cause— 
ne for the sick and wounded soldiers, collecting and forwarding hospital 
supplies and money for their relief, ministering to their wants, and relieving 
their sufferings in camp, field, and hospital; that during this whole time she 
acted as president of the Florence Nightingale Relief Association, of Paterson, 
N. J., and from November, 1862, to August, 1864, acted also asassociate manager 
of the United States sanitary commission for New Jersey, and in this capacity 
collected over $8,000 in money, and over 20,000 articles for hospital use; that she 
received no pay or compensation whatsoever, paying out of her own meansthe 
cost of her own transportation and subsistence, besides contributing freely to 
the purposes she served to the amount at least of $2,500; that in October, 1864, 
she Tout by misfortune her whole property, and for over a year was seriously 
and dangerously sick from disease contracted by her exertions and exposure in 
the performance of her duties; that in 1867, without doubt in consideration of 
her labor of love, she was sonra toa clerkship in the dead-letter office, 
which position she held unti ptember, 1874, since which time she has been 
largely dependent upon her widowed daughter, also r. Your committee 
find, in paia support of these facts, the statements of the following letter from 
Henry W. Bellows, president of the United States sanitary commission : 
New YORK, February 22, 1876. 
Sın: I beg toask your personal attention tothe claims of Mrs. Eliza H. Powers, 
of New Jersey, to some place in the gift of the Government. During our late 
unhappy but glorious war Mrs, Powers, then in comfortable circumstances, 
ised, by her indefatigable exertions, $10,000 and 20,000 articles of clothing for 
„the relief of our sick and wounded soldiers. She wore out her health in the 
unpaid service then rendered to the country, A woman of education, a lady in 
breeding and of unimpeached character, she is reduced to poverty by misfortune, 
and has to earn her daily bread, at 73 years of age, by her personal labor. If 
such a patriotic and venerable woman has not clajms to a clerkship, which her 
superior knowledge, accomplishment in languages, and extraordinary ene: 
fit her to occupy with advantage to the Government, who can have a claim 
worthy the attention of the Government or its Chief Magistrate? As I had charge 
of the crepe! icy it during the war, I was a special witness of Mrs. 
Powers’s sacri. and advant uslabors for our soldiers. I have felt specially 
called to testify in her case, and bave felt that her age made it not improper to 
bring the subject directly to the President's notice, 
Respectfully, your fellow-citizen, 
HENRY W. BELLOWS, 


President United States Sanitary Commission, 
The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


“ There are also letters, petitions, and statements of facts signed by Hon. 8. 
‘Tuttle, ex-mayor of Paterson, N. J.; Garret A. Hobart, speaker of the New Jer- 
sey assembly; George Wirtz, editor of the Press; John J. Brown, president 
First National Bank of Paterson; B. Buckley, president Second National Bank; 
Nathaniel Townsend, mayor of Paterson; H. A. Williams, ex-mayor of Pater- 
son; Benj. Buckley, president New Jersey senate, and many others of high 
character and prominent positions. 

“Your committee also cite the following extract from the letter of John W. 

, reporter of the United States Supreme Court: 

i*J can think of no case more affecting than hers [meaning Mrs. Powers’s]. 
Her family, in a branch of it known to me, is one of the best in this part of our 
country. She has been uncommonly well educated in letters, and, but for 
accident—such as occasionally happens in social life—would have been in a 
situation of opulence. She is, however, in circumstances very painfully the re- 
verse, She has claims also upon the nation. She was for three years, as I un- 
derstood at the time and have no doubt, engaged in our camps and hospitals 
during the war, and did much to relieve the sufferings of our sick and wounded 
soldiers. As an associate manager for New Jersey of the United States sani- 
tary commission, it has been stated to me, and I doubt nottruly, that she raised 
by personal application in one city $10,000 in money, besides superintending 
the preparation of 21,000 hospital articles, which went to the use of the Army. 
Her own health was impaired by her labor.* 

“Mrs. Powers is now 80 years of age. The history of the case in Congress 
shows that her petition was first presented to Congress at the second session of 
the Forty-third Congress, and received a favorable report from the Committee 
on Claims of the House, on which there was no final action. Again, in the 
Forty-fifth and Forty-sixth Congresses, no action. Inthe United States Senate, 
in the Forty-sixth Congress, referred to the Committee on Claims, whose report 
was adverse, The report of that committee was submitted by Senator Harris, 
and the facts found were substantially as those stated in this report, but its con- 
clusion was in these words: 


y motives, 
and such as very few have demanded compensation for, and the Government 
i . s 


Congress, as appears by a resolution 4 ghee no ey as com- 
er own re- 

sol- 
nce to 


large annuities have been 
lso in the ample provisions 
Presidents of the 


an appropriation 
for Mrs. Powers any new or dangerous precedent will be established. On the 


she rendered to the sick and wounded soldiers, but she can, and in the 
opan of your committee ought to, be reimbursed, under all the circumstances 
of this case, for the $2,500 she actually ex; ded. Theref your committee 


ore 
recommend the passage of accompanying Senate bill, amended strikin, 
out‘ five thousand,’ in lines 4 and 5, and the zid xi 


oat words ‘twenty-five hun- 
Your committee, agreeing fully with the statements of fact and the conclusions 
in the above report, recommend the passage of the bill S. 716. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not know how this claim found its way back to 
the Committee on Claims and from there to the Senate. Some three 
or four years ago I had occasion carefully to examine the claim and all 
the evidence that had then been filed. I found in it only an appeal to 
the sympathy of Congress, and what seemed to me surely a request for 
a gratuity. I thought then as I think now—— 

Mr. PIKE. Allow me to suggest that the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. MANDERSON] who had the investigation of this case and made 
the report is unfortunately unwell, and I desire that the bill go by, not 
losing its place, until he returns to his seat. 


Mr. HARRIS. Iam perfectly willing it shall take its place, under 
the eighth rule, on the Ealendar, to remain until the Senator who re- 
ported it can be here. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will 
withdraw his request, because certainly nothing more can be said and 
nothing more need be said than is found in the report submitted to us 
and read by the Secretary. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire 
will withdraw his request for the postponement of the bill. I think 
theSenate are sufficiently advised upon this question. It has been twice 
before the Senate, [think. On one occasion it received favorable con- 
sideration by the Senate—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Never. 

Mr, McPHERSON. Then it ought to have received favorable con- 
sideration. If there is any case that stands out singly and alone as one 
deserving of recognition by the Government of the United States, this 
case occupies that position. An old lady, now eighty years of age, 
without kin, with nobody to care for her, spent the best part of her life, 
exhausted her energies, destroyed her health, spent her money in works 
of charity, and at a time when the Government needed the services of 
women like her. She may well be called the Florence Nightingale of 
this country. No person during the civil war, from the commencement 
to the end of it, ever did so much in proportion to her ability as did 
Mrs. Powers; and for the Senate of the United States to withhold from 
that poor old lady, with one foot, and more than one foot, in the grave, 
the return of the money she expended (to say nothing of the services 
she rendered to the Government during that trying time) is to my mind 
a very hard proceeding indeed. 

We grant pensions here day after day to people many of whom, in my 
opinion and I think in the opinion of many other Senators, are perhaps 
not justly and fairly entitled to them except that the law gives them. 
Now we propose to make a law that will give back to this old lady the 
money that she expended at a time when she felt more able to do it, for 
certainly now she has nothing. But receiving as we did all her ener- 
gies, all her efforts, exhausting her health, exhausting her means, we 
ought now, when she comes to Congress and simply asks a return of the 
money she expended, be prompt in acceding to her request. 

Mr. PIKE. I withdraw my request for a postponement. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from New Hampshire interrupted me 
to make a request which was that this bill should go over until the 
Senator who reported it could bein his seat. Ihave but asingle word 
more, however, to submit. 

I think there is very little doubt that the Senate will pass this bill, 
and I simply want to place my protest on the record, accompanied with 
the assertion that it opens a door and sets a precedent which, if fol- 
lowed in respect to all other persons of the same class and who per- 
formed similar services, you may prepare yourselves for the appro- 
priation of millions of money, for I undertake to say from a careful 
examination of this case that there are not less than twenty to forty 
thousand ladies in the United States who performed services just as 
important, just as patriotic, and precisely of the same character; and 
if this bill is passed it will open the door and invite them, and I doubt 
not they will come, and it will cost millions upon millions of dollars. 

Mr. PIKE. I think the Senator from Tennessee misapprehends one 
point. This bill does not propose to pay for the lady’s services. It 
only provides for paying a portion of the money she actually expended 
for the benefit of the Government. When he states that it will open 
the door and establish a bad precedent, let me say that the precedent is 
already established by three or four cases recited in the report, especially 
the case of Miss Clara Barton and the case of Mrs. Eliza Potter, who 
were paid for precisely the same kind of expenditures. I certainly hope 
the bill will pass. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator think the precedent worthy of being 
followed? 

Mr. PIKE. I think a good one is. 

Mr. HARRIS. Do you think it a good precedent? 

Mr. PIKE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. It must be extended, then, to every lady who occu- 
pied the same position and performed similar services. 


Mr. MCPHERSON rose, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey has 
Under the eighth rule 


once addressed the Senate upon this subject. 
he is not in order. 

Mr. CALL. Iask unanimous consent that the Senator may proceed. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not care to say anything further. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the reading of the report which was 
made by the Committee on Claims of the Forty-sixth Congress in this 


case: 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Harris 
February 4, 1880: 


The Committee of Claims, to whom wasreferred Senate bill 532, accompanied 
on 


by the petition and papers of Eliza Howard Powers, asking compensation for 
Sih at seios alleged to have been rendered during the war, submit the fol- 
o report: 

In 1861, at beginning of the war, petitioner was a citizen of Paterson, 


the N. 
J., and the petition states “that from April 28, 1861, to August 14, 1864, she de- 
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-voted her whole time, energy, influence, and means to the service and for the 
success of the Union cause; caring for the sick and wounded soldiers, collecting 

sand forwarding hospital supplies and money for their reiief, ministering to their 
wants, and relieving their sufferings in camp, feld, and hospital.” 

That during this hips she acted as president of the Florence Nightingale 
Relief Association of Paterson, N. J. Ms 

With this petition there are a number of letters from officials of New Jersey 
and other respectable persons, which state that the petitioner was for three or 
four years during the war earnest, energetic, and active in her attentions to the 
sick and wounded soldiers of the Federal Army, and in her efforts to raise, and 
that she did raise, by the voluntary contribution of citizens $8,000 or $10,000 in 
money and many articles for the use of hospitals, &c., which she forwarded tothe 
Army, 

These facts are stated in letters recommending the petitioner for appointment, 
and as reasons why she should be appointed, to a clerkship in some one of the 
Departments of the Government, 

The petitioner was appointed toa clerkship in the dead-letter office of the Post- 
Office ent, which position she beld forabout seven years, when forsome 
reason which does not appear in the papers, and into which the committee has 
not inquired, she was discharged. 

After which, on the 16th March, 1876, this petition was presented in the Senate 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, and on April 13, 1876, the Commit- 
tee on Pensions was discharged from further consideration and the petition re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs; but no report was made upon it. 
It was again presented in the Senate of the Forty-fifth Congress on the lth May, 
1878, and referred to the Committee of Claims, and on the 4th of June, 1878, a 
verbal adverse report was made by the committee, and on the 14th June, 1878, 
the bill for the relief of this petitioner was indefinitely postponed, and without 
additional testimony the bill under consideration was introduced in the Senate 
of the pA ard Congress on 30th April, 1879, the papers withdrawn from the 
files and referred to your committee, 

The services of the petitioner were patriotic and laudable, but such as many 
thousands of the ladies of the country performed, prompted by similar motives, 

-and such as very few have demanded compensation for, and the Government 
has not heretofore recognized as justifying a demand upon the Treasury. 

The committee therefore recommend that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 
The bill was passed. 
FRANCIS L. VALLE. 

The bill (S. 374) for the relief of Francis L. Valle was announced as 
next in order, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to that. There is an adverse report on 
that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 3967) for the 
establishment of a bureau of animal industry, to prevent the exporta- 
tion of diseased cattle, and to provide means for the suppression and 

-extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia and other contagious diseases among 
-domestic animals; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ADDITIONAL STEEL VESSELS. 


Mr. HALE. I now move to take up the unfinished business of yes- 
terday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Maine moves that 
the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 698) to au- 
thorize the construction of additional steel vessels for the Navy. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the first 
-amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MOPHERSON], in line 

4, section 1, after the word ‘‘of,’’ to strike out ‘‘seven’’ and insert 
‘í four,” on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Before that vote is taken I wish to call atten- 
tion to a denial made on the other side of the Chamber of a statement 
made by myself with respect to one of the vessels which the bill pro- 
poses to duplicate. ‘ 

I supposed when we passed the bill last year making provision for 
the building of a certain number of cruisers they were to be, as the bill 
characterized them and classed them, ‘‘ commerce-destroyers.’? Istated 
that the so-called Dolphin was nothing but a steam-yacht for the use 
-of the Admiral or fleet-officer. That wasdenied. I wish to read from 
the testimony before the committee of Rear-Admiral Shufeldt, the pres- 
-ent president of the advisory board. Speaking of the Dolphin, he says: 

An admiral with such a boat can go anywhere he likes and with what speed 
he likes without toting along a heavy frigate. It is quite the custom now in 

have in ae uadron a ship like the Dolphin. 

The ACTING . You speak of the Dolphin being peculiarly ada; 
asa oy ay As to size, what vessels in our Navy would she compare with? 

m . We have not anything in the Navy that she is like; she 
issimply a yacht. If you amplify her, and build hera li larger, and give her 
-a heavier gun, she becomes a commerce destroyer. 

In other words she is a yacht. Sosays the admiral. If you build 
her over anew and make her ‘‘a little larger and give her a heavier 
gun,” she will be exactly what the bill ordered to be built, a commerce 
destroyer, which the advisory board did not see fit to follow. 

It is said that I also called in question on the floor of the Senate the 
ability of the gentlemen who somprise the advisory board. I excepted 
in my criticism the distinguished admiral who stands at the head of 
the board as its president. I would not detract one particle from that 
officer’s ability or from the reward that is due to his services; but he 
does not pretend to be a constructor, neither does he claim to be an en- 
gineer (both necessary in making a naval warship). I have nothing in 
the way of criticism to say of the two meritorious young officers who 


were called to represent the line of the Navy. My remarks were directed 
to the only two representatives of the constructors and engineers of the 
Navy Department. Ispoke of Mr. Fernald, the constructor, and of Mr. 
Henderson, the engineer, and call attention to their records as officers 
of ability and experience. 

I now turn back to the year 1877, to a report made by the House 
Committee on Naval Affairs with to the condition of the Navy 
previous to that period, and I find that Mr. Fernald and Mr. Henderson 
were both members of a board which examined the noted Puritan. 
They recommended that the vessel be completed. Let me read their 
recommendation: 


This vessel, when completed under the designs of the Bureau of Construction 
and Repair, will be the most powerful vessel ever owned by the Government, 
and equal in strength of attack and resistance to any yet built by foreign powers 
and as yet put in commission. 

. $ * $ = = $ 

We have to make the following recommendations as for the best interests of 
the Government, namely; that as the old material of armor-plating, turrets, 
and machinery of the Roanoke can not be used for any available by 
the Department, it could, in our opinion, be most economically utili in the 
completion of the Puritan. To dispose of the Roanoke by auction, or to break 
up the vessel in the navy-yard, would hardly yield greater value in old mate- 
rial than would pay the cost of so doing. 


I will not narrate all the scandals that have followed theship Roanoke. 
I only bring the fact before the Senate that those two gentlemen recom- 
mended that this ship be turned over to John Roach to break up. I 
now call attention tothe other fact that afterwards four different boards 


of distinguished naval officers condemned the same ship that these gen- ` 


tlemen recommended to be completed in accordance with the contract 
and specifications. I will call attention to the report of one board. 
There was the Mullany board, and the board presided over by Commo- 
dore Stevens; I can not remember all who were at the head ef these 
boards, but I know there were three boards of survey. The board of 
naval officers of which Rear-Admiral Mullany was president, consisting 
of two naval officers, three naval constructors, and three engineers, 
condemned the very vessel that these two gentlemen had asked to have 
completed and recommended should be completed. This report speaks 
of three different boards, but I havenot now immediately under my eye 
the names of the officers who presided over the different boards. I only 
call attention to this particular one. 

I find alsoin the Whitthorne report—and that House committee found 
it necessary in theirinvestigation to examine very many oflicers of the 
Navy as to their relations with matters and things which were consid- 
ered at that time very objectionable. I turn to page 27 of the report 
and I find this: 

There are other agents of the Government whose conduct in the public serv- 
ice deserves to be inquired into by the executive department. 

And Mr. Henderson, chief engineer of the Navy, is named as one 
of them. Iam not speaking from absolute knowledge, but somewhat 
from recollection, when I say that neither Mr. Fernald nor Mr. Hender- 
son has been asked by any Hants of the Navy since Mr. Robeson’s 
administration until the administration of Mr. Chandler to do any par- 
ticular active servicein the Navy. If I am mistaken in this I will make 
the proper amende, but I think I am not. ‘ 

Now, sir, when i antagonize the recommendations of two gentlemen— 
whom the record proves were very much mistaken, to say the least, on a 
former occasion—with the opinions of the most distinguished officers of 
the Navy then and now, I think I am fully justified in asking the Sen- 
ate to refrain from making any more appropriations of money for like 
ships until the actual ships be tested, which I propose in my amend- 


ment. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. Has not the recommendation of these two officers, 
Mr. Henderson and Mr, Fernald, that the Puritan be completed been 
carried out by law since that time, and have we not made an appropri- 
ation for the completion of the very vessel which they recommended 
and which subsequent boards opposed ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. That is a very proper question, and I thank the 
Senator for asking it. My answer is this: the Puritan is being com- 
pleted, but it is being completed under entirely different conditions from 
that opan y and from the conditions under which they rec- 
ommended that theshipshould becompleted. A vastamountof weight 
has been taken from the vessel in order that she may be made able to 
float, and entirely at the loss of the military efficiency of the vessel. 
She is in no sense so efficient a vesselasshe wasintended tobe. I talked 
last evening with a gentleman who wasa member of the last board upon 
the Puritan, and the information he gave me was that they had taken 
off as many pounds as possible from the weight of the ship in order 
that the ship might be able to float. They had cutdown the supply of 
coal to the amount of ninety tons; they had subtracted everywhere 
from her weight in order that under the original plan the ship might 
swim instead of sinking when launched. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to ask the Senator another question. I ask 
whether the condition imposed upon the proceeding with the work of 
the completion of the Puritan was not that after she was launched in 
the water she should be loaded with weights sufficient to equal all her 
armament, boilers, engines, and armor, and all the necessary weights 
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that would fit her for a naval vessel, and whether it was not the fact 
that that vessel when launched was loaded in excess of all the weight 


she would be called upon to carry in active service before there was an | Secre 


effort made to fit out the vessel? Was that not a condition imposed, 
and was it not carried out and a report made to Congress to that effect? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I think the Senator has confounded the Mian- 
tonomoh with the Puritan. Such a course was adopted with the Mian- 
tonomoh, but she was not built upon the same plan on which the Puri- 
tan was built. I do not know that the same course was applied to the 
Puritan; I never heard of it, but if at all, it was certainly after all the 
reductions of which I have spoken had been made and they were con- 
sidered sufficient to enable the vessel to float. Butasto the Miantono- 
moh I know that course was adopted, though I have no knowledge 
that it was ever applied to the Puritan, and I am quite sure it never 
was. I think there has ever been a wholesome fear on the part of the 
Navy Department to place very much weight on the deck of the Puritan. 

Mr. CONGER. I did not intend, nor have I the information to en- 
able me to discuss this question properly. I think, however, it is within 
the knowledge of all who have paid any attention to it that there was 
put on the Miantonomoh, in addition to the weight whichshe had with 
all her machinery and armament, additional iron armor and plated 
armor to the extent of several tons, and she went into service in that 
way. As to the Puritan, which I understand was builtin Philadelphia, 
the Jaw required that the Puritan, when launched, although some of 
these same men who reported against completing her said it was danger- 
ous to launch the Puritan because she would go down of her own weight 
from what was then upon the shell of the vessel, should be loaded with 
an amount of metal in weight equal to all the proposed additional weight 
to be placed in her, her armament, her munitions, her coal, her cargo of 
every kind, and the sailorsthat were to be placed on her ready for service. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
just there? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. ‘The Senator is speaking of the Miantonomoh. 

Mr. CONGER. No; I am speaking now of the Puritan. I say that 
the Puritan received not only all the armament intended for her, but 
received in addition a great many tons of plated armor and went into 
service in that way. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator will pardon me. I wish to show 
the difference between the Miantonomoh and the Puritan. The Mian- 
tonomoh, I understand, is very much of the Terror and Amphitrite class, 
built about after the same plan, if not identical, and I think there never 
has been any criticism perhaps upon those ships. The Puritan has been 
built under plans furnished to the Department by Mr. Roach himself; 
at least it is so stated in this report, anda mistake has been made, asis 
stated in the report, as to her displacement of a certain number of tons 
which absolutely made her worthless, 

The error in this vessel— 

As stated in this criticism— 
was 4 feet 6 inches in the draught of water, and about 1,779 tons in the displace- 
ment. She can not be made of any use unless at least 900 tons of weight be re- 
moved, the consequence of which would be anenormons reduction in her offen- 
sive and defensive power and in her speed and time of steaming, rendering her 
unable to cope with foreign ironclads of similar type and dimensions. 

Mr. CONGER. That isa report which was made before Congress ex- 
amined the subject and before they passed a law making an appropria- 
tion to complete her, and before under the provisions of that law she 
was required after launching to be weighted as I have stated. The 
whole subject since that report has been before Congress and the com- 
pletion of the vessel has been proceeded with. The requirements of 
the law in regard to her have been fulfilled. There has been for years 

a difference of opinion among the constructors and engineers of 

the Navy and civilian engineers and constructors of vessels, with di- 

verse reports; and the Senator has got one set of them. Those reports 

on which he relies have been ov ed, they have been condemned by 

ae and Congress has proceeded with the work of finishing the 
uritan. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. There is one other fact I wish to present to the 

Senate before we vote. Under my amendment, leaving the bill as thai 
amendment will leave it if agreed to, provision is made for the expendi- 
ture of $2,270,000 for new vessels under the estimate of the Secretary 
-of the Navy. The cost of the four boats, the ram, and the two tor- 
pedo boats, under the estimates inde the tary of the Navy, will 
amount to $2,270,000. This part ofthe construction account, my amend- 
ment does not interfere with at all. It simply stops the building of the 
cruisers until those now under construction are tested, and goes on with 
the rest of the work. 

= JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to ask a ques- 
tion 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator from New Jersey state 
distinctly the number of wooden vessels that have been retired from 
the naval register? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I read from page 162 of the Secretary's report: 


In accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress approved August 5, 
1882, making appropriations for the naval service, boards were appointed to 
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examine all the vessels of the Navy and to report which of them were unfit for 
further service, or if the same were u ished in any navy-yard, to report which 
could not be finished without great and prog-emt avcvogennecad expense; and if the 
tary of the Navy concurred in opinion with the boards, he was directed to 
strike the names of such condemned from the Navy Register and 
the fact to Congress. These boards made their examinations, and upon their 
reports, concurred in by the Secretary, the following-named vessels have been 
stricken from the Navy Register: Congress, Guard, Plymouth, Emer- 
ald, Massachusetts, Sabine, Connecticut, Iowa, Niagara, Oregon, Ohio, Penn- 
sylvania, Virginia, Florida, Blue Light, New Orleans, Colossus, Java, Susque- 
hanna, Glance, Burlington, Supply, Sorrel, Antietam, Dictator, Frolic, Relief, 
Pawnee, Rose, Benicia, old Monadnock, Narragansett, Nyack, Saco, Tuscarora, 
Alas! Worcester, Canandaigua, Jean Sands, Shawmut, Savannah, Santee, 
Phlox, Wyoming, Roanoke, Cyane. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. I am much obliged to the Senator for that 
information. I do not intend to protract this debate, but I wish to 
draw the attention of the Senate and of the country to the attitude of 
this body at the last session on the proposition which led to this result. 

The bill before the Senate-to-day cannot be said to be the initiative 
measure looking to the construction of a navy. We went over this 
ground very fully at the last session and the session before, as the de- 
bates before me clearly indicate, and, as I said yesterday to my dis- 
tinguished friend from New Jersey, I stood shoulder to shoulder with 
him in resisting the provision of Jaw that led to the result that he has 
just announced to the Senate. 

It was distinctly stated here very candidly by the gentleman who 
had in view the creation of a new navy that they proposed to put out 
of existence those wooden ships in order to replace them by superior 
vessels, and that amendment was brought forth for that purpose. I 
thought at the time, as I think now, that we should have gone on with- 
out it. Now I say that those gentlemen who voted for the amendment 
which has led to the retirement of this large number of wooden ships 
that were necessary to the public defense ought in my opinion in con- 
sistency to do something to replace them. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator indulge me for a moment? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ifthe honorable Senator from Florida had been 
Secretary of the Navy and found such a statute that was absolutely 
destructive to the interests of the country, would he have suspended 
operations under it for one year and reported the fact to Co: and 
asked for additional power, or would he have proceeded with the work 
of destruction under the law? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. This question has been pending now for 
two years, and the step that was taken two years ago was a first step 
in the direction of creating a navy; and I say that those gentlemen 
who intended to antagonize this policy ought to have done it then and 
not have given power to the Navy Department to put aside all our 
wooden ships and leave the country in an absolutely defenseless posi- 
tion. 

Look at the vote on the proposition that was brought forth at the last 
session, and that by my friend from Kansas not now in his seat [Mr. 
INGALLS]. The proposition of the Senator from Kansas was to reduce 
the percentage from 30 to 20 per cent. As the bill came from the 
Housé 30 per cent. was the percentage fixed upon to give the Secretary 
power to retire a ship from the Navy. I contended at the time that it 
did not come up to the standard fixed for ordinary interests by commer- 
cial law. I took the ground that one-third new for old was the rule 
that prevailed in commercial circles, and that an insured party could 
not abandon his ship to an underwriter and claim as fora total loss 
unless the amount of damage was equal to one-third of the value of the 
ship—one-third new for old. They fixed it at 30 per cent. in the other 
House, and I resisted it here, but that did not satisfy the temper of this 
body. and the Senator from Kansas now near me [Mr. INGALLS] 
brought forth his amendment and insisted thatit should be reduced to 
20 per cent., and the vote was taken upon that proposition in favor of 
bringing it down to 20 per cent., and it was carried. This was the 
vote. 


YEAS—33. 
Allison, Garland, Jonas, Pugh, 
Barrow, Hale, 7 Ransom, 
Beck, Sn MecDill, Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, McMillan, Van Wyck, 
geopen, Harrison, Mahone 
Davis of Ill., Hill, Miller of Cal., Williams. 
Dawes, Hoar, Mitchell, 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Morrill, 
Frye, Jo! on, Plumb, 

NAYS—17. 
Anthony, Camden, McPherson, Slater, 
Bayard, Coke, Maxey, Vance. 
Blair, George, Rollins, 
Brown, Hawley. Saulsbury, 
Call, Jones of Florida, Sewell, 


Under that act these vessels have been retired from the Navy; and in 
the debate that then took place I undertook to prophesy the result that 
has followed, as well as my friend from New Jersey. We said that this 
was a power that never had been given to a of the Navy be- 
fore, and it ought not to have been given then. My friend from Kan- 
sas, the junior Senator [Mr. PLUMB], got up and said this was a con- 
test between navy-yards and ship-builders, and that all these old hulks 
ought to be got rid of. 
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Mr. PLUMB. Now, I recollect that I said to my friend from Florida 
that it was a contest between the mea and a navy. — K 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Having taken this serious step in the direc- 
tion of retiring this large proportion of the public forceas existing 
under former laws, is there not an obligation somewhere to replace it? 
If it was not the intention of Congress in bringing forth this legislation 
to give the power to the Secretary to do away with our wooden vessels 
in order to replace them by superior ships, the attitude of Congress is a 
ridiculous one. It was known to the country when this proposition was 
brought forth that it was in pursuance of a policy well considered and 
avowed by the gentleman who had these measures in c ; that there 
wasan intention existing to change the characterof our ships. I at the 
time did not think it a wise thing to do, because I thought that we 

. should have gone on and have retained our wooden vessels and have 
added to them ships of a superior quality conforming to the changes in 
nayal architecture, and thus have accomplished all that was necessary 
and proper to be done. The Senate voted me down. They said to the 
Secretary, ‘‘You shall do away with these vessels; you shall retire 
them;’’ and he is going on to do it, and in a year or so under this law 
there will not bea wooden ship in the Navy to bear your at ' 

Even my distinguished friend from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] not now 
in his seat was on that side. He voted for this proposition. He was 
in full accord with the gentlemen who had the bill in charge at the last 
session, and there was no concealment or disguise about it that it was 
an initiative step looking to the creation of a new navy that would be 
adequate to the wants of the country and necessary to preserve and pro- 
tect its interests and flag. And now, after the law has been put into 
operation and after the result has followed as stated by my friend from 
New Jersey, we are met by the Senators who urged the adoption of this 
measure with objections to making an appropriation of a dollar to sup- 
ply the place of the ships that were retired under their votes. I was 
committed to the policy partly, but did not go as far as they wanted to 
go atthe time. You have either got to go on or to stop the operation 
of this law; take back your own votes, and say that the Secretary shall 
notretire more wooden ships and that you do not intend to vote a dollar 
to replace them. 

I said yesterday that I thought it wasa very unwise policy on the part 
of those who favored a new navy, because it gave rise to suspicion in the 
country that this great end was not attempted to be accomplished in a 
plain, straightforward way. Contemporaneous with this proceeding 
there was another to which I did not make any reference yesterday, a 
commission to look into the state of the navy-yards to see what navy- 
yards ought to be abolishedand whatretained. All this Isay has given 
rise to a suspicion in the public mind which forone I would prefer should 
not exist there. But notwi ding that, having commit- 
ted itself to this policy, it should either go forward or retreat. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Mr. President, the Senator from Florida 
is right in his statement in she jot to the action taken by the Senate 
heretofore, and the motives of that action, in retiring the old wooden 
ships of the Navy. Thoseof us who favored the measure fixing the limit 
of repairs at 20 per cent. did so because we did not believe that a wooden 
navy such as existed, and particularly in respect of the ships which 
have been retired, was a navy atall. I it as a most fortunate 
circumstance for the Government of the United States that these ships 
have been retired, and I shall regard it fortunate for the country if 
nearly all the remaining wooden ships of the Navy be retired within a 
reasonable time, because if this nation needs a navy at all it needs an 
efficient navy, a navy that is good for something, either in attack or in 
defense, and a wooden navy is utterly useless. To go into battle with 
these wooden ships is like arming men with bows and arrows to fight 
a force armed with modern of precision. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator yield to me for a question? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Admitting all he says to be true, I ask the 
Senator if he would have favored a measure looking to the retirement 
of wooden ships if he did not entertain a conviction that their place 
would be substituted by superior vessels? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Certainly, and I expect their place to 
be taken by superior vessels, by modern vessels of war. I donot believe 
that this nation is either so mean or so foolish as to attempt to take its 
place among the great nations of the earth and keep it without a navy. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I will, with pleasure. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator says the wooden ships are of no 
useina naval ment. Would he venture intoa very serious naval 
engagement with these so-called cruisers against the formidable iron- 
clads of foreign powers? Will he not, before answering that question, 
let me ask another, and he can answer them both? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. One question at a time is about as 
much as one man ought to be to answer. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Did the Senator hear the testimony of Chief- 
Constructor Wilson before the committee, in which he says, speaking 
of the New York, a wooden ship: 

There is one point to be taken into consideration in relation tothat ship. Th 

two-thirds constructed. 


e 
ship is all in frame. Her boilers are one-half to Mr. 
Henderson can tell you about them. They are of the modern type. Thatship 


for about 000 o! nt fo ba anana far Departmen nstru 

is Sen cad while she is a w en ship she ca be peated o efficients 
ship, so far as ga modern battery and having the same fire from her bat- 
tery, and she would be equally good with the Chicago. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I do not choose to discuss the ques- 
tion whether the New York if finished would be a formidable com- 
petitor with the Chicago, nor do I place much confidence in the opinion 
of a wooden-ship builder in respect to the construction of modern steel 
ships. As to the first branch of the Senator’s question, I do not sup- 
pose that anybody expects a cruiser to fight an ironclad. Cruisers are 
not built for that purpose. We do not expect that when we have built 
these cruisers, whether they be few or many, we shall have a complete 
navy. The Navy will not be complete, will not be able to contend 
against the navies of the other great powers, until we have built iron- 
clads of similar construction and similar power with those which now 
exist in England and Italy and Germany and perhaps other countries. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to ask the Senator from California, if 
he will allow me, for information, what is the comparative power of re- 
sistance between a steel ship like the Chicago and a wooden ship of the 
same tonnage? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I can not answer that question. 
scientific one. 

Mr. MORGAN. Has that question ever been answered before the 
committee? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I do not know whether it has or not. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose the advantage which a steel ship possesses 
over a wooden ship is its durability more than anything else. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. That I suppose to be the chief advan- 
tage. The sides of these cruisers will not offer any great resistance to 
a shot from a modern gun. I have no doubt that, struck above the 
water-line by a shot from a modern gun, they would receive great in- 
jury; the shot would go through them. Itis attempted in the plan of 
these ships to protect the machinery by a protected deck made of steel, 
which covers all the machinery, and the construction of that deck is 
such that perhaps a shot would be deflected if it struck in that portion 
ofthe ship. Of course a shot will do no great damage below the wa- 
ter-line; but above this deflective protected deck, if a shot should 
strike the ship, it would unquestionably go through it, but perhaps 
without injuring the machinery. ; 

These ships are not intended as great fighting ships. You must re- 
member it is only the beginning of the construction of a navy that is 
here proposed, and the question here presented is whether the United 
States wants a navy atall. That I understand to be really the ques- 
tion which has been discussed here. 

Senators make objections of one sort and anothertothisbill. Onesays 
that he is opposed to the methods of construction, and wants to wait un- 
til better methods are devised. Another says that he desires to wait 
before passing the bill for the construction of new vessels until the tariff 
laws are , 50 that, as he argues, wecan save 45 per cent. in the 
construction of theseships. Anothersaysthat we are not to haveany war 
and therefore why build ships? Another says, wait till next December, 
until we try the ships now being constructed. All these objections tend 
in me direction, and that is to prevent the Government having a navy 
at all. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. And the work of destruction goes on. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The work of construction goes on as 
authorized by Congress. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Theworkof destruction, I said, not construction. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Ididnotunderstand the Senator. The 
work of destruction, as the Senator calls it, will go on from natural 
causes. The life of a wooden shipis not aps Sal best, and it costs more 
to repair and to keep in repair the wooden ships you now have in com- 
mission, taking a series of say tenor fifteen years, than it would to build. 
new ships which are ascertained by testimony to be good, to last for 
fifty years. 

If we are to have a navy at all, it is time that we began to build it. 
It is good policy, I think, that we should continue as we have begun 
and go forward, do something every year, do as much as we can afford 
to do, and build that class of ships which the Government needs the 
most, and which will be most effective if trouble should come, or which 
would be best ada: for the service of the Navy now, whatever that 
service may be. If youstop now forany if you wait to test the 
ships under construction, this session will have passed and the next ses- 
sion will have passed, and you will have lost two years of time in this 
work of rebuilding your Navy. 

The Senator from Kentucky wants us to wait until December so as 
to enable us to havea test of thecapacity and power of the new vessels. 
now under construction. In thatheis mistaken. The testimony taken 
before the committee shows that the Dolphin, which is not of very 

t consequence I think, will be finished about next August, and the 
icago and Atlanta six months later. Let me read from the testi- 
mony of Secretary Chandler: 

Senator MCPHERSON. Then before any action would need to be taken by an~ 
other session of Congress we could get something like a com ve test of the 
value of this property and the merits of the ships general’ y 

CLADE. You certainly could of the Dolphin, but it is doubtful 


whether we could exhibit the F reimos of the Chicago, the Boston, and the 
Atlanta as early as the lst of February of next year, 
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That will be in the middle of the next session, the short session of 
Congress. It is extremely doubtful whether by that time a sati 
test can be made. If any tests are needed to satisfy Senators of the 
worth and value of these ships it will be the middle of the next ses- 
sion of Congress before it can be had, and then it will be impossible to 
pass any bill through Congress at that session providing for the con- 
struction of new ships. The subject will then go over until the next 
Congress, and probably a year later Congress will mature a plan, pass 
a bill, and the Department can go forward in the construction of ships. 
This delays it two years. I think it is fair to assume that if this bill 
does not pass no additional ships of war than those now under con- 
struction will be begun before two years from this time. 

Now, according to the testimony of Admiral Porter, in four years 
more there will not be a wooden ship of this Navy in commission, not 
one fit for service if the act of Congress is carried out fixing the limit 
of repair at 20 per cent. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Did I understand the Senator to say there would 
not be a wooden ship? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. In four years, if I understand the tes- 
timony of the Admiral, the ships will be out of commission under the 
operation of this act of Co 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator allow me right there to call 
his attention again to the testimony of Mr. Wilson? This is an addi- 
tion to the other statement which I made. Speaking of the Vandalia, 
he says: 

The Vandalia has been in commission about seven years or something like 
that. She has been commissioned twice, and we haye found no rotten wood 
about her There wassome defective wood where she had been in collision once 
or twice ; some abrasions that had to be attended to. Of course she would not 
have the lifetime an iron or steel ship would have, but she would be a good 
ship for fifteen years to come. 

Senator MCPHERSON, What other ships occupy nearly the same position? 


Chief Constructor WrLsox. There is the Pensacola, on her way home from the 


Pacific ; the Hartford will soon start home; the Lackawanna; the Tennessee. 


None of these ships can be repaired under that law. The Powhatan could not 
be again repaired, and about six years will wipe out the entire navy of wooden 
ships under the present 20 per cent. law. Ñ 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Whose testimony is that? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. Wilson’s. He speaks also of the vessels 
which should be repaired. He says: 

But I think the Swatara, Plymouth, Adams, and Essex (a different class of 
vessels) ought all to be keptin order, ‘They are modern ships, of as good model 
as any navy in the world owns of their type and class, 

Can not the Senator find a place for the appropriation he is so anx- 
ious to make in putting these ships in good order at moderate expense ? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The Senator reads from the Chief Con- 
structor of the Navy, who is a wooden-ship builder, who believes in 
wooden ships, and he admits that the wooden ships will go out of ex- 
istence in six years’ under the operation of the present law of Congress; 
the Admiral of the Navy puts it at four years. The Senator asks me 
whether we can not find opportunity for expending the appropriations 
we desire to make on the wooden ships. mopo we could, and a 
great deal'more. I suppose we can go on and deplete the Treasury of 
the United States on these wooden ships, if we are foolish enough to 
do it. Why go on and repair these wooden ships when they are use- 
less, or next to useless, as a navy? Why spend thousands and tens of 
thousands and perhaps millions of dollars upon a pro that is ut- 
terly useless, and with which you dare not go into action? It is true 
that some of these ships may be made ul as training-ships, store- 
ships, and perhaps for other purposes. Ido not desire to condemn them 
all atonce; and certainly if Congress is not going to appropriate money 
to build a navy of the modern type of war vessels To in favor of 
keeping some of the wooden ships in commission and spending some 
money on them. 

I regard every dollar, or nearly so, that is expended on the repairs 
of these old ships as being money thrown away, and worse than thrown 
away. They are no dependence. It seems to me the very essence of 
folly to go on spending the money of the people upon useless craft none 
of which could stand before a modern vessel of war fifteen minutes 
without being shattered into splinters. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. May I ask the Senator how long one of 
these wooden ships of war would ordinarily run without a necessity for 
repairs? We do not have to repair them every year. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, Notevery year. After they are rebuilt 
and made as good as new they might run four or five years without re- 
pairs. Then you have to repair again, and there is no end to the repair- 
ing of wooden ships when they once begin to deteriorate. That has 
been found so in the merchant service. They are condemned in the 
merchant service and iron ships are being substituted all over the world 
for wooden ships, and for the reason that the iron ships last longer and 
are kept up at much less expense than the wooden ships. 

Mr. BUTLER. Admiral Porter says iron ships will last forty or fifty 
years. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. As I said before, the steel ships we are 
building, with proper care taken of them, will last forty or fifty years, 
and the experience of ship-owners in the merchant service proves the 
truth of the statement. 


Mr. President, I am in favor of making liberal appropriations to be 


institutions is sp 
of individual action among all the peoples of the globe, and is engender- 
ingand exciting the hatred and malice and unfriendliness of imperial- 
ists and monarchists throughout the world. 
nation should be prepared, because it can not expect to go forward in its 
career of prosperity without exciting the jealousy, and perhaps bring- 


expended in the construction of a new navy or of a navy, for at this 
time we have no navy. It is not worthy of the name of a navy except 
the 
American material, by American workmen, to be manned by American 
seamen, and to be used in the service of the Government of the United 
States, whatever that service may call for, and I am in favor of con- 
structing just such ships as will be effective and useful and economical 
and will serve the purpose for which a navy is intended. 


I am in favor of constructing American men-of-war from 


Here we are, a nation of 56,000,000 people, occupying the center of 


a mighty continent washed by the two great oceans, with a coast line 
greater in distance than the circumference of the globe, with its mul- 
tifarious bays and inlets and sounds and deep river ways decorated by 
great cities and prosperous towns. Ours is a young nation it may be, 
but growing with a marvelous growth and strengthening with a pro- 
digious strength, a nation proud, it may be imperious, self-satisfied; and 
if this nation intends to take its place, as it should take its place, among 
the great nations of the earth and contend with the leading maritime 
powers for the commerce of the western hemisphere, it is time that she 
should be prepared to meet either the encroachments or the attacks of 
those powers which have become jealous of this great nation springing 
up here in the West and whose example of free government and free 


reading the contagion of free thought and the freedom 
I say it is time that this 


ing upon itself the attacks, of great maritime powers. 
There is such a thing too as national honor and national pride. I 
want to see the American Government, this young giant of the West, 


stand ready to resent insults that may bé heaped upon her, come from 


what quarter they may. I donot invite war; I do not expect war; but 
in time of peace prepare for war. No man can forecast the future. 


The mantle of prophecy has fallen upon no man in the Senate who can 


predict a perpetual peace. Senators say there will be no war. How 
do we know that? It has been well said in this debate that a good, 
strong, powerful navy is the best guarantee of peace, the best safe- 
guard against attacks from abroad. Your coasts, your towns and cities 
upon your coasts, your harbors and your bays, are to-day in a defense- 
less condition. There is not a gun in place in a fort upon a parapet, 
not an earthwork, not any work of defense anywhere in this great land 
which could make the slightest impression upon a first-class ironclad 
of Great Britain which might steam into your harbors with hostile in- 
tent. 

You ask me what kind of a navy I would have. I unhesitatingly 
say that if I had myself the planning of a navy I would not build all 
the vessels of this class. I would not build all cruisers. We ought to 
have some ironclads of the first class, but they cost large sums of money; 
they cost from four to five million dollars, I do not know that the 
country is ready to begin the construction of such vessels. But these 
cruisers, commerce destroyers, gunboats, for the defense of your coast 
and for operating in the shallow waters of foreign countries, are the 
class of vessels which would be most needed if we had no others. 

It is in order to begin the building of a navy, to commence the build- 
ing up of this new navy, that we put forward the proposition to build 
cruisers of three classes and gunboats. We know these will not be a 
complete navy ; our establishment then will not be able to cope with 
the English navy, the German or Italian navy, but it will be something, 
and I think the country expects something. 

I do not believe that it is wisdom to delay. None of the reasons for 
delay which have been given seem to me to be sufficient. There is 
perhaps a reason behind all this which has not been expressed. I shall 
not go into that. Butif we wait until everybody who has had any- 
thing to do with the construction of ships agrees upon what particular 
kind of ships we are to build we shall nese have any. 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] enters upon acriti- 
cism of Mr. Fernald and some other officers of the advisory board, and 
he attempts to exalt a gentleman not on the board, who seems to be 
the critic of the Navy, a Mr. Isherwood. I say to the Senator that it 
is not only the opinion of the advisory board upon which we rely, but 
it is the opinion of other officers of the Navy of high repute and high 
standing, who agree with the advisory board. I think never in the 
history of the Navy has there been such a concurrence of opinion by 
distinguished officers of the Navy as there now is upon the very prop- 
osition to build these cruisers at this time. 

TheSenator from New Jersey criticises the advisory board. Wemust 
trust somebody. Are we going to take his opinion against the advisory 
board? Are we going to set up the opinion of Mr. rwood against 
the advisory board? Are we going to set up the opinion of Mr. Wilson 
against the adyisory board? When I speak of the opinion of the advisory 
board it is not only that, but it is the opinion of nine-tenths of the 
prominent and efficient and able officers of the Navy who sustain the 
advisory board. We have the testimony here in this report of half a 
dozen officers of the Navy of the highest repute, and all of them agree in 
sustaining the report and the plans of the advisory board. If you are 
going to wait until every man in the Navy and every man out of the 
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Navy who thinks he knows something about ships and ship-building 
and vessels of war all concur in opinion, we may wait forever, frittering 
away our time here, allowing the opportunity to pass, and never doing 
Me es, and we shall never have any navy. 

think that this Government is about to enter upon a new era. We 


have been busy in the development of our country, busy with ourselves. 


We have been not only in the great work of the development 
of our natural resources, but we have been en ina war be- 
tween two sections of this Union; we have been, as I said, busy with 
ourselves, and for many years we have not looked out upon the world 
and seen those opportunities to extend our commerce and our trade 
which we might have seen had we not been thus occupied. The time 
has come now when the country is prosperous, when manufactures are 
springing up all over the land, when new markets are n to be 
found in order to keep our factories running. Here lies to the south 
of us our India, and if we have the nerve, and the foresight, and the 
sagacity to utilize it by proper methods we shall have new markets 
for our products and for our manufactures which will keep every loom, 
and every anvil, and every manufactory of this country in motion. If 
we reach out and attempt to secure this great prize of commerce we 
shall excite the jealousy of other peoples, and we shall be led, perhaps, 
into complications, which we extricate ourselves from if we are 

to meet our enemies; but if we are not pre we shall fall, 

r a time at least, an easy prey to the cupidity of those who will con- 
tend against us. 

I should like to give some time to the arguments of the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] in t of the saving which he thinks we can 
effect by a change of the tariff act in some way. I do not think, how- 
ever, that the tariff question is mixed up with the question of rebuild- 
ing the Navy. I can see no application of that question to the subject 
in hand. It does not follow because there is a duty upon steel of about 
45 per cent. ad valorem that ships of war will cost 45 per cent. more 
when constructed in this country, because at this very moment the 
class of steel which is being put into these steel ships is made in this 
country nearly as cheaply as it is in England—there is very little dif- 
ference in the cost of it—and if the ship-builder should go to England 
and import it and pay the duty upon it, and that duty should be added 
to the cost of the vessel to the United States, the United States would 
lose nothing; it would be putting it in one pocket and taking it out of 
another. 

I desire to see these ships built in the United States and built of 
American material. I desire to see the art of ship-building fostered in 
this country, because if we rely vga upon foreign governments for 
our ships of war, for the materials of which they are composed, for our 
guns, our torpedoes, and our shot and shell, then when we get into 
difficulty it will be impossible to obtain them. We must foster ship- 
building in this country; our people must be trained to understand this 
art. They do understand it, and they will grow to understand it more 
and more, until there will be no need to go abroad for any of the arti- 
cles, for any of the material of war, and we shall be perfectly inde- 
pendent of the whole world upon this score, 
` Mr. BUTLER. If it would not interrupt my friend I should like at 
that particular pointin his remarks to read a letter from Rear-Admiral 
Rodgers which I received this morning. It is somewhat long, but if 
it will not disturb the Senator I will read it. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Not at all; I should be glad to hear 


it read. 
Mr. BUTLER. It is on that point, a letter written at my request, 
from Rear-Admiral Rodgers, now on the retired-list of the Navy: 
1721 I STREET, WASHINGTON, D. O., February 28, 1884. 

My Dear SENATOR: There is an evident misapprehension as to the purchase 
b Digina of Krupp cannon and Whitehead oes. Ido notthink that 
Great ritain has one Krupp gun mounted in a ship or in her fortifications, 
That wise country makes its own gunsand is rich in gun-makers. Its Whitehead 
torpedoes are also made in England. Whitehead, a British mechanician,invented 
this formidable weapon, and sold the parage and secret first to the Austrian 
fovernment, and the experiments with it were made at Fiume, an Austrian sta- 
tion upon the Adriatic, je secret and privilege were offered to any government 
that would pay the price. England the „improved the plan, manu- 
factures the torpedoes ly, and uses them extensively inher fleet. Our Goy- 
ernment declined to buy the secret, but I believe our Bureau of Ordnance pos- 
sesses it, There a revolution in naval o ce, to which Krupp has 
largely contributed, England, with its enormous store of muzzle-loading can- 
non, foralong time refused to recognize the vastly superior system of breech- 
loading which had been ado; in Germany and France. It can no longer 
hold that belief, and it is making haste to rearm its ships and forts with breech- 
loading guns of the most approved pattern. We have not a single breech- 
Joading Lees any of our ps nor upon any of our forts. Nor can we make one 
ofmore 6 chen caliber in this country, and our ability to make even this 
— gun Se peer neg only oat ae Prt cows -5 as e KaTa me 
of coast, and a gun for jefense. eare a grea! -fish, huge 
in bulk but powerless to strike back if assailed. What we most need to-day 
are gun-makers and the plant for gun-making. No country is wise if it fails to 

rovide the means of forging its own weapons of defense. Even the stoutest 
Kokad will probably aęquiesce in the theory that we should foster the in- 
dustries necessary to arm our people for their own defense ; and unless Congress 
shall vote money for guns very agp Cte | shall, in the event of war, be unable 
to provide either our forts or our ships with modern ns, They can not be 
pane quickly; they are only made to order; and we uld be able to make 
them ourselves in 


e last year. 


that you will read the report of the very able ordnance board that nas just re- 
turned from Europe. It is very instructive. 
Always faithfully yours, 
Hon. M. 0. BUTLER, U. S. Senate, 
Being upon the line of discussion which the Senator was following, 


C. R. P. RODGERS, 


I thought perhaps it might aid him. 
Mr. MILLER, of California. I am under great obligations to the 
Senator from South Carolina. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator add just one word to that in the 
same line precisely? Great Britain has a great many Gatling guns and 
is making more all the while, but requires that every one of them shall: 
be built in England. 

Mr. HALE. Our patterns, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Our patterns, the invention of our own citizens, 
made here in good style, and we can have them all made at home. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. There is much wisdom in the letter of 
Rear-Admiral Rodgers, one of the most competent and able officers of” 
the Navy, and who I may say here sustains the advisory board, I be- 
lieve in every particular. Certainly in his testimony before the com- 
mittee I understood him to approve of the ships proposed to be built 
and those that are now being built. He is only one of the many accom- 
plished officers of the Navy who hold to the opinions expressed in that 
letter. I believe that those opinions will meet with favor everywhere, 
with nearly all the people of this country, because they are in themselves. 
wise, and that short letter expresses the whole matter as forcibly and 
clearly as it can be expressed, 

There has been much brought into this debate which does not prop- 
erly belong to a discussion of this question. All of the talk about 
frauds in the navy-yards has nothing to do with this question, in my 
judgment. I shall not attempt to divine the motive of Senators who- 
have brought up the subject of the navy-yards in this connection; the 
motive may be praiseworthy; but I submit that when a question comes 
before the Senate relating to the management of navy-yards, in respect 
to their maintenance or their extension or making appropriations for 
them, then perhaps it will be time enough to look into the question 
of how the navy-yards have been conducted. 

If a political advantage is attempted by this discussion, I think ifthe 
Senator who undertakes that will go back to the old Democratic time 
preceding the war he will find in official documents and records in the 
possession of the Senate sufficient evidence of fraud and mismanage- 
ment to offset and more than offset all that has ever been done under 
Republican administration. Perhaps no such intention exists, and I 
shall not go into that matter except to say that it is not proposed that 
these ships shall be built in Government navy-yards. That is not pro- 
posed, because it is an impossibility at this time. There is no navy- 
yard in this country which the necessary plant, machinery, and. 
appliances for constructing a ship of the size of the Chicago or even of 
the smaller size. The largest iron ship that has ever been bnilt in any 
navy-yard in this country was the Alarm, which is a very small affair, 
and that at a cost immensely greater than it could have been built by 
contract. England, which has taken the lead in naval architecture and 
naval construction, builds it vessels by contract. Its navy-yards are , 
used for fitting out the vessels and for casual repairs, but not for the- 
construction of its great ships. Those are all let by contract. 

If it is feared that the money to be appropriated by the bill for the 
construction of these ships may not be honestly and fairly expended, 
then let the gentlemen who have any doubts upon that subject propose 
such restrictions and such amendments to the bill as will make it im-- 
possible under any circumstances for a single dollar to be misapplied. 
I do not believe that it is possible for the Secretary of the Navy and the 
Navy Department or any officer of the Navy to so manage this appro- 
priation as that he may gain anything for himself. He dare not do it. 
If gentlemen hesitate because of a want of confidence as was here ex- 
pressed in the Navy Department, then I say let them throw around this 
measure such safeguardsas they can invent, and the more strict they are 
the more willingly will I vote for the bill, and I am sure that the Navy 
Department will take no offense. But let us dosomething; let us either 
go onand build a navy, or decide that we are to haveno navy. Letus 
either build ordecide not to build, and not halt here after we have once - 
begun, merely upon frivolous objections of one sort or another which, 
have no foundation in reason. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the subject of this bill is so inter- 
esting and important that I venture to detain the Senate a few mo- 
ments while I give some reasons for my approval of the bill as it came 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs, and for my unwillingness as at 

resent advised to vote for the amendment of the honorable Senator 
New Jersey. 

After waiting some eighteen years, since 1866, and spending $385,000, - 
000 for that purpose, the peopleof the United States find themselves to- 
day absolutely without a navy, in the present definition. of that term. 
I am only disposed to gather lessons of wisdom and instruction from . 
the past and not to stirupstrife. That there has been a fearful amount 
of incapacity and maladministration within the term mentioned, and i 
in connection with the amount that I have referred to, nobody will- 
deny; and those who are associated with and who are responsible for. 
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the perversion and maladministration of that enormous amount of 
money and loss of time must stand for judgment before the people of 
the United States. 

It is plain however that in the last eighteen years, to be just, and 
to understand the position in which we now stand, there has been an 
absolute revolution in all former theories of naval architecture and ar- 
mament and of naval warfare. Naval artillery and the ships that can 
withstand it have been the t problem, and that problem is yet un- 
solved, fortunately perhaps for us with small comparative cost although 
the people of the United States were the pioneers. They furnished the 
brains, the enterprise, and the courage that caused the first departure 
of the employment of wooden ships in naval warfare. 

The engagement between the Monitor and the Merrimac in the 
Hampton Roads, Virginia, was the signal for a revolution of the navies 
of the world; but from that time onward the energies, the invention, 
and the capacities of our people seem to have slumbered. Other na- 
tions have caught up the idea then suggested and taught by that won- 
derful conflict in Hampton Roads in 1862; they have p in 
the building of navies and in the experiments upon armored ships at 
an enormous cost wholly their own, and the advantages of which I 
only hope that those who have charge of the administration of the Gov- 
ernment of this country will gain some advantage, or that the country 
shall have gained something. 

This revolution has been naturally progressive. Wood has given away 
to iron, and iron again to steel, and sails have given away to steam. 
What was a good man-of-war and serviceable fifteen or twenty years 
ago would be absolutely worthless to-day for purposes of usefulness or 

~conflict—a mere tub, unable to fight and incapable of flight. 

These facts have gradually come to the knowledge of our people, en- 

as we have been in the work of restoring order in our own house- 
hold, of developing the vast resources and texritories lying between the 
two great oceans. At last our people have come to the conclusion that 
there must be an exterior line of defense, and that the seacoast of this 
country and the maintenance of our power as a commercial nation upon 
the high seas of the globe demand the creation of an American navy. 
I take it that there are few in this country who would be found in dis- 
sent to that proposition. 

Two years ago the Congress of the United States took the first earnest 
step in this direction. There were four double-turreted iron monitors- 
onthe stocks. They had been begun in 1873, and had lain unfinished in 
allthoseyears. Afteraseries of boards of inspection composed of naval 
officers of intelligence and character selected by various administrations 
Congress determined to appropriate money for their being launched and 
in a certain degree completed to be ready for use. 

On those four vessels there was a total cost of three and a half mill- 
ions of money in round numbers, and even yet they are not ready for 
use because of the fact that the Government of the United States does 
not own a single navy-yard where iron vessels can be built and because 
it turns ont that there is no machinery in this country capable of roll- 
ing the steel plates required for the turrets, The importation from 
other countries of the materials to make those turrets has, as I find by 
the report of the Secretary of the Navy, been found necessary, and I 
suppose that we may expect that those vessels will soon be put in com- 
mission. Thesooner the better. Itisa very short step toward remedy- 
ing m defenseless condition of our petra of our system of har- 

r defense, supposing that we have at regard anything that ma; 
be dignified by being called a system. $ i 

In August, 1882, Congress agreed to build four steel cruisers, the 
Chicago, Boston, Atlanta, and Dolphin, at an aggregate cost of two 
million and a half. AJl this was accompanied by constant expressions 
of distrust in the Department having the duty of executing those laws, 

Here I wish to say that which is never pleasant and to which I am 
not accustomed. It is impossible for us to ignore the fact that there 
is in this country, from one reason or another, a great deal of distrust 
in the head of the Navy Department. It was not, in the opinion of 
many who like myself are most anxious liberally to vote supplies for 
every Department of the Government and to make the fullest and 
amplest appropriation—it was not in the opinion of men who think as 
I do a wise thing for the President to have selected the present Secre- 
tary of the Navy for the place he now holds. 

This is not a mere personal assault, it is the question of competency 
and fitness of the individual for the place. There was nothing in the 
antecedents, nothing in the prior occupation, nothing in the acquire- 
ments of the individual referred to that in our opinion rendered it wise 
or proper that he should be chosen for that place. I should be reluc- 
tant to give pain to any individual ; I certainly have not the slightest 
wish to be otherwise than just and formally courteous; but these are 
public questions of great moment and they should be discussed in a 
fair, open, and public manner. I am not ambitious to be one of those 
who are supposed to be fond of calling a spade a spade, but I do believe 
that frankness and straightforwardness are essential in dealing with 
an important public subject, and in that spirit and in no other do I 
ae the one now under consideration. 

e consequence was, that two years ago both Houses of Congress 
recognizing the fact that from one reason or another no matter what, 
but for reasons good and sufficient in the opinion of the majority of the 


two Houses of Congress, they did not commence these steps towards 
the creation of an American navy in the ordinary method which had 
been uniformly recognized in times gone by; but in order more espe- 
cially to protect the Treasury and to avoid cavil or question upon this 
subject, to promote public efficiency without the risk of corruptor undue 

diture they created by the act of 1882 a naval advisory board, to- 
be selected by the Secretary of the Navy and yet at the same time to be 
independent of him in their judgment and selection of methods, models, 
and in their recommendation for the expenditure of public money in 
the creation of an armed American fleet. 

T have here the appropriation act of Angust, 1882, which provided 
for the creation of this advisory board and coupled with it every safe- 
guard that good sense and experience could suggest for the purpose of 
having the public moneys expended strictly and only for the public 

urpose for which they were designed. Here I will say to the Senator- 

m Maine who has this bill in charge that I have no reason from 
my personal knowledge to doubt the truth of what he said yesterday 
that within the last two or three years the administration of the Naval. 
Department had been clean-handed, for it will be observed I am not 
making any charge. Should I makeany charge I would make it upon. 
my own responsibility and coupled with the full proof, but for the pur- 
pose of stating the truth asit exists I have made the reflections I have- 
in regard to the present tenure of this important Cabinet position. 

I wish to refer to the act creating this advisory board, and which, by 
the way, ought to accompany the present bill as a condition under- 
which the work now contemplated shall be prosecuted. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let me interrupt him there? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know that he was present the other day when. 
I stated that I had an amendment to offer from the committee, putting. 
this entire work under the regulations and restrictions of the two ap-- 
propriation acts of 1882 and 1883. I did not have the amendment at. 
my desk at that time, but I propose before we proceed to vote upon any- 
amendment to offer that from the committee, and I presume nobody- 
will object. It will cover the precise point now made by the Senator. 

Mr. BAYARD. I am very glad to hear that; and I think it very 
essential that it should accompany the present bill and be ingrafted 
upon it—— 

Mr. HALE. I do. 

Mr. BAYARD. I find the report of Senator’s debate yesterday and: 
I find reference to a portion of these cenditions under which the work. 
upon the ships authorized in 1882 were to be conducted. 

Mr. HALE. I propose to have all those conditions thrown around 
this work, and the amendment itself is suggested by the Secretary of” 
the Navy. 

Mr. BAYARD. I wish tosay that will be satisfactory and eminently 

T. It is simply the repetition by Congress of their desire to sat-. 
isfy the minds of the people of this country and the minds of all who- 
vote for this bill that the money will be expended subject toevery wise 
guard that legislation can decree. 

Thenaval advisory board was formed; its recommendations have been. 
accepted by Congress and approved; The whole of the appropriations,. 
those to finish the double-turreted monitors, those to finish the four 
cruisers authorized by the law of 1882, and those to finish the seven ves- 
sels proposed by the present bill, will not cost as much as two of the 
expensive ironclads owned by what may be called the second-rate naval, 
powers of Europe. That is to say, the Kingdom of Italy and the Em- 
pire of Germany each have a single vessel the cost of which combined: 
would be greater than the entire cost of the four monitors, the four 
cruisers of 1882, and the seven vessels now preposed. Am I not right 
in that? 

Mr. HALE. That is correct. 

Mr. BAYARD. So that we can not be accused of rushing hastily or- 
too extensively or expensively into this much-needed step for the na- 
tional defense. 

I know that in 1882 and 1883 when the contracts forthe four cruisers. 
of which the Chicago is the most conspicuous feature were given out 
there was a condition-growing out of the obscurity of our tariff duties 
upon steel and still more growing out of the revolution that then was. 
progressing in the manufacture of steel that rendered it doubtful whether 
any contractor who bid for the construction of those vessels could pro- 
cure in the United States steel having the tensile powerrequired by the- 
specifications, or if procurable at what rate? I think that is fairly an- 
swered by the statement of the Secretary of the Navy found at page 
1546 of the RECORD and in the debate of the 27th. After speaking of 
the estimates of Mr. Roach he was asked by the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] whether the tests of steel had never been accu- 
rately made. He replied: 

Never in this country had any steel been manufactured in large quantities 
subjected to such rigid tests. Of course to produce steel with exactly those 
ualities requires a careful chemical admixture in preparing the charges for the 
finko nd in handling the material; and while it been done fora few 
plates of steel, it never had been done with thousands of tons before. Here was 
the element of uncertainty. It has been very happily surmounted, and it now 
appears that the steel manufacturers can make an admixture that will give steek 
those qualities, and make it with certainty and celerity, and it is a 


great triumph for our manufacturers that they have been able to do it. 
Mr. STEERS. The advisory board has brought down steel from 8} to 4} cents 
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a pound. Those who refused to furnish the steel, who were unsuccessful bid- 
ders, at 7 cents a pound would be very pe now to make it for 4}. Mr. Roach, 


when he gave the contract for steel for ships only gave it partially, and he 


has some yet to be given out. The steel-makers will be very glad to take it at 
4} cents a pound, and it ought to be less than that, + 


I merely refer to that. Itwas asubject of unfavorable comment and 
of natural suspicion, and in some cases of denunciation, that with the 
known relations personally of the present Secretary of the Navy with 
a certain contractor whose agent he had been in this Capitol for many 
years, all the contracts for those cruisers should have been awarded to 
that individual. I have a strong personal feeling and interest in com- 
prehending and farthering this matter of ship-building. {í mean by 
that, my interest as a Senator in the legislation connected with it and 
the progress and success of ship-building in this country; of course I 
have no private interest. When parties who are in building 
iron ships in this country have been asked by me why they had not 
competed in the bids for the construction of those cruisers stated as a 
reason their uncertainty in regard to the steel question, and their dis- 
belief in their capacity to provide the steel under the specifications of 
the Navy ment in order to meet absolutely and accurately the 
published demands of the Department, or to be entirely candid their 
want of confidence that they had an equal chance for fair treatment 
under their bids before the head of the Department. 

I wish to say in all justice that I know of no reason for supposing 
that those contracts were not honestly and fairly given out and that 
they will not be fairly, honestly, and fully completed; but neverthe- 
less the fact was there and that fact was one of suspicion, and it led 
to a great deal of angry and possibly of unjust comment. I hold it to 
be the part of just legislation to prevent suspicion wherever you may 
and give to the American people an absolute belief, so far as we can, 
that their interests are protected by laws carefully drawn as well as by 
the personal integrity of those who represent them and with whom 
public contracts are made, 

On that last point I havesatisfaction in reading the testimony of Ad- 
miral Porter, who had made some statements very mortifying in their 
character as to the manner in which work was conducted in the Gov- 
ernment navy-yards, the misappropriation of public funds, the perver- 
sion of moneys, and the duplicated cost of almost everything over private 
contract, but when he came to speak of the creation of a navy by private 
contract he said: 

I think five years will do the whole of it— 

That is to say, in respect of preparing a proper and competent fleet: 

Admiral Porter. I think five years will do the whole of it if you will only 
give out the contracts and get rid of the idea which most people have that the 
object in the building of the ships is to make somebody rich. That is all non- 
sense, Our contractors are as honest as any le in the world, and are as 

ood. They do not overreach the Government half as much as contractors do 
. fa foreign countries. If we want fine ships we must pay for them, we can not 

get them for nothing; and when you have them they will last fifty years. The 
life of an old ship waseight or nine years before Enei Pov torepair her. These 
splendid large iron ships are going to last forty years longer without any re- 
E cocos to the inery. That is the advantage in having these vessels 

u of iron. 

If it was only to show foreign nations what we could doin an emergency now, 
it would be worth while to set our pegs TES to work. 

They laugh at us and say we can neither go to war nor defend ourselves from 
attack, because we can not build ships nor make guns. 

Senator BUTLER. Admiral, what is the policy of foreign governments—Great 
Britain, Germany, France, and Italy—in building their ships? Do they build 
them themselves or do they let them out by contract? 

Admiral PORTER. Almost all their ships are built at private establishments by 
contract. Italy may be exce in the case of her largest ships. 

Senator BUTLER, None built by the government? 

Admiral Porrer. There may be some, but as a general rule said do not do 
so, Asa matter of policy Great Britain encourages private ship-buiiding yards, 
The salvation of the country in case of war would on these, e should follow 
the example of Great Britain. 


I may also comment in this connection upon the remark made by my 
friend from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] in of the question of tariff 
duties controlling in all cases the cost of ship-building by the Govern- 
ment. In case the contractor should choose to purchase imported ma- 
terial upon which the av duty is assumed to be 45 per cent., if the 
Government paid it to him it unquestionably would receive it back, or 
rather it would receive it in advance at its own custom-house. If a 
million dollars’ worth of material is to be imported by a private con- 
tractor the Government will receive $450,000 duty at that rate before 
the material passes into the hands of the contractor. Therefore it isas 
broad as it is long. 

The Government pays duties to itself, and those duties are included 
in the cost contracted for. But I will agree that if the Government is 
to pay the American contractor and he builds the ship of American 
material alone, and the cost of that is enhanced by reason of the duty on 
im material, then you have the illustration, of course, that the 
people of the United States pay the enhanced cost by way of giving 
preference or protection as it is called to their own producers instead of 

. Saving the duty by buying in the cheapest market. Thatis butan illus- 
tration of a very obvious fact in our present tariff system. I do not 
hold, however, that there is that increased cost to the American people 
in everything for which a private contract is made with the Govern- 
ment in building a ship. To the extent that I have stated it the re- 
marks of the Senator from Kentucky seem to me to be just. Beyond 
that I think they are not. 


I know that there have been criticisms and counter-criticisms upon 
the Chicago. I have read them as intelligently as I was able. A 
great many were too technical for my comprehension; I only saw that 
intelligent men were condemning the theory of the construction of that 
vessel; but I also know that other intelligent men sustained the theory 
in phrases equally strong and perhaps with arguments equally respect- 
able. But there must come a time for decision and there must be some- 
body to decide. There must be some point upon which the American 
people finally must depend for decision. We have created an advisory 
board. We have givenit a conscience of its own and a power independ- 
ent of the Secre of the Navy, and it is upon their recommenda- 
tion, indorsed by him, that we are called upon to act; and upon all of 
those transactions there beats the light of a fierce public opinion. 

Tam glad that to-day public criticism is drawn so sharply and severely 
upon the question of honesty or dishonesty, corruption or the contrary, 
in the execution of public business. In my judgment no country will 
ever have any bulwark so strong, any defense so reliable, as the high 
personal character of its citizens. 

The Navy is, the Navy ought to be, a service of personal honor of the 
highest grade. When any one of the gentlemen who form this advisory 
board or when any other officer of the Navy certifies to a fact cover- 
ing much or little of money, covering facts oft much or little importance, 
how does he doit? Under oath? No. Under the penalties of per- 
jury? No. He does it upon the honor of a gentleman and an officer. 
That is thesafeguard, that is the oecon of the Treasury; and when 
that is gone may God help us and the country, for I do not think that 
statute laws can ever create it or can ever restore it. 

I can not and I will not set my uninstructed judgment and want of 
personal experience in these matters against the recommendation of the 
advisory board, made after fuller knowledge than I can aspire or pre- 
tend to, in a line of reform which we all admit is pressing; that is to 
say, the creation ofa competent naval force; for quite outside the chances 
of war or peace, every one knows thata navy such as this bill would 
partially create is a necessary adjunct for the prosecution of our foreign 
commerce, The importance and the assistance of Government vessels 
in the various harbors of the world to American citizens who are en- 
gaged in commerce and to American vessels which are there visitin 
oftentimes can scarcely be overrated. To-day the flag of the United 
States is seldom seen anywhere except in a home port, a vessel lying 
waiting probably for repairs and unable to go to sea. It ought to be 
exhibited by regular armed cruisers that will serve to practice the men 
and the officers in seamenship; it ought to be seen in every port where 
commerce invites the presence of our mercantile marine. It should 
sams? and proclaim our presence as a nation among nations every- 
where, 

Mr. President, I am willing to trust this advisory board; I am will- 
ing to act upon their present recommendation; and I am willing to co- 
operate with those citizens with whom they shall fairly and openly 
and publicly contract; for I know that the sense ef responsibility that 
accompanies their action will be amply sufficient to protect the interests 
of the American people. Woe be unto the advisory board who have 
been trusted as men of science and of character if their plans miscarry. 
Woe be unto the contractor who for the purpose of filching dishonest 
gain shall risk his reputation as an American mechanic before his fel- 
low-countrymen in a case like this. Woe be unto the Secretary of the 
Navy or the administration that shall be found, in the face of this great 
public necessity and in this publicity, treating the great appropriations 
from the Treasury as means only for the low ends of party advantage 
or for the purposes of political corruption, whatever be the shape they 
may assume. 

Sir, I say this not as a threat, it is an adjuration to honest action. 
I hope there is and there will be a public opinion aroused and alive in 
this country that shall keep every official in the land in ition of 
the fact that he is scanned and closely scanned by an intelligent and 
an honest people; but I say there must be responsibility somewhere 
and an ultimate power of decision somewhere, and I believe that we 
have affixed it properly and I do not believe that it will be evaded. I 
do not think it can be evaded. 

We need a fleet of armored ships as cruisers, useful in case of pos- 
sible war, absolutely and instantly useful for the purposes of peace and 
commerce. I believe the bills that have been prepared to assist in the 
formation of this Navy have been carefully and properly ed. I 
do not think the step is hasty or extravagant. I believe it is moderate, 
and that we may safely and properly aecept the bill of the committee 
and build these ships. 

I do not mean to say that there is or can be an absolute tee 
that when they have been built they shall be perfect, that they shall 
not be without fault. I donot say that; but I mean to say it were far 
better for any man a member of the advisory board, a contractor, orany 
man connected with the giving and creation of the contracts for these 
bi) ag Deer for him had he never read the law or had anything to do 
with the transaction than make a botch or a dishonest bungle out of 
this affair. Butacting in the public light of opinion, guarded by care- 
ful legislation designed for the purpose of di ing suspicion or preju- 
dice, if such there were, just or unjust, I believe it would be safe and 
right to go to work and build these seven ships, a very welcome and 
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much-needed addition to the naval force, which to-day can scarcely be 
said to have existence at all. 

For these reasons, hastily and imperfectly stated, I propose to votein 
support of the bill reported by the committee and against the amend- 
ment of my friend from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ]. 

The PRESIDENT pro . The question is on the first amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. HALE. Before the question is taken on that amendment I ask, 
and it must be by unanimous consent, that the amendment I proposed 
the other day, which I had not then at my desk, may be considered as 
offered. Noone, I presume, will object. Idid not have it at that time. 
I propose to add, at the end of section 1: 

And said vessels shall be d ed and constructed in all respects in accord- 


ance with the provisions of the naval appropriation acts of August 5, 1882, and 
March 3, 1883, authorizing the construction of the four steel cruisers. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the end of the amendment al- 


ready agreed to? 
Mr. HALE. At the end of the amendment already agreed to, in sec- 


tion 1. 
Will the Senator send his amend- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment to the desk? 

Mr. HALE. At the suggestion of the Senator from Delaware I will 
make it read: ‘‘in accordance with and subject to the conditions and pro- 
visions of the naval appropriation acts,” 

Mr. MORGAN. Ifthe Senator from Maine has the statute that he 
now proposes to incorporate in the bill by reference, I shall be glad if 
he will have it read. I haye myself considered that it was altogether 
necessary to the perfection of the bill that it should have some refer- 
ence to the existing law of a special character, and that the bill as it 
stands reported by the committee would be avery inefficient bill except 
to give the President purely arbitrary power to have these vessels built 
in any way he saw proper. As the Senator has for the first time brought 
those statutes to the view of the Senate by the terms of his bill I should 
be very glad to have them read, so that we may know exactly what it 


means. 

Mr. HALE. I will have them read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine will send 
his proposed amendment to the Chair and the Chair will ask unanimous 
consent, as he desires. 

Mr.HALE. The Senator from Delaware hasthe statute in his hand. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have the statute in my hand and I will ask the 


to read it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
for the reading of the statute ? 
Mr. HALE. I would be very glad to have it read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the statute 
referred to will be read. 


‘Mr. BAYARD. May I state that as I understand the Senator from 
Maine the amendment now offered by him is to subject the contracts 
for the construction of these proposed seven vessels to all the conditions 
of the act which is now about to be read from the desk? 

Mr. HALE. And also the other act of the following year. That is 


so. Let the Secretary read it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Secre- 


tary will read the statute referred to. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows from the act of March 3, 1883: 


Neither of the vessels hereby authorized to be built shall be contracted for or 
commenced until full and complete detail drawingsand cations thereof, in 
all its parts, including the hull, engines, and boilers, shall have been provided or 
ado by the Navy Department, and shall have been approved, in Writing, by 
said board, or by a majority of the members thereof, and by the Secretary of the 
Navy; and after said drawings and specifications have been provided, adopted, 
and approved as aforesaid, and the work has been commenced ora contract made 
for it, they shali not be ged in any respect, when the cost of such change 
shall in the construction exceed $500, except upon the approval of said board, or 
a majority of the members thereof, in wri , and upon the written order of 
the Secretary of the Navy; and, if changes are thus m: 
and the damage caused thereby shall be ascertained, estimated, and determined 
by said board; and in any contract zee peers to this actit shall be provided 
in the terms thereof that the contractor 
said board, or a majorit: 
ished composes sail 


menced the Secretary of the Navy shall, br proper public advertisement and 
notice, invite all engineersand mechanics of established reputation, and all rep- 
utable manufacturers of vessels, Meme voginos, boilers, and ordnance, havin 
or controlling regular establishments, and heing engaged in the business, all 
officers of the Navy, and especially all naval constructors, steam-engineers, and 
ordnance officers of the Navy, having plans, models, or designs of any vessels of 
the classes hereby authorized, or of any part thereof, within any given period, 
not less than sixty days, to submit the same to said board; and it shall be the 
duty of said to mous and fully examine the same and to hear band 
prone. explanation thereof, and to report to the Secretary of the Navy, in wri! 
ng, whether, in their topao any such plan, model, or design, or any suggestion 
therein, is worthy of adoption in the construction of said vessels, their engines, 
boilers, or armament; and if in such construction any such plan, model, design, 
or suggestion shall be adopted, for the use of which any citizen not an officer of 
the Navy would have a just claim for compensation, the contractor shall bind 
breach to discharge the Government from all liability on account of such adop- 
jon and use, 
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Mr. HALE. Now let the 
statute of August 5, 1882, with relation to the powers of the advisory 
board 


read also the provision of the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator give the number 
of the chapter? 

Mr. HALE. Itis the act of August 5, 1882. The Secretary at the 
desk will see what the number of the chaper is. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey will 
state his question of order. 

Mr. McPHERSON. ‘The amendment I had the honor to offer has 
been two days under discussion, a vote was about being had in the Sen- 
ate, and other amendments are proposed. I wish to know whether the 
amendment offered by the honorable Senator from Maine or by the 
honorable Senator from Delaware—I do not know which is the father 
of the amendment—is to take precedence of the amendment under con- 
sideration ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Maine has not yet been received. The bill is still under debate. The 
Senator from Maine gave notice of his intention to offer a particular 
amendment. Afterit is ready to be offered, the Chair will ask the unani- 
mous consent he desires the Chair to ask for.: The Chair will state that 
it can only be offered at the present time by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator from New Jersey was not present 
when I stated that I did not, the other day, in the beginning of the dis- 
cussion, when I referred to this amendment, have it with me, and that 
I knew that at present, except by unanimous consent, it could not come 
first, but that under the circumstances I presumed and hoped that no 
Senator would object to its being considered first, as it was an amendment 


in the nature of perfecting the bill, which I did not putin at the time. 
I ask unanimous consent, use I know very well the Senator is right 
in point of order. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I perhaps have an equal right to argue that my 
amendment is in the nature of perfecting the bill. If I had not be- 
lieved it to be in the nature of perfecting the bill I should not have 
offered it. I certainly have no objection to anything that the Senator 
wishes to do as to perfecting the text of the bill; nor do I object to his 
giving notice now of an intended amejdment which will perfect the 
bill. Iam notan obstructionist. I only wish to have the bill pro- 
ceeded with regularly, I am willing the Senator should give notice of 
his amendment, but I am not willing that his amendment should be 
acted on pending the discussion of another and more important one. 

Mr. HALE. Iam not asking to give notice, for I gave that at first 
in opening the debate upon the subject. If I had had the amendment 
with me then I should have put it in, as is customary on the part of 
a Senator having charge ofa bill. I did not do that because I was sub- 
ject to the infirmity that may beset any Senator, of not being able at 
the moment to put his hand on an amendment. If the Senator from 
New Jersey insists that I, in charge of the bill, shall not have the privi- 
lege now of offering the amendment as though I had offered it at the 
time, of course he can hinder me. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Notatall. I make no objection of that kind. 

Mr. HALE. Let the Secretary read the provision in reference to the 
advisory board, beginning where I have marked in pencil. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Secre- 
tary will read the statute of 1882. 

Mr. HALE. Which is chapter 391. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the part of 
the statute referred to will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows from the act of August 5, 1882: 

It shall be the duty of said board to advise and assist the Secretary of the 
Navy, in his office or elsewhere, in all matters referred to them by him relative 
to the designs, models, plans, specifications, and contracts for said vessels in 9:1 
their parts, and relative to the materials to be used therein and to the construc- 
tion thereof, and especially relative to the harmonious a 
of their hulls, machinery, and armament; and they shall examine all materials 
to be used in said vessels, and inspect the work on the same asit progresses, 
and have general supervision thereof, under the direction of said Secretary. 
But said board shall have no power to make or enter into any contract, nor to 
direct or control any oflicer of the Navy, the chief of any harean of the Navy, or 
any contractor. Neither of the vessels hereby autho to be built shall be 
contracted for or commenced until full and complete detail drawings and speci- 
ull, engines, and boilers, shall 


rtment, and shail have been 
jority of the members thereof, 


ustment, respectively, 


fications thereof, in all its parts, including the 
have been provided or adopted by the Navy De 
approved in writing by said board, or by a 

and by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. HALE. Now I ask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent to offer for consideration at this time an amendment 
which will be read for information. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 1 as amended: 

And said vessels shall be designed and constructed in all in accord- 
ance with and subject to the conditions and provisions of the naval appropria- 
Hon ao of August 5, 1882, and March 3, 1883, authorizing the construction of four 

cruisers. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this amendment ? 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes, sir; I object. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. The question 
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recurs on the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey, on | oared boat. There is no agreement upon the size and form of the oars, 


which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I am less eager to occupy the time 
of the Senate on this question than I was before the very acceptable 
and able speeches of the Senators from California and Delaware; but 
I venture to say something, and shall say it as compactly as I can. 

I was very much pleased with the broad treatment of this case by 
the Senator who last spoke. I did not catch in full his reference to the 
Secretary of the Navy. What I did hear must have been acceptable to 
the Secretary’s political and personal friends. 

I have fancied that the newspapers, and possibly public opinion, have 
sometimes been unjust to that officer. For one, while ramer was busy 
with the probability of his appointment, I ventured to prophesy—andI 
am not for taking it back yet—that he would prove to be one of the 
ablest officers on that very illustrious roll, because of his general famil- 
iarity with business, because of his exceeding ability as a lawyer, and 
because of a certain special faculty that I believe him to have of extract- 
ing the essence of good judgment from the opinion of various able men 
in his own specialty. I still think that when his duties there shall have 
been closed his record will compare favorably with the record of any of 
the distinguished men who have preceded him in that Department. 

Mr. President, there is an eniable necessity fora navy. Iwas 
about to say that nobedy denies it, but I recall the fact that even in 
this Chamber and within a short time it has been denied on the gen- 
eral ground that we are not anxious to fight anybody and nobody de- 
sires to fight us. That is a very happy condition for a nation; it is 
really substantially our condition now; but no human being can say 
how long that may last. If there be any truth in history at all, no man 
can tell what a day may bring forth. The millennium has not arrived 
yet; a sense of justice does not govern nations in all things. What- 
ever the prospect of peace or war, no nation fit to be called a nation, 
no nation assuming a place among nations, has a right to be or can be 
without that sanction of force which is behind all laws local, national, 
or international. 

I spare the Senate—and I spare myself also—the humiliation of reca- 
pitulating the details of the Navy—or no navy—that we have now; but 
if I should go into the minutest particulars and set them forth with all 
the sarcasm the press freely indulges in, I should not give the world any 
news. There is not a government that does not know to aton and toa 
gun just how little we have, how absolutely powerless we are in view 
of any great conflict, and I must say how completely we live by the for- 
bearance of the world or should be living by itif we were brought toxface 


i t controversy. 

Why then, sir, shall we not build a navy? Some say there is no de- 
mand for it. I take issue; I say there isa demand. I say there isa 
papular demand for it. Whenever the press takes time to rest from 
its continual jeering at our present defenseless, I had almost said con- 
temptible, condition it voices the true sentiment of the people in de- 
manding that we shall address ourselves seriously and energetically to 
this business, without regard, beyond that due to reasonable economy 
and good sense, to the expense of it. We are able to have a navy, and 
the people will justify us in doing whatever is needed to maintain the 
power, the dignity, and the self-respect of the nation. 

We have heard it argued that the proposed plansare not wise. They 
are not perfect. They are subject to all the ordinary limitations of 
humanity. They are not absolutely perfect. But I can not criticise 
them. I say that in my judgment they are wise plans, and they come 
at least from the wisest men that we have. They omit much, it is said. 
Quite right. Wedo not pretend, the friends of this bill do not pretend, 
that we are building a complete navy. The bill is but a beginning. 
It supplies, or proposes to supply, that which we need just now, that 
which will be of most immediate practical use to us, a class of swift 
cruisers, a class that will be found exceedingly formidable in its own 
peculiar line. We do not expect these vessels to attack great heavy 
ironclads that are built with the hope of defending themselves against 
thousand-pound shot; but from such these cruisers can easily ran away. 
The reports upon the subject shpw for what they are intended; and of 
course we all know that very much more is needed. This, for the time 
being, is at least the very best that we can do. 

We have not done much toward rebuilding our Navy sinee the war 
closed, but in the mean time all the great nations of the earth have 
been expending money in uncounted sums and all for our benefit, for 
every experiment they have made has been as much for us as for them- 
selves. 

Now, I say that in building up navies the world has reached a cer- 
tain stage, has closed a chapterof development. We find many things 
that we would not do and ought not to do; but many general principles 
have been laid down to the satisfaction of all ship-builders, and it is 
high time for us to take advantage of this progress. 

tors tell us that the engineers do not agree to all the details laid 
down by the advisory board. Probably not. They never did agree 
and they never will agree, nor are they alone in that. The mechanics 
of no branch will agree precisely upon any work that is to be done; 
and in this matter of ship-building, from the great ironclad down to 
the little rowboat used in the races, there is no agreement. There is 
no agreement even upon the form of the very simplest two-oared or four- 


or eyen upon the rowlocks, or upon the stroke. 

There isno unanimous agreement among builders upon the best form 
of heavily armored ships; no agreement upon the best form and true 
function of the turret, or as to the number of guns; no agreement as 
to the proportion of each class of ships that a navy ought to have; no 
agreement as to their proportionate usefulness; no agreement as to the 
best class of guns, their form, the precise composition best for them, or 
the manner of welding, boring, or rifling them. There is no exact 
agreement as to the composition of powder—its chemical constituents 
aw sizeof the pellets. There is noagreement as to the form of pro- 
j e. 

In short, there is no absolute agreement among any fifteen or five en- 
gineers of the world upon any one of these single points, from the truck 
of the greatest ship down to the keel, or from the greatest ironclad down 
to the little two-oared wherry. 

What then shall we do? Do the very best we can; take the best 
men we can find for the purpose and take the best they can advise. 
There is no agreement in some of the very great and apparently essen- 
tial matters. Take a given displacement, say of 8,000 tons, and the 
engineers will not agree upon what shall be the length or fhe width or 
the draught of a vessel of that size. Many gentlemen here are familiar 
with the vessels of the White Star line and know what their extraor- 
dinary length is in comparison with their breadth. There is a reac- 
tion from that now, and for an equal displacement mang of the engi- 
neers are in favor of a much broader and shorter ship. Nor can builders 
agree as to the exact diameter, form, and pitch of the wheel appropriate 
in each case. If we wait until our engineers all agree on these points, 
we shall wait forever. 

Some tell us that we can do nothing; we are not wise enough to build 
good vessels for the Navy. I take issue with that. American ship- 
builders have alwaysdone well. We hada larger navy during the Rev- 
olutionary war than many men areawareof. Iventure tosay that most 
of the Senators will be surprised if they shall take the trouble to hunt 
up the statistics with regard to the number and the efficacy of the ves- 
sels used by us during the Revolutionary war. The privateers of 1812 
made themselves famous throughout the world; and our clipper ships 
from 1845 to 1865 were the most beautiful, the swiftest, and the most 
efficient ships ever put upon the waters of that particular class. And 
when the late tremendous conflict came upon us we again led the world 
and set an example. The Monitor was the first of an endless series of 
iron-clad ships, and the trials and tribulations that little ship went 
through far surpassed those that our proposed steel ships are undergoing. 
The ablest men, so said to be, in our Departments, the ablest scientific 
men called to the subject, said that the Monitor would never float away 
from its wharf in Brooklyn. What was the result? We wére one hun- 
dred and one days in building it, working day and night, and the ves- 
sel had the honor of rendering the grandest service ever rendered by a 
ship to its flag. We taught the world something of the art of ship- 
building by that. 

There has been waste and extravagance in the navy-yards we are told. 
I suppose it is true. Iam a little ashamed to say that there has been 
a good deal of that at one time and another in the history of the country, 
but Iam unable to look at any branch of this Government or at any 
branch of the service of any government in the world that is not marred 
by something of wrongdoing. I aver that during the tremendous five 
years beginning in 1861 we did as much, and did it as well, with as 
much science, as much honesty, and as much ability as any nation ever 
manifested under similar circumstances. Nobody ever did so much, 
and I believe nobody ever did it as well. If there shall come another 
emergency we shall meet it with equal ability, and in like manner shall 
step ahead of the world in the skill and efficiency of our work. 

ere is no great emergency now, no terrible contest threatening us, 
but there is a certain sort of crisis which calls upon us to do some- 
thing. We have at least to renew our Navy. If gentlemen are to wait 
until they get what is absolutely perfect before they build at all, I do 
not see why any one of them should ever go out riding or driving until 
he gets a perfect horse; I do not see why he should go out shooting 
until he is absolutely certain that he has the best shotgun in the world; 
I do not see why he should eat until he is sure he has the best dinner; 
and I do not see why he should wear clothing until the world is pretty 
generally satisfied that he has the best pattern and the best material of 
it to wear. A nation, like an individual, must do the very best it can 
under the circumstances. 

But we are told 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will it interfere with the Senafor if I ask him 
a question in this connection? 

Mr. HAWLEY. [If it be really a question and not a speech, I have 
no objection to hearing it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Iam not given to making speeches. The ves- 
sels the Senator is very urgent to have built are called ‘‘commerce- 
destroyers.” The modern commercial ship is one with a speed of from 
eighteen to twenty miles an hour. All of the ships now being built, 
I may truly say, as commercial ships are those of very highspeed. All 
we claim for these ships we propose to build as commerce-destroyers is 
fourteen knots an hour, and that even is questioned. How much of a 
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commerce-destroyer will these ships be as against the commercial ships 
of the present time with that rate of speed? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have seen a little of the water at one time and 
another; I have crossed the Atlantic ten times; I never have been able 
to get upon or get sight of a ship that was good for eighteen or twenty 
knots except upon its trial trip. A vessel that can be depended upon 
to make fourteen knots will destroy nine-tenths of the commercial 
vessels afloat in the world so far as speed is concerned. That is my 
answer. Yes, I might say more than that, as a Senator near me sug- 


I have read the record of the best ee pee upon their trial trips, 
and have heard from English naval o here and in London, and 
from members of the board of admiralty themselves, what they claim. 
They have made some magnificent records, in one or two cases running 
up as high as nineteen knots for a very few miles, when they selected 
their water and selected their weather and selected their coal and selected 
their engineers and everybody else stood aside and prayed. They can 
not repeat nineteen knots for any distance in average weather in prac- 
tical service. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. IfI may interrupt the Senator—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Alaska and ships of her class, many of 
which are now being built, I think make an averagespeed of nearly four 
hundred miles perday. Certainly they have crossed the ocean in a little 
more than six days, which would be about seventeen miles per hour 
during an entire trip of 3,000 miles, through head winds, cross seas, and 
every obstacle that they could encounter. Now, sir, as to the Boston 
and Atlanta, two of the cruisers which are called ‘‘ commerce-destroy- 
ers,’’ Admiral Shufeldt, the president of the board, says: 

No ship has ever run yet for a long time at a hi rate of 5 with a hori- 
zontal engine. We were obliged to put horizontal engines in the Boston and 
Atlanta because we could not get anything else under our deck. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suppose the Senator from New Jersey speaks with 
some accuracy upon this subject, and when he says ‘miles’? I sup- 
pose he means miles. Does he mean miles or knots? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I only know that upon the map which I have 
studied, both in public schools and elsewhere, the distance between 
New York and Liverpool is placed at something like 3,050 miles. I 
know these ships make their trips; I know they advertise them, and I 
have been upon the ships, and havesailed four hundred and twenty-two 
miles per day. It would bea most amusing sight to see the Boston, 
or Atlanta, or the Dolphin, or the Chicago in chase after one of these 
ships that cross the Atlantic Ocean, which to-day carry three-fourths of 
the commerce between the city of New York and the city of Liverpool. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Well, what the ordinary careless writer says about 
distance is one thing and what the sailors and the chart-makers say is 
quiteanother. Eighteen knots would be very nearly twenty-one miles; 
eighteen miles would be, say, fifteen and one-half knots. There is quite 
a difference in the statements. I do not deny the great speed of a few 
ships of the class referred to. 

We are not attempting to make an absolutely perfectnavy. Weare 
not pretending that it can fight the most heavily-armored vessels or 
that it can run downall the swiftones. I say what I said before, that 
as a commerce-destroyer a vessel that can be depended upon to make 
fourteen knots, which would be over sixteen statute miles an hour, 
could be depended upon to overtake and destroy nine-tenths of the ves- 
sels engaged in commerce in the world; and I might make it ravi, al 
as ted by Senators around me, and say nineteen-twentieths, but 
I allow the Senator from New Jersey one-tenth. 

Another objection to our undertaking this work is that John Roach 
wants to build the ships. It is a powerful name to conjure with, sir. 
Is it a crime that John Roach wants to build them? Is he a public 
enemy? I wish there were one hundred men who wereanxious to build 
the ships, and who had the skill, the ship-yards, and the capital to do 
it. Shall we insist upon finding somebody that is unwilling to build 
them? Shall we wait until nobody can be found who wishes to build 
them or can be compelled to build them ? 

There is one more s ion, not made in precisely so many words, 
but substantially made here, that we should wait until a Democratic 
administration can undertake this work. Suppose gentlemen formulate 
that—putit plainly in words, and makeit known, and go to the country 
with it—‘‘ We will not agree to build a ship, no matter what the na- 
tional necessities or honor may call for, until it can be built by direction 
of a Democratic Secretary of the Navy.” Will that be patriotic? Will 
that be acceptable to the people of this country? It has virtually been 
said here.. I can not believe that it governs the vote and feelings of any 
single Senator here, and therefore I do not attempt to characterize it. 
That is not the temper of Americans generally—whether Democrats or 


Republicans or Whigs or whatever they call themselves—whether in 
preparing for war or engaging in war. 

Why, sir, substantially the platform of those who have been oppos- 
ing this bill is this: ‘‘ We do net know what to build; we are afraid of 
John Roach; and we will wait until the Democrats come into power.” 
On the other hand, we affirm the absolute necessity to our national 
honor and self-respect of a navy. We affirm, humiliating as it is, that 


on the water we are practically defenseless; we affirm that we have 
officers, scientists and mechanics as able as any, and we affirm that 


there is a popular and universal demand for a navy. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, upon what will the first question be 
taken? The amendment of the tor from New Jersey is clearly a 
divisible amendment, I take it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey has 
proposed several amendments, in a parliamentary sense. The question 
will first be taken on the one in line 4, to strike out ‘‘seven’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ four.” 

Mr. HALE. Solthought. As the Senator has declined to allow my 
amendment to be voted upon first, I will wait until hisamendment to 
line 8 is reached, when I will, with the leave of the Chair, move to sub- 
stitute my amendment for his. Perhaps I had better move to lay the 
Senator’s amendment on the table, as under the present rules that can 
be done, giving notice that then I will offer the amendment which has 
been read at the Secretary’s desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves to 
lay the first amendment of the Senator from New Jersey on the table. 
That, under the present rules, the Chair believes to be in order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg permission of the Senate to read three lines. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to lay on the table is 
not open to debate. 

Mr. HALE. I withdraw the motion for the present. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was speaking from my general recollection on the 
subject as to the proportion of very fast steamers. Just as I closed my 
coll e handed me this document, the report of the committee, in 
which I find that Admiral Shufeldt says: 

We must remember that there is a very small proportion of fast steamers in 
the world; a very cgi perros 90 per cent., do not go over ten or eleven 
knots. Itis only in the North Atlantic that there is such high speed. 

Mr. HALE. Under the ruling of the Chair that a motion to lay on 
the table would not carry the entire amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey I would as lief the question should be taken, if it can be 
now, on the first branch of his amendment, striking out ‘‘seven’’ and 
inserting ‘‘ four.’’ 

I only wish before the question is put to say a word on a single point, 
that raised yesterday as to the cost of these ships by reason of duties 
paid upon steel. That question of the tariff I do not think preperly 
comes in here; but the statement of the Senator from Kentucky that 
these ships would cost 45 per cent. more than if we imported the ma- 
terials with which to construct them is one that does pertinently come 
in here. So far from these ships costing, at the rates that they are con- 
tracted for, 45 per cent. more than if we imported the materials under 
the present tariff, made as they are of American steel and American 
materials in their hulls and machinery, investigation shows the follow- 
ing results: The cost of hull and machinery of the Chicago, of 4,500 
tons displacement, is $198 per ton; the cost of the Boston, of 3,000 tons 
displacement, is $205 per ton; the cost of Her Britannie Majesty’s ship 
Leander, of 3,750 tons, an average between these two, built in England 
of Englisit steel, is $200 per ton, almost an average between the cost of 
the Chicago and the Boston. With that I leave that statement, show- 
ing oa we get these ships as cheap as England with her own steel gets 

er ships. 5 

There were other things that I had purposed to allude to in sum- 
ming up this debate; but they have been somuch better stated by the 
Senator from California and the Senator from Connecticut and espe- 
cially by the Senator from Delaware that I do not deem that it would 
be fitting or in good taste forme totakeup more time. I hope we may 
now have a vote on the several amendments of the Senator from New 
Jersey, and when we come to his amendment providing conditions I 
shall move to substitute the amendment that I sent alittle while ago 
to the Secretary’s desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
first amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 
PHERSON], to strike out in line 4 the word “‘ seven ” and insert “‘ four.” 
On this amendment the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KENNA (when Mr. CAMDEN’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. CAMDEN] is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin arr. Saw- 


YER]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY], who 
is absent from the Chamber. If he were present, he would vote “nay.” 
I should vote for the amendment. 

Mr. CONGER (when Mr. MrrcHELL’s name was called). I am re- 
quested by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL] to state 
that owing to sickness he is not able to be in his seat and may not be 
for some days. He wishes to be excused, and he is paired without fur- 
ther announcement with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. WALKER]. 

Mr. PENDLETON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WrLson] on this question. 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). Iam paired on this 
question with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 
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Mr. VEST (when his name was called). 


I am paired with the Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
The roll-call was concluded. 


Mr. GARLAND. My colleague [Mr. WALKER] is paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. BROWN (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw 
my vote. I understand the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], if here, 
would vote ‘‘nay,” and I voted ‘‘yea.’’ Itherefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the affirmative). Since I 
voted I am reminded of the fact that yesterday or the day before I had 
a pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. I under- 
stand he is still confined to his house by sickness. I withdraw my vote, 
and announce that if he were present he would vote “nay” and I 
should vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Beck, George, Lamar, Van Wyck, 
Call, Hampton, McPherson, Voorhees, 
Coke, a P Maxey, 
Colquitt, Jackson, 
Farley, Kenna, Vance, 

NAYS—34. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Ransom, 

"e Gar Meni 3 
Bayard, Groome, Miller of Cal. Sabin. 
Blair, Hale Miller of N. ¥., Sewell, 
Butler, Harriso Morgan, Sherman, 
Conger, Hawley, Morrill, Slater, 
Cullom, Hill, x Williams. 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Pike, 
Dolph, Jonesof Nevada, Piatt, 
ABSENT—25. 

Anthony, Fair, ham, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Frye, one, Vest, 
Brown, Gibson, Manderson, Walker, 
Camden, Gorman, Mitchell, Wilson. 
Cameron of Pa., Harris, eton, 
Cameron of Wis., Hoar, Plumb, 
Cockrell, onas, Sai nry, 


So the amendment was rejected. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the next 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHER- 
SON]. 

The Cuter CLERK. In lines 9, 10, and 11, strike out the following 
words: 

One cruiser of 4,500 tons displacement, one cruiser of 3,000 tons, one dispatch 
vessel of 1,500 tons. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] will be read: 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add, as a new section: 

Src. 3. That the gunboats, steel ram, and torpedo-boats authorized to be built 
under sections 1 and 2 of this act shall be built under complete plans and - 
fications to be furnished by the Navy Department, except the gun! to be built 
on plans to be furnished by the Admiral of the Navy; and such building shall be 
under contracts with the lowest responsible bidder or bidders, made after at 
least sixty days’ advertisement published in five of the leading news rs of 
the United States, inviting pro) for building said vessels, subject to all sach 
rules, regulations, superintendence, and provisions as to bo: 
the due completion of the work as the Becretary of the Navy shall prescribe; 
and no such vessel be accepted unless Soap eted in strict conformity with 


Mr. HALE. I suggested that I would offer my amendment as asub- 
stitute for that; but I see it will come in more harmoniously with the 
text. Soifthe Senate shall choose to vote this down then I will offer my 
amendment. . 

Mr. SEWELL. I wish the Senator from Maine would allow the 
amendment I offered to be taken up before his amendment comes in, 
because the adoption of his amendment would preclude mine, and Ide- 
sire a vote on my amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Let us take a vote on this amendment of the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Let the amendment be reported. 

Mr. HALE. It has just been reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey on the right of the Chair [Mr. McPHER- 
son], which has just been reported. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I ask that it be read again. 

Mr. SEWELL. I think the amendment just reported is the amend- 
ment of my colleague. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the question on the remaining amendment of the 
Senator from New Jersey on the rightof the Chair? Is it still pending? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis. The question is on agreeing 
to it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. What do I understand my colleague to offer? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s colleague proposes to 
offer an amendment after this shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. HALE. I will move, then, to substitute my amendment for 
this. That will bring up the question directly. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Maine proposes to 
amend the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey as follows—— 
Mr. HALE. By substituting—— 
The PRESIDENT protempore. By striking out the same and insert- 
ing what will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And said vessels, and boats shall be designed and constructed in all re- 
spects in accordance with and subject to the conditions and provisions of the 
naval appropriation acts of August 5, 1882, and March 3, 1883, authorizing the 
construction of four steel cruisers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on this amendment 
to the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey on the right of the 
Chair, by striking out the whole of the original amendment and insert- 
ing what has just been read. 

Mr.SEWELL. IasktheSenator from Maine to withhold this amend- 
ment and take the questions in the order in which they come. The 
ro Fea of this would preclude the offering of my amendment prac- 
tically. 

Mr. HALE. I can not do that, because my amendment comes in as 
germane to the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 
PHERSON]. I have not the control of that. When the vote comes u 
on the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON 
my amendment must be put in, because it is the same kind of subject- 
matter, only mine goes further in its restrictions and I think will be 
more satisfactory even to the Senator from New Jersey his own, 
and so I have to put it in now. I do not control it. 

Mr.SEWELL. Butitentirely does away practically with my amend- 
ment, which provides a different mode for the construction of these 
vessels, 


Mr. HALE. That the Senator must settle with his colleague. 
moving to substitute mine for the amendment of his colleague. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] be reported for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read for information if there be no objection. It will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Add as an additional section the following: 

Sec. 3. That the vessels authorized by this act shall be constructed at one or 
more of the most suitable sary vores the Government, under the tes 

Navy: That the of 


é Na 
may be authorized by the President to procure the machinery for said irait d 
from peeves cognate in the business of constructing naval machinery, the low- 


Tam 


Mr. SEWELL. Would it be in order to move to amend the pending 
amendment by this amendment or substitute ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is in order to 
move to substitute the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey for 
the amendment of the Senator from Maine, which is regarded as asep- 
arate proposition. 

Mr. SEWELL. Then I move to substitute my amendment. I pre- 
sent this amendment as an economical business proposition. It in- 
volves the construction of the hulls of these vessels in the navy-yards 
of the country. There is a general idea that the navy-yards of this 
country have not got the plant, the machinery for the construction of 
an ordinary hull of an iron or steel vessel. I say thatis a mistake; but 
if I am not correct in that, it requires a very small outlay of money to 
enable us to construct the hulls of vessels in the navy-yards the same 
as is done in the different private yards of the country. The largest 
private yards in the country construct not alone the hulls, but the ma- 
chinery, which latter requires a very much larger outlay of plant and 
money than the mere putting together of the plates, ribs, kelsons, &c., 
ofthe hulls. I doubt if there is more than a couple of million dollars 
invested in the largest ship-yard in the country. The mere construc- 
tion of the hulls in the navy-yards is what I propose, and asan evidence 
of what it would cost I will merely.state that the last yard established 
on the Delaware, where all these private yards are, probably commenced 
with a capital ot $300,000, and it now has several iron vessels on the 
stocks; so that a small amount of appropriation, the cost of one of these 
smallest vessels, would be sufficient to start a plant in oneof ournavy- 
yards to construct a hull, 

I provide that the Secretary of the Navy may be authorized by the 
President to contract for the machinery, because it takes a larger plant, 
and we can not expect to do all these things at the same time. But 
there is no question that the hull, whichis a very simple matter of me- 
chanics, simply laying up plate after plate on the ribs, like the ordinary 
boiler of an engine, and riveting them, can be put together in the Gov- 
ernment yards, and all the material that was needed could be obtained 
by contract, the plates, and the forgings, and the castings, just as John 
Roach, or Harlan & Hollingsworth, or any other manufacturers, get 
them. They do not manufacture them in theirown yards, they do not 
do it with their own plant, but they buy them at so much a pound. 

In offering this proposition I am guided by my business experience. 
The great corporations of this country pursue the course of having a 
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plant in readiness to do their work. If it is not large enough, if it is 
not suflicient for all they want, they make a pattern which governs the 
price and governs what they have to pay to others. If the Govern- 
ment had one or two of the navy- started with a plant of this 
kind it would control the market for that class of work, it would be 
able to dictate to the manufacturers instead of the manufacturers dic- 
tating to it. If the Senate expect that the three or four constructors 
of hulls and machinery located on the Delaware are to bid in competi- 
tion for work of this kind for a long period they are mistaken. These 
business men look out for their own interests, 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SEWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I desire the Senator to state if he can by 
name what navy-yards, as now existing and equipped, are in a condi- 
tion to construct these vessels, or any of them. 

Mr. SEWELL. The League Island navy-yard, with a very small 
amount of money for a plant, could construct these vessels outside of 
the machinery. It would require a large amount of money for the 
machinery. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Is that the only one? 

Mr. SEWELL. Norfolk could do it. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. What other? 

Mr. SEWBLL. Mare Island could do the same. Pensacola I am 
not familiar with; but I know that the yards at Mare Island, Norfolk, 
and League Island could do it. 

It is a folly to suppose that the three or four manufacturers in this 
country are going to bid against each other very long when they can 
combine and get the work altogether. The Government ought to be 
able to control it, and it can only control it by having a plant of its 
own. Even if it only makes one vessel of the kind, it can say what it 
shall cost. 

T am in favor of the construction of war vessels. I am in favor of 
this bill. I will go heartily for it. I will vote for it, whether they 
are to be constructed at the navy-yards or at private yards. I recognize 
the fact that there is an absolute necessity for a navy. I recognize a 
fact which I have not heard any Senator on this floor mention, that 
within a very few years we shall be face to face with the completion 
of a canal between the Atlantic and Pacific, when we shall have to 
meet the question as to whoshall controlit. I for one am of the opinion 
that the American people expect the Congress of the United States to 
see to ìt that no foreign control shall be had over a communication 
between the Atlantic and Pacific, between the east and west shores of 
this country. Iam in favor of maintaining the manifest destiny of 
this nation by the finest ship, with the greatest gun, and with sufficient 
metal to carry it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair on considering the seven- 
teenth new rule is of opinion that the Chair was in error in holding 
that the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] is 
now in order. The Chair finds that the seventeenth rule only provides 
for motions to strike out and insert as two separate questions. So the 
Chair must put the question on the amendment pro by the Sena- 
tor from Maine [Mr. HALE] to the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey on the right of the Chair [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. HALE. I only wish to say upon that that I have endeavored 
to make it so sweeping that it would include all the restrictions thrown 
around the building of these vessels by both the act of 1882 and the 
act of 1883. The main thing upon which the act of 1882 is needed is 
the control or veto and recommendation of the advisory board; that 
is provided for in the statute of 1882. But the general provisions for 
the building, the advertisement and all those details, are found in the 
act of 1883, which the Senator from Delaware had read. If anybody 
can perfect the amendment and make it better I shall be very glad to 
have that done, but I have tried to make it as sweeping as I could. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I am very glad the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] has introduced his amendment. Whether we 
shall ever build an iron or steel ship in a navy-yard of the United States 
or not, we should equip our navy-yards and be in readiness to do that 
thing. I have nota very extensive familiarity with the navy-yards. 
Some of them I have examined with a deal of care. I have in- 
formation, though, from constructors and others who are informed, that 
it will require a very small additional outlay to put these yards in con- 
dition to build steel or iron ships—not merely the hulls, but also the 
machinery if we choose to do so. 

Some three or four years ago a bill Congress authorizing the 
dredging of the bay of Mobile, and it required that the contract should 
be let out to the lowest bidder. The contract was accordingly let out 
to the lowest bidder, and 225 cents per cubic yard was the lowest bid 
that could be obtained for that dredging work. Luckily the contract 
was suspended. The engineer in charge refused to accept it because 
he thought the bid exorbitant; still it was the lowest bid that he could 
get. When the next appropriation bill came up onan amendment moved 

y myself that the Secretary of War might have the option of doing the 


work at the Government expense the biddings were reopened and let 


again, and that work was done and is being done to-day at 11} cents a 
yard, a saving of nearly 100 per cent. on the ámount of the bid that 


was put in for that Government work. And we actually saved enough 
out of that appropriation to go on without any increase of appropria- 
tions and do twice the work we should have done but for that provision 
in the law. 

The principle advocated by the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. Sew- 
ELL] is not only asound business principle, but it is a necessary princi- 
ple in the dealings of the Government of the United States with its 


contractors wherever it may be made available. We can not afford to 
dispense with that principle in our public contracts; that is to say, 
wherever the Government can do the work it shall be at the option at 
least of the President or Secretary of the Navy, or whoever may be the 
proper person to let these contracts to the lowest bidder, to do the work 
under the direction and control of the Government. 

As a matter of fact, Mr. President, no evidence has been brought to 
the Senate by this committee to negative the proposition that we are 
entirely able to build these ships in our own navy-yards. We have a 
number of them, very important yards, built with great care and at 
enormous expense, and in these yards is treasured up a vast amount of 
machinery, and the machinery is continually being renewed. Some 
of the most expensive machinery in the world is found in the American 
navy-yards and some of the best. 

Now, let me ask the chairman of the Naval Committee whether or 
not the boilers for these steel cruisers which weare having built under 
contract are not being constructed at ournavy-yard here in Washington. 
Is not that the fact? 

Mr. HALE. What is that? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask whether of not the boilers of the steel cruisers 
we are now building are being constructed at the Washington navy- 


yard? 
Mr. HALE. All the hulls are being constructed outside of the navy- 
yards. Some of the machinery, it is believed, and the fitting-out, the 


boats, &c., can be provided to a limited extent in the navy-yards. As 
to the boilers, I can not say where they are being constructed. I do 
not believe they are being constructed in the navy-yards, though. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have recently examined a number of new steam- 
boilers that are being built at the Washington navy-yard, and I was 
informed that they were for these cruisers, and certainly they are most 
admirable specimens of workmanship, very beautiful, and they are an 
honor to American mechanism and American enterprise. Some of them 
are built on new models—very admirable machinery. 

As I remarked the other day, we have just built a very long, power- 
ful, splendid steel gun at the navy-yard at Washington. Now, we have 
no steam-hammer in the United States that is capable of handling and 
welding, compacting I will say, an ingot or a bolt of steel large enough 
to band the gun that has just been completed at the navy-yard; conse- 
quently we had to send to Great Britain for the ingot, but the work 
since that time has been done in this navy-yard, including every part 
of it except the few bands, two or three of the largest-sized bands, which 
I am informed were made at Chester, Pa. 

“Mr. HALE. The Senator will allow me. I have been examining 
the contract of the builders who have undertaken the building of these 
vessels and fittings, and I find that it not only includes the engines, 
but the boilers, and that they are being made now by the contractors, 
and not by the Government. i 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, Mr. President—— 

Sea, HALE. The boilers the Senator has seen must be for some other 
ships. 

Mr. MORGAN. It makes no difference; they are steel boilers of the 
very first class of workmanship and of the largest capacity made at this 
navy-yard, and there is a gun that has been constructed in the navy- 
yard by machinery which is there, turned down, rifled, the breech-block 
fitted in, and every part of it made entirely complete; a very beautifal 
instrument. I suppose it must be some thirty feet in length. It will 
be a very good excursion for the Senate of the United States to take to 
its own navy-yard here in Washington city to gain some information 
about the capability of the American Government in its own navy-yards 
to construct this work. ? 

Sir, there can be no doubt at all that every one of these ships can be 
built evenat the Washington navy-yard, with the addition of some two 
or three hundred thousand dollars for the machinery that may be needed 
for the peculiar work in building the hulls of steel ships or the machin- 
ery of a steel ship. You have got ample dock-room; the scaffolding 
room of course is ample; and there is no reason why at that navy-yard 
as a ship can not be built as can be built at Mr. John Roach’s or 
at Mr. Cramp’s ship-yard. There is no difficulty in the question at all. 

I remember, if you will allow me to recall some events in respect of 
American enterprise, one which was wonderfully successful at the Nor- 
folk nayy-yard. When the war closed the Norfolk navy-yard by a block- 
ade a ship was found there that was captured by the confederates, and 
with the appliances that they found in that navy-yard and with mil- 
road iron they built the first monitor that was ever floated in the sea 
and one of the best. She had very weak engines, though, compared 
with her weight; but there can not be any doubt that the Merrimac in- 
augurated a thorough revolution in the building of armored ships, and 
that from the date of her launching and going into action has come forth 
this wonderful revolution in steam-enginery and also in naval wartare. 
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I therefore take it that you may take the same navy-yard without a 
blockade amd with the resources that the Government of the United 
States can afford and you can build any ship, an armored ship, to say 
nothing of a steam steel-hull ship or iron-hull ship at the navy-yard at 
Norfolk as well as you can builditon the Clyde. You can do thesame 
thing in Boston; you can do it also at League Island; you can do it at 
Mare Island; you can do itat Pensacola; you can doit anywhere where 
you have got a navy-yard. This ignoring of our navy-yards merely 
because somebody wants to break them down and lock them up is not 
in accordance with the sort of wisdom Congress should exert and em- 
ploy in the conduct of public affairs. 

No, sir. I protest that the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] 
is right in his proposition, that it would be a great economy, if you 
please, to equip one yard, if no more, so that those gentlemen (there 
are only two of them inthe United States, Mr. Cramp and Mr. Roach) 
who come in to bid for the building of ships will be confronted with 
the proposition, *‘ If you do not choose to build them at fair living wages, 
the Government of the United States will build them.’’ Merely for 
the sake of getting fair bids for this work we ought at least to equip 
one of our navy-yards and have it ready on all occasions for the build- 
ing of these ships. 

Some Senators here have spoken in a very elevated strain, and one 
that I applaud very highly, in favor of building American ships by the 
assistance of American workmen, out of American material, officering 
them with American officers, and manning them with American sea- 
men. That is a very delightful thought, Mr. President, but let us not 
boast ourselves of being able to do all these things when we are actually 
importing our guns from abroad. Without a gun your ship is of no 
value. Without a better gun than Great Britain has your ship will 
go down into the middle of the sea whenever she meets an iron-clad 
or a steel-clad man-of-war. Guns of the very best quality and a speed 
superior to the speed of the ships of any other country are the only 
things that we have in reach of us to-day upon which to found even 
the idea of a successful navy or a successful cruiser. We go abroad 
without any qualms of compunction at all and we buy guns, orif we do 
not buy them made up, we buy the steel, the breech pieces, and all that 
is needed for the purpose of making the gun. We transport them to 
our own shores and make them up at an enormous outlay. 

This boasted American sentiment would be very much better if it 
were practiced upon more and talked about less. The model of the 
breech-loading gun, the breech bolt that is being used by all the great 
. military and naval powers in Europe, was first made in the South Bos- 
ton Iron Works in Boston by an American mechanic. I believe he 
got his patent upon it here; I am quite sure he did. He submitted it 
to a board of naval officers and to a board of Army officers, and they in- 
dignantly rejected it. He went abroad, where there was more freedom 
of opinion and less restraint and combination and restriction from the 
mere association of officers together, which is sometimes called a ring, 
and there this American mechanic received enco ment; his inven- 
tion was patented there; it has been accepted by the great maritime 
and warlike powers of the earth, and we go there now and buy it ready- 
made and bring it home and put it in the breeches of our guns. That 
is the way that American genius and American invention and American 
labor are treated in this American country of which so many loud boasts 
are made on the floor of the Senate and in respect of which so very 
little is ever done! 

Sir, you have but two institutions in this country to-day that fur- 
nished you guns during the war. They are at South Boston and at 
West Point. When you closed the war you had a better armament of 
guns than any nation in the world. Now you have none to compare 
with any other nation, any great power to say the least of it. Why is 
this? It is because invention, practical experiment has been conducted 
by other governments and they have improved upon our plans and our 
systems to that extent that we are left entirely in the lurch and we are 
now in a crippling way trying to catch up withthem. But how do we 
go about it? We want a navy. Why, sir, do we want a Quaker navy 
armed with Quaker guns? By no means. If we must have a navy, 
let us have a fighting navy, one at least capable of fighting; and yet 
you can not put an American gun that you can trust on board of any 
ship you may build—I care not where you build it—we have no gun 
establishment in the United States that is at all equal to the necessity, 
or the emergency, as it may be, of building guns for a navy or for your 
seacoast defense. Weare in agreat hurry about building ships, in order, 
I suppose, that we may have an opportunity to buy the guns to put 
upon their decks from some foreign country; and yet my friend from 
Florida is greatly alarmed lest we might go abroad to find some part of 
a ship we might build manufactured in a foreign country or to find the 
material of which to manufacture it here. 

The Government of the United States is a free-trader on this subject. 
As a government, as a personality, as a corporation, it is a free-trader, 
because it says you shall not tax any material that is brought in from 
abroad for the use of the Government of the United States. That is 
free trade. The act stands upon the statute-book, and the Senator from 
Kentucky has some dsm 75 desire that that act shall be put into 
force by the Government and in favor of the Government; but the very 


moment the Senator gets up and quotes the free-trade legislation of a 
Republican Congress he is swarmed with objections and even taunted 
on the floor of the Senate because he makes reference to the state of the 
law as it exists. How are you going to get the benefit of this provision 
by making a contract with an American citizen or any other citizen to 
make ships here out of materials produced in the United States or im- 
ported intothe United States? The only way you can get the benefit 
of it is under the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SEWELL]; build your hulls in your navy-yards where you have the 
power and capacity to build them, and then let the Government bring 
its material in without taxation if it finds it necessary to go abroad to 
get it, or if it does not find it necessary to go abroad to get it the Gov- 
ernment can go to those who produce steel, timber, or any other thing 
that enters into a ship from the inside of it to the paint on the outside, 
and the Government can say, ‘‘ We can not pay you the prices you ask 
for the material, because we can buy it in foreign markets where it is 
made cheaper and bring itin without duty.’’ In that way the Govern- 
ment economizes very greatly; but if these ships are to be built by pri- 
vate contract alone, then the Government can never avail itself of that 
chance, for the reason, of course, that Mr. Roach, who makes the steel 
out of which theseships are tobe built, or Mr. Cramp, who buys it from 
his neighbor, or whoever may be the contractor for the building of these 
ships, in putting in his bids must necessarily take into account the fact 
that the price is raised by whatever influence the tariff may have in rais- 
ing prices; he puts that into his bid, and we have to pay for it notwith- 
standing the law upon thestatute-book that materials used in building 
a ship may be imported by the United States Government entirely free 
of duty. I therefore for that reason would also favor the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Now let us see what the committee have offered us or shown to us 
in opposition to what I have said in respect to our abiljty to build ships 
in our navy-yards. All that I can find touching very important 
question in the report of the committee and the evidence which accom- 
panies it is the following on page 94, being in Admiral Porter’s testi- 
mony: 

Senator BUTLER. Admiral, what is the policy of foreign governments—Great 
Britain, Germany, France, and Italy—in building thelr ips. Do they build 
them themselves or do they let them out by contract? 

Admiral PORTER. Almost all their ships are built at private establishments by 
contract. Italy may be excepted in the case of her largest ships. 

The Admiral might have added that there is no requirement in the 
European policy that the ship shall be built within the borders of the 
territory of the state which may buy her. You may go anywhere and 
buy a ship in Europe except in Italy. 

Senator BUTLER, None built ny Ge Government? 

Admiral PORTER. There may be some, but as a general rule they do not doso. 
As a matter of Polley Great Britain encourages private ship-building yards, 
The salvation of the country in case of war would depend on these. eshouid 
follow the example of Great Britain. 

I concur in that. We should follow that example. 


Senator Jones. Is it so in Great Britain? 

Admiral PORTER. They are built by private individuals. Their navy-yards 
are fi yards. They fit out vessels in the navy-yards, but they are 
the best ders in the country, and that policy ought to be pursued in 
country. As I said before, when war comes then we would have these great 
sn Sys gy paea Rapes ner plant —— ap ret aorta is bee peace. The 
nayvy-yards sho used altogether for in, urposes. am opposed to 
building ships in Government yards. rid 


Senator BUTLER, Is there a navy-yard in the United States that could build a 
ship out and out now? 

Admiral PORTER. There is, I had one built in a navy-yard once, and assure 
you when I got through with her I weighed about forty pounds less than I did 
when I started; but we could build these in case of necessity. 

There is positive proof from Admiral Porter that the navy-yards can 
build a ship, and I would not care at all if many naval officers should 
lose forty pounds apiece in building ships, for they would get rid of a 
good deal of superfluous flesh and fat which they are oe to 
dance off like a lot of dudes in the city of Washington. I should be 
very glad to have that reduction of the superfluous flesh of the naval 
officers by finding them some manly and honest employment in the con- 
struction of our ships at our navy-yards. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to inter- 
rupt him a moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. SEWELL. In connection with the reported testimony of the 
Admiral, I would add that the Governments of England, Germany, and 
Italy have the plant necessary to construct and do construct vessels 
when they find it more profitable. They have the plant ready at all 
times to do it. 

Mr. MORGAN. SolI understand the testimony of Admiral Porter. 

Mr. President, I have some observations that I desire to submit upon 
this bill further on. I will not detain the Senate this evening, how- 
ever, by doing so. I will wait until an amendment comes up which I 
have had the honor to suggest that I would offer at the proper time. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is aware that the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] is not now up, on the ruling of 
the Chair. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know. 

Mr. HALE. I should like to have a vote on the other amendment, 
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and after that is disposed of, of course the amendment of the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] will come u 
Mr. MORGAN. I understand that; and I wish to make a 


tion to the Senator from New Je After it is provided, if it shall 
be so ordered by the Senate, that these ships shall be built in accord- 
ance with existing law, as is the of the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maine, then I suggest to the Senator from New Jersey that 
he can say, by putting it in the alternative, ‘for the President shall 
have the right to have these ships built in any of the navy-yards.”’ 

Mr. SEWELL. I think the existing law gives that right now. 

Mr. HALE. The present law provides that. 

Mr. SEWELL. I want it mandatory. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator goes further and wants to exclude private 
yards. The present law leaves it discretionary with the President that 
he can utilize the navy-yards so far as it can be done with advantage 
to the Government. 

Mr. MORGAN. After we shall have reaffirmed the present law by 
adopting the amendment of the Senator from Maine the present law 
would applyto this case. 

Mr. HALE. Let me read to the Senator the part of the statute I re- 
ferred toas embodying the conduct of the building of these vessels: 

Provided, That he shaH utilize the national navy-yards, with the machinery, 
tools, and appliances belonging tothe Government there in use in the building 
of said ships, or any parts thereof, as fully and to as great an extent as the same 
can be done with advantage to the Government. 

Under that the President can order half, or all, or two-thirds, or none 
of these ships to be built in the public yards. 

Mr. MORGAN. I see now that I was not fully informed about it. 
I wish to remark just here that the Naval Committee have presented 
us a bill which in itself is a mere skeleton. It did not in the outset 
refer to any of these statutes. It seems to me the committee would 
have done very much better if it had written the bill out in extenso and 
incorporated in this measure all the provisions relating to the building 
of these ships; but I stand informed by the Senator from Maine, and 
of course I say the President should have the option. 

Mr. HALE. I accept the reproach of the Senator from Alabama. 
It would have been better if in reporting the bill the amendment had 
been put in that I have offered now; but it was referred to at once on 
the opening of the discussion and did not get in before. I do not think 
that is an infrequent thing in the course of business in the Senate. 

Mr. BROWN. Iask the Senator from Alabama to yield tome. I 
desire a short executive session, and if the Senator from Alabama will 
yield the floor and permit me to make the motion, I shall do so. 

Mr. HALE. Let me appeal to the Senator from Georgia to let us 
have a vote on this amendment and have it out of the way, and then 
let the other question come up. 

Mr. BROWN. If there be no further discussion I will consent; but 
it is getting late and I do not know that we are ready for a vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will yield for a vote on the committee’s proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. HALE. I presume there will be no yeas and nays called on it 
and that there will be no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator from Georgia will withdraw his mo- 
tion for one minute, I should like to have a vote on my amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. If there is to be no debate, I have no objection and 
withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn. The 
aceon now is on ing tothe amendment of the Senator from New 

ersey on the right of the Chair [Mr. McPHERSON] as amended onthe 
motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. I now desire to have a vote on my amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey pro- 
poses an amendment which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. The amendment is toadd as an additional section: 

Sec, 3. That the vessels authorized by this act shall be constructed at one or 


more of the most suitable navy-yards of the Government, under the supervis- 
ion of the pees ae ene : Provided, That the Secretary of the 


authorized by the 

vessels from parties engaged in the business of g naval machinery, 
der to be acce: after three months’ advertisement 
principal newspapers of New Yor! , Philadelphia, Boston, and San Fran- 
cisco, payments to be made as the worl: progresses; but at no time shall it 
amount to within 25 per centum of the value of the work and material, which 
amount of the contract price shalt be retained by the Secretary of the Navy 

until final completion and acceptance of the eontract. 


Mr. SEWELL. I desire simply to have the yeas and nays on agree- 
ing to the amendment. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. JONES, of Floridā. I desire to offer an amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey, if in order. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is inorder. The amendment pro- 
by the Senator from Florida to the amendment of the Senator 

m New Jersey wil) be reported. 

The SECRETARY. It proposes to add to the amendment: 


That the construction of said vessels shall be apportioned between the fol- 
lowin parT AAOS under the direction of the ident of the United States, to 
e: d, Mare Island, Norfolk, Pensacola, Washington, and Brook- 
yn. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
by the Senator from Florida to the amendment of the Senator 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. HALE and Mr. JONES of Florida addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from Florida in support of his amendment, as the practice is. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I do notintend to go into any extended re- 
marks on this subject; butif thespirit of the amendment of the Senator 
from New Jersey is to be carried out I want it equitably executed. He 
proposes in his amendment to leave the selection of the navy-yard or 
nayy-yards to the President and designates no place; so that under his 
amendment it would be in the power of the Secretary of the Navy to 
fix upon any yard he might think proper for the construction of all these 
shi 


1 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator from Florida has been trusting the 
Secretary of the Navy for the last few days; can he not trust him fur- 
ther? 3 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Isay thatit would not be a wise thing to 
do. The Secretary of the Navy is an honest man, but as I said last 
year when the question of repairing ships was up, there is some power 
that I would not trust to anybody. The Senator knows that I am just 
as 1o ay a i earo tion of giving the Secretary of the Navy 
power as anybody here. have never held—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. BLAIR. I appeal to the courtesy of the Senator from Florida to 
permit an amendment of his amendment including the navy-yard at 
Portsmouth, N. H. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; that ought to be included! 

Mr. BLAIR. And also at Charlestown, Mass. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida has the 
floor and must not be interrupted without his consent. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ` Does the Senator from Florida yield 
to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. For what purpose? 

Mr. BROWN. I yielded to the Senator from New Jersey with the 
understanding that when he was through I should move an executive 
session. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I yield to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BROWN. Then I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Georgia moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. SEWELL. I again appeal to the Senator from Georgia to allow 
a vote on this question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. BROWN. There is no probability of getting a vote if I should 

withdraw the motion at the request of the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not open to debate. 
The Senator from Georgia must either insist upon his motion or with- 
draw it. The Senator from Georgia moves that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business, After five minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 28, 1884. 


The House met at 120’clock m; Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
S. Luypsay, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

DEATH OF HEER LASKER. 

Mr. DEUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DEUSTER. I desire to present to the House a resolution of 
thanks from the executive committee of the Liberal Union of the Ger- 


man Parliament, in to the resolution of condolenee passed by 
this House on the death of Dr. Eduard Lasker. With the resolution I 
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present also a translation of the original, which I desire to have read to 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think from the statement of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin that he presents a question of privilege. 
If there be no objection, the resolution, to which the gentleman refers 
will be read. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DEUSTER. I desire to state that this resolution was addressed 
to the House of Representatives, and would have been presented by the 
Speaker had not the rules prevented him from doing so. I now ask 
for the reading of the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

s BERLIN, January 27, 1834. 
Tothe House of Representatives, Washington, D, C.: 


The undersigned executive committee of the Liberal Union has the honor to 
express, at the uest of all its members who are to-day present from the va- 
rious parts of the German Empire, to the House of ntatives at Washing- 
ton its warmest thanks for the resolution which they have passed in honor of 
Eduard Lasker, its late leader and friend. 

The Liberal Union combines with this acknowledgment of its thanks the 
most heartfelt wishes for the welfare and prosperity of the powerful and pro- 
gressive United States of America, and for the strengthening and further devel- 
opment of the mutual friendship between both nations. 

The executive committee of the Liberal Union: 

L. BAMBERGER. 
RUECKERT. 

v. FORCKENBECK, 
K. SCHRADER. 

G. v. BUNSEN. 
FRIEDRICH KAPP. 

Mr. DEUSTER. Mr. Speaker, this resolution of thanks speaks for 
itself. It is occasioned by an event which has aroused surprise and in- 
dignation on both sides of the Atlantic. It involves a protest against 
the arbitrary action which, according to all reports, has been manifested 
by the chancellor of the German Empire in the treatment, by with- 
holding them from the Reichstag, of the resolutions recently passed by 
the American Congress on the death of Dr. Lasker. Itis a condemna- 
tion of the discourteous, if not contemptuous, attitude which Prince 
Bismarck has seen fit to assume toward the principal legislative body of 
a friendly nation. It is an appeal from the other side of the ocean for 
theliberty of speech and a plea for a continuance of the amicable rela- 
tions which have so long existed between Germany and the United 
States. It is, moreover, a declaration from the German people that 
the act of their chancellor is not their act and that it can never be their 
act, based as it is upon the principle of the one-man power. 

The Liberal Unionis a representative body made up from the German 
people, and it reflects their feelings and sentiments concerning the ac- 
tion of the American Congress on the occasion of the passing away of 
one of the greatest modern German statesmen. 

True, the resolutions of this House referring to the death of Dr. Las- 
ker may have been faulty in construction; the phraseology used may 
not have been such as would have been employed by one who was not 
born and reared beneath the flag of the free; by one who in his youth 
or early manhood had felt the influence of a monarchical government; 
of a land in which social and, in a great measure, political position is a 
birthright more than an achievement or reward for merit. 

The resolutions, I repeat, may possibly not have been commensurate 
with the requirements of the occasion; but if they were faulty, the 
fault is chargeable to the head rather than the heart of their framer. 
They were expressive of the condolence of one legislative body and the 
people back of it with another legislative body and people upon whom 
the heavy hand of death had been laid and from whom one of their 
brightest jewels had been plucked. 

From the cisatlantic standpoint death breaks down all political bar- 
riers, and in the presence of the open grave the universal fatherhood of 
God and common brotherhood of man is the inspiration of the hour. 
The same is true of the Germans as a people, and if they are misrep- 
resented by a man in powerful place, they have no other method of 
setting themselves right hefore the world than the course adopted by 
the executive committee of the Liberal Union. 

In presenting this communication, in my official place asa member of 
this body, as a native of Germany, and as an adopted citizen of the 
United States, I desire to express my earnest conviction that the action 
of the Liberal Union is a true index of the feelings of united Germany, 
and that the action of Prince Bismarck will not rise aboye the dignity 
of a matter of personal vexation and will in no way affect the kindly 
relations now existing between the two countries. 

Mr. Speaker, it may be premature to criticise the action of Prince 
Bismarck, in the absence of official information that the resolutions of 
this House have been returned. When such official information is in 
the possession of this body, I shall, however, take the opportunity to 
show wherein the resolutions were timely and proper. 

Mr. KASSON addressed the Chair. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I move, Mr. §; er— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has been recognized. 

Mr. KASSON. Under the circumstances I will yield to the gent] 
man from Wisconsin for a few moments. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I would like to have about five minutes. 


Mr. KASSON. Iwill yield that length of time. 


Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to have the letter which 
has just been read from the Clerk’s desk given the very widest possible 
publicity. 

There seems to exist an impression at present in this country, at least 
among a portion of our citizens, thatthe people of Germany are hostile 
toward this country and its institutions. I venture to say, sir, that 
this is by no means the case. Ideny most emphatically that the letter 
of Prince Bismarck to the German embasssador at this capital, returning 
the Lasker resolution, reflects the sentiments of the German people. 
They do not approve of his discourtesy and lack of tact as exhibited in 
that note; neither do they indorse his autocratic action regarding the 
prohibition of American products. They know, and so does everybody 
who has watched his movements during his career as chancellor of the 
German Empire, that, like his march to Canossa, his actions are almost 
always prompted by a desire to gain the temporary support of certain 
minor factions by catering for the time being to their notions and preju- 
dices under cover of artful pretexts and shrewd sophisms* 

Last summer I spent three months in Germany, and I became thor- 
oughly convinced of the fact that an overwhelming majority of the Ger- 
man people entertained none but the kindest feelings for us, our institu- 
tions, our prosperity and growth asa nation. The sentiments expressed 
in the letter which has just been read reflect the popular opinion in all 
partsof the German Empire. One of the signers of that letter, Mr. Bun- 
sen, visited the United States last summer. Another, Dr. Friedrich 
Kapp, a member of the German Parliament, is well known in this coun- 
try, of which he has been a resident for many years. He has traversed it 
from one end to the other, and is familiar with our people, our institu- 
tions, and our ideas. He is a man of calm and mature judgment; and 
I fully believe that the sentiments expressed in this letter over the sig- 
nature of a number of men of note, several of whom are members of the 
German Parliament, were framed with an intelligent understanding of 
the motives that prompted the resolution in question, and of the kindly 
and courteous feeling of this House that adopted them toward an emi- 
nent citizen of Germany, a member of the German Parliament, who un- 
fortunately died upon our shores before he could again take his seat and 
continue his usefulness in the national legislature of his country—a 
country which he loved so well and for whose welfare and advancement 
he labored during all of his life. 

Some of our Jeading newspapers have raised the point that inasmuch 
as Dr. Lasker was not a member of the German Parliament at the time 
of his death the resolution of condolence should not have been trans- 
mitted to that body. I would quite agree with them provided their 
statement was correct. 

Dr. Lasker, when he died, was a sitting member of the German Par- 
liament, and was about to start for his country to take his seat in the 
present session of that body. The error of these newspapers must have 
arisen from the fact that Dr. Lasker was an ex-member of the Prussian 
Diet, the legislative body of Prussia. 

I move that the resolutions be spread upon the Journal of the House. 

Mr. KASSON. I have not yielded the floor to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin for the purpose of making a motion. 

I wish to express my regret, Mr. Speaker, that, contrary to what was 
supposed to be the general sentiment of the House, the incident referred 
to has been made in any degree a subject of debate on this floor. In 
my opinion the House best consults its dignity by waiting until some 
official communication reaches it which gives assurance that for some 
cause or other improper comments upon its conduct have been made. 

We know nothing, sir, except from reports in the newspapers of the 
country in t to the action taken abroad in regard to a certain 
resolution adopted by the House. 

I think I only express the common opinion of this body in saying that 
we have nothing whatever to do with the relations existing between the 
executive officer of a foreign government and the legislative branch of 
that government. When we are informed that our rights or our inter- 
ests or our honor have in any way been affected I have no doubt there 
will be perfect accord on both sides of this House in respect to the proper 
action to be taken. 

I shall therefore wholly decline to discuss any point suggested in the 
remarks of the two gentlemen who havespoken this morning. I shall 
be glad if both gentlemen shall see the propriety of erasing the name 
of any person beyond our jurisdiction who appears to be an object of 
censure in their remarks, retaining, as they have the right, what they 
have said as to the friendly character of the people of the two countries 
and the relations between them. 

For the present I think the House ought to agree we should send the 
communication presented by the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. DEUS- 
TER] tothe Committee on Foreign Affairs, and it will of course be printed 
in the RECORD. I make that motion, and upon it I ask the previous 
question. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the gentleman will withhold for a few 
moments the demand for the previous question. I desire to say a 


, I desire to ask the gentleman from Iowa a ques- 
tion before he insists on the demand for the previous question. 
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Mr. KASSON. The gentleman from Texas must be aware that my 
desire, which I believe is shared by gentlemen on both sides, is to avoid 
the premature discussion of this question. For that reason I make the 
motion. I hope the gentleman from Texas will concur with me in the 
propriety of that action. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to make a few observations at this moment. 

Mr. KASSON. I feel obliged to submit to the wish of the House, 
and shall test it by insisting on the motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. May I ask the gentleman from Iowa a question? 

Mr. KASSON. Yes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman’s motion include the suppres- 
sion of any names from the remarks of the two gentlemen who have 
addressed the House? 

Mr. KASSON. Oh, no; that is entirely within their own discretion. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question 
on the motion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] to refer the 


communication which has been read to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, á 
Mr. RICE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICE. I desire to know if there is any business before the 
House. As I understood, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. DEUS- 
TER] made a statement, by unanimous consent, but made no motion. 
He finished his remarks, and his colleague [ Mr. GUENTHER] followed 
him and made his remarks. No motion up to that time, I understand, 
was before the House. I desire to know if there is anything before the 
House now ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. DeusTER] 
arose in his place and stated he rose to a question of privilege. After 
hearing a brief statement by the gentleman the Chair decided that what 
he presented was not a matter of privilege and he could only proceed 
by the unanimous consent of the House. No objection was made. 
Thereupon the gentleman proceeded to present this communication, 
but made no motion, After thatthe gentleman from Iowa moved that 
the communication be referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. KASSON. . It will be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. RICE. My question is, whether that motion can be submitted 
except by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The communication having been presented, the 
Chair thinks the gentleman from Iowa can move to refer it to the ap- 
propriate committee. The gentleman from Iowa demands the previous 
question on his motion to refer the communication to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. DEUSTER. I have no objection to that. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I desire to correct the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. RICE] who said no motion was made. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. GUENTHER, Irise to a question of privilege. 

* The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Or to a parliamentary inquiry. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts stated I made no motion. I may not have been in 
' order in making the motion, but I did make the motion that the letter 
read from the Clerk’s desk be spread upon the Journal of the House, 
and I now ask unaninious consent to have that done. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER] 
was occu mane ie floor in the time of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Keon, The gentleman from Wisconsin on the right [Mr. DEUSTER] 
presented a communication, which was read as part of his remarks, as 
the Chair supposed, and will go into the RECORD as a matter of course. 
If there be no objection this communication will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. The Chair hears none. 

The communication was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


DISEASES AMONG DOMESTIC ANIMALS. 


Mr. RANDALL and Mr. E FÈ called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the unfinished business, being 
the report of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union on the bill (H. R. 3967) for the establishment of a bureau of 
animal industry, to prevent the exportation of diseased cattle, and to 
provide means for the suppression and extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia 
and other contagious diseases among domestic animals. e pending 
question is on the amendment reported from ,the Committee of the 
Whole to strike out the fourth section of the bill; and upon that the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. The Clerk will report the fourth 
section. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec, 4. That whenever a State or Territory, in any section of which a conta- 
gious orinfectious disease exists which the Commissioner of culture has de- 
clared to be dangerous to the animal industries of the nation, to make pro- 
visions for its extirpation, or to co-o; with the plans of the Commissioner 
of Agriculture for the extirpation of such disease, President of the United 
ye in the presentation of the facts by the Commissioner of Agriculture, shall 
be authorized todeclare in quarantine said State or Territory, or such part 
of said State or Territory as he may deem dangerous to the animal industries of 


the coun and to hibit the tra tion of f 
; Sie nsportation of cattle out of said 


The question .was taken; and there were—yeas 155, nays 116, not 
voting 49; as follows: 


YEAS—155. 
Adams, J. J. Dibble, Jordan, Rogers, J. H. 
Aiken, Dockery, King, Rogers, W. F. 
Alexander, Dorshe p; Kleiner, 
Arnot, Dowd, b, Scales, 
ley, Duncan, Lanham, Seney, 
Ballentine, Dunn, Lewis, Seymour, 
ur, Eaton, Lore, Shaw, 
Barksdale, Eldredge, Lovering, Shelley, 
Bennett, Elliott, Lo ý Skinner, T. G. 
Blanchard, Ermentrout, McAdoo, ocum, 
B i Evins, J. H. eMill Snyder, 
Blount, Fiedler, Matson. 
Boyle. Finerty, Miller, J.F vens, 
Breckinridge, Follett, Mills, Stewart, Charles 
B; ead, Foran, Mitchell, x 
Š Forney, Money, Stone, 
Buckner, * 0 2 Storm, 
Budd, Geddes, Morse, Sumner, ©, A. 
Burnes, Gibson, Moulton, Talbott, 
Cabell, G ` Muldrow, Taylor, J. M. 
Caldwell, Graves, Murphy, Thompson, 
Candler, Green. Murray, Th mo: Š 
Carleton, Greenleaf, Mutchler, Tillman, 
Cassidy, alsell, Nichol Tucker, 
Clardy, Hardeman, i Tully, 
Clay, Hemphill, Paige, Turner, H. G. 
Clements, Henley, Pierce, Turner, Oscar 
bb, Herbert, Peel, 8. W. ‘ance, 
Collins Hewitt, A. S Pettibone, Van Eaton, 
Converse, Hewitt, G. W Post, Warner, A. J. 
ve, ill, Potter, Warner, Richard 
Covington, Holman, Pryor, Wellborn, 
Cox, 8.8. Hopkins, Pusey, Weller, 
ga W.R. a rt ewe è Witten 
x unt, . m. 
Culberson, D. B. Hutchins Reese, ilson, W L. 
Curtin, ones, J. H Rice, , Ge 
Dargan, Jones, J. Robertson, York 
Peiiiesd, Jones, J. T. Robinson, W. E. 
NAYS—116. 
Adams, G. E. Ever) Long, Russell, 
Anderson, Ferrell, Lyman, yan, 
Bayne, Goff, eCoid, Skinner, 0. R. 
ch, Guenther, McComas, Smith, 
Belford, a McCormick, Spooner, 
Bingham Harmer, McKinley, Springer, 
Bisbee, Hart, Mayo, Steele, 
Boutelle Hatch, H. Millard Stephenson, 
Brainerd, Hatch, W. H. Miller, §. H. Strait, 
Breitung, Haynes, Milliken, Struble, 
Brewer, J. i. Henderson, D. B. Morey, Taylor, E. B. 
Browne, T, M, Henderson, T. J. Morgan Taylor, J. D. 
Brown, W. W. Hi k, Morrill, Thomas, 
Brumm, Hitt, Neece, Valentine, 
Burleigh, Holton, Nelson, Wadsworth, 
kins, Houk, Nutting, Wakefield, 
Campbell, J. M Howey, O'Neill, Charles Washburn, 
nnon, James. Parker, Weaver, 
i Jeffords, ; White, Milo 
k, Johnson, Peelle, 8. J Whiting, 
Cullen, Jones, B. W. kins, Wilkins, 
Cutcheon, n, rs, Wilson, James 
Davis, G Kean, Poland, Winans, E. B. 
Davis, R. T. Keifer, Price, Winans, John 
Dibrell, Kelley, Ranney, Wise, J. 
Dingley Lacey, Ray, Ossian Wolford, 
Dunham, Laird, Reed, W , 
Ellwood Lawrence, Robinson, J. 8. Worthington, 
Evans, I. N. Le Fevre, Rockwell, Yaple. 
NOT VOTING—49. 
Atkinson, George, Maybury, Stewart, J. W. 
rr, Hammond, Muller, Sumner, D, H. 
Belmont, Hancock, Ochiltree, Townshend, 
Blackburn. Hardy, il Van Alstyne, 
Bowen, Hepburn, O'Neill, J. J. Wai 
Brewer, F. B. Hoblitzell, Patton, i 
Campbell, Felix Holmes, Payne, White, J. D. 
Connolly, ooper, Phelps, Wilis, 
Culbertson, W. W. Horr, Rankin, Wood, 
Davis, L. H Hurd, Ray, Young. 
Deuster, Kellogg, Ri 
Ellis, Ketcham Rowell; 
Findlay, Libbey, Singleton, 


So the motion to strike out the fourth section of the bill was agreed to. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. HOBLITZELL with Mr. PHELPS. 

Mr. BARR with Mr. MULLER. 

Mr. WAIT with Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

Mr. COLLINS with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. YounG with Mr. PAYNE; if present, Mr. PAYNE would vote 
tno” and Mr. YounG would vote ‘‘ay.’”’ 

Mr? Hancock with Mr. Horr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 


KELLOGG with Mr. OCHILTREE, 

Ray, of New York, with Mr. MAYBURY. 
KETCHAM with Mr. HAMMOND. 

Mr. FINDLAY with Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. Patton with Mr. ATKINSON. 

. ROWELL with Mr. RIĠGS. 


. HoLMEs with Mr. WILLIS; if present, Mr. HoLMEs would vote 
tno” and Mr. WILLIS would vote “gy.” 
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The SPEAKER. The questien now is upon ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the passage of the bill 
as amended. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. And upon that I demand the previous 

uestion. 

Mr. RANDALL. Pending the demand for the previous question, I 
submit the resolution which is at the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


farther, to report a bill to organize a more strict quarantine against por- 
Jion OE TONET ASOR aI ee as will secure 
tates 


gon kaanon as will eradicate the disease known as pleuro-pneu- 
monia, or any ious, contagious, or communicable disease incident to ani- 
mals, with leave to reportat any time. 

Mr. KASSON. That would kill the bill. 

Mr. CALKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. RANDALL. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. CALKINS. In the present state of the public business, will 
not that motion if adopted effectually kill the bill? = 

Mr. RANDALL. I deny it; it is not an unfriendly motion. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. The bill is in as good shape now as the 
committee can get it. 

Mr. RANDALL. That will depend upon whether the House so con- 
siders it, as shown by the yea-and-nay vote, which I now ask. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 138, nays 145, not 
voting 37; as follows: 
YEAS—138. 
Adams, J. J Da Jordan, Slocum, 
Anion Docker Fol en 
Arnot, ery, priggs, 
Bagley, Dorsheimer, Lanham, Stevens, 
entine, Dowd, raadon BA Stewart, Charles, 
ur, Duncan, Love A Stockslager, 
Barksdale, Dunn, McAdoo, Storm, 
Bennet? Elliott, Miller, J. F. Talbott, a 
Blanchard, Ellwood, Mills, Taylor, J. M. 
Blount, Ermentrout, Mitchell, en ea 
Boyle Evins, J. H. Money, j 
Breckinridge, Fiedler, oe Tillman, 
Broadhead, Finerty, UrITAaYy, Tucker, 
Buchanan, Follett, Mutchicr, Tully, 
Buckner, Forney, Nicholls, Turner, H. G. 
Burnes, Gibson, Turner, 
Cabell, Glascock, + Paige, Van Alstyne, 
Caldwell, Greenleaf, ‘ance, 
Candler, Halsell, Peel, 5. W. Van Eaton, 
x Hardeman, Post, Warner, A. J. 
Clay, Hardy. Potter, arner, Richard 
ts, Hem Pryor, Wellborn, 
Cobb, Henley, Randall, Weller, 
Co) Wempie, 
Connolly, Hewitt, A. 8. Reese, 
nverse, Hewitt, G. W. Robinson, W. E. illis, 
ill, Rogers, J. H. Wilson, W. L. 
D, Rogers, W. F. Wise, G. D 
Cox, 8. S. Holton, Rosecrans, Wolford, 
Cox, W. R. Hop! Scales, Wood, 
4 Seymour, York, 
Culberson, D. B. Jones, J. H. Shaw, Young. 
z ones, J. K. lley, 
Dargan, ` Jones, J.T. Skinner, T. G. 
NAYS—16, 
Adams, G. E. Fyan, Long, Robinson, J. S. 
A Geddes, Lore, x 
An George, Lowry, Russell 
Goff, feces Ryan, 
Beach, Graves, cComas, Seney, 
Belford, Green. McCormick, Skinner, C. R. 
Bing! Guenther, McKinley, Smith, 
Bisbee, Hanback, Matson, = 
Boutelle Hen” Milla: Steele” 
Bou " Hatch, Mi % 
Brainerd, H. H. Miller, §. H. Stephenson, 
Breitung, Hatch, W. H. n, Stone, 
Brewer, J. H. Haynes, Morey, 
Bro T. M. Henderson, D. B. Morgan, Strub! 
Brown, W. W. Henderson, T.J. Morrill, Sumner, C. A. 
Hiscock, Morrison, Taylor, E. B. 
Hitt, Moulton, Taylor, J. D, 
Burle Holmes, ia etr ——— 
' urphy, * 
Campbell, J. M. Hooke Neece, Wadsworth, 
non, Houseman, Nelson, 
~ J y Ohaa, Ww 
Clardy, Jeffords, O'Neill, Charles Weaver, ` 
Cook, Johnson, Parker, , Milo 
Jones, B. W. se % 
s, Kasson, Peelle, 8. J. ilkins, 
Da G. R. ean, Perkins, Wilson, James 
Pavis, R. T. Keifer, Peters, Winans, E. B. 
Di b Kelley, Pettibone, Winans, John 
Sin Ta 4 Poland, Wee. J: S. 
aca 3g ' Pusey, s 
Evans, 4 Paid. Ranney, Yaple. 
Everhart, ak tane Bay, Ossian 
Foran, Libbey, Bice, 


Atkinson, Findlay, Ma: x Robertson, 
Barr, nd, Muller” Rowell, | 
H O'Neill, J. J Seea T wW. 

e; ’Neill, J. = 

Brewer, F. B. Hobiitzeŭ, ia n, Taw anean; 
OTT, yne, 

Culbertson, W. W. Hurd, Phel White, J. D 

Davis, L. H. Hutchins, 

Deuster, Ketcham, Ray, G. W. 

Ellis, McCoid, Riggs, 


So the motion of Mr. RANDALL to recommit the bill with instruc- 
tiens was not agreed to. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon ordering the previous 
question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I call for the yeas and nays on the passage 
of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 155, nays 127, not 
voting 38; as follows: 


YEAS—155. 
Adams, G. E. Everhart, Libbey, Rice 
Alexander, F ng, Robinson, J. S. 
Anderson, Foran, oni Rockwell, 
+ . wr Yy + Russell, 
Geddes, beer! Ryan, 
Belford, George, cCoid, Seney, 
Bingham, Goff, Skinner, C. R. 
Bisbee, Graves, MoCormick, ith, 
acer Green, McKinley, F 
utelle Hanbaek, ' 
Brainerd. Harmer, Maybury, rd oad 
Breckinri > Stephenson, 
Breitung, HH Miller, $. H. Stone, 
Brewer, J Hatch, W. H. Milliken, Strai 
Browne, T. M. Haynes, Morey, Struble, 
Brown, W. W. Henderson, D.B. Morgan, 
i Henderson, T. J Morrison, Taylor, E. B. 
Budd, Hewitt, A. Moulton, Taylor, J. D, 
Gald» Hiscock, ooy? Thomas, os 
i urphy, 
Hitt, Neece, Valentine, 
CampbeN, J. M. Holmes, Nelson, Wadsworth, 
on, Hooper, Nutting, Wakefield, 
Carleton, Ho O'Neill, Charles Wi 
` H O'Neill, J.J. Wash! S 
UI ea ges oe 
nverse, son, er, 
Culler Jelfords s Peelle, S.J White dik 
en, o! m, le ite, o 
Cute! Jones, B. W. Perkins, Whiting, 
Davis, G. TS, Wilki 
Davis, R. T. Kean, Pettibone, Wilson, James 
Deuster, Keifer, Poland, Winans, E. B. 
Dibrell, Kelley, Price, Winans, John 
Dingley, King, Pusey, Wise, J.8. 
— i. Lacey, Rankin, Z p 
> Ranney, orthington, 
Elw: Lawrence, Ray, Ossian Yaple, 
Evans, I. N. Le Fevre, Reed, . 
NAYS—127. 
Adams, J. J. Dibble, Jordan, Singleton 
Aiken, Dockery, Kleiner, Skinner, T.G. 
Do: 5 Lamb, Slocum, 
ey. Dowd, i Snyder, 
io ona Dee Lovering, 
i Eaton, McAdoo, Stewart, Charlea 
, 
Belmont, Eliott, McMillin 3 
Bennett, Ermentrout, Miller, J. F Storm, 
Evins, J. H. Mitchell, Sumner, D, H. 
Blount, Fiedler, Money, Talbott, 
Boyle, Finerty, Morse, Thom b 
Broadhead, Follett, Murray, orton, 
Buchanan, Forney, Mat N 
uckner, Gibson, Nicholls, Tucker, 
Cabell, Glascock, s Tully, 
Candler, Greenleaf, O'Hara, Turner, H.G. 
Cassidy, Halsell, Paige, Turner, Oscar 
Clay, Hardeman, Peel, S. W. Van Alstyne, 
Clements, Hardy, @Post, Vance, 
Cobb, Hemphill, Potter, Van Eaton, 
Colins. Henley, Pryor, Warner, A. J. 
peo A) Hewitt,G.W. Reagan, Wellbor 
e 
Frae ashti Holman, Reese, Wannen 
Cox, 8.5. Holton, Robinson, W. E. Wil 
Cox, W.R. Hopkins, Rogers, J. H. Willis, 
Crisp, Hunt, Rogers, W.F. Wilson, W. L. 
Culberson, D. B. Rosecrans, Wise, G. 
Curtin, Jones, z .H. Scales, ese ngs 
‘ones, Seymour, ork. 
Daran, Jones, J.T, Shaw, 
NOT VOTING—33. 
Atkinson, Findlay, Mayo, Robertso: 
Guenther, i Rowell, "fe 
Blackburn, ; Morrill, Shelley, 
Hancock, Muller, Stewart, J. W. 
Brewer, F. B. Hepburn, * To $ 
Burleigh Hoblitzell, Wai 
pbeli. Felix Horr. Payne, Woodward, 
a W. H Phelps, Young. 
Davis, L. H. Kellogg, Ray,G. W. 
iggs, 
So the bill was 


Mr. BELFORD (before the result of the vote was announced). Ide 


J> 


CONGRESSIONAL 


1884. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 1467 


sire to state that though during the first call of the roll I was out of the 
House, I was here during the second roll-call; butas I occupy a seat in 
the rear of the Hall I did not hear my name called. I would like to 
have the privilege of recording my vote in favor of the passage of the 
bill. 

There being no objection, Mr. BELFoRD’s vote was recorded. 

Mr. MORRILL. I was unavoidably absent during the call of the 
roll. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to vote. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. MORRILL. [If allowed to vote, I would vote for the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. GUENTHER. 1 was in the Hall though not in my seat dur- 
ing the call of the roll. I failed to hear my name called. I would like 
the privilege of having my vote recorded. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have the rule read. 

The SPEAKER. The rule is very positive. After the second roll- 
eall a member can not have his vote recorded except by unanimous con- 
sent. In this case there is objection. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Can unanimous consent be asked for the 
purpose of recording a vote after the roll-call is completed ? 

The SPEAKER. The rule will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Upon every roll-call the names of the members shall be called er emigre by 
surname, except when two or more have the same surname, then the whole 
name shall be called; and after the roll has been once called the Clerk shall call 
in their alphabetical order the names of those not voting; and thereafter the 
Speaker shall not entertain a request to record a vote or announce a pair. (Rule 
XV, clause 1.) 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 155 and the nays 
127. So the bill is passed. [Applause.] 7 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DEATH OF HON. D. C. HASKELL. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the special order for this hour. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That Thursday, February 28, at 2 o'clock p. m., be fixed as the time 


for delivering tributes to the memory of the late DUDLEY C. HASKELL, latea Rep- 
resentative from the State of Kansas. 

Mr. RYAN Mr. Speaker, this being the hour fixed by special order 
by the House to pay its tribute of respect to the memory of the late 
Hon. DUDLEY C. HASKELL, a Representative-elect to this Co! 
from the second Congressional district of Kansas, I offer the following 
resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the ordinary business of the House be laid aside in order that 
appropriate tribute may be paid to the memory of DUDLEY C. HASKELL, late a 
Representative from the State of Kansas. 

ved, That in the untimely death of Mr. Haske the House has lost a 
conspicuous and faithful member, his constituents a zealous and le servant, 
and the country a citizen of exemplary life, patriotic devotion, and rare 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect for his memory and sorrow 
for his loss, the House, at the conclusion of these ceremonies, l adjourn. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions tothe Senate. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I enter upon this sad duty with a sorrow 
made poignant by the memory of years of uninterrupted friendship. 

DUDLEY C. HASKELL was my associate and colleague in Con 
from 1876 to the date of hisdeath. We entered upon Congressi: life 
at the same time. Our relations were always cordial, and were never 
interrupted by hasty word or unpleasant incident. We conferred con- 
cerning our personal interests and public duties with the fullest con- 
fidence and without reserve. His sympathy and aid in the discharge 
-f the trusts assigned me I could always command. 

My friend and colleague is no more! After a long and heroic strug- 
gle against resistless disease, he died at his rooms in this city about 
half past 4 o’clock of the Sabbath morning the 16th day of December 
last. 

Mr. HASKELL was born at Springfield, Vt., March 23, 1842, and was, 
as will be seen, still a young man when cut down. He was the son of 
Franklin Haskell and Almira Chase. His father’s family is tradition- 
ally traceable to Saxony. They came to America from Scotland, and 
were among the first who settled in the historic town of Salem, Mass. 
Subsequent settlements were made by some of them in Connecticut 
and Vermont. His mother beiongot to an old and numerous New Eng- 
land family of that name, some of whom attained to considerable dis- 
tinction. His parents moved to Massachusetts when he was but two 
years old, where they continued to reside until September, 1854, when 
his father went to Kansas, followed by his mother and himself the en- 
suing March. In 1857 he went back to Springfield, Vt., where he at- 
tented school about a year, and then returned to his home and engaged 
in e. 

Soon after, however, and at the early age of seventeen years, he was 
moved by the prevailing excitement resulting from gold discoveries in 
Colorado te go to ‘‘ Pike’s Peak,” the name by which that attractive 
region was then generally but somewhat known. Fickle for- 
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tune withholding her favor, he again sought his home in the fall of 
1861, soon after the great civil war had come to deluge the land with the 
blood of kindred. He entered the military service a lad of but nine- 
teen years, and his superior qualities did not long await recognition, 
for he was soon assigned to the important position of superintendent of 
transportation for his division. 

In January, 1863, he retired from the military service, and in the fol- 
lowing March entered school at Easthampton, Mass. Remaining there 
for a time, he was admitted to Yale College, and took a special scientific 
course. 

In November, 1865, he married Miss Harriet M. Kelsey, of Berk- 
shire County, Massachusetts, a lady of culture and refinement, to whose 
beauty of character, untiring devotion, patient courage, high order of 
intellect, and splendid mental equipment Mr. HASKELL was largely in- 
debted for his subsequent brilliant success. 

Immediately after his marriage he returned with his young bride to 
his Kansas home, in the city of Lawrence, where he engaged in mer- 
cantile pursuits, in which he continued with indifferent success until 
1876. He entered political life, however, in 1871, when he was elected 
to the lower house of the Kansas Legislature. At that time it was not 
his p to remain in public life, but rather to enter the profession 
of the law, a field of service for which he was exceptionally well fitted 
by his remarkable perceptive powers, analytic faculties, terseness and 
eogency of logic, and perspicuity and aflluence of diction. Subsequent 
events diverted him from this purpose and gave his remaining years 
to the business of legislation. In 1873 he was again elected to the 
State Legislature, and still again in 1875, when he was chosen speaker 
of the house. As member and speaker he gave evidence of abilities 
and developed an aptitude for legislative duties that suggested his can- 
didacy for Congress, and in 1876 he was elected to the lower House of 
the Forty-fifth Congress, and was successively chosen to the Forty-sixth, 
Forty-seventh, and Forty-eighth Congresses. 

When Mr. HASKELL entered the Forty-fifth Congress many impor- 
tant interests of his district were greatly in need of legislative relief. 
To this work he at once applied himself with such diligence, that be- 
fore he had completed his second term ample legislation for that pur- 
pose had been secured. He was vigilant and active respecting all 
matters of interest to Kansas, and there is little of Federal legislation 
affecting her development upon which he has not left his impress. 

He was fond of his constituents and proud of his State. In conver- 
sation he delighted to dwell upon the early struggles and triumphs of 
the young Commonwealth. He indulged a just pride in having borne 
a part in all her vicissitudes. When but a lad of thirteen years he par- 
ticipated in the contests and shared in the privations of the period. 
Fresh from his New England home, imbued with a love of freedom and 
prompted by the zeal inspired by the passions of the time, he shoul- 
ree his rifleand with his command marched forth to battle for human 

Mr. HASKELL was gifted with a splendid physique, being consider- 
ably over six feet high and symmetrically proportioned. His bodily 
strength was great, and he was passionately fond of athletic sports. 

In thought, speech, and action he was vigorous and aggressive. It 
seemed impossible for him to be lukewarm or apathetic in the per- 
formance of any task or the discharge of any duty. Though it were 
but a friendly office in one of the Departments of the Government for 
some humble constituent, he undertook it with cheerful alacrity. Ir 
the recognition of the presiding officer were sought, it was with tone 
so commanding and vigor of purpose so evident, that the Chair found 
it easier to respect than to ignore. Whether debating a question of 
order or discussing a great public measure, he summoned all the re- 
sources of body and mind, and directed them against the position of 
his adversary with an en that must have put his nerve power to 
serious test and materially impaired his vital forces. 

Mr. HASKELL was adiligent student, especially of history and politi- 
caleconomy. With the entire history of his own country and its leg- 
islation he made himself as thoroughly familiar as though he had lived 
through e legis hares a part in it. 

For the ‘ive arena he was in all respects splendid], ui = 
To every duty assigned him he brought the most toone AS 1 à 
He made himself master of every principle, every detail, and every ac- 
cessiblefact pertaining to the subject. Justin his purposes, with prepa- 
ration never inadequate, with a sagacity that always chose the strongest 
position, antl a courage that was invincible, he proved himself on this 
floor to be a ‘‘foeman worthy of the steel’’ of the ablest and the most 
undaunted. It was only after the fullest investigation and the most 
careful deliberation that he reached important conclusions, and then he 
was a3 unyielding in his convictions as he was zealous in their defense. 
Though often impetuous, ardent, and nervously energetic in what he 
ego he was yet cool, prudent, wise, and sagacious in counsel. 

was . 
A combination and a form, indeed, 
Where every god did seem to set seal, 
To give the world assurance of a man. 

There were two great subjects to which my late colleague gave ex- 
haustive study and profound tho fb oniene in the ‘Territories and 
the system of protection to industry. 
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He regarded polygamy not merely as a crime against society, defiling 
and perverting those family relations and home ties which are the very 
flower of our civilization, but as an organized and defiant enemy of our 
Government and its institutions. us believing, he determined to 
attack it with all the legislative powers that it was practicable to in- 
voke for its destruction. When the Forty-seventh Congress met he 
moved against it promptly, planting himself upon the broad proposition 
that to send to this body a polygamous representative of that great 
crime was an offense against the honor and dignity of the House of 
Representatives. Aftera memorable struggle he was sustained and the 
Delegate-elect refused a seat. He subsequently championed the bill for 
the suppression of polygamy in the Territories, and pursued it with 
marked parliamentary skill and energy to a successful issue. 

But it was the subject of tariff revision which so largely engaged the 
attention of the House at the closing session of the last Congress that 
brought into active exercise his rarest talent for debate and his consum- 
mate skill in the application of parliamentary law. It was that nota- 
ble parliamentary struggle that brought him conspicuously before the 
country as one of the ablest expounders and strongest advocates of that 
great economic system. To this subject he doubtless devoted pro- 
founder study and more thorough investigation than to any other that 
had ever challenged his attention. He represented an agricultural 
people, and the great problem presented for his solution was the effect 
and influence of the system of protection upon the chief industry of his 
own people. To this end he traversed the domains of history, science, 
philosophy, and precedent, and it was the light thus gained that made 
his pathway clear and determined his purpose beyond fear or cavil. 
Those present who were members of the last Congress need not be re- 
minded with what force of logic, comprehensiveness of information, 
and patient mastery of details he supported his matured convictions on 
this floor. Nor can it be doubted that the intense mental strain, long 
continued, and the excessive labor which characterized the part he 
bore in that memorable contest sapped his vital forces, destroyed his 
capacity for natural and healthful repuse, and left him an easy prey 
to insidious and fatal disease. 

DUDLEY C. HASKELL’s private life was without a stain. From boy- 
hood his was a career of religious fervor. His faith was implicit and 
sublime. He knew his God as surely as he knew the tranquil beauty 
of the stars or the meridian splendor of the sun. No lingering doubt 
disturbed his belief in the divinity of Jesus Christ and a future state of 
eternal bliss. To him death was the gateway to an eternity of purity, 
serenity, and joy. The work of the Church and the Sabbath school 
was to him alabor of love. So high and pure were the order and quality 
of his character, that he was an easy master of every temptation. 

His home was to him the one spot on earth of supreme felicity, typ- 
ical of that higher home and more numerous family to which he has 
been summoned. His great heart was entirely consecrated to his family. 
His affection for wife and children was as sweet and pure as a mother’s 
kiss. His was the home of confidence, and contentment. No 
vision of glory could dim the luster of his fireside, no ambition dull the 
calm delights of his hearthstone. It was the abiding place of all the 
domestic virtues. Chief and empress of them all reigned Love, around 
whose throne shone the mellow light of Christian charity— 

The spot where ls find a resting place 
Whee. bearing: blessings, they aani to earth. 

Mr. HASKELL was a steadily and even a rapidly growing man. Each 
succeeding effort the last. In him were possibilities that 
pointed to the best and proudest results of statesmanship He relied 
upon hard work rather than upon genius. His definition of ability was 
intelligent ind . He ‘regarded genius and talent as infant energies 
that could only be developed into robust manhood by the severest toil. 

His early death must be considered a national calamity. The t 
principles he so ardently used and so ecient maintained nae 
sustained a grievous loss. e vigorous and stalwart young State he in 
pari represented with so much honor and fidelity bows under the bur- 

en of her great bereavement. Just, genial, honorable, and artless, he 
has gone to his reward. 
His life was gentle: and the elements 


So mixed in that nature might stand up 
And say to all the world—“ This is a man!" 


I seem to see now in fancy my departed friend on that far shore, 
his once soaring spirit in lra er at last, basking in the glad 
sunlight of an eternal mo 5 
not fancy him comprehending in the vast sweep of his perfected vision 
the places, events, and interests that attracted his thoughts and engaged 
his energies in life? So shall he look down upon a grateful country, 
her reverent millions paying the tribute of tears to one who served 
their interests faithfully, whose devotion to the cause of social regener- 
ation and whose championship of the rights and dignity of American 
labor challenged their sincereadmiration. In the van of them all will 
he behold the sorrowing hosts of his own State, watering his grave 
with tears and bedecking it with lily and immortelle. When these 
flowers fade and their fragrance perishes, surviving affection will rear 
a sculptured column above his dust, and the enduring marble itself 
shall crumble and decay ere his name and fame fade from recollection. 


From that infinite height may we | pro; 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, the premature death of so enlightened 
and courageous a legislator as Hom. DUDLEY C. HASKELL was an event 
to be solemnly commemorated. It was more than a bereavement to his 
family and friends. It was a national calamity. 

When at the close of the Forty-seventh Congress, on the 4th of March 
last, I parted from him it was with a feeling of affectionate gratitude 
for the generous manner in which he had assumed in thé Committee on 
Ways and Means and in the conduct of the business of the committee 
on the floor of the House duties which belonged to me, but for the en- 
ergetic performance of which a hideous disease was day by day dis- 
qualifyingme. I felt that after years of pleasant and, to me, instruct- 
ive association our pathways now finally diverged; that he, with his 
giant frame, his active and cultivated intellect, his indomitable en 
and simple habits of life, went forth to long years of usefulness, while í 
should seek the repose and endearments of home with an abiding ap- 
prehension that my tenure of life would not endure till Congress should 
reassemble. 

Let no man attempt to foretell the mysterious issues of life and death, 
for it is true now as it was before the Flood, that of two in a field or two 
grinding at a mill one shall be taken and the other left. In this case 
the vigorous youth has gone and the diseased old man, restored to health, 
lives to mourn the loss of his gifted and young colaborer. 

Mr. HASKELL’s life was one of ceaseless activity. Conscious of the 
power with which he was endowed, he regarded it as atrust held in use 
for others, and though his form was that of Hercules, his mental energy 
and indomitable will exhausted it at so early an age as to justify us in 
asserting that death claimed him prematurely. 

Born in Vermont, he received his elementary education in his native 
town, Springfield, and emigrated with his mother to Lawrence, Kans., 
when but 13 years old. In less than two years from his settlement in 
Lawrence he enrolled himself in what was known as Stubb’s Militia, 
and bore his part in the labors and perils of those turbulent days of 
border life as heroically as did the brawniest man in the corps. Released 
from military service, he returned to Springfield in 1857, entered the 
high school, and remained as a pupil for something more than a year, 
when he returned to Lawrence and found employment in a commercial 
house. He enjoyed the excitement of extreme frontier life during the 
summers of 1859 and 1860 in Colorado, then known as Pike’s Peak, and. 
in 1861 found an acceptable field of labor in the quartermaster’s de- 
partment of the Union Army, in which he rendered two years of faithful 
service. Notwithstanding his love of adventure, it never quenched his. 
yearning desire for knowledge, and, having obtained further prepara- 
tory education, he entered Yale College and passed about two years in 
a special scientific course of instruction and of commercial education. 

Having married Miss Kelsey, of Berkshire, Mass., in December, 1865, 
Mr. HASKELL again returned to Lawrence and engaged in business. His 
was not, however, to be a life of quiet and domestic happiness, for which 
he was abundantly fitted, as was shown by the affectionate dignity with 
which he ever treated his wife and the tender affection he lavished upon 
his two little daughters. He seems to have been predestined to legis- 
lative life. His representative career began in 1872 and was cut short 
by his demise in 1883. Meanwhile he had been elected three times 
consecutively to the Legislature of Kansas, and had in 1876 been spon- 
taneously chosen speaker of the house of representatives. In the fall 
of that year he was chosen to represent the second district of the State 
in the Congress of the United States, to which body he was re-elected 
in 1878, 1880, and 1882. 

When first elected to Congress he was but 34 years of age. His dis- 
trict was large in territory and his unusually numerous constituency 
increased with a rapidity possible only in the most fertile and accessi- 
ble of our frontier States. It was a purely agricultural district, but 
the interests involved in this department of industry in connection with 
those growing out of Indian affairs, railroad operations, the settlement 
of immigrants under pre-emption and homestead laws made demands 
upon him exacting enough to test the strength and patience of the most 
vigorous and devoted Representative; yet, while neglecting none of these 
interests, Mr. HASKELL found time to study diligently and with appre- 
ciative interest the economic laws which promote the progress of nations 
in population, wealth, and intelligence. 

Looking beyond the district he had been chosen to represent, and 


the magnificent young Commonwealth of which it was a part, he was. - 


ever ready to give careful and conscientious consideration to the most 
minute interest of the citizens of any State which might be affected by 
legislation. He had read the writings of the masters of the 
British school of political economy, and his tenacious memory was. 
charged with the language in which most of the specious fallacies they 
announce as self-evident truths had been expressed; but his trenchant 
habits of investigating theories, by whomsoever propounded, had saved: 
him from their intellectual domination, and given to the doctrines of so- 
cial science and national economy, as distinguished from political econ- 
omy, a capable and courageous propagandist. 

He was fond of illustrating the absurdity of the accepted dogmas of 
political economy by reference to one of the fundamental propositions 
of its most generally accepted teachers, Malthus and Ricardo. 

The fundamental assumption on which these masters based much of 
their system, and on the correctness of which they were accepted as the 
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highest British authorities, was that, guided by an unerring instinct of 
self-interest, men always settle first upon the richest lands, and when 
these are occupied their successors are forced to spend their labor on in- 
ferior and ever-increasingly inferior lands, so that by this ‘‘ inflexible” 
law the means of human sustenance would increase in but arithmetical 
progression while people to require sustenance would increase geomet- 
rically. From this assumption, the falsity of which the early history 
of every country displays, these accepted authorities had reached the 
conclusion that war, pestilence, and famine are beneficent agencies pro- 
vided by a kind Providence to prevent mankind from passing through 
ga into cannibalism as the result of the overpopulation of the 
obe. 
Mr, HASKELL’s was a devoutly religious nature, and though he may 
not at first have been able to successfully dispute the premises or over- 
throw the logic of Malthusand Ricardo, he doubted the premises and 
shrunk from the impious conclusion that an all-powerful and beneficent 
God, in ordering His providence, had so adjusted it that the horrors of 
overpopulation must forever cloud the social atmosphere, and that the 
sole mts for correcting this false adjustment of means to ends pro- 
Tard y the Almighty was the ghastly trinity of war, pestilence, and 


ine. 

On the fertile prairies and slopes of Kansas yo HASKELL found 
nature’s demonstration of the absurdity of this ‘‘dismal’’ assumption 
and her refutation of the logic by which this impious assault on the 
goodness of God had been enforced. The proof Kansas furnished the 
seemingly sterile slopes and hills of Colorado corroborated. Observa- 
tion taught him that neither individual immigrants nor colonies ever 
settle first upon the best lands of the country into which they go as 
pioneers. These lunds have ever been, as they now are, the bottom 
lands, which can not be adapted to the uses of social life till popula- 
tion and capital have accumulated in force and power sufficient for 
their adequate drainage and the application of other costly prerequi- 
sites to healthful occupation; primitive settlement always takes place 
on uplands, which natural drainage prepares for human occupation. 
The study of the progress of the early settlement of the British Islands 
and of the topography of early British traffic and post-roads would have 
saved Malthus and Ricardo from the amazing blunder of predicating 
their pretentious works on so glaring a fallacy. 

The discussion of the problems of national economy was a passion 
with Mr. HASKELL; and yet he never carried with him on the stump 
a protectionist authority. His favorite book for campaign purposes 
was Bastiat’s Sophisms of the Protectionists. His method was, so he 
told me, to read one or more of Bastiat’s most plausible propositions 
and then to proceed to refute them by appeals to the personal kndwl- 
edge and experience of his auditors. Representing an agricultural con- 
stituency and State, he believed devoutly in the maintenance of a pro- 
tective tariff as the only effective means of developing all the resources 
of the country and of cementing its unity by that law which produces 
the most perfect harmony of interests as the result of the widest possible 
diversity of pursuits; and his intelligence and the zeal with which he 
sought to propagate his economic faith had persuaded me that there 
lay before him a career of national usefulness which personal aptitudes 
and the course of events open to but few men of a generation. 

Mr. HASKELL, with his Herculean frame, his deep voice, and his 
sometimes sternly Puritan visage, was a genial companion and in all 
the honorable strifes of public lite a generous foe. An incident, which I 
may without impropriety mention, will serve to show the frankness and 

erosity of his nature, The time approached for closing general de- 
te on the tariff bill, which the Committee on Ways and Means had 
reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. This honor- 
able duty belonged to me as chairman of the committee that had re- 
ported the bill; but in view of the physical and nervous prostration 
from which I was suffering I shrunk from its performance and would 
have gladly confided it to either Mr. HASKELL or Major MCKINLEY 
of Ohio, between whom and myself there was most perfect accord. But 
while I rejoiced in the fact that I had these two thoroughly instructed 
and trustworthy colleagues upon whom to devolve the duty, I could 
not determine to which the honor belonged, and submitted the ques- 
tion to the parties themselves for settlement. Upon what grounds it 
was determined I have neverheard; butit was agreed that Mr. HASKELL 
should make the closing s h. 

Early on the 27th of January, 1883, Major MCKINLEY submitted his 
views to the House and commanded a unusnal measure of attention. 
Sound in argument and aptly illustrated by facts drawn from our past 
and current history and that of foreign manufacturing nations, the speech 
exhibited his complete mastery of the great subject of economic science. 
As he took his seat members crowded about him to thank and congrat- 
ulate him. Earlyamong these was our friend HASKELL; his tall figure 
towering above those who preceded him, and with his long arm out- 
stretched above them toward the hero of the occasion, he said with much 
earnestness, ‘‘ MCKINLEY, I shall make the last speech in fivor of the 
pi but you have closed the debate and I thank you for your splendid 
effort.” 

This generous incident was thoroughly characteristic of the man; but 
he who would fully appreciate the generous impulse that prompted it 
should read the speech with which its author did in less than two hours 
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proceed to close the debate. It abounded in facts, each statement of 
which was uttered as an illustration of well-considered doctrine; and 
though it contained no allusion to the impious doctrines of Malthus 
and his disciple Ricardo, it is in itself their specific refutation. One of 
its leading objects was to show that the agricultural States needed di- 
versification of employments; that the workshop and the factory should 
be located in the midst of diversified agriculture; that farming commu- 
nities that depended on distant markets for their productions were com- 
pelled to sell the vital elements of their soil and to thus diminish the 
rewards of their future labor; and that the establishment of manufact- 
uring and commercial centers in the midst of agricultural communi- 
ties, by furnishing markets for green crops, spring vegetables, lamb, 
veal, eggs, and other small products of the farm, not only enhanced the 
value of land, but increased its productive power by producing natural 
fertilizers, so that instead of increase of population tending to famine, 
in connection with good husbandry it tended to increase of production 
and more abundant means of subsistence. ; 

That speech was an illustration of the power and nobleaim of DUD- 
LEY C. HASKELL, and should be distributed widely enough to keep his 
memory green in every homestead of the State he loved so well and in 
the service of whose people he sacrificed his life by unresting toil that 
exhausted a young giant’s vital forces. 


Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, when death stills forever the heart of 
its victim calamny and enmity stand silent, partisan and personal ani- 
mosity are hushed, and friendship and charity unite to weave garlands 
of sweet flowers and immortelles for the new tomb, to commemorate 
the virtues and to si ize the immortality of the lamented dead. 
This House meets to-day to pay a merited tribute of honor and respect 
for our departed comrade, Hon, DUDLEY C. HASKELL. 

I knew Mr. HASKELL not from personal intimacy, but from my rela- 
tions to his public service in this House and upon the Committee of 
Ways and Means during the Forty-seventh Congress, He was anative 
of Vermont, but in early life sought as his residence the new State of 
Kansas, which came into the Union after unusual disturbances of its 
peace and order duringits Territorial life. Mr. HASKELL was an earnest 
Republican, and no doubt partook somewhat of the intense feelings 
which had marked the early history of Kansas; and these gave decided. 
direction to his political opinions. He was a strong partisan, and yet 
kind and liberal in his personal intercourse with his political opponents. 

I found him on committee very diligent, practical, and earnestin all 
its labors. Decided in his convictions, he had the courage which they 
inspire in maintaining his opinions. He took a very prominent part 
in the last Congress in the debates in committee and in the House upon 
the tariff question, and manifested great zeal and industry in the in- 
vestigation of the facts, statistics, and principles which, in his view 
should guide the policy of the Government upon that very controverted 

uestion, 

Upon questions involving the rights and interests of his own people, 
including those of Indians inhabiting the State of Kansas, he was vigi- 
lant and untiring. He spoke always with great earnestness and with 
abilities which were practical, direct, and instructive. He was remark- 
able for great industry, and acquired with diligence all the information 
which in his judgment would reflect light upon the subject under dis- 
cussion. 

In all my relations with him we were friends. No word or action on 
either part was ever designed, I am sure, to wound the feelings or to 
disturb these cordial sentiments; and with this happy retrospect of our 
friendship I am glad on this occasion to pay this brief and imperfect 
tribute to the public and private integrity, to the patriotism and abil- 
ity of an honored citizen, and to the private virtues of my departed 
friend. He has left an honorable public record, the character of an hon- 
est and upright man, and the memory of private and domestic virtues . 
which will keep his memory green in the hearts of the people of his 
State, of his personal friends, and, above all, of his bereaved and loving 
household. 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, by the death of DUDLEY C. HASKELL 
the country lost an eminent statesman and this House a valued mem- 
ber, 


It is proper that the ordinary course of legislation should stand still, 
and that we should pause in our own daily course to honor his memory, 
imbibe a lesson from his example in life, and take heed from his early 
death. 

Others will speak of his lasthours. I will only attempt to bear testi- 
mony, in brief words, to his excellentlife. 

Says a famed writer (Johnson): ‘‘It matters not howa man dies, but 
how he lives.” 

Mr. HASKELL died young and in the full bloom of a useful public 
life. Born March 23, 1842, he died December 16, 1883, less than 42 
years of age. Though of New England parents and birth, he was at 13 
years of age upon the plains of Kansas, and in an essential sense en- 
gaged at the beginning of the long and bloody battle for human freedom, 
which ended only after half a million of men were slain by the surrender 
of the insurgent armies in 1865. I have heard him speak of standing 
with his hand in his mother’s behind the rude parental habitation in 
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Kansas, when butayouth, to avoid the bulletsfired by those who sought 
to carry slavery into the fair territory west of Missouri. 

From patriotic, freedom-loving lips of parents and in the fierce strug- 
gle to stay aggressive slavery in its threatening efforts to secure su- 
premacy DUDLEY C. HASKELL early learned heroiclessons, which guided 
him through life. He was a volunteer soldier in the late war. 

He served three terms in the house of representatives of the State of 
Kansas, the last term as its speaker. He was a distinguished public 
educator. He served three full terms in this House, including the 
Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, and Forty-seventh Congresses, and he was 
here, though prostrated on his death-bed, with hopeful anxiety to take 
the oath of office and enter upon a term in this House to which he had 
been by his constituents elected. Through his friends he besought the 
Speaker to find some justifiable precedent or constitutional right to go 
to his. bedside and qualify him as a member of this House by adminis- 
tering to him the oath prescribed by law and the Constitution. He 
had a colleague select him a seat, which he prayed to be spared to oc- 
cupy. He, prompted by duty to his constituents and to his country, 
besought the privilege, through a colleague, to offer a large number of 
bills he had prepared, so that they might go early to committees. His 
thoughts in his last hours were of duty here, though his malady was 
of a kind that caused him much bodily pain. 

Death brought peace and tranquillity to a busy, restless soul, and 
changed duty on earth and to his fellow-man to other and higher duties 
in realms above. 

He was a firm believer in God and a better life beyond the grave, and 
he lived an honest, pure, Christian life, worthy of example to all. 

He was a man of firm convictions and keen perceptions of the right. 
He was opposed to slavery, to polygamy, and to every evil that degraded 
the human race. He was no fanatic. He gave a reason for his belief, 
and generally found the right one. His sanguine temperament gave 
him the appearance at times of being hasty in reaching and expressing 
conclusions on grave questions. But he was a student, and made his 
researches patiently and generally alone; and when his mind was sat- 
isfied he zealously tried to impress his views upon others. He gave little, 
if any, time to idle speculation over important subjects, but preferred 
by study to exhaust them before he talked much about them. 

He was temperate in his habits, and only intemperate in his ceaseless 
toil. He had little time for social life; not that he was averse to it, 
but because he edit time lost. Perhaps more of social commin- 
gling and less of constant application to what he regarded his higher 

uty would have prolonged his life and his usefulness. 

His great, strong body was too seldom relaxed, and, as a consequence, 
physical exhaustion came, followed by death. j 

The sum of his work in his six years of Congressional life is great, 
and in point of material usefulness to his country equals the best of his 
colleagues or predecessors, 

In the beginning of the American Congress a member of this House 
Te ited about thirty thousand inhabitants. Mr. HASKELLreceived, 
wW. elected to the Forty-seventh Congress, 30,758 votes, and there 
were cast in his district at the same election 54,495 votes, representing 
a population of probably 275,000, enough to have given above nine Rep- 
resentatives in the first Co The average population of a district, 
based on the population of 1880, is 151,912. 

It is not in the matter of population alone that we find evidence of 
multiplied duties for members of this House over those of members of 
earlier days. It is more marked in the new, multiplied, and diversified 
interests of the present as compared with those of the earlier and sim- 
pler days of theRepublic. The duties of a member now exceed the nec- 
essary duties of a member in earlier days so much that comparison is 
hardly possible. His duties then and now'can more appropriately be 
placed in contrast than in comparison. 

We look to remote times for the higher types of statesmanship, be- 
cause we are too apt to revere indiscriminately men and things of the 
past. I believe modern statesmen are purer, abler, harder-worked if 
not wiser men than their predecessors. 

When Mr. HASKELL was made a member of the Ways and Means 
Committee of this House in the last Congress he was not specially fa- 
miliar with the details of the important business to be brought before 
it, yet when it ended its labors with the Congress he was master of the 
subjects before that committee. None excelled him. His labors bore 
fruits which have ripened in the sunshine of material progress and 
have been garnered bya busy, prosperous nation. He loved and clung 
to his wife and children. They loved him. Mr. HASKELL fell at his 
post of life’s duty. He so lived as to be ready and prepared to die. 
He successfully tried to do his duty to his country, his family, and to 
hisGod. His body was borne from the scene of his toil and public life 
here to his Western home, and buried there with honor in the midst of a 
people who knew, loved, and trusted him. They were proud of him 
in life; he of them. Dead, they honor and revere his memory. He 
fought for the rights and liberties of man, and went down in the fore- 
front. His whole career blossomed with patriotism and love for his 
fellow-men. He lies buried among a restless, dauntless, ambitious 
people. This is eminently fitting and proper. 


Let the sound of those he wrought for, 
And the feet of those he fought for, 
Echo round his bones for evermore. 


And, further, in the words of England’s laureate: 


Such was he: his work is done; 
But while the races of mankind endure 


Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, [can not permit this occasion to 
without adding a word expressive of my high appreciation of the 
acter and qualities of our late associate, and of the deep sorrow I feel 
in common with many others at his early and premature death. 

I knew DUDLEY C. HASKELL welland intimately. Weentered Con- 
gress at the same time, seven years ago, and early in our service here 
became friends. This friendship grew warmer, closer, and more confid- 
ing until the day of his death. During the last Congress it was my 
fortune to be a fellow-member of the same committee, and almost daily 
for months we sat side byside in the committee-room. It was there I 
came to learn his virtues and appreciate his high qualities of head and 
heart. He was.a valued friend, unselfish and always manly, and a 
steady ally in committee or on the floor of the House. He was a man 
of pure thoughtand lofty purposes, keen perception and clear judgment, 
whose life was helpful to all who came within the circle of his influ- 
ence, and whose strong individuality impressed itself upon the affairs 
in which he took part. 

He was a man of great integrity. There were no dark corners in his 
character to be hid from sight ; his life was an open book of rare worth, 
without blur or defect. His politics, like his religion, was born of 
genuine conviction. He loved liberty, and hated oppression and pro- 
scription in every form. He would become eloquent and his words 

low with rare fervor in his recital of the early struggles of his State 

or liberty and free government. He had convictions, and they pierced 
and possessed his soul. They were a part of him, and he never lacked 
the courage to utter them. He was a man of stern will and unremit- 
ting industry. He never spared himself or shirked duty, responsibility, 
or labor. He was an indefatigable worker, often touching the extreme 
limit of physical possibilities. Hewas notonly astudent, but he was a 
scholar; however, most of his intellectual equipment was self-acquired 
and earned outside of coll walls. He never stopped until he had 
mastered the subject inhand. He built from the bottom, digging deep, 
and he always builded well. 

He was a strong debater, with a voice which could penetrate every 
part of this Hall; with great readiness, a commanding presence, and a 
well-stored mind he stood in the front rank of the ablest and best of 
his fellow-members. 

In the Forty-seventh Congress he took a high place among his asso- 
ciates, and had he been permitted to take his seat in this Congress he 
would have stood ahead of those to whom we gladly accord the rank 
of leadership. 

Death claimed him at the very threshold of a great career—at the 
moment when he seemed best prepared for wider usefulness and for 
the achievement of higher triumphs, when_he appeared best fitted to 
serve his State and country. But he is gone. DUDLEY C. HASKELL 
is no longer among us, called by a wise Providence from this presence. 
We bow to this decree, pausing only a little while to-day, not to ques- 
tion the inscrutable mysteries of that Providence or to challenge His 
ordering, but to pay our last tribute, give our heart offerings to one 
who in life we loved and honored, and who, though removed from 
these scenes forever, leaves behind naught but memories most pleasing 
and reflections most instructive, and the record of a life the study of 
which can not fail to.make us better citizens, wiser and more faithful 
representatives of the people. His family have lost the devoted hus- 
band, the affectionate and erous father, his district and State aw 
strong Representative on this floor, the country at a wise and 
patriotic public servant, and all of us a faithful friend and valuable 
associate. 


Mr. RICE. Mr. Speaker, Mr. HASKELL was bornin Vermont in 1842. 
When he was less than a year old his father moved to Massachusetts. 
The father was a strong, energetic, restless man, of that peculiar New 
England type who have carried and planted the principles and institu- 
tions of the Puritans from Plymouth to Oregon. During the ten years he 
lived in Massachusetts he was a resident in halfas many different towns, 
making his mark in all as a man of spirit and vigor but finding a settled. 
homein none. At last, in 1853, hecame to North Brookfield, a townin 
my own county, then, as now, famous for the manufacture of boots and 
shoes. In that beautiful village, under the shadow of the largest boot 
factory in the world, herested in his wanderings and fancied he had found 
permanent shelter and home. Dudley attended the public school dur- 
ing its sessions, and worked in the boot factory in odd hours and vaca- 
tions. Pegging-machines, except by human flesh and blood, had not 
then been invented, and the little fellow pegged brogans made of un- 
bleached russet leather, for the Southern market. He was industrious 
and earned Ww: but is still remembered as sometimes apparently. 
forgetting his work and losing himself in reverie. He was called absent- 
minded. Was he dreaming of the time when he should stand, the cen+ 
tral figure to thousands of eyes, uttering words to be read by millions, in- 
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finential in shaping the laws of the Republic freest and most imperial 
of history ? 

With characteristic enterprise the father invested all his resources 
in constructing from an abandoned church a four-tenement house. It 
was nearly finished for its new purpose, when on the nightof July 4, 1854, 
it was burned to the ground. The father was ruined financially by the 
calamity; to the son it opened the career which was to lead on and up 
to the high places of the land. 

In 1854 Kansas wasa wilderness. The tide of emigration had reached 
the great rivers; all along its path the struggle had been waged, with 
varying fortune, between the spirit of freedom and of slavery. On the 
borders of the new Territory the rival forces mustered for desperate con- 
flict—should Kansas be slave or free? Itseemed as if on the answer to 
that question hung the mighty issue whether freedom or slavery should 
forever rule the Republic. Far away on the Atlantic coast Massachu- 
setts watched the conflict and essayed her best endeavors that Kansas 
should be free. An emigrant aid association was organized; Eli Thayer 
of Worcester was its projector, Amos Lawrence of Boston its banker, 
Charles Robinson of Fitchburg its pioneer. A surveying party wassent 
out in the spring of 1854 who selected a site for a city and named it Law- 
rence. In August,1854,the second party of emigrants left Worcester un- 
der the lead of Charles Robinson; they were tal] men and strong, they 
were inspired by that strange, flerce instinct, that love of adventure 
mingled with devotion to a cause, which has impelled the Saxon race 
westward from the center of Northern Europe over ocean and continent, 
planting everywhere the pillars of a civilization higher and stronger 
than the world had known before. 

In this company of emigrants was Mr. Haskell senior. The month 
before all his worldly wealth had vanished in smoke and ashes. 
With undaunted heart he turned his back upon his , his face set 
towards an unknown and perilous future. I saw him that summer 
afternoon.as he commenced his journey for a new home and a free one. 
In one hand he carried his blanket, in the other his Sharps rifle. 

He did not return; but, in the following March, Dudley and his 
mother, with another company, joined the earlier settlers, and found 
their home in Lawrence. 

The father survived but three years. An elder brother stepped into 
the vacant place and was to Dudley both brother and father. He 
u and helped him to study, and ‘thereby fitted him for the useful 
and conspicuous life—all too brief—for which he was destined. At 
the age of 34 he was the honored Representative in Congress of the great 
State with nearly a million people which was an unpopulated wilder- 
ness when a boy of fifteen he first set foot upon its soil. 

First elected to the Forty-fifth Congress, he was prevented by sickness 
from-taking the oath on the first day of the session. Many days later 
he made his appearance, and we saw for the first time his tall, erect, 
stalwart figure on this floor. 

I can see his face as I saw it then, fixed, earnest, resolved, and as I 
recall it I fancy that I discern that absent, far-away, dreamy expres- 
sion his comrades saw on it when he was a boy. 

From his entrance here he was a marked man. His commanding 
figure and his powerful voice enabled him to force his way to the front 
in the stormy debates in which he so often took apart. Sometimes in 
the early part of his service we might think that he spoke too often and 
with too little forethought, but we soon learned that he was sincere 
and earnest, that he never spoke without an honest purpose, and that 
his very vehemence was but the effort of his strong but not thoroughly 
disciplined intellect to force its thoughts into proper and consistent 
phrase. No man grew more rapidly than he in confidence, esteem, and 
influence. He soon ceased to be a scout, a skirmisher, a sharpshooter, 
and became a leader of the center columns. About him were men, 
veterans in service, who had made party issues, questions of political 
economy, their study for scores of years; others trained and disciplined 
by the tough contests of professional life, and others polished and re- 
fined by the highest culture of this most cultured age; butamong them 
all none were more conspicuous in the great debates of the last Congress 
than this young man of Kansas, who, through an unsettled childhood, 
a destitute orphanage, a hand-to-hand struggle for bread and a place 
among his fellows, at 40 years seemed to have reached but the beginning 
of his development. 

Six brief, bright years of public service, and, ‘‘ weary with the march 
of life,” he fell—and perished, No, he lives yet—we may not say in 
what other sphere—he lives here, in the memory of what he did, 
teacher, example, guide to the young men of the Jand. 

Without early advantages, he did not despond, but constantly pressed 
forward in usefulness and distinction. En in exacting occupa- 
tion, he never forgot the wife and children who loved him for his unsel- 
fish, unremitting, thoughtfulnessand care. Poor, wanting many things, 
sometimes hardly pressed, he was always honest; no bribe ever crossed 
his hand, no thought of illicit gain ever sullied his pure and upright 
manhood. 

He was ambitious. Let us notdeny it. He ‘‘bore a banner with the 
strange device—Excelsior.’’ Let us not blame, but praise him for it. 
Ambition is one of God’s best gifts to men. It forces them out of low 
surroundings, out of ignorance and sloth, into the higher sunlight on 
the hills. It has its victims. De Long, dying in the snow, was one; 


Gordon, going alone to the succor of outlying posts of civilization, may 
be another; but the world is better for them, it builds temples to their 
memory, sacred places wherein we worship and give thanks that pa- 
tience, heroism, and high aspiration are still omnipotent in the soul of 
man. HASKELL was ambitious to serve well and deserve much. He 
accomplished his wish, but in doingit he assumed burdens he could not * 
carry long. 

Fallen in his prime, we mourn for him as a friend; but we are proud 
of him as another example of what can be done in this free land, in self- 
development and advancement, by those who will and work. 


Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, we pause from our legislative duties 
to-day to pay homage to no i man. 

DUDLEY CHASE HASKELL, the departed statesman, whose loss the 
whole country deeply mourns, possessed qualities of head and heart 
which commanded respect and admiration, not only at his home and 
in his State, where he was longer known, but in this arena which so 
severely tries and tests all men. 

Mr. Speaker, I can not claim an intimate acquaintance with Mr. 
HASKELL, as I saw but little of him in the private walks of life; but 
born as he was in my native State, Vermont, I had a watchful interest 
and natural pride in his public career. In the Forty-sixth Con I 
only knew him as aready and fearless debater on the floor of the House, 
The earnestness with which he espoused every great cause that came 
before Congress impressed his associates that he was interested and 
actuated by conscientious motives. A most striking illustration of 
this is his brilliant and powerful speech in the first session of the 
Forty-seventh Congress, in which he so ably discussed and denounced 
in such scathing terms that wicked system of polygamy which has so 
long tarnished and,disgraced our national reputation. 

In the last Congress, where we were thrown t er in the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, I became intimate with hi Isaw him wres- 
tle day by day for several weeks with all the power and enthusiasm of 
his nature with that great economic problem—the tariff. This com- 
mittee, owing to the short time it had to revise the work of the tariff 
commission, gave no public hearings, which forced the representatives 
of the numerous interests to be affected by tariff legislation to seek 
personal interviews with the members of the committee. The daily 
attendance of members at the sessions of the committee and House 
necessitated these interviews at the homes of the members, which tended 
to lengthen the days and shorten the nights, testing their physical ca- 
pacity almost beyond endurance. It was this long and incessant labor 
which laid, it is believed, the foundation of an illness from which Mr. 
HASKELL never recovered. He was untiring in his labors, and appeals 
to him to investigate the facts in relation to any interest touched by 
the bill then under consideration were never thrust aside; but his readi- 
ness to undertake and his capacity to understand were a marvel to all 
who came in contact with him. 

As a Representative from an agricultural State he occupied a some- 
what advanced position on the question to which he devoted the last 
days of his Congressional life. But having spent his early life in New 
England, where he acquired his education, and where he had seen so 
fully illustrated the benefits and advantages of the protective tariff sys- 
tem, he espoused that cause, and ever after supported it with all his 
power, believing that it was not only for the best interest of his own 
State, but for the whole country. 

The bill which he helped to formulate in committee and so ably de- 
fended and advocated on the floor of the House became a law, and Con- 
gress adjourned. But that did not bring to Mr. HASKELL needed rest. 
Having a somewhat doubting constituency, he devoted a large part of 
his vacation to carrying on, in public meetings and in print, the tariff 
discussion. Thus deprived of the opportunity to regain his wasted en- 
ergies, when he came to Washington in November to resume his duties 
he was broken in health. Though he gradually failed after his arrival, 
neither his physician nor his immediate friends anticipated so sudden 
anend. He passed silently and peacefully away in the early dawn of 
Sunday, the 16th of December. The public had had no warning and 
were both shocked and surprised at his death. 

This breaking up of strong men is a sufficient answer to the popular 
delusion that a Co ’s life is one of pleasure and idleness. If 
one yields to the demands of legislative duties and to the various ap- 

of his constituents, it will most thoroughly test the ability and 
physical endurance of the stro: 

Mr, HASKELL’s life, though short in years, was large in accomplish- 
ment. He had served his country in the Army, his State with distinc- 
tion as legislator, as er of the house, and in Congress for six years. 
To our limited view it would appear that at this early age, 41 years, he 
was cut down at the threshold of his greatest usefulness. 

In the presence of a higher wisdom and power we wonder, we re- 
gret, and reverently submit. If he was to be removed from us, I was 
glad of the privilege to be one to bear his remains to their last resting- 
place, and accompany that bereaved and stricken family to their small 
but beautiful cottage on that eminence overlooking the city of the liv- 
ing so long his home and the city of the dead where he was laid. 

There was something by tren 4 pleasant and attractive about the 
homestead he had provided for his family, and it seemed now fitting that 
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it was situated next adjoining that of his older brother, his only surviv- 
ing relative, between whom and himself there had always existed the 
most intimate and devoted attachment. The widow and the fatherless 
children may here live under the protecting shadow of theirremaining 
staff, a brother’s protecting care. 

The love for our deceased fellow-member and the esteem in which he 
was held in the community in which he lived were shown by the gen- 
eral stspension of business and the draped private and public buildings 
on the day of his burial. 

Mr. HASKELL’s true Christian character was not only appreciated and 
understood by his neighbors and the church to which he belonged, but 
was known and felt by all who came within his influence. 

Though our friend has passed away, his pure and upright private and 
public life must leave an influence for good, and his rapid advancement 
and brilliant career may be an inspiration to the young men of his State 


and the country. 
In Mr. HASKELL’s death this Congress has lost an able member, the 
country a broad and p ive sta’ Kansas one of her largest- 


minded and noblest citizens, the widow a true and fond husband, the 
children a devoted and loving father. 

Mr. Speaker, since we were selected from the people for this Con- 
gress seven of our number have been called to that undiscovered coun- 
try whence no traveler returns. Certainly we are not without admoni- 
tion or warning of the uncertainty of human life, and that the grim 
messenger Death is no respecter of persons nor waits any allotted 
length of life. 


Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, DUDLEY C. HASKELL was my neighbor. 
His late constituents are neighbors of my constituents. Justacross the 
mightiest and longest river on this continent he lived from boyhood 
to middle age under my observation. 

I can not hope on this occasion to express satisfactorily the height or 
depth of my appreciation of his pure and exalted character, but silence 
would be a disappointment to the good people I have the honor to rep- 
resent and an injustice to my State. A wide divergence in political 
sentiment creates no prejudice against the possessor of high personal 
integrity and profound moral worth. 

Every intellect perhaps is dominated by some ideal man who exists 
and can only existin thei ination. Outward circumstances and sur- 
roundings reduce the ideal at last to the practical, and myriad Utopias 
are forever abandoned and uncolonized. Mr. HASKELL had ideals and 
ideals, but he was never a dreamer. He sought not a limit in the limit- 
less, a period in eternity, an eternity in human achievement. He þe- 
lieved in creation, but it was in the creation of labor, genius, and activ- 
ity. With him speech was for light and enlightenment; and he held it 
vain and meaningless unless accompanied by constant, earnest work for 
the benefit and elevation of mankind. When Omnipotence determined 
upon the wonderful creations in, above, and around us, everything re- 
quired time and labor save light. This He spake into existence by the 
divine command, ‘‘ Let there be light.” 

Mr. HASKELL was at once a believer and a worker. He believed in 
God and in labor also; in everything that was true and beautiful, and 
in every good work. He believed in his State and loved her. He be- 
lieved in his people, and confided in and trusted them without reserve. 
He believed in his home, and made it, for himself and all its loved in- 
mates, the holiest, happiest place on earth, loved and prized away above 
and beyond all the glamour and fascination with which the world allures. 
He believed in and loved the sunset, for he had seen it in Kansas, as it 
is seen nowhere else on the earth, reflected back through the golden 
bowels of the Rocky Range. ; 

He was essentially the growth and productof Kansas. Bornin a State 
which has been said to be the best in the Union—to emigrate from—he 
carried with him to hisnew home on the banks of the Kawall the sturdy 
elements of the New England character, whose groundwork is faith, pa- 
tience, and perseverance. When scarcely 10 years old he heard the whis- 
pered words of preparation for the historicstruggles that drove African 
slavery from Kansas and added Ad astra per aspera to the Federal con- 
stellation. He had seen the assault, the charge, and the torch in his 
beautiful city of Lawrence; and further on had heard in the streets the 
murderous shouts of Quantrell and his demoniac legion, rioting in the 
innocent blood of a hundred victims. Had he not been a Christian, 
scenes like these might have made him a revengefal monster; but when 
the excitement was over, kneeling reverently in the midst of the dead 
and dyiug, if his lips did not utter, his heart responded to God, even in 
that terrible hour of death and ruin, *‘ Father, forgive them; they know 
not what they do.” 

He was the growth and product of Kansas; he was more. He was 
thoroughly Western and American besides. Anything that man had 
ever done he believed that man could still do. Self-reliant almost to 
rashness, he never hesitated in the line of duty to reach out for the 
possible. His investigation of a subject ended only in its mastery. To 
obscure or confuse it was alike impossible and unnecessary. He was 
ambitious, and had a right to be. In public life he found a restless yet 
fascinating pleasure. Success attended him. To the honors of col- 
legiate labor were soon added those of his Stateand country. Worthily 
won, they were honorably worn. Achieved by honest merit, they were 
enlarged and burnished by honest toiland patriotic sacrifices. Thetrusts 


reposed in him were sacredly executed. His pledged word was invio- 
late. His political honor, equally with his personal honor, he kept 
sacred and spotless. True, brave, and steadfast, his acquaintances be- 
came his friends, and the latter were multiplied. His constituents fol- 
lowed him with pride. He was fit to lead. His arguments in this 
forum were repeated to them without evasion or apology. Frank and 
honest with his people, he could but be frank and honest with his col- 
leagues on this floor. Seeking to represent faithfully his district and 
State, he yet had less of the laudable selfishness of local or geograph- 
ical interests than any of his compeers, and was never unmindful of 
the great duties he owed to the wholecountry. He studied and toiled 
and struggled. Thorough in investigation, accurate in detail, logical 
in argument, and often eloquent in application and conclusion, he grew 
strong in debate, and advanced toward the leadership of his party. He 
was becoming a giant. 

Elected a member of this Congress, his responsibilities were enlarged 
by the general recognition of his intellectual power. He seemed to 
realize the fact, and prepared himself to meet it. No command of his 
physicians, no appeal of his anxious friends, could swerve him from 
what he believed to be the path of duty. He believed the mind should 
dominate the body, whatever the stress or strain. He had thought 
much upon legislation, and saw, or thought he saw, the work of 
hands in former Congresses about to be reviewed by his political adver- 
saries. The sharp, keen conflict of mind with mind and system with 
system wasalready before his eyes. He saw the coming all-night vigils 
and the glare and heat of the fierce onset—the thrust, the parry, and 
the parliamentary blow. The tumult of action and cheers of victory 
resounded in his ears as unconsciously his vital force -was departing, 
pitifully ominousof the end. At his post of duty, overtaxed and over- 
burdened by the peculiar exactions of Congressional life in this House, 
the lamented HASKELL, like many another, died a martyr to his moral 
convictions of official obligation. 

His life, in all of its relations, was singularly pure, winning, and lov- 
able. Asa neighbor, not à drop of levitical blood was ever lodged in 
his veins. As a Christian, he was the same on the street as at the altar; 
on the last six days of the week as on the first. He reverenced his hon- 
ored parents and ever rendered them a cheerful obedience. His tender- 
ness and unselfish love for his true and faithful wife grew into conjugal 
idolatry; and his absolute devotion to his gifted brother marked every 
word and act of his life. ‘‘Sir,” said an old friend of the family on 
the day of the funeral, ‘‘ The father must have oft repeated to his sons 
the fable of the old man and the bundle of sticks, for never have I 
known brothers so loving and devoted to each other as John and Dud- 
ley Haskell.” What a divine panegyric upon both! 

Sir, there was no drought of tears in Kansas when your committee 
tenderly deposited the remains of DUDLEY C. HASKELL in the warm and 
generous bosom of his beloved Commonwealth. Every home wore the 
emblems of a tearful bereavement ; from every eye fell pearly drops of 
sympathy, and in every heart was a throb of love for the living and the 
dead. Thus the grave closed over him beneath ‘‘an arch of steel.” 

The twin homes, side by side, on the limits of the beautiful and his- 
toric city of Missouri’s neighboring sister, are sorely stricken. Not 
more the head of one than the light of the other, and the love of both, 
he is already seated in a higher con than this, over which Jesus 
our Saviour in love and mercy unerringly presides. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, to our roll-call DUDLEY 
C. HASKELL no longer answers. He will meet us in council no more. 
His very silence admonishes us that our days are crowded with sorrows, 
that joy palls, hope misleads, and that 

Life is but a walking shadow. 

It teaches us the lesson of tolerance and humility, rebukes our prid 
points us from a faded past, and bids us hope the glowing radiance of 
a future life. 

My acquaintance with HASKELL began with the Forty-fifth Congress. 
We entered that Congress together, and from that time until his death, a 
period of seven eventful years, I was an ‘almost daily witness of the 
ability and courage which he brought to the discharge of his official 
duties. When hetook his seat in this body he wasa young man of but 
thirty-five, in vigorous health, with muscle hardened by the athletic 
games and sports of his college days, the hardships of acamp life, and the 
activities of an exacting business. Among all his associates of the House 
none seemed to have a firmer hold or a longer lease on life. He ap- 
peared to be one whom fate had reserved fora bright and useful manhood. 

But he was called to rest as he was being fully equipped for labor. 
His life ended before its work had fairly begun; but short as was his 
career, it had demonstrated a capacity for usefulness and gave promise 
of an illustrious future. When Death called him he was not 

An old man broken with the storms of State, 
but was in the vigor of a just ripening manhood. It came when the 
heart beat high, when ambition was on the wing, when coming years 
were glowing with brightness. f 
Ah! what is human life? 

How, like the dial’s tardy moving shade, 

Day after day slides from us unperceived ! 

The cunning fugitive is swift by stealth; 


Too subtle is the movement to be seen; 
Yet soon the hour is up—and we are gone, 
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Public men have sometimes lived too long, lived until the weaknesses 
of age entrapped them intoa mistake that obscured the record of their 
earlier achievements; but he of whom we speak died all too soon. His 
resources had never been fully brought out. He had not been permitted 
to gather what he had sown, nor had he wrought a full day of labor. 
He had not attained the fullness of his intellectual growth. Before the 
opportunity came for bringing out his highest capabilities he was gone, 
and the world now can only measure him by the work he has left be- 
hindhim. In the humble tribute I pay his memory to-day I will refer 
briefly to some of his traits of character as they impressed me duri 
my acquaintance with him in this body, but the most I know of him 
learned from the friends of his youth and of his manhood, whose eyes 
moistened and whose lips quivered as they gave me the story of his life, 

Before coming here had served with distinction in the Gen- 
eral Assembly of his State, and was well trained in the methods of leg- 
islative proceedings. He was from the beginning of his Congressional 
career recognized as among the foremost of his As an evidence 
of the estimate put on his ability by those with whom he served, he 
was assigned places upon the most important committees of the House. 
He was equal always to the duties he assumed. 

In debate HASKELL talked well. He seldom wandered from his sub- 
ject, and never fell below the level of the occasion. He was of a robust 
and well-disciplined mind, and capable of striking vigorous blows for 
what he believed to be right. In the declaration of his opinions he 
was bold and frank, and he maintained his views with great zeal. Of 
an active and aggressive temperament, he sometimes asserted his con- 
victions with an earnestness that seemed dictatorial, but he was ever 
unconscious of a purpose to offend. Sanguine as he was, he kept his 
temper under good control, and was seldom, even in the fiercest debate, 
betrayed into an offensive or intemperate expression. . He asserted him- 
self with much positiveness, and was unwilling to seek success through 
concession or surrender, To him doubts were traitors, and he never 
allowed them to enter the domain of his beliefs. He was quick in 
thought and promptin action. His was 

The keen spirit 
That seizes the prompt occasion—makes the thought 
Start into instant action, and at once 
Plans and performs, resolves and executes. 

He was a worker. His was a genius that not only furnished its 
town fuel, but lighted its own fire.” He never allowed his energies 
to stagnate. 

Those of us who served with him in the Forty-seventh will 
not soon forget how, through the weary days of the tariff revenue 
discussion, he came every morning to the contest with his armory full 
of wea both offensive and defensive. His nights were devoted to 
study, his days to work. When the House adjourned he became a 
learner; when it met, he was a teacher. To me it seemed that he had 
mastered the minutest detail of the complex measure under considera- 
tion. The fullness of his information, the exactness of his knowledge 
of every branch of the subject, was a surprise to all who did not know 
his inflexible purpose and untiring energy. 

It is more than probable that these labors so severely taxed his phys- 
ical resources as to hasten his death; but as man’s life-work is all he has 
to front eternity with, it is no cause for sorrow thatthe death-wound is 
received on the field of duty. ‘To know a man’s real character, to pass 
correct judgment on his inner life—his life of motive, of affection, of 
devotion to duty—we must learn in what esteem he is held by those who 
have in property and adversity seen his daily walk and conversation. 
Both adve and prosperity try the forces of man’s spiritual nature. 
HASKELL seen both; had been depressed by the one and encouraged 
and comforted by the other. On the one hand business misfortunes had 
overtaken him, while on the other political preferment—through the 
expression of a people’s confidence—had crowned him with honor. 

At every step he had been confronted by a duty requiring for its per- 
formance a courageous manhood, and his neighbors who had witnessed 
these struggles bore cheerful testimony to their manfulness. His days 
were not all calm and bright; clouds gathered over them and shrouded 
them in shadow and darkness; but standing within these shadows he 
took the measure and method of the world’s selfishness, felt the full 
force of the disaster that reduced him and his loved ones to the verge 
of poverty, but through it all his integrity and uprightness of char- 
acter were not for a moment under a cloud. He never made money a 
god; never veteranized in the war for gold or became soul-scarred in 
the scramble for wealth. It became my sad duty, under the direction 
of this House, to accompany those who bore his remains to the city of 
his home, to the people among whom he had long lived and labored, 
and by whom he had been four times chosen pa Pebes ren here. 
The grief of his people was unmistakable, 

A largely-attended public meeting of the citizens of Lawrence and 
surrounding country had met and given suitable expression of their sor- 
row for the loss of their honored fellow-citizen, The city was draped 
in mourning, and, as was said of Mirabeau, the people crowded ‘‘about 
the house of their tribune as if to catch inspiration from his coffin.” 
In his death some had lost a counselor, some a leader, all a friend. 
The funeral services were held in the church in which he had been for 
years a worshiper, and here those who had wrought with him in the 
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church and the Sabbath-school spoke feelingly and eloquently of the 
purity of his life and his faithfulness to every Christian duty. 
HASKELL was an active worker in the church and a firm believer in 
the gospel of Jesus of Nazareth. His pastor and his colaborers spoke 
of his life as a lovely example of Christian purity and one that was in 
the highest and best sense loyal to its professed faith. His faith in 
the Christian system was deep and abiding; it was the anchor to his 
hope of the life eternal. To him a confession of unbelief was a wail of 
in and despair, He had an undoubting faith in man’s immortality. 
o the agony of the patriarch, ‘‘If a man die, shall he live again?” 
he would have answered: 
Shall I be left forgotten in the dust, 
When Fate, relenting, lets the flower revive? 
Shall Nature’s voice, to man alone i ham 
Bid him, though doom'd to perish, hope to live? 
Is it for this fair Virtue oft must strive 
With disappointment, penury, and pain? 
No! Heaven's immortal spring shall pa arrive, 
And man's majestic beauty bloom aga 
Bright through th’ eternal year triumphant reign. 


But his mute lips can send us no message. He has passed through 
the gates and is solving the great mystery. One who went before him 
said: 


It can not be that earth is man’s only abiding-place, 

It can not be that life is a bubble cast i e ocean of eternity to float a mo- 
ment upon its waves and sink into noth ess. 

Else why these high and glorious aspirations which Wap se angels from the 
temple of our hearts, forever wandering unsatisfied? Why is it that the rain- 
bow and clouds come over with a beauty that is not of earth and then pass off to 
leave us to muse on their loveliness? Why is itthat the stars hold their festival 
around the midnight throne or, set above the grasp of our limited faculties, for- 
ever mocking us with their unapproachable glory ? 

And, aor, why is it that the bright forms of human beauty are presented to 
our view and taken from us, leaving the thousand streams of our affections to 
flow back in Alpine torrents upon our hearts? 

We were born for a higher destiny than earth, 

There is a realm where the rainbow never fades, where the stars spread oyt 
before us like the islands that slumber on the ocean, and where the. beaut: 
things that pass before us like shadows will stay forever in our presence. 


In this beautiful faith HASKELL lived and died. 

Some in this day, I know, regard the term ‘‘Christian statesman”’ 
as one of reproach; but Iam glad to know that in political life there are, 
oftener than men think, grand characters who, through the blinding 
glare of wealth and the glamour of temptation, can see God and follow 
Him, and who, above the angry altercations of scheming and ambitious 

i above the tumult of the mob that would crucify truth and 
deify falsehood, can hear God calling to duty, and courageously obey 
Him. 

As I conversed with his neighbors I found the loveliness of HASKELL’S 
domestic life the theme of every tongue. To make his family circle 
bright and joyous was his uppermost desire. To him affection was not 
simply a name and love a mere qen of the hour, but he ever wore 
the image of his wife and chil , like beautiful flowers, next his 
heart. He filled his cottage home with smiles and melody, and even in 
the fierce tumult of his political struggles that quiet little home among 
the forest trees was the goal of his earthly joys and hopes. It was the 
Mecca to which his heart made constant pil . That home, once 
so light and joyous, is darkened now. The angel of death has shadowed 
it with his wing and turned it into a-house of mourning. And now, 
Mr. Speaker, as we pay tribute to the memory of the dead we may 
pause and send a message to the widowed wife and orphaned children 
who are stricken by an incurable grief. The place that was hallowed 
by a father’s and husband’s presence is silent and sad, and that broken 
and bereaved family, in agonizing tears, stand by a fresh-made grave. 

But the weary body, broken by disease, lies where no storm can dis- 
turb it. The wrecked bark rides at anchor without a disturbing wave. 
A throng of people—friends, neighbors, and strangers—followed the 
hearse of their honored dead to the beautiful cemetery close by the city. 
I was one of that sad cortége. Itwasa drear December day when, with 
bowed heads and sad hearts, we lowered his body to its final abode. 
His grave was made on a gentle knoll in sight of his cottage and over- 
looking the steepled city. On it the morningsun will rise and evening 
twilight fade. There the hand of affection will plant the rose and the 
myrtle. As the years go by the stars will shine upon it and the gloom 
of the nights that are starless robe it in blackness. The winter winds 
will shriek above it, and in the spring-time the melody of the bird-song 
and the perfume of the flowers will environ it. There in the solemn 
calm of the grave we left him to await the call of the angels. 


Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker, among the sweet legends of the past 
we learn of two islands located in an unknown sea. The one was called 
the island of the living, and the other that of the dead. Into the for- 
mer death never could enter. Its city was resplendent with beauty, 
and in its gardens and parks no flower lost its flush, no violet its hue, 
and no lily was ever numbed by the hard hand of frost. But disease 
was allowed to visit its inhabitants. They were blest with the attri- 
butesof immortality, yet cursed with the infirmities ofhumanity. There 
was immense wealth in this island and all the festivities and festoons 
that it could afford. There were drum-beats of glory, and the whirls 
of the dance, and the soft lute-tones of gayety. But the inhabitants 
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of this island wearied of its joys and activities and sought repose beneath 
the shadows of the island of death. Sleep had taught them that there 

ight be a surcease from sorrow and that the weary limbs and tired 
souls might somewhere find repose. They constructed their barks, and 
entering on their uncertain voyage struck for the shores of the other 
isle and reaching them were at rest. 

Does not this legend typify the relations of those who dwell in the 
annals of time to those who rest in therealms of eternity? The weari- 
ness of life inspires the enjoyment of death, and Hamlet expressed but 
an instinctive fear when he declared in his soliloquy that we must not 
fly from the burdens of to-day to the uncertainties that might occur 
to-morrow. ‘‘ That which is universal can not be an evil,” 

The dread of death is but ananimal instinct. The falling of the leaf 
is death; the withering of the flower is death; the changing of the foli- 
age in the forest is death. 

The wrinkles on our faces, the tiang gay our hair, are but 
the indications of the coming of the great who gives us repose. 
His hand, after all, is softas the dews of the morning. Even the con- 
demned in his prison eats a hearty meal and sleeps quietly the night 
that precedes his execution. It is not death that is terrible, but it is 
the separation from friends, the inability to converse with those that 
are here and those that have de Dying is but a disappearing 
mist from the crest of the mountain, to be followed by the sunshine of 
a better life. Oh, what a mystery is this art of living! Is it not 
greater than the mystery of dying? Does one bring more hearty anxi- 
eties and solicitudes than the other? 

The field of infinite and immeasurable space into which we drift is 
but the domain of naked conjecture. But here we have the substance 
where the cactus and poisonous weeds grow and flourish. How many 
ships with full sails go out into the bosom of the ocean only to return bat- 
tered andworn! Howmany hearts commence life joyful and gladsome, 


to afterwards beat ticks, like a clock outof time! How many 
things there might have been for which the hungry heart sighed and 
failed to acquire ! 


There are many faces in early life gladdened with the joyance of hope 
and courage, and yet we have seen their smiles fade into gloom and sink 
below the horizon. Does this life, after all, furnish us with anything 
but hope inspired and hope disappointed? When we contemplate the 
problem which each of us must solve, can not we realize that our de- 
parted brother is folded in the realm of eternal kindness and has escaped 
the perplexities with which we are annoyed, and that he is looking upon 
this world without the red rust of tears that we notice in each other’s 
eyes. We vainly struggle to reach and measure the deep things hidden 
from our mortal sense. We seek to count the stars, but the most of 
them are out of our telescopic view, and our dull and stupid souls do not 
know the deep things that are hidden from us. There is but one sure 

latform on which we can stand, and that is this: ‘* That God haschosen 
or the best.” 

The aching heart and the sorrowful soul look forward to a sweet 
‘* By-and-bye,’’ where a pure ideal of what they might have been may 
be realized and the faults that debased us here may be purged and 
corrected there; where the drooping flower of this life may be the erect 
and stalwart of the ages to come; where the crooked ways of this 
world may be made the straight ones in the next; where the sorrows 
that shroud the weary soul here may be illuminated by the Eternal 
Sun that will make them resplendent forever, and that every eye gaz- 
ing upon them will perceive that the light of God’s countenance shines 
through each soul and will ultimately make it beautiful and serene. 
This is no vain hope, because it is the harbinger and sunset of the mil- 
lennium whose arch and span are made up of the promise of beauty and 
rest. 

DUDLEY C. HASKELL was ngres and noble-hearted; his thoughts and 
his deeds blended ther like the notes that spring from the various 
strings of a harp. He was courageous and manly in debate and wise 
and judicious in council. He was affable in his manners, loving, trust- 
fal, and honestin all his associations. In hisexperience he had learned 
and felt the sentiments expressed by the German poet: 

Who never knew misfortune, lived but half; 
Who never wept, ne’er heartily did laugh; 


Who never failed, could scarce have ven and wrought; 
Who never doubted, hardly could have thought. 


Through the gradations of labor and poverty he reached this House. 
He was a conspicuous member on its chief committee, and devoted the 
energies of his mind and the honesty of his heart to revise those 
great laws which affect the industrial interests of the Republic. His 
lips were too white to utter a lie, and his hands too pure to accept a 
bribe. Why amanthus constituted should in the heyday of his youth 
have been garnered by the harvester Death passes my comprehension. 
I feel, and I contemplate the event, like Schiller felt when he wrote his 
poem entitled ‘‘The Battle,” and wherein he exclaimed: 


Brothers, God grant when this life is o'er, 
In the life to come that we meet once more. 


Oh, how mournful are the groans that echo from the chambers of death ! 


Of all the sad notes which human ears have heard are the death-notes 
that accompany the departure of our friends. 
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He was plucked from us in the very spring-time of his days, with the 
pulses of thought strong, vigorous, and clear. Is Nature in combination 
with human souls to enable them to reach the height of perfection in 
the blush and bloom of their youth and vigor? How enchantingly the- 
rainbow of future promise must have appeared to him, and with what 
endearment he must have embraced the prophecies of the future. It is 
inexpressibly sad to witness the scissors of death severing the threads 
that bind the human soul to this earth, where so much joy and bliss are 
found. What hopesarecrushed; what anticipationsare frosted? But is- 
it not a compensation that in the grave our restis undisturbed? Nosor- 
row, no slander, no venom, and notemptation can touch usthen. The 
ocean that separates this world from the next no human eye can pene- 
trate. The shadow of the future is on theshore of the present, and what 
lies in that shadow no soul can tell. Oh, how sweet it would be if on 
this ocean that divides time from eternity, and on which souls are the 
ships of passage, we could freight these spiritual vessels with m 
of love to that ‘‘bourn from which no traveler returns!” We would 
send letters fragrant with the supremest affections of the human soul. 
We would send bouquets of flowers as beautiful as those that first ap- 
peared in the garden of Paradise. Butwe simply grasp the air, and find 
our hands empty. We look at the sea, and find it is shoreless. We- 
speak to the departing m r, and find that to his hands we can con- 
sign no commission. My dear departed friend, let me express in the 
language of one of the world’s greatest men and sweetest poets my own. 
sentiments: 

Fare thee well, oh, thou to memory dear, 
By our bl ngs lulled to slumbers sweet; 


Sleep on calmly in thy prison drear, 
Sleep on calmly till again we meet. 


Till the loud almighty trumpet sounds, 
Echoing thro! these co cumbered hills ; 
Till God's storm-wind, bursting through the bounds 
Placed by Death, with life those corpses fills. 


Till, impregnate with Jehovah's blast, 

Graves bring forth and at His menace dread, 
In the smoke of planets melting fast, 

Once again the tombs give up their dead. 


What a wonderful sight we shall some time see when the great of the 
earth are all gathered there; when the laurels of victory and the cy- 
press of defeat are intertwined without the slightest regret. In the 
sweeter time to come, when the blossoms all bloom and the infirmi- 
ties of this life be forgotten, we will realize that the soul is the jewel 
of all things, and that the circumstances which encompass us here 
simply tend to brighten and burnish it; that the office of the shadow 
is to intensify the sunlight. Andif there is ultimately to be a per- 
fectibility of the human soul, we will be across the river what we might 
have been here. 

Oh, what is death but a rebirth into that larger life where we go on 
forever! Who can measure the compass of our existence? We come 
here without our consent, and depart without being consulted. 

Is it possible that our rest is to come in the bosom of the planets that 
illumine the sky? Are we to realize ultimately that the sun which 
warms the earth with its heat and makes the grass grow in its vigor and 
greenness is but a type of the Heavenly Father who counts the number 
of our hairs and notes the dropping of a sparrow? These, indeed, are 
puzzling questions, and no man can solve either the riddle of life or 
death. The pagan religion to the dying had no terrors. The intelli- 
gent thought of to-day in contemplating death brings no dismay to 
thoughtful souls. Once we were unknown and unincarnated, and all 
of us came into this world indicating our appearance with a cry. Our 
mothers, who hold the doorway of life, love us when wecome and weep 
when we go ont. 

Does not the mystery of life increase with every thought touching 
its conditions? How anxiously we stand on the shore of this ocean, 
and lift our eyes to the heavens above us, and clasp our hands and ask, 
‘When will the departed return?” Yet it is all in vain and hopeless. 
Over the ripples of this boundless sea there is no rustle of air that brings 


us a response: 
We long for the touch of a vanished hand, 
And the sound of a voice that is still. 


Can it be possible that the strong attractions of this life by way of 


personal friendships are but the reproduction of loves and affections 
that existed in the before when our spiritual incasements were 
entirely different? this subject I can think of nothing sweeter or 


better than the poem of Colonel Joyce, entitled ‘‘ Unknown,’’ which L 
repeat: 

I gazed on the babe at its mother’s breast, 

And usked for the secret of life and rest; 

It turned with a smile that was sad and lone, 

And murmured in dreaming, “‘ Unknown, unknown.” 


I challenged the youth so bold and so brave 

To tell me the tale of the lonely grave, 

But he sung of pleasure in musical tone, 

And his echoing voice replied, “ Unknown, unknown." 


Then I questioned the gray-haired man of years, 
Whose was furrowed with thought and tears, 
And he paused in his race to simply 

The soul-chilling words, “ Unknown, unknown." 
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I asked the lover, the poet, and sage 

In every clime and na age, 

To tel] me the truth, and candidly own 

If, after death, ‘tis ail unknown, unknown? 


I soared like the lark to the boundless sky, 
mea in my soul for the how and the why; 

ls were singing and just had flown, 
I heard but the echo, “ Unknown, wn.” 


We come like the dew-drops, and go like the mist, 
Ks fail con leaf by Ankarai o winds kissed ; 

Fading away like the roses of June, 

Wishing an waiting to meet the Unknown. 

Nature, oh! Nature, the god I adore, 

{Sant E EIn EO ie pf OE o nra; è 
From the seed to fruit all things are grown, 

Yet, while we know this, the cause is wr. 


When matter and mind are perished and lost, 
And all that we see into chaos is tossed ; 

From nothing to nothing we out alone, 
Like a flash or an echo—* Un wn, unknown " 


We grope in the dark and inquire why we have been brought here, 
and we vainly study what is to be the end of our and whether 
we shall attain a definite object or miss it altogether. Tennyson in the 
following lines has expressed the despair and the hope of every human 
soul: 


Behold, we know not anything; 
I can but trust that good shall fall 
At last—far off—at last, to all, 

And every winter change to spring. 


So runs my dream; but what am I? 
An infant crying in the night; 
An infant crying for the light; 

And with no language but a cry. 


Oh, how the great of this earth from the times of Zoroaster and 
Christ to those of Swedenborg and Wesley have struggled to solve the 
problem, ‘‘Whatam I, and why am I?’ Nosatisfactory solution has 
been found. Descartes summed up his philosophy by declaring, ‘‘I 
think, therefore I am.’ Seneca, staggering in the dark, shouted out, 
“If only one might have a guide to truth.” ‘‘We must wait,” Plato 
declared, ‘‘for one, be it a god or god-inspired man, to teach us our re- 
ligious duty.” And Cesar declared in the Roman Senate that there 
was no god and that the future was more thana blank. The world, 
after all, must rest on its growing faith, and as man gets better and 
sweeter and more virtuous in his life his god assumes these attributes, 
just as the Grecian gods took on the character im: to them by the 
Athenians. It would seem to me that in the mazes of this life we 
might receive at least an occasional revelation that would quiet our 
anxieties and give our souls actual assurances of a positive immortality 

But if there be a personal God we can not judge of the wisdom of his 
designs until we know the end he seeks to accomplish. I remember 
once to have stood by the side of a loom where they were weaving Brus- 
sels carpet. The design of the weaver was unknown, and the but 
half completed. I said there was too much black and too little white, 
too much pink and too little yellow. Turning to me, a lady remarked, 
‘without knowing the design your criticism is unjust.’’ This weaver 
but typifies the Almighty Weaver, who has all our human souls like so 
many threads on His infinite loom, and when the carpet that he is mak- 
ing is spread on the floor of eternity and illuminated by the light of 
His countenance, it will be found that there is not one thread of white 
too much nor of black too little. 


Mr. HANBACK. Mr. Speaker, more than sixteen years ago two 
towns in my State of Kansas were arrayed against each other upon a 
question of small import to the world, but at that time of much im- 
portance to those two young municipalities of that young Common- 
wealth. A thousand people gathered there upon the open plain to wit- 


ness eighteen young and stalwart men in a contest at base-ball, 
and of that number, bright and brave, DUDLEY C. HASKELL, the 
chief of his nine. 


And there for the first time I met him in that friendly conflict. From 
thence on we grew in acquaintance which ripened into friendship such 
as few men enjoy in this world. I knewhim in the pride of his man- 
hood, when the shadows were falling far behind his back and when 
his eye was bright with hope as he looked into the future. I knew him 
when he was struggling in adversity while engaged in a lawful and 
honorable calling in merchandise in his city, when bankruptcy, long 
deferred, stared him in the face, and at last fell upon him and blighted 
his business prospects and darkened his home. But in that hour the 
face of that man was sublime, serene, and fect, because his hands 
were as white as the snow which fell upon his grave that drear Decem- 
ber day when the citizens standing around gave their blessing and their 
tears to him and to his. 

He was not successful in a business point of view. His life was cre- 
ated for another purpose, and the time was coming when he was lifted 
out of the slough of despond into which he had been thrown. 

He was sent to the Legislature of his State, and then for the first time 
he stood a master among men. With one accord and with unanimous 
voice he was selected to preside over the deliberations of that body ; 
and it is to his high credit, and was always a matter of pride with him, 


that no decision he had made during his term of office as speaker was 
reversed by the house. He went down from his high place receiving 
the plaudits of all men, whetherthey differed from him or not on the po- 
litical questions of the day. 

In the summer of 1876, after a close contest in the Congressional con- 
vention of his district, he was chosen as the nominee of the Republican 
party. Against him in the contest was pitted a man who was known 
with distinguished credit to himself in that State; a man coming fresh 
from the Halls of © , who had acquitted himself honorably and 
creditably in that capacity, and who bore upon his party ensign not the 
name of Republican, but that of Democrat. He was aman well known 
and respected, who bore a proud name among the people whom he had 
served; a man whose counsels were respected and wise, and who had 
presided as a judge in a district composed of a large portion of that Con- 
gressional district for many years. This was the man with whom the 
young candidate for the suffrages of the people was to lock hands in a 
contest that would be to the death. 

I remember well the day when the ensign of victory floated over the 
head of DUDLEY HASKELL, and his future wasassured. Five thousand 
people were assembled at Olathe, in his district. His opponent spoke 
and others spoke; general debate was in progress, and yet HASKELL was 
not there. And I remember the sneer that went forth as they said he 
did not dare to come. But he was coming; he was coming by a slow 
freight train, for come he would, and there was no other train availa- 
ble. At 3 o'clock in the afternoon a team driven madly on came up, 
and HASKELL, covered with dust and smoke, leaped upon the platform 
ready to grapple with his antagonist. The victory for a while seemed 
doubtful, it wavered and pointed the other way, but in a moment all 
was changed. Throwing his coat aside, HASKELL stood forth in the 
presence of the throng in al! his magnificent manhood to present his 
powerful views of the great questions of the day to the expectant crowd. 
I tell you that when that contest was over, when that debate was done, 
the future of that man was assured, the future of the contest in that 
district was assured, and all men yielded to that opinion. 

Called by the voice of the people of that district to come here as their 
Representative in this House, he came at their behest, although deathly 
sick, grasping for life, almost then gone; and yet he was raised up 
under the providence of God to become the honor of the State and the 
honor of all the nation, entitled to its love and respect. 

Mr. Speaker, I have but few words more to say of our dead friend. 
I was with him in every contest he had in his district. We traveled 
together side by side. Wecommuned together upon the great questions 
that were to be presented, upon the political condition of the country, 
the legislation that was demanded; and yet, in all the daysand nights 
I was with him, I never heard him say an unkind word of any living 
man. His heart was spotless and void of offense toward his fellow-men. 
Abuse and misrepresentation he could trample upon and defy, while 
still maintaining the purity of his manhood; and it was the white 
mantle of love which enwrapped him as he lay dead in his home here in 
Washington. It was the same white mantle of love that enfolded him 
as we went with his dead body, with swiftly-moving pace, to Lawrence, 
there to be greeted with lamentations, sighs, and tears by thousands 
of his old acquaintances who had learned to love him over the lossthat 
had befallen them, and I thought as I stood there and witnessed their 
grief that they had come to know perhaps for the first time that a great 
man had fallen in Israel. 

There is no question in my mind, Mr. Speaker, as to where his ship is 
floating to-day. There is no question in my mind as to what harbor it 
has entered with fluttering sails and flag floating transcendently beau- 
tiful. Iknow, as you know, as we all know—for it is emblazoned in 
our hearts—that we shall live again. The men who stood with the 
Republic, who fought for it, who made it, the men who died at Lex- 
ington, and those who died with the last shot that was fired at the heart 
of the nation, are living to-day. 

To-day o'er y i 

ASULA EATA MA SE yore. 
No sentinel spirit is sleeping, 

That pickets the line of the shore. 
The voices of music are ringing 

In accents of sweetness abroad : 
The sanctified army is singing 

The praise of America’s God! 

Friend of my early days, companion, counselor, I greet thee; I greet 
thee; I greet thee! 


Mr. PETTIBONE. Mr. Speaker, I ask the indulgence of the House 
for a few moments while I, too, join my voice with those of his older 
associates upon this floor to add my testimony in giving emphasis to 
the sterling and manly character of DupLEY HASKELL. 

My offering of eulogy is very brief and humble, but it certainly is 
heartfelt. Others who knew him longer and more intimately than I 
have given us the details of his life’s story, What I knew about him 
I learned mostly by close observation while he was with us and of us. 
I first knew him in the Union Army. Like myself and all our com- 
rades, he was then a young volunteer. It was during what we of the 
old ‘“‘ Army of the Frontier” called the Prairie Grove campaign. 

Bright, active, brave, and handsome, in the full glory and blush of 


his early and splendid manhood, I seem to see him now as I saw him 
then, when in pride and honor and heart’s devotion he wore unsoiled 
' his country’s uniform of blue. 

It was evident to his comrades in those old days, as it was later to 
those who knew him in this Chamber, that he had courage and integ- 
rity in his heart, as he certainly had power on his brow. 

I next met him on this floor in the first days of the Forty-seventh 
Congress. He impressed me always as few men ever did; and as the 
months wore away close observation convinced me that not only were 
his intellections keen, not only were his powers great, but that his 
heart was pure, and his p patriotic and as stainless as a star. 

How he labored during all of the last session only those can know 
who like my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELETI saw him as, day 
by day, he did a Titan’s work, while we shared in his hopes, convictions, 
and anxiety! 

I waive the question whether or not he was right. I believe he was. 
Yet I sincerely believe he sacrificed his life to the conscientious discharge 
of duty as he understood it, and from sheer overwork he died in the 
stern di of duty! Can eulogy say more than that? 

He believed, with the faith which makes heroesand martyrs, that it 
is alike wise and patriotic to save the American markets for the handi- 
work and the wares of American workmen, in order that comfort and 
plenty may always fill and bless American homes. He believed that 
the laborer is worthy of his hire, and that ‘‘ Peace hath her victories 
no less renowned than war.” 

But, sir, he isdead! The Commonwealth that honored him, as he in 
his integrity certainly served and honored her, now holds all that is 
mortal of our friend. His career on earth is ended, as all careers must 
end! To his widow and now fatherless children he has left a legacy 
rich in the record of a noble life anda spotless name! ‘‘ He was born; 
he died.” That, in brief, is the history of man! 

But, sir, our friend was a most manly man, because he was a Christian 
man. He always was ready to dand be spent in the cause of trath, 
justice, humanity, and that surely is the cause of Christ! 

As I think of him in the plenitude of his power on this floor as a de- 
bater and as a law-maker, and remember that he is gone, the lines of 
Barry Cornwall rise unbidden to memory: 

dawned! Within a curtained room, 


Da: 
Filled to faintness with e, 
A lady lay at point of Peer 


oa closed! <A child had seen the light; 
But for that lady, fair and bright, 


She slumbered in unending night. 


Springs rose! And by her ve so green 
A little boy, with thoughtful mien, 

On summer eves was often seen. 

Years He grew in manly grace, 


passed! 
He mingled in the world’s rough race, 
And won himself a lofty place. 


And then he died. Behold before ye 
Humanity’s poor sum and story, 
Life, death, and all there is of glory! 


Sir, within the sacred precincts of that desolate home in Kansas I 
would not oo to enter an uninvited and an unknown guest. To 
the widow in her weeds, whom I never saw, I can only say, Look up! 
Dear old Whittier has, in his desolation, penned these lines: 

And yet, dear heart! remembering thee, 
Am I not richer than of old? 
Safe in thy gona: ty 
What change can the wealth I hold? 
What chance can mar the pearl and gold 
Thy love hath left in trust with me? 
_ And while in life's late afternoon, 
ere cool and long the shadows grow, 
I walk to meet the ht, which soon 
Shall shape and shadow overflow, 
I can not feel that thou art far, 
Since near at need the angels are, 
And when the sunset gates unbar, 
Shall I not see thee waiting stand, 
And white against the evening star 
The welcome of thy beckoning hand? 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, on the 23d day of March, 1842, Dup- 
LEY CHASE HASKELL was born in the quiet village of Springfield, in 
the State of Vermont, and removing with his parents to the Territory 
of Kansas when but thirteen years old, he grew into a strong, sturdy, 
athletic, vigorous man, and seven years ago, with long strides and strong 
arms, he entered this Chamber to assume the duties and take upon him- 
self the responsibilities of a legislator for this nation. 

How ably he performed those duties and how conscientiously he dis- 
charged those responsibilities has been attested here to-day; and now, 
when he should have been but in the prime of life and in the full vigor 
of his intellect and manhood—when, as life is ordinarily allotted to man, 
he should have been in his seat looking with conscientious solicitude 
after the interests of his constituents and the well-being of his country— 
the busy duties of this House are suspended, the gavel of the Speaker 
is laid aside, and the acrimonious debate is hushed, that all may certify 
tothe worth and honor of the de , and that some may laurel his 
grave with a rhetorical offering of sympathy and affection. 
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That grim messenger which comes but once to man halted Mr. HAS- 
KELL as he was entering Congress for the fourth consecutive term, and 
bade him give up his duties, set aside his aspirations, forego his inter- 
ests, bid farewell to friends and loved ones, quit his scenes of home and 
kindred, and follow him to that silent bourn from which none are per- 
mitted to return to tell us of the departed. Why this was none can 
tell. Why one so young, so devoted to duty, so strong and athletic, so 
capable of work and accomplishing good, so conscientious and fearless 
in the denunciation of wrong and in the advocacy of what he believed 
to be right, so ambitious and desirous of aiding his country and of do- 
ing that which would contribute to the happiness of man, should be 
stricken down and his powers destroyed thus early in his pilgrimage 
none can tell; and why thefinal sammonsshould have been served as he 
was at the vestibule of his usefulness and but rapidly climbing to the 
apex of his power and opportunity is one of the insoluble problems of 
mortal life. But thus it is and ever hath been. 

Going to Kansas when but thirteen years of age from the green hills 
and liberty-loving people of Vermont, he became at once interested and 
aroused for free government on the plains of his newly-adopted home, 
and the aggressions of the slave power and the efforts of the national 
administration to fasten African bon upon the people of the new 
Territory aroused the vehement opposition of his impassioned nature 
and called forth every resistance his young but enthusiastic tempera- 
ment could command. He witnessed the violence and turbulence of 
that contest, and love for freedom and hatred of slavery and human 
bondage grew into every muscle and fiber of his being and became a 
constituent part of his manhood, and when that contest was followed 
by war against his country—when States were shooting from their po- 
litical orbits like erratic meteors from the sky ; when the wild alarm 
of war was sounded and the drum-beat was marshaling the loyal legions 
to stay the fratricidal hands raised for the overthrow of our Govern- 
ment—DvuDLEY C. HASKELL tendered his services to his country, and in 
a humble and subordinate capacity did what he could to nationalize 
liberty, extirpate slavery, and preserve his country. 

But all those days of mingled light and shadow, of hope and fears, 
of great virtues and great sins are gone, and how our hearts should over- 
run with gratitude that the nation needs no more sacrifices for such a 
conflict, but asks now for a common brotherhood, moved by Christian 
Saar and bound together and cemented by good deeds. 

And perhaps in years not far away the vanquished—the South her- 
self—when she shall look with pride upon her enlarged cities and new 
industries and upon her increased millions, rich, free, and happy, as 
her sky is gentle, blue, and propitious, will count among her friends 
those who wore the blue and seemed to her such reckless enemies, as 
they struggled to preserve the Government for freedom and to break 
the chains that held the bondman as a slave. 

When Mr. HASKELL quit the service of his country in the field, he 
went to Williston’s seminary, at Easthampton, Mass., to continue his 
education, and concluded it by a scientifice course at Yale. 

In December, 1865, he was married at Stockbridge, Berkshire County, 
Massachusetts, to Miss Hattie Kelsey, an accomplished and cultured de- 
sondan, of Cotton Mather, who with two little girls are left to survive 


Almost immediately after he was married Mr. HASKELL returned to 
his prate home and engaged in business, buthe took a deep interestin 
local concerns and interests, and in those social, economical, and polit- 
ical problems which lay at the foundation of our Government, and being 
a clear thinker, a ready and aggressive debater, and a courteous and in- 
telligent controversialist, it was not long until he found himself in the 
front rank of local politics, and in 1872 he was elected to the Legisla- 
ture of his State. 

But his political and business experiences have been given by my col- 
league and I will not enlarge upon them. His labors, his growth, his 
accomplishments as a member of the Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, and Forty- 
seventh Congresses are known to many of you and have been commented 
upon to-day. Of temperate habits, of untiring industry, and possessing 
a splendid physical organization, and moved by an honorable ambition 
to excel, he did not realize there was a limit to his powers of endurance 
or to his physical capacity for work, and being poor, he attempted al- 
most unaided to do that which no member of this Chamber can do anc 
live—to run all the errands and look after the wants and correspond 
enoe of a very large and exacting constituency, and yet perform ina 
competent and thoroughly intelligent manner the demanding and mul- 
titudinous duties of this House; and the chair of DUDLEY C. HASKELL 
is vacant to-day and his body moldering in sepulchral dust from over- 
work; crushed by the exacting demands and labor of his position as was 
the Trojan priest of Neptune, Laocoon, and his children, crushed by the 
serpents of Tenedos. 

Throngs gathered in the courts of Hypatia discussing ‘‘ What am I, 
and whence came I?*’ and from that Grecian culture to the present 
the generations have discoursed that more inscrutable question still, 
“ Whither go I?” ‘ 

But not so with him whom we mourn to-day. 

Born of Christian parents, his convictions were formed in early years 
and strengthened with his wth. He believed in the Carpenter of 


Nazareth, in the divinity of Christ, in the immortality of the soul, in 
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the resurrection, and the better life. 
man, the monumental glories we have won, were not given to or 
secured by a race of descendants who trace their genealogy to gibber- 
ing speciniens of the animal kingdom or to the lower strata of animal 
Nfe; but to beings ‘‘ little less than the angels,” who shall find incor- 
ruption and immortality when the corruptible mortal nature is laid 
aside weary and exhausted in the work of life. Mr. HASKELL was but 


To him the accomplishments of 


little given to abstractions and ulations; to him practice was worth 
more than theory, and in the investigation and consideration of the 
economic questions of the day he preferred to ascertain and heed 
results rather than indulge in theorizing and philosophical specula- 
tion regardless of consequences, 

As has been already said, he possessed a fine physique, and when he 
first entered this Chamber he was the picture of health and physical 
vigor. As was eloquently said of him by his pastor in this city in the 
brief exercises had on the morning the cortége moved for his Western 
home, ‘* he was 6 feet 3 inches tall, but every inch a man,” 

Springing from the masses, his sympathies were with the laboring 
people and his heart beat responsive to their importunities; but for all 
he only desired that which was right, and in all the relations of life, as 
day-laborer, as soldier, as scholar, as business man, as politician, as 
statesman, he stood by his convictions, and died as he had lived—an 
honest man, How tersely he expressed this characteristic of his life 
when, in almost the last conversation he had with his devoted friend 
Hon. Ed. H. Smith, of Kansas, who had been clerk of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs—the committee of which Mr. HASKELL was chair- 
tnan—he said, ‘I tell you, Ed., it pays to be honest, and I thank God 
my hands are clean.’’ 

But it was as husband and father that Mr. HaskELLexcelled. Kind 
and devoted, it was at the family hearthstone with wife and little ones 
that heshone resplendent. There he should have been seen and known 
to have heen fnlly appreciated, There his feelings were full of tender- 
ness and his face laughed as with the joys of early life,‘‘ when the 
days are all sunny and the months all June,” and there hearts throb 
for him that now must bleed until they too are sammoned to share with 
him the eestacies of a better land. 

But I will not rend the vail and trespass upon the sanctity of that 
beautiful home-life except to call your attention to the weeping wife 
and desolate children as they sit in the prairie home he loved so.well, 
cherishing the ashes of the departed, and weeping for him who comes 
not. How inexpressibly sad is their condition in weeds and mourning 
these cheerless days of winter when contrasted with that of October 
last, when they left home cheerful, buoyant, hopeful, happy, expecting 
that with a little rest and relaxation in the hills of New England the 
bloom of health would return to his cheeks and elasticity to his steps, 
and they would witness him, as he grew in strength and usefulness 
during this session of Congress, gaining new laurels, achieving new tri- 
umphs, and adding new honors to his already distinguished name. 

For six years I, in common with the people of the second district of 
Kansas, was honored by our Representative upon the floor of this House; 
and as a constituent who knew him well, who respected his integrity 
and worth, who admired his capacity and sincerity, who sympathized 
with him in his political convictions and affiliations, and who com- 
peted with him for the honor of representing the district in the conven- 
tion in which he was first nominated for Congress, I, in conclusion of 
these exercises, pay this feeble tribute to his worth with a tear of sym- 
pathy and regret at our irreparable loss, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolutions. 

The resolutions were nnanimously adopted. 

And, in accordance with the last resolution, the House (at 5 o'clock 
and 15 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and pa; were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Petition for the relief of Harriet Day—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of Robert D. Thorburn, for the removal 
of his political disabilities—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BEACH: Resolutions of the Bricklayers and Masons’ Inter- 
national Union of America, relative to the importation of alien laborers— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BUDD: Petition for the passage of Sumner’s postal-tel h 
bill—te the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. E 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Paj relating to the claim of Thomas P. Mor- 
gan—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COBB: Petition of citizens of Greene County, Indiana, relative 
to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of John Coon Post, No. 99, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of Indiana, relating to the equalization of bounties, 
<< —to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 

ay. 

Also, copy of the resolutions of the live-sto¢k commission dealers at, 
Union Stock-Yards, Chicago, Il].—to the Committee on Agriculture, 


By Mr. CONNOLLY: Petition of M. E. Walker and 99 others, citi- 
zens of Luzerne County, Pennsylvania, for an increase of pension paid to 
widows—to the Select Committee on Paymentof Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay. 

By Mrs. S. COX: Petition of Jacob Zoun and 2 others, of the Brick- 
layers and Masons’ International Union, relative to foreign-labor con- 
tracts—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CRISP: Papers relating to the improvement of Flint River, in 
the State of Georgia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CU TCHEON: Petition of Washington Post, No. 92, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan, asking that a copy of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD be sent to all posts of the Grand Army of 
the Republic—to the Committee on Printing. h 

By Mr. DEUSTER: Thanks of the executive committee of the Lib- 
eral Union of the German Empire—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition against the animal industry bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Papers in the claim of William B. Spencer—to the 
Committeé on Elections. 

By Mr. FIEDLER: Petition of Mr. Barringer and others, of J. W. 
Johnson and others, of Ed. G. Taylor and others, of Gustave Lehlback 
and others, of Edward F. Kohn and others, of J. W. Smith and others, 
of D. R. Frazer and others, of William R. Weeks and others, of John 
T. Foster and others, of E. R. Craven and others, of Amy Duryee Har- 
rison and others, and of William F. Bailey and others, all citizens of 
New Jersey, relative to the Indian policy—severally to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENLEAF: Petition of Levi J. De Laird and William 
P. Hawkins, of Fairport, N. Y., relative to pensions for deaf and dis- 
abled soldiers—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. HURD: Petition of Walter H. Smith, tor compensation, &c.— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Papers relating to the claim of William H. H. 
Kimball—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of citizens of the United States, relative 
to the civil service—to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil 


Service. 

By Mr. MCCORMICK: Resolution of Post No. 242, Grand Army of 
the Republic, and concurred in by McCall Post No. 123, Department of 
Ohio, relative to pensions, &c.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: Papers relating to the bill for the relief of Maj. 
Theodore Eckerson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of W. E. Cullen and 1,464 others, citizens of the Ter- 
ritory of Montana, relative to the reduction of the reservation for the 
Crow Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of William Dye, W. C. Shaw, and 43 
others, relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of citizens of Alexandria Bay, New York, 
for legislation for the relief of shipping—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. PIERCE: Petition of Agnes J. Whicker, forapension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRICE: Memorial of the Wisconsin Horticultural Society 
and the governorof Wisconsin, relative to the New Orleans exposition— 
to the Committee on iculture. 

By Mr. RANKIN: Petition for the relief of the Winnebago Indians— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. W. F. ROGERS: Petition of licensed engineers and pilots of 

alo, N. Y., to change the alien law approved April 17, 1874—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Joseph Hoover and 60 others, members 
of the Grand Army of the Republic, Macy, Ind., relative to the equali- 
zation of bounties—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of James Sayer and 321 others, rel- 
ative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign A fiairs. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Papers relating to the claims of William 
Midkiff, of W. A. Westover, of Henry C. Smith, of Thomas J. Rhodes, 
of John Jackson, and of Jerome McAllister—severally to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the improvement of the French 
Broad River, in North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


bors. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Petition of citizens of Minnesota, relative to 
the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition and resolution of the Knights of Labor 
of District No. 7, Zanesville, Ohio, against the importation of foreign 
labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Paper relating to the claim of William M. 
Morrison—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Joseph Anderson’s legal repre- 
sentatives—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition relating to the claim of Pearson C. Mont- 
gomery—to the same committee. 
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Also, pupers relating tothe claims of Wiley J. Davis, of Lucy E. Dowdy, 
executrix, &c., of Ellen P. Malloy, of Jackson P. Lewis, of R. M. Wright, 
administrator, &c., of Ellen Savage, and of Samuel McKenna—sever- 
ally to the same committee. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 29, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Ine PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of En- 
gineers, submitting a report from Maj. G. L. Gillespie of an examination 
and survey of North River in front of Jersey City and Hoboken, made 
in compliance with the requirements of the river and harbor act of Au- 
gust 2, 1882, to determine what is to permanently deepen the 
channel on the New Jersey side; which, together with the accompany- 
ing report, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in answer to a resolution of the 6th instant, a re- 
port of the Chief of Engineers showing the number, pay, station, and 
duties of civilian engineers employed by the Government. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter, with the accompanyin: 
papers, will be printed and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. CONGER. My recollection is that the inquiry in relation to the 
number, pay, station, and duties of the civil engineers employed by the 
Government had reference to civil engineers engaged on the river and 
harbor improvements of the country. If this reply is in that respect 
it should go to the Committee on Commerce. I do not know particu- 
larly what the report refers to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it refers to civil 

ineers employed on the river and harbor works of the United States, 
and with the consent of the Senate he will change the reference to the 
Committee on Commerce. The Chair was at first under the impression 
that it related to the military establishment proper. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3967) for the establishment of a bureau of animal in- 
dustry, to prevent the exportation of diseased cattle, and to provide 
means for the suppression and extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia and 
other contagious diseases among domestic animals, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I present a petition of the common council of 
Duluth, Minn., praying that an appropriation be made for the improve- 
ment of Duluth Harbor. As the petition sets forth in very compre- 
hensive terms the present facilities of that harbor and its important 
relations to transportation affecting the Northwest, I ask that it be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The petition was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, as follows: 


The common council of Duluth, Minn., respectfully present to the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States Con, 

That the port of Duluth is now the outlet to cheap water transportation for 
the agricultural products of Minnesota and large portions of Iowa, Nebraska, 
and Dakota, and for the mineral products of Montanas and Idaho. 

That besides the saving in freights made on the actual amounts shipped from 
Duluth, the existence of this port fixes the rates at which all competitive lines 
of transportation must carry produce from those States and Territories, and thus 
regulates prices on vast amounts of grain and other articles to the great benefit 
of the whole Northwest. 

That Government improvements at the Sault Sainte Marie River have now ren- 
dered it possible for the largest class of steamers and other vessels to come into 
Lake Superior and carry cargoes to the seaboard at a minimum cost, and if this 
harbor be equally improved, so that these vessels may be loaded to their full ca- 
pacity. the farmers of the Northwest and the consumers in Eastern States will 
then have the fall benefit of those improvements already made by Government 
at Sainte Marie River, Detroit River, and other points on the lake route. 

That a difference of one foot in the depth of the harbor at Duluth permits so 
much additional cargo to be loaded on a vessel that it makes a decided differ- 
ence in freight rates, not only on the 7.900,000 bushels of n shipped from Du- 
luth in 1883, but in many millions transported eastward by other States. No 
appropriation made by Congress can show a greater proportionate return or 
niore far-reaching effects than the one for this harbor. 

We therefore present the following brief statistics, and urge an appropriation 
of the full amount recommended by the engineer in charge for use the present 


season: 

Tonnage of the port of Duluth for 1883. tons... 1,264,494 
Shipments of wheat and wheat reduced to fi -bushels... 9,392,219 
Receipts by lake of return supplies...........-.....---scesseesseseeneesenereeee tons... 508, 460 


This is conclusive proof that the port of Dulu practical value and use 


ulation, and its improvement proper and wise. 


to a great pop 
By order of the council, A 
[SEAL] CHAS. E. BUDDIN, Village Recorder. 
C. H. GRAVES, Mayor. 


Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Balti- 
more, Md., praying for the establishment of a light-ship off Smith’s | 


Island, Cape Charles shoals; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. CONGER. I present the petition of Enoch Ridgway, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying compensation for service rendered the Federal 
Government during the war. As the petition involves a military ques- 
tion, I move that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. GARLAND. I present the petition of John H. Stewart, of Wal- 
nut Ridge, Ark., who says that he was entitled to a bounty under a 
certain act of Congress, but failing to apply for it before the 1st of July, 
1880, he was barred. He asks now that the limitation of such act be 
removed, and that he be declared entitled to the bounty. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. GARLAND. I present a letter addressed to me by W. P. Grace, 
of Pine Bluff, Ark., setting forth certain facts touching the necessity 
of work to be done on the Arkansas River at or near the town of Pine 
Bluff. It states facts that make it become properly a petition or me- 
morial. I ask that it may be considered as a petition for the purpose 
of its reference to the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas presents 
a paper, the nature of which he has stated, for reference to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. If there be no objection it will’ be received and 


so referred. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I present the official report of the proceedings at 
a meeting of Sion S. Post, No. 40, ent of Indiana, Grand Army 
of the Republic, located at Fort Wayne, Ind., demanding the equaliza- 
tion of bounties and other measures of relief which they specify, and I 
ask the reference of the paper to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the paper the Senator from In- 


diana present a petition ? 
Mr. VOORHEES. It is the official proceedings of the post, addressed 
to me. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks unan- 
imous consent to present the official proceedings of the Grand Army 
post that he has named, for reference to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. If there be no objection the paper will be received and so 


referred. 

Mr. HALE. I present resolutions in the nature of a memorial to 
Congress, though not exactly in proper form, adopted by the Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Maine, in favor of certain legis- 
lation in regard to pensions and bounties, which I ask may be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unan- 
imous consent to present a paper on the subject of pensions and bounties, 
the nature of which he has stated. If there be no objection it will 
be received and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, GROOME presented additional papers to accompany the bill (S. 
578) for the relief of Dennis W. Mullan; which were referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 820) to authorize the Oregon Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany to construct one or more bridges across the Willamette River, in 
the State of Oregon, and to establish them as post-roads, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Territories, to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 1682) to enable the people of 
that part of the Territory of Dakota south of the forty-sixth parallel 
of north latitude to form a constitution and State government and for 
the admission of the State into the Union on an equal footing with the 
original States, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and, on motion of Mr. HARRISON, recommitted to the Committee on 
Territories. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
Senate Executive Document No. 25, Forty-eighth Congress, first session, 
was referred, and in to which they reported the bill (S. 1581) 
to provide for the disposal of abandoned and useless military reserva- 
tions, have instructed me to report amendments to that bill, which 


‘have been suggested in consequence of a report from the Secretary of 


the Interior and the Commissioner of the General Land Office. I ask 
that the amendments, with the accompanying report, be printed, as 
offered by the committee, to accompany the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be printed, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 812) for the relief of certain citizens of the United 
States and occupants of lands within one mile of the military post of 
Camp Independence, Inyo County, California, have instructed me to 
report it back to the Senate and ask that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill, because the committee have 
already reported a Senate bill providing for the disposition of abandoned 
and useless military reservations. I move that the bill be indefinitely 


postponed. 
~ The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2309) to authorize the Secretary of War to cause 


the remains of Capt. Walter Clifford, deceased, to be rted to his 
late place of residence, and making appropriation therefor, have in- 
structed me to report it back with a request that the bill and accom- 
panying papers be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

This is done in consequence of the recommendations of the Secretary 
of War and the course of the Senate in similar cases. The Adjutant- 
General in a report to the Secretary of War says: 

Since 1878 Congress has authorized and pona for the transportation of the 
remains of deceased officers in the following cases : 

First. The act making appropriation for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment, approved June 20, 1378, appropriated $5,000 for disinterring and removing 
to national military cemeteries the remains of officers of the Army who fell in 
battle or died on the frontier and whose remains have not been removed to the 


States. 

Second. The act making appropriation for the sundry civil expenses of the 
Government, a ved March S 1979 appropriated $300 for the transportation to 
Jacksonville, IlI., of the remains of Lieut. William L. English, Seventh Infantry, 
who died at r Lodge, Mont., of wounds received in action with Indians. 

Third, The act of Congress approved February 17, 1880, appropriated $1,000 for 
the transportation from Fort Brown, Tex.,to West Point, N. Y., of the remains 
of Maj. Gen, George Sykes, colonel Twentieth Infantry. 

Fourth. The act of Congress approved January 31, 1884, authorized the pay- 
ment from the sppeoprietion for contingencies of the Army of the expenses of 
removal of the remains of the late Major-General Ord from Havana, Cuba, to 
Washington, D. C. 


The committee report back the bill and ask that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations with a recommendation that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations insert in the proper bill an appropriation 
sufficient to accomplish this purpose, because if Congress assumes juris- 
diction to pass upon individual cases of this kind we shall be flooded 
with from ten to fifteen, twenty or thirty each year asking for special 
legislation, and they can all be amply provided for on the appropria- 
tion bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Military Affairs 
will be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and it will 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations if there be no objection. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 91) for the relief of the trustees of Isaac R. 
Trimble, reported it withoutamendment and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1311) vacating all that por- 
tion of the Fort Randall military reservation, in the Territory of Da- 
kota, lying east of the Missouri River, to report it adversely and move 
its indefinite nement. I will state for the information of the 
Senator who introduced the bill [Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin] that 
the committee report it adversely not because they are opposed to the 
action contemplated, but simply because the committee have already 
reported a general bill for all abandoned reservations. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be postponed indefinitely. 
Mr. LOGAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Affairs, 


to whom was referred a letter of the Secretary of War, recommending 
that the sum of $15,000 be appropriated for the purchase of land near 
Atlanta, Ga., on which it is proposed to erect buildings and establish a 
military post, $100,000 being asked for this purpose, to report it from 
that committee with a recommendation that the letter be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and that that committee grant the 
request, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Military Affairs 
will be discharged from the further consideration of the subject and the 
letter will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4971) making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885, and for other purposes, to report it with amendments. I give 
notice to the Senate that I shall call the bill up the first opportunity 
after it is printed and shall ask the consideration of it. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1553) to remove the charge of desertion against 
David Wood, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 869) to vacate an alley in square 234 in 
the city of Washington, reported it without amendment. 


SOUTHERN CYCLONE SUFFERERS. 


Mr. RANSOM. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to report back to the Senate the joint resolution (S. R. 65) for the 
celief of sufferers by the storm of February 19, 1884, in the States of 
Palas Carolina, Georgia, and Alabama, and appropriating $100,000 there- 
or. 

I wish tf say to the Senate that upon a very careful consideration of 
this resolution by the committee, at the request of the committee tele- 
grams were sent to the governors of the different States mentioned in 
the resolution and to other persons in those States supposed to be best 
acquainted with all the incidents of the storm and the subsequent suf- 
fering. These telegrams from the governors of those States and from 
other hest-informed persons developed the fact that while the destruc- 


| 


tion of life and property was very great and while the suffering has 
been extreme and intense with certain communities in those States and 
along the track of the storm and there is still great suffering, that suf- 
fering and peril in the judgment of the committee is not of that wide- 
spread, transcendent, and paramount character of impending ruin which 
bafiles all local individual, municipal, and State relief and demands for 
the preservation of its citizens the intervention of the Government. 
Under that state of facts as developed by those tel the commit- 
tee have instructed me to report the joint resolution back to the Senate. 

I can not let the occasion pass without saying that while I trust I was 
prompted by a becoming and proper impulse to introduce the resolu- 
tion, it is certainly becoming and proper now that the country should 
know at the earliest SRRA moment that Congress will not take steps 
for the relief of those afflicted people; and I do this so that that t 
charity which has been so nobly exerted in their behalf, private and 
charity along that line of ruin and in those States, may not be suspended 
or halted in its good work. 

I hope I may be permitted to say herein regard to the people in those 
States, in this great ordeal of intense suffering and almost ruin, ran 
unusual dearth of crops in the last year and after many years of yet 

ter calamity, that their example of self-denial and self-resolution 
and self-dependence in this sternest trial must command the admiration 
of their countrymen everywhere. 

I may be carried away sometimes by enthusiasm for my own people, 
but when we look at what has taken place with the people of North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and Alabama, and see their firm 
resolution to abide their fate and resist the temptation to come to Con- 
gress for relief, even when an effort has been made to give it to them, 
it does remind me of the best days of Fabricius and Regulus and of 
that great Athenian who sacrificed everything that he might stand by 
his principles. 

I hope in the vicissitudes which may come—which I trust will not 
come but may come—upon the different sections of this le 
that this noble example of the people of four Southern States will be a 
lesson to be followed by communities richer and more powerful but 
which have not been more afflicted. 

I have to thank the Committee on Appropriations, being a member 
of it, forthe very careful consideration they have manifested toward me 
and my people in their examination of this question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition does the Senator 
from North Carolina desire to have made of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. RANSOM. It may be laid on the table or indefinitely post- 


poned. 
Mr. GARLAND. As well as I could hear the pemarks made by the 
Senator from North Carolina in reporting the joint resolution back, I 
take it that the committee acted simply upon the ground that they did 
not consider from the information they had that there was a necessity 
for the interposition of Congress for the relief of these people. 

Mr. RANSOM. Iwill say to my friend from Arkansas that I at- 
tempted to make that very clear. 

Mr. GARLAND. That is what I understood. I do not understand 
the Senator as representing that the committee reported that they 
thought Congress had no authority to make this appropriation. 

Mr. RANSOM. Very, very far from it, sir. 

Mr. GARLAND. Because, whatever action is taken upon it, I do not 
want it to go out of the Senate or to be tabled or ned with any 
idea that I agree to the notion that Congress has not got the authority 
to make this appropriation. I think Congress has, and I was in hopes 
that we should geta favorable report from the committee, so that when 
that question came up it could be established that we have the power. 

I do not wish to interfere with the disposition of the joint resolution 
of the Senator from North Carolina, but I wish to say that taking the 
report of the committee as it is made upon his statement, I am will- 
ing that it shall be indefinitely postponed; but if it should go upon 
the other proposition, I could not consent to the action until I should 
be heard upon it. 

Mr. RANSOM. I could not consistently, after having introduced the 
joint resolution, have made a report from the committee which would 
have condemned the principle on which I introduced it. I know this 
is not the time to discuss the constitutionality or the propriety of such 
ameasure. Whenever that time shall come, in my judgment and I 
believe in the judgment of the Committee on Appropriations, there 
can be but one opinion on that question, sustained by a line of prece- 
dents from the beginning of the Government to this hour, and that is, 
that whenever in the judgment of Congress there is such widespread 
distress and suffering and such imminent and impending ruin to the 
people of any section of this country that local-and State aid cannot re- 
lieve it, it is the duty of the Government to save the lives of their peo- 
ple. In my judgment the power is unquestioned, but there should be 
the test discretion and an undoubted necessity in its exercise. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the joint 
resolution will be indefinitely postponed. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT LIBRARY. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Iam instructed by the Committee ou Printing, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 1199) to amend an act entitled “An act 
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to amend an act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, 
and for other purposes,’ ” approved June 20, 1878, to report it without 
amendment, to recommend its passage, and to ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, It amends the act approved June 20, 
1878, by adding to the clause relating to the binding of books for the 
Departments of the Government, after the words ‘' Co’ ional Li- 
brary,” the words: ‘‘ Nor to the library of the Navy Department;’’ so 
as to read: ‘‘An act making appropriations for sundry civil ex of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and for other 

urposes, approved June 20, 1878, be, and the same is hereby, amended 

uy adding to the clause of said act relating to the binding of books for 

the ents of the Government, after the words ‘Congressional 

Library,’ the following words: ‘Nor to the library of the Navy De- 
ent.’ n 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to the bill, but if I understand its 
provisions, should they not apply to the libraries of all the Depart- 
ments? It relates to the manner of binding books? 

Mr. ANTHONY. It relates to the manner of binding books. Ithas 
already been applied to the Library of Congress, to the library of the 
State Department, to the library of the Patent-Office Bureau, and Ibe- 
lieve to the libraries of several other Departments. The object of the 
measure is to remove a restriction upon binding books for the libraries 
of the Departments. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I understand. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The present law forbids the binding of any books 
except in a peculiar way, in cloth, and that is found to be altogether 
insufficient for books of reference. Moreover there are numbers of se- 
ries of books that are already bound in a particular way, and it is desir- 
able that the style of binding should be continued in the numbers of 
the same series for the present and the future. 

Mr. ALLISON. I quite that the bill ought to pass. I only 
suggest to the Senator that it might be well to enlarge it so as to apply 
te all the Departments; but I do not press that view. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think we might as well wait until the other De- 
partments ask for it. It already applies to several of the Departments, 
I think to most of them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Since the attention of the Senate is called to the 
object of the bill, I would rather have it lie over, for the reason that my 
attention has been called to the fact that in several bureaus and Depart- 
ments of the Government the power to bind books for their libraries 
was grossly abusedat onetime. It was very largely abused by binding 
in the most expensive manner, binding special copies of the ordinary 
reports of Congress, which are very rarely read after the first year. It 
was abused in several of the subordinate bureaus of the Departments. 
Attention was called to it, and Congress checked that abuse. If this 
o the door again to allow the head of a bureau or the librarian in 

rge of one of the Department libraries to order books to be bound 
in an unusually expensive manner, as was done, it ought to be corrected. 
While a reasonable latitude ought to be allowed, it seems to me there 
ought to be some limitation on the power of the head of a bureau or 
even the head of a Department as to binding documents for presenta- 
tion copies, for eas in an unusually expensive manner. I should 
like to look at the bill, as it is just reported, so that if any amendment 
is necessary I may offer it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think my friend from Ohio will find that no 
amendment of that kind is necessary. This bill does not open the abuse 
ı which formerly prevailed and which he very properly rebukes, of bind- 
ing expensively ordinary documents for presentation copies; but it ap- 
plies only to books for the libraries of Departments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not for distribution ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Not for distribution; only for the libraries of De- 

ments. j 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is, the libraries kept in the Departments ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. The libraries kept in the Departments, books for 
the purpose of reference, to which constant reference is made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that at all. 

Mr. ANTHONY. That is all the bill applies to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Onthestatement made by the Senator from Rhode 
Island that the bill only sopie to books kept for the benefit of the De- 
parata libraries and not for distribution and only the ordinary copies 

r the libraries, I have no objection to it and will let it pass. I will 


not ask that the bill go over. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a; 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1683) for the relief of Lieut. N. 
C. Ridenour; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1684) for the relief of Clement 
A. Lounsberry; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
paying papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oads. 
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Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1685) for the relief of Edmund 
Wolf; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 1686) to amend an act au- 
thorizing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River oppo- 
site toor within the corporate limits of Nebraska City, Nebr., approved 
June 4, 1872; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I presented a petition some time ago from J. 
Madison Cutts, asking to be restored to the Army and placed upon the 
retired-list with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, and with it the draught 
of a bill, which went with the petition and papers to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. At his request I introduce the bill in form, so that it 
may be printed. 

The bill (S. 1687) authorizing the President to appoint and retire J. 
Madison Cutts as a lieutenant-colonel, United States Army, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1688) for the relief of Geo: 
W. Osborne; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORRILL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1689) for the relief 
of J. B. Fletcher; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1690) to incorporate the Interoceanic 
Ship Railway Company, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. GORMAN, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of E. H. Wardwell be withdrawn from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. MORRILL, it was 

Ordered, That the papers on the files of the Senate in the case of George W, 
Saulpaw be referred to the Committee on ms. 

PORTRAIT OF ZACHARY TAYLOR. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I submit the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be, and it is hereby, instructed to 
inquire into the propriety and ae recap ead of purchasing the portrait of Zachary 
Taylor, late President of the United States, now the propeny. of his daughter, 
Mrs. Dandridge, and in the custody of the Corcoran Art Gallery. 

; The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. PLATT. Iask the Senator who presented the resolution to make 
some explanation respecting it. for the reason that I find in the room 
of the Committee on Patents, the committee of which I have the honor 
to be chairman, a portrait of Zachary Taylor, I do not know by whom 
painted or when placed there. I presume that is not the portrait to 
which the resolution refers. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In answer to the Senator from Connecticut I will 
simply state that I have been informed by very excellent people that 
there is a likeness of General Taylor, the property of Mrs. Dandrid 
formerly Mrs. Bliss, his daughter, in the Corcoran Art Gallery at this 
time. The portrait of General Taylor now at the White House is re- 
garded as a very inferior work of art and does him very great injustice. 
The resolution simply directs the Committee on the Library to inquire 
into the expediency and propriety of purchasing the portrait which is 
indicated by the resolution, but I can not answer the Senator from 
Connecticut about the portrait in the foom of the Committee on Pat- 
ents. I did not know there was one there. I will take great pleas- 
ure in visiting the room and seeing it. This is a harmless resolution, 
directing the inquiry to be made. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

THE JACKSON PAPERS. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Whereas a large and valuable collection of original manuscri nos was 
confided by General Andrew Jackson in his life e to Amos Kendall for the 
of enabling said Kendall to prepare a history of General Jack- 


purpose 
son and his times, conditioned also that if the said Kendall should fail to ac- 
complish the work indicated then said papers were to pass into the hands of 
Francis P. Blair, sr., for the same purpose ; and 

Whereas said Kendall did not prepare said history, and said Papers passed at 
his death into the custody of said Blair, according to the directions made by 
General Jackson; and 

Whereas the said Blair also failed to execute the work intrusted to his care, 
leaving said papers atthe time of his death unused and unpublished: There- 


re, 

Beit resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instructed to inquire into 
the propriety and expediency of purchasing said collection of papers from Gen- 
eral J: n’s legal heirs, and having the same edited and published asthe prop- 
erty of the Government for the use of the Congressional! Library. 


AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS, 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which Was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resol: Thatthe Secretary of State be, and he hereby is, directed to furnish to 
the Senate at his earliest convenience— 

First. A statement of all information in his Department derived from corre- 
spondence with the representatives of this Government in foreign countries, or 
otherwise, regarding the average amount of wheat, rye, corn, and cotton pro- 


- 


1884. 
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Som E Hoge alae 
vely, surplus, 
Second. The amount produced neach € 
with the probable surplus or deficiency therein during that crop year. 

Third. The probable requirements of such products from this country to meet 
the necessities of such countries, aa takie A before the crops of 1884 are ready 
to market. Also any other information in ion of interest to American 
producers and consumers regarding the qu ns referred toin this resolution, 
and ially whether political or other ao in or between foreign 
countries, or other causes of like character, are likely to occur in the near future 
calculated to influence the market value of American produce or its cost to con- 


sumers. 
Fourth. To furnish the amounts herein asked for in bushels as per American 
measurement. 


, therein at the end of the crop year 1882. 
of such countries from the crops of 1883, 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled joint 
resolution (H. Res. 186) for the relief of Frank Galt; and it was there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore. 

ADDITIONAL STEEL VESSELS. 


Mr. HALE. It isso near 1 o’clock that I think nothing can be done 
before that time with the Calendar. I move therefore that we proceed 
with the consideration of the unfinished business of yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 698) to authorize 
the construction of additional steel vessels for the Navy. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Jones] to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the amendment of the Senator from New 
Jersey be read and then the amendment of the Senator from Florida. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments referred to will be 
read, first that Fs se by the Senator from New Jersey on the left of 
the Chair [Mr. SEWELL] and second that proposed by the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. JoNES] to the amendment of the Senator from New Jer- 
sey. 

The SECRETARY. The amendmentof Mr. SEWELL was to add as an 
additional section the following: 


Sec. 3. That the vessels authorized this act shall be constructed at one or 
more of the most suitable navy-yards of the Government, under the su on 
of the popa officers of the Navy: 7 Thatthe Secretary of the Navy may 
be authorized by the President to procure the machinery for said vessels from 
parties engaged in the business of constructing naval machinery, the lowest 
responsible bidder to be accepted, after three months’ advertisement in the prin- 
cipal newspapers of New York, Philadelphia, Boston, and San Francisco, pay- 
ments to be e as the work progresses; but at no time shall it amount to 
within 25 per cent. of the value of the work and material, which amount of the 
contract price shall be retained by the Secretary of the Navy until final comple- 
tion and acceptance of the contract. 

The amendment to the amendment is to add: 


ing navy- yards, under the direotion of the President of the United States, to wit, 
ra u on 0! 0! e 
Tana Laa Mare Island, Norfolk, Pensacola, Washington, and Brooklyn. zi 

Mr. HALE. I only wish to say a word. I do not think that many 
Senators on reflection will decide to vote for the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. ip haber Y The upshot of that would be 
that as a first movement hundreds of thousands of dollars would need 
to be expended upon the navy-yards in order to put them in condition 
to do this work. Hundreds and thousands of men would need to be 
employed on those navy-yards in the preliminary work necessary before 
a single blow could be struck in the way of building the hulls of these 
ships, for we have never with one exception built an iron ship in our 
navy-yards; it is all a new and untried field and involves great expend- 
iture. To say nothing of the delays that would result from this, the 
increased expenditure would be enormous. And there is one other con- 
sideration that I wish to present to Senators—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator from Maine permit me 
toask himaquestion? Does it not simply the option for build- 
ing these vessels? It simply provides that the President may do the 
work at the navy-yards. 

Mr. HALE. Iwas going tosay that under the | gos law and under 
the amendment adopted yesterday to regulate and control the building 
the discretion is left to the President to utilize the navy-yards so far as 
he may deem it advisable and judicious. He has thatauthority already, 
as I explained yesterday to the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]; 
but if thisamendment should prevail it would have the effect of an ex- 
pression of the Senate in favor of that policy, and would undoubtedly 
leave the Executive in no such untrammeled condition as he is now, 
and I do not want that done. 

The other consideration that I was going to present to Senators is 
this: For the last year or two certainly un attempt has been faithfully 
made to keep these navy-yards apart from any of the complaints or scan- 
dals or alleged scandals against them in years past. There has been 
complaint, I do not say whether ill-founded or well-founded, of these 
yards being used for political p Now, I do not want in this 
year, a Presidential year, that there shall be any oporanig left for 
men to find fault in this regard. I would be glad if these navy-yards 
for the whole of the season coming could be found with only a few men 
there necessary todo the routine work of the repairing that is necessary 


rted from, and imported into such countries, each re- | 


to the boats and of keeping up the themselves and no more than 
that; for I do know that if theseships are put into these yards and the 
yards have to be fitted up, with hundreds and thousands of men in them, 
there will be no end to the complaints that will be made. The Secre- 
tary may do his best and may try not to be controlled by political in- 
fluences and may not be controlled by political influences, but the bur- 
den of complaint will be heard everywhere that the yards are being 
used for political purposes. 

I trust, as Isaid in the beginning, that but few Senators, on reflection, 
will hamper this bill by the amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator means the amendment of the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

Mr. HALE. Yes,sir; the amendment of the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, it seems to me that the ar- 
gument against building these vessels in the Government navy-yards is 
just about as strong as the argument I heard advanced a few days ago 
against having them built by an individual; that somebody is appre- 
hensive that some scandal will ensue. 

Now, sir, I for one am in favor of building all the war vessels that 
any Senator here will introduce a bill for within the surplus money in 
the Treasury of the United States, I would vote to-day to expend the 
last dollar not required for the actual support of this Government to 
construct a navy, but I would like to hear some other reason advanced 
against building these ships in the navy-yards than that some one is 
afraid that somebody or some party will be scandalized by it. 

I care not, sir, whether Mr. Roach shall build them or whether they 
shall be built at Pensacola or at Norfolk; but I do think that we might 
give the option to the Secretary of the Navy, or to somebody else if you 
please, to construct these vessels in the navy-yards or by contract. I 
can not see why we should be confined to either one or the other, con- 
tract or the navy-yards. Letus have both. I shall vote for theamend- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey, and I can not see wherein it will 
affect the purpose of this bill, which if it means anything means the 
construction of a navy. That is cue only matter that is before the Sen- 
ate, whether we shall or shall not construct these vessels; and if we 
shall, then the other questionis, asraised by that amendment, whether 
the Government can do it herself or whether we must be confined to the 
contract system. I can see no harm to ensue, I can see nothing that 
can hurt this bill, by the adoption of the amendment of the Senator 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SEWELL] had to go home to-day and he left a request that I would 
take his amendment in charge. I had not yesterday expressed a posi- 
tive opinion that the amendment would be wise in the form in which 
the Senator from New Jersey presented it. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] yesterday called the attention 
of the Senate to the existing statutes, in two laws passed by thé last 
Congress, giving authority to build the vessels that are now under con- 
struction and also prescribing the manner in which they shall be con- 
structed. I then thought, and I think still, that it is unfortunate that 
the committee did not re-embody those statutes, so far as they are ap- 
plicable to the proposed work, in the bill, so that the Senate might have 
an opportunity to modify those statutes in such form as experience has 
indicated to be necessary. Iam now having those statutes copied with 
a view of having them inserted in this bill, so that when this bill be- 
comes a law, if it ever shall, you can take it by its four corners and 
understand how much of the law, and in what form, is applicable to 
the proposed building of these war vessels. 

I concur in the opinion expressed in this amendment hy the Senator 
from New Jersey, not only that our navy-yards are capable of being 
very easily adapted to the building of iron or steel ships, but also that 
itis our duty at least to fit up one of them, if no more, for that pur- 
pose, putting in them all the necessary machinery and appliances for 
the building of at least the hulls of these ships. I wou!d extend italso 
to the machinery of the vessels. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, the Secretary of the Navy, the ad- 
visory board, and all others concerned in promoting the present plan of 
building these ships seem entirely to have ignored an inquiry into the 
real capacity of our navy-yards for their construction, As I remarked 
yesterday in calling attention to the brief observations of Admiral 
Porter, they were all that I could find in the testimony accompanying 
the report of the committee upon the subject of the capacity of the navy- 
yards for the construction of these ships. I think, sir, that I may as- 
sume that no real inquiry has been made into that subject by the com- 
mittee, and that we are left here now to what I consider a rather un- 
certain declaration of the chairman of that committee in charge of the 
bill as to what would be the cost of fitting up the navy-yards, or some 
of them, for the purpose of constructing these ships. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Alabama will permit me to in- 
terrupt him just there, I will state to him a conversation that I had 
with the Chief of the Bureau of Construction and Repair, Mr. Wilson. 
Not as apron ng the committee in any way, bnt in the course of a 
conversation with him, I referred to the subject-matter which the Sen- 
ator is now discussing. I asked him the direct question whether or not 
there were one or two or more navy-yards belonging to the United States 
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where a ship could be completed out and out. 


His reply to me was 
that there wasnosuch navy-yard. I then asked him the question what 
amount of money it would require to put the navy-yards in a condition 


to build the ships from beginning to end, and he said in reply that he 
thought with $150,000 he could buy the tools necessary to build aship 
for the Navy. Although this is unofficial, I have no doubtitis entirely 
trustworthy; and so it seems that there is not a navy-yard to-day in 
the United States where a ship can be built from beginning to end. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, there are no special facilities in our 
navy-yards for the fastening together of the hulls of steel or iron ships. 
It requires, I am told, a peculiar sort of riveting machinery, and it 
requires some machinery also to punch the plates which we perhaps 
are not provided with, though I saw a very splendid punch the other 
day at the navy-yard here, quite new, and that could not have cost 
less I think than $20,000. 

Now, sir, what I was remarking upon, and I think I might remark 
upon it also in the nature of a complaint against the Navy Department 
at least, was the fact that no information has been given to the Senate 
of an official character, nor has any evidence been extracted from any 
man who was before the Committee on Naval Affairs, to show us what 
would be the cost, for instance, of fitting up the Norfolk navy-yard so 
that iron and steel ships could be built there. 

Mr. BUTLER. This gentleman said $150,000 would buy the tools. 

Mr. MORGAN. I speak now of official information. I am very glad 
to accept the statement of the Senator from South Carolina, based on 
that of Mr. Wilson, that it would cost $150,000 to fit up—I will take it 
that the Norfolk navy-yard could be fitted up for that purpose with that 
sum of wE 

Now, sir, I insist that it is the duty of Congress to make that ex- 
penditure, whether a ship shall ever be built there or not; and that 
because it gives us the advan of having the navy-yards compete in 
the market with Mr. Roach and Mr. Cramp; and by looking at the ap- 
propriation bills under which the Chicago and the other ships are now 
being constructed the Senate will see that no one is permitted to take 
a contract for the building of these ships unless at the time that the 
contracts are let he has a ship-yard equipped in every particular 
for the building of these ships. Nothing is lett open by thatact to the 
enterprise of capitalists or mechanics or ship-builders in the prepara- 
tion necessary to put any ordinary ship-yard into condition to build 
these ships. I read the language of the law: 


And the Secretary of the Navy is authorized to coustruct said vessels and pro- 
cure their armamentata total cost for each not exceeding the amounts estimated 
by the naval advisory board in said report, and in the event that such vessels 
or any of them shall be built by contract, such building shall be under con- 
tracts with the lowest and best nsible bidder or bidders, made after at least 


respo 
sixty days’ advertisement, published in five of the leading newspapers of the 


United States, inviting proposals for constructing said vessels, subject to all such 
rules, regulations, superintendence, and provisions as to bonds and security for 
the due completion of the work as the Secretary of the Navy shall prescribe; 
and no such vessel shall be accepted unless completed in strict conformity with 
the contract, with the advice and assistance of the naval advisory board, and 
in all respects in accordance with the provisions of the act of August 5, ex- 
cept as they are hereby modified; and the authority to construct the same shall 
has a effect at once; and the Secretary of the Navy may, in addition to the a 
ropriation hereby made, apply to the constructing and finishing of the vesse 
n this clause referred to any balance of the appropriation made tothe Bureaus 
of Construction and Repair and Steam-Enginecring for the current fiscal year 
or in the present act which may remain available for that pu : Provided, 
That ho shall utilize the national navy-yards, with the m nery, tools, and 
appliances belonging to the Government there in use in the buil of said 
ps, or any parts thereof, as fully and to as great an extentas the same can be 
done with advantage to the Government, , 


The other act which is referred to in this bill provides that these con- 
tracts shall be let out to those who have ship-yards already fully 
equipped for the purpose of constructing these iron or steel ships. 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. MORGAN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAXEY. The amendment proposed authorizes the Secretary 
of the Navy to proceed upon either of two methods of constructing the 
vessels, one through the Government navy-yards and the other by pri- 
vate contract. Now if it be the policy of the Government to recon- 
struct our navy-yards, which are in a dilapidated condition, would it 
not be best to strike out the last method? Or if it be the policy to let 
the ships out to private contract, would it not be best to strike out the 
first, to strike out the clause as to navy-yards? If we intend to adopt 
the policy of building our own ships in our own yards, we had better 
limit it to that. If it is our policy to abandon the navy-yards, we had 
better do so expressly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, it is not fora man as uninformed as I 
am about naval construction to give any satisfactory answer to the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Texas. I can only say this, that as a busi- 
ness transaction the Governmentof the United States ought to be a com- 
petitor for the building of these ships, and in order to become a com- 
petitor it must be prepared to build them. To do that we must make 
some appropriation to the navy-yards, and I was proceeding to show how 
the two laws under which these ships are being constructed first placed 
the power of making the contract only in the hands of those who had 
ship-yards fully equipped for the purpose, and secondly under the section 
of the law which I have just read how the Secretary of the Navy is 
authorized, as I understand it, to take the machinery out of any navy- 


yard in the United States and lend it to these contractors for the pur- 
pose of building their ships under private contract. 

That is a very liberal provision, but it all cuts against the United 
States, it all puts the United States entirely out of the market as a con- 
structor of naval vessels; and why so? The Senator from Maine in- 
forms us in a very general statement that the cost of equipping one of 
these navy-yards for he purpose of building the hulls of iron or steel 
ships would be very enormous. Now it might bein the imagination of 
the Senator from Maine very enormous, and yet to a ship-constructor it 
might be a very small sum. The Senator from South Carolina informs 
us that Mr. Wilson, the chief naval constructor, says it would cost $150, - 
000 to provide the necessary equipment to put one of these yards in a 
condition to build these ships. 

Mr. BUTLER. I said that Mr. Wilson had informed me that it 
would require $150,000 to buy the necessary tools. I do not know that 
he intended that to include the entire preparation for the building of 
the ships, but he said that it would require that much money to pro- 
vide the tools, as he expressed it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, Mr. President, where we have a navy-yard 
constructed as the one at Norfolk or the one at Washington or the one 
at Pensacola for the express purpose of building ships, yards at which 
ships have been built, with ship-houses, with ways already provided, 
with all the necessary appliances of docks for taking the vessels out of 
the water, raising them upon the scaffolding, -putting them in position 
to be built or to be repaired—where we have all these, it seems to me 
idle that we should throw them away or let them lie useless and rot 
when by an outlay of $150,000 for the purchase of machinery, and I 
will say $50,000 more, making it $200,000 for the repair and readjust- 
ment of those ways and docks and yards—it would be idle and worse 
than idle for us to throw away these advan and to retire from com- 
petition in the market in respect of the building of these ships, and 
then to leave it, as we have done under our statutes, to the option of 
only two or three gentlemen in the United States who are qualified 
under the law to make contracts for the building of ships. 

Now, are there any two yards in the United States, except those of 
Mr. Cramp and Mr. Roach, where an iron or a steel ship can be built ? 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator look at 58 of the report of the 
Secretary of the Navy and accompanyin; domiunesnta? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not got that before me. I shall be glad to 
receive the statement of the Senator from Maine about it. 

Mr. HALE. I know the Senator is desirous of getting at what are 
the real facts. In the documents accompanying the Secretary's report, 
upon page 54, there is the form of proposals sent out, in which it is 
stated: 

Proposuls will be received either from: American ship-builders whose ship- 
yace are fully equipped for building or repairing iron and steel steamships, or 

rom constructors of marine engines, machinery, and boilers, Satisfactory evi- 
dence that the bidders are such builders or constructors must accompany the 
proposals or be submitted to the Department in advance. 

These vessels are to be built in accordance with all the requirements of the 
acts of Congress of August 5, 1882, and March 3, 1883. 

The statutes to which the Senator refers. Then following is a list of 
the proposals that were made for each of the ships, the Chicago, the At- 
lanta, the Boston, and the Dolphin, and in each case there were four bids: 


Tabular statement of proposals for the construction of the steam steel cruisers 
Chicago, Boston, and Allanta, and the dispatch-boat Dolphin. 
CHICAGO. 
No. 1. The Harlan & Hollingsworth Company, iron-steamship build- 


ers, Wile toate Vel TAR $1, 120, 000 


No, 2. The Wi Cramp & Son's Ship and Engine Buildin, 

pany, Philadelphia, Pa... 1, 080, 000 
No. 3. ©. H. Delamater, Delamater [ror wW 1, 163, 000 
No. 4. John Roach, Morgan Iron Works, New York city, N. 839, 

ATLANTA, 

No. 5. The Harlan & Hollingsworth Company, iron-steamship build- 

era, Wilmington, Del.........0s.00ssesessssasncnseuscvonsceasnncvensaevpsonssusssesgavarss 775, 000 
No. 6. The William Cramp & Son's Ship and Engine Building Com- 


pany, Philadelphia; Pacis. sisis.cscecssssccsseressdssoasssssotssseesenvysese snus 
No. 7. John Roach, Morgan Iron Works, New York city, N. Y t 
No. mae F. Palmer, jr., & Co., Quintard Iron Works, New York 


`. 


BOSTON 


No. 9. The Harlan & Hollingsworth Company, iron-steamship build- 

MRE PP SIBENRCOND SIGN: spa docachtiues ad cog ov donee cee ET eouds wos pbaces toe 777,000 
No. 10. The William Cramp & Son's Ship and Engine Building Com- 

pany, Philadelphia, Pa......... YEIN 650, 000 


No. 11. John Roach, Morgan Iron Works, New York city, N.Y 
No, 12. Harrison Loring, 5 EAI AELE IE Gh coicav ech abe EEY. 


DOLPHIN. 
No. 13. The William Cramp & Son's Ship and Engine Building Com- 
pes AS EP Sh ee re eee es 
No. 14. John Roach, Morgan Iron Won NEN York sitye N.Y 
No, 15, Theodore Allen and Anthony H. Blaisdell, constitutin: 
firm of Allen & Blaisdell, Saint Louis, Mow... 0.0... sea sss csecseeseree see sees 
No. 16. Henry Ashton Ramsay, of the firm of H. A. Ramsay & Co., 
POURRAIT e OE ra a Mr A E E RA ANa Aane 


So that there were four actual bids by responsible parties for this 


work. It does not rest with any two yards in the country, as has evi- 
dently been the impression, for here were bids made by very responsi- 
ble and very well-known parties; and I may say that so well has the 
work proceeded and so cheap has it been found that steel can be made 
here in America and the best of this kind of steel for ship-building pur- 


W pe ORI E TE ee Lass Cope Eee 
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poses, that other builders, other enterprises are likely to take courage 
from it, and I have no apprehension that there will be any Jack of com- 
petition by different parties seeking earnestly and honestly to do the 
work for the Government. It is ina better condition than the Senator 
from Alabama sup % 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator hand me that document? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. I had not examined this report in respect of the 
biddings for the building of these steel cruisers. It appears now that 
there were four parties who made biddings, but I believe the contracts 
were all awarded to one man. 

Mr. HALE. The contracts were awarded to the lowest bidder, Mr. 
Roach, who was some three hundred-odd thousand dollars below the 
others on all the ships in the aggregate. 

Mr. MORGAN— 

Proposals will be received— 

Says the Secretary of the Navy— 
either fi full ui for 
PONAR or COLAR inom nl steel ARIDA ox trom OARS of matin 
Snine; machinery, and boilers. Satisfactory evidence that the biddersare such 
builders or constructors must accompany the proposals or be submitted to the 
Department in advance. 

When we shall have passed this act, I take it for granted that new 
proposals will go out. 3 

Mr. HALE. Certainly; new proposals in the same form undoubt- 
edly. 

Mr. MORGAN. And they will go only to those contractors who can 
fulfill the conditions required by these regulationsand also by the statute; 
that is to say, they must be persons whose ship-yards are fully equipped 
for building or repairing iron or steel ships at the time of course that 
the proposal is made or at the time of its acceptance. They must 
bring evidence to show that their yards are fully equipped. That is 
an unfortunate provision in this law, and if the Senator from Maine 
had spread out in this bill that former statute, which is really a part 
of this proposed enactment, we should then have had an opportunity 
to have amended in that particular, and we could provide that any one 
who will give a guarantee that he will prepare a ship-yard for the pur- 
pose of building iron or steel ships—steel ships in this case—within a 
certain length of time after the proposals are accepted shall be entitled 
to bid. That would stimulate enterprise on the part of our builders 
and our capitalists, who, I think, have a considerable disposition to go 
into this character of business. I hear of Mr. Gorringe, formerly of the 
Navy, who is building iron ships at a ship-yard somewhere in the vi- 
cinity of Philadelphia. I have also been informed recently by a gen- 
tleman who said that he was conducting an enterprise of the kind that 
he intended to build iron ships and was making his preparations to 
build iron ships at Alexandria, just across the Potomac River. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will allow me a word. The clause from 
which he has read was not in the law; that was the form of proposal 
submitted by the Secretary. The law itself is not in that language. 
That was a matter provided I suppose because the Secretary, as any 
good business man, did not want to be im: upon by bids from ut- 
terly irresponsible parties, and so he provided that the contract should 
go to regular builders, persons of reputation, persons who had yards, 
who had the apparent means to do the work; but I think he did not 
require that their yards be fully equipped. Any regularestablishment 
anywhere in the country which was doing work of this kind the Sec- 
retary would welcome as a bidder. The more he gets the better. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I must differ with the Senator from 
Maine in respect to what the law is, and while I can not lay my hands 
upon it at this moment—— = 

Mr. HALE. I have it here. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator read it? 

Mr. HALE. Itis as follows: 

Before any of the vessels hereby authorized shall be contracted for or com- 
menced the Secretary of the Navy shall, by proper public advertisement and 
notice, invite all engineers and picthanien of cotabiishved reputation, and all rep- 
utable manufacturers of vessels, steam-engines, boilers, and ordnance, havi 
or controlling regular establishments, and being wed in the uataeen att 
ondnanan OMEA of the Navy; keting plane medals, or darters of xy OTS 

ws g plans, els, or within any v: 


of the classes hereby autho , or of an rt thereof, an: ven 
riod, not less than sixty days, to submit coir to said boa ve = 


That is the languageof the law. There is nothing about their yards 
being fully equipped or anything of that sort; but it is general and all- 
embracing. ? 

Mr. MORGAN. There is a still further provision in one of these 
statutes; and one of the complaints I have to make is that we have not 
in the law that is proposed to be passed any definite statement of what 
we are enacting. There is a farther enactment, which the Secretary of 
the Navy has followed literally in making this proposition, otherwise 
he would be in a very precarious condition, because if without the sup- 
port of a statute of that kind he undertakes to limit the biddings to 
that class of men who have their yards already equipped, the intima- 
tions or suspicions of frauds which have been thrown ont in this debate 
or in the newspapers of the country would have a remarkably firm foot- 


ing in that departure of the Secretary of the Navy from the law to give 
an advantage to his pets and favorites. 


If the law authorized him to 


make open propositions to all persons to come in and bid for these ships 
who might be qualified to construct them, and he limited the bidding 
to only that class of men whose ship-yards were already fully equipped 
and prepared, it would be nothing more nor less, it seems to me, than 
making a very narrow selection on the part of the Secretary of the 
Navy, and it might very well be imputed to any man under those cir- 
cumstances that he has transgressed the law for the purpose of giving 
some advantage to his own favorite friends, I do not think that is the 
case, however, for, as I remember the statute in another part of it which 
I have said I can not put my hand on it at this instant of time, it does 
provide expressly that these contracts shall not be let to other persons 
than those who have their ship-yards fully equipped and prepared. 

In either view of the case, however, there is a narrowing down of 
competition here to such a small limit as at least to engender in my 
own mind the apprehension, to say nothing of suspicions that exist 
elsewhere, that the Government of the United States will be compelled 
to build these ships at the highest possible cost; for if there be but four 
men engaged in making the biddings on these ships which are already 
constructing, we shall hes to give a very large credit to the honesty 
and sincerity of humanity not to suppose that they might be capable 
of making a combination among themselves to take these biddings at 
a certain rate mutually agreed upon. If only four men are to control 
the construction of these steel ships in the United States, and that ap- 
pears to be the widest range of bidding we have had, we are in a very 
dangerous attitude in that respect, and it is time that we had taken a 
little precaution about it, and that we had enlarged the area of this 
bidding. 

I suggest, and I follow the Senator from New Jersey in the sugges- 
tion, that the best way to do it is to take a navy-yard—I cite Norfolk, 
because I have an opinion that that is one of the very best—and equip 
it with tools and put it in condition that the Government of the United 
States can go on and build these ships. 

Mr. President, the apprehension hasalso been suggested here that that 
might become a nest of political evilinfluence. Why, sir, we may say 
the same thing as justly of the Post-Office Department or of any other 
Department of this Government. Who does not know that all post- 
masters, those of Presidential appointments and those below that, in the 
United States to-day are appointed with strict and direct reference not 
merely to politics but to personal politics? Who does not know that 
every civil appointment that is made in the United States and that has 
been made in the last six or seven months has reference to an impres- 
sion that is to be made upon the Chicago Republican convention ? 

We cannot remedy this by anticipation. Thepeople must take charge 
of matters of this kind; and when they become informed of this, as I 
suppose they will, they will resent it and they wiil redress it; they 
will correct it in their own primary conventions or at least they will 
rebuke it at the ballot-box. i 

But, sir, the whole Government is to be carried along through se- 
lected cies. One hundred and ten thousand office-holders are ap- 
pointed by the President and by the heads of Departments, &e. These 
must all be paid. They are all selected from a certain political party. 
I have no objection to that. I think it is right they should be, since 
after all the people select them; but we cannot stop in our course of 
doing our duty to this great Government because the selected agents of 
the Government may perchance abuse their powers and privileges for 
personal ends or for political ends, All that we can do is to provide a 
just and fair system of laws, taking care on our part that they are 
wisely ordained, and then leave them to the administration of such 
persons as the people choose to place in office. That is all we can do 
and we are not expected to do more. 

I therefore have no more apprehension of the political influence of the 
navy-yard at Norfolk or Boston or elsewhere than I would have of 
John Roach’s ship-yard or of Mr. Cramp’s ship-yard or of any other ship- 
yard. The truth is, I have thought that these matters have been very 
much overstated any way. They do not excite in my mind the deep 
degree of apprehension that they seem to excite in the minds of many 
Senators. We put proper checks upon our leading officers, the Secre- 
tary of the Navy and all the bureaus connected with the construction 
of ships, and that is the best that we can do. Suppose they are dere- 
lict in their duty, suppose they go to filching from the Treasury, abus- 
ing their powers for personal or political influence or to foster the in- 
terest of their friends, what is the duty of the American people? What 
is their privilege under such circumstances? It is to correct the evil; 
and I will not lend myself to a suspicion in advance against any De- 
partment of the Government of the United States, for I know that if 
these Departments go astray and do wrong against the people and the 
Government there is a correcting power which the people themselves 
will summarily exercise. Now, therefore, the argument against the re- 
habilitation of the navy-yards for the purpose of constructing iron or 
Steel ships is not a sound one when it rests upon the hypothesis that 
the powers thus granted are to be abused. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Alabama will permit me, I 
should like to ask him if he does not admit that these ships can be 
constructed more economically by private contract in private yards than 
in the navy-yards of the Government? Icall hisattention to the factthat 
in the Government yards the laborers work, I think, but eight hours a 
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day, while in the private ship-yards they work ten, and it is univer- 
sally admitted, I believe, that where labor is rendered to private indi- 
viduals the men work more industriously, more vigorously, and the 
employer is more exacting than is the case where they are in the em- 
ployment of the Government. I venture the opinion, without having 
any absolute particulars on the subject, that the ships can be built 
cheaper by at least 40 per cent. in private yards, assuming of course 
that the biddings are fair and bona fide. I say they can be built 40 per 
cent. cheaper in private yards than they can in the Government navy- 
rds. 


yards. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, if the committee had brought us some 
evidence to that effect I should have accepted it with a great deal of 
satisfaction. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will pardon me again, I refer him to 
the testimony of Admiral Porter on that subject. 

Mr. MORGAN. I read that yesterday in extenso to the Senate, and 
I do not think it establishes any proposition like that the Senator from 
South Carolina cites it for. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Admiral said distinctly he had built one ship 
in a Government yard that cost $400,000, when it would have cost but 
about $200,000 in a private ship-yard. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘Then the Admiral used the expression that he also 
lost forty pounds of flesh. It was an extravagant loss, one to which no 
naval officer will subject himself in these piping times of peace and these 
glorious days of cosy living. 

Mr. BUTLER. Taking forty pounds off a naval officer is an exten- 
sive operation. / 

Mr. MORGAN. It is a great misfortune, I grant, and itis the worst 
injury I have heard of yet from the use of the navy-yards in building 
ships. 

Now, sir, I take issue with the Senator from South Carolina on his 
proposition as to economy in two ts: First, as to the amount of 
money that will be expended in the building of a steel ship at the navy- 
yard in Washington, one that can be floated out of the Eastern Branch 
into the Potomac and down to the Chesapeake Bay. The United States 
Government, under our laws, as I observed yesterday, is not compelled 
to pay duty upon any material entering into the construction of a ship. 
Theaverage duties upon that material are 45 per cent. ad valorem. Now, 
if you will give to Mr. John Roach, as you doby this bill really, the ad- 
vantage of 45 per cent. ad valorem upon the cost of his materials in 
building ships—for he is not required to build them out of American 
material—he will make a very nice thing of it indeed. He will make 
at least 20 per cent. or 25 per cent. of profit upon his investment with 
that advantage in his favor; I mean profit upon that part of his invest- 
ment which relates to the material that he uses, whether it is manufact- 
ured machinery or whether it is the crude material out of which the 
machinery is tobe made. The Government of the United States is the 
only party inthe United States of America to-day that can compete with 
Mr. Roach and Mr. Cramp and the other bidders, for the reason that it 
has got this advantage of 45 per cent. ad valorem upon this war mate- 
rial as it brings it in. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator permit me to ask him if that argument 
is not fallacious in this that the increased cost of the material 
which Mr. Roach is obliged to pay beyond that which the Government 
is obliged to pay is the cost paid directly to the Government, so that 
the customs are in the Treasury? If the Government makes use of a 
material on which no customs duties are paid, it simply loses the amount 
which Mr. Reach pays to it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I see the point in the ent of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, and I only wonder that he deceived himself about 
that, for the fact is the Government has a right to bring in this ma- 
terial free for the building of these ships. That is the fact, about 
which there is no fallacy, Tt is very true that the Government collects 
revenue to go into the Treasury; but the Government of the United 
States is a personality, it is a corporation, itis an individual, when it con- 
cerns an act of this kind, the building of a ship or importing materials. 
It isan importer. As I remarked yesterday, it is a free-trader, and the 
only one in the United States. Being a free-trader, and having all the 
advantages of exoneration from customs duties on the ma‘ which 
it imports, the Government as a personality does make the money, the 
45 per cent. I grant you that that burden is distributed all over the 
whole country when the Leo ship-builder gets the advantage of the 
45 per cent. duty; but I do not see any reason at all why the people of 
the State of Alabama should be taxed 45 per cent. ad valorem upon 
all the material ente into the construction of these steel ships when 
the Government of the United States under the law has the option to 
bring it in free. That is the point I make aboutit, and it seems to me 
there is no fallacy in that argument. The facts are too plain. 

I was proceeding, tho to show, in answer to the position taken by 
the Senator from South lina, that I conceived that he was in error 
about the actual comparative cost of building a ship at the navy-yards 
and building a ship by private contract. It is said that the workmen 
in the navy-yards work only eight hours a day. Well, we can makeit 
ten hours if we choose, I suppose, and get plenty of employés. 

Now let us look at another item of cost that Mr. Roach and every 
other man who builds a ship must take into his account. Mr. Roach, 
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I will take it for granted, has expended a sum equal to three or four 
million dollars in the plant with which he buildsa ship. He must 
have interest upon that; he must have insurance upon it; he must have 
compensation for wear and tear; and those are among the heaviest 
items of expense in all calculations in respect of work like this. The 
Government of the United States has got not less than $8,000,000 in 
the navy-yard in this city; I do not know how much more, but not less 
than $8,000,000. It has got a large number of millions of dollars at 
Norfolk, at Boston, at League Island, at Mare Island, and at various 
places. Perhaps it does not keep the property insured, but it keeps 
a watch, an expensive guard under strict regulations, to prevent the 
loss of the establishments by fire, and if it were to pay an insurance bill 
that account would be very easily balanced up by the expenditures 
made annually for these Sdn and watchers to protect these yards. 
We lose the interest of all this enormous outlay, while we allow Mr, 
Roach to make it on his outlay. Where is the economy inthat? We 
have got the plant; we have paid for it; we have got it insured and 
doubly insured at a very high expense; we are bound to keep it up or 
else let it rust and go to waste; so that we are expending largely for 
annual repairs of machinery that we seldom put in motion, that we do 
nothing at all with, but keep it there as an old curiosity-shop of me- 
chanical implements which perform no work at all. Any man in this 
Chamber would be astounded to go into the navy-yard at Washington 
and see the very large amount of machinery in that yard of an expen- 
sive character that has not been turned round once in five years, not all 
obsolete machinery, but a great deal of it could be employed here in a 
useful way in naval construction and also in the manufacture of arms. 

Having gone to this vast expenditure, and after having built in these 
very navy-yards the ships that now float upon the seas—all the Navy 
that we have got was built in them—we turn around and ignore them, 
and we say in a breath they are of no further use or utility at all; they 
must lie there dumb and dead, and never be used again in making 
ships; and then we go and authorize the Secretary of the Navy to take 
the machinery out of those very yards and loan it to John Roach or any 
other naval constructor for the purpose of building these ships, and 
then we pay to the private ship-builder 45 per cent. ad valorem duty 
upon the material, when our law says the material shall come in free, 
and that the Government of the United States shall have the advantage 
of it, by which is meant the people of the United States. 

That is the category in which we are placed, and we are asked now 
toignore, yes, more than that, to denounce the navy-yards as being places 
unfitted for the construction of bah of steel and iron, and that, too, 
without the slightest investigation by this committee or by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to show us that this thing ought to be done. Why, 
sir, if a private citizen were to use his own property in such a reckless 
manner as this he would be locked up in a lunatic asylum, Saint Eliza- 
beth’s would infold him in its circling arms in less than four days after 
his neighbors got to understand the hallucination of the man in respect 
to the management of his own business. I have got a factory here for 
the construction of iron and steel implements—hoes, spades, mattocks, 
chains, and what not—in the city of Washington. I will say it cost me 
two or three million dollars. I wish to have a large amount of these 
implements made. I lock up my own establishment, put the work out 
to the lowest bidder who will make these for me, give him the benefit 
of a 45 per cent. ad valorem tax on the material and machinery he uses, 
to come out of my pocket, then loan him a part of the material at my 
establishment to make hischains, hoes, picks, &c. Would I not go to 
a lunatic asylum if my neighbors had any concern for me? Nodoubt. 
And yet we do that in the name of the Government and with the facts 
all staring usin the face, and we never stop even to inquire whether it is 
wise economy. 

Why this is I do not know; but when we find men selected, only 
four bidding, and such preferences and such advantages and such 
bonuses as these given in the law and in the practise of the Govern- 
ment, there is room for inquiry, if not for suspicion, as to whether that 
contract can be a sound one in morals as well as in law. There is room 
at least forinquiry. It is time we had paused upon this matter and 
looked around us. 

I called attention yesterday to the matter of the building of the moni- 
tor Merrimac at the Norfolk navy-yard. I will not repeat that story, 
and yet it is one of the most impressive in the history of naval warfare 
and naval construction. The us of a people driven to their highest 
necessity by something that they could not possibly avoid built the 
Merrimac, clothed it with iron at least, and made of it a monitor of the 
greatest possible power. Thereupon came forth the monitors, not only 
from our own ship-yards but from the whole world; and now the great 
powers of the earth are looking upon each other from the decks of their 
armed ships, keeping the peace by the strength of the novel power which 
was put forth in that hour of confederate necessity. 

There was another occasion when the bowels of the earth had to be 
opened and the ore dug out, the trees cut down, and the coal made, 
and the pig-iron run out and hauled a distance of sixty or seventy miles 
on a railway to the shores of the Alabama River—and my honorable 
friend from Kansas knows the story thatI am about to relate, because 
he, I believe, among others has fallen heir to the property of which I 
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Catesby Jones, a commander in the Confederate States navy—lI believe 
he was formerly only an ensign in the United States Navy—was de- 
tailed to build at the city of Selma an ordnance foundery for the purpose 
of supplying seacoast guns, and also to assist in building certain rams 
and ironclads, one of which was the Selma, another the Alabama, and 
another, I believe, the Atlanta. Several were built there and launched 
at the city of Selma, which was one hundred and fifty miles by water 
from the bay of Mobile. The iron was made near there, the ships were 
built and launched, they went to the bay of Mobile, and there they 
fought Farragut, and fought him bravely and with splendid success, in- 
flicting upon Admiral Farragut’s fleet a very seriousloss. In this navy- 
yard out here are guns that were captured on board that fleet. They 
were made without the use of a pound of coke or a pound of charcoal. 
They were made with pine wood, in a fifty-ton furnace; nothing used 
‘but pine wood. Those guns are in this navy-yard now, and they will 
probably bear the test, pound by pound, of explosives and missiles with 
any guns of iron made in any ordnance establishment in the United 
States to-day. 

I speak of this now to show the ability of Americans in the produc- 
tion of whatever is necessary to be produced for their own defense and 
for whatererof agiis wemay find consistent with our foreign policy. 
We have no need to stop and to consult other people or other nations 
about what they can supply us with in the form of guns, or the sheath- 
ing of vessels, or the armament of vessels, or the armor of vessels, or any- 
thing of that kind. We have the material, we have the ability, the skill, 
the enterprise, and surely we have the money, with $100,000,000 a year 
redundant revenue in our Treasury. Why should we longer hesitate to 
make use of these resources in building our navy and in arming our ships 
and seacoast defenses. 

Now, I will suppose that the Government of the United States wants 
to engage in the manufacture of steel for these ships, as Mr. Roach 
makes his steel. They want to bring the fine ores, the non-phospho- 
retic ores, from t and from Spain. They bring them in free. Can 
they not compete in their own manufactories with any other people in 
the world in the making of this metal? We can get the very best class 
of steel ore free of duty under the law as it stands to-day, and if the 
Government would establish a gun foundery and furnaces for the man- 
ufacture of steel under the advantages which she possesses under the 
rebate from this 45 per eent. ad valorem tax there is no limit to her ca- 
pacity to produce all of the very best metal that is required for guns 
.and for shot and shell and for the armor of ships and for the steel to 
make their hulls. Here we are now with all these advantages within 
our reach, and we persist in having steel ships built only by private 
-contract, and those contracts limited to the competition of four men 
who have yards already equipped for the purpose of making these ships. 

Sir, this policy is unjust to the people and to the country, and I wish 
that the Senator from Maine would incorporate into his bill, so that 
those of us who desire to have a navy can vote for his bill, some pro- 
vision requiring the Secretary of the Navy to make estimates and ex- 
aminations into these different yards, with a view to ascertain the re- 
spective economies between this building of ships upon the plan that 
those are being built which we have now under contract and building 
them at the navy-yards of our country. The people of the United 
States can not believe, with all your fleet of monitors and other de- 
scriptions of ships that are now upon the ocean, built by the Govern- 
ment of the United States in very large part, if not entirely, in the 
navy-yards, that we have in a moment lost the capacity or the ability 
to build these ships, or that the navy-yards where they were built have 
all of a sudden become entirely useless. They will not believe it. 

While I am on this subject, Mr. President, to avoid the necessity of 
entering into this debate again, I wish to say something in reference to 
an amendment that I had the honor to offer, which is that hereafter no 
ship shall be sold or broken up unless the cost of repairing or rebuild- 
ing it would exceed 30 per cent. of its value when rebuilt or repaired. 
As the law now is itis 20 per cent. That was an experiment which 
we started upon a year ago. Under the provisions of that act we have 
broken up, or sold, or disposed of forty-eight ships. That has madea 
great chasm in the Navy of the United States, quite room enough for 
us to work upon for several years to come in the matter of filling it up. 
By the time we shall have got forty-eight ships, so as to bring the num- 
bers back, of the class that we are proposing to build now, we shall have 
spent a good many millions of dollars and quite a long period of time. 
So I think it is time we had called a halt upon that 20 per cent. ap- 
praisement and rule of condemnation, and that we had really gone back 
to that sensible rule which was asked for a yearago by the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. Jones] when he said that the experience of the world in- 
dicated that the underwriters would not permita ship to be abandoned 
to them unless the cost of repairing would exceed 33 per cent. of her 
value. That is to say, she must be two-thirds gone before they would 
egnsent to receive her under the law as a total wreck, as a ship that was 
deserving to be abandoned. That is a sensible rule and founded upon 
the experience of mankind. But by my amendment I prepose to go 
from 20 to 30 per cent., and in doing so I wish to include that very con- 
siderable class of ships which should be retained, among the rest the 
Tennessee, which is the only first-class ship we have in our Navy, in 


order that she shall have the opportunity of riding the waves a little 
longer under the flag of some admiral, or at least under some flag. 

Some of these ships, as was explained to us by theSenator from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], would only be a fraction of a unit beyond 
the rate of condemnation, so curious and so nice was the calculation in 
respect to the cost required to rebuild ships or repair them to keep them 
efficient on the seas. Therefore I advocate a return to the 30 per cent. 
rule, and I hope the committee will have no objection to that, for there 
is no immediate necessity, to say the least now, for making this chasm 
larger only for the purpose of being filled up by the building of iron or 


„steel ships. 


That leads me to anotherstatement that I desire to make of my views 
in respect of the necessity fora more efficient navy. We have a ne- 
cessity for a navy and for a good number of ships. After a while we 
may find a necessity for armored ships; but none of those are proposed 
as yet to bebnilt. The necessity for a navy is felt every day in a com- 
mittee of which I have the honor to be a member, the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. There is no heroism of policy on the part of the 
United States Government founded upon our diplomatic or strategic 
ability, or upon our supposed control of commerce through our enormous 
productions, that will answer the purpose of giving to our Government 
its proper prestige among the foreign nations. I say foreign; I do not 
speakof Mexico and Canada. Wemust have somethingof that element 
which is a necessary part of every firm and strong power in the world 
before they will recognize our strength and our power and be properly 
careful of our rights as a nation. 

I can state instance after instance before the Senate where the policy 
of the United States Government has been one of a hesitating and lame 
character because we were known not to possess the available power 
that a great fleet would give us. We may undertake to place ourselves 
in a reserved position asa great government and say we do not want to 
fight unless somebody comes here to fight us, nor do we need armies or 
navies to strengthen us. That is not precisely the attitude we should 
occupy; for to make a government res , even in this nineteenth 
century and in the midst of the light and glory of Christianity and 
civilization, it is still necessary that it should be provided with the 
means of making its power felt as well among the Christian as the un- 
civilized nations. 

A government is only half made up that has not a fleet, if it isa 
maritime power—that is some sort of an equivalent for its commerce 
and its population and its enterprise—only half made up. We can 
not afford to cheapen ourselves in this particular in the eyes of the na- 
tions of the world, for it is not the estimate we place upon ourselves 
that gives us strength abroad; it is the estimate that is p upon us 
abroad that gives us strength there. 

My attention was first called to the subject of the most necessary im- 
provements in our Navy by that man whom I esteem to be one of the 
ablest, most patriotic, most experienced of men belonging to the Navy, 
a man who has reflected honor upon it in every position he has ever 
held—Rear-Admiral Rodgers. He is, asl understand it, the real author 
of what is called the corsair system, the system of ships that are most 
potent as commerce-destroyers. That is not a very agreeable view to 
take of the purposes for which a navy is to be organized, and yet it is 
a very necessary one. This is another instance in which the enterprise 
of the confederate government has been approved &nd its policy adopted 
by the great powers of the earth. In the particular of having ships 
prepared that can war upon the commerce of the great commercial pow- 
ers they take the example of the Alabama and the Shenandoah, and 
they remember how desperately the commerce and power of the United 
States were wounded in the late war by the fact that these two cruisers 
were upon the high seas with heavy guns and powerful machinery. 

Now, sir, if you have a cruiser like the Chicago and other cruisers of 
smaller tonnage upon the seas you will take bonds of the balance of the 
commercial world to keep the peace in respect to us and our commerce; 
and there is the great necessity and advan’ of these vessels. 

Iasked the honorable Senator from South lina the other day, when 
we were discussing this question, whether a steel ship had any greater 
power of resistance against the shot and shell of an enemy than a wooden 
ship. He was of the opinion that it did not. There are many men in 
the Navy of the United States to-day who believe that the old Tennes- 
see, with her thick walls, can whip any steel unarmored ship if you 
give her the same sort of Then, in the building of these ships 
under this bill and under the bill which we passed last year, why are 
we building them of steel? Merely for the purpose of securing addi- 
tional s in theshape and lines which we are able to give tothem and 
additional durability in the material of which they are composed. We 
are not building them for the purpose of defensive warfare against ar- 
mored ships, nor for the purpose of defending our coast against the heavy 
ironclads that may come here to assail our cities, but merely for the 
sake of durability and for the advantages of speed and strength; so 
that they can go upon the wings of the wind, or rather they can go by 
the power of steam with immense rapidity, to all the accessible parts of 
the earth, and they can make that sort of threat against the commerce ' 
of the t commercial and maritime powers of the world which takes 
bond of them to keep the peace in respect to our commerce and all our 
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affairs. This corsair fleet, though it may be a small one in each of the 
seas, will have more influence in keeping the other nations in due ob- 
servance of our rights, authority, and power than though we had sta- 
tioned about every harbor in the United States so many ironclads as 
would be able to drive off any fleet that might cross the Atlantic to as- 
sail our cities. It is the power of aggression to be always available that 
we gain by these ships which is measured abroad with careful attention 
and that gives dignity and influence to our policies as well as to our 
Navy. That is what I am trying to get, and that is why I want these 
steel ships, these fastsailers, theseships with splendid armaments, these 
gunboats which are by preference the best boats in the world accord- 
ing to naval experience for the purposes to which I have just been ad- 
verting. 

One word more, Mr. President. Are we blind to the fact that within 
the next twenty years, to say the least of it, we shall have a ship transit 
across the Isthmus of Darien? What is that transit? A reformation 
of the oceans, a in the physical geography of a hemisphere as it 
was mapped out and laid down by the hand of the Almighty Architect. 
It appears that we are to have nothing to say about that, nothing to do 
about it. Eitherin our impotence or our carelessness, our indifference, 
weare allowing these changes in the seaboard and in the geography 
and in the relations of the seas to go unnoticed by us; but aftera while, 
sir, we shall wake up atleast to the necessity of having defensive power, 
if not offensive, to protect our commerce and our coasts in consequence 
of that change. We have now in the Pacific Ocean a commerce that is 
becoming very great, not merely with the countries on the opposite 
shores but also with the European countries, in ships doubling Cape 
Horn in order. to get around to the Atlantic ports of commerce. 

The traffic on the Pacific Ocean along this hemisphere ought to be 
almost exclusively within our control, but for the want of a navy we 
have neither the power to protect what commerce we have there, nor 
have we the power to protect our Government from threats and insults 
from even the powers on the South American continent. We would 
halt and hesitate about presenting any demands of our Government 
against the Government of Chili, because we would know that she 
could move along up the coast with ect security with her armored 
vessels and cripple our commerce and burn San Francisco. We are not 
in the line of our duty when we neglect to consider these things. Our 
coast is threatened, embarrassed with foreign picket posts from New- 
foundland, reaching around to the point of Yucatan. I have before 
had occasion to refer to this fact in the Senate and its important bearing 
upon our naval and seacoast defenses. Starting at Newfoundland, or 
Labrador, if you please, and going around our coast to the point of 
Yucatan, not one foot of any island is owned by us, and I think I am 
not incorrect in saying that we have not a naval station in all that cir- 
cuit of great islands. We were informed, and it almost alarmed me 
the other day when the Senator from New Jersey said that the British 
Government had laid up at Halifax, the Bermudas, and other places of 
convenient storing, armaments and all manner of naval equipment for 
the fitting out of the lines of steamers that run from New York to Liv- 
erpool elsewhere under her flag. France does the same thing; Ger- 
many does the same thing, and here is a military reserve of all manner 
of naval power stored up against us in these islands opposite to our 

ready to be used against us at any moment. 

Now, what is thedisadvantage that we are under? Itis this: They 
have got the interior lines upon us everywhere. You have got Port- 
land, in Maine, to defend; you have got Galveston to defend and the 
mouth of the Rio Grande. You have got to pass around an immense 
circuit, including the capes of Florida, in order to get your ships from 
one point to another upon the coast, while the nation that assails you, 
whether it is Dutch or Spanish or French or British, can leave its naval 
stations on these islands where they have immense armaments and im- 
mense stores and sail into your ports before you can get to them your- 
self, and your fleets and your convoys and all have to pass with an ex- 
posed flank opposite to every one of these naval stations. Our coast is 
absolutely environed with foreign naval establishments, and yet we 
suppose that we have no necessity for more or better naval defenses 
and for more seaboard defenses. We could no more defend the mouth 
of the Mississippi River with our fleets against an attack from a Spanish 
armored fleet sailing from Porto Rico and Cuba and other adjacent 
islands than we could defend New Orleans against acyclone. It would 
be upon us before we should know it, and they could destroy us before 
we had time to do anything in the way of assembling a fleet to meet 
them. That is our condition so far as we are prepared with a defen- 
sive navy to meet a sudden descent upon our coast. 

What, then, do we need? We need a fleet in the Pacific Ocean. We 
need and are bound to have a fleet upon the lakes. We need a fleet 
upon the Atlantic. We need a fleet upon the Gulf. We need all these 
fleets to stand between our own coasts and the places of rendezvous 
which foreign nations have provided for their fleets. We have four vital 
points to defend, while these outlying islands give to foreign powers 
the choice of positions from which to assail us. Give us these fleets, 
sir, and we can rest in peace and enjoy our prosperity, and there will 
be none to make us afraid. Without these I know that I address my- 
self to the anxious apprehensions of every man on this floor to-day when 
he looks at the condition of his country, and is bound to admit to him- 
self that we are unprepared for great emergencies in naval warfare. In 


order to have fleets we must have yards in which to build them. My 
opinion is that the navy-yards are the proper places to begin. Use pri- 
vate enterprise in connection with them, but not to their discredit; but 
first of all and most of all we need in this country establishments for 
making our own guns, our own projectile’, our own ammunition. Peo- 
ple like ourselves who are dependent upon foreign countries for the very 
guns with which to defend their coast and their cities are a people self- 
stultified and self-disgraced. The American mechanic, the genius of 
the American people, their enterprise and their wealth, all of them 
condemn a policy which is idle upon this question as being fatal to the 
welfare of this country. 

I hope, Mr. President, that this amendment, in some form at least, 
will pass. The present law is not adequate. The Navy Department 
does not execute it; the navy-yards have no chance. Now, let us have 
a system which will put the Government of the United States right in 
this matter and which will compel the Secretary of the Navy to put 
one of these navy-yards in condition that we can build a steel ship just 
as well asa private citizen can build an iron or steel ship at Alexandria 
or at Chester. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. JONES] to 
the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, after what has been said 
here in debate with regard to the great abuse of power growing out of 
the repair of ships at the navy-yards, it will be remembered that all 
the ships which have been repaired of late years have been repaired at 
the nayy-yards, not by private contract; and the Senator from New 
Jersey not now in his seat [Mr. McPHERSON] produced some statis- 
tics which were very remarkable; which showed that there was very 
little economy, I think, in the repairing of those vessels at the yards 
where the repairs were done. The truth is, Mr. President, this has 
been a subject of universal complaint for years. Admiral Porter has 
said here in the interview or hearing before the Naval Committee that 
he had some work done at one of the navy-yards and it reduced him in 
flesh forty pounds. There must be something vicious somewhere in 
our system if all this be trne, and I am not willing to accept the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] in the form in 
which he has presented it. I am not willing to give to any Secretary 
of the Navy—and when I speak of the Secretary of the Navy I am not 
speaking of any individual, my remarks are addressed to the official 
character, not to the person—I am not willing to give the power to any 
official at the head of the Navy Department to expend this sum of money 
in accordance with the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey at 
any navy-yard or navy-yards that he might designate, especially with 
the experience of the past before us, when the Admiral of the Navy 
comes up and tells the country and the Senate that from his experi- 
ence in supervising the construction of a small vessel at one of our navy- 
yards he lost forty pounds of flesh in consequence of the political pres- 
sure brought upon him. ; 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator permit me to ask him 
whether I understood him correctly just now to oppose his own amend- 
ment? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Not my amendment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. You are opposed to the amendment of the 
Senator from New Jersey ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Inthe form itisnow; butI say iftheamend- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey is to come in I want it improved. 
The Senator from Virginia can very well understand that principle of 
parliamentary proceeding that a Senator might be opposed to a bill in 
its existing form and might be willing to accept it if it were improved 
to suit him. I will vote, I say, for the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey if my amendment is adopted; I shall vote against it if it 
is not; and that opens up, I say very candidly to the Senate, a question 
which we ought to be prepared to meet, and put the navy-yards of the 
United States in a condition to do this work, as suggested by my friend 
from Alabama, for we know the opposite policy has been ina = 
Commissions have gone out, and while the navy-yard in Virginia was 
designated as one of the yards to be retained, the only naval station in 
our great Mediterranean—and I say it with humiliation and somewhat 
of shame—was fixed upon for destruction. 

In looking at the map it will be seen that from the Chesapeake to 
the mouth of the Rio Grande on that vast line of coast there was not a 

lace where, in case of emergency, a ship could be repaired except at 

ensacola. That yard was located there under the judgment of the 
best officers that were ever in the American Navy, and Admiral Far- 
ragut has left it on record that it was worth a war to retain it as a mil- 
itary and a naval post. When you come to look at its location, placed 
there not for the purpose of defending Florida, but for the purpose of 
defending the interests of our Mediterranean sea and the commerce of 
the Gulf of Mexico, where six millions of money have been already 
expended, I said that it was remarkable in view of the importance of 
that station and its history under all the governments that controlled 
that territory, English and Spanish, that it should have been desig- 
nated for destruction, while the navy-yard in Virginia and one or two 
others on the Atlantic seaboard, where there was no use for them, were 
to be retained. 

What would have been thought of France or of Spain if she gave up 
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a naval station in the Mediterranean? Butthe policy has been begun. 
Hence I said in all candor yesterday to the friends of this new scheme 
of building a navy that it was not exactly the wisest thing to do to 


send out these roving commissions to get up reports for closing up navy- 
yards, reversing the entire policy of the Government all of a sudden in 
this way and bringing in the 20 per cent. provision. I would rather 
nothing of that kind had been done; still it would not prevent me from 
voting to increase the American Navy. I do not care where the ships 
are going to be constructed, for I am looking to the end, not to the 
means by which it shall be accomplished. I am free to admit that it 
will require the expenditure of money at any of these navy-yards to 
put them in a condition to construct these vessels, and if that is to be 
the policy, I want it equitably carried out, so that no one navy-yard 
shall have the entire advantage of this provision of law. 

We have a navy-yard in the Gulf of Mexico, located there for years, 
one of the most beautiful locations in the world, near to coal and to iron, 
in the State of my distinguished friend near me, with timber in abun- 
dance, and I can say that it is one of the few navy-yards where ships 
have been built with profit to the Government. That day may have 
gone by. Two, I think, of the very best vessels ever constructed for 
the Navy, one of them still in commission, known as the Pensacola, was 
built in that yard, and I think itwas built at a cost of construction less 
than it would have been had the work been done outside of the yard. 
Butthere has been nothing done thereof late. Because in the summer- 
time a man or two dies from a little fever a great excitement is created 
against the place and against the region; a condition of things that never 
existed in former days. The place was soughtafter by the first officers 
of the Navy in former days; it was kept in a high state of efficiency 
previous to the late war; and so far as health is concerned it is far 
healthier than Havana, which is regarded as a vital pointin a military 
point of view by the Spanish Government and by all Europe. 

During the time the English Government had Florida no less a man 
than Edmund Burke put his finger on the map and designated the 
harbor and bay of Pensacola as of infinite importance to the government 
in a military and naval point of view that controlled the destinies of 
that great Gulf. Still these matters now have all dwindled down to 
little local considerations. 

It was the view of Mr. Calhoun at, I think, the Memphis convention 
in 1843, that that point ought to be put above all others in a state of 
the highest efficiency to protect the commerce of that great gulf. That 
is a matter of history. The English never could have attacked New 
Orleans had there been a naval depot in the Gulf of Mexico and if she 
had not been able to make one of her West India islands a base of op- 
erations. The fleet that was sent forward by Great Britain in 1815 to 
attack the mouth of the Mississippi River made, as we know, Jamaica 
the base of operations against that southern coast, and but for that she 
never would have sent out the expedition at all. 

These are purely naval and military matters, and now if we are going 
into this policy of constructing our ships at the navy-yards—because 
if this amendment of my friend from. New Jersey means anything it 
means that—I want the navy-yard in our Mediterranean to stand upon 
a footing with the one on the Chesapeake and on the Delaware. That 
is the whole of it. 

What I said in regard to the past practice of the Navy in the con- 
struction of ships I will not retract, although I am free to say that I 
should be glad to see things improved in that way, and it is possible 
they may be in the future. If this is to be the policy let us have it, 
but I am not willing to take the amendment of the Senator from New 
Jersey in the form in which he presented it. ô 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, the extraordinary position 
of the Senator from Florida induces me to say a few words. I shall 
vote for the amendment the Senator from Florida proposes. I am per- 
fectly willing to vote for it. I can see nothing in it that is hurtful to 
anybody, though I can not see anything in it that is very beneficial to 
anybody. But the Senator says he will not vote for the amendment of 
the Senator from New Jersey unless we adopt his addition to it. It 
seems to me that opens up this whole question. 

What are you going to do with these ships? If there be no neces- 
sity for them, why expend any money to build them at all? If this 
is the beginning and the end of an American navy, we had just as well 
stop right here. All have understood that this is the beginning of a 
policy of constructing an American navy that—if the Senator from 
Florida will permit me to make the statement—may some time or other 
fight out even the battle of personal and p: ty rights for Irishmen 
on the shores of Canada. How would that Senator like a suggestion 
of that kind? If we are going to build these vessels and take them 
into the fresh waters of the James River, where iron or steel will not 
rust, then it is not necessary to make this expenditure. 

I repeat that I understand this to be the beginning of the construc- 
tion of an American navy. If it does not mean that, then I am de- 
ceived, and I would prefer to vote against the measure. If it does mean 
that, then I am for it, and I want to constructsuchanavy. Thesense 
of the Senate has been taken on that question. It has been determined 
here that we ought to have a navy, and that seven ships shall be built 
within acertain stipulated time. The only other question then is how, 


or where, or by whom the vessels shall be constructed. One Senatoron 


the other side oh‘ects that there will be a monopoly and that John Roach 
will get the contract. Gentlemen on this side and on the other side 
object to the construction of the ships at the navy-yards because they 
are not prepared to build them. The answer comes from one of the 
gentlemen in charge of the bill that $150,000 would perhaps prepare 
the Norfolk or some other navy-yard for their construction. 

Mr. President, I wish to ask the attention of Senators to one propo- 
sition. Will the gentlemen who come in and bid for the building of 
these vessels not have to make the same provision to enlarge the capac- 
ity of their yards that the Government would have to do to prepareits 
navy-yards? Ifso, does not that enlarge the construction price or the 
bid? I will ask further why should we not have that expended on 
the navy-yards instead of having it counted in the bids of contractors 
for the construction of the vessels? 

I have understood some Senators to say that there are but two com- 
petitors for the construction of these vessels, I have understood one 
Senator to say that there might possibly be four. I care not whether 
there be two or four; but ina country like this, where even a wheat 
can be “ cornered,’ it is idle to tell me that four men can not ‘‘corner’’ 
on a proposition to build seven vessels. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator know that the competition for the 
building of the four ships provided for last year resulted in contracts 
covering everything needed in their construction, providing for their 
completion to the acceptance of the Secretary and the advisory board at 
a rate of cost as low per ton as the British naval administration is able 
to build its own ships with cheap steel? So far from there being any 
‘‘ corner” or any combination, there never was an instance that I know 
of of the magnitude of this where competition resulted in bringing down 
the price so satisfactorily. It would have cost the Government to do 
this same work that it gets done on one ship for $900,000, I venture to. 
say, twelve or thirteen hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The Senator has lost sight of what I started 
out with. I understand this to be a proposition to begin the building 
of a navy, and I am not going to stop to consider the difference in dol- 
lars and cents between the construction of a ship this year by a con- 
tractor or its construction at a navy-yard. I undertake to say that if 
we mean to construct a navy such as this Government ought to have, 
the way to begin is for the Government to build her own ships in her 
own navy-yards; and unless we mean that by this bill, we are building 
our vessels for nothing. We are at peace everywhere; we have no use 
for them. 

Mr. HALE, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Why does not Great Britain, which certainly stands at 
the head of the great naval powers of the world in her naval force, in 
the administration of human intelligence and skill, in the building of 
ships, build them in her own navy-yards? She never does. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iam free to confess that Great Britain is 
not my model in anything, except perhaps in her common law; I accept 
that. 

Mr. McPHERSON. May I ask the Senator from Virginia one ques- 
tion in this connection? Perhaps I might better have asked it of the 
Senator from Maine. Is it not true that England builds in her own 
nayy-yards the hulls of the ships for her navy and does all the work 
save and except the machinery? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I am not prepared to answer. Perhaps 
the Senator from Maine can answer. ‘I can not; I do not know. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam not aware that England ever gave a con- 
tract to build anything but machinery outside of her own navy-yards. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER,. This is the amendment exactly, providing 
for the purchase of the machinery of the manufacturers. 

But I come back to the proposition that there has not been one reason 
advanced in the Senate why these ships should not be constructed at 
our navy-yards except that thenavy-yards are sometimes used for polit- 
ical purposes. I suppose that means that sometimes the men who work 
in a navy-yard exercise the right to vote. I have known of men em- 
ployed in a navy-yard coming out and howling me out of aspeech from 
8 to 12 o’clock at night; and yet that would not deter me from voting 
to construct these vessels in a navy-yard. I think the men there em- 
ployed ought to have the right to vote. How else can there be any 
abuse there? You putmen there to build theseships. They will vote. 
ob Jon have them built out of the navy-yard, the men who work on them 

ill vote. 

On the other side, some gentlemen, as I have before said, object to let- 
ting the ships out to contract because there is not sufficient competition. 
I think that is a reason why we ought to have the Government be- 
gin the construction of her own ships. 

If the Senator from Maine can give me any other reason why we 
should not adopt the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. 
SEWELL], then I will cordially co-operate with him. I am for the con- 
struction of these vessels, for continuing the construction of vessels, 
for the continuance of a policy of constructing a great American navy, 
down to the last dollar in the United States Treasury, saving only that 
which is necessary to pay the interest upon our public obligations and 
for the support of the Government; but I do think that this is a mat- 
ter which suggests itself to our good judgment; and I think further- 
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that Senators ought to consider whether the Government ought not to 
construct her own navy, and not leave everything of that sort to con- 
tract, when no Senator on this floor can assert that there are more than 
four private competitors at most on the whole continent. , 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The Senator from Virginia who has just 
taken his seat has manifested a very commendable spirit in favor of 
building up the Navy. I appreciate all that he has said in that direc- 
tion; but although he intimated that I was not as fervent and possibly 
as sincere in that line as he was, I do not think that he did me full 
justice. 

‘ Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The Senator will pardon me. I did not 
say as sincere, but not quite as earnest. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I think I have given better evidence than 
even the Senator of my desire to build up a navy according to the usual 
tests. The bill before the Senate came from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. It was the best thing we could do under existing circumstances 
to bring into existence such additional vessels as the exigencies of the 
public service require. è 

It is true that some provisions of law were enacted last session under 
which some vessels are now in the course of construction. When the 
Senator from New Jersey came forth with this proposition requiring the 
ships to be built at such navy-yard or navy-yards as the Secretary of 
the Navy might designate, I did not think that that amendment was 
in the line of promoting the end in view, because, after all that has been 
said here by my friend from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], I do not 
know how he stands with respect to the present proposition, but I pre- 
sume that the amendment of his colleague is acceptable to him. I 
thought that the bill from the committee as reported to the Senate was 
the best thing under existing circumstances that could be passed. I 
did not go into the details of it. I said in my place in the Senate yes- 
terday that the policy was determined upon in Congress a year or two 
ago by the votes of gentlemen who are now antagonizing this bill. The 
Senate gave the Secretary of the Navy power that I refused at the last 
session to give to him, under which he is putting out of service our 
wooden ships day by day, and in a year or so the country will be with- 
out a single ship of war to carry its ormaintainits honor. I showed 
by the RECORD yesterday that the tors who are now foremost in 
their opposition to the present bill, which is intended to give authority 
to build ships to take the places of those they voted to retire, are not 
entirely consistent. i A 

This bill has been reported from the committee. We considered it 
there. I gave it my support in the committee, and according to every 
rule of honorable action in parliamentary bodies I felt it to be my duty 
after it came to the consideration of the Senate to give it the support 
here that I gaveitthere. I did not wantit complicated by any amend- 
ment. I wanted it to go through, and I wanted this effort in the di- 
rection of building up of a navy to bea success. Thatis the whole of it. 

But yesterday evening the Senator from New Jersey on the other side 
of the Chamber [Mr. SEWELL] came forth Te an RTE = 
respect to the navy-yards, and I said that proposition in its form 
was a AnA Gas, that it proposed to give the Secretary of the Navy 
a power even more dangerous in my opinion than the one conferred 
upon him last session under which the wooden ships are now being de- 
stroyed, and in that form I was not willing to tit. Then I pro- 

an amendment to his amendment taking away from the Secre 
of the Navy this discretion and requiring him to distribute the con- 
struction of these ships at designated yards, if the policy was to be car- 
ried out. I said very candidly to the Senator from Virginia that I 
would not vote for the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey in 
its present form, under which the Secretary would have the power of 
fixing up one or more localities within his discretion to do this work 
and make it a great engine of political power, if he was capable of doing 
that thing, rather than to distribute the construction of the ships be- 
tween the various navy-yards in the United States, because power con- 
centrated at one point can do more harm than when distributed amo’ 
many localities. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON 
suggested in the debate yesterday that the Secretary of the Navy ought 
to have suspended the operation of the law of last session which com- 
manded him to put outof existence our wooden ships. I now tell that 
Senator that the suspending power once claimed and exercised by Eng- 
lish despots does not belong to American officials. i 

I am willing to accept the bill as it came from the committee and to 
vote for it in the Senate as I did in the committee. In that view, of 
course, I am acting in the line of building up the Navy according to my 
best judgment. I do notcomplain of those who differ from me on this 
subject, who think that nothing ought to be done. They must take 
the responsibility about that. Iam discharging my duty as a member 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs to the best of my ability with the 
lights before me. I think if we should determine upon the policy of 
building our ships at the navy-yards we will have to reverse the decisions 
of the board that has recently been organized to investigate them and 
make some liberal provisions for putting them in a state of complete 
efficiency. We have but one navy-yard at the South, leaving out Nor- 
folk, and notwithstanding the millions that have been spent at other 
yards in repairing ships, not one vessel has been ordered to Pensacola 
for repair since the war ended. 


Mr, MORGAN. The Senator will allow me to inquire whether any 
board has reported against the building of ships in the navy-yards? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. No; but they have reported in favor of the 
abolition of nearly the whole of them. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is a different board. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I will say to the Senator that is not a board 
of my choice, I assure him, and its recommendations will never receive 
my approval. 

Mr. MORGAN. But there is no report of any board against the 
building of ships in the navy-yards. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I do not say that thereis. But there is 
plenty of evidence to show that these yards have been used for party 


purposes. 

Mr. MORGAN. And yet the committee have not even inquired into 
the subject whether the ships could be built there. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. If I was Secretary of the Navy and wanted 
to run the navy-yards for party ends I would accept the proposition of 
the Senator from Alabama, and construct these vessels at Norfolk and 
League Island. 

There is a report of a board favoring the breaking up of nearly all the 
navy-yards except one or two to be held or retained for purposes of re- 
pairs. I will say candidly to the Senator from Alabama that I am 
against that policy. I understand that there is nothing in the exist- 
ing law to prevent the President of the United States from construct- 
ing those vessels at the navy-yards if he thinks proper to do so, and I 
will say to the Senator that the method of constructing them, whether by 
contract or otherwise, has never entered my mind. All I looked to was 
that the people of this country should get the ships, and with respect 
to the details of their construction Iam free to say to him I have given 
very little thought to that matter, and for this reason, that I supposed 
that the safeguards already provided were sufficient to secure the honest 
construction of the ships. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish toask the Senatora question for information, 
if he will allow me. The Senator has been a long time a member of 
the Naval Committee, and very honorably, too. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. A minority member except for a very short 
time. : 

Mr. MORGAN. A minority member, and minorities usually are 
honored a great deal ‘‘in the breach if not in the observance.” I wish 
to ask the Senator whether there is any other provision of law relating 
to the building of these proposed ships or those that have been built in 
navy-yards than the following proviso to the naval appropriation act of 
last year: 

Provided, That he shall utilize the national navy-yards, with the machinery, 
tools, and appliances belonging to the Government there in use, in the building 
of said ships or any parts thereof, as fully and to as great an extent asthe same 
can be done with advantage to the Government. 

Is there any other law but that which applies to the building of ves- 
sels in the navy-yards? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I am not aware of any. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the chairman of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs know of any other statute than that giving the power to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to build ships in the navy-yards? 

Mr. HALE. There isthe general power. A navy-yard can be used, 


tary | of course, for any Government p 


urpose. 

Mr. MORGAN. But I will remind the chairman that that is neg- 
atived, from the fact that the bill provides that the contract shall be let 
out to the lowest bidder. 

Mr. HALE. That is, if the ships are built by contract. Wedo not 
prescribe how they shall be built. If they are built by contract, then 
these provisions and safeguards are thrown about them; but if the Pres- 
ident, acting through the Secretary of the Navy, believes that they can 
be built in the navy-yards and can be built with advantage to the Gov- 
ernment, these provisions become of no account. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not understand the law to be that way, for the 
reason that thismeasure, as well as the one which preceded it, prescribes 
the manner in which the ships shall be built; that is, by contract. 

Mr. HALE. I beg the Senator’s pardon; it does not. There is no- 
where any law which directs that the ships shall be built by contract; 
it only provides, if they are built by contract, how the contract shall 
be made, with all the provisions about advertisement and notice and all 
the things that go to make it safe. 

Mr. MORGAN. Still there is no provision in the bill, or elsewhere, 
providing that the necessary tools and machinery in the navy-yards 
shall be used in the building of any of these ships. 

Mr. HALE. That would not be needed, anyway. If we should 
simply pass a bill for the construction of half a dozen ships, and leave 
it without any other provision whatever, the Secretary of the Navy 
would go to work and build them in the navy-yards undoubtedly. 

Mr. MORGAN. What I was trying to do was to get at the exact 
state of the law. I have had some embarrassment because I have not 
been able to gather it from the statutes. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I do not know of any provision of law be- 
yond that stated by the Senator from Alabama. I with the Sen- 


ator from Maine that it must always rest with the discretion of the 
Government whether it shall build a ship at a navy-yard or not. I 
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think that if an appropriation of public money were made ina general 
way for the construction of ships for the Navy, and there was nothing 
said as to the manner or mode of their construction, it would rest with 
the discretion of the Government to build them at its navy-yards or 
to let them out by private contract if jt thought proper to doso. This 
is a discretion, of course, that ought toreside in all governments, as with 
individuals. 

There has been a great deal of complaint as we know in regard to 
the expenditure of public sent f directly by the Government itself. 
At this very session my honorable friend from Missouri [Mr. VEST], 
whom I do not now see in his seat very wisely, as I thought, introduced 
a bill which has been I think favorably acted upon by the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, of which I am a member, providing 
for the erection of public buildings by private contract, and I think 
that that bill has the sanction of the chairman of the committee who 
I see near me at my right, because it was felt that the principle of it 
was proper, and that the vast public buildings that were going up all 
over the country were costing the United States millions of dollars be- 
yond what they could be constructed for if let out by private contract. 

I say with respect to this matter that it is entirely unimportant to 
me. Iam willing to leave it to the Government; but when my friend 
from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER], who I do not see in his seat at 
present, said that because of a little quibbling in to the mode 
of constructing the ships I could be regarded as hostile to the great end 
in view he mistakes my position very much. On the contrary, I want 
to brush aside all the cobwebs and little technicalities that stand in 
the way of accomplishing this great end. 

We must haveanavy. That is near to the American mind. We 
must have a navy very different from that which we have at present. 
Our ships do not conform to the changed state of naval architecture or 
the usages of war as now understood. Up to 1860, although our Navy 
‘was small, it was up to the full standard of any navy in the world at 
that time. The ships of the United States at that day and time were 
a credit to this Republic wherever they carried herflag. They did not 
have a ship in the British navy or in the French navy that was superior 
to our best vessels before the war. The great Democratic statesmen, if 
I may be pemitted to use a party expression, never lost sight for a mo- 
ment of the importance of keeping the standard of our ships at least 
up to the best maritime and naval powers of Europe. But now we are 
in an utter state of degeneracy. We have got nothing except a few 
cruisers that would do for ordinary blockade purposes or to pursue an 
unarmed ship on the high seas in time of war and capture her. We 
have no ships with any fighting power, as everybody knows. Feeling 
this great necessity, as I have felt it for a long time, I availed myself of 
the first opportunity that I had of casting a vote in favor of putting the 
American Navy upon a footing commensurate with the importance, the 
interests, and the dignity of this great country. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ifthe Senator from Alabama will yield for a mo- 
ment, I wish to make a motion regarding the order of business. I move 
that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator from Rhode Island should with- 
hold that motion until after we finish the bill. I certainly hope we 
shall not adjourn over unless we finish the bill to-day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We must finish the bill this week. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will accept the 

ion and withhold the motion for the present. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Very well; I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I would not say anything further 
about the amendment of the Senator from Florida if it were not that 
Iin pe represent one of the Gulf States, the nearest neighbor to Pen- 
saco. 

The amendment of the Senator from Florida requires that these ships 
shall be built in each of several navy-yards. Of course that would 
lead to an unnecessary expenditure of money. I suppose the object of 
the Senator was by his amendment to the amendment to kill it off. 
He evidently prefers that the ships shall be built by private contract 
and not in the navy-yards, for if he preferred that the ships should be 
built in any navy-yard he would allow the Government to select one 
or more, with reference to which we could make appropriations and 
provide the necessary tools and machinery so that the ships could be 
built there. We can not build a ship in every one of the navy-yards; 
we can not afford the expense of fitting up the navy-yards for the pur- 
pose, but if we have one yard in which we can build the ships then we 
have the United States in the market as a competitor, and we can have 
some chance of getting the prices down to a proper standard. That 
is as far as I desire to go. 

Now, one word about the state of the law. It is left in great doubt. 
The bill itself as framed leaves the state of the law in very great doubt 
both as to the discretionary power of the President or the Secretary of 
the Navy as to whether the ships shall be built at the navy-yards or 
built by private contract, and also, I will add, as to the manner in which 
they shall be constructed. The bill itself refers to two acts of Con- 
gress preceding this, and adopts them as parts of this measure by re- 
quiring the ships to be built in conformity with the provisions of those 
laws. As I have observed, I am sorry the committee has not put those 
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provisions into the act. I intend when we get into the Senate to move 
to strike out the amendment which was put in yesterday on the motion 
of the Senator from Maine with a view of having those provisions of 
law inserted in hæc verba in the bill. 

Mr. HALE. In terms? 

Mr. MORGAN. In terms. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that. I hope the Senator will 
prepare the amendment and have it ready. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave it ready. Then I propose to add to it. I 
have been in doubt whether I should add what I will now read or 
whether I should propose it as an amendment to the amendment of the 
Senator from New Jersey when we reach it. The proposition as I will 
offer to amend in the Senate will read this way: 

Provided, That he shall utilize— 

That is to say, the Secretary of the Navy— 
the national navy-yards, the machinery, tools, and appliances a to the 
Government of the United States there in use in the building of said ships or 
any parts thereof, as fully and to as great an extent as the same can be done 
with advantage to the Government. 

That is the text of the law as it stands now. I would add to that 
the following: 

And shall cause estimates to be made and submitted to Congress as to the 
economy of building said vessels at the navy-yards before any contract is made 
for building the same. 

I am willing now to pass a law to build these ships, but I desire that 
the carrying of it into execution shall be delayed until the Secretary of 
the Navy can have his estimates made and submitted to Congress. 
They have not been submitted. I desire to see them. I believe that 
the result of them will be that we can economically build these ships 
in the navy-yards. 

If the bill should pass early enough in the session those estimates 
can be submitted before Congress adjourns, and such action can be 
taken as Congress may deem advisable, eithér to stop the building of 
them under contract and carry them to the navy-yards, or allow them 
to be built, under the discretion of the President, under private con- 
tract; or suppose it should be delayed until December, still here stands 
the law, and further legislation will not be necessary unless that re- 
port shall make it n You will have the provisions of the act 
under which you can go on to build the ships, and the time that will 
be lost between this and December would not be of any considerable 
importance compared with the loss of opportunity which this bill would 
force upon us to have these ships built in the navy-yards if it is found 
advisable to do so. 

I firmly believe that if the committee had gone into the investigation 
of that question we should have the opportunity of building these ships 
in our own yards, and then we should have our yards in a condition 
where in time of war or in any time of emergency we would be prepared 
to go on and build our ships, without the necessity of having ship-yards 
built. Thedelay would not be very great. The delay would not affect 
the action of Congress; it would merely affect the time in which we 
would put the ships under construction. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I do not think that the Senator from Ala- 
bama is altogether warranted in saying that I have stated any prefer- 
ence in regard to the manner of the construction of these ships. My 
language of course speaks for itself, and he can draw what inference he 
pleases from it. I say I have never given a thought to the subject as 
to how the vessels shall be constructed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam very sorry the Senator has not done so. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I do notcare; I have nobody to befriend in 
the matter one way or the other; I only want to give a decent and be- 
coming discretion to those who have this great work in of 
course if I were to go into the subject of constructing the ships at the 
navy-yards, I might inquire where are your engineers and where are all 
your powers and abilities to begin this work. I am not going into that. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER,. Will theSenator permit me toask him what 
he means by discretion? The bill gives the largest discretion. The 
Senator’s amendment narrows that discretion; it comes down to the 
places at which these ships shall be built. I donotunderstand that to 
be a discretion. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I can not ignore the fact that a year or so 
ago it was proclaimed from one end of this country to the other, and 
that, too, by the party to which I belong, that the vastsums of money 
referred to by my friend from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] a while 
ago as expended in the repairs of ships were disbursed in the interests 
of a political party, and there is a column of fi there that almost 
baffles human calculation to look at showing the millions upon mill- 
ions of money that have been squandered by those navy-yards in the 
repair of ships, andin many cases, asit has beensaid, the money was used 
to build up the fortunes of a political party. That ¢ has been 
made from one end of this country tothe other. Whether it is trueor 
not is another question, but I have heard it stated, if I am permitted 
to use private information, that someof therepairsthat have been made 
in the Government yards cost three times what the work could have 
been done for if it had been let out to contract. I do not know how 
true that is, but this is one of the questions with which we are con- 
fronted. The amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEW- 
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ELL] proposes to go back to that system and to give the Secretary of 
the Navy power to take his $4,000,000 and expend it at any one or two 
navy-yards in his discretion after the methods of the past. What do 
the gentlemen who have indicated by their speeches and their votes 
here distrust with to the naval management say to this propo- 
sition? If there is any danger from this expenditure of money to the 
integrity of political parties or the fairness of elections, is it not better 
that the power of the Government over it should be as restricted as 
possible? 

I understood that the main objection to the bill was (and we may 
just as well speak candidly) that it was going to place in the hands of 
those in power a fund that could be expended in a way that would hurt 
or benefit this or that political party. I am sure that the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] does not improve that 
situation, if that be the objection. It will place the entire $4,000,000 
in the hands of the Secretary of the Navy absolutely, to be expended 
by his employés under a system which brought down the flesh of an ad- 
miral forty pounds, according to his own statement, and that almost 
put him in the condition of a skeleton when he had in charge the re- 
pair or building up of one little vessel in the navy-yard at Washington. 

It is a choice with us between evils. We can not have anything 
absolutely perfect in life, but surely there has been nothing of late 
years in the administration of the navy-yards and the repair of ships 
there to commend them to public favor. The purpose of my amend- 
ment is to take away this absolute discretion, which might be rendered 
more dangerous. If we are going into this system, I want to go into 
it as it was in the far-off past. 

I will say to the Senator from Alabama that in previous days when 
vessels were provided to be built it was not unusual to apportion their 
construction among the several navy-yards after the manner pointed 
out and indicated by my amendment. The two ships that were built 
in the navy-yard at my own home, the Pensacola and the Seminole, 
were built, I think, under a resolution of Congress in 1858. At that 
time Congress provided for the construction of quite a number of ships, 
and they apportioned their construction among the navy-yards accord- 
ing to their capacity to do the work, and two of them were assigned to 
the Pensacola yard. . 

Mr. PIKE. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. PIKE, Why does he not include the navy-yard in New Hamp- 
shire as well as the one in his own State in his amendment? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I did not know that we were to have ships 
enough to go around, and I did not want to leave my own State out. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. PIKE. The Senator looked after his own State. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. There were but seven ships to be built, and 
I thought I would put them around as well as I could without leaving 
out my own State. 

If we are to go back to this policy, then let us putall the navy-yards 
upon a decent footing so that this work can be done in them. I say 
candidly that this question did not present itself to my mind, and I was 
willing to leave some discretion in accordance with the laws uow in ex- 
istence in order to carry out the great purpose of constructing a navy. 
The thing foremost in my mind was to get a navy. I do not believe 
that the Government of the United States, either by private contract or 
by doing the work itself, can ever succeed in doing work as cheaply as 
an individual. I do not know that any government can; but I am 
sure that the experience of the past tells us that there is nothing in the 
system suggested by the amendment of my friend from New Jersey to 
give it special confidence and faver at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on ing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. JonEs] to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr.. SEWELL]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEwELL]. 

Mr. MORGAN. I propose to amend the amendment of the Senator 
from New Jersey by inserting in line 3, after the word ‘‘ Government,” 
the words: 

If it shall be so directed by the President. 

So as to make that part of the amendment read: 

‘That the vessels authorized by this act shall be constructed at one or more of 
the most suitable navy-yards of the Government, if it shall be so directed by 
the President, under the supervision of the proper officers of the Navy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

Mr. MORGAN. My object in putting that amendment into the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey is to have the law definitely 
settled that the President may direct that these ships shall be built in 
the navy-yards. If that is the law now, as the Senator from. Maine I 
understand contends that itis, it is left in some doubt. Theadditional 
merit of the amendment would be that it provides the necessary tools 
and machinery for the navy-yard that might be selected. It makes 
provision for those things in order that the ships may be built. It is 
idle for the President of the United States to make the selection now 
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that they shall be built in the navy-yards unless we in some way sup- 
ply to the navy-yards the tools and machinery necessary for building 
the ships. I would be content, so far as I am personally concerned, 
with that direction, because we should then have the responsibility 
thrown upon the President of the United States to determine in the 
manner that he might think best whether it was better to build the 
ships, or some of them, in the navy-yards, or to build them under pri- 
vate contract; and the people of the United States ought at least to have 
the advantage of his judgment upon that proposition. 

Mr. HALE. I see that what the Senator seeks is to make the law 
certain. Why not then, as it seems not to accord precisely with it, 
strike out all of the proviso and let it read: 

That the vessels authorized by this act shall be constructed at one or more of 
the most suitable navy-yards of the Government: Provided, The President shall 
so direct. > 

Striking out the last part entirely. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then we should have no means provided by which 
our yards could be putin a condition to build the ships. The rest of 
the amendment offered by the Senator from New Jersey provides the 
means by which tools and machinery may be obtained at the navy-yards 
the President might select for building the ships. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator does not understand that the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey after the word ‘‘provided’’ in any way 
touches the fitting up of navy-yards ? 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the Senator be good enough to readit? Ihave 
not got it before me, 

Mr. HALE. It only provides for contracting for machinery for the 
ships outside of navy-yards. If the Senator will read the amendment 
carefully, he will see that it is not in the direction that he is seeking to 
go. It relates to another matter. Let me read the proviso: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy may be authorized by the President 
to procure the machinery for said vessels from parties e: d in the business 
of constructing naval machinery, the lowest responsible bidder to be accepted, 
after three months’ advertisement, 

It is a direction to procure the machinery from outside parties. 

Mr. MORGAN. I see that I was in error. 

Mr. HALE. It is not needed at all in view of what the Senator is 
seeking to do. - 

Mr. MORGAN. I misconstrued the amendment to that extent. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to striking out the proviso and put- 
ting in the words the Senator suggests. 

Mr. MORGAN. I shall not offer the amendment to the amendment 
under those conditions. I propose when we get into the Senate to offer 
an amendment that I think will have a better effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Alabama to withdraw his amendment. . 

Mr. MORGAN. I withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

Mr. HALE. How does the amendment stand now ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No amendment to the amendment 
has been adopted. It isthe amendment as proposed by the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

Mr. HALE. I hope that will be voted down. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon that amendment the Chair is 
informed that the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. Letit be reported. ~ 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as an additional section the 
following : 


Src. —. That the vessels authorized by this act shall be constructed at one or 
more of the most suitable navy-yards of the Government, under the supervision 
of the proper officers of the Navy: Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy 
may be authorized by the President to procure the machinery for said vessels 
from parties e in the business of constructing naval machinery, the low- 
est responsible bidder to be accepted, after three months’ advertisement in the 
principal newspapers of New York, Philadelphia, Boston, and San Francisco, 
payments to be made as the work pi ; but at no time shall it amount to 
within 25 per cent. of the value of the work and material, which amount of the 
contract price shall be retained by the Secretary of the Navy until final comple- 
tion and acceptance of the contract, 


ma EDMUNDS. That is coercive. It does notleave any discretion 
at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll upon 
agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 5 

Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. JACKSON (when Mr. KENNA’s name was called). The Sena- 
tor from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] requested me to announce his 
pair with the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. LOGAN (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
I am paired, I may state, for the remainder of the afternoon on this bill. 

Mr. CONGER (when Mr. MrrcHELL’s name was called). The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL] is detained from the Senate 
by sickness. He is paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
WALKER]. 

Mr. GARLAND (when Mr. WALKER’s name was called). 


My col- 
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league [Mr. WALKER] is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. MITCHELL]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COKE. I was requested by my colleague [Mr. MAXEY], who 
was in the Senate Chamber up to a few moments ago, to say that he is 
paired on all these questions with the Senator from Ilinois [Mr. 
LoGan]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was paired yesterday with the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON]. I do not see him in his seat to-day, and I 
will withhold my vote. He has not voted, I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; he is detained at his home by 
sickness, : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understood yesterday that he was IAEE 
sickness, and as I have been paired with him for a day or two, I shall 
continue the pair. 

Mr. HALE, My colleague [Mr. FRYE] is absent by order of the 
Senate, and is paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

The result was announced—yeas 2, nays 47; as follows: 


YEAS—2, 
Mahone, Riddleberger, 
NAYS—4?7. 

Aldrich, Cullom, m, Pike, 
Allison, Dawes, Hawley, P 
Anthony, Dolph, Jackson, Pl 5, 
Ba: i Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Pugh, 
Beck, r, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Blair, Garland, Lamar, Sabin, 
Bowen, George, Lapham, Sherman, 
Butler, Gorman, Vance, 
Call, Groome, Miller of Gal Ve 
Solent, Hale, Morgan; Rett 

olquitt, Hampton, orrill, n, 
Conger, en ay y 

ABSENT—27. 
Brown, Gibson, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Camden, Hill, Manderson, well, 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, Maxey, later, 
Cameron of Wis., Ingalls, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 
Cockrell, Jonas, Mitchell, Voorhees, 
Farley, Kenna, Pendieton, Walker. 
e, Logan, Saulsbury, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move to add as an additional section to the bill: 

Sec. —. That no vessel of the United States Navy shall hereafter be broken 
je Pind sold, the repairs or rebuilding of which cost less than 30 per cent. 
0! 


he raised value of such vessel, under the existing laws the 
ERI uaa condemnation of such vessels, e 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The amendmentiwas agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon concurring in 
the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. Shall the vote 
be taken on all the amendments together? 

Mr. HARRIS. In gross, I suggest, if there be no separate vote asked 
on any particular amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless some Senator desires to re- 
serve the vote on a particular amendment the question will be on con- 
curring in all the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to reserve the amendment offered yester- 
day by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] for the purpose of offer- 
ing an amendment in lieu thereof, to strike out and insert. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama desires 
to have the amendment made as in Committed"of the Whole on the 
motion of the Senator from Maine reserved for a separate vote. The 
question is on concurring in the other amendments made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on concurring 
in the amendment reserved. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the reserved amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 3. That said vessels, rams, and boats shall be ed and constructed in 
all respects in accordance with and subject to the conditions and provisions one 


the naval appropriation acts of August 5, 1882, and March 3, 1883, a 
enaisteviction of four atest ortieens. > 


Mr. MORGAN. I move tostrike out that amendment and insertin 
lieu thereof—remarking before I send itto the desk that I have had the 
statutes copied literally so far as I understand them to apply to this 
question, and thereby covering precisely the ground that the Senator 
from Maine covered in his amendment, except that I put the texts of 
the former laws into the text of this proposed law; but in doing so I 
have made certain changes to which I will call the attention of the 
Senate after the amendment has been reported at the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama moves to 
amend the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. The 
amendment to the amendment will be read. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to strike out section 3 and toinsert 


in lieu thereof: 


Src, 3. It shall be the duty of the advisory board appointed in conformity 
with an act making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes, approved August 5, 1882, to advise 
and assist the Secretary of the Navy, in his office or elsewhere, in all matters 
referred to them by him relative to the designs, models, plans, specifications, 
and contracts for said vessels in all their sad and relative to the materials to 
be used therein and to the construction reof, Se oypanahy relative to the 
harmonious adjustment, respectively, oftheir hulls, nery, and armament; 
and they shall examine all materials to be used in said vessels, and inspect the 
work on the same as it progresses, and have general supervision thereof, under 
the direction of said Secretary. Bat said board shall have no power to make or 
enter into any contract, nor to direct or control any officer ofthe Navy, the chiefof 
any bureau ofthe Navy, orany contractor. Neither of the vessels hereby author- 
ized to be built shall be contracted for or commenced until full and complete detail 
drawings and specifications thereof, in all its parts, including the hull, engines, 
and bo shall have have been provided fear by the Navy Departmen! 
and shall have been sapos in writing, by said board, or by a hoy a o 
the members thereof, and by the Secre of the Navy; and after said ngs 
and specifications have been provided, adopted, and approved asaforesaid, and 
the work has been commenced or a contract made for it, they shall not be 
changed in any respect, when the cost of such change shall in the construction 
exceed $500, except upon the approval of said board, or a majority of the mem- 
bers thereof, in writing, and upon the written order of theSecretary of the Navy; 
and, if changes are thus made, the actual cost thereof and the dam ca 
thereby shall be ascertained, estimated, and determined by said board; and in 
any contract made pursuant to this act it shall be provided in the terms thereof 
that the contractor shall be bound by the determination of said board, or a ma- 
jority thereof, as to the amount of the increased or diminished compensation 

d contractor shall be entitled to receive, if wed in consequence of such 

or changes. And for the construction of all w ich vessels and their armament 
the Secretary of the Navy shall invite proposals from all American ship-builders 
and builders of machinery whose ship-yards are fully equip; or shall within 
six months from the date of the contract be fully equipped, for building or re- 
pairing iron and steel steamships, and constructors of marine engines, machin- 
ery, and boilers. And the Secretary of the Navy is authorized to construct said 
vessels and procure their armament at a total cost for each not exceeding the 
amounts estimated by the naval advisory board in said report; and in the event 
that such vessels, or any of them, shall be built by contract, such building shall 
be under contract with the lowest and best nsible bidder or bidders, made 
after at least sixty days’ advertisement, publ. in five of the leading news- 
papers of the United States, inviting proposals for constructing suid vessels, 
subject to all such rules, regulations, superintendence, and provisions as to 
bonds and security for the due completion of the work as the Raevetry of the 
Navy shall p: be; and no such vessel be accepted unless completed in 
strict conformity with the contract, with the advice and assistance of the naval 
advisory board, and in all in accordance with the provisions of the act 
of August 5, 1882, except as t are hereby modified. And the authority to 
construct the same shall take effect at once ; and the Secretary of the Navy may. 

in addition to the appropriation hereby made, apply to the constructing and 
finishing of the vessels in this clause referred to any balance of the appropria- 
tion made to the Bureau of Construction and Repair and Steam-Engineering 
for the current fiscal year, or in the present act, which may remain available for 
that purpose: Provided, That he shall utilize the national navy-yards, with the 
machinery, tools,and appliances belonging to the Government there in use, in 
the building of said ships, or any parts thereof, as fully and to as great an extent 
as the same can be done with advantage to the Government, and shall cause 
estimates to be made and submitted to Congress as to the prenan nd building 
said vessels at the navy-yards before any contract is made for building the 
same, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] to 
the amendment agreed upon as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MORGAN. There are two changes here made in the text of the 
present law to which I call attention. The first relates to the condi- 
tion in which the contractors’ ship-yards shall be at the time they take 
these contracts. The law as it stands now requires that they shall be 
in a thorough state of equipment, prepared to make the hulls of steel 
ships at the time they take the contract. My amendment extends that 
time to six months after the contract, of course under such regulations 
as the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe. He can of course prevent 
a failure of the contract by requiring bonded security, if he chooses, that 
the contractor will put his ship-yard in proper condition to execute the 
contract within six months. The party desiring to take the contract 
for building these ships having the proper capital and having a ship- 
yard in all respects suited to it might not undertake to put his yard in 
that condition until after he had secured the contract which he was will- 
ing to make and which the Government was willing to accept. There- 
upon within six months from that time, as the act is proposed to be 
amended by me, he would procure the necessary additional machinery 
and tools and implements to execute his contract. 

The object of this amendment is to enlarge the area of competition. 
It is to bring into competition for the building of these ships not merely 
those who may have by anticipation prepared their ship-yards for the 
purpose, but those who might be willing to go on and make the prepa- 
ration. 

To illustrate the point of my gmendment, Mr. Roach, I will say, is 
building all these ships now. I believe it is understood he has the con- 
tract for all. 

Mr. BUTLER. We can not hear what the Senator is saying. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama will sus- 
sap Senators will please cease conversation; Senators are unable to 

ear the Senator who is addressing the Chair. ý 

Mr. MORGAN. I believe it is conceded that Mr. Roach has the con- 
tract now for building all the ships that are undercontract. Of course 
he has prepared himself with all the n machinery and tools, 


doubtless at considerable expense; but it is so that perhaps he is the 
only man in the United States who is in condition to comply with the 
terms of the statute as it stands and as the committee propose to re-enact 
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it. That is not fair to the rest of the people of the United States who 
may want to engage in ship-building nor is it fair to the Government 
itself. When we virtually confine the building of ships to private con- 

and we find but one man who is in condition to take the contract, 
I would say that we are very much at his mercy as to the prices we shall 
pay him if we are to have a navy at all and have these ships built at all. 

Why not say, as I propose in the text of this act, that a person shall 
have his bid accepted who will engage with the Government that he 
will be prepared within six months from the date of the contract with 
aship-yard fully equipped to go on with the work? Then we shall 
have some chance for competition. - But I respectfully submit to the 
Senate that by the iron rule prepared by the committee in their bill we 
havenooptioninthis matter. What has been said about possible favor- 
itism or fraud, whether it is actually true or not, leaves the motives of 
Congress open to inquiry and suspicion with respect to the desire and 
purpose to have but one gentleman engaged in building ships. We put 
ourselves in the category that we have no chance for reasonable con- 
tracts at all, and I wish to introduce something into this bill that will 
at least give us some chance for competition. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I understood the Senator to advocate the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey in his remarks and I un- 
derstood him a while ago to vote against it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator is mistaken about that. I did notad- 
vocate the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Does this amendment embrace the same 
thing? I ask whether it leaves the option to build the vessels by con- 
tract or in the navy-yards? 

Mr. MORGAN. The amendment I am now speaking of does not 
touch that subject. There is another amendment I propose after I get 
this text of the existing law incorporated in the bill which I think will 
touch that. What I advocated in respect of the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey was the principle that at least one navy-yard of 
the United States should be fitted up with a view to building ships, 
and that we should always keep it fitted up, so that the Government 
would in that respect at least be in competition with private bidders 
in the building of ships. 

That was as far as I went; and I misunderstood, as the Senator will 
remember, the purport of the ieever ge part of the amendment of the 
Senator from New Jersey. In fact I not studied that; I had only 
looked at it very casually. I suppose that the concluding portion of 
the proviso in the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey referred 
not to the navy-yards, but to the machinery and tools necessary to do 
the work, whereas I found that it only related to the obtaining of 
machinery for the ships themselves—a different matter. I was mis- 
taken in the purport of the amendment as far as that was concerned. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The mistake I made was in speaking to 
something that was not before the Senate. I thought the Senator was 
speaking to the amendment offered by the Senator from New Jersey. 
That was my mistake. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is very customary, as the Senator will learn after 
he has been here a while, that a Senator will speak to a great deal that 
is not before the Senate. There is no harm in that in the Senate of the 
United States. Iam gratified at that, because I do not like myself 
always to beconfined to any text in my remarks, as if arguing a plea 
before a court. 

But my amendment, Mr. President, at present only provides an op- 
portunity for those American ship-builders to compete in these con- 
tracts who may after six months from the date of the contract provide 
ship-yards of a sufficient capacity and with the necessary equipment to 

these contracts into effect. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have only one word to-say. I donot 
think I need to show how utterly impracticable this scheme would be 
as presented by the Senator from Alabama, that the Secretary should 
put out proposals and make contracts with any party who would agree 
that in six months from the time of making the contract he would have 
his yard ready to go to work. In the first place, that postpones every- 
thing six months, which I do not believe the Senate wants todo. In 
the next place, it throws the whole matter into the most chaotic and 
confused form possible; for what would happen if the Secretary made 
a contract with a man who at the end of six months failed to put his 
yard in condition? He is dealing with all the probabilities or possibili- 
ties of the future, and I can not conceive anything ingeniously devised 
that would render him so helpless and hopeless in the task of construct- 
ing these ships as this amendment offered by the Senator from Ala- 
abama. Idonot know when any thing would be done under the amend- 
ment, certainly not under six months; and if a man failed in what he 

to do for the future, then it isall thrown open again, and a year 
is lost. I hope the Senate will vote down the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. When we make a contract for the building of the 
ship itself we must have some better guarantees of the performance of 
that contract than the mere state of preparation the contractor may be 
in at the time for carrying on the work, for he might fail of having 
money enough to build the ship after all, and that would throw things 
into chaotic confusion, as the Senator from Maine says. 


Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator’s amendment do more than put it 
within the power of the President to exercise the discretion of contract- 
ing with such a person ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not any more than that. 

Mr. HALE. But the lowest bidder may be a man who has no yard, 
no plant, who has no means of carrying out his work, but agrees that 
he will have it six months ahead, whose bid might supplant all the 
regular builders, men who are already prepared. Of course it puts it 
off six months. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Secretary of the Navy has the right to estab- 
lish rules and regulations under which these bids shall be made; and 
that is a broad power given in all such statutes, conferring on him a 
discretion which executive officers are not at all slow to avail them- 
selves of, and which are entirely effectual when they are availed of. 
This discretionary power enables him to reject a bid if it does not suit 
him, although it may be the lowest bid. 

Mr. HALE. Clearly not. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ifa bid was made, by myself for instance, to build 
a steamship worth a million and a half of dollars, when I had noship- 
yard, no skill in construction, no money to build it with, who would 
contend that the Secretary of the Navy, because I might put in a bid 
for a million dollars for a ship worth a million and a half, would be 
compelled to accept it when he has discretionary power ? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly as at present; but suppose in just that 
situation the Senator should come in and make a bid and agree that in 
sr months he would have a yardin order, the Secretary must take that 

id. 

Mr. MORGAN. I must secure my agreement to the satisfaction of 
the Secretary of the Navy and show him that in six months’ time I 
will be able to do it; and he has power to accept the proposal on that 
condition if he wishes. Otherwise the committee have left us in very 
bad shape by putting us under a law by which we are compelled to ac- 
cept the lowest bidder for the ship without regard to who makes the 
bid. I trust the committee have not forced us into that corner. I 
should dislike to occupy it at the command of the committee even. 
The law is entitled to and will receive a very different interpretation 
from that. The power which exists to make proper rules and regula- 
tions for carrying this law into effect necessarily implies the authority 
on the part of the Secretary to reject any bid, however formal it may be 
in its character and however it may conform to the precise letter of the 
statute, unless that bid in fact corresponds to its spirit and intent; that 
is, to secure the building of the ship. As we haveit, though, I submit 
to the Senate and I submit to the country through the Senate that the 
bill as presented by the Committee on Naval Affairs is a bill to confine 
the building of these ships to John Roach’s ship-yard. I have been 
trying to avoid landing on that rock, because I want the Navy built; 
but if the Senate of the United States or the Secretary of the Navy have 
a special purpose in view to put the building of these ships into the 
hands of one single man, he being the only man that is prepared to do 
it, I can not follow in that direction. 

Mr. HALE. Why does the Senator say and continue to iterate and 
reiterate that John Roach is the only man in the country prepared to 
build these ships when I have shown here this morning—the Senator 
has taken the book and read it himself—tbat in the contracting for the 
vessels now building four well-known, competent, well-established con- 
cerns, as ready as John Roach, entered into the field and made bids? 
Now why continually after that declare that there is any purpose or ob- 
ject here in putting these ships into the hands of any one contractor? 
Nobody desires that. The Senator ought not to consider that the com- 
mittee reporting this bill has any purpose of that kind in view. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not know what anybody desires, but I know 
that it is my duty as a legislator, if anybody should desire a thing of 
that sort, to prevent it, if I can do so by the use of proper words in the 
bill. I do not know and the Senator from Maine does not know 
whether the other three persons who bid heretofore a year ago for the 
building of ships are now prepared with yards equipped for the pur- 


pose. - 

Mr. HALE. I know that they are prepared; they are large concerns. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator has not put it in his report; the com- 
mittee have not investigated it. I am prepared to say that I do not 
think the Senator has acccurate information on this subject. The pre- 
sumption would be that, having failed to get the contract heretofore for 
building any ships at all, one man having gotten all the contracts, he 
is in a state of preparation to build the new issues of ships, whereas the 
other men excluded from the contracts because of the amount of their 
bids heretofore have not kept themselves in preparation to build these 
ships, and under the provisions of this bill I do not know but that 
these ships can be put out under contract within a few weeks’ time. 

The Senator has complained of delay about it. Let me say to him, 
beware of too much haste. While we need a navy, we are not suffer- 
ing forit. Wecan afford to bea little deliberate about this; very much 
better afford to take a little time to scrutinize everything than we can 
to hasten the building of these ships; for the impulse which leads us to 
hasten this work may lead us into having these contracts pushed upon 
the market right away, when other men will have no opportunity even 
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to be prepared to take these contracts. If I occupied the position of 
John Roach to-day, with his command of money and machinery and 
influence, I do not know that I could have any greater subject of felici- 
tation than the passage of this bill as the committee reported it, for I 
would understand perfectly that, being prepared with a ship-yard and 
all necessary material and machinery, and being presumptively, and I 
have no doubt in fact, the only man who is prepared when you offered 
your contracts, Ishould have the control of the market, and I could take 
these ships at pretty much any price I pleased. Haste will throw us 
into his hands in spite of all wecando. Deliberation, caution, and care 
may enable us to have these ships built by some other American who 
is willing to build them cheaper than Mr. Roach. 

I do not speak from the standpoint of a man who has prejudice or 
who is embittered toward Mr. Roach or Mr. anybody else. I merely 
recognize the undeniable fact that so far as we are informed by this 
committee or so far as any gentleman on this floor knows of his per- 
sonal observation Mr. Roach is the only man in the United States who 
is now prepared to build these ships, and he will be the only man in 
the United States who will be to build these ships on the day 
that these contracts are to be let, and we might just as well put him 
in the bill and name John Roach as the man to build the ships at his 
own price as to pass this bill in the in which it is now, under 
the circumstances by which this case is surrounded. I want a navy, 
but do not expect that any House, this or the other, will pass a bill 
open to such serious question and criticism as this must be when the 
committee are perfectly unyielding in their demand not merely that 
these ships shall be built but built now, not only built but built by 
John Roach; for that is the effect of it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama yield 
to the Senator from South lina ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I yield. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not think the Senator is entirely warranted in 
that statement. . 

Mr. MORGAN. It is not a statement, it is an argument. 

Mr. BUTLER. Itis an argument, I suppose. I am sure that my 
friend from Alabama will on reflection not repeat that statement, al- 
though he says it is in the form of argument. It seems to me that the 
Committee on Naval Affairs took every possible precaution that ordi- 
nary foresight could adopt to get the very information that the Senator 
from Alabama says we have not produced. I will refer him (if he will 
turn to page 92 of the report of the Committee on Naval Affairs) to the 
testimony of Admiral Porter in reply to a question which I put to him. 
I will read the question and his reply: 

r BUTLER. With our present facilities for building ships in this coun- 


Senato; 
try, how long would it take to get a navy of the size you have just indicated? 
Admiral PORTER. It depends altogether on the app! cation of the amount of 


labor to the work. yon ge to work and emplo: great ship-yards of this 
country, Cramp in Philadelphia, Harlan an: ollingsworth in Wilmington. 
John h in Chester, and some in the Eastern States and in New York an 


Boston, and you can soon do it, 


That is a statement of fact made by Admiral Porter, the Admiral of 
the Navy—I take it not made loosely. I assume that the Admiral 
knew what he was talking about when hereferred us to a number of large 
ship-yards in this country where these ships could be built. I submit 
to the Senator that the statement that this bill would put the construc- 
tion of these ships in the hands of John Roach, and John Roach alone, 
is not warranted by the facts. I submit that to him now in all candor. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not know whether it would or not. I am 
arguing from a state of facts which seems to be conceded, and I am 
arguing further from the fact that this honorable committee have not 
furnished us with the facts that it ought to have done in order to enable 
us to vote in an enlightened way on this question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I should like to ask the Senator what facts he 
wants ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I would like to have had you ask Admiral Porter, 
“t Are these ship-builders prepared with every arrangement required by 
the act of Co: now for the building of steel ships? *’ 

Mr. BUTLER. Why, Mr. President, I am sure the Senator would 
not have asked me to propose a question of that kind to the Admiral ot 
the Navy, who had just stated in reply to my question that they were 
in a condition to build these ships. I did not ask the Admiral, I 
would not insult him by asking him, if they had every single tool, every 
appliance, every plant necessary to build every part of a ship; but I 
assume that he knew what he was talking about. I was not familiar 
with the subject. 

Mr. MORGAN. If they are not in thatstate of preparation required 
by the law to become contractors or builders under this bill, then they 
have no right to bid, and so far as we know and so far as this commit- 
tee has informed us but one man to-day in the United States has got 
a right to bid, and that is the man who is constructing the ships now. 

I am not here either to accuse the committee or to excuse it for not 
having presented this case in a proper light before the Senate. I am 
acting in the absence of information. Iam compelled to surmise and 


to argue and to reason in order to come to a conclusion, and in arriving 
nt a legislative conclusion where my vote is the expression of my con- 
scientious conviction upon my oath I have a right to know something 


about the facts of this case, and the committee had the duty resting 
upon them to inform me. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAYARD. Asa matter of fact I will contribute the testimon 
of my own personal knowl that there are fourother iron-ship build- 
ing establishments on the river Delaware within a radius of thirty 
miles of Mr. Roach’s yard that can build as large, as strong, as swift, 
and as valuable vessels as his or any other ship-building establishment 
anywhere else. The firm of Cramp & Son is one; the American Ship- 
Building Company, of which as eo Gorringe is the president, is the 
next; the firm of Pusey, Jones & Co. is the third; and the Harlan & 
Hollingsworth Company make four; and they or any of them can build 
just as good vessels as Mr. Roach, and they can build as good vessels 
as anybody else in this world if they get the order to do it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, Mr. President, we are beginning to under- 
stand the subject. Here a Senator gets up and states in his place facts 
that I accept as being undeniable. If the committee had seen proper 
to put those facts in the record this debate on this proposition would 
not have sprung up in the form that it has. We now are informed ot 
four establishments in the United States that can build iron or steel 
ships, only four. Those are notall the ship-yards in the United States. 
There ought to be forty perhaps—lI do not know how many, but quite 
a number—and these all ought to be admitted to competition. Ifaman 
wants to bid for work to be done in his ship-yard, and he is not at the 
time in a state of preparation to do it, but gets his bid accepted and 
can then go on within six months’ time and prepare himself to the sat- 
isfaction of the Secretary of the Navy to do the work, how can we 
refuse to allow that man to come in and compete ? 

I contend that the Government of the United States ought to be a 
competitor also, and the latter clause of the amendment which I have 
sent to the desk provides for that by allowing the President of the 
United States to take information and to direct that these ships shall be 
built in a navy-yard, in the event that he becomes satisfied after an ex- 
amination that that is the most economical and the best way to do it. 
He shall direct it. That is the closing part of the amendment which I 
have had the honor to offer. But the present point is that I wish to 
strike out that feature in the existing law which requires that the con- 
tractors shall be in astate of preparationat the moment they bid. How 
long are these biddings to be open? The law says after such a length 
of advertisement. You can put youradvertisement in the moment this 
bill is signed, and you have a very brief time then in which to make 
preparation, and that confines it, according to the testimony as we have 
it here before the Senate through the Senator from Delaware, to four or 
five persons at the outside who can bid; and there ought to be more. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam entirely in sympathy with the Senator from 
Alabama in throwing every possible safeguard around this bill that can 
be thrown around itreasonably; but Inow submit to him whetherin his 
experience either as a Senator or as a man he has ever known aproposi- 
tion similar to that which he has just submitted to the Senate? I ask 
him whether in the erection or construction of a public building, in put- 
ting in bids for supplies for the Army and Navy, in the Quartermaster’s, 
the Commissary, or the Ordnance Department, or in any other Depart- 
ment of the Government, he has ever known that prerequisite to be 
required of a man who bids, that he must put himself in a condition, 
and allow him six months to do it, before he will comply with the terms 
of his contract? I submit that to him as a matter of business. 

Mr. MORGAN. I never knew a contract to be made by the Com- 
missary Department for bacon and molasses or vinegar or flour, or by 
the Quartermaster’s Department for clothing, shoes, or goods of any de- 
scription, which provided that the man should have any particular ma- 
chine on hand or a factory for making it before he should be allowed to 
bid; [havenever known anything of that sort. This casestands on pecu- 
liar grounds; itis entirely sui generis, for the reason that Con; in its 
wisdom has seen fit to ordain heretofore that the party who shall be al- 
lowed to bid must first place himself in a particular attitude to show 
that he is ready and prepared to execute the contract; he must be pre- 
paea at the time that the contract is entered into; if he is not prepared 

e can not bid, and that must confine the bidding to a very few per- 
sons. 

What I propose to do is merely this, not to dispense with the neces- 
sity of his being prepared to execute the contract, but to give him some 
little time after the contract or engagement is entered into within which 
he shall put himself in a state of preparation, in order not that only 
four men shall come in and compete in the biddings, but in order that 
more capital which might find itself profitably invested in such an en- 
terprise as this may be furnished. J 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not want the Senator from Alabama or any Sena- 
tor to feel that the Committee on Naval Affairs is unyielding about any- 
thing of this kind or has any desire to favor any one man. Anything 
that will not unduly delay this enterprise that the Senator wants to see 
set on foot as much as I do, I take it, I am willing to consent to, but 
the Senator will see that in the form that hisamendment now is placed 
it involves six months’ additional time after the bill passes. The bill 


ie to interrupt him ? 
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is not going to pass to-day; it can not probably get through the House 
of Representatives, if at all, under two or three months, Then six 
months after the contract is made are to be allowed; this may carry it 
around for more than a year and thereby destroy a whole year. Why 
will not the Senator put his amendment in a form providing that any 
contractor who shall show to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the 
Navy that within three months from the date of the passage of this bill 
or from the date of the contract he will have his yard in condition to 
build these ships may bid? I should have no objection to that. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwill do that with the greatest cheerfulness. Say 
‘who in three months from the date of the contract shall satisfy the 
Secretary of the Navy that he is in a condition to comply.” 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that, and I think that it per- 
haps relieves the bill from some objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. I put in six months because I did not know how 
long it would take. Iam not on the Naval Committee, and do not 
know anything about it. 

Mr. HALE. Let that part of the amendment be read and I will 
suggest a change. We can come to some accord, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Doesthe Senator from Alabama yield 
for the reading of that part of his amendment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Or shall within six months from the date of the contract be fally equipped. 

Mr. HALE. It wants a clause like this: ‘‘Shall show to the satis- 
faction of the Secretary of the Navy.” 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘Shall show to the satisfaction of the Secretary of 
the Navy that within three months from the date of the contract he 
will be thoroughly equipped.” 

Mr. HALE. That will do. Let the language be just as the Senator 
has it already in that respect, changing the time. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘That is within three months from the date of the 
contract. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama modifies 
his amendment. The modified part will be read. 

The Cater CLERK. The modification is: 

Who shall show to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy that within 
three months from the date of the contract his ship-yard will be equipped. 

So as to read: 

The Secretary of the Navy shall invite posals from all American ship- 
builders and builders of machinery who 1 show to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary of the Navy that within three months from the date of the contract 
his ship-yard will be equipped for building and repairing iron and steel ships. 

Mr. HALE. [have no objection to that. Now ifthe Senator will 
strike off the Jast part of his amendment referring to another feature I 
will accept it as a substitute for the amendment which was offered 
yesterday. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will strike that out, but before doing so I wish 
to say this: I am informed that an appropriation bill would be the 
proper place on which to provide for the preparation of one of the navy- 
yards or two, as Co may order, for the building of these ships; and 
I do not wish to em the passage of this bill by any unnecessary 
amendments. I will therefore strike out the latter part of my amend- 
ment passing beyond the text of the original law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama modifies 
his amendment to the bill further by striking out the words which will 
now be read. : 

The Chief Clerk read the words stricken out, as follows: 

And shall cause estimates to be made and submitted to Congress as to the 
economy of building said vessels at the navy-yards before any contract is made 
for building the same. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama as modified. 

Mr. HALE. Isee no objection. That is simply, with the changes 
which have just been upon, a reaflirmation in terms of the old 
law now in force, and I think it better that it should be in the bill 
directly rather than by reference. So I have no objection now to its 
bieng substituted for the amendment agreed to in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, before this debate closes I 
want to say in a very candid spirit that I do not agree to much that is 
generally said here on questions of this kind that by implication in- 
volves the motives of men in this body. I do not think that parlia- 
mentary, I do not think it proper. . 

The name of John Roach has been paraded all over this Chamber as 
though he was behind the Senators who are endeavoring to build up a 
navy. I do say that in thaabsence of anything showing that Mr. 
Roach or any of his emissariefor agents have any influence here it is 
not proper to refer to him in that way. Neither Mr. Roach nor any- 
body connected with him that I know of, nor an individual of any de- 
scription, has spoken to me in connection with this bill. Still I am a 
member ofthe Naval Committee, and in the discharge of my public duty 
there I have given my support to it from the honest conviction that I 
was acting for the best interests of the country. Upon whom else any 
gentleman may operate is another thing; but when it is said here that 
we are bringing forth a bill from the Naval Committee which proposes 


to put a contract into the hands of a particular individual and that in- 
dividual named, it is contrary to all the proprieties. d 

I know that my good friend from Alabama, whose heart and gener- 
osity I appreciate, would be as far from doing it as any one. I only 
call attention to this matter. 

Mr. MORGAN. Imade no statement that this bill was intended to 
apply to John Roach’s contract, I said that the arguments which had 
been made and the inferences which had been drawn to that effect 
would have very great force if the committee held on to an iron rule 
which confined the bidding to John Roach. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I say to the Senate and I say to the Sen- 
ator that I do not know John Roach or any other individual in connec- 
tion with this business and I have not been consulted out of doors by 
anybody in regard to this bill. No mortal man outside of the commit- 
tee has ever addressed a word to meabout it. Isay that. The Senator 
from South Carolina very properly the other day repelled these insinu- 
ations; and yet we hear the charge repeated that there is a job in this. 
It was so said in regard to a bill for the building of a library the other 
day. The public press was reeking with these uncharitable, unparlia- 
mentary insinuations so unbecoming the Senate of the United States. 

There is one word I want to rg regard to a part of the amend- 
ment of my friend from Alabama that he introduced a while ago which 
was conceived in a mistake to which I wish to draw his attention, be- 
cause I am with him on the line he has indicated. His amendment 
which gives power to the Secretary of the Navy to retire a ship upona 
cost for repairs of one-third of her appraised value will give him a greater 
power than he possesses under existing laws. That provision ought to 
be 30 per cent. of the estimated cost ofa new ship corresponding to the 
one that is condemned. 

Mr. HALE. We have adopted that. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I know it is adopted, and I call attention 
to it now because I think itis well that thereshould beachange. The 
amendmentis thatupon an appraisement of aship in her existing con- 
dition she may be condemned if repairing her would cost 30 per cent. 
of her appraised value at the time the appraisement is made. The 
existing law is 20 per cent. of the estimated cost of a new ship corre- 
sponding to the ship tobe condemned. So this proposition of my friend 
from Alabama would give the Secretary of the Navy a greater power to 
put out of existence the vessels now in commission than he has under 
the existing law. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I wish to say a word. I believe I said 
something the other day about Mr. Roach, and I believe the parlia- 
mentary lecture of the Senator from Florida applies to me as well as 
anybody else. I got. my impression of Mr. John Roach in the debate 
of March 3, 1883, when the Senator from Florida was opposing the naval 
appropriation bill, or the provisions in it with regard to the building of 
these four vessels that are now being built. The Senator from Dela- 
ware stated in that debate that Mr. John Roach had had the Secretary 
of the Navy as his agent here for five years, and therefore would un- 
doubtedly have the construction of theships. That was the statement 
madein March, 1883. To-day we have thesame Secretary of the Navy, 
and now we are going to have more contracts, and it is fair to assume 
that Mr. Roach will be the party who will be contracted with. If any 
paanan rule is violated when these statements are made, if they 
are facts, as I have no doubt they are—I have no personal knowledge 
on the subject, but they were stated then and not denied—I am not 
aware of it. 

The vey he and front of my offending 
Hath this extent, no more. 
5 Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, what is the question before the 
enate ? 4 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MOR- 
GAN] to the amendment made as in Committee, of the Whole. 

Mr. HALE. I hope that will be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Alabama to the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole. : 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now recurs on agree- 
ing to the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole as amended. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in, 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I have been a silent listener to 
this discussion, which has been interesting and instructive. I think 
that those who are acquainted with the course I have pursued in my 
public service know that I am not an illiberal Senator. I am not 

iberal in my votes. I have rejoiced in thestrength, glory, and power 
of this Government, and on occasions when needed there is nobody who 
would look with greater pleasure upon a demonstration of our power 
than I would. I have reached the conclusion, however, not to vote for 
this bill, and itis proper that I should give my reasons in a few words. 

I have heard it intimated in this discussion that war is liable to af- 
flict this country; that we are liable to collision with foreign powers. 
I see no liability of that kind at the present time; but if such liability 
did exist, if the clouds of war were gathering on our horizon, this would 
be one of the most inefficient and incapable measures of defense that I 
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could possibly imagine. We might as well look to our real situation 
as a government, as a power. e are a long way from powerful and 
belligerent neighbors. It is our great good fortune that weare isolated 
from the rest of the world to a greatextent. We havethe weak power 
of Mexico on the south; we have the colony of Canada on the north. 
We are free from that attrition and friction which grow from powerful 
neighbors, causing strong armies and great navies to be maintained by 
the European powers. The consequence is that we can not pretend to 
be upon a war footing from year to year in anticipations which may not 
come in a quarter of a century, or half a century, or a century, even. 
We are so situated that we must rely on occasions of emergency upon 
the patriotism and ready resources of our people. To attempt to sus- 
tain a navy capable of coping with the powers of Europe is an absurd- 
ity, just as great an absurdity as it would be for us to keep a standing 
army upon the footing of Germany, or France, or England. 

The argument that we are liable to be involved in war, I repeat, is 
no argument in favor of this bill at all, because in my judgment waris 
not a probability, and if it was this would beno protection. Why, Mr. 
President, what are the precedents of Europe? I recall some of the 
events that occurred during the war between the sections. One of the 
greatest evils that could afflict mankind would have occurred here in 
our country if a line had been drawn across the continent dividing us 
into two governments. Weshould have been such close, powerful, and 
belligerent neighbors that war would have been in constant apprehen- 
sion; standing armies would have confronted each other on each side; 
great navies would then have been built up. Europe is a lesson to us 
on that subject. We should have presented the same spectacle that is 
presented there between foreign and rival powers. * 

Mr. President, we are talking about building seven ships. They are 
¢alled steel cruisers, I believe. What would they be in a conflict with 
the great maritime powers of the world? First, I claim there is no 
emergency upon us, and if there was an emergency this would not be a 
drop in the bucket to meet it. This bill is not in the line of argument; 
it is not in the line of for if an “was u this 
country to build ships at all it would have to build a hundred and 
more. 

I would like to ask what public good can result from keeping afloat 
seven vessels? If seven are needed, one hundred are needed. If one 
hundred are not needed, seven are not needed. The British navy floats 
241 ships of war and fires on occasion 1,200 guns. Are you buildinga 
navy by this bill which provides for putting in the hands of executive 
authority four or five million dollars? Are you building a navy by it 
to compete with Britain’s power? It only needs that the question be 
asked to expose the absurdity of it. We have some altercation occa- 
sionally with England. She confines our citizens in her jails whenever 
she pleases; she them without much respect for the authorities 
of this Government; she holds them as long as she pleases and liberates 
them only when she chooses. I have thought sometimes it would be 
difficult to kick or coerce this Government into a war with England. 
Certainly I do not desire to see war with England, but if gentlemen are 
legislating in view of the probability of a conflict with that great power, 
then let them not talk to me about seven ships; let them not talk to 
me about a few boats as againsta pore which mounts more than 1,200 
guns and floats nearly 300 men-of-war. We are at peace and in quiet 
kindness with France. She is the European republic. 

Mr. BECK. Let me say to the Senator from Indiana that the last 
report as to the English ships of the line, after giving a list of three 
pages of their armor-plated and other ships, says: 

From this list it appears —_ there are in commission, building, or unappro- 
priated, 415 ships of war, with 2,567 , aggregate burden of 1,014,535 tons, 
and steam-power equal to that of 710, 95 horses, 

About twice as much as the Senator thinks. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I received my information from what I thought 
to be a very reliable source, and if I disclosed it everybody else would 
say the same; but I presume the statement which has been furnished 
me was made before the recent difficulties of England which led her to 
increase her navy to the extent stated. 

Mr, BECK. This is her last report. 

Mr. VOORHEES. But whether the statement I have made be cor- 
rect, or, which is more likely, the statement made by the Senator from 
Kentucky is correct, it will be very apparent how futile, how trifling 
is en that this will be a provision against her power in case of 
trouble. 

As I was proceeding to say, we are at peace and in fraternity with 
France as the great European republic. I know no cause of complaint 
against that power. I wish her well from the bottom of my heart as 
holding up as it were the torchlight of liberty in the midst of surround- 
ing despotism. But suppose a call were made for a warlike demon- 
stration on the part of this country against France; France has 496 men- 
of-war on the ocean; she mounts 2,854 guns; a larger fleet, possibly a 
much more powerful one, even than England has. 

Will gentlemen pretend that it is an argument in favor of this bill 
that we are preparing for war, for a collision with forces of that nature? 
Germany has 86 men-of-war afloat, with more than 500 guns; Italy, 
with an exceptionally powerful fleet according to numbers, has also 86 
men-of-war, with 570 guns; Russia sends to the waters of the world 224 
men-of-war, with 561 guns mounted; and Spain, because of her colonies 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1495 


in the West Indies, our nearest and most dangerous neighbor, has 132 
ships of war, with 517 guns. 

Whom are we preparing for? Are we preparing for any of the first- 
class powers with these seven ships, or are we preparing for a battle 
with the batteanx of the Sandwich Islands? 

Not, only, Mr. President, have I given these numbers, but of the ships 
I have named France has 57 ironclads, enough to sink everything that 
we have afloat or that we propose to put afloat; Great Britain has 74 iron- 
glada; Germany has24ironclads; Italy has 18ironclads; Russia 31; and 

pain 9. 

Mr. President, I may beanswered that this statement puts us at the 
mercy of the great powers of the world. That is true to this extent: 
for the first few months of war between this country and any first-rate 
power of Europe our Navy would be swept from the ocean; but our 
reliance is on that indomitable courage and resource of the American 
people which would enable us to put in the field and place on the 
water in a very short time a sufficient force to assert our honor and 
dignity. I remember very well that I was a member of the House ot 
Representatives when the terrible tragedy and disaster of the Virginius 
took place; also when Spain built 30 gunboats in New York Harbor in 
violation of all the laws of neutrality to suppress Cuban liberty. 

Some of the authorities at New York libeled those gunboats and 
sought to check their departure. I have it from the American minis- 
ter then resident at Madrid that it was seriously discussed in official 
quarters in Spain to send their navy up. to New York and cut those 
gunboats out of the harbor under the very flag of the United States. 
They held the naval strength and resources of the United States in per- 
fect contempt so far as their West Indian possessions were concerned. 
I had occasion to discuss that question in the House of Representatives 
very fully and very elaborately. But what is the remedy for. that? 
Shall we say therefore that we have to have a standing army and a 
powerful navy all the time ready for a conflict with powers that are 
not nearer to us than 3,000 miles of water ? 

This is a grave subject; one calling for the er best thought. If we 
are not going to build up a navy to compete and to be ready to com- 
pete, to be standing ready for war with these first-rate powers, why are 
we called on now to build seven ships that will be simply seven morsels 
to be devoured by any one of these powers? If war were imminent I 
would vote to build one hundred ships, I would vote to mount a thou- 
sand guns, but in time of peace we can not support such a naval arma- 
ment nor sustain a great standing army; and in the absence of doing 
that I see no good to come, no public utility, in maintaining the seven 
ships any more than in maintaining seven additional regiments as a 

ing army to meet the men whom Germany could muster. 

For these reasons I shall not vote for this bill. I might press some 
things in regard to the building of naval vessels. It is not pleasant for 
me to impugn motives, nor shall I do so. I have the greatest possible 
respect for the motives of Senators who differ from me on this question, 
the greatest possible respect for Senators who support this bill and take 
a different view from what I do; but I can see no object to be accom- 
plished by the expenditure of these millions of money at this time, with 
no war threatening us, and, even if there were, without any prospect of 
accomplishing a defense against the naval powers of the world. 

It is gratifying to naval officers to command good ships, and I am ex- 
tremely friendly to the naval officers. I have no word of criticism to 
make upon them, and I haveoften thought they are treated with great 
injustice. Senators and Members of the House allow themselves some- 
times to speak of naval officers being about the hotels of Washington 
in idleness. What are they todo? They are idle in time of peace to 
be ready in time of war. On the stormy coast, bearing the brunt of 
battle, they have earned the right to loll about hotels and in the best 
places they can find. I envy them not one moment of pleasure, and I 
say to them and to the officers of the Army, who are sometimes criticised 
for the reason that there are more officers than there are men to com- 
mand that is true, but they have earned the right to be idle and with- 
out active command. 

Men who earned their commands in time of war are entitled to re- 
spect and to leisureintimeof peace. Full well we know, Mr. President, 
that if war came upon this country these very men, some of whom 
are gray and hoary and others younger, from the North and from the 
South, from the Federal and from the confederate ranks, wounded and 
scarred in many an honorable conflict, would rally to the flag and take 
care of the safety of this Government. But I see nothing to be accom- 
plished by the piecemeal work we are pro g here, except to put 
money in the hands of those who have me thus earned the gratitude of 
their country. 

Ido not desire to say more. I have said what I have said reluc- 
tantly; butas this is a measure of importance and as I propose to vote 
against the judgment of many gentlemen for whom I have the greatest 
possible respect, I thought it was not improper that I should give my 
reasons for doing so. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I voted for an amendment that I thought 
ought to be put on this bill; but the Senate disagreed with me. Now, 
if I lacked an additional reason why I should vote for this appropria- 
tion, I could find it in the remarks which have just fallen from the lips 
of the Senator from Indiana. The very fact that England can incarce- 
rate American citizens whenever she pleases and hold them as long as 
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she choosen as sufficient to induce me to vote for seven ships and I only 
wish that the number were one hundred and seven instead of seven. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
the third time. i 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been read three 
times, the question is, Shall it pass? 
Mr. VOORHEES called for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 
The enay proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). On this question I am 
with the tor from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 
Mr. KENNA (when Mr. CAMDEN’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. CamDEN] is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAw- 


YER]. 
Mr. FAIR (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY]. 


Mr. KENNA (when his name was ao I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER]. If we were not paired, he 
would vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. LOGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 


ator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY]. If he were present, I should vote 
‘*vea’’ and he would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Yir. HARRISON (when Mr. MANDERSON’S name was called). The 
Senator from Neb [Mr. MANDERSON] is confined to his home by 
sickness. I do not know whether the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCK- 
RELL] announced a pair with him or not. 

Mr. CONGER (when Mr. MrrcHELv’s name wascalled). The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL] is detained from the Sen- 
ate by sickness. He is paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
WALKER]. Ifhere, the Senator from Pennsylvania would vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. PIKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. Ifhe werepresent, I should 
vote ‘‘yea.”? 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] 
is detained at home by illness and is paired with me. Were he pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘‘nay’’ and he would doubtless vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 13; as follows: 


YEAS—38. 


Aldrich, Dolph, Jones of Florida, Pendleton, 
Allison, un Jones of Nevada, Platt, 
Ba: Garland, Lapham, Plumb, 
Blair, Gorman, McMillan, Ransom, 
Bowen, Groome, Mahone. Riddleberger, 
Butler, Hale, Miller of Cal., Sabin, 
Call, a en organ, Sherman, 
Conger, n, Morrill, Wiliams, 
Cullom, Hawley, er, Wilson. 
Dawes, Hill, 
NAYS—13. 
George, Lamar, Van Wyck, 
3 
ke, Stare: Pugh, 
= uitt, Jackson, Vance, Voorhees. 
‘arley, 
ABSENT—25. 

Anthon; Frye, McPherson, Sawyer, 

wa Gibson, Manderson, Sewell, 
Camden, Hoar, ey, 7 
Cameron of Pa., Ingalls, Miller of N. Y., Walker. 
Cameron of Wis., Jonas, tchell, 
Cockrell, Kenna, Pike, 
Fair, Logan, Saulsbury, 

So the bill was passed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The next businessin orderis Order of 
Business No. 58, being the bill (S. 167) for the relief of John Thorns. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move thatwhen the Senate adjourns to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Kansas. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. TI move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 4 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 29, 1884. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
8. LINDSAY, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

REBATE OF TAX ON TOBACCO. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Treasury in answer to resolution of the 
House of Representatives, passed February 25, asking for information 
relative to the rebate of tax on tobacco under the act of March, 1883; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


SUPERVISING ARCHITECT OF THE TREASURY. 


The SPEAKER alsolaid before the House a letterfrom the Secretary 
of the in answer to resolution of the House of Representatives, 
esting evidence and report in the case of the 


passed February 21, requ 
investigation of the office of the Su ising Architect of the Treasury; 
lic Buildings and Grounds. ~ 


which was referred to the Committee on 
TRUSTEE REFORM SCHOOL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, asking that his chief clerk be made ex officio trustee of the Re- 
form School of the District of Columbia, and that an appropriate pro- 
vision for that p be inserted in the bill making appropriations for 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

CITY HALL, WASHINGTON, D. ©. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter of the Attorney- 
General, transmitting communications and recommending an appropri- 
ation for the prei and improvement of the City Hall, Washing- 
ton, D. C.; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. RAY, of 

New York, until Monday, March 3, and to Mr. MORRILL, until March 10, 
JAMES BRIDGER. 


Mr. BLAND. Iask, Mr. § er, unanimous consent to take from 


the Pts table Senate bill No. 380 for reference to the Committee 
on ms. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 380) for the relief of James Bridger, or his legal representatives. 
There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s ta- 
ble, read a first ‘and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims, 
MRS. LOU GOBRIGHT M’FALLS. 


Mr. COX, of New York, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 5454) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Lou Gobright Mc- 
Falls; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF GENERAL PULASKI, 


Mr. COX, of New York, by unanimous consent, also introduced a 
bill (H. R. 5455) for the relief of the heirs of General Count Casimir 
Pulaski; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LANDS GRANTED TO MICHIGAN. 


Mr. MAYBURY, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
preamble and resolution; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD: 

Whereas by actapproved March 3, 1865, Con: ted 200,000 acres of land 
to the State of Michigan to aid in the paadis ph of a breakwater, harbor, and 
raf to connect Lake Superior and Portage Lake, on Keweenaw Point, in 
said State of Michigan, and afterward, by act approved July 3, 1866, made an ad- 
ditional grant of 200,000 acres more to said State for the same purpose; and 

Whereas said State of Michigan conferred said lands on the Portage Lake and 
Lake Superior vine Bo rg Coopen for the purpose of constructing said break- 

ship-canal; an 


water, harbor, an 

Whereas said acts required the lands granted thereby to be selected from the 
alternate and odd-numbered sections (except 50,000 acres, which were to be se- 
lected from the even-numbered sections) of the public lands nearest to said har- 
borand canal; and 

Whereas it is charged and alleged that said lands were not selected as required 
by said acts, but that large quantities of very valuable lands were selected alt 
over the upper peninsula of said State, in violation of said acts,and said canal 
company now claims to own said lands so selected, though large quantities of 
them were not liable to be used to satisfy said grants; an 

Whereas itappears from reports of ent e eers that said canal com- 
pany never completed said breakwater, harbor, and ship-canal as contemplated 
and required by said granting act; an 

Whereas said canal company failed to complete said breakwater, harbor, and 
ship-canal within the time limited by the acts of Congress extending the time for 
the completion of the same; and 

Whereas it was provided in said granting acts that in case of the failure of the 
said canal company to complete said r and canal within the time so lim- 
ited the lands so granted should revert to the United States: Therefore, 

Beitresolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be, and is hereby, instructed 
to investigate all of said charges and allegations, together with all matters per- 
taining to said grants, and whether said nts, or any portions thereof, are now 
liable to forfeiture, with power to send for persons and papers, to administer 
oahs, and report to this House by bill or otherwise. 


LANDS IN COLORADO FOR AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES, ETC. 

Mr. BELFORD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
5456) to enable the State of Colorado to take lands in lien of the six- 
teenth and thirty-sixth sections found to be mineral lands, and to se- 
cure to the State of Colorado the benefit of the act of July 2, 1862, 
entitled ‘‘An act donating land to the several States and Territories 
which may provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the me- 
chanic arts ;’? which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 

Mr. AIKEN. I am directed by the Committee on Education to re- 
port back withan amendment the resolutions which I send to the desk, 
and to ask that as amended the resolutions be adopted. 
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The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Whereas by an act of Congress a; ved July 2, 1862, entitled “An act donat- 
ing publie nade to the several States t and Territories which may provide col- 
leges for the benefit of bo roy and the mechanic arts,” many of the States 
and Territories of the United States received grants of public lands “ for the en- 
dowment and maintenance of at least one college where the leading object shall 
be, without excluding scientific and classical hese nr 29 pee including military tac- 
tics, to teach such branches of learning as are related to agriculture and the me- 
chanic arts in such manner as the of the States may Dir crept 
prescribe, in order to promote the liberal and practical education of indus- 
trial classes in the several pursuits and professions of life; and 

Whereas a number of institutions have availed themselves of the benefits of 
this fund, and it is doubtful whether in some instances the true intent and pur- 
pose of this act of Co: is carried out by promoting or endeavoring to pro- 
mote as the leading object ** the liberal and practical education of the industrial 
classes in the several pursuits and professions of life: ” Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Education be specially charged with the 
duty of inquiring into the wor! and management of such Institutions asmay 
be using the fund so approp! , and of reporting specifically in the case of 
each; also to recommend such measures as will secure to the industrial classes 
the benefits intended by such act. 

Resolved, That said committee shall have full power to send for persons and 
papers and witnesses, and to exercise all other powers requisite to the making 
of a thorough investigation into the facts in case, 


Mr. AIKEN. I ask that the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Education, to whom were referred the resolutions of Mr. 
Hovk, of Tennessee, relating to the fund for the benefit of ltural and me- 
chanical coll beg leave to ig df ops they have had the same under con- 
sideration, and recommend that they be amended by striking out the second 
resolution, to wit: 

(a That said committee shall have the power to send for persons, pa- 


and witnesses, and to exercise all other powers requisite to the making of 
E onah inv tion into the facts in ash cone.” 
And, as amended, that the resolution be passed. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Reserving the right to object, I ask that the first 
resolution be again reported. I understand the recommendation is that 
the second resolution be stricken out. 

Mr. AIKEN. I will say to the tleman from Indiana that the 
resolution as reported by the committee does not incur one additional 
dollar of expense. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana simply reserves the 
right to object, and asks that the first resolution be reported again. 

The first resolution was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me that to that extent the inquiry is 


ery proper. 
Mr. SPEAKER. The first question is on agreeing to theamendment 
reported by the committee, which is to strike out the second resolution. 
The amendment was adopted. 
The resolution as amended was adopted. 
Mr. AIKEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


DISEASES AMONG ANIMALS. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent to have printed 
and referred to the Committee on Agriculture a letter of the Secretary of 
the Treasury addressed to the chairman of the Committee on Agricult- 
ure, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of State and a dispatch 
from the American consul at Birmingham. 

Mr. RANDALL. On what subject? 

Mr HATCH, of Missouri. Ondiseasesamongeattle. This is acom- 
munication I received this morning. Iam sorry it was not presented 
to me forty-eight hours sooner, as I think it would have made some dif- 
ference in the vote of yesterday on the bill reported by the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

There was no objection, and the communication was referred, with its 
inclosures, to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 


AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE. 


Mr. HUNT. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That House bill No. 4987 for the encouragement of the American 
merchant marine and to promote commercial and postal relations with foreign 
countries be made the special order after the morning hour for Wednesday, 
March 19, and from day to day thereafter until disposed of, but not to inter- 
fere with revenue and appropriation bills and reports from the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Or prior orders. 

Mr. HUNT. I will modify the resolution so that the assignment 
shall not interfere with prior orders. 

ne SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would notinterfere with prior 
orders. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The language of the resolution is ‘‘and reports from 
the Committee on Public Lands.” Itseems to me that only allows the 
reports, not the consideration of the bills. 

Mr. HUNT. I will modify the resolution to meet the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will again be read as modified by 
the gentleman from Louisiana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That House bill No. 4987 for the encouragement of the American mer- 
chant marine and to promote commercial and postal relations with foreign 
countries be made the special order after the morning hour for Wednesday, 
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March 19, and from day to day thereafter until 
with revenue and a) 
the Committee on 


disposed of, but not to interfere 
riation bills and reports and consideration of bills from 
Lands and prior orders of the House, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL CLERICAL FORCE IN TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. RANDALL. I desire to makea privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. Iam directed to report back, with the recom- 
mendation that it be adopted, the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, Secretary on be,and he is b uested 
to inform iis House Whether any additions clerical eha is required Sat his 
Departm: urpose usting an ms for 
laisan i a A &c.; SoA. if so, what alg Home dear sn = 

The SPEAKER. The Chair laid before the House this morning a. 
communication from the of the Treasury on that subject. 

Mr. RANDALL. This resolution had better be adopted. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in-. 
formed the House that the President pro tempore of the Senate, under 
the requirements of section 1327 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, had appointed Senator CONGER of Michigan and Senator COKE 
of Texas members of the Board of Visitors to attend the next examina- 
tion of cadets of the Military Academy at West Point. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a joint resolution of the House of the following title: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 186) for the relief of Frank Galt. 

The message further announced that the Senate had and re- 
quested the concurrence of the House in bills of the following titles: 

A bill (5. 310) to amend the law relative to the bonds of executors 
in the District of Columbia; ° 

A bill (S. mi} for the relief of William J. Gamble; and 

A bill (S. 716) for the relief of Eliza Howard Powers. 


CHARGES OF DESERTION FROM THE NAVY. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I am instructed by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs to ask unanimous consent to report for consideration at this time 
a bill to relieve certain appointed and enlisted men of the Navy and 
Marine Corps of the charges of desertion. The bill simply extends the 
provisions of House bill 4383, passed a few days ago, reported from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, removing certain charges of desertion 
from soldiers of the United States Army who remained in their com- 
mand up to a certain period. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I demand the regular order. To-day is private- 
bill day, and as the Private Calendar has but one day in the week, and 
has not had a day for some time, I must call for the regular order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope the gentleman will allow this bill to pass. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It is a bill that is likely to cause discussion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It is a unanimous report from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

E ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I must insist upon the demand for the regular 
order, with no di to my friend from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE]. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. To-day being Fri- 
day, the regular order is the call of committees for reports of a private 
nature. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I moveto dispense with the morning hour for the 
call of committees for reports. 

The SPEAKER. That requires a two-third vote. 

The question was taken by a viva voce vote; but before the Speaker 
announced the result, 

Mr. MCMILLIN withdrew the motion. 

Mr. REESE. Iask the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. MCMILLIN] 
to yield to me for a moment. 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done while the demand for the 
regular order is pending. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports of a private nature, this being Friday. 

SPANISH FERRY-BOAT NUESTRA SEÑORA DE REGLA. 


Mr. DORSHEIMER. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary to submit an additional report upon the bill (H. R. 2842) to carry 
into effect the decree of the district court of the United States for the 
southern district of New York in the case of the Spanish ferry-boat 
Nuestra Sefiora de Regla, now on the Calendar of the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 
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The SPEAKER. Is it a private bill? 
Mr. DORSHEIMER. Itis not. 
The SPEAKER. Then itis notin order under this call. This being 
Friday, reports of a private nature only are in order under this call. 
AUGUSTUS C. PAUL. 


Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2162) for the re- 
lief of Augustus C. Paul; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


CAPT. WILLIAM H. REXFORD. 


Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1786) for the 
relief of Capt. William H. Rexford; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

S. S. ROBINSON. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3690) to restore 
S. 8. Robinson, late of the Sixteenth United States Infantry, to the 
Army and place him on the retired-list; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

FRANK W. HUNT. 


Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3263) to author- 
ize Frank W. Hunt to erect and maintain a ferry across the Missouri 
River at the military reservation at Fort Buford, Dak.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be Peston 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
adversely the bill (H. R. 3264) to authorize Frank W. Hunt to mine 
and sell coal on the military reservation at Fort Buford, Dak.; which 
was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF ARMS TO THE STATES, 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report back with a favorable recommendation House bill 4864, 
repealing so much of the act approved March 3, 1875, as provides that so 
much of the rec shee between January 1, 1861, and April 9, 1865, 
under the act of April 23, 1808, as would have been used for arms to be 
distributed to the several States be covered into the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. That bill is not in order under this call, this being 
a call for reports of a private nature. 

OREGON VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs to report adversely House bill 1306, relating to the muster-roll of 
the Oregon volunteers. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state again to gentlemen on the floor 
that under this call no bills except those of a private nature can be re- 

rted. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. This bill is of a strictly private nature, relating 
to private claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood from the title that it re- 
lated to the volunteer soldiers of the Stateof Oregon. [After a pause. ] 
There is some doubt about it, but the Chair will receive the report. 

The bill was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

FORT RILEY MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, alse re- 
ported adversely the bill (H. R. 519) to provide for the sale to actual 
settlers of a portion of the Fort Riley military reservation, in the State 
of Kansas; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. W. J. LYSTEE. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 2064) for the relief of Capt. W. J. Lystee, 
United States Army; and moved that the committee be discharged 
from its further consideration and that the same be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FRANK BACKOF. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. 924) for the relief of Frank Backof; which was 
laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES WATSON. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
adversely the bill (H. R. 4097) for the relief of Charles Watson; which 
was laid laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

CAPT. J. H. GILLIS. 
Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 


with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution (H. Res. 130) 
tendering the thanks of Congress to Capt. J. H. Gillis; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JULIUS A. KAISER. 


Mr. TALBOTT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 1548) for the relief of Julius A. Kaiser; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JULIA A. CHAMBERS. 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4317) 
increasing the pension of Julia A. Chambers; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

ANSON B. SAMS, 


Mr. JOHN 8. WISE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also 
reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1127) granting a pen- 
sion to Anson B. Sams; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also 
reported back adversely bills of the following titles; which were sev- 
erally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 
printed: 

A bill (H. R. 3351) to restore the name of Harvey B. Buckner to the 

ion-roll; and ; 

A bill (H. R. 3348) granting arrears of pension to Sarah A. Hooper. 

P. M. SHANNON. 


Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 4613) granting a pension to P. M. 
Shannon; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
AR ENS Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 


` 


ELIZABETH MOYAL. 

Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1836) for the 
relief of Elizabeth Moyal; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid on 
the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 332) for the relief of James S. Jelley; 

A bill (H. R. 3619) to rerate the pension of William H. Renner; 

A bill (H. R. Med granting a pension to Charles H. Carr; 

A bill (H. R. 543) granting a pension to Elisha Dresser; 

A bill (H. R. 4448) for the relief of Robert R. Hughes; 

A bill (H. R. 538) granting a pension to Chester F, Hart; 

A bill (H. R. 532) for the relief of Isaac Pendleburg; 

A bill (H. R. 547) granting a pension to Christian H. Stienmeier; 

A bill (H. R. 496) granting a pension to Rebecca J. Lowery, guardian; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 533) for the relief of Albert H. Smith. 
SUSANNAH HALL. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 1260) granting a pension to Susannah Hall; when 
the committee was discharged from the further consideration of the 
same, and it was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the following bills; which were severally laid on the 
table, and the accompany reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R., 3388) granting a pension to John McGraw; 

A bill (H. R. 1222) granting a pension to John Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 3753) granting a pension to Anthony McNalley; and 

A bill (H. R. 2547) granting a pension to Patrick MeNicholas. 

WALTER DICKSON. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2017) granting a pension to 
Walter Dickson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

‘ AMANDA CUTLER. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3188) granting a pension to 
Amanda Cutler; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


—s 


1884. 


JOHN R. WALLACE. 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4439) granting a pension to 
John R. Wallace; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back adversely the following bills; which were severally 
laid upon the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 2891) to increase the pension of Mathew O. Reagan; 

A bill (H. R. 845) granting an additional pension to Jerome Dane; 

A bill (H. R. 1642) for the relief of Sidney Palen; 

A bill (H. R. 1637) for the relief of William J. ton; 

A bill (H. R. 2899) granting a pension to Charles N. Hamilton; 


A bill (H. R. 2896) granting a pension to Robert Vincent; 

A bill (H. R. pees for the relief of Gilbert W. Hubbell; 

A bill (H. R. fey antares a pension to James Sheahan; and , 
A bill UH R. relief of Augustus Hoffman. 


ALLICIA DURRANT. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported a 
bill (H. R. 5457) granting a pension to Allicia Durrant; which wasread 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


`~ 


ANN M’CARNEY. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 3331) for the reliefof Ann 
McCarney; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

FRANK M. WOODRUFF. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2467) granting an increase 
of pension to Frank M. Woodruff; which wasreferred to the Committee 
of the Whole Housé on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. ETLER. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 4163) granting a pension to James M. Etler; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


DOROTHEA BOTHNER. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1084) granting a pension to Doro- 
Thea Bothner; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely the following bills; which were severally laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 3309) for the relief of William H. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 4172) for the relief of Peter J. Ruess; 

A bill (H. R. 3323) for the relief of Edward B. Lansing; and 

A bill (H. R. 4546) for the relief of the widow of Wesley Scripture. 


ELLIDA I. MIDDLETON, 


Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2702) granting a pen- 
sion to Ellida I. Middleton, widow of the late Rear-Admiral Edward 
Middleton, United States Navy; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. LORE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with an 
adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 1147) for the relief of John 
A. Payne; which was ordered to be laid on the table, and the accom- 
panying report printed. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 2332) for t the relief 
of Benjamin F. Jones; which was ordered to be laid on the table, and 
the accompanying report printed. 

Mr. ELLWOOD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 1611) for the relief of Charles 
8. Mills; which was ordered to be laid on the table, and the accom- 
panying report printed. 

J. T. PICKETT. 

Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3005) for the relief of J. T. 
Pickett; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
pna Private Calendar, and, with the- accompanying report, ordered to 

prin 
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JAMES M. BACON. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 453) for the relief ot 
James M. Bacon; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 3198) for the relief of 
George W. Cushman; which was ordered to be laid on the table, and 
the accompanying report printed. 

JAMES MILLINGER. 


Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2607) for the relief of 
James Millinger; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 
back with adverse recommendation bills of the following title; which 
were severally ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompanying 
reports printed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 3879) for the relief of the estate of William Wright, de- 


A pill (H. R. 502) for the relief of Elijah schon. pn and 

A bill (H. R. 4286) for the relief of Elijah Crudi 

Mr. STORM, from the Committee on War repo ra back with 
an adverse recommendation the petition for the relief of the heirs of 
Matthew Allison; which was ordered to be laid on the table, and the 
accompanying report printed. 

THOMAS M’BRIDE. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War Clai 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1365 for 
the relief of Thomas McBride; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation the petition of W. R. Boice, 
of Danville, Ky.; which was ordered to be laid on the table, and the 
accompanying report printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF A RESOLUTION. 


On motion of Mr. SPOONER, the Committee on Accounts was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the resolution for the relief 


of Clarence W. De t, for services rendered as a page, &c.; and the 
same was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
’ ROBERT D. THURBORN. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a bill 
(H. R. 5458) to remove the disabilities of Robert D. Thurborn, of Vir- 
ginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

JEARUM ATKINS. 


Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on Patents, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1115) for the relief of 
Jearum Atkins; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled the joint resolution (H. Res. 
186) for the relief of Frank Galt; when the Speaker signed the same. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
ee. SPEAKER. The call of standing and select committees is com- 
plet 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Imove that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House for the purpose of considering the Private 
Calendar. Pending that motion, I yield a moment to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. HutcHins], who desires to make a statement. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I wish to give notice to the House that it is my 
desire on to-morrow to call up for further consideration the naval ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I now submit my motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House forthe consideration of the Private Calendar. The Clerk will re- 
port the first bill on the Calendar. 


GENERAL ALFRED PLEASONTON. 
The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1101) 
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authorizing the President to appoint and retire Alfred Pleasonton a 
jor-general, reported by Mr. BAYNE, from the Committee on Military 
Afairs with amendments. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


they s hereb bee nanena OA di ORIY for th f this act 
ey are y, S n an n only for the purposes o 

the President is hereby Saa tane $0. nominate and, by and with the aa 
vice and consent of the Senate, Sy ere Ruled Pleasonton, of New York, late 
ê Army the United States, brevet major- 
the Army of the United States, and thereupon to place him, the said 
Sted I Pleasonton, upon the retired-list of the Army as such major-general, with- 
out er and in dition to the number now authorized by law of said re- 


appointments in the Army be, and 


The amendments were as follows: 


In line 11 ao the words “such major-general”’ and insert the words “a 
Amend the title so as to read: 


A bill omit a the President to appoint and retire Alfred Pleasonton a 
brigadier-general. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Let the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 1101) 

eon pate oo President to appoint and retire Alfred Pleasonton a major-gen- 
‘ully reports: 

That the commit has considered this ‘bill and reports it with a favorable 

recommendation with the following amendment: Strike outin line 11 the words 


“such or-general,”’ and insert in lieu thereof “a brigadier-general ;” and 
that the title of the bill be amended according! ay. 

The Committee on Military Affairs of the Forty-seventh Con; made a 
favorable report on a bill identical in language and bert ah PORSA is bal ane 


it being believed by your committee that the report so made 
most cogent and convincing reasons for the passage of that stoi ita it adopter that 


report in support of the ce Be bill. The report is as follows: 
[House Report No. 1704, shalt oa ae first session, to accompany bill 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 5525) 
pee puree the Promens to appoint and retire Alfred Pleasonton a major-gen- 


ar Sa raken ke mee paan Er atthe West Point Military Academy in 1844, and 
was appointed a brevet second lieutenant in the Army, and assigned to Captain 
Sumner’s (afterward General Sumner) company of the First Regiment of United 
States Dragoons, which was stationed at Fort Atkinson, Iowa Territo: In 1845 
he was one of the command under Sumner that marched to Devil’s Lake, near 
the Canada line, to warn the Canadian half-breeds from coming into the United 
States to hunt buffalo and disturb ourIndians. The expedition was successful 
and accomplished a march of 3,000 miles age? five months. 

In the spring s 1846, Pleasonton, havi. oy oe romoted to be second lieuten- 
ant of d Regiment of Dragoons, Reve ptain May's company of that 
A On as Oe Sores Christi, Tex., as part of the aray or ocecupation under Gen- 
eral Taylor. In the battles of Palo Alto and Resaca de la Palma he was distin- 
guished, and was brevetted on the recommendation of General Taror for his 
conduct in the charge of May’s squadron = Le gene at Resaca de la Palma, 
which resulted in the capture of ega, many prisoners, and a bat- 
tery of nine guns. He served with the army eats General lor to the end of the 
Mexican war,and then marched with his company from Monterey, Mexico, to 
Santa Fé, N. Mex., in the fall of 1848. After very active service in that Territory 


during the winter, California, in the Spring of 1849 to join the staff of Gen. 
rey or F. pathi in ifornia, and marched across the country from Santa Fé 
Francisco, with a small detachment of men, by the way of Colorado and 


Utah 
Pleasonton remained in California until 1850, wae having been promoted to 
be first lieutenant, he returned to New Mexico and was placed in command ot 
his ely pace His service for the next two — DOUA him in contact with 
the Apaches, the Navajoes, and the Utah uaan of that country, and in numer- 
and engagements these Indians he learned the ro 
art of savage warfare. 


In 1852 he wasordered on the ets 3 seyin, where he remained until 1854, 
when he was ag arene anginal imma pe his regiment, and repaired to Fort Chad- 
bourne, Texas, where he ned until the winter of „when he was pro- 
moted to a captain. He joined the expedition nst the Sioux Indians, com- 
manded by General Harney, at Fort Leavenwo' Kansas, inthe spring of that 
year, and served with the ition, in command of his peel S until the 
winter of 1856, when he was appointed the assistant adjutant-general of the ex- 
pedition,and remained in that capacity until the In made peace in that 
summer, 

In the fall of 1856 Pleasonton was selected by General Harney as his adjutant- 
general on an expedition to remove the Seminole Indians from Florida. The 


winter was spent ina hard and severe campaign against these Indians in the 
swamps and ev es, which resulted in their complete defeat, and they were 
removed to Arkansas in the spring of 1857. 

Serious political troubles occurring at TT this time in Kansas, General Harney 
was ordered to the command of the troops in that Territory, and Captain Pleas- 
onton accom pense him as adjutan It was in the summer of this year 
that the Uta! tion was organ: by General Haney and his staff, and 


was afterwards under the command of General Albert Sidney Johnston. 
ox the fall of Tass, an Indian war breaking out in Oregon, General Harney 
was ordered there to take command, and Pleasonton was ed to him ashis 
a pei during the ensuing winte 
and the country was in a state of profoun in the summer of 1859 and until 
ral iy ae Waa roileved from d duty in Oregon, and Pleasonton 
in, 

In Scott ordered Pleasanton to join his company, then at 
Camp Floy ad un He proceeded as far as Saint Joseph, Mo., an "was de- 
tained these for want oftransportation, when the news of the ng on Fort Sum- 
ter satisfied him it was his duty to return to the East. On parin in Philadel- 

hia he found Washington was cut off from the North, and thatthe Government 
fad placed General Patterson in command of the Department of Washington. 
pose er from Philadel prat Washington. Pleasanton immediately repo 
to him, and was sent edt ee: Del., to raise a force to protect the railroad 
4 mt’s powder-mills, which contained at that 
at the materials Salon ng ote Government for sige powder at sna rate 
e Loe 1 less 


order. Hecould have re- 


scene tee Seer of the soient: but as the 
Government at ae aay oot cope ie civil war, he considered it his 


highest duty to obey its 


Shortly after his arrival in Utah the news of the battle of Bull Run was re- 
ceived RAA also orders for the troops to proeeed to Was) n. Pleasanton 
reached Washington in command of his regiment, the Secon: ms, in the 
fall of 1861, having marched 1,100 miles, from Utah to Saint Joseph, Mo., and then 
transported the the men and horses of the command about the same distance b by rail 
to Washi: 


When the res of the Potomac moved to Yorktown Pleasonton’s regiment 
of ms formed part of it, and served with headquarters and on detached serv- 
ice throughout that cam + pd bape pa covering a retreat, sometimes in ad- 
vance, but rendered su: ficient service that upon the arrival of the Army at 
Harrison’s Landing Plonscuton was promoted to be a brigadier-general of vol- 
unteers, his rank at that time in the Army being of major. A few 
rote lot lg tong ene id the command ofa brigado ofcavalry he distinguished 

in the second battle of Malvern Hill, capturing many prisoners, and 
wis his ability to fight cavalry in large masses. He cove the retreat of 
the Army from the Chickahominy, and was among the last to embark from 
Yorktown to Washington. On h arrival at Wash n General McClellan 

assigned him tothe command of all the caval: sik ony oer and horse artillery of the Army; 
and it was from this time that the Union ca its career of distinction 
and glory, which it held to the close of the war. gS ety inadvance of the Army 
from Washin: ington, with only one brigade of cavalry and two batteries of horse 
artillery, Pleasonton deft the a Poolesville, Barnesville, Frederick 
City, and pronn) him to bay at South Mountain, He reconnoitered that posi- 
tion, and finding two mountain roads, one to the north and the other to the 
sduth of it, he suggested comin the enemy by both flanks, which was afterward 
cessfully accomplished sg hyd Army. Rapidly pursuing, immediately after 

the battle, with the ca e overtook the enemy’s cavalry near Boonesville, 
and after a flerce t defeated them with severe loss, forcing his way to the 
main body on Antietam Creek, at Sharpsburg. While thus actively engaged 
Pleasonton found time to organize his scattered cavalry, and had shown such 
ene: brigades, an in doing so that he collected 4,000 ca and formed them 
into four b; es, and with four batteries of horse artille: held the center 
of the Union ition throughout the battle of Antietam. He took the advance 
of the ary nto Virginia r the = coring h the enemy's cavalry at Mar- 
Purcellville, Union, Upperville, Barber's Cross-Roads, Waterloo, and 


, being in ly su 

campaign of Fredericksb he commanded the first division of cav- 
alry, on aay with the first grand division of the Army, commanded by Major- 
General Sumner. The battle of Predecleksbuse virtually finished that cam- 
of Chancellorsville, Pleasanton went into the field with one 
small brigade of cavalry of three ents and one horse battery, but it was 
his good fortune to be at the critical part of the field at the proper t me; that is, 
where the Eleventh Corps became eae and ran away when Stone- 
wall Jackson attacked them on the f Ryn 1863. In reference to this action 
the joint committee of the two Houses of 
report as follows: 

* About 6 o’clock in the afternoon a rattling fire of musketry was heard on the 
right, but nothing indicating a ‘ity serious rg na ingen Almost immediately, 
however, from some cause not fully evident from the testimony, the extreme 

ie division of the Eleventh Corps was ona aa and, flying along the line 
the Eleventh Corps, threw the whole corps in confusion and swept it from 
the field. Steps were at once taken to arrest the fugitives and prevent the panic 
being extended to the whole army. Berry's division of the Third Corps and a 
nig of the Second Corps were directed to cover the rear of the Eleventh 

Sope an and, if possible, to retake and hold the position tbey had abandoned. 
Thi wever, they were unable to do, the enemy occupying it in great force 
beio our troops could it. 

“It will be remembered that some hours before, General Sickles, with two 
divisions of his corps, had been ordered to advance for the purpose of o rating 
against the column of the enemy under Jackson. The giviny wav of the right 
left General Sickles in a very exposed and critical position ; but upon being in- 
formed of the condition of atfairs he at once took measures to withdraw his force, 
which was successfully done, and without much loss. The enemy, under Jack- 
son, continued to advance after the panic-stricken troops until checked by Gen- 
eral Pl Pleasonton, who had collected ond brought into ition some artillery for 
that purpose. Although a cav. alry officer, he handled the oepeti with exceed- 
ing great judgment and effectiveness. Hisskill, energy. p oarn: an CE a AEA e ey 
upon this occasion contuibuted greatly to arrest ane disaster as for a time 
threatened the whole arm His conduct upon this and many other occasions 

marks him as one of the ablest generals in our service, and as deserving of far 
higher consideration than, from some cause, he appears to have received. It 
was during this attack the ‘rebel General Jackson was mortally wounded. The 
enemy were repulsed with great loss, and active cy agaaa for the night.” 

Pleasanton was now placed in command of the caval: of the Army of 
the Potomac by eneral Hooker, and the campa! fec o Gettysburg was 
opened by his ng the Rappahannock and attacking the enemy’s cav: a 
under Stuart, at Beverly Ford and Brandy Station, on the 9th of J une, 1863. He 
had 6,000 cavalry, 3,000 infantry. and a a doing Stuart had 18,000 cav- 
alry and upward of 40 pieces 3 of artil The battle began at 5 o'clock in the 
morning, and lasted until 7 o’clock rot the evening. By this action Pleasonton 
ascertained the design of General Lee of moving into irg Meares having 
captured official co; ndence indicating the movement, The loss of the 
Union Sif en toar y was 1,000 men, but the loss of the enemy’s cavalry 
was m ted to have been 2,500men. Moving rapidly from Beverly 
Ford ras Aldie, int the] Bull Run Mountains, the enemy were met and again de- 
feated, and peren ursued to Middleburg and Upperville and finally driven over the 
Blue Ridge ountains. It was after the battle at Upperville that President Lin- 
oe appointed Pleasanton a of volunteers, to date from June 22, 


At Frederick City, Pleasanton, fin ding the enemy’s cavalry so superior in 
numbers, @) sophea for and obtained another division of cavalry from Washing- 
ton, to which he promoted his aids-de-camp, Custer and Farnsworth, to be briga- 
Pook ene, Lee was at this time moving his army towards Chambersburg. 

of the Potomac was put in motion by General Meade in the direction 
of Columbia and the Susquehanna River. The caval "bated laced to cover its 
front and flanks. The first division, under General ford, was ordered by 
Pleasanton to ns, fy tong to hold that position at all hazards; ‘the second divis- 
ion, under Gene moved on the right of the army, and the third di- 
vision, under General Kilpatrick, in front toward Harrisb 

At Hanover the third division struck St 


paign. 
In the cam; 


Congress on the conduct of the war 


mart, hese with slander; which was 
recaptured, and the enemy driven off with great | oss. 

At Gettysburg General Buford met the enemy on the morning of the lst of 
July, 1863, and with the first division fought so hard to hold the position that he 

the necessity for the whole army to support him if it was expected we 
should retain it. Accordingly, the different corps of the army were marched 
in that direction, and the result was the battle of eá aasia, 

The cavalry throughout that battle protected the flanks of the army, and sus- 
tained very severe losses in so doing, and followed in pursuit of the enemy im- 
mediately after the battle. 

In the winter of 1864 the committee of the two Housesof Congress on the con- 
duct of the war called upon the diferent Parine RA for their views with reference 
to the prosecution of pe war in the nett campaign. The members of the com- 
mittee were so much ith the plan submitted by Pleasonton that they 
recommended to President Lincoln to place him in command of the Army of the 
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Potomac, give him the men and material he required, and hold him responsible 
to execute that plan. The President was favorably inclined to do so, but other 
influences prevented its consummation, and the result was that in the spring of 
1864 Pleasonton was ordered to the Department of Missouri, at Saint Louis. In 


the fall of that year the States of Missouri and Kansas were invaded by General 
Sterling Price with a greatly superior force of cavalry and artillery to that which 
could be put into the field by the Federal commander, Maj. Gen. William S. Rose- 
crans. In his official report General Rosecrans describes the results of that cam- 
paign as follows: 

“With less than 7,000effective cavalry, have pursued, overtaken, beaten in sev- 
eral engagements, and finally routed an invading cavalry, variously estimated 
at from 15,000 to 20,000 men, re-enforced by 6,000 armed recruits from Missouri, 
taken from them ten pieces of artillery, two stands of colors, 1,958 prisoners of 
war, à large number of horses, mules, wagons, and small-arms, compelled them 
to destroy most of their remaining wagon trains and plunder, blasted all the 
political schemes of the rebels and traitors who concerted with Price to revolu- 
tionize Missouri, destroy Kansas, and turn the State and Presidential elections 
against the Union cause, and by one triumph in the late elections have given to 

lant and suffering Missouri the fairest prospect she has ever yet seen of future 
freedom, peace, prosperity—all the fruit of a campaign of Dae ht days, in 
which most of our victorious troops had never before seen a great battle. Rarely, 
during this or any war, has cavalry displayed O ere ene in pur- 
suit, more impetuous courage and gallantry in at cing, tas, Bora of superior 
numbers, or had its efforts crowned with greater fruits of success. en- 
eral Pleasanton deserves the thanks of the country for the able manner in which 
he handled and fought the cavalry, and the brilliant and fruitful victories he 
won over triple his own force. I hope he may receive promotion in the regular 
Army.’ 

This campaign closed the war in Missouri and west of the Mississipi River. 

After the war closed and the regular Army had been reorganized Pleasonton 
resigned, in 1868, as he found his relative rank and position in the Army, after 
twenty-four years of the most active service, to be much lower than that which 
he hasl held before the war, F 

General Pleasonton is now well advanced in years. Golan | ven the best 
years of his life to the military service of his country, he has fa: to make that 

rovision for himself which he deserves. Having a military training and but 
few if any business aptitudes, his application copes with redoubled force to 
the favorable consideration of Congress. The delicacy of manner with which 
1 ought to be made precludes the statement of details, but your 


such an a 
committee is thoroughly satisfied t he needs the kindly aid of Co: 


The committee therefore reports the bill back to the House with a recom- 
mendation that it be passed. 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I do not know I have anything tosay 
regarding this measure. The report is very full. It gives the details 
of the services rendered by General Pleasonton to his country, beginning 
with the Mexican war, where he distinguished himself and was bre- 
vetted, all through the Indian wars on our Western frontier, and all 
through the late civil war, his bright military career culminating with 
the final victories achieved by the Union Army in the war of the rebellion. 
He was a graduate of West Point. He gave the best years of his life to 
his country. He resigned his commission in 1868 and made an honest 
endeavor to earn his livelihood in the civil struggle for existence; but 
he found himself unequal to the emergencies that constantly beset a 
man in this world. He was unprepared to cope with his fellow-men in 
business ways, because he had not been trained in those things at all. 
His training was purely a military training. What he received at the 
hands of the Government in giving him an education he fully returned 
in the way of adequate and great and loyal services as a commanding 
officer of the cavalry of the Army. 

One of the earliest feats of General Pleasonton’s military career was 
his conduct at Resaca de la Palma, in Mexico, which resulted in the 
capture of General La Vega, a large number of prisoners, and a battery 
of nine guns. For this he was promoted. And his servicesin the wars 
in the West, and indeed his military services everywhere, not only at- 
tracted theattention of his countrymen, but elicited their commendation 
and applause and won for him brevets and finally the thanks of Congress. 

Now, sir, in one word, General Pleasonton is poor. He is without 
means, and he is entitled, I think, as every other man who has done 
equally good service to his country, to the protection of this Government. 
While a great many men were at home making money, because during 
the war it wasa profitable time to men of genius in that respect, Pleas- 
onton was out serving his country, and he made nothing. There are 
scarcely any men who served during the war who had successes in mak- 
ing money. It wasthe men who remained at home who could take ad- 
vantage of favorable business conditions to make money. Pleasonton 
is now without adequate means of support. 

I do not want to present the unfortunate condition of General Pleas- 
onton to-day. I do not want to say in words how necessary it is that 
this Government should afford him kindly assistance. If any gentle- 
man will make private inquiry he will be able thoroughly to satisy him- 
self there is no man now living in this country who deserves better a 
recognition of this kind at the hands of the Government. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I rise to a question of order. There is so 
much confusion in the Hall that we can not hear the remarks of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. BAYNE, Iwas saying I can not present, and will not in words, 
the necessities of General Pleasonton. He is a man about 60 years of 
age. He is not in good health, and he has nothing wherewith to sup- 
port himself. He has no business qualifications. And I say to you 
from my personal knowledge he deserves and needs the relief afforded 
by this bill. š 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. What pay will this give him? 

Mr. BAYNE. I think the retired-pay will be about $3,000. 

Mr. STORM. What was General Pleasonton’s rank in the Army 
when he resigned ? 


Mr. BAYNE. He was a major-general in the volunteer service and 
a major in theregularArmy. In regard to that I may say it was a spirit 
of pride, perhaps, to a certain extent, that influenced General Pleason- 
ton to tender his resignation. By an unfortunate series of laws enacted 
by Congress the cavalry of the United States was divided into four 
branches. One division of cavalry was called the dragoons, another 
was called cavalry, and I have forgotten what the other subdivisions 
were, but there were twoother subdivisions, When Mr. Jefferson Davis 
was Secretary of War he made this division. The language of the acts 
of Congress would seem to imply it was a proper division to be made, 
and no fault was found with him for having made that division. But 
the effect was to put in regiments of new cavalry and to put the officers 
who were given commands in those new regiments over officers who 
held anterior commissions; and when promotions were made in con- 
sequence of that officers who were subordinate to those who were in 
the branch of thecavalry called the dragoons of the service, officers who 
were in what was called the cavalry service were promoted to receive 
brevets and commissions for ranks far beyond what they would have 
had but for this unfortunate complication made by act of Congress. 

My attention has been called by my friend from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] 
to some of the remarkable services rendered by Pleasonton and not 
enumerated in the report. There is one passage here from Double- 
day’s Chancellorsville and Gettysburg which I shall ask the Clerk to 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The thickets being unfavorable to cavalry, Sickles had sent Pleasonton back 
to Hazel Grove with two mounted regiments, the Eighth New York, the Seven- 
teenth Pennsylvania, and Martin’s battery, while the Sixth New York was scout- 
ing the woods dismounted, Upon reaching the ee. ce which he had left 
when he went to the front, Pleasonton found the p ‘ull of the debris of the 
combat—men, horses, caissons, ambulances—all rushing furiously to the rear, 
To clear the way he charged on the flying mass, at Sickles’ su; ion, who had 
ridden in advance of his ps, which were still behind at the furnace. Sickles 
directed Pleasonton to take command of the artillery, and the latter hastily col- 
lected twenty-two guns, consisting of his own and the Third Corps batteries. 
Unfortunately there was not time to load or aim, for the rebels were close at hand 
and their triumphant yells were heard as they took possession of the works 
Buschbeck had so gallantly defended. In another moment our troops would 
have been compelled to xe up this advantageous position, which was on an 
eminence overlookin, hancellorsville and the plank road, and which was 
really the key of the Sattlefield. There was but one way to delay Jackson; 
some force must be sacrificed, and Pleasonton ordered Major Peter Keenan, 
commanding the Eighth Pennsylvania Cavalry, to charge the ten thousand men 
in front with his four hundred. Keenan knew if he threw his little force into 
that seething mass of infant: 
there would 


into their mas aE with all his guns at once. The discharge 
seemed age, Be blow them back over the works from which they had just 
emerged, Their artillery, under Colonel Crutchfield, which had been brought 
up to sweep the plank road, was almost annihilated by the fire of the battery 
on the plank ron This gave time to reload the guns. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido not know that I have anything further to say 
regarding this bill. If there is no opposition to it (and I suppose there 
will be none, as I think everybody must feel in the same way towards 
this worthy soldier) I will move that the bill be laid aside to be re- 
ported favorably to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are someamendments pending to the bill 
reported from the Committee on pat A 

rt. BAYNE. Thatisso. I willask that the amendments be agreed 


to. 

Mr. STEELE. I rise to oppose the bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then I will reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. STEELE. I dislike very much to be the champion for the opposi- 
tion to such bills as this. But there is no allegation in the report that 
there is any necessity whatever for the action here p . There is 
nothing in the report that shows that this officer was eligible for re- 
tirement on the day he resigned from the Army. There is nothing to 
show that he might not have continued in service until this day if he 
had so minded. 

The report says that he shee after the war closed and the regular 
Army had been organized. He resigned in 1868, as he found his rela- 
tive rank in the Army, after twenty-four years of the most active serv- 
ice, was then much lower than that which he had held before the war. 
That is the statement of the report. I refer gentlemen to the Army 
Register in order to ascertain whether it will out that statement 
or not. 

We find, on the contrary, that Colonel Brackett, now the sixth colo- 
nel in the Army, was in 1861 the next below Pleasonton, and in 1868, 
when Pleasonton resigned, Brackett was still the next to him on the 
list. In 1861 James H. Carleton was seven files above Pleasonton. In 
1868, when Pleasonton resigned, Carleton was only three files above 
him, showing that Pleasonton then held more than his relative position. 

But that is not all. In 1866 the President of the United States tend- 
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I am led to 


ered to Pleasonton a commission as lieutenant-colonel. 
believe, and I do believe, that because it was not a colonel’s commis- 


sion Pleasonton declined it. In 1868 he resigned of his own free will, 
and so far as we know at that time he was a sound, able-bodied man, 
so much so that he was appointed Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
and served as such. 

Why should we take this man from civil life and place him on the re- 
tired-list of the Army? I find that two brigadier-generals, five colonels, 
four lieutenant-colonels, and twenty-three majors, have gone outof the 
Army since 1868. Every one of them was a meritorious officer, or they 
would not have been retained in the service. Are we going to say to 
the people of this country that because an able-bodied man leaves the 
Army of his own free will, and after the lapse of ten or fifteen years comes 
back to us and says, ‘‘ My career as a civilian has been a failure and 
I want you to put me on the retired-list of the Army ’’—are we going 
to say to the people of the country that we will do that? 

Iask gentlemen to understand that instead of giving Pleasonton a 
pension of $8 a month, or $20, or $25, or even $70 a month, the highest 
that is given in cases of total disability, it is proposed to give him the 
pay of a brigadier-general on the retired-list. A volunteer officer, who 
served during the war and lost both arms and both legs, receives the 
paltry sum of $70 a month. By this bill it is proposed to put Pleason- 
ton on the retired-list of the Army as a brigadier-general and to say in 
effect that he is more worthy than any of his fellows who lost their 
health, their arms, their logs, and their sight, and instead of giving him 
a pension of $70 a month we will give him $4,125 a year. 

s that justice? Can we look these poor maimed soldiers in the face, 
who gave the best of their lives to the service of their country, and say 
to them that we will give this man, notwithstanding he resigned, the 
sum of $4,125 a year, while his poor maimed comrade receives but $840 
ayear? And it should be understood, as I before said, that in the one 
case there is total disability, and in the other there is none. 

The retired-list of the Army is said tobeanincubus. Do notgentle- 
men know, and if not I will refer them to the official reports, that every 
measure of legislation of this kind tends to make it more so? Since 
1866 there have been restored to the Army one hundred and one men. 
If we make a precedent of this kind where can we stop? 

If there is any prospect of such a bill as this passing, I will offer an 
amendment, which I do not see how gentlemen can vote against, that 
every case equally meritorious with this shall be treated as you pro- 
pose to treat this ease. If we are going to put Mr. Pleasanton on the 
retired-list of the Army, why not put every disabled soldier and officer 
who is totally helpless on the same footing with him? 

I will reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Iam opposed to this bill, but if any gentle- 
man desires to speak in favor of it I will wait for the present. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I rise to say a few words to the Committee of 
the Whole in favor of the of the bill which we have reported 
from our committee for the relief of General Alfred Pleasonton. I am 
in favor of the bill as an act of recognition for distinguished and pecu- 
liar services by the gentleman in question. 

After the reading of the report, which details the services of Pleas- 
onton from his first entrance into the Army down to the time when 
he ceased to have connection with it, it is unnecessary for me to re- 
capitulate what is there stated. I do not ask the Committee of the 
Whole to regard this bill as simply providing a support for a forme: offi- 
cer of the Army, who, having been worn out in the service, and being 
without means, comes to us and asks us to prevent him from suffering 
and starvation. 

If it were placed on the ground of a mere pension, then it would be 
liable to the objection raised by the honorable gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. STEELE], although and albeit I do not admire that kind of objec- 
tion which sometimes finds excuse for the bestowal of money broad- 
east and at other times withholds with a pinching hand and appeals 
to the popular cry of economy. 

Mr. STEELE. May I ask the honorable gentleman to what he re- 
fers when he says that I at any time have voted to bestow money broad- 
cast? Will the gentleman cite any one instance of the kind? 

Siege ROSECRANS. The gentleman will excuse me from replying to 
now. 

Alfred Pleasonton was known to me when he was in the corps ot 
cadets, and his career, as related in the report which has been read, is 
familiar tome. But his services during the war attracted my attention 
from the time when he began to develop a new career for our cavalry. 

It takes time to harden cavalry for service, and Iam aware that they 
had gone through a school of preparation. But the spirit of that young 
pens ny officer who was placed in command just after the second bat- 

tle of Bull Run, and who continued in command from that time on, 
elicited the admiration of the country. And even the Richmond Dis- 
- pete, referring to the battle between his cavalry and that of Early in 
the Shenand Valley, said that it was probably a contest between 
the élite of both armies. 
No inconsiderable portion of that efficiency was due to the military 
ius of this cavalry officer whom we now propose to mark with some 
stinction. I do not yield to any man on this floor in zealous advo- 
cacy of a broad and liberal policy of recognition for the military services 


of our defenders during the war of the rebellion or care for those who 
need that care. Ido not understand that I am detracting from that 
spirit when I stand before this committee and say that for my part I 
shall vote to put a mark of distinction upon a man whose services have 
been so eminent as those of the beneficiary in this bill. It is on this 
ground that I appeal to my fellow-members. 

When gentlemen say to mé, ‘‘If one man is admitted there will be 
others,” I say, whenever you can present tome a man whose record ot 
service is as distinguished as that of General Pleasonton, and ask me 
as a public man to vote for an expression of respect and esteem which 
shall be adeyuate, Iam ready to vote as soon for such recognition for 
any other man as for him. 

Gentlemen say, ‘‘ By this measure-you will open the door.” How 
wide shall we open the door? How many men have we who have served 
the country with such distinction as General Pleasonton has? Show 
me how many and then we shall see how many will come into the door 
that will be opened. For my part I must say I do not think the train 
that will come through this open door will ruin this Republic or ruin 
the Democratic party if its members happen to vote for this bill. 

I might detain the committee, ifit were necessary, by recapitulating 
the facts of General Pleasonton’s career; but the pith of it all is that 
Alfred Pleasonton has rendered great and distinguished service to his 
country. His fate as to promotion was not fortunate. I have reason 
to know some of the causes of this, and they were not such as to lower 
him in our estimation or in the estimation of other American citizens. 
On the contrary, as to the motive of his resignation I know, and my 
brethren of the Army on the floor of this House know, thatthe men who 
were the most distinguished in the military service were not those who 
were best adapted to get out of it all possible personal advancement. 
On the contrary, the man who has rendered valuableservice in the field is 
not generally the sort of a man that is adapted to hanging around and 
urging his claims for promotion. I think it pretty clear from the rec- 
ord that Alfred Pleasonton’s promotion up to 1866 was in no measure 
adequate to his deserts. This being my impression, I honestly and 
candidly think I am right when I say that the fact of General Pleas- 
onton’s resignation and his complaints that he was not promoted should 
not in my estimation count against him when I am asked to vote in 
favor of this bill. Much less do I see cause for that sort of prejudice 
which my friend from Indiana [Mr,. STEEE] appears desirous to excite 
when he asserts that General Pleasonton scorned a lieutenant-colonelcy. 
It may be that he did so. I know of people who had a right to scorn 
things of that sort. I know of people who were overslaughed, while 
others, and not a few, who did not deserve half so well were promoted. 
It does not by any means follow that a man who happened to refuse 
promotion which was offered him showed thereby disrespect to this 

t Government or was deserving of punishment. 

Mr. STEELE. I said that General Pleasonton resigned, according 
to the report, because he found himself below others in relative rank; 
and I undertook to show that he might have advanced a gradein July, 
1866, but he refused to accept the advancement. 

Mr, ROSECRANS. I understand the gentleman. But the general 
effect of what he said was to leave a rather unfavorable impression on 
the committee. I am not undertaking to combat it; but I say for my- 
self that the fact referred to does not have that effect on my mind, but 
the contrary. . 

I trust, Mr. Chairman, that more need not be said by me. I yield 
a portion of my time to the gentleman from Montana [Mr. MAGINNIs]. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Mr. Chairman, there is undoubtedly much force 
in the remark of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] that there 
is a seeming injustice to volunteer officers who served during the war, 
and who were horribly wounded or badly debilitated by the accidents 
of the service, in the fact that they should have to content themselves 
with small pensions, while officers of the ar Army are placed upon 
a retired-list with a comparatively large . But for all this, the 
ground upon which the retired-list of the Army is founded is firm and 
tenable. 

Those who went into the volunteer service did so with a distinct un- 
derstanding. They knew that if they survived the terrible incidents 
of war their promotion to higher grades would be rapid in a degree un- 
known to the service, They went forth to walk the shining 
fields of glory and to gain such distinction as they might; and when 
maimed or wounded or disabled they received the pension that a gen- 
erous country had provided. But experience has taught all nations 
that a regular army establishment is a dire necessity; that as long as 
man has anything worth fighting for he must be ready to defend it. 
In order to make this establishment effective Government has provided 
that when a man enters its service young, devotes all his life to his 
duties, trains himself for their performance, and waits upon its orders, 
he shall be provided for in his old age, when he is fit for nothing else. 
This not only out of justice to the individual, but also that the organiza- 
tion be not weighted down with superannuated officers. So that to men 
who enter the servicé, who remain and devote themselves entirely to it, 
who learn no other business, who are dependent all their lives upon a 
salary, thereby relinquishing the chances of distinction in civil life and 
of winning the fortunes that come to other men, it is part of their con- 
tract that at the end of long service they shall be supported by the Gov- 
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ernment for the rest of their days. And, Chairman, 
ference which lies at the foundation of the retired-list for the 
service as contrasted with the pension-list of the volunteer service of the 
United States. 
But we are now told, sir, that General Pleasonton retired from the 


Army. True; but, Mr. Chairman, look at bis record and his years of 
service. Graduating before the war with Mexico, appointed a young 
officer in the forces of our o the Halls of the M he followed the flag of his 
-country from West Point to the of the Montezumas. On every 
battlefield in Mexico he ed himself and was repeatedly bre- 
vetted for gallant conduct. From all of his old commanders, the officers 
of the Army who afterward divided and joined one side or the other 
in our late civil war, from all of them under whom he served he re- 
ceived the most unstinted encomiums and the very highest marks of 
distinction. 

After the close of that triumphant and glorious war which added so 
much to the power and the extent of our country his arduous duties 
were but . He was one of the men of that little American army 
who went out to hold in check and in peace the powerful Indian tribes 
that then dominated the Western plains and held their power in the 
fastnesses of the unexplored hills—one of the advance ish lines 
that marked routes across the trackless plains and opened passes through 
the frowning mountains that the great army of pioneers might move 
on and settle and reclaim the vast areas of the West—one of the dis- 
tinguished figures who graduated from the line of the frontier army 
and developed and grew into notice and distinction upon the remotest 
borders of the Republic. 

Coming from the wilds of Utah at the summons to the war which 
shook the hills around us, he received a position in the cavalry forces of 
the Army and gave the benefits of his training and experience to the 
Government and the generals who were endeavoring to shape into an 
army the undisciplined volunteers. It took us longer to create an effect- 
ive cavalry arm than it did to discipline our infantry and organize a 
scientific and effective artille Indeed, that arm of the service was in- 
ferior during the first year o the war, and in Virginia at least unable 
to compete with the dashing and enterprising horsemen of the eonfed- 
eracy that made Ashby aes and § Rosser famous before the 
war was a year old. This effective aid to armies was lost to usin Vir- 
ginia, and much disaster might have been avoided and much advance 
made if our generals had c paid abrag with an effective cavalry 
to warn them of the movements and check the operations of an enemy 
familiar with their own country and amply advised of all our plans. 
So when General Hooker, after the disaster of Fredericksburg, made the 
sarcastic inquiry, ‘‘ Who ever saw a dead cav. ?™ the other over- 
burdened arms of the service answered, ‘‘ Who, indeed!” 

To the command of this cavalry Pleasonton was assigned. He or- 
prea it, drilled it, equipped it. He formed into proper divisions. 

relieved incompetent leaders and picked out to command it Averill, 

Custer, Crook, Gregg, Farnsworth, and Mackenzie. He made it an 
efficient engine of defense and offense; and under these beau-sabres it 
wore out even the splendid cavaliers of Virginia and the gallant horse- 
men of the South, than whom bolder riders or braver troopers never 
sat in the saddle. The names of the men that he chose for his leaders 
shine luminously on the dark page of war, and part of the renown that 
they won must ever belong to the man who organized and led them. 

You all know that among the difficulties of the advance upon Rich- 
mond was the shelter afforded by the mountains to forces who, coming 
down the valleys of Virginia and the Shenandoah, forever turned the 
right of our armies vd balked the advance upon the forces of the con- 
federacy. You know that under the management of the aulic council 
that was directing the war from this capital how that valley was the 
weak spot that baffled all endeavor. Occupied with insufficient force 


and incompetent commanders, the generals we kept there were the most | t 


efficient commissaries of the confederate armies, and the troops who 
were periodically routed or captured furnished the other side with ra- 
tions, ammunitions, and supplies, and with sufficient prisoners to 
counterbalance all our captures and make exchanges easy for the South. 
Even so late as 1864 this capital was almost captured, and Grant’s 
army came near being withdrawn from the front in consequence of raids 
down these valleys and mountain passes. And when at last General 
Sheridan closed that road to Washington, and reluctant victory came 
to us on that ground, it was largely the cavalry that Pleasonton had 
drilled, equipped, and inspirited that made the scenes of Stonewall 
Jackson’s fame the fields of Philip Sheridan’s glory. 

Mr. Chairman, I have seen Alfred Pleasonton at the head of 20,000 
men, and I have seen him lying ill, sick with pneumonia, with scarce 
a servant to wait upon him ora fire to warm him. His proud spirit 
might object to my mention of his necessities here, but I know that 
he will attribute it toa heart that feels for him. I have known him 
in necessity and seen him in misery, and that, too, when the retired- 
list of the Army is bearing men who achieved their place through 

gradations in comfortable quarters and easy places, and who 

never heard the whistle of a hostile bullet or the eds of the enemy’s 
cannon. And others are upon it who saw no service other than thé 
volunteers, while this distinguished officer, who honored himself and 
the country for twenty-five of his best years, is denied a place upon it 


because he withdrew from the Army at a time when he thought injus- 
tice was done him. 

My friend from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] a while ago said that no injus- 
tice was done, that his relative rank was accorded, that Colonel Brack- 
ett, who preceded him upon the Army list before the war, maintained the 
same place only upon the reorganization. It may be so; but certainly 
Colonel Brackett did not achieve the great distinction, did not hold the 
high command, did not fill the great place in the public eye and the 
patriotic heart of thecountry that did Maj. Gen. Alfred Pleasonton, com- 
mander of the cavalry corps in the very height and crisis of the war. 

We all know that there were jealousies and friendships, hates and 
admirations, that there were personal and sometimes political as well 
as just and patriotic considerations that much affected the standing and 
place of officers at the close of the war; that when the Army reor- 
ganization took place in 1868 these considerations prevailed in many 
instances, to the mortification of many eminent and deserving soldiers, 
to the loss of rank by some and its gain by others. Pleasonton con- 
ceived himself abused by that reorganization, and this may have led him 
to think that he could leavethe road he had traveled from boyhood and 
to try to gain a living and a competency in unknown fields. It is true 
that his resignation is a legal bar to his taking his place on that retired- 
list where length of service and years of toil and danger would have 
given him the right to go. But I appeal to the House to consider the 
equities in this case, and to grant him that rank and place which, in 
view of his distinguished services, which are not questioned on this 
floor, he certainly deserves a place—a among his old classmates 
and his war-worn comrades, and that he be provided by the Govern- 
ment he served so long, so faithfully, and so honorably with a sustenance 
for his declining years. [Applause. a 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER was ae ore 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. ill my colleague, before he proceeds, 
permit me to offer an amendment to this bill ? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I will yield to the gentleman for that pur- 


pose. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Ioffer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike outafter the enacting clause and insert as follows: That the Secretary 
= the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place the name 
of Alfred Pleasanton on the pension-rolls atthe rate of $100 per month, the said 
pension to begin from and ater the passage of this bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. I raise the Rect of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will feel compelled to sustain the 
point of order, as it changes the whole character of the bill. 

Mr. BROWNE, of fate The effect is the same. 

The CHAIRMAN. A bill to retire an officer is certainly different 
from a bill to pension one. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. But you accomplish the same result. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has taken pains to examine the effect 
of the amendment with a view to what should be a Roper ruling upon 
this point, and must adhere to the ruling alread; 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I think the asan faneg from Pennsyl- 
vania had better withdraw his point of order. ‘That amendment may 
be adopted, but the bill in its present form I think can not. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, it is with great diffidence that 
I rise to oppose the measure before the committee, and which has re- 
ceived the sanction of the Committee on Military Affairs of this body. 
I regret also to be compelled to differ with my distinguished friend 
from California [General ROSECRANS]; but I believe that the principle 
involved in this case is a vicious one. I think the precedent which we 
would establish were we to place this gentleman upon the retired-list 
of the Army, taking him up from civil life for that purpose, and ņe- 
iring him to a place which he voluntarily relinquished, would be 
simply to open the door not only, as my distinguished friend says, to 
a similar class, not to that class only who are equally distinguished as 
General Pleasonton, but every gentleman on this floor knows, for it is 
a well-recognized fact, that there is no body in the world, no court in 
the world, which quotes precedent as readily and adheres to it so strictly 
as this House of Representatjves, and the moment you open the door, 
as proposed here, and take a man from the walks of civil life and place 
him upon the retired-list of the Army, because of distinguished services 
or for any other reason, the effect will be that you will find other men 
clamoring for the same thing; the precedents will be quoted, and you 
will be urged to put this, that, and the other upon the roll, and each 
one of them in his application will be supported by a precedent equally 
strong, until you will have individual after individual, class after class, 
each one perhaps a little less meritorious, until the time will not be 
far distant when you will find your civil pension-roll equal to if not 
greater than that of England herself. 

Mr. Chairman, Iam emphatically opposed to this whole principle of 
taking such cases and making special exceptions of them. Far be it 
from me to detract one soge word from the eloquent statement of the 
distinguished services of General Pleasonton which my distinguished 
friend from Montana has just made. His servicesare known in the his- 
tory of this country; they are known to every school-boy throughout 
the land; needed no encomium from the gentleman from Montana; 
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and I am not here to detract a single laurel from the brow of General 
Pleasonton. But I am here, sir, in my own right as a Representative 
of the people, to oppose a principle which is involved, which I think is 
vicious, a principle that I believe to be wrong, a principle which is in 
direct violation of the practices of our Government from its foundation 
to the present time. 

What are the facts in the case? Here is a gentleman who held a po- 
‘sition in our Army, who voluntarily leaves it. Had he remained he 
would have been entitled to the great privileges which retired Army offi- 
cers have, and I am not here toopposethem. Itis probably right that 
they should have such privileges. I do not oppose the retired-list es- 
tablished for the benefit of those men who have been educated by the 
‘Government for its service in the Army and have served their country 
until they are no longer fit for service—worn out as it were in their 
country’s service. Butthe complaint that men in the volunteer service 
do not getas much recognition as the retired officers of the regular Army 
receive may have some foundation, and there is no man who will go 
further toward granting liberal pensions to soldiers in any of our wars 
than I. But I repeat, what are the facts in this case? Here isan officer 
in the regular Army entitled to a claim upon the Government had he 
continued in the service; a regular appointee of the Government who 
voluntarily enters the walks of civil life. Now upon what ground are 
we asked torestorehim? The only ground that is alleged for the resto- 
ration is the fact which we all admit of his distinguished services. It is 
not based on any other ground. It is not one of the cases which are 
sometimes brought before us where our whole sympathies are enlisted; 
where the man is in poverty and distress, or where we find the widow 
of asoldier isinsufferingand want. No, Mr. Chairman; nosuch reason 
appears. Butsimply because of his distinguished services, or because of 


the su tion of some other facts which go to show that he was not |- 


justly dealt with, we are asked to retire him at $4,000 per annum, a 
‘sum more than four times as great as we now pay to the poor soldier 
who has lost both his eyes in his country’s service and is compelled to 
wander up and down the earth in total darkness. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I want to ask my young friend from Indiana 
{Mr. SrocKSLAGER] one question. Does he think it is to the discredit 
of an officer of the Army that he has enterprise and energy enough to 
try to earn his living when the time has come that active service is not 
demanded? Ought that to be brought up against him to his disadvan- 
be Ought it not to be to his credit? 

r. STOCKSLAGER. Itis notatall to his discredit, but it may be 
greatly to his credit. Still, when he voluntarily relinquished all the 
claims he had on the Government as an Army officer and voluntarily 
entered the walks of civil life, presumably that he might make more 
money or gain greater fame, I do not think he has any claim on the 
Government. If he was disabled in the war, if he was entitled to a 

ion, as my disti ed friend from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] thinks 

e was, I would vote for that with great cheerfulness, if he came under 
the pension laws and was entitled to a pension. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I will say to my young friend from Indiana I 
had a particular reason for asking him the question I did. I did not 
resign from the Army because I expected to make more money. But 
I retired into private Jife honestly intending to earn my living instead 
-of sticking to the Government and getting my living outof the Govern- 
ment. And I had some solicitude to know whether a young and in- 
telligent and conscientious man like the gentleman from Indiana would 
look upon that as being to my discredit. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Notatall. Ifthe gentleman from Califor- 
nia had listened to me he would have heard me say it was not to his 
discredit, but was perhaps greatly to his credit. Noman has æ greater 
regard for my friend from California and for the commendable course 
pursued by him than I have. But as the gentleman has placed him- 
‘selfin the same category, let me say that the principle involved is pre- 
cisely the same as if it was proposed to put my distinguished friend on 
the retired-list to-day. Ido not believe he would ask it or have his 
friends ask it. Yet it is the same principle which is involved, theonly 
difference that General RosECRANS, and also my gallant friend 
from New York, General SLOCUM, who stands in the same category, 
were perhaps both more distinguished officers in the service than Gen- 
eral Pleasonton, and yet neither of these gentlemen, I believe, would 
permit his friends to ask what is asked here. But be that as it may, I 
object to this upon principle. 

I will not yield to any gentleman in his encomiums of General Pleas- 
onton and his gallant services. That is not what Iamobjectingto. I 
am objecting to the principle involved in this case of taking men from 
civil life and quartering them on the Government. We have bills pend- 
ing before every appropriate committee in this House to-day proposing 
to take men from civil life and put them on the pension-list or the re- 
tired-list of the Army. Iam unalterably opposed to that; and I hope 

ntlemen on this side of the House especially will set their face as a 

intagainstit. The only precedents we have in this country for plac- 
ing men on the civil pension-list have been established by the other 
side of the House. Never hassuch a precedent been established by the 
Democratic party, and I hope my friends on this side will never vote 
for op paises, Be) the kind. 
ait MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
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Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If the view of the case stated by the gentleman 
from Indiana is to obtain, will it not be adiscouragement for the officers 
of the Army to enter into civil life to obtain their own living? And 
as has been suggested by my friend from California [Mr. ROSECRANS], 
will it not bean encouragement for them tostill retain their position in 
the Army and live at.the of the Government? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Idonot know whether it will or not; neither 
do I care. I shall not violate what I believe to be a true principle of 
legislation and a true position for our Government to take, whether it 
encourages or discourages men to leave the Army and give up their retired 
pay voluntarily. I say it does not make any difference to me whether 
they do or not. I think the principle is wrong, and the sooner we set 
our foot down squarely upon it so it shall go no further, the better, I 
take it, it will be for the people of the whole country. 

Did I wish to detain the committee I might go on and enumerate all 
the instances we have in the history of the Government from its founda- 
tion to the present day where men have been taken from the walks of 
civil life and pensioned on the Government. The first case was in 1869; 
and in the last Congress we had three or four classes added to the civil 
pension-list of the country. 

Mr. STEELE. Will my colleague permit me toask him a question ? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEELE. If we should pass this bill sanctioning the principle 
that officers of the Army after retiring into civil life may come back in 
ten or twelve years afterwards and be received in an advance grade, 
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would it not encourage every officer of the Army to resign to-day ex- - 


pecting to be dealt with as this bill proposes to deal with General 
Pleasonton? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I think so; and that is a very good answer 
to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. I refer the question 
to him, but not to answer it in my time. 

Mr. MILETKEN. I can not answer the gentleman’s question in my 
time, for I have not any time of my own. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I have said about all I intended to say on 
this subject. I want simply to emphasize my position on this whole 
system of placing officers on the retired-list of the Army. It is not be- 
cause of opposition to the man or to the officer. I do not care whether 
it be Grant or Sherman or Slocum or Rosecrans or McClellan orany 
man who distinguished himself during the last war or in any preced- 
ing war, I will stand here and oppose any such thing. So long as I 
have a place on this floor I will not consent that any measure of this 
kind shall pass without emphasizing it with my opposition. 

After yielding to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
such time as he may desire I will reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I want only five minutes. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I concur heartily in what has been 
said by my friend from Indiana [Mr. StocKSLAGER] concerning the 

ropriety of the passage of this bill. If members who have been here 
or a number of terms will look back over the record they will see that 
it has been the persistent course of Congress not to increase the retired- 
list of the Army more than can be avoided, and never to encroach upon 
civil life to get persons to go upon it. 

Let me call the attention of members of the House to the action of 
the Forty-sixth Congress and of the Forty-seventh Congress upon this 
subject, the former Democratic and the latter Republican. There is a 
distinguished citizen of the United States who held the chief position 
in its Army and who held the Chief Magistracy of the Republic for two 
terms. He left the Army in order to become a civilian, after the late 
war, having been educated at West Point. He came here and asked 
both of those Congresses to put him back into the Army in order that 
he might be placed on the retired-list. Has it beendone? No. Even 
his distinguished services were not sufficient to cause Congress to turn 
back the strong and proper tide running in the direction of keeping 
civilians from applying for places on the retired-list. 

Was this retired-list in existence when these officers entered the 
Military Academy? If I remember correctly the history of legislation 
on that subject, I answer no. What is its condition to-day? Since 
this discussion began I have collated the number of officers who were 
on the retired-list of the Army in July, 1883. While many have since 
been placed on it, I find that it then included six major-generals, twenty- 
three brigadier-generals, eighty-two colonels, twenty-nine lieutenant- 
colonels, -five majors, one hundred and thirty-twocaptains, seventy- 
six first-lieutenants, thirteen second-lieutenants, and twelve chaplains. 
According to the legislation of Congress the time comes in the history 
of a man’s life when he is too old to pray properly for the soldiers, and 
we have a retired-list for chaplains as well. 

I insist that we shall adhere to proper precedents. Where is this 
thing to stop? You start a rivulet to-day, and twenty years hence it 
will be the Mississippi. How many are there on this floor who could 
go on the retired-list with the same or even with more propriety? My 
distinguished friend from California (Mr. ROSECRANS), whose services 
are known of all men; my friend from New York (Mr. SLOCUM), dis- 
tinguished, and justly distinguished—but I need not take up the time 
of the committee in naming others. I know not what others may do, 
but I shall vote against this bill. I know how hard it is to resist 
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measures which appeal to sympathy. I know, too, how magnificently 
charitable we often are when using the funds of others. 

Many men have gone into private life who graduated at West Point. 
Some of them are in this Hall, some in the Senate. If we start the 
tide to-day, no man can tell when it will stop, or who can turn it back, 
or where the line can be drawn. Let us draw the line here and now. 
What is action to-day will be precedent to-morrow, and will be uni- 
formly followed the next day. Precedents are dangerous. Let us not 
establish this evil one now. 

Mr. BELFORD. I remember very well when during the last Con- 
gress the distinguished economist from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] de- 
sired to reduce the salaries of the members of this House. He thought 
they ought to be anywhere between $3,000 and $4,000 a year. Men 
who can earn more than the amount that is given to us by law are gen- 
erally broad and liberal. The peanut, cheese-paring statesmen come 
from Indiana and from Tennessee. [Laughter. 

We have had in the history of this world fifteen decisive battles that 
have controlled the current of civilization. We had one in this country 
during the last conflict that was decisive of the whole controversy; that 
was the battle of Gettysburg. And I think to-day the loyal, educated, 
and intelligent people of the South thank God that the North won in 
that battle; that this is one country, majestic in its honor, immeasur- 
able in its power, and almost infinite in its resources. 

In almost every battle of note in the history of our war General Pleas- 
onton used his sword to make this nation one, undivided, and forever 
inseparable. I would vote to give him a pension for life as cheerfully 
as I would vote to give General ROSECRANS, that honorable and mag- 
nificent soldier, a bounty during his life. 

Gentlemen, let us be generous, not only with regard to the soldiers 
who led the Union army, but I will say—and probably the press will 
condemn me for it—the soldiers possibly who led the Southern army. 
This is our whole country. We are united to-day. We are all one, 
and not two, 

When we come to put General Pleasonton on the retired-listand give 
him a reasonable compensation for the valuable services he has rendered 
the country, do notlet us put ourselves into any partisan attitude. Let 
us reward those at least who havestruggled year after year to save our 
«country. Let us reward those who have enabled us on both sides of 
this House, without regard to the late unpleasantness, to enjoy the 
privileges of the Constitution. Let us blend the red rose of the South 
with the white rose of the North. Let us unite forever and forever 
the families of York and of Lancaster, and make this the grandest re- 
public that has appeared in the annals of time, 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
STOCKSLAGER ] says that the principle involved in this bill is a vicious 
one. What is that principle? It is that where a soldier is worn out 
in the service of his country, disabled by wounds received or disease 
incurred in the line of duty, and unable to provide for himself, the 
Government shall then take care of him and not leave him to the cold 
charity of the world. That is the principle asserted in this bill. It 
has nothing whatever to do with the creation of a civil pension-list. 
The bill proposes to allow Col. Alfred Pleasonton to be appointed by 
the President to the Army from which he resigned after the war was 
over and placed upon the retired-list. It is in evidence before the com- 
mittee that he is an old man, sick, and in broken health, and destitute 
of the common necessities of life. Surely, under such conditions, an 
able and patriotic soldier, who has devoted his best years to the military 
service and who has won distinction upon many hard-fought battle- 
fields, is entitled to favorable consideration at the of his country. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] wants to know 
where this thing shall stop. I hope it never will stop. I trust that as 
long as we have a government it will not fail to provide for an old and 
disabled soldier who has worn himself out in its service, and who is by 
reason of infirmities incident to age or disabilities incurred in the dis- 
charge of his duty unable longer to provide for himself. 

The gentleman refers to the case of General Grant. I will say this: 
if General Grant should ever come before the American Congress asking 
to be placed on the retired-list of the Army because he is unable to take 
care of himself this Government would be di if it refused to 
promptly comply with such a request. [Applause.] I for one shall be 
ready to vote, when that time comes, to place him on the retired-list. 
But his case at present is an entirely different one, as are those of the 
gentleman from California [Mr. ROSECRANS] and the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Stocum]. Admitting their distinguished service, they 
are amply able to provide for themselves, and do not require the assist- 
ance of the Government. 

The principle upon which this bill rests is as old as the Government 
itself. You can not organize a respectable army of good material un- 
less you make it the policy of the Government that when your soldiers 
are worn out, disabled by wounds or disease—when the infirmities of 
age come upon them, as in the case of Alfred Pleasonton; when they 
are suffering from impaired health incident to the hardships of their 
military life; when they are unable longer to take care of themselves— 
the Governmentshall step in and provide for them. That isthe policy 
of the Government; and it is a just one. 

The only question remaining is whether Alfred Pleasonton by re- 
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signing his commission in the Army has placed himself beyond the 
reach of this wise and humane policy. I think not. I think it was 
entirely to his credit that he retired from the Army. Whether he re- 
signed to enter the civil service or to engage in business pursuits in a 
time of peace, it was a commendable act. 

We find here a man who has served his country for a quarter of a 
century, who is now infirm, suffering from disease contracted in the 
military service, unable to provide for himself; and I say, considering 
his great services, ially in the last war, it would be a disgrace to 
the American Congress to refuse to pass this bill and provide for his 
declining years. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, this bill must rest upon 
one of three grounds: need, or disability incurred in the service, or re- 
ward for services. If it is placed on the ground stated by the gentle- 
man last on the floor [Mr. MORGAN], which is that General Pleasonton 
is not able to take care of himself, it comes before us as a case of need— 
the case ofa distinguished officer unable to provide for himself. Placed 
upon that ground, it is a case of charity and nothing else. 

If this claim rests upon the ground of disability incurred by General 
Pleasonton in the service in the line of duty, then it rests upon a ground 
that we can consider. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I wish to say to my friend from Ohio that the 
bill rests upon both those grounds. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If General Pleasonton has sustained disa- 
bility in the military service by wound or otherwise, then undoubtedly 
he is entitled, under existing laws, to compensation for that disability. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the report does not say that he is suffering 
from disability of that kind. $ 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If he has been in any way disabled in the 
military service, then I say he is entitled to compensation for that dis- 
ability. And I maintain that pensions proper have no other ground 
upon which they can be supported fora moment. There is no ground 
for a pension but disability incurred in the line of duty in the military 
service. No government in the world but ours has ever pensioned per- 
sons who have been in the military service upon any other ground than 
disability, and in only two instances has our Government departed from 
this principle, and these I hold to be bad precedents. 

If this claim rests upon the third ground, that of a reward for meri- 
torious and distinguished services, that is another thing. I could 
support a claim on that basis if I were satisfied that the claim had such 
exceptional merit as to justify us in voting for it upon that ground. 
And it is true that General Pleasonton has performed meritorious and 
distinguished services. I very cheerfully and gladly give him credit 
for brave and gallant services during the late war. But others—hun- 
dreds and thousands of others—performed meritorious and gallant serv- 
ices for which they must be content with the compensation which the 
Government by law has provided. Beyond that they must look for 
their reward in other directions, and I believe the highest reward Gen- 
eral Pleasonton can hope for is the place he has made for himself in 
history, of which he and his country may well be proud. 

But that is one thing, and it is quite another to come here and ask 
to be singled out, and especially rewarded in money for distinguished 
services, when there are hundreds and thousands who can lay claim to 
rewards on the same grounds, to say nothing of disabilities they have 
sustained besides. These others, I say, must all be content with what 
the law has provided as the money consideration for such services. 
What was this compensation in the case of General Pleasonton? First, 
his pay as an officer in the regular Army during all the time he served 
in that capacity, and then his pay as major-general of volunteers suring 
a number of years; and had he remained in the regular Army he woul 
have been entitled when he reached the prescribed age to go on the re- 
tired-list. Now, it may be a little hard that General Pleasonton’s act 
of resignation should deprive him of his right to go upon the retired- 
list, but no harder in his than in some other cases, and it was his own 
act. It was his choice; and it seems to me when he makes the choice 
himself he must be concluded by it, although subsequently he may 
wish to reconsider, and if possible to reverse his previous action. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, to single out General Pleasonton from all other 
claimants for bounty, and by an act ex gratia speciali rewarding him 
alone, we thereby set not only a bad precedent, but do injustice to 
others by making this distinction. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Will the gentleman from Ohio permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. How many are there whose cases are like thatof 
General Pleasonton? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Perhaps not many exactly like it, but 
many who would make this case a precedent for claims for services 
for which they had not been adequately compensated. Such claims 
are constantly coming here on every conceivable plea, and by passing 
this bill we will not only establish a bad precedent, but we are under- 
taking to do what I think ought not to be done. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. How many are there who stand in the same rela- 
tion with General Pleasonton ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not know. 
now. 


I could not name then: 
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Mr. MAGINNIS. You can not name half a dozen. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Wherein does his case differ from that of 
many others? 

Mr. ROSECRANS. It is because they have not the record of Gen- 
eral Pleasonton. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think there are many who stand in a posi- 
tion to ask us with as much show of right to be placed on the retired- 
list as General Pleasonton; not perhaps with the same rank, but as col- 
onels, majors, captains, or lieutenants. There are now before committees 
bills asking the House to open the door so as toadmitall volunteer offi- 
cers who were discharged on account of wounds to the retired-list. They 
ask to be taken from the pension-roll and put on the retired-list, and 
on the same footing with officers of the regular Army. They claim it 
not only for meritorious services, but for wounds also. There is, in my 
judgment, as much merit in the one case as in the other. In the regu- 
lar service it is true the law provides for the retirement of officers after 
a given length of service. It may be held that those serving in the regu- 
lar Army serve under a contract with the Government under which they 
are entitled to a certain amount of pay a year as salary, and after a speci- 
fied number of years or when they reach a given age that they may go 
onto the retired-list at another given rate of pay, and that the whole con- 
stitutes their life-pay as officers of the Army. 

I concede to the gentleman from Montana [Mr. MAGINNIS] the cor- 
rectness of his position, that there is the difference he makes under the 
law between the regular Army and volunteers. But we are not acting 
here underthat law. General Pleasonton chose himself to take another 
position, and he voluntarily placed himself in the category of those who 
had served as volunteers in the Army. He now comes here and asks 
compensation for gallant and distinguished services, not under the law 
under which he might have gone onto the retired-list, but outside of 
that law. And I repeat that if special reward is given to him in this 
way, there are thousands who served in the war with him who may 
come here on the same plea and say they too had not been adequately 
compensated for the services they had rendered their country in time of 
need. And that might all be true; but we can not go back overall the 
years of the war and single out individual cases, and undertake to read- 
just the inequalities and right the wrongs that war produces. And we 
ought not, in my judgment, to single out one case to the exclusion of 
others. 

The retired-list of the Army I think is already too large. Officers of 
the Army are permitted to go upon it at too early an age. It has grown 
to be too large, and I do not think it safe to open the door still wider 
and permit those to go upon it not entitled under the law to go there. 
I should much rather myself vote to more rigidly limit and restrict the 
retired-list and the conditions under which officers can get there than 
to enlarge the roll already so overgrown. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Before the gentleman takes his seat I wish to ask 
him a question. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I do not desire to go into any personal argument, 
but in view of the fact stated by my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] that the Forty-sixth Congress refused to put General Grant 
on the retired-list, I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio whether he 
and others on this side did not vote to place General Shields upon the 
retired-list, who never had been any other than a volunteer officer. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I was not in Congress when that question 


was up. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. T will tell the gentleman this, that a Democratic 
Congress by a large majority voted to put General Shields upon the re- 
tired-list. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let me say a word further. If in some 
other way the distinguished services of General Pleasonton could be 
i and fully rewarded I should be glad to favor it, but I am 
opposed to establishing this precedent, the effect of which or the tend- 
ency of which will be to open the retired-list as a reward or place of 
reward for meritorious services, and to such a list there would be no 
end. We must not confound service and disability. It is not safe to 
go outside of the law to compensate services. It is opening too wide a 
door to do that, and I believe we should restrict pensions to disability 
incurred in the service in the line of duty. Service and disability are 
separate and distinct grounds for claims. Pay for service is not a pen- 
sion. Pension is compensation for disability, and ought not to be granted 
as reward for services. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Irise, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of offering 
an amendment to this bill. 

I move to strike out, in lines 11 and 12, the words “‘ brigadier-gen- 
eral” and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ colonel.” 

This will give-to General Pleasonton the same rank and grade that 
he would be now entitled to hold if he had remained in the service 
of the country up to the present time. Itdoes away with the objection 
of some gentlemen upon the floor that General Pleasonton is to gain by 
having retired from the service and gone into private life. 

The CHAIRMAN. In order that there may be no misapprehension, 
the Chair will state to the gentleman from Michigan that the words 
“*brigadier-general’’ do notappearinthe bill. There is such an amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. CUTCHEON, Then I offer the amendment I have suggested as 
an amendment to the one proposed by the committee. 

It seems to me, sir, that the objection to retiring General Pleasonton 
with the rank of brigadier-general is a well-founded objection, for the 
reason thatif he had continued in the service of the country until now, 
as appears from the Army Register, he would not have reached that 
grade. 


The simple question before us to consider, then, as presented by this 
bill, is whether or not the fact that an officer has retired from the mili- 
tary service voluntarily, has for a term of years attempted to gain a 
livelihood by civil pursuits, shall debar him utterly and completely 
from future recognition? It seems to me that just here we ought to- 
make a discrimination between officers of the regular military estab- 
lishment and officers of the volunteer army. The officer of volunteers 
goes to the succor of his country in a great emergency. He under- 
stands that the employment for which his services are needed is to be 
but a temporary one, and that when the few months or years for which 
he enlisted shall pass he is again to return to the pursuits of civil life. 
On the contrary, the officer of the regular Army who enters the service 
of the country from the Military Academy enters it with the distinct 
understanding that he enters upon a life duty. Henot only has spent 
years in preparing, equipping himself for the service, but by his very 
preparation and by his subsequent military life he utterly unfits him- 

for any kind of private pursuits or walks in life which might other- 
wise be open to him. This is a fact thatis well recognized. I believe 
it is a fact of almost universal observation and recognition that those 
who have served in the regular Army in any grade for a term of years 
never thereafter succeed in the pursuits of civillife. - 

General Pleasonton graduated from the Military Academy in 1844. 
He continued in the service of his country from that time throughout 
the terrible struggle of our civil war, and when the piping times of 

again returned, when he found his services as an officer were no 
longer actually required by the country, he desired to be no longer a 
burden upon the country or a burden upon the pay-rolls, and made 
an honest effort in the pursuits of civil life to gain his own livelihood. 
But by a service of twenty-four years, after a quarter of a century of 
service in the military establishment, he had disqualified himself to a 
great extent for success in business pursuits. His efforts in that direc- 
tion failed. 

The simple question before us is, shall this gallant officer, because 
nobody disputes his gallantry—shall this distinguished officer, for nobody 
controverts his title to distinction—shall this man, who bore his full part 
according to his great ability in the military grade for the support and 
sustenance of his country, be in a worse situation because he volun- 
tarily for a time attempted to assume his own support than if he had 
remained in the service of the country during all these years and drawn 
his salary from the Treasury of the Government? 

For myself I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that I am prepared to take 
the responsibility of voting for this bill as amended in the manner I 
propose. Iamnotafraidof that vote. I am not afraid for one to single 
out this case, if need be (this is the first case we have reached)—I am 
not afraid to single this out and put this distinguished officer back on 
the rolls, doing thereby an act of simple justice to him; and then when 
we reach the next bill to consider that also on its merits. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a single word as to the question of national pol~ 
icy. Nonation of this world has ever succeeded in existing for any con- 
siderable length of time, in maintaining its rank among the nations of 
the earth, that did not have and maintain a regularly equipped mili- 
tary establishment. I presume that until the millennium comes it will 
be n for the nations of the world to maintain standing armies. 
I apprehend that that time is not yet, and that it never will come when. 
this nation will be without the need of a regular army. Then, asa 
matter of public policy, as a matter of national justice, when we invite 
bright young men to enter the Military Academy, to step from thence 
into the ranks of the Army to serve their entire lives in the service of 
their country, shall we give them to understand that in that service, 
after twenty-five years, they shall return to the walks of civil life and 
be of interest to the Government no further? General Pleasonton, with 
his distinguished services in his eens mia ripe manhood, returned 
voluntarily to the walks of civil life. S he thereby be debarred for 
that reason from the fostering care and protection of the Government 
that he served so long, served so well, and served with so much dis- 
tinction? For my part, Mr. Chairman, I am ready now to vote for this 
bill with the insertion of the amendment I have suggested. 

Mr. STEELE. I only wish to make one or two remarks. In the 
first place, I desire to send up a proviso or amendment to the bill, in 
order that it may be pending. 

It is said that this man did not make any money during the war. 
How many men in this country are suffering from total disability in- 
curred during the war and are utterly unable to take care of them- 
selves to-day? Talk about the understanding! If any man in pro- 
posing to enter the Army had understood he was to have both legs or 
both arms shot off do you suppose he would have gone? 

I move to strike out the enacting clause of the bill. If that motion 
is not now in order, I desire that the amendment which I send to the 
desk be considered as pending. I move that the committee rise and 
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report the bill with the recommendation that the enacting clause be 
stricken out. 

Mr. BAYNE. I make the point of order that the motions to rise and 
to strike out the enacting clause can not be made as one motion. 

Mr. STEELE. Then I move to strike out the enacting clause. 

Mr. BAYNE. I submit that that motion can not be entertained un- 
til the bill is before the committee for consideration under the five-min- 
ute rule. Weare now engaged in the general debate. If the gentleman 
from Indiana will have patience I propose to move that the committee 
rise for the purpose of obtaining an order from the House to limit gen- 
eral debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. When the first section of the bill 
is reached the motion to strike out the enacting clause will be in order. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that the committee rise, my object being to 
obtain an order from the House to limit debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion that the commit- 
tee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 1101) au- 
thorizing the President to appoint and retire Alfred Pleasonton a major- 
general, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House for the consideration of the Private Calendar. 
Pending that motion I move that all general debate on the pending 
bill be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to know if it isin order now to move 
to strike out the enacting clause of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not new in the House. It is in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BAYNE to limit gen- 
eral debate to ten minutes, it was agreed to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House, in Committee of the Whole, resumes 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 1101) authorizing the President to ap- 
point and retire Alfred Pleasonton a major-general. By order of the 
House all general debate on the bill is limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. This isa bill to give a salary of about 
$4,000 to a man who is confessedly a failure asa business man. The 
gentleman having this bill in charge states that this gentleman, gallant 
officer as he was during the war, has no business qualifications. Now, 
sir, if that be true, that the gentleman has no business qualifications, it 
seems to me that the distinguished gentleman from California [Mr. 
ROSECRANS], with his West Point associations and kindly relations to 
this gentleman whose bill we are now considering, ought to revolve this 
question in his mind, whether the argument he makesin favor of General 
Pleasonton does not lie against an appropriation when the appropria- 
tion bill for the Military Academy at West Point comes up? A man 
who has been educated at the nation’s expense, who has rendered dis- 

inguished service in time of war, and a few years ago was the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, in control of that os E which collects 
immense sums of money from the people to defray the expenses of this 
nation—to tell us that we must put such a man on the retired-list four 
files beyond the position which he held when he retired from theservice 
on his motion—that we must give thatman, notas a common pensioner, 
but on account of distinguished service—that we must give that man 
who has no business qualifications $4,000 a year as a retired officer—I 
desire to say I do not believe that the people of this country will sanc- 
tion any such action, whether we do it under an impulse of generosity 
or whether we do it, as was done a few weeks ago, by correcting the 
record of men during the late war. A few weeks ago we undertook to 
set right General Fitz-John Porter, to give him honor, to give him rank 
that by his traitorous conduct he was not entitled to, and which will 
in ashort while, perhaps in the next session of Congress if not in this, 
be made to entitle him to back pay of nearly $400,000. 

Now the Democratic side of the House, controlled by a majority of ex- 
confederates in the late war, proposes to rectify the mistakes and short- 
comings during the late war; and this bill is reported by a committee 
of the Democratic House controlled as I have said. 

X Me KING. The majority of Democrats in this House are from the 
North. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I stand I think on the record when I 
say, although that is a digression, that the majority of the Democratic 
side of this House were not only sympathizers but active participants 
on the wrong side in the late unpleasantness. 

Mr. KING. You are mistaken. The majority of Democrats in this 
House are from the North; and the majority of the men who fought on 
the Northern side during the war were Democrats, led by Grant, who 
was a Democrat; by Sherman, who, I understand, was a Democrat; by 
McClellan, who was a Democrat; by Logan, who was a Democrat. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. If it isnot true that the majority of the 


Democratic side are ex-confederates, the numbers of that side are swelled 
by the deserters from the Republican side. 

The distinguished gentleman from California says that he has reason 
to know some of the causes of Pleasonton’s not being duly promoted. 
He did not tell us what those causes were. Perhaps in some future 
Congress a bill will be introduced here to give the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia rank four files in advance of that to which he was entitled in 
the late war, because some one who may then perchance be on the floor 
will know of some of the causes why he was not properly promoted dur- 
ing the late war. 

It is another instance of West Point jealousy, and the associations 
which gather around West Point, and make these men feel a lovely in- 
terest in each others bills when they come before Congress. But those 
of us who represent the rural districts, who live in remote localities, can 
only look at this matter as we do at others. Is it right, I say, when 
you come to square it with the records of the poor private soldiers, who 
have lost limbs, who have lost sight, who have lost health in the service 
of their country, who have been poor all their lives, who were poor be- 
fore the war, who left their families on sufferance during the war and 
who have been almost paw since the war—when you propose to take 
this distinguished man and give him $4,000 a year while there are hun- 
dreds and thousands of that nobler and better class—though not quite 
so distinguished—and more patriotic class who are getting nothing for 
their services ? 

The gentleman from Galifornia [Mr. ROSECRANS] says he proposes 
to place a mark of distinction on Alfred Pleasonton. I desire to say 
that if the record made by Alfred Pleasonton during the late war does 
not place a mark of distinction pen him, it does not lie in the power 
of any man on that side of the House, or in the power of the whole 
majority on that side, or the majority of the whole House, to place a 
mark of distinction upon him at this late day. 

Of his own free motion he retired from the Army to take his place 
among the rest of us in civil life and to battle for a living among the 
people of this nation. In that the gentleman from California says he 
has proved a failure, that he has no business qualifications. I say, if 
these things be true we ought to give him a pension, but we ought not 
to pass this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all general debate upon 
the bill is closed. The bill will now be read for amendment under the 
five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the laws regulatin, pad ty migrate in the Army be, and 
they are hereby, suspended, and suspended only for the purposes of this act ; 
and the President is hereby authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, appoint Alfred Pleasonton, of New York, late a 
ape Bes, ae of volunteers in the Army of the Uni States, brevet major- 
general in the Army of the United States, and thereupon to place him, the said 
Alfred Pleasonton, upon the retired-list of the Army assuch major-general, with- 
— regard and in addition tothe number now authorized by law of said retired- 

The amendment from the Committee on Military Affairs was to strike 
out, in line 11, the words ‘‘such major-general’’ and to insert in lieu 
thereof the words ‘‘a brigadier-general.’’ 

Mr. STEELE. I ask now to have read the proviso which I indicated 
a purpose to offer, in order that it may be considered as pending. 

Mr. BAYNE. I understand that the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. 
CUTCHEON ] moved an amendment to the amendment of the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment to the amendment will be read. 

The amendment of Mr. CUTCHEON was to strike out “‘ brigadier-gen- 
eral” and to insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘colonel.”’ 

Mr. STEELE. Is it in order now to have read the proviso which I 
desire to have pending? 

Mr. BAYNE. It is not now in order. 

The CHAIRMAN, There is already pending an amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask to have my amendment read and considered 
as pending. 

Mr. BAYNE. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are two amendments now pending. 

Mr. STEELE. This is a proviso. 

The CHAIRMAN, Itisinthenatureofanamendment, The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD]. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman, there is no government on the face 
of this earth that is as merous, miserly, parsimonious, and stingy 
to the men who have defended it as this American Republic. Its con- 
duct justifies the expression that “‘ republics are ungrateful.” When 
Wellington conducted his masterly campaign in Spain and afterward 
won the wondrous battle of Waterloo he was made a duke of England 
and invested with a magnificent estate. When Ney fought the gallant 
battles in Italy he was made marshal and enriched out of the funds of 
the French Empire. Yet here we are to-day standing in the corruscat- 
ing blaze of national victories, with a Treasury plethoric with one hun- 
dred and fifty millions of surplus revenue, and refusing to do justice 
to a gallant soldier of the Republic. Can we not recognize his great 
services by some financial act? I hold that when a man has faithfully 
served his country we should treat him as the British Government 
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treats those in its service. When Wolseley went forth to Egypt, con- 


quered that country, and came back, England made him a peer of the 
realm, just as it had made bekar yen a duke at an earlier period. 
You may talk about the peerage of the immortals, but I do declare 
that in my judgment men who have served their country should be 
treated by us with the same respect and generosity with which they 
are treated in a monarchical government. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HANBACK. Mr. Chairman, I favor the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEoN], and shall with great 
pleasure vote for the bill as thus amended because of the t serv- 
ices of General Pleasonton. I believe that it is the duty of the country 
to take care of the men who preserved that country. I know as well as 
any man here knows—no better—the dependence of the rank and file 
on the men who led the legions of the Union in the late war. Conse- 
quently in my belief it is just and right that this man, who spent the 
best years of his life in the service of his country, should receive this 
recognition at the hands of the Government. I hope the amendment 

ing to retire him with the rank of colonel will be accepted by the 
other side, as I know there are numbers on this side who will vote for it. 

I see before me upon the other side of this House a man under whose 
guidance I marched and fought for many a day. We loved him as our 
leader; and of that grand Army of the Cumberland, scattered to-day all 
over the country, there is not one man whose heart does not glow and 
whose eye does not brighten at the mention of the name ‘‘Old Rosy.” 
If ever the time should come to extend to him such a recognition as is 


now proposed in this bill for General Pleasonton, I should vote for it | ord 


most willingly. I believe that General Pleasonton justly deserves from 
his country to be placed upon the retired-list with the rank of colonel. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Does the gentleman advocate this prop- 
osition upon the ground that General Pleasonton held the rank and 
drew the pay of colonel at the time of his resignation? 

Mr. HANBACK. No, sir; Ladvocate it with the understanding that 
he deserved that rank, and if he had remained in the service would 
have succeeded to it. More than that, he gave the best years of his life 
tothe service of his country, and even if he would not have reached 
this rank, I am in favor of extending it to him so that he may be retired 
as a colonel. 

Mr. STEELE. Would the gentleman be willing to put our soldiers, 
who gave more than their lives to their country, upon an equal footing 
with General Pleasonton ? 

Mr. HANBACK. Iam for pensioning every soldier of the Union— 
every one of them according to his rank. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman vote to yo upon the retired-list 
as a brigadier-general every soldier suffering from total disability in- 
curred in the line of duty during the late war? 

Mr. HANBACK. Whenever the gentleman introduces a bill—— 

Mr. STEELE. I have offered such an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. HANBACK. Whenever the gentleman introduces a bill to pen- 
sion every soldier who bore honorable service for the country in the 
late war I will vote for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move to amend by striking out the last clause 
of the bill: ‘‘ without regard and in addition to the number now author- 
ized by law of said retired-list.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. There aretwo amendments pending. The gen- 
tleman himself has offered an amendment to the pending amendment. 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise to oppose the amendment. 

Ray CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. Two speeches have been 
made. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move as a substitute to strike out the last word. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Irisetoaparliamentary inquiry. Is not debate 
on the bill and amendments exhausted by limitation of time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so holds. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then I raise the point of order that these formal 
amendments are out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BAYNE. But a substitute is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. An informal amendment is not in order. 

Mr. BAYNE. I offer my amendment asa substitute. Ido it forthe 
purpose of hastening a conclusion on this bill. I hope nobody will ob- 

ject 


ject. 
Mr. HAMMOND. I insist on my point of order that debate is ex- 
hausted by limitation of time. p 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so decided. There are two 
amendments pending. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON]. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


Amend the amendment by striking out “‘ brigadier-general,” in the eleventh 
and twelfth lines, and inserting a pen heck on ral, 


Mr. BAYNE. AsI understand, the gentleman from Michigan with- 
draws that amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to withdraw it for the time being in 
order that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] may re- 
new it. 

Mr. BAYNE. I renew the amendment. 


Mr. STEELE. Can that be done except by unanimous consent? 

Mr. BAYNE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I insist on my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair decides that if the point be raised the 
amendment can not be withdrawn without unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAYNE. Why, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman that proposes 
an amendment has the right to withdraw it; has he not? 

Mr. STEELE. Not except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAYNE. I think so. ý 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will have an 
opportunity in a moment. 

Mr. BAYNE. The importance of what I wish to say comes in here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEon] to the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee. 

Mr. BAYNE. I wish to say that I hope all who are disposed to re- 
lieve General Pleasonton to the extent of that amendment will vote 
forit. In other words, I am admonished and advised by gentlemen—— 

Mr. STEELE. I call the gentleman from Pennsylvania to order. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iam advised and admonished by those who have an 
earnest and active sympathy for this man and who do not regard the 
snobbery of the Army in preference to doing justice to a gallant seldier 
of this country, who has earned more laurels than all those who are 
opposing him on this floor—— 

Mr. STEELE. I call the gentleman to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will come to 


er. 
Mr. BAYNE. Iamin order. I am speaking to the amendment. 

Mr. STEELE. I call the gentleman to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already decided an amendment 
could not be withdrawn in Committee of the Whole House except by 
unanimous consent, and objection is made. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iwish merely to say that I want all friends of the bill 
to vote for the amendment to the amendment moved by the gentleman 


from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON]. [Laughter] 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have the ruleread. [Laughter.] 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Rute XXII, 

5. * è è Neither an amendment nor an amendmenttoan amendment shall 
be withdrawn by the mover thereof unless by the unanimous consent of the 
committee. 

Mr. BAYNE. I was in error about that. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment to the 
amendment moved by the gentleman from Michigan, which the Clerk 

The amendment to the amendment was read. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope I will have unanimous consent to state 
what the effect of the amendment will be. 

Mr. STEELE. I call the gentleman to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate is not in order. 

Mr. EATON. Has discussion on the amendment been exhausted? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has. 

Mr. EATON. Then I hope the amendment will x 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. [Langhter.] 

Mr. CUTCHEON’s amendment to the amendment was agreed to; and 
the amendment of the committee as amended was then adopted. 

Mr. STEELE. I move to strike out the enacting clause of the bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask the gentleman to withdraw his motion until I 
can make an amendment to perfect the title. I wish to make it cor- 
respond to the amendment just adopted. 

Mr. STEELE. Let us first vote on the motion to strike out the 
enacting clause; then if the enacting clause be not stricken out I will 
move a proviso to be added to the end of the bill. Idemand tellerson 
the motion to strike out the enacting clause. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BAYNE and Mr. STEELE were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 63, noes 102. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. STEELE. I now move to add the following proviso. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That all soldiers of the war for the su ion of the rebellion who 
are suffering total disability resulting from wounds received in the line of duty 
shall also be placed on the retired-list of the Army as brigadier-generals. 

Mr. BAYNE. I make the point of order against that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr, STEELE. I wish to speak to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the point 
of order. 

Mr. STEELE. I can not see, Mr. Chairman, why it is not in order, 
if we can take a man from the civil list and give him two or three pro- 
motions who ed from the Army in a perfectly healthy condition, 
so much so that he was appointed as Internal Revenue Commissioner 
in 1874 and 1875— [cries of §‘ Order! ’’]—why is it not just as much 
in order to take also from the civil list men who have lost arms and 
legs and put them on an equal footing with him? 

Mr. BAYNE. I call the gentleman to order. 


1884. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1509 


Mr. STEELE. What is it? 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman is not speaking to his point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order raised by 
the gentleman from Pensyl and healso sustains the point of order 
against the amendment that it ges the entire object of the bill in 
favor of a private individual to a general bill referring to a class. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move now that the title of the bill be amended so 
as to correspond to the amendment which has already been adopted. 

Mr. STEELE. Would it be in order to have my gallant friend from 
Towa [Mr. HENDERSON] who sits here, and who lost a leg in battle, in- 
cluded under the provisions of this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in order, as the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania ison the floor proposing an amendment. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that the title of the bill be amended by strik- 
ing out the words ‘‘ major-general ’’ and inserting the word ‘‘ colonel.’’ 

Mr. STEELE. I insist upon my parlimentary inquiry. I ask 
whether it would be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana will be answered 
in due time. The Chair will now state to him that he can not take the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania off the floor for that sort of a suggestion. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania has the floor. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that the words ‘‘major-general”’ be stricken 
from the title and that the word “colonel ” be substitued, so as to con- 
form to the action of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, The committee will rise to receive a message 
from the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally; and the Speaker having taken the 
chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPsoN, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed a bill of the following title, in 
which the concurrence of the House was requ namely: 

A bill (S. 1199) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the sundry civil of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for other 
purposes,’ approved June 20, 1878.” 


GENERAL ALFRED PLEASONTON. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania submits a 
motion to correct the title. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that the words “‘ major. ” be stricken 
out from the title of the bill and the word ‘‘colonel’’ be substituted. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that the bill be laid aside and reported favor- 
ably to the House with the amendments. 


The motion was to. 
The Clerk will report the next bill on the Cal- 


The CHAIRMAN. 
endar. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, was there not a motion that the com- 
mittee rise? I understood the gentleman from Pennsylvania to move 
that the committee rise and report the bill to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
was that the bill be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. STEELE. Undoubtedly the gentleman meant that, but I un- 
derstood him to move that the committee rise for that purpose. 

Mr. BAYNE. I did not make that metion. 


LOUISA BODDY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1292) 
for the relief of Mrs. Louisa Boddy, of Oregon. 
The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the of the Treasu and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed, out of any money in the Tens not otherwise ve 
ny ernie to pay, to Louisa Boddy, of County, State of Oregon, the sum 
of $6,180, in full settlement of her claim nst the Government for depreda- 
tions committed and property taken and royed by the Modoc Indians on or 
about November 29, 1872. 

The committee recommend the loring emenden In lines 6 and 7 strike 
out the words * $6,180” and insert in lieu thereof “$5,400.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report should be read. 

The Clerk ed to read the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before that I would like to inquire whether these 
reports are printed? I have sent to the document-room and find it is 
not to be had. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the report is printed. 
Every report is printed under the rules of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it very important that gentlemen should 
obtain the reports on which they are called to act. I sent a few mo- 
ments to the document-room, but could find none there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that under the rules every 
one of these reports is sent by mail to members. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But still there are reports found in the document- 
room subject to the call of members of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that they are held in the 


Se ee E Rie the House, and not for distri- 
ution. 


The Clerk will resume the reading of the report. 


The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report. Itisas 
follows: 


This claim, as herein reported, was before the Senate Committee on Indian 


Affairs at the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress, and by them thor- 
oughly examined and rted with the unanimous recommendation that it 
pass. It was also before the House Committee on Indian Affairs of the last Con- 
gress, considered in the same manner, and unanimously reported with a favor- 
able recommendation. This bill also Senate during said session, but 
Pee a a vote in the eee his —— ne re it, in ad- 
ion to the former papers and evidence presented, len; itions from the 
settlers residing in the vicinity of Lost River, in the State oP Greg on petition: 
ing Congress for the passage of this bill. Said petition is signed by many lead- 
hice anes ae o te pons liar hardshi iring spec 
case appears to be one of peculiar P: uiring ial considera- 
tion from Congress, It differs from the vast body of claims growing out of In- 
dian depredations, Mainly through negligence and carelessness manifested by 
the military and other authorities of the United States at the time of this out- 
break Mrs. bias ge! Bhd caused to suffer the loss of her husband, two sons, anda 
son-in-law, and the most of her property, and was driven into the woods and 
mountains, and subjected to great physical suffering. Her claim has been ap- 
proved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the of the Interior, 
and reported to Congress with a fayorable recommendation for an appropria- 
tion. ‘The facts were fully detailed in a report made by Hon. Mr. Deering, of 
Towa, from the House Committee on Indian Affairs, in the Forty-seventh Con- 


gress, 

Your committee, after carefully investigating the evidence presented, have 
found it as stated in said report, and recommend that the bill be amended b 
striking out the following words: “ Six thousand one hundred and eighty dol 
lars ” and insertingin lieu thereof the words “ five thousand and four hundred 
dollars,” so that the amount will conform to the finding of the Interior Depart- 
ment, and as amended recommend the passage of the bill. 

The former House report is as follows: 


[House Report No. 189, Forty-seventh Congress, second session.] 


Mr. Deering, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, submitted the following 
report to accompany bill H. R. 5131: 

e Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5131) 
for the relief of Mrs. Louisa Boddy, of Oregon, have had the same under consid- 
eration, and submit the following report : 

This claim was before the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate at the 
first session of the Forty-seventh Congress, who, after examining thoroughly, 
reported the same back with unanimous recommendation that it pass. 

your committee, after carefully investigating and examining the facts and 
evidence presented, have found them as stated in the Senate report No. 650, have 
adopted said report, and recommend the passage of the bill. The Senate report 


is as follows: . 

It appears by the petition of Mrs. Louisa Boddy that her husband, together 
with a son-in-law and one grown son, became settlers upon the public lands of 
the United States, in the valley of Lost River, in Lake County, Oregon, some 
four months prior to the commencemént of the late Modoc Indian war, which 
said war began November 29, 1872, and terminated in June, 1873. Long priorto 
said settlement the Indian title to said lands had been extinguished by a treaty 
with the Klamath, Modoc, and other Indians, which said treaty was signed Oc- 
tober 14, 1864, and ratified by the United States Senate July 2, 1866. Said lands 
were afterward rere te by the United States and opened to settlement in 1869. 

On the 6th of August, 1872, the Boddy family, consisting of the husband of the 
petitioner, her son-in-law Nicholas Schira, and wife, who was the daughter of 
the petitioner, and her two sons, one a minor, made settlement on said lands. 

On the 29th of November, 1872, the Government undertook, with an inadequate 
mili force, consisting of James Jackson, First United States Cavalry, and 
thirty-five men, to remove by force the Modoc Indians from said public lands, 
where they had been roaming contrary to the injunctions of the Indian agent 
having charge of them, tothe Kiam: ath reservation, Such an insignificant foree 
could not and did not have any effect to intimidate these Indians. The result 
was that Indian hostilities were at once preoipiatod, and a most cruelslaughter 
was immediately commenced by those Indians ppan the unoffending and un- 
suspecting settlers of Lost River Valley, which slaughter began immediately 
after the attack A Captain Jack’s camp by Lieutenant Jackson on the morn- 
ing of November 29, 1872, at early light. Among those who were massacred were 
the husband of the petitioner, her two sons, and her son-in-law, who were peace- 
ably pursuing their usual vocations. 

he petitioner further states in a graphic manner her discovery of the lifeless 
forms of her husband and sons, stripped and mutilated, and how, struck with 
fear, she and her hter fled at once to the neighboring mountains, where, 
without food or shelter, and thinly clad, with snow on the ground, they re- 
mained for two days before daring to make their way to any friendly shelter. 

After the massacre the In destroyed and carried off all the personal prop- 
erty of the families, embracing horses, sheep, hogs, cattle, poultry, clothing, 

rovisions, &c., and also including $829 in gold and silver coin, and burned the 
ouses. The mutilated bodies of those who were killed were rward recov- 
ered and buried at Linkville by the Oregon Volunteers. 

By this disaster the petitioner was reduced at once from a condition of com- 
parative affluence to one of poverty and wretchedness. 

The petitioner duly presented her claim for property. thusstolen and destroyed, 
amounting to $6,150, in due form to the In Bureau, and pieces a duplicate 
copy thereof in the hands of the local Indian agent. No relief, however, of any 
kind has ever been received by her. She therefore to Congress. 

This petition is sustained by the names of one hun substantial citizens of 
Oregon and residents of Lake County and vicinity, including Jesse Applegate, 
one of the Modoc commissioners; L. S. Dyar, Indian agent at the time of 
massacre; J, H. Rook, Indian agent at the time of signing the petition; S. 
Cranston, register of the United States land office, and Qui A. Brooks, 
assistant ppi rps See of Oregon Volunteers, who “ that the 
facis set forth in said petition are correct and true.” 

In forwardi. to the Indian Department the claim of Mrs, Boddy for depre- 
dations committed by the Modoc Indians, as before stated, the local Indign 
agent, Mr, Dyar, wrote as follows to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs: 

KLAMATH AGENCY, OREGON, April 24, 1876, 

Sır: I inclose herewith papers relating to claims of Mrs. Louisa Boddy and 
Mrs. Kate Nurse, for depredations committed by the Modoc Indians. 

I have examined them, and find that the prices charged for hay, flour, groce- 
ries, and sheep are not above the ruling rates at the time and place of the depre- 
dations. Iam knowing tothe fact that these claimants were great sufferers from 
the Modoes; that their husbands and other members of their families were mur- 
dered, and much of their perty destroyed by these Indians. 

Tam le to present the case to the Indians, as required in article 4 of Rules 
and of the ny. ace relative to such claims, as the perpetrators 
are now located n the Quapaw reservation in the Indian Territory. 

Very ly, your obedient servant, 
L. S. DYAR, 
United States Indian Agent. 
Hon. J. Q. Surra, 
Commissioner of Indian Afairs. 
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In addition to the pregona are affidavits of four disinterested citizens, Mr. 
earest 


Hartery, John Fritz, Dan. well, and W. S. Bybee, who were the n 
neighbors to the Boddy settlement, who testified to the amount and character 
of the property destro; as near as the circumstances of the case would admit. 
Mrs. Boddy's own vit, made in this city during the present session of Con- 
gress, also gives further particulars and poor prt account of all the circum- 
stances of her losses. 

In view of the premises, and in consideration of the whole case, the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, on request of the of the Interior, communi- 
cated, under date of March 10, 1882, the following letter, which has been sub- 
mitted to the Committee on Indian Affairs, to wit: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, March 10, 1882. 

Sır: I have the honor to be in sige, ae by De ment's reference for report, 
of a petition (herewith inclosed) to Congress by Mrs. Louisa Boddy, of e 
County, Oregon, praying for opion for losses and injuries inflicted by 
Modoc Indians in November, 1872. A duplicate of this petition, together wi 
other papers in the case (some of which had before been in this office, and were 
submitted to the Department June 12, 1876, for transmittal to sy e were also 
filed in this office yoray by J. F. Kinney, attorney for Mrs, dy. These 
papers are also herewith inclosed. Anong them is a copy of the report of 
this office, above referred to, of June 12, 1876, upon the claim of Mrs. dy, 
which had been filed in this office for preliminary examination under the laws 
and departmental regulations govern the settlement of Indian depredation 
claims, and, as will be seen, upon the papers then before one of my predeces- 
sors, he arrived at the following conclusion: 

“There is, therefore, no doubt as to the fact of the depredation, but there is 
no reliable evidence in the case to show the extent of it orthe amount and value 
of the property lost. I can not, therefore, do otherwise than recommend a dis- 
allowance of the claim, The fim prangat was committed in November, 1872, 
and the claim was not presented for adjustment until April last [1876], and is 
therefore barred.” 

By reference to the declaration and Toa of the claimant upon which my 
predecessors acted (see papers marked A, herewith) it will be seen that four 
witnesses to the depredation were M. Hartery, John Fritz, Dan. Calwell, and 
W.S. Bybee, who could not swear that they knew of their own personal knowl- 
edge that the identical property enumerated in the schedule sworn to by Mrs. 
Boddy was the POREN destroyed by the Modocs, but they swear they were 
neighbors of William podas deceased, and know that “ valuable property be- 
longing to said affiant (Louisa Boddy) was ha e injured, or taken away" 
by the hostile Modocs, and that * they believe the foregoing statement of articles 
destroyed, injured, or taken away by said Indians, together with the value 
thereof, and of each and every item of said account, as set forth in the foregoing 
affidavit (the affidavit of Mrs, Boddy), to be correct and true.” 

Their inability to swear with more particularity and the impracticabikity of 
obtaining more specific evidence are explained by the petition of Mrs. Boddy to 
Congress, and by her affidavit, dated 5th instant in this city, which, of course, 
were not before my predecessor when he acted on the case. Particular at- 
tention is invited to these. They show that the husband of Mrs. Boddy, her 
two sons, aged respectively eighteen and twenty-two years, and her son-in-law, 
who constituted all the men in their immediate settlement, and who perhaps 
alone could have sworn to the exact amount of stock owned by Mr. dy, and 
the exact number destroyed, stolen, or lost, were killed on the 29th of Novem- 
ber, when the loss occurred; that her daughter (her only remaining child) and 
herself, upon seeing the Indians stripping the dead ies of her son and son- 
in-law, fled to the mountains to keep from eee acters hen and remained there 
two days without food or shelter, and thin! d, with snow on the ground; 
that the witnesses, W. S. Bybee and Dan, Calwell, who were her nearest neigh- 
bors, lived three miles south of the Boddy settlement, and that Mr. Hartery and 
John Fritz, who were her nearest neighbors on the north, lived five and ten 
miles distant, Porm, pra tey, and that these witnesses, as soon as practicable after 
the massacre, assisted in collecting the scattered stock belonging to the Boddy 
family; that they were frequent visitors at the home of Mrs. Boddy before the 
massacre and depredation, and that “ each of the said men had a good idea of 
the amount and value of the Lg ona dar stock ” owned by the family, and also 
were the only persons, except Mrs, dy and her daughter, who had knowl- 
wee of the amount of stock recovered. 

hese papers also show that William Boddy and family removed from Rose- 
barg, Oreg., where he had been engaged in merchandising, to the farm occupied 
by them when he was killed only about four months before the massacre, tak- 
ing with him the remnants of a stock of goods pertaining to a general country 
store, about 3,000 sheep, about 75 head of cattle, and about 35 head of horses, 
‘The claim made by Mrs. Boddy includes only 5 horses, 1 cow, and 500 sheep, 
the inference being that the balance of the stock was recovered. 

The remainder of the claim as l adye to this office for settlement embraces 
such articles as would naturally be found in the house of a man engaged as Mr. 
Boddy had previously been and was at the time of his massacre. 

The res bility of Mrs. Boddy and the truthfulness of her statement as to 
the loss of property is abundantly attested by the signatures of about one hun- 
dred persons attached to her petition, and among them that of L, S. Dyar, who 
was the agent for these Indians in 1872, when the depredation was committed, 
and who, under date of April 24, 1876, in reporting to this office upon this claim, 
said that the “ prices charged for hay, flour, groceries, and sheep are not above 
the ruling ratesat the timeand place ofthe depredations.”” In that letter he also 
states from personal knowledge that Mrs. Boddy was a great sufferer from the 
Modocs, and that much of her property was destroyed by these Indians, 

From the evidence now before me I am satisfied that the vo rty mentioned 
in the schedule found in the paper marked A belonged to illiam Boddy (hus- 
band of Mrs. Lousia Boddy) in his lifetime, and was lost or destroyed as stated 
in the papers in the case ; but the ness as to the amounts of quite a num- 
ber of the articles mentioned leads me to think that in all probability the actual 
value of sonte of these articles, at least, has been overestimated, and that the 
sum of $5,400 would cover the loss; and I therefore respectfully recommend that 
the papers herewith be returned to the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, 
with the nest that an ben ahaaa of that amount be made in favor of Mrs. 
Louisa Boddy, widow of William Beady deceased. 

. It is proper to state that, in view of the fact that ever since the Modocs, who 
perpera the depredations under consideration, were removed to the Indian 
rritory they have been regarded by this office and by Congress as having for- 
feited all right to any of the benefits inuring to other Modocs under the treaty 
of October 14,1864, with the Kalmath, Modoc, and other Indians (16 Stat., p. 707), 
and have n in self-support by a small gratuity annually appropri- 
awet Congress, so that it would seem that the amount which may be appro- 
priated for the relief of Mrs. Boddy should be taken from the public fands. It 
may be proper to state, also, that the limitation of time (three years) fixed by 
the seventeenth section of the act of June 30, 1834 (4 Stat., p. 732), within which 
Indian depredation claims may be presented, no longer obtains, as this limita- 
EAEE wis evi ET ettorony fhe Mie, Body has 
nee foregoing was n, the ney for Mrs. y resented a 
brief in support of the claim, which is also herewith transmitted. K: 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


Hon. 8, J. KIRKWOOD, 
Secretary of the Interior. 


H. PRICE, Commissioner. 


From all the facts in this case it is quite a) nt that the massacre of the set- 
tlers on Lost River by the Modocs, on the of November, 1872, was not the 
result of an ord outbreak of those Indians, but the direct result of the at- 
tack of the United tes troops upon their camp on the morning of that day, 
with inadequate force, for the purpose of their removal to the Klamath reserva- 
tion, whither they refused to go, which attempt upon the part of the military 
authority was made without notice to the settlers scattered along Lost River. 
Your committee think that this fact makes this an exceptional case, and gives the 
claimant an equitable right to relief, and therefore fully concur with the Com- 
missioner in his recommendation that the sum of $5,400 be appropriated for the 
relief of Mrs. Louisa Boddy, widow of William Boddy, deceased, in full com- 
pensation of her losses as hereinbefore stated; and therefore report for that pur- 
pose the accompanying bill and recommend its passage. 


Mr.GEORGE. Mr. Chairman, I move that this bill be laid aside to 
be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to oppose the pas- 
sage of this bill, although I think it is a very unusual one. 

The Government, of course, has never held itself liable for damages 
perpetrated by Indian tribes for property destroyed by persons not under 
the control of the Government. And yet there seems to be a feature 
about the bill and accompanying report that may take the claim now 
presented out of this general rule of the absence of liability on the part 
of the General Government. In this case the Government was seeking 
to remove the Indians mentioned in the report from their reservation 
to another with an inadequate force and the attempt resulted in an out- 
break. The Government, owing to its insufficient force, was unable to 
prevent this outbreak and effect a peaceful settlement of these Indians. 
I conceive that the case is nota very strong one against the Government. 
It does not so present itself tome. And yetif the claim is put as it 
ought, perhaps, to be put, on the ground of a gratuity, based upon the 
peculiar circumstances of the case, it seems that the child of this settler 
should be taken into account as well as the widow. I see that the child 
is omitted. The bill proposes that $5,400 is to be paid to the mother, 
and yet the report shows that there is a surviving daughter. My friend 
from Oregon can perhaps explain it. 

Mr. GEORGE. The bill is entirely satisfactory to all persons con- 
cerned. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, is it also to this daughter? 

Mr. GEORGE. Entirely so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But upon the ground that it is almost a gratuity, 
under the peculiar circumstances of the case? I am not inclined, how- 
ever, to oppose the measure, though I should not be willing to acquiesce 
in the passage of the bill on the ground of its being a valid claim. It 
could not rest upon that ground. 

Mr. HENLEY. Having some personal knowledge of the parties con- 
cerned in this measure, I can contribute my testimony to that of the 
gentleman from Oregon. The bill is in a perfectly satisfactory shape to 
all of the ies concerned as it is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Are any persons concerned in this matter except 
the mother and daughter? 

Mr. HENLEY. No other persons. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is the daughter here? 

Mr. STEVENS. ‘There were two sons who were killed at the same 
time with the father. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the daughter; what about her? 

Mr. STEVENS. She acquiesces and makes no claim. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee informally rose, and Mr. BINGHAM took the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. . 

Several messages in writing from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secreta- 
Ties. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 


MRS. LOVISA BODDY. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Oregon [Mr. GEORGE] that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to state that this bill was maturely in- 
vestigated and considered by the Committee on Indian Affairs in the 
last Congress, of which I was a member. I became satisfied that the 
measure was a proper one. It was unanimously reported by the com- 
mittee to the House. I think, sir, the bill ought to pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the motion that the bill be 
laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. CRISP. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 120, noes 7. ° 

So (further count not called Tr) the motion was to. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that the committee do now rise. It is known 
that there is to be a session to-night for the consideration of pension bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. BAYNE. I withdraw the motion for the present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state in regard to the bill just 
directed by the committee to be laid aside to be reported favorably 
is an amendment by the Committee on Indian Affairs which has not 
been acted upon. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out ‘ $6,180" and insert in lieu thereof ‘ $5,400.” 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 
Mr. CRISP. Can Isay a word now? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 


Mr. CRISP. I want to explain the reason why I can not vote for 
this bill. It was stated by the gentleman who advocated it that the 
contemplated appropriation was purely a gratuity. 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, no; the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. CRISP. Then I shall be glad tohave the gentleman explain the 
reason for the bill, for he has hitherto failed todo so. There has been no 
statement made on the floor of this House tending to show that there 
was any legal or equitable liability on the part of the Government to 
reimburse this lady for her losses. I would be glad to have the gentle- 
man from Oregon explain the reason why the committee propose in this 
exceptional case, as they callit, to make this payment? Task the com- 
mittee to examine for a moment what this case is. 

Mr. Boddy, I suppose, was one of that adventurous and useful class 
of men who go out on the borders of civilization for the p of bet- 
tering hiscondition. He went out there with his family and household 

s. The Government, in the exercise of a lawful right, sought to re- 
move the Modoc Indians. The Indians resisted, overcame the troops, 
and destroyed the lives and property of many of the settlers. Mr. 
Boddy was killed, much of his property destroyed, and this bill is to 
pay Mrs. Boddy the value of the property so destroyed by the Indians. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], who is usually found ob- 
jecting to appropriations from the public Treasury that are not strictly 
due therefrom, stated that because this was an exceptional case he would 
not object. Now, what are the facts which he presents to take it out of 
the general rule? Simply that the Government undertook to remove 
these Indians with an inadequate force. I will ask the gentleman from 
Indiana and any other gentleman on this floor if that gives to these 
parties the right to go to the public Treasury to be reimbursed. 

Is there anything else in this case? Is it true that this Congress is 
to vote gratuities to people? Is it true that because a person suffers in 
consequence of the wrongful act of officers of the Government the Gov- 
ernment is to make the loss good? Is that true? 

The highest court in this land has decided that the Government is 
not responsible for the tortueus acts of its officers; that the Government 
is not responsible for the illegal and wrongful exercise of power by its 
officers. Now view this case in the most favorable light you can for 
the applicant, and is it more than that? The Government undertook 
to remove the Modoc Indians. This gentleman had gone with his 
family and property where he had a right to go, on the frontier near 
the Indians. He was doubtless, as I have said, one of that adventur- 
ous and useful class of men who go out on the borders of civilization 
for the purpose of making a living. Men who locate in such places 
always take their lives in their hands. They always take the risk of 
the destruction of their property. They set their lives and property 
upon a cast and should abide the hazard of the die. But the passage 
of this bill will establish a precedent that when men take this risk and 
are losers the General Government shall reimburse them or their rep- 
resentatives for their losses. There is nothing else in the case but that. 
I yield to no man in my sympathy for this good lady. I sympathize 
with her and all others who are bowed down with care and impover- 
ished by losses. But, Mr. Chairman, all over this land you will find 
meritorious cases that apneal to your pity. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iyield further time to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Crisp]. 

Mr. CRISP. Allover this country you will find cases that appeal to 
your sympathy. I ask, Mr. Chairman, if this House is to vote money 
from the public Treasury for any such reason as that? 

Why, sir, within a few days past the State in which I live has been 
visited by a cyclone which swept from the face of the earth in a mo- 
ment, in the twinkling of an eye, the accumulations of years. Those 
people suffer and many of them are in need. Will you reimburse 
them their losses? Is there any difference in principle between that 
caseand this? Isitto be understood that the Government of the United 
States is to reimburse all those who are unfortunate or all those who 
through the unauthorized acts of officers of the Government suffer in- 
jury ? 

I only want to call the attention of the committee to the principle 
involved here. I want the committee to understand it. I can not be- 
lieve from the vote that was just had on this case that the committee 
did understand it. I think I have stated the case fairly. If thereisa 
single reason for paying this sum except on the ground of an appeal to 
sympathy no such reason has yet been given, none occurs to me, and 
I ask the gentleman to show any such reason if any such exists. None 
other is presented in the report of the committee. In that report the 
facts are stated as I have giventhem. Butthe committee do say therein 
that this is an exceptional case. What makes it exceptional? The 
reason given by the committee is that the Government of the United 
States undertook to remove the Indians with an inadequate force and 
failed to give the settlers notice. That is all. And admitting for the 
sake of the argument that the officers of the Government did wrong, 
then it simply makes a case where injury results from the act 


of a public officer, and, as I stated before, the highest courtin coun- 


try has repeatedly determined that the Government is not responsible 
in damages for such acts of its officers or agents. No one questions the 
correctness of my statement of the facts, no one questions or can ques- 
tion my statements of the law, and yet the committee seems inclined 
in the face of the facts and law to pass this bill. Ithinksuch an action 
wrong in principle, and believe that in passing this bill the House will 
establish a precedent that will result in great expense to the tax-payers 
of this country. 

I thank the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] for his kindness 
in giving me a part of his time and I thank the committee for their in- 
dulgence and attention. I only wanted to call its attention to the case 
as I understand it, and I have done so. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not think it necessary to make any further ex- 
lanation of this bill. The remarks of the gentleman from Georgia 
Mr. Crisp] are upon an amendment which proposes to reduce the 

amount from $6,180 to $5,400. There certainly can be no objection to 
that amendment. 

As to the main question, if the House desires to hear a full statement 
in regard to this bill of the principles upon which this claim is founded, 
principles of law and justice and precedents numbering over one hun- 
dred passed by the American Congress, I stand ready to give them at 
any time. 

Mr. HENLEY. If this House is going to reverse its policy in respect 
to these matters, is to go back on all the precedents of the past, I hope 
it will not select this unfortunate woman for its first subject. 

Mr. BUDD. So far as this matter is concerned the gentleman from 
Georgia states that he sees no reason why this bill should pass; that the 
damages sustained in this case should be treated the same as damage 
in all other cases. But while in other cases where damage is sustained 
by citizens or persons or property a right of action accrues to the in- 
jured party, in the case of Indian depredations the Government of the 
United States, having adopted the Indians as its wards, refuses to allow 
action, and the Indians oan commit crimes if they wish and the civil 
authorities are powerless; no one who has suffered depredations com- 
mitted by these Indians has any right to proceed in the courts. I say 
that so long as we have these Indians as our wards we should pay for 
the damages done by them; so long as the Government of the United 
States permits these their wards to do damage to persons and prop- 
erty and refuse to allow those who sustain such damage to recover the 
same from the Indians or their property, so long as it sustains and sup- 
ports the red man in his crimes and depredations, and so long as it 
stands between the Indians and their victims, it should pay for all dam- 
ages sustained. There is a strong equitable if nota legal claim against 
the Government in such cases. This is one of them. 

Mr. WELLBORN. I desire to say that this claim has undergone the 
investigation of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and I think this bill 
has been reported unanimously from that committee. It is fully sus- 
tained by precedents. In reimbursing this widow for the damages which 
she has suffered from these Indian depredations the Government will be 
doing nothing more than performing a duty toward a citizen which it 
owes to its citizens. It was the clear duty of the Government to re- 
strain the Indians on their reservations; that was not done, and because 
of that an outbreak occurred during which this was sustained. 

Mr. STEVENS. There is another reason why this bill should pass, 
and in point of fact that reason will prove that this is not a gratuity on 
the part of the Government. 

Before this depredation was committed, before this damage was sus- 
tained, the Modocs had certain funds, had annuities, and there were 
stipulations with them under provisions of treaties. After the acts of 
aggression by them against the United States Government and its citi- 
zens in 1864 those treaty stipulations were canceled, those annuities 
were taken away from them, and all the rights, interests, and moneys 
which had theretofore been teed to them by the Government re- 
verted back to the Government. Had that not been done the amount 
to pay for the damages in this case could have been taken from the In- 
dian fund. But the Government has that fand, the Government has 
those annuities, and having them, there is no reason why the Govern- 
ment should not pay this woman for the damages she has sustained. 
It is under these circumstances not a gratuity on the part of the Gov- 
ernment. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must protest against the proposition submitted 
that except upon the principle of paying out of the funds due to the 
Modoc tribe of Indians this is in any considerable sense a legal claim 
against the United States. It can not be. 

When gentlemen assume that there are precedents for an appropria- 
tion out of the national Treasury to pay for spoliations committed by 
the Indian tribes, I think upon examination it will be found that they 
are under an entire misapprehension. The only extent to which the 
Government has ized its liability in such eases has been to the 
extent of paying out of the funds held by it in trust for the Indians 
committing the depredations. Inasmuch asimmediately after that out- 
break the Government annulled the annuities payable to these Indians, 
revoked them entirely, and has since that time simply provided for 
their subsistence from time to time so far as charity and mercy might 
require, the position of gentlemen can not be well sustained. 

The only ground upon which I think this claim can rest at all issim- 
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to remove the Modoc 
egree of precaution in doing 
a very important act affecting the peace and repose of that region of 
country which ought to have been used. In an equitable sense, per- 
haps, but remotely so, the Government should be held responsible for 


ply this: that the Government in attempti 
ndians did not perhaps make use of that 


the result. Upon that ground, and that alone, I have been inclined 
to acquiesce in the passage of this bill without giving it a negative 
vote. But I can not assent to the proposition that the Government of 
the United States is responsible for all of the acts of spoliation com- 
mitted by Indian tribes on their reservations. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Many MEMBERS. Vote! Vote! 

Mr. GEORGE. I will call for a vote. 

The question was taken upon the amendment reported from the com- 
mittee, to strike out ‘'$6,180’’ and to insert ‘‘$5,400,’’ and it was 
agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Oregon [Mr. GEORGE] that the bill as amended be laid 
aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I now move that the committee rise. It is getting 
late, and there is to be a session of the House to-night. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker resumed the chair. 

Mr. COX, of New York, reported that the Committee of the Whole 
had had under consideration the Private Calendar, and had directed him 
to report two bills to the House with amendments, and to recommend 
that the amendments be adopted and the bills passed. 


ALFRED PLEASONTON. 


‘The first bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the bill 
(H. R. 1101) to authorize the President to appoint and retire Alfred 
Pleasonton a major-general. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is 
this bill now at such a stage that I can move to recommit it with in- 
structions? 

Mr. BAYNE. I move the previous question. 

TheSPEAKER. Under the rules it is in order to move to recommit 
a bill, with or without instructions, even when the previous question 
has been ordered and when the question is upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If it is in order now, I desire to make 
such a motion. 

The SPEAKER. It isnot in order now, because the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] had demanded the previous question upon 
the adoption of the amendment and the ordering of the bill to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. When this question is disposed of, the 
motion indicated by the gentleman from Indiana will be in order. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The following amendment, rted from the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, was read: 

re oe 11 strike out the words “such major-general” and insert the words “a 
colonel.” 

Mr. BAYNE. There is another amendment—an amendment to the 
title. 

The SPEAKER. That does not come up at this 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and was accordingly read the third 
time. 

r Mr. BAYNE. I demand the previous question on' the passage of the 
ill. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Pending that, I move—— 

The SPEAKER. Itis now in order to move to recommit. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move that the bill be recommitted to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions—— 

The SPEAKER. The bill came from the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move, then, that the bill be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Military Affairs, with the instructions 
which I have sent to the desk. 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first report the motion, after which 
the Chair will hear the point of order. [A pause.] The proposed in- 
structions do not appear to be in the ion of the Clérk. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] will state them. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, My motion is that the bill be recom- 
mitted with instructions that the committee strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert: 

That the aachgertA hh iranha riaa aip is hereby, authorized and directed 


to put the name on pension-roll at the rate of $100 per 
month, the said pension to begin from and after the passage of this act. 


aoe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will now state 
int of order. 
Mr. BAYNE. I make the point of order that it is out of order to 


poe hal ath Neer cect sir aes tee of the sub- 
ect. s 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The House may charge the committee 
with this power. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that point of order is 
well taken. 

Mr. BAYNE. I submit that it requires a two-thirds vote to do it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Oh, no. 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not see how a subject-matter not properly refer- 
able under the rules to a particular committee can without a suspen- 
sion of the rules be so referred. 

The SPEAKER. The rule, of course, would govern the Chair abso- 
lutely in making the reference of a bill; but it very frequently hap- 
pens that the House refers a bill toan entirely different committee from 
on one which the Chair would suppose under the rules had jurisdiction 
of it. 

Mr. BAYNE. Imake the further point that the proposition of the 
gentleman from Indiana is not germane to the bill. 

The Chair will 


The SPEAKER. That isa different proposition 
hear the gentleman on that. 

Mr. BAYNE. My point is that the proposed instructions undertake 
in an indirect way to ingraft upon this bill an amendment which failed 
for want of propriety in Committee of the Whole. To move toinstruct 
a committee to change a bill from one to retire an officer to one grant- 
ing a pension is an attempt to accomplish indirectly what could not be 
accomplished under the rules by direct means. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The bill reported from the Committee 
on Military Affairs was a bill for the relief of Alfred Pleasonton. The 
relief proposed in the original bill was by reinstating him in the Army 
and then placing him on the retired-list, so that he might receive certain 
compensation from the Treasury of the United States. The amend- 
ment which I have embodied in the proposed instructions proceeds still 
upon the ground of affording Alfred Pleasonton relief in money. The 
difference is as to the manner in which that relief is to be given. In 
one case it is proposed to be given by putting him on the retired-list, 
in the other by putting him on the pension-roll. Now €I think it would 
require all the ingenuity even of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
rea had up in his imagination an objection to this proposition under 
any rule. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. This is not “‘a bill for the relief of Alfred Pleas- 
onton.” The bill provides that he shall be appointed to a certain rank 
in the Army and then placed upon the retired-list. As an officer on 
the retired-list he might be, for instance, assigned as an instructor in a 
college or be called on for the performance of any other duties to which 
an officer on the retired-list may be assigned. 

Now, the gentleman’s amendment proposes entirely to change the na- 
ture of the bill, not to leave him where he would be under the orders 
of the Government, not subject to the rules and regulations of the re- 
tired-list, but to put him on the pension-roll. The Speaker must see 
itis entirely a different bill in nature, in principle, and in spirit, if 
these instructions are permitted to be voted on is in order. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, if we can not change the 
character of a bill, then there is no necessity for its recommittal. The 
fact that under the rules we may recommit a bill is to enable us to 
change in some degree the nature of the act proposed. I submit this as 
reported by the committee originally was a private bill. It continues 
under my amendment to be a private bill. It wasa bill originally for 
the relief of Alfred Pleasonton. It still continues to be a bill for the re- 
lief of Alfred Pleasonton. It was for pecuniary relief. It continues to 
be of that character under the instructions I propose to give. 

The fact that in one case he goes on the Army retired fist and in the 
other on the pension-roll I confess does not make such a difference as 
to prevent the House sending the bill back to the committee with in- 
structions. 

Now, the object of this motion to recommit with instructions, Mr. 
Speaker, is to change the character of the bill and the character of the 
relief afforded. To be sure, I could not substitute the name of John 
Smith for Alfred Pleasonton. It is true I could not change wholly the 
character of the relief, but where it still proceeds to relieve the same 
person and practically in the same way, to my mind it certainly is ger- 
mane and in order. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman permit me toask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Why could you not make a motion entirely dif- 
ferent from this bill? This is not a motion to amend anything in the 
bill, but to instruct a committee what todo aboutacertain bill. Why, 
then, can not you do what you wish to do without regard to its being 
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germane ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do not know any reason why we can 
not do that if we wish to. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I thought you were conceding that point, that the 
House could not do it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. No; on the contrary, I am trying to 
make my point good, even con the proposition of the gentleman 


pens Mon aaant pail me Hebe speaker that it is a proper motion 
to submit. 
Mr. BAYNE. I have only one word to say in support of the point 
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of order which I have submitted. There is something in the nature 
and principle of parliamentary law as in the nature and principle of all 
other laws, and if the proceedings of this House and the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar are to be conducted accord- 
ingly, thenof necessity the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana 
must be ruled out of order 

For this reason, Mr. Speaker: The instruction now proposed, when 
proposed as an amendment to the bill while it was being considered in 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, was properly 
ruled by the chairman of the committee to be out of order. ‘To come 
in now and ask the House to do what was improper fora committee to 
do, in order to get the end accomplished by another means, seems to me 
to violate all the principles of parliamentary law. If it shall be ac- 
cepted as proper and in order under the rules of the House, then there 
will be no end whatever to the course of action which bills may have 
to submit to. 

It is not in good taste, it seems to me, in view of the action already 
taken by this body; and why? Because a competent Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar has already determined what 
course this bill shall take by reporting it back to the House with the 
recommendation that it shall pass as amended. And now you propose 
to incorporate an amendment which is not only out of order, it seems 
to me, but to be a breach of the privilege of the committee, which is 
that it shall have jurisdiction on certain definite subjects. 

The SPEAKER. The rule involved in the question of order raised 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] is one of the most 
difficult ones the Chair is called on to administer, because it frequently 
happens it is almost impossible to determine whether the proposed 
amendment does or does not relate to the same general subject with the 
bill. 

There is no difficulty on the first point made by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND], because it has been decided very frequently 
that it is not competent for the House to accomplish indirectly in the 
form of instruction what could not be done by an amendment offered 
upon the floor. 

In the present case the bill is one which proposes to restore General 
Pleasonton to the Army of the United States and give him rank and 
pay as a retired officer. The proposition the gentleman from Indiana 
wishes to embody in his instruction is not to restore him to the Army 
and give him rank and pay as a military officer of the United States, 
but simply to ve him a pension, while he still remains out of the mili- 
tary service. While i it is difficult to determine precisely the applica- 
tion of this rule in all cases, the Chair is inclined to think that this 
does not relate to the same subject with the bill before the House, and 
that the proposition is accordingly not in order. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I regret to differ with the Speaker. I 
know that he knows a great deal more about parliamentary law than I 
do‘or ever will. But as this question has come before the House in 
this shape for the first time—for the first time at least within my recol- 
lection—in order to crystallize the action of the House on this subject I 
respectfully ap from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Of course each case must depend upon its own at- 
tendant circumstances, and there can be no general rule laid down dif- 
ferent from the written rule of the House, which is that such amend- 
ments or motions must relate to the same subject-matter. 

It is always agreeable to the Chair to have the House pass upon its 
decisions. 

Mr, MAGINNIS. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker decided that by the sound 
the ayes had it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Iam satisfied that the ayes have it, but I 
will ask a division. 

The House divided; and there were ayes 112. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The vote is so decisive in favor of sus- 
taining the decision of the Chair that I shall not call for the other side. 

ta SPEAKER. The ayes have it, and the appeal is laid on the 
table. 

Mr.STEELE. I move now to recommit this bill with the following 
instructions—— 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise toa parlaminiary eats: Can there be more 
than one motion to recommit 

The SPEAKER, There can net; but the motion to recommit of the 
gentleman from Indiana was held to be outof order. It was not enter- 
tained by the House. 

The Clerk will read the instructions proposed by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. STEELE]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


1884. 


Recommit the bill to the Committee on Mili instructions to 
zepari a mi bill to popas upon the retired list. of the all officers and soldiers 
w Sa e ANOO OS honorably who are suffer- 


ing from “otal disabilities from wounds received in the line of duty with the 
panot colonel, together with the bill restoring Alfred H. Pleasonton as colonel 
retired-list of the Army. 
we MAGINNIS. I make the point of order that that changes the 
bags agen ted rivate one to a public one and is not germane. 
NE, of Indiana. Pending that, I move that the House 
Pigs Ege Doheny 
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TheSPEAKER. Unless the gentleman from Indiana desires to be 
heard upon the point of order the Chair will decide it now. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I made the motion that the House ad- 
journ under a misapprehension, forgetting that there was an evening 
session for pension business. I move, therefore, that the House take 
a recess until 7.30 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

The question was taken. The House divided; and there were—ayes 
38, noes 87. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Noquorum. Let us have tellers. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Pending that, I ask the gentleman to allow me 
to make a report from the Committee on Appropriations. [Cries of 
t‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. MATSON. Pending the motion of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, I move that the House take a recess until the hour fixed for re- 
assembling. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is now pending, but the motion to 
adjourn takes precedence. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask the gentleman to give way to permit the 
gentleman from Illinois, under instructions from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, to report one of the regular appropriation bills in order 
to have it printed and referred this evening. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This is a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I do not care what it is; let us get 
through with this matter first. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Alabama that the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 93. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Task my friend to yield to me to presenta 
bill from the Committee on Appropriations making" appropriations for 
the postal service. 

The SPEAKER. The House is now taking a vote on the question 
of adjournment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It can be done by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. It can. 

Mr. BAYNE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the yeas and nays on 
the motion to adjourn. 

Phen pas and nays were refused, 10 members only voting in favor 
ereof. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will not the gentleman yield to me now to 
report this bill with a view of having it printed? 

Several MEMBERS. order ! 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. TI have no objection to reporting that bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Indiana withdraws his 
objection. 

Mr. BAYNE. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. BROWNE] that the House take a recess until 7.30 

o’clock. Upon that no quorum yoted. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, and Mr. STOCKSLAGER were appointed 
tellers. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Who made the point of no quorum? 

The SPEAKER. Several gentlemen made the point. The tellers 
will take their places. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 36, noes 
130. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 9—- 
not a sufficient number. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered, and the House refused to take 


a recess. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I move that when the House adjourns it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. May I ask a parliamentary ques- 
tion ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Would this motion, if carried, do 
away with the session to-night? 

The SPEAKER. Itwould not. The motion issimply that when the 
House adjourns to-day, at whatever time that may be, it shall be to meet 
on Monday next. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn over, there were— 
yeas 84, noes 80. 

Mr. YORK. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 42— 
more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 70, nays 147, not 
voting 103; as follows: 


YEAS—70. 
Atkinson Everhart, McCoid, Taylor, J.D. 
Belford, ' Goff, Ochiltree, Thomas, 
Bingham, Graves, Parker, Tillman, 
Bonele, Greenleaf, Peelle, 8. J. Seah ne 
reitung, Hanback, r] le n 
Brewer, J. H. Hach, z Van Eaton, 
Brewne, T. M. H.H. j Wadsworth, 
Burleigh, Haynes, 4 Wait, 
Burnes, Hiscock, Robinson, J.S. Warner, A. J. 
Cabell, Hitt, Russell, W rn, 
Campbell, J. M. Houk, Seymour, Wemple, 
= Houseman, Singleton. White, J. D. 
Fe Howey, Skinner, C. R. White, 
Cox, W.R. Jones, 3H Slocum, pl ies 6 
Culberson, D. B. ean, Snyder, Wise, G. D. 
Cullen, Lawrence, Stoc! “i Wolford. 
Cutcheon. Libbey, Stone, 
Evans, I. N. Lyman, Talbott, 
NAYS—147. 
A J.J. El " Lamb, Rogers, J. H. 
Aiken, Elliott, Lanham, Rogers, W. F. 
Alexander, Ellwood, Le Fevre, Rosecrans, 
Bagley, Ferrell, Long, Scales, 
Barbour, Finerty, Lovering, Seney, 
Barksdale, Follett, Lowry, Shaw, 
Bayne, Forney McAdoo. Shelley, 
Fyan, McCormick, Skinner, T.G 
Bennett, 5 MeMiilin, Steele, 
B $ George, Matson, Stephenson, 
Bland, Gibson, TAYY; Stevens, 
Blount, a Millard. Stewart, Charles 
Brainerd R Miller, J. F. Storm, 
Brown, W. W. Hammond, Milliken, Strait. 
Buchanan, Hardeman, Mitchell, Strable, 
Budd, Hardy, Morgan, Sumner, D. H. 
Caldwell, Hatch, W.H. Morrison, Taylor, 3M 
Candler, Hem hin, Morse, pein rsp 
Cannon, Henderson, D.B. Muldrow, Townshend, 
Carleton, Henderson, T. J. Murphy, Turner, H.G. 
Cassidy, ewitt, G. Mutchler, Turner, Oscar 
A ill Neece, Van Alstyne, 
Clements, Hoblitzell, Nelson, ce, 
bb, o z Nutting, Wakefield, 
Connolly, Holmes, k 
X % Hopkins, Pierce, Warner, Richard 
Cox, 8.8. Hunt, Peel, S. W. Weaver, 
Crisp, H: Peters, Wilkins, 
Curtin, James, Pettibone, Willis, 
Davis, G. R. Jeffords, Poland, Wilson, W. L. 
Davis, R.T. Johnson, Post, Winans, E. B. 
Dibrell, Jones, B. W. Pryor, Winans, John 
Dingley, Jones, J. K. Pusey, 5 
ery, Jones, J.T. Ran A Woodward, 
Do mer, Ranney, Yaple, 
Dun K Kleiner, Robertson, York. 
Eaton, $ Rockwell, 
NOT VOTING—108. 
Adams, G. E. Dibble, Kellogg, Price, 
Anderson, Dowd, King, Rankin. 
Arnot, Duncan, Lacey, Ray, G.W. 
Ballentine, Dunn, Lew Ray, 
Barr, Ellis, Lore, ice, 
Belmont, + Erm: . Mi 3 Riggs, 
Blackburn, Evins, J. H. McKinley, Robinson, W. E. 
Blanchard, Fiedler, Mayo; Rowell, 
Bowen, Findlay, Miller, S. H. Ryan, 
Boyle, Foran, Mills, Smith, 
Green, Money, Spooner, 
Brewer, F. Guenther, More Spriggs, 
Han Morrill, jpringer. 
Brumm, Harmer, Moulton, Stewart, J. W. 
Buckner, Henley, Muller, Sumner, C. A. 
Calki Hepburn, Murray, Taylor, E. B. 
Campbell, Felix Herbert, Nicho! Throckmorton, 
Collins, Hewitt, A.S. 0’ Tucker, 
Converse, Holton, O'Neill, Charles Washburn. 
Cook, Hel gr O'Neill, J.J. or ei 
Covington, orr, “4 ms, 
Culbertson, W. W. Hurd, n, Wilson, James 
> ordan, Payne, ise, J.S. 
Davidson, m, n, Worthington, 
Davis, L. H. Keifer, Phelps, Young. 
3 Kelley, Potter, 
So the motion was not to. 


At5 o’clock, the first roll-call having been completed, 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER said: I see the time has arrived at which the 
House to take a recess. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the roll-call can be in- 
terrupted. 

Mr STOCKSLAGER. That was the point as to which I desired to 
address a question to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair willdeclare the recess immediately after 
the roll-call is completed. 

The second call of the roll was then proceeded with. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. DUNN with r. RYAN. 
. HERBERT with Mr. MCKINLEY. 
Mr. BELFORD with Mr. BUCKNER. 
. EZRA B. TAYLOR with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 
. WILSON, of Iowa, with Mr. DUNCAN. 
. COVINGTON with Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. MILLS with Mr. Payson. 
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WILLIAMS, of Alabama, with Mr. WASHBURN. 

POLAND with Mr. NICHOLLS. 

PETTIBONE with Mr. Youn. 

CLARDY with Mr. Davis, of Illinois. 

DAVIDSON with Mr. MOREY. 

McComas with Mr. SPRINGER. 

DEUSTER with Mr. GUENTHER. 

CAMPBELL, of New York, with Mr. McComas, 

JOHN 8. WISE with Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. 

MULLER with Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. 

PATTON with Mr. ATKINSON. 

FINDLAY with Mr. HEPBURN. 

Ray, of New Hampshire, with Mr. Morse. 

Roeers, of Arkansas, with Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 
ROWELL with Mr. RIGGS. 

O'HARA with Mr. Evuxs, of South Carolina. 

POLAND. The pair announced from the desk to which I ama 
party is on all political questions. I did not regard this question as 
political, and therefore I voted. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. Pending the announcement of the vote, the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [ Mr. TOWNSHEND] again asks unanimous consent 
to report a general appropriation bill, in order that it may be printed 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection’ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
a bill (H. R. 5459) making appropriations for ths service of the Post- 
Office Department for the year ending June 30, 1885, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I give notice that I shallcall up this bill im- 
mediately after the disposition of the naval appropriation bill. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 70 and the nays 147. 
The motion is not to. 

And then, in accordance with the orderof the House (at 5 o’clock and 


12 minutes p. m.), the House took a recess until 7 o’clock and 30 min- 
utes p. m. 


PRRRRRSSRRRRR REE 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 7 o'clock and 
30 minutes p. m. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the order of the House under 
which the session is held this evening. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That until the further order of this House, on each Friday the House 
will take a recess at 5 o'clock until 7.30 p. m.,at which evening sessions bills on 
the Private Calendar reported from the Committee on Pensions and the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions shall be considered. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the pension bills on 
the Private Calendar, in accordance with the order of the House just 
read. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Pending that motion, I ask unani- 
mous consent that-the bill (H. R. 999) granting a pension to the sole 
surviving grandchild of the author of the Declaration of Independence 
be passed over informally when reached in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Not to lose its place on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The bill would retain its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The motion of Mr. MATSON was then agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering the pension bills on the Private Calendar, 
in pursuance of the order of the House read not long since. 

JOSEPH B. SELLERS. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 432) 
to increase the pension of Joseph B. Sellers; reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. MATSON. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the pension of Joseph B. Sellers, who now holds 
pension certificate No. 34275, to per month, to take effect from and after the 
passage of this act. s 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 432) 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. Sellers, have had the same under 


co on, and beg leave to report as follows : 
This pensioner lost a leg below the knee by reason of a gunshot wound re- 
ceived in battle near Dallas, Ga., on the 25th day of May, 1864. The amputation 


was made on the day after the wound was received and in the field ital. 
The leg was taken off just below the knee and so near the joint that it has se 
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affected it that it is impossible for the pensioner to wear an artificial leg. The 
examining su mn who last examined the pensioner says in his report that 
“there is a very tender cicatrix, and, owing to the ery and position of the stump. 

‘he is unable to adjust or wear an ordinat artifi limb, and, as a matter ot 
fact, has never been able to wear one. Besides this, as shown by the reports of 
the examining surgeons, this soldier, on the 3d day of July, 1880, wassix feet and 
four inches h and weighed two hundred and fifty-three pounds. Owing to 
his great weight and the tender condition of the cicatrix he could not wear an 
artificial limb even if the amputation had been more skillful. 

He alleged, in an application for an increase of his pension, the fact that he 
had incurred hemorrhoidal piles while in the line of his duty in making a severe 
march to Culpeper Court House, Va. But on account of this disability no in- 
-crease could 8 granted him unless it was shown that on account thereof he was 
totally helpless. 

This pra terre has no doubt that he should receive as much for the loss of his 
leg as if it had been taken off above the knee, and also that he should have the 
sum allowed him by the examining surgeon for hemorrhoidal piles, to wit, $6 
pr papis making $36 per month. We therefore recommend the passage of 
this bill. 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the, House. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CATHERINE HUNTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1897) 
Ago a pension to Catherine Hunter; reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions by Mr. MATSON. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Catherine Hunter, widow of Levi M. 
Hunter, late a private in Company A, One hundred and twentieth Indiana Vol- 
unteers, from and after the passage of this act. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1897) granting a pension to Catherine Hunter, have had the same under consider- 
ation, ahd beg leave te report as follows: 

This case was sent to Congress under the joint resolution directing the Com- 
missioner of Pensions to recommend such cases for the action of Con; asin 
a Krom seemed to be meritorious, but not within the operation of the gen- 
e ws. 


The claimant in this case is the widow of Levi M. Hunter, who died on the 4th 
day of January, 1882, searing e widow and two children. He had been for a 
dJengthy ool just prior to his death, drawing the ipon { peerer known tothe 
law,and had been during that time confined to his and unable to heip him- 
self on account of rheumatism contracted in the service and in the line of duty. 
While so confined he was attacked with typhoid fever and died of it. The evi- 
dence shows that the rheumatism for w: he was pensioned would havesoon 
ust ta his death, but as he did not die of that widow could not be pen- 
sioned, 

The Commissioner of Pensions also states in his letter ‘that the widow is a 
Aleserving person, having during all the period of the soldier’s disability labored 
to support the family.” 

In view of the foregoing facts, this committee, without hesitation, recommend 
the passage of the accompanying bill. 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection it will be so ordered. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I object, and call for adivision on that motion. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 2. 

So jao further count being called for) the motion was agreed to; and 
te bill was accordingly laid aside to be reported favorably to the 

ouse. 

NANCY ELLIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2979) 
granting a pension to Nancy Ellis; reported from the Committee on 
nvalid Pensions by Mr. MATSON. 
The bill was as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the on laws, the name of Sanoyi widow of James Ellis, 
late a private in ra ameen G, First Regiment Al Vidette Cavalry Volun- 
teers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2979) granting a pension to Nancy Ellis, have had the same under consideration, 
and beg leave to report as follows: 

Nancy Ellis is the widow of James Ellis, who was a resident of the county of 
De Kalb, in the State of Alabama, up to the time of his death. 

It is clearly proven that he was opposed to secession, and escaped from his 
home to avoid service in the confederate army. He went to Indiana, and there 
enlisted, at the instance of Allen Lea, who was then second lieutenant of Com- 
pany ©, First Alabama Vidette Cavalry, in the United States Army, and who 
was detailed to recruit a company for said regiment, to be known as conpany 
G. After enlisting he was taken to Stevenson, Ala,, where said Company 
was being organized, for the purpose of being mustered into the service. On 
the way he was greatly exposed to intense cold, and died of pneumonia at Stey- 
senson, Ala., in two or three days after his arrival there. 

When he enlisted he was in good health, and the witnesses speak of him at 
that time as being the best specimen of manhood and health among a 
Ja number of recruits enlisted at and about the same time. 

Clothing was issued to him at Louisville, Ky., as a soldier of the United States, 
and he was buried in the uniform of a soldier of the Union Army. 

As he was not mustered into the service, widow can not LAES pension 
through the regular channels; but this committee believe that he was to all in- 
tentsand purposes a soldier of the Union, and that his widow should be = 
sioned. d as all the above facts are indisi utably proven, the passage of the 
accompanying bill is cheerfully seoran: 


Mr. FORNEY. I move that this bill be laid aside to be 
favorably to the House. ° 
The motion was agreed to. 


LEVI ANDERSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3625) 
granting an increase of pension to Levi Anderson; reported from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions with amendments by Mr. MORRILL. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That in lieu of the pension of $30 per month which Levi 
Anderson is now eak | under act of Congress approved March 3, 1883, for a 

hot wound in the lei go Toron bag is hereby granted to said Anderson 

the sum of $50 month, commencing from March 1, 1884, on account of said 

unshot wound in the left hip-joint, and also on account of a gunshot wound in 

the right shoulder, both of said wounds haying been received by him in an en- 

gagement with rebel troops at White Oak, Jackson County, Missouri, and both 
of said injuries resulting now in total disability of said Anderson. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom the subject was referred, sub- 


mit the following report: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, hav considered the petition (and pa- 


v. 1 m: V - 
Son Cayaice sakion hn toorveee of peteton: fina thas weil I was worried 
on the llth day of November, 1861, receiving a bad fracture of the thigh-bone, 
the result of a gunshot wound received in the battle at White Oak, Jackson 
County, He was treated for two years in the United States hospital and 
then di . The leg is seven inches shorter than the other, andis useless. 
Healso received a gunshot wound in his shoulder. He was pensioned from the 
date of his discharge at the rate of $8 per month, which was in in 1871 to 
$15, and in Soray 1872, to $18. In , by special act, it was increased to $30. 
He now asks t he be allowed $50 per month. From the excessive disabilit 
existing, entirely incapacitating him from all labor, werecommend that the bill 
be amended so as to give a pensio: 
and after the passage of this act. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole were to 
reduce the sum named in the bill from $50 to $40 per month, and to 
strike out ‘‘March 1, 18847’ and to insert in lieu thereof the words 
“the of this act; ” so that it would read: ‘“‘there is hereby 
granted to said Anderson the sum of $40 per month, commencing from 
the passage of this act,” &c. 

The question was upon agreeing to the amendments. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I understand from the reading of the 
report in this case that this man has had his pension increased by act 
of Congress some four times. He is now drawing a pension of $30 per 
month, the highest pension known under the general law, except where 
the party has lost both eyes, both arms, or both legs. I think that a 
pension of $30 per month is sufficient. 

Mr. MATSON. The author of this report, the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. MORRILL], is absent from the city. Perhaps the report is not 
as full as it should have been made. It does not state, nor is it the 
fact, that this pensioner has received the favor of Congress three or four 
times. He has received it but once. 

He was pensioned by operation of the general law first at $8 per 
month, which was then the highest rate allowed; then his i peonon was 
increased by general law, not by special act, to $15 per month, and after- 
ward to $18 per month. In the last Congress, in 1882, his pension was 
increased to $30 per month. The reason for that was that use of a 
deficiency in the law there was no provision made for any rate of pen- 
sion between $24 and $50 per month, 

This man had reached a stage of incapacity beyond any capacity for 
the performance of manual labor, but had not quite reached the degree 
of total helplessness which required the regular aid and attendance of 
another person, and therefore he was not entitled to the pension of $50 
per month for total disability under the general law. 

-When the act of the last Congress was passed it was thought that 
$30 per month would besufficient, but the condition of this pensioner has 
gradually become worse and worse, until now, as shown, he appreaches 
80 ny the condition of total helplessness as almost to require the con- 
stant aid and attendance of another person. He has not reached quite 
that condition, because if he had he would receive a pension of $50 a 
month under the general law. He has arrived so nearly to that condi- 
tion that the committee have agreed to fix a rate, which they thought 
was equitable, of $40 a month. 

I have said that this report was not quite as full as it should have 
been made. I remember the circumstances of the case very well, and 
I think that perhaps the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] can give 
the committee a full statement of the case. The gentleman who made 
the report stated to the committee the facts of the case very fully, more 
fully than they are given in the report. I move that the bill be laid 
aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I think we ought to have a full House 
to act on a bill of this character. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is upon the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. MATSON. I will ask unanimous consent that the bill be passed 
over informally, so that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL], 
who, as I have said, is now absent, may have an opportunity to explain 
the matter more satisfactorily at a subsequent session for pension busi- 
ac eF that the bill may take the ordinary course upon the Private 

endar. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the bill will be laid 
aside informally. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

SARAH DAYTON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1025) 


n of $0 per month, commencing from 
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granting a pension to Sarah Dayton, widow of Erastus G. Dayton; re- 
ported by Mr. BAGLEy from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
The bill was read, as follows: É 


Beit &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and to place on the ll the name of Sarah Dayton, 
widow of Erastus G. Dayton, late acting megn ae General J.G. Foster, who 
Laine ped ate Atra ac diam pe i on and died from the effects 

ereof. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill H. R. 
1025, beg leave to submit the following es gph 

The petitioner, on, widow of Erastus G. Dayton, asks to be placed 
upon the pension-rolls for the loss of her husband, who performed meritorious 
service in the late war, ptain Dayton’s bravery at Newbern and Roanoke 
Island proves that he was incited the i porse paren and was willing to 
risk his life in defense of his country. At the time he received the wounds, 
which undoubtedly resulted in his death, he Was not an enlisted man, but was 
in command of the United States schooner Highlander, engaged in the trans- 
portation of troops and munitions of war. os Dayton, with twelve men 
sel from his own crew, went on shore with a 12-pounder Wiard gun, and 
with almost superhuman exertions, succeeded in placing his piece in position 
first, and sturdily maintained his ground. General Foster ordered him up to 
dismount a gun, and he found six guns all pouring a raking fire upon him. 
During the action he was struck by a ot in the breast. The wound, 
at the moment, was not supposed to be serious, but subsequent examination 
proved eres ribs to be broken. He resigned and went home in poor health, in 
August, . 

In March, 1863, supposing himself sufficiently strong to again engage in his 
country’s service, he accepted the appointment of acting ensign in the Navy, 
and was ordered to the gunboat Wissahickon, stationed off Charleston. During 
the night assault on Fort Sumter, September 8, 1863, he was res pes ye and kept 
as a prisoner over thirteen months. Upon his release he o ned leave of a 
sence for three months, and, although suffering from troubles in the chest and 
side, induced by the wounds received at Newbern, determined to again join the 
fleet, although urged by his friends not to doso. He wason thegunboat Nereus 
at the storming of Fort Fisher, volanteering n for shore duty, and was 
among the few who remained and did service as “‘sharp-shooters.”” 

In March, 1865, he resigned, broken in health. The evidence is strong that 
Dayton’s wounds at Newbern and exposure and A fe in Southern prisons 
produced pulmonary difficulties that caused his death. This man’s bravery and 

rtinacity in battle were the subject of newspaper comment at the time, and 

received notable commendation from the officers under whom he served. 


General Burnside was especially interested in his case, He never applied for a 
pension, and died in 1879. His widow, who is quite destitute now. aidfrom 
the Government for herself and children asa ial recompense for his services 


and her loss. Yourcommittee, recognizing justice of the claim 
the passage of bill H. R. 1025, with the following amendment, after the last word, 
M follows: “ And that she be paid the pension of a widow of an ensign in the 

avy.” 

The following amendment, reported from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, was and agreed to: 

Add to the bill the following: "“ And that she be paid the pension of a widow 
of an ensign in the Navy.” 

Mr. BAGLEY. I move that the bill as amended be laid aside to be 

favorably to the House. 
ere was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
MILES B. FARLIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1076) 
granting a pension to Miles B. Farlin; reported by Mr. BAGLEY from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

thorized and directed to place on the roll, sul to the provisions and 

limitations of the pension laws, the name of Miles B, Farlin, late a private in Com- 

pany C, Thirty-first Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, in the war of the rebell- 
on. 


, recommend 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1 beg leave to submit the following rt: 
e petitioner for whose benefit House bill 1076 is introduced enlisted Decem- 
pel pag tage reg gor A Ig ep ent Massach 
and while on duty at Mansfield, La., and at 
was taken prisoner,and sent to prison stockade, Camp Ford, near 
Tex., where he was forabout three months, and owing to the exposure an 
vations of his imprisonment his health was broken down, which resul in 
rheumatism of the heart and other difficulties. The march of about two hundred 
miles from the place of capture to the stockade, over the hot sands, produced 
trouble in the feet, which became so swollen that he could not wear a boot or 
shoe for six weeks, and this difficulty has not yet disappeared. There was no 
ital at Tyler, and aenn e arami the chest of sent 


for the ners by General Banks, 

The ily physician certifies that Farlin has disease of the heart and general 
rheu: , and also that his condition is such that he is able to perform but 
little labor and is not able to support his family. 

Rey. Theodore F. Burnham, pastor of the church of which Farlin is a mem- 
ber, certifies to the good character and standing of the PORAS says that, 
owing to certain disabilities received while in the United States service, he is 
unable to support himself. 


The case was not allowed by the Pension Office because of the inability to ob- 
tain the evidence of officers and comrades, who could not be found. 
The committee think that because of petitioner's services 


there is sufficient nd fi him a pension, and theref tyre maem | 
thA PARAEA o Honna BULION i a a ar nS aed 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Is this bill in the ordinary form? 

Mr. BAGLEY. Itis. I move that the bill be laid aside to be re- 
ported favorable to the House. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 

ROBERT NUTT. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2419) 


ting a pension to Robert Nutt; reported by Mr. BAGLEY from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit sacot, Bis That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert Nutt, late a private in Com- 
pany I, One hundred and forty-fourth New York Volunteers. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bàl! (H. R. 


2419), beg leave to submit the following report: 
e petitioner, Robert Nutt, en A 
dred and forty-fourth regiment New York Volunteers, and was discharged June 
25, 1865. e marching from Camp Chase to Camp Morning, in the State of 
Virginia, he was injured in the left foot by the rubbing of a shoe, which caused 
a running sore that never healed, and which eventually rendered amputation 
n . The amputation was made aboutsix inches above the instep, on the 
8d day of Feb: , 1875. Nutt wastreated by the zegirngniai surgeon in camp,. 
and by other su ns, but without favorable result. His case was reject 
by the Pension Office on the ground that the injury to the foot was received in 
childhood, and it is alleged t this was the origin of the disease that neces- 
sitated the amputation. 

The evidence, however, is not sufficiently strong to warrant this conclusion. 
On the contrary, it is shown that the trouble in the foot, in his earlier years, was 
overcome, and it became to all appearances perfectly sound. Admitting it 
to have been the remote cause, it was greatly aggravated by service in the field, 
and long, continuous marches; without which aggravation the man would not 
have lost his foot. Abundant evidence is adduced to show that the itioner 
did sufferas alleged whileinthe Army. It is also shown by many of his neigh- 
bors and others who employed him before the war that no disability of the foot 
was observed, and that he was paray able to perform manual labor. Al- 
though the injury to the foot occurred in October, 1862, Nutt continued in the- 
service, the sore being constantly irritated. Your committee are of the opiniom 
that as this soldier served faithfully three $ posts in the Army, and that the origim 
of the disability was caused while in said service, he should be recompensed, 
and therefore recommend the passage of bill H. R. No. 2419. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Why could not this man receive a pen- 
sion under the general law ? 

Mr. BAGLEY. The application was rejected at the Pension Office 
on the ground thatthe injury which necessitated amputation was origi- 
nally received inchildhood. But the evidence of the attending physi- 
cians went to show that the difficulty which had arisen in childhood 
was subsequently overcome, and that the injury which rendered ampu-- 
tation necessary was caused by the rubbing of the shoe while the man 
was marching during service in the Army. We examined the evidence: 
carefully and thought it conclusive upon this point. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, Why did not the Commissioner of Pen-. 
sions take that view of the case ? 

Mr. BAGLEY. The gentleman will remember that the Pension Of~ 
fice is very particular in regard to receiving affidavits given by physi- 
cians who have attended in cases coming before the office. 

A MEMBER. They should be parti G 

Mr. BAGLEY. Iadmitit. But while the examining surgeons in 
this case were not willing to accept the conclusions of these attending 
physicians, the committee believed that these physicians testified truly, 
and that the injury which necessitated amputation was received in the- 
Army. It is possible, of course, that these physicians may have erred. 
and that the conclusions of the examining ms should be accepted; 
but this man served faithfully, and in the opinion of the committee is 
entitled to a ion. 

Mr. H TT, of Alabama. Is not this a mere difference between 
the Pension Office and the committee as to the effect which should be 
allowed to certain evidence? 

Mr. BAGLEY. That may be true; but the gentleman should remem- 
ber that most of these cases coming before the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions are cases which have been rejected by the Commissioner of 
Pensions. We are not bound, as the Commissioner is, by the strict 
letter ofthe law. The committee bases its opinion upon evidence which 
it deems trustworthy. We regard this case as meritorious, and I hope- 
there will be no objection to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid 
aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


WILLIAM J. LEE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1073) 
granting a pension to William J. Lee; reported by Mr. BAGLEY, from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of William J. Lee, 
late confidential scout and guide, h uarters Army of the oper genoa 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, as though he had n regu- 
larly mustered into the United States Army. 


The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill H. R. 1073, 
ask leave to submit the following report: 

The petitioner, William J. Lee, was a scout in the late war, and rendered val-- 
uable and perilous . The case is well stated in the affidavit of Deputy 
Provost-Marshal-General Geo H. Sharpe, Army of the Potomac, who says: 

“Iam well acquainted with William J. Lee, and have known him many years. 
About March, 1864, I was deputy porosi Seiabatsennrel, Army of the Poto- 
mac; that said was under my ediate command, and was on duty under- 
my orders to ascertain the movements of the enemy; that at the time ted 
above said Lee might have contracted, and probably did contract, rheu Pa 
or the permanent disability to which he refers, as he was constantly exposed 
while on said duty as scout in crossing and recrossing the nock and 
Rapidan Rivers in Virginia; that his duties were hazardous; he was fre- 
quently bape: pepe to wade and swim the rivers referred to, at all stages of the: 
winter, in o to ascertain the movements of the enemy.” 


18, 1862, in Company F, One hun- 
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Dr. Taliafero’s nag ya: ba Lee was a healthy man and free from rheu- 
tism before service in the Army.” 
Ja ohn Langdon, chief of scouts, testifies that the claimant contracted rheuma~- 


ism in March, 1864, while acting as scout. 

bar Christian, druggist, says that Lee has bought medicines for rheumatism at 
various times during the last ten years of him, and the claimant says he is still 
suffering and under treatment for the disease, Lee not being an officer or en- 
listed man, had no title to pension, and hence the rejection by the Pension 


Oe nities are of opinion that it isa meritorious case, and recommend the 


passage of bill H. Jt, 1073. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. As I understand, this man was not an 
enlisted man. 

Mr. BAGLEY. No, sir. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. 

Mr. BAGLEY. He was employed as a scout, and was never regu 
larly enlisted in the service. We have occasionally passed cases of 
kind heretofore. ; 

Mr. STEELE. I think the passage of this bill would be a danger- 
ous precedent. I do not see why we should inaugurate acivil pension- 
list. If we establish this precedent every man who was employed on 
a naval vessel or transport during the war will be coming in here and 
demanding a pension; and in many cases such persons will be just as 
much entitled to a pension as this man Lee. ‘ : 

Mr. Lee preferred to be a scout because he received more pay for his 
services. He had the choice of becoming an enlisted man and entitled 
to receive a pension, but he preferred to be a civilian, to go and come 
when he pleased, and to receive a greater compensation. For that rea- 
son, without extending my remarks, I hope the bill will not pass. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. The gentleman from Indiana has made a state- 
ment in regard to this matter which ought not togo uncorrected. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, it is not a fact that as a rule people who were scouts 
were so because they preferred to be such rather than to be subjected 
to the rules of the Army. I can testify of my own knowledge and ex- 
perience that various circumstances of fitness, of age, of special qual- 
ifications, were the causes of men being employed as scouts. Not un- 
frequently they were employed as such because they were old. It was 
also because, being men of great intelligence and standing, they did not 
desire to be enlisted as privates, and they could not be appointed as 
company officers, because then they could not be used on scout duty. 
I should like to have it understood as a matter of fact that as a general 
rule scouts were not enlisted. 

Mr. HORR. As a general rule? 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Yes, as a general rule. They were quartermas- 
ters’ men. Sometimes they were enlisted as scouts and paid out of a 


special fund. 3 

Mr. HORR. Were there not connected with the Army a large num- 
ber of men who were not enlisted men, such as teamsters, &c.? 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Yes, quite a number of teamsters and others. 
We usually called them quartermasters’ men. 

Mr. HORR. Not enlisted? 

Mr. ROSECRANS. No. 

Mr. HORR. Then I should like to ask the gentleman in of 
this bill to give us some reason why we should step outside of the rule 
which confines pensions to men who were enlisted and actually in the 
service, and pension a man who was not a regular member of the Army 
and was not entitled under the law to a pension? What I mean is this, 
if we go outside once we enter upon a wide field, as I understand, in- 
<luding teamsters and a large class of men who were never enlisted. 

should we dothat? I should like to hear some good reason for it. 

Mr. BAGLEY. I will say to the gentleman that we propose to pen- 
sion this man because of his meritorious serviceand because of the hazard 
and exposure he endured while in the Army. He was engaged by the 
officers of the Army; no doubt about that, as the evidence shows con- 
<lusively it was so. 

Mr. HORR. For how long? 

Mr. BAGLEY. I do not know how long, but he was in the service 
about two years. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Permit me to ask a question. 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Does the report show this man was injured 
while performing these services? 

Mr. BAGLEY. He contracted a disease which incapacitated him 
from labor. . 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. He was not wounded? 

Mr. BAGLEY. No, sir. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Where a man was actually in the service of 
the country, though not enlisted, and wounded, I am in favor of giving 
him a pension. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Was this man examined by asurgeon 
in reference to his disability ? 

Mr. BAGLEY. He was. I ask the Clerk to read General Grant’s 
letter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Why not? 


WASHINGTON, D. C., December 16, 1850, 
Dear Str: I would be glad to aid you in any way in my power to procure a 
pension for your well-deserving services during the rebellion. 
I can not apontou services as well as General Meade could if alive, or as 
Genes tl George H. Sharpe—who is living—can, but I know they were hazardous, 


and attended with much exposure to health as wellas personal danger. Ihope 
you mayya your pension, 
ery y. yours, 


Wu.11aM J. Len. 


Mr. BAGLEY. Ialso ask the Clerk to read another paper which 
will strengthen this case. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


U. S. GRANT. 


OFFICE OF ATTENDING SURGEON, AND 
UNITED STATES ARMY DISPENSARY, 
Washington, D. C., May 13, 1882. 

I certify that William J. Lee, late confidential scout at headquarters Army o 
the Potomac, has been under medical treatment for rheumatism of the oral 
muscles, intercostal muscles, and muscles of the shoulders and back. is man 
performed service in the line of duty under circumstances of great exposure to 
wet and cold weather, night and day, and so far as I am acquainted with the 
history of his case, it is traced back to the period of his active military service 
in November, 1863, in the Wine Run campaign to December, 1865. 

BASIL NORRIS, 
Surgeon, United States Army. 


BASIL NORRIS, 
Surgeon, United States Army. 


The foregoing is a true copy. 


Wasuixcton, D. O., January 31, 1834. 


Mr. BAGLEY. I yield now to the gentleman from Wisconsin, who 
desires to make a statement with reference to this subject. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I wish simply to make 
a brief statement, as I think gentlemen have not quite a correct idea, all 
of them, about the scope of the Jaw bearing upon this subject. Ihap- 
pen to know of one instance since I came here concerning the ruling 
of the Pension Department upon a similar subject. It was this: A 
person ona war vessel, who was not an enlisted soldier at all, was either 
wounded or killed, I do not now remember. His pension claim was 
brought before the Pension Department and was rejected. It was 
taken from the Pension Department to the board of appeals, and they 
there decided that it was not necessary under the law that he should be 
an enlisted soldier, but that having performed service of that character 
he was entitled, or his personal representatives, to a pension. 

I state this merely to show that this case is not so far out of the way, 
nor that it furnishes so dangerous a precedent as some gentlemen seem 
to think. I do not now remember the name of this case, but I know 
of my own knowledge that such was the ruling on the part of the board 
of ap! Whether this present case might, if it had been appealed, 
have been thus decided, of course Iam not able to say. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make one or two observa- 
tions in reply to the remarks of the gentleman from Indiana and in 
reference to his criticisms, when he says we are about to establish a 
vicious precedent. I do not think it would be a dangerous precedent, 
even if we were just about entering upon and making such a precedent. 
But there are already hundreds of precedents like this, where Co: 
after Congress since the war, both Republican and Democratic, 
granted such relief. r 

Now, it does not seem to me that at this time we ought to stop and 
quibble about whether a man who is justly entitled to relief was an en- 
listed soldier, was mustered in, or whether he performed the service in 
one department or another. If he risked his life and performed good 
and faithful services, if he rendered valuable aid to the cause of the 
Government in the prosecution of the war, for one I am ready to vote 
a pension to him, no matter what branch of the service he was in, when- 
ever he makes out and presents here a meritorious and proper case for 
our consideration. 

So, again, it is wholly a mistake to say that men were selected for this 
service because of their own choice; but on the contrary, as the gentle- 
man from California has said,it was because of their adaptability to 
that service; because of their knowledge of the country; because they 
possessed some peculiar qualities that fitted them to discharge these 
duties of scouts; and there is not a man here who has seen any service 
on either side during the war who does not know that the scouts of the 
two armies constituted one of the most valuable branches of the military 
service. Why an exception or objection should be made in regard to a 
man who performed, as in this case, a valuable duty, because he hap- 
pened not to be enlisted, I fail to understand. 

Mr. STEELE. Before the gentleman from Tennessee sits down I 
would like to ask him a single question. 

Mr. HOUK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like for the gentleman to namea single prec- 
edent for the pensioning of a civilian. 

Mr. HOUK. There are any number of precedents. I do not call to 
mind their names, 

Mr. BAYNE, The Mississippi ram fleet furnishes a large number. 

Mr. HOUK. Certainly; and there are others. I know of the case 
of Mr. Ellis, of Tennessee, and there were many others whose names I 
do not remember; but I venture to assert that the clerks there, on 
examining the records, could find a hundred precedents at least of this 
character. 

Mr. MATSON was recognized. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to ask the gentleman another question. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana on the right is 
entitled to the floor. 


Mr. STEELE. Ithoughtthe gentleman from Tennessee had the floor. 


ave 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to yield the floor, and recognized the gentleman from Indiana on 
the right of the Chair. 

Mr. STEELE. Ihope the gentleman will permit me to ask one other 
question. 

Mr. MATSON. I will yield the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. STEELE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Tennessee if this 
man was selected for this duty; and whether it was incumbent upon 
him to perform the service, if he was selected, unless he was satisfied 
with the pay? 

Mr. HOUK. I will answer the question of the gentleman by another. 
Does he not know that the entrance to any branch of the service ex- 
cept under the conscript laws was entirely voluntary ? 

But that is not the sole question to be considered here. The Gov- 
ernment accepted this man’s service. It amounted to an agreement 
between them. The question is not as to the manner of coming in or 
going out, butsimply of rendering the service. If he rendered the serv- 
ice and lost his life or his health from wounds or exposure, is he not 
entitled to reward? 

Mr. STEELE. Does not the gentleman from Tennessee think that 
we ought to begin by keeping our promises to the men who were en- 
titled to pensions and the equalization of bounties? 

Mr. HOUK. Yes, sir, I certainly do; and every pension like this 
is only another step in the right direction of fulfilling onr promises by 
giving careful consideration and favorable response to every application 
which comes before us from every class of men who served their country 
faithfully and honorably during the war. [Applause.] 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Let meask the gentleman if he has in- 
troduced any general bill covering this point? 

Mr. HOUK. Yes, sir; caveat The first bill that I introduced 
here was for such a purpose. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
be done by a general law. 

Mr. HOUK. No, sir; not for scouts, for this very reason: that each 
case must necessarily depend, more or less, upon independent condi- 
tions and circumstances. And this is more particularly the case with 
reference to the scout service than any other. No general law could 
be applicable to all of them. Every meritorious case must stand by 
itself. If the particular circumstances and conditions which attend 
the case warrant relief by showing that the service was rendered, that 
the party discharged his duty and incurred disability, the relief should 
be granted. But each case must rely upon itself and not on the gen- 
eral features of a bill covering the whole class of cases; and in every 
such individual case the Government is in honor bound to take care of 
the party as it does of others. In such a case I say it is the peculiar 
duty of Congress by special legislation to meet the special requirements 
of that case and to do justice to that special class of cases. 

Mr. MATSON, If this case was one in which the House was estab- 
lishing a precedent—that is, if it was so important as the gentleman 
from Indiana, my colleague, seems to think it would be—then I would 
say this House should pause and more thoroughly discuss this matter 
thanit has been discussed. But we are not establishing a precedent by 
passing this bill. I am perfectly safe in saying there are scores of cases 
precisely like this one on the pension-roll by reason of special acts of 

res of them. 

Mr. STEELE. May I ask my colleague a question ? 

Mr. MATSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEELE. Was not every single case of this kind rejected by 
the last Congress? When I spoke of precedents, I meant that since I 
have been in Congress I do not know of one. 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson] 
allow me to answer his colleague? 

Mr. MATSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THOMAS. The last Congress did not reject claims of this kind. 
Morris, a scout, was pensioned under circumstances like these, and his 
was no more meritorious case than is this one. 

Mr. MATSON. Iam notable to repeat the namesof those that have 
been pensioned, but Iam very sure I am correct when I repeat the 
statement I have made, that there are scores of men on the pension- 
roll who were spies during the war, who incurred wounds, and who 
incurred disabilities from disease, and are now on the pension-roll, 
and placed there by special acts of Congress. 

Mr. STEELE. And never were enlisted men ? 

Mr. MATSON. Spies were not enlisted. They would have had no 
occasion to come to Cor and ask for pensions if they were enlisted 
men, because they could then have gone to the department and got their 
pensions there. 

The proposition on the other hand is that a spy is a civilian. It is 
true he is not an enlisted man. But he renders services that are essen- 
tially military and not civil services, and they are services, too, that 
are particularly hazardous; and when he is caught he is liable to be 
hung. And this man, it seems by the certificates of the most distin- 
guished men upon our side during the last war, rendered very valuable 
services of that kind; and letters have been produced here from those 
men asking that this man be ioned. 

These were dangerous services. They were not civil services; they 


If you want to pension scouts, itshould 


were military services. And I am sure my colleague from Indiana is 
not willing to say he would not pension a civilian for military services. 
I am sure he is not willing to say he would draw the line merely against. 
those who happened not to be mustered in if they were performing 
military services. Thatis the distinction. Men ought to be pensioned 
for military services and not for civil services. To that extent he is 
right. But here is a case where the man asks to be pensioned purely 
for military services, and very us, hazardous, and valuable 
service to the Government; and yet my friend will insist he ought not 
to be pensioned because he was not regularly mustered in. 

My friend from Alabama [Mr. HEWITT] a moment ago said we were 
here just to meet that kind of cases where men were not technically 
mustered in. And here is a case which we bring to the House of a man 
who is entitled to a pension by reason of mili services of an arduous 
character and of disabilities incurred in that kind of service, and be- 
cause the technicalities of the case are such that it can not be put through 
the Pension Office. And now it remains for the House to say whether 
he should be pensioned or not. 

Mr. HOUK. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield to me fora 
moment? 

Mr. MATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOUK. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] asks me 
for precedents. Here is a precedent. I could find a hundred if I had 
time. I ask the Clerk to read an act of the first session of last Con- 
gress which I have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Chap. 406.—An act granting a pension to Amos Chapman. 
it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States o, 
Antes ta Congr assembled, That the r Sonic bccn the E Bechet be, thee he Z 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amos Chapman, of the- 
Indian Territory, late a scout, under the immediate command of Col. Nelson A. 
Miles, United States Army, said pensioner to be allowed the same as a private 
soldier for the loss of a leg. 
Approved Angust 5, 1852. 

Mr. HOUK. Now, all I desire to say in the time of the gentlemam 
from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] is this: The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
STEELE] called on me for a precedent. I found one; and I am informed 
by the clerks there are at least a hundred since the war. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to ask my colleague a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] has 
been ized and has the floor. 

Mr. THOMAS. I have had occasion to investigate this case some- 
what, and I speak advisedly when I say that during the war of the re- 
bellion there was not a man of the Army of the Potomac, unless it be 
some officer of high rank, whorendered such service to the Government 
as this man Lee did. He wasa Virginian, thoroughly acquainted with 
all the territory of Virginia. He wasa particularly bright, active, and 
educated man. He was a Union man, and was taken into the employ 
of the Government as a spy. He served almost from the beginning of 
the war until the end of it. He brought more information to the com- 
manding officers of the Federal Army from the confederate lines than 
any other spy of the United States Army during the whole war. He 
was captured once or twice, and was in imminent peril of being executed 
on the spot. On one occasion he made his escape by what seemed to 
be almost an interposition of Divine Providence. Heescaped, but was 
compelled to go through the most terrible winter’s storm and wade and! 
swim a deep and icy river to get into the Union lines, and in coming 
brought the most valuable information to the Union Army. 

There is a great deal of talk here about the danger of establishing. 
precedents of this character. Sir, I am tired of talk of that sort. Has 
anybody hesitated, when the widows of Presidents have come here and 
asked for pensions—has Congress hesitated a moment to establish a civil’ 
list in their favor? And a citizen, however humble he may be, is enti- 
tled to the same consideration for his services as though his duties had 
been in a higher sphere of action. 

This man did all he could for his Government, and in so doing he con- 
tracted the disease under which he now is suffering. I happen to know 
him personally. There is not a more worthy citizen in the United States 
to-day than this poor man who goes along day after day with this bur- 
den of disease upon him, contracted in the line of the most arduous and 
perilous duties. 

I hope there will be no hesitation in recognizing his services and 
placing him where he properly belongs, upon the pension-roll of the 
Government. Indeed, I would be glad for one to vote to make his pen- 
sion more than is proposed by this bill, for his services were not com- 
mon services, but were very uncommon, extraordinary, gallant, peril- 
ous, and most deserving. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will ask the indulgence of the committee for 
one moment only on the question of what was the custom in the last 
Congress touching cases of this kind. I had the honor during the last. 
Congress of serving on the Committee on Invalid Pensions with the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson], the present chair- 
man of that committee. A number of bills of this kind got through 
the committee and were placed on the Calendar. But when they came 
up for consideration, while I believe one or two did slip through inad- 
vertently, the policy of the House in the last Congress, established and 
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maintained to the end, was not to pension those who had not enlisted 
in the service. .I know that occasionally, as I have said, some such 
bills were passed. But toward the close of the session, when the ques- 
tion was made that such bills had been passed, it was said that it had 
been done earlier in the session. 

Any man who doubts what I say can get an old calendar of the last 


Congress—he can get a succession of calendars—and he will find that 
not simply one, not simply two, not simply three, but a dozen or two 
dozen, and I do not think I would be amiss if I were to say that more 
than two scores of bills in various forms proposing pensions for civil- 
ians are marked on those calendars in italics ‘ over informally.” 
We worked during the sessions for the consideration of pension bills 
without a quorum, and being unwilling that the precedent should be 
established of pensioning civilians, AEs protested that they 
would raise the question of a quorum if the bills were pressed. Hence 
meeting after meeting and month after month through both sessions of 
the last Congress, and until the Congress closed, the custom prevailed 
of passing over such bills informally; and the old calendar will show 
them so marked in italics. 

That is all I desire to say concerning that point. As to whether this 
House shall vary that policy or notis with the House. I do not believe 
it is wise tochange that policy; butif we do vary it, let members under- 
stand the circumstances under which it is done. 

Mr. HOUK. The gentleman will not undertake to say that no bill 
of this character was passed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I said that in more than one instance probably 
such bills did pass through inadvertently. ButIdosay that the policy 
of the last Congress was not to such bills as this. 

Mr. HOUK. Instead of its not being the policy of Congress, they 
were not passed because there was not a quorum here, 

Mr. McMILLIN. And hence they could not be passed. 

Mr. HOUK. Because we did not have a quorum here when they 
were under consideration. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The point I make is that they were not passed 
by the last Congress. 

Mr. HOUK. The fact thatthey were not passed because of the want 
of a quorum does not affect the policy of Con, 

Mr. STEELE. Would an amendment be in order to place all men 
engaged in military service upon an equal footing with those who were 

ly enlisted ? : 
r. MATSON. 
if offered. 

Mr. NUTTING,. This question appears to present three aspects, as I 
judge from the arguments which have been brought forward. One is 
that this man was not an enlisted man, and therefore it is argued that 
he is not entitled to this pension. 

Now, if the Chair please, let me say that an enlistment, as I under- 
stand it, is in law and in fact simply a contract with the Government 
that the man enlisted shall perform for it certain services. It is akind 
of contract. And I say that the contract with this man to perform cer- 
tain services was as much a contract of enlistment, although a different 
kind of a contract, as any other; that is all. One man was enlisted for 
the purpose of performing certain duties in the Army; another man was 
enlisted by another contract to perform certain other duties. 

If the policy of the last Congress was against establishing this kind 
of precedent, it is time that the precedent was established by this Con- 
gress. If aman perform services for the Government under a law such 
as this man performed under, then I say he is entitled to as much con- 
sideration at our hands as he would have been if enlisted under the 
regulate enlistment law. 

say further that the kind of service which this man performed was 
particularly important to the Government. How many times was it, I 
ask the men here who were in the service, that the men in the ranks 
who were enlisted men waited with bated breath for the word to come 
that was to be brought by the men of this character of what was going 
on in the enemy’s lines; waited until they had received word that they 
could perform the service for which they had been enlisted? When this 
man brings back word that the opportune time has come, that the at- 
tack may be made with effect, then the attack is made. The whole 
army waits for the service of this man. And when he has performed 
it, and has received disability in performing it, I say this Congress would 
be derelict in its duty did it not recognize the service and give the man 
under these circumstances a pension. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HORR. This bill, upon examination, proves to be more satis- 
factory in its form than I had supposed. It leaves this man to make 
his proof as to the amount of disability, just as any other applicant for 
a pension must do. He is to be subjected to the examination of the 
surgeons of the Government in the same way as an enlisted soldier 
would be if applying for a pension. The only question is whether a 
man who has ineurred disability in this class of service should be put 
on the pension-rolls. Now, it does seem to me that enough has been 
said to satisfy any one that the character of the service rendered by this 
man was as important as that performed by many others who are now 
getting pensions. 

I know that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN ] is right 
in his statement that there were but few cases of this kind eed 


I would make a point of order on that amendment 


the last Congress; yet I do not think the line was as finely drawn as 
he draws it. Certainly I remember that at one evening session we passed 
bills to pension three nurses. I know that in several instances in the 
last Congress we passed bills placing on the pension-roll persons who 
had never been mustered in the military or naval service. At the same 
time it is true, as has been stated, that the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Browne], then the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, opposed as a rule the granting ofa pension in every such case. I 
recollect that our friend from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND ] worked early 
and late to get a bill passed pensioning a man in one of the exceptional 
cases. Ido not remember what was the matter with the man; but I 
do remember that it appeared, when the gentleman got through his 
speech, that the man was a mere bundle of diseased muscles and veins, 
having lost almost everything that could make life valuable. But, as 
I recollect, we did not pension him. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The disability alleged was that he had been in- 
jured in firing a salute. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’ “Vote!” 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from New York, that the bill be laid aside to be reported favorably to the 
House. [The question having been put]. The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 76, noes 8. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 
[Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!’?] My reason for making this point is that instead 
of pensioning civilians we ought to be pensioning the soldiers who have 
received honorable wounds in the service of the Government. 

TheCHAIRMAN, The point being made that no quorum has voted, 


the Chair will appoint tellers. 
Mr. MATSON. Iask unanimous consent that this bill be passed 
over informally. 
Mr. BAGLEY. Iask thegentleman frém Kentucky [Mr. ROBERT- 
SON] to withdraw his point. 
r. ROBERTSON. Iam willing to do so if the bill be laid aside 
without action. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint tellers. 
Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be laid aside 


informally. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. DUNHAM. I object. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I hope that will be done. That was the course 


always taken in the last Congress in cases of this kind. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
Indiana, Mr. MATSON, and the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. RoB- 
ERTSON. 

Mr. CALKINS. I hope unanimous consent will be given that the 
bill be laid aside informally. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection was made. 

Mr. MATSON. appie to the gentleman who made that objection 
to withdraw it. If it insisted upon, it will prevent our reaching 
any other bill to-night. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the objection withdrawn? 

Mr. THOMAS. Itis not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will take their places. 

The Sosa again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 81, 
noes 12. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. No quorum. 

Mr. MATSON. I now renew my request for unanimous consent that 
the bill be passed over informally. Unless this is agreed to, gentlemen 
prevent the reaching of any other bill to-night. Let this bill be passed 
over informally, retaining its ans on the Calendar; or, if it be more 
satisfactory to the opponents of the bill, I will make a proposition that 
it be reported to the House with the distinct understanding that it be 
disposed of by a yea-and-nay vote when we have a quorum. 

Mr. THOMAS. I am entirely willing to agree to that. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object. 

Mr. MATSON. I undertake to see that there shall be no action. 
upon the bill in the House except when there is a quorum present. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] asks 
unanimous consent that the bill may be reported to the House—— 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I object. 

Mr. MATSON. Then let it be passed over informally. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that the bill be laid aside informally, retaining its place on the 
Pes i Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 

ROBERT M. FLACK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 3669) 
granting a pension to Robert M. Flack; reported with an amendment. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Beit é&c,, That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert M. Flack, late captain of 
Company F, Eighty-fourth Pennsylvania Volunteers, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month. 
The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


It appears that Robert M. Flack, late of Company F, Eighty-fourth 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, having filed his claim with the Commissioner 
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of Pensions and complied with the requirements of the law, and having fully 
proved his claim, it has been rejected on the grounds that he was not mustered 
into the service as captain at the time the disability was incurred. 

While the claimant may not have a legal right toa pension in co! uence of 
this omission in the records, he has an equitable one, and as he served faithfully 
as a brave soldier in the Army, and obtained his disability while in the line of 
duty, and, further, that his brother officers and comrades testify to his worth as 
a soldier, and the medical testimony shows that his disability is pensionable, 
therefore your committee feel that it is a meritorious case, and report in favor 
of the bill, and recommend that it do pass. 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out these words: ‘‘and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 a 
month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan. I move the bill as amended be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I should like to have a fuller explana- 
tion of this case. Was this man enlisted and injured as a private? 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan. He was commissioned by the governor 
of his State. He went into Kansas, and was there for three months. 
During that time he incurred disease, for which he applied for a pen- 
sion, but was refused on the ground he was not mustered in before the 
occurrence of the disability. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Was he acting as a captain? 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan. He was commissioned by the governor 
of the State of Pennsylvania. 

The motion was to; and the bill as amended was laid aside 
to be reported favorably to the House. 


NELLY ROBERTS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1142) 
granting a pension to Nelly Roberts. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


, Beit enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Nelly Roberts, dependent mother of 
Frederick Sawyer, alias Bond, late a private in Company G, First United States 
Colored Troops, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 


The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


The committee are satisfied Nelly Roberts is very old, very poor, and ap- 
most strongly to our sympathy, She furnished four sons to the Federal 
Army, three of whom died in service. That she was entirely dependent upon 
her dead son, Fred. Sawyer, when he died, is not clear, but it is clear that but 
for his death she would now be entirely dependent upon him. She is now de- 
pendent on the charity of her old master, and is over seventy-five years old. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported favora- 
bly to the House. 
DILENO ROBINSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 2251) to 
increase the pension of Dileno Robinson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That Dileno Robinson, late a private in Company K, Second 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, be, and he is hereby, nted and allowed. 
from and after the passage of this act, a pension at the rate of $24 per month; and 
that the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place the name of said Dileno Robinson on the pension-roll at said rate in 
lieu of the pension now paid him. 


The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


Dileno Robinson, of Lynn, Mass., a private in Company K, Second Massachu- 
setts Volunteers, served from the 25th day of May, 1861, and including a re-enlist- 
ment, until the 14th day of July, 1865, when he was honorably disc , his 
total period of service being four years, one month, and twenty days. e was 
granted a pension (certificate No. 75490) at the rate of $ per month, December 
21, 1866, which was increased June 12, 1867, to $8 per month, and upon April 7, 
1875, was further increased to $10 per month. This was for injuries received to 
his side, back, and stomach while in line of duty with his regiment at Sisters 
Ferry, $. C., on or about Februa: 1, 1865, by being knocked down and run over 
by a loaded army wagon, estima! to weigh between 3,000 and 4,000 pounds 
two wheels of which passedover him. He claimsthat the injuries then receiv 
have resulted in heart, liver, and kidney troubles, dizziness, and daily pains 
through his entire body, and that the same are increasing as he grows older, un- 
til they have totally incapacitated him for the performance of any manual labor. 
The evidence in relation to his injury is Lieut. John A, Fox, adjutant of his reg- 
iment, who certifies, “It was thought at the time that Robinson was mortally 


uel F., Jepson, first sergeant of his company, certifies: 

“I was an eye-witness of the accident, and helped carry him to a place of 
saftey. The was running from his ears, nose,and mouth. I did not think 
he would live an hour.” 

Dr, I. H. P. Shattuck, on duty in general hospital at Savannah, Ga., certifies; 

“Robinson was brought to Syvannah the latter part of January, 1865, in a very 
critical condition, and it was believed at that time by the surgeons at the hos- 
pital that be would live but a very short time.” 

Dr. George S. Jones, of Boston, Mass,, examining surgeon, certifies : 

“His present condition is evidently the result of severe internal injury. He 
is unable te perform any laborious duty.” 

Dr. John W. Foye, examiner, Boston, certifies: 

“There ie ‘enderness on pressure over the stomach, piaprion 2 the constant 
use of a protective bandage, and the slightest indiscretion in diet is followed by 
severe paroxysms of pain.” 

Dr. Isaac F. Galloupe, of Lynn, examining surgeon, certifies: 

“Suffers from palpitation on exertion, and from pain in region of heart; can 
not lie on left side; is weak, tremulous, and easily fatigued, and since last ex- 
amination by me these symptoms have inc: in severity, and form the 

und for increase of pension. Heart disease, result of injury to chest: disa- 
ility permanent in its present degree; increase of disability not due to vicious 
habits; his claim for further increase of pension was peyocwe May 22, 1883, on 
the ground ‘that he is now receiving the full amount allowed under the law 
for the disability resulting from injury to stomach.’ This‘ rejection,’ he claims, 
does him great injustice; that his disability is equivalent to the loss of a hand 
or foot; that he can not perform any manual labor; and has been compelled 


for the last few years, in order to exist on the pension of $10 per month paid 
him, to live hermit-like in a shanty, which he had built for himself in Dungeon 


Pasture, so called, in the woods in the suburbs of Lynn, Mass.” 

Your committee are of the opinion that the case is fully sustained by the facts, 
and are therefore of the opinion that the relief sought should be granted, and 
recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. What were the circumstances under 
which he received this disability ? 

Mr. LOVERING. The circumstances under which the injury was 
received were these: The regiment came into camp at night and, as 
usual, the boys scattered for wood wherewith to start a fire to boil their 
coffee and cook their meal. He hadgone with the others and obtained 
an armful of rails and he was bringing themin. Any one who has seen 
the sight knows the confusion attendant on such occasions. He was 
caught between two teams, knocked down, and run over. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. 

THERESA CROSBY WATSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 103) 
granting a pension to Theresa Crosby Watson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll of the United States the name of 
Theresa Crosby Watson, widow of James M. Watson, late a commodore in the 
United States Navy, and to-pay her a pension at the rate of $50 a month from 
and after the passage of this act, subject to all the other provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws. 

The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


Commodore James M. Watson entered the United States naval service in 1823, 
and remained in said service until 1873, when he died in Vallejo, Cal. Hishealth 
was seriously impaired in 1854, when, in command of a man-of-war, the Fulton, 
he was exposed to a severe storm, produc an attack of pneumonia, which 
there is reason to believe, ultimately caused hisdeath. His service was long and 
faithful and meritorious. His widow is now in the decline of life, and solely de- 
pendent on her exertions for support. We can see no reason why she should 
not receive the same pension that has been allowed in many other similar cases 
by special act of Con to the widows of officers of the Navy of similar rank. 
The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know of the gen- 
tleman having this bill in charge why it is that this applicant can not 
receive a pension under the general law. If the facts stated in the re- 
port are true, it would seem to be hardly necessary to come here with 
this application. 

Mr. HORR. Yes; I would like to know something about that my- 
self. 

Mr. LAIRD, Mr. Chairman, under the direction of the Committee 
on Pensions I reported this bill to the House, and in answer to the 
gentleman’s question as to whether or not under existing law this 
claimant could receive relief, I have to say that, as we found the stat- 
utes, had Commodore Watson died in action, or from the direct cause 
of wounds received in the service, the proposition of the gentleman 
from Tennessee would be a correct one, and there would have been no 
need for this bill. In the absence of that it is necessary that an act 
shall be passed to enable the widow to receive any assistance from the 
Government. 

Since I am on my feet I desire to suggest to this committee that the 
relief sought by this bill for this person is such relief as by a report of 
the Commissioner of Pensions, which I hold in my hand, has been re- 
peatedly extended to the widows of the officers of this rank in the Navy. 
For instance, in the case of Rear-Admiral Farragut the House in 1872 
bestowed upon his widow a pension of $2,000 per annum. 

The list of those that I shall now read is such a list as is furnished 
by the Commissioner of Pensions, where such pensions as this bill pro- 
poses are being paid at $50 a month, as follows: 

To the widow of William M. Wood, a rear-admiral; of William Rey- 
nolds, a rear-admiral; of Henry H. Hoff, a rear-admiral; of Henry H. 
Bell, a rear-admiral; of Charles H. Davis, a rear-admiral; and so on 
down through quite a list of names of ms who are receiving pen- 
sions of that grade. Where the officer held the rank of commodore I 
find the names of James H. Frailey, a commodore; Charles 8S. McCauley, 
a commodore; Isaac McKeever, a commodore; and others, comprising 
ten or twelve instances, where pensions are being paid to their widows. 

Further, I have to say that under the general pension laws as they 
existed up to the time of the enactment of the act of 1862 the widow 
of this officer, or the widow of an officer of like rank, would have re- 
ceived a pension at the rate of $50 a month. Under the act which 
went into effect in 1789 it was provided that the widows of officers of 
the Navy should, in case of the death or wounding of such officer in 
the service of the United States, receive a pension equal to half the pay 
of such officer. The half-pay of a captain—that being the highest of- 
ficer recognized in the act—was $100 a month; so that the pay of the 
pensioner under that law would have been $50 a month, and so on 
through the range of the varying grades of rank down to the lowest. 

That law remained in force from the time of its passage until 1862. 
The law of 1862 deprived the naval people of the advantage of that act 
and operated to reduce these pensions. But the law of 1862 only pro- 
vides for officers of the rank of captain, and makes no provision for 
commodores, rear-admirals, or admirals so far as I can discover, and I 
have examined it closely and had experts to look it up. It provides 
that certain officers of the Army with a specified rank shall receive 
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pensions at certain specified rates, and by analogy with that designa- 
tion officers of the Navy are pensioned, or those dependent upon them, 
their widows, children, &c., at equivalent rates. There is no specific 
provision of law, so far as I have been gble to discover, regulating the 
gratuity on the part of the Government to the survivor of an officer of 
the Navy of this rank. Hence the necessity for this bill. sins 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the bill will be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


HENRY SCHNETBERG. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1410) 
granting a pension to Henry Schnetberg, of Indiana, Pa. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, sul to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry et , late a private 
in Company B, of the Second: Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, in the 
Mexican war, from and after the passage of this act, at the rate of $8 per month. 


The report is as follows: 


The petitioner asks to be placed on the pension-rolis on account of disease 
contracted in the service of the United States in the war with Mexico and in 
the line of duty. 

The committee, after a careful examination of all the evidence, find that Henry 
Schnetberg was mustered into the service of the United States on the 3d day of 
January, 1847, as a private in said company and regiment, of which John Hum- 
phreys was captain; thatsaid Schnetberg was promoted to first corporal in said 
company May 1, 1848; that in April and May, 1847, said Schnetberg with his 
company was encamped at Camp Patterson, near Jalapa. and that in conse- 
quence of the want of tents and the inclemency of the weather said Schnetberg, 
among others, became diseased, which in his case became chronic; that he then 
and there contracted rheumatism, which has clung to him ever since, and now 
ir. Ais old age (he being over eighty-four years of age) has crippled him so as to 
disable him from earning his living by manual labor; that he is poor and des- 
titute of any means save the p of his own labor. That a claim for pen- 
sion under the general law was filed by him in 1875, but had to be abandoned 
because of his inability to prove the continuance of the disease as required by 
the general pension laws, 3 

In the judgment of the committee the evidence fully establishes his claim, 
and they therefore report favorably, and report back the bill H. R. 1410, and rec- 
ommend its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


GENERAL WARD B. BURNETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4682) 
ting a pension to Ward B. Burnett. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c.. That the pension for $72 per month granted to General Ward 
B. Burnett, a survivor of the war with Mexico, for total helplessness, by a certifi- 
cate issued July 17,1882, is hereby increased $28, which amount shall be paid to 
him in addition to the pension he now receives under the general law; and the 
Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to place his name on 
the pension-roll at the rate of $100 Fed month, this sum being allowed him for 
total blindness as well as for total E 9 

Sec.2. That the pension for $50 per month granted to General Ward B. Burnett 
by a special act approved March 3, 1879, is hereby repealed. 


The report is as follows: 


1, FACTS OF HIS MILITARY AND CIVIL HISTORY. 


_ This distinguished veteran of five wars was appointed a cadet at West Point 
in the year 1823 by President Jackson, and he was pore naa in 1832. Hefought 
in the Black Hawk war in that year, on the ground where Chicago now stands, 
before a single house was built in that great city. In 1833 he reported to Win- 
feld Scott during the nullification difficulty at Charleston, S.C. In1835 he went 
through the Florida war. In 1842-43he ro wearer a brigade, and offered hisserv- 
ices to the President when war was anticipated with England over the Oregon 
boundary line, The brigade was kept together largely at his expense. In 1846, 
two regiments of his b e having been accepted by Governor Wright, he was 
ordered to report with his regiment, the Eighteenth New York Volunteers, to 
Winfield Scott for duty in the Mexican war. He was engaged in the si of 
Vera Cruz, and besides several lesser engagements, in the battles of Cerro T= 
do, Contreras, and Churubusco, in which last-named battle he was severely 
wounded, and also injured by the fall of his horse,and he was carried thence 
on a litter to the City of Mexico two days after its surrender, where, from his 
wounds, his jaws were closed by tetanus or lock-jaw fora period of about forty- 
five days. e was promoted to be bi venga perse to date from the surrender, 
September 14, 1847, On the following 30th of November he was tendered for his 
ponia A the war with Mexico a resolution of thanks by the Legislature of 
ew York. 

In 1861 he offered his services to President Lincoln, and in 1863 he opened a re- 
cruiting office in the assembly rooms in New York city, at his own expense, 
to aid in the organization and consolidation of regiments, under orders from the 
governor of New York, indorsed by President Lincoln. He rendered valuable 
service to the Government during the New York riots, when he had command 
of the city for a brief Reine, and he o! zed several commands in New Jer- 
sey, Delaware, Maryland, and Pennsylvania for service in the field during the 
late rebellion. From ex became a mar- 
tyr to inflammato 

General Burnett also rendered valuable services to the country as a civil 

neer, In 1833, while upon duty at West Point, he made surveys, plans, and 
estimates for the Croton water-works in New York city. In 1835 he made sur- 
veys in Vermont, New Hampshire, and Maine for a railway line from Canada 
tothe Atlantic seaboard. Thence he was ordered to Lake Michigan to construct 
harbors. For more than three years he was resident engineer of the Illinois 
and Michigan Canal. In 1549 President Polk offered to make him the commis- 
sioner to run the boundary line between the United States and Mexico, but being 
upon crutches, he was instead made chief civil engineer for the construction of 
adry-dock at the Philadelphia navy-yard, which he completed in 1852. Thence 
until 1855 he was in charge of the New York dry-dock and of the construction 
of the workshops in the New York navy-yard. He made the plans of the 
Brooklyn water-works, which were adopted in that year. was made 


consequent upon these labors he 
rheumatism. 


chief engineer of the Norfolk navy-yard and the Portsmouth water-works, 
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which involved his pg Sond Lake Drummond. In 1858he was made surveyor- 


general of Kansas and Nebraska, because from ill-health he was unable to 
accept the appointment offered him by President Buchanan of consul-general 
to Turkey. 

z 2. FACTS RELATING TO HIS PENSIONS. 


For wounds received in the battle of Churubusco, on August 24, 1847, and for 
chronic neuralgia, resulting therefrom, General Burnett was granted, from Au- 
gust 1, 1848, a pension of $30 per month, (Sec. 7, act of 13th May, 1846; sec. 2, act 
of 21st July, 1548; sec. 4730 U. S. utes.) > i 

On January 31, 1879, General Burnett petitioned Congress to increase his pen- 
sion to $100 per month, for wounds, neuralgia, and rheumatism. March 3, 1879, 
Congress by special act increased it to $50 per month. (U.S. Stat., vol. 20, p. 


.) 

April 12, 1879, he renewed his application for $100 per month, and for his relief 
Mr. Senator VOORHEES introdu a bill to grant him that amount. (S. Mis. 
Doe. No. 26, S. bill 477, Forty-sixth Congress, first session.) 

March 10, 1880, the House Committee on Invalid Pensions reported ebjeanar 
upon the bill introduced by Mr. Martin to increase his pension to $100 per mon! 
for total disability. The Congress died before the bill was reached on the Cal- 
endar. Sees Report No. 485 upon bill H. R. 285, Forty-sixth Congress, second 
session. 

Congress, by general ion laws, has made exceptional provision for the 
care and maintenance of the totally disabled soldiers of the Republic, as follows: 
June 4, Es $31.25 per month; June 4, 1874, $50 per month; June 16, 1880, $72 

r month. 
ar 1880, General Burnett, then a totally disabled soldier, applied for the bene- 
fits of these general pension laws to the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. Commissioner Bentley rejected his application, upon the ground that Gen- 
eral Burnett was then receiving $50 per month under a special act of Congress 
and was thereby concluded in his rights, which action was approved by Mr. 
Secretary Schurz. President Hayes referred his case to Attorney-General Dev- 
ens, but nothing was done. President Garfield next referred the application to 
Attorney-General McVeagh, and at his request Mr, Solicitor-General Phillips, 
on June 15, 1881, rendered an opinion In General Burnett's favor. But this 
opinion was not executed by the Commissioner. 

President Arthur next referred the application to Mr. Attorney-General Brew- 
ster, who, on April 10, 1882, rendered a strong and favorable opinion upon the 
case of General Burnett, and on its reference to Hon. Henry M. Teller, 
of the Interior, he instructed the Commissioner of Pensions to carry out the 
opinion. On May 20, 1882, he executed a certificate to General Burnett for $72 

r month from: March 3, 1879. This certificate was declined, whereupon the 

tary of the Interior, on May 31, 1882, directed the Commissioner to issue a 
certificate for $72 from July 17, 1878. This was done on June 3, 1882, and under 
it General Burnett was paid all that the Commissioner adjudged to be due to 
him. As the pensioner claimed that more money was due to him, the Secretary, 
on June 24, asked advice from the Attorney-General as to what rates of pension 
should be paid from June 4, 1572, down to that date; and on June 29 the rates 
were stated by the Attorney-General. 

On July 3, 1882, the Secretary asked the Attorney-General if the pensioner, in 
view of section 4715 of the Revised Statutes, was entitled to $72 per month, in 
addition to the $50 per month granted by the special act of March 3, 1879. The 
Attorney-General replied affirmatively, whereupon, on July 11, 1882, Mr. Secre- 
tary Teller sent the several opinions from the Department of Justice to Mr. Com- 
missioner Dudley, with an order to execute them. 

On that same day Mr. Senator Vax Wyck introduced a resolution into the Sen- 
ate, directing the Secretary of the Interior to cease action upon General Bur- 
nett’s case until Congress could a law forbidding him to pay the pensioner 
his acerued pension. This legislation was ingrafied m a private bill passed 
July 17, 1882, pantoge pension to Albert O. Miller; but it was subsequently 
tacked on to the pension appropriation bill of that year, as follows : 

“Sec. 5. That no person who is now receiving or shall hereafter receive a pen- 
sion under a special act shall be entitled to receive in addition theretoa pension 
under the general law, unless the special act expressly states that the pension 
granted thereby is in addition to the pension which said person is entitled to 
receive under the general law.” 

But approval of this law by the President was not made until July 25,1882. 
On the 17th of July a certificate for $72 per month under the general pension 
laws, and another certificate for $50 per month under the special act, were exe- 
cuted to General Burnett, and under them he was paid, on July 20, the sum ad- 
jud: to be due to him under the decisions of the Attorney-General. 

There was a discussion of this case in the Senate, reported as follows in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: Tuesday, July 11, 1882, bound RECORD, page 5876, 
Friday, July 14, 1 bound RECORD, page 6026; Saturday, July 15, 1582, bound 
RECORD, page 6077; Thursday, July 20, 1882, bound RECORD, page 6245; Satur- 
day, July 22, 1882, bound RECORD, page 6343; Wednesday, August 2, 1882, bound 


RD, 6759. 

The followin papers also pertain to this case: Senate resolution %4, July 11, 
1882; Senate bill ie ata ATE 1882: House bill 1543, December 16, 1881; report 
thereon No. 1021; House bill 1543, amended April 12, 1882; private act 169, ap- 

roved July 24, 1882; S. Mis. Doc. 120, July 20, 1882; S. Mis. Doc. 121, July 20, 

882; puao appropriation law, section 5 (Public No. 176), approved July 25, 
1882; 8. Ex. Doc. 193, August 2, 1882. 

As soon as payment was made to the pensioner, or on July 20, 1882, resolu- 
tions of inquiry were offered in the Senate requiring both the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Attorney-General to explain why they disobeyed the Senate, 
inasmuch as it had directed by a resolution of July 11 a suspension of proceed- 
ings in General Burnett's case pending the action of Congress upon the sub- 


ect. 

The petitioner at that time was of advanced years and in feeble health. He 
knew that the ial-act certificate would die with him, and that no rights 
thereunder could survive to his good and faithful wife, whereas under the gen- 
eral pension laws she might hereafter claim his pension of the higher grade. 
The relator had had a hard struggle through nearly three long years to obtain 
his certificate, issued July 17, 1852. His case has before three Presidents 
and three Attorne s-General, and it had been sent for opinions seven times to 
the Department of Justice. The anxiety consequent upon this struggle further 
and greatly impaired his health, which throughouta period of more than reir 
five years been shattered by the effects of wounds and disease received in 
the military service of the United States. This st: e further broke the health 
of his devoted wife, which long since gave way in her sixteen years of minis- 
tering care br goal this battle-searred hero. The proceedings had in the last Con- 
gress worked great excitement and mental suffering upon the petitioner and 
upon his family. Their excitement added to his own. 

It was in this frame of mind, apprehensive that Congress would deprive him 
of his prone, on, unable to consult his counsel, who was absent in the State 
of Maine during this entire hostile legislation, anxious to provide for his suffer- 
ing family, and to secure their comfort as best he could in event of his death, 
then daily expected, that he offered to give up his special-act certificate until 
Congress in its bounty should restore it to him, 

General] Burnett made this conditional relinquishment July 21,1882. On July 


24 the President approved the Albert O. Miller special act, and on July 25 he ap- 
proved the pension appropriation law. On July 31 the Secretary of the Interior 
made a reply to the Senate resolution of inquiry. (S. Ex. Doc. 193, Forty-seventh 


Congress, first session.) 
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Your committee is pleased to include in its report a portion of the officer's re- 
PIY he Secretary of the Interior is asked to furnish the Senate with his reasons 


for the issuing of such for such double pension pending the action of 
Congress on the subject. The question as to what amount of pension General 
Burnett was entitled to receive had been submitted by the President of the United 


States to the proper officer of the Government, and such officer had deter- 
mined that he vas entitled to the pension of $50 per month and $75 per month, 
making a total of $122 per month. That there might be no mistake the Secre- 
tary of the Interior ed for a review ofthat question. He found on file three 
carefully prepared opinions of the Attorney-General in favor of paying the pen- 


on to General Burnett, 
sig It can not be sup} that the President of the United States submitted the 
uestion in ute ween officers of the Interior Department and General 
urnett to the Attorney-General for his opinion with the intention of ignoring 
such opinion if it wasadverse to the ruling of the og pot And when doubts 
arose inthe mind of the present Secretary of the Interior as to the proper ad- 
ministration of the law under the opinion of the epera rear eas and he sub- 
mitted the question to the Attorney-General, he did not intend to disregard his 
opinion if it should not be in accordance with hisown. The Secretary of the 
Interior is of the opinion that the ordinary rules of propriety would have been 
gomiy violated if he to ne oriri law of the oes te pape as 
enune by the Attorney-General. e question had yasen ‘on econ- 
trol of the Interior. Department by A action hd the President in the first place, 

d secondi, e action of the wore 
ans Pendi: tT e Sae in y paiar perak Y of the Interior with reference 
Po tn penaoa a O A codarsiotd RA A OAOA of law nny bers 
unde: asa question of law that the: 

on Seen oe ae oe eral Burnett to allthe 
had accrued, and that any oceans of Congress in re- 
tion to the pension heretofore d not affect his right to receive 
the money that had accrued to him, These certificates had been withheld from 
General Burnett under wns. <n law officer o mno Pompe a wpa cach prindin 
was an impro) ruling of t partment, and by the w olding of the cer- 
tificates fea bed been deprived of the money due him. It was alleged that by 


m-money 


such refusal to pay he had been greatly embarrassed and put to great trouble 
and ex . To enable him to receive that money it was necessary that he 
should have his certificates, which the Attorney-General has declared it was his 


t to receive. 

“The Secretary of the Interior was also of the opinion that the due adminis- 
tration of the law of his Department did not require him to await the action of 
Congress to see whether the law ais or ony, ge not be repealed; he understood 
it was his duty to execute existing Jaws, and not such as might be passed. If 
the words in the joint resolution, * pen the action of Congress on that sub- 
ject,’ are intended as a declaration of the Senate that it is the duty of an officer 

with the speedy execution of the law to await the action of Congress 
when such law shall be assailed in either branch of Congress, it must be re- 
ed as the enunciation of a new principle, and one of which the Secretary of 

the Interior confesses entire ignorance. 

“To hold that an officer charged with the execution of a law must suspend ac- 
tion whenever that law is assailed in Congress would enable a single member 
to nullify the law during the session of Congress. The De ent is charged 
with the distribution of large sums of money as pensions to those who have been 
declared by the competent authority c y law entitled tothe same. It 
can not be supposed that when the statutes providing for such pensions are as- 
sailed the Secretary of the Interior will cease to pay such pensions and await 
the action of Congress, The administration of law must proceed until such laws 
are repealed by competent authority. This was the course pursued by the Sec- 
rei of the Interior with reference to the pension of General Ward B. Burnett, 
who received only that adjudged to be due.” 

October 4, 1882, General Burnett revoked his relinquishment of the special-act 
increase pension of $50 per month, and requested the Secrerary of the Interior 
to return his certificate therefor, surrendered July 21, his offer to relinquish 
never having been accepted by the Secretary or by Congress. October 18, the 
Secreta: refused to return the certificate, whereupon, October 20, 1882, the peti- 
tioner filed in the supreme court of the District of Columbia a petition for a 
mandamus in order to compel a restoration of the certificate. The petition was 
there dismissed; but it was monona fey g on a writ of error to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States (The United States ex relatione Ward B. Bur- 
nett, plaintiff in error, vs. Henry M. Teller, Secretary of the Interior, defendant, 
No. 1185, October term, 1882), where, on Janua: 29, 1883, a final decision was 
made refusing the writ of mandamus (17 Otto, 64), and subsequently the court 
declined to review its decision, 

In order that the facts of this case, as officially reported, may be fully under- 
stood, your committee refers to the full answers that were made to the Senate 
resolution of jagal of July 22, 1882, by the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Attorney-General of the United States. (S. Ex. Doc. 193, Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, first session; S. Ex. Doc. 64, Forty-seventh Congress, second session.) 


3. THE LAW BEARING UPON THIS CASE. 
In deciding the case of General Burnett the United States Supreme Court, 


its statement of the facts appearing of record, 2 
“The right of the relator * * has been effectually cut off by section 5 of 
the act of July 25, 1882— 


“t An act making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions 
of the United States for the fiscal year pose ors June 30, 1883, and for other pur- 


poses. 
“t Be it enacted by the Senate and ee Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress . That the following sums be, and the same are 
hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not Fp eres gir 
riated, for the payment of pensions for the fiscal year ending June 30, and 
‘or other purposes, namely y 3 K fa 


* 

“Sec, 5, That no person who is now receiving, or shall hereafter receive, a 
pension under a act shall be entitled to receive in addition thereto a pen- 
sion under the general law, unless the act expressly states that the pen- 
sion granted thereby isin addition to the pension which said person is entitled 
to receive under the general law. 

“* Approved July 25, 1882.’ 

“Tt was competent for Congress to this act. No pensioner has a vested 
legal right to his pension. Pensions are the bounties of the Government, which 
en has the rig ht to give, withhold, distribute, or recall, at its discretion. 
(Walton vs. Cotton, 19 Howard, 355.) Therefore the contention of the relator 
that, having received the pension of $72 under the general law, he is also en- 
titled to the pension of $50 granted him by the special act is without ground to 


rest on. 
“ His pension certificate, issued under the ial act,can be of no service to him 
unless he wishes to Recap’ ge the pension of $72 under the general law, and fall 


back upon the pension of $50 ted him by the act. But he expresses 
no such purpose. * * * He voluntarily surrendered his pension under the 

act in order to receive the larger pension to which he cocaine entitled on 
neral actof June 16, 1880. Ashe isnot entitled to any pen- 


sur- 
by 


e passage of the 
sion-money upon the certificate under the 
rendered, unless he waives his right to rece 


act which he voluntaril 
ve the larger pension given 


egenen law, which he does not do, a judgment that the certificate be returned 
to would be futile. * * * Thesupremecourtofthe District was, therefore, 
right in refusing the writ of mandamus, and its judgment must be affirmed.” 
asmuch as the Supreme Court has formally declared that no pensioner has 
a vested legal right to a pension, resting that declaration upon the case of Wal- 
ton vs. Cotton, in the 19th of Howard, your committee deem it proper to quote 
more at length from the opinion of a divided court to show what was decidedin 


that case: 

“ The question in the case turns bo pe the construction of these statutes. Does 
a right construction of them give the pension due to the ndchildren of the- 
deceased pensioner; and, if so, does the bounty extend to the representatives of 
his children, who died before his decease ; or do the acts restrict the bounty to 
his children living at the time of his death? This last construction has been 
adopted and upon by the Government, 

“ This view is mainly founded on the considerations that on the death of the 
pensioner the bounty is given to the widow, and if he leave no widow, to his. 
children ; that it was a bounty of the Government, arising from personal con- 
siderations of gratitude for services rendered, is not liable to the claims of cred- 
itors, and should not be extended, by construction, to persons not named in the. 


act, 

“The pension is undoubtedly a bounty of the Government, and in the hands of 

an administrator of a a fata pensioner it would not be liable to the claims of 

creditors had the acts of Congress omitted such a provision. 
$ s hi L * * s 

“ Congress from high motives of policy, by granting pensions, alleviate as far 
as they may a class of men who suffered in the military service by the hardships. 
they endured and the dangers they encountered. But to withhold any arrear- 
age of this bounty from his grandchildren, who had the misfortune to be left 
orphans, and give it to his living children on his decease, would not seem to be 
a fit discrimination of national gratitude. a A é 

“There can be no doubt that Congress had a right to distribute this bounty at 
their pleasure, and to declare it should not be liable to the debts of the benefi- 
ciaries, But they will be presumed to have acted under the ordinary influences. 
which led to an equitable and not a capricious result. And where the lan; 
used nar be so construed as to carry out a benign policy within the reasonable 
intent of Congress, it should be done,” 

The pension conferred by the act of June 4, 1832, and subsequent acts, brought 
for review before the Supreme Court in the case just cited, was purely a gift pen- 
sion, for it was granted to officers of the Revolutionary war and to their children. 
long after the services of the soldier had been rendered. It was given to all 
without reference to any disability whatever. It was as readily given to the 
hearty and hale survivor as to the one who had left his limb upon the battle- 
field. It was a bounty or reward given for services already rendered instead of 
services to be rendered, 

Your committee reiterate here the views which it expressed in a former re- 
po (Forty-fifth Congress, second session, House Report No. 64, upon bill H.. 

. 257 to pension persons who served in the Mexican and other wars). 

The history of our pension system showsthat our Government from its in- 
ception kosio arbre day recognizes two ONSE recap invalid and gratui- 
tous. Invalid pensions are such as have been and are granted to soldiers who. 
were disabled or contracted disease in the line of duty while in the military serv- 
ice of the country. These pensions assume the form of a contract, whereby the 
Government with the soldier at the date of his enlistment, in consider- 
ation of his enlistment and service, to pay him a pension upon the condition of 
his being disabled in the line of duty. The other form, gratuitous pensions, are 
defined to be a reward for military services rendered, and is an evidence of a 
nation’s gratitude to its defenders. 

The very first section of the pension laws revised and consolidated by the act 
entitled ‘‘An act to revise and consolidate the statutes of the United States in 
force on the Ist day of December, A. D. 1873,” approved June 22, 1874, and acts 
relating to pensions passed prior to and since that date, provides: 

“Sec. 1639. Ifany person, whether officer or soldier, belonging to the militia 
of any State, and called out into the service of the United States, be wounded or 
disabled while in actual service, he shall be taken care of and provided for at 
the public expense.” 

ith all respect for the highest judicial tribunal of this Government your 
committee submits that, if “no pensioner has a vested legal right to his pen- 
sion,” Con should tear from the statute-books the guarantee of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States which is expressed in section 1639, 

The pensions of soldiers disabled in the line of duty are in nosensea gratuity, 
butare supported by contract made by the Government with them at the date of 
their enlistment, that if disabled they should have a pension. The considera- 
tion is the service and blood of the soldier. The parties were competent to con- 
tract. The subject-matter of the contract was neither in contravention of law 
nor of public policy, but was expressly authorized by law and promotive of the 

ublic good. It has every ingredient of a contract,as defined by all the law- 

ks. The pension was predicated on the sole condition of the soldier's dis- 
ability in the line of duty,and upon the happening of which condition the en- 
gagementof the Government became a perfect vested right, and was the property 
of the soldier as much as any bond which he may have held on the Government 
or other choses in action which he may have owned. This view of the nature 
of an invalid pon is supported by the opinion of that great and learned law- 
yer William Wirt. When Attorney-General, in 1825,in speaking of an invalid 
pension, he said: 

“Tt is bottomed only on the single condition that the husband and father shall 
die in the service of his country, on the happening of which condition the pub- 
lic engagement becomes a debt, which is as much property of the widow and 
children as any bond which the deceased may have left them by his will.” 

Let this Congress decide if a pension to a wounded soldier can be repealed or 
withheld any more than the interest-bearing bonds of the Government, put 
out upon the market in order to raise money to carry on the war. Is the con- 
tract between the Government and the bondholder any more definite or com- 
Pan executed than the contract between the Government (under section 1639 

nited es Revised Statutes) and the wounded soldier, whose performance 
on his side in terms has m legally and formally acknowledged by the 
Government by nting him a pension? As long as the purse and the sword - 
must both contribute to preserve the Government, wh ould any benefit ac- 
crue to the purse when you deny it to the sword, which contributes its part in 
the face of death? 

General Burnett has had two pension certificates issued to him, one under a 
special act of Congress and another under a general law. The Department, as 
it has done in other cases, might have merged both these certificates into one 
certificate for $122 per month, but it chose to issue two certificates. He drew 
both pensions for three years, 

It is true that the United States Revised Statutes provide that— 


TWO PENSIONS ARE NOT ALLOWABLE. 


“Seo. 4715. Nothing in this title shall be so construed as to allow more than 
one pension at the same time to the same person or to ——— entitled jointly.” 

The acts of one Congress can not bind a su uent ; no law is bind- 
ing upon it but the organic law of the land. ow, who will say that the Con- 
gress in 1879, notwithstanding section 4715, could not make an exception in the 
Fancast ale case, and give him two pensions, or even three pensions, all at the 
same time 


1884. 
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It has been the custom, and, almost without exception, it has been the policy 
“of the Government to pay a person but a single pension at one time. 

But there was a notable exception in the case of the widow of Commodore 
Perry, who, upon advice of the Attorney-General, was granted two panos at 
the same time. (6 U.S. Statutes at Large, 260, March 2, 1821; 3 Opinions, 158, 
November 3, 1836. 

There were good reasons why the widow of Commodore Decatur was re- 
fused a double pension. A general pension law, and also a special act of Con- 

for her benefit, were enacted 8, 1837, which was the ournment 
fay of Co: ; but the special act first became a law, as it was feared that 
the general law, needing amendment, could not be passed before the adjourn- 
ment. 

Under the special act Mrs. Decatur never had a favorable adjudication upon 
her claim. (3 Opinions, 200, April 11, 1837.) z 

The lady then went into court on a mandamus, but she failed; she carried 
her case to this court, but she failed here. (Decatur vs. Paulding, 14 Peters 


840), 497.) 

But petitioner hasa different case, A final and favorable adjudication was had 
upon his ts, and the money to pay him, such amount as the Executive should 
find due to him, bas already been appropriated by Congress. The Executive, by 
issuing his two certificates, built a sure foundation for his title. (Marbury vs. 
Madison, 1 Cranch (1803), 137; McBride vs. Schurz, 12 Otto (1880), 378.) 

The act of June 1 , passed only for the totally disabled soldiers, provides 
that the pension of $72 per month shail be in lieu of all other pensions paid them 
by the Government of the United States. 

But thatlaw is applicable ay tothosesoldiers who have drawn pension under 
one or more eral laws. these words, “‘ All laws or parts of laws incon- 
sistent herewith are hereby repealed,” had concluded the text of the law of 
1880, even then it did not touch petitioner’s special act of March 3, 1879. The 
only way to repeal a special law which confers benefits on a citizen for his serv- 
ices rendered to the Government, and under which rights have vested, if it can 
be done at all, is to repeal it by another special law—certainly not by implica- 


tion. But Congress evidently meant, b; van the following section, ta 
special pension law can not be repented except for fraud : “ 
PENSIONS UNDER SPECIAL ACTS. 
“So, 4720. When the rate, commencement, and duration of a n allowed 
by special act are fixed by such act, they shall not be subject to be varied by the 


provisions and limitations of the general pension laws,” 
The Congress knew the law of 1880 did not repeal the special act of 1879; 
otherwise, why did it pass the Albert O. Miller bill? 


(Private—No. 169.) 
An act granting a pension to Albert O. Miller, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert O. Miller, late a seaman 
on board the United States steamship Bienville; and that no person who is now 
receiving or shall hereafterreceive a pension under a special act shall be entitled 
to receive in addition thereto a pension under the general law, unless the special 
act expressly states that the pension granted ery & is in addition to the pen- 
sion which said person is entitled to receive under the general law. 

Approved July 24, 1882, 

Even this law did not, in the judgment of Co: repeal petitioner's special 
act, for on the following day it passed a law which was intended to be still 
more of a general character, as follows: 


[Public—No. 176.] 


riations for the payment of invalid and other pensions 


An act making appro 
States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other pur- 


of the Uni 

poses, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House o; of 
America in Congress assembled, That the following sums be, and the same are 
hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
p , for the payment of pensions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
and for other purposes, namely, 


the United States of 


* Ka ~ * 

Sec. 5. That no pee who is now receiving or shall hereafter receive a pen- 
sion under a special act shall be entitled to receive in addition thereto a pension 
under the general law, unless the special act expressly states that the pension 
granted thereby is in addition to the pension which said person is entitled to 
receive under the general law. 

Approved July 25, 1882. 

The Supreme Court has left the special act of March 3, 1879, in full force, though 
suspended in its pore for = period that General Burnett shall draw a 

nsion upon his certificate. The court distinctly stated that he became en- 

tled to this larger pension on the of the general act of June 16, 1880. 

Here comes to Congress for relief a bearer of the flag of the United States of 
America in foreign lands, whose regimental flag was the first one planted at the 
headquarters of Santa Anna at Cerro Gordo after the United States troops had 
captured the position held by the whole Mexican line, and which was the first 
flag planted on the elevated causeway opposite Portalis in the battle of Churu- 
busco; who returned to his State the first American flag that was ted upon 
the castle of Chapultepec, even before the Mexican standard was hauled down 
from the plaza of the castle, and at the same moment when one of the Mexican 
generals surrendered his troops and the key to the enemy’s position to the men 
of the First Regiment of New York Volunteers; by whose side is shown in the 

painting of him now hanging in the City Hali in New York the national 
presented by General Winfield Scott to his ent at the National Palace 
in the City of Mexico, in January, 1848, in honor of its gallant conduct through 
the war. Here comes the soldier who thus presented the flags of his country 
to his command at the island of Lobos, Mexico,in February, 1847, upon their 
knees repeating this oath from his npe: “No enemy shall capture these colors 
while our lives are spared to defend them.” Here comes a companion of Dan- 
iel Webster, of Andrew Jackson, of Henry Clay, against whom was closed the 
doors of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Here comes the man who is the oldest livin; rgd ard of West Point, who be- 
came a general in the Mexican war. Of the its of his valor was a territory 
conquered by these United States in 1848 almost one-quarter in extent of its then 
existing area, which is pow pao led by 1,500,000 souls, and which from its mines 
alone could papou: natio: debt. 

Here comes the man who was honored as the bravest officer in the Mexican 
war, for by a vote of his comrades in arms he was awarded the gold box of 
President Jackson, which bears the following inscription : 


[Front side.] 
FEBRUARY 23, 1819. 


Presented by the mayor, aldermen, and commonalty of the city of New York 
to Maj. Gen. Andrew Jackson, with the freedom of the city,as a testimonial of 
respect for his high military service. 
[Reverse side.] 
THE HERMITAGE, TENNESSEE, August 17, 1859. 
Bequeathed 


by Maj. Gen. Andrew Jackson “to that patriot of New York city who (should 


our happy country not be blessed with peace) should be adjudged by his coun- 
trymen distinguished 


have been the most 
country’s rights.” And— 


in defense of his country and our 


Awarded 
under that bequest by the general voice of his brothers in arms to Bvt. Brig. Gen. 
Ward B. Burnett, colonel of the First Regiment of New York Volunteers in the 
late war with Mexico, 
ANDREW JACKSON, JR., Trustee, 


a man who has become totally blind 
from the effects of wounds received in battle for his country upon a battlefield 
in a foreign land. 


Your committee, believing that the aes pension of $72 per month is inade- 
uate to meet the wants of General Burnett, do hereby recommend and offer 


for passage the accompanying bill. 
During the reading of theabove report the following proceedings took 


place: 

Mr. HORR (after the report had been partly read), I ask unani- 
mous consent that the further reading of that lengthy report be sus- 
pendedand thatthe bill be laid aside favorably. We have heard enough 
already to ion him two or three times. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have not heard enough yet to justify the rais- 
ing of this pension from $75 to $100 a month. 

he Clerk resumed the reading of the report. 

Some time subsequently, 

Rowe ROBERTSON. I move that the further reading of that report 


dispensed with. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I object. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the report. 

Mr. WOOD. I move that the further reading of the sees be dis- 
pensed with. I do this out of a desire to extend a favor to long-suffer- 
ing humanity. We have heard enough. 

Mr. STRUBLE. If it is in order I move that we have the Constitu- 
tion of the United States read in this connection. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I object to dispensing with the read- 
ing of this report. 

Mr. WOOD. I do not think the gentleman from North Carolina is 
serious about that objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is not in order. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the bill will be laid 
aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I object. From his own showing, as 
exhibited in the report, General Burnett has received so many favors 
at the hands of the Government that I think there is no necessity for 
an increase of pension at this time. He began as a graduate of West 
Point to receive pay from the Government, and his pension has already 
been increased to 372 a month. That has been paid to him; and I 
ven no necessity has been shown for increasing it further tothe amount . 
of $100. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside to be 
rted favorably to the House ? 
e question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative. 


CLARISSA M’KEE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2399) 
granting a pension to Clarissa McKee. 3 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clarissa McKee, widow of William 
McKee, late a private of “discharg D, Second District of Columbia Volunteers, 


Here comes, in his seventy-fifth 


Te) 


and who was honorably at Clifborn United States hospital, No- 
vember 13, 1862, on account of Fe) rheumatism, and general debility, and 
who continued an invalid until he died, December 1, 1878. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred bill H. R. 2399, 
ask leave to submit the following report: 

The certificate of the Adjutant-General states that William McKee, husband 
of Clarissa McKee, was m) into the service of the United States, as a pri- 
vate, January 31, 1862, at Washington, D. C., in Company D, Second t 
ictof Columbia Volunteers, to serve three years, or during the war, and 
that he was discharged November 13, 1862, because of chronic rheumatism of 


X testifies that he treated the soldier for asthma and chronic rheuma- 
tism from about December 1, 1862, to about December 1, 1870; also states that 
he came home debilitated and nerally broken down in health. He never after 
acquired good health. Said soldier’s condition was such that he had no power 
or vital force to resist disease after leaving the Army. Dr. Cross again testifies, 
par goed 4 30, 1873, that when the soldier returned home from the Army his paye 
cal condition was such that he was unable to perform hard labor, and the dis- 
ease which he contracted in the military service caused his strength to fail more 
every day up to December 1, 1870, and in his opinion resul in his death, 
The evidence on file in the Pension Office shows the fact of his death. The cer- 
tificate of examining es shows that Dr. Cross, who makes the affidavit as 
to sickness and cause of death, is both competent and reliable. 

Statement of Geo 0. y, of Newark, says that the widow is in poor 
health, and that of William B. Guild, that she is a 

Your committee are of opinion that William McKee contracted disease while 
in the service that caused death, and that the widow's health and pecuniary 
condition is such that she should have relief. 

They therefore recommend the passage of bill H’R. 2399, which places her 
name upon the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws. ~ 


r, sickly woman. 
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I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike outall after the word “ volunteers,” in Lede sere! f inses words: “and 


Mr. MATSON. 


‘who was honorably discharged at Clifborn Uni tal, November 
13, 1862, on account of asthma, rheumatism, and general disability, and who con- 
tinued an invalid until he died, December 1, 1578. 


The amendment was agreed. to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
a favorable recommendation. 


MRS. MARY M’LAUGHLIN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2393) 


granting a pension to Mrs. Mary McLaughlin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it en &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. McLaughlin, widow 
o Dornes McLaughlin, late of Company I, Thirty-fourth ent New Jersey 

olunteers. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill H. R. 
2393, leave to submit the uawa report: 
Mary McLaughlin, the petitioner, widow of Barnard McLaughlin, asks to be 
Saned Upon the pension-roll for services rendered by her husband Se the 
fate war. Barnard McLaughlin was enrolled as a private in Company I, Thirty- 
Regiment, New Jersey Volunteers, April 5, 1865, and was mustered out 
April 8, 1866, and killed March 25, 1872, by falling into a vat of sulphate of copper 
at Trenton, N. J., leaving six children under age. The claim that he contract 
a disease from exposure while in Alabama doing picket duty by lying on 
the swampy ground is substantiated by the surgeons; and also that he was sick 
with intermittent fever, which resulted in an abscess of the rightthigh, and that 
his leg became stiff, rendering locomotion difficult; he also suffered from gen- 
eral debility; was granted a pension of $8 per month, showing that the case was 
recognized as meritorious by the Pension Office. It is claimed the accident 
would not have happened but for the stiff knee, received in service and in the 
line of duty. But for the accident, due to the stiff knee, he might still be living, 
drawing his pension, and ar jada his family. 
Under the circumstances the committee think it a proper case for a favorable 
report, the death being traceable, indirectly, to disabilities received in the service 
of the United States, and therefore recommend the passage of bill H. R.2393, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 


fourth 


MRS. ANN W. MULVEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2398) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Ann W. Mulvey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
conditions of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Ann W. Mulvey, mother of 
Francis S. Mulvey, late of Company D, Fifth New Jersey Volunteers; James W. 
Mulvey, late of Company D, venth New Jersey Volunteers; and August J. 
Mulvey, late of Company D, Eleventh New Jersey Volunteers, all of whom died 
in the Army, and pay her an increase of pension to the amount of $24 per month. 
in lieu of $ that she now receives; but nothing in this act shall entitle the said 
Mrs, Ann W, Mulvey to arrears of pension. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2398) ask leave to report: 5 

The petitioner, Mrs. Ann W. Mulvey, asksan increase of her pension, in ac- 
cordance with the accompanying bill, for good and sufficient reasons, as herein- 
after stated. Herthreesons enlisted in the Army and did service in the late war, 
two of whom were killed in battle and one died in hospital from wounds and 
exposure. One son lost his life at Chancellorsville. The battle in which the 
other was killed is not stated in the official papers, but the fact appears-in let- 
ters and affidavits made by herself and others. 

At the time of their enl ent her husband was an invalid, unable to earn 
his living, and the family was dependent entirely upon the sons for support. 
The und upon which she received her pension was the case of the youngest 
son, Augustus,and is presented in detail. He enlisted as a drummer June 3, 
1862,in Company D, Eleventh Regiment New Jersey Volunteers, and was dis- 
charged Au; is, 1863. His icular disability was a sprain in the left shoul- 
der and right breast, received at Falmouth, Va., and he was rendered thereby 
unfit for duty. 

The KROOS certificate states that he was discharged because of “ advanced” 
tuberculosis, contracted after enlistment. The affidavit of Alexander N. Dough- 
erty, surgeon and commander of the New Jersey Home for Disabled Soldiers, 

at Newark, N. J., shows that he was treated for consumption from 
March 3, 1870, to April 11, 1870, on which last-named day he died, and he swears 
also that the disease was contracted in the service. Supostu was but seventeen 
years of age when he died. No pension was granted him, 
Wwas made; but death occurred before claim was decided. 

The case seems one of peculiar hardship. The mother and sons, it may be 
assumed, from an unselfish devotion to the country’s cause, sacrificed them- 
selves for its preservation, With a sick husband to care for, and her sons tak- 
ing the risks of battleand of death for the small pittance received by the soldier. 
a bare maintenance for the destitute family, and the final total destruction o 
this mother's support, impresses the committee with the conviction that it 
would be but justice to grant her request, and therefore recommend the passage 
of bill H. R. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 


although application 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STEELE. I suggest to the chairman of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions that it is now about time for him to move that the com- 
mittee rise. 

Mr. MATSON. Let us get to the bottom of this page on the Calendar, 

Mr. STEELE. Very well. 

Mr. BENNETT. Iam requested by my colleague from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Down] to state that he is detained from the House this eyen- 
ing by sickness. 


MARGARET A. CASWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2473) 
for the relief of Margaret A. Caswell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it 
thorized and 


f 
Egbert H. Caswell, formerly of Company K, Thirty-fourth Regiment New York 
Infantry Volunteers. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred bill H. R. 2478, ask 
leave to submit the following report: 

The petitioner is the widow of Egbert H. Caswell, whose certificate of dis- 
charge shows that he enlisted in the service of the United States in the late war 
on the 15th day of June, 1861, for two years, in Company K, Thirty-fourth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers, and that he was discharged March 21, 1863, at Phil- 
adelphia, Pa. The surgeon's certifiate pronounces one of his disabilities to be a 
fracture of the tibia while on duty at Bolivar Heights, by falling from a stone 
wall while engaged in drawing water for his company. e an frequently 
swelled and was at times very painful after walkingorstanding. At Fair Oaks, 
Virginia, May 31, 1862, he received wounds in battle still more serious. J.J. 
Woodward, ited States mag Apr gn testifies that at this time Caswell was 
disabled by a gunshot wound in the left leg, and also in the right thigh, and 
that he was rendered deaf in the right ear by reason of the bursting of a shell 
near that organ. He was forced to use crutches for several months after his 
re He also received a bayonet thrust through the palm of his right 

an 


For his several wounds he was treated in hospitals at Philadelphia and Wash- 
ington; was reported by his physicians as having partial paralysis of the leg 
and that he died, finally, from softening of the brain. It is a fair inference tha 
this result was superinduced by exposure in the service and wounds received, 
but more directly from the bursting of the shell, which may have caused con- 
cussion of the brain. Your committee are of the opinion that he died from the 
causes before stated, directly traceable to his service, and think his widow should 
receive some aid from the Government in the form of a pension, and therefore 
recommend the passage of bill H. R. 2473. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 
JUDITH LAUTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2400) 
for the relief of Judith Lauter; reported with an amendment. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secreta 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to direct the pa 


ent to Judith Lauter, widow of Anton Lauter, late a 
private in Company E, First Regiment New York Cavalry, and who now holds 
certificate No. 1 , of 2 pension at the rate of $8 per month, from the date of 
the discharge of her husband, Anton Lauter, to the 2d day of Se; tember, 1869, 
the date of his death, as though he had applied therefor during his lifetime. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the word cavalry, in line 6, in these words: 

“And who now holds certificate numbered 165077 of a pension at the rate of 
$8 per month from the date of the discha: of her husband, Anton Lauter, to 
the 2d oy of September, 1869, the date of his death, as though he had applied 
therefor during his lifetime.” 

And insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Of a pension of $16 per month in lieu of the pension of $8 per month which 
she now receives,” 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred bill H. R. 2400, ask 
leave to submit the following report: . 

The petitioner, widow of Anton Lauter, asks Congress to ntan increase of 
her pension to $16 per month. She was granted a pension of $$ per month, and 
the circumstances under which she obtained such pension are as follows: 

Anton Lauter enlisted July 20, 1861, in Company E, First Regiment New York 
Cavalry, and was discha August 7, 1862. He died in 1869, since which time 
the pension as above stated has been paid. The soldier was injured at Alex- 
andria, Va., in 1862, while at drill, by his horse falling, throwing the rider under 
him. The accident was severe, and Lauter was not able to return to his regi- 
ment. John Adams testifiesthat he knew Anton and Judith Lauter twenty-one 
years: that Anton wasa healthy man when he entered the service ; the saw 

im the day he came home from Army hospital in 1862, and that he was then 
feeble and suffering from diarrhea; that hethen lived in deponent’s house from 
the time of his discharge until he went to the New York almshouse hospital, 
Ward's Island, in 1869, and was sick all thetime; and that he did no work after 
leaving the annys The proof is tiveas to the disability, and the pension was 
therefore pact . Mrs. Lauter is now seventy-seven rs old, and applies for 
increase o! nsion because of her impoverished condition and inability to su 
port herself, claiming that the pension of $8 per month is insufficient. As th 
widow can be properly classed one of the wards of the Government, and is of 
extreme age, without means of support, it seems that justice requires that she 
should be cared for, and the committee therefore recommend the passage of bill 
H. R.2400, with amendments. 

to. 


The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 
ee bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to the 

ouse. 

GEORGE F. DRESSER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1065); 
reported with an amendment. 

The bill was read, as follows: A 

e it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis uey, author- 


Be it 
ized and directed to place on the n-roll f Geo: 


name o! š 
formerly a private in Company A, -fifth Regiment New York § State Volun- 
teers, at the rate of $30 per month, su 


to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws. 


The amendment of the committee was as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ month,” in line 7, namely, these words: “subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred bill H. R. 1065, 
leave to submit the following report: 
‘he petitioner, George F. Dresser, enlisted in the service of the United States 
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September 14, 1861, as a private in Company A, Thirty-fiftth ent New York 
Volunteers, and was honorably di: on the l4th day of September, 1863. 
At the battle of Fredericksburg, Va., December 13, 1862, he was wounded by a 
shell, before exploding, his left leg being nearly cut of, and it was subsequently 
amputated by reason of said wound, Atthesametime he wasseriously wounded 
in the left foot. He was sent to Saint Elizabeth Hospital, Washington, and was 
disch: , as above stated, on the 13th day of September, 1863. The petitioner 
is unable to wear an artificial leg, the stump being so short as to render it im- 
practicable to ok or bind the same so as to keep it in position. It was re; 

edly tried and finally abandoned, and heis obl to walk with crutches. as 
first allowed a pension of $8 a month from the time of his discharge, which was 
increased June 6, 1866, to $15, and afterward, on the 10th day of July, 1872, to 
$18. The proofs in the case are complete, and there is no question ra: as to 
the disability or of the fact that he is unable to perform manual labor. The com- 
mittee think ita paper case for an increase of pension, and therefore recom- 
mend the passage of House bill 1065. 


The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
a favorable recommendation. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee rise and report to the 
House the bills on which action has been taken. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House had had under consideration the pension bills on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and had directed him to report with favorable recom- 
mendations sundry bills, some with and some without amendment. 

BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole, with- 
out amendment, were then taken up, severally ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and they were accordingly read the third time, 
and : 

. R. 432) to increase the pension of Joseph B. Sellers; 
. R. 1897) granting a pension to Catherine Hunter; 
. R. 2979) granting a pension to Nancy Ellis; 
. R. 1076) granting a pension to Miles B. Farlin; 
. R. 2419) granting a pension to Robert Nutt; 
. R. 1142) granting a pension to Nelly Roberts; 
. R. 2251) to increase the pension of Dileno Robinson; 
H. R. 103) granting a pension to Theresa Crosby Watson; 
Be bill (H. 
? 

A bill (H. R. 2393) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary McLaughlin; 

A pa (H. R. 2398) to increase the pension of Mrs. Ann W. Mul- 
vey; an 

A bill (H. R. 2473) for the relief of Margaret A. Caswell. 
WARD B. BURNETT. 

The bill (H. R. 4682) granting a pension to Ward B. Burnett, re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole without amendment, was then 
taken up. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
MATSON] that this bill be passed over for the present. I would ask 
who has the bill in charge ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The bill is in charge of the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. ROBINSON. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iask that the bill be allowed to lie over for the 
present. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I have no objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The report in this case shows that this party was 
paid last year in opposition to law. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection the bill will lie over and 
come up as. unfinished business on Friday next, or not before that time. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was accordingly passed over informally. 

BILLS PASSED. 

The following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole Honse 
with amendments, were then taken up, theamendments agreed to, and 
the bills as amended severally ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill i R. i088) granting a pension to Robert M. Flack; 

A bill (H. R. 1025) granting an increase of pension to Sarah Dayton, 


widow of Erastus G. Dayton; 

A bill (H. R. 2399) granting a pension to Clarissa McKee; 

A bill te R. 1R for the relief of Judith Lauter; and 

A bill (H. R. 1065) granting a pension to George F. Dresser. 

Mr. MATSON. I move to amend the title of the last bill so as to 
make it read: ‘‘ A bill granting an increase of pension to George F. 
Dresser.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the several votes just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

ae MATRON . - I move that ee House ae journ. KA 

e motion was agreed to; accordingly (at o’ and 5 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. x 


R. 1410) granting a pension to Henry Schnetberg, of 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Remonstrance of Edwin Libby Post, No. 16, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Rockland, Me., against the transfer of 
the pension agencies—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of the Grand Army of the Republic of Maine, rela- 
tive to the equalization of bounties, &e.—to the Select Committee on 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Pay. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: Petition of E. R. Welch and 60 others, and of 
W. J. Lawrence and 10 others, all citizens of Michigan, asking for the 
restoration of the tariff of 1867 on imported wool—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of judges and lawyers of Chicago, Il., 
in favor of uniform divorce laws within the several States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Chicago, for the opening of the Sioux res- 
ervation—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. EVERHARD: Petition of Mrs. Rebecca P. Nields, for an in- 
crease of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Petition of P. A. Longand 112 others, citizens of 
Richland County, Ohio, relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Papers for the relief of Charles R. Stone and 
Mary A. Danforth, executors, &c.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOUSEMAN: Petition of Revds. S. Graves and Butterfield 
and about 500 others, asking to refusethe admission of the Territory of 
Utah as a State into the number of the United States of America as 
long as such Territory adheres to the crime of polygamy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Resolutions of Swan Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Winslow, Ind., relative to equalization of bounties, &e.— 
to theSelect Committee on Paymentof Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of 1,889 citizens of Washington 
County, Pennsylvania, in favor of the tariff of 1867 on foreign wool— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of ex-soldiers of Jackson County, 
Ohio, asking Congress to pass the Logan bill for equalization of boun- 
ties—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay. 

Also, resolutions of Ellsworth Post, No. 382, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of Ohio, approving Senate bill 340, relating to pen- 
sions, &c.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition of Thomas Griffin and others, rela- 
tive to Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Petition of citizensof Middletown, Cait rel- 
ative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 


irs. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of the delegation of the Cherokee In- 
dians, asking for an appropriation for the improvement of Grand River— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Memorial of the county board of Madison 
County, Illinois, for an appropriation for American Bottom levee—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Arthur Searle and 21 others, of Cam- 
bridge, Mass., and of William E. Parmenter and 23 others, of Arling- 
ton, Mass., relating to the civil service—to the Select Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of M. Burdick, in favor of the Reagan 
bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of C. H. Beaubien, relative to Indian traders’ license, 
&e.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of W. P. Todd and others, relative to the improvement 
of Lakes Traverse and Big Stone and the headwaters of the Minnesota 
and Red Rivers, in the State of Minnesota—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Preamble and resolution of the board 
of directors of the Maritime Ex: of Philadelphia, favoring the re- 
demption of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Also, petition of members of the Indian Rights Association of Penn- 
sylvania, asking for an appropriation to educate certain tribes of In- 
dians—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition asking encouragement for American ship- 
building and ship-owning—to the Select Committee on American Ship- 
building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Petition of Fred M. Guiol and 25 others, of 
Warren Story and 68 others, of J. C. Stone and 58 others, all wool- 
growers and citizens of California; also, of C. D. Ballard and 145 others, 
citizens of California, praying for the restoration of tariff of 1867 on 
imported wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the California Wool-Growers’ Association, praying 
for the restoration of the tariff of 1867 on imported wool—to the same 
By Mr TALBOTT: Pa relating to the claim of A. W. Hicks—t 

y Mr. Š ec of A. W. Hic a 
the Committee on War Claims. 


1526 - 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Maron 1, 


By Mr. VANCE: Paper relating to the improvement of the Broad 
River, in North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of soldiers, protesting against any 
in the manner of paying pensions—to the Committee on Appro- 
riations. ; 
p By Mr. YOUNG: Papers relating to the claim of Leland Leather- 
man, executor, &c.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 1, 1884. 


The House metat12o0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
S. LINDSAY, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed and requested the con- 
currence of the House in a bill of the following title : 

A bill (S. 698) to authorize the construction of additional steel vessels 
for the Navy. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CONVERSE. I demand the regular order. 
Mr. OATES. I rise to make a privileged report. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


FENCING IN PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. OATES. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Lands to 
report back with an amendment the resolutions which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested to 
inform this House whether or not any portion of the public domain in the State 
of Nebraska has been fi in for any poa whatever by any individual, 
corporation, or company, and y by the Brighton Ranch Company of 
Custer County, and whether or not by such fencing in any post-route of the 
United States been obstructed or interfered with. 

Resolved further, That if it be true portions of the publie domain have been so 
fenced in, to inform the House upon what authority, if any, the same was done; 
and what steps have been taken on the part of the Government to cause the 
removal of such obstructions and the criminal prosecution of the offenders. 


The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Lands, to which was referred the resolutions calling 
on the honorable the Secretary of the Interior for certain information with refer- 
ence to the fencing in of any portion of the public lands in the State of Nebraska, 
&c., have had the same under consideration, and report the same back to the 
House with a recommendation, that the same be amended by striking out the 
second resolution and substituting therefor the words “and whether any of 
the public lands in any other State or Territory have been fenced in by a ee 
son, firm, or corporation without authority of law, and what measures, if any, 
have been adopted by his Department in relation thereto;"’ and thus amended 
the committee recommend their adoption. Your committee made sufficient in- 
vestigation to discover the importance of the information sought. The amend- 
ment is recommended for two reasons, namely: First, the second resolution pre- 
sup} the existence of a law under which persons who fence up or inclose 
public lands may be punished criminally, which is not the fact; and, secondly, 
the substitute for resolution is recommended for the reason that your com- 
ero aeon a more extensive inquiry and fuller information than the first reso- 

ution calls for. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. As the introducer of the resolution now re- 
ported back, I am willing to accept the amendment proposed by the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot acceptit; the House must 
dispose of it. The question is upon the adoption of the amendment 
proposed in the report just read. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. OATES moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. RANDALL. Iam directed by the Committee on Rules to sub- 
mit the report which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Soe Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the following resolution, 
namely : 

“ Resolved, That the second and fourth Mondays of each calendar month here- 
after during the continuance of the Forty-eighth Congress, after the call of 
States and Territories for bills and joint resolutions, be, and the same are hereby, 
set apart for the consideration of such business as may be presented by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia ”— 
haying had the same under consideration, submit the following report: 

That the said resolution, if adopted, will restore a portion of Rule LX XXII of 
the Forty-third Congress, which assigned the third Monday of each month to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, which rule was dropped in the re- 
vision of the rules in the Forty-sixth Con; . It wasbelieved that under the 
said revision full opportunity would be afforded the said committee to di 
of all necessary bi relating to the District of Columbia. This proved not 
to be the case, and in the cyt er and Forty-seventh Congresses orders sim- 
ilar to the foregoing were adopted. The committee are of opinion that this 
order should be e; and therefore report back the said resolution and recom- 
mend its adoption. 


Mr. RANDALL. The report just read makes a full and complete 
statement of the object of this proposed amendment of the rules. - I 
therefore call the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the resolution reported by the Committee on Rules was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EXTRA COPIES OF BILLS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Mr. REED. The Committee on Rules, to which was referred a reso- 
lution introduced by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. SCALES] 
in regard to the printing of additional copies of bills and other public 
documents, have directed me to report back the same with an amend- 
ment in the form of a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution as referred to the committee will 
first be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the rules be amended by the adoption of the following: Motions 
to print additional numbers of any bill, report, resolution, or other public docu- 
ment shall be referred to the Committee on Printing, and when the committee 
shall report in favor of printing additional numbers, the report shall be accom- 
panied by an estimate of the pac cost thereof, and when the cost of print- 
ing such additional numbers shall exceed the sum of $500, the concurrence of the 
Senate shall be necessary for the order to print the same, 

The SPEAKER. The report of the Committee on Rules will now 
be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolution relating to 
printing, submitted by Mr. SCALES, Jan 24,1884, have had the same under 
consideration, and report that in their opinion the oat oe Pd additional 
rule should be adopted in place of the proposition submitted : 

Rote XLVI. 


Motions to print additional numbers of any bill, report, resolution, or other 
public document shall be referred to the Committee on Printing; and the re- 
port of the committee thereon be accompanied by an estimate of the prob- 
able cost thereof. 

Mr. REED. The whole gist of this proposed rule is to be found in 
the last clause, requiring the Committee on Printing to submit an esti- 
mate of the cost of every matter on which they make a report. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Is that the only change which this prop- 
osition will make? 

Mr. REED. That is all. 

Mr. COX, of New York. That is right. 

Mr. REED. I call the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendment proposed by the Committee on Rules to the resolution 
was adopted. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. REED moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution as 
amended was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INQUIRY FOR EXECUTIVE INFORMATION. 

Mr. CALKINS. I rise to a question of privilege. Two weeks ago I 
introduced a resolution, which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, calling for executive information to be used during the discus- 
sion of the naval appropriation bill. Under clauselof Rule XXIV such 
resolutions are required to be back within one week. That 
resolution has not been reported. I do not desire this morning to move 
that the committee be discharged from the further consideration of the 
subject; I merely call attention to the matter, so that the committee 
may take up the resolution and report upon it as soon as possible. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Ido not think that resolution came to our 
committee. 

Mr. CALKINS. It was referred two weeks ago. ' 

Mr. COX, of New York. Is the gentleman sure that it went to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs? 

Mr. CALKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I assure the gentleman that we will con- 
sider the matter and report the resolution at once. 

EXPENSES OF COMMITTEE INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. MONEY, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives is hereby authorized 
to pay out of the contingent fund of the House of Representatives the expenses 
incurred by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads in the investiga- 
tion ordered by resolution of the 25th ultimo. 

Mr. MONEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
mas aes; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. - 

OSCAR EASTMOND AND JAMES W. ATWILL. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 368) for 
the relief of Oscar Eastmond and James W. Atwill be taken from the 
Speaker’s table for reference to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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There being no objection, the bill was taken from theS er’s tabl 
ded tone el cabo baie Gommsnttien oor MINT AUMIA a 
WILLIE 8. HOWARD. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent to submit for present 
‘consideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Willie S. Howard, authorized to be employed as a 


of the 
House and assigned to duty with the ittee on appropriations, under 
resolution of February 27, 1884, be paid out of the contingent fund of the House 
ae Lous tei as other pages of the House from the date of his ap- 
poin . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this resolution ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to inquire whether this matter has been 
examined by a committee. Ifso, I have no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The resolution authorizing the appointment of this 
page was examined and favorably reported by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This resolution providing for the compensation of 
this page has the approval of the Committee on Accounts. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL-SERVICE REFORM. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
following message from the President of the United States; which, with 
the accompanying documents, was referred to the Select Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

In. compliance with the act of Congress approved Jan 16, 1883, entitled 
“An act to regulate and improve the civil service of the United States,” the 
Civil Service Commission has made to the President its first annual report. 

That report is herewith transmitted, together with communications from the 
heads of the several Executive Departments of the Government respecting the 
practical working of the law under which the commission has been acting. 

Upon the good results which that law already accomplished I congratu- 
late Con; and the people, and I avow my conviction that it will henceforth 
prove to be of still more signal benefit to the fey service, 

I heartily commend the zeal and fidelity of the commissioners and their sug- 
gestion for further legislation, and I advise the making of such an appropriation 
as shall be adequate for their needs, 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, February 29, 1884. 
SWINE PRODUCTS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also laid before the House 
the following message from the President of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith forthe consideration of Congress a report of the Secretary 
of State, accompanying a report made by the commission lately desi 
by me to examine and report upon the asserted unhealthfulness of the swine 
products of this country. The views and conclusions of the commission de- 
serve the most careful consideration of Congress, to the end that if on path be 
dJegitimately open for removing the prohibition which closes important fore: 
markets to those products it may be followed, and appropriate legislation de- 


‘vised. 

I earnestly recommend that Congress provide for reimbursing the expenses 
incurred by the commissioners in this praiseworthy service, and I should be glad 
also if some remunerative recognition of their public-spirited action in accept- 
ing the onerous and responsible duties apaa on them were tos itself 
to Congress. At all events, in view of the conflicting theories touching the 
-origin and pro: ion of tri , and the means of isolating and extirpating 
it among domestic swine, and considering the important bearing which precise 
alapa fea on ate ng would have on the commercial aspects of the matter, 

on for special research in this rea 


I recommend pro’ 
HESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 29, 1884. 
ŁEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the follow- 


cases: 
Pho Mr. JOHN 8. WISE, on Saturday, March 1, 1884. 

To Mr. PRICE, until Monday, March 10. 

‘To Mr. KELLOGG, for ten days, commencing March 1. 

To Mr. O'HARA, for ten days, commencing March 3, on account of 
important business. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the call of com- 
mittees for reports. 

NUESTRA SENORA DE REGLA. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submit- 
ted an additional report in to the bill (H. R. 2842) tocarry into 
effect the decree of the district court of the United States for the south- 
ern district of New York in the case of the Spanish ferry-boat Nuestra 
Sefiora de Regla. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed, 
as the bill has already been referred to that committee. 

It was so ordered. 


SAMUEL P. EVANS, 

Mr. BISBEE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2742) for the relief of Samuel P. 
Evans; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES COURTS, NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA. 


Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4701) to change the times of holding the 
district and circuit courts of the United States in the northern district 
of Georgia; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GRUNDY COUNTY, TENNESSEE. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 2728) detaching Grundy County, Tennes- 
see, from the southern district of East Tennessee and attaching it to the 
middle district of said State; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ISSUE OF CIRCULATING NOTES. 

Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 3754, the bill (H. R. 5460) to pro- 
vide for the issue of circulating notes to national banking associations; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUCKNER, by unanimous consent, submitted the views of the 
minority on the same bill; which were referred to the House Calendar, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported a bill (H. 
R. 5461) to establish a board of commissioners of interstate commerce, 
and to te such commerce; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask unanimous consent that Thursday, the 20th 
instant, be set down for the consideration of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. That can not bedone on this call. The Chair will 
recognize the gentleman again for that purpose. 

RIVERS AND HARBORS, 

Mr. BLANCHARD, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 5462) making appropriation to supply deficiency in 
the amount required for expenditure to June 30, 1884, for examination 
and surveys required by acts of March 3, 1875, and June 19, 1878, to 
ascertain the depth of water and width of channel at South Pass of 
Mississippi River, also for gauging the water of the Mississippi River 
and its tributaries; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES M. BLAKE. 

Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Mili irs, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 77) for the relief of Charles M. Blake, chaplain, 
United States Army; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF A BILL. 

On motion of Mr. NICHOLLS, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 601) pro- 
viding for the payment of bounties and pensions to the heirs of colored 
troops serving in the late war; and the same was referred to the Select 
Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 


EAST FLORIDA SEMINARY. 


Mr. NICHOLLS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 153) for the relief of the East Florida Semi- 
nary; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
eee Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
P 

ARMS FOR THE SEVERAL STATES. 

Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4864) enacting that so much of 
the act approved March 3, 1875, as provides that so much of the appro- 
priations between January 1, 1861, and April 9, 1865, under the act of 
April 23, 1808, as would have been used for arms to be distributed to 
the several States be covered into the Treasury, be, and the same is 
hereby, repealed; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTIES TO CERTAIN OFFICERS AND SAILORS. 


Mr. McADOO, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 2401) to provide for the payment of bounties due to the 
officers and sailors of United States vessels under the command of Flag- 
Officer G. D. Farragut; which was referred to the Committee of the 
‘Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed, 
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MARYLAND AND DELAWARE FREE SHIP-CANAL. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 720) to provide for the 
construction of the Maryland and Delaware free ship-canal, as a means 
of military and naval defense and for commercial purposes; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SHIP-CANAL, PUGET SOUND. 


Mr. JAMES, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, reported, 
as a substitute for H. R. 2954, a bill (H. R. 5463) to provide for and 
aid in the construction and to regulate the operation of a ship-canal 
between Lakes Union and Washington and Puget Sound, in Washington 
Territory, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM WHEELER HUBBELL. 


Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 1375) to determine the rights of William 
Wheeler Hubbell and the United States, respectively, therein stated; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


INCREASE OF PENSIONS, 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4009) to increase the pension of 
widows, minor children, and dependent relatives of deceased soldiers 
and sailors; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr, LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 4402) granting a 
pension to Daniel Cusick; which was ordered to be laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report printed. 


CLARISSA T. MATES, 


Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 5464) granting a pension to Clarissa T. Maies; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


CAROLINE M. M’DOUGAL. 


Mr. TULLMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back a 
bill (H. R. 79) granting a pension to Caroline M. McDougal, widow 
of Rear-Admiral David 8. McDougal; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


OFFICERS UNITED STATES NAVY. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to make a privileged report. Iam 
instructed by the Committee on Naval Affairs to report back the reso- 
lution of inquiry submitted by the gentleman from Indiana and rec- 
ommend its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to furnish to the House 
immediately the following information: 

I. The number of commissioned and warrant officers who at the date of the 
compilation of the last Naval ——— were employed on sea-duty, the state- 
ment to specify the number in each grade and toshow the number on each ship. 

Il. The sea and shore service and unemployed time of the commodores dur- 
ing the last ten years, including a full, specific statement of all sea-service. 

fur. A list giving, in order of rank, the name of every commissioned and war- 
rant officer at the date mentioned on shore-duty, with a description of the serv- 
ice on which he was employed, supplemented by a recapitulation giving the 
numbers at each navy-yard an! pot other locality, and a further statement 
giving the names and number of the officers on shore-duty in Washington, with 
a memorandum of the service on which each was employed. 

IV. A statement of the number in each grade of commissioned and warrant 
officers who at the same date were not upon sea or shore duty. 

V. A statement showing the names of the sea-going officers who, having held 
their present commission more than three years, have not had more than one 
year’s sea-service under such commissions, with the amount of sea-service in 
each case. 

The Secretary is also requested to inform the House whether he has complied 
with the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, requiring him to certify in all 
orders for shore-duty that the same are required by the public interests, and to 
specify the term of service, and whether or not the number of officers now so 
employed can be reduced without injury to the public service; and what total 
number of officers on such duty will probably besufficient during the next fiscal 
year, unless extraordinary emergencies should arise. 


Mr. THOMAS. I wish tostate to the House that almost every point 
of information asked for by this resolution can be found in the current 
Naval Register, which can be had by every member of Congress upon 
application. Everysolitary point embodied in that resolution, with one 
single exception, is set forth in extenso in the Naval Register of this year, 
and that is the point with reference to whether the Secretary has com- 
plied with the act of Congress requiring him to certify as to the neces- 
sity of detailing naval officers for civil or shore duty. I make that 
statement merely without the intention of objecting to the adoption of 
the resolution. 


Mr. COX, of New York. In reply to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. THomAs] I wish to say that the resolution of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] was considered by the committee, I think, be- 
fore the Register came into our hands. But it will dono harm. The 
Department can furnish this matter already in print by simply refer- 
ring to the printed page; and as to the rest of the information required 
it can be very easily furnished in one day. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

‘The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. COX, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. I move thatthe House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I ask unanimous consent that it be understood that 
during the rest of this day there be debate only. 

Mr. RANDALL and Mr. HUTCHINS objected. 

The motion of Mr. HUTCHINS was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. CONVERSE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union and resumes the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 4716) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. When the com- 
mittee was last engaged on the consideration of this bill the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] had been recognized, and he is entitled to 
the floor for one hour. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, this is the regular annual naval ap- 
propriation bill, and in calling attention to it and its various provisions. 
I desire to say that the provisions of bills of this kind ought, as a rule, 
to be confined to making appropriations only, and should not contain 
measures of general legislation. 

To the Committee on Naval Affairs, having jurisdiction of that branch 
of the service, I think ought to be committed all questions, excepting 
alone appropriations, relating tothe Navy. Unhappily, under the rules 
of this House, the Committee on Appropriations has for some time ex- 
ercised an all-controlling power as well over the personnel as over the 
vessels and ordnance of the Navy. Under these rules it seems to have 
been impossible to bring forward in the House and have passed any 
general bill rectifying the incongruities, inconsistencies, and useless 
features of the American Navy, and all that has been done for a num- 
ber of years has been to interject small provisions here and there in the 

eral appropriation bills until we find the Navy of the United States 
in all its branches and departments in a most anomalous condition. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, through one of its members, has 
been informed that the official personnel of the Navy of the United 
States now consists of 1,562 officers of various grades, running from Ad- 
mirakof the Navy to naval cadets. We have in that list the Admiral, 
Vice-Admiral, rear-admirals, commodores, captains, commanders, lieu- 
tenant-commanders, lieutenants, ensigns, and naval cadets. Those 
grades cover either directly or indirectly all the officers of the Navy, 
both line and staff; as the staff officers have what is known as relative 
rank, and they are in fact, so far as pay and epaulets are concerned, 
commander, commodore, or other officer, whether they be doctors, 
ministers, engineers, paymasters, marines, or line officers of the Navy. 
I have never yet been able to understand or find any sufficient excuse 
for the conferring by Congress upon the different staff grades of the 
Navy the ponderous, exalted, and oppressive titles by which they are 
known. A surgeon in the Navy should be called a surgeon; a pay- 
master called a paymaster; a chaplain called a chaplain. And so far 
as rank is concerned, I believe that that term should apply only to 
officers who perform legitimate naval duty. Neither the paymaster, 
the surgeon, the chaplain, nor the engineer is required to have any spe- 
cial military training in order to qualify him for the full and complete 
discharge of his duties as assistant to the commanding and executive 
officers of the ship. A young man just out of a commercial college or 
a bank or any business house, with a very little training and informa- 
tion as to the details of his duty, may become a paymaster, and can dis- 
charge all the duties that devolve upon him on shipboard or on shore. 
There is no military training necessary to fit a surgeon forthe discharge 
of hisduties on shipboard or on shore. Then why a paymaster should 
be a commodore or a captain, why he should have relative rank, or 
why a minister of the gospel, the follower of that meek and lowly One 
who had not where to lay His head, should go about the earth on the 
vessels of this magnificent Navy of the United States decorated with 
gold lace, fine uniform, splendid epaulets, and high rank, is some- 
thing I have never been able to understand, and is not in keeping 
Nhe the honorable and sacred calling he has chosen as the mission of 

is life. 

Still we find that various amendments have crept in upon appropria- 
tion bills in behalf of that class of officers, and we find pressure coming 
from every hand on the part of staff officers for position, rank, and 
more pay. And I shall not be surprised if thisanomalousstate of affairs 
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goes on until we see an engineer, a most useful servanton board a steam- 
ship, admitted to the rank of commodore. Let us see what the condi- 
tion of affairs would be if that should comeabout. An engineerin the 
Navy is simply one of the aids or assistants to the commanding officer. 
Under the law as it is, and under naval usage as it has been from time 
immemorial, a staff officer can under no circumstances take command 
of a naval ship. Now, suppose the vessel is in charge of a captain ora 
commander of the line, if you please, who is responsible not only for 
{he officers under him but forthe conduct of the men and for the safety of 
his ship. Suppose he should be killed. Thenext manis hisexecutive 
officer. Then comes the navigator, and the watch officers, and so on 
down to the naval cadet making his first cruise. If the line officers 
above the naval cadet should be swept away one by one, by disease, ac- 
cident, or death, and the naval cadet alone was left, he would of neces- 
sity have command of the vessel, and would stand on the bridge or 
occupy the captain’s cabin and give orders to the ‘‘ commodore engi- 
neer ” before he could start or stop the engines of the vessel. 

We tolerate these things, and we tolerate them, too, without any jus- 
tification or excuse. I do not know that I remember the exact number 
of'such officers now on the Naval Register. IfI am not mistaken we have 
14 medical directors, 15 medical inspeetors, 50 surgeons, 79 as- 
sistant surgeons, 8 assistant surgeons, and 2 surgeons not in the line of 


promotion. Then we have 13 pay directorsand 12 payinspectors. We 
have quite a number of naval engineers, or chief engineers, as they are 
called, 

I want to call the attention of the House to one or two things in 
connection with these pay directors and pay inspectors, these medical 


directors and medical inspectors. They are performing very little sea 
service, indeed. Yet there are but two States in this Union whose gov- 
ernors receive as much pay as these oflicers. Thereare only about three 
States in the Union that pay the judges of their supreme courts as much 
as is paid by this Government to the pay directors and pay inspectors 
and to the medical directors and medical inspectors of our Navy. - They 
are kept on the Navy Register to-day simply as medical and pay orna- 
ments, and very dear ones they are, indeed. 

It is said that they have rendered efficient service in years gone by. 
That istrue. Butshall wecontinue to keep them on the Naval Register 
at great pay—at probably not too high pay if you continue to maintain 
their rank, but at very large pay when it is considered that we have 
no earthly use for them? 

That which strikes me with the greatest foree, and to which I call 
the attention of the House, is, that these high-rank officers of the staff 
corps receive a great deal more pay than line officers of corresponding 
rank who command them. Look at this table: 


TABLE A.—Showing average pay and length of service of officers of same rank in each corps of the Navy, January 1, 1884. 
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ranking with them. senscsere Oe wages ras ererercnnsesses: 5 Shore-duty.- z 152 2 a 2,000 2,000 2,520 
g orders... 7 $ 7 7 
Lieutenants (junior grade) Years....... b: LEN 8 7k 10} ) 15} 
and officers ránking with > .........dO.....ccseccsseecsseeseeecen cesses sseeeenenssensenee Sea-duty.. 1,861 | 2,192 | 2,000 | 1,971 | 1,865 
them. Shore-duty... 1,561 | 1,992 | 1,800 | 1,735 | 1,865 | 
—— ord: aie ae 1900. 1, bey k = vis z As ts ew 
CAPS «os ere is no grade in 
Ensigns and officers rank- do. Sea-duty.. 1,238 | 1,700 | 1,700) 1,745 | 1,445 staff corps nor in the Ma- 
ing with them. a ema ws ag cii =e] Shore-duty, 038 | 1,400 | 1,400 | 1,448 | 1,445 rine Corps that corre- * 
Waiting ord 838 | 1,000 000| 1,048 | 1,445 sponds to the grade of jun- 
CATS... 8il.. .| ior ensign in the line. 
Ensigns (junior grade),.....0c0sscsseee P Ap A A S tren sma Bag nie. re on 7 
Waiting orders..... 600 


From the above table we find that officers of the staff having the rela- 
tive rank of captain, for they have only relative rank, receive more pay 
than acaptain of the line on allexcept sea-duty. A captain of thelineon 
sea-duty receives $4,500 a year, while the staff officers of corresponding 
rankserving under him receive as follows: Medical officer, $4,400; pay 
officer, $4,400; engineer officer, $4,400; and the marine officer, $4,500. 

On shore-duty a captain of the line receives $3,500 a year; the medical 
officer, $4,000 a year; the pay officer, $4,000 a year; the engineer offi- 
cer, $4,000 a year; and the marine officer, $4,500 a year. On waiting 
orders the line officer receives $2,800 a year; the medical officer, $3,000 
a year; the paymaster, $3,000 a year; the engineer, $3,000 a year; and 
the marine officer, $4,500. 

So we see in that one grade of captain on every kind of duty excepting 
sea-service alone the staff officers receive $500 a year more than the offi- 
_ cer who would have command of the ship. And in the case of the ma- 
rine officer, he receives $4,500 a year on all kinds of duty, while the 
captain of the ship on waiting orders receives only $2,800 a year. 

Now come the commanders. We find that a commander of the line 
receives, on-sea duty, $3,500 a year; the medical officer, $4,400 a year; 
the pay officer, $4,400 a year; the engineer officer $4,400, a year; and the 
marine officer, $4,000 a year. On shore-duty a commander of the line 
receives $3,000 a year; the medical officer, $3,893 a year; the pay officer, 
$4,000 a year; the engineer officer, $4,000 a year; and the marine officer, 
$4,000 a year. So it runs all the way through, the staff officer receiv- 
ing from $500 to $1,500 a year more pay than the line officer, who has 
to be responsible not only for the ship and the men, but also for these 
staff officers, whom he commands. 

I say this is an outrage; one that is wholly unjustifiable, entirely in- 


excusable, and not warranted either by the services they perform or by 
any consideration that can be imagined by the mind of man. 

Mr, REED. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] per- 
mit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. THOMAS. With pleasure. 

Mr. REED. Do not the line officers, when they reach their highest 
promotion, ultimately get more pay than the staff officers do? 

Mr. THOMAS. No; there areonly two legitimate grades in the Navy 
to which, under the present law, the staff officer may not attain. But, 
taking into consideration the amount of pay they receive during the time 
they are in the service, the staff officers receive more pay than any line 
officer ever does during the same length of service. Outof two hundred 
line officers, on an average three only will reach the grade of rear-admiral. 
A staff officer of any one of the corps receives considerable more money 
than either of the three line officers who may reach the highest grade, 
to say nothing of the two hundred and ninety-seven line officers who 
never can reach the grade of rear-admiral. 

Mr. REED. You are now talking of the present stagnant condition 
of promotion in the Navy, are you not? 

Mr. THOMAS. Iam talking about the Navy as it stands to-day. 

Mr. REED. Yes, as it stands to-day. 

Mr. THOMAS. I am speaking of the Navy as it stands to-day. We 
have now 1,562 officers in the Navy. I have not a word to say against 
one of them, for there is not a more accomplished set of men, whether 
of the line or staff, in the employ ofany government inthe world. They 
are accomplished, t, and brave, and ready to do service if only 
given an opportunity. We have naval officers enough for seventy ves- 
sels, while we have only thirty-one vessels in commission. According 
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to the present estimates made by the Secretary of the Navy, and accord- | TABLE C.—Showing percentages of og age of the Navy on sea-duty, 


ing to the estimate made by the advisory board (with Admiral John 
Rodgers, now dead, at its head), which had the subject under consid- 
eration, we have officers enough for seventy vessels. We have now fifty- 
nine officers for every ship in the service. 

I am not going to ask to cut down the official naval nel, whether 
of line orstaff, but I do think it right that the pay of the line and staff 
should be equalized, and I am in favor of equalizing up rather than 
down. I believe every one must admit that common justice demands 
that the pay of these officers should be equalized. A doctor or an en- 
gineer or a chaplain—a “‘sky-pilot”’ as the sailors sometimes irrever- 
ently call him—should not receive more pay than the captain. 

Mr. REED. The line officers are like members of Congress, they 
make up in glory what they fail to receive in money. 

Mr. THOMAS. Inthe present condition of our Navy they will have 
to wait a long time for the glory. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Will my colleague on the committee state 
how many officers there are to each seaman? 

Mr. THOMAS. One officer to every five seamen, I believe. I can 
answer the gentleman with certainty if he will wait a moment till I 
refer to my papers. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will not ask the gentleman to look over 
his papers now. My remark was only designed to illustrate the top- 
heavy character of our remarkable Navy. 

Mr. THOMAS. According to an official statement of the Secretary 
of the Navy, made to me in a letter which I now hold in my hand, 
there is one officer in the Navy for every five men. This table, which 
I have prepared with great care, shows the differences in the pay of the 
line and staff for different periods of service. 


TABLE B.—Showing difference in the average pay for same rank or relative 
rank in the Navy and Marine Corps. 


[Nore.—The + mark indicates an excess of pay over that of line officers.] 


Pay of the line (aver- 
age). 


| Engineer Corps. 


Aea —$100 | —$100 |. | -875 
2, 800 tio T i 
3,500 +900} +900 
Sho “| 3,000 +400 41, 000 tire 
Waiting ord a| , 2,300 700 | +700 5 
_ Officers ranking with lieu- 
tenant-co! jers : 
Sh Prior Ay 3 505 rn ‘so 
ore-duty 
Waiting 2,125 Tsi Tis 
co = 
nan 
Sea-duty 2,552 -352 | —352 —209.5 
hore-dut; 152 —152| —152 +21 
re o4 im —52| —52 +186 
o 
alat 1,861 139 146 
1,561 287 
Waiting o 1,261 
1,238 507 409.5 
1,038 Fo fas 
833 162 210 285 
aki 00 |. 
LS |: 
600 |. 


Average of differences on 
BLY AUG -cn--- 500 scacsenccconvevessl 


* No staff officers of this grade. 


Mr. McADOO. Can a medical director go to sea except as the medi- 
cal officer of a fleet ? : ; 

Mr. THOMAS. If youcould run a lighter or barge alongside of him 
and hoist out a part of his cargo of rank he might be able to go to sea. 

. [Laughter. 
L Mi AOA DOO, There are fifteen medical directors. 

Mr. THOMAS. But at present there is not one ship in the United 
States Navy with tonnage enough to carry a medical director, a pay 
director, or a chief engineer. 

There are very few of these officers of high rank in the staff corps who 
are performing or can, on account of excessive rank, perform any sea- 
duty at all. 


? 


waiting 


Shore-duty. 
orders, 


Leave or 


SZerxe 
obRSoF 


It will be seen by this table that of the line officers there are 55 per 
cent. at sea or performing sea-duty, 35 percent. performing shore-duty, 
and 9 per cent. on leave or waiting orders. Of the Medical Corps these 
are 46 per cent. at sea, 44 per cent. on shore-duty, and 10 per cent. on 
waiting orders. Of the Pay Corps there are 34 per cent. at sea, 41 per 
cent. onshore duty, and 25 per cent. on waiting orders. Of the Engineer 
Corps there are 47 per cent. at sea, 34 per cent. on shore-duty, and 15 per 
cent. on waiting orders. Of the Marine Corps 36 per cent. are at sea, 58 
per cent. on shore duty, and 6 per cent. on waiting orders. 

As answering one of the inquiries contained in the resolution offered 
by the chairman of the committee a few moments since, reference to 
which seems to be appropriate here, I desire to call the attention of 
the committee to another table which I have prepared, in condensed 
shape, so that members of the House, by looking at it, may be able to 
see exactly the present condition of the official personnel of the Navy 
and what the various officers are doing: 


TABLE D.—Showing present duty of officers of the Navy, January 1, 1884. 


i 
f- 
F 
as 
į is 
g=] 
2 © 
< p 
Rear-admirals. 3 3 
Commodores 8 l4 
Captains ........ 12| 5 
Commanders ...sssesss.s sre 25 42 
Lieutenant-commanders .. 36 28 
Lieutenants........... 145 97 
Lieutenants (junio: 56 A iy Al ee 
66 | 19 ay 
72| 15 1 
| 418 | 268 72 8 


Total in corps, 240, 
Colonels, lieutenant-colon: majors... 
Captains s.es... ERY ices 
First lieutenants., an 
Second lieutenan’ 


Total in corps, 83. 


By this table it will be seen that of the rear-admirals there are 3 per- 
forming duty at sea, 3 on shore-duty, and 1 on leave or waiting orders; 
of commodores there are 3 at sea, 14 on shore-duty, and 4 on leave or 
waiting orders; of captains there are 12 at sea, 25 on shore-duty, and 
9 on waiting orders; of commanders there are 25 at sea, 42 on shore- 
duty, 18 on waiting orders, and 1 under suspension; of lieutenant-com- 
manders 36 are at sea, 28 on shore-duty, and 10 on waiting orders. 

I will not take time to run through the various grades, &c., asshown 
by the table, but will give the total of each of these branches of the 
service. Thereare418line officersatsea; 268 on shore-duty; 72on leave 
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or waiting Craen sae 3 under suspension. The total number of the 
line is 761. Num poh Reeser g aera under the act of August 5, 1882, 620. 

I now invite attention to the medical officers of the Navy, a part of 
the staff ; and in doing this I wish to refer to the naval appro- 
priation bill, which provides for the e pr of 14 medical directors and 
15 medical i rs. Of these medical directors there is not one at 
sea. There are 12 on shore-duty, and 3 on leave or waiting orders. 

Mr. TALBOTT. If these officers were performing sea-duty, how 
much more money would the Government have to pay them? 

Mr. THOMAS. The Government would not have to pay one cent 
more. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Oh, yes; the sea-pay is ter. 

Mr. THOMAS. The sea-pay of this eis the same, as I have 
shown by the table to which I have referred. None of these pay direct- 
ors or medical directors are now at sea. They have too much rank to 
go to sea. It may be asked why in the name of humanity I expect 
men to go to sea when they would be likely to swamp the Navy. I 
must say, since self-preservation is the first law of nature, and since the 
Congress of the United States has not seen fit to build any first-class ves- 
sels of war that can carry heavy guns, whether of iron, steel, or flesh, I 
can not blame these officers for not going to sea. 

But the fact remains, we are keeping these men on the Naval Register, 
paying them year after year more than the governor of any State but 
two in this Union, when there is not one of them doing one particle of 
sea-service. 

Then we have 5 medical inspectors at sea, 9 on shore-duty, and 1 on 
waiting orders. 

We have 22 surgeons at sea, 20 on shore-duty, and 4 on waiting or- 
ders. There is no criticism to be made on the medical officers of the 
Navy, including and below the rank ofsurgeon, for these men may legit- 
imately go to sea on board ship and perform duty; but the others can 
only go as the grand moguls of a squadron, as the chief medical officer 
of a fleet, who has not one particle of legitimate duty to perform. If he 
should go to sea he is simply a supernumerary and an expensive official 
ornament of the Navy. 

There are 162 officers in the Medical Corps; 74 of them are at sea, and 
that number is made up of surgeons, assistant surgeons, and as- 
sistant surgeons. There are 74 of them at sea, 71 on shore-duty, and 
16 on leave or waiting orders, and 1 under suspension. 

We come next to the Pay Corps. The legitimate duty of a pay officer 
or a paymaster in the Navy is to go with his vessel and pay the officers 
and seamen. He is also commissary and quartermaster, it is true, but 
there should be no officerin the Pay Corps who has too much rank to go to 
sea. Yetwe find of the 13 pay directors not one is atsea. Not one can 
go to sea. There are 8 on shore-duty and 5 on waiting orders. 

EA pay inspectors there are 3 at sea, 8 on shore-duty, and 2 on waiting 
orders. 

Then we come to the paymasters, who can perform legitimate duty. 
They have been kept within proper bounds of rank. There are 16 of 
them at sea, 22 on shore-duty, and 10 on waiting orders. Of passed as- 
sistant paymasters there are 15 at sea, 6 on shore-duty, 7 on leave or wait- 
ingorders, and 1 under suspension. Of assistant paymasters 7 areat sea, 
6 on shore-duty, and 6 on leave or waiting orders. 

There are 122 in this corps, 41 of whom are at sea, 50 on shore duty, 
30 on leave or waiting orders, and one under suspension. 


Of the chief engineers, with the rank of captain in the Navy or colo- 
nel in the Army, there are 24 at sea, 33 on shore duty, and 13 on leave 


or wai orders, Of the passed assistant engineers, 44 are at sea, 32 
on shore duty, 16 on leave or waiting orders, and one under suspension. 

So on down through the list of the 240 officers of that corps, 112 are 
at sea, 92 on shore duty, 35 on leave or waiting orders, and one under 
suspension. 

We come next to the Marine Corps. There are of colonels, lieuten- 
ant-colonels, and majors of the Marine Corps, not one of them at sea. 
There are 10 on shore duty, and 1 on leave or waiting orders. Of the 
captains, there are 7 at sea, 14 on shore duty, and 1 on leave or waiting 
orders. Of first lieutenants, 11 are at sea, 16 on shore duty, and 3 on 
leave or waiting orders. Of second lieutenants, there are 12 at sea 
and 8 on shore duty. 

There are of the 83 officers in the Marine Corps 30 at sea, 48 on shore 
duty, and 5 on leave or waiting orders. 

Of the commissioned officers of the Navy at sea January 15, 1884, on 
various stations, the following percentages were line officers: North 
Atlantic station, 60.5 per cent.; Pacific station, 60 per cent.; Asiatic 
station, 62.5 per cent. ; European station, 60% per cent. ; South Atlantic 
station, 61 per cent. ; training squadron, 68.7 per cent.; special service, 
54.5 per cent. ; or, of the total on sea-service, 61} per ‘cent. 

By the act of August 5, 1882, there are allowed in the Navy only 
1,121 commissioned officers, of which 620 are line and 501 staff officers, 
that is 55} per cent. are line and 44} per cent. are staff, but only 446 
out of the 501 of the latter can go to sea. 

By this it is shown that on January 15, 1884, ofall the commissioned 
officers then at sea 614 per cent. were line officers. Therefore, if any 
further reduction is made in the list of officers, it should be in the direc- 
tion of doing away with these superfluous officers who have toomuch rank 
to go to sea, without to whether they belong to the line or staff. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let me inquire of the gentleman from 
Illinois whether he is giving us this information for the purpose of 
showing we have too many officers or that we have too few ships? 

Mr. THOMAS. I hope it will serve the double purpose of showing, 
first, that the present pay-table of the United States Navy is incongru- 
ous, unjust, and unequal, and, in the second place, that we have not 
ships now to give employment to the officers we are keeping in com- 
mission and under pay. This bill proposes to pay them, and I am 
showing some Spt I hope, why this bill should be amended when 
it comes up for amendment, and why this pay-table should be rectified 
and put on a just basis, and why these ranks and relative ranks of 
staff officers ought to be cut off, so these officers may be sent to sea in 
case they are needed and not kept as ornaments only, 

Various attempts have been made to reduce the number of officers in 
the Navy which have resulted most unhappily in blocking promotions. 
There is nothing that adds so much to the efficiency either of the naval 
or the military service as the hope of that ultimate reward which comes 
from meritorious service in the shape of promotion; and, while I do not 

care to take that up now and discuss it thoroughly as it ought to be in 
this connection, I shall simply introduce with my remarksa table which 
will completely and exhaustively exhibit how thorough a block has oc- 
curred in the promotions in the naval service by reason of the slipshod 
legislation which, as a rule, has been tacked upon appropriation bills 


passed by Congress. 


TABLE E.—Showing the ‘‘block’’ to promotion in the Navy since the war. 
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Lieutenant. 


Goodrich, lieutenant-commander~...... 
Converse, lieutenant-commander........| Ni 
Maynard, lieutenant.... 
Tilley, lieutenant... 

Cornwell, lieutenant. 
Perkins, lieutenant.. 
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When the proper time comes I shall offer amendments to this bill 
which I hope may put some life, some spirit, and some hope of reward 
in the shape of promotion in the breasts of those officers who are now 
left without any. 

Mr. GLASCOCK. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GLASCOCK. I notice in the remarks of the gentleman from 
Illinois that he has directed his criticisms, as I have been able to gather, 
almost exclusively against the staff officers of the Navy, because of the 
large proportion, as shown by the reports, of those who are on shore- 
duty as compared with the number of those who are in active service. 
Now, the question I wish to ask is, and I would like the gentleman to 
answer it, what is the proportion of commodores at sea in proportion 
to the number of those who are on shore-duty ? 

Mr. THOMAS. Iam very glad the gentleman has asked me the 
question. It is one that I shall take pleasure in answering. 

Mr. GLASCOCK. And whether out of the 22 commodores it is not 
true that 2 are at sea and the remainder are on shore-duty ? 

Mr. THOMAS. That I believe is true. I have no doubt that the 
gentleman’s statement is correct. No; upon examination I find there 
are 3atsea. But I say it is a fortunate question, because that is a 
strong reason, and one that was urged in the last Congress, why the 
grade of commodore should be abolished. 

Mr. GLASCOCK. ThenI wouldask the gentleman further whether 
of the total number of captains nowin the Navy it is not true that only 
13 are at sea and 34 on shore-duty? 

Mr. THOMAS. That may be true. 

Mr. GLASCOCK. And whether of the commanders but twenty- 
three are at sea against sixty-four on shore-duty ? 

Mr. THOMAS. I think thatis true. But as I was going on to say, 
I think that all appears by the Naval Register, and it furnishes only 
another and a stronger argument why we should go to work, and goto 
work at once, in earnest to build some ships, so that these officers can 

to sea. 

Mr. GLASCOCK. Lagree with you there. 

Mr. THOMAS. And, Mr. Chairman, if any gentleman will bring 
forward a proposition to put our nation on a respectable footing and a 
decent equality with the other nations of equal rank in the world; ifa 
proposition is brought forward to buildsome ships forour Navy, whether 
they be first-rate, or second-rate, or third-rate ships—I do not care 
whether they be frigates or ironclads, monitors or gunboats, sloops or 
cruisers; I do no not care so that they are efficient and in keeping with 
the requirements of modern naval necessities—I will gladly vote for it, 
in order to put our Navy upon a proper footing. 

Mr. GLASCOCK. _ If that be true, and the gentleman entertains such 
opinions, why is it that his remarks are directed solely against the staff 
officers of the Navy, and not against the line as well as the staff? 

Mr. THOMAS, The gentleman from California mistakes the force of 
my remarks, or rather I should say perhaps the force that I had intended 
to be given to my remarks. I make no such attack, as he seems to con- 
strue it, on the staff of the Navy. My object was to call attention to 
the present incongruous condition of the pay tables of the different 
grades of the Navy. This is an appropriation bill, and the pay-table 
of the Navy is undoubtedly a proper subject to consider in connection 
with it. Itisproposed to appropriate money for the pay of these various 

es; and lam showing simply, orattempting to show, that there is no 
justice in the present pay-table of the Navy; and since my remarks hap- 
pen to reflect very severely upon the staff corps, I speak with no sort of 
prejudice in favor ofothers. Ishould have pursued exactly thesame line 
of argument if the same cause of complaint had existed with reference 
to the line. I believe in the principle of eternal justice. I believe in 
placing men who perform similar duty upon an equal footing, and not in 
discriminating in favor of this or that or the other corps. 

Every one who has looked into this question at all knows how com- 
pletely and thoroughly helpless this nation is so far as ships of war are 
concerned, and I want to attention for a few moments to that branch 
of the subject. We have now in the American Navy thirty-one ships 
in commission. These are all that can do anything like service as naval 
vessels. The list is given in the Naval Register, as well as the kind 
of vessels, the number of guns they carry, their tonnage and displace- 
ment. 


List of vessels of the United States Navy. 
[Corrected to January 15, 1884.] 


aa mnage.| ment. Station or condition. 
SERVICEABLE. 

First rate, 
Tennessee........ 4,840 | Flag-ship, North Atlantic 

station. 
rotes. 

Powhatan....... 3,980 | S duty. 
Trenton .....ssce 83, 900 route to Asiatic sta- 


on. 
3,250 | Flag-ship, European sta- 
I tion. 


Guns. /Tonnage. Dpue Station or condition. 
1,600 3,000 | Flag-ship, South Atlantic 
station. 
2,000 3,000 | Returning from Pacific 
1,800| 2,900 Flagship Pacific stati 
vi P, c on. 
1, 2,700 | Flag-ship, Asiatic station. 
1,122 2,400 E ome Portsmouth, 
s Ei 
1,026 2,220 | Pacific station. 
981 2,100 | North Atlantic station. 
929 2,100 | En route to Pacific sta- 
tion, 
8 1,900 | Asiatic station. 
8 828 1,900 | Under orders to Asiatic 
station. 
8 910 1,900 | European station. 
8 910 1,900 | North Atlantic station. 
8 910 1,900 | North Atlantic station. 
8 910 1,900 | Fitting for sea, 
. mouth, N. H. 
8 910 1,900 | Fitting for sea, Mare 
Island, 
7 695 1,575 | Pacific station. 
7 695 1,575 | Pacific station. 
7 695 1,350 | European station. 
6 615 1,375 | Pacific station. 
6 615 1,375 | North Atlantic station. 
6 ' 615 1,375 | Asiatic station, 
6 615 1,375 | Asiatic station. 
6 615 1,375 | South Atlantic station. 
6 747 |+ 1,370 | Asiatic station. 
4 S41 1,020 ng route to Asiatic sta- 
ion. 
4 541 1,020 | North Pacific (surveying). 
4 410 900 | North Atlantic station. 
Sereia 438 1,150 | Undergoing alterationsat 
New York. 
311 800 | Special service. 
3,173 5,170 | Receiving-ship, Norfolk. 
3,000 4,650 | Reeciving-ship, Boston. 
3,000 4,700 Sunao training - ship, 
New York. 
New York....... Brew ...)....... 010 3,490 4,527 | On the stocks, New York, 
to be completed. 
Plymouth........ Screw 12 1,122 2,400 | Portsmouth, N. H.; hauled 


up; recommended for 
repairs. 


*Mallory propeller. 


It will be found that we have but one first-rate (so called) war vessel, 
the Tennessee. She is a vessel of 4,840 tons displacement. She is 
wholly incapable of meeting any one of twenty vessels—any one of fifty 
vessels belonging to the British navy. She would be utterly helpless 
before any one of fifteen vessels belonging to the Spanish navy; any one 
of twenty vessels belonging to the Italian navy ; she would be incapa- 
ble of meeting any one of three vessels belonging to the Chilian navy, 
and to-day there is scarcely a civilized nation on earth but that could 
send some one or more of its war vessels here and lay the great cities 
both of the Atlantic and Pacific coasts under contribution. 

Chili might with either one of her three great war vessels anchor out- 
side the roads at San Francisco, and, across the narrow strip of land in- 
tervening, shell not only San Francisco but Oakland beyond, and might, 
by bringing those cities under her guns, demand a ransom sufficient to 
rebuild the American Navy. And yet how are we protected there? 
Not one ship in the whole South Atlantic squadron or along the Pacific 
coast that could stand fifteen minutes against any one of the three great 
Chilian war vessels. We haye the Monadnock, a magnificent monitor 
now on the stocks at Mare Island navy-yard, in an incomplete condi- 
tion. It seems to me that is short-sighted indeed for this Congress to 
leave that vessel in its unfinished condition or fail to make proper ap- 
propriations to complete it at once and furnish it with suitable ordnance 
for the defense of that city and that coast. And yetitisleftout. There 
is nothing proposed. We go on in this slipshod way waiting for some 
national disaster to befall us before we wake up to the necessities of the 
hour. Any other nation, sir, would have along that coast for the pro- 
tection of its cities, its people, and its commerce not less than a dozen 
vessels. We have the great ports of Portland, Oreg., and we have San 
Francisco, and a dozen or twenty other ports of importance along that 
coast, and yet not a vessel to defend them. 

Of the thirty-nine vessels the largest one is the Tennessee. And then 
there is the Powhatan, an old wooden craft, that has been out of date 
for twenty-five years. There is the Trenton, the only decent vessel we 
have, a small vessel of 3,900 tons displacement, now en route to the 
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Asiatic squadron as its flag-ship. There has been enough discussion in 
this House, in this as well as other Congresses, to familiarize every mem- 
ber of this House with the Trenton. There was a great deal said 


about her. She was the only ship built by ex-Secretary Robeson dur- 
ing his administration; and whatever complaint might have been made 
against him or his administration this may be said to his credit, that 
he built the only decent vessel the American Navy has afloat to-day. 

Then we have the Lancaster, an old wooden tub that was, under the 
name of repairs, substantially rebuilt; rebuilt atan expense of $1,657,- 
210.66. A vessel that would not be classed by any naval power of the 
world as a fifth-rate is now the flag-ship of the Mediterranean squadron. 
She is wholly useless as a vessel of war. I question whether the best 
time she could make under circumstances the most favorable would be 
as much as ten knots anhour. She is simply an old wooden obsolete. 

Then we have the Brooklyn, the Pensacola, the Hartford, the Rich- 
mond, the Omaha, the Lackawanna, the Vandalia, and the Mononga- 
hela. Run through that listand you will find they are all monuments 
of the shame and disgrace of this country; glorious vessels in their day 
and wonderful service did they perform in their age of usefulness, but 
they belong to a past era and are unworthy of this day and of this 
Government. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] the other day 
in somewhat ironical terms wanted to know why the last Congress, 
the Republicans having control, had not rebuilt our Navy. ` I want to 
call the attention of the House to the fact that the last Congress did 
take the first steps toward reorganizing and rebuilding the Navy; it 
authorized the building of the only four modern ships of war that have 
been authorized since the war. And I am very glad to be able to say 
that it was treated as a wholly non-partisan question, and that men on 
both sides of the House with American hearts in them came forward, 
feeling the necessities of our country, and voted for the appropriation for 
building the Chicago, the Boston, the Atlanta, and the Dolphin, vessels 
which are to be completed about the 1st of next December. With 
these four vessels we are making a start toward the establishment of a 
modern navy. But when completed, if the provisions in this bill are 
carried out or if this bill in it present form should be allowed to be- 
come a law, of what use will they be to us? There is not a modern 
gun to put aboard them. Ah, yes, there is one. There has been one 
high-power breech-loading six-inch rifle gun built, and that is the only 
modern cannon we have for these four great war vessels. There is no 
appropriation in this bill to go on and furnish the necessary ordnance 
for these ships. So what is the use to buifd the ships, to make an ap- 
propriation for their completion, unless we take steps to arm them? 
These great guns every one knows can not be built in one month, in six 
months, or a year. The very best that can be done is to build one of 
these guns in two years. And itseems to me that we should make ap- 
propriations in this bill to farnish sufficient ordnance for these ships, and 
we should not hesitate to make it now. 

There are various provisions of the bill which I had thought to dis- 
cuss in general debate, but feeling that a better understanding of them 
could be had by calling attention to them as they come up for amend- 
ment, I think I shall only advert to one or two of its provisions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The timeof the gentleman from Illinois has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iwish to ask the gentleman a question. 


Mr. THOMAS. I am informed that my time has expired. 
Mr. FINERTY. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois ten minutes 
more. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman from Illinois has stated the con- 
dition of the Navy as being very deplorable indeed. Now I want to 
ask him whose fault that is? Is it the fault of Congress or the fault of 
the Executive that our Navy is in the condition that it now is? 

Mr. THOMAS. I should say unhesitatingly that it was the fault of 
ey toe that our Navy is in its present condition, for the reason that 
the Executive of the nation has no power to build ships or to expend 
money for any purpose connected with the Navy unless he be so au- 
thorized by the Congress of the United States. It is not enough to say 
that Congress was distrustful of the Navy Department or disliked the 
administration of the Navy Department. That will not justify Con- 
gress for its failure in this regard. It was at any time in the power 
of Congress to do as the last Congress did, make provision for these 
vessels to be built under the supervision of an advisory board, requir- 
ing a complete report to be made to Congress, so that there should be 
no opportunity for any dishonest or extravagant work. There is no 
excuse for Congress not having made that provision if deemed neces- 


sary. 

Mr BUCHANAN. Permit me to ask the gentleman another ques- 
tion. 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 3 

Mr. BUCHANAN. My friend was in the Naval Committee room 
when Admiral Porter came before the committee a few days ago. 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Did not Admiral Porter state before that com- 
mittee that Congress had been good to the Navy, but that the appro- 
priations made for this purpose had been wasted? Task the gentleman 
if he did not hear Admiral Porter say so? 


Mr. THOMAS. As Inowrecall thestatementof the Admiral, I think 
he was referring to the building of some vessel, the Alarm probably, 
when he remarked that Congress had been very good. The Admiral 
was in a most complacent mood that day, and was desirous of having 
the committee feel in the same way, for at that moment he was urging 
the building of a gunboat which was to be constructed under his super- 
vision. He is too much of a diplomat to go into the committee-room 
and assail the committee or the members of this House by saying that 
they had been churlish or had not done their duty. He understands 
human nature as well as does my friend from Georgia [ Mr. BUCHANAN], 
who always slips up, in an honorable and legitimate way, on the soft 
side of a proposition which he desires to carry. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But you do not answer my question. 
he say that the appropriations for the Navy had been wasted ? 

Mr. THOMAS. He said that he had no doubt that there had been 
money misapplied or unnecessarily expended. And to explain that, he 
said that when a vessel is built in a navy-yard every solitary bolt which 
is made takes two or three men to examine it, to be present when it is 
driven into the vessel in order to see that everything is exactly right. 
And so in that way a great deal of money had been unnecessarily ex- 

ded. 
ae BUCHANAN. Did he not say that the appropriations had been 
wasted ? 

Mr. THOMAS. I am not quite certain whether he employed that 
exact term or not. But that is what I gathered from what he said. 
And that is another reason why I think that all naval vessels ought to 
be built by contract under proper limitations. 

Ido not think it is any more the business of the Congress of the 
United States to maintain a navy-yard for the building of vessels than 
it is to maintain a cotton factory for the manufacture of calico or mus- 
lin. I think that should be left to the people who are versed in such 
matters, to skilled artisans, to enterprising business men who are com- 
petent to construct our ships of war. We ought to patronize them by 
having them build such vessels as we need. The only cause of com- 
plaint, and it isa just cause, made against the Navy Department by 
the people of this country has been in reference to the manner in which 
our navy-yards have beenconducted. I donot pretend to justify them. 
I believe it costs three dollars to do a piece of work in a Government 
navy-yard to every one dollar which it would cost to have the same 
work done by contract. 

I am greatly obliged to my colleague [Mr. FINERTY ] for the time he 
has yielded to me. 

Mr. FINERTY. Irise, Mr. Chairman, with some degree of diffidence 
to address the House on a subject of such importance as the increase of 
the American Navy. I do so with all the more diffidence because an 
important committee of this House, which holds the purse-strings of 
the nation, appears determined to be economical in regard to the weakest 
point of our national structure. Ih this connection I desire to say that 
I distinguish between political economy and political parsimony. 

The statistics which have already been laid before the Committee of 
the Whole by the gentlemen who have preceded me on this question 
have been so amplified that I do not feel called upon to enter into mi- 
nute details of that description. But the outer world, as well as the 
United States, is aware that the condition of our defensive marine at the 
present time is a menace to the well-being of this country if in the 
event of war we should be found as we now are unprepared to meet any 
enemy of respectable strength. It is to this point of the question un- 
der discussion that I desire particularly to address myself. 

At the beginning of this session I brought into this House a bill in 
consonance with the message of the Executive, which contained a rec- 
ommendation that in my mind did not fully come up to the require- 
ments of the case, but which at least wasastepinadvance. Iam fully 
aware of the impossibility of at once creating a great defensive and 
offensive navy. But there is nothing to hinder the construction of 
ships that will enable us in the event of sudden hostilities to retaliate 
on the commerce of our opponents and compel their immense fleets to 
actas convoys to their merchant marine. It is for this reason that I 
favor the increase in the number of steel cruisers, some of which were 
voted by a former , and money for the completion of which is 
now recommended by the Committee on Appropriations of this House. 

We are pointed over and over again to the vast and majestic fleets of 
England, of France, of Germany, and the other great powers of Europe. 
Gentlemen have grown eloquent in picturing even the potency of little 
Chili as compared with this mighty nation, whose resources are ample 
to cover the ocean with the largest fleet that ever sailed beneath the 
skies. It makes little difference to us now who is responsible for the 
present depleted condition of the United States navy. The fact re- 
mains that virtually we have no navy. The business of this Congress 
is to supply the deficiency. Party criminations and recriminations 
will not give us a navy to protect our honor, our commerce, or our dig- 
nity. Whatever errors have been committed in the past, it is our 
duty to rectify those errors by at least giving us something wherewith 
to assert the potency of a nation that in numerical strength and nat- 
ural resources is second to none other on the earth. 

Those very resources, imperfectly defended, would tempt the cupid- 
ity of powerful enemies. Our military strength might, indeed, repel 
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, Istand here to-day to advocate in the full- 
est sense the building of these additional cruisers. The question of 
the staff, the question of the division of the bureaus, all of these are 
but secondary. The primary and pivotal question, the one to which 
the American nation must address itself, is, shall we or shall we not 
in to build a navy worthy of the American name ? 
ou may say, and the opponents of the increase of the navy say, 
i are no protection;’’ but we can not wait for years to construct 
t ships like those with which England now dominates the ocean. 
the event, as I have said, of sudden hostilities, we have only this 
one resource besides the torpedo defense and the shore-battery defense, 
the latter of which is in a state as lamentable and deficient as our de- 
cayed and shamefully impotent navy. The cruisers, it is true, are not 
ships of defense, but, lightly equipped as they will be and carrying 
improved guns, they can be turned loose on the commerce of an enemy 
compel his gigantic fleets to convoy his merchant 2a thereby 
drawing off from our seaports the strength of his blockade. I thinkit 
a wise provision to have these additional cruisers, and I shall do all in 
my power, as a member of this House, to provide for their immediate 
construction. 

Economy I am in favor of in all things bearing on our national busi- 
ness; but I hold it is no economy to wait on Providence to send us a 
fleet or a strong alliance when the hour of necessity arises. It is no 
economy to leave ourselves, as the American press has stated again and 

, and as our naval journals have stated and as the naval journals 
France and England and Russia have stated—to leave ourselves so 
powerless that the smallest nation in the world can to-day insult us 
with impunity as to immediate consequences. Is this a position com- 
mensurate with the vastness of our territory, the extent of our seaboard, 
aah the pre-eminent glory of the American arms when compelled into 
conflict? 

I know that the American nation, when the crisis is upon it, will rise 
equal to the occasion. It has always done so, and I will say this, that 
it is only truly great when in the presence of a real danger. I am not 
@ professional alarmist, who wishes to say that we are on the eve of 
war. I hope we are not. I do not desire war. I want to see this 
country peaceful and prosperous; but peaceful and prosperous she can 
only remain when she has the means to avenge an insult, the means to 
defend her honor and assert the supremacy of her national flag. On the 
ocean, at least, she has not now the means to do all this. She is an un- 
armored giant, and in her almost helpless condition, can be made the 
prey of pigmies weaponed and prepared. 

If I were standing here to advocate the raising of a large army for 
maintenance by the nation you could assail me on the ground that a 
huge standing army is us to the liberties of the country. I 
agree with that sentiment. But the Navy is us to no one ex- 
cepttheenemy. The Navy is the guardian of the national heart, planted 
on the frontiers of the ocean. And with the record that our Navy has, 
the record beginning with Paul Jones and John Barry and coming down 
to Farragut and to Porter, the record which not even Nelson in his 
mightiest days has eclipsed, the record of the valor of the American 
sailor, proved in a thousand battles—with this record, I say, and with 
this great nation behind the Government to maintain and advance its 
power, it is a shame to leave us to day—lI will not say the laughing- 
stock, but I will say the pitiful astonishment of armed nations. e 
have no guarantee of eternal peace. What can alone give us that guar- 
antee? A state of preparation proportioned to the interests we may at 

time be called upon to defend. 

e have been fortunate in keeping out of war. I hope we shall con- 
tinue so. But the history of our country shows that nearly all our 
wars have been sudden and in a great measure unprovided for. Leav- 
ing out the war of the Revolution, we will take that of 1812. Had 
England then been free to hurl against us her t fleets it is hard to 
say how that war would have ended; but tied up by her wars with 
France, d was unable to assail us with her full naval and mili- 
tary We won much glory in that war both on sea and on 
land; butsuppose we were called upon to-morrow to wage such another, 
can any gentleman present in this House say that the national defenses 
are sufficient bulwarks against the foe? 

Then, again, when we came to the war with Mexico, if Mexico had 
had a navy we might have found it a more serious task to capture the 
harbor and defenses of Vera Cruz. We narrowly escaped war with 
England againon thenorthwestern boundary question, and the memory 
of the Virginius affair with Spain is fresh in the mind of the country. 

When the rebellion broke out we found ourselves almost without a 
navy. Tan e point to thatas a precedent, stating that Amer- 
ica will be cient for the occasion when it arises, 1 remind them that 
we were then fighting against a section of our own people and built 
within our own confines the fleet that enabled us to put down the re- 
bellion, but which would be now of no avail against a potent enemy 
like any of the European powers. 

Consequently it will be necessary for us now to rea Saad 
We want to see the good work by the Forty-seventh 
followed up by the Forty-eighth, the gradual establishment of a navy. 


I am with the Committee on Appropriations on the general principle 
of economy; but it is better for us to expend the few millions asked for 
in the construction of these additional cruisers than to leave ourselves 
open to the chance of devastation on our Atlantic and Pacific seaboards. 

I am sure gentlemen from New York would not feel very comforta- 
ble, especially after the experience of Alexandria and the testimony 
of the foreign officers who witnessed that memorable bombardment, 
if they knew that in the event of difficulty with a foreign power it 
is possible for France, Germany, or Great Britain within a fortnight , 
at most to ge a sufficient force of ironclads in front of that city to 
burn it to the ground. We have the testimony of the engineers who 
witnessed the bombardment to which I have alluded that the English 
shot carried fully seven miles and that buildings were burned nine 
miles from the naval line of fire in the city of Alexandria or its sub- 
urbs. 

These things we may laugh at in the distance. We may say we can 
not come into conflict with any power. We may say we have no jeal- 
ousies or rivalries in Europe. Although that may be true of us, Mr. 
Chairman, it is not perhaps as true of Europe itself. We may respect 
the Monroe doctrine, we may live up to its sentiment, but we can not 
at present hinder the powers of Europe from interfering with us when- 
ever they feel so inclined. And low down here between the two conti- 
nents, striking the Isthmus of Panama, we can hear the click of the Eu- 
ropean spade as it digs that canal to bind the Atlantic and the Pacific 
together. And I tellyou, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of this House, 
that what Europe digs with thespade she will maintain with the sword. 
The sooner we look at this question in that light the better for us. The 
sooner we see to it that we are not left to the mercy of events and the 
chance of a strong alliance, the better it will be for this nation. 

I do not, as I have said, anticipate immediate difficulty; but gifted 
as we are with great resources, with widely extended commercial rela- 
tions, growing more and more powerful, building up more and more 
our wealth, the necessity of safeguard and protection for that power and 
wealth is demonstrated the more fully. 

The poor man may leave his door unlocked, for he has nothing to be 
robbed of. The rich man must double lock and bar his premises against 
the robbers. And what is true of individuals in such condition is also 
true of nations. 

I do not, Mr. Chairman, in these remarks address myself to the minor 
questions, having spoken on the general subject nearest to my heart, 
which is the increase of the fleet. But I wish to say a word in refer- 
ence to the staff of the Nav¥, and while there may be perhaps need for 
a certain amount of reduction, I hardly think a sweeping measure 
would be conducive to the best interests of the service. The staff offi- 
cer in time of war is certainly as needful as the line officer, and if when 
peace comes upon us and the men who have served us faithfully are 
relegated to private life, or put upon the retired-list, it certainly is a 
very bad me of promoting esprit du corps. 

In regard to the separation of the Bureaus of Construction and Steam- 
Engineering, we tried the non-consolidated method in the worst crisis 
through which the nation has passed. We tried it through the civil 
war and we found it excellent in operation. We found that by having 
the two bureaus we got along faster than with a single one. 

There may perhaps be ood reasons given for the consolidation; but 
I must confess that the reasons advanced by my eloquent colleague from 
Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] did not strike me as being particularly con- 
clusive on that question. 

I have spoken with officers of the Navy in reference to this matter, 
and they assured me there is no difficulty whatever in the fitting u 
of the boilers and steam apparatus of a vessel, apart from the hull an 
other elements of construction, if only proper care is taken at first. 
But, in any case, whether the staff is cut down or maintained, whether 
you separate the bureaus or not, whatever you may do in minor details, 
there is one thing I would er, "Poa the House, and that is not to neglect 
the recommendations which have been made, feeble though they are. 


Do not lessen the defense that is p and declared necessary by 
the Executive of the country. [Applause.] 
Ispeak in no partisan sense. I speak here from the standpoint simply 


of an American, and in the few words with which I am about to con- 
clude I ask you to bear in mind that this is the time to prepare for 
danger, not when the danger is upon you; and I hope the vote of this 
House will sustain whatever may be reasonably proposed in the way of 
increasing our facilities to retaliate upon any enemy who may be im- 
pelled to attack us. [Great applause. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield the floor? 

Mr. FINERTY. No. I reserve my time, and will now yield fifteen 
minutes of what remains to my friend from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD]. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman, twenty-five years ago, when I was 
a good, loyal Democrat in the State of Pennsylvania, I listened with 
profound interest to a speech delivered by the father of the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. RANDALL]. It was an elo- 
quent , one fringed with the brilliancy of genius, and for that 
reason I have never forgotten it. The chief point was that under the 
policy of the Democratic party the sailsof American commerce whitened 
every sea. Now at that time, in 1858, the shipping of this country 
amounted to over 5,000,000 tons per annum, and well could the Demo- 
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cratic party stand up in the face of the nation and point to its record 
with reference to her great commercial interests. 

Our tonnage this year amounts to almost the same sum, but then, 
Mr. Chairman, it was carried in American ships, under the American 
flag, and was conducted by American sailors. But during these event- 
ful twenty-five years our Democratic friends, by reason of the late un- 
pleasantness, have swept this vast commerce from the ocean and handed 
it over to Europe. à 

This is a most singular bill, Mr. Chairman. The estimates made by 
the Navy Department amount to $22,000,000 and upward. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations have reduced the amount of these estimates 
over $8,000,000, and in the very face of the fact that we have no navy 
to-day by which we could resent insult offered us by any foreign coun- 
try, no matter how feeble and insignificant. This isthe economy that 
is to be practiced on this country during this year, when we have a sur- 
plus revenue of $150,000,000 in the Treasury, to be made up next year 
in a deficiency bill; because that has been the constant history of the 
Democratic party, that whenever they had the control of this House, 
cheese-paring, peanut business was indulged in during the year that 
preceded a Presidential election, and they go to the country on that issue 
and that claim, but only to be followed by innumerable deficiency bills 
as soon as the Presidential election is over. Every man who has been 
here for the last eight or ten years knows that I am stating only God 
Almighty’s truth when I say that. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Let me ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BELFORD. No; not now. I will let you in after a while. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Just a question in this connection. 

Mr. BELFORD. Well, go on. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Did I understand the gentleman 
from Colorado to say that there was a surplus in the Treasury now ? 

Mr. BELFORD. Always a surplus [laughter], swelling, rich, and 
blooming, like an English plum-pudding [renewed laughter], guarded 
by the attendant genii of Pennsylvaniaand New York. The same men 
whoarerunning this bill on the cheese-paring principle are its guardians, 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and my friend [Mr. 
RANDALL], and the gentleman to whom he intrusts the bill to manage 
it and get it through this House, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
HUTCHINS]. They have joined their shields together to play before the 
country the rôle of dramatic economists. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Now, let me call the attention of this committee to a few facts that 
are worthy of their serious consideration. Take France: each year she 
appropriates $32,000,000 for the support of her navy. Take England: 
she appropriates each year over $51,000,000 for the support and main- 
tenance of her navy. Well, Mr. Chairman, could she anchor her ships 
three miles from Alexandria and blow those forts to pieces. And yet 
the great commercial interests of this nation are to be sacrificed in order 
that the Democratic party, under a fraudulent pretext, shall go before 
the country next summer and declare themselves to be the champion 
economists of this nation! I say, sir, that the best economy is that 
which our interests to-day; because in guarding them to-day we 

em for the future—we rd them for all time. 

God bless the memory of Andrew Jackson! He was a good Demo- 

crat; but he said that in time of peace we should prepare for war, and 
Isaysonow. [Laughter onthe Democratic act! You needn’t laugh; 
I do not make any historical mistakes, I think. I hope that the Demo- 
cratic party will rise to the spirit of liberality and generosity and cour- 
age, to the magnificent and all-swelling patriotism of such a man as An- 
drew Jackson, and give us a navy that will at least protect the city of 
New York in the East and the city of Galveston in the West, and not 
go before the country with the parade of economy on the one hand, while 
you are keeping out of the hands of the honest industries of this nation 
the millions that are to-day encompassed within and encumbering the 
national Treasury. 
Now I have had my say. [Applause.] 
Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, it has been said by the gentleman 
from Ilinois [Mr. FINERTY] that the Forty-seventh Congress initiated 
reforms in regard to the Navy, and that there was a good deal of legis- 
lation accomplished by that mrp. ages in the direction of the building of 
a new Navy; and he expressed the hope that this House would pursue 
the same line of policy, and that there would be no hesitation on the 
part of the Committee on Appropriations. I had hoped, sir, that when 
the naval appropriation bill was presented to the House it would be in 
the line of the reforms and of the policy which were commenced by 
the last House of Representatives. And I am surprised that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations has pre for consideration the bill now 
pending in the Committee of the Whole. 

You will remember, Mr. Chairman, that we promised the country in 
the last Congress that if the permanent reformatory legislation upon 
our naval appropriation bills was not repealed, and was faithfully exe- 
cuted, in a few years a sufficient sum would be saved to the national 
Treasury to build a new improved navy. We went so far as to prove 
it by the statements and tables which we submitted. We trusted—I 
may safely say the country expected—this Congress would continue the 
work and devote the savings under our legislation to the building and 
armament of ships. We previded the way by which the money could 
be saved from the amounts of appropriations made in previous years. 


Mr. Chairman, I will call the attention of the committee to what we 
did do under the leadership of the present Secretary of the Navy. 

First, Mr. Chairman, we reduced an overgrown naval list from 1,817 
active officers to 1,572. We made a staff reduction of 140, a line re- 
duction of 115. 

As was stated by the Secretary of the Navy in his report: 


The enormous di 


The act of August 5, 1882, 
that thereafter no appointments in the Navy from graduatesof the Na 


The full effect of our legislation has been only halfaccomplished by the 
process of leaving half the vacancies unfilled, but the requirements for 
the pay of the Navy for the next fiscal year will be $6,932,605, against 
$7,133,980 for the current year, a saving by the last Congress of $201,275. 
And this saving will be increased from year to year in the annual 
propriation necessary to be made for the pay of the Navy until it 
reach $500,000 each year. 

We also stopped the appointments from the Naval Academy except 
to fill vacancies. The rapid increase of officers without ships made this 
necessary. Within three years prior to August 5, 1882, the line had 
increased one hundred and sixty-eight and the staff sixty, making an 
increase of two hundred and twenty-eight men. 

The following table shows the variation in the number of officers of 
the Navy from July, 1877, to July, 1882: 
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The above table shows an increase in the number of line officers and 
i, snare ata during the five years preceding the act of August 5 as 
‘ollows: 


Total increase of line officers, one hundred and sixty-eight; of engineer 
officers, sixty-three; total, two hundred and thirty-one. Increase 
annum of line officers, thirty-three; of engineer officers, twelve; total 
increase per annum, forty-five. 

This increase was due to the admission from the academy into both 
corps of a supply of graduates in excess of the waste of the service 
after the large number of vacancies left in the junior grades at the 
close of the war had been filled. 
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In the line, the lowest grade having a fixed limit was that of ensign, the 
number allowed by law being one hundred. Below the ensigns was the 
quasi-grade of midshipmen, the number of which was not limited, and 
which therefore became a reservoir for surplus uates. It was fore- 
seen that the grade of ensign would shortly fill up, and by way of pre- 
venting accumulation on the midshipmen’s list a device was adopted 
in the act of March 3, 1873, by which the academy course was changed 
from four to six years. is reduced the number of annual appoint- 
ments to the academy from one-fourth to one-sixth of the whole num- 
ber, thus slightly lowering the annual supply; but as this reduction 
was too slight to prevent a surplus, and as no provision was made for 
promotion by an increase of the higher grades, the accumulation con- 
tinued, the young men who had passed the four years’ course merely 
remaining cadet-midshipmen for two years longer, instead of imme- 
diately becoming midshipmen. In 1880 the list of ensigns was filled 
up to the legal number, and since then the rolling up of surplus mid- 
shipmen and cadet-midshipmen progressed steadily until the act of 
August 5, 1882, put a stop to it, and made the number of graduates 
conform to the actual waste of the list of officers. 

In the Engineer Corps the same process was going on, although the 
accumulation has not reached such a high figure. The number of 
cadets graduating from the academy was twenty-four a year, while the 
waste of the corps was less than ten a year. The legal limit in the 
number of assistant engineers, one hundred, had not yet been reached, 
as there were only sixty-two of that grade on the list in July, 1882, 
but there were sixty-two cadet-engineers to fill the thirty-eight vacan- 
cies, leaving a clear surplus of twenty-four cadet-engineers, which, but 
for the act of August 5, would have been increased at the rate of twenty- 
four a year, while the waste of the service would have annually dimin- 
ished it by less than half that number. 

The saving by this legislation alone, if applied annually to the build- 
ing of new ships, in a few years would go far toward giving us a navy 
with which the country would be satisfied and of which the nation 
might be proud. 

The last Congress passed a law designed to reduce the employment 
of naval officers on shore-duty instead of sending them tosea. It pro- 
vided for clearing the Navy of worthless old hulks, obsolete old ma- 
terial, under a judicious and limited law. It grappled with the cry- 
ing evils arising from the expensive navy-yards. 

I believe that we had some seven yards in full operation. Further 
on in my remarks I shall point out the immense sum of money that 
has been expended upon those yards, without to any appreciable extent 
benefiting the country. We grappled, I say, with this great evil and 
reduced the navy-yards to three. And the gross appropriations for 
yards and docks were thereby reduced, as I shall point out. 

For the fiscal years 1874—’75 the appropriation was $2,305,655; for 
the fiscal years 1875-’76 it was nearly $2,000,000. It is true that for 
1878-79 it was reduced to $932,000, and for the years 1879-’80 the ap- 

ropriation was only $953,000. But for 1880-81 it was increased to 
E1 294.715; for 1881—’82 it was $1,162,000; but for 1882—83 it wasonly 
$1,067,000. Forthe fiscal years 1883-84 we reduced the appropriation 
for this purpose to $893,813. A 


Recapitulation of all appropriations for Bureau of Yards and Docks. 
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Here, again, is a saving by the wise policy adopted by the last House 
that will do much toward giving to the country a new and modern 


navy. 

Tiredneed the appropriations for repairs and preservation. They had 
been as high, I believe, for the fiscal years 1874—75 as $500,000. For 
1879-80 the appropriation was reduced to $300,000, and that figure was 
maintained for the fiscal years 1880-’81 and 1881-'82. For the fiscal 
years 1882~’83 we reduced that appropriation, by the policy of closing 
up the navy-yards, to $200,000, and for 1883-84 it was reduced to 
$150,000. 


I desire to call the attention of the committee to the maintenance ap- 
propriation, because it was involved in thissamescheme. For the fiscal 
years 1876-77 that appropriation was $440,000; and that figure was 
maintained down to 1882. Then by the policy which we had adopted 
we were enabled to reduce the appropriation for 1882-83 to $220,000, 
and we appropriated a like sum of money for the present fiscal year. 

The civil establishment was likewise involved. For the fiscal years 
1874—75 it was given $157,000. For the fiscal years 1876—77 the ap- 

ropriation was reduced to $85,000; for 1877—’78 it was increased to 
$150,000; for 1878—’79 it was increased to $189,000; and for 1880-’81 
the appropriation was $191,000. In 1882 we could reduce it to $104,- 
000, and in 1883 to $97,000. 

These reductions and this saving of money were due entirely to the 


legislation proposed and urged by the present Secretary of the Navy, 
and enacted by the last Congress into law, in reference to the navy- 
yards of the country. To accomplish this we provided for a navy-yard 
commission and for the stopping of work in all the yards where itcould 
not be done profitably and the concentration of work in the others. 
The result has been that only two navy-yards are now maintained on 
the Atlantic and one on the Pacific, 

The shrieks of locality did not deter us. For eight years the Democ- 
racy controlled the House, and was too weak to accomplish this great 
work or even to attempt it or too ignorant to conceive it. Annually 
we heard their professions of economy, which consisted in maintaining 
useless nayy-yards and the repair of more useless ships, but the policy 
of closing these expensive establishments and thereby saving money 
enough to build new improved ships was beyond the courage, the ca- 
pacity, or even the consideration of the Democratic leaders here. We 
stopped the extravagant repairs of old wooden ships. To the appropria- 
tion for construction and repairs we added this provision: 

Provided, That no part of this sum shall be applied tothe repairs of any wooden 
ships when the estimated cost of such repairs shall exceed 30 per cent. of the 
estimated cost of a new ship of the same size and like material. 

A similar clause was added to the appropriation for the Bureau of 
Steam-Engineering. c 

The clause in the act of March 3, 1883, was as follows: 

Provided, That no part of thissum shall be applied to the repairs ofany wooden 
ship when the estimated cost of such repairs, to be appraised by a competent 
board of naval officers, shall exceed 20 per cent. of the estimated cost, appraised 
in like manner, of a new ship of the same size and like material. 

A similar clause was added to the appropriation for the Bureau of 
Steam-Engineering. 

The Secretary of the Navy, in his report of November 29, 1882, re- 
ferring to the 30 per cent. limitation in the act of August 5, said: 

_ This wise po should be adhered to in future appropriations, and the 
limitation ofrepairs fixed at 20 per cent. or less. 

In pursuance of this recommendation the act of March 3, 1883, re- 
duced the percentage to 20, as above stated. 

These limitations upon the authority to repair and keep in existence 
old wooden vessels were justified by the enormous expenditures which 
had been made in such repairs. 

See statement showing the original cost and the expenses for the re- 
pairs of all vessels now on the Navy Register, transmitted by the Sec- 
retary January 11, 1884 (Senate Executive Document No. 48). Note 
in particular the Ossipee, lately repaired at the Philadelphia navy- 
yard. She cost in 1861 $407,064.20, and the repairs to her since have 
amounted to $2,194,730.27, including $426,748.92 expended on her 
to prepare her for her present cruise. Thisstatement does not embrace 
the cost in the department of equipment and recruiting, which will 
probably be from $25,000 to $30,000, 

The Shenandoah cost in 1862 $463,866.75, and the repairs since 
have amounted to $1,679,664.92, including $172,832.17 expended on 
her to prepare her for her present cruise. 

I have pointed out briefly the economic measures which were adopted 
by the last Congress and which will result in saving money to build 
and give to this nation as good a navy as any other power on the face 
of the earth has. We commenced the work practically from the say- 
ings insured by our legislation. We propose to continue it without in- 
creasing the annual expenditures for the naval service authorized by our 
economical Democratic predecessors. The Chicago was authorized, and 
the Boston, the Atlanta, and the Dolphin, and I believe they have the 
forced approval as to model and material of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and when completed will go far toward answering the neces- 
sities of the nation. 

But our Committee on Appropriations now propose to change this pol- 
icy. In the matter of repairing the old wooden ships they have gone 
backward, and provide that repairs may be made on old wooden ships 
when the estimated cost thereof does not exceed 30 per cent. of the cost 
of a new ship of like size and material, thus increasing the number of 
wooden ships upon which repairs can be made, and continuing the pol- 
icy of a navy of wooden ships, so valueless in these times and so expen- 
sive to maintain and keep in repair, as I have just shown you, costing 
us enough in a few years for repairs alone to build a new navy of the 
character and quality and of the material of the ships the last Congress 
authorized. 

I shall be delighted if some member of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, the chairman of that committee or my distinguished colleague 
who prepared and has charge of the bill, will inform us why this change 
is made. It is not good policy for Congress to be constantly changing 
its policy in regard to the old wooden ships for insufficient cause, and 
therefore I ask for the cause. Let it be pointed out. ; 

When this reduction from 30 to 20 per cent. was before the last House 
it was not, as I now recollect, even criticised; a protest was not en- 
tered against it. Why, then, should we make a change? Do we wish 
to continue the support and maintenance of the old wooden vessels, or 
is it the fact that this policy has been adopted by the present Commit- 
= on Appropriations with the intention of stopping the building of new 

ips? 

The policy which the last House (Republican) gave the country will 
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build a navy in a few years withoutincreasing the naval appropriations 
above those of the Forty-fourth, Forty-fifth, and Forty-sixth Co 

when we had a Democratic majority in the House. We adopted your 
bills of those Co: as our guides as to the amount which should be 
expended after you had reduced the naval appropriations to the lowest 
possible point to which you dared go, doing nothing in the way of new 
ships. We said we will not exceed yourappropriations, in the long run 
will decrease the amounts, and yet will give the country a new navy of 
first-class ships, and we gave you a policy that I have proved to you will 
produce that result. 

We pointed out the way in which money could be saved. We gave 
the country legislation which will save to the Treasury vast sums, and 
you propose to take the advantage of this legislation, and, by stopping 
the work we commenced, reduce the appropriations below the point you 
believed possible when you had control, lacking the statesmanship and 
wisdom to comprehend the reforms I have referred to. Yes, your bill 
carries less money for the next fiscal year than we appropriated for 
the current year. We put it in your power to make such a bill if 
you dared to nap the work we commenced, but it shall be advertised 
to the country if you do stop it and just how you have made the sav- 
ing. You shall not have the honor of adding to the Navy if you do 
not add to it, and if you postpone its creation—creation is the proper 
word, for we have none now—you shall have full credit for that. If you 
want to go on with the work we commenced, attach to this bill the 
Senate bill which has just reached here providing for new ships. The 
construction of the ships by the last Congress was provided for upon the 
naval appropriation bills, and I do not now. recall the fact that gentle- 
men on the other side raised any point of order against those provisions 
being considered upon a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a 
question ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentusky. If we are to build ships, on what plan 
shall we build them; the present plan? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I can not discuss with the gentleman 
from Kentucky the plans. I only know for one that we should have a 
navy to compare with that of any other nation upon the face of the 
earth. When the question is presented as to the plan upon which the 
ships should be built, I must refer it to experts upon that subject. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield for a further 
question? In the appropriation bill of last year did we not insert an 
item providing for trying the deflective armor of N. B. Clark, which 
was expected to revolutionizethe whole Navy? And willthe gentleman 
tell me whether the present Secretary of the Navy or his board has yet 
tried a single experiment with the $20,000 appropriated for that pur- 
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Mr. HISCOCK. I do not know; and I must repeat the reply I have 
already made to the gentleman, that the question as to how these ships 
shall be built, their plans and materials in specific detail, must be left 
to those in authority, unless a bill is brought in which regulates all 
this. If that is done, we will discuss it, I suppose, in the best light we 


have. 

Mr. Chairman, I have dwelt perhaps at unnecessary length on this 
question of the old ships. But, sir, if you look a little further at this 
bill you will discover that while the committee have increased the 
number of old ships upon which money shall be expended in the way of 
repairs, they have proposed so scanty an appropriation for the supply 
and maintenance of those vessels in the service that it will be impossi- 
ble for them to be sent out of our ports. I repeat, I hope atsome time 
during this discussion we shall be told by gentlemen on the other side 
who have charge of this bill why this change of policy is proposed. 

I now call attention to the fact that not only is the number of old 

-ships that are to be repaired increased, but the committee refuse to 
make the proper appropriation for the armament of new ships. I be- 
lieve that when the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] was upon 
the floor he called the attention of the committee to this, and he was 
told by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations there had 
been apportioned from the appropriation which was made by the Forty- 
seventh Congress a sum of money for this pi And we have here 
the letter of the Secretary stating that this money will all be exhausted 
in the current year, and that it is absolutely n that there should 
be an additional appropriation of some $400,000 for the armament of 
new ships, and that the time of their being put in commission will be 
area until such appropriation is made. 

ntlemen, we gave you the law; we gave you permanent legislation 
by which you have been enabled to reduce the ordinary amounts for 
running the naval service of the United States. For the reduction of 
the officers of the Navy, and thus the pay of the Navy, and for the 
closing of navy-yards, we adopted permanent legislation saving vast 
sums to the Treasury. And you are enabled to make this bill a mill- 
ion of dollars Jess than was appropriated for the current year, but you 
will in the end expend more than this sum upon the old ships. Con- 
tinue them in use, and nothing will be saved, but money will be lost to 
the Treasury. All that you will be able to point to as your achieve- 
ment will be the reduction of the annual appropriation bill a million 
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of dollars for the next fiscal year, but involving largely increased ex- 
penditures if the policy is continued in subsequent years. 

I appeal to the gentleman who has charge of this bill, my colleague [ Mr. 
HUTCHINS], a gentleman whom I greatly respect, and who upon his 
committee represents the great commercial city of New York, whether 
this is in line with the sentiment of that great city? And I ask him 
if this increase in the number of old wooden ships that are to be re- 
paired and the failure to provide for the armament of the new ships 
means a change of policy; that a halt has been called upon the policy 
of building a new navy, even when money can be saved by it? And 
is this in the line of the commercial interest of the whole country ? 
And will he go on with it for the purpose of pointing to the fact that a 
Democratic House of Representatives had been able to reduce an an- 
nual appropriation bill a million of dollars for one year, but at great 
loss to the Government in subsequent years? I do not believe, Mr. 
Chairman, it will be well to do this. But I pass from this point for 
a moment. Ifthis bill becomes a law, I believe when we meet here 
next session deficiencies sufficient to overcome all there is of reduction 
below the appropriations for the current year will be brought in. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to say that deficiencies are created by mal- 
administration. And there is already a deficiency of nearly $1,000,000 
under the bill of last year. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I thank the gentleman for hisinterruption. I have 
heard him make that statement before. 

Mr. RANDALL. You are mistaken. 
edge until within a day or two to make it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I mean the statement that deficiencies are due to 
maladministration. I concede, sir, that maladministration may create 
deficiencies, and if maladministration shall present to this Congress a 
single deficiency I will gladly join with him in helping to defeat any 
appropriation bill to cover that deficiency. Ay, more than that, I will 
vote to expose that maladministration. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us understand each other. Perhaps we are 
occupying the same ground. Do I understand the gentleman to assert 
there is authority on the part of any Department to involve the Govern- 
ment in expenditure beyond the amount appropriated? I speak of 
practical administration. 

Mr. HISCOCK. So will I. I say that a large portion of the appro- 
priations made by Congress are under permanentlaws. They areforthe 
payment of money under permanent legislation over which Congress has 
no control except by repealing the laws. Heretofore I have had occa- 
sion tocall theattention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to that fact. 
Take, for instance, the appropriation for the pay of the Navy, take the 
appropriation for the pay of the Army; what control have we, or rather 
what control has the Department, over that question? The law fixes 
the amount of pay to every man in every grade of the service. If you 
appropriate only one-half of the amount required by law of the necessary 
sum to pay the Navy, the result is that the Navy is only half paid, and 
pat will eome in here next session for the balance. Nothing really is 
saved. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will say to the gentleman from New York that> 
the amount appropriated in this bill for the pay of the Navy is exactly 
what is called for by the estimates. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I concede that; and I have used it only to illustrate 
my position. 

Mr. RANDALL. The illustration was unfortunate. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Notatall. If sufficient appropriation be not made 
we will at the next session be presented with this condition of things: 
The Department will come here and say we have maintained the naval 
establishment of the Government up to the presenttime. Yousee how 
it has been done. Can youtell where we could have curtailed it? The 
money has been expended, and the deficiency will have to be supplied 
or your ships must be brought home and your works stopped, your 
yards closed, the whole establishment closed, for that matter. 

Let me illustrate my position further. I do not wish to have any 
misunderstanding with the gentleman from Pennsylvania or the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. I will take the Post-Office appropriation bill. 
You may cut down the appropriations for the Pos Department, 
and I haveno doubt you will. You may give an inadequatesum of money 
to maintain that Department. Your appropriation for carrying the 
mails may be expended in the first six months of the year. 

You may cut down the amount required to pay the mail-carriers, 
and yet these men have to be employed or the transportation of the 
mails is to stop; and during the first six months of the year the whole 
money is expended, and then you are confronted with the condition of 
things that requirés you either to give more money for the payment of 
their salaries or you close the postal service. And this condition of 
ae may occur with reference to many items which are carried by this 

id. 

Mr. RANDALL. While the gentleman pauses I would like to direct 
his attention to the insertion in the last appropriation bill in reference 
to the Government Printing Office of the provision that there should 
not be more than half the money appropriated by the bill expended by 
that bureau for the first six months of the year, and one-fourth of it in 
the third quarter, and the remaining fourth in the last guarter of the 
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I did not have the knowl- 
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year. Now, I commend that legislation, and wish to see that same prin- 
ciple carried into every bureau, so that no reckless expenditures will 
be authorized or attempted in any one portion of the year which will 
necessitate a deficiency, but that the appropriation shall be eae 
expended throughout the year in the manner specified by the law mak- 
ing it. That is the only way in my judgment that you can prevent 
deficiencies. We have presented to us to-day in the Committeeon Ap- 
propriations seven millions of deficiencies for the current year. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have no doubt of that; and if those deficiencies, 
those sums of money that are asked for, are unnecessary—for this pre- 
senting of deficiencies is no new thing—TI have no doubt they will be 
EE] by the Committee on Appropriations. 

It is true, Mr. Chairman, that I was the author of the legislation to 


which the tleman from Pennsylvania referred. 
Mr. RANDALL. And which meets my most earnest approval. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I believe in making specific appropriations, and I 


sayit without fear of successful contradiction, that the last Congress did 
more in the direction of specific appropriations than had been done by 
all the Democratic Con which precededit. The policy had been 
adopted by a Democratic Congress of making lump appropriations. I 
remember a provision which was brought in by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations providing for the lumping of the appropriations for the en- 
tire clerk-hire of all the governmental Departments at Washington; and 
I remember, sir, that the Republicans resisted it in the Committee on 
Appropriations. And yetit was put through as a party question. But 
when we came into power, under the leadership of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON], who I am glad to know is now upon the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, we changed the whole policy, making specific 
appropriations, providing the number of clerks that could be employed, 
Arne to the Departments and to each Department a certain number, 
and under his bill it was utterly impossible to employ more than the 
specified number and thus create a deficiency. 

Mr. Chairman, I must again recur to the refusal to appropriate for 
the armament of the new vessels, and I hope before this discussion is 
ended we shall hear from the other side, somewhatin full and explana- 
tory of their purpose and policy; and I hope that my colleague from 
New York and the gentleman from Pennsylvania will both be heard 
from. Can they tell us that it is not true that the refusal to give this 
money will keep the vessels out of commission for just so long a time 
as youdelayit? Is it not true that you might just as well refuse to ap- 
propriate for the vessels themselves for the next fiscal year as to fail to 
appropriate for their armament? Is not that the fact? The Secretary 
of the Navy has sent here a letter, Mr. Chairman, from which you can 
draw no other inference. It asserts unequivocally that the refusal to 
give this money absolutely delays the putting of these vessels into com- 
mission. ‘Taking these facts altogether, this increasing of the number 
of old wooden ships, old wooden hulks, upon which you can expend 
money, and the refusal to provide armament for the new vessels, and 
can you draw any other inference therefrom than that it is the inten- 
tion of the Democratic majority to stop here and now the building of 
new ships? 

I congratulate the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FINERTY ] upon the 
position he has taken, and I hope, sir, that there may be found other 

tlemen upon the other side of this Chamber to unite with the Repub- 
ican minority here and defeat what seems to be the purpose of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and to that end properly amend their bill. 

I must not pass from this question too hastily. I believe that when 
the question was under discussion the other day the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania called the attention of this House to the fact that we 
could use upon the new ships the armament which is now upon the old 
wooden vessels. Is that the excuse for the policy portrayed by this 
bill? Is that the policy which is to prevail here? Will he tell us 
those old guns can be adapted to that purpose? Will he prove to us 
they can be so used ? 

The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, if I understood 
him, contemplates that. I could understand it if the suggestion came 
from some other quarter. But that the representatives of the commer- 
cial interests of the great Atlantic seaboard should suggestsuch an idea, 
and thus seek to defend a bill which has concealed in its provisions this 
purpose of stopping the good work which we inaugurated, and as to which 
we told you how we could save the money to carry it on, passes my com- 

rehension. Coming from such a source, I must confess my most un- 
Sounded surprise. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe in this matter of appropriating money I am 
something of an economist. I believe, sir, I was. commended by the 
other side of the House during the Forty-seventh Congress for my po- 
sition upon that question, and I have never heard any member of Con- 
gress upon either side charge me with extravagance. I have been told, 
sir, that I patterned too much after the example of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] in the past—— 

Mr. RANDALL. That is a mistake. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That I adopted too many of his economical notions. 

Mr. RANDALL. That isa mistake. I followed the gentleman in 
my vote in committee against giving any additional money to the com- 
pletion of the ironclads, which he opposed at the last session. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What is the mistake? 


Mr. RANDALL. The mistake is in your saying you followed me, 
when I followed you by refusing to vote in the committee to appropri- 
ate any money to build the monitors. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am speaking not with reference to my having fol- 
lowed the gentleman in the last House or his having followed me. I 
am trying, Mr. Chairman, to pay a tribute to myself [laughter] by say- 
ing that here on the floor and among my friends the most serious charge 
that has ever been brought against me was that I patterned too much 
after the economical notions of the.gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL]. 

Mr. RANDALL. You are always safe in doing that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Therefore it was we brought the naval bill down 
to the lowest possible figure when we presented it to the last Congress, 
and as it passed the House it was uncriticised. There were amend- 
ments to it in the Senate that I opposed, und the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania followed my lead, he says. I believe hedid. We were of the 
same mind upon that question then. Undoubtedly we are of the same 
mind now. 

Having said this much with reference to myself and with reference 
to the past legislation upon this subject, I am compelled to express my 
profound surprise and my deep regret that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania should allow his committee to take advantage of this legisla- 
tion recommended by the Secretary of the Navy, of which we were the 
authors, which we gave to the country for the purpose of building up 
a new navy and giving to the country these new ships—that he should 
allow his committee to take that advantage and retard and delay the 
work for the single purpose of reducing the appropriation bill a million 
of dollars for the next fiscal year—not saving a dollar, bear in mind— 
in a vain effort to obtain a character for economy. 

Let us look at the appropriations for the Navy for a few years past. 

For the fiscal year 1876 the appropriations for the Navy were $18,000,- 
000; in 1877, reduced to $14,000,000; in 1878, increased to $19,000,000; 
in 1879, reduced to $14,250,000; in 1881, $15,250,000; in 1882 they were 
nearly $15,000,000. In each of these years the Democrats had this 
House. Nonewships were given to the country. Money was expended 
upon old wooden hulks—expended in the manner I have described, and 
costing more than they were worth for their repair. For 1883 we gave 
less than $16,000,000 to the Navy; for 1884, $16,500,000, about the aver- 
age which had been estabished by the preceding Democratic Houses, 
and $2,320,000 of the appropriations for 1884 was to build new ships. 

I do not care to weary the committee, My reason for recurring to this 
matter of the new ships is to impress upon the committee this threatened 
change of policy. 

Mr. Chairman, very briefly I will call your attention to one or two 
items of this proposed appropriation bill which seem to me to be sub- 
jects of proper criticism. I call attention to the item ‘* Navigation.’’ 
And either in this general debate or when the bill is taken up for amend- 
ment under the five-minute rule I trust we shall hear some explana- 
tion from the other side giving a reason why the appropriation has been 
reduced. i 

Mr. RANDALL. I will give it to you now if you want it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I shall be happy to hear it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Last year the appropriation for that object was 
$100,000. The officer in charge of that Department said there was a 
saving in the matter of pilotage in the employment of pilots in foreign 
waters of $37,000; but that instead of saving it to the Government he 
had used it, perhaps properly, for the purchase of other articles not em- 
braced in the clause. We therefore took $37,000 from the $100,000, 
leaving $63,000, and added $12,000 more; so that practically for the ob- 
jects originally mentioned in that paragraph we have given $12,000 
more to that fund than was expended for the items enumerated therein 
last year. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, will the gentleman tell the committee the 
purpose for which that amount of $37,000 was expended ? 

Mr. RANDALL. It was expended very usefully, no doubt; but not 
under the specification made of it when we passed the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman’s explanation would 
be complete—— 

Mr. RANDALL, I think it is complete. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It would be complete if he would state to the com- 
mittee the purposes for which that was expended. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have said that I believe it was expended for 
useful purposes, but not coming within the range of articles specified 
to be paid for out of that appropriation. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania say that it 
was not within the range of the purposes of the appropriation, that the 
money could not be properly expended for the purpose to which it was 
applied ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not say that technically it could not be ex- 
pended, because there may have been at the end of the section some 
discretion given. But I do say, and the officer in charge of the bureau 


wili not contradict it, that he did go beyond the range of expectation, 
because he did not anticipate that he could save that money, and he 
purchased things which he did not at that time anticipate buying. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘The gentleman’s explanation has been incomplete. 
I understand this from the Secretary of the Navy, that s inadequate 
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an appropriation had been made in times past for this purpose that the 
Department were without compasses, and I believe without charts. 
This money was expended for supplies of that nature. The Depart- 
ment was so far reduced in such supplies for the equipment of vessels 
that they could not be sailed with safety. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Hear me through. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no deficiency at all asked for this year, 
showing that the $100,000, or rather the $63,000, was adequate. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It was absolutely necessary, as I was told by the 
Secretary of the Navy, and I am confirmed in that by the gentleman 
from Illinois, a member of the Committee on Appropriations { Mr. CAN- 
NON], it was absolutely necessary for the good of the service that the 
Department should have more supplies in the way of compasses, &c. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, why did you not give it to them, then? 

Mr. HISCOCK I will answer that question before I get through. 
They said it was necessary that they should have these articles for the 
safety of the ships and for the safety of the men on the ships. The Sec- 
retary of the Navy told the Committee on Appropriations that he was 
intending to save in this matter of pilotage. We were fully advised of 
that when we gave this sum of money. ' And he now says that although 
he has saved that sum of money he needs the $100,000 for the pur- 
pose of maintaining this branch of the service; and more than that, 
he says that he can point out the items upon which he proposes to ex- 

nd it. 

Pent. RANDALL. And the Secretary of the Navy in the same rela- 
tion says that he requires $8,000,000 more than we have given him. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And he tells you what he proposes to do with it, 
und Congress has the right to refuse money for those objects, but you 
propose to give for this; you recognize its propriety hut refuse to give 
enough; reducing the appropriation in this way takes ships out of com- 
mission. Reduce this appropriation to $75,000, and you will take 
ships out of commission. Are you willing to take that responsibity ? 
[The chairman raised his tel I have somewhat interrupted 
and I hope [ will be indulged with a little more time. 

Mr. RANDALL, I move that the gentleman have as much time as 
he desires. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HISCOCK. From 1875 to 1882 this item of appropriation ranged 
from $115,000 to $111,000, a Democratic House in each Congress. In 
the Forty-seventh $100,000 was adopted as the minimum that could be 
Gs a es for this purpose. 

served upon the Committee on Appropriations during those Con- 
gresses under a very economic chairman; and I aided that chairman in 
the making up of this naval appropriation bill. We were never able to 
reduce the amount for this purpose below $111,000. 

Now, does the gentleman explain this reduction by saying that the 
Secretary of the Navy has presented to Congress extrao estimates 
with reference to certain other items? It is the business of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to go through the items of expenditures, to 
audit the acounts of the Department, if you please, and to look into 
what will be required for the coming fiscal year, examine and tell what 
items they refuse to allow for and what allow for, giving a sufficient 
sum of money for that which is necessary only. 

I eall attention to the appropriation for equipment and recruiting. 
The amount appropriated for that in 1875 was $1,140,000; in 
1876, $1,325,000; in 1877, $1,045,000; in 1878, $935,000; in 1879, 
$850,000; in 1880, $868,000; in 1881, $873,000; in $1882, $910,000; in 
1883, $825,000; and in 1884, $889,000. I will ask the gentleman how 
much is proposed in this bill for this item? 

Mr. RANDALL. The appropriation last year was $800,000, and we 
propose this year $700,000. I can give the gentleman the reason for 
that if he wishes it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. Of that item, $350,000 goes for the purchase of 
coal, &c. ; for the purchase of other articles, $150,000, and for labor in the 
fene, &c., $200,000. The amount appropriated was reduced $200,000 

ast year because the Secretary chose to close a number of the navy- 
yards. And he asserts distinctly that unless Congress shall reverse its 
action in that particular he will continue to keep them closed, includ- 
ing, I am sorry to say, the navy-yard near where I live, that of League 
Island. But if these yards are to be closed, the reduction can be rela- 
tively made without any difficulty whatever. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now will the gentleman from Pennsylvania in this 
connection tell the committee the purposes to which this appropriation 
is devoted? 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman can read the estimates or the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask the gentleman to state to the committee the 
purposes for which this appropriation is made. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iwill cause the paragraph to be read, if the gen- 
tleman wishes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly; cause it to be read. I would like the 
gentleman to state the purposes to which this money is devoted. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman has the bill before him, has he not ? 

Mr: HISCOCK. Oh, yes; but the gentleman says this matter de- 
pends upon the closing of the navy-yards. 


Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. I say that it depends upon the number of ships in 
commission. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask the Clerk to read a paragraph from the bill. 
I do this for the accommodation of the gentleman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT AND RECRUITING. 

For cguipmens of vessels: For coal for steamers’ and ships’ use, including 
expenses of transportation, storage, and handling; hemp, wire, hides, and other 
materials for the manufacture of rope and cordage; iron for the manufacture of 
anchors, cables, galleys, and chains; canvas for the manufacture of sails, awn- 

bags, and hammocks; heating apparatus for receiving-ships; and for the 
purchase of all other articles of equipment at home and abroad, and for the pay- 
ment of labor in equipping vessels and manufacture of equipment articles in the 
several navy-yards, $700,000. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, will the gentleman be so good as to tell the 
committee how that sum depends at all upon the closing of navy-yards? 

Mr. RANDALL. It says so in so many words. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. Itis simply for the 
supply of vessels; and I must confess my surprise that a bill has been 
brought in here containing an item with reference to which the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations is unable to state to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole the purposes for which the money is to be expended. 
This appropriation has nothing to do with navy-yards. 

Mr. RANDALL. We had an estimate from the Department, by 
which it appeared that more than $100,000 of the previous appropria- 
tion had been spent in labor at navy-yards. Hence it was a mere 
matter of arithmetical calculation to reach the sum named in the bill. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I say that this item does not depend upon the 
closing of a single navy-yard. It has nothing to do with the closing 
of navy-y: 


Mr. RANDALL. Then the gentleman differs with the Department. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly not, and by the terms of this bill the 
money is to be expended in supplies to ships which are to go into com- 
mission or which are now in commission. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is part of it, no doubt. 


Mr. HISCOCK. It is the entire sum. 
Mr. RANDALL. No, sir. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Itis the entire sum, and if the gentleman will pro- 


cure the items of expenditure for the current or the last fiscal year he 
will find that I am right in my assertion. 

Mr. RANDALL, I have an estimate from the Department showing 
that more than $100,000 ofthe previous appropriation was spent for labor 
in the yards. P 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not know but the gentleman has such an esti- 
mate ? 

Mr. RANDALL. You do not deny that I have? 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, sir, I certainly will not deny it; but I will as- 
sert that the gentleman has no letter, no estimate, which makes the ex- 
penditure of this money to depend upon the keeping open or the closing 
of the yards. It is not devoted to the maintenance of yards at all. 
The appropriation for those purposes is made in other provisions of the 
bill. This appropriation refers simply to ships which are in commis- 
sion or which are to be put in commission. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania has undertaken to explain this re- 
duction to us. I hope that when this item of the bill shall be reached 
he will be able to tell the committee whether I am right or wrong in 
this particular, and to verify, if he can, the statement he has made here. 
I am very sure that I am right. 

In this connection let me read: 

For the year ending June 30, 1883, the appropriation “equipment of vessels" 
was reduced to $750,000, although no reduction was made in the number of ves- 
sels in commission, and the amount estimated and reserved for the payment of 
their running expenses was found, when the accounts of the several paymas- 
ters came to be settled, to be insufficient for the sen ached $49,700.96, as appears 


by the annual report of the Fourth Auditor of the ury, Who will report a 
deficiency of that amount for the settlement of the accounts. 


During the goor fiscal year the number of vessels fitted for sea has been 
much larger n heretofore, and the number in commission also largely in- 
creased; in co! uence of the additional expense of fitting out and maintain- 


ing the increase, 5 aly iseprees for the current fiscal year will be completely 
| e usted, leaving nothing forthe purchase of hemp, of which bat litle remains 
on hand, nor the replenishing of foreign coaling stations, which are also greatly 
in need of supplies of coal, no foreign shipments having been made during the 
last or present fiscal years, owing to the insufficie .cy of the appropriations, 

These deficiencies will all have to be supplied trom the appropriation for the 
next fiscal year, and the amount named in the bill, $700,000, is entirely inade- 
quate for the purpose. r 

The expenditure for labor in fitting out and equipping vessels under this 
bureau, including repairs, andthe manufacture of rope and other articles to meet 
the requirements of the service at the several navy-yards amounts to about $300,- 
000 per annum; the expenses abroad of vessels in commission amount to about 
$300,000, leaving but $100,000 for the purchase of hemp, coal for home consump- 
an pee for shipment to foreign stations, and all other supplies pertaining to 
t reau, 


That, Mr. Chairman, is a memorandum furnished me from the Navy 
Department, I would not for a moment have gentlemen on the other 
side think I am unwilling to have reduced the amount carried by an 
appropriation bill. Iam indifferent to the amount reported if it is re- 
quired by the needs of the service and cut down to the actual needs of 
the Government. But, sir, I do not believe in the policy of ascertain- 
ing the amount appropriated at a former session of Congress and then 
reducing that amount a million of dollars arbitrarily. That is not the 
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way to provide for a great government like this. That is not the policy 
which should be pursued by statesmen. It is not a policy which will 
reflect credit on the dominant power of any House. 

The peopleare entirely willing that money be expended, only requiring 
it shall be well expended. They do not believe in a starvation policy. 
They do not believe in the appropriation of money for worthless and 
improper objects. But, sir, I have never known a constituency which 
would not indorse its Representative for voting for an appropriation if 
it were a wise one. . 

I have consumed more time than I intended. I have pointed out a 
few of the reductionsin the pending bill, and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] has attempted toexplainthem. I have called 
attention to some facts which I believe indicate the policy of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and I shall be glad to have this general debate 
‘go on until gentlemen on the other side can make the fullest explana- 
tion. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I avail myself of the latitude of a 
‘general debate to discuss the question, whether the present policy of ap- 
‘propriating money each year for telegraphicservice to be rendered by pri- 
vate corporations should be perpetuated. This bill contains eleven dif- 
ferent appropriations for such service, which will mainly be performed 
by the Western Union Company. Each of the thirteen general appro- 
priation bills will contain similar provisions; and for a quarter of a cen- 
“tury we have been appropriating indefinitesums toeach one of the many 
Departmentsand bureaus of the Government fortelegraphing. Whatag- 
“gregate amount was paid by the United States to the Western Union even 

“last year alone no man in Congress knows, butit must have been large. 
And beyond all question the whole amount paid by Government to tele- 
-graph companies has been far greater than the cost of building all such 
lines on the continent. I have no doubt whatever that the amount re- 
ceived from the national Treasury by the Western Union in any five 
‘years has been greater than the actual cash paid up by its stockholders. 

What has thus been true in the past will certainly and quickly be 
repeated in the future, unless there be a change in the present policy. 
And while that which I now desire to say would be equally pertinent 
to any other general appropriation bill, yet it is precisely germane to 
the one before us. This constant drain for telegraphing through scores 
of little vents has not heretofore been deemed worthy of notice in the 
general debate, yet believing as I do that our present practice rests 
upon a false principle, and that this question of public economy is of 
greater moment to the Government and the people than are several 
other topics which have been dwelt upon, I take the first occasion for 
calling the attention of the House to the query: Whether, instead of 
making heavy and indefinite appropriations for telegraphic service ren- 
dered by private corporations, year after year and decade after decade, 
it may not be cheaper, wiser, and better for Government to build and 
operate lines of its own? 

THE OBJECTIONS TO A POSTAL TELEGRAPH STARTED BY THE WESTERN UNION 
TELEGRAPH COMPANY. 

That is a broad question and suggests many others, more than I 
have time even to mention; but they will be covered by one of three 
main propositions: 

1. Has Congress the legal power under the Constitution to establish 
and operate telegraph lines as a part of the postal system of the United 
States? 

2. If it has, should this power be exercised ? 

3. And if so, which of the many proposed ways of establishing a 
postal telegraph would be least objectionable and most efficient ? 

Weeks before Congress met the president of the Western Union pub- 
lished in the North American Review an elaborate article denying the 
first and second of these propositions. A marked copy was sent free to 
each Senator and Representative. (I do not know who paid for them. ) 
He labored to show that the establishment of a postal telegraph would 
be unconstitutional, inequitable, impolitic, and dangerous to the lib- 
erties of the people. Many of the daily papers, which are more or less 
dependent on the Western Union for the rates paid for press news, even 
if there be no stronger bond of union, re-echoed the cry, and thousands 
of persons not familliar with the real situation and with the ramified 
and sweeping power of that corporation have suddenly become doubt- 
ful as to the feasibility of or necessity for a postal telegraph. No illus- 
tration of the grip which that monopoly has upon the nerve system of 
national intelligence can be stronger than is furnished by the effectupon 
public sentiment, and especially in this building, of the fallacious article 
published by Dr. Norvin Green. Nothing could be clearer than the 
purpose of this salaried official of the most powerful and ambitious 
monopoly in America to forestall the action of Congress on proposed 
legislation. No brief by a corporation attorney could be less disinter- 
ested or more distorted. And to me itis marvelously surprising that 
in view of these facts so many gentlemen have willingly swallowed his 
story and gravely retail his objections, as if they were not only true but 
axiomatic. 

With a love for fair play I ask the indulgence of the House to make 
a few suggestions on the people’s side. 


IS A POSTAL TELEGRAPH CONSTITUTIONAL? 


As to the question of unconstitutionality, the Supreme Court in the 


Pensacola case (96 United States Reports), seven years ago, went as far 


toward affirming the power of Congress to operate a postal telegraph 
as it properly could go in a case which did not present that point in 
issue. It declares that Congress may assume the telegraph as a part 
of the postal service, and only reserves an opinion on the point whether 
Congress may not ‘‘exclude all others from its use.” I quote the 
whole paragraph: ` 

Since the case of Gibbons vs. Ogden (9 Wheaton, 1) it has never been doubted 
that commercial intercourse is an element of commerce which comes within the 
Sa Seo power of Congress. 

%ost-oftices and post-roads are established to facilitate the transmission of in- 
telligence. Both conimerceand the postal service are placed within the power of 
Congress, because, being national in their operation, they should be under the 
protecting care of the National Government. 

The powers thus granted are not confined to the instrumentalities of com- 
merce or the postal service known or in use when the Constitution was adopted, 
but they keep pace with the pro of the country and adapt themselves tothe 
new developments of time and circumstance. They extend from the horse with 
its rider to the stage-coach, from the sailing vessel to the steamboat, from the 
coach and the steamboat to the railroad, and from the railroad to the telegraph, 
as these new agencies are successively brought into use to meet the demands 
of increasing population and wealth. They were intended forthe government 
of the business to which they relate at all times and underall circumstances. 

Asthey were intrusted to the eral Government for the of the nation, 
it is not only the right but the dufy of Congress to see to it that intercourse 
among the States and the transmission of intelligence are not obstructed or un- 
necessarily encumbered by State legislation. 

The electric telegraph marks an epoch in the progress of time. In a little 
more than a quarter of a century it has changed the habits of business and 
become one of the necessities of commerce, It is indispensable as a means of 
intercommunication, but especially is it so in commercial transactions. 

The statistics of the business before the recent reductions in rates show that 
more than 80 per cent. of all the messages sent by tel ph related to commerce. 
Goods are sold and money paid upon telegraphic orders. Contracts are made 
z Sop (haa correspondence, cargoes secured, and the movement of ships 

rected. 

The tel phic announcement of the markets abroad regulates prices at home, 
and a prudent merchant rarely enters upon an important transaction without 
using the telegraph freely to secure information. It is not only important tothe 
poopie but to the Government. By means of it the heads of the Departments in 

ashington are kept in close communication with all their various agencies at 
home and abroad, and can know at almost any hour, by inquiry, what is trans- 
piring anywhere that affects the interests they have in ona. 

Under such circumstances it can not for a moment be doubted that this pow- 
erful agency of commerce and intercommunication comes within the controlling 
power of Congress, certainly as against hostile State legislation. In , from 
the beginning, it seemsto have been assumed that Congress might aid in devel- 
oping the system; for the first telegraphic line of any considerable extent ever 
erected was built between Washington and Baltimore, only a little more than 
thirty Toes ago, with money appropriated by Con for that purpose (5 Stat- 
utes, 618); and large donations of land and mon: kave since been made to aid 
in the construction of other lines (12 id., 489, 772; 13 id., 365; 14 id., 292). 

It is not necessary to inquire whether Congress may assume the telegraph as 
pas ofthe tal service and exclude all others from its use. The present case 

satisfied if we find that Con; has power, by appropriate | lation, to pre- 
vent the States from placing o! tions in the way of its usefulness. 


Subsequent to the publication of Dr. Green’s article, Postmaster- 
General Gresham, who has long been recognized as an able jurist, care- 
fully investigated the whole legal question, and in his late report says: 

I have reached the conclusion that Congess has the constitutional power in 
providing for the postal service of the country to avail itself of all the facilities 


Revised h the inventive genius of modern times for transmitting messages 
and intelligence, and that it has full authority to buy or build lines. 


His predecessor, Postmaster-General Howe, whose judicial acumen 
has rarely been equaled, said in his report for 1882: 

After the fullest consideration I have been able to give the subject I am forced 
to the conclusion that the time has fully come when the telegraph and postal 
service should be emb: under one management. 

business of the telegraph is inherently the same as that of the mail. It 
is to transmit messages from one person to another. That is the very purpose 
for which fiices and post-roads are established, The power to establish is 
not limi to any particular modes of transmission. The telegraph was not 
known when the Constitution was adopted; neither was the railway. I can 
not doubt that the power to employ one is as clear as to employ the other. 

The proposition will strike the average mind as indisputable, that 
Government may constitutionally possess and operate a telegraph wire 
in the same legal sense that it may own and handle the sacksin which 
it transports mail-matter, or that it may by its own corps of carriers 
distribute letters from a post-office to private residences, or that it may 
transact a So by issuing and paying the drafts termed 
money-orders, or that it may conduct the most extended express busi- 
ness on the continent, and perform the service of a common carrier of 
general merchandise, embracing articles from guarden seeds to whifile- 
trees and dress patterns to Florida alligators. It is doing these things 
to-day and in accordance with the Constitution. And if it may legally 
own such property, employ men, and perform such service, then most 
certainly may it legally own and operate a telegraph wire. 

A QUESTION OF CASH AND NOT OF CONTSITUTIONALITY. 

The insincerity of Dr. Green’s allegation to the contrary is vividly 
exposed by his chief object, which he states thus: 

But if it be determined that the Government shall enter upon a public tele- 
graph service, then it has acquired the right and is under obligation to take the 
sonn telegraph properties in the country at valuation, as provided in the 

o 

In other words, if Government builds lines of its own and competes 
with the Western Union, then a postal telegraph is unconstitutional; 
but if it buys the Western Union property at $80,000,000, then a postal 
telegraph is or may be constitutional. So that after all the issue is 
not one of legal power, but of $80,000,000. This ‘‘ constitutional ’’ 
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dodge has been so frequently played on so many different measures 
and so often exposed, that I turn from it with the remark that the ardent 
solicitude for the integrity of the Constitution evinced by the Western 
Union, the Standard Oil Company, the land-grant railroad burglars, 
and the whole host of corporation pirates would be amusing if it were 
not so nauseatingly disgusting, and possibly warrants the hope that 
this noble charter of liberty, which had a mighty hard time before 
they were born, will yetnow and insome feeble way manage to straggle 
down the centuries. 
INCREASE OF GOVERNMENT PATRONAGE. 

But the objection to a postal telegraph most frequently urged, and 
seemingly with some effect, is that it would increase the number of Gov- 
ernment employés, and thus endanger the liberties of the people. The 
premise is true, the inference false. Dr. Green puts it thus: 


* * © The genius of our Government is that the people rule; it is therefore 
adverse to the administrative power, for the time being, having any such ad- 
vantage in directing or controlling the popular will. The LERA ( ) 
would not only double the power, by way of patronage, of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, but would give the administration party immense advantages in warmly 
contested elections. Whocan say that sooner or later there would not be espion- 
age of telegrams instituted? But even were it administered with the most sa- 
cred impartiality and inviolability of the’ privacy of messages, the opposing 
Ba would never believe it was so administered, and would not venture to use 

t in the private arrangements for the prosecution of the contest, 


The employment of operators by Government would certainly aug- 
ment the public force, just as does the hiring of any additional clerks; 
but how will this increase jeopardize the liberties of the people? Let 
us examine into that. 

The dan; which lurk and inhere in every telegraph system, alike 
whether it be operated by Government or by a private corporation, must 
be either internal or external; that is, either exist in the opportunity 
for ‘‘ an espionage [and betrayal] of telegrams,” or in the efficiency of 
operators as an organized force in community. 

No man can be more familiar with the facts in the case than is Dr. 
Green. He has had long experience as the autocrat of the telegraph. 
His opportunities for exact observation have been unequaled. He must 
be conversant with the possibilities of utilizing confidential telegrams 
for a purpose different from that of the sender. He has studied the ef- 
ficiency of an organized telegraph force as a political engine, and dis- 
covers in it a power which, if wielded by Government, would threaten 
the nation’s liberties. But may not his opinion be warped by the obli- 
gations of his official position ? 

ESPIONAGE OF TELEGRAMS, 

As to those dangers which are internal, and which in the nature of 
things must inhere in every telegraph system, it is clear that if the vol- 
ume of business after the opening of a postal telegraph were no greater 
than at present the same number of persons would be required to handle 
it. Suppose all of these persons now to be in the employ of the Western 
Union, and dependent for bread and butter upon the will of, say, Dr. 
Green; but that, after the establishment of the postal telegraph, one- 
half would be in Government and one-half in Western Union employ. 
If those men can be used as spies, or as a political machine, then Dr. 
Green may now so use the whole of them for the avaricious purposes of 
his monopoly, and by so doing may far more seriously endanger the 
liberties of the people than if his power were reduced one-half, or than, 
on the worst supposition, if his half were counteracted by the Govern- 
ment’s half. Of Dr. Green personally I have nothing unkind or un- 
generous either to say or to insinuate. But in the Western Union and 
in its corporate character I have no more confidence than I have in a 
tattlesnake—not a whit more. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Irise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I desire to know, as I am notatall familiar with 
the rules of this House, whether it is proper that a speech upon the 
Western Union Telegraph should be made when a question of the naval 
appropriation bill is before the House; and if it is in order, whether it 
is because of the watered stock of that company that it comes in under 
the question of a naval appropriation bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Maine that the House is now in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and the gentleman from Kansas has the right under the 
practice of the House to discuss any matter that he chooses. 

Mr. ANDERSON. And the swiftness and owlish solemnity with 
which he insinuates that ‘‘sooner or later an espionage of telegrams 
would be instituted ” by Government, and that a postal telegraph would 
becomea dangerous political engine, certainly justifies the query whether 
the Western Union telegraph is now or ever has been so used? 

Does he speak from official knowledge or simply as a philosophic ob- 
server of abstract possibilities? If from the former, then I for one 
would infinitely prefer to trust any political party whom the people 
shall place in power with one-half the telegraphic facilities and force 
of the continent than to trust Mr. Jay Gould with the whole of them; 
and I venture the assertion that 50,0Q0,000 of Americans feel exactly 
the same way. But if he speaks merely as a philosopher, then while 
admiring the disinterested patriotism which impels him to ring out a 
warning, yet I can not share his vivid apprehensions of denger to the 
people’s liberties from a Government telegraph. 


Are not the people themselves the real government? Do not the 
majority of them compose the ‘‘administration party? Do not the 
people make and unmake the officers who for the time being constitute 
the administration? Will not the people be safer in the hands of men 
whom they select every two or four years than to be solely and abso- 
lutely in the hands of men whom Mr. Gould and other owners of the 
Western Union exclusively select? 

If it be “the genius of our Government that the people rule,™ how 
can that genius be ‘‘adverse’’ to aGovernment telegraph, which would 
break Mr. Gould’s absolute rule through the Western Union monopoly ? 
Is he ‘‘the people?” And if a telegraph system is inherently a dan- 
gerous engine, should not the people at once take it wholly into their 
own hands and ont of Mr. Gould’s hands? Atany rate, would not their 
liberties be better conserved by the establishment of a postal wire over 
which they might send tidings without the possibility of espionage by 
Western Union employés, rather than as now over Western Union wires 
alone? These questions answer themselves; and the answers conc! u- 
sively show that so far as internal elements are concerned the liberties 
of the people would not be endangered by a postal telegraph. 

On the other hand, they would be preserved against existing dangers; 
because the real issue to-day is not whether a postal telegraph can be 
freed from the possibility that an operator may know and betray the 
contents of a message, or the resultant possibility of an espionage of 
telegrams by his employer. These possibilities, being inherent in all 
telegraphs, are as true of the Western Union as of every other line, and 
the guards against them in the form of “‘ciphers’’ would be just-as 
effective on the Government’s wires as they are on Western Union 
wires—no more, no less. But the exact issue to-day, since telegraph 
lines do exist and will be used, is whether a postal operator would be 
as trustworthy as is a Western Union operator; whether the danger of 
espionage by men responsible to the people would be any greater than 
by men responsible alone to Mr. Gould; whether the public shall have 
at least one line on which private individualscan not exercise the right 
to place operators whom they may use as spies, or whether corporation 
czars shall furnish the only lines on the continent and alone select the 
operating force. That is the real issue. 


A POSTAL OPERATOR CONTROLLING AN ELECTION, 


But perhaps the dangers are external, and are to be found in tele- 
graph employés as an organized force acting on society, and I wish to 
ascertain, if possible, the real power of postal operators, appointed under 
civil-service rules, as a factor in partisan politics, and whether that 
power may become dangerous to the Republic: because Dr. Green as- 
sures us that there are dangers somewhere, and as they are not internal, 
they must be external. 

Standing upon the eminence of his vast experience and looking down 
upon the busy population of the continent, his eye rests upon a town of 
say 5,000 persons, having 1,000 voters and a ffice, in which are two 
Government operators, one for day and the other for night service. On 
election morning his prophetic soul discovers that pale-taced but bloody- 
minded night operator, after twelve hours on duty, rallying at the polls 
and savagely tearing the liberties of the people into tatters by ruthlessly 
compelling the thousand voters to deposit the ballot indicated by the 
administration party. And this fiendish outrage would actually beac- 
complished were it not for the gallantry of Dr. Green, who, rushing to 
the rescue, with the Constitution of the United States in one hand 
and the flag of the Western Union, starry with “‘ franks,” in the other, 
leaps between those hundreds of defenseless American citizens and that 
terrible di oof an operator, and bids him ‘‘Avaunt ye!” while 
Mr. Gould silently continues to gather in the Western Union ducats. 
There’s patriotism for you, and likewise ‘‘richness!*’ If the lobby of 
the Western Union can prevent it, that bléodthirsty operator shall not 
surround and capture any regiment of Americans anywhere ! 

Now, I do not undervalue the destructive force of that Gatling gun 
of an operator as a power in partisan politics, but concede that Dr. Green 
is right as to him! And in my district there would be, if the postal 
telegraph were established, just about twenty such bristling political 
pirates—only at least ten of them would be girls. But where it seems 
to me that Dr. Green is mistaken is with respect to the sagacity and 
courage of the American people. There are over 160,000 of them in the 
district I have the honor to represent, and I really believe that those 
160,000 Kansans would actually preserve their political liberties as 
against the whole twenty or even forty operators, especially as the girls 
would be apt to marry. And what is true in that district is precisely 
as true in all other districts. Even at the improbable rate of fifty oper- 
ators to a district there would still be 3,000 people to one operator; and 
whenever 3,000 Americans can not defend their liberties as against one 
operator chaos may as well start on the rampage. Even to discuss such 
an absurdity seems to demand an apology. 

INCREASE OF POSTAL EMPLOYES EXAGGERATED, 

The only other possible avenue of danger to our liberties from a postal 
telegraph is in the power which would be given to the administration 
by the additional patronage; and over this dire possibility the Western 
Union lobby fairly shrieks. 

The other day Dr. Green endeavored to convince the Post Office Com- 
mittee of the Senate that if a postal telegraph were established, ‘‘ within 
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five years the Government would find itself with an army of 100,000 
employés in the telegraphic service.” He reaches this conclusion by 
supposing that the number of operators employed on the Western Union 
is “* probably 30,000,” and the number of messengers ‘‘a little army;’’ 
that the number of persons in telegraphic service employed by all rail- 
road and telegraph companies is between 40,000 and 50,000; thata postal 
telegraph would double the present volume of business in four years, and 
that within five years it would have an army of 100,000 employés. Mr. 
Hubbard, who is an expert in telegraph history, punctured the state- 
ment that the number of Western Union operators is30,000 by saying: 


I suppose you havein your service somewhere about 3,000 or 10,000 operators? 
Mr. GREEN. In the Western Union I think that is about the fact. 


There is a difference of 266 per cent. between 8,000 and 30,000. And 
whether the basis of estimate is to be 30,000 operators or only 8,000 
operators and whether the number of messengers is *‘a little army ”’ 
or only 2,000, are points that must materially affect the accuracy of the 
“100,000” total of Government employés, and may reduce it to 26,000. 
As a sample of the sort of bosh which Mr. Gould’s employés are trying 
to palm off on the American people as “‘ facts,” I extract from the state- 
ment of Dr. Green before the Senate’s Post-Office Committee, January 
31, 1884: 

Mr. GREEN. * * * The numberofemployés in the present telegraph system 
is very difficult to ascertain. Under our contracts with railroad companies, out of 
13,000 offices about 9,000 offices are open for the public for commercial business 
and social m . Over 9,000 offices are maintained by the railroad compa- 
nies, and the emp) loyés are the employés of the railroad com panies. 


The CHAIRMAN. Can you state how many employés, aside from those em- 
Las ser by the railroad companies, the Western Union has? 
r. Green. I can not give you that exactly. * * * I should say, there- 
fore, that there are probably 30,000 operators heer Be ie on the Western Union 
lines. There are genannten! 6,000 other employés engaged in constructing 


and maintaining th lines—superintendents, clerks, and officers. 


Mr. HUBBARD. I suppose you have in your service somewhere about 8,000 or 
10,000 operators? 

Ir. GREEN. Inthe Western Union I think that is about the fact. 

Senator PALMER. That is exclusive of your messengers? 

Mr. Green. Yes, sir. 

Senator PALMER. How many messengers are employed? 

Mr. Green, In the la cit there is a little army of them. I suppose we 
poste 1% in one office in New York, and we have quite a number of them every- 
ss Hvprarp. About 2,000 messengers, I guess. : 

If his answer to Mr. Hubbard is correct, then the answer to the chair- 
man’s question is incorrect, and the 30,000 employés include those of 
the railroads as well as of the Western Union. But if this be the case, 
then certainly one-third of the operators are not engaged in transmit- 
ting public messages, because of the whole 13,000 offices reported by 
the Western Union 4,000 are exclusively railroad offices and not open 
to the public. Of the 9,000 offices which are so open, 5,000 are 
maintained by the roads and 4,000 by the Western Union. In these 
5,000 offices, maintained primarily for railroad business and only inci- 
dentally for public messages, the time of a postal operator, were these 
offices transferred to a post-office, would not be fully employed. He 
would have as much time for routine post-oflice business as the pres- 
ent operator has for railroad mi and station-agent work. In 
other words, the postmaster or his clerk would also be an operator. 
And just to this extent the number of Government employés and the 
amount of patronage would not be increased; the only difference would 
be that in addition to their present qualifications the present ffice 
force would need the scala and skill of operators. So that the 
real increase would be equal to the 8,000 operators now employed in the 
4,000 Western Union offices proper, with the 2,000 boys as messengers, 
and linemen, &c., say 13,000 all told. That would be on the average 
thirty-eight employés to a Congressional district of over 150,000 people, 
or one additional employé to each 4,000 Americans. Thereisa glaring 
difference between 13,000, or even 26,000, and ‘‘an army of 100,000 
employés on the telegraph system.” 

GOVERNMENT “PATRONAGE” WHICH SAVED THE UNION. 

But suppose it were 100,000. Would that rack the American Consti- 
tution or debauch the purity of the people? This generation has seen 
the day when the ‘‘ patronage” of the Government was suddenly ex- 
panded by the appointment, equipment, and maintenance of 2,500,000 
armed soldiers, by the building of a powerful navy, and by all the emerg- 
ent necessities of the most colossal and expensive war of the century. 
For five years the continent shook beneath the tread not of operators 
nor of messenger boys, but of fierce warriors. And neither during the 
war nor at its close did these men jeopardize the nation, diminish the 
purity of the people, cool their love for the flag, or thwart the best in- 
terests of the Government. They saved the nation, they ennobled the 
people, they burnished the glory of the flag, and so endeared this Gov- 
ernment to the American people that, after the strain of such a war, 
which only made it the stronger, it may safely risk the rack of 15,000 
or even 100,000 postal employes, who would be just as true to it and 
to the people as were the two and a half millions of boys in blue. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when sifted, just this, and nothing more, is the 
terrible force of these two great objections to a telegraph so tri- 
umphantly vociferated by the Western Union lobby and so thoughtless- 
ly re-echoed in this Capitol, namely, its ‘‘ unconstitutionality ’’ and that 
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dare-devil of an operator with his coincident The first isnot 
true in fact, and the second would be silly if it were not too densely 
stupid, because it rests on the assumption that the American voters are 
either dolts or cowards, or else that an administration quadrennially 
elected by them is stronger and more outlasting than are the people; 
and there is not a man on this floor who really believes any such rot, no 
matter how many Western Union franks he may have in his pocket. 


HE WHO PLEADS EQUITY MUST FIRST DO EQUITY. 


As to the rest of the Western Union allegations nobody even pretends 
to believe them, much less to retail them. Everybody knows that its 
stock is watered worse than city milk; that its charges are as uneven, 
usurious, and outrageous as unbridled rapacity can make them; that its 
profit on the average m as shown by its own reports, is about 
65 per cent. of its alleged expense; that in its relentless ambition to mo- 
nopolize the telegraphy of the continent it has wrecked and destroyed 
millions of other people’s property; that each year, like a vampire, it has 
sucked from its customers millions upon millions of dollars more than 
its service was fairly worth; and that, with its attorneys, its allies, its 
lobby, its franks, and its other resources, it triumphantly defies Con- 

and laughs at the mere idea that a postal-telegraph bill can ever 
enacted into a law. Were there no other reason for such enactment 
this alone should be sufficient to Representatives acting only as agents 
for the American people. On the matter of franks I extract from Sen- 
ator HILL’s speech, as follows: 

As to the attempted control of governmental action by the Western Union 
Company, it was boldly acknowledged by the president himself in his annual 
report for 1873 in the following language : } 

* The franks issued to Government officials constitute nearly one-third of the 
total complimentary business. The wires of the Western Union Company ex- 
tend into thirty-seven States and nine Territories within the limits of the United 
States and into four of the British Provinces. In all of these our property is 
more or less subject to the action of the national, State, and municipal author- 
ities, and the judicious use of complimentary franks among them has been the 
mers fs saving to the company many times the money value of the free service 
performed.” 

I do not need to assume the responsibility of charging the present existence 
of all the abuses which are possible, or even of those referred to, in the manage- 
ment of the telegraph. It will be sufficient for us to say, in the words of the late 
Postmaster-General Howe : 

“Knowing that it can be so abused, it seems to be the dictate of prudence not 
to wait until it isso abused. Itis an agency much too dreadful to be intrusted 
to private hands.” 


USURPATION OF POSTAL FUNCTIONS BY THE TELEGRAPH COMPANIES, 

And now I desire to present a few facts which in my judgment render 
the immediate establishment of a postal telegraph imperatively neces- 
sary, not merely as a matter of convenience to the people, but as a 
measure of security to the Government and of public defense against. 
the exercise by a virtual monopoly of the most dangerous power that 
can be wielded in a republic. 

The Continental Congress declared the object and function of our 
postal system to be *‘ the communicating intelligence with regularity 
and dispatch from one part to another of these United States.’’ Intel- 
ligence may be communicated between persons by words spoken, writ- 
ten, or printed, and by signals. As to modes of conveyance, words 
may be taken to distant persons in mail-sacks or by telegraphic or tele- 
phonic wires. In fact, a word itself is nothing more than a mail-sack, 
containing the specific idea which that word is used to express. And 
as ideas are the essence and vitality of intelligence, and therefore the 
conveyance of ideas the very substance of the act of communicating 
intelligence, it is wholly immaterial what exact process of transmise- 
sion is employed, whether that of sending the paper on which words 
are written or printed, that of signaling the word by telegraph, or send- 
ing it by telephone. The whole point and essence of communicating 
intelligence is the transmission of precise ideas. 

The duty of conveying these communications between people widely 
separated is by the Constitution and statutes exclusively assigned to 
the United States Government, the reason being that not only the wel- 
fare of the people but the safety of the state itself may at times wholly 
depend upon the certainty, inviolability, and speed of such conveyal. 
To intrust to private individuals a work freighted with consequences 
that might vitally affect the whole people was deemed by the forefathers 
as dangerous to the Republic they planned so wisely and loved so well. 
Hence the conduct of the postal business was vested in the General 
Government as an absolute monopoly, and no person or even State may 
lawfully become a carrier of mails except as the authorized agent of 
the United States. 

But it has happened in the march of civilization and since the adop- 
tion of the Constitution that the courier and the coach have been sup- 
planted by the locomotive, and it by electricity. So that to-day by far 
the greater part of that intelligence which most vitally concerns the 

and ially the commercial world, is transmitted by wire, 

and neither by rail nor coach. In every county on the’ continent the 

pe which a farmer will receive for his products is lated each day 

y telegraph, and in most of them ever hour. Probably four-fifths of 

the whole business transacted in America turns upon the news flashed 

every few minutes over the wires, while nearly the whole of the news 
upon which the public breakfasts is contained in the dispatches. 

I doubt if any man does or can realize the full extent of the inroad 
by the telegraph upon the postal system as the true and real conveyer 
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of communication between the people, and the broad sweep of the 
usurpation by such companies of the constitutional functions of the 
Government to communicate intelligence. We have been, and are yet, 


asleep to the true situation. If the railroad companies when opening 
their roads had claimed the right to carry such intelligence as the peo- 
ple preferred to send by steam rather than by stage-coach, the penalty 
of the postal laws would have been quickly enforced, because the Gov- 
ernment alone could rightfully carry letters. But now, when the peo- 
ple prefer to telegraph the words of a message rather than wait till the 
identical piece of paper on which those words are written is conveyed 
in a mail-bag, we find that the very work which the Constitution vests 
in Government alone is chiefly being performed by an unscrupulous 
corporation. What earthly difference does it make whether the original 
piece of paper goes so long as the words are conveyed? None whatever 
in effect. The real function of the postal system is the transmission of 
intelligence from one part of the country to another. And yet the tele- 
graph companies, little by little, insidiously and increasingly, have 
usurped this function to such an extent that if the people were sud- 
denly deprived of their wires and thrown back upon the United States 
mails alone it would be as if the sun should set at noon. Notwith- 
standing which fact the paid agents of these companies actually have 
the impertinence to tell Congress that the establishment of a postal tele- 
graph would be ‘‘ unconstitutional ’’ and inexpedient. 


AMERICAN TELEGRAPHY AND THE AMERICAN EDITOR. 


The Western Union Company alone has 432,000 miles of wire, or 
enough to put seventeen different girdles about the globe. It has 
13,000 offices, and likely 50,000,000 of our population are within five 
hours of a telegraph key. It transmitted last year more messages than 
the whole number of letters carried in United States mails in 1843. 
Its revenues last year were greater than that of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment in 1870. Not only is it the common carrier of important social 
communications, but it is well-nigh the exclusive carrier of commercial, 
political, and general intelligence. ‘‘ The importance of its intelligence 
far exceeds the magnitude of its business;’’ and as compared with the 
postal system it is to-day the great carrier of those tidings on which the 
commercial prosperity of America pivots. 

Because, wherever there is a Western Union office proper, near by is 
an alert sentinel of the veteran corps of the Republic, an American edi- 
tor. Nothing escapes him, from the latest case of ‘didn’t know it 
was loaded’? or the condition of crops to the progress of a flood or the 
appearance of an epidemic. He is one of the countless eyes of the grand- 
est army of news-gatherers the world has ever seen. Whether his pa- 
per be daily or weekly makes no difference. He is one of the corps, 
and let an event happen that the aap ought to know, and he is as 
sure to telegraph it to the press as he is to accept a subscription for his 
paper. Every day he is on duty in every town and near each hamlet 
on the continent, and nothing of importance happens anywhere un- 
der the flag that is not gathered for the people and flashed by night to 
the news centers; while along the cables which dive beneath the gales 
and waves of ocean and clasp hands with the wires of all the conti- 
nents the news of all nations are interchanged. The facilities for gath- 
ering and communicating intelligence are almost as universal, active, 
and wonderful as the sun’s rays. They are as the clustered diamonds 
in the crown of the empress of modern genius. And no army could 
more safely rely upon the vigilance of its sentinels than may the Amer- 
ican people upon the sagacity and fidelity of their news-gatherers and 
proclaimers—the American press. 


CENSORSHIP OF THE ASSOCIATE PRESS. 

The process of action is substantially this: Suppose several impor- 
tant events have happened to-day in Kansas, Nebraska, and Colorado at 
points where there is not a daily paper. Editors of dailies are always 
agents of the press association which supplies their dispatches. The 
editor of a weekly at those points will telegraph the event to-night to 
the Associated Press. His message will go to Saint Louis, and be sifted 
by a sort of censor or manager of the Associated Press, who decides 
what shall appear, how much shall appear, and the precise form of its 
appearance. He may i or include what he pleases and may 
give just such color to an item as suits his fancy. And after thus de- 
ciding he telegraphs back to the Kansas dailies the dispatches which they 
publish to-morrow. 

That is a sample of the continent. And I am informed that there 
are just three such censors who sit in judgment upon all the news gath- 
ered in the United States by the Associated Press—one at Saint Louis 
for the West and South, one at ep for the Northwest, and one at 
New York for the East and South. Whatever is telegraphed from the 
territory in his jurisdiction goes to that censor, and whatever appears 
in the papers of his territory is telegraphed to them by him. All the 
Western news which appears in the Eastern associate press dailies is 
first telegraphed to the New York censor by Saint Louis and Chicago, 
and he after revising their revision transmits it to these dailies. In 
addition he receives and puts in shape the Eastern items, and, whatis 
often of moreimportance to the commercial, industrial, and agricult- 
ural interests of the West and South, formulates the cable news, sup- 
poeg including, and phrasingit as he thinks best. And not only does 

e thus shape the dispatches for the Eastern press, but those respect- 


ing both Eastern and foreign intelligence for the Western and Southern 
press, which he wires to Saint Louis and Chicago. 

These three censors—and it makes no difference about the exact num- 
ber, the principle is the same—may discharge their momentous duties 
with the utmost honor, sagacity, and integrity; and then, again, they 
may not. But whether they do or do not, the power vested in them, 
and especially in the New York censor, is more startling, more danger- 
ous, more cyclonic than the wildest despot of Europe ever dreamed it 
possible that one man could be permitted to wield. 


POWER OF THE CENSORS TO INFLUENCE PUBLIC OPINION. 

Because he who decides what news the American people shall read 
to-morrow and what they shall not read decides what the American 
people shall think to-morrow, shall feel, shall talk, shall act—it may 
be through many to-morrows. As the sun sweeps across the continent, 
and as America opens its daily, to devour the praise accorded, say, to one 
Congressman or the sneer at another, the ‘‘ public opinion ’’ of America 
as to those two men is forming. And that opinion is molded by the 
phraseology which either is or may be decided by one of the three cen- 
sors. The coloring which is given to a fact often impresses men more 
than does the bare fact itself; and the power to give that color, as well 
as to wire or suppress the fact itself, is vested in the censors not only as 
to political intelligence, but as to the commercial, industrial, social— 
indeed, all the items of American and European news. 

In comparison with the power of the New York censor the amplest 
power of the President of the United States in shaping public opinion 
isas a babe’s breath toa tempest. In similar comparison, the power of 
Congress to enact laws and of the Supreme Court to interpret law is 
as the autumn leaf below the growing wheat of spring, on which pres- 
ently men will feed their beliefs and make vigorous their action And 
this great people, liberty-loving to the very core, which would spend 
the last dollar before the freedom of the press should be forcibly abridged 
and would fight to the last hour before a kingshould supplant an elected 
President, finds itself to-day the reader of and the feeder on just what 
news the censors allow them to read and feed upon. 

DANGER TO AMERICAN LIBERTY. 

Who elects those censors? The people elect the whole range of offi- 
cials from coroner to President. Have they any voice whatever in the 
choice of the New York censor, who may wield a greater practical in- 
fluence than all the officials in all the States of the Union? Who em- 
ploys and pays these censors? To whom are they responsible for the 
discharge of their momentoustrust? At whose beck will they lose posi- 
tion and with it perhaps bread and butter? At the nod of the people? 
Oh, no! These gentlemen are chosen by the press association, com 
of the associated dailies as a sort of a joint-stock company, and are said 
to be most excellent men. 

Concede all the good things which can be said of them and of the 
gentlemen to whom they are responsible, yet the fact remains that such 
a power of censorship upon the news of the world before its transmittal 
to such a-nation as ours, is dangerous to commerce, menacing to liberty, 
a cancer upon the body politic, and a monstrosity in civilization. Any 
monarchical government that should attempt to inaugurate such a sys- 
tem would be burnt to ashes by the flash of the lightnings of revolution. 
But it exists to-day in America as the logical sequence, the sweet flower, 
of that precious plant the Western Union monopoly ! 


POWER OF THE WESTERN UNION OVER THE ASSOCIATE PRESS AND ITS DAILIES. 

Be it conceded also that there is not a substantial agreement by the 
Associated Press to oppose any telegraphic enterprise inimical to the 
Western Union Company—a postal telegraph, for instance. Not long 
ago there was such an agreement, as appears from the following: 

[Private circular. Not for publication.] 
CINCINNATI COMMERCIAL OFFICE, April 15, 1867. 

To the MEMBERS OF THE WESTERN ASSOCIATED PRESS: 

Your attention is invited to the clause in our contract with the telegraph com» 
pany which forbids us to encourage: or support any opposition or competing 

legraph com a That clause was to the tel phcompany a valuable con- 
sideration for the fav ey contracted with us. 

MURAT HALSTED, 
Executive Committee W. A. Press, 

And Dr. Green peremptorily refuses to produce copies of the exist- 
ing contracts, though bidden so to do by authority of the United States 
Senate. But concede the statement that old things have passed away, 
and that the relation between the Associated Press and the Western 
Union is solely, that of a patron and a common carrier, and that the 
press would defiantly resist any influence over it attempted to be exer- 
cised by the Western Union; still, whatexactrelation must in the nature 
of things exist between the two? If the Western Union should happen 
to demand the support of the Associated Press against, say, a postal tele- 
graph, and if that association should rise in its might and, battling for 
the freedom of the press, should say “No!” Then what? Would not 
the Western Union have the power to say, ‘‘ We will terminate our special 
rates, now averaging 6} cents per hundred words’’ (Dr. Green’s testi- 
mony), ‘‘and hereafter charge you the 48 cents for ten words which the 
average public pays?’ How could the press association continue its 
business or how could the dailies afford to take dispatches? What 
other lines could the majority of the papers use? Is not the press asso- 
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ciation dependent for its very possibility of existence on the will of the 
Western Union? Andas to the dailies, how long cana daily paper with- 
out dispatches live in competition with one having dispatches? There 
is not a daily paper in America which the Western Union can not kill 


within any twelve months if it so wishes. And no difference what the 
dailies might or might not do, the fact is that the Western Union has 
the power to muzzle many of them and to cripple all of them if it 
chooses to exercise that power. The security of the dailies, then, and 
of their readers, rests, not in competition, not in the laws of the nation 
regulating the charges of the Western Union as a common carrier, but 
in the alleged humanity and justice of the Western Union. It might 
use this power, but ‘‘it is too good to do so.’’ Is that sufficient se- 
curity ? 
y THE MONOPOLY MUZZLE, 

“Many people do not estimate the high purposes and disinterested 
character of that corporation as does Dr. Green. For instance, it hap- 
pened that for three years the Chicago Inter-Ocean had the lease of a 

ivate wire from here to Chicago, over which its correspondent sent 

l reports. Senator HILL a few weeks since delivered a very able 
speech favoring a telegraph, andit wastelegraphed to the Inter- 
Ocean and published the next morning verbatim. The Murat Halsted 
circular was a part of it. That evening at 5 o’clock the correspondent 
was notified over the Baltimore and Ohio wire that the Western Union 
lease had expired. Did it really expire that day by lapse of life or 
did the Western Union withdraw the wire because of the publication 
of Senator HILL’s speech? Some of our city papers affirmed the lat- 
ter, and so believing at the first opportunity I denounced it on this floor 
as an outrage. Afterward I was assured that it was only a coin- 
cidence and not at all a consequence, and that the Inter-Ocean man- 
ager had published a card to the effect that there was no difficulty what- 
ever with the Western Union and that the most friendly relations 
existed. However, he leaseda wire from the Baltimore and Ohio Com- 
pany. And the question is whether the fact that his paper, in order to 
compete successfully, must also take several thousand words per day of 
Associated Press that only go over the Western Union wire, had any- 
thing to do with the friendliness of these relations? Was the with- 
drawal of the Western Union wire a consequence or merely a coinci- 
dence? Ifthe latter only, I have nothing to say. But if the former, 
then the corporation which would so act toward a daily for publishing 
a speech delivered in the United States Senate ought to be abolished 
by law as an enemy to American liberty, and the responsible officer of 
the Western Union who executed that edict ought to be imprisoned as 
an assassin of the press. The mere fact that such a thing can be done 
is conclusive evidence of the need for a postal telegraph. 

On this point Mr. Hubbard states as follows: 

And how is it with the press news? The Western Union Telegraph Company 
and the Associated Press make a close corporation. I do not mean to say that 
to-day I know of any fault to be found with the management, but in discussing 
this question we must be guided by the experience of the t, and inquire 
what power this company can exert by learning what it has done in the past. 

A few years ago two papers in San Francisco favored the postal telegraph. 
Their rates were raised. One of them died because it could not pay them, The 
ipada a to publish attacks on the Western Union, and was restored to good- 


A paper in Virginia several years ago criticised the reports that were sent to 
E ranh notified that if it published any criticism upon the reports they would 

stopped. 

A few years ago there was a criticism upon some action of Mr. Orton, the 
president of the Western Union. The next day, or the next but one, the rates 
of that paper were doubled. It ceased to receive any telegraphic dispatches be- 
cause it could not pay for them. 

The telegraph company can raise or reduce the rates. Its control over the 
press is therefore absolute. It has the power of life and death, for the telegraphic 
news is the vital breath of the daily newspaper. Such a power can not exist 
without its exerting a pernicious influence on public affairs, and every observ- 
ant public man has long perceived the demoralizing influence of this powerful 
but subtle agency. 

Let us consider the power of the telegraph as an educatorofthe people. The 
current history of the times is first given to the country through the telegraph. 
“Let me write the songs of the people, and I care not who makes the laws,” is 
an old saying. Here it would be truer, if less poetical, to say that the man who 
rules the Associated Press is master of the situation; for if he has the ability to 
wield it, he has an instrument for iy the opinions of the millions, which, 
by the constancy, universality, and rapidity of its action, defies competition. 
The events which take place in all business, political,and religious centers, to- 
gether with the actions of public men and their imputed motives, are all pre- 
ee aah raph cages to the public, from ocean to ocean, through this instru- 
men ty. 

The agents who collect the news respond to the central authority at New York, 
and are subject to removal at its pleasure. Here is a power greater than any 
ever wielded by the French Directory, because in an era when soe opinion 
is omnipotent it can give, withhold, or color the information which shapes that 
opinion at its pleasure. It may impart an irresistible power to the caprice of an 
individual, and the reputation of the ablest and purest public man may be fatal], 
tainted in every town and village on the continent by a midnight dispatch. It 
is incompatible with public safety that such an exclusive power to speak to the 
whole public at the same moment upon every subject, and thus to create public 
opinion, should be under the absolute control of a corporation. The obstacles 
which the telegraph and these associations can throw in the way of any new 
journal amount to virtual prohibition against publishing a first-class, independ- 
ent newspaper in the land, and thus the existing combination has possession of 
the exclusive privilege of making the first and, with many, the last impression 
of every event. 

DANGER TO THE WEEKLY PAPERS. 


Suppose now that a law were passed copyrighting press dispatches 
for forty-eight hours, what would be the effect on the weekly press, and 
how far would the possible power of the Western Union over the dailies 
be extended over the country press’ Either the latter would have to 


do without the latest news or pay for them to the dailies—which would 
be profitable to the dailies. In the end the stronger weekly in a town 
would be forced into the combination. But when this occurred gener- 
ally these weeklies would be as much within the possible power of the 
Western Union, of which Mr. Gould is said to be chief owner and con- 
troller, as are the dailies now. Is thata condition of things compatible 
with the public good or the public safety ? 

And yet precisely such a measure is pending in this House, and those 
who oppose it are denounced as ‘‘robbers.’’ While there may be a 
possible ground for copyrighting an “‘ editorial’? as the product of an 
editor's brain, what soend is there for copyrighting, say, election re- 
turns or the news of Garfield’s murder? Does the editor create news 
in the sense that an author creates a book? To my mind that meas- 
ure is a glaring wrong, glittering with impertinence. And the weekly 
press of the nation had better wake up. Ifit will look far enough it 
will discover a very fine Italian hand manipulating the measure. 

IS A POSTAL TELEGRAPH PRACTICABLE, 

But now let us examine the question of practicability and see 
whether the establishment of a postal telegraph is feasible in view of 
its magnitude, of the great cost of net-working the continent with 
lines, and of the temper of Congress and the country respecting large 
expenditures of public money for new purposes. 

That raises two te questions, the one of ways, the other of 
means. As to ways, Government might enter into contract either with 
new or existing companies for the transmission of postal telegrams; and, 
again, it might either buy existing lines or build new ones. As to 
means, it can appropriate the necessary money directly out of the 
Treasury, or it can procure it by issuing and selling United States bonds. 

So far as this House is concerned the matter of practicability would 
mainly turn upon the largeness of the amount required and the mode 
by which it should be provided. Suppose the amount were $6,000,000 
and the mode a bill making a direct appropriation from the Treasury; 
that bill would, in my judgment, be certainly defeated, and because ot 
four quite different elementsin antagonism: 1, Those opposed outright 
to apostal telegraph. 2. Those adverse tolarge appropriations for pur- 
poses not required by existinglaw. 3. Gentlemen of the majority who, 
recognizing that the Democratic party is responsible for legislation and 
appreciating the force of the ‘‘economy’’ plea, would say that while 
the measure might be right enough some day, yet their party can not 
afford to go into a Presidential campaign with a larger aggregate ex- 
penditure than that of the last Republican House, and therefore that 
appropriations must be kept down. 4. Those who would urge that as 
the whole people should not be taxed for the benefit of the relatively 
small number who use the telegraph, they should resist any appropri- 
ation for the benefit of a class. 

THE WESTEEN UNION GAME. 

The Western Union lobby would ply these and many other arguments 
vigorously; and such of the papers as are substantially under contract 
to oppose everything adverse to that corporation, in consideration of ob- 
taining press messages at lower rates than the public pays, would herald 
far and wide the cries: ‘‘ Wasting the people’s money !”’ ‘“‘Grinding 
the poor man for the benefit of the autocrat who telegraphs !’’ ‘‘ More 
Government patronage !’’ ‘* Another fatjob for contractors !’’ and whole 
broadsides of similar points: all of which the kind and thoughtful Dr. 
Green would probably gather and print in another pamphlet, like the 
one he has recently furnished us, in the shape of another ‘‘ appendix, 
showing the reflex of newspaper criticism,’’ and in the continuance of 
his previous generosity he would mail it to us, postage prepaid, that we 
might the more easily discover the drift of *‘ public opinion !”’ 

And somehow that suggests the old song: 

“Will you walk into my parlor? ” 
Said the spider to the fly. 

But whether the method of making a direct appropriation out of the 
Treasury be or be not the better one, as an abstract proposition, I be- 
lieve that such a bill would certainly fail. The Western Union lobby 
has always been able to kill every measure which embodied this feat- 
ure, and probably it always will. The power of that corporation in 
its own right, and the wonderful and ramified power of its allies, all 
the greater because hidden and unsuspected, has never been equaled 
in American history, and he who either overlooks or undervalues it as 
a dominant factor in the problem of legislative feasibility will in the 
end have cause to repent a vital mistake. And while I neither say 
nor believe that every gentleman who prefers the appropriation method 
to the bond method is at heart o to a postal telegraph, sincemen 
looking at the same object from different standpoints and with different 
intensity will form different conclusions, yet I do believe that if the 
Western Union could have its way as to the shaping of a postal-tele- 
graph bill it would greatly prefer the appropriation method and resist 
the bond method. That would be its game, because it could more cer- 
tainly defeat the bill, and because it has a stock of ammunition 
saved from former battles over that same ground, in which it was al- 
ways victorious. 

A POSTAL TELEGRAPH CAN BE BUILT WITHOUT COSTING THE GOVERNMENT A 
DOLLAR! 
Tt was because of this belief in part that in the bill H. R: 511, which 
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I introduced in the last as in this Congress, the departure was taken 
from previous telegraph measures by adopting the bond method. It 
proposes an issue of $6,000,000 United States bonds at the lowest rate 
of interest, irredeemable for ten years, and payable at the rate of 
$300,000 in each one of the subsequent twenty years, the interest and 
principal to be paid out of the earnings of the postal telegraph. The 
proceeds obtained from the sale of these 10-30 bonds in open market 
would build and equip three trunk lines, which, with their branches 
and connections, would link together the capital of each State and every 
free-delivery post-office, besides hundreds of smaller offices, and would 
at once place the Government in possession of its own facilities for reach- 
ing all the thickly-settled portions of its territory. : 

Every one familiar with the enormous profits of the telegraph busi- 
ness knows to a certainty that the earnings of a postal telegraph would 
far more than meet the interest, and after ten years annually redeem 
one-twentieth of the principal. During the last seventeen years, in 
many of which the Western Union has been under keen competition 
and at great expense in buying out rival lines, the least profit which it 
made in any one year was $2,997,965, and its average annual profit has 
been nearly four millions ($3,800,000). Its profit last year, as shown 
by the appended table, was $7,660,350; and its total profit during the 
seventeen years has been over $65,000,000. Its least profit in the last 
five years was nearly five millions, and its average annual profit in that 
period was six and a quarter millions. If the profit ofthe postal tele- 
graph were but a quarter of this latter amount, or $1,562,500, it would 
certainly meet the $120,000 of yearly interest and assure the annual 
redemption of $300,000 principal whendue. That result is as absolutely 
sure asare the forty-odd millions of postal revenue from the sale of post- 
age stamps; and there is nota capitalist in America who would not take 

these bonds, even were the Government not otherwise a guarantor, 
simply on the certainty of the business. 

And, Mr. Chairman, this plan could not cost the tax-payer a single 
cent either in principal or interest. It could not cost the Government 
a fraction of a cent. It is simply a loan of the Government's credit 
to itself, through one of its own Departments, converted into its own 
telegraph lines, the interest to be paid and the loan to be repaid by the 
persons who shall send messages over those lines. That, and that 
alone, is the whole of it. Congress is not asked to make an appropri- 
ation. The party in power and responsible for legislation is not asked 
to swell the aggregate of expenditures. There isno waste, and can be 
none, of the people’s money. And no tax-payer on the continent can be 
bled for the benefit of the men who send telegrams, while these men 
would pay lower rates for telegrams sent. 


CHEAPER RATES TO THE PUBLIC. 

Last year the patrons of the Western Union sent 40,581,177 messages, 
for which they paid to it $19,454,903. It reports its expenses as being 
$11,794,553 and its profits as being $7,660,350. In other words, it re- 
ceived for the average message 48 cents, handled it at an alleged expense 
of 29 cents, and made a profit of 19 cents, or a profit on its expense of 
65 per cent. In 1882 and 1881 its receipt was 44 cents, its alleged ex- 
pense was but 25 cents, and in 1880 but 23 cents, and its profit on its 
expense was over 75 per cent. With the cheaper rates that competi- 
tion by a postal telegraph would assure, the telegraphing public would 
inevitably save many millions of dollars, even were the Western Union 
rates reduced one-half, or to a profit of 35 per cent. 

Nor would such a cheapening of rates jeo ize the Government’s 
profits, because the lower the rate the greater will be the volume of 
the whole business, of which Government would undoubtedly have its 
fair share. The reduction of letter postage, in which I am proud of 
having taken an earnest part, conclusively illustrates the fixed law of 
postal trade, that the cheaper the rate the greater the business and prof- 
its. The very principle upon which I then advocated cheap postage 
is the one on which to-day I base the certainty of Government’s profit 
in postal telegraphy. And at the worst it could not possibly lose any- 
thing, because its lines, each year becoming more valuable, would 
be an acquired property of which it could dispose by sale at figures far 
above those of the cost should it so desire. 

CHEAP TELEGRAPHY FOR THE WHOLE PEOPLE. 

And for the same reasons that I advocated cheap postage for the 
whole people I now advocate cheap telegraphy for the whole ple. 
They are as much entitled to the latter as they were to the ener: 
indeed, they have a stronger claim—the claim of a free people to just 
protection against the rapacity of an imperial corporation, in the relent- 
less clutch of which they find themselves powerless, if perchance Gov- 
ernment itself shall not also be found equally powerless in the same 
grasp. And I plead to-day for such beneficent action by the sagacious 
Government of a great-hearted people as shall in some future day 
place at the disposal of the farmers, the mechanics, and all the in- 
dustrial classes of America the swift lightning as their messenger, to 
flash along wires that shall lace and enmesh the whole continent, and 
to deliver their tidings ata cost of 10 or 5 or 3 cents; action that in 
due time shall give to the poorest American the very best facilities of 
modern science, which now are barred from him by high charges and 
open to the affluent alone; foreseeing-action that shall ‘‘cast up the 
highway of the people’? to each American village and hamlet, along 
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which in that coming day intelligence ‘‘shall run to and fro and knowl- 
edge shall be increased,” so that a thronged American population shall 
be as free from ignorance of events as now they are free from kingly 
scepters. 


SHALL WE BUILD NEW LINES? 


If this mode of providing means be adjudged feasible, and to me it 
seems as safe and equitable as the Constitution itself, and if the issu- 
ance of bonds should commend itself to the judgment of Congress, then 
a long stride toward the goal of practicability will have been taken. 
If by simply loaning its credit to the Post-Office Department, the Gov- 
ernment, without the outlay of a cent, can become possessed of property 
worth many times its cost, which will assure the payment of interest 
and the full repayment of the loan, then we may discuss the outlines 
of ways as a matter of practical rather than of abstract moment. And 
I shall be brief. 

As to contracting for service with new or existing companies, it is 
clear that they would fairly require a profit on the capital invested and 
the work performed; and as clear that Government can obtain the capi- 
tal more cheaply than can they, can hire men as cheaply, perform the 
work as well, and itself make and save the profit which they would 
rightfully expect. The Western Union pays 7 per cent. on its oceanic 
stock; Government can borrow at 2} or 2 per cent. The former pays 
large rents and an ‘“‘army of messengers;’’ existing post-offices would 
furnish room for telegraph instruments without much, if any, addi- 
tional rent, and the present force of letter-carriers would do much of 
the delivery work. So that as a business proposition it will certainly 
be cheaper and better for Government to operate its own lines than to 
contract for service. 

As to buying lines, first, any appraisement of existing lines, under the 
act of 1866, would place their value at not less than $65,000,000; and, 
second, we can build better ones for $5,000,000 to start with; and out 
of the earnings, within less than ten years, more than duplicate all exist- 
ing lines. 

PACIFIC RAILROAD LINES. 


And in this connection I wish to call attention to the fact that every 
one of the land grants was made to aid in the construction of a railroad 
and telegraph line; that from Duluth, Omaha, Kansas City, and Mar- 
shall, Tex., to the Pacific Ocean Congress has already built telegraphs; 
that an expressed condition of each of these grants was the considera- 
tion that the grantee would not only transact Government business over 
its wires but would give it precedence over all other business. 

As a sample of the contract I quote section 6 of the Pacific Railroad 
act, July 1, 1862, and call attention to the italicized portions, which 
may be read together: 


That the grants aforesaid are made upon the condition thatsaid company shall 
pay said bonds at maturity, and shall keep said railroad and telegraphline in repair 
and use, and shall at all times transmit dispatches over said telegraph line, ard trans- 
port mails, troops, munitionsof war, supplies, and publicstores upon said railroad 
for the Government whenever required to do so by any riment thereof, and that the 
Government shall at all times have the prioren in the use of the same for all the 
purposes aforesaid at fair and reasonable rates of compensation, &e. 


Why duplicate lines which you have already built, anyhow at the 
outset? Why not hold these railway companies both to the letter and 
the spirit of the law, and compel them to perform telegraphic as well 
as transportation service at the rates therein designated? They have at 
least in some cases and in the very teeth of the law, with the reckless- 
ness of pirates, attempted tosell these very lines to the Western Union. 
They possess no such legal power, and the Government can and should 
compel each of those corporations to keep its line in the same legal 
status as its rails, and both alike ready for Government business. And, 
for one, I can see neither rhyme nor reason in the idea of building 
additional lines through desert, mountain, or sparsely settled regions 
simply for the purpose of allowing these cormorants to gobble lines 
which we have already built, and which we to-day hold as part secu- 
rity for $106,000,000 which they do not intend to pay, and which, so far 
as my little power goes, I intend they shall pay or deliver up the whole 


roperty. 

The telegraph act of 1866 contains a similar provision as to preced- 
ence of Government business and the fixing of compensation, in consid- 
eration of valuable privileges granted to the companies accepting its pro- 
visions. All existing telegraph companies have so accepted and are 
bound by the contract. And until the postal wires have reached all 
points where these companieS have offices, they should be required to 
receive, transmit, and deliver postal telegrams on the conditions and 
trates specified. 


EFFECTS OF A POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 


To conclude, Mr. Chairman, I affirm the following propositions, and 
stand ready to prove them to the satisfaction of disinterested minds, if 
they be not already proven: That an issue of $6,000,000, the interest 
and principal of which would as certainly be paid by the earnings cf a 
postal telegraph as that the Republic endures, will build and furnish 
lines within one year connecting all important towns in the United 
States between the Atlantic and the eastern termini of the Pacific roads 
and between Canada and the Gulf; that by enforcing existing laws and 
contracts with existing telegraph companies as to the transmission of 
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Government business, postal telegrams would be received and delivered 
at all points where they have a telegraph office, and in addition by 
anail at any post-office of the United States; that after paying these com- 
panies reasonable rates for such service the Government would make a 
handsome profit, and by competition, yet without destroying existing 
lines, would save to their patrons millions of dollars annually which are 
now usuriously extorted by them; that, by the fac-simile process and 
within a few years after the establishment of a postal telegraph, the 
standard of a message will be a letter-sheet instead of as now ten words, 
and that the face characters of this telegraphic letter will be transmitted 
at the rate of twenty sheets per minute and at the cost of a nickel or 
perhaps a mill; that when this occurs the great bulk of commercial 
drafts, orders, and Jetters, and also of social correspondence, will be 
transmitted by wire and not in mail-bags; that before 1900 our railway 
and star mails will contain only confidential and domestic letters and 
be chiefly composed of printed matter; that unless Government operates 
a postal telegraph the real ‘‘letters’’ which we now re as the sub- 
stance and vitality of mail matter, and the handling of which the Con- 
stitution expressly reserves to the Government, will in this century 
practically be handled by the Western Union or other private corpora- 
tions in defiance of the Constitution, and, in the words of Dr. Green, 
“who can say that sooner or later there would not be an espionage of 
telegrams instituted ?’’ that the very reasons which justified the framers 
of the Constitution in reserving to Government ‘‘ the communicating 
of intelligence among the people” to-day justify and imperatively 
demand the creation of a postal telegraph; that within ten years of its 


Statement of business of Western Union Telegraph Company. 


establishment two-thirds of the post-offices of the United States will 
receive the bulk of their letter-mail by wire; that before 1900 the max- 
imum charge for a telegram of one hundred words will not exceed 10 
cents; that as a consequence the weekly paper of that day will have 
more telegraphic news than any daily now has; that, as another conse- 
quence, the rapid and cheap dissemination of every description of intel- 
ligence among the people will assure a solidity and perpetuity to the 
American Republicsuch as history has not recorded of any nation; that, 
as another consequence, the farmer near a post-office will be as speedily 
advised as to the conditions in Europe, Asia, or Africa affecting the 
prices of American crops, which facts are now monopolized by the spec- 
ulators who corner prices, as will any broker in New York or Liver- 
pool; that, as a consequence, the wealth of America will he evenly and 


justly distributed, and the prosperity of the nation as real and lastin. 


as the light of the sun; that these practical and beneficent results wi 
logically and certainly flow from the establishment and full develop- 
ment of a postal tel ph, and that the operator of that day, who will 
usually be a girl, will not destroy the liberties of the people. 

The Democratic party controls this House. It is responsible for legis- 
lation. Itclaims to be opposed to monopolies and to be the friend of the 
people. The worst and most dangerous monopoly in America to-day is 
the Western Union. A postal telegraph cun be built without costing 
the Government or the tax-payeracent. Will the Democratic majority 
in this House and at this session a postal telegraph bill, or will it 
not? Ifit does not, it will rightfully be held responsible by the people 
for such inaction, while the Western Union will be happy ! 
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Mr. HUTCHINS took the floor and moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. CONVERSE reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 4716) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. i 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I move that after the Committee of the Whole 
Houseon the state of the Union resumes consideration of the Navy ap- 
propriation bill all general debate shall be limited to one hour. 

e motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HUTCHINS moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARMS FOR MILITIA, ETC, 


Mr. RANDALL. There areon the Speaker’s table two bills from the 
Senate relating to subjects which I think belong to nd are embraced 
in the sundry civil appropriation bill—one in reference to the Capitol 
terrace and the other to arms for the militia. I ask by unanimous con- 
sent they be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

There was no objection, and bills of the following title were taken 
from the Speaker’s table, severally read «first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 

A bill (S. 156) to amend section 1661 of the Revised Statutes, mak- 
ing an are appropriation to purchase arms and equipments for the 

ilitia; an 

A bill (S. 402) for the completion of the Capitol terrace and the stair- 
ways connected therewith. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. REAGAN, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 

olution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the bill to establish a board of commissioners of interstate com- 


merce and to regulate such commerce, which has been reported to the House by 


the Committee on Commerce and referred to the Committee of the Whole House 


| 


on the state of the Union, be set for consideration on Tuesday, the 18th of March, 
18%, in the House as in Committee of the Whole, and the consideration thereof 
be continued from day to day until finally acted upon; not to interfere with 
general appropriation or revenue bills. 


Mr. REAGAN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES, ETC. 


Mr. CONVERSE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to present 
for reference to the Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay, and to have paawa in the RECORD, without reading, some 
resolutions of the Legislature of Ohio on the subject of pensions and 
the equalization of bounties. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

The resolutions are as follows: 


Joint resolution requesting Senators and Representatives in Congress to vote 
for an increase of pensions an certain cases, 

Whereas Federal soldiers and sailors of the late war who lost one eye in the 
service only receive a pension of $ per month, which is unjust when compared 
with pensions a'lowed for other disabilities; and 

Whereas a bill is now pending in the House of Representatives of the United 
Cogent roviding for the increase of such pensions from $4 to $18 per month: 

erefore, 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, That our Senators and 
ny pneg nds in Congress be, and are hereby, requested to vote for such bill 
and said increase, and to use all honorable means to secure the passage thereof, 
and that the governor of Ohio be requested to forward copies of this resolution 
to the presiding officer of each House of Congress and to each of the Senators 
and Representatives from Ohio. 

L. A. BRUNNER, 


Speaker pro tempore of the House of Representatives. 
; ELMER bering 
President pro tempore o, Senate, 
Adopted February 21, 1834, 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, OHIO, 
: Office of the Secretary of Slate. 
I, James W. Newman, secretary of state of the State of Ohio, do hereby certify 
that the foregoing is a true copy of a joint resolution adopted by the General 
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Assembly of the State of Ohio on the 2ist day of February, A. D. 1884, taken 
from the original rolls filed in this office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed ay name and affixed my 
official seal, at Columbus, the 22d day of ESPERAN A. D. 1884 


[sear] AMES W. NEWMAN, 
Secretary of State. 


Joint resolution going Senators and Representatives in Congress to urge 
the passage of a law for the equalization of bounties. 

Whereas a great irregularity exists among the Union soldiers of the late war 
in the amount of bounties they received; and 

Whereas the present condition of our revenues render it easy for our Govern- 
ment to do justhoe by its brave defenders: ‘ore, 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this General Assembly that Congress should, 
at its earliest opportunity, pass a law equalizing the bounties of Union soldiers. 

Resolved, That the governor be requested to furnish each of our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress a copy of these resolutions, 

rine z A. BRUNNER, - 
Speaker pro Q ouse a ves. 
ae in EL yYHITE, 


President pro tempore of the Senate, 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, OHIO, 
Office of the Secretary of State. 

I, James W. Newman, secretary of state of the State of Ohio, do hereby certify 
that the foregoing is a true copy of a joint resolution adopted by the General 
Assembly of the State of Ohio on the 21st day of February, A. D. 1854, taken from 
the original rolls filed in this office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal, at Columbus, the 22d day of February, A. D. 1884. 

[sEax.] JAMES W. NEWMAN 
Secretary of State, 


Adopted February 21, 1884. 


THOMAS MULVIHILL. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Private Calendar and put upon its passage the bill H. R. 4704. I 
will make a brief statement with reference to the matter, after which of 
course any gentleman can make objections. 

This bill is simply to correct a mistake which was made by a con- 
veyancer in including too much land in a conveyance of land made by 
Mr. Mulvihill to the United States Government—— 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. This debate is not to be understood as 
preventing objections ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania for unanimous consent to the House. 

The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4704) authorizing and empowering the Secretary of War to recon- 
wey to Thomas Mulvihill certain lands erroneously conveyed by him to the 
United States. 

Mr. HOPKINS. ‘Let the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. It had better be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read,as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War, acting for and on behalf of the 
United States of America, be, and he is hereby, autho: and empowered to re- 
-convey to Thomas Mulvihill, by deed of conveyance duly executed, all the right, 
title, and interest of the United States of America in and to such part or portion 
-of the lot of land as was erroneously conveyed to the United States of America 
by said Thomas Mulvihill by deed dated dctober 20, A. D. 1877, and as recom- 


mended in a message from the President of the United States to Congress bear- 
‘ing date the 13th day of December, A. D. 1883. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
‘the bill? ; 
Mr. BUDD. Iobject. I would like to know if this has been re- 


ported upon by any committee ? 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is unanimously reported from the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUDD. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. This is simply a question as to restoring 
to this man pro unlawfally held from him. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE, 


Mr. SLOCUM. I ask unanimous consent to offer a resolution for 
nt consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 2228) to remove certain burdens from the Ameri- 
“can merchant marine, and encourage the American foreign carrying trade, be 
made a special order for Thursday, March 13, after the morning hour, to con- 
tinue from day to day until it is of, not to interfere with Orana 

ttee 


priation or revenue bills and the consideration of reports from the Co 
on the Publie Lands or prior orders. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? ; 
Mr. RANDALL. Ireserve the right to object until I can ask the gen- 


ont a question. Does that bill embrace any change in the pilotage 
ws? 


Mr. SLOCUM. No, sir, it does not. 

Mr. COX, of New York. That includes the consideration of amend- 
ments to the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It does. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Will the gentleman yield to me for a mo- 
ment to have a bill taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs—the bill for the additional cruisers? 

Mr. NEECE. I desire to present a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done pending the motion to ad- 


journ. 


Mr. NEECE. 
made. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I withdraw the motion to adjourn to 
allow the gentleman from New York to have a bill referred, as he sug- 
gests, and, with the understanding that it is privileged, to allow the 
gentleman from Illinois to submit the report he refers to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not decided whether the gentleman 
presents a privileged report or not. 

Mr. NEECE. This is a report on a resolution referred to the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Enrolled Bills be instructed to inquire into 
and report the cause of the delay in forwarding to the President for his approval 
the joint resolution passed on the llth instant, appropriating $300,000 for the 
relief of the sufferers from the floods in the Ohio River. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman who submitted that resolution is 
not now present. 

Mr. NEECE. It will not be necessary for him to be present. 
like to have the report accompanying the resolution read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see that this is a privileged re- 
port. Permission was not given to the committee to report at any time. 

Mr. NEECE. Then I ask unanimous consent to have the report read 
and considered now. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask the gentleman whether he 
does not think the gentleman who offered the proposition should be 
present before any action is taken upon it? 

Mr. NEECE. He has approved of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that this is not a privileged re- 
port. The gentleman now asks unanimous consent for its considera- 
tion. Is there objection? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Iask, Mr. Speaker, that the Senate bill 
(No. 698) to authorize the construction of additional steel vessels for 
the Navy be taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I object. 

Mr. COX, of New York. What for? It belongs to that committee. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Let it take its regular course, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 45 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


I hope the gentleman will permit this report to be 


Iwould 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Petition of J. C. Burgess, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: Petition of L. W, Brown and 51 others, citi- 
zens of Fulton County, Ohio; of Lewis Wood and 45 others, citizens of 
Michigan; of Henry A. Patten and 115 others, and of William Brad- 
ford and 84 others, citizens and wool-growers of Michigan, in favor of 
the restoration of the tariff of 1867 on imported wool—severally to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of James McGrevy, to be placed on the pension-roll— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Erastus P. Rollins and 140 others, of 
Rockland, Me., relative to the Chinese restriction act—to i.e Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FERRELL: Petition of the Centenary Methodist Episcopal 
church, of the Third-street Methodist Episcopal church, Camden; of 
the citizens of the city of Camden; of the Woman's National Indian 
Association of Mount Holly; of the members of the Second Presbyte- 
rian church, Camden; of the Young Men’s Christian Association of 
Camden; and of members of the First Presbyterian church of Cam- 
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den, all in the State of New Jersey, asking for further legislation on 
the Indian question, &c.—severally to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Bayonne and other cities, relative to the 
Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENLEAF: Petition of J. J. Brown and others, mem- 
bers of O’Rork Post, No. 1, Grand Army of the Republic, New York, 
and of Joseph P. Cleary and others, members of E. G. Marshall Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, relative to the proposed changes in the 
mode of paying pensions—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Papers relating to the claim of James Mitch- 
ell—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Rufus B. Bullock and others, cotton manufacturers, 
of Atlanta, Ga., against the 20 per cent. reduction of tariff on certain 
cotton goods—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HART: Petition of John M. Barrer Post, No. 205, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio, asking for pensions for aged 
or disabled soldiers—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. W. H. HATCH: Resolutions of Farragut Post, No. 3, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Missouri, relating to the pension 
claim of Mrs. Nina M. Gwynn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Putnam County, Missouri, relative to the 
equalization of bounties—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Memorial of members of the bar of 
the counties of Marengo, Muscatine, Van Buren, Des Moines, Ringgold, 
Shelby, Monroe, Crawford, Wapello, Louisa, Story, Keokuk, and John- 
son, Iowa, asking increased compensation for United States district 
judges—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Iowa Legislature, asking an appropriation for 
the Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petitions of the wageworkers of North Indus- 
try, Ohio, relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Memorial of the State of Iowa, relative to the 
Mississippi River and Michigan Canal—to the Committee on Railroads 
and Canals. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of a convention of unpensioned and non- 
commissioned soldiers, for relief—to the Select Committee on Payment 
of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. PAYSON: Memorial of W. T. Stackpole and others, citizens 
of Livingston County, Illinois, relative to coinage, &c.—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. PIERCE: Papers relating to the pension claim of Elmyra L. 
Brogden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ° 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John H. Edwards—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. PUSEY: Memorial of the State of Iowa, relative to the Mis- 
sissippi River and Michigan Canal—to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals. 


By Mr. RAYMOND: Memorial of J. A. Donaldson, on the subject of 
the pre-emption laws—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition for the opening of the Sioux reservation—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Rev. Bishop H. A. Neely, Rev. Mr. Dal- 
ton, and others; of Hon. W. W. Thomas, Governor Frederick Robie, 
and others; of D. M. Seward and others; of Rev. D. W. Hardy and 
others; of A. G. Fitz and others; of George E. Chapin and others; of 
A. K. P. Small and others; of C. W. Huntington and others; of many 
citizens of the city of Portland; of C. M. Carruthers and others; of the 
Society of Friends of Winthrop; ofthe Society of Friends of Wyndham; 
of Charles B. Cates and others; of Joseph E. Goddard and others; of 
A. Dalton and others; of L. H. Hallock and others; of Flavius V. 
Norcross and others; of Edward E. Bacon and others; of William B. 
Haydonand others; of Henry R. Payne and others; of James McWhin- 
nie and others; of J. S. Richards and others; of Frank G. Davis and 
others; of B. N. Stone and others, and of D. W. Hardy and others, 
all residents of the State of Maine, relative to the education and civili- 
zation of the Indians—severally to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of citizens of Kansas, relative to the Chinese 
restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: Petition of J. W. Cale and 37 others, of W. 
S. Brashaer and 37 others, and of John Watson and 315 others, asking 
for the restoration of the wool tariff of 1867—severally to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Petition of citizens of Gainesville, Tex., 
relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN ALSTYNE: Resolutions of the Bricklayers, Masons 
and Plasterers’ Union, No. 8, of the city of Cohoes, N. Y., relative to 
the importation of foreign labor under contracts made abroad—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of Thomas J. Conaway and others, 
of Barrackville, W. Va., relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


SENATE. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
De Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 


DISEASES OF SWINE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the followi 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, aol 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to- 
be printed: 

To the Senate: 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a report of the Secre- 
tary of State, accompanying a report made by the commission lately designated: 
by me to examine and report upon the asserted unhealthfulness of the swine 
products of this country. The views and conclusions of the commission de- 
serve the most careful consideration of Congress, to the end that if any path be 
legitimately open for removing the prohibition which closes important foreign 
markets to those products it may be followed and appropriate legislation a 


I earnestly recommend that Congress provide for reimbursing the expenses. 
incurred 7 the commissioners in this name gatas service wid I ahead be 
glad also if some remunerative recognition of their ublic-spirited action in ac- 
cepting the onerous and responsible duties im 
— to Con: 

e o! 


on them were to su 
At all events, in view of the pepas theories touch ng 


propagation of trichiniasis, and the means of isolating and extir- 


„pating it among domestic swine, and considering the important bearing which 


precise knowledge on these 


ints would have on the commercial aspects of - 
matter, I recominend pro’ on pais 


on for special research in this direction. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANsIon, 
Washington, 


29, 1884. 
The papers above referred to are transmitted under the same date to- 
the House of Representatives. 


CIVIL-SERVICE REFORM. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Civil Serv- 
ice and Retrenchment, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

In compliance with the act of Con; approved January 16, 1883, entitled 
“An act toregulate and improve the civil service of the Uni States,” the Civit 
Service Commission has made tothe President its first annual report. 

That report is herewith transmitted, together with communications from the 
heads of the several Executive Departments of the Government respecting the 
practical working of the law under which the commission has been acting. 

Upon the good results which that law has already accomplished I congratu- 
late oniro and the people, and I avow my conviction that it will henceforth 
prove to be of still more signal benefit to the public service. 

I A Oa ae zeal = por s the Onn and their sug- 
gestion for further ion; an vise the mak: h 
as shall be adequate for their needs, ee ee 

CHESTER A, ARTHUR. 


Executive Mansion, February 29, 1884. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Mrs. Amand» 
8. Richards, ot South Hartwick, N. Y., praying for an increase of her 
widow’s pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a petition of soldiers who re-enlisted in 
the late war, praying that pension be granted to the real veterans of that 
war. Thispetition is of a similar character with those which have been. 
heretofore presented. I move its reference to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

The motion was to. 

_ Mr. SHERMAN, I present the petition of Nathan Reeve, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying that Congress make an appropriation to survey 
the headwaters of the Ohio River, with a view to retain the water during 
floods for use during dry spells; in other words, he recommends the 
ideas formerly presented to Congress by Mr. Ellet for the purpose of 
improving the navigation of the Ohio. I move that the petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CONGER. I present petitions of the Soldiers and Sailors’ As- 
sociation of Southwestern Michigan, praying for the establishment of æ 
national home for disabled soldiers in the State of Michigan. There 
are several of these resolutions or petitions from different posts and as- 
sociations of the soldiers in the State of Michigan. I move that they 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; and I desire to ex- 
press the hope that that committee will give attention to these peti- 
tions and make a thorough examination of the necessity for such a home 
in that State. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of George A. Bruce, president, 
and 39 other mem constituting the entire membership, of the sen- 
ate of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, praying for a thorough in- 
quiry into the causes of divorce and the jurisdiction of the courts of 
the several States in that matter. I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of 300 citizens of Massachusetts and 
a petition of 35 citizens of Belmont, Mass., praying for the passage of 
a bill favored by the National Civil Service Reform League, repealing 
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the four years’ limitation upon the term of certain offices; which were 
referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented the peaton of John. Beeson, of Talant, y 
praying for Governmentaid in the establishment of schools for the edu- 
ation of the Indians; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of A. W. Shaffer, of Raleigh, N. C., 
praying for relief in the reimbursement claim of Joseph Ivey Baker, 
late captain First Massachusetts Cavalry; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


Mr. HOAR. [also present a petition of the Chamber of Commerce | 


of the city of Seattle, in Washington Territory, praying that that port 
be constituted a port of delivery. There are papers accompany- 
ing the petition, and the draught of a bill which I shall introduce when 
that order is reached. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. A 

Mr. HILL presented a petition of citizens of Colorado Springs, Colo., 
and a petition of citizens of Buena Vista, Colo., praying for the repeal 
of the law fixing the terms of certain administrative offices at four years; 
which were referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of citizens of Port Orange, Fla., pray- 
ing that an appropriation be made for education in Alaska; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. > 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER presented a petition of citizens of the District 
of Columbia and of the State of Virginia, praying that the lands of the 
Arlington estate not used for cemetery purposes be transferred to the 
Agricultural Department for use as an experimental farm; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of Jackson B. Ward, of Stan- 
berry, Mo., late private Company D, First Regiment Washington Ter- 
ritory Volunteers, praying that he be paid a bounty; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRISON presented a memorial of the Bennett Post, No. 183, 
Grand Army of the Republic, De ent of Indiana, in favor of the 

of various relief measures for the benefit of soldiers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented bing “aes of Joseph Leonard, delegate 
and agent of the Comanche and Kiowa Nations of Indians, praying 
that certain abuses of office in Indian Territory be remedied by legis- 
lation; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of Caddoes and Wichitas, remonstrat- 
ing against leasing and fencing in their lands; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present resolutions adopted at a convention of the 
Kansas Cane-Growers’ Association, held at Topeka, Kans., February 
15, 1884. I will venture toask that the resolutions may be read atthe 
desk. I will state that they are not formally addressed to Congress, but 
were sent to me and intended to be presented to the Senate, as will 
appear by the concluding resolution. 

The resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 
as follows: 

Be it resolved, That we, the assembled cane-growers of Kansas, having, only 
after a few years’ existence, produced this year, from 48,221 acres, 447,859 tons of 
cane, resulting in 4,684,000 gallons of sirup, valued at $2,088,000, do hereby most 
respectfully but most earnestly petition our representatives at Washington not 
to tamper with or suffer any further reduction of the tariff on sugar, nor to en- 
tertain any further propositions of reciprocity treaties that would have the 
effect of Ra Krelpen 3 ree foreign sugar. o of our large factories have been 
able to produce sugar in large quantities this year, and unless this new industry 
be protected and fostered by the General Government it may be crushed in its 
infancy. We take the liberty to point to the best sugar industry of Europe, that 
has grown to immense proportions by the fostering care of respective govern- 
ments, producing to-day 2,000,000 tons annually ; that the encouragement of- 
fered by the French Government in approp sums for experiments 
in producing sugar from the beet root has resul in the firm establishment of 
one of the leading industries of thaf country, giving employment to millions of 
persons, and now returning to the government a revenue of over $2,000,000 per 
annum. We also point to the fact that there is no other industry which prom- 
ises such a large benefit to our people; for, in case of its development, $100,000,000 
will be distributed among them and our farmers which erwise would be 
sent abroad for this one commodity to countries where slave labor is used. 
There is no other article on which import duty is levied by the tariff where the 
‘burden is levied so uniformly upon the entire people, not amounting to more 
than 75 cents per capita annually; and that the consumption of r in the 
United States is one-fourth of all the sugar known to commerce in the world; 
and that, with the continued increase of demand, in less than fifty years the 
demand will be greater than the present entire production known to commerce; 
and that, the area of land suitable for the cultivation of Southern cane being 
limited, it has become a necessity to vito new sources of Gaos We also 
point to the fact that the ratification of the Hawaiian treaty did not bring about 
the expected reduction in the price of sugar, but that the people of the Pacific 
coast pay monopoly prices for their sugar, and no other result can be eas eer 
from any other treaty or any further tampering with the tariff, as the benefit 
would not accrue to the great masses of consumers, but to gigantic monopoliz- 
ing corporations that would spring up. 

it resolved, That this resolution be printed in the form of a communication, 
and sent to every representative in Washington, and the ntatives of our 
own State are earnestly requested and urged to present the justice of our appeal 
to Con: and advocate such measures as will lead to stability and perma- 
nence in fostering this great industry, to the benefit and advantage of our own 
people, and not to that of foreign pee aoe countries, 


ES, Topeka, Chairman. 
C. H. SW. 


EETST: Boston, Mass. 
E. H. 8, BAILEY. 


Lawrence. 
A. J. DECKER, Fond du Lae, Wis. 
HENRY STUDNICZKA, New Orleans, La. 


Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of citizens of Uniontown and 
vicinity, in the District of Columbia, praying that the name of ‘‘ Union- 
tewn’’ be to ‘‘Anacostia ;’? which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present the petition of a very large number of 
the residents of the District of Columbia, engaged in every branch of 
business, productive and commercial, praying for the passage of the bill 
(S. 1060 and H. R. 3447) to regulate licenses in the District of Columbia. 
I move that it be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. VEST. Ipresenta memorial of the president and members of the 
legislative council of the Territory of New Mexico, calling the atten- 
tion of Congress to the official conduct of the secretary of that Territory. 
As the Territory of New Mexico has no immediate representative in the 
Senate, I ask that the memorial be read, with a view to my offering a 
resolution in connection with the subject-matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the reading of 
the memorial? The Chair hears none, and the memorial will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the memorial, as follows: 


To the Congress of the United States of America: 

The undersigned, members-elect of the twenty-sixth Legislative Assembly of 
the Territory of New Mexico, submit for your impartial consideration the fol- 
lowing statement of facts and of the issues which have been raised between us 
and the secretary and governor of the Territory: 

On the one hand, the secretary claims that under the laws of the United States 
and of the Territory he has the power to “ organize"’ the respective houses of 
the Legislature. By this phrase, as pce by his action on the [Sth instant, ` 
it is meant that the secretary can arbitrarily name the persons who are prima 
Jacie entitled to seats in each House. 

On the other hand, we insist that under the laws of the United States and of 
the Territory each house is the judge of the election and qualifications of its 
own members, and that the secretary is simply a ministe: officer, to whom is 
peisan the duty of administering the oath of office to the members and officers 


ect. 

This issue isso plain and the law so licit, that it would seem no candid man, 
lawyer or not, can be in doubt; and you may have before you the entire 
law bearing upon thesubject we subjoin the following extracts from the statutes 
of the United States and of this Territory : 

Section 35 of the act of the Territorial assembly approved July 20, 1851 (Prince's 
Compilation, page 31), is as follows: 

s branch of the Legislative Assembly shall decide and determine the elec- 
tion and qualifications of their own mem under the rules and restrictions 

may oon ively adopted by each branch for that purpose.” 

Section 


nited States Revised Statutes, page 338, is as follows: 

The secretary of New Mexico Territory upon the convening of the Legisla- 
ture thereof shall administer the oath of office to the members-elect of the two 
houses and the officers thereof when chosen; and no other person shall be com- 
petent to administer such oath save in the absence of the secretary; in which 
case any one member of either house may administer the oath to the presiding 
officer elect and he shall administer the same to the members and other officers,” 

e act of Con, approved February 14, authorizing the present session of 


ive mbly, provides: 

“That the members-elect to the Legislative Assembly of New Mexico in No- 
vember 1882, and all vacancies legally filled since that time, if any, are hereby 
declared to be the legal members of the Legislature hereby authorized, subject 
to all valid contests.’ 

The act of the Legislative Assembly of July 20, 1851 (Prince’s Laws, page 332. 
section 50), is as follows: 

“If a contested election be ponding, the person holding the certificate of elec- 
tion shall AE mT. and discharge the duties of the office until the contest 
shall be decided.” 


Paragraph 9 of section 14 of the act of the Legislative Assembly, approved 
February 13, 1876, provides that— 

“The of county commissioners shall act as boards of canvassers of 
the elections within their ben gv counties, and shall immediately issue a cer- 
tificate of election under their hands to the person that may have received the 

hest number of votes for any office. ""—Prince’s Laws of New Mexico, page 226, 
section 14, paragraph 9, A 

This being the law, on February 18, 1884, the two houses met at Santa Fé and 
the following occurrence took a z 

At 11.30 a. m., in pursuance of the act of Congress authorizing the meeting, 
Hon, J. Francisco ves, of Valencia County, called to order the members- 
elect of the council assembled in council chambers, and a temporary organi- 
zation was effected by the election of Hon. Anthony Joseph, of Taos County, 
as temporary chairman, and a committee on credentials was appointed, and all 
persons claiming seats in the council were requested to submit their certificates 
for examination and report to such committee. 

The following members produced and handed tothe committee certificates of 
election issued at the time fixed by law by the several boards of county com- 
missioners in their respective districts in conformity with the statutes last above 
qoctet. namely, J. Francisco Chaves, Valencia County; Anthony Joseph, Toas 

unty; H. H. Whitehill, Grant, Doña Aña and Lincoln Counties; J. Ino- 
cencio Valdez, Colfax and Mora Counties; Francisco Perea, Bernalillo County; 
Charles Montaldo, Bernalillo County; H. L. Warren, Santa Fé County. 

Other members who held certificates which are equally regular, namely, W. H. 
Kellar, San Miguel County; Andres Sena, San Miguel County; John Miller, 
Grant, Dofia Aña, and Lincoln Counties; J. Armijoy Vigil, Socorro County; and 
José Pablo Gallegos, Rio Arriba eee oe did not appear in the council chamber 
nor produce their credentials, nor did T. B. Catron, of Santa Fé County, who it is 
understood holds a certificate of election issued by the board of commissioners 
ofthat county subsequent to that issued to H. L. Warren in obedience toan order 
maae by the judge of the first judicial district court, appear or produce any cer- 
tificate. 

No person other than those named had or has any certificate of election to this 
council, which is composed by law of twelve members. The committee having 
made a report in accordance with the credentials exhibited, and it appearing 
that seven members, constituting a majority, were present, a pecnencs organ- 
ization was completed by the election of Hon. J. Francisco Chaves, of Valencia 
County, as president, and other officers, after which W. G. Ritch, secretary of the 
Territory, was requested by vote to administer the oath of office to the memvers 
ages his a cents Someone Ri h, ed b 1 red th 

At this juncture retary Ritch, accom) i severa. rsons, ente: the 
council ber and proceeded to the Deak DHEN FeS RAG TONEY wasseated, 
who courteously arose to receive them, 

The secretary seized the president's 
to organize the council, and request 


vel and announced that he was present 


Colonel Chaves to vacate the platform 


rga: 
upon which he stood, and also stated that all persons not members must leave 
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the room. Colonel Chaves and a number of members requested the secretary 
to perform his duties and administer the oath, which he violently refused todo, 
and stated that unless permitted to organize the council he would call upon the 
royernor and have the members present expelled from the chamber by the 
militia. 

This extraordinary scene terminated by the withdrawal of the secretary and 
his followers, when the oath of office was PE pey gesig by Hon. Anthony 
Joseph to the president, who in turn swore in the other members, making seven, 


whose names are given above. 

The secretary upon leaving the council chamber proceeded to the house of 
representatives, accompanied by a faction of the members thereof, where he 
immediately took the speaker's stand and announced that he was there for the 
purpose of organizing the house of representatives; that as the seats of the 
members from Bernalillo County were contested, he would not administer the 
oath of office to them, but would leave the house to determine who had the 
prima facie right to those seats. Against the protest of several of the members 

resent he refused to administer the oath of office to W, B. Childers, Leo J. Barr, 
esus Sena y Garcia, who, as itappearsfrom the returnsin said secretary's office, 
and by the certificates of election which they hold, received a majority over 
their res: ive contestants. The said majorities by the returns in said secre- 
tary’s of are as follows: W. B. Childers over ael Chaves 1,074 votes; Leo 
J. Barr over AL O. de Baca 1,068: Jesus Sena y Garcia over Whiteman 750 votes. 

The secretary then proceeded to administer the oath of office to the members 
from other counties, including Librado Valencia, of Santa Fé County, a certifi- 
cate to whose seat, regularly issued by the county commissioners of said county, 
is held by N. B. Laughlin. A certificate held by the said Valencia was issued by 
the commissioners of Santa Fé County under judicial dictation and under pro- 
test, and this too when there was no application in the name of the said Valen- 
cia pending before the judge who usurped the authority to compel the issue of 
the same, 

The secretary then announced that he would entertain a motion without de- 
bate to determine which claimants to the seats of members from Bernalillo 
County should be sworn in, 

A motion was then made by one of the factions that came into the hall with 
the said Sirie d to seat the minority claimants and contestants from the county 

* of Bernalillo, W. H. Whiteman, M. C. de Baca, and Rafnel Chaves having the 
majorities against them above given. The secretary refused to entertain mo- 
tions in amendment or as substitutes or to permit any debate on said motion, 
and also refused to give the members required to vote thereon any information 
on the question raised by said motion. position to this unlawful proceeding 
could not be successfully made without a breach of the peace. 

A call of the roll of the members already sworn in resulted in 9 votes in the 
aflirmative and 4 in the negative. Seven members whose names were called 


refused to ize the legality of this proceeding by not voting atall. The 
minority candidates then came forward, and were sworn in by the secretary in 
defiance of law. 


caused these contestants to be seated before the 


Thus the secretary unlawfull, 
e purpose of giving control thereof to an oppos- 


organization of the House for 
Mii Rty th tinued to the place of a te hai i 

secretary then continue: usurp the place of a temporary chairman in 
the same d tic manner until the speaker ad been elected by the members 
to whom he thus arbitrarily administered the oath of office. 

After leaving the house the secretary proceeded to some other place, and, with- 
out officially advising the council so o ized as aforesaid, there administered 
the oath not only to the five persons above mentioned holding certificates, but 
to two other persons, to wit, C. C. McComas and J. M. Montoya, of Bernalillo, 
who held no certificates of election or credentials whatever, but with reference 
to whom the official returns in his office showed they had been defeated by a 
majority of nearly 1,000 votes, they having no certificates of clection whatever. 
Healso administered the oath to T. B. Catron, of Sante Fé County, notwith- 
standing the board of canvassers of said county, at the time, place, and in the 
manner prescribed by law, had issued to H. L. Warren their certificate certify- 
ing his election to that office. 

ereupon, in furtherance of their preconcerted and fraudulent scheme, the 
veran a secretary recoguized the body thus organized as the council of 

‘ew Mexico. 

The truth thus appearing as follows: Seven members holding the properand 
legal evidences of election (constituting a quorum and | jority of the 
council) are wholly ignored, and five members acting with those ve named, 
being the three who held no legal or other evidence of an election whatever, 
are wro: y recognized and treated as a legal pe 

All this was arbitrarily and unlawfully done in defiance of right and justice 
and the plain provisions of the law for the purpose of giving a ion the con- 
trol of the slative Assembly. 

The pretext for this outrage was that the district court had adjudicated the 
facts applicable to these contests in the cases of county officers, which was not 
true either in point of law or fact, as the claimants to those seats in the house 
and council were not parties to any contest before the district court; neither 
had said court ever pretended to examine into or pass upon the facts involved 
in their cases, and had no power to do so. 

We submit that nothing occurred to justify this usurpation and outrage 
upon law and good government. Contests for seats in legislative bodies can 
only be investigated fairly and legally by these bodies themselves after they 
have been organized. P, 

The Secretary of the Territory, aided and abetted by the governor, if these 
outrages go unrebuked, can turn future Legislative Assemblies over to the con- 
trol of a minority faction at pleasure, and elections by the people will become a 


ree. 

Remote from the seat of Government at Washington, acts of usurpation are 
resorted to by Federal appointees with the hope and expectation that delay in 
securing a hearing for redress will silence complaint until occasion requires a 
fresh outbreak. 

Thus from year to year the people of New Mexico have been the victims of 
such acts of ki pongi and outrage as your memorialists have above set forth. 

Your memorialists therefore appeal with confidence to the Congress of the 
United States to eompar investigate these changes and see that our rights un- 

on 


der the Constitu and the laws of the United States and of the Territory of 
New Mexico are recognized and vindicated. And thus your memorialists will 
ever pray. 


J. FRANCISCO CHAVES, 
President of Council. 
H. H. WHITEHILL, 
Grant, Doña Aña, and Lincoln Counties. 
. CHARLES MONTALDO, 
FRANCISCO PEREA 
Bernalillo County. 
J. INOCENCIO VALDEZ, 
Colfax and Mora Counties, 
ANTHONY JOSEPH, 
County. 


Taos 
HENRY L. WARREN, 
Santa Fé County. 


EPIFARNO VIGIL, Chief Clerk, L, C. 


Attest: 


_Mr. VEST. I ask unanimous consent to offer at this time a resolu- 
tion in regard to the subject of the memorial, which I think will give 
rise to no debate, sending the matter to the Committee on Territories. 
of the Senate for examination. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

_ Whereas a memorial has been presented to the Congress of the United States, 
signed by J. Francesco Chaves, president, and H. H. Whitehill,Charles Montaldo, 
Francesco Perea, J. Inocencio Valdez, Anthony Joseph, and Henry L. Warren, 
members of the legislative council of the Territory of New Mexico, in which 
memorial it is alleged that W. G. Ritch, secretary of said Territory, has unlaw- 
fully and arbitrarily usurped the right to organize the two houses of said Leg- 
islature and to pass upon the right of persons to seats therein and in pursuance 
of such claim bas administered the oath of office to certain personsas members 
of said Legislature who were not legally elected thereto and had no certificates 
of election, to the exclusion of persons legally elected and holding certificates 
thereof: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be instructed to inquire as to the 
allegations made in the memorial, and what legislation is necessary, if any, in 
regard to the action of the secretary of said Territory of New Mexico; and the 
coroa ittee Taen have power to send for persons and papers, and report by bill 
or otherwise. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHERMAN in the chair). 
question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The memorial will be referred tothe 
Committee on Territories. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 636) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Oshkosh, Wis., reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the petition of T. A. Walker and Augustus C. Todd, pray- 
ing compensation for cotton taken by an agent of the De- 
partment, and asking a reference of their claim to the Court of Claims. 
for adjudication, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 
1691) referring the joint claim of T. A. Walker and Augustus C. Todd 
for proceeds of cotton to the Court of Claims for adjudication; which 
was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
833) to release the American Baptist Home Mission Society from the 
conditions of the sale of the marine-hospital building and grounds at 
Natchez, Miss., reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing vule, reported adversely thereon; and they were postponed indefi- 
nitely: 

A bill (S. 686) to facilitate the transaction of business in the Supreme- 
Court of the United States; 

A bill (S. 959) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the 
appointment of commissioners for taking affidavits, &c., for the courts 
of the United States,’’ approved Au 15, 1876; 

A bill (S. 1032) securing the right of a party complainantin the United. 
States courts to file a supplemental bill in equity causes; and 

A bill (S. 1102) requiring transcripts of judgments obtained in United 
States courts to be filed with county officers having charge of judgment 
records in certain cases. “ 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 256) to provide for a building for thè 
use of the Federal court, post-office, internal-revenue and other civil 
offices, and a United States jail in the city of Fort Smith, Ark., re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 505) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Huntsville, Ala., reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 396) for the erection of a public building at Nebraska City, Nebr., 
reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1504) for the erection of a public building at Pueblo, Colo., reported it 
with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
292) for the erection of a public building at Fort Scott, Kans., reported 
it without amendment. 


COAST-SURVEY REPORT. ; 
Mr. HAWLEY. By direction of the Committee on Printing, I report 
favorably and without amendment the following concurrent resolution: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 3,000 extra copies of the report of Julius E. Hilgard, Superintendent of 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey, showing the progress made in said survey dur- 
ing the year ending June 30, 1853, for distribution by said Superintendent. 

I ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 
The resolution was considered, by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 
Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported the 
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following resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be authorized to sit during the 
sessions of the Senate. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1693) to constitute the city of Seat- 
tle, in the Territory of Washington, a port of delivery; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 1694) granting a pension to 
Charles Coddy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 1695) relating to lands in Colorado 
lately oceupied by the Uncompahgre and White River Ute Indians; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Publie Lands. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1696) to increase the pension of 
Richard Jobes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. } 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1697) for the relief of Com- 
mander William Gibson; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1698) to prescribe the conditions under 
which bridges may be constructed and maintained across the Wabash 
River, in Indiana and Illinois, and the White River, in Indiana, and 
for other purposes incidental thereto; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1699) appropriating $50,000 for the pro- 
tection of the Government property and the improvement of the Ohio 
River at Jeffersonville, Ind.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. p 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to- introduce a bill, being the same as 
Senate bill No. 347, heretofore introduced by me, with certain amend- 
ments which I desire to become a part of the bill. Therefore I rein- 
troduce the bill in this form. 

The bill (S. 1700) to authorize the appointment of three commis- 
sioners to visit the principal countries of Central and South America for 
the purpose of collecting information looking to the extension of Amer- 
ican trade and commerce and the strengthening of friendly and mu- 
tually advantageous relations between the United States and all the 
other American nationalities, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1701) for the relief of the es- 
tate of National B. Holden, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1702) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to loan to the Governor's Guards fifty Springfield rifles; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1703) granting a pension to 
Robert Lisle; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1704) to change the name of Uniontown 
to Anacostia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. MORRILL, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of J. L. Whitaker be taken from the files 
of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, of California, it was 


Ordered, That the pees in the case of the tender by the British Government 
of a medal to Albert T. Stteam, keeper of life-saving station at Shoal Water 
Bay, Washington Terkon betaken from the Secretary’s files and referred tothe 
Committee on Foreign Relations, there having been no adverse report in the case. 


NAVAL ACADEMY BUILDINGS. * 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to inform the Senate 
whether any new building or buildings have been erected, in whole or in part, 
on the grounds of the Naval Academy at Annapolis during the last eighteen 
months; and, if so, by what authority, and from what appropriation payments 
re been made therefor, and the sum or sums so expended for each of such 

nildings. 


OHIO RIVER OVERFLOW AT JEFFERSONVILLE. 


Mr. HARRISON submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to furnish to the Senate any 
information in his possession, or which may be attainable, as to the effect any 
dam or other Government works in the channel of the Ohio River near Jeffer- 
sonville, Ind., has upon the flood-line of theriver in times of tfreshets. Also, 
what effect such floods have as to cutting off communication with the quarter- 
master's depot at that place, Also, as to the practicability and probable cost of 
constructing a levee to prevent the overflow of said city of Jeffersonville and of 
the approaches to the quartermaster’s depot. 


MANUFACTURE OF NAVAL ARTILLERY. 
Mr. BAYARD submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and $ 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and they are hereby, in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of the immediate preparation and equip- 


ment of a foundery and steam-hammer with Dropar machinery forthe manufact- 


ure by the Government of modern artillery of the largest caliber and most im- 
proved construction, and to make report thereon as carly as practicable. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 


Mr. VOORHEES. On the 10th of December last I reported from the 
proper committee the bill (S. 572) authorizing the construction of a build- 
ing for the accommodation of the Congressional Library. After that a 
substitute was presented from the committee which received the favor- 
able consideration of the Senate and has been passed. I therefore move 
that the bill which was reported on the 10th of December, which I find 
still upon the Calendar, be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD INDEX. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I move to take up the joint resolution (S. R. 59) 
to limit the cost of indexing the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the joint resolution be reported for informa- 
tion. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That the Joint Committee 
on Printing be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to make the neces- 
sary provisions and arrangements for issuing the index of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD semi-monthly during the sessions of Congress; that the Public Printer 
be, and he is hereby, directed to print and distribute the same number of copies 
of said semi-monthly index as he prints and distributes of the daily issue of the 
Recor, and to the same persons and in the same manner; that the Public 
Printer shall employ such person to prepare said index as shall be designated 
by the Joint Committee on Printing, who shali also fix and ulate the com- 
pensation to be paid by the Public Printer for the said work, and direct the form 
and manner of its publication: Provided, however, That the rate of compensation 
allowed for preparing the said semi-monthly indexes, including their compila- 
tion into a complete session index, shall not exceed, for each page of the printed 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, the average that it cost per page of the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp for compiling the session index of the Forty-sixth Congress: And pro- 
vided further, That there may be employed and paid on said work, at times not 
interfering with their ordinary employment, persons who are also employed 
and paid in any other office or employment under the Government, 

Src, 2. That the joint resolution EPOEORA February 8, 1881, entitled “Joint 
resolution to provide for printing and distributing the index of the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD semi-monthly,” is hereby repealed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate now proceed to the 
consideration of the joint resolution? z 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless some Senator desires it, it 
will be taken that the reading already had is a reading as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will make a very brief explanation. The body 
of the joint resolution is the same as that referred to in the second sec- 
tion, a joint resolution that was approved in 1881, under which the 
work has been going on. The Comptroller of the Treasury makes a 
technical point against a part of the compensation paid for getting up 
the index, and we amend the joint resolution of 1881, repealing that 
and re-enacting it with certain amendments. 

The point in the matter is this: We have succeeded in getting a gen- 
tleman of exceptional qualifications for the work of indexing, and he 
has been enabled to do it with very great economy and to the great 
satisfaction of those who have occasion to use the index. He has done 
it, however, by employing evenings certain persons in the Departments 
who like himself have the rare faculty of making a good index and 
paying them an extra compensation for their evening work, for he wants 
them only a short time every month, an evening or two perhaps, a 
dozen evenings or more in the course of the year. The Comptroller or 
some proper officer in his office has raised the point that these clerks 
were receiving double compensation from the Government, which is 
contrary to existing law. We save a good many thousand dollars by 
allowing the gentleman who has the work in charge to hire certain 
peculiarly adapted persons for certain evenings in the course of the year. 
That is the object of the joint resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. Who does the work and how much does it cost? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The precise cost I can not give just now, but the 
cost of it is many thousands of dollars less than it was under the old 
system, and we not only get the index for the whole session, the usual 
old-fashioned index for the session, but the semi-monthly index. 

Mr. INGALLS. This semi-monthly index composes the final index 
in gross of the entire RECORD? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is all worked over into the final index. 

Mr. INGALLS. Did the Senator state the name of the individual 
who made the index? 

Mr. HAWLEY. General Albert Ordway, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator allow me to make another sugges- 
tion, and that is, that the frame of this measure should be changed from 
a joint resolution to a bill? Iam unable to understand how this con- 
fusion should exist in our files, and one measure be called a joint reso- 
lution and another a bill, when both require precisely the same parlia- 
mentary treatment. They both require to be read three times and 
the final assent of the President. I would suggest that to secure uni- 
formity = baer of this measure be changed from a joint resolu- 
tion to a bill. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I think the Senator is quite right; but in framing 
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it we followed the original joint resolution. I will consent to change 
it to the form of a bill. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I think the criticism of the Senator from Kansas 
is eminently just. When we revised the statutes, we provided by rule 
or act that there should be no more joint resolutions but all bills, 
and for a while the rule was observed; but afterward it fell into dis- 
use and we went back to joint resolutions. There is no distinction 
between a joint resolution and a bill except in name, and they should 
be the same ia name. 
Mr. INGALLS. I suggestthen that the Chief Clerk make the change. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved to amend the enacting 
clause of the joint resolution so as turn it into a bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill, as it now is, is still open to 
amendment. If no amendment be proposed the question is, Shall the 
bill be eona and read a third time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and ; 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title, if there be no objection, 
will be corrected to conform to the enacting clause, making it a bill (S. 
1692) to limit the cost of indexing the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. ro granting a pension to Theresa Crosby Watson; 

A bill (H. R. 432) to increase the pension of Joseph B. Sellers; 

A bill (H. R. 1025) granting a pension to Sarah Dayton, widow of 
Erastus G. Dayton; 

A bill (H. R. 1065) granting an increase of pension to George F. 
Dresser; 
A bill 
A bill 
A bill 
ana, Pa. ; 


H. R. 1076) granting a pension to Miles B. Farlin; 
H. R. 1142) granting a pension to Nelly Roberts; 
H. R. 1410) granting a pension to Henry Schnetberg, of Indi- 


A bill (H. R. fall granting a pension to Catherine Hunter; 

A bill (H. R. 2251) to increase the pension of Dileno Robinson; 

A bill (H. R. po] granting a pension to Mrs. Mary McLaughlin; 

A bill (H. R. 2398) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Ann W. 
Mulvey; 

A bill (H. R. 2399) ting a pension to Clarissa McKee; 

A bill (H. R. 2400) for the relief of Judith Lauter; 

A bill (H. R. 2419) granting a pension to Robert Nutt; 

A bill (H. R. 2473) for the relief of Margaret A. Caswell; 

A bill (H. R. 2979) granting a pension to Nancy Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 3669) granting a pension to Robert M. Flack; and 


A bill (H. R. 4704) authorizing and empowering the Secretary of War 
to reconvey to Thomas Mulvihill certain lands erroneously conveyed by 
him to the United States. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


Mr. BAYARD. I ask that House bill No. 4704 be taken from the 
table and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 4704) authorizing and empowering the Secretary of War 
to reconvey toThomas Mulvihill certain lands erroneously conveyed by 
him to the United States was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT AUGUSTA, ME. 


Mr. VOORHEES. My object in rising at this time is to state that 
there are several bills on the Calendar reported from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds for the erection of public’buildings in 
various States, and as there is no special order this morning I thought 
it might be convenient and ble to the Senate to take them up and 
dispose of them. They will not lead toany debate. The first is Order 
of Business 144, and if it be the pleasure of the Senate I should be very 
glad to have them taken up and disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 144, 
a bill (S. 235) to provide for the erection of a public building in the city 
of Augusta, Me. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I had supposed that the ‘‘exclusive juris- 
diction” clause had been omitted of late years from these bills. I tried 
to show to the Senate on several occasions that that clause was calcu- 
lated to involve the localitiesand theStates where buildings were erected 
in confusion. In my judgment thereis no necessity for it, because that 
clause, if carried out, would give the United States exclusive jurisdic- 
tion of every kind, the trial of all offenses committed in a post-office in 
every city or town in the Union. I have drawn the attention of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to this matter repeatedly, 
and I think the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwkEs] concurred 
with me at one time in regard to the propriety of leaving out that clause. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Indiana that 
here are three of these bills in a row; the Senator who reported them 
is absent, and both Senators from each of the States where the build- 
ings are to be erectedareabsent. Isuggest that he postpone his motion 
to take them up to some other time. I call the attention of the Sena- 
tor to the fact that the Senator who reported all these bills is absent, 
and the Senators from the States where the buildings are to be erected, 
in the first three instances, are absent. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In regard to the bill now under consideration I 
have consulted with the Senators from Maine. My object, I will state 
frankly to the Senate, was to get up this class of bills and pass them 
at some time that is convenient for the Senate to do so, when there is 
no other business pressing. I know the Senators from Maine desire 
this bill passed, and if then it is objected to taking up the other bills 
which have been reported by the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds I shall not urge their consideration now. 

Mr. HOAR. Idid not object. I only called attention to the fact 
that everybody interested in these bills seemed to be absent. But I 
see the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] has come in. 

Mr. MORRILL. This is a copy of the same bill that passed the 
Senate last year. 

Mr. FRYE. _Is this the billaffecting the Augusta post-office building? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. There is no reason that I know of against it, and every 
reason for it. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. May I be permitted to state to the Sena- 
tor that I did notoffer any objection to the bill; but I desired to draw 
attention to a clause of the bill which I think may involve some diffi- 
culty, the jurisdictional clause. We found in former years there was 
no necessity for it. It requires the cession of exclusive jurisdiction on 
the part of the State over the site set apart for the building, which, ac- 
cording to the decisions of the courts of the United States, carries with it 
jurisdiction over every description of offense which may be committed 
on that piece of ground. If the Senator wants a bill of that kind, I have 
no objection. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator will see that the bill does not carry 
exclusive jurisdiction for every offense, and I will say that with entire 

ct for the opinions of the Senator from Florida, the committee have 
felt bound to follow the precedents which have been established ever 
since the foundation of the Government. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I think it is time to deliberately con- 
sider whether it would not be well for the Government to abandon the 
practice of erecting these costly and extravagant structures of granite 
and marble, and build less ostentatious and less pretentious fabrics óf 
brick or other incombustible material in every place where the Govern- 
ment is a tenant. 

We spend annually in architecture, in costly and extravagant deco- 
rations, in piles of marble and granite constructed at an immense cost 
and adorned with oriental hangings, with hammered brass and plate 
glass, enough to furnish simple and unpretentious structures for one- 

alf the towns in this land where the Government is obliged to hire 
buildings for the accommodation of its offices. I wish that the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds would take into consideration 
the propriety of adopting some policy by which the Government shall 
build in every city and in every town where it is obliged to hire build- 
ings for its use the necessary structures, as a business man would con- 
struct them, of brick and iron, without this vast and costly expenditure, 
which is of no advantage except to please the eye or gratify the taste. 

Of course, I suppose that so long as there is a large surplus in the 
Treasury that must be expended somehow it will be useless to attempt 
to call a halt in this matter of expenditure; but I enter my protest 
against it as unrepublican, as superfluous and unjust. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I understand that this bill appropriates 
$150,000. I contend that it is not extravagant. Augusta is the capi- 
tal of Maine. The mail business done in that city last year amounted 
to $652,184. In second-class mail matter it ranks the seventh in the 
United States. There are only six cities in the whole United States 
that in second-class matter exceed the Augusta post-office. In addition 
to that there is a pension office. Besides, the internal-revenue depart- 
ment has its office located there. In addition to that the United States 
court is to hold one session there a year. Now, under all the circum- 
stances, with the vast amount of business done there by the United 
States, it seems to me that $150,000 is very reasonable indeed. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, to denounce an extravagant use of pub- 
lic money in the construction of public buildings is one thing; to de- 
nounce the system under which the Government is operating in regard 
to public buildings is another. For one, sir, as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I think that we have invari- 
ably attempted to reduce appropriations as much as possible, and in 
nearly every bill that has been reported we have cut off from one-fifth 
to one-fourth from the amount asked for in the bill. 

There are no appropriations being made now by the Government for 
vast and costly structures of marble and granite of which the Senator 
from Kansasspeaks. The appropriations now are $50,000, and $75,000, 
and $100,000, and no public building for a court-house, for internal- 
revenue purposes, and for other Government purposes, can be built 
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worthy of this Government and sufficient for the needs of the public 
business for a less amount. 

More than that, Mr. President, if we put this upon the basis of 
business alone, if the Senator from Kansas will look at the amount 
appropriated last year and for the last five fiscal years he will see that 
the rent actually paid by the Government in leasing private property 
for public purposes far exceeds 4 per cent. upon the amount of the ex- 
penditures in erecting these buildings by the Government. In other 
words, it is an actual saving of the public money to erect buildings of 
which the title shall be in the Government itself, instead of paying 
enormous rents, as is the case now all over the country, for buildings 
deficient in structure and not adapted to the public necessity at all. 

But, Mr. President, more than that, there is a higher consideration 
than this. I say that the Government of the United States, with fifty 
million people, can afford to put up its own public buildings. They 
are a bond of indissoluble union between the people of the States; and 
when in every city where there is a necessity for a public building in 
the various portions of the country there is one, it is a reminder to the 
people that there is a Government to which we all belong and in which 
we are all interested. Sir, I favor the expenditure of this money, and 
T say it can not be better expended than for this public purpose. 

As to the system on which it has been expended, I desire to say that 
there is a bill now pending, to which I ask the attention of the Senator 
from Kansas, which seeks to do away with the enormous abuses which 
have grown up under the system under which public buildings have 
been constructed in the past. We fay peas now, if we can do so, to put 
up these buildings by contract to the lowest bidder. If that bill can 
be it will save millions of dollars to the Government annually, 
and at the same time will remove scandals which are a disgrace to the 
public service. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I expressly said I was not opposed 
to the system, but to the methods. I believe that the system should 
be more widely diffused. I think that the Government never ought to 
be a tenant; it should never hire a structure. If accommodations are 
needed for a post-office, or for any other of the functions which the Gov- 
ernment is called upon to exercise, it ought to own the building neces- 
sary for the shelter of its officers. But it has been the method that 
has prevailed of requiring these buildings to be constructed at an enor- 
mously large expense above the requirements for public architecture 
that has confined them to few localities. I favor a system that would 
permit the same amount of money that is now spent in these structures, 
far beyond what ought to be expended, to be so applied as to enable 
towns that are now deprived of these facilities to have them; and I be- 
lieve that if the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds would 
devote themselves to the development of a system that would require 
simple, inexpensive structures to be erected wherever the Government 
is now compelled to hire them, they would be doing a great public 
service. 

I agree with the Senator from Missouri that there should exist in all 
portions of this Republic visible reminders of the power and grandeur 
of the nation; that there would be a stronger feeling of allegiance if 
everywhere the people were reminded by some visible object recalling 
the strength and power of the Government and of the to which 
they owed their allegi 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I would say to the Senator from 
Kansas that the thirty or forty bills that may be presented at this ses- 
sion for public buildings in various parts of the country will not, all of 
them er, cost as much as one of the buildings that we have put 
upat Saint Louis, Chicago, New York, or other places. The committee 

rted one this morning, or au the report of one, for Kansas 
where $100,000 was asked, and it was cut down by the committee to 
$75,000 for the building and the site. I do not believe the Senator 
from Kansas will think that too much for the place where that build- 
ing is to be erected. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CARSON CITY. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I move now to take up the Order of Business No. 
148, being the bill (S. 52) providing for the erection of a public build- 
ang Waco, Tex. 

. INGALLS. Why not take up the bills in their order on the 
Calendar? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am somewhat embarrassed by the fact that the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds is not 
here, and I do not see either one of the Senators from Nevada or New 
Jersey in his seat; otherwise I would move to take up the two bills for 
those States. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suppose they would not object to their being 


Mr. VOORHEES. Isuppose not; and on the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Kansas I would be very willing to do that. I change my 
motion and move to take up Order of Business No. 145. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana changes 
his motion, and moves now that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business No. 145, being Senate bill No. 55. 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 55) to provide for the erection 
of a public building for the use of the United States courts, post-office, 
and other Government offices in the city of Carson City, in the State of 
Nevada. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered te 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT CAMDEN, N. J. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I move now to take up Order of Business No 
146, being Senate bill No. 160. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of thr 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 160) for the erection of a pub 
lic building at Camden, N. J. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PROVIDENCE CUSTOM-HOUSE. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I make a similar motion in regard to Order of 
Business No. 147, being Senate bill No. 182. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 182) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to purchase land adjacent to the custom-house in 
the city of Providence, R. I., was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Indiana that in the twenty-fifth line, on page 2, the bill reads 
“until a valid title to such ground or site is vested ‘it’ the United 
States.” It should be ‘‘in.’? That amendment will be made if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Itis a clerical error. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WACO, TEX. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I move now that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of Order of Business No. 148, being Senate bill 52. 

The motion was to; and the bill (S. 52) providing for the 
erection of a public building at Waco, Tex., was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I just want to say a word in reply to the 
Senator from Vermont. It may be regarded as an unimportant thing, 
but this clause which requires every State to surrender its jurisdiction 
over every site for a public building before the Government will con 
sent to erect one is not sanctioned by any long line of precedents unde? 
this Government, and it is violative, I think, of the spirit of the Consti 
tution and of reason itself. We know that wherever a public building 
is erected for Government purposes without any cession whatever on 
the part of the State there is implied authority resting with the Gov- 
ernment to use that building for the purpose for which it was erected, 
for a court, for a custom-house, or for a post-office; and this surrender 
of jurisdiction, as has been held a hundred times, means that the State 
shall give up its authority over that land; and if 9, pickpocket should 
pick the pocket of a citizen within that jurisdiction there will be no 
authority in the local courts to try him; if a murder was committed 
there there would be no authority to try the murderer. That has been 
the settled rule of law on that subject. It is exclusive jurisdiction, 
and that means exclusive power to try all offenses. 

I have on former occasions pointed out that itis entirely unn 
to put thatin. I merely mention it. I do not make any objection to 
those Senators who want to have it in their bills having it. 

Mr. COKE. I have heard theSenator from Florida make this same 
objection on sundry occasions, but so far as this bill is concerned I am 
entirely content, knowing that it is in the line of precedents for public 
buildings all over the United States. I do not see why this should be 
put in a different form from other bills for buildings that have been 
provided for. : 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I differ with the Senator about that. When 
I was chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds I 
refused to rt any bill with that clause in it. 

Mr. CO I have been in the Senate seven years, and this clause 
has been uniformly inserted in all the bills. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I find inthe billsin which I am interested—and 
I suppose a similar exception is contained in all the other bills—an ex- 
ception of this character. It is as follows as to the jurisdiction of the 
United States over the buildings and the grounds on which public build- 
ings of the United States are erected: 


And that no money appropriated for this purpose shall be available until a 
valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor 
until the State of Minnesota shall have ceded to the United States exclusive ju- 
risdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain 
the owners thereof, for all pu except the administration of the criminal 
laws of said State and the service of any civil process therein. 


It seems to me that meets all the objections urged by the Senator 
from Florida. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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- PUBLIC BUILDING AT GREENVILLE, S. C. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I move now that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of Order of Business No. 149, being Senate bill 146. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (8. 5746) eee. ee 
tion for the erection of a public building at Greenville, 8. C., was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CONGER. Is that the next public-building bill in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harrisin the chair). The Secre- 
tary informs the Chair that it is the next bill in order. 

Mr. CONGER. The next of the public-buildings bills in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. So the Secretary reports. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secre! of the Treasury be, and he hereby thorized and di- 
rected to n n es ther wies procure "a onitable alte. for pron to be rected 
thereon, a the city of Greenville, in the State of South Carolina, a substantial 
and commodious publie building, ‘with Paavo vaults, for the use of the United 
States district and circuit eo bec gane tarry a  internal-revenue office, and for other 
Government uses; the p estimates for said building to be prepared, ex. 
amined, and approved mpc by section 3734 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, and at a cost Barge shall not exceed the sum of $50,000 when 
finally completed: Provid. t no money to be appropriated for said build- 
Sed nar ee ete raat ee eee 
of at least fifty feet, including streets and and alleys, shall be wasted in the United 
States, nor until the State of South Carolina shall have ceded jurisdiction over 
the same for all purposes, during the time the United States shall be or remain 
the owner thereof, except for the enforcement of the criminal laws of the State 
and the service of ‘civil process therein. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I wish to draw the attention of the Senate 
to the only power in the Constitution on this subject of jurisdiction. 
The seventeenth clause of section 8 of Article I is as follows: 

The Con; shall have power * * * to exercise exclusive legislation in 
all cases w ‘er over such district— 

That is, the district ceded for a seat of Government— 


(not exceedi: a miles square) as may, by cession of particular States, and the 
acceptance of , become the ofthe om carer a of the United States, 
CDan Siate ia wia bpp parana shall be be, for the Deine caine cr oeten Ms 
azines, arsenals, dock-yards, and other needful buildings. a 

There is no description of jurisdicti on that can be ceded but exclus- 
ive, and this reservation with to civil process and the execu- 
tion of the criminal laws of the State, I will say to those Senators who 
have not thoroughly investigated it, has been held to amount to noth- 
ing. I had a test case that involved the life of a man where my State 
had ceded its jurisdiction just in the language of this bill over a piece 

.of territory reserved for a navy-yard under this clause of the Constitu- 
tion, and we had the most angry controversy in my State that had been 
there for twenty years between the courts, the State court claiming 
it under the act of cession, and the Federal court claiming the right to 
try it under the Constitution. The Federal tribunal finally succeeded 
and asserted the power of the Federal Government under that cession 
to try the man, and they exhibited the highest power that could be 
exhibited under a government, they executed the man under this clause 
of the Constitution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on 
amendment reported from the Committee on Public 
Grounds. 

The amendment was 

The bill was reported to the Bente as amended, and the amendment 
Th bill gree be engrossed fi 

e was to or a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary calls the attention of 
the Chair to the fact that the title should be amended. If there be no 
objection the Secretary will change the title, as reported by the com- 
mittee, so as to read ‘‘A bill for a public building at Greenville, S. C.” 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT KEY WEST. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 150, being the bill fs. 229) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to seers a public building in the city of Key 
West, Fla., to which I suppose the from Florida will have no 
objection. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds reported the bill 
ao an amendment to add aa eet a 


That no money 


ng to the 
uildings and 


available until ayana title tot tot ected is vested in te in the United States, nor 

until the State of Flo nited States exclusive jurisdiction 

over the same, a the TE thee United Daka ehall be or remain the owner 

praia for all purposes ex: the administration of the criminal laws of said 
State and the service of any civil process therein. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to know why the committee propose 
to strike out the preamble here. 


\ 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. That question will come up after the 
bill has been passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to know whether this is to be a building 
in addition to the public building already there; if Key West is to be 
honored with two public buildings? It is a very material question. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Oh, no; that is not it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] says there 
is no public building there. His distinguished coll e [Mr. JONES, 
of Florida] introduced a bill which recites that there is a public build- 
ing there and that it is not sufficiently large for the public purposes. 
Now if there are to be two, I should like to know why. 

Mr. MORRILL. I believe the fact is that some buildings there are 
rented by the United States Government. 

Mr. CALL. There is no adequate public building there, nothing 
that can be called a public building sufficient for any pu 3 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I want to say that while this bill was in- 
troduced by myself, the amendment with respect to jurisdiction was 
put on by the committee without my consent, and I shall never in my 
place in the Senate subscribe to this principle, because I have concluded 
after the most mature deliberation that it is entirely unnecessary and 
is likely to lead at some future time to great complications between the 
States and the General Government with respect to this question of 
jurisdiction. There is but one description of jurisdiction that a State 
can cede to the General Government over a navy-yard or a lot for a 
public building or over an area of territory to be used for governmental 
purposes; and that is exclusive jurisdiction. I do not care what reser- 
vation the State may put in, if jurisdiction is ceded, as was held in the 
case in my State, it is constitutional jurisdiction, and carries with it all: 
the incidents of a jurisdiction like that in the District of Columbia. It 
may be a very small thing at first view, but it might bring in a given, 
case the sovereignties of the country together in conflict. 

Then it is entirely unnecessary, because I say that when the Govern- 
ment of the United States buys a piece of ground in any State for the 
erection of a public building it can use that building for any Govern- 
ment use or for any ge aay for which it may be wanted. It can use it 
for a court, for a post-o' or a custom-house, and this cession of juris-° 
diction in these bills is ately a work of supererogation and entirely 
unnecessary. 

I say this now; I have said it time and again on the floor of the Sen- 
ate and I shall repeat it, although I am not going to antagonize the- 
policy which has been indicated by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator want us to oppose the bill on 
that ground ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Oh, no; I do not. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a preamble to the bill which, 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds report to strike out. 
The question is on the amendment of the committee striking out the 
preamble. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN ANTONIO, TEX. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 151, being Senate bill No. 53. 

The motion was Le te to; and the bill (S. 53) providing for the erec- 
tion mee a public building at San Antonio, Tex., was considered as in. 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to- 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT LA CROSSE, WIS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 154, Senate bill 78. 

The motion was to; "and the bill (S. 78) for the erection of a 
public building at La Crosse, Wis., was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

POST-OFFICE BUILDING AT SAN FRANCISCO. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tien of Order of Business 161, Senate bill 147. 

The motion was agreed to; "and the bill (S. 147) to authorize the pur- 
chase of a site for a building for a post-office, court-house, and other 
an San Francisco, Cal., was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and. 
Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was in section 1, line 4, after the word ‘“‘citi- 
zens,” to strike out ‘‘ of San Francisco, Cal.; rid in line 6, before ‘‘city,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘said;’’ and in line 8, after the word ‘í offices,” to strike 
out ‘as hereinafter provided; ;” so as to make the section read: 


is a and directed to appoint three 
States to 


That the Secretary of the 
competent citizens to act as comm: m behalf of the United 


d purchase a piece of d in the city of San Francisco hich 
Shall be erected a suitable buil main te diy of San Praordees, wgon wÈ vs 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in section 2, line 6, after the wo: 
to strike out ‘‘ of San Francisco;’’ so as to read: 


Sec. 2. That immediately after the passage of this act the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall notify each person selected as aforesaid of his appointment under 
this act, requesting propi notice of his acceptance or non-acce thereof, 
and in the case l appoint some other prominent disin ed citizen 
in his place, and upon their consent to act shall give notice to the commissioners 
to proceed as soon as ticable to examine such pieces of ground as shall be 
judged most suitable for the site of said building. 

The amendment was agreed te. n 
The next amendment was, in section 2, line 22, after the word “‘site,”” 
to insert ‘‘and the title thereto;”’ so as to read: 


Secretary Treasury, Postmaste: d Attorney-Gen- 
ec pare rove of be! ont site, and ine title e a then the Saneraeianers 
pala notified thereof, who shall then complete the purchase of the site so 

The amendment was to. 

Thenextamendment was, in section 3, line 1, to strike out ‘‘$400,000”’ 
and insert ‘‘$350,000;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $350,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated for making said purchase. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SPRINGFIELD, ILL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the Chair, under the rules, to lay before the Senate the 
first bill on the Calendar under Rule IX. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have the consent of the Senators from Kansas, 
who ex to occupy the time, to goon with these public building bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is competent for the Senator from 
Indiana to move the consideration of any other bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business No. 198, being Senate bill 674. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 674) to authorize the 
purchase of additional grounds for the United States court-house and 
post-office building at Springfield, Ill., was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE AT RICHMOND, VA. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move to proceed to the consideration of Order 
of Business No. 199, being Senate bill 1473. 

The motion was to; and the bill (S. 1473) to enlarge the 
United States custom-house at Richmond, Va., was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MONTPELIER, VT. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I make the same motion in regard to Order of 
Business 204, being Senate bill No. 1429. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1429) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Montpelier, Vt. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ANNAPOLIS, MD. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move to take up Order of Business 209, being 
Senate bill No. 1146. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1146) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Annapolis, Md. 

The bill was re to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, the third time, and passed. 

GOVERNMENT BUILDING AT WINONA, MINN. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I move to take up Order of Business 240, being 


Senate bill No. 574. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 574) money for 
the purchase of a site and the Scanlon ot A Oho balan fe the 
United States courts, post-office, and other Government offices in the 
city of Winona, State of Minnesota. 

The bar aN ole to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MACON, GA. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move to to the consideration of Order 
of Business 241, being Senate bill No. 1117. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1117) for the erection of a 
publie building at Macon, Ga. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


“citizen,” 


= 


building at Oshk Wis., was considered 
Whole. — i 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT MANCHESTER, N. H. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I move to take up Order of Business 242, being 
Senate bill No. 854. à 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 854) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Manchester, in the State of 
New Hampshi 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, in line 12, after the word “‘hundred,”’ to 
strike out the words ‘‘and fifty;’’ so as to read: 

The site, and the building thereon, when completed upon plansand specifica- 
tions to be previously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
shall not exceed the cost of $300,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the committee was, after the word ‘‘same,’’ 
in line 16, to insert: 

During the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for 
all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the 
service of civil process therein: Provided, That the site shall leave the building 
unex to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of nof 
less than fifty feet, including streets and alleys. 

So as to read: 


Provided, That no money to be appropriated for this purpose shall be avail- 
able until a valid title to the site be vested in the United States, and the 
State of New Hampshire 


The amendment was ageed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW ALBANY, IND. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move now to take up Order of Business 273, 
being Senate bill No. 1040. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1040) to provide for the con- 
struction of a public building at New Albany, Ind. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING IN AUGUSTA, GA. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move to take up Order of Business 290, being 
Senate bill No. 1600. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 1600) for the erection ot 
a public building at Augusta, Ga., was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LAND FOR STREET PURPOSES IN SAINT LOUIS. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In compliance with the request of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] who reported the bill from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, I ask the Senate to consider Order 
of Business 243, being Senate bill No. 210. While it is not a bill for 
the erection of a public building, yet it is a bill to convey property for 
public p I move to take it up. 

The motion was to; and the bill (S. 210) donating to the city 
of Saint Louis, Mo., a certain strip of land for street purposes was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, in line 3, after the word ‘‘land,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘sixty’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty-seven and one-half;’’ soas to read: 

That a strip of land fifty-seven and one-half feet in width off the south end of 
the United States marine-hospital tract in the city of Saint Louis, Mo., &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OSHKOSH. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, this exhausts all the bills of this 

character on the Calendar ; but while we were proceeding with them 
a while ago the Senator from Virginia, the chairman of the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds [Mr. MAHONE], reported some other 
bills of like character. I would ask that the Senate preceed to their 
consideration also at this time. We have the time to do it, and it is 
as well perhaps to dispose of them. I ask that they be taken up in 
the order in which they were reported. 
_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks unan- 
imous consent that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill 636. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 636) for the erection ofa public 

i as in Committee of the 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT SMITH, ARK. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I move to proceed to the consideration of the next 


bill in the order of the reports. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks unan- 
imous consent that the Senate now to the consideration of the 
bill (S. 256) to provide for a building for the use of the Federal court, 

t-office, internal-revenue and other civil offices, and a United States 
jail in the city of Fort Smith, Ark. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public ranon er 
Grounds with an amendment, in line 11, section 1, tostrike ont ‘* ;- 
000” and insert ‘“‘ $100,009.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. . 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HUNTSVILLE, ALA. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
poa bill (S. 505) for the erection of a public building at Huntsville, 


There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 12, to strike out ‘‘$125,000”’ and 
insert ‘‘ $100,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the beginning of section 2, to strike 
out ‘‘Sec. 2. That” and to insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘and.’’ 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
The bill was on read th 

e bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, e 
third time, and passed. : 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEBRASKA CITY. 


Mr. VOORHEES, I ask for the consideration of Senate bill No. 396. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate,as in Committee of the Whole, 
roceeded to consider the bill (S. 396) for the erection of a public build- 
inga) Nebraska City, Nebr. 
e bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, in line 8, after the word ‘“‘exceed,” to 
strike out ‘‘one hundred” and insert ‘‘seventy-five;’’ so as to read: 


At a cost not to exceed $75,000, including cost of site. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Chair will call the attention of 
the Senator from Indi to what a to be the necessity of an 
amendment in the second line following, which reads: 


And the said sum of $100,000 is hereby appropriated, &c. 


Mr. VOORHEES. As a matter of course that should be chan 4 


ae VOORHEES. Undoubtedly. I ask that that amendment be 
e. 

Mr. MORRILL. That will be right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, That amendment will be made by 
unanimous consent, if there be no objection. It is made. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PUEBLO, COLO. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I ask forthe consideration of Senate bill No. 1504. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

roceeded to consider the bill (S. 1504) for the erection of a public 
building at Pueblo, Colo. 

Mr. MORRILL. I notice that the bill does not contain the usual pro- 
vision in relation to jurisdiction over the building, and I ask to have it 
inserted there, as it has been in the other bills that have already passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It contains a relinquishment of the 
right to tax, which many of the preceding bills do not, but it does not 
contain any limitation of the jurisdiction in of process. 

Mr. MORRILL. That is what I wish to putin. So faras the right 
to tax is concerned, I believe by general law that is already regulated and 
is not necessary to be in, but I move to add the usual exception so far 
as civil and criminal process is concerned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont will be reported. 


The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill: 


For all purposes the administration of the criminal laws of said State 
and the service of any eivil process therein, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. $ 

CUSTOM-HOUSE AT PROVIDENCE. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to ask unanimous consent to recall the bill 
(S. 182) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase land 
adjacent to the custom-house in the city of Providence, R. I., in order 
to insert the same amendment in relation to the jurisdiction of courts 
that was inserted in the last bill. By accident that has been omitted, 
and the Senators from Rhode Island desire to have it inserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that the bill indicated by him, which has already 
been passed by the Senate, be amended by inserting therein the follow- 
ing: 

Shall be or remain the owners thereof for all 
criminal 


urposes except the administra- 
tion of the laws of said State and 
therein. 


service of any civil process 


Is there objection to the correction of the bill already passed in the 
manner proposed by the Senator from Vermont? The Chair hears no 
objection. The bill will be engrossed accordingly. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT SCOTT, KANS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. There is but one more bill of this character. [| 
ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill No. 292. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

roceeded to consider the bill (S. 292) for the erection of a public build- 
nen S Fort Scott, Kans. + ' 
e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATIN BILL. 


Mr. LOGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 4971) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other 


urposes. 
s The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves to 
pass over all the preceding caseson the Calendar and to take up thebill 
indicated by him. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is now before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. The Chair will receive a message from 
the House of Representatives. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE HASKELL. 


Mr. JOHN B. CLARK, jr., the Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
ws py at the bar of the Senate and said: Mr. President, the House 
of Representatives has passed a series of resolutions as an appropriate 
tribute to the memory of DUDLEY C. HASKELL, late a Representative 
from the State of Kansas; which I am directed to communicate to the 


Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro ry en The Chair, as is usual in such cases, 
asks unanimous consent to lay before the Senate the resolutions from 
the House of Representatives. If there be no objection the resolutions 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the ordinary business of the House be laid aside in order that 
appropriate tribute may be paid to the memory of DUDLEY C. HASKELL, late a 
Representative from the o 


f Kansas. 
That in the untimely death of Mr. HASKELL the House haslost a con- 
spicuous and faithful member, his constituents a zealous and ca le servant, 
and the country a citizen of exemplary life, patriotic devotion, rare promise, 
Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect for his DRET, and sorrow 
for his loss, the House, at the conclusion of these ees he 1 adjourn. 
Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I offer the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Senate has received with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. DUDLEY O. HASKELL, late a member of the House of 
bog the ape ntg from the State of Kansas. 


lved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended, that opportunit 


may be given for fitting tributes to the memory of the deceased and to his emi- 
nent public and private virtues, and that as a furthermark of respect the Senate, 
at the conclusion vf such remarks, shall adjourn, 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, DUDLEY CHASE HASKELL was lin- 
eally and by nature a Puritan. Had he lived in that splendid epoch 
of English history when the race to which we belong reached its me- 
ridian, when genius culminated in Shakespeare, reason in Bacon, hero- 
ism in Raleigh, courtesy in Sidney, love of liberty in Hampden, military 
and civic leadership in Oliver Cromwell, he would, like his ancestors, 
have exiled himself from home, friends, possessions, crossed the im- 
placable seas, and laid in the savage solitudes of an empty continent 
the foundations of a Christian commonwealth, ‘‘for the common h 
for the protection, safety, prosperity, and happiness of the people, and 
not for the profit, honor, or private interest of any one man, family, or 
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class of men sa a state builded upon the Bible asits chief corner-stone, 


and cee ‘or the charter of its liberties the golden rule. 

No political experiment ever appeared less formidable at the outset 
than the colonization of Massachusetts Bay, but none ever had such 
momentous, such far-reaching consequences. The ideas of those fugi- 
tives from intolerance and proscription possessed inconceivable energy. 
The mind of man, released from the bondage of caste and precedent, 
conscious at last of its powers, has achieved results in letters, in science, 
in war, in government, which are not less a revelation than a prophecy. 

The feeble colonists lingered fora while by the coast, wresting scanty 
subsistence from the sterile soil and the stormy sea; but moving slowly 
westward, the great column in two centuries has crossed the continent, 
overcoming all obstacles, conquering all adversaries, till at last, among 
fifty million people under self-government, freedom is universal, civil 
and political equality is the fundamental law, the safety of life, the pres- 
ervation of liberty, the protection of property are effectually guaranteed, 
the means of education are diffused as widely as the desire to know, and 
the opportunities for happiness are commensurate with the eapacity to 
enjoy. 

None of the traits and attributes, physical, intellectual, or moral, 
which distinguished the original emigrantsto New England were want- 
ing in Mr. HASKELL, and in his relations to the politics and society 
of his State and the nation he exhibited the same qualities which 
characterized his progenitors two hundred and fifty years ago. Could 
he have assumed the garb and vestment of that ancient time, his great 
stature, the sedate dignity of his demeanor, his stately presence, an 
aspect of authority, and the serious gravity of his features would have 
rendered him the striking semblance of a worshipful magistrate of the 
colonial period. 

To applause or censure for its own sake he was stoically indifferent. 
There was no insensibility to fame or blame in his nature, but he pre- 
ferred the approval of his conscience to the approbation of mankind. 
He adhered strenuously to unpopular friends to his own detriment 
rather than incur suspicion of personal disloyalty. He advocated un- 
popular doctrines which commanded the assent of his reason or his con- 
science rather than gain votes by silence or duplicity. Conscience, 

' which is said to make cowards of us all, made no coward of him; it 
made him courageous rather, and daring iy y aggressive and defiant intel- 
lectually in his support of eeinciles a which he considered essential to 
the well-being of the people. He believed in the appeal of truth to 
time, and aspired to be a real leader of opinion rather than to obtain the 
cheap and casual applause which rewards the demagogue, the impostor, 
and the charlatan. 

Politics and religion are popularly supposed to be incompatible. So 
many assertions must be denied, so many purposes must be concealed, 
so many calumnies must be refuted, so many temptations must be re- 
sisted, that the most rigid and censorious moralists are disposed to mit- 
igate the severity of judgment; but no such forbearance was required 
for HASKELL. Hedid notdeny his Master. He bore his religion with 
him in every presence, in all contests. He was from earliest youth de- 
vout, reverent, chaste, pure in spirit, active in all work for the elevation 
of society. Everywhere and in all directions his influence was benefi- 
cent and ennobling. The world was better for his having lived, and 
his death wasa subtraction from the moral forces which uphold and sus- 
tain mankind. 

He came to Washington to take his seat as a Representative in the 
Forty-tifth Congress at the special session in October, 1877. He was 
immediately attacked by a disease from which few recover and which 
his physicians considered mortal. My apprehensions increased as he 
rapidly declined from day to day, till I was summoned to his bedside 
one morning at daylight, and found that he had sunk into unconscious- 
ness, from which hecould not be roused. Before noon he rallied suffi- 
ciently to converse, and was told by the physicians that if his affairs 
required attention he had better arrange them before evening, as he 
might sink into sleep from which he would not wake. He recognized 
the gravity of the situation and asked if there was no hope. They 
thought there was none, but told him hehad a chance for life. Here- 
plied: ‘‘I will take that chance. Do your duty and I will do mine.” 
The struggle was long and doubtful, but skill and courage triumphed 
for a time over his malady, though he never seemed to me to be wholly 
restored to his pristine strength and v He blanched rapidly sA 
looked pallid and haggard at times, Sajn at h his vital forces were well- 
nigh spent. But I mention the incident to show the metal of which 
the man was made. He sometimes spoke of that awful hour, of the 
solemnity with which he contemplated the dark abyss, and of the 
consolation afforded by faith and hope. And yet his great work was 
sate in the succeeding six years, after he had almost risen from the 


He entered public life without professional training or special disci- 
- pline. But he had indomitable perseverance, energy, determination to 
excel, and gradually toiled upward, amid many discouragements, till 
at the close of the Forty-seventh Congress he had fairly won his place 
in the front rank of thought and debate, especially upon economic 
questions, and could reasonably anticipate a broad career of increasing 
influence and national renown. 


His oratory was energetic and forcible, but without decoration. He 


indulged in none of the ornaments of discourse, quotation, anecdote, 
wit, humor, fancy, badinage, or repartee. His weapon was the broad- 
sword, not the rapier. He dealt in facts, in figures, in statistics, in 
arguments and deductions. He was a diligent, patient student, with 
that higher gift than genius, the capacity for assiduous and persistent 
labor, without which the most brilliant powers, after brief and fitful 
corruscation, uselessly expire. He did nothingat random. ‘There was 
no diffusion in his career. He was notdistracted by pleasure, passion, 
sense, or appetite from the path of duty. He traveled steadily along 
the beaten and dusty highway without loitering, and so came at last 
to his journey’s end. 

That a life so pure, so valuable, so exemplary, rich in noble achieve- 
ments, but far richer in every prophecy of approaching distinction, 
should be thus abbreviated adds one more to the inscrutable mysteries 
that perplex us here. He fell in the vestibule, and not at the goal. 
For his wife, children, and kindred, inconsolable in their bereavement, 
for the friends who loved him, for the great constituency that laments 
him, for the State that he honored, for the nation that he served, he 
**should have died hereafter.” 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, there are many reasons why I may 
be pardoned for adding a few words to the abundant and fitting eulogy 
already paid to the rare qualities and great worth of Mr. HASKELL. 
He was of New England stock, and those early years of mental mold- 
ing and muscle-training in which all after life is shapened were 
in my own State. And he had hardly essayed the battle of life in that 
infant Commonwealth, to whose very existence my own State had con- 
tributed so much, that Kansas might almost be said to have sprung 
from the loins of Massachusetts, when he returned and chose from 
among my own neighbors one of her daughters to walk with him that 
pathway which the untried future was opening up before him. 

By this transplanting the home life of Mr. HASKELL, and largely his 
public career, became anillustration of the effect of that broader horizon 
and freer spiritof pioneer experience upon the stern teachings and tough 
fiber which the Puritan and the Pilgrim wove into the character and 
stamped upon the forearm of each son of theirs wherever his foot rested. 
Indeed, the town of Lawrence, where he built his home, and where he 
now sleeps, does not bear a name more distinctly New England than 
it does a character whose basis and ruling color were, brought over in 
the Mayflower, and which was, with precious little of latter-day polish 
or toning, taken bodily from Worcester and Middlesex in my own State 
to the sharp, quick, and bloody but final conflict for freedom of body 
and soul in a new empire. A New Englander, loyal to the stiff and 
stout qualities ingrain in her nature and proud of her aggressive spirit, 
dominated by an iron will on whatever soil it sets its stake, reads plainly 
enough in the just tribates paid to the marked qualities of this deceased 
statesman of what stuff this man was made when they recite the sim- 
ple story that he was born in Vermont and was taken to Massachusetts 
in the first year of his life, and that a true descendant of the mingled 
colonies of Winthrop and Carver took him, when only eleven, with 
one hand anda Sharps rifle with the other, and with the Bible and aspell- 
ing-book in his pocket, led him forth to pitch his tent and assert his 
convictions on the plains of 

The founders of that State were not only heroes but far-seeing states- 
menalso. They madeimperishable history, written in blood and in the 
living light of principle and of a duty to posterity, once and forever to be 
discharged. The youth of whom wespeak, with only two or three more 
years of parental teaching and guidance, was by the death of his father 
pushed out alone to further equip himself as best he could and stand 
upon his own feet, and by the strength of his own arm to hew his ewn 
way life. And yet it was not hisown way he was to hew, for 
he never succeeded in laying up riches as the world counts riches, and 
died poor. But the life which was spared him was devoted to the pub- 
lic service. Here he planted and watered and reared and pruned, and 
those who come after him shall gather more wholesome fruit because he 
has lived. 

Mr. HASKELL came into Congress a little more than six years ago. 
Nearly all that time the committee work which fell to my lot here 
brought me into frequent and intimate consultation and co-operation 
with him. I soon came to value his counsel and rely upon his judg- 
ment. This intimacy ripened into the friendship and attachment of 
associates and companions. Ina common work devolved upon us by 
the two Houses respectively it was our pleasure to find ourselves work- 
ing in harmony, moved by a common purpose toward a single end. 
Last August he had accepted my invitation to accompany a committee 
of this body charged with the duty of investigating certain phases of 
the Indian question among the Indians themselves. But failing health 
compelled him to turn away from this duty to medical treatment in a 
distant State, and I never saw him again. 

I mourn to-day the death of a friend I could not spare, of a colaborer 
who can not be replaced, and I feel that those who need help, of what- 
ever race and however bound or cast off, have lost a strong arm, ever 
stretched forth to succor; a clear intellect, ever alert, well balanced, 
and directed to the wisest methods, and a heart as big as his native 
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hills, ever responsive to the appeal of the lowly. I see, but I can not 
comprehend the mystery of a well-ordered life full of earnestness and 
hope and promise, equipped for great exigencies and animated by lofty 
and noble aims, closed almost at the threshold and before the work men 
would have him to do had hardly been . Verily inscrutable are 
the ways of Him who holds in His handsthe destiny of individuals and 
of nations. 

And yet such a life, so brief, and to human sight so incomplete, is 
nevertheless of great value to the individual and the nation; to the 
individual as an example, and to the nation as a product. The power 
he was able to wield and the good he had time to accomplish were the 
reward of labor. Neither genius nor the of rhetoric nor the 
fascinations of oratory made him the able debater he was, but patient 
and thorough investigation, tireless labor, gave him the ability to sift 
out the kernel and blow away the chaff. He uttered thoughts, not 
words, and they seemed to come up from a deep well, always full. He 
had convictions, and he dealt in nothing else. It seemed to him aduty 
to convince others, not to push or carry them. Hence all he had to say 
was argument, often naked, never decked or adorned with flowers of 
rhetoric or figures of speech. There was no art or guile or stage effect, 
in his oratory. If he had no reason for the faith that was in him, he 
did not trouble others with it. A clear, logical, and well-stored mind, 
an ardent temperament, and a profound conviction of the soundness of 
his position, gave him great power in debate and placed him in the 
first rank of efficient and reliable leaders in the House. 

The whole biography of this man is written in a single word, fidelity, 
the noblest word afterall in the English language. It was true of him 
in every trust of his life. He was true to himself and to all the facul- 
tiesintrustedtohim. He wrought with them all, and he strengthened 
and equipped them all for the best workattainable. He discharged to 
the uttermost every duty, public or private, and faithful to the end, he 
died at his post. It is thought by some that the labor he undertook 
exceeded his strength and hastened his death. If that be so, it would 
be worth far more, it seems to me, to leave the record of a life filled 
up beyond its measureand borne down with the weight of a too exhaust- 
ing struggle than to leave an empty record of a life prolonged into 
weary and purposeless days of fruitless existence. 

Mr. HASKELL was a product of our institutions all too rare in this 
day when place and power in the public service are so often sought and 
maintained by questionable means and for unworthy ends. He was 
not born to politics or place, but to poverty and privation. He did not 
belong to the class set apart when they were born for the public serv- 
ice and educated in the school of politics and in theories and ideals of 
government. He came, instead, of practical politics, and was himself 
a product of their needs. He became a builder, because he had him- 
self handled the trowel and knew the quality of the mortar rather 
than the style of the architecture. Such men lay the foundations and 
build the walls, a little rough it DN be, but still solid and abiding 
long after a more elegant finish shall have faded and perished. Our 
politics will suffer and our institutions will lose in rugged strength 
when such men fail of recognition and appreciation in the public service, 

Our friend was in personal intercourse the true gentleman. He 
hated all pretense and was always what heappeared tobe. If he was 
angry, he left no one in doubt; and when he extended his hand, every 
one knew that it was warm. No one was ever put on his guard by a 
smile or stood in fear of lurking hate. In social and in private life, 
as well as in public, he was direct, plain, and simple, and won a place 
in our hearts made desolate by this bereavement. 

And now, Mr. President, we shall best profit from the lesson taught 
us by the character we have been contemplating if we turn from un- 
availing sorrow over the grave of a statesman we have honored and a 
friend we have loved, and, closing up our ranks, press on to the per- 
formance of that work in which he labored so faithfully while he was 
eas us, mindful that the night soon cometh in which no man can 
wor 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, it was my privilege to become ac- 
quainted with Hon. DUDLEY CHASE HASKELL soon after entering upon 
his duties as a member of the Forty-fifth Co and to maintain this 
acquaintance during his Congressional career in the Forty-fifth, Forty- 
sixth, and Forty-seventh Congresses. 

It is to me a sad pleasure to join in these last memorial services and 
to unite with those who knew him more intimately in all his personal 
and official relations in paying this last tribute to his memory, his per- 
a worth, and faithful, exemplary performance of all his official 

uties. 

DUDLEY CHASE HASKELL was born March 23, 1842, at Springfield, 
Vt., and was the first member of the Forty-eighth Congress summoned 
after the assembling from the scenes of his earthly labors to enter upon 
the realities of an unending existence beyond the grave. He was the 
descendant of an old Saxon family located in Scotland, and migratin 
to Salem, Mass., atan early period in the settlement of that place, an 
in his boyhood attended the common schools in New England. When 
13 years old, in 1855, his parents located near Lawrence, Kans., where 
he attended the first common school taught jn his town. In 1857 and 
1858 he returned to Springfield, Vt., and attended school there. 
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Returning 
1859 in a clothing-store, and accompanied his employer to Colorado. 
In the fall of 1861 he was employed in the transportation department 


home, he was employed in the fall of 1858 and winter of 


of the Union Army in and so continued in 1862. 

In January, 1863, he attended school at Easthampton, Mass., and in 
the fall of that year entered upon a special course at Yale College and 
took a course in a business college in New Haven in 1864. While at 
Easthampton he joined the Congregational Church, of which he re- 
mained a consistent and exemplary member up to his death, and there 
also formed the acquaintance of Miss Hattie M. Kelsey, whom he mar- 
ried in the fall of 1864, and then returned to Lawrence, Kans., and en- 

in mercantile pursuits until elected to the Forty-fifth Con; 

In 1872, 1875, and 1876 he was a member of the State house of rep- 
resentatives, serving as speaker in the last term. In 1874 he was nom- 
inated for governor by the Temperance party of his State, but declined. 
He was elected a member of the Forty-fifth Congress, and successively 
elected to the Forty-sixth, Forty-seventh, and Forty-eighth Congresses. 
Such is a cursory review of his active outward life before the world. 

Success being the test of merit, surely there was real merit in Mr. 
Haskell. He had not enjoyed the advantages and opportunities en- 
joyed by so many young men of our country, but he had carefully im- 
proved every opportunity for the cultivation and development of a 
sound body and vigorous mind, inherited from his worthy parents. He 
was the architect of his own fortune, and from the scant materials within 
his grasp builded wisely and skillfully the attractive fabric of a noble, 
intellectual, moral, and physical manhood. He was a true gentleman 
in the broadest sense. Life with him was real. He was of earnest 
purpose and strong convictions, sincere, steadfast, courageous, and per- 
severing. 

In his private life he was blameless and his character above reproach; 
a true friend, a dutifal son, a devoted and faithful husband, a tender 
and affectionate father, a true Christian, earnest and devoted to the 
cause and interests of his church and Christianity. In his busitess life 
he was upright, industrious, and attentive. 

However engaged, he was a close student and diligent in the acquisi- 
tion of information of a practical and useful character, such as would 
prepare him for the faithful and efficient performance of every duty and 
trust in life. 

As a legislator his integrity was not questioned. Dignified in his 
bearing, commanding in his appearance, with a clear voice, well in- 
formed, ready in debate, careful of the interests of his constituents, and 
not offensively partisan, he was a model legislator. 

In the debates in the Forty-seventh Congress he gained a national 
reputation by the force and ability with which he presented the views 
of his party on the tariff issues, 

To show the high estimate entertained for him, I read the following 
editorial from the Washington Daily Post of December 17, 1883: 

Hon. DUDLEY C. HASKELL, of the second Kansas district, is the first member 
of the newly organized ET PETT to be summoned from his post of duty by death, 
He had been a member of the House for three successive terms, always the lead- 
ing Representative from his own State, and always commanding more than 
ordinary respect upon the floor. In politics he was a Republican of the strictest 
sect, but not offensively partisan. Asal lator he was practical and conscien- 
tious, bringing to the support of his positions a wide range of information, un- 
doubted cou: , and a careful for the interests of his constituents, He 
had great ambition and the promise of a long life, but the higher aims of the 
one perish with the other, and it is to be regretted that a record so honorable 
was not permitted to reach its full-rounded completeness. 

I also read an editorial from the National Republican of the same 
date: 


In the death of Hon. D. C. HASKELL, of Kansas, the House loses one of its 
brightest and most active members. In the tariff debates in the last Congress 
he showed himself to be singularly well informed in the details of the question 
at issue, and his ready p of great public interests won him undisputed rank 
among the leaders on the Republican side. Cut off in his prime by the unspar- 
ing reaper, his country is deprived of one whose future promised to be 
usefulness. 

He was appreciated, honored, and loved by the good people of Law- 
rence and his adopted State, who knew him well and best, and among 
whom he had t his boyhood and maturer years. 

It was my privilege to attend his remains to their last resting place 
in the beautiful cemetery near his home, and to witness the evidences 
of admiration, honor, and love cherished for him by his neighbors and 
the people of his State. They were earnest and sincere, and manifested 
with genuine sympathy and tenderness by all classes—fitting tributes 
to the noble dead. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, the tender and truthful tributes 
which have been already paid to the deceased leave little more for me 
to add. 

Mr. HASKELL was born in Vermont; and this fact, perhaps, has 
brought to me the honor of an invitation to add a leaf here to the brief 
ceremonies of the hour in commemoration of our deceased friend who 
was last year among us, with all the robust and elastic vigor of health 
and ripe manhood, fitly representing a notable district of a great and 
prosperous State. He then stood as the equal of the foremost for his 
practical knowledge and un ng industry in the discussion and ar- 
bitrament of the leading question of the day. Unfortunately, as it 
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appears to us, his career has been suddenly closed—too suddenly for his 
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family, or for his friends and country. No one familiar with the volu- 
minons record of the recent tariff debate, with the ever-inhering diffi- 
<ulties and complicated problems of the subject, will hesitate to admit, 
whether agreeing to the principles he promulgated or not, that it has 
fallen to the lot of few men to approach more nearly at one session of 
‘Congress to the general mastery of the subject than was done by this 
laborious Representative from Kansas. Not that he appeared in long 
and eloquent orations and then retired from the field, but that he was 
at all times ready with the lucid explanations and apt speech of a well- 
equipped and strong man. His stalwart frame seemed to exempt him 
from brain-weariness. Strong as he appeared, it is now evident that 
his excessive labors were pursued at the peril of his health, and yet pur- 
sued with undiminished diligence and undiminished courage. He knew 
how to die, but not how to surrender. 

Young HASKELL’s removal from the fine old and peaceful town of 
Springfield, in Vermont, to Kansas in the days of his boyhood, but 
when old and strong enough to shoulder a rifle in behalf of the free- 
State cause, brought him into a new arena of a more stirring and event- 
ful life, which was well calculated to fire his heart and make him for- 
ever thoroughly earnest in the avowal and defense of his opinions. He 
was there to see the birth of a State and there to follow the flag of the 
Union in 1861. : : 

His subsequent training at scientific schools and his later mercantile 
experience, if not leading him to the acquisition of personal wealth, 
led him to study deeply the most effective systematic methods by which 
the happiness and prosperity of great agricultural communities could be 
built up and solidlysustained. He had no faith in anything short of a 
home marketand the harmony of diversified industries. There wasnoth- 
ing excellently done by labor elsewhere that he was not ambitious to have 
better done in America. He was justly proud of his adopted State, of 
its marvelous wealth-producing prairies, and fall of faith in its lib- 
erty-loving people and in their rapidly growing numbers; but he would 
also have Kansas as much esteemed for all the virtues of a Christian 
State as for the fertility of its soil or the thrift of its people. As a 
leader at home he aimed, both by example and precept, to elevate the 
intelligence and purity of character as well as the material prosperity 
of his State; and here his life showed that he did not lose sight as a 
national legislator of the same ideal statesmanship. His political du- 
ties and religions faith were equally binding upon his conscience and 
never lacked harmonious relations. 

In the committee of conference upon the tariff bill, during the closing 
days of the last Congress, an opportunity was afforded to me to notice 
some of the prominent traits in the character of Mr. HASKELL. He 
was true to his convictions, and lacked neither information nor courage 
to enforce them. He was outspoken in his opinions, but not dogmatic; 
sind when overborne by the majority, which rarely happened, grace- 
fully yielded. He seemed to recognize every interest of the country, 
however widely separated, as entitled to be heard with the most respect- 
ful consideration, and was not only ready but eager to offer equal justice 
toall. A patient listener to others, not soon tired by a review of the 
most unattractive details, his conclusions, always commanding respect, 
appeared to be based upon an unselfish adherence to the principles he 
regarded essential to the permanent advancement and greatest good of 
the whole country. 

I bear willing testimony to his distinguished services; services which 
entitle his name to a loving remembrance not only by the citizens of 
Kansas and of his native State but by the nation. His place in the 
Congress of the United States, it is to be feared, will not soon be sup- 
plied, and his decease must be lamented not only by his friends as a 
personal bereavement, but by all those who were acquainted with his 
merits it must also be lamented as a national loss. Had he lived longer 
his reputation might have mounted higher. As it is, history, which 
remedilessly ignores the multitude of mankind, will not suffer his name 
to be forgotten. Henceforth the distinction he so fairly earned will 
remain secure in the annals of his country. 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, respect for the dead is a pervading in- 
stinct of our common humanity. To honor the memory of the departed 
is regarded as a sacred trust, to the faithful discharge of which affection 
and friendship are irrevocably committed. Noris any good man’s fame 
and memory left to the sole guardianship of those who knew and loved 
him in life. There is something in the silent helplessness of the coffin 
and the gic spain that appeals with peculiar and pathetic force to the 
chivalry of human nature. The discord of party passion, the conflict 
of individual interests, the fierce rivalry of personal ambitions, and all 
that is base and unworthy in the eager struggle for precedence and su- 
premacy retire in silence from that presence whose mastery over the 
aap forces of nature is attested by the unnumbered dead of all 
the ages. 

If these proceedings to-day were but a meaningless ceremony, if the 
public business had been suspended that we might take part in a mere 
empty pageant, we should do but scant honor to the memory of him 
whose early and lamented death is the theme of the occasion. Brought 
face to face with the sum and end of human hopes, so far as they center 
in this life, who shall say thatthe contemplation of thatresult may not 
guide us to loftier heights of purpose and effort, and by inspiring us with 


fresh zeal and devotion make us fitter for the time when we, too, shall 
be the text of funeral discourse ? 

The great State which honors me with a seat in this Chamber isin 
mourning. One of the ablest and most distinguished of her sons has 
fallen; for he was peculiarly a son of the State. His early youth was 
spent among the shifting and exciting incidents of her ‘‘ uneasy civili- 
zation,” and he broadened into manhood just as she was laying aside the 
insignia of Territorial vassalage for the nobler emblems of sovereignty. 
Thus with almost every step of her progress he had personal identifi- 
cation, and thus as the years advanced and the early honors conferred 
upon him were more than justified, the boundaries of his influence were 
enlarged and peeple who had never looked upon his face watched his 
career with pride from the remotest corners of the Commonwealth. 

Others have told in fitting terms the life-story of my dead colleague 
and friend, and I need not retrace that ground. 

It is a well-known fact in philosophy and experience that the char- 
acters of men and races are influenced and molded by their surround- 
ings in the natural world. Strong natures, physical, intellectual, and 
moral, are nurtured under wintry skies and upon rugged soil. Mr. 
HASKELL carried with him to what was then the ‘‘ Far West” the vigor 
and industry, the native shrewdness, and the force of character to give 
it scope and purpose, which he had imbibed with the air of his native 
hills. Of the traditions, purposes, and principles of New England he 
was at once the product and exemplar; and the little city which hon- 
ored him in life and which now so keenly mourns his death bears a 
proud New England name, and boasts no small measure of those ster- 
ling qualities that have made New England homes and New England 
enterprise a theme of envy and a pattern for imitation. 

Much has been said—too much can not be said—of the intellectual 
side of Mr. HASKELL’s nature and of the honor that he had proved 
himself worthy to wear and which he seemed destined speedily to win 
in the field of politics and statesmanship. But there are those among 
his old neighbors and scattered all over the State which he honored 
who will prefer to remember him as the faithful friend and vigilant 
ally of every useful, every noble work. To the temperance cause he 
gave an example of life-long abstemiousness and ever-ready advocacy. 
In the Sabbath-school he was a patient, zealous, untiring worker. He 
honored religion by a blameless life, and strengthened the church of 
his choice by the earnestness of his labors and the elevating influence of 
his character. In social life he was fit to be a leader, and as the head 
of that sadly stricken family he was worthy of all the measureless love 
that centered there. 

Mr. HASKELL was an ambitious man, but his was the ambition to 
excel, and thus to build upon the solid foundation of his own merits. 
He had none of the arts of the demagogue, and to the trickeries and 
littlenesses of politics he was an absolute s He appealed for sup- 
port on grounds of principle and the highest party expediency, and in 
his popular addresses eschewed charlatanism and personalities. He for- 
tified himself for his public efforts by study and labor, and was thereby 
enabled to illumine them with a wealth of illustration and a profusion 
of analogies. 

Hegave to whatever he undertook the enthusiasm of his nature—not 
that tidal enthusiasm as conspicuous in its ebb as in its flow, but that 
steady, ardent, genial force before which obstacles that might withstand. 
the fury of a spasmodic assault gradually but surely disappear. 

Strong in his purposes, unyielding in his convictions, insensible to 
fear, vigorous in assault, and skillful in defense, Mr. HASKELL com- 
bined the chivalry of the knight with the tenderness ofawoman. He 
contributed to partisanship no malignity, but was tolerant of differences’ 
and was a sincere admirer of able and conspicuous political opponents. 

Mr. HASKELL’s power of concentration was something remarkable. 
If others excelled him in range and variety of information, he was the 
equal of any in the capacity to summon all his faculties to the at- 
tack or defense of a single position. He was therefore able to give to 
any undertaking in which he engaged all the energies of his nature. 
ee ”? was his motto, and when he espoused a cause he studied 
it minutely, with a view to determine how it might be the most sig- 
nally promoted and the most successfully defended. 

This devotion to the matter in hand, whether great or small, was a 
striking istic of his whole life. His wholesome, hearty nature 
delighted in manly sports, and during his college life and subsequently 
the amiable ardor of his temperament was not less conspicuous in the 
athletic and chivalrous pastimes of the day than in the more serious 
concerns of life. 

No man less obnoxious to the suspicion of being influenced by im- 
proper considerations ever lived. A prominent figure in numerous 
heated political controversies and achampion whose blows were as harm- 
fal to opponents as they were helpful to allies, no whisper of 
reproach was ever breathed against him. In an atmosphere of politi- 
cal perturbation and unrest he was serene and guileless, advancing 
toward the end in view in the sunlight and by processes seen and known 
ofall men. To what he conceived to be vicious notions of financeand 
economic administration he gave no countenance, but fearlessly and 
sturdily maintained his own convictions at every hazard of personal 
popularity. 

His courtesy was as sincere and cordial as it was plain and artless. 
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He cultivated no grace at the expense of his sincerity, nor simulated a 


pleasure that he did not feel. He had no ial deference for rank or 
wealth or station, but was as kindly to the lowly who implored his aid 
as to the proud who sought his counsel. The kindliness of his soul 
beamed through mild blue eyes, and was traced in lines of tenderness 
upon his expressive countenance, : . 

Mr. HASKELL was emphatically agrowing man. The occasion would 
not justify invidious comparisons, nor is extravagant eulogy the offiee 
of true friendship; but I venture the opinion that no man of his age in 

blic life gave fairer promise of eminent usefulness, or could more 
justly look forward to the recognition and reward to which genuine 
merit is ever entitled to aspire. 

For the first time in the history of Kansas death has invaded the cir- 
cle of her representation present at the capital of the nation. The 
blow which came with unexpected suddenness to anxious friends here 
fell with stunning force upon tens of thousands of hearts in distant 
homes. The aspiring mind and noble soul of my colleague were domi- 
ciled in a physical organization that seemed especially designed to give 
them fitting shelter. He was regarded as a strong man in every sense, 
and his friends and admirers were justified in anticipating for him 

of days as well as fullness of honors. Whatcommentary on the 
mutability of human affairs and the perishable nature of human hopes 
could be more sadly impressive! 

No matter what may be the nature of the consolations left to the sur- 
vivors, an ended life, whether it be that of the infant or the patriarch, 
is ever a matter of serious contemplation. It is peculiarly and sadly 
so when in that life centered brilliant hopes and extensive possibilities. 
To his latest hours of consciousness my dead colleague looked out upon 
the world asupona field in which adequate rewards are reserved for con- 
scientious labor. He was confidentin his own capacity, and meditated 

plans of usefulness. 

And so DUDLEY CHASE HASKELL came to the close of his too brief 
career at a time grievously premature to his country and to his friends, 
but under circumstances not wanting in precious consolations. He had 
so lived as not to fear death. A in the race for wealth, he had 
gained a richer inheritance; and, dying, left the partner of his life and 
home dowered with the fragrance of an exemplary life, and his chil- 
dren rich in the patrimony of his stainless name. 

Mr. President, I ask for the adoption of the resolutions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The resolutions were agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 52 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, March 3, 1884. 


The House met at120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
8. LINDSAY, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


REBATE OF TOBACCO TAX. 


Mr. RANDALL. Under instructions from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, I report back a letter referred to that committee in relation 
to rebate of tax on tobacco; and in that connection I desire, after the 
letter shall be read, to make two short statements. 

The SPEAKER. The letter will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 28, 1854. 

Sın: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a resolution passed by the 
House of Boimente ee on the 25th instant, as follows: 

* Resolved, That the Sceretary of the Treasury be ested to communicate to 
the House of Representatives within what period of time the rebates of tobacco 
tax under the act of March —, 1883, will be paid to the claimants, and if there is 
to be any delay in making such payment, then the causes thereof, and what can 
be done to effect the more speedy payment thereof.” 

In answer thereto I have to say that there are about 48,000 rebate claims and 
about 6,000 stamp-redemption claims under the act mentioned, all of which re- 
quire examination in the office of the First Comptroller; that I have detailed 

ht clerks to the duty of examining said claims, and will increase the number. 

lie services of those detailed, or that of others equivalent thereto, will be de- 
voted to the work until it iscompleted. I shall also direct the Comptroller to in- 
crease the number of hours of duty of the clerks employed on the work. 

It is estimated that with the details of clerks and the increase of hours all the 
Sue ean be examined and disposed of, and those allowed paid, in about three 
months. 

Very respectfully, 


Hon. Joux G. CARLISLE. 


Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, statements have been made in this 
House based on letters received by members of Congress and two 
resolutions have been offered in relation to this matter. The letter of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Folger, settles one or two points. 
First, that no additional force is necessary; and second, instead of tak- 
ing three years, as has been stated publicly, for the payment of these 
claims, that it will take but three months. 

There has also crept into publie notice an intimation that persons 
having claims, by the employment of agents at 5 per cent. on the 


CHAS. J. FOLGER, Secretary. 


amounts involved, could get precedence. Now, I want to say to the 
House and to the claimants, there is no occasion for them to go to any 
expense whatever to secure the payment of this money, and thatif they 
do employ agents after this statement they do it of their own volition 
and not from any governmental standpoint. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the letter reported from 
the committee will be printed in the RECORD. . 

There was no objection. 


JEANNETTE ARCTIC EXPEDITION. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent to present a resolution 
for present consideration; and at the same time I send to the desk the 
memorial on which the resolution is based. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas a petition has been presented to the honorable Speaker of the House 
of Representatives respectfully representing the condition of the Jeannette Arc- 
tic expedition, and the conduct of the surviving members, and the manner of 
the investigation adopted by the naval court of inquiry under the joint resolu- 
tion of Sry pikea providing for the same; and inasmuch as said facts involve the 
honor and humanity of officers in the United States service, as well as a proper 
respect for those who perished in the expedition; and inasmuch as the naval 
court of inquiry refi to admit or allow, as it is alleged, valuable testimony to 
ee to bring out the facts of the case in the interest of truth and history: 

erefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs of this House be directed 
to investigate the facts connected with said expedition and the alleged unoflicer- 
like and inhumane conduct therein, and that the said committee be authorized 
to send for persons and papers, and to employ a stenographer. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state to the gentleman from 
Minnesota that there is no provision for defraying the expenses from 
the contingent fund; and under the decision of the Comptroller the 
expenses could not be paid out of the contingent fund unless the reso- 
lution contained that provision. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I thought if the committee went on with the 
investigation they could ask for that afterward. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. WASHBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was irs aga and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I hope the gentleman from Minnesota will 
have the petition in this case put in the RECORD. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent that the petition on 
which this resolution is based be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The petition is as follows: 


S: Your petitioner would respectfully submit the following memorial in ref- 
erence to the Jeannette Arctic expedition, to the manner such expedition was 
conducted, the conduct of the surviving members, and the manner of investiga- 
tion adopted by the naval court of taquiry under the joint resolution of Congress 
providing for the same : 

First. That in the month of July, 1879, Jerome J. Collins, then a citizen of the 
United States, and director ofthe New York Herald weather service, joined the 
United States Arctic steamer Jeannette in the capacity of meteorologist and cor- 
respondent of the New York Herald. 

Second. That on and after the month of ber, 1879, the said Jerome J. 
Collins was, with other members of the ex: tion, treated with every indignit 
and Sgr even to being deprived of all the scientific instruments and int 
ances of his position as meteorologist ofthe expedition; that he was prevented 
from performing the proper work and duties of his office. 

Third. That on or about the end of the year 1879, and while the Arctic steamer 
Jeannette was held in the ice, the said Jerome J. Collins was placed under sus- 
pension or arrest by the commanding officer of the expedition, and that he re- 
mained so until he died of starvation and cold on the bank of the River Lena, in 
Northern Siberia. 

Fourth. That during the month of June, 1881, the Arcticsteamer Jeannette, at 
that time held fast and drifting with the ice, was crushed and sunk, and the offi- 
cers and crew, in three parties, commenced their retreat southward toward the 
Siberian coast; that one party, under the command of Lieutenant Chipp, U.S. N., 
was never found, and is supposed to have penea during a great storm. with 
his companions ; that another party, under the command of Lieut. G.W. De Long, 
U. S8. N., landed on the Lena delta, and traveled along the line of the river, hop- 
ing to find a settlement and relief; thatat last, the party having consumed their 
last food and being threatened with starvation, Lieutenant De Long sent two of 
his party ahead to find assistance; that the two men sosent, Nindemann and No- 
ros, traveled ahead until found by natives in a frozen and starving condition; 
that the party under the command of Lieutenant De Long, failing to find natives 
and supplies, and receiving no word from Nindemann and Noros,.the party, in- 
eluding Lieutenant De Long, Mr. Jerome J. Collins, Dr, Ambler, and the seamen, 
died from starvation and cold during the last days of the month of October, 1881. 

Fifth, That the third party, under the command of Chief Engineer Melville, 
United States Navy, after weathering the storm, did, on the 26th day of Septem- 
ber, 1881, find a place of safety, and a base ar a several of the members of 
the y being at thistime in a disabled condition, Thatthe records show that, 
on the 3d day of October following, the said Melville had fully recovered, and 
with him all his men, and that several of the party u him to push ahead and 
not delay, several volunteering to go in sea of their missing shipmates. 
That finally, about the middle of the month of October, the said Melville sent an 
ignorant exile named K „resident in aerga ee Bulun, refusing permis- 

jon to any of she parts: to accompany him. That ther at thistime norat any 
subsequent up to the 29th day of October did said Melville, he being then 
in command, use any effort or means to obtain information as to the condition 
or location of the two missing parties. That even at the time Melville sent-the 
exile Kusmah to Bulun, he gave no directions or adopted no means for spread- 
ing the news of the missin; ts, although surviving members of the apes 
tion claim that the said Melville knew the route De 5 Pr would take in his re- | 
treat down the river Lena., That the exile Kusmah, sent to Bulun, returned on 
the 29th day of October, bringing a message from Nindemann and Noros stating | 
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that the captain's (De Long's) pa: 
of immediate assistance; at that 
three days at Gloomvialocke without making any efforts to succor his comrades, 


is pre- 
i Bartra 
goes to show, beyond any reasonable doubt, that had the said Melville per- 


the captain's bayi Saen and every member of that party, with the exception 


i- 
tion in this country a joint resolution was by Congress directing the 
Secretary of the Navy to appoint a court of inquiry into the loss of the Arctic 
steamer Jeannette and the conduct of the officers and men; that the said naval 
court refused to admit or allow to be given valuable testimony, and that said 
court ruled out nearly every question that would bring out the true history of 
the expedition; that many of the survivors were not permitted to give their full 
and free testimony, and that the naval aay. was so conducted t all possi- 
ble chance or possibility of the truth coming out was oper bet that ea of 
the witnesses, it is alleged by competent authority, were at time dependent 
upon, under the jurisdiction of, and afraid of the persecution of the Naval De- 

rtment; that the official stenographer of the court publicly declared in writ- 
ng that important and valuable testimony was supp’ and the pro- 
ceedings of said court were calculated to cover up all matters relating to the 
expedition. i 
Respectfully, 
: DANIEL F, COLLINS, M. D. 
Hon. JOHN G, CARLISLE, 


Speaker House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
PACIFIC NATIONAL BANK, BOSTON, MASS. 


Mr. COLLINS. I ask unanimous consent to submit for present con- 
sideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas a memorial has been presented to this Congress by the shareholders 
of the Pacific National Bank of n, Mass., charging frauds and misconduct 
on the part of certain United States Government officials in combination with 
the directors of said bank ; 

Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency consider the expedi- 
ency of making an immediate investigation of artaman jan and of so amending 
the ing laws as to prevent such frands and misconduct in future, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? The Chair hears none. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. COLLINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COLLINS. I ask that the memorial on which the resolution is 
based be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. The memorial is as 
follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and the 
House of. 
The und 


under the laws of the United States, and formerly doing business in Boston, in 
the State of ital 


in Congress assembled : 


F 


,000, so as to make the — of said bank $1,000,000, and 
d increased capital, and y for 
the same on or before October 1, 1881; that some of your memorialists their 


money to said bank for certain shares of said $500,000 of increased capital, under 
the provisions of the bank laws, which require that the whole of such in- 
creased capital shall be paid in before the bank shall be allowed to do ess 


upon such increase; that on the 18th day of November, 1881, the said bank be- 
came unable to pay the legal demands upon it, and from that time was under 
the control of Daniel Needham, a bank examiner under the laws of the United 
States, and appointed by John J. Knox, Comptroller of the Currency; that 
said el Needham had been the Government examiner of said bank from the 
time it business until its 
such examiner ofsaid bank until said 
n- 
no 


300 had been the id 

after said ban ion, that the capital of said bank was only $500,000; 
that the said John J. Knox, Com ller of the Currency, in concert with said 
directors, and without the know 
bank, or of the jes who had 
increased 1881, advised 


said had voted, also megal x 
to increase the capital of said bank by said amount of $461,300 actually paid in, 


as such k 
said shareholders that said bank could be made solvent and 
if shareho! 


the shares of said bank; and the president of said bank, one Lewis Coleman, 
and the agent of said Daniel N and of said Lewis Coleman and of the 
other directors, one William J. Best, in concert with and in the presence and 
hearing of said Daniel Needham, made statements to the same effect; and said 
Needham, Coleman, and Best assured said shareholders that if they would vote- 
and pay such assessment they would save all the amount so paid in and from 
25 to 50 per cent. of the par value of their shares; said Needham, Coleman 
and Best, for the purpose of enforcing their statements and advice, procured 
speeches to be made to said shareholders, to the same effect, by sundry persons 
who pretended toact for the advantage and benefit of the shareholders, whereas 
they were in collusion with the said ors and Needham and Best, to 
induce the shareholders tò vote and pay such assessment, so that they, said 
colluding parties, might be paid their claims as dej tors in or creditors of said 
bank; that said vote to assess the capital stock of said bank 100 per cent. was 
by the shareholders, incited by and believing in the false statements 
aforesaid of said Daniel Needham, Lewis Coleman, William J. Best, and said 
parties colluding with them; and said Coleman and Best and said colludin, 
ies, and Edmund C. Whitney, who had been appointed cashier of said ban 

y said directors, continually repeated to the shareholders and others the state- 
ments made January 10, 1 to induce said shareholders and others to pay 
such assessment, all of said parties named and described well knowing at the 
time they made and repeated such statements that they were false and that 
the bank was hopelessly insolvent, and would be insolvent even though the 
whole of the sum assessed, to wit, $961,500, were paid in, and there was paid in on 
account of such assessment the amount of $742,800. That on the 18th day of 
March, 1882, said Daniel Needham, assuch bank examiner, in charge of said bank 
by the authority of said John J. Knox, and with the official consent of said John 
J. Knox, permitted and authorized said bank to resume business, and thereby 
represented to the shareholders, to your memorialists, and to the public that 

d bank was solvent and able to pay all its debts, and the said bank did resume 
business and continued to do business until the 20th day of May, 1882, when it 
again suspended business, being insolvent and unable to pay the legal demands 
upon it, and was soon thereafter placed by said John J. Knox, as Comptroller of 
the Currency, in the bands of Linus M. Price, of New Jersey, as receiver thereof; 
that the said bank has been found by said Price to be hopelessly insolvent, and 
to have been insolvent at and long before the 13th day of September, 1881, when 
said directors voted to increase the capital by $500,000, and on the 18th day of 
November, 1881, and on the 13th day of mber, 1881, when said Knox author- 
ized said directors fraudulently to increase the capital thereof as aforesaid, by 
saai Sheree the $461,300 paid in on account of the increase of $500,000, and on 
the 18th day of March, 1882, when said Needham and said Knox authorized said 
bank to resume business and to hold itself out to the public as sound and solv- 
ent; and your memorialists aver that said Needham and said Knox knew, or 
were bound officially to know, that said bank was insolvent at the different 
dates aforesaid, and were bound by their offices to do no act, official or other- 
wise, which should tend to deceive the shareholders or the public or to chan; 
or affect in any way the existing relations between any of the various 
interested in the rs of said bank. 

Anaon memorialists furthersay that said Knox, as Comptroller as aforesaid, 
has ordered an assessment of 100 per cent, upon what he now claims to be the- 
capital of the bank, to wit, $961,300, including therein the $461,300 paid in on ac- 
count of the $500,000 increased capital before the first suspension of the bank, but. 
which would not have been included therein without the illegal action of said 
Knox as aforesaid; that the said Price has commenced suits against the share- 
holders to compel them to pay said assessment. 

And your memorialists res; y represent that they, and all the share- 
holders and the innocent creditors of said bank, have been greatly injured and 
defrauded by the directors of said bank and their agents as aforesaid; that said 
ham, before the first suspension of bank, aided and abetted 
said directors, by his culpable neglect of duty if not by positive acts, in defraud- 
ing said shareholders and creditors; and that said Needham and said Knox 

ided the said directors in defrauding said shareholders and creditors—the said 
Knox by authorizing the ill increase of capital after said bank was known 
by him to be insolvent, and the said Needham by the assurances he made per- 
sonally, and those made by said Coleman, Best, and others, which he a ved 
and sanctioned at the shareholders’ meeting on the 10th of January, 1882; and. 
notwithstanding said misconduct in and unfitness for the office, said Daniel 
Needham has been retained by said Knox in said office of bank examiner until 
the present time. And your memorialists respectfully represent that the affairs- 
of said bank, both before its first s msion and afterward up to this time, have 
been conducted in a manner which is a reproach to the banking system of the 
country, to the nenntation. of the officers of the Government, as well as a griev- 
ous iao to the holders and creditors of the bank. 

ore your memorialists oper pie f pray that you will cause an investi- 
gation to be made of the affairs of said and of the conduct of the Govern- 


betes as far as possible,the recurrence of such frauds and 
misconduct, and to protect the interests of shareholders and creditors of national 
banks, and to make those who commit such acts as have been set forth civilly 
and criminally responsible therefor. 


COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the resolution which I send to the desk. It merely proposes to 
fix a day for the consideration of the educational bill. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


That the bill of the House (H. R. 4980) to aid temporarily in the suj 

rt of common schools, which has been reported tothe House by the Co t= 

on mappi referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 

of the Union, and be set for consideration on Tuesday, the 25th of March, 1884. 
in House as in Committee of the Whole; and that the consideration thereof 
be continued from day to day until finally acted upon, not to interfere with gen- 
eral appropriation bills, or revenue bills, or prior orders. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. BLAND. I shall have to object. 


SEEDS FOR SUFFERERS BY RECENT FLOODS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent to report back from: 
the Committee on Appropriations two joint resolutions, and to move- 
that the committee be dj from the further consideration of the: 
same, and that they be referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

The titles of the two joint resolutions were read, as follows: 

Joint lution (H. 169, for thi nd 
tribution of oh is B Ae minisd agp baaien the 0 SS loos aa ite 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 163) making an appropriation for the purchase of seeds 
for distribution among the sufferers by the overfiow of the Ohio and Mississippi 
Rivers and their tributaries, 


es 
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There being no objection, the Committee on Appropriations was dis- 
-charged from the further consideration of the joint resolutions, and they 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Several MEMBERS. order ! à 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. This being Mon- 
day, the first business in order is the call of States and Territories for 
the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for printing and reference 
to their appropriate committees. Under this call resolutions and me- 
morials of State and Territorial Legislaturesare in order, and also reso- 
lutions calling for executive information for reference. 

SEWERAGE OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. SHELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5465) making an appropria- 
tion for the completion of the sewerage system of the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

E. D. MORRIS AND C. R. MORRIS. 

Me. JONES, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. 5466) to remit the 
forfeiture of the British bark Viscount Canning, and to refund the pro- 
ceeds of the sale thereof to her owners, Edward D. Morris and C. R. 
Morris; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

E. L. BROWN. 

Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a bill (H. R. 5467) for the relief of the 
estate of E. L. Brown of California; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered te be printed 

CATHERINE SOUTH. 


Mr. TULLY introduced a bill (H. R. 5468) granting an increase of 
pension to Catherine South; which was read first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. . 

PIKE’S PEAK RAILWAY AND IMPROVEMENT COMPANY. 

Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 5469) granting the right of 
way through the military reservation of Pike’s Peak, in the State of 
Colorado, to the Pike’s Peak Railway and Improvement Company; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW HAVEN, CONN. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5470) providing for the 
enlargement and improvement of the post-office, custom-house, and 
court-house at New Haven, Conn.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES W. ADAMS. 

Mr. EATON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5471) to refer the 
claim of Charles W. Adams to the Court of Claims; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARLES JEFFERSON. 

Mr. DAVIDSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5472) granting a pension 
to Charles Jefferson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. REESE introduced a bill (H. R. 5473) to repeal sections 5526 
and 5527 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EBENEZER T. WHITE. 

Mr. HAMMOND (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5474) forthe 
relief of Ebenezer T. ite; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE T. REEVES. 

Mr. HAMMOND {oy request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5475) for 
the relief of George T. Reeves; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT IN WAGON HUBS AND WHEELS. 

Mr. CANDLER introduced a bill (H. R. 5476) to extend letters pat- 
ent No. 105674; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
‘Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES A. D. ROGERS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 5477) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles A. D. Rogers, late a private in Chicago 
Mercantile Battery, Illinois Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
-dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM G. BROWNLOW. 

Mr. ELLWOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 5478) for the relief of the 
estate of William G. Brownlow; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


UNLAWFUL OCCUPANCY OF GOVERNMENT LANDS. 

Mr. PAYSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5479) to prevent unlawful oc- 
cupancy of the public lands, &c.; which was read a first and second 
lg to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 


HENRY BINNAMON. 
Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 5480) to increase the pension 
of Henry Binnamon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PETER BREWER. 
Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5481) for the relief of 
Peter Brewer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CATHERINE JOHNSON. 


Mr. KLEINER introduced a bill (H. R. 5482) for the relief of Cath- 
erine Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


W. A. MUMFORD. 
Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5483) for the relief of 


W. A. Mumford; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, ETC. 

Mr. LAMBintroduced a bill (H. R. 5484) donating cannon, cartridges, 
caissons, and balls to Shiloh Post, No. 49, Department of Indiana, Grand 
Army of the Republic; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MES. SAMANTHA HARRIMAN, 


Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. 5485) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Samantha Harriman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT LA FAYETTE, IND. 


Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5486) for the purchase of 
suitable grounds in the city of La Fayette, in the State of Indiana, and 
the erection thereon of a public building for the post-office and for the 
use of other United States officers in said city, and appropriating money 
for said purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BLACKWELL BAILEY. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. 5487) for the relief of Blackwell 
Bailey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


“JONAS SMITH. 


Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 5488) for the relief of Jonas 
Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CALVIN BLACK. 
Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 5489) for the relief of Calvin 


Black; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RETIRED ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. PUSEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5490) relative to officers of the 
Army on the retired-list who held commissions in the volunteer serv- 
ice; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

3 WILLIAM SCHUMAN. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 5491) for the 
relief of William Schuman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RUSSELL FERGUSON. 

Mr. KASSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5492) for the relief of Russell 
Ferguson, late private Company E, Forty-sixth Illinois Infantry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FOX INDIANS OF IOWA. 

Mr. MURPHY presented a memorial and joint resolution of the Leg- 
islature of the State of Iowa to the Congress of the United States, in re- 
gard to an investigation of matters pertaining to the Fox Indians of 
Iowa; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

HENNEPIN CANAL. 

Mr. HOLMES presented a memorial and joint resolution of the Leg- 
islature of the State of Iowa, relative to the construction of a canal from 
the Mississippi River to the Illinois River at Hennepin, in the State of 
Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on Railways and Canals. 
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Mr. HOLMES. I think it should go to the Committee on Rivers 
-and Harbors, as a bill on the same subject was so referred. 

Mr. KASSON. I understand the bill was reported back by the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals and referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

The SPEAKER. The bill was reported from the Committee on 
Railways and Canals, was ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
-Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. It is now on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. KASSON. In that case this had better go there. 

The resolution was refered to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 

-and, upon request of Mr. HOLMES, by unanimous consent, ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Memorial and joint resolution relative to the construction of a canal from the 
Mississippi River to the Illinois River at Hennepin, in the State of Illinois. 


Whereas the question of cheap transportation by an uninterrupted water route 
between the Mississippi River and the Atlantic seaboard, by way of the great 
lakes, has long been one of all-absorbing interest to the people of the food-pro- 

‘ducing States of the Northwest; and 

Whereas the General Assembly of Iowa has repeatedly memorialized Con- 
gress for the construction of such water route; and expressly did, by memorial 
and joint resolution proved February 24, aig nk oe res Congress the con- 
struction of the same from some point on the ppi River between the 
month of Rock River and Clinton, Iowa, to the Illinois River at Hennepin ; 
an 

Whereas at a convention representing the people of the Mississippi Valley 
and the Northwest, held at the city of Davenport, lowa, May 25, 1881, it was re- 
solved and unanimously decla: 

First. That the Congress of the United States should devise by law and sus- 
tain by liberal and efficient appropriations a system of cheap transportation by 
water routes, connecting the Mississippi River and its tributaries with the East- 
ern Atlantic seaboard and the Gulf of Mexico. 

Second. That it has been the policy of Congress and the desire of the people 
of the Northwest for ed rons to inaugurate and complete a system of water- 
channel improvement, having the Mississippi for its base; that to give greater 
efficiency to this policy there should be constructed from the Mississippi River, 
on the most feasible route,to the Illinois River at Hennepin, and thence to the 
lake at Chicago, a canal adequate to the present and future transportation needs 
of that great port of internal improvement, is an imperative necessity for a re- 
lief from excessive freight rates on the gies and commerce of the country, 
and that the work so long needed should immediately be commenced; and 

Whereas the Congress of the United States, by act of August 2, 1882, author- 
ized the Secretary of War to cause a survey to be made for the purpose of ascer- 
taining the most practicable route for such proposed canal, which su: has 
been made, and an official report thereof transmitted to the Congress; ona 

Whereas the President of the United States, on the 8th day of January, 1884, 
sent to Congress his special message with respect to the construction of said 
Hennepin Canal, and accompanying said message with copies of the act of the 
‘General Assembly of Illinois, ceding to the United States the Illinois and Mich- 
igan Canal and other documents, in which special message the President says : 

* I submit the communication of the governor of the State of Illinois, with a 
copy of the act of the General Assembly of the State, tendering to the United 
States the cession of the Illinois and Michigan Canal upon condition that it be 
enlarged and maintained as a national water way for commercial purposes. 
The pro} cession is an element of the subject Congress had under consid- 
eration in directing by the act of August 2, 1582, a survey for a canal from a 
point on the Illinois River at or near the town of Henne by the most practi- 
cable route tothe Mississippi River at or above the city of Island, the canal 
to be not less than seventy feet wide at the water line, and not less than seven 
feet depth of water, with a capacity for of at least two hundred and 
eighty tons, and also for a survey of the Illinois and Michigan Canal and the 
estimated cost of enlarging it to the dimensions of the proposed canal between 
Hennepin and the Mississippi River. The surveys ordered in the above act 
have been completed and the report upon them included in the last annual 
report of the Secretary of War, and a copy is herewith submitted. It appears 
from these pa that the estimated yield of corn, wheat, and oats for 1582 in 
the States oi inois, Wisconsin, Iowa, Minnesota, and Nebraska was 
more than 1,000,000,000 bushels. It is claimed that if a cheap water-transporta- 
ition route, which is now continuons from the Atlantic Ocean to Chicago, is ex- 
‘tended to the upper oye “9 by such a canal great benefit in the reduction 

of freight cha would result to the people of the upper Mississippi Valley, 
whose productions I have only partly noted, not only on their own sf alee é 
-but upon the articles of commerce used by them, which are now taken from 
bag Patenrapea baer eRe se Traces E e OaS. As the matter is of t 
interest, especially to the citizens in that part of the country, I commend the 
general subject to your consideration. 


“ CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
“t EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 8, 18%." 


Whereas it appears by the official report of Maj. W. H. H. Benyaurd, of the 
United States engin by whom such survey was made, that three routes 
were surveyed, to wit, the “ Marais d’Osier route,” “ Watertown route,” and 
“ Rock Island route: toig therefore, 


Be it resolved by the G Assembly of the State of Ic That our Senators and 
Representatives in Co be uested to vote for use their active influ- 
ence to effect such legi ion by Congress as will secure the construction at an 
rev day of said canal n such route as may be the most feasible and prac- 
ticable, and so desi by the Secretary of War, and which will be for the 


best interests of the people at large, and to vote a liberal appropriation therefor, 
to the end that said canal may be completed and opened to the commerce of the 
country at the earliest possible date. 

Resolved, That the sec! of state be, and he is hereby, instructed to forth- 
with transmit a copy to each of ‘our Senators and Representatives in 


Congress. 
OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Des Moines, Iowa, February 26, 1884. 
A true copy of a memorial passed by the twentieth General Assembly, now 
in session. 

[SEAL] JAS. HULL, 

Secretary of State. 
MARY A. KNAWBER. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5493) granting a pension to Mary 
A. Knawber; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE 0. HUNTER. 
Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5494) granting a pension to 


George O. Hunter; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ISAAC PENDLEBURG. 
Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5495) for the relief of Isaac 
Pendleburg; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN M. CARTER. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5496) for the relief 
of John M. Carter, pensioner of the Mexican war; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 5497) granting a pension to 
all honorably discharged soldiers and sailors of the war of the rebell- 
ion who served one year or more and were di because of 
wounds received or disability contracted in the service; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT E. MAGOFFIN. 

Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 5498) granting a pension to 
Albert E. Magoffin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RUSSELLVILLE AND LOGAN COUNTY AGRICULTURAL ASSOCIATION. 
Mr. HALSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5499) for the relief of the 
Russellville and Logan County Agricultural and Mechanical Associa- 
tion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Claims, und ordered to be printed. 
BENJAMIN F. AMOS. 

Mr. HALSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5500) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin F. Amos, late of Seventh Kentucky Cavalry; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

J. H. DENNIS. 

Mr. HALSELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5501) for 
the relief of J. H. Dennis; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MADISON FEMALE INSTITUTE. 

Mr. THOMPSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5502) for the relief of the 
Madison Female Institute, located at Richmond, Ky.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES CASSIDY. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5503) for the benefit 
of James Cassidy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN MURDOCH AND OTHERS. 
Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5504) for the relief of 


John Murdoch and others; which was read a first and time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. JENNY DRURY. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 5505) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. Jenny Drury; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FONTAINE T. FOX, JR. z 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5506) for the benefit of 
Fontaine T. Fox, jr., of the city of Louisville, State of Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK O'BRIEN. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, introduced a bill (H. R. 5507) granting a pen- 
sion to Patrick O’Brien; which was a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC R. H. CALDWELL. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5508) granting a 
pension to Isaac R. H. Caldwell; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SOLDIERS AND SAILORS WHO HAVE LOST AN ARM, ETC. 

Mr. WOLFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 5509) for the benefit of 
soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm at the shoulder-joint; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DUNCAN 8. CAGE AND OTHERS. 

Mr. ELLIS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5510) for the relief 
of Duncan S. Cage and other persons therein named; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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JOSEPH M. CARRIERE, ELISHA ANDRUS, AND OTHERS. 

Mr. LEWIS introduced a bill (H. R. 5511) for the relief of Joseph 
M. Carriere, Elisha Andrus, and other persons therein named; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. À 

JOHN H. WILBERDING. 

Mr. LEWIS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5512) for the 
relief of John H. Wilberding and other persons therein named; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMPSON J. BIRD AND OTHERS. 

Mr. LEWIS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5513) for the 
relief of Thompson J. Bird and other persons therein named; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SCHOONER CHESAPEAKE TRADER. 

Mr. COVINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 5514) for the relief of 
the owners of the schooner Chesapeake Trader; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and orde 
to be printed. i 

CHAPLAINS. 

Mr. LONG (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5515) to establish 
a chaplaincy of the jail and institutions of charity and reform of the 
District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

MEMORIAL HALL, NORTHAMPTON, MASS. 

Mr. WHITING introduced a bill (H. R. 5516) donating condemned 
cannon for use and ornament about Memorial Hall, Northampton, 
Mass.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL STEEL VESSELS FOR THE NAVY. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. 5517) to authorize the con- 
struction of additional steel vessels for the Navy; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

RETIREMENT OF COMMODORES. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5518) providing for the 
retirement of certain commodores in the United States Navy; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RETIRED-LIST, REVENUE MARINE. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5519) for a retired-list for 
the officers of the revenue-marine service; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

POTOMAC AND CHESAPEAKE FREE SHIP-CANAL. 

Mr. HOLTON introduced a bill (H. R. 5520) to provide for prelimi- 
nary surveys and location of the Potomac and Chesapeake free ship- 
canal; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL HOMES, DISABLED SOLDIERS. 


Mr. YAPLE introduced a bill (H. R. 5521) to amend chapter 3, title 
59, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, entitled ‘“National homes 
far disabled soldiers,” by adding thereto section 4838; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RAILROAD BRIDGE, SAINT JOSEPH, MICH. 

Mr. YAPLE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 187) direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to take such steps as may be n to ef- 
fect the removal of the railroad bridge across the Saint Joseph River, 
just at its mouth, at Saint Joseph, Mich.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. ` 

SAMUEL C. WEBSTER. 

Mr. MAYBURY introduced a bill (H. R. 5522) to compensate Sam- 
uel C. Webster, late third lieutenant in the Eighteenth Michigan Vol- 
unteers, for services rendered as recruiting officer; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. HARRIET L. CLIFFORD. 


Mr. CUTCHEON introduced a bill (H. R. 5523) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Harriet L. Clifford, widow of Capt. William Clifford, late 
of Company E, Seventh United States Infantry; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. BACON. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 5524) for the relief of James 
H. Bacon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


A. L. CASKEY. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5525) for the relief of A. 
L. Caskey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE F. BROTT. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5526) for the 
relief of George F. Brott; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL SERVICE, 

Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5527) to simplify 
and economize the collection and management of the postal revyenues;. 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPREDATIONS BY SIOUX INDIANS. 


Mr. NELSON introduced a. bill (H. R. 5528) to restore to certain 
scouts and soldiers of the United States Army, of the Sioux Nation of 
Indians, the money and annuities belonging to them confiscated and 
forfeited to the United States under an act for the relief of persons for 
damages sustained by reason of depredations and injuries by certain 
bands of Sioux Indians, approved February 16, 1863; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF TIMBER—MENOMONEE INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5529) to authorize the sale 
of timber on certain lands reserved for the use of the Menomonee tribe of 
Indians in the State of Wisconsin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES R. BLAIR. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, introduced a bill (H. R. 5530) for the 
relief of Charles R. Blair, postmaster at Eyota, Olmstead County, 
Minn.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 

Mr. BLAND submitted the following resolution; which was read, and 

referred to the Committee on the Rules: 


Resolved, That the rules of this House be so amended that it shall not be in 
order to ask unanimous consent to consider, nor to move to suspend the rules 
to pass or consider, ae bill or proposition affecting our relations with foreign 
countries until such bill or position shall have been referred to a standing 
committee of the House and reported back for consideration. 


RETAIL LIQUOR LICENSES. 


Mr. MORGAN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5531) to restrict 
the issuing of licenses to retail liquor dealers to persons empowered 
under State ormunicipal laws to engage in such business of retail liquor 
dealers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I offer this bill at the request of one 
of my constituents, Hon. R. B. Robinson, a leading member of the 
temperance society of Lamar, Mo. 

JAMES F. HARRIS. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5532) granting a pension 
to James F. Harris; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

IRON MOUNTAIN BANK, SAINT LOUIS. 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 5533) for the relief of the 
Tron Mountain Bank of Saint Louis, Mo.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be- 
printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF CLERICAL FORCE IN POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. COSGROVE introdueed a (bill H. R. 5534) to secure the equita- 
ble distribution of appropriations for clerk-hire and other expenses in. 
the Post-Office Department; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

RACHEL ROOT. : 

Mr. ALEXANDER introduced a bill (H. R. 5535) granting a pension 
to Rachel Root; whieh was read a first and second time, vetoed to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH HEINRICH. 


Mr. FYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5536) granting a pension to Eliz- 
abeth Heinrich; which was read a first and second time, referred to the. 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES G. MATHES, 

Mr. FYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5537) granting a pension to- 
James G. Mathes, Company L, Eighth Missouri Cavalry Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES BAINTER. 


Mr. LAIRD introduced a bill (H. R. 5538) for the relief of James 
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‘Bainter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE 8. COMSTOCK. 
Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5539) for the relief of George 


S. Comstock; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE S. FISHER. 


Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5540) to reimburse George 
8. Fisher for losses sustained by firein Japan November 26, 1866; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND-GRANT RAILROADS. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 188) directing 
‘the Secretary of the Interior to require all land-grant railroads to file a 
release of lands covered by the terms of their grants before taking other 
lands in lieu thereof, and for other p ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
-ordered to be printed. 

TIMOTHY LYNCH. 

Mr. HAYNES introduced a bill (H. R. 5541) granting a pension to 
Timothy Lynch; which was read a and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, introduced a bill (H. R. 5542) in re- 
lation to the United States Naval Observatory; which was read a first 
-and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DAVID M. NAGLE. 

Mr. je gsi ntact tpl es R. 5543) granting a pension to 
David M. Nagle; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LAURA J. GODDARD. 

Mr. WEMPLE introduced a bill (H. R. 5544) for the relief of Laura 
J. Goddard; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY M. COWDEN. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 5545) for the 
relief of Mary M. Cowden for-confiscated property; which was read a 
dirst and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ASSAY OFFICE, NEW YORK. 


Mr. HARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 5546) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a new assay office in the city of New York; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coninage, Weights, 
and Measures, and ordered to be printed. ‘ 

MARY JANE ROOT. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (H. R. 5547) to place the name of 
Mary Jane Root on the pension-roll; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
DERRICK F. HAMLINK. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York (by ree rene a bill (H. R. 
5548) granting a pension to ick F. Hamlink; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HENRY N. WOLF. 

Mr. YORK introduced a bill (H. R. 5549) for the relief of Hi N. 
Wolf; which wasread a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH A. HOOPER. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. 5550) granting an increase of 
pension to Sarah A. Hooper; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


T. ©. DICKEY. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5551) for the relief of T. 
€. Dickey, at Murphy, N. C.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. , 

HON. WALTER F. POOL. 

Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 189) to pay the salary for the unexpired term of the late Hon. 
Walter F. Pool, deceased, to his mother; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN LAGO. 

Mr. McCORMICK introduced a bill (H. R. 5552) granting a pension 
to John Lago; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ISABELLA PALMER. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 5553) granting 
a pension to Isabella Palmer, blind daughter of John A, Palmer, late 
a private Company L, First West Virginia Cavalry; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
SARAH PARRY. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 5554) grant- 
i Babar prose ca Parry; which was read a first and second time, 
erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
JAMES FRAZIER. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 5555) grant- 
ing a pension to James Frazier; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ZANESVILLE, OHIO. 

Mr. WILKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 5556) to provide for the erec- 
tinn of a public building at Zanesville, Ohio; which was read a first 
and second time, refi to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

FARAN & M’LEAN- : 

Mr. FOLLETT introduced a bill (H. R. 5557) for the relief of Faran 
& McLean; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. COAN. 

Mr. FOLLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5558) for the relief of 
John A. Coan, of Lewis County, Kentucky; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LUCY A. HEY. 

Mr. FOLLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5559) for the relief of 
Lucy A. Hey; which was read a‘first‘and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. C. MORGAN. 

Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. 5560) for the relief of A. C. 
Morgan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN L. COCHNOWER. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5561) for the reliefof John 
L. Cochnower; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES MORGAN. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5562) for the relief of 
James Morgan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. SHOEMAKER. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5563) for the relief of John 
W. Shoemaker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL CANNON. 

Mr. MURRAY introduced a bill (H. R. 5564) granting an increase of 
pension to Michael Cannon; which was reada first and second time, re- 

rred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THEO. AHRENS. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced abill (H. R. 5565) granting a pension 
to Theo. Ahrens; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. . 

JOHN W. CARR. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduceda bill (H. R. 5566) granting a pension 
to John W. Carr; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB STOLL. 


Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5567) granting a pension 
to Jacob Stoll; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES WOLFE. - 

Mr. SENEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5568) granting a ion to 
James Wolfe, late private Company F, Second Pennsylvania Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EHAS WENTLING. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5599) granting a pension 
to Ehas Wentling; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES L. BOOTH, 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5570) granting a pension 

to James L. Booth, late captain Company D, One hundred and eight- 
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eenth Regiment, and Company C, One hundred and fifty-first Regi- 

ment, Ohio Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
GEORGE WYNN. 

Mr. PAIGE introduced a bill (H. R. 5571) for the relief of George: 
Wynn; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL M’MULLEN. 

Mr. PAIGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5572) for the relief of Daniel 
McMullen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC ROSHON. 


Mr. PAIGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5573) for the relief of Isaac 
Roshon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. AUGUSTA PFEIFFER. 

Mr. PAIGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5574) for the relief of Mrs. 
Augusta I’feiffer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

T. J. SHEPPARD. 


Mr. CONVERSE introduced a bill (H. R. 5575) for the relief of T. 
J. Sheppard; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND TITLES IN NEBRASKA. 

Mr. CONVERSE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 190) con- 
firming the titlein lands to certain purchasers from the State of Nebraska; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK CAMPBELL. 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. 5576) granting a pension to 
Frank Campbell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN-DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (H. R. 5577) to authorize the Court 
of Claims to examine and adjudicate certain Indian-depredation claims 
already filed in Congress and the Interior Department; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5578) to provide for the 
payment of all claims for Indian depredations heretofore audited and 
allowed; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

B. JENNINGS. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5579) fer the relief of B. 
Jennings; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. . 

MICHAEL M. KISTLER. 

Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. 5580) for the relief of Michael 
M. Kistler, late second lieutenant Company I, Forty-eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM PAUGH. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 5581) granting a pension 
to William Paugh; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FREEMAN SITLER. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 5582) for the relief of Free- 
man Sitler, of Pennsylvania; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ALFRED M’MURTRIE. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 5583) for the relief of Alfred 
MeMurtrie, of Luzerne County, Pennsylvania; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF EGBERT THOMPSON. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 5584) for the relief of 
the 1 representatives of Egbert Thompson, d , late captain, 
United States Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PEACE AMONG THE NATIONS. 

Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
5585) to promote peace among the nations by the establishment of an 
international tribunal or some fixed principle of arbitration; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS CULLEN. 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 5586) grant- 


ing a pension to Thomas Cullen; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MATILDA EVANS. 


Mr. LAWRENCE introduced a bill (H. R. 5587) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay Matilda Evans, foster-mother of George 
Stokes, unpaid bounty and arrears of pay and allowances; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM PEDRICK. 
Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 5588) granting 


a pension to Hiram Pedrick; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


COURT OF APPEALS, 

Mr. NEILL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 5589) to 
establish a court of appeals and to provide for certain c in the 
constitution of the circuit courts of the United States when sitting in 
banc, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


HARRY W. MARTIN. 


Mr. BRAINERD introduced a bill (H. R. 5590) for the relief of 
Harry W. Martin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BOUNTIES. 


Mr. BRAINERD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5591) for the payment 
of bounty to volunteer veterans according to conditions of their enlist- 
ment; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committeeon Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered 
to be printed. 

INDIAN POLICY. 

Mr. RANDALL presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Pennsylvania in relation toa governmental policy in the treatment of 
Indians; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS G. CORBIN. 

Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5592) for the relief of 
Thomas G. Corbin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LOTTIE E. DEETRICH. 

Mr. ATKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5593) granting a pension 
to Lottie E. Dietrich, widow of Lewis W. Dietrich, late lieutenant 
Company E, Thirtieth United States Colored Infantry; which was read. 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH C. WILSON. 

Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5594) grating a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth C. Wilson, widow of Henry H. Wilson, late captain 
Company F, Sixteenth Pennsylvania Cavalry; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EUGENE L., TOWNSEND. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 5595) granting a pension to 
Eugene L. Townsend; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. WILLIAMS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. DIBBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 5596) for the relief of George 
W.. Williams and other persons therein named; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

NANCY GALBREATH. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 5597) for the relief of Nancy Gal- 
breath; whieh was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be prin 

MRS. DELILA NEEDHAM. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5598) granting relief to 
Mrs. Delila Needham, widow of William Needham, of Union County, 
Tennessee; which was read a first and second time, referred te the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY, MEMPHIS. 

Mr. YOUNG introduced a bill (H. R. 5599) for the construction of 
a macadamized road from the city of Memphis, in the State of Ten- 
nessee, to the national cemetery near said city; which was read a first - 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARCELLUS MARTIN. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5600) for the relief of Mar- 
cellus Martin, late private Company E, Fifth Tennessee Infantry; which 
was read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. DIBRELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5601) to 
amend the pension Jaws; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PAUPER LABORERS, ETC. 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. ee to prohibit sae bere 
ness of importing pauper laborers, lazaroni, and beggars into the Uni 
States and Territories, and hiring out the same; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Manufactures, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PUBLIC HEALTH. 

Mr. PETTIBONE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5603) to pro- 
tect the public health; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Select Committee on the Public Health, and ordered to be 
printed, 

INVALID PENSIONS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5604) to amend sec- 
tion 4695 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to in- 
valid pensions; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES H. BRIGANCE. 


Mr. STEWART, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. 5605) to increase 
the pension of Charles H. Brigance from $8 to $20 per month; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, FORT WORTH, TEX. 


Mr. WELLBORN introduced a bill (H. R. 5606) for the erection of a 
public building at Fort Worth, Tex.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 
Mr. POLAND submitted the following resolution; which was adopted: 


eet: That the following proposed rule be referred to the Committee on 
Rules: 
RULE —. 


Upon the death of a member of either House of Congress it shall be in order 
at any time to submit for immediate consideration the customary resolutions, 
which shall be disposed of without debate; and within ten days thereafter any 
member of the House may file for publication in the RECORD such remarks 
thereon as he may desire. 


NATHANIEL BELL. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. 5607) to grant a pen- 
sion to Nathaniel Bell; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES ROBINSON. 

Mr. LIBBEY (by Mr. JoHN 8. WISE) introduced a bill (H. R. 5608) 
granting a pension to James Robinson; which was read a and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COPPERSMITHS’ SHOPS, NORFOLK NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. LIBBEY (by Mr. Jonn S. Wise) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
5609) making an appropriation for the erection of coppersmiths’ shops in 
the United States navy-yard at Norfolk, Va.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HENRY B. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. LIBBEY (by Mr. Jony 8. WISE) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
5610) granting a pension to Henry B. Livingston; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FEES OF COLLECTORS, ETC. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. 5611) to amend 
and reenact section 2660 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF GAME IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5612) for the 
protection of game in the District of Columbia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

STREET RAILWAY AND HERDIC TICKETS. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5613) to 
provide for the exchange of tickets between street-railway companies 
and the Herdic Phaeton Company in the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


VALENTINE E. JOHNSON. 


Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5614) to pension Valentine E. 
Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ` 


THOMAS LICKLIDER. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 5615) for 
the relief of Thomas Licklider, of Jefferson County, West Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee om 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD H. BRYARLY. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, alse introduced a bill (H. R. 5616): 
for ‘the relief of the personal representatives of Richard H. Bryarly, de- 
ceased, of Berkeley County, West Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DAVID SEIBERT. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5617): 
for the relief of David Seibert, of Berkeley County, West Virginia;. 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on. 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. HYATT. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5618). 
for the relief of James W. Hyatt; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH, MARTINSBURG. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5619) 
for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal church of Martinsburg, W. 
Va.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSIAH W. FLAGG. 

Mr. WILSON, of West- Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5620) 
for the relief of Josiah W. Flagg, of Berkeley County, West Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS M. PAULDING. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5621) 
for the relief of Francis M. Paulding, of Berkeley County, West Vir- 
ginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee: 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ZADOCK WILLIAMS. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia (by request), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 5622) for the relief of Zadock Williams, of Washington, D. C. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

J. C. M’KELDEN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia (by request), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 5623) for the relief of J. C. McKelden, M. G. Emery, Flodoardo- 
Howard, and heirs of the late J. A. Kennedy and Douglas Moore, all 
of Washington, D. C.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
tothe Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM GRINDER. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia (by request), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 5624) for the relief of William Grinder; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE A. M. MADDOX. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virgini (by request), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 5625) for the relief of Catherine A. M. Maddox; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BRICKLEY. 

Mr. WILSON, of West ME ring (by request), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 5626) for the relief of John Brickley; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FLAVIA A. HASKELL, 

Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. 5627) granting a pension 
to Flavia A. Haskell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM S. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. RANKIN introduced a bill (H. R. 5628) for the relief of Hiram 
S. Richardson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA M. SCHAUTZ. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 5629) granting 
a ion to Anna M. Schautz; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. RUGG, 


Mr. STEPHENSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5630) granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Rugg; which was a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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W. H. HIGGINS. 

Mr. STEPHENSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5631) granting a 
pension to W. H. ins; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH J. BREMMER. J 

Mr. STEPHENSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5632) granting a 
pension to Sarah J. Bremmer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MALCOM DOBIE AND MILTON S. STRATTON. 

Mr. STEPHENSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5633) granting a 
pension to Malcom Dobie and Milton 8. Stratton; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FRANK M. GUERNSEY. 

Mr. STEPHENSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5634) for the relief 
of Frank M. Guernsey; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHLOE P. ROOT. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 5635) for the 
relief of Chloe P. Root; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

OTTO LEISSRING. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5636) for the 
relief of Otto Leissring; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ACT OF ARIZONA LEGISLATURE. 


Mr. OURY introduced a bill (H. R. 5637) to disapprove and declare 
void act No. 1 of the acts of the Territorial Legislature of Arizona, of 
the session of 1883, approved January 16, 1883; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. MAGINNIS introduced a bill (H. R. 5638) to authorize the 
Benton Bridge Company to build and maintain a bridge across the Mis- 
souri River; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE IN WYOMING. 

Mr. POST, of Wyoming, presented a memorial of the Legislature of 
the Territory of Wyoming, praying for an extension of the jurisdiction 
of justices of the peace; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Mr. POST, of hit apo introduced a bill (H. R. 5639) extending the 
jurisdiction of justices eae son in Wyoming Territory; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, 
.and ordered to be printed. 

FORT BRIDGER RESERVATION. 


Mr. POST, of Wyoming, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5640) for the 
relief of certain settlers upon the military reservation of Fort Bridger, 
‘Wyo.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mitee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. . The call of States and Territories has been com- 
pleted. If there be no objection the Chair will recognize gentlemen 
who were not in their seats when their States were called. 

There was no objection. 

EDWARD W. WYATT. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 5641) for the relief of Ed- 
ward W. Wyatt, late corporal of Company E, Fifty-eighth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA CAMPBELL. 

Mr. JORDAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5642) granting a pension to 
Anna Campbell, widow of the late David W. Campbell, of Company I, 
Fifth ent Ohio Volunteer Cavalry; which was read a first and 
second e, referred, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ANN CON. 

Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5643) granting a pension to 
Ann Con ; which was read a first rat time, cient tha Coon 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. JOHN BURKHART. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5644) for the relief of 
Capt. John Burkhart ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL W. HAMILTON. 

Mr. CARLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 5645) for the relief of 
Samuel W. Hamilton, of Port Huron, Mich.; which was read a first 
ana peona time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 

je printed. 


FRANK P. MURPHY. 
Mr. SEYMOUR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5646) for the 


relief of Frank P. Murphy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


0JO CALIENTE RESERVATION. 


Mr. NEECE introduced a bill (H. R. 5647) to withdraw from sale 
the lands known as Ojo Caliente, or Hot Springs reservation, in the 
Territory of New Mexico, and to reserve the same for a town site; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. : 

HEIRS OF ZEBULIN PARKER. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5648) for the relief of the 
heirs of Zebulin Parker, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH GEOSTESPHAN. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 5649) poung a pension to 
Elizabeth Geostesphan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DESECRATION OF GRAVES. 

Mr. WILLIS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5650) for the 
promotion of anatomical science and to prevent the desecration of graves; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. : 

MRS. ANNA J. FOSTER. 

Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. 5651) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Anna J. Foster, widow of General John G. Foster, late 
brevet colonel of United States neers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF JUTE SEED. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 5652)-for the purchase and 
distribution of jute seed; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

MATTHEW SMITH. 

Mr. TUCKER introduced a bill (H. R. 5653) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Matthew Smith; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHIPPEWA AND MUNSEE INDIANS. 

Mr. RYAN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5654) for the relief 
of the united bands of Swan Creek, Black River, Chippewa, and Mun- 
see or Christian Indians; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 5655) to provide 
pensions for certain invalid soldiers and sailors who have been dis- 
charged from the Army or Navy of the United States after six months’ 
service therein during the war of the rebellion, and for the widows of 
deceased pensioners, and to increase the rates of pensions in certain 
cases; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NATIONAL WAR DEBT, ETC. 

Mr. HANCOCK iy, Mr. THROCKMORTON) introduced a bill (H. R. 
5656) to liquidate the national war debt in gold and silver, to increase 
the circulation of national current money, to discontinue the collection 
of internal revenue, to establish a merchant marine, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS LITTLE. 

Mr. HANCOCK (by request, by Mr. THROCKMORTON) also introduced 
a bill (H. R. 5657) authorizing the President to appoint and retire 
Thomas Little a captain; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUST SANTLEBEN. 

Mr. HANCOCK (by Mr. THROCKMORTON) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 5658) for the relief of August Santleben; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHRISTOPHER BOWLIN. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (H. R. 5659) for the relief of Chris- 
topher Bowlin; which was read a and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTILLED SPIRITS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also submitted the following resolution; 

which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the House as follows: 

1. What was the number of distilleries in the United States each year from 
March 1, 1877, to 1884, inclusive. 
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2. What number of gallons from fruit, molasses, and grain respectively was 
produced during each and every of those years in the States severally. 

3. What part of — E abe eager bebe prepared for beverage and table 
uses, and what part for art, scientific, ani ler purposes, 

4. What number of gallons of distilled spirits was withdrawn from bonded 
warehouses under exportation bonds during each of those years. 

5. What number of gallons of distilled spirits were withdrawn from bonded 
warehouses under exportation ds after ng remained in bonded ware- 
houses more than two years, and from which States so exported. 

6. What number of gallons of distilled mahal having remained in bonded 
warehouses more than two years, were withdrawn under exportation bonds 
during the years 1883 and 1834, and from which States so withdrawn. 


EVIDENCE IN PENSION CASES. 


Mr. KASSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5660) regulating the evidence 
required in pension cases; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES—HOUSE CALENDAR. 


Mr. KASSON also submitted the following additional clause to Rule 
4; which was referred to the Committee on Rules: 


4. Itshall be in order on each Wednesday morning, at any time after readin: 
the Journal, to move to proceed to the consideration of bills on the House Cal- 
endar; and if such motion prevails the bills on that Calendar shall be taken up 
and disposed of in their order, but prior bills may be laid aside by a majority 
vote without debate, 


PATRICK COFFIELD. 


Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, introduced a bill (H. R. 5661) grant- 
ing a pension to Patrick Coffield; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. a 

JOSEPH SCHULER. 

Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5662 
for the relief of Joseph Schuler; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MARY HOWARD FARQUHAR. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 5663) for the relief of 
Mary Howard Farquhar; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


` ELIZABETH ANN RICE. 


Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5664) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Ann Rice; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WALTER D. FORBES. 

Mr. STRUBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 5665) to correct the military 
record of Walter D. Forbes, late a memberof Company G, Second Ohio 
Cavalry, and to remove the chargeof desertion nowstandingagainst him 
on therecords of the War Department; which wasread a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 5666) to amend 
the pension laws, and for other purposes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY J. GRAVES. 


Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Speaker, on the 29th of January I intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. 4149) for the relief of Henry J. Graves. It was a 
bill designed to correct this man’s record as a volunteer soldier, and it 
ought to have been referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; but 
by inadvertence it was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
J ask unanimous consent that the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the reference will be 
changed as indicated by the gentleman. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


PENSIONS TO SOLDJERS AND SAILORS OF MEXICAN WAR. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and for 
other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representati' 
America in Con: As assembled, That the retary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to on the pension-roll the names of the 
surviving officers and enlisted men, including marines, militia, and volunteers, 
of the military and naval services of the Uni tes who served sixty days 
in the war of 1846 and 1847 and 1848 with Mexico, or who, being enlisted as afore- 
said, actually served with the Army or Navy of the United States in Mexico in 
said war, or were actually en; in a battle in said war, and were honorably 
di , and to such other officers and soldiers and sailors as may have been 
personally named in any resolution of Congress for any specific service in said 
wars, although their term of service may have been less than sixty days, and 
the surviving widows of such officers and enlisted men as were married to such 
ofticers or soldiers or sailors prior to the discharge of such officers and enlisted 
men: , That such widows bave not remarried: And provided fi 
That this act shall not apply to any person not a citizen of the United States. 

Sxc.2. That pensions under this act shall be at the rate of $8 per month, and 
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wes of the United States 


yable only from and after Leash pano of this act for and during the natural 


an honorable discharge may be deemed sufficient. 

Sec. 4. That the pension laws now in force which are not inconsistent or in con- 
an Tn ose are hereby made a part of this act, so faras they may be appli- 
“"SEC.5. That it shall be unlawful for any attorney, claim agent, or any other 
person to demand or receive a fee greater than $10 for services rendered in behalf 
of a claimant under this act, to be paid when such claim is allowed. 

Sec. 6. That section 4716 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed so far as the 
same relates to this act or to pensioners under this act. 

Src. 7. That the provisions of this act shall not apply to any person while un- 
der the political disabilities imposed by the ijasseent amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Iask a second on the motion to suspend 
the rules. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I demand a second. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that a 
second may be considered as ordered. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask asecond; and I do not consent that 
it may be considered as ordered by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana and the gentleman 
from Alabama both demand a second on the motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. KASSON. In attempting to follow this bill as read, I find that 
it does not conform to the printed bill. I wish to ask whether the bill 
read at the desk is in print. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to say to the gentleman from Iowa that 
the bill just read embraces the principal features—substantially all the 
principles, in fact—of the bill reported by the Committee on Pensions 
and the bill introduced by myself. I will add that the bill is confined 
exclusively to soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war. 

The SPEAKER. The biil appears to be a manuscript bill. 

Mr. KASSON. Has the bill been reported by a committee or is it 
presented on the gentleman’s own responsibility ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is presented upon my individual motion. I 
repeat, it applies exclusively to soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war. 

Mr. STEELE. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. As I understand, 
this is in substance a bill which has already been made a special order; 
but the Clerk has read only portions of the bill, leaving out one or two 
sections. Is it in order to consider such a bill under a suspension of 
the rules? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves to suspend all 
rules in order to put the bill on its passage. The motion requires a 
two-thirds vote. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Inorder to correct the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. STEELE] — 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

_ Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iknow that; but I want to correctan erroneous 
impression 

The SPEAKER. But debate is not in order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to answer the parliamentary inquiry 
put by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. That is debate, and the regular order is demanded. 
A = TOWNSHEND. Thegentleman from Indianais mistaken, that 
is all. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
and the gentlemangrom Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] will please actas tellers. 
The question is, Shall the motion to suspend the rules be seconded ? 

The tellers took their places; but before the count was concluded, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND said: The gentleman from Indiana withdraws 
the objection to having a second ordered by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. My only object in calling for a second 
was that time for discussion might be assured. 

The SPEAKER, The ordering of a second by unanimous consent 
does not interfere with the time for debate. The objection being with- 
drawn, asecond will be considered as ordered. Under the rules thirty 
minutes will now be allowed for debate on this motion, fifteen minutes 
in support of the motion and fifteen minutes in opposition to it. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], who makes the motion, 
will control the fifteen minutes in support of the bill, and the gentle- 


of | man from Alabama [Mr. Hewrrr] who, as the Chair understood, rose 


first to demand a second will control the time on the other side. 

Mr. KASSON. If in order I ask before the debate begins, as the bill 
is in manuscript and it is only fair, that it be again read for the informa- 
tion of the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. My friend from Alabama and myself 
demanded a second. Do I understand the gentleman from Alabama as 
opposing the bill in toto? If so, I will not object to his controlling the 
time in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, Do I understand the gentleman from Alabama 
to oppose the bill? 
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The SPEAKER. The gentlemen from Indiana has propounded an 
inquiry to the Chair. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not understand the gentleman from Ala- 
bama is opposed to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule of the House the Chair will award 
the time in opposition to the bill to some gentleman really opposed to 
‘the measure, if the Chair can be made aware of that fact. No amend- 
ment can be offered except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to know who does control the time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois controls the time in 
favor of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Butwho controls the time in opposition to the 
bill? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois controls the time in 
support of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But who in opposition to the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is endeavoring to ascertain. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am entirely willing the gentleman 
from Alabama shall control the time in opposition to the bill, and in- 
deed I will be pleased if he would do so; but let us havesomebody who 
is really opposed to the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not understand the gentleman from Ala- 
bama to oppose it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is not in order. The 
Chair will hear the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I wish to say this, Mr. Speaker, that 
while I expect to vote for the motion, I desire very much to say a few 
words on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair under the rule must award the control 
of the time to some gentleman opposed to the bill. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] therefore will control the time in opposi- 
tion to the motion of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Iask unanimous consent to move aslight amend- 
ment to the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. Noamendment can be offered to the bill except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. KASSON. Let us have the bill read, as it is in manuscript. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will — be read, and gentlemen will re- 
sume their seats, so that it may be heard. 

The bill was again reported. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] as entitled to the floor for fifteen minutes in sup- 

rt of the motion. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, the bill which has been read, so far | necessary 


asit relates to the surviving soldiers of the Mexican war, is a combination 
of the essential features of a bill introduced by myself on the first bill 
day of thissession and the bill reported from the Committee on Pensions, 
together with the suggestions made by the convention of Mexican sol- 
diers at their recent convention in this city. 

It does not contain a single essential provision not already sanctioned 
by a vote of the House of Representatives, and which has not been fa- 
vorably reported from the Committee on Pensions. The bill, so far asit 
relates to the Mexican soldiers—it relates alone and exclusively to those 
who served in the Mexican war—is of the same nature substantially, 
term for term, as the bill which passed the House by unanimous con- 
sent in the Forty-fourth Congress. The bill, as I have said a moment 
ago, relates exclusively to those who served in the Mexican war. It is 
also confined in its provisions to those widows who were married to those 
soldiers prior to their discharge. The bill also, by the lastprovision in 
it, excludes from its benefits all those under political disabilities, or, in 
other words, excludes them while their political disabilities exist. 

Mr. DUNN. How much do I understand that to mean? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It embraces the same clause found in the bill 

by the Committee on Pensions, excluding all persons while 
under political disability. It applies toone in particular who has never 
asked that his political disabilities‘be removed. In order that no mis- 
understanding may occur, I repeat that this bill is substantially the bill 

by the Committee on Pensions in the present Congress, with 
the exception that it does not include those provided for in that bill 
who participated in several Indian wars. 

I have nothing further to say in the opening of the debate on the 
question, but will reserve my time until I have heard from the oppo- 
nents of the bill. After consultation with the friends of the Indian 
and Mexican soldiers, I have concluded it to be the better course to 
separate the soldiers of the different wars, and permit the interest of 
each to stand upon their own respective merits. I am heartily in favor 
of a bill pensioning the soldiers of the Black Hawk war, in which war 
two Presidents participated—President Taylor and President Lincoln. 
I am also in favorof granting pensions to the soldiers who served in the 
Florida wars, and shall advocate pensions for them when their bill 
comes before us for action. repeat again, the present bill makes pro- 
vision solely for the Mexican soldiers, and for the simple reason that it 
is better for the interests of the soldiers of these various wars that the 
pension bills for their relief should not be confused or embarrassed by 
embracing them all in the same measure. 

Mr. STEELE, Let me ask the gentleman a question ? 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my 
time until I have heard from those who are opposed to this bill; and I 
will say that I do not wish my time to be consumed in answering 
questions. 

How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has thirteen minutes left. 

Mr. KASSON. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me a ques- 
tion touching one clause introduced in this bill for the first time—that 
which makes the following condition: 


Or engaged in any battle—— 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. In the Mexican war. 

Mr. KASSON. I do not see its connection, and would like to ask the 

tleman what it is proposed to accomplish by it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iwill explain. This bill, as the gentleman 
will perceive, is confined to those who served for sixty days in the Mex- 
ican war or actually participated in the war or actually served with the 
Army and Navy or engaged in a battle during the war. Now, there 
are instances where soldiers were enlisted for this war who did not serve 
sixty days, who were never in Mexico, and who never performed any 
actual service. This bill, therefore, excepts all of those. I believe there 
were two or three regiments that enlisted which never left their States 
or performed military service in the war and took no part in the war 
further than merely to enlist. 

Mr. REED. What do you mean by those who actually entered into 
the war? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. qare actually participated in the war, or 
actually served with the y and Navy in the war. j 

Mr. REED. Those who were in Mexico a single day ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is my understanding; if they were en- 
listed and actually performed service with the Army or Navy. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eleven minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman who 
introduced this bill to one clause which needs modification. 

The SPEAKER. That may be done by consent after the debate. 
It could not be taken out of the time allowed for debate. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, certainly it was not antic- 
ipated when the House made the Mexican war pension bill a special 
order that gentlemen would offer to pass it, and a new bill at that, 
under a suspension of the rules, so as to cut off almost all discussion on 
the merits of the measure, and certainly it results in denying to those 
who desire to perfect the bill all opportunities of suggesting proper and 
amendments. 

I confess that after having heard the bill read from the Clerk’s desk 
I donot know thatI clearly comprehend its provisions. Butif I under- 
stood aright it proposes in the first place to give a pension to all of those 
men who appear on some muster-roll of the Army of the United States 
in its war with Mexico and who served for sixty days. It is simply 
necessary under the first clause that the applicant for a pension under 
this bill shall have figured on a muster-roll regardless of the place where 
or the circumstances under which he served; and I undertake to say 
that it will put men on the pension-rolls of this country who never 
saw a living or dead Mexican, who never heard the discharge of a gun 
during that war unless it was fired by accident. I am opposed, sir, to 
pensioning that class of fighters in the Mexican war or in any war. 

This bill will put men on the pension-roll who never left the camp 
of rendezvous. ‘It will put men on the pension-roll who never suf- 
fered the loss of limb or of health by wounds or by sickness. In addi- 
tion to that, Mr. Speaker, it puts all this sixty-day class—and I refer 
pony to the service clause—it puts men on the rolls regardless of 

ealth or age or pecuniary condition. It puts on the pension-roll mill- 
ionaires, men who do not need the assistance of the Government of the 


United States. It puts Senators and Members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the pension-roll. It pensions men who are to-day giving 
it their support. 


Mr. BELFORD. Do you know any millionaire who belongs to this 
House? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do not desire to be interrupted, if the 
gentleman will pardon me. 

I asserted in the last Congress, and I believe I was corrected by my 
distinguished friend from Alabama [Mr. HEWITT], that not a man, by 
any general act of Congress of the United States, who served in the 
Revolutionary war went on the pension-roll until thirty-seven years after 
its close. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The gentleman is entirely in error. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I say that no man went on the rolls asa 
service pensioner until thirty-seven years after the close of the Revolu- 
tionary war. The first act was passed on the 18th of March, 1818. The 
war closed in 1781, and under this act of the Congress of the United 
States it was necessary for the Revolutionary pensioner to show that 
he had served nine months at least, and to prove in a court of record 
that he was in such pecuniary circumstances as to need the assistance 
of the Government in his maintenance. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That was repealed in 1832. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And May 1, 1820, two years afterward, 
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it was amended because it was alleged that persons had fraudulently 
gotten on the pension-roll, and pension claimants were required to take 
into the court a schedule of their property and swear to it, and further 
to declare that no other person held any property or fund in trust for 
them. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That, as the gentleman must be aware, was 
repealed in 1832. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. You do notcertainly want to misstate 
the facts. Will the gentleman permit me to correct him? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I can not, Mr. Speaker, talk to all ot 
these gentlemen in the fifteen minutes I am allowed, but if you will 
put the Mexican pension bill in such a shape that these statutes can be 
read in the meee o this House I will show you the truth of what I 
am asserting. enge you to give me that opportunity. 

The act of 1832 did not give a pension for only sixty days’ service in 


the Revolution. 

Now, what do I say in to these sixty-day men? Here is an 
amendment I propose to offer to the bill. I propose—and I speak for 
myself—to give every man who actually served in Mexico or partici- 
pated in any battle in the Mexican war a pension, without regard to 
the time of his service. I propose, in the second place, to put on the 

ion-roll every man who was on the muster-roll of the Army of the 

nited States for sixty days in that war who will show he was in such 

pecuniary condition as to need the assistance of the Government in his 
maintenance. 

Ah, you say that is humiliating. Itwas not thought so by the fathers 
who provided for the soldiers of the Revolution. It is not thought 
so by this Congress, and never has been, because in every case in which 
a dependent mother or father is pensioned you require them to show 
that they are in such condition as to need the assistance of the Govern- 
ment in their maintenance and support. You require it to be done by 
the poor woman who brought her first-born and laid him broken and 
mangled on the altar of his country. You require it from the widow 
who is in weeds and stands in tears by the new-made grave of the hus- 
band. You require it of them. But, oh, it will not do to ask it of 
men who figured on a Mexican-war muster-roll for sixty days, and who 
never saw a battle or even witnessed the smoke of one from a distance. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does the gentleman know of a man who served 
for sixty days in the Mexican war who was never at the seat of war? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes. I am glad the gentleman has 
asked me the question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There was not one such from Illinois. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. My nearest neighbor, a gentleman for 
whom I entertain the highest regard, was in the Mexican war. He 
would be entitled to a pension under the provisions of this bill, and yet 
he never got nearer Mexico than the city of Saint Louis. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Was he a deserter ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. No, sir. He staid there at Saint Louis 
and bought supplies as quartermaster, sent them down the Mississippi 
RIYA by way of New Orleans into Mexico, and under this bill you pen- 
sion him. 

I have anotherneighbor on the other side of me, an excellent gentle- 
man, to whom I would give a pension. He went into Mexico, partici- 
pated in the battles there, was captured with Cassius M. Clay, and was 
imprisoned by*the Mexicans, and the gentleman from Illinois proposes 
to give the same amount of pension to the quartermaster and to the 
man who fought and was captured and imprisoned. Let me mention 
still another case. Another friend and neighbor fought through the 
Mexican war, went into the Army as a soldier in the late war of the 
rebellion, was wounded, and draws a greater pension than $8 a month. 
The gentleman from Illinois by his bill would not give thisman a cent. 

E TOWNSHEND. You are mistaken. The bill gives him $8 a 
month. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then it has been changed. 
so the other day. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have introduced a new bill, and its provis- 
ions would give your friend a ion. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I wish the gentleman to make his speech 
in his own time. Your bill would in these instances be unequal and 
unjust. 

Now, sir, I say to you that gentlemen on this side are willing to pass 
a fair Mexican-war pension bill. 

Mr. MORRISON. Show us what your bill is. Bring it down. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have given you its outlines. 

Mr. MORRISON. You never presented such a bill. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And I suppose you will try to amend 
itif Ido, soasto secure a 20 per cent. horizontalreduction. [ Laughter. ] 

Youareinthe majority. Youcontrolthecommittees. Youmakeyour 

reports; and when you bring your bills into this House under any fair 

system of legislation we on this side may propose such amendments as 
may seem necessary to make your measures conform to the public in- 
terests. 

sie iy e little further, I want to ask you gentlemen a question. 
How does it happen that you forget two millions of men who served in a 
war inly equal in its proportions to the war between the United 
States and Mexico? How does it happen that you forget to include in 
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this beneficent measure even the men who served in that war who 

served for a period of three years, or two years, or one year? You hap- 

penen to think of the Creek war. You happened to think of the Black 
wk war. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Those are not embraced in this bill. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am talking about what you did on 
that side. And you happened tothink of theSeminole war. You re- 
member the wars that were prosecuted by States to recapture their run- 
away n . You remember the wars that were brought on by the 
States by violating the sacred obligation of treaty between the United 
States and savage tribes. You remember the wars that were provoked 
by State governors against national authority in the assertion of your 
States-right doctrines. You remember all who served in those wars 
and propose to put them on your pension-roll. Why do you forget 
these other men, the Union soldiers? You say it is thirty-seven years 
since the war with Mexico closed. It has been twenty years since the 
close of the war of the rebellion. And certainly the men who carried 
the flag of the nation to victory during three weary years of the war of 
the rebellion are as much entitled to a service pension as the men who 
mustered on the muster-roll of the Mexican war for sixty days. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Why did you not pension them in the last 
Congress? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Of the men who served in the Mexican 
war nearly 50,000—48,000 of them were from the slaveholding States. 
Why do you put them on this Mexican war pension bill and strike out 
the clause which denies pensions to those engaged in the rebellion? 
Whydo you doit? Because of those 48,000 mote than 20,000 of them 
afterward went into the rebellion and by this bill will be entitled to 
draw pensions out of the Treasury ofthe United States. It is because 
you can not get your rebel soldiery on any other pension-roll. That 
is the reason of it, and you know it and I know it. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Why did not your friends bring in such a 
bill as—— 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am talking in my time and would 
like to keep it. I insistthat when this bill is considered it shall come 
into the House so that we may have an opportunity of amending it, 
and by our amendments seek to do justice to the soldiers of the war for® 
the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Is that so? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. HEWITT]. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BROWNE] had a fine opportunity during the last Congress by his action 
to vindicate his love for the Union soldiers. Though he was at the 
head of the Committee on Invalid Pensions during the last Congress, 
when his party was in the majority in both Houses of Congress, he 
brought in no bill to put the Union soldiers on the pension-rolls. 

And the Union soldiers of this country are not so ignorant that they 
can be hoodwinked by the gentleman from Indiana in any such way. 
They know very well that the gentleman rings in the Union soldier 
here for but one purpose, and that is to defeat this bill, and not for the 
purpose of putting any Union soldiers on the pension-roll. If this bill 
is passed he will find that the Democrats both from the North and from 
the South will stand by the Union soldiers, as much so as the gentle- 
man from Indiana or any other man on that side of the House. 

The bill here pro , 80 far as Mexican soldiers are concerned, is 
the bill which passed the House of the Forty-fourth Congress by a 
unanimous vote, and included the soldiers of the Indian wars which 
the gentleman from Indiana has talked about, and which he says were 
waged for the purpose of hunting up runaway negroes. Now, that was 
a very unkind cut by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Does the gentleman know the cause of the Florida war? Does he 
know that before that war was declared against the Seminole Indians 
your government agent in Florida, Mr. Thompson, was massacred by 
the Indians? Does the gentleman forget that when your soldiers were 
marching from Tampa Bay to some other point in Florida, before the 
Florida war began, Major Dade’s command of one hundred and twelve 
men were ambushed by over five hundred Indians and all massacred 
except three? 

Mr. STEELE. This bill will not give them a pension. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Does the gentleman remember that that 
was the cause of the Florida war, and not any desire to hunt up run- 
away negroes? It was a war that originated in the cruelties and the 
massacres by the Seminole Indians of the white men in Florida and 
Alabama. It was not waged for any such purpose as the gentleman 
has declared here, and he must reread the history of this country. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

One objection which I have to this bill, as itis presented here by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], is that it leaves out the 
soldiers who fought in Florida. There never has been a war in this 
country, neither the late war nor the war with Mexico, where our 
soldiers suffered more than they suffered in the Florida war. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] has six minutes of his time 
remaining. 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] 
objects to this bill because it does not embrace soldiers engaged in other 
wars than the war with Mexico. And the gentleman from Alabama 
(Mr. Hewrrt] likewise bases a complaint against it because it does 
not embrace the soldiersof other wars. I havedesired to testthe ques- 
tion whether the Mexican veterans have merit enough of their own to 
stand alone. I believe that when the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BROWNE], or some one else, shall undertake to test the question 
whether the Union soldiers have meritenough to stand alone, it will be 
found that they have enough friends here to reward them with a pension. 

I have desired to put this simple question before the House. After 
waiting thirty-six years from the time the Mexican war closed, and at- 
taining an average age of 62 years, following in the line of the prece- 
dents established nearly a hundred years ago in reference to the soldiers 
of the Revolutionary war, and also the precedent established in refer- 
ence to the soldiers of the war of 1812, the time has now come for us 
to reward the old veterans of the war with Mexico. If this is not done 
soon the last one of them will sink into his grave and have no use for 
your bounty or gratuity, for they are rapidly passing away. 

Another thing; I want to call attention to the fact that the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Indiana has shown itself more generous, more pa- 
triotic, more noble-hearted than its Representative on this floor to-day. 
The State of Indiana, through her Legislature, as well as my own State 
of Illinois and twenty-five other States of the Union, have remembered 
their debt of gratitude to the brave soldiers of the Mexican war, and 
have instructed their representatives in Congress to vote in favor of 
giving a pension to these old veterans. I stand here to-day ready to 
obey the command of the Legislature of Illinois, but the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] has signalized his determination to disbey the 
instructions of the Legislature of his own State and the voice of the 
patriotic people of Indiana. 

Another word in reply to the gentleman. In the last Congress his 
party had control of both branches as well as of the executive depart- 
ment of the Government. He and his party then had it in their power 
to give a pension to every Union soldier. Why did not the gentleman 
from Indiana demonstrate his love for the Union soldiers when he was 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions in the last Congress, 
and bring in a bill of that character? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, rose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do not take my time, sir. I call attention 
to the fact that the gentleman by indirection is seeking to ‘‘knife’”’ 
this bill; he is seeking to defeat it by means which are not fair and 


uare. 
ies BROWNE, of Indiana. I want to say simply this: that the 
committee of which I was chairman in the last Congress did not have 
jurisdiction of any subject of this kind. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The gentleman’s committee had juris- 
diction of pensions for Union soldiers and none but Union soldiers. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CALKINS]. 

Mr. CALKINS. By the kindness of the gentleman from Illinois, I 
wish merely to say that during the contest in this House a week or two 
ago upon fixing a time for the consideration of a bili of this character 
I declared myself in favor of pensioning the soldiers of the Mexican 
war by any bill which should be purely and simply a Mexican-soldier 
pension bill. I still believe the time has come when this country ought 
to pension these soldiers. Taking twenty-five years as their average 
age when they entered into that service, the survivors are now 62 years 
old. The pension now proposed is but a small amount for a generous 
country to give to these men (whose hair is now frosted and who will 
soon pass away) for the immense territory which that war gave to this 
Government. As a graceful tribute to their services I think this bill 
should pass. I will only add that I regret exceedingly the bill could 
not have been brought before us in such a way as to be subject to 
amendment and fuller discussion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. STOCKSLAGER]. 

Mre STOCKSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I am glad to see the day when 
justice is about to be done to the men, now gray-haired, who in the 
prime of their years followed the starry flag to a foreign land and by 
their bravery succeeded in adding to this Republic territory greater in 
area than the thirteen original States—a territory which opened up to 
us a magnificent stretch of seacoast, and, for its extent, of greater 
riches than any other upon which the sun shines. We have already 
taken a thousand millions of dollars of gold and silver from it, and 
there is enough left to pay pensions for all our wars for a thousand years. 
These Mexican veterans have been shamefully treated. Their grand 
achievements have never been properly rewarded. I am not afraid of 
liberal pensions. No country was ever bankrupted by paying pensions 
to those who imperiled their lives in their country’s service. 

I am surprised to see the opposition which my colleague from Indiana 
[Mr. BROWNE] makes to this proposition. I am surprised to see him 
undertaking to defeat this measure by means which I think unfair. It 
is but a small matter, involving a few millions of dollars—not more 
perhaps than two or three millions—to ion these veterans, who are 
now in need and tottering on the brink of the grave. 


Tam opposed to the proposition of my colleague [Mr. BROWNE] which 
would require these gallant men to show that they were paupers before 
they should be entitled to pension. I say to him it would be humili- 
ating, and for one I say spare them such humiliation. 

I hope this measure will receive a two-thirds vote of the House, and 
that in the other branch of Congress it may be promptly concurred in, 
so that this long-deferred act of justice may become a law. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent that this debate 
be extended thirty minutes longer. This is a bill fraught with very 
grave consequences, I think— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’"] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I yield the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cox]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has one minute remaining. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, in one minute I can not tell 
the House of the magnificence of the domain which was won for our 
country by our soldiery in the Mexican war, an area equal to the thir- 
teen original States. California, the land of wheat even more than of 
gold and silver, and Texas, the land of corn and cattle, were won for 
the Government by these soldiers to whom we now seek to do this sim- 
ple act of justice. It is time, full time, thatit had been done. The 
gold in the corn and the silver in the wheat, not to speak of the vast 
wealth in the sunless caverns of the earth won by these men, ought to 
bring every man to his feet to honor these veterans of the Mexican 
war. 

But, sir, I rose only to say in behalf of the gentlemen on this side 
of the House that the language of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BROWNE] should not be applied to Democrats here. He intimated that 
gentlemen on this side, because they can not get rebel soldiers on the 
pension-rolls by reason of their having been engaged in the rebellion, 
are now seeking to do indirectly what we dare not do directly, and to 
pension soldiers of the Mexican war because they were rebels, If that- 
was the gentleman’s idea, I for one repudiate it. It is unknown to 
this side of the House. Language has no term of reproach and the 
mind no sentiment of detestation adequate to the expression of the odi- 
ousness of that idea which is attempted to be fixed on this side of the 
House. [Applause. } 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I ask unanimousconsent that debate upon 
this motion be continued for thirty minutes. [Cries of ‘‘ No!’ No!” 

Mr. HAMMOND. I object. Let us vote. [Criesof ‘‘Vote!’’ Eyam] 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Iask unanimous consent that general leave 
be given to print remarks on this bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I object. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I ask unanimous consent to have an amendment 
made to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
om Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] to suspend the rules and pass the 

Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. SPRINGER called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent of the House 
to be permitted to move an amendment striking out one section and 
inserting another. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
have no amendment. 

The question was taken on the motion to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 227, nays 46, not 
voting 47; as follows: 


Unless wecan have further discussion, let us 


YEAS—227, 

Aiken, Clay, Fiedler, Hoblitzell, 
Alexander, Clements, Finerty, Holman, 
Anderson, Cobb, Follett, Holmes, 
Atkinson, Colli Forney, Hopkins, 

ley, Connolly, Fyan, ouk, 
Ballentine, Converse, Geddes, Houseman, 
Barbour, Cook, George, Hunt, 
Barksdale, ve, Gibson, Hurd, 

A Covington, G k, Jeffords, 
Belford, ‘ox, 8.8. Goff, Jones, B. W. 
Bennett, Cox, W.R. Graves, Jones, J. H. 
Blackburn, ‘ Green Jones, J.K. 
Blan Culberson, D.B. Greenleaf, Jones, J.T. 
Bland. Cullen, Guenther, Jordan, 
Blount, Da ò Halsell, Kasson, 

B idge, Davidson. Hammond, King, 
Breitung, Davis, G. R. Hanbac Kleiner, 
B: 5 Pko Hardeman, x 
Bu rell, Hardy, Laird, 
Buckner, Dockery, art, Lamb, 
Budd, Dorsheimer, Hatch, H. H. Lanham, 
Burnes, Dowd, Hatch, W. H. Le Fevre, 
Cabell, Duncan, Hayn Lewis, 
Caldwell, Dunn, en an n, Lore, 
Calkins, Eaton, Henderson, D.B. Lovering, 
Cam „J.M. Eldredge, Henderson, T.J. Lo x 
Candler, Elliott, Henley, McAdoo, 
Cannon, Ellwood, Herbert, McCoid, 
Carleton, Ermentrout, Hewitt, G. W. McCo: 
Cassidy, Evins, J. H. Hill, McCormick, 
Clardy, Ferrell, Hitt, 
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Maybu: Peters, pringer, Warner, Richard 

AG oe Pettibone, Stephenson, Washburn, 
Miller, J. F, Post, Stevens, Weaver, 

illiken, Potter, wart, Charles Wellborn, 

lls, Pryor, T, Weller, 
Mitchell, Pusey, t, Wemple, 
Money, Randall, Sumner, C. A White, J. 

orey, Rankin, Sumner, White, Milo 
Morgan, Reagan, Talbot Wilkins, 
Morrison, Reese, Taylor, J.D. Williams, 
Moulton, Robertson, Taylor, J. M. illis, 

uldrow, Robinson, J. S. Thomas, Wilson, James 
Marphy, Robinson, W. E. Aompin, Wilson, 
Murray, rs, J. H. Throckmorton, W: 
Mutchler, Rogers, W. F. lman, Winans, John 
Nevce, Rosecrans, Townshend, Wise, G. 
Nelson, Ryan, Tucker, Wise, J. S. = 
Nicholis, Scales, Tully, Wolford, 
Nutting, Seney, Turner, H.G. ood, 

eey Seymour, Turner, Oscar Woodward, 
O'Neill, J.J. Shaw, Valentine, Worthington, 

e, Shelley, Van Alstyne, Yaple, 
Payson, Singleton, Vance, York, 
Pierce, Skinner, T.G. Van Eaton, Young. 

Peel, S. W. Snyder, Wakefield, 
NAYS—46. 

Arnot, Harmer, Morse, Smith, 
Bayne, Hiscock, O'Neill, Charles Steele, 
Bingham, Holton, Parker, Stewart, J. W. 
Dines James, Phelps, Stone, 
Boutelle ean, Poland, Struble, 
Brewer, F. B. Kelley, Ranney, Taylor, E. B. 
Brewer, J. H. Lawrence, y, G. Ww. Wadsworth, 
Browne, T. M. Long, Ray, Ossian ait, 
Brown, W. W. Aces s Warner, A. J 
Chace, cKinley, Rockwell, Whiting. 
Cutcheon, Millard Russell, 
Everhart, Miller, S.H. Skinner, 0. R. 

NOT VOTING—I?7. 
Adams, G. E. Davis, L. H. Hooper, O'Hara, 
Adams, J. J. Davis, R. T. Horr, Patton, 

3 Deuster, Howey, Payne, 
Belmont, Dingley, Hutchins, Perkins, 
Bowen, Du Š Johnson ice, 

Boyle, Ellis, Keifer, Rice, 
Brainerd, Evans, L N. Kellogg, Riggs, 
Brumm. Findlay, Ketcham, Rowell, 
Burleig! ‘oran, Libbey, Slocum, 
Campbell, Felix Hancock, Morrill, Spriggs, 
Culbertson, W. W. Hepburn, Muller, 

Curtin, Hewitt, A.S. Ochiltree, 


So (two-thirds having voted in the affirmative) the rules were sus- 
pended and the bill (H. R. 5667) was passed. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. CONNOLLY said: My colleague Mr. STORM is absent attending 
afuneral. If here, he would vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move by unanimous consent to dispense with 
the reading of the names. 

Mr. REED. I object. 

Mr. DEUSTER. Iam paired with my colleague Mr. PRICE. If he 
were here, he would vote ‘‘no’’ and I would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the pairs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HANCOCK with Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, 

. YOUNG with Mr. PAYNE. 

. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, with Mr. PATTON. 
Mr. DUNHAM with Mr. MULLER. 

ELLIS with Mr. KELLOGG. 

Hewitt, of New York, with Mr. O'HARA. 

. FINDLAY with Mr. HEPBURN. 

ROWELL with Mr. RIGGS. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. KING. Iask by unanimous consent there be general leave to 
print. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Before that is put, I ask unanimous 
consent to add some things to my remarks. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let it be open to all who wish to print on 
this subject. 

Mr. CRISP. I object. 

Mr. SPEAKER. If there be no objection leave will be grantod to 
the gentleman from Indiana to add to his remarks. 

Mr. CRISP. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand there is objection to 
printing additional remarks by the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It must be general. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then I just want to say that the objec- 
tion will certainly be reciprocated. You bring a bill in here and refuse 
to let it be discussed or amended. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BEACH. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 
aoe and nays were refused, four members only voting in favor 
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ereof. 
Mr. BELFORD. I desire to ask the gentleman from New York and 
these Eastern gentlemen generally if they do thinkit is about time to 


give us Western people a chance? [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! ’’] 
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The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from New York, that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 59, noes 77. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Let us have tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, forty-four members voting in favor thereof— 
being more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. Cox, of New York, and Mr. McCorp were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 104, noes 95. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been refused. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move to reconsider the vote by which the House 
refused to order the yeas and nays. 

Mr. COX, of New York. If in order I am willing to withdraw the 
motion to adjourn, if it be not too late. 

The SPEAKER. The House has voted on the motion. The Chair 
thinks it is too late, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’"] 

Mr. BAYNE. Irise to a point of order. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAYNE. Evidently the House refused to order the yeas and 
nays under a misapprehension. We did not abandon the call for the 
yeas and nays, for it was supposed naturally that a vote by tellers or a 
division would have settled the question. The purpose of refusing the 
yeas and nays at the beginning was because we conceived that the vote 
might be determined in a readier manner. But now have we not the 
right to insist upon the yeas and nays? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair can not of course take notice of the pur- 
pose for which the yeas and nays were refused, but simply of the fact 
that they were refused. 

Mr. BAYNE. I now call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been refused by the House 
already. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] now moves to 
reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays were rei and the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] moves to lay that motion on 
the table. 

Mr. RYAN, Mr. McKINLEY, Mr. MILLER, and others demanded 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McCOID. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McCOID. Iwish toinquire whether by unanimous consent this 
motion to adjourn and the proceedings thereon can not be withdrawn? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. McCOID. I suggest to the gentleman from New York to ask 
unanimous consent for that pu 

Mr. COX, of New York. It is not in my power. Objection has 
been made all around me. 

Mr. WILLIS. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana to lay on the table the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio to reconsider the vote by which the House refused to order the 
yeas and nays; on that the yeas and nays have been ordered, and the 
Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 146, nays 126, not 


voting 48; as follows: 
YEAS—146, 
Aiken, Dowd, wis, Skinner, T.G. 
Alexander, Duncan, tive Slocum, 
noe Duuni LOVADE: Spriggs, 
ey, n WTY, pringer, 
Ballentine, Eldredge, cAdoo, Stevens, 
Barbour, Ermentrout, McMillin Stewart, Charles 
Barksdale, vins, Matson, Stockslager, 
Bennett, Fiedler, nato Summer, 0. A. 
Blanchard, Finerty, Miller, J. F. Summer, D. 
Bland, Forney, Mitchell Talbott, 
Blount, 4 Money, Taylor, J. M. 
~ Gibson, orse, Thompson, 
Buchanan, s Moulton Throckmorton, 
nese Grom bets mant auna F 
rnes, reenleaf, urphy, ‘ownshen 
Cabell, Halsell, Mutchier, Tucker, `° 
Caldwell, Hammond, Neece, Tully, 
Candler, Hardeman, Nicholls. Turner, H. G, 
Carleton, Hardy, O'Neill, J.J. Turner, Oscar 
Clardy, Hatch, W. H. Pierce, Van Alstyne, 
Clay, Hemphill, Peel, S. W. ance, ` 
Clements, Hewitt, G. Potter, Van Eaton 
bb, Hitt, Pryor, Ward, 
Collins, Hoblitzell, Warner, Richard 
Connolly, olman, Randall, Wellborn, 
ve, Hopkins, Rankin, Weller, 
Covington, ouseman, x Wemple, 
Cox, 8.8. Hunt, 3 White, J. D. 
Cox, W.R. Peep a Robertson, illiams, 
Š pasa oe ern gv fe Be aye 
n, ones, J. Rogers, J. nans, 
Davidson, Jones, J.K. Rogers, W. F. Woolford, 
Deuster, Jones, J.T. Š ‘ood, 
Dibble, King, Scales, Worthington, 
Dibrell, Kleiner, Seymour, Yaple. 
Dockery, b, W, 
Dors! er, Singleton. 
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NAYS—126, 
Adams, J.J. Foran, McCoid, Seney, 
Anderson, Geddes, McComas, Shelley, 
Atkinson, George, McCormick, Skinner, 
Bayne, Goff, McKinley, Smith, 

h, Guenther, illard, Snyder, 
Belford, Han! Miller, S. H. Spooner, 
Bingham. Harmer, Milliken, Steele, 

bee, Hart, ills, Stephenson, 
Blackburn, Hatch, H. H. Morey, Stewart, J. W. 
Bowen, Haynes, Morgan, Stone, 
Brainerd, Henderson, D.B. Morrison, Strait, 
Breckinridge, Henderson, T.J. Nelson, Struble, 
Breitung, ill, Nutting, Taylor, E. B. 
Brewer, È ) Oates, Taylor, J. D. 
Brewer, J. H. Holmes, O'Neill, Charles Thomas, 
Browne, T. M. Holton, Paige, Valentine 
Brown, Houk, Parker, Wadsworth, 
Budd, Hurd, Payson, Wait, 
Calkins, James, Peelle, S. J. Wakefield, 
Campbell, J. M. Jeffords, Perkins, Warner, A, J. 
Cannon, Johnson, Peters, Washburn, 
Converse, Jordan, Pettibone, Weaver, 
Culberson, D. B. Kasson, Phelps, White, Milo 
Cullen, Kean, Poland, Whiting, 
Cutcheon, Keifer, Ranney, Wilkins, 
Davis, D. R, Kelley, Ray,G. W. Wilson, James 
Elliott, Kete $ Ray, Ossian Wilson, W. L. 
Ellwood, Lacey, Recd, Winans, John 
Evans, L. N Lawrence, Robinson, J.S. Wise, J.S. 
Everhart, Le Fevre, Rockwell, York, 
Farrell, Long, Russell, 
Follett, Lyman, Ryan, 

NOT VOTING—48. 

Adams, G. E. Curtin, + Hewitt, A.S. O'Hara, 
Barr, Davis, L. H. Hooper, Patton, 
Belmont, Davis, R. T, Horr, Payne, 
Boutelle, Dingley, Howey, Post, 

yle, Dunham, Kellogg, Price, 
Brumm, Ellis, ird, Rice, 
Burleigh, Findlay, Libbey, Riggs. 
Campbell, Felix Graves, Maybury, Rowell, 
Cassidy, Hancock, Morrill, Storm, 
Chace, Henley, Muller, Wise, G. D. 
Cook, Hepburn, Murray, Woodward, 
Culbertson, W. W. Herbert, Ochiltree, Young. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of Nlinois, by unanimous consent, 
the reading of the names was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers report on the motion to adjourn 104 
in the affirmative and 96 in the negative, and the motion is agreed to. 

The House accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Petition of 80 citizens of Topeka, Kans., rela- 
tive to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign A ffairs. 

Also, protest of the third annual encampment, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Kansas, against the reduction of pension agencies—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of honorably discharged soldiers of 
Perry County, Pennsylvania, for the extension of the pension laws—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. BEACH: Petition of Capt. E. J. Strang, of the Quartermaster’s 
Department, that his true rank in the Army may be declared—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUDD: Protest against the passage of the bill for the relief 
of P. K. Dederick—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of J. P. Smith, against lowering the duty on borax, 
&c,—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, unanimous indorsement of the board of supervisors of Sacra- 
mento, Cal., of Budd’s H. R. 102, for the improvement of the Sacra- 
mento River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CALKINS: Petition of Reed Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
abt, for the passage of bill for relief of soldiers of the late war—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Papers relating to the claim of Michael 
Nawgle—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: Papers relating to claims of James M. Deweese 
and others, to make homestead entries in Nebraska—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of citizens of Kalamazoo, Mich., and 
memorial of the State encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
Department of Michigan, for the establishment of a branch of the Na- 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers in Michigan—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: Petition of Charles A. D. Rogers, for increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of J. B. Murphy and 54 others, relative to the Chinese 
restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of John Taggart, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Jackson B. Ward, for relief—to the Select Commit- 
tee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 


By Mr. J. H. EVINS: Petition of the Woman’s National Indian 
Association, for a civil government for Alaska—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. FOLLETT: Memorial of the Bricklayers and Masons’ In- 
ternational Union, in favor of bill to prohibit the importation of foreign 
labor, &c.—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial of the faculty of the Ohio Wesleyan University and 
others, relative to the education of Indian children—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FORAN: Petition of the vessel-owners of Cleveland, Ohio, 
representing one hundred and thirty vessels, protesting against the pas- 
sage of House bill 5128—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Papers relating to the claim of Michael Kreis— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of the members of the Germantown 
Branch of the National Indian Rights Association of Philadelphia, Pa., 
relative to the education of the Indians—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Also, petition of the iron and steel manufacturers and iron ore pro- 
ducers, protesting against the enactment of the Morrison tariff bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. H. H. HATCH: Resolution in the nature of a petition for a 
general encampment of militia—to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Papers relating to the claim of William 
Schuman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of H. R. Horr—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Resolutions of Wheeler Post, No. 98, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Indiana, for the equalization of bounties, 
&c.—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay. 

Also, petition of John T. Ellis and others, citizens of Vevay, Ind., for 
a pension for Mrs. Ann Con—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Capt. John Burkhart—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of B. F. Willis, J. R. Tipton, and 420 others, citizens 
of Whitman County, Territory of Washington, asking for the forfeiture 
of the unearned portion of the Northern Pacific Railroad grant, &e.—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HOLMES: Petition of members of George Gibson Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Dows, Iowa, asking for a grant of one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of land to all honorably discharged soldiers, &c.— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petitions of citizens of Coal Creek, Anderson County, 
Tennessee, relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Petition in relation to the bill for the relief of 
W. A. Munford—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, petition of the citizens of the town of Newburg, Warrick County, 
Indiana, for the reconstruction of the wharf in front of their town, washed 
away by the floods of the Ohio River, owing to the dam built by the 
United States, which turned the current against the town—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizensof Palo Pinto County,Tex., rel- 
ative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of re-enlisted veterans, relative to bounties, 
&c.—to the Select Committee on Paymentof Pensions, Bounty, and Back 


Pay. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of citizens of Mineral Ridge, Ohio, 
protesting against the reduction of the tariff oniron and wool, and urging 
the restoration of the former duty on wool—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the wage-workers of Canal Fulton, Ohio, relative to 
the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Afairs. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition for the relief of Mrs. E. Tripler—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Detroit Board of Trade and numerous individ- 
uals, for a harbor of refuge at Lac la Belle, Mich.—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Adeline A. Turner, for arrears of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of James C. Kennedy and 23 others, of Woburn, 
Mass., relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce and of 
the city council of Duluth, Minn., for the improvement of the harbor 
at Duluth—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Hartley and others, to protect bona fide purchasers 
of lands, &e.—to the Commitee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: Petition of S. P. Hamilton and others, citizens 
and prominent business men of Savannah, Ga., and the memorial of 
the oflicers of the United States revenue-marine service stationed at 
Sa , Ga., to promote the efficiency of the revenue marine serv- 
ice—severally to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. S. W. PEEL: Memorial of citizens of Arkansas, relative to the 
improvement of Sabine Pass—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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By Mr. PETTIBONE: Papers relating to the claimof David J. Carr 
and of Aaron B, Carr—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, in favor of the 
presentsystem of paying pensions—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
By Mr. PUSEY: Resolution of Barnes Post, No. 103, Grand Army of 


the Republic, Department of Iowa, asking one hundred and sixty 
acres of land for all honorably discharged soldiers—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of D. G. Morrison, of Philadelphia, on 
the subject of the foot and mouth diseases of cattle—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. REAGAN: A billand papers relating to the improvement of 
the channel between Galveston Harbor and the Gulf of Mexico—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. REESE: Papers relating to the improvement of the Oconee 
River; in the State of Georgia—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Memorial of the Silk-Culture Association of 
California—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, papers relating to the case of E. L. Brown—to the Committee 
on Claims, 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of citizens of Kansas, relative to the Chi- 
nese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. C. R. SKINNER: Petition of the New York State Temper- 
ance Society, relative to the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. SLOCUM: Papers relating to the claim of George Conway— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Papers relating to the claim of George W. Rat- 
cliff—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of re-enlisted veterans of the late war 
for pensions, &c.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of John Mann, relating to back bounty due him—to 
the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, petition of W. H. Wright and others, citizens of Jacksonville, 
TIl., in aid of pension claim of Edward W. Wyatt—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of John Grimm, praying that the old sol- 
diers of three wars may be placed on the pension-rolls—to the Select 
Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of J. M. Robinson and 128 soldiers 
and citizens, for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Frank M. Guernsey—to the same committee. 

Also, resolutions of the Kansas Cane-Growing Association, relative 
to sugar in Kansas—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of ex-soldiers of the Union Army, ask- 
ing for a grant of one hundred and sixty acres of land to each soldier— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Memorial of citizens of Trumbull and Ma- 
honing Counties, Ohio, relative to the tariff—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Petition of P. E. Parker, for relief—to the 
Committee on Claims. I 

By Mr. TULLY: Papers relating to the pension claim of Catherine 
South—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VANCE: Petition of D. A. Blackwell and 100 citizens, for a 
mail-route in North Carolina—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Thomas P. Edwards and others, 
citizens of Elmira, N. Y., relativeto the Chinese restriction act—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Petition of dealers and manufacturers of to- 
bacco of Minneapolis, Minn., relating to the prompt settlement of the 
tobacco-rebate claims—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of 255 citizens of Minnesota, for an amendment to the 
Constitution relative to the disfranchisement of United States citizens 
on account of sex—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WELLER: Memorialand jointresolution of theState of Iowa, 
relative to the construction of a canal from the Mississippi River to the 
Illinois River—to the Committee on Railroads and Canals. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of M. S. Harriman and 110 others, 
of Mrs. Ann Wescott and 149 others, of Mrs. Louisa Stewart and 114 
others, and of Martha A. Dorrett and 120 others, citizens of Minnesota, 
cs me of a sixteenth amendment—severally to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of Elizabeth Geostesphan, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES WILSON: Papers relating to the claim of James 
Whitehead—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Papers relating to the claim of Thomas 
Licklider—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition for the relief of John Brickley—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of J. C. McKelden, M. G. Emery, Flodoardo Howard, 


and the heirs of the late J. A. Kennedy and of Douglass Moore for re- 
lief—severally to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. YAPLE: Petition of John Edwards, J. W. Rose, and others, 
citizens of Kalamazoo, Mich., asking for the establishment of a Michi- 
gan branch of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of B. Dessenberg and others, citizens of Kalamazoo, 
Mich., to facilitate the paymentofclaims for rebate of the tax on tobacco— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, papers relating to the improvement of the harborat New Buffalo, 
Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 4, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
NAMING OF A PRESIDING OFFICER. 
The Secretary [Mr. ANson G. McCook] called the Senate to order 
and read the following: 
To the Senate: 
Pursuant to the rules I hereby name and designate Hon. Aucustus H. GAR- 
LAND, a Senator from the State of Arkansas, to perform the duties of the chair 


in my absence this day. 
GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 
Presiden tempore, 

WASHINGTON, D. O., 4th March, 1884, ahs 

Mr. GARLAND thereupon took the chair as presiding officer for to- 
day. 

THE JOURNAL. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills received yesterday from the House of Represent- 
atives were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 103) granting a pension to Theresa Crosby Watson; 

A bill (H. R. 432) to increase the pension of Joseph B. Sellers; 

A bill (H. R. 1025) granting a pension to Sarah Dayton, widow of 
Erastus G. Dayton; 

A bill (H. R. 1065) granting an increase of pension to George F. 

D 


resser; 
A bill (H. R. 1076) granting a pension to Miles B. Farlin; 


A bill i R. 1142) granting a pension to Nelly Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. 1410) granting a pension to Henry Schnetberg, of Indi- 
ana, Pa. ; 

A bill (H. R. 1897) granting a pension to Catherine Hunter; 

A bill (H. R. 2251) to increase the pension of Dileno Robinson; 

A bill (H. R. 2393) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary McLaughlin; 

A bill (H. R. 2398) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, Ann W. 
Mulvey; 

A bill (H. R. 2399) granting a pension to Clarissa McKee; 

A bill (H. R. 2419} for the relief of Judith Lauter; 

A bill (H. R. 2419) granting a pension to Robert Nutt; 

A bill (H. R. 2473) for the relief of Margaret A. Caswell; 

A bill (ir R. 270 granting a pension to Nancy Ellis; and 

A bill (H. R. 3669) granting a pension to Robert M. Flack. 


SEAL OF THE SENATE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Secretary of the Senate; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Rules: 

UNITED STATES SENATE, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, March 4, 1884. 

Sır: I have the honor to inclose a letter from the assistant librarian of the 
Senate in reference to the seal of the Senate. 

Heretofore I have declined to attach the seal to any document, because I 
have not been able to find authority for doing so; and I submit to you the pro- 

riety of the Senate taking some action, by resolution or otherwise, clearly de- 

ining the authority of the Secretary in the premises. 


Yours, respectfully, 
: ANSON G. McCOOK, 
Secretary of the Senate, 
Hon. GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 
President pro tempore. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PALMER. I present resolutions of the Board of Trade of De- 
troit, Mich., indorsing the protest of the Merchants’ Exchange of Buffalo, 
N Xy inst the extension of the various patents for improvements 
in what is known as the steam grain-shovel. I move that the memorial 
be referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present resolutions addressed to the Senate, adopted 
by the 8. R. Deach Post, No. 58, Grand Army of the Republic, of Jewell 
City, State of Kansas, in which it— 


Enters its earnest and Spr Drees aer the reinstatement of Fitz-John 
Porter by the Senate of the Uni States, as. such an act would be regarded as 


1576 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


MARCH 4, 


an insult to the loyal soldiers who zealously obe: all orders with alacrity for 
the maintenance of this Government, and would not comport with the avowed 
a say oe oda of our ely mens a ida 0, who are known to be traitors. 
o the 
J. H. SWEANY, 
Post Commander. 
E. D. HEINECKE, 
Adjutant. 

I believe that these resolutions voice the opinion of nine-tenths of the 
surviving soldiers of the war of the rebellion, and in their expression I 
cordially concur. As the bill has been reported, I move that the reso- 
lution lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Theodore Casterline, a citi- 
zen of Axtell, Kans., late private Company G, First Regiment United 
States Cay: alry Volunteers, praying for the passage of a bill for the 
equalization of bounties; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of 2,000 citizens of 
the city of New York and a petition of over 200 citizens residing in 
various parts of the State of New York, praying for the repeal of the 
act and acts supplementary thereto by which the term of many ad- 
ministrative offices was changed and fixed at four years; which were 
referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. JONAS presented the petition of Edwin E. Saunders and J. A. 
Decuir, of Franklin, La., praying to be allowed to bring suit in the 
Court of Claims, and for the passage of a bill for that purpose; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I presenta petition from W. D. Chipley, 
W. A. D’Alemberté, William H. Knowles, and W. J. Vankirk, a com- 
mittee of the Board of Trade of Pensacola, Fia., praying Congress to make 
an adequate appropriation for the improvement of the outer and inner 
bars of the harbor of Pensacola, Fla., and for deepening the channel to 
a depth of thirty feet and to an adequate width for all purposes of 
commerce. 

In presenting this petition in the momentary absence of my colleague, 
whose proper and zealous efforts in behalf of Pensacola are well known, 
I desire to say that these gentlemen are persons of intelligence and 
high character, and largely engaged in trade and commerce, The mer- 
chants of Pensacola, whom they represent, are equal to any body of men 
in enterprise and public spirit and intelligence. ‘They do not appre- 
ciate more highly than it deserves the magnificent harbor of Pensacola, 
and its valué to the interstate and foreign commerce of the United States 
and its incomparable advantages as a safe naval station for the Gulf. 
Pensacola already attracts a large foreign commerce, and the most im- 
portant national considerations demand that the prayer of their peti- 
tion shall be granted, and that a survey and estimate shall be imme- 
diately made so that an adequate appropriation may be made at this 
session of Congress. 

I move that the pee) be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was 

Mr. HAWLEY cata a petition of John M. Stowell, Alexander 
Mitchell, and 744 other citizens of Wisconsin, praying for the repeal of 
laws limiting the term of certain administrative offices to four years; 
which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. FRYE. I have a memorial of the La Fayette Grover Post, No. 
45, Grand Army of the Republic, of Vinal Haven, Me., addressed to the 
delegation from Maine in Congress assembled, but undoubtedly intended 
for Congress itself. It relates to the equalization of bounties. I ask 
that it may be received and referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper will be received as a me- 
moriai and so referred, if there be no objection. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented a petition of the board of re- 
gents of the State University of California, praying for legislation in 
relation to the agricultural-college grant of lands; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SABIN presented a memorial of the common council of Duluth, 
Minn., favoring an appropriation for the improvement of the harbor at 
that place; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 7) to permit the erection of a statue 
of Garibaldi on the grounds of the national cemetery at Vicksburg, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; and the joint resolution was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 689) granting a pension to Eliza Barbour, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
828) granting a pension to Thomas Patton, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was 
referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 153) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to furnish tents for the fifth annual reunion of the soldiers and 
sailors of the Northwest, to be held at Chicago in the month of August, 
1884, have duly considered the same and instructed me to report it to 


the Senate adversely, recommending that it be indefinitely postponed, 
as there are no tents to be supplied for such purpose, and it would be 
an enormous expense tothe Government to undertake to procure them. 

The joint resolution was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 1219) to donate condemned cast-iron cannon to 
the citizens of Waterville, Me., have duly considered the same and in- 
structed me to report it back to the Senate adv ersely, recommending 
that the bill be indefinitely postponed. Under appropriations hereto- 
fore made there are one hundred and four condemned cannon yet to be 
delivered, and of those on hand there are only sixty-seven field-pieces 
ranging from two thousand to seventeen hundred pounds, and all the 
others are heavy pieces weighing from twenty-five hundred to fifteen 
thousand pounds; so that it is useless to attempt to pass any bill of this 
character, 

Mr. FRYE. Allow me to inquire of the Senator whether the com- 
mittee makes adverse reports in all similar cases ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. We report adversely upon every oneof them. I 
submit a full report, giving all the facts and the reports from the Sec- 
re of War on the subject. 

Mr. FRYE. Linquire further whether at the last session of Congress 
quite a large number of adverse reports were not made for the same 
reason? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is stated in the report which I submit. 
The report reviews the whole history of the matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned if there be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. TheCommitteeon Military Affairs, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 1522) granting condemned cannon to R. H. Graham 
Post of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Moline, Ill., have instructed 
me to report it adversely, with a recommendation that the bill be in- 
definitely postponed on the ground stated in the report. 

The bill was ned indefinitely. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following joint resolution and bills, submitted ad- 
verse reports thereon, which were agreed to; and they wereindefinitely 
postponed: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 60) donating condemned cannon to the town 
of Cavendish, Vt.; 

A bill (S. 1528) donating four condemned mortars, four cannon and 
carriages, and one hundred shell and shot to the town of Rutland, Vt. ; 
and 

A bill (S. 1527) authorizing the Secretary of War to turn over to the 
governor of the State of Kansas four pieces of condemned cannon for 
the use of the Leavenworth Light Infantry Battalion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 1517) granting eight condemned cannon to be used 
in the erection of a statue to the memory of General William H. Lytle, 
of Ohio, have instructed me to report it adversely. The bill proposes 
to donate eight condemned bronze cannon, and not cast-iron. In the 
report I have stated the action of the committee heretofore, and that 
alland more than all the condemned bronze cannon on hand have already 
been appropriated by acts of Congress. The committee therefore rec- 
ommend that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The bill was indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were to; and the bills were indefinitely postponed: 

A bill (S. 927) granting a pension to James Rockwell; and 

A bill (S. 930) granting a pension to Spencer W. Tryon. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 545) for the relief of the widow of Col. Lyman M. 
Kellogg, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; 
and the bill was ned indefinitely. 

Mr. COLQUITT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1218) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Baker, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of Electa W. Jacobs, praying for a pension, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was agreed to; and the committee were discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 429) granting a pension to Laura C. P. Haskins, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

ae bill (S. 615) granting arrears of pension to Wellington V. Huested; 


e bill (S. 485) granting a pension to L. V. Hallyfield. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, from the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1000) for the relief of George F. Roberts, 
administrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving 
partner of Thayer Brothers, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (8. 
336) releasing the estate of the late Frank Soulé, late collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the first district of the State of California, and his 
sureties on his official bond, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL. I report back, by direction of the Committee on 
Finance, the bill (S. 1285) for the relief of J. L. Whitaker and the bill 
(S. 1470) for the relief of J. L. Whitaker with a bill in the nature of a 
substitute. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bills will be indefinitely post- 
poned, and the proposed substitute will be read by its title. 

The bill (S. 1705) to provide for the issue of duplicate checks was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iwill merelystate that the only change in the exist- 
ing law is to provide that checks when lost or stolen may be paid by 
the Treasury Department if they exceed the amount of $1,000 and do 
not exceed the amount of $2,500. It merely strikes out ‘‘ $1,000” in 
section 3646 of the Revised Statutes and inserts ‘‘ $2,500.” I ask for 
the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let it go over until the regular Calendar is called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama objects to 
the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then Iask that it be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. BECK. _I rose to ask the Senator from Alabama if he would not 
eee bill to be called up after the regular morning business is con- 

uded. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection at all to its consideration after 
the call of morning business. 

Mr. BECK. There are so many little things of this character an- 
noying us all the time that it is better to pass a general bill. We can 
dispose of the bill in a minute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be laid on the table 
until after the call of morning business. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred a message of the President of the United States 
on the subject, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 
1706) to accept and ratify an agreement with the confederated tribes 
of the Flathead, Kootenay, and Upper Pend d’Oreille Indians for the 
sale of a portion of their reservation in the Territory of Montana re- 
quired for the use of the Northern Pacific Railroad, and to make the 
necessary appropriations for carrying out the same; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. BOWEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1110) for the reliefof James H. Hamilton, reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 516) to adjust the accounts of John B. Monteith, deceased, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. : 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1106) for the relief of Frances H. Plummer, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
733) dedicating the military reservation at Plattsburg, N. Y., to the 
village of Plattsburg, for a public park, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1347) for the relief of the sufferers by loss of the 
Government steamer J. Don Cameron, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iaminstructed by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1670) to relieve the members and 
judge-advocate of the general court-martial for the trial of Fitz-John 
Porter from the operation of certain restrictions of the eighty-fourth 
article of war, to report it without amendment. I ask for the present 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object to its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama objects, 
and the bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

` Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1519) to regulate the powers and duties 
of the board of trustees of the Industrial Home School of the District 
of Columbia in respect to infant wards and scholars, and for other 
purposes, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on the Library, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1309) to provide statuary and histor- 
ical tablets for the Saratoga monument, to report it without amend- 
ment, and to submita report thereon. 

In connection with the bill I offer the following order for the print- 
ing of additional copies of the report for the use of the Senate, which 
will go to the Committee on Printing under the rules: 

Ordered, That 1,000 additional copies of the report on Senate bill 1399, entitled 
“ A bill to provide statuary and historical tablets for the Saratoga monument,” be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 


REPORT OF NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing to re- 
port the following concurrent resolution : 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of ntatives concurring), That the Report 
of the National Academy of Sciences, with its appendices, be 


rinted in the 
usual octavo form, but that the four accom ying memoirs be printed in quarto 
form; and thot 1,000 additional copies of the report and memoirs be printed for 


the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 
and 1,500 copies for the use of the Academy of Sciences. 

I beg the Senate toallow the immediate consideration of the resolution. 
i The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 

ution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Academy of Sciences, as Senators know, is con- 
stituted by an act of Congress, and its members are required without 
compensation to report upon such subjects of importance, scientific and 
other, as may be committed to them by the various Departments. 
Among the reports referred to in this resolution are two of great pub- 
lic value, one concerning glucose, to which some of the most eminent 
chemists have given attention, and the other concerning methylated 
alcohol, which hasin view, I suppose, some possible changes in taxation 
upon alcohol for mechanical and manufacturing purposes. The acad- 
emy is required to make an annual report. - 

The resolution was agreed to. 


/|\BILES INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1707) to establish a court of 
appeals and to provide additional circuit court judges; which was read 
twice by its title. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1708) to amend the act of Congress of 
March 3, 1875, entitled ‘‘An act to determine the jurisdiction of circuit 
courts of the United States and to regulate the removal of causes from 
State courts, and for other purposes,’’ and to repeal sections 639 and 640 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire in this connection to say that I present 
these bills at the request of the Law Association of Philadelphia, who 
have been considering the general question for many years, and who 
have considered it very carefully, as I think, and have embodied their 
views in a report which I shall call to the attention of the Judiciary 
Committee. Therefore the bills represent more than my individual 
ideas on the subject. I move that the bills be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. , 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1709) granting a pension to Leo- 
nora A. Boyden; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1710) to provide permanent reserva- 
tions for the Indians in Northern Montana, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. JONAS introduced a bill (S. 1711) for the relief of Edwin C. 
Saunders and J. A. Decuir, of Franklin, La.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1712) for the relief of Mrs. 
E. W. F. Chevis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1713) for the relief of John 
B. McDaniel, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1714) for the relief of Jean 
P. Lafleur; which was read twice by its titlepand referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1715) to provide for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Dayton, Ohio; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1716) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Springfield, Ohio; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1717) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Zanesville, Ohio; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1718) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Youngstown, Ohio; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. WILLIAMS introduced a bill (S. 1719) to rerate the pension of 
Lawrence P. N. Landrum; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1720) to provide for the settle- 
ment of the estates of deceased Kickapoo Indians in the State of Kan- 
sas, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. i 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1721) for a bridge across the Missouri 
River at White Cloud, in Doniphan County, Kansas; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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Mr. BAYARD introduced a bill (S. 1722) to establish a court of ap- 
peals and to provide for certain changes in the constitution of the cir- 
cuit courts of the United States when sitting in banc, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1723) to improve the entrance and 
channels of Pensacola Harbor, Florida, including both the outerand inner 
bar; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1724) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to deliver certain cannon to the Saratoga Monu- 
ment Association; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1725) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Saratoga Springs, N. Y.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 1726) granting a pension to John 
M. Broome; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (8. 1727) to grant letter-carriers at 
free-delivery offices thirty days’ leave of absence in each year; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. y 

. Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1728) giving copyright to news- 
papers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. z 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iintroduce a billas a substitute for Senate bill No. 

050. 

The bill (S. 1729) to authorize the refunding of the national debt, and 
for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1730) torefer the claim of Charles 
W. Adams to the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1731) granting an increase of pension to 
Frances H. Downes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 1732) for the purchase of suit- 
able grounds in the city of Richmond, in the State of Indiana, and the 
erection thereon of a public building for the post-office, United States 
collector’s office, United States commissioner’s office, and for the use of 
other United States officers in said city, and appropriating money for 
said purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, it was 


Ordered, That the paper in the case of Mrs. Mary Griffith be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers now on file in the Senate relating to the claim of Vir- 
es and other States for advances made to the United States during the war of 
114 be withdrawn and delivered to the Judiciary Committee of the House 
of Representatives. 
Ordered, That the papers now on file in the Senate relating to the case of John 
S. Braxton, late collector of customs at Norfolk, be withdrawn and delivered to 
the Committee on Claims of the House of Representatives. 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 
Ordered, That the petition and papers of John T. Henneman be taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Finance, 
FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. SAWYER submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, instructed to report 
to the Senate theamountof judgments or awards, and in whose favor rendered, 
the Government by the courts or by duly appointed commissioners, and 
from which no appeal has been taken and the time for an appeal has expired, and 
where the liability of the Government is admitted, and if he knows of any rea- 
son why judgments of that class should not be paid for damages occasioned by 
= rans of dams on the Fox and Wisconsin River improvement in the State 
iseonsin. 


DUPLICATES OF LOST CHECKS. 

Mr. BECK. Ihope the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] will 
now call up the bill which he reported this morning from the Commit- 
tee on Finance. It will save some trouble if we pass it now. 

Mr. MORRILL. Wouldit be in order to ask for the consideration of 
the bill at this time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that the bill be now considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1705) to provide for the issue of duplicate checks. 


Be it enacted, &c., That section 3646 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be amended to read as follows: 

“ Whenever any original check is lost, stolen, or destroyed, disbursing officers 
and agents of the United States are authorized, after the expiration of six months, 
and within three years from the date of such check, oes duplicate check: 


and the Treasurer, assistant treasurers, and des’ eposi ofthe United 
_ States are directed to pay such duplicate checks, upon notice and proof of the 
loss of the original checks, under such regulations in regard to their issue and 


Eea States, as tse SOLDE of tho Troascry shall preseribe, ‘This Sexson 
oi! u: 5 
shali not ena r any check exceeding in peneki the Lata $2,500.” i 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iwill merely say that the bill only changes the 
words ‘“‘$1,000” to ‘“‘$2,500.” If passed it will save some labor in 
both Houses in the consideration of various private bills from year to 
year. My recollection is that at one time we passed a bill where the 
amount exceeded $1,000 by only $1; and in all cases that we have 
acted upon for the last four or five years the excess above $1,000 has 
been very small. It was thought best by the Committee on Finance 
to report a general bill, to save the introduction of special bills for 


cases. 

Mr. COCKRELL. For the reason stated by the Senator from Ver- 
mont, and because the bill will take from Congress a large number of 
special bills for relief which are absolutely necessary under the exist- 
ing law, I am in favor of the present consideration and passage of this 
bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 5667) grant- 
ing pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and for 
other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

COLUMBIA RIVER. 


Mr. DOLPH. Sometime since! introduced a bill, which is No. 11 in 
the order of business, being the bill (S. 701) making appropriation for 
the improvement of the mouth of the Columbia River, in the State of 
Oregon and Territory of Washington. If it shall be the pleasure of 
the Senate, I should like to call up the bill at 2 o’clock on Friday next 
for the purpose of submitting some remarks and having the bill re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

RAILROAD IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Senate will proceed to the consideration of the Calendar under 
Rule VIII. 

The bill (S. 50) to grant to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé Rail- 
way Company a right of way through the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes, was announced as first in order. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Railroads, which was to strike all outafter the enacting clause 
and to insert a substitute, but before concluding was interrupted by 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to make objection to the consideration of 
the bill under the five-minute rule. I have no objection personally to 
fixing a day for its consideration, but there are some amendments that 
I wish to suggest, and I do not think we can safely consider the bill 
under the five-minute rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana objects to 
the further consideration of the bill. Under the objection it goes over. 

Mr. BROWN, Will the Senator and the Senate be willing to fix any 
day, not a distant day, when we may consider the case? 

Mr. HARRISON. With reference to special orders, so far as I am 
concerned there are two or three bills that we very nearly approached 
two weeks ago on the General Calendar for 2 o’clock, and I do not feel 
like consenting to special orders until we have passed some of those 
bills; but within a few days I shall be willing to agree with the Sena- 
a froni Georgia in fixing an early day for the consideration of this 

ill. 

Mr. BROWN. I shall probably make the motion then at an early 
day to fix a day for the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. As soon as we pass a bill or two that is on the 
regular Calendar I shall make no objection. 


DETAILS FROM THE ARMY. 

The bill (S. 641) concerning details from the Army was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with: 
an amendment, in line 5, after the word ‘‘ consecutively,’’ to insert 
‘except by order of the President;”’ so as to read: 

That no regimental or company officer shall be detached from duty with his 
regiment or com y for more than three years consecutively, except by an 
order of the President; and any officer heretofore or hereafter detailed who shall 
be returned to duty with his company or regiment under the provisions of this 
act shall not be again detailed, except temporarily, and not then fora od of 
more than sixty days, until after the expiration of three years from 
to his company or regiment. 

Mr. CONGER. I think the bill should go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan objects 
to the further consideration of the bill, and it will go over. 


DESTRUCTION OF SALT-WORKS, 


The bill (S. 13) for the relief of those suffering from the destruction 
of the salt-works near Manchester, Ky., pursuant to the orders of Maj. 
Gen. Carlos Buell, was announced as next in order. 


return 
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Mr. HARRIS. Let that go over. There is an adverse report. — 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee objects 
to the consideration of the bill, and it will go over. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. “LUMB. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to Order of 
Business No. 119, being Senate bill 551, which was under consideration 
under Rule VIII some days since and was objected to by the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Concer]. I understand that that Senator is now 
willing to withdraw his objection, and I make the point that the bill is 
now entitled to be considered under Rule VIII. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks the 

resent consideration of the bill he has indicated. Is there objection? 
if not, it will be considered before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be reported by title for information. 

The Secretary read the title of the bill (S. 551) to extend the laws 
of the United States over certain unorganized territory south of the 
State of Kansas. 

Mr. HARRISON. ‘Thiscanonly come up for consideration by unani- 
mous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think the Senator from Kansas had better not 
interrupt the proceeding under Rule VIII by asking to bring up this 
bill, as it stands in a very different attitude, 


Mr. PLUMB. It properly stands for consideration under Rule VIII. 
Mr. HARRISON. Iunderstand the Chair to rule against that propo- 
sition. 


Mr. PLUMB. Oh, no. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The five-minute rule will apply to it 
under Rule VIII. 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. I understand the effect of the withdrawal 
of the objection is simply to place the bill where it was before the ob- 
jection was made, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not so understand 
the rule. 

Mr. HARRISON. I should think where an objection is once inter- 

and a case is passed over that it comes under the operation of 
ule IX. The objector can not by withdrawing the objection restore 
a bill to the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the next 
order. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does the Chair hold that this bill is not restored to 
its place under the eighth rule? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so holds. 


THE BARK VISCOUNT CANNING. 


The bill (S. 452) to remit the forfeiture of the British bark Viscount 
Canning, and to refund the proceeds of the sale thereof to her owners, 
Edward D. Morris and C. R. Morris, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee of the Judiciary with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That in the matter of the forfeiture of the British bark Viscount Canning, on 
which she was condemned and sold by order of the district court of the United 
States for the southern district of Alabama, at Mobile, in June, 1879, the Secretary 
of the Treasury is hereby authorized to proceed on the petition for remission in 
thesame manner and with the same effect as if the sum arising from the sale of 
said vessel had not been covered into the Treasury ; and ifsaid forfeiture, or any 

rt thereof, shall be remitted, the Secretary of the Treasury may pay out of the 
Freasary such sum as he may remit to the parties entitled thereto. 

The amendment was to. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

Mr. VEST. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no written report accom- 
panying the bill. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. McMILLAN] re- 

rted it. 

PE, VEST. I should like to know something about it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill was reported by the committee at the last 
session of Con and the Senate, and also reported in the 
pecsent form at this session, changing slightly the form of the preceding 

ill under the letter of advice of the Secretary of the Treasury. A 
sumof money remains in the Treasury which can not be returned to the 
owners of the bark Viscount Canning because the application had not 
been made within the period of time required by the statute. Owing 
to a delay in court the application was not made in time. The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is only authorized to examine the case as if the 
application had been made in time. There is no dispute about the 
claim. The Secretary of the Treasury sent a letter to the Senate in- 
forming the Senate of the disposition of the claim, but its considera- 
tion by the Secretary of the Treasury was prevented by lapse of time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PROTECTION OF CHILDREN. 


The igen 729) for the protection of children in the District of Co- 
te, for other purposes, was considered as in Committee of the 
e. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with amendments. : 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 13, after the word ‘‘by”’ 
where it occurs the second time, to strike out ‘‘ any justice of the peace 
upon complaint made’to him” and insert ‘‘the police court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia;’’ in line 16, before the word ‘‘ police,’’ to insert 


‘*said;”’ after ‘‘ District of Columbia,” in line 22, to insert ‘‘ with the 
consent of the constituted authorities of such asylum or institution;’’ 
so as to make the section read: 


Sxc. 2. That the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall, by the police 
force of said District, aid the said society, its officers and nts, in the enforce- 
ment of all laws relating to or affecting the protection of children; and the com- 
missioners of the said District and their successors are authorized, in their dis- 
cretion, to detail, from time to time, an officer or officers to aid specially in the 
work of said society, or they may commission any duly sopan agents ofsaid 
Ah fongen police officers, without compensation; and such agentsor officers 
shall have power to arrest, without warrant, all persons violating within their 
view any law relating to or affecting the protection of children, or other parties 
so offending by virtue of a warrant issued by the police court of the District of 
Columbia, which offenders shall be taken by such agents or officers before the 
said police court of the District of Columbia for trial. Said agents or officersare 
also hereby empowered to bring before the said court any child who is subjected 
to cruel treatment, willful abuse, or neglect, or any child under 16 years of age 
found in a house of ill-fame; and said court may commit such child to an orphan 
asylum or other public charitable institution in the District of Columbia, with 
the consent of the constituted authorities of such asylum or institution, or make 
such other disposition thereof as now is or may hereafter be provided by law in 
cases of vagrant, destitute, or abandoned children: , That any parent, 
guardian, or near relative who may feel aggrieved by any order of said court in 
=e ee may appeal therefrom to the criminal court of the District of Co- 

umbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 12, before the word 
‘t character,” to insert ‘‘dangerous,’’ and after the word “‘pauper,’’ in 
the same line, to strike out ‘“‘or peddler ;’’ so as to make the section 
read: 

Src, 3. That any person in the District of Columbia who shall torture, cruelly 


beat, abuse, or otherwise willfully maltreat any child under the age of 18 years; 
or any person, having the custody and possession of a child under the oi 
14 years, who shall expose, or aid and abet in exposing, such child inany high- 
way, street, field, house, outhouse, or other place, with intent to abandon it; or 
any person, having in his custody or control a child under the age of 14 years, 
who shall in any way dispose of it witha view to its being employed as an acro- 
bat, or a gymnast, or a contortionist, or a circus-rider, or a rope-walker, or in any 
exhibition of like dangerous character, or as a beggar, or mendicant, or pauper, 
or street-singer, or street-musician; orany person who shall take, receive, hire, 
employ, use, exhibit, or have in custody any child of the age last named for any 
of the purposes last enumerated, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and when convicted thereof shall be subject to punishment by a fine of not more 
than $250, or by imprisonment for a term not exceeding two years, or both. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 2, after the words ‘‘age 
of,’’ to strike out ‘18’? and insert ‘21;’’ so as to make the section 
read: 


4. 


Sec. 4. That any person who shall entice, decoy, place, take, or receive any 
female child under t 


e age of 21 years into any house of iil-fame or disorderly 
house, for the purpose of prostitution, or any person who, having in his custody 
or control such child, l dispose of it to be so received, or to be received in or 
for any obscene, indecent, or immoral purpose, exhibition, or practice, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and when conyicted thereof ] be subject to 
punishment by a fine of not more than $1,000, or by imprisonment for a term not 
exceeding ten years, or both. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). The Chair 
will state to the Senate that the Chief Clerk calls the attention of the 
Chair to the fact that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] some 
days ago gave notice that he intended to offer an amendment which is 
now in the hands of the Chief Clerk. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. That amendment was handed to me by the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] and at his request laid before 
the Committee on the District of Columbia for their consideration. I 
believe they unanimously concluded not to adopt the amendment. I 
so reported to the Senator from Vermont, and I presume that he ac- 
cepted the judgment of the committee. ‘I have heard nothing from 
him since about it. 

Mr. BAYARD. I should like to offer the amendment in the form I 
now send it to the desk, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware may 
modify his amendment. The amendment of the Senator from Dela- 
ware as modified will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment is to insert: 

That whenever any female vagrant or incorrigible corrupt girl or woman of 
known evil repute and life is found soliciting vice upon the streets or elsewhere, 
or residing in a house of ill-fame, she may ba sent under arrest to the Home of 
the Good Shepherd, or to the Home of the Association for Works of Mercy, and 
required to labor at some suitable employment, and receive instruction and 
practical training; and the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, be and the same is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to pay for the support of such class of females in 
the said institutions, one- of said sum being applicable to each of the said 
institutions. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I judge there will be no objection to 


ingrafting this provision upon this bill. It isthe result of a very care- 


ful and benevolent examination of a class of people in this District who 
especially need the care of Congress. It has been said by a proverb 
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that an ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure. No stronger 
illustration could be found than that suggested by thisamendment. It 
is to rescue the young, the ignorant, the helpless, the unprotected class 
of females who are hovering on the brink of vice and have not quite 
stepped overit. It is to rescue them by committing them to the charge 
of thoughtful and organized benevolence in order that they may be 
taught the means of a practical, industrious, and honest means of self- 
support. There are two of these establishments, one thoroughly or- 
ganized and in existence upon the basis of private benevolence, which, 
however, is not able to extend its operation so wide as is desirable; the 
other which under law has just been organized, and therefore needs at 
once the helping hand of Congress. It is not a mere charity; it is an 
assistance to provide active, well-organized benevolence. 

I know not how a person who has made charity to a class a study can 
be more obliged than when he shall assist at the personal efforts and 
the labor that accompanies or ought to accompany personal charity in 
behalf of a dangerous class in the community. The effort now is, and 
Ihave been made the instrument of that, by two benevolent associations 
of this District, by offering this amendment, at a small cost to do an 
infinite amount of good in the way of anticipating evil results. 

I trust this measure may receive the approval of the Sehate. I do 
not understand that itis opposed by the committee, but simply that the 
responsibility of providing an appropriation to make the amendment 
efficient may not be for one reason or another ascribed to the committee. 
I mentioned it, however, to the chairman of the committee—the Sena- 
tor having the bill in charge at that time was not inthe Senate Cham- 
ber—and from him I derived the impression that there would be really 
no objection to it. I am sure after considering this subject and exam-, 
ining the object, the scope, the effect of the amendment, it will com- 
mend itself to the approval of every member of this body. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, the chairman of the com- 
mittee is not here just at this moment, but I can briefly state the ob- 
jections to this amendment. 

In the first place, I think it is the opinion of those who examined it 
that it would be impracticable; and in the next place, a very much 
graver objection, it is thought it is unconstitutional. It takesa certain 
class of offenders against the morality of the District of Columbia with- 
out warrant or other process, and practically imprisons them without 
trial. That is the gravest objection to theamendment. I believe that 
is the only real objection I have to urge against it, because that was 
esteemed to be all that it would be necessary to say. 

I believe further that the bill would be embarrassed very much by 
putting such an amendment on, if its efficacy would not be entirely 
destroyed. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I really think that the Senator 
prehends—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must call the attention of 
the Senator from Delaware to the fact that under Rule VIII no Senator 
has a right to address the Senate more than once and only for five 
minutes. 

Mr. BAYARD. Has he a right to speak twice, so that he does not 
exceed five minutes on the two occasions? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would rule that he can 
not break his five minutes into two es. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have no disposition to violate the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould like to have the Senator from Delaware 

ive us some more definite information concerning the character of these 
fastitutions. Are they purely private, or are they church institutions 
of any descriptions, denominational strictly? 

Mr. BAYARD. If I may answer the Senator—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the time of the Senator from Con- 
necticut the Senator from Delaware may answer his question, with‘his 

ission. 

Mr. BAYARD. The amendment is nothing but in the line of the 
exercise of the ordinary police powers now vested in these magistrates. 
It simply gives them these places which are to-day supported by pri- 
vate means to commit these parties to; it gives the institutions public 
assistance, and thereby subjects them to public supervision. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will statemy objectin making theinquiry. Ido 
not know these institutions; I am not aware of their particular charac- 
ter. But by such a course as is here proposed it is possible that we may 
form such a connection with a private institution that it will lead us to 
make continual appropriations, and that may hereafter be considered a 
duty. If there are reformatory institutions needed in the District in 
any direction, let us establish them ourselves, support them, and send 
these vicious people to them. Any reformatory or corrective institu- 
tions that are needed here we ought to provide. Iama little jealous of 
involving ourselves in these different denominational affairs. Weshall 
create prejudices among the people here and involve ourselves inannual 
appropriations possibly not n A 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The questionis on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Delaware. 


The question being put, it was declared that the ‘“‘noes’’ appeared to 


prevail. 
Mr. BAYARD. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. GARLAND (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The amendment offered 


by the Senator from Delaware enlarges the scope of this bill considerably 
and presents some very interesting questions, as indeed the original bill 
does, and I do not think justice can be done to the subject under the 
limitation of a five-minute debate. Never objecting to considering any- 
thing that anybody asks for, I must object to this bill being considered 
under the limitation of debate. I think it is better it should go over 
without prejudice, and we can take it up some time when we can look 
into the whole subject. The written report that accompanies the orig- 
inal bill has not been read, and, without any intention to delay the mat- 
ter, I object to the consideration of the bill for that simple reason. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). -Shall the 
Chair understand the Senator to object or to ask that the bill be passed 
over without prejudice? 

Mr. GARLAND. Let it be passed over without prejudice, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to its being passed 
over without prejudice to its position on the Calendar, leaving it at the 
head of the Calendar under Rule VIII? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I inquire, what position would that place 
the billin? Would it come up to-morrow again? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If it be passed over by unanimous 
consent without prejudice, leaving it at the head of the Calendar under 
Rule VIII, it will be the first bill on the Calendar to-morrow morning. 

Mr. PLATT. We shall be no better off to-morrow morning than we 
are now. Why can we not suspend the rule now? Or if it goes over 
under objection, I understand that a motion to take it up adopted by 
the Senate will takeit outof the five-minute rule. I call the attention 
of the Senator from Delaware to the fact that as I understand the rule 
if objection is made he can move to take up the bill, and if he can ob- 
tain the vote of the Senate to take it up, then it takes it out of the five- 
minute rule. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to know whatis the practice of the Senate 
in that If a single objection carries the bill over, how can it 
be possible that a mere motion by a majority vote will bring it up now 
for further consideration ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, is there objection to 
passing over this bill informally, leaving it at the head of the Calen- 
dar under Rule VIII? The Chair hears no objection, and it is passed 
over. The next bill on the Calendar will be reported. 


COUNTERFEITING OF FOREIGN SECURITIES. 


The bill (S. 1369) to punish the counterfeiting within the United 
States of notes, bonds, or other securities of foreign governments was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THE YELLOWSTONE PARK. 


The bill (S. 221) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, setting apart a certain tract of land lying 
near the headwaters of the Yellowstone River as a public park, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Territories with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the boundaries of the Yellowstone National Park, as now fixed by sec- 
tion numbered 2474 of the Revised Statutes, shall hereafter beas follows: Begin- 
ning at a point on the forty-fifth parallel of north latitude where said parallel is 
intersected by the meridian of 111° west longitude; thence due east to a point 
on said meridian within ten miles of the eastern boundary of the park as now 
established; thence due south five miles; thence due east to the meridian of 
109° 30’ west a thence due south along said meridian tothe forty-fourth 
parallel of north latitude; thence due west along said parane to its point of 
intersection with the meridian of 111° west longitude; thence due north along 
said meridian to the place of beginning; and it shall be the my ea the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to cause an accurate survey to be made of the boundary lines 
of said park as established by this act, said survey to be recorded in the offices 
of the surveyor-general and Commissioner of the General Land Office of the 
United States, as provided by law. 

Sec, 2. That all of the territory embraced within the limits of the park as 
herein established shall be reserved and withdrawn from settlement, oompany; 
or sale under the laws of the United States, and dedicated and set a; a public 
= or pleasure-ground for the benefit and enjoyment of the people of the United 

es; and said territory so set apart shall be under the control of the Secretary 
of the Interior,and subject to all the provisions of sections numbered 2474 and 
2475 Xr the Revised Statutes of the United States, except as herein otherwise 
pro f 

Seo. 3. That the Secre! of the Interior shall make and publish such rules 
and lations as he may deem necessary and proper for the ma: ment and 
care of the park, especially for the preservation from injury or spoliation of all 
timber, mineral deposits, natural curiosities, or wonderful objects within said 
park, and for the protection of the game animals found in the park, to prevent 
their ture or destruction. He shall cause all persons ing upon the 
park to be removed therefrom, and shall take all measures which he may think 
Donon to carry out the pu: of this act; and the Secretary of War is 
hereby directed to make such details of troops as the Secretary of the Interior, 
with the approval of the President, may require for the pu of preventing 


trespassers or intruders from entering the park with the object of destroying 
me a therein, or other illegal purposes, and for removing such persons kom 
e park. ` 
SEC. 4. That the killing, wounding, or capturing, at any time, of any buf- 
falo, bison, moose, elk, deer, mountain sheep, Rocky Mountain goat, antelope, 
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beaver, otter, martin, fisher, grouse, prairie-chicken, pheasant, fool-hen, part- 


ridge, quail, wild goose, duck, eagle, magpie, swan, heron, sparrow, robin, mead- 
ow-lark, thrush, goldfinch, flicker or yellow-hammer, blackbird, oriole, jay, 
snow-bird, or any of the small birds amaro Sop as singing-birds, is pro- 
hibited within the limits of said park; nor shall any fish be taken out of the 
waters of the park by means of seines, nets, traps, or by the use of drugs or any 
explosive substances or compounds, orin any other way than by hook and line. 
Any person violating the provisions of this section shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and, upon conviction, shall be fined for each offense not less than 
twenty nor more than one hund dollars, or by imprisonment for not more 
than three months, or by both such fine and imprisonment, Possession of the 
dead bodies, or any part thereof, of any of the animals or birds hereinbefore 
mentioned shall be prima facie evidence that the person or persons having the 
same are guilty of violating this act. Any person or persons, or stage, express, or 
railroad company, receiving for transportation any of the ani birds, or fish 
named herein, knowing or having reasonable cause to believe that such ani- 
mals, birds, or fish were killed or captured in violation of this act, shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and s! forfeit and pay. for every such offense the 
sum of $250, to be recovered by a proceeding in the nature of an information be- 
fore any Territorial or United States district court within whose jurisdiction such 
offense was committed; and it shall be the duty of the district attorney of the 
United States for such Territory or district to institute and prosecute said pro- 
ceeding in the name of the United States, the amount collected from the party 
offending to be paid into the Treasury of the United States. 

Sec. 5. That the Secretary of the Interior may lease small portions of ground 
in the park, not exceeding ten acres in extent for each tract, on which may be 
erected hotels and the n outbuildings, and for a period not exceedin; 
ten years; but such lease shall not include any of the geysers or other objects o 
curiosity or interest in said park, or exclude the public from the free and con- 
venient approach thereto, or include any ground within one-quarter of a mile of 
any of the geysers or the Yellowstone Falls; nor shall there be leased more than 
one tract of not exceeding ten acres to any one person, association, or corpora- 
tion; nor shallany hotel or other buildings be erected within the park until such 
lease shall be executed by the Secretary of the Interior; and all contracts, agree- 
ments, or exclusive privileges heretofore made or given in regard to said park, 
or any part thereof, inconsistent with this act, are hereby declared to be invalid; 
nor shall the Secretary of the Interior, in any lease which he may make and ex- 
ecute, grant any exclusive privileges within said park, except upon the ground 


leased. 

. Sec. 6. That for the pur of racic, proton to life and property within 
said park the laws of the Territory of Montana are hereby extended over the 
same, so far as said laws do not conflict with this act; and said park is declared 
to be, for the purpose aforesaid, and the administration of justice gencrall 
therein, a part of the Sonny of Gallatin, in said Territory, until Congress shall 
otherwise provide. Butall costs and expenses arising in cases under this act, 
and properly chargeable to the United States, shall be certified by the court or 
justice trying said cases to the United States marshal for Montana, and shall be 
aie by him out of any public fundsin his hands, and be reported by him tothe 

Department of Justice, as in the case of other costs in the United States courts, 
The violation of any regulation made and pyblished by the Secretary the Inte- 
rior in regard to the control and management of the park, and the protection of 
the game and public property therein, is hereby declared to bea misdemeanor, 
and the party convicted shall be punished for each offense by a fine of not less 
than twenty nor more than one hundred dollars, or by imprisonment for not ex- 
ceeding three months, or by both such fine and imprisonment. 

Sec, 7. That the Secretary of the Interiorshallappoint a superintendent of the 
park, who shall be paid an annual salary of $2,000, and fifteen assistants, who 
shall each be paid annually $900. And it shall be the duty of said superintend- 
ent and his assistants to reside continuously in the k, and to protect the 
game and public property, to preserve the peace, at prevent crime; and for 
this purpose they shall have power to arrest all persons committing any crime 
or misdemeanor within the park, and shall also have all the powers and duties 
conferred by law upon the sheriffs and constables for the Territory of Montana 
and their deputies: Provided, That the power hereby conferred shall be exer- 
cised only within the limits of said park, and in conveying persons arrested to 
the nearest court or officer having jurisdiction of the crime or misdemeanor with 
which the person or persons have necharged: And provided also, That nothing 
herein contained shall be construed as preventing the United States marshals 
from serving within the territory of the park any writ or process issued bylaw- 
ful authority: And provided also, That no timber in said park shal] be cut, either 
for building purposes or for firewood, except by the permission in writing of 
the superintendent of said park, specifying the place at which said timber may 
be cut and the quantity thereof. 

Sec, 8. That the Secretary of War shall detail an officer from the Corps of En- 
gineers, whose duty it shall be to survey and lay out suitable roads in said park 
and select the proper location for bri therein; and the Secretary of War 
shall, upon the report of said officer, make annual estimates for the cost of such 
improvements, and communicate the same to Congress, with such other recom- 
mendations in regard to the park as he may deem proper; and allsums received 
by the Secretary of the Interior from rents in the park, or arising from fines or 
forfeitures for violations of the laws and regulations made for the government 
of said paws and protection of the game and public property therein, shall be 
applied to the improvements hereinbefore mentioned; and the officer or officers 
collecting said fines and forfeitures shall pay the same to the superintendent of 
‘the park, to be accounted for by him to the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sec. 9. That all leases, contracts, rules, and tions made or issued by the 
Secretary of the Interior as herein provided for shall be subject to the approval 


of the President. 
Mr. INGALLS. Is there any report with this bill ? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ere is no printed report. What 


has been read is the amendment re by the Committee on Terri- 
tories in the nature of a substitute for the original bill. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment. .„ 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear in what particular the bound- 
aries as defined in section 1 of the amendment differ from those under 
existing law, whether the area of the park is increased or diminished. 

Mr. VEST. It is a little difficult without a map to explain exactly 
the change. As the park is now constituted, there are about two miles 
taken on the north from the Territory of Montana and upon the west- 
ern side about two miles are taken out of the Territory of Idaho. The 
rest of the park is taken from the Territory of Wyoming. 

The change of boundaries, as we proposeit, is to diminish the boundary 
‘on the north two miles and on the west two miles, bringing the north- 
ern boundary down to a parallel of latitude and the western boundary 
to a meridian of longitude, so as to bring the boundaries to the original 
lines between Wyoming and Montana on the north and Idaho and Wy- 
-oming on the west. On the south the park is extended by this change 
of boundary between nine and ten miles. On the east the park is ex- 
tended about thirty miles, so as to take in a large extent of country 


which is the home of large game and covered with forest trees, the 
preservation of which is absolutely necessary to protect the sources of 
large rivers, and without including that it is absolutely impossible to 
protect either the timber or the large game which there exist. 

The change is made in accordance with the opinion of the officers in 
charge of the geographical survey of the United States and of General 
Sheridan, and after I had personal conversations myself with guides, 
hunters, and trappers who are familiar with that country. It takes in 
no country which is valuable for mineral purposes or for grazing pur- 

In the northeastern corner of the boundaries as defined by the 
first section there is a portion of the park excepted on account of the 
Clark’s Fork mines. The line runs east with a parallel of latitude 
within five miles of the eastern boundary of the park as now defined; 
then the line goes south ten miles, and then directly east. This change, 
as I said before, is made on account of the mines at that point. The 
Delegate from the Territory and the gentlemen interested in those mines 
thought that this exception would cover all the mineral discoveries that 
would probably be made. This is done to avoid any complication as to 
title, and in order to give those now engaged in that enterprise full 
scope and opportunity to proceed with their business. 

Mr. INGALLS. The area withdrawn from the public domain, then, 
if I correctly understand the Senator from Missouri, has been largely 
increased by the amendment of the committee? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. A 

Mr. INGALLS. Can the Senator inform us what the number of 
square miles aggregates under the amendment of the committee? 

Mr. VEST. The present area of the park is about 3,300 square miles. 
It has never been accurately ascertained, but that has been the nearest 
computation that could bemade. This will add to the park in the neigh- 
borhood of 2,000 square miles more, a volcanic region, in which no min- 
erals have ever been discovered and which seems useless for any other 
purpose than that of a national park. It contains a large number of 
curiosities, objects of wonder, petrified forests among others; and all 
persons who have been there and have seen it say that ought to be 
added to the park as it now is; and without this addition there is no 
safety in regard tothe game at all, as they do not come within the pres- 
ent boundaries of the park except during a portion of the year. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the attention of 
the Senator from Missouri to the fact that the time of the Senator from 
Kansas whom he interrupted has expired. 

Mr. VEST. I did not mean to do that. 

Mr. INGALLS. I was not aware that this bill was proceeding un- 
der the five-minute rule. > 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is proceeding under Rule VIII. 

Mr. INGALLS. It appears to me that there are considerations in- 
volved in this bill which would render it desirable to have a more ex- 
tended discussion than could occur under Rule VIII. I would ask the 
Senator from Missouri if he would be willing to allow the bill to go 
over, to be assigned for discussion at a near day in the future? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Kansas or the Sen- 
ator from Missouri can move to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 
That motion, if carried, dispenses with the five-minute rule. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have no preference about the matter myself, but 
it appears to me that this is a bill of such magnitude and involving such 
interesting questions that it would hardly be advisable to consider it 
under a rule limiting debate to five minutes. 

Mr. VEST. Ifthe Senator from Kansas will permit me, I will move 
to take the bill up without to the five-minute rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Where there is objection the Sena- 
tor has a right to move to proceed notwithstanding the objection; and 
if that motion is carried, then the five-minute rule does not apply to the 
debate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then does the debate extend beyond the hour of 
2 o'clock? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would not. The consideration of 
the bill would cease at 2 o’clock, but it would remain at the head of 
the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. VEST. I do not want the bill to lose its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sena- 
Ra Kansas to object to the consideration of the bill under Rule 

? 

Mr. INGALLS. Notinany spirit of hostility to the bill, the Senator 
from Missouri will understand; but it appears to me that a subject 
which involves such important considerations as this would be better 
considered under more extended debate, and I will therefore, if the Sen- 
ator from Missouri will understand the spirit in which I suggest it, 
object to the consideration of this bill, but will concur with him in tak- 
ing it up either at 2 o’clock or at any subsequent time that may suit 
his convenience best. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri, if he 
choose, may now move to proceed with the consideration of the bill not- 
withstanding the objection. That motion is in order. 

Mr. VEST. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri that the Senate proceed with the consideration 
of the bill notwithstanding the objection, 

The motion was agreed to. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The consideration of the bill will pro- 
ceed, not subject, however to the five-minute rule. The question ison 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Territories. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to ask the Senator from Missouri, as he 
has examined this bill very carefully, what is the effect of the pro- 
vision in the bill withreference to extending the laws of the Territory 
of Montana over this park. Does it extend the laws of the Territory 
of Montana over the area embraced within this Yellowstone Park by 
the provisions of this bill? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. This bill is intended, and such are its ex- 
ress words, to make the park for jurisdictional purposes a part of the 
erritory of Montana. It isintended to extend the game laws of Mon- 

tana over the park and the other territorial statutes as to misdemeanors 
and other offenses against the laws. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Then I should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri whether by the laws of Montana gambling-houses are not licensed 
in the Territory; and, if so, whether or not that would not authorize 
the licensing of gaming-houses within this park at any hotel which may 
be established there. 

Mr. VEST. Idonotso understand. The Secretary of the Interior 
has absolute control of that matter. No gambling-houses and no es- 
tablishment of that sort can exist in the park without the consent of 
the Secre of the Interior. The bill extends the laws of Montana 
over the park but it defines for what purpose: ‘‘So far as said laws 
do not conflict with this act.” And this act gives to the Secretary of 
the Interior absolute control as to gambling- houses and all matters of 
police regulation. 

Mr. McMILLAN. What portion of the bill does the Senator refer 
to as conferring that power on the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. VEST. The original act of which this is amendatory gave the 
power, and so does this bill. Section 2 provides: 


That all of the territory embraced within the limits of the park as herein es- 
tablished shall be reserved and withdrawn from settlement, Saprenn | or sale 
under the laws of the United States, and dedicated and setapart asa pu lie park 
or pleasure-ground for the benefit and enjoyment of the people of the United 
States; and said territory so set apart shall be under the control of the Secretary 
of the Interior, and subject to all the provisions of sections numbered 2474 and 
eres x3 the Revised Statutes of the United States, except as herein otherwise pro- 


The original act designating the park gives the Secretary of the In- 
terior power to make all rules and regulations for police and other pur- 

in the National Park. There is no doubt on that point. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have not had an opportunity of examining the 
provisions of the original act with reference to this or any other ques- 
tion involved in the amendment now reported by the committee. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire if the laws of the Territory 
of Montana are extended in these broad terms over the park how the 
game laws of Montana will affect the existing laws of the park? The 

e laws of Montana and the game laws of the park are not identical. 
Which will prevail in this park if you extend the lawsof Montana over 
the park? 

Mr. VEST. ‘The Senator will observe the language of section 6: 

The laws of the Territory of Montana are hereby extended over the same, so 
far as said laws do not conflict with this act. 

This act is SS as any act of Congress would be over an act 
of a Territorial Legislature, and this law goes on and defines what game 
shall be protected. 

Mr. DAWES. The old act creating the park? 

Mr. VEST. No; this bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Then so far as the old act has provisions in reference 
to game—— 

Mr. VEST. The only provision in the original act referred to in sec- 
tion 2 of this bill, and which is now inco: ted in sections 2474 and 
2475 of the Revised Statutes, as to game, is that the Secretary of the 
Interior shall make such rules as are necessary to protect the game 
within the park. 

Mr. DAWES. So that—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLANDinthe qhair). The hour 
of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair will lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business of yesterday. 

Mr. BECK. If I may be allowed a moment before we pass from the 
bill lately under consideration, I hope that by to-morrow the Senator 
from Missouri will explain to us why jurisdiction is given to Montana 
when all the territory of the park is by the changes of boundaries in 
the Territory of Wyoming. I know the Territory of Wyoming has 
very stringent game laws and very stringent license laws. I do not 
know what the laws of Montana are in that regard. As all the terri- 
tory is in Wyoming and the game laws of Wyoming and the license 
laws of Wyoming are very stringent and very good and those of Mon- 
tana may not be, I hope by to-morrow the Senator from Missouri will 
look into the matter. 

Mr. VEST. I will take great pleasure in looking into the matter. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 5667) granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of 
the Mexican war, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
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MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 4971) making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and 
for other purposes. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read in full. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The usual course is to consider the 
amendments of the Committee on Appropriations as the reading pro- 
gresses. If there be no objection that will be the order now. 

Mr. LOGAN. I hope it will be. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, after line 24, to insert: 

For f t 
Bh ph poy rot hap gor toy ee and commissary of cadets, in addition to 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, in 
line 44, after the word “‘ professors,” to strike out ‘‘and to officers (on 
increased rank) ;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For additional pay of professors for length of service, $8,898.50. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word “For,” in line 126, to in- 
sert ‘‘extra pay for enlisted man empleyed in the care and preserva- 
tion of models, &c. (in lieu of extra-duty pay), $120; for;’’ and inline 
139, after the word ‘‘ of,’’ to strike out ‘‘nine hundred and sixty ” and 
insert ‘‘one thousand and eighty; so as to make the clause read: 

For department of dra : For extra pay of enlisted man employed in the 
care and preservation of models, &c. (in lieu of extra-duty pay), $120; for fifteen - 
new desks, $150; photographie slides for use in lectures, repairs and construction 
ofracks, models, stretchers, stoolsand desks, stationery, drawing materials, card- 
board for moray drawings, tacks, hammers, and contingencies, books of ref- 
erence (mechanical, architectural, rea Ly t geometry, and art), periodicals on 
art and technology, models fortopographical, hand, and constructive draw- 
ing, hectograph, rules and t: es, and for shades, rollers, and contingencies 
for enlargement of drawing emy, $810; in all, $1,080. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 208, to insert: 

For completion of new hospital for cadets, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 227, after ‘‘ bath-tubs,’’ to insert 
“and repairs to bath-tubs;’’ and in line 228, before ‘‘ thousand,” to 
strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘ three ;™ so as to make the clause read: 

For additional bath-tubs, and repairs to bath-tubs, in cadet barracks, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire on page 2 to offer an amendment to come in 
after the word ‘“‘ year,” in line 36. 

Provided, That hereafter any cadet dismissed for hazing shall not be eligible 
to reappointment. 

I will merely say that I was authorized by the Committee on Appro- 
priations to ask consent to offer thisamendment in the Senate. Ihave 
no remarks to make on it unless somebody wants an explanation of the 
reason for it. ° 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask the Senator from Ilinois if it does not come 
within the general objection that itis legislation on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. I suppose it is not necessary to answer that question. 
It was understood by the committee that it would be subject to a point 
of order, but I was authorized by the committee to ask consent to offer 
it, and Inow ask unanimous consent that theamendment may be received 
notwithstanding the rule. The provision is very important, and it will 
probably get in nowhere else. 

I have conversed with the superintendent at West Point and with 
quite a number of officers who have been there in charge heretofore 
and are in charge now, and I believe it is considered that the only way 
to stop this hazing, as it is commonly termed, is by making it impos- 
sible for a cadet to be returned to the academy after he has been dis- 
missed for that offense, and it is thought that character of law will 
prevent it. The fact is that whena cadet is dismissed for perpetrating 
this wrong it is very frequently the case that he is reinstated. The 
Secretary of War has power to reinstate; the President has power to 
reinstate; cadets can be reinstated by the recommendation of the board 
at West Point; so that it has not been a very great terror to many per- 
sons heretofore to be dismissed for the offense. Butif itis enacted into 
a law that when dismissed for the offense of hazing a cadet shall not 
be reappointed to the academy, my judgment is that it will forever 
stop the practice, and that is the judgment of the best officers who have 
been there. I think it is a very important measure, and I think it 
ought to be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Illinois, unless objection be made to its 
reception. The Chair hears no objection, and the question is on the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. There are no further amendments from the commit- 
tee or from any member of the committee that I know of. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
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The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. LOGAN. Prior to the passage of the bill I desire to submit, 
that it may go into the RECORD, a statement showing the increases and 
decreases that have been made in different parts of the bill from the 
estimates and from the appropriations which have been made hereto- 
fore, so that any person wishing to understand it can see at once what 
changes have been made and what reductions from the estimates. 

I do not wish to detain the Senate by reading this statement unless 
Senators would like to hear it; but if it be proper for me to submit it 
to be printed in the RECORD, I will do that without reading it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If thereis no objection the statement 
will be received and printed in the RECORD. The Chair hears no ob- 


jection. 
The statement is as follows: 
MILITARY ACADEMY, 1885, 

Amount of estimates for 1885............cccsseseesessessenemensenenertnsseneneesenenees $382, 359 53 
Amount of bill as passed the House...........sseeee .. $808, 863 50 

Amount of increase made by the Senate committee.... 6,820 00 

Amount as reported to the Senate..........cccccesseessserserseesresseseneresssssesees 315, 683 50 
The bill, as reported, less than the estimates for 1885...........s.s0csseeee 66, 676 03 
The bill, as reported, less than the act for 1884........s..sssrese sesen: srssessessse 2,794 00 


The increase made to the House bill by the Senate Committee on Appropria- | 


n 
tions is as follows: 
For pay of treasurer, quartermaster, and commissary of cadets, in ad- 

dition to pay as captain of infantry.........c-ssseeseesereseresserresssengneererees $700 00 
For extra pay of enlisted man in department of drawing (in 


NTCHAL <<; ccccacvosees Vipesisosonesomvenpbtecee pehoddooses erssunemnaasposesmeosdosanestass soeentses 6, 820 00 
- aae changes made by the bill, as reported in the appropriation for 1884, are as 
ollows: 
Increase over appropriations for 1884 : 

BYE ORI isis cocoa A ES EI EIA I E ENEI OOA DEISE EEN $10, 000 
Pay of adjutant, in addition to pay as second lieutenant.......e...ssesrerse reserse 
Pay of treasurer, q rmaster, and commissary of cadets, in addition 

to pay as captain 
Transportation of materials, di 
Department of artillery, cavalry, an innan 
Department of natural and experimental osophy, name rs 

= on RENAN and for additions to astronomical transit- 

SERIO DEBI 5 soca ton catnps sade E E NE R TA E NR Se 
Department of geography, history, and ethics. 
Department of ordnance and gunnery....... 
Department of practical military engineeri 
Pay of five firemen... ..ssssessesssrresseses 
Tables and chairs for library.......... 


$ 

g 

E 
Bug 


PPP 
SEESSZSSESESEA 


‘Additional bath-tubs in cadet barracks..... 
Cadet laundry, new washer, and fixtures,........ 
Cadet-mess, new bake-oven, to replace old ov: 


p 


Ta 


Reduction from appropriations for 1884: 
Additional pay to professors for length of service 
Department of matics, 
Department of drawing 
Completion of addition 
Reflooring cadet mess-hal! 


a E AER a TREA a E D hnspacancoioyainngatinie dicesuin Norte teechy coomenssbeca hanes eer 38, 034 
Net reduction... 


Items omitted and reduced : 
PRY OF CACC TORO E PEEPI AE E I EET EE E ENE $15, 
of teacherof music, reduction..... mae 
Repairs and improvements, reduction. .............ccsesceseeessseeneenens haat 
ary of clerk to disbursing officer and quartermaster, reduction... 

Salary of clerk to adjutant, reduction............:scc0cseeseseeeceeceenrerees 
Department of artillery, cavalry, and infantry tactics, reducti 
Department of drawing, reduction. 
ans ara of practical mili engineering, reduction. 
Molding-shed and molding-sand, omitted 
Cleaning public buildings, reduction .... 
LEEA peieny. patie Senn 

expenses of library, ure, re) ý 
Renewing furniture in section rooms, reduction 
Repairs, &., old cadet hospital, omitted ............ 
Erection of quartermaster’s warehouse, omitted........ 
LOA BOLNE AEMET Va MAYDO ox CAA EAEAN OT 

ron spri; utter “po! e omii 
Repairs to band barracks, OMItted.........00..ceeseeeeeeeenenn 
Erecting gymnasium, omitted. 


Items in bill not estimated for: 
Plames for cadet OGAK .........1...+..ssssserecrvoveasssrssercesnesassvensecceses soconcomeces 180 
Additional pay to treasurer, quartermaster, and commissary of cadets 700 00 
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JOHN THORNS, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will now proceed to the 
consideration of the Calendar under Rule IX. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill (S. 167) for the relief of 
John Thorns. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The bill that the Secretary is pro- 
ceeding to read is adversely reported by the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON], and I think it had better be passed over for the 


resent. 
Š The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such will be the order if there be no 
objection. 
ALBERT H. EMERY. 

The bill (S. 399) for the relief of Albert H. Emery was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. This bill for the relief of Emery 
was reported from the Committee on Claims by the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON]. He is absent from the Senate, I under- 
stand, on account of illness, and I would ask that the bill be passed over 
informally so that it may not lose its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the next 
bill in order, 


JUDICIAL JURISDICTION OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES. 


The bill (S. 343) to provide for the exercise of the jurisdiction con- 
ferred upon the United States in places out of their territory and domin- 
ion, and to repeal the Revised Statutes from section 4083 to section 
4130, inclusive, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PENDLETON. This bill is quite a long bill. I think it will 
not give rise to a great deal of discussion, Pork very little. In my 
opinion it will conserve the convenience of the Senate if a number of 
amendments which I am authorized to offer by the Committee on For- 
eign Relations can be offered as the bill is being read by sections. I 
do not know whether that requires the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate or a motion, or in what form I shall put that suggestion to the 
Senate. ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments can be offered as the 
particular sections are read or they can be proposed now, as the Sen- 
ator has suggested, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I desire to detain the Senate but a moment or 
two before the consideration of the bill is commenced. 

Every subject that is touched by any of the provisions of this bill has 
been considered very maturely in two special messages from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, covering communications to him and recom- 
mendations to him from the present and the former Secretary of State. 
The duty, the power, the obligation, the necessity, and the feasibility 
of amending some glaring defects in the administration of civil and 
criminal justice in certain foreign countries in our consular courts has 
been considered so fully in these public documents which have been in 
possession of every Senator during this and the last session of Congress 
and in the discussions which have taken place upon the floor of the Sen- 
ate within two or three or four years past—one a very exhaustive dis- 
cussion led by the late Senator from Wisconsin, Mr. Carpenter, and 
participated in by many of the Senators—that I feel unwilling to take 
up the time of the Senate unless a further necessity shall arise. 

This bill was prepared originally in the Secretary of State’s office by 
the then Assistant Secretary, Mr. Bancroft Davis, aided by a very accom- 
plished gentleman there whom most of the Senators know, Mr. O’Con- 


nor. The experience of both these gentlemen and their study of these “ 


laws and this system have been very great. The glaring defects of the 
system consist in the great powers of legislation given to the minister, 
the absence of provisions authorizing appeals, the absence of provisions 
for jury trials. And the great variety of provisionsenacted by the min- 
ister into the shape of: laws under the provisions of the Revised Stat- 
utes have produced such a state of affairs that the defects, as I said be- 
fore, in the administration of justice are very glaring; and this bill pre- 
pared by these gentlemen in the State Department, amended and cor- 
rected as I believe and largely improved by the attentive considera- 
tion of the Committee on Foreign Relations, both at this session and 
at a previous Congress, will aid very much in the administration of that 
justice in the most efficient and economical manner. That has been 
the purpose that the committee had in preparing and presenting this 
bill. It stands with various‘amendments as the bill originally sent to 
us from the State Department. 

I am authorized to quite a number of amendments, which are 


altogether in the line of perfecting and simplifying the bill. I desire ` 


for myself to say that I should have liked to go much further in perfect- 
ing, as I think, this system. I should have liked to establish constitu- 
tional courts, at least to establish courts whose judges were not charged 
with the performance of consular duties; butit wasthought by the com- 
mittee that this"was not perhaps the best time to present so radical a 
change as that, and they submit the bill as it now is. 

I do not desire, unless it shall become necessary in the discussion of 
the various provisions of the bill, to say more on the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the bill at 


I 
e Chief Clerk read the first and second sections of the bill. 
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Mr. PENDLETON. In section 2, line 3, I move to strike out 
‘twenty ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty; ” so as to read: 

That the sections of the Revised Statutes from and including 4083 to and in- 
cluding section 4130 be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read section 3 of the bill. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In section 3, line 2, I move to insert ‘‘ Corea’’ 
after ‘‘ Borneo;’’ so as to read: 

Borneo, Corea, Egypt, &c. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In section 3, line 3, after the word ‘‘Siam, ” I 
move to insert ‘‘ Tripoli;’’ so as to read: 

Muscat, Persia, Samoa, Siam, Tripoli, &c. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I should like to ask, for information, whether 
the subheading above section 3 reported in the bill is a part of the bill 
and subject to amendment? If so, it ought to conform to the amend- 
ment just made in section 3. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The subheading referred to in this 
connection is part of the bill, and will have to be amended. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I move, then, to amend the subheading by in- 
serting the word ‘‘Corea’’ after ‘“‘ Borneo ” and the word ‘‘Tripoli’’ 
after ‘*Siam,’’ to make it co nd to the text of the section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment will be agreed to 
if there be no objection. 

Sections 4 and 5 of the bill were read. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In section 5, line 10, after the word ‘‘ contro- 
versies,” I move to strike out the words *‘ between citizens of the United 
States or others;’’ so as to read: 

Such jurisdiction shall embrace all controversies provided for by this act or 
by such treaties and capitulations, respectively. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read sections 6 and 7 of the bill. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In section 7, line 2, after the word ‘‘act,’”’ I 
move to strike out the words ‘‘at the port’? and to insert the words 
‘t within the consular district;’’ sq as to read: 

That the consul of the United States in either of the countries mentioned in 
section 3 of this act, within the consular district for which he is appointed, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. s 

Mr. PENDLETON. At the end of section 7 I move to add: 


In civil cases wherein judgment is rendered for more than $200 appealson ques- 
tions of law, according to the forms of the code of practice hereinafter provided 
for, shall be allowed as follows: From the consular courts of Borneo, Corea, Mad- 
agascar, Muscat, Persia, Samoa, and Siam, to the supreme court of Japan; from 
the consular courts of Egypt, Morocco, Tunis, and Turkey, to the circuit court 
of the United States for the eastern district of New York. Execution shall not be 
stayed by reason of such appeal unless the appellant shall execute a bond tothe 
appellee in such sum as shall be fixed by the consular court, with sureties ap- 
proved by it, conditioned to pay any final judgment that may be rendered 
against him. 

As this is a committee amendment, I will move to modify the amend- 
ment of the committee by inserting, after the word ‘* Morocco,’’ the 
word ‘‘ Tripoli,” to make it correspond to the previous portions of the 
bill. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modified 
if there be no objection. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. . 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading of the bill to the end of sec- 
tion 11. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Attheend of line 19, section 11, after the word 
“reviewed,” I move to insert ‘‘and to which exception has been taken 
during the trial;’’ so as to read: 

It shall be the duty of the judge in the consular court to certify for review in 
the proper district court any ruling of law adverse to the accused which he 
ma to have reviewed, and to which exception has been taken during the 
t 


The amendment was a to. 
Section 12 of the bill was read. 
Mr. PENDLETON. In section 12 I move to strike out lines 11, 12, 
13, 14, 15, 16, 17, and the word ‘‘ Tien-Tsin,’’ in line 18, in the follow- 
ing words: 
The consular districts of Canton, Amoy, and Swatow shall constitute the first 
— district, with the seat of the court at Canton; the consular districts of 
hanghai, Nin, Chin-Kiang, and Foo-Chow shall constitute the second judi- 
cial district, with the seat of the court at Shanghai; the consular districts of Tien- 
Tsin and New-Chwang shall constitute the third judicial district, with the seat 
of the court at Tien- 


And to insert in lieu thereof : 


The consular districts of Canton, Amoy, Foo-Chow, Ningpo, and Swatow shall 
constitute the first judicial district, with the seat of the courtat Canton; the con- 
sular districts of Shanghai, Hakow, Chin-Kiang, Tien-Tsin, and igakNardoieaiy f 
shall constitute the second judicial district, with the seat ofthe court at Shanghai, 


The purpose of the amendmentis to reduce the judicial districts from 
three to two for the convenience of the court, as represented by the 
proper authorities of the State Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PENDLETON. In section 12, line 19, I move to strike out the 


words ‘‘the fourth ” and insert “a” before ‘‘judicial;’’ so as to read: 
“ Shall constitute a judicial district, with the seat of the court at Yoka- 


hama.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In section 12, beginning in line 23, I move to 
strike out the words ‘‘the district courts held by the district judge for 
China, who shall have his principal office,’’ and to insert ‘‘ each district 
court in China, one of whom shall have his principal office at Canton 
and the other;’’ so as to read: 

The President may also, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
appoi a clerk for each district court in China, one of whom shall have his prin- 
cipal office at Canton and the other at Shanghai. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Insection 12, line 30, after the word ‘“‘deputy,” 
I move to insert: 

And shall give bond tothe United States for the faithful discharge of his duties 
in such amount as shall be fixed by the Secretary of State, with such sureties as 
shall be approved by the court. h clerk and deputy, before entering upon 
the duties of his office, shall take and subscribe an oath before the district judge 
to faithfully observe the laws of the United States in force in China or Japan, as 
the case may be, and to discharge the duties of his office. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In section 12, line 44, I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘each’’ before ‘‘shall ” and to insert the words ‘* the interpre- 
ter for the second judicial district of China and “the interpreter for 
Japan;’’ so as to read: 

The interpreter for the second judicial district of China and the interpreter 
for Japan shall also be the interpreter and translator for the supreme court of 
the country for which he is appointed, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In section 12, at the end of line of 83, I move 
to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘eleven,’’ so as to make it apply to sec- 
tion 11, which provides for the appeals, and not to section 10, which 
does not. It is a typographical error. 

The amendment was a to. 

The Chief Clerk read section 13 of the bill. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In section 13, line 44, I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘clerk’’ and insert ‘‘court,’’ so as to read, ‘‘ with sureties to be 
approved by the court;’’ so that the approval of the sureties shall be by 
the court rather than by the clerk. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Section 14 of the bill was read. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In section 14, line 2, after the word ‘‘ Japan,’’ 
I move to insert ‘‘ or in any of the consular courts named in this act;’’ 
so as to read: 

That a final judgment or decree in any suit in the supreme court of China or 
Japan, or in any of the consular courts named in this act, &c. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave been giving alittle attention to this bill. It 
seems to me that it is a very great enlargement of the powers of the 
Supreme Court to allow appeals directly from all these consular courts 
to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. PENDLETON. It is only in certain cases, the Senator will see. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I observe; but we have here established, as I 
understand, consular courts all over the East, and it seems to me the 
tendency of the bill will be to very greatly extend the jurisdiction of 
the Supreme Court. I think it would have been well or would be 
well now to explain in some way to the Senate the general scope and 

urpose of the bill. Here is a proposition to establish in China and 
Lo district and supreme courts and consular courts all over the 

t. 
With great respect for the opinions and views of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, I do not see how we can carry out this jurisdiction 
in China and Japan unless with the consent of those governments. Do 
I understand that we have full power now under existing treaty stip- 
ulations to establish just such courts as we choose to establish in those 
countries? 

Mr. PENDLETON. We have the authority to establish all these 
consular courts and in many of the countries we have authority to es- 
tablish other courts. If the Senator from Iowa will look at the letter 
of the Secretary of State of April 29, 1882 Foe al dead Congress, 
first session, Miscellaneous Document No. 89), he will find provisions 
of treaties with all the countries to which allusion is made in the bill 
xop I think, Corea, with which a treaty has been negotiated since 

t time. 

I will state to the Senator also that consular courts are now estab- 
lished in all the countries in which new consular courts are by this 
bill proposed to be established except where new treaties have been 
negotiated. I will state also that there is no doubt of the power to es- 
tablish in China and Japan these courts under the treaties we now 
have. The increase of business, and the facility of communication, the 
greater number of Americans who are residing in those countries than 
have been heretofore, and the imperfect administration of justice in 
those countries when there were only consular courts, induced the pro- 
vision for the erection of these other courts in China and Japan in order 
to facilitate the business and interests of American citizens who are re- 
siding there. Heretofore there was an appeal to the district court in 
California from many of those courts. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I understand that. I know perfectly well that we 
have had consular courts in the East for many years and we have a 
code regulating the consular court, but I find in the bill a provision to 
establish abroad courts similar to the courts that we now have in the 
States of the Union, appointing marshals and clerks, giving compensa- 
tion, allowing mileage, with all the machinery that now applies to our 
courts in the several States of the Union. If we have the power under 
the Constitution to extend this jurisdiction in the way provided in the 
bill over our citizens in foreign countries, it may be wise to do so; but 
it is certainly extending to a very great degree the jurisdiction of the 
courts of the United States, it seems to me. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In relation to the appointment of marshals, 
there is no other provision, at least no further provision, than exists 
already in the law. As to the consular clerks, there is an increase, I 
should think, of not more than four or five, in order that there may be 
assignments to the courts in China and Japan. If the Senator will 
look at the regulations of the Department in relation to consuls, he will 
find that there is noprovision for appointing more marshals or assign- 
ing them differently in this bill thanthere is already. I will state fur- 
ther to the Senator that many of the provisions of the bill are substan- 
tially re-enactments of those sections of the Revised Statutes which are 
hereby repealed. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the Senator does not get the point I make. I 
understand perfectly well that so far as aia courts are concerned 
we have regulated them for years; but have we now, except in Egypt, 
a judge in any ae country with a defined jurisdiction? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Not unless you call the consuls judges, who are 
appointed to sit in judgment upon the life, liberty, and property, and 
sometimes without appeal to the Pradaan a to execute judgment 
as to all those interests. Unless you call them j we have none. 
They are acting judges, and by the law invested with judicial au- 
thority. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask a question of the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Are the privil which will be extended to the 
United States by the bill of establishing courts in China and Japan 
enjoyed now in those empires by Great Britain or any other power? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Yes, sir. The system established by France 
and Great Britain and other nations in those territories is much more 
elaborate even than that which is provided here, under the stipula- 
tions of the treaties with Great Britain and France respectively. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Ohio read the provision of 
treaty authorizing us to establish these courts in China and Japan? I 
should like to hear it read. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In article 25 of the treaty with China, of July 


3, 1844, there is this provision: 

All questions in regard to rights, whether of pro y or n, arising be- 
tween citizens of the United States in China, shall subject to the urisdiction 
and regulated by the authorities of theirown Government. And all contro- 
versies occurring in China between citizens of the United States and the sub- 
jects of beer grape sit pep apamy one be regulated by the treaties existing between 


the United States and such governments, vely, without interference on 
the part of China. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio. 

The amendment was to. 

The Chief Clerk read section 15 of the bill. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In section 15, line 17, after the word “judge,” 
I move to strike out the words “‘for China, or the district judge for 
Japan,” and to insert “‘ of the district; so as to read: 

With two sureties, to be approved by the district judge of the district. 


The amendment was send to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. section 15, line 19, after the word ‘‘ consul,’’ 
I move to insert the word “‘ general;’’ so as to read, “‘ the consul-gen- 
eral at Bangkok.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In section 15, line 22, after the word ‘‘ court,”’ 
I move to strike out the words ‘‘in China or Japan” and to insert the 
words ‘‘of the district;”’ so as to read, ‘‘and a certified copy thereof 
be lodged in the office of the clerk of the court of the district.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 23 the word ‘‘consul’’ should be changed 
to ‘‘consul-general.’’ 

Mr. PENDLETON. Ihavethatnoted here. In section 15, line 23, 
after the word ‘‘consul,’’ I move to insert the word ‘‘ general; ’’ so as 
to read, ‘‘or of the consul-general at Bangkok.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In section 15, line 40, before the word ‘‘court,”’ 
I move to strike out the word ‘‘consular;’’ so as to read: 

And executed by such persons as may be appointed for that purpose by the 
court issuing the same, 

The amendment was to. 

The Chief Clerk read section 16 of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. In section 16 I move to strike out all after the 
word *‘ concluded,” in line 23, in the following words: 


And the necessary amount of money for these purposes is hereby appropri- 
ated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise peter peeves 


XV—100 


I do not think that we ought to appropriate any money in the bill. 
It seems to me that the expenses attending these courts should share 
the fate of all the other expenses of the Government and be submitted 
in regular appropriation bills and estimated for by the heads of Depart- 
ments. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I have no objection to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Iowa. I am not authorized to accept it on behalf 
of the committee, but I am satisfied that it will be acceptable to the 
committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

The amendment was to. 

The Chief Clerk read sections 17 and 18 of the bill. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In line 17 of section 18 the word ‘“‘by”’ is 
misprinted for ‘‘be.’? It should read ‘‘as may be provided.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The text will be corrected as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Ohio. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at section 19 and continued to 
the close of section 41. $ 

Mr. PENDLETON. On lines 4, 5, and 6 of section 41 I move to 
strike out the words ‘‘and proceed with a jury of three such citizens; 
and if it should be impossible to obtain a jury of three, he shall call on 
three;’’ and insert ‘‘and shall call on;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That if it shall be found impossible to obtain a trial jury of five competent 
persons among all the citizens of the United States in the consular cc geeigg bond 
consul shall enter that fact on the record of his court, and shall call on disin- 
oy moot persons not citizens of the United States, but otherwise qualified to act 
as jurors. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to vote against that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 13, noes 15; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and having reached the name 
of Mr. CALL, 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Ohio will not insist 
a roll-call; I think there is a quorum present now. If the Chair will 
glance around he will find a quorum, and we can proceed with the read- 
ing of the bill. I understand the Senator from Ohio does not expect a 
vote to-night on the bill. 

Mr. PENDLETON. The course will be agreeable to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa moves to sus- 
pend the roll-call; is there objection? The Chair hears none, and fur- 
ther call is dispensed with. The question now is on the adoption of 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio to section 41. 

Mr. PENDLETON. At the request of a gentleman who sits beside 
me I withdraw the amendment for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendmentis withdrawn. The 
reading of the bill will be resumed. 

The Secretary resumed and continued the read ing of the bill to the 
end of section 43. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. s 

Mr. PENDLETON. I appeal to the Senator from Kansas to allow 
the reading of the bill to be completed. Thereis but a page and a half 
more, and when that is done I shall not ask the Senate to continue 
longer with the consideration of the bill to-day. 

. INGALLS. I withdraw the motion on that statement. 
on Secretary resumed at section 44 and concluded the reading of the 


Mr. INGALLS. Now, Mr. President, I renew my motion that the 
Senate tote to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I suppose that will leave this bill as the unfin- 
ished business for 2 o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Kansas. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After sixteen minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 29 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 4, 1884. 
The House metat120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 


S. Lixpsay, D. D. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of Mon- 
da 


y- 

Mr. BEACH. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of so much 
of the Journal as relates to the introduction and reference of bills and 
joint resolutions be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The remainder of the Journal was read and approved. 
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RECORDS OF THE WAR OF THE REBELLION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War, in answer to a resolution of the House of Representatives of Feb- 
26, 1884, concerning the distribution of the volumes of the Records 

of the War of the Rebellion. oi ‘ 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the communication will 
be referred to the Committee on the Library without being printed. 

Mr. KEIFER. Unless the communication be of a different nature 
from what I suppose, I think it should go to the Committee on Print- 

. In the last Congress the Committee on Printing reported a bill 
with reference to the distribution of these volumes. Not knowing the 
character of the letter I can not be certain, but I know that it was the 
Committee on Printing from which the legislation came. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had the communication marked for ref- 
erence to the Committee on Printing, but afterward thought it might 
go to the Committee on the Library. It is immaterial. If there be 
no objection the communication will be referred to the Committee on 
Printing. ) 

There was no objection. 

PRINTING AND BINDING. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, calling attention to the necessity of increasing the 
estimate for printing and binding; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

LITTLE KANAWHA RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report from the Chief of Engineers, in compli- 
ance with river and harbor act of 1882, containing information con- 
cerning provisions of that act affecting the improvements of the Little 
Kanawha River; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

TELEGRAPH LINES OF SUBSIDIZED RAILROADS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting copy of letter from the Commissioner 
of Railroads concerning telegraph lines helonging to the subsidized rail- 
roads; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. CooK, for four days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. FORAN, for one week, on account of important business. 
To Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, till Friday next. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. ELLIS, by unanimous consent, leave was given to 
withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case of George E. 
Payne, filed in the Forty-fifth Congress, 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I rise to a correction of the RECORD. On 
page 1700 I appear as objecting to a general leave to print remarks on 
the Mexican war pension bill. I did not object to a general leave, but 
to a special leave to those who had the floor to add to their remarks to 
the exclusion of others. I ask now unanimous consent that leave be 
granted to such as desire to print remarks on that subject. 

Mr. DUNN. That is not correcting the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Ohio | Mr. WARNER] rises to 
correct the RECORD and then supplements that i? asking unanimous 
consent that leave be granted to all members who desire to print in the 
RECORD remarks on the Mexican-war pension bill on which the House 
voted yesterday. 2 s 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I object. I do not object to those 
who had the floor having leave to extend their remarks. I object to 
those who had not the floor having leave to print. 


EMPLOYÉS OF HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. RANDALL. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations 

to submit the report which I send to the desk, and I ask upon it the 
revious question. . í 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania asks unanimous 
consent to present from the Committee on Appropriationsa report, which 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

, That the foll additional force is hereby authorized to be em- 
Brcneyes the Modes of pete A tiven during the present session of Congress, 
to be paid from the contingent fund of the House, namely: 

Under the Clerk, one t index clerk, at $6 per day ; one assistant journal 
clerk, at $6 per day, from and including February 24, 1884. Under the Door- 
keeper, two messengers and three folders, at the rate of $800 each per annum ; 
five pages, including one riding page, at $2.50 each per day. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent that we consider that 
resolution in the House.now, for the reason that if it is to be at 
all it should be passed at once, so that there may not be the delay inci- 
dent to reference to another committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution. The gentleman from Pennsylvania de- 
mands the previous question on the adoption of the resolution. 


Mr. RANDALL. Iam acting as the organ of the committee on this. 
matter. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr, STRUBLE. | I ask that it be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, rose. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
North Carolina be permitted to address the House. How long time 


does he desire? 


Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Five minutes. 
Mr. RANDALL. I should not have called the previous question on 
the gentleman from North Carolina if I had known that he desired to 


speak. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pe lvania asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from North Carolina be permitted to 
address the House for a time not exceeding five minutes. 

Mr. KEIFER. Isit not in order to have a debate of fifteen minutes 
on each side after the previous question is ordered ? 

The SPEAKER. Thatis the rule. It did notoccur at the moment 
to the Chair. Thirty minutes are allowed for debate, fifteen minutes 
in support of the resolution and fifteen minutes in opposition to it, no 
debate having been had before the previous questi@& was ordered. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I dislike to oppose the report of the 
committee, and if I could see the necessity exists for increasing this 
force. I would not present any objection. But we must take this into 
consideration: this House has now been in session for three months; 
and in the midst of the session, after we have seen that no great in- 
convenience obtains from not having more employés, we have the propo- 
sition brought here to-day to increase the force. I really am unable 
to see the necessity for it. 

We know that the great bulk of the heavy work for which these 
employés are proposed now to be employed has been already trans- 
acted. And I wish to call the attention of the House to this fact: that 
whenever this body shows a disposition to increase the number of em- 
ployés it shows a disposition likewise to increase the expenses of this 
Government. In making that assertion I will call the attention of the 
House to a table I have prepared in regard to this matter, which shows 
the number of employés and expenditures in former Houses. 

I do not wish to take as the standard of comparison the number of 
employés of the last House, because this side of the House uniformly 
opposed an increase of their number. I prefer to go back to the time 
when the Democratic party was in control of this House, for the purpose 
of ix dein ha we did not then have near the number of -employés 
which we have to-day. I will not read the table in full, but will ap- 
pend it to my remarks. 

By reference to that table it will be seen that in the year 1876-77 
in the office of Sergeant-at-Arms there were four employés; while in 
the year 1883-84, with the same number of members in this House, 
the number of employés in that office was increased to eight. The num- 
ber was actually doubled, although the number of Representatives 
was the same. Now, in regard to the employés in connection with the 
committees; let us see aboutthem. In 1876-’77, when the Democratic 
party came into power in this House, there were thirty clerks and em- 
ployés of committees. In 1882—83, when we had no more members of 
the House than in previous Congresses, the number of those employés 
was increased to fifty-one. The expense for those employés was in- 
creased from $43,000 a year in 1877—78 to $74,000 a year in 1883~’84. 

Turn to the Doorkeeper’s department. In that department under 
Democratic administration there were one hundred and thirty-six em- 
ployés, costing $122,000 annually. That number was increased from 
Congress to Congress until in the last Congress there were one hundred 
and fifty-two employés in that department, costing $134,000 annually. 
And so in regard to the post-office department of this House. Thenum- 
ber in that department has been increased from time to time until the 
number employed in the Forty-seventh Congress were twelve. 

And it is a fact to be noticed that when this House is regardless of its 
expenses it shows a corresponding indifference to the expenses of the 
other departments of the Government. In 1876—77, when there was a 
Democratic majority in this House, the expenses of the Government 
were $144,000,000 annually. In 1882~’83, under Republican rule, those 
expenses amounted io $219,000,000; and in 1883-84, to $295,000,000. 
We see, therefore, that when there is a disposition here to increase the 
number of our employés we are forgetful of the expenditures in the other 
departments of the Government. 

Abuses have crept in here which demand correction, as there are 
abuses in all the departments of the Government which should be cor- 
rected. And if we are tocommencereforms, we should commence here 
in this House. We know that on account of the number of employés, 
and the amount of compensation which they receive, there has been a 
growing desire in every Congress to secure places, and every member of 
the House has been pursued, run down, by applicants for such places. 
Men have come here seeking these positions, while disgrace and scandal 
have fallen upon the House. 

Mr. LONG. Does not the increase in the number of employés in- 
crease the inefficiency? 
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Mr. COX, of North Carolina. It is not the number of employés 
that regulates the matter of efficiency, but the manner in which they 
discharge their duties and the character of the persons employed. I 
am satisfied that we now have men here who are doing nothing, who 
are filling sinecure positions. I am amember of the Committee on the 
Militia. Three months of this session have passed and the clerk of that 
committee has been drawing pay at the rate of from $180 to $186 a 
month. Yet we have never had a meeting of the committee, and I 
very much doubt if we ever do have over one or two. Still, at the end 
of the year the clerk of that committee will have drawn $1,500, and 
received besides probably an extra month’s pay. This is not intended 
to reflect upon this clerk, who di all the duties of his office. It 
is proper to state that this clerk is also clerk of the Committee on Mile- 
age, where he is supposed to have performed some labor. I refer to it 
simply as.an example. The same rule prevails in regard to the other 
committees to a great extent. It was on that account that early in the 
session I called for a report to show the number of out employés, the 
nature of their duties, and the hours they were employed. I would 
pursue the same rule in regard to the employés of the House here that 
a man would apply in the transaction of his own private business. This 
seems to me to be my duty as a Representative of the people whose in- 
terests I wish to protect. 

I think that at thig time we have an ample force of employés, if they 
were only required to di their duties and devote their time to 
the service of the House. It is true that the number of Representa- 
tives here has increased; but how does that affect the matter? We 
know that the only additional labor required is to provide for the print- 
ing of a few more bills, and probably we may need a few more pages. 
But there is only a certain amount of business that can be done by this 
House. At the close of the last Congress there were thousands of bills 
that had never been acted on. We are accumulating work here which 
we know we can not attend to. Yet we goon in a careless manner in- 
creasing the number of employés, although we are fully aware that we 
have on this side of the House charged the other side with extravagance 
in this very direction. 

We are expected to inaugurate reforms, and we should do so. We 
know that nepotism—the pensioning of relations and kindred upon the 
public—has crept into all the departments of the Government. Favor- 
itism and abuses are in them all, yet no stop has been put to them, but 
on the contrary, if anything, they are increasing. We can not actually 
have a burial of a deceased Congressman without some disgrace attach- 
ing to it on account of extraordinary expenditures. No investigation 
has been made because it is painful and unpleasant to allude to such 
matters. But the people expect it of usand it is our duty to doit. It 
is at this time almost discreditable for a member of this House to take 
part in one of these mournful ceremonies; painful to discharge our duties 
to the memory of those we respect and revere, because of the extrava- 
gance and wastefulness that occur on such occasions. 

In view of this fact, I say that we should have good and cogent reasons 
for increasing the number of our employés before this Democratic House 
shall give its assent to any such proposition. We should see toit that 
such increase is actually necessary. I have as yet heard nothing in 
regard to that subject which satisfies me. 

One word more. I know sucha policy as I advocate is subject to 
criticisms from the friends of waste and extra ce. But I would 
rather pursue a policy that would more correctly and honestly adminis- 
ter the affairs of the Government than one which may lead to star-route 
frauds, Howgate crimes, and whisky-ring corruptions. We who are 
administering the Government, know that what I advocate is in the 
line of economy and fair administration, while the opposite policy car- 
ried too far leads to corruption and extravagance and brings disgrace 
upon this House and the country. 

I will publish the table which I have referred to, and reserve the re- 
mainder of my time until I hear something said on the other side in 

to this matter. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is right, Mr. Speaker, that this House should 
understand the origin of this proceeding in so far as the recommenda- 
tion of the Committee on Appropriations is concerned. It will be re- 
membered that the last Congress provided for the appointment of a 
joint committee, consisting of three members of the Senate and three 
members of the Houseof Representatives, with a view to equalizing the 
salaries of the employés of the two Houses, there having existed a great 
disparity in the amount of their pay and a greater difference in the 
amount of labor performed, the House employés doing considerably more 
work as a general rule than the corresponding officers of the Senate. 

This joint committee reported their inability to agree upon any sys- 
tem of equalization, but the House members of the committee made 
recommendation that the force of the House employés should be in- 
creased, in view of the enlarged membership and additional work 
required. This communication was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, a subcommittee of which considered the subject and made 
report to the general committee. The report now before the House is 
the result. 

The report from the three House members of the joint committee 
was unanimous. Their recommendation would involve an increase 
of the permanent officers of the House at an increased annual expense 
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of about $13,000. The proposition now reported as the result of the 
action of the Committee on Appropriations, and upon which I propose 
to stand firmly, decreases the number of additional officers recom- 
mended by the House members of the joint committee and diminishes 
the proposed increase of expense from $13,000 to $6,000. It also neg- 
atives the recommendation that these additional employés should be 
permanent officers, and provides that they shall be only temporary. 

It was stated with great earnestness and full conviction by those who 
had examined the subject—I did not—that these additional officers are 
now needed. Hence we have recommended the increase now proposed. 
I confess I was originally against any increase whatever; but, asin like 
cases, I was brought to the advocacy of this provision rather than per- 
mit so large an increase as was recommended in the report of the House 
members of the joint committee. This is the condition of things now 
presented. The Doorkeeper of the House alleges more messengers are 
required because of the increased membership of the present House of 
Representatives over those which have preceded it. He tells us there 
are five doors on this floor where three messengers each are necessary, 
which would make an increase of fifteen on this floor, and that in ad- 
dition to those which are required in the galleries. The proposed 
increase is two messengers for the balance of this fiscal year. 

Now, as to the Journal Clerk, the increase there the House has al- 
ready provided for. We have been running for years without provision 
of permanent law allowing an assistant to the Journal Clerk. This 
merely makes ent what heretofore has been temporary, and as I 
have already said, the House by resolution has already provided for this 
increase. 

Provision foranassistant index clerk is quite as necessary as that foran 
assistant Journal Clerk, because if you donot have full labor in getting 
out the index we should be much delayed in receiving the index of 
Congress. It might perhaps be delayed untilnext December before we 
should receive the index prepared by this clerk of the proceedings of 
this session of Congress. 

I have, therefore, Mr. Speaker, reconciled myself to this increase, 
which I have indicated in detail, for the reasons I have stated, rather than 
be compelled to consent to the excessive increase which might otherwise 
be forced upon the House, I hope this report will be adopted in that 
view, as a matter of economy as well as a matter of good legislation in 
making permanent what otherwise has been temporary. If this be not 
granted I fear there will be much larger increase of the ent force 
than what is now reported, and that we may be compelled to vote an 
in as by the joint committee of the two Houses, from 
the $6,000 we indicate to the $13,000 proposed by that committee. I 
hope, therefore, the report will be adopted. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield to 
me? 

Mr. RANDALL. How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has ten minutes remaining. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will yield for five minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois. Is that enough ? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I shall have five minutes remaining. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that the report referred 
to by the gentleman from Pennsylvania as coming from the joint com- 
mittee of the two Houses of Congress appointed at the last session 
recommended a much larger increase than is proposed by the pending 
report from the Committee on Appropriations. That joint committee 
of the two Houses was composed of two members on the other side of 
the House, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] and the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FoRwEri, and one member from this 
side of the House, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

The Clerk of the present House of Representatives was elected, I be- 
lieve, by the vote of the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cox], 
and the Doorkeeper of the present House was elected also by the gen- 
tlemen on that side. Now, these two officers, elected by the other side, 
came before the Committee on Appropriations and made allegation that 
it was absolutely necessary not only for the execution of their duties to 
have the increase of force we recommend, but a very much larger one. 
And they specified wherein the increase they asked for was required. 

It would be, of course, impossible for me, Mr. Speaker, as a member 
of the Committee on Appropriations, to spend a month’s time in going 
around and inquiring of every employé under the Clerk and Door- 
keeper to learn whether he was or was not doing his full duty. I 
thought perhaps something was due to these two officers to whom you 
have given your confidence. It is true it was not my purpose in con- 
senting to this report to vindicate them, but itis my purpose as a mem- 
ber of this House to see to it that the work of the House is promptly and 
efficiently done, not only in the office of the Clerk but in the folding-room 
under the Doorkeeper. It is patent to me in the transaction of my 
business as a member that the work in the folding-room is not promptly 
and properly done. Your Doorkeeper, elected by your side of the House, 
says the reason is he has not enough men to do it as it should be done. 
Then one of two things oughtto be done. Either you ought to investi- 
gate to see whether the Clerk or Doorkeeperare doing their work prop- 
erly or you ought to give them this increase which they say is neces- 
sary. Iam not here asking for an investigation, for so far as I know 
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concerning those two officers they are good officers. For one, I am will- 
ing to back their word, and have agreed to thisreport for this increase. 
But it may be the gentleman from North Carolina [ Mr. Cox] has knowl- 
edge that would justify him in rising in his place and moving an inves- 
tigation against these parties for inefficiency. If so, I have no doubt he 
will take pleasure in doing so, and that is all I desire to say about it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I ask the gentleman to yield to me 
for a few moments. 3 

Mr. RANDALL. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has six minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iwill yield for three minutes to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now, Mr. Speaker, I know nothing 
about the merits of this resolution outside of that which pertains to 
the folding-room. Here I have a little interest. Some time ago I 
subscribed for twenty extra copies of the Congressional Directory in 
addition to the number to which I was entitled asa member of the House. 
Now, those twenty extra copies I have received some days ago, having 
paid cash forthem. They were folded in the folding-room and are 
now no doubt in the hands of my constituents; but the twenty copies to 
which I was entitled as a member of the House under the law I have 
not been able to get out of the folding-room by love, coaxing, or in any 
other way. 

Why this condition of affairs exists I certainly do not know. But I 
give the folding-room all the presumption that every man is entitled to, 
that it is efficiently and honestly conducted; and therefore I am bound 
to assume that they have not a sufficient working force to carry on the 
business promptly. For that reason I think it is only proper that we 
should grant the additional force provided in this resolution. 

I would like, I must confess, Mr. Speaker, to understand why it is 
that when I send an order for my regular number of documents I can 
not get them folded; and yet I can go out here into the Rotunda and see 
the agent of the Government Printing Office, buy any number of extra 
copies that I may desire, pay my money for them, and send them down 
and getthem folded withoutdelay. I think the reason is, perhaps, that 
the documents are not placed to the credit of members until they are 
folded; and that these, not having been yet folded, have not been placed 
to my credit. But I must confess that it struck me as a little si 
when I found that I could go down, pull out my pocket-book, pay my 
money, and get my directories folded promptly and send them to Iowa, 
but could not get even one of those that I am entitled to under the law. 
I think we had better arm the folding-room, therefore, with such addi- 
tional force as is n to meet the requirements. 

I do not wish, Mr. Speaker, to be understood as fault-finding. I do 
not wish my remarks to be so construed. I believe the real solution 
of the difficulty is in the fact that the force is inadequate. Iasked the 
agent of Mr. Rounds here why it was that these documents were not 
delivered or whether they had been delivered yet to the document- 
room. His response was: ‘‘ Yes; they were delivered to the folding- 
room before you got those that you purchased.” So I know that the 
documents are in the folding-room, and that they have not been placed 
to my credit for some reason. In order to do the folding-room no in- 
justice, or the officers in charge of it rather, it is only proper that I 
should say further that there are gentlemen—Democrats—on this floor 
who are in thesame fixasmyself. Ido not, therefore, mean to intimate 
that favors are granted to one side and not to the other. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman will let me suggest, 

rhaps the difficulty may arise from the fact that these directories have 

ust been printed and they have had hardly time to fold them. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That could hardly be the case, because 
those that I purchased I have had for a long time comparatively, and 
there was no trouble in getting them folded. I think the reason that 
I have asserted is a correct one. : 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania has six minutes 
of his time remaining. : 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not wish to occupy the time until I hear from 
the other side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina will be rec- 
ognized for the remainder of his time, four minutes. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, in replying tothe gen- 
tlemen who have discussed this matter, I find that the one reason urged 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] for an increase of force 
is because he fails to receive with regularity documents from the folding- 
room. The reason for that failure I am unable to state. It may be 
that there is an unusual pressure brought to bear upon the employés 
by reason of the number of documents at this period in the session. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] says that they pro- 
ceeded in the Committee on Appropriations upon the statement of the 
officers of this House, and in accordance therewith made this recom- 
mendation for an increase. I presume the committee did as stated; 
but we know the pressure that is often brought in regard tosuch addi- 
tional employés; the pressure that is brought upon the officers of the 
House to favor their friends by additional appointments. But I am 
not dealing now with any question of that kind. I donot care whether 
the officer making the application be a Democrat or Republican, I propose 


simply to deal with the facts as I find them; and, as I have shown, under 
Democratic administrations the number of these employés was much 
less than it is to-day, even without this proposed increase. Where does 
the necessity exist? It is no answer to my objection to say that this 
additional force has been asked for by a Democratic officer. What we 
want is that members of the committee making this recommendation 
shall give us facts and tell us the exact number of the officers and em- 
ployés of the House to-day, and their duties. We have these facts so 
far as the numbers are concerned in past Congresses. Now let us have 
the exact facts to-day, from which we can draw our own conclusions. 
My distinguished friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] speaks 
of this proposed increase as being a sort of compromise on account of 
the complications existing between the difference in pay of the Senate 
and House employés; that the Senate have in proportion to their num- 
bers a larger roll of employés and pay them more than the House for sim- 
ilar services. That has nothing todo with our action. Weare to act in- 
dependently of that body and say what force is absolutely necessary to 
perform the public business connected with the House of Representatives 
alone. Weare responsible to those who send us here for our action and 
they are responsible for theirs. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
RANDALL] goes on further and says that he accepts this proposed in- 
crease as a choice between two evils, and that he takes the lesser of them. 
That may also be true; but since he concedes that the evil exists it is not 
any answer to tle objection which I make, nor does it remedy the diffi- 
culty by increasing the number of the employés and enlarging the evils 
that arise from superfluous numbers. Now, if there be a real necessity 
for this increase, let that necessity beshown, and I will sustain the report. 
Nothing so far has been shown that justifies it as far as I have seen. Iam 
certainly not in favor of employing persons unnecessarily in this House, 
nor am I in favor of refusing the employment of those whites services are 
necessary. But governed as lam by the lightof the past and knowing the 
number of employés in other Congresses, knowing also how they have 
steadily increased, I fail to see the necessity for this further addition rec- 
ommended by the committee. No facts which have been laid before us 
by the members of the committee, no report that they have written, show 
the necessity for this increased force; and therefore I can see no reason for 
changing my mind or adopting any other than the original impression 
that I had when this resolution was first presented here. 
I now append this table, which sustains the position maintained by 
me: 
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Se: t- |Committee 
at-Arms. | clerks. 
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22 ($49,020 | 3 =) $41,734 | 66 | $74,458 | 11 | $16,990 
22 | 49,940 | 3 *) | 50,808 | 57| 79,247 |11 | 16,990 
24 | 53,432 | 4 +) | 47,334 | 71) 76,992 |16| 24,436 
80 | 62,936.| 4 +) | 41,214 | 96| 85,298 |16| 24,496 
26 | 64,456 | 4 +) | 31,294 | 101 | 82,595 | 16 | 23,292 
26 | 63,456 | 4 =) | 38,904 | 103 | 92,774 | 16 | 23,590 
25 | 53,780 | 4 32,120 | 118 | 94,344 |14| 13,300 
27 | 53,260 | 4 30 | 43,712 | 136 | 122,630 | 14 | 16,500 
30 | 60,280 | 5 29 | 31,520 | 128 | 109,814 | 6| 10,020 
30 | 60,230 | 5 43 | 60,500 | 127 , 000 10, 020 
33 | 67,808 | 6 46 | 48,440 | 135 | 117,604 | 11 | 14,820 
30 | 65,330 | 6 46 | 66,104 | 161 | 140,662 | 15 | 18,020 
32 | 67,138 | 8 49 | 53,332 | 149 | 132,770 | 12 | 16,030 
..| 31 | 66,240 | 8 51 | 74,996 | 152| 134,995 |12| 16,020 


*Number not stated. 
187677, amount appropriated, $202,824; 1883-84 amount appropriated, $308,632; 
excess over former years, $105,807. 
Expenditures of the United States (exclusive of interest) from 1870-71 to 1883-84. 
[From reports of the Secretary of the Treasury.] 
Amount. 


Year. Congress. 


$157, 827 
153, 20i, $56 Forty-first Congress............ R. 
194 us 35 Forty-second Congress......... R. 
164! 857,813 | f Forty-third Congress........... R 
ise a 4 Forty-fourth Congress.........| D. 
161, 619, 934 
ion 090° 062 |} Forty-fifth Congress.......... D. 
1T Lae) S97 | | Forty-sixth Congress........... D. 
4 Rites Forty-seventh Congress...... R. 


* Appropriated. 


a Pensions .......00000seceereereereeee $27 , 000, 000 | o- POnpiOltisosasepeaisess $50, 000, 000 
b Pensions ... sees 000,000 | f Pensions..... 000, 000 
e Pensions.. 61,000,000 | g Pensions, 000 


d Pensions......... sesse tinue 
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Mr. RANDALL. I now yield one minute to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. e principal difficulty in regard to the employés 
of the House seems to arise in the Doorkeeper’s department. The num- 
ber of persons now employed, including pages and the soldiers’ roll, is 
one hundred and forty-three. The number of persons required to re- 
main at the doors would seem to be about thirty; the number of labor- 
ers, eighteen; the number of pages, twenty-nine. This leaves about 
sixty-six persons who I think can be employed in the folding-room, and 
I should suppose, without being familiar with the details of that branch 
of the service of the Ho that that force was sufficient. 

I wish to state, however, that I acquiesce in the report now made to 
the House on the ground mentioned by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL], that, so far as the action of the Committee on 
Appropriations is concerned, it is a question between the large force 
recommended by the House portion of the joint committee and the 
force recommended by the report made by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. Iam not prepared and I do not pretend to say that this in- 
creased force is required. In my judgment the number of employés, 
taking into account the number of persons employed in connection with 
various committees as clerks, is far beyond the requirements of the serv- 
ice of the House. But as between the two propositions, that now sub- 
mitted being far more favorable and reasonable than the other proposi- 
tion, I have given it my acquiescence. 

Mr. Walk tay I yield now to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
ELLIS]. 

Mr. ELLIS. The only point made by the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Cox] against the reports of two commissions of this 
House, one of the former Congress and one of the present Congress, is 
that the Committee on Militia has a clerk and he has nothing to do. 
I suggest to that gentleman that he assemble his committee at least 
once this session, and that they report that fact to the House and ask 
that that clerk be taken off the list. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I am not chairman of the committee. 
I would do that if I could. 

Mr. ELLIS. That that committee has nothing to do and that that 
clerk is not required is no reason why the important business of this 
House should not be transacted in a manner commensurate with its 
size and dignity before the country. 

We have the deliberate statements of two trusted officers of this House 
that this increase of force is absolutely necessary; ay, more than even 
is admitted by the Committee on Appropriations. 

In the Thirty-first Congress an assistant journal clerk was first em- 
ployed; and he was steadily employed and borne on the rolls of this 

ouse as an officer of the House until the Forty-fourth Congress. Then 
he was taken off. What has been the condition since? The work has 
had to be done. One journal clerk could not doit. And the result is 
we have gone from pillar to post and paid an assistant journal clerk 
out of the contingent fund and by special appropriations in deficiency 
bills; but he has been employed and paid all the time. All we ask 
now is that he shall be put on the roll and paid ly during the 
session. That is the fact in regard to the assistant journal clerk. 

As regards the index clerk, one clerk is atten to the index of the 
House; and Iam told by the experienced Journal Clerk that after this 
session closes he will have to index the Journal, the reports of com- 
mittees, and all the miscellaneous documents, and that unless he has 
an assistant it will be the dead of next winter before the index of this 
session of Congress is prepared. Even now, I am told by the clerk that 
he is compelled to work at it until 12 o’clock at night in order to get 
even the index of the RECORD out for the use of members. Is not this 
a nice state of affairs in conducting the business of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of fifty millions of people? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Louisiana has ex- 


ired. 
Mr. ELLIS. I ask that the statements of the Clerk and the Door- 
keeper be published as a part of my remarks. 
The SP ER. The gentleman has the right to have those com- 
munications published as a part of his remarks. 
The letters of the Clerk of the House and the Doorkeeper are as fol- 
lows: 
CLERK’S OFFICE, ~ 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., February 14, 1884, 
Ses: I deem it proper to make the following statement in regard to the ne- 
cessity of additional assistance to the Journal Clerk, the bill and printing clerk, 
and the index clerk, and to say that it will be next to impossible forthe olerka 
to discharge the increasing duties incumbent upon them unless this additional 
force is granted, 
ASSISTANT TO JOURNAL CLERK. 


In the Thirty-first Congress (commencing December, 1849) an assistant was 
first assigned to the Journal Clerk, and from that time until the close of the first 
session of the Forty-fourth Congress (the 15th of August, 1876) was one of the 
regular employés of the Clerk’s office, receiving in 1856 compensation of $1,800 
and in 1876 $3,000 per annum. 

In the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress the appropriation for an assist- 
ant Pare clerk was omitted, and the Journal Clerk alone kept the Journal, 
with the occasional assistance of other clerks during the second session ofthe 
Forty-fourth, allofthe Forty-fifth, the first session of the Forty-sixth, and part 

the second session of the Forty-sixth, when it became necessary to employ an 
assistant, who has since been regularly employed, and paid either out of the 


contingent fund of the House or by specific appropriations in the sundry civil 
or deficiency bills at the close of each session. 

From the first session of the Thirtieth Congress the Journal has steadily in- 
creased in volume. In that age (composed of 232 members) the Journal 
numbered 1,294 pages while the Journal of the first session of the Forty-seventh 
Congress (composed of 293 members) numbered 1,909 pages without the index. 

Under the present rules, requiring every bill to go to a calendar before con- 
sideration, the work of the Journal Clerk has more than doubled over that re- 
quired twenty years ago, and itis simply a physical impossibility for one clerk 
to perform the duties required. With anassistant itis necessary for the Journal 
Clerk to return to the Capitol at least four evenings out of each week in order 
to have the Journal ready at 120’clock the next day—often en to 2 o'clock. 

In addition to the ordinary duties of the Journal Clerk, he is also called upon 
to perform aconsiderable amount of miscellaneous work for the Speaker, com- 
mittees, and members, which occupies considerable time, and which from the 
nature of his position can not be performed by any other clerk. 

As to the assistant to the bill and printing clerk, the work of this clerk has 
steadily increased, and since the Thirty-eighth Congress an assistant has been 


ac him. 
The following table, giving the number of bills and joint resolutions from the 
Thirty-e to the present Congress, will show how the work of this clerk has 


i Joint 
Congress. Bills. | resolu- | Total. 
ns. 
| 
813 182 995 
1,24 305 1,539 
2,023 476| 2,499 
3,091 522| 3,613 
4,073 203 4,276 
4, 891 162| 5,053 
4,708 196 4,094 
6, 549 250 6,799 
7,257 419| 7,676 
7,635 367 8,052 


required 
House bills which are ordered 
bills alone being very conside: 


ropriation 
er to insure 


In order to perform this work, which is required to be promptly and expedi- 
tiously done, it has been found necessary to transfer an ey oyé from the Clerk's 
document-room, services of which employé can not be longerspared from the 
document-room on account of the y increase of: work in that department. 

As to assistant to index clerk: In the Thirty-ninth ogros an index clerk 
was first appointed, prior to which time the Journal had n indexed by the 
Journal Clerk and his assistant, with the occasional assistance of other clerks. 

In the Forty-first Congress the work had so increased that an assistant was 
appointed to the index clerk, and so continued until the first session of the 

orty-fourth Topa when the as i igre for such assistant was omitted. 

As a result the indexes to the J have not been completed for many 
months afteradjournment, except in the second and third sessions of the Forty- 
sixth Con: when the index clerk was compelled to employ assi ce and 

y $825 out of his own pocket, which was reimbursed to him in the deficiency 
ill of the second session of the Forty-seventh Congress. (See Statutes, volume 


22 593.) 

ithe index to the Journal of the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress— 
which session termi. on the 5th of August, 1882—was not completed until 
early in December, after the commencement of the second session, and the vol- 
ume was not printed until the middle of January, 1883; and the index to the 
Journal of the second session, which terminated March 3, 1883, was not com- 
pleted and printed until just prior to the commencement of the present session. 

The indexes, owing to the increase in the number of bills and petitions, 
has increased from one hun and pages in the first session of the Thir- 
tieth Congress to four hundred and sixty-nine pages in the first session of the 
Forty-seventh Congress. 

The index clerk is required to index the Journal, the executive and miscella- 
neous documents, and reports of committees, and in order to secure the 
completion of these volumes for the Printer an assistant is absolutely requ 


Very respectfully, 
JNO. B. CLARK, JR., 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
To the SUBCOMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
Having under consideration increase of force in Clerk's office. 


GENTLEMEN: In consequence of the large increase in the number of members 
of the House, the increase of committees, business, &c., it is absolutely neces- 
sary that the force in the Doorkeeper’s department be increased. There are 
fifty-four committees, occupying forty-four committee-rooms, and these rooms 
must be attended to and served. 

The present force contains but pees able-bodied messengers. Three of 
these are detailed for service on the floor of the House, in reporters’ gallery, and 
seal-room, respectively. There are left but fifteen of these messengers; these, 
with the fourteen crippled and disabled men who are on “‘the soldiers’ roll,’ 
mes twenty-nine in all to attend to said committee-rooms and serye said com- 

ttees. 


There are twenty doors to be attended, five of which on the House floor re- 
quire three men each; four doors in the gallery require two each; and the rest 
one each—thus taking in all, for absolute duty at the doors, thirty-four men, 
when, as before st. , there are now only twenty-nine men allowed for this 
service; and it is found necessary to detail pages and laborers to make up the 
deficiency in the force, and thus cause them to do double duties and different 
from those they are employed to perform. 

In the document and folding rooms the documents have increased 30 per cent, 
Sipe! last Congress, and the demand for increased force in these two departments 


It is abso Lot f necessary that the folding-room have an additional clerk and 
more folders. If two laborers, at $720 per annum, are allowed for document- 
room an additional clerk will not be necessary. 

At least six additional pages are required. 


1590 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 4, 


By reference to the RECORD, No. 16, Jan 9, 


$27 and 828, the Door- 
keeper's statement to Hons. NK Hiscock, J.O.S. CKBURN, and WILLIAM 
H. Forney, members of the joint commission on the part of the House to ar- 
range an increase of force and salaries, will be seen, and the recommendation 
of t commission in relation thereto. 
Respectfully submitted. 
J. G. WINTERSMITH, 
Door 


To Hons, W. 8S. HOLMAN, JOHN Hancock, and JOSEPH CANNON, 
mittee on Legislative Bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 124, noes 27. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. This is clearly not in the interest of 
economy. I call for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were—ayes 15; 
not a sufficient number. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered, and the resolution was 
adopted. 

Mr. ELLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
ree and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. STEELE. [I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Theregular order being demanded, the Chair will 
proceed to call the committees for reports. 

METROPOLITAN POLICE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. POLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a bill 
(H. R. 5668) for the relief of the Metropolitan police force of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

L. A. MORRIS. 


Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, from the Committee on the Judiciary 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3196) 
for the relief of L. A. Morris; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN IOWA. 

Mr. BROADHEAD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 5312) to change 
the place of holding the circuit and district courts of the United States 
for the southern district of Iowa from Keokuk, in the eastern division 
of said district, to Burlington, in said division, and for other purposes; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

FIRST NATIONAL BANK, NEWTON, MASS. 

Mr. COLLINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a bill 
(H. R. 5669) making appropriations for the relief of the First National 
Bank of Newton, Mass.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF PHYSICIANS, ETC. 

Mr. COLLINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. 1763) to compen- 
sate physicians forservices rendered under an order of the United States 
court of the northern district of Alabama; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. LAMB, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1768) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chi- 
nese,’’ approved March 6, 1882; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HITT, from the same committee, presented the views of the mi- 
nority upon the bill; which were ordered to be printed with the report 
of the majority. 

GENERAL AND LIEUTENANT-GENERAL OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. NICHOLLS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
adversely the joint resolution (H. Res. 13) to amend the proviso to sec- 
tion 1094 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the General and Lieuten- 
ant-General of the Army. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask that that bill be placed on the House Calen- 
dar. 

The bill was accordingly placed on the House Calendar, and the ac- 
companying adverse report ordered to be printed. 

ARMY RETIRED-LIST FOR PRIVATES, ETC. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 1040, a bill (H. R. 5670) to authorize a retired-list 
for privates and non-commissioned officers of the United States Army 
who have served continuously for a period of thirty years or upward; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committe of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
adversely the bill (H. R. 781) for the relief of Albert Hunt, of the United 
States Army; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported ad- 
versely the following bills; which were severally laid on the table, and 
the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 308) for the relief of Peter Scouden; 

A bill (H. R. 3228) to relieve James Dement, formerly of Company 
D, Third Maryland Volunteers, of the charge of desertion and to grant 
him an honorable discharge; 

A bill (H. R. peed for the relief of John McFadden; 

A bill (H. R. 2904) for the relief of Lucy Burhite; 

A bill (H. R. 3012) to grant to Lewis W. Perry an honorable dis- 


charge 

A bill (H. R. 5015) for the relief of Harlan Richardson; 

A bill H. R. 4895) for the relief of Robert Hedian; 

A bill (H. R. 4791) to provide for the muster and pay of certain offi- 
cers of the volunteer forces; 

A bill (H. R. 4235) to provide for the muster and pay of certain offi- 
cers and enlisted men of the volunteer forces; and 

A bill (H. R. 2278) for the relief of sufferers by the loss of the Gov- 
ernment steamer J. Don Cameron. 

WILLIAM B. REYNOLDS. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1929) for the re- 
lief of William B. Reynolds; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

JAMES E. MACKLIN. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 436) for the re- 
lief of Second Lieut. James E. Macklin; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompa- 
nying report ordered to be printed. 

SUFFERERS BY LOSS OF STEAMER J. DON CAMERON. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4364) for the re- 
lief of sufferers by the loss of the Government steamer J. Don Cameron; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD D. BREWER. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1159) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the mili record of Richard D. Brewer; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

BREVET COMMISSIONS FOR INDIAN WARS. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 353) authorizing 
brevet commissions to commissioned officers for distinguished conduct 
in engagements with or in campaigns against hostile Indians; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M’FARLAND. 

Mr. MURRAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1161) to relieve 
John McFarland from the charge of desertion; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had adopted the following resolution; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 3,000 extra copies of the report of Julius E. Hilgard, Superintendent of 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey cepa beers progress made in said service during 
the year ending June 30, 1883, for distribution by said Superintendent. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 
A bill (S. 52) providing for the erection of a public building at Waco, 


Tex. ; 
A bill (S. 53) providing for a public building at San Antonio, Tex.; 
A bill (S. 55) to provide for the erection of a public building for the 
use of the United States court, post-office, and other Government offices 
in the city of Carson City, in the State of Nevada; 
A bill (S. 78) for the erection of a public building at La Crosse, Wis. ; 
A bill (S. 146) for a public building at Greenville, S. C.; 
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A bill (E. 147) to authorize the purchase of a site fora building fora 

t-office, court-house, and other public offices in San Francisco, Cal. ; 

A bill 6. 160) for the erection of a public building at Camden, N. J.; 

A bill (S. 182) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase 
land adjacent to the custom-house in the city of Providence, 

A bill (S. 210) donating to the city of Saint Louis, Mo., a certain strip 
of land for street purposes; 

A bill (S. 229) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to erect a 
public building in the city of Key West, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 235) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Augusta, Me. ; 

A bill (S. 256) to provide for a buildin; ig for the use of the Federal 
court, post-office, internal-revenue, and other civil offices, anda United 
States jail, in the city of Fort Smith, Ark.; 

A bill (S. 292) for the erection of a public building at Fort Scott, 


Kan. ; 

A o (S. 396) for the erection of a public building at Nebraska City, 
Neb 

A bin (S. 505) for the erection of a public building at Huntsville, 


Ala. 

A bin (S. 574) appropriating money for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a suitable building for the United States courts, post- 
office, and other Government offices in the city of Winona, State of Min- 
nesota; 

A bill (S. 636) for the erection of a public building at Oshkosh, Wis. ; 

A bill (S. 674) to authorize the purchase of additional grounds for 
the United States court-house and post-office building at Springfield, 


Il; 

A bill (S. 854) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 

city of Manchester, in the State of New Hampshire; 

A bill (8. 1040 to provide for the construction of a public building 
at New Albany, 

A bill (S. 1117) for the erection of a public building at Macon, Ga. ; 

A bill (S. 1146) to wae for the erection of a public building i in the 
city of Anna; (8 120) to 

A bill (8. to provide for the erection of a public building at 
Montpelier, 

A bill (S. lar) to enlarge the United States custom-house at Rich- 
mond, Va.; 

A bill (S. 1504) for the erection of a public building at Pueblo, aa ; 

A bill (S. 1600) for the erection of a public building at Augusta, Ga. 

d 


an 
A bill (S. 1692) to limit the cost of indexing the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 


RECEIPTS OF MONEY-ORDER SYSTEM. 


Mr. MONEY, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported, as a substitute for H. R. 2335, a bill (H. R. 5671) to provide 
for the deposit in the Treasury of the receipts of the money-order ar 
tem, and for the payment of its expenses out of appropriations; which 
was read a first and second time, ordered to be placed on the House 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

LANDS FOR COLORADO. 

Mr. BRENTS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5456) to enable 
the State of Colorado to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty- 
sixth sections found to be mineral lands, and to secure to the State of 
Colorado the benefit of the act of July 2,” 1862, entitled ‘‘An act donat- 
ing public lands to the several States and Territories which may pro- 
vide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and mechanic arts ;’’ which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House onthe state of the 
Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ERIE CANAL. 


Mr. WEMPLE, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3538) for the permanent 
improvement of the Erie Canal and maintaining the same free to the 
commerce of the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

TESTS OF IRON, STEEL, ETO. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Manu- 
factures, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. 1435) authorizing the President to appoint a commission of experts, 
skilled in the investigation, production, and use of metallic substances 
and other structural materials, to execute tests and experiments on iron, 
steel, and other materials used in the construction of bridges, build- 
ings, and mechanical structures, and deduct useful rules therefrom; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT WILMINGTON, DEL. 


Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
re as a substitute for H. R. 3984, a bill (H. R. 5672) for the 
erection of a public building at Wilmington, Del.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 


on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSON, MICH. 

Mr. BREITUNG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. 805) to SAR for the construction ofa public building at Jackson, in 
the State ot Michigan; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SACRAMENTO, CAL. 


Mr. BREITUNG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, also rted, as a substitute for H. R. 105, a bill (H. R. 
5673) for the erection ofa public building at Sacramento, Cal.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WACO, TEX. 


Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1570) for the erection 
of a public building at Waco, Tex.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT TYLER, TEX. 


‘Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
also reported, as a substitute for H. R. 1568, a bill (H. R. 5674) to pro- 
vide a suitable building for the United States courts, post-office, and 


internal-revenue office A the city of Tyler, State of Texas; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

UNION METALLIC CARTRIDGE COMPANY. 

Mr. GREENLEAF, from the Committee on Patents, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5278) for th the relief of 
the Union Metallic Cartridge en Companys which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC REED. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4014) for the 
relief of Isaac Reed; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

MARIA L. LEE. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1752) for the re- 
lief of Maria L. Lee; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

CATHARINE BULLARD. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 406) granting a pension 
to Catharine Bullard; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

KATE AMANN. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 320) granting a 
peonon to Kate Amann; which was referred tothe Committee of the 

le House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 
ALEXANDER ST. BERNARD. 


Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4790) granting 
a pension to Alexander St. Bernard; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM ROBINSON. 

HOUK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
Nma the bill (H. R. 1502) granting a pension to William Robin- 
son; which was referred to the Committes of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

SARAH MINER. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1077) granting a pension to Sarah Miner; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SARAH L. BRAGG. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 3341) for the relief of Sarah L. Bragg, of 
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the linen department of the Fairfax Seminary hospital in the late war; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

EMMA A. PORCH. 

Mr. FYAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3294) granting a pension to Emma 
A. Porch; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered tobe 
printed. 

JOHN ©. RICHARDS. 

Mr. FYAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re ane 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2348) granting a pension to Jo 
Richards; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House A 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

TEMPLE GOLDEN. 

Mr. FYAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5070) granting a pension to Temple 
Golden; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Privats Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MES. MARY J. STOTTS. 

Mr. FYAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5096) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary 
J. Stotts; which was referred tothe Committee of the Whole House on 
the ee Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin 

CHARLES 0. M’KENNEY. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 704) granting a pension 
to Charles O. McKenney; which was laid on the table, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 


MRS. SUSAN J. M’KENNEY. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, also reported, as a substitute for H. R. 3224, the bill (H. R. 5675) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Susan J. McKenne ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee o; the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

SARAH A. SCOTT. 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2670) granting a pension to Sarah A. Scott, 
widow of John D. Scott, deceased, late first lieutenant of Company H, 
First Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES B. WHITE. 

Mr. DOWD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with an 
amendment the bill (H. R. 370) for the relief of James B. White; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LYSANDER H. CARROLL. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 2389) for the relief of Lysander H. 
ll; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
DANIEL MARCY. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Claims, also 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 982) directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to refund money wrongfully paid for duties on imports by 
Daniel Marcy; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

A. K. SHEPARD. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 28) for the relief of 
A. K. Shepard; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JABEZ BURCHARD. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 1360) for the relief of Jabez Burchard. 

Mr. SNYDER. I ask the bill be put upon the Private Calendar, 
and for leave to present the views of the minority. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying adverse report, with the views 
of the minority, presented by Mr. SNYDER, were ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 


adversely the following cases; which were severally laid on the table, 
and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 
Petition of Joseph Anderson; 
Petition of the personal representatives of Ayres P. Merrill; and 
Petition of Martha W. Bell. 


FRANCIS KILBURN. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported the 
bill (H. R. 5676) for the relief of Francis Kilburn; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. STORM, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back with 
adverse recommendations a bill and petitions of the following titles; 
which were severally ordered to be laid on the table and the accompany- 
ing reports printed, namely: 

etition of Jean Odendhal, of Norfolk, Va. ; 
Petition of the heirs of John Walton; and 
A bill (H. R. 1239) for the relief of John M. Leeds. 
RICHARD MIDDLETON. 


Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 467) for the the relief of 
Richard Middleton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


Mr. BOUTELLE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported, 
as a substitute for H. R. 4383, a bill (H. R. 5977) to relieve certain 
bounty or enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of 
desertion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADULTERATED AND SPURIOUS TEAS. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York, from the Committee on Ways and Means, 
reported a bill (H. R. 5678) to amend the act entitled ‘An act to pre- 
vent the importation of adulterated or spurious teas,’’ approved March 
2, 1883; which was read a first and second time, refe to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- ` 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to further con- 
sider the naval appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to.’ 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. CoNVERSE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union to further consider the bill (H. R. 4716) 
known as the naval appropriation bill. 

By order of the House general debate on this subject is limited to 
one hour. 

Mr. HUTCHINS addressed the committee. [See Appen 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Tock tos te raced PA 
minutes of his time left. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I desire afterward to yield a portion of the time 
to my colleague [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will take as little time as possible and yield to 
the gentleman from New York as soon as I can. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I am very much obliged to the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. RANDALL addressed the committee. [See Appendix.] 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I yield the remainder of my time to my col- 
league, Mr. Cox. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Iam not perhaps so well-fitted to speak 
on this subject as those gentlemen who have made it theirspecial study; 
but perfunctorily, as chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, I 
may be expected to give some judgment, ey it may not be the 
judgment of the committee—that only of myse There seems to be 
just now a proposition which might be briefly stated, and which I have 
written down and elaborated it soas to make it concise, somewhat like 


It is said by some gentlemen, ‘‘either reduce your official roster or 
build more ships.’* Rather build ships to keep officers employed, or 
dismiss the superfluous officers. There is some wisdom in this alterna- 
tive. It was well elaborated by my colleague of the Naval Committee 
[Mr. THomas]. He favored more ships, and yet he found the Navy 
top-heavy with officials. My position is that it would be well to cut 
down the naval official force. The present four cruisers are to be 
finished, and, when tested, we can tell what more to do—or more than 
to make specifications. Congress meets in December, and if then the 
cruisers already ordered turn out to be in good form, of some speed, and 
of real utility, then we can consider the increase. 

There is one impediment now to the creation of a navy. It is the 
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constant contention and wrangling in the Department as to staff and 
line, as to consolidation of bureaus, and as to the methods to be adopted 
for the construction of vessels. Even the present energetic head of the 
Department has had much trouble to reconcile these differences. 

Since the year 1866 over $385,000,000 have been expended by the 
United States on its Navy De ent. To-day we are without asingle 
ship fit to cope with any of the great ironclads of the maritime powers. 
Now it is proposed after the expenditure of this enormous sum to com- 
mence the building of a navy. In the condition to which our com- 
merce has been reduced it must be apparent to every gentleman that 
a navy for the purpose of its protection would be a most expensive and 
unnecessary luxury. If we need any war ships in our present con- 
dition, it must be for home defense, not for foreign aggression. For this 
purpose it is proposed to build cruisers of three classes and some gun- 
boats. Ido not see any wisdom in this proposition. Such ships, it 
will be admitted, would be little if any better for actual warfare than 
those now in our possession. The cruisers, as the name implies, are 
adapted only to destroy unarmed ships—merchantmen. The destruc- 
tion of such vessels can be justified only on the principle of retaliation— 
a principle at variance with civilization and humanity. 

The idea of William L. Marcy is my best thought on this theme. On 
the 3d of March, 1862, I introduced resolutions looking to the vindica- 
tion of these ideas. These were crystallized in this form. To their 
consideration I addressed myself in the light of progress and interna- 
tional law. : 

These are the resolutions: 

That it fa the most liberal tions with to maritime itsand 
the abolition of aes as Lprononi the ebrar gerake and multiply the 
causes of dissension in the world, pron y tai humanity and justice demand 
that the calamities incident to war should be strictly limited to the belligerents 
themselves and to those who voluntarily take part with them; but thatneutrals 
abstaining in good faith from such complicity ought to be left to pursue their 
ordinary trade with either belligerent. 

That the present time is po itious for the resumption of negotiations to secure 
these orgona, and especially for the concurrence of the nations in the benig- 
nant articles of the declaration of the con of Paris of the 16th of April, 1856, 
with the amendment pro by Mr. Marcy, namely: 1. Privateering is and 
remains abolished, provided that the private property of the subjects or citizens 
of a belligerent on the high seas shall be exempted from seizure by public armed 
vessels of the other belligerent, except it be contraband, 2. The neutral 
covers enemy's goods, th the exception of contraband of war. 3. Neut 

with the exception of contraband of war, are not liable to capture under 
the enemy’s flag. 4. Blockades, in order to be binding, must be effective. 

That the people of the United States entertain the hope that the great mari- 
time powers of France and England, relinquishing their present objections grow- 
ing out of their ill-advised recognition of our insurgent States as belligerents, 

ll consent to the propositions of the Paris conference, as the United States 
have so constantly inv ted, and as Mr. Marcy pro; to the Government of 
France on the 28th day of July, 1856; with such a liberal expansion of them that 
the private property, not contraband, of citizens and subjects of netions in col- 
lision Siola be exempted from confiscation equally in warfare waged on the 
— wen in warfare waged upon the seas, which are the common highways of 
the nations. 

That the efforts of the late Secretary Marcy and the present evra Sod State 
to have these maxims ingrafted as fixed principles at international law were 
eminently wise and just, sanctioned by our traditionary policy, and conducive 
ae the welfare of the Republic and to the highest interests of peace and civiliza- 
tion. 


These principles may be summarized in a few words: that we would 
save from spoliation private property. The principle is the salvation 
of private property from destruction. The mode of its destruction, 
whether by public or private armed cruisers, is the incident. This 
principle of William L, Marcy was the principle of Hugo Grotius, who 
received its natural justice from a higher source! And now shall we 
change all this? Change it for what? To gratify whom’? What? 

In warfare on land it has long been the custom to protect private 
property from seizure and destruction. Why not? Where is the rea- 
son for the discrimination? Itis private property wherever itis, on one 
element or another. I desire to see our Government committed as far 
as possible to this custom. It is international law. I cannot approve 
the proposition to commence the building of an American navy with 
ships that dare not meet in equal combat the ironclads of any power 
with which we might be at war, and that would only venture to open 
their ports on unarmed merchantmen. I can see no good reason against 
the adoption of an international rule of warfare under which private 

roperty on the high seas shall be as much respected as it is on land; 
but whether the adoption of such a rule is near or distant, I see no 
present necessity on our part to begin a Navy with commerce-destroyers. 

We have no commerce worth speaking of, and that we have none is 
not due to the absence of a navy. The laws that destroyed our com- 
merce remain unrepealed on our statute-book, and while they remain 
in force foreign ships will continue to carry our commerce. When I see 
some probability of repealing these laws I will then begin to think of 
the advisability of building ships for the protection of commerce. I do 
not think it an advisable method to cut down our surplus revenue by 
throwing away a few millions of dollars per annum after the $385,000,- 
000 already sunk or squandered, with the continued result of a navy 
composed of vessels unfit to cope with any of the armored vessels of 
even the second or third rate maritime powers of the world. 

In our peculiar situation we are not likely to provoke war or be pro- 
voked into war with any of the great powers of the world, and if war 
were to be declared at any time within the next ten years, our position 


would, with such ships as are proposed to be built, be necessarily one 
of defense. 

It is claimed that ourseaports would, in case of war, be at the mercy 
of the enemy. In this view of the case it would seem to me to bea 
question of guns and torpedoes rather thanships. Given equal caliber, 
range, and power of penetration, a gun in a land battery must be better 
for defense than a like gun on that modern floating battery, an iron- 
clad war ship. If the object is the defense of our ports, it seems to 
me that we should direct our attention to forts and guns rather than to 
a few steel commerce-destroyers. If our naval officers must have some 
sort of employment, let them turn their attention to harbor defense 
until such time as commerce requires the countenance of our flag on the 


high seas. 

e have been eighteen years without a navy, and yet there was not 
once in that time a moment when any of the great powers of Europe 
would have dared to declare war against us. Why was this the case? 
One answer is, because we had no commerce to be attacked, and war 
with us meant a land war with the greatest military power of the world. 
War with us now on the part of any of the great powers of the world 
would mean an interruption of the commerce of that power with us— 
an interruption by which we would suffer less loss than the enemy. 

Iam utterly opposed to any useless or unnecessary expenditure of pub- 
lic money, especially so at the present time, when all sorts of schemes. 
are being suggested for the purpose of defeating legislation looking to 
the reduction of our annual revenue. If money for the defense of the 
country is needed, I am ready now, as I always have been, to vote mill- 
ions for that purpose; but I am not blind to the fact that the buil 
of war ships not yet reached thestage of scientific development, an 
that their construction is still a matter of experiment and contention 
even in the Department. The present idea of a first-class ship of war is 
a floating battery designed to carry the most powerful guns and to re- 
sist the shot of the enemy; the gun is the ruling idea and the ship is 
merely the Kan oaee Theship that has the best armor, the highest 
speed, and the guns of longest range and greatest power of penetration 
is, according to present ideas, the best adapted for warfare—for attack 
as well as defense. 

This is not the sort of ship you propose to construct. You propose 
to build ships that would be as useless against such a war vessel as any 
wooden hulk that now lies rotting in our navy-yard. Of course it 
would be very agreeable for our admirals and commodores to be able to 
display their flags on fast-sailing steel cruisers in foreign ports in time 
of peace; but are we called upon at present by any urgent necessity to 
afford these officers such an expensive gratification of vanity? It would 
be very humiliating to our national pride to have such ships depend on 
their speed for their safety in case a war were declared against us. 

I remember that in the month of April, 1862, when General McClel- 
lan was moving the army to the Peninsula, and several corps of that 
army were on transports under the guns of Fortress Monroe and the 
Atlantic fleet, a single ship, the Merrimac, armed with a few guns, 
protected with casemates of railroad iron, sailed out of the Elizabeth 
River one fine morning, accompanied by two small tenders, the York- 
town and Jamestown. In presence of the whole army of the Poto- 
mac this iron-clad made our Atlantic fleet take to its heels, while the 
little Monitor hugged the shore under the guns of Fortress Monroe, 
notwithstanding the challenge of a couple of blank guns from the Mer- 
rimac. That harbor, which at sunrise was like the bay of Salamis, 
fleeted with a thousand ships, within an hour was cleared. eee. 
remained in it but the Merrimac and her tenders and a French an 
English man-of-war, each of which manned its yards as the Merri- 
mac cruised past firing her blank guns of challenge. I do not want 
a navy that would have to submit to such mortification as this; and it 
is such ships that are now proposed to be built, and none others. 

You can not have a navy worthy of our country without seamen to 
man it, and you can not have American seamen unless you have a com- 
mercial marine. We know that there are not more than 5 per cent. of 
our seamen of American nativity. You have destroyed our merchant 
service with tariffs and other exactions that prohibit any participation 
on our part in the carrying trade of the world. A commercial marine 
is the nursery of seamen. No one desires a navy more than I do, but 
I desire no navy of ‘‘ commerce-destroyers.’’ Let us devise a plan to 
regain the commerce we have lost before we talk of ‘‘ cruisers,’’ that 
will be fit only for pleasure yachts for our admirals and commodores. 
When the principle of the democracy of the sea becomes a part of our 
polity we shall not require much expenditures for sea-service. Then 
the better time may come when ‘‘seas will but join the nations they 
divide.” 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all general debate upon 
this bill has been closed. The Clerk will now proceed to read the bill 
by paragraphs for amefdment and debate under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the following sums be, and they are hereby, a 
riated, to be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
or the naval service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1885, and 
for other purposes: 

For the y of the Navy, for the active-list, namely: For 1 Admiral, 1 Vice- 
Admiral, § rear-admirals, 7 chiefs of bureaus, 21 commodores, 45 captains, 87 
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unior lieutenants, 
8 assistant ree ira cia Basketa 

surgeons, 2 assistant surgeons no 
hereafter. 


, after fifteen years’ service, be en- 


commanders, 78 licutenant-commanders, 272 liew 5 
95 ensigns, 98 junior ensigns, 14 medical directors. 15 madi 


poms 79 passed assistant surgeo’ 
n the line of peronon (who 
titled to receive, as annual pay, when at sea, $2,100, when on shore-duty $1,800, 
and when on leave or waiting orders $1,600), 13 pay directors, 12 pay inspectors, 
49 paymasters, 29 passed assistant paymasters, 20 assistant paymasters, 69 chief 
engineers, 93 passed assistant e! eers, 78 assistant engineers, 24 chaplains, 11 

rofessors of mathematics, 10 naval constructors, 9 assistant naval constructors, 
0 civil engineers, 188 warrant officers, 38 mates, 295 naval cadets; in all, $3,714,150. 
Hereafter none of the vacancies in the various grades in the line and in the staf? 
corps of the Navy shall be filled by promotion until such grades shall be reduced 
to the numbers fixed for the several grades of the line and the staff corps of the 
rit by the act of August 5, 1882, making Sperapeanens for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes. 


Mr. CALKINS. I raise the point of order on the last clause of the 
paragraph just read. I refer to the clause reading as follows: 

Hereafter none of the vacancies in the various grades in the line and staff 
corpa of the Navy shall be filled hy promotion: until such gradesshall be reduced 
to the numbers fixed for the several grades of the line and staff corps of the Navy 


by the act of August 5, 1882, making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes. 


Clause 3 of Rule XXI provides that no new legislation shall be in- 

on any appropriation bill unless the provision of itself, on its 

face, shall reduce expenditures, What is the true construction of that 

clause of the rule? It provides that there shall be no change of exist- 

ing law, no new legislation put in an appropriation bill, unless that 
new legislation of itself, standing alone, will reduce expenditures. 

Now it will be seen that this bill makes an appropriation for the pay 
of all the officers of the Navy, and the appropriation will be just the 
same whether this clause to which I have objected remains in the bill 
or is stricken out. That will not make one single cent of difference, 
for the bill appropriates the money for the pay of these officers, and the 
amount appropriated will be just the same whether this clause remains 
in the bill or goes out. Hence it is obnoxious to that provision of the 
rule which says there shall be no change of existing law, no new legis- 
lation in an gS bill, unless the substantive proposition so in- 
serted in the bill shall of itself reduce the expenditures carried by the 
bill. That is all I desire to say on the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. On the point of order, I admit that the provision 
in this bill reported by the Committee on Appropriations may not re- 
duce the amount of the appropriation carried by the bill; but it cer- 
tainly will reduce the amount of expenditures. 

Mr. CALKINS. Not under this bill. 

„Mr. RANDALL. The law of last year contains the following pro- 
vision: 

Hereafter only one-halfof the vacanciesin the various grades in the staff corps 
of the Navy shall be filled by promotion until such es shall be reduced to 
the numbers fixed for the several grades of the staff corps of the Navy by the 


act of August 5, 1882, mak appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
‘year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes. 


The clause in the bill under consideration is the same as that in the 
bill of last year, except that we use the word ‘‘none”’ instead of the 
words ‘‘only one-half.” Now let me read the rule: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing ex- 


Hors aT be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject-matter of 
e bill— 


This certainly is germane— 
shall retrench e ditures by the reduction of the number and salary of the 
officers of the United States, by the reduction of the compensation ofany person 


id out of the Treasury of the United States, or by the reduction of amounts 
Re any covered by the bill. z 


Notice the language of the rule: ‘‘ By the reduction of the number 
and salary of the officers of the United States.’’ With that I rest the 

uestion. 

Mr. CALKINS. In reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL], with the permission of the Chair I will say that the 
rule is epici that the reduction made must be in one of three ways: 
First, ‘‘ of the number and salary of the officers of the United States.” 
Now, this provision of itself does not reduce the number of officers. 
There'is no reduction by a single officer by this provision of the bill. 
Indirectly the result may be a reduction of the number of officers; but 
that is not what the Chair is to look at in determining the point of 
order. He is to look at the substantive provision of the bill. Does it 
reduce the number and salary of officers of the United States? 

Secondly, the reduction must be ‘‘ of the compensation of any person 

id out of the Treasury of the United States.” This provision of the 

ill does not purport to do that. Third, the reduction is to be ‘of the 
amounts of money covered by the bill.” This provision does not do 
that. 

So that this provision of the bill does not come under either of the 
three methods pointed out by the rule for the reduction of expenses. 
There is in the rule a provision with reference to amendments reported 
by a committee having charge of the general subject under consider- 
ation. Iread this provision for the purpose merely of throwing light 
on the subject: 


Provided, That it shall be in order further to amend such bill upon the report 
of the committee having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of such amendment, 


which amendment, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench 
expenditures. 


Now, under this provision an amendment retrenching expenditures 
indirectly may be reported from a committee having charge of the gen- 
eral subject, but the power of the Committee on Appropriations upon a 
bill of this kind to report amendments embracing new legislation is 
limited to the three methods I have pointed out, and this provision 
does not come within either of those methods. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that when the gentleman 
admits that this provision would result in the reduction of the number 


of officers, that fact brings the proposition within the rule. The Chair 
is therefore constrained to overrule the point of order. 
Mr. CALKINS. I move to strike out the whole provision. I do not 


want to debate the subject now. 
from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD]. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman, if there is anything more incom- 
prehensible to my mind than this bill it is the fact that my el t and 
eloquent friend from the great State of New York [Mr. Cox] should 
have read a speech duly and deliberately prepared in manuscript. He 
speaks so much better when he speaks without notes that it is abso- 
lutely an unpardonable offense toward this House for him to read a 
speech. So much for that. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the Democratic party presented yesterday a mag- 
nificent spectacle. It put me in mind of a race-horse, who, after bei 
entered for the race, throws up his tail, jumps over the fence, an 


I yield my time to the gentleman 


abandons the contest. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. RANDALL. I object to that line of debate. 


Mr. BELFORD. It was universally understood that Judge Con- 
VERSE was to bring forward a bill touching the tariff on wool, and the 
Democratic party had not the courage to vote upon that question. 


Mr. RANDALL. Irise toa point of order, that the gentleman must 
confine himself to the subject under discussion as nearly as he can. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. BELFORD. [I hope this does not come out of my time. [Re- 
newed laughter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please confine himself to 
the question under debate. 

Mr. BELFORD. Isay it was universally understood yesterday that 


Judge CONVERSE was to bring forward under a suspension of the rules 
a bill affecting the tariff on wool; and the Democratic party had not 
the courage to consider it. You buttoned up your coats and ran like 
cowards. [Laughter and applause.] Is not that a fact ? 

You ask us to protect pig-iron in Pennsylvania, and we do it, although 
our votes come from the West. You ask us to protect copper in Michi- 
gan, and we do it, although our votes come from the West. You ask 
us to protect salt in the State of New York, and our votes to give that 
protection come from the West. Yet my Southern friends, who, in 
conjunction with the West, ought to control the councils of the nation, 
loan themselves to a few Democratic leaders of the North, who, in my 
judgment, are leading them to absolute political ruin. [Laughter and 
cries of ‘‘Good!’’ on the Republican side.] Gentlemen, your political 
grave in the national campaign of this year is dug, and we have con- 
ag a money to furnish the flowers to decorate it forever. [Laugh- 
ter. 
What I want to see is the South standing solidly.with the West and 
protecting the interests of both against the cormorant avarice of two 
States, Pennsylvania and New York. On that platform I stand and on 
that platform I propose to stand. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, after this flight of fancy from a 
member of a decaying party I want to call back the Committee of the 
Whole to the consideration of the pending bill. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the pro forma amend- 
ment. Since this bill has been before the House I have takensome pains 
to give it a little consideration; and Iam utterly surprised to-day to hear 
from such gentlemen as the gentleman from Pennsylvania the statement 
he has given of the naval strength of foreign powers. I hold in my 
hand a table, prepared for me by a distinguished officer of the Navy, 
entirely competent for this duty, and this statement makes a very 
different exhibit from that made by the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia. I understood the gentleman to say that there are only 1,900 of 
the line in the British navy. The statement before me gives the num- 
ber as 4,798, with 58,000 seamen and 12,000 marines, making a total of 
75,598, with a reserve of 24,000 men; a trained, able force, who have 
passed under the inspection of the admiralty. France has 73,000 of- 
ficers and men, with a reserve force of 100,000. Germany has 74,000, 
while Spain has a reserve force of 50,000, and a total of 23,000 in actual 
service. Now, the gentleman knows very well the number limited by 
law in this country is 8,500. 

But look again at the vast difference in the armament or the two 
countries. England has 186 unarmored vessels and she has 61 armored; 
but these 186 unarmored ships and 304 merchant vessels which have 
been built of iron and steel after the most improved pattern, are ready 
to-day to be equipped with breech-loading rifle guns, Germany has in 
all 471 guns in service, Chili 63, and Brazil 100. 
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Look at the comparison between those countries and our own. 
I shall ask leave to insert in my remarks this table in full. 


Navies of other countries. 
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The United States Navy consists of the following vessels: 


Serviceable wooden vessels. 
Serviceable monitors....... 
Small tugs, for yard use... oopa 
Wooden sailing vessels, as 
Unfinished monitors, requiring extensive work...... 
Steam vessels (wood), uiring extensive repairs .. 
Torpedo ram (the o, 

Torpedo-boat..... 


2 | mere B 


Of the 38 mentioned as serviceable 1 (the Mohican) is unfinished, 1 
is on the lakes, and 2 are dispatch and freight boats. 

The personnel of our entire Navy is limited to 8,500 men, a large 
number of whom are officers. 

In the above table, the number of vessels given includes only those 
that would be effective ships in event of war, and does not include 
various tugs, yachts, paddle steamers, or sailing vessels, of which each 
of the above nations possesses a number. 

GUNS. 

The guns included in the above are all rifled guns. France has no 
vessel in her service which is not armed with breech-loading rifles of 
high power and great penetration. All the other nations are provided 
with breech-loading rifles, and are rapidly replacing the muzzle-loaders 
which still remain in the service with breech-loaders. This is especially 
the case with England, and her gun factories are now turning out 
breech-loaders as fast as possible, and no new vessel is to be armed with 
any but high-power breech-loaders. 

In the column of torpedo-boats it is difficult to ascertain the vast 
number possessed by foreign navies, as all nations are now buying or 
constructing them as rapidly as possible, but it is certain that no nation 
possesses a less number than that given in the table. 

The naval reserves of England, France, Germany, Spain, and Italy 
are not merely merchant-seamen that may be drafted into the naval 
service in event of war, but are seamen who have actually served two 
or more years in the naval service. 

England keeps up a paid naval reserve; in the other four nations 
service in the navy is compulsory, and the reserves are men who have 
actually passed the time required by law on board war vessels and 
then returned to their homes, liable to be drafted at a moment’s notice 
into the naval service. 

As to the reserve of the United States, by careful computation from 
census and other returns the probable number of men from which the 
United States would be obliged to draw its recruits in time of war is 
221,000. 

This apparently large reserve would be of little practical use. Itin- 
clades fishermen, steamboatmen, boatmen, canalmen, engineers, pilots, 
and sailors. The sailmen, for they can not be called seamen, are mostly 
employed on vessels of our coasting trade, schooners, barges, &c., and 
would be of no more use on board a modern war vessel than a man who 
had never been to sea. ` 

Young, active, intelligent American men could be more quickly 
trained to become efficient men-of-war seamen than the men who have 
obtained a superficial knowledge in a coasting schooner. 

Again, this list includes all who pertain tothe sea in any way, a large 
majority of whom might perhaps from physical or other reasons be un- 
qualified for the service, and, what is of more importance, at least one- 
third of them are not and do not pretend to be American citizens. 

Any one who cares to make a study of the subject will easily find 
that the reserve sailors of the United States exist only on paper, and 
would be of little practical use in event of war. 

THE RESERVE NAVY OF FOREIGN POWERS. 


By the reserve navy is meant the fleet of iron or steel, swift 
merchant steamers, that will be armed and equipped as commerce- 
destroyers in event of war. 

England in her list has nearly 300 steamers which have passed the 


inspection of the admiralty and for which armaments are being pre- 
pared. 


The armaments and equipments of many transatlantic steamers are 
being stored at Halifax and the Bermudas, so in event of war a large 
number of swift steamers would immediately repair to those ports, arm, 
and proceed to sea, as an extremely valuable and dangerous auxiliary 
of the vessels of war. 

France and almost all continental powers are proceeding in the same 
way, and France has in one or two instances assigned rifled breech- 
loading guns of 9.2 inches caliber to new merchant steamers of a speed 
greater than fifteen knots. 

The United States has but a small reserve of this kind, and has neither 
the guns, nor plant for making them, with which to arm the few 
steamers she has. 

Comparing the United States with other powers, in point of ships, 
guns, steamers for reserve, merchant vessels for reserve, plant for con- 
structing ships and making guns, the defense of her coast and property— 
in all these we have never been in such an utterly weak, inefficient 
state as we are to-day. 

In regard to the naval reserve of the United States, it may be 
that in the last war the volunteers and merchant sailors did their work 
with credit. This is undoubtedly so, but it must be remembered that 
that was twenty years ago. Since then the requirements of a man-of- 
war’s seaman is much greater than it was then, owing to the rapid 
advance in ships, guns, and torpedoes, which every day are becoming 
more complicated and require special training for officers and men. 

Then again we had in 1860 an immense fleet of sea-going merchant 
ships, which carried large crews of splendid American seamen who had 
spent years of their lives in deep water; to-day we have comparatively 
few of such vessels, and freight being so low a better class of American 
seamen are fast disappearing, composed of men who have never taken 
the oath of allegiance to this country. 

The decline of our merchant fleets carries with it the decline of Ameri- 
can seamen. 

The United States has 91 ships; of these 91, 38 are wooden vessels, 
and totally unfit for the service. Thirteen are serviceable monitors, 
Five are unfinished monitors requiring expensive additions. We have 
some vessels of wood and 1 torpedo boat. Of the 38 mentioned as ser- 
viceable, 1, the Mohican, is soap 1 is on the lakes, and 8 are dispatch 
and freight boats. The personnel of our Navy is but 8,000, and a large 
number are officers. 


Now I regret very much, Mr. Chairman, that my Democratic friends 
in this House, though di ished gentlemen, as the gentlemen from 
Pennsylvania and New York—— 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will take the floor and yield my time to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, 

Mr. HILL. I thank the gentleman from New York for his courtesy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I regret the course taken by my Democratic 
friends in this House, especially the distinguished gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania and the gentleman from New York, because I believe that 
this parsimonious policy on the part of any ina t country 
like this is wrong. If the Democratic party of the United States ever 
expect to get into power they must pursue a different line of policy. 
Any party which is afraid to come up here and provide for the defense 
of 7,000 miles of the richest seacoast on the globe can never get into 
power in this country, and they never ought to. 

I am opposed further, Mr. Chairman, to sending this money abroad 
to buy these ships. There is a proposition to send fifteen million of 
money across the ocean to pay British mechanics to build our ships, 
while our mechanics are idle on the streets. I am against it, sir. I 
will not vote for it. [Applause.] 

Why, sir, the history of the last thirteen years at your world fairs, 
the exhibitions of Paris and London, and wherever else they have been 
held, has demonstrated that American skill, American genius, and Amer- 
ican inventions have surpessed all others, and it is an insult to the in- 
telligence of the people of this country for anybody to get up here and 
say we are not able here, if we desire, to construct not only our own ships, 
but the armament and all the projectiles and ammunition which they 
may need, We can, in my judgment, build just as good ships and fit 
them out just as well here as anywhere else on the globe. Just look at 
the premiums and gold medals we have taken whenever we have come 
into competition with other countries. 

My distinguished friend from New York [Mr. Cox], whois righton 
almost everything but the wool question, and who yesterday tried to 
pull it over the eyes of the country [laughter and applause ]—— 

Mr. COX, of New York. We went together, my friend. 

Mr. HILL. Yes, we went together in Ohio last fall when my friend 
and I made speeches against the reductionon wool. [Laughter andap- 
plause.] Will my friend from New York vote to restore the duty on 
wool? That will answer all my objections, if itis an answer in the 
affirmative. [Laughter. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman makes an assertion—— 

Mr. HILL. I made the assertion because I asked the gentleman 
yesterday to vote that way, but he said he would not do it. 
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Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman is one of my old pupils 
and I taught him always to be courteous and just, and I know he will 
be both to me. 

Mr. HILL. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I said when we were in Ohio together in 
the last campaign—I took care, as my reports will show, and I always 
anticipate a little [laughter]—I wondered at the Republicans while 
cutting down the duty on wool they did not cut down the duty on the 
wool fabric also, as I thought there might be labor on the raw material 
as well as on the manufactured product; but I said the Republican party 
in this House nevertheless discriminated against the farmer and for the 
manufacturer, and my friend knows that speech will be found reported 
everywhere and every time just in hee verba because I took care of my 
a s well as of my past, and that is what keeps me here. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Letmeask the gentleman from New York a ques- 
tion: Whether he is ready now to place the farmers back where they 
were before ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Iam ready to cut down thetariff on woolen 
products as well as on the raw material. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does that help the farmer? 

Mr. COX, of New York. It does justice to everybody. 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word, 
and if the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HILL] desires further time I will 
yield to him three minutes, as I do not care to occupy but a moment 
at this time. 

Mr. HILL. I am very much obliged to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Iam sorry, Mr. Chairman, that my friend from New York cut my 
little speech in two, as itis the first time that I have taken the floor to 
present my views to this House since the beginning of the session. 

Now, my friend from New York—and I say it in order to correct a 
misapprehension into which he seems to think I have fallen—did not 
agree, nor did I charge that he agreed, to restore the duty on wool in our 
canvass in Ohio. 

Mr. COX, of New York. That is the impression that would be gath- 
ered from the remarks to which I excepted. 

Mr. HILL. But it is also true that he did denounce the taking of 
it off. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Yes; unless the duty was also taken off the 
other, the products. Is not that true? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then why this outburst on the other side? 

Mr. HILL. Now, Mr. Chairman, to come back to the consideration 
of the matter before the committee. I disagree on one point with the 
gentlemen who are advocating this measure. If they do not want seven 
cruisers in this bill I shall move to strike out the ‘‘seven’’ and insert 
in their place ‘‘ten ironclads.’’ We have as good a right to a navy as 
any other country in the world, and we certainly need it worse. I am 
opposed toastandingarmy. Wedonotneedit. We have four millions 
of men for our standing army now who know how to fight and are always 
ready. But I am in favor of a large and efficient navy to protect our 
seacoast. It will not doin opposition to that tosay there is no need for 
it; that there is no war. ‘That is no reason to assign. War may come 
in twenty-four hours. Nearly every war that has afflicted this world 
has burst upon it unexpectedly in almost every instance and for trivial 
causes, and we should be prepared for it when it does come. 

Mr. Chairman, we may well be proud of the history of the Navy of 
this country. Our little Navy furnishes one of the brightest chapters 
in its history. Beginning with Preble and Paul Jones, we have a list 
made up of such names as Bainbridge, Decatur, Perry, Farragut and 
Porter, and a whole line of its gallant officers from the year 1800 down 
to now. We may well be proud of it. They have contributed their 
full share to shed luster and fame upon the American name and its flag. 
We have a good naval equipmentnow. But give the young men of the 
Navy an opportunity. Give them that opportunity which will make 
them proud of their country, which will make them proud of their pro- 
fession, proud of the service they are employed in, and do not humiliate 
them by placing them on a lot of old wooden tubs and canal-boats which 
would have been a disgrace to the cheapest government of the Mid- 
dle Ages. Iam opposed to it. As an American I am ashamed of our 
Navy. This Congress ought to be ashamed of it; and I sincerely trust 
that when this bill is put upon its it may receive the indorse- 
ment of members of this House. I trust that our gallant young men 
in the naval service may be so armed that if unfortunately they should 
ever have to engage in a bloody conflict with some of the great naval 
powers of Europe they shall be enabled to report to their countrymen, 
in the language of the immortal Perry, ‘‘ We have met the enemy, and 
they are ours.” [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CALKINS. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has two minutes of his time re- 


maining. 
Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield to me to 
say a word in reply to the gentleman from Ohio? , 
Steak CALKINS. I will yield tothe chairman of the committee with 
leasure. 
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Mr. RANDALL. I wish to say a single word in response to what 
has been said by the gentleman from Ohio who has just taken his seat. 
The gentleman from Ohio has stated that this bill is parsimonious in 
its character. 

Ree HILL. The gentleman from Pennsylvania entirely misunder- 
me. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
clearly what I understood. 

Mr. HILL. Byno means. I say the bill is all right, but that those 
who are attacking the bill are parsimonious. That is what I meant to 
say, if I did not. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have, Mr. Chairman, in no way produced any 
friction in the administration of the Navy by this bill. The reductions 
come not from striking at any doubtful places, but they come from the 
fact that we did not appropriate any money for the iron-clad monitors, 
and the difference between that and what wasappropriated by the last 
act amounts to a reduction or difference in the two bills of $1,000,000. 
By the operation of the act of 1882 there was a reduction in the pay 
tables of some $200,000; and there is a further reduction of about 
$300,000 all along the line of this bill. That is all. 

But I want toemphasize the statement that the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. HurcHins] made to-day, that the amount of money ex- 
pended on the Navy from the organization of this Government to 1861 
was about three hundred and seventy million of dollars; and the 
amount expended from 1867 up to and including the appropriations of 
1884 was three hundred and seventy millions more, or thereabouts. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND took the floor and yielded to Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. RANDALL. So that if we have no navy at this time it is cer- 
tainly not the fault of or because of any omission on the part of Con- 

to give the amounts of money which are required for that purpose. 

e fault isin the administration and the manner in which the three hun- 

dred and seventy millions of money has been expended by the executive 

officers of the party who occupy seats on the opposite side of this House. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I claim, therefore, that the Committee on Appropriations has not only 
not been parsimonious, but that we have contributed liberally to the 
support of this much-honored branch of the defense of the country; that 
in no wise is the Committee on Appropriations open to a reasonable 
charge of embarrassing the Government in these particulars to any ex- 
tent whatever. 

Mr. REED. I donot think the gentleman from Pennsylvania should 
entertain the House with talk about the amount of money that has been 
appropriated from the beginning of time to the present day for a navy. 
That is not the question before the House. He can not conceal his 
shortcomings by making attacks upon others; nor can he, by persisting 
time after time in that, succeed forever in distracting the attention of 
the country from his own non-action. Nobody wants to thrash again 
and again that old stuff, that has been discussed over and over again in 
this House. What is the good of it? Thissort of statement has been 
made and answered time and time again, until people have no desire to 
hear any more about it. The question now is, what are you doing— 
not what has somebody else done or failed todo. Why does not the 
gentleman stand upon his proposition of the other day, that we arenever 
going to have a war and that we do not need any navy ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I never said we were not going to have a war. 
What I said was—— 

Mr. REED. In the short time I have I can not yield to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. RANDALL. But the gentleman should quote me correctly. 

Mr. REED. As the monitors, why do they not either finish 
them or tear them out? If they are fit for anything, they ought to be 
finished. If they are not fit for anything, then they ought to be torn 
out. 

Why, sir, we have got our great cities exposed to attack from an en- 
emy, and everybody knows it. We have got wealth untold. We could 
expend money enough to furnish the few ships that are needed to de- 
fend our large coast cities. And yet gentlemen sit there idle all the 
time. They have got a large majority. If they do not like the way in 
which the Navy has been built, if they say it is owing to somebody’s 
fault a navy has not been built, let them devise a plan for building a 
navy and buildit. That is what we need to-day. 

Is the Democratic party forever to confine itself to being a negation? 
Are they but an organized ‘‘no?’’ Why do they not take some sort of 
direct action and do something? The position of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is intelligible unless I have misrepresented him; that is, 
that we are not going to have any war, that it is going to be always 
peace. But tle other gentleman who has just sat down [Mr. HILL] 
has stated what is the experience of all history, namely, that wars come 


upon a people at once and unexpectedly. 

I do not believe in a profuse expenditure for a navy, but I do believe 
that we ought to put ourselves in such a position that we may not have 
our best cities taken by a third-rate power before we can get ready to 
beat them. [Applause on the Republican side. ] ; 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I have not said this country would never go to 
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war. I said there was no enemy in sight. I see no enemy except the 
enemies of the Treasury of the United States, some of whom I now rec- 
ize before me. 

Mr. BELFORD. 
run. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REED. As they did yesterday. 

Mr. RANDALL. Thatis the chief among the sinners I am referring 
to. [Laughter.] 

I say that this bill goes to the resultof building a navy. By the ap- 
propriations in this bill we complete all the cruisers now authorized by 
the law. We halted as to the monitors for very good reasons, which, 
when that subject is under discussion, I propose to give. We have al- 
ready expended on these vessels, the Amphitrite, the Puritan, the 
Terror, and the Monadnock $3,546,941.41, and we are asked to contrib- 
ute how much more to complete them ?—3$3,838,769.62; making the 

te cost of these four monitors $7,385,711.03. And we are asked 
to contribute nearly four millions more when we are advised that these 
monitors are not safe for sea, and that they are more apt to be confined 
in their effective use to harbor defenses than to be effective for the orig- 
inal objects of their construction. And I say we can make the harbor 


If the enemy was in sight the Democracy would 


defenses of this country vastly more effective by expending $3,800,000 
in new improvements in the nature of harbor defenses than we can by 
wasting it and pouring it into the river, as it were, by expending four 
millions more on these monitors that may not be able to float. 

We have exhibited our liberality ina marked degree. We have given 
the money to finish all these cruisers, notwithstanding we have been 
told by the chief construction office of the Navy that they will bea 
failure. Now, I would like to know when weare soinformed whether 
this side of the House and the committee were not justified in withold- 
ing the appropriations that when expended were likely to fail to accom- 
plish the purposes intended ? 

Mr. R Why then did you not break up those monitors? 

Mr. RANDALL. I am sorry to introduce this gentleman’s name, 
because ever since he differed with the Secretary of the Navy on these 
subjects there has been an incessant effort to daunt him out of office or 
else to legislate him out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will publish with my remarks the figures as to 
the cost of the monitors. 

The memorandum is as follows: 


Memorandum concerning cost of double-turreted monitors, February 12, 1884. 


* This contract not yet made, 
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t Turret-gear machinery. Appropriation not yet asked for. 


In the “estimates” of $1,073,000 asked for ordnance and submitted to Congress is included $206,531 required for the Miantonomoh, not included above. 


Total already expended or appropriated, as columns A, B, and C above........ 
‘Total required to complete, as per column a NERED DREE 


Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman who has just taken his seat [Mr. 


RANDALL] and gentlemen who have ed him this mo refer 
to the large amount of money which has been expended upon the Navy. 
The charge has been made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL], as I understand him, that that money has been squandered. 

Now, from 1874 down to the Forty-seventh the other side 
of this House had the control here. Did you b: in a bill to con- 
struct a new navy? Did you present a bill for the construction of new 
ships? No. You simply proceeded to make appropriations of money 
for the repairs of old ships and for the maintenance of the old navy- 
orn Did you find any fault with the expenditures of that money? 

fail to recall any instance of the kind. 

You say now it is not the fault of Congress that we have no navy, 
and you point to the large sums of money which have been appropri- 
ated, and ask why we have not had a navy constructed and why the 
nation has no navy now. I will tell you. It was for the reason that 
you insisted that no new ships should be built unless special bills for 
that purpose were introduced here and by Congress. You gave 
no authority in general appropriation bills for the construction of new 
ships. You e appropriations for the Navy, and provided that those 
appropriations should be spent upon the old ships in commission or 
those unfit to go into commission. The fault lies at your doors that 
this money has been expended as it has been and that to-day we have 
nothing to show for it. 

‘We have here a bill from the Senate providing for the construction 
of new cruisers. Why do you not consent that the provisions of that 
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bill may be attached to this? If you desire that the money appropri- 
ated for the Navy shall be expended upon new ships, why not give us 
the chance to vote fora proposition of that kind? You have the power 
and the control here; it does not rest with us to do that. 

Weall understand that for the ordinary running expenses of the Navy 
vast sums of money must beappropriated. Is it fair and just to aggre- 
gate those sums, which are simply for the housekeeping expense of the 

avy, and say that no navy has been built during the administration 
of the party in power, when you have denied to that administration 
any authority to construct new ships? 

ere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I trust that gentlemen will now be willing to vote 
on the pending paragraph. We have been discussing questions which 
will come up under other paragraphs of this bill, and properly come up 
then. We will then have this discussion allover again. If we go onin 
this way we may continue to discuss this bill for daysanddays. Now, 
unless hae has a substantial amendment to propose—— 

Mr. CAL S. Will my colleague on the Committee on Appropri- 
ations yield to me fora moment? I desire to discuss the amendment 
which I have offered. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I think my colleague on the committee will agree 
with me that most of the debate which we have now had should prop- 
erly take pve upon other paragraphs of the bill. 

Mr. . I believe that I er hinted that this matter has been 
discussed before. I am glad to see the gentlemen on the other side are 
beginning to realize that we have this Gisscaation over and over again, 
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Mr. HUTCHINS. Ithink weshould not continue this discussion now. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the formal amendment 
will be regarded as withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 


Mr. CURTIN. I desire to offer an amendment to the pending para- 
graph, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Melee That apn toorme. to delay the promotion of officers who 
served during the late war.” 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to reserve a point of order on that amend- 
ment until I can find out the effect of it. : 

Mr. CURTIN. It is only to allow promotions to continue in the 
case of officers of the Navy who served in the late war. I do not think 
it is right to turn those officers out of the Navy. 

Mr. CALKINS. If the committee shall refuse to strike out the 
clause which I have moved to strike out, then the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN] will be necessary. Let 
us first have a vote on the motion to strike out. 

Mr. CURTIN. With great pleasure, provided I can offer it after- 
ward if necessary. 

Mr. CALKINS. Certainly; the gentleman will have that oppor- 
tunity. I want to say one word on the motion to strike out which I 
have submitted. I do not care to go into any discussion of the build- 
ing of the monitors or of the amount of money which has been ex- 
pended since 1867 upon our Navy. At the proper time in the discus- 
sion and consideration of this bill I will furnish tabulated statements 
showing that the amount of money expended by the two bureaus, that 
of construction and repair and that of engineering, has been expended 
in the repair of wooden ships. Some seventy millions of dollars has 
been expended by those two bureaus, in some cases for the repair of 
ships to the amount of 50 or 75 per cent. of what it would cost to con- 
struct new ships of like character. At the proper time I will discuss 
that question. 

If I can now have the attention of the committee fora moment I want 
to say that every one of us on this floor is interested in the amendment 
which I have offered. There is nothingin it of a partisan character or 
that has any reference to economy. Ifthe provision shall be stricken out 
of the bill, there will be just as much money carried by the bill as if the 
provision shall be retained. There will be just as much money appro- 
priated for the pay of the officers of the Navy, and the only difference 
which this provision of the bill will make is that officers of the Navy 
will stand perfectly still, so far as promotion isconcerned, for from seven 
to nine years; whereas if my amendment shall prevail there will be one 
promotion for each two vacancies, and thereduction in the number of 
officers will extend overa period of from twelve to fourteen years. That 
is all there is of it. 

I say that every member on this floor is interested in this matter. It 
affects only one class of officers. It does not affect the admirals or com- 
modores. The rank of captain is the first that it strikes. Officers of 
this class encounter the wall provided in this bill against promotion. 
They must stand perfectly still for seven years. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, a naval officer lives for promotion. He has 
nothing else in the world to live for. He sacrifices the comforts of 
home and family and friends. He lives for promotion. Yet by this 
provision you propose to stop every young officer whom you or I have 
been instrumental in putting into the Navy and require him to remain 
stationary in one grade for seven, eight, or nine years, as variously es- 
timated. 

This is wrong. It is unjust to the very men whom we ourselves have 
put into the Navy to build it up. In my judgment the motion I have 
submitted ought to receive the vote of every man on this floor. 

Mr. CURTIN. Iask the gentleman to add my amendment to his. 
I am in favor of his amendment. 

Mr. CALKINS. I preferthata vote be takenseparately on my propo- 
sition to strike out the whole clause. If that be not done, I am in favor 
of the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Ifthe motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
CALKINS] should prevail, there will be no necessity for theamendment 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Mr. Chairman, every argument submitted by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] in favor of his amendment 
would have been a proper argument if addressed to members of this 
House and the Senate in 1882 when this enactment was adopted. This 
provision of law was then enacted because the services of these officers 
are not needed. If they are needed, strike out the whole provision and 
let promotions come to all; but if the services of these officers are not 
required the provision is wise. Why appeal to sentiment and sym- 
pathy to keep in the service officers who are not needed? We ought 
not to appropriate public money to pay officers whose services are not 
needed, no matter how worthy those officers may be. If they are en- 
titled to a gratuity, putit on that ground; but do not appropriatemoney 
as compensation for service when that service is not required. This 
matter was duly considered by the Committee on Appropriations; and 
I hope the motion of the gentleman from Indiana will not prevail. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 


Mr. RANDALL. I call for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Hurcurns and Mr. CALKINS were 
appointed. 


The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 78, noes 82. 

So the motion of Mr. CALKINS was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN]. 

Mr. CALKINS. Let it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ ” in lin i wing: 

# i That Eis shall not coos io delay tne or iDa of officers who 
served during the late war.” 


Mr. HUTCHINS. I believe a point of order was reserved on this 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the fact. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I submit that this amendment proposes to reverse 
a law adopted in the last Co It is new legislation on an appro- 
priation bill; and certainly it is not in the line of economy. 

The motive of the gentleman who submits this amendment is a very 
worthy one; and the provision might be very proper for consideration 
as a proposition by itself. Butasan amendment to this bill, it increases 
expenditures; it pro to enlarge the number of officers now author- 
ized by law as provided by the last Congress. I can not see how this 
can be entertained as an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. CURTIN. I have offered this amendment because I think the 
law of the last Congress on this subject ought to be changed. I have 
listened to the remarks of other gentlemen in this discussion, and it 
seems to be generally conceded that we are without a navy. But until 
we deliberately adopt the policy of dispensing with a navy I do not 
subscribe to the opinion that we should cut down and disgrace the offi- 
cers. I only ask that the measure of reduction now proposed in refer- 
ence to the officers of the Navy shall not prevail to prevent the regular 
promotion of officers who served in the late war. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will decide the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have a vote on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the point of order withdrawn ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Irenewthepointof order. I think it well taken, 
and it ought to be sustained. This is the easiest way of getting rid of 
the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChairis of the opinion that the point of order 
is well taken. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Imove toamend by inserting after the word “ pur- 
poses,’’ in line 38, the provision which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That that part of the act approved August 5, 1882, limiting the number of grad- 
uates of the Naval Academy to be retained in the service in each year shal! not 
apply to those classes who had completed the four years’ course at the Naval 


Academy prior to the passage of said act; and those members of the class of 
1881 who have been honorably discharged under the provisions of the aforesaid 
act may return to the service and take their places on the Naval Registerin the 
same manner as if said of such act had not been passed. That each cadet 
re-entering the service under the provisions of this act shall be charged with 
the sum of $950, it being the amount paid each of them upon their discharge; 
that one-third of said sum shall be deducted from the first year’s pay, one-third 
from the second year’s pay, and the ening oS from the third year’s pay. 
And that hereafter there shall be allowed at the Naval creepsyid five cadets at 
large and one from the District of Columbia, to be appointed by the President of 
the United States, and a number of cadets equal to one-half of the number of 
Representatives in Con; from the States and Territories, or as near thereto 
as may be; that two adjoining Congressional districts rating numerically shall 
constitute a cadet district, and the Con ional district having the first va- 
— shall be entitled to the first appointment, the appointment to alternate 
thereafter. 
Src. 2. That the odd district in States, and States having but one Congressional 
district, the Territories, and the District of Columbia shall be entitled to an ap- 
intment once in every twelve years, instead of six years, as now provided by 
aw; that in case of adjoining Congressional districts comprising a cadet district 
having vacancies at the same time, the district being first numerically shall have 
the first appointment, the appointments to alternate thereafter; thatin case ofa 


vacancy, the said vacancy 1 be filled from the Congressional district or Ter- 
ritory from which the original appointment was made. 
That nothing herein contained shall be construed so as to prevent the nomina- 


tion and appointment of cadets to fill vacancies now existing at the Academy, or 
that may occur between now and the 15th day of May, A. D. 1884, or to cause the 
dismissal of any cadet now at the Academy except for cause. 

That all laws inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. [raise the point of order that the proposed amend- 
ment changes existing law, while it increases the appropriation. Let 
me ask the gentleman whether it comes from any committee? 

Mr. TALBOTT. It does, and I desire to discuss the point of order. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. [I insist upon my point of order. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I know that, but I wish to be heard on the point of 


order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the gentleman from New York waives the point 
of order, I wish the Chair to understand that I will renew it. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I have not withdrawn it, but, on the contrary, I 
insist upon it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the point 
of order. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say if the point of order does not cover 
the first clause, that I wish to be understood as reserving the point of 
order on that clause. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. It existing law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course it does. 

Mr. TALBOTT. The entire proposition is this: The act of Congress 
of the 5th of August, 1882, legislated out of the naval service two classes 
of young men who had gone into the Annapolis academy under existing 
law. Section 1521 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, when 
they were nominated and appointed to the Naval Academy at Annap- 
olis, provided on graduation they should be assigned to duty in the 
naval service of the United States. Now, in violation of that contract 
entered into with them on the part of the Government by that act of 
August 5, 1882, as I have already said, these young men were legislated 
out of the Navy. 

These two classes which are benefited by the amendment were at sea 
when that act was passed. They had no opportunity to resign from the 
service. When they came home from sea they then resigned, with the 
exception of a certain number necessary to fill the existing vacancies. 
They were, in fact, paid off and dismissed from the service. 

I hold, Mr. Chairman, as a matter of right and equity, they ought 
to have been retained in the service. Under the contract entered into 
with them there is not the least doubt of it. 

As to the point of order I havea word tosay. The gentleman from 
New York (Mr. HurcHINs] says that this amendment on its face re- 
trenches expenditure. It does retrench expenditure, because in the 
second clause of the amendment it is provided there shall be hereafter 
at the Naval Academy but five cadets at large, to be appointed by the 
President of the United States, and a number only equal to one-half of 
the representation in Congress from the States and Territories. That 
reduces the number of appointments to be maintained at the Naval 
Academy at Annapolis from three hundred and forty-four to one hun- 
dred and seventy-two, thereby saving the Government the annual sal- 
ary of $500and mileage of each cadet, and when they are dismissed from 
theacademy, thatis, those who are not needed, the $1,000 or $950 which 
is paid them. My amendment, therefore, does make a reduction of 
expenditure of $200,000 in the course of the year, and therefore I hold 
the point of order is not well taken and ought not to be sustained by 
the Chair. 

I know the Secretary of the Navy has sent to Congress a statement 
that if these young men were placed back in the institution or restored 
to the naval service it would cost the Government about 3,000,000. 
But how does he make his calculation? He makes it in this way: If 
they are to be put back into the service there will be three rear-ad- 
mirals, so many commodores, so many captains, so many commanders, 
so many lieutenant-commanders, and so on down the list. Of course his 
statement is based on that computation. The law says there shall be 
six rear-admirals in the Navy, ten commodores, and goes on to give the 
rank all the way down. But the law says more, that when a vacancy 
exists there shall be promotion. Therefore when these young men are 
put back into the service only ten will be benefited by it, because vacan- 
cies have occurred to keep in all but fifteen, and the cost will be about 


000. 

A MEMBER. About thirteen. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Yes, about thirteen, and the cost will be about 
$65,000. And in that connection, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call to the 
attention of the House a letter published in the New York Herald 
signed ‘‘Cadet,’’? which was prepared in consultation with me, and 
which covers these points. I will not ask to have it read, as there is 
not time in my five minutes, but will include it in my printed re- 
marks, 

There was no objection to printing the letter; and it is as follows: 


COMPLAINT OF THE NAVAL CADETS. 
An answer to Secretary Chandler's letter— The question of economy considered. 
WASHINGTON, February 16, 1884. 
The classes of naval cadets, for whose restoration to the service House bill 
1408 provides, are as follows: 
orp of 1881-83, numbering 63; class of 1882-’84, numbering 28; making a 
total of 91. 
Of the class of 1881-83 twenty-two have been a Sarg to fill vacancies in 
the Aki . The following vacancies occurred in the six months ending Janu- 


, 1884 : 
ied: Commodore William N. Jeffers, Lieut. H. L. Green, Lieut. F. W, Nabor, 
Lieut. Boutelle Noyes, Lieut. Albert T. n, and Lieut. J. P. J. Augur. 

Resigned: Lieut. Geo: Talcott, Lieut. J. I. Yates, Lieut. J. W. Miller. Lieut, 
W.H. Slack, Lieut. Joel H. Barber, Ensign D. ell, Le ér . B. Vinton, 
x George E. West, Ensign Ed. Brinley, Ensign E. W. Nash, and Ensign 

. J. Brown. 

On _retired-list: Lieutenant-Commander Gardner, Lieut. Commander J. A. 
Chesley, Rear-Admiral Clitz, Rear-Admiral Bryson, Rear-Admiral Crosb , Rear- 
Admiral Rhind, Lieutenant-Commander Woodrow, Captain Johnson, Lieuten- 
ant-Commander Black, Lieutenant Livingston, Lieutenant Whitfield, and Com- 
mander Eastman. 

Dissmissed: Commander Mullen. _ 

Thus thirty vacancies have occurred in the line of the Navy during the past 
six months. According to existing law, one-half of these vacancies must be 
filled by appointments from the graduates of the Naval Academy, or there must 
be fifteen ng Reap oogmere of the class of 1882-84 to fill vacancies which haye 
occurred in line within six months. During the same period two vacancies 
have oceurred through deaths in the Marine Corps. These vacancies must be 
filled from graduates of the same class. In all, seventeen vacancies have oc- 


curred within the past six months. Allowingthe same rate of casualties for the 
remaining six months of the year, the vacancies to be filled will be as follows: 
Vacancies in the line at present.. 
Vacancies in the Marine Corps at p: 
Probable number of vacancies to occur 

months 


Total vacancies to be filled 


There are twenty-eight members of the class of 1882-'%4, but one of them is 
being educated abroad by the Government for a naval constructor, leavin 
twenty-seven available for other appointments, supposing that all ofthem should 
su lly pass both their mentaland their physical examinations. 


THE DISCHARGED CADETS. 


Thereare forty-one members of the class of 1881-’83 who were honorably dis- 
charged in June last. Examining this list of forty-one, the Naval Academy reg- 
ister of 1883-84 shows the following facts: Eugene Carroll and Robert P. For- 
shew have been honorably discharged at their own request and have waived 
their rights of reinstatement; H. B. Andrews, T. H. Matthews, T. E. Bunts un- 
able to return from reason of physical disability; C. P. George and Z. B. Vance 
have been confirmed as second lieutenants in the Army. 

In order to know exactly how many of this class would return to the service 
they have been corresponded with, and the following have reported themselves 
as established in business and unwilling to return to the service during peace: 
LA F. Flournoy, James D. Crenshaw, Silas H. Wright, Guy G. Rodgers, and J. 


. Dresser. 

Through physical disability one member of the class is still absent, and will 
undou y fail to pass his physical examination, making in all thirteen mem- 
bers of the class of 1881-1883 who, for various reasons, are ineligible to return to 
the service. 

Members of 1881 honorably discharged. 
Members of 1881 ineligible to return. 


Members of 1881 who may return to service.. 


Then the members of both these classes of 1881-1883 and 1882-1884 to be re- 
tained in the service will be as follows: 
Members of 1881-1883 to be returned. 
Members of 1882-1884 to be retained.. 


Total number to be retained ... 
Total number of vacancies (see 


ACT OF 1882. 
An act approved August 5, 1882, readsas follows: 


Hereafter only one-half of the vacancies in the various es of the line of the 
Navy shall be filled by promotion, until such grades shall be reduced to the fol- 
lowing numbers, namely : Rear-admirals, 6 ; commodores, 10; captains, 45; com- 
manders, 85; lieutenant-commanders, 74; lieutenants, 250; , 75; and en- 
signs 75; and thereafter promotions to all vacancies must be made, but not to 
increase either of said grades above the number referred to. 

In a letter to Hon. Joux R. Tuomas, dated January 28, 1834, Secretary Chand- 
ler says that the ave: number of years spent in the grade of junior ensign is 
five. The highest (sea) pay of a junior ensign is $1,000 perannum. Thirteen 
men in this grade for five years makes a total of $65,000, which is the utmost extra 
expense that can possibly accrue from the retention of these two classes of 1881- 
1883 and 1882-1834. This amount is arrived at only by supposing all of this thir- 
teen to remain in the service the whole five years and to be continually at sea, 
neither of which conditions is likely to be fulfilled, and, consequently, the extra 
expense to the Government will be less than $65,000, and the amount will be 
distributed over a period of five years. 

uppa that these five who have expressed a wish to remain out of the sery- 
ice should elect to return. Then the thirteen would be increased five, or there 
would be eighteen after supplying vacancies. At the same rate of pay as before 
the expense would be $90,000. But each of the thirty-three who would return to 
service would by the provisions of this act refund to the Government $950 which 
has already been paid him. There would thus be refunded to the Government 
$31,350, and the total extra expense would be $90,000 less $31,350, or $58,650, which 
will be the extra cost in case all of those physically qualified should return to 
service. 

SECRETARY CHANDLER'S SUPERNUMERARY LIST. 


Following the letter of Secretary Chandler, he says: 

“In the annual report of the Department of December 1, 1883, it is urged that 
the reduction to the 1,562 line officers, allowed by the act of August 5, ought to 
be made at once, and that this can wisely be done by placing upon a supernu- 
merary list those who for various reasons are not fitted for, nor likely to be or- 
dered to, the command of vessels or any other important duty, and are there- 
fore an incubus upon the naval establishment.” 

Evidently the Secretary thinks there are too many officers in the service, and 
wants the number reduced; but he does not propose to honorably discharge 
the surplus, 

NEEDS OF THE SERVICE. 


In criticising the petition of the naval cadets the Secretary remarks that they 
no claim that their services were needed by the Government, This is 
quite true,and there are reasons for it. We are young men, and our ex- 
ence in beh affairs D sinen inextensive, ane ve feel wey aeons bere: 

n presumptuous in us abs mbt Heated a ; an especi. 
as the present Secretary and most other officials have said that we do not eee 
more officers. We were, consequently, content to base our claim on its justice 
alone, and did not pretend to discuss the needs of the service. Even if the Navy 
does not need our services, it is herein shown that the expense of our retention 
will be less than $65,000, and when it is recalled that a contract has been broken 
and an injustice done, we submit that the question of economy might yield to 

the question of right. 
NOT A DONATION, 

Throughout the letter referred to the Secretary ere of the Government as 
our donor,” and of the “donation” made us, e were undoubtedly hand- 
somely educated at Government expense. We ought to be and are eran & ap- 
preciative and grateful, and should it ever be necessary for us practically to show 
our gratitude we hope and believe that we would not be found wanting. But 
at the same time we do not see that the remuneration which the Government 
has bestowed on us isa donation. With due deference we would suggest that 
we did not to the academy asa le institution. We chose it as an 
honorable , believing that we would be honored rather than condemned, 
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And, while we performed our of the contract, the compensation which we 
received was a just salary, and not a donation. 

Our assertion that there is an obligation on the part of the Government to re- 
tain us in its service is not unfounded, and is based—first, on the fact that we 
signed articles agreeing to serve the Government eight years, and thus became 

rties to a contract; second, on section 1521 Revised Statutes, which reads as 
‘ollows: 

“When cadet-midshipmen shall have pasesd successfully the graduating exam- 
ination at the academy they shall receive appointments as midshipmen, and 
shall take rank according to the order of the merit at date of graduation.” 

And we believe that these sufficiently show that our claim is not unfounded. 


FITTED FOR CIVIL LIFE. 


Regarding the statement that our education admirably fits us for civil life, we 
lly refer to our uating examinations. Afterasix years’ course we 
-were examined in the following subjects: 

Practical navigation, compass deviation, theory and practice of gunnery, 
French, Spanish, seamanship and naval tactics, and practical instruction in steam- 
engineering. And we do not think that this examination is in subjects likely 
to be of much assistance in civil life. 

The Secretary says that some of the cadets have been proceeding on the idea 
that if they can barely escape dismissal for deficiencies in their studies they can 
still receive life commissions in the Government service. This statement is 
without foundation or support. The standard of scholarship is supposed to be 
so graded that any cadet who is graduated is competent to perform the duties 
of an officer, The Secretary can at any time change this standard, and if im- 
properly qualified men have been allowed to graduate and have been given life 
commissions in the Government service, it has been done through the neglect 
ofthe Department, All the members of a class can not be at its head, and vitu- 
peration can not nullify the fact that many.of our best officers have been those 
who have stood low in their classes, nor detract from the respect due those who, 
after honorable competition, have been unfortunate enough to be behind the 
headmost. 

To the EDITOR or THE HERALD. CADET. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Onthe pointoforder I say whether these young men 
-are in the service or not, every appropriation bill coming to this House 
from the Committee on Appropriations will embrace provisions for the 
payment of the Admirals, rear-admirals, commodores, and so on down 
the list of officers. I take it that the Secretary of the Navy when he 
sent his statement did not take into consideration the intelligence of 
this Congress. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Mr. Chairman, the amendment of the gentleman 
is also subject to the further point of order—— 

Mr. TALBOTT. I make the point that the gentleman can not make 
:any other point of order against the amendment. It is too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I reserved all pointsof order. The point of order 
that I now make is that there are two bills pending in the Naval Com- 
mittee on the same subject. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I hold that it is too late now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. The Chair is of opinion 
that the first point of order made, that this amendment proposes new 
legislation, is well taken, and must rule the amendment out in its pres- 
ent form. The Chair will state, however, to the gentleman from Mary- 
land that if he saw fit to divide the amendment the last clause of it 
would perhaps be a proper one, under the rules, as far as the present 
point of order is concerned. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Then I propose to divide the amendment and offer 
the last clause, that portion which relates to limiting the number of 
cadets. I wish, however, to state that I reserve the right to appeal 
from the decision of the Chair on both points. 

Mr. THOMAS. I make the point of order upon the new amend- 
‘ment offered by the gentleman from Maryland that it is the substance 
of a bill which is now pending before the House. 

Mr. TALBOTT. And I hold that no additional point of order can 
‘be made after the discussion. The only point of order that could be 
entertained by the Chair is that made by the gentleman from New 
York, that the amendment on its face did not retrench public expendi- 
tures. The other point of order comes too late, because the subject 
has been discussed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the point of order 
does not come too late, especially in view of the fact that the amend- 
ment in its present form is practically a new one. If it be a fact that 
there is another bill of a similar character pending, the Chair will hold 
that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I donot desire to take any advantage of the House. 


I did introduce a bill for that 
ir will hold that the amendment 


The CHAIRMAN. Then the 
is not in order. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I reserve the right to appeal from the decision of 
the Chair in both rulings. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman, 

Mr. CALKINS. I offer an amendment to come in at the end of the 
clause. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


be fro 
m on the retired-list with the rank they shall respectively hold at the 
: Provided, That the highest relative rank of chief engineer 


be lieutenant-commander, 


Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman allow me to make a sugges- 
tion? 

Mr. CALKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. If I understood the reading of the amendment, it 
provided that the medical directors should be reduced from fourteen to 
five. That should be corrected to read from fifteen to five. 

Mr. CALKINS. Yes, that is proper; that sbould be corrected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is a further suggestion I wish to make to 
the gentleman, so that his amendment will conform to what I under- 
stand to be the recommendation of the Naval Committee, and that isin 
reference to the pay inspectors. It should read from thirteen to five, 
instead of from twelve to five; and of the chief engineers from seventy 
to fifty, instead of from sixty-nine to fifty. 

Mr. CALKINS. That is proper; the amendment should be so cor- 
rected. 

Mr. RANDALL. And I would also suggest to the gentleman 
another correction. After the word ‘‘ retirement’’ in the amendment 
this clause should be inserted: 

And after the number of officers in the said grades shall be reduced as above 

rovided the number in each gradeshall not exceed the reduced number which 
is fixed by the provisions of this paragraph for the several grades. 

Mr. CALKINS. I accept that. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then the gentleman should offer that as a substi- 
tute instead of the amendment he has offered, since the first is not com- 


plete. 
Mr. CALKINS. I accept that. 
Mr. TALBOTT. I reserve the point of order. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
with this modification. 

Mr. CALKINS. It had better be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment will be again reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The President of the United States is hereby directed, on the Ist of July, 184, 
oras soon thereafter as practicable, to reduce the staff corps of on saat on the 


Let the amendment be read as it will stand 


active-list as follows : 

m n to five; pay directors, 
thirteen to five; chief engineers, from seventy to fifty, by sel 
said grades such of the officers as can best be spared from the service, and placing 
them on the retired-list with the rank the shall fe time 
of retirement; and after the number of o in the said grades shall be re- 
duced as above peoria; the number in each e shall not exceed the re- 
duced number which is fixed by the provisions of this ph for the several 

es: Provided, That the hig! relative rank of chief engineer shall be lieu- 
tenant-commander. 

Mr. RANDALL. That I understand to be the amendment the gen- 
tleman from Indiana desired to offer. That is the way the subcom- 
mittee, I may say, desired to have it. 

Mr. CALKINS. Certainly. That is the proper amendment. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Are the places of these officers, proposed 
to be retired, to be filled by promotions? 

Mr. CALKINS. No, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then I am in favor of it. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I now make the point of order against that amend- 
ment thatit is a change of existing law and does not retrench expendi- 
tures. A reference to the pay-tables of the Navy will show that these 
officers when on shore or sea duty are to receive certain specified sums; 
and this amendment does not retrench that sum in any degree. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the amendment 
would reduce the number of officers; and the retired-list pay being less 
than full pay, it is also a reduction of expenditures. The Chair there- 
fore overrules the point of order. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Indiana offers the amend- 
ment; I have merely the alterations, as I understood the 
wrong amendment to have been read from the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana is the pending amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

f Re McMILLIN. I move to amend by adding what I send to the 
esk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the number of captains shall be reduced to thirty and the number of 
commanders be reduced to fifty; and no more otions shall be made tọ 
Sane Nemes until the numbers are reduced ow the number herein men- 

The CHAIRMAN. Where does the gentleman from Tennessee desire 
that his amendment shall come in? 

Mr. McMILLIN. At the close of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana which has just been adopted. 

Mr. CALKINS. I make the point of order against the amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It carries out further the idea embraced in the 
gentleman’s amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. What point of order does the gentleman make? 

Mr. CALKINS. I make the point of order that this amendment is 
not germane to the part of the section to which it is offered. In the 
second place, I make the point that the number of officers has already 
been fixed. The committee has fixed them and has appropriated for 
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them, and in that view the amendment as offered now is not germane 
to this part of the section. In the third place, I make the suggestion 
to the gentleman from Tennessee that there is no provision made in his 
amendment what shall be done with these officers. , 

Mr. McMILLIN. There will be no difficulty about taking care of 
them. So far as regards the statement of the gentleman that the bill 
fixes what number should be appropriated for, the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana himself changed what was fixed by the bill. 

Mr. CALKINS. _ It is fixed by general law. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has proceeded on the idea that the 
whole clause was subject to amendment. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. The question is on the amendment of the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us understand the effect of the amendment. 
Does it change the law of 1882 ? 

Mr. CALKINS. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. By a further reduction of the numbers in those 

es? 

Mr. CALKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think we had better not enter upon that. r 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The trouble with the Navy, as confessed by all, is 
its top-heaviness. My amendment is in the direction of remedying 
that. 

Mr. KASSON. Ido not know that it will be of any use for a man 
to stand in his place on this floor and attempt to prevent the destruc- 
tive tendencies of the majority of this House touching the Navy of the 
United States. If there is to be a well-considered effort by the ma- 
jority to render the Navy of our country absolutely ineffective, to make 
it still more the laughing-stock of the people of the United States and 
of the civilized world, then with this destructive purpose they may as 
well go ahead to remove not only the semi-civil officers of the Navy, 
but the men who have been trained to take care of the honor of the 
country in its time of danger. f 

I have never been more astonished than to find men, especially upon 
this side of the House, and some upon the other side, proceeding with 
this work of disorganization and disin tion of this t branch of 
the Government service. Iremember, sir, when Daniel Webster stood 
in his place and said to Congress, ‘‘ We have a commerce that leaves no 
sea unexplored, and a Navy that takes no law from superior force.” 
Now, in place of this proud boast of aonce patriotic Congress, instead of 
giving us ships to maintain the dignity and honor of the country, in- 
stead even of maintaining the force that is trained to take the command 
of the ships when we shall create them, you are proceeding to deny us 
the ships and to banish from the service themen whose lives have been 

iven toa proper training for protecting the honor of the country in its 
our of peri 

What a contrast to the spirit that animated usin theoldtimes! Yes, 
what a contrast to the spirit that animated the former Democracy of the 
country, when they unanimously stood by the honor, the dignity, and, 
I may add, the glory of the United States upon the seas. Sir, I regret 
most profoundly, and I feel with a sense of humiliation, that I am speak- 
ing to men who will not look at the Navy of the United States with 
eyes of friendship nor in the light of the demands of the future. 

Our fisheries treaty expires next year, and there are impending be- 
fore us difficulties which will certainly arise before that question can be 
settled; and yet you are banishing from your Navy the men who can 
serve us on such occasions. I remember that va ie iter state 
of agitation with a foreign power in respect to the interference 
of eee foreign-born citizens with the internal condition of that forei 
country. And you are giving your diplomacy no power to defend the 
rights of this country. ‘The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FINERTY], 
and I thank him here in my place for his splendid effort the other day 
to support our Government with an indispensable naval force, has called 
your attention to that question. Our commercial treaties are violated 
by halfof the countries of Europeto-day. Ifyou expect your diplomacy 
to sustain our interests, give it the power to strike as well as it has 
the power tospeak. Words alone are feeble instruments for the main- 
tenance of national rights. 

Sir, there is not a Government in Europe which does not know to-day 
that you have no power to defend your rights if they are assailed. They 
may violate every treaty; they may refuse to receive every article we ex- 
port; they may silently destroy our trade; and you are proposing here 
by your action on this bill to tell them that you will not give your ex- 
eculive governmentthe necessary power. The Secre who has charge 
of our foreign affairs is to-day in a condition of humiliation, and he must 
remain in that condition until you give a weapon into his hand to 
strengthen the verbal arguments which he employs with foreign coun- 
tries. They know we can do nothing but talk; and all attempts to use 
vigorous words to foreign countries without the power to back them 
up with force is simply to place us in the attitude of a helpless bully 
who will be condemned and despised by his adversaries. And yet, sir, 
under the plea of economy, you are assailing the dignity and the very 
powa of your country to maintain its position among the nations of the 
eart 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. RANDALL. In view of the usual fairness of the gentleman from 
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Iowa [Mr. Kasson] I must confess that I am somewhat surprised at 
what I regard as the unjust criticism he has just made in so far as this 
side of the House is concerned. The Committee on Appropriations have 
not recommended any assaults upon the personnel of the Navy, save and 
except to give force and effecttothe law of 1882, which that side of the 
House enacted. The amendment of which the gentleman complains so 
much did not emanate from the Committee on Appropriations at all; 
it came from a distinguished member of his own side. 

Mr. CALKINS. I beg leave to say to the gentleman that it came 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. RANDALL. IfI am not accurate in that statement—— 

Mr. TALBOTT. Permit me to say that I claimed the right asa 
member of the Committee on Naval Affairs, without going any further 
than my own action, to oppose this proposed legislation both as regards 
the line, staff, and engineer corps. 

Mr. RANDALL. Never mind about that. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I desire to finish what I have to say. The Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs did send a communication to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and it came back tous. We did not act upon it, but 
left it without being acted upon by either committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then the case is stronger than I stated it, if the 
amendment came from the Committee on Naval Affairs to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations; for notwithstanding the Committee on Naval 
Affairs of this House made that recommendation, the Committee on 
Appropriations hesitated to adopt it. Therefore the criticism of the 
gentleman from Iown [Mr. Kasson] does not apply fairly to either the 
majority of the Committee on Appropriations or the majority upon this 
side of the House. 

And now while on my feet I want to say that I did not understand 
the amendment. I did not know that it struck at the engineer as well 
asthe othercorps. I shouldlike to modify it in that particular. 

Mr. REED. Then vote it all down; that will be satisfactory. 

Mr. RANDALL. The difficulty is that it has been adopted ona 
motion from the other side of the House. 

Mr. REED. We can vote it down in the House. 

The, committee rose informally, and Mr. Morse took the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed with amendments, in which the 
copats of the House was requested, a bill of the House of the fol- 
owing title: 

A bill (H. R. 4971) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other 


purposes. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed and re- 
quested the concurrence of the House in bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 452) to remit the forfeiture of the British bark Viscount 
Canning, and to refund the proceeds of the sale thereof to her owners, 
Edward D. Morris and C. R. Morris: 

A bill (S. 1369) to prevent and punish counterfeiting within the 
United States of notes, bonds, or other securities of foreign govern- 
ments; and \ 

A bill (S. 1705) to provide for the issue of duplicate checks. 

The message also announced that the Senate had and re- 
quested the concurrence of the House in a resolution for the printing 
of the report of the National Academy of Sciences, with its appendices, 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session and proceeded with 
the consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I must protest against the disposition attributed 
not only to_me but to all on our side of the House by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] who has addressed the committee in oppo- 
sition to the ameridment. There is no man who takeś more pride in 
whatever there is to beproud of in connection with our Navy than I do. 

Inanything Imay do or say here it is not my purpose to detract in the 
least from the prestige of the Navy or to diminish its efficiency. I 
would increase its efficiency; and in order to do that, as a first step, 
I would do away with the officers who are not essential to its effi- 
ciency. The gentleman has said that there is not a nation in Europe 
that is not well posted as to the condition of our Navy. Who cares if 
they are well posted? The proud boast of every American citizen is 
that there is not a power upon which the sun shines strong enough or 
arrogant enough to attack one American citizen upon the high seas, even 
if he paa nothing but two logs pinned together and the American flag 
over i 

Mr. TALBOTT (in his seat). How about the Virginius? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. As I said, I do not propose to diminish the effi- 
ciency of the Navy. By this remark I do not intend to indicate any 
desire for inaction or what we should do in future. I sympathizewith 
the efforts made on this side of the House to delay the construction of 
vessels when it is doubted whether, if constructed, they will float. 
Some have been put upon the dock and there rotted before completion. 
Others have been put there and completed when it was a problem, upon 
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which engineers were almost equally divided, whether they would float 
when placed in the water. 

If this amendment is not right the House can vote it down. But I 
do think that something of the top-heaviness of our Navy ought to be 
got rid of, and it was with the view of that only I offered the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pending amendment has been 
exhausted. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out a 
word. Iam glad that we have had a statement from the gentleman 
who last spoke as to his ideas of a proper navy for the UnitedStates. I 
do not charge that conception upon all gentlemen on the other side of 
the House. I am glad to know, however, that we have here a distinct 
proposition to combat. All that the United States needs in time of dif- 
ficulty is a couple of logs fastened together, floating upon the ocean, 
with an American upon them and a flag over his head! 

Mr. McMILLIN. I neither said that, nor could the gentleman 
have so understood me. 

Mr. KASSON. What was said seems to be appreciated on both 
sides of the House; the RECORD will show it, and I hope it will not be 
corrected. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I amnot guilty of that which would justify any 
such insinuation. 

Mr. KASSON. We find then, Mr. Chairman, it is to be enough that 
we have the glamour of the American name and flag in order to main- 
tain our rights upon the high seas. Every man who knows anything 
of the late pies of the world knows that to-day the serious question 
of means to preserve peace as well as to make war is a question of blood 
and iron—Blut und Eisen. Chain your logs together and set your raft 
afloat on the high seas; let the captain of that famous craft be arrested 
or captured by a foreign ship 3,000 miles away, and then seek your 
remedy by diplomacy alone if you wish. If that is Democracy, let the 
people of the country know it. 

Mr. Chairman, there is no profounder mistake prevalent on this floor 
to-day than that which comes too often from my friends on the other 
side of the House. I mean the assumption that the country is inter- 
ested in nothing but the saving of the money now in the Treasury. 
The question which concerns the people is that this money shall be 
spent wisely for a good anda national purpose. If youspend it forsuch 
a purpose and get your money’s worth, the people are as sure to crown 
the work with their approval as they are to believe, like patriots, in 
maintaining the honor and the glory of the country. 

I protest, therefore, that it is neither in the interest of the people nor 
in accordance with their wishes that you should aim your parsimonious 
blows at the only means we have to protect our commerce upon the 
ocean and the rights of citizens of the United States in foreign countrjes. 
It is known to-day to all the world that without an effective navy itis 
simply impossible to maintain your rights against foreign aggression 
or procure satisfaction for the wrongs which spring up repeatedly and 
unexpectedly in foreign ports in cases involving the rights of American 
citizens 

For this reason I repeat een pags are commit a profound mistake 
in making assaults upon the Navy, destroying its esprit de corps, and 
endangering its usefulness. You may strike off a man here and a man 
there, saving a few hundred or a few thousand dollars; but when a 
moment comes, as it did a few years ago, where you are upon the v 
of war, you find it necessary to make a sudden expenditure of $4,000, 
to put old, incompetent ships in a condition to make a show of war- 
fare to protect the rights of our citizens abroad. 

Why, sir, to-day in the navy of one foreign coun 
ration for war is made, and it is a country with whi 
assuming a disagreeable condition. I will not name it; butgentlemen 
will understand the allusion. That country has its stores provided for 
each ship, its officers and men assigned, and everything so arranged that 
in eight days every ship of a sq m can be put upon the sea to assail 
the commerceof any country against which that nation has a complaint. 
We are destroying our Navy, whileother nations are building up theirs 
with all the treasure under their control and with all the spirit of pa- 
triotic honor. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kas- 
sox] in his speech just preceding the last gave us to understand that 
time and again this country was being insulted by foreign governments 
and constantly met by a refusal to observe treaty obligations. He pict- 
ured us among the nations of the earth as subjected time and again to 
affronts that the executive department would have resented by war if 
we had had any navy that the Government could use. Now, I have 
been for ten years a member of this House, and there are around me 
gentlemen who, whether they have been here or not, have kept them- 
selves informed as to current events. Why have these numerous indig- 
nities been concealed ? There have been discussions on the naval bill 
year after year, but never until now have we learned of the infamous 
and ip oe attitude of the Government of the United States among 
the nations of the earth. 

During General Grant’s administration there was for several years 
more than $100,000,000 in the hands of the Secretary of the Navy, 


the whole prepa- 
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under his absolute control, which might have been used to build naval 
vessels. In 1868 $65,000,000 were covered into the Treasury after re- 
serving $50,000,000 to carry on the Government. How does it happen 
that our Navy has been so belittled and this country so degraded and 
insulted? Why has our Navy so suddenly disappeared? One reason 
has been administrative mismanagement. We a number of iron- 
clads left over from the war. Congress decided by resolution to pro- 
vide for their sale. There was an attempt to sell apartofthem. The 
Secretary of the Navy declared they were utterly useless, and that for 
this reason there ought not to be any money spent in keeping them in 
repair. Yet in two years millions of dollars were spent on those old 
ironclads, which were unfit to be placed upon the water except under 
convoy. 

I wish now to go back to the period when the Democratic party came 
into power in this House. Let ussee whether there was not some public 
reason, the force of which was indorsed by the American people, for 
the course of the Democratic party. We came into power in the midst 
of a great financial crisis. Industry after industry was toppling. Thou- 
sands of men engaged in every branch of business were on the verge of 
bankruptcy. The cry of ‘‘economy”’ came from all over the land. It 
was responded to by this House; and the gentleman from fice Genes 
[Mr. RANDALL] has no laurel that he should prize more highly than 
the reduction in public expenditures that was then made. Yet, sir, we 
were continually charged with extravagance, notwithstanding we had 

ly reduced expenditures. Mr. SHERMAN went before the country 
and charged that the Democratic party had been guilty of extravagance. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. McMILLIN obtained the floor, and said: I yield my time to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. This condition of things went on until 1879, and 
during a portion of that time so low were the revenues of the Govern- 
ment that one year we did not even pay the amount that was due to 
the sinking fund. Was this any time to talk about building up a navy? 
Nay, sir; the great body of men on the other side of the House had to 
be silent in the face of the condition of the country. It was under cir- 
cumstances like these, when we had no money, when it was a question 
whether or not we should not increase rather than reduce the burdens 
upon the people, and we preferred in such a crisis to withhold as far as 
we possibly could the heavy hand of taxation from the people which 
would be rendered necessary by larger appropriations from the public 


Now, sir, I deny that the A meneen propia need a navy to compare 
with that of England or an army to equal that of foreign powers. And 
such has never been the sentiment of this country, and no party has 
ever dared to act on any such basis in making appropriations for either 
our Army or Navy. Weare isolated, and we have none of the jeal- 
ousies which menace those foreign governments. We happily are free 
from that constant apprehension which makes them sleepless for fear 
by some sudden and rapid movement the life of the nation itself may 
disappear. We have none of the troubles which surround them, and 
no need of the vast navies and immense armies they keep up. And, 
for one, I subscribe to the opinion of my friend from Tennessee [Mr. 
MoMILLIN], though perhaps I will not repeat his illustration, as its 
meaning has been perverted; but, sir, I do subscribe to the doctrine 
that our people, with their immense wealth, with their population, 
with their inte ce, with their high civilization, constitute a power 
that would make it reckless for any foreign nation to rush precipitately 
into a contest with us. 

Butit isnot goingtohappen. I do not believe, sir, if it be threatened, 
we are going speedily to be precipitated into war. Negotiations and 
diplomacy have saved us very much. They have saved us from many 
issues which threatened trouble since the close of the war. And unless 
there is some reason like that which exists with the nations of Europe 
for keeping up great armanents, I do not think we are justified in 
assuming the responsibility of making such large appropriations as 
gentlemen advocate on this floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope I will be heard. 

Mr. KASSON. I will withdraw the amendment and renew it, and 
then yield the floor to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. What amendment is it that is pending ? 

The aaa That of the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN]. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


That the number of captains shall be reduced to thirty, the number of com- 
manders to fifty, and no more promotions shall be made to these grades until the 
numbers are reduced below the number herein mentioned. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the Democratic party in 1874 came 
into power in the House of Representatives, and for six years it held 
the control of the pu i of the national . A portion of 
that time it also had a majority in the Senate of the United States. 
In round figures, in all that six years Congress appropriated for the 
Navy $100,000,000, and when those six years had expired the Navy 
was in infinitely worse condition than when they had begun. The gen- 
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time the country felt the hardships of hard times. Well, grant it to be 
so, and yet for two years succeeding 1879 the country had never expe- 
rienced greater prosperity. Still you did nothing toward building up 
the Navy. oe 

But during the succeeding year, in the Forty-seventh Congress, the 
Republican party came into power in this House with a bare majority. 
We had to have our people here at all times, so bare was the majority, 
in order to hold control of the House. On some occasions we were in 
great tribulation to get and keep a quorum, The Navy was top-heavy, 
without ships, without efficiency, and we undertook to cut down the 
personnel of the Navy, to circumscribe it, to stop promotions, the several 
grades gradually growing smaller without doing injustice to any, so that 
only the requisite number of officers would be retained, and the money 
saved by doing away with and getting rid of superfluous officers could 
be put into the construction of ships, and thus enable the officers of the 
Navy who were retained to sail out upon the high seas and look after 
the protection of our commercial interests. [Applause.] 

Under that legislation, Mr. Chairman, brought about by the Repub- 
lican party, we have now approaching completion four cruisers. But 
what do we see in this House? Under Democratic rule, not in hard 
times, I will tell the gentleman from ia [Mr. BLOUNT], but with 
the Treasury full and overflowing, with a clamor on all sides to know 
what can be done for the purpose of keeping down the surplus in the 
Treasury; with plenty of money, with reasonably good times, with the 
example of economy and efficiency in dealing with the Navy which the 
preceding Republican Congress had given you, yet you come in now 
with a navy appropriation bill which does not provide, although, as I 
have said, these four new steel cruisers are nearing completion, the ap- 
propriation for their proper armament, which will be required next 
summer or fall. 

Do you gentlemen on the other side propose to follow the example 
we set you of building up the Navy by the construction of additional 
cruisers? No; but far from it—you withhold equipment from those 
which we have already provided. And yet gentlemen say they are 
friends of the Navy. Now, the true course is to take the middle ground. 
Give us a small number of the very best ships we can get, whether they 
be steel cruisers or otherwise. We have provided for four of the very 
best ships which can be built. Let us test the policy we have begun, 
and which so far has proved successful. By pursuing still further the 
legislation initiated in 1882 of weeding out all that was superfluous in 
the Navy, we will, in my pees in a short time accomplish the 
thing so necessary for the honor protection of this country—the 
establishment of a navy capable and efficient for whatever work may 
be required of it. [Applause. ] 

And we will then cease spending $16,000,000 a year merely that we 
may keep house and have nothing in it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MCADOO. May ask the gentleman from Illinois a single ques- 
tion before he takes his seat? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Mr. Chairman, I am one of those who believe 
in adhering to what I understand has been the historic policy of this 
country, and that is the maintenance of a Navy small in numbers but 
of the best quality. That policy has not only been found sufficient in 
the past for the protection of the national interests, but it has also suc- 
ceeded in working out in a most extraordinary degreeour national glory 
and distinction. Iam glad that the Committee on Appropriations have 
provided for the completion of the new cruisers which were ordered by 
the last Congress. 

As one of the citizens of the United States I took an interest in the 
action of Congress in that regard, and I am free to say that I was greatly 
disturbed during the summer by adverse criticisms which were made 
upon the new vessels, which criticisms appeared in the English author- 
ity best known and of the highest repute upon such subjects. I refer 
to two articles in the Engineer, which criticised the specifications upon 
which these cruisers were to be constructed, and setting forth a ground 
of criticism which seemed to be of the gravest character. Soon after I 
came to Washington I embraced the opportunity I had here to make 
inquiry and ascertain to what extent these criticisms were justified by 
the facts. Iam glad, Mr. Chairman, to be able to say that they were 
based not upon the specifications upon which the ships were being ac- 
tually built, but upon specifications which were laid before the advisory 
board and rejected, and that the real specifications upon which the ships 
are being constructed are of an entirely different character from those 
which were criticised by the Engineer. I also took occasion to make 
such examination as a non-expert might make into the question as to 
whether these vessels are likely to be useful or not, and I am satisfied 
that they are certain to be highly valuable ships, useful for all of our 
purposes as cruisers, and to the extent for which they are fitted for the 
more serious service of war will be most formidable vessels. 

And in this connection, Mr. Chairman, I wish to make the only criti- 
cism that I have to make apes the action of the Committee on Appro- 
priations in framing this bill. I cannot understand why a ship of war 
is to be built and not provided with guns. Theonly purpose of aship 
of war is to place the guns on the scene of contest; and what object the 
committee could have had in not making proper appropriations for the 


armament of these vessels intended to be ships of war I fail to compre- 
hend. My colleague [Mr. HUTCHINS], who has charge of the bill, stated 
this morning that he thought it worth while not to make the appro- 
priation of $400,000 required for the armament of these vessels until 
the fact was ascertained with certainty that the vessels themselves would 
be successful. Is it true, Mr. Chairman, that the committee are under 
such misapprehension, that they are in such doubt as to whether these 
vessels will be successful, that it is necessary to save the money needed 
to arm them until we know that fact beyond question ? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Will my colleague allow me to interrupt him for 
a moment, as I think he misapprehends what I stated? I said that 
we had appropriated, or that there was appropriated now for ordnance 
which might be applied to the armament of these cruisers, $584,000. 

Mr. REED. How much of that has been expended? 

Mr. CALKINS. Every dollar. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. A very small portion of it, as I understand. 

Mr. REED. Almost all of it has expended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York has 


expired. 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to yield some time to 
my friend from New York, [Mr. DorSHEDMER], whose time has been 
consumed by other gentlemen; but I want to say in this connection that 
every cent of the money that was allowed or allotted for the construc- 
tion of ordnance under last year’s appropriation bill has either been ex- 
pended or contracted to be expended, and will be before this year is 
closed. That is the exact fact, as the Secretary of the Navy informed 
me himself. 

Mr. COX, of New York. And no guns? 

Mr. CALKINS. Some are in process of construction, but there will 
not be half enough, no, not a quarter enough, of money to arm the four 
vessels now being built, and it requires this $447,000 estimated for to 
construct the armament for the four steel cruisers. 

Now I want to say a word as to the remark of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] in reference to me, which I do not think 
he intended to be personal in its application: 

Mr. RANDALL. Before the gentleman from Indiana proceeds, as I 
do not know what language he attributes to me as having applied to 
him, I would like to be informed what it is. 

Mr. CALKINS. The gentleman from Pennsylvania undertook to 
say that the criticism of the gentleman from Iowa, when he was ad- 
dressing the committee, was applicable to me because I offered the 
ees which came to our committee from the Committee on Naval 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Iowa was upbraiding this 
side of the House for an assault, as he claimed, on the personnel of the 
Navy. 

Mr. CALKINS. And the amendment to which the gentleman from 
Iowa was referring was the amendment of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. MCMILLIN], and not the amendment which had been passed 
by the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. It was in very general terms, and comprehensive. 

Mr. CALKINS. Be that as it may, I never yet in this House or in 
any other place have shrunk from what I believe to be a duty. I be- 
lieved that the best plan for the Navy, for its honor and glory, to put 
it on the footing we all want to see it, was to get rid of some of the offi- 
cers of the staff now on land performing no duty, and who can perform 
no duty because they have too much rank. As my friend from Nli- 
nois said the other day, they would have to run a lighter alongside to 
relieve them of part of that rank. Every day we hear attacks on the 
Navy; and when we attempt to do something that will be just to these 
officers and to put them on the retired-list, where they will all have to 

some time, attacks, I think unjust, are made on the Appropriations 
mmittee. 

As to the line, I agree with the gentleman from Iowa. We havenot 
got enough line officers. I showed in my speech the other day that we 
have not as many as we had in 1842. It is the line officers in the Navy 
that command our ships that maintain the flag of our country wherever 
the sails of commerce whiten the seas. It is the line officers that I be- 
lieve this Congress should provide for and provide liberally for. In 
times of peace we can get along with comparatively few staff officers. 
In times of war their places can be again filled up. But it is the line 
officers this House, in my judgment, should protect. Hence, the at- 
tack made by the gentleman from Tennessee on the line seemed to me 
entirely unjust and one which ought not for a moment to be considered 
by this House. 

I t I could not yield my whole time to my friend from New 
York i Mr. DORSHEIMER], but I wanted to make these observations to 
set myself right. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Indiana has one minute and 
a half of his time ini 

Mr. RANDALL. Let me say to the gentleman from Indiana I am 
incapable of unnecessarily offending anybody. Iam quite sure he does 
not suppose I meant to offend him. When I want to offend anybody I 
will do it somewhere else than here. 

Mr. CALKINS. I know very well the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is incapable of doing anything of the kind for the purpose of hurting 
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my feelings. But when he intimated that I was responsible for an 
amendment, I wanted to set him right. 

Mr. RANDALL. The criticism was general. 

Mr. COX, of New York. But the amendment did come from the 

tleman from Indiana. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Will itbe in orderfor me, Mr. Chairman, to 
offer an amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not be in order now. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Iwill reserve what I have to say until another 
opportunity. ; 

Mr. KASSON. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Irise to renew the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. HurcHIxs] who is in charge of the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman from New York yield to me for 
asingle moment to give a statement as to the excess of revenues over 

ditures for a single year? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I quote from adocumentfurnished by the Treasury 
Department showing the amounts of estimated revenues and expend- 
itures of the United States in each year from 1863 to 1884 inclusive. 
The gentleman from Illinois stated that the Forty-sixth Congress found 
a large surplus of money out of which they might have enlarged the 
Navy. I find that during the year 1879 the excess of revenue over the 
expenditures was $6,879,000; and not untilseveral months had elapsed 
after the expiration of that Congress did there appear to be any great 
excess. After that Co ired there appeared in 1880 to besixty- 
five millions of excess for the time and no one had any guarantee 
of the permanency of that large excess. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Hurons] to yield to me. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I donot yield further. I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise for the purpose of obtaining an order from the House to 
limit debate. 

The motion that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the S er having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CONVERSE repoyted that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 4716) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1885, and forother purposes, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I move that when the House shall again resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the naval appropriation bill all debate on 
the first paragraph of the bill, concluding with line 38, and all amend- 
ments thereto, be limited to fifteen minutes. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HUTCHINS moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to. 

And accordingly (at 4 0’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 


journed. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


-The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of citizens of Mooresville, Mo., rel- 
ative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign 


Affairs. 

By Mr. BROADHEAD: Resolutions of Farragut Post, No. 3, relative 
toa ion for Mrs. Nina M. Gwynn—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Petition of John Lundy and others, 
for the improvement of Sheepshead Bay, New York—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: Petitions of F. E. Stalez and 18 others, of H. E. 
Ashley and 24 others, of S. H. Dill and 65 others, of S. L. Scott and 28 
others, of J. G. Russell and 217 others, citizens and wool-growers of 
Ohio; of C. D. Luce and 36 others, of E. J. Ames and 34 others, of H. 
Colister and 11 others, of C. J. Colby and 24 others, of E. J. Foster and 
40 others, of W. M. Fair and 53 others, of Hon. J. M. Neasmith and 72 
others, citizens and wool-growers of Michigan; of A. Symes and 15 
others, wool-growers of Texas, and of J. T. Monroe and 34 others, wool- 
growers of California, praying for the restoration of the tariff of 1867 on 
imported wool—severally to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. S. S. COX: Memorial of James M. Brady, administrator, 
&c.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Papers relating to the claim of Martha M. Bird- 
sall—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. FIEDLER: Petition of Anthony G. Kroehl and others, em- 
ployés of W. V. Headly, of Newark, N. J., relative to the Chinese re- 
striction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENLEAF: Memorial of the Pneumatic Elevator Com- 


pany praz Lees W. Wood, inventor and patentee—to the Committee 
on Paten 

By Mr. HENLEY: Petition of wool-growers of the State of Califor- 
nia, for the restoration of the tariff of 1867—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. : 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial of George S. Fisher, late consul at Bei- 
rut—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLMES: Petition of citizens of Lehigh, Webster County, 
and of Angus, Boone County, Iowa, relative to the Chinese restriction 
act—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HUNT: Papers relating to the claim of Cora A. Slocumb, 
Ida A. Richardson, and Caroline A. Urquhart—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. KASSON : Petition of citizens of Marion County, Iowa, rela- 
tive to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Papers relating to the claim of Benjamin P. Loyall— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Remonstranceof citizens and mercan- 
tile associations, relative to bridging the Ohio River and the Great Ka- 
nawha—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Franklin Institute of theState of Pennsylvania, 
for the appointment of a commission of experts for testing iron, steel, 
&c.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. PETERS: Resolution of the Kansas Cane-Growers’ Associa- 
tion, against the reduction of the tariff on sugar—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition for the passage of the bill (H. R. 2125) equalizing home- 
steads—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of Barton County, Kansas, relative to the 
Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. POLAND: Petition of Dr. J. W. Copeland, asking for a 

ion for Mrs. Elizabeth A. Randall—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. PUSEY: Resolutions of Fuller Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Logan, Iowa, asking for a pension for all Union soldiers—to 
the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Papers relating to the claim of Capt. J. H. Estes— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Papers relating to the claim of Mary A. Hol- 
mead—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Memorial of citizens of Harrisburg, 
Tex., and of citizens of Houston, Tex., relative to the Chinese restric- 
tion act—severally to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: Papers relating to the claim of Jesse Dur- 
nell—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WEMPLE: Petition of citizens of New York, relative to the 
importation of aliens under contract—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of Mrs. Susie L. Strong and 133 
others, of Rev. C. F. Blume and 135 others, and of Sarah R. Crawford 
and 102 others, citizens of Minnesota, for a sixteenth amendment to 
the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JAMES WILSON: Petition of citizens of Iowa City, Iowa, 
toate to rebate on tobacco tax—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition for the relief of Zadock Williams— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WOOD: Resolution of Henry 8. Lane Post, No. 76, Grand 
Army of the Republic, relative to pensions, bounty, &c.—to the Select 
Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, resolutions of Bennett Post, No. 183, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Department of Indiana, on the same subject—to the same commit- 
tee. 


By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Petition for the amendment of the Chinese 
restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. YAPLE: Petition of W. A. Fuller and others, of J. Wood- 
haus and others, and of E. M. Irish and others, all citizens of Kalama- 
zoo, Mich., relative to the establishment of a branch of the National 
Soldiers’ Home in Michigan—severally to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. YOUNG: Papers relating to the claim of Louis Morat—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 5, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. HARRISON, I present the petition of Will H. Johnson and a 
large number of other citizens of Montgomery County, Indiana, pray- 
ing that Congress take favorable action upon various relief measures 
in behalf of soldiers of the late war. I move that the petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on P 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of W. P. R. Estes, late private 
Company D, Nineteenth Massachusetts Volunteers, and 18 other per- 
sons, who were prisoners of war in the rebellion, praying for the pas- 


sage wf Senate bill No. 44, pensioning prisoners of war. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I presenta petition of 928 citizens of Cambridge, Mass., 
praying the passage of the bill favored by the National Civil Service Re- 
form League, repealing the four years’ limitation upon the term of serv- 
ice of certain offices. Among the petitioners are the names of a large 
number of persons highly distinguished in letters, public life, and the 
various professions, representing, I should think, about equally mem- 
bers of both the principal political parties of the country. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Massachusetts, officially signed, representing 10,000 mem- 
bers, praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER presented the petition of Alice Crawford, 
widow of William Crawiord, late private Twenty-third Regiment United 
States Infantry, praying to be reimbursed for certain losses incurred by 
her while under the protection of the Government; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of James W. King, chief engi- 
neer, United States Navy, praying that certain officers of the Navy may 
have the rank on the retired-list which they held on the active-list; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented the petition of 2,500 citizens 
of the city of New York, praying for the repeal of the act, and acts sup- 
plementary thereto, by which the terms of many administrative offices 
were changed and fixed at four years; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom were 
referred sundry petitions and memorials in reference to the interests of 
the United States in certain property upon which it has liens, reported 
a bill (S. 1733) to provide for protecting the interests of the United 
States in respect of any incumbrances on property wherein they have an 
interest; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred sundry 
petitions and memorials in reference to the collection of statistics touch- 
ing marriage and divorce, reported a bill (S. 1734) providing for the 
collection of statistics touching marriage and divorce; which was read 
twice by its title. \ 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 788) tor the relief of Warren Hall, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was indefinitely 


postponed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 444) for the relief of Edward Fenlon, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1366) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Elizabeth Holroyd, widow and ad- 
ministratrix of the estate of John Holroyd, deceased, asked to be dis- 

from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Patents; which was agreed to. i 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1361) giving a military record to Thomas Miller, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1031) for the relief of W. C. Marsh, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1118) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa H. Hasell, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAIR, fron the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (8. 1170) for the relief of Richard Hawley & Sons, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ANTHONY introduced a bill (S. 1735) for the benefit of the legal 
representatives of Asbury Dickins; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCK RELL introduced a bill (S. 1736) to amend section 985 and 
to repeal section 986 of the Revised Statutes of the United States of 
Amèrica; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, 

Mr, McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1737) to restore to certain 
scouts and soldiers of the United States Army of the Sioux Nation of 
Indians the money and annuities bel to them confiscated and 
forfeited to the United States under ‘‘an act for the relief of persons for 
damages sustained by reason of depredations and injuries by certain 
bands of Sioux ” approved February 16, 1863; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 1738) to provide for the construc- 
tion of a public building at the city of Jackson, in the State of Michigan, 
for a post-office and other Federal offices; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MCPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1739) granting a pension to 
the widow and children of the late Byram Pitney; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1740) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Troy, N. Y.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of the officers and others, sur- 
vivors of the Farragut fleet, for Loe hee of bounty for destruction of enemy's 
vessels below New Orleans in April, 1862, be taken from the files of the Senate 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Mary Hop 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 

On motion of Mr. HARRISON, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of David G. Porter be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

DISTRICT INDUSTRIAL HOME SCHOOL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate, 
under the eighth rule, Order of Business 134, 

Mr. CONGER. Would it be in order at this time to move to take 
from the Calendar for its passage a bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order, 

Mr. CONGER. I move, then, that Senate bill No. 1519, reported 
yesterday by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER], be taken up. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read by its title for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan moves 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 1519) 
to regulate the powers and duties of the board of trustees of the Indus- 
trial Home School of the District of Columbia in respect to infant wards 
and scholars, and for other purposes. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. I made the motion when the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia [Mr. INGALLS] was not here, be- 
cause I am very anxious to have the bill considered to-day. He would 
have made it probably if I had not. I ask that the bill may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Michigan to now proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I should like to know what special 
reasons there are, if any, for taking the bill up out of its order. 

Mr. CONGER. I think if the bill can be read the Senator will see 
a reason for it or I can explain it very readily myself. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I prefer to know the reasons before 
I am called on to vote on the question of taking it up. 

Mr. CONGER. The bill is to give power to the Industrial Home 
School of this District to receive by an instrument in writing from par- 
ents children that they propose to take and educate, waifs that they 
pick up, as they have heretofore done. It provides for some instru- 
ment in writing by which the parents may assign to them the control 
of the children. The necessity for the measure is that children are 
taken by this institution, clothed and educated for a particular time, 
and then the freak of the guardian or parent takes them away and puts 
them upon the streets exposed to vice. There are several cases 
of that kind which have occurred lately, and in order that this bill may 
go to the other House and have consideration there it is very desirable 
to pass it at once. The Industrial Home School is one which Congress 
for some years has given an appropriation to aid, and to that extent it 
is a public institution, I think the reading of the bill will show the 
propriety of it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Michigan to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill at this time. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. ~ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Michigan that in line 4 of the first section there is evidently 
a misprint. It reads “an instrument of writing;’’ the Chair thinks it 
should read ‘‘in writing.” 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. ' 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that clerical 
error will be corrected. 

Mr. HOAR, I heard the bill read imperfectly. I desire to ask the 
Senator from Michigan if the bill provides for the care of any property 
the wards may happen to have. 

Mr. CONGER. No, sir, not atall. It provides that either by the 
courts or by an instrument in writing duly acknowledged children may 
be delivered to the custody of the trustees of the Industrial Home School 
for such length of time as the parent or guardian in writing may agree. 


rton be taken from the 
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The trouble about it heretofore has been that little waifs are taken 
up, saved from vice and exposure to vice and crime, and taken to this 
institution, and clothed and educated for a particular length of time, 
and just at the time when their education is the best perhaps their 
parents or guardians remove them from it. The trustees have no power 
to keep them in the institution. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the Senator does not propose to have the cor- 
poration intrusted with the ip of the property of wards. 
‘Would it not be well to limit the second section by inserting after the 
word ‘* guardianship,” in the sixth line, the words ‘‘so far as relates 
to the person of such wards?’’ 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection to that amendment. There is 
none of this class ever known to have property. It is because they are 
utterly helpless that they are provided for. 

Mr. HOAR. Still the first section authorizes any parentor guardian 
to surrender the custody of an infant to the board of trustees. The 
next section provides that the corporation may be appointed guardian. 
There is no limit as to waifs or children without property. 

Mr. CONGER. Say ‘“‘ guardian of the person.” 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend in the sixth line of the second sec- 
tion by inserting after ‘‘ i ip” the words ‘‘ so far as relates to 
the person of such ward.’ 

Mr. CONGER. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 6, in section 2, after the word “‘guardian- 
ship,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ so far as relates to the person of such 
ward;’’ so as to read: 

And the said corporation may take and exercise said ip so far as 
relates to the person of such ward to the same extent and under the same obli- 
gations and conditions as is now provided by law in the case of persons, 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
‘were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PROTECTION OF CHILDREN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
“Order of Business 134 under Rule VIII, being the bill (S. 729) for the 
protection of children in the District of Columbia. The bill has been 
already read, and the question is on agreeing to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD]. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to inquire what has become of the bill pro- 
viding for the government of the Yellowstone Park. I understood that 
that was to come up in advance of this bill. 

Mr. GARLAND. That comes under the ninth rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Yellowstone Park bill stands 
next. The bill now under consideration went over, the Chair under- 
stands, to stand at the head of the Calendar this morning. 

Mr. HARRIS. By unanimous consent the bill that the Chair has 
just laid before the Senate was passed over informally to come up this 
morning. 

The PRESIDENT o tempore. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. HARRIS. e bill that the Senator from Missouri refers to was 
taken up afterward and was being proceeded with when I chanced to 
leave the chair yesterday morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the tor from Delaware. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, yesterday there was a very short dis- 
cussion limited by the rule we then were under, and I presented this 
amendment as one appealing strongly to the favor of every thoughtful 
man. There is a class of females referred to in the amendment who are 
not yet criminals, but who are on the border line of criminality, when 
any measure that can arrest their downward course is one of great im- 
portance, and certainly should be taken if lawfully we may take it. 

The objection was raised yesterday that the amendment was an in- 
yasion of personal liberty, that it permitted imprisonment without prior 
condemnation, to prolonged punishment not measured by law; but I 
think the gentlemen who made that objection have not considered the 
condition of existing law or the practical fact of that discretionary police 
power which must be deposited somewhere in every well-regulated com- 
munity for the purpose of arresting the perpetration of crime, not simply 
to punish it when committed, but to anticipate and prevent its accom- 
plishment. 

When this matter was brought before me by some ladies, residents of 
this District, warmly interested in the charities of the District and in 
the amelioration of the condition of the more helpless classes, I found 
a legislative precedent, and the amendment was drawn chiefly in imi- 
tation of an act of the District Legislature to establish an industrial 
home for women and children, passed on the 26th of June, 1873. That 
act created an establishment called the Industrial Home for Women and 
Ceta, ite: its purposes, and the third purpose stated was in 
these words: 


A reform school for girls and women, where an 
woman of known evil repute and life, who, after the opening of the 
home, to avail herself of the opportunity for reformation, and refuses 
employment, and is found soliciting vice upon the street or elsewhere or volun- 


incorrigible, corrupt girl or 
Sa patiri 


tarily residing in a house of 


tution, may be sent under arrest and may be 
required to r at some suitable employment, and to receive instructions and 
practical training in lish branches and industrial pursuits, and may be re- 
quired to remain until the board of trustees shall deem refo complete. 


This is a legislative precedent which has been acted upon in this Dis- 
trict and has been found to be fruitful of beneficial results. This was 
the precedent. It was from the language of this act that the amend- 
ment was drawn, and which I thought I had submitted to the honora- 
ble Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] who is at the head of the 
District Committee, and which I had the impression received his ap- 
proval individually. Besides, there was an act of Congress passed on 
the 6th of May, 1870, and which provides with respect to boys under 
the age of 16, whose constitutional rights are just as cantly to be 
guarded as those of a greater age, and who in fact from their tender 
years are more particularly entitled to thoughtful protection. 

The law to which I refer provides: 

Any boys under the age of sixteen years who shall or may be liable to punish- 
ment by imprisonment under any existing law of the District of Columbia, or 
any Jaw that may be in force in said District. Second. Any boy 
under sixteen years of age, with the consent of his parent or guardian, against 
whom any cha: of committing ‘any crime or misdemeanor shall have been 
made, the punishment of which, on conviction, would be confinement in jail or 

n. . Any boy under sixteen years of age who is destitute of a suita- 
le home and adequate meansof obtaining an honest living, or whois in danger 
of being brought up, or is brought up, to lead an idle and vicious life. Fourth. 
Any boy under sixteen years of age who isincorrigible or habitually disregards 
the commands of his parents, father or mother, or guardian; or who resorts to 
immoral prano or practices; or who neglects or refuses at the request or com- 
mand of his pasa father or mother, or ian, to perform labor suitable to 
his yearsan condition, or to attend school. > 
of sixteen years shall be brought 


SEC. 2. That whenever any por unaa the 
before any court of record of the District of Columbia, or any ju of such 


court, and shall be convicted of any crime or misdemeanor pun le by im- 
prisonment, other than imprisonment for life, such court or ju in lieu of 
sentencing such boy to imprisonment in the county jail, may, wi the consent 
of such boy or his parent or ian, suspend the sentence of punishment in 
the case, and commit the said boy to the care, control, and custody of the said 
trustees, to be taken to the said reform school, to remain until he shall arrive at 
the of twenty-one years, unless sooner discharged by the board of trustees. 
And in all cases where a boy, under the age of sixteen years, shall be brought 
before any such court Fendt So upon the charge of crime or misdemeanor, when 
the accusation nst him is deemed supported by evidence sufficient to put 
him on trial, such court or jodas shall have full power to stay all proceedings 
in the case, and to commithim, in like manner, for such period as such court or 
judge may determine, but not less than six months. 

SEC. 3. That the mayors of the cities of Washington and Georgetown, and the 


resident of the levy court of the District of Columbia, Fg. agp ate , Shall have 

Rar power to commit to the care, control, and custody of the board of trustees 

of said reform school, with the consent, and at the proper mse, of his parent 

or rdian, for such term as the board of trustees may determine, any boy 
as is described in the third and fourth clauses of section one of this act. 

I read this to show that the present amendment is simply following 
in the line of a wholesome, moderate, and entirely safe precedent in 
legislation in this District. I hope that Senators will give their ap- 
proval to this attempt practically to aid a disinterested effort, founded 
upon private organization, and sustained up to this time by private 
means. I trust they will gre it their approval by allowing this species 
of semi-parental control, discretionary in the magistrate, where these 
vagrant women and girls shall be found hanging upon the very verge of 
ruin, so that there may be the authority to commit them to a safe, 
kindly, anà careful ministration and custody, where they will be shel- 
tered from immoral associations and be taught the means of earning an 
honest livelihood. The institutions are here. They speak for them- 
selves. They have been engaged in this work. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The time of the Senator from Dela- 
ware has expired. e are now under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from 
Delaware may be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. BAYARD. Are we proceeding under the five-minute rule? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On this bill. ; 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not know that there is anything further for 
me to say. I hope the Senate will adopt the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from 
Delaware may be allowed to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
Soe consent that the Senator from Delaware be allowed to pro- 


Mr. INGALLS and others. Consent. 

Mr. RANSOM. I hope he may be allowed to go on. 

The PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Ehair hears none, and 
the Senator from Delaware will proceed. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ihavea note here from a gentleman who was once the 
chief of police of this city and afterward one of the commissioners of 
the District, a well-known and highly-respected citizen of this city for 
the last thirty years at least. I refer to Maj. Thomas P. Morgan. He 
wrote me this note: 

My Dear SENATOR: I am glad to know that you favor the movement in be- 
half of the unfortunate and are giving your assistance to obtain the proper legis- 
lation to accomplish the great end. Iam and always have been an earnest ad- 
vocate of the pro establishment of the House of the Good Shepherd. IfI 
can give you or committee any information touching this important matter 
I would be pleased so to do. 

I could confirm this with other letters of a similar tenor. But of this 
I am satisfied, and this it is that has enlisted my voice in behalf of the 
amendment. 
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T for one am only too grateful when I can discover intelligent, active, 
organized benevolence performing those duties toward the unfortunate 


classes of society to which I and every other man in this Chamber feel 


that we owe a debt of duty. Public spirit so far as I have been able 
to observe, disinterested effort to serve the public without pecuniary 
reward and simply for the sake of performing a duty of humanity that 
rests upon each of us which ought to rest upon all of us and yet which 
is so seldom attended to by any, is rare. I mean to say that whenever 
I find upright, intelligent persons devoting themselves and their means 
to a public charity I feel myself personally indebted to them, I think 
society as a whole is greatly indebted to them. Here we have two 
charitable institutions that I propose Congress should now aid, and in 
what I consider a duty of Congress, organized charities founded upon 
private means, sustained by private means, who have never yet had from 
Congress a farthing in aid of the meritorious acts to which they have so 
zealously devoted themselves. 

Now, when the opportunity comes under the form of a wise and benefi- 
cent police regulation to strengthen the hands of those who are e 
in well-doing, when it is justified by the legislative precedents which 
I have before me and have read to the Senate, I trust there may be no 
hesitation, considering the condition of this District, considering the 
anomalous form of its government, that it has no representative in 
either branch of Congress, that the people have no powers of local self- 
government, that they can not tax themselves and they can not refuse 
to pay the tax that others and strangers lay upon them, the duty upon 
Congress is more manifest. I think there have been few propositions 
appealing to just discretion and benevolence regulated by law than the 
proposition which I have had the honor to make to the Senate and which 
I hope will receive their approval. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Delaware, on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill: 


hat whenever vagra 
Peto evil T a Via air p rai Ae bay pan ri ee fepni 
or residing in a house of ill-fame, she may be sent under arrest either to the Home 
of the Good Shepherd, or to the Home of the Association for Works of Mercy, 
and required to r at some suitable employment, and receive instruction 
and practical training; and the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay for the support of such class of fe- 
males in the said institutions, one-half of said sum being applicable to each of 

said institutions, 

Mr, RIDDLEBERGER, Isuppose we areallin accord with the Sena- 
tor from Delaware in the accomplishment of the object of his amend- 
ment, but I undertake to say that if that amendment is ingrafted upon 
this bill no Senator who reflects upon it can vote for the bill. It vir- 
tually destroys the bill, and I put my objection upon high constitu- 
tional ground. The Senator from ware, if he is within the Con- 
stitution, by this amendment will accomplish much more than the cor- 
rection of some of the evils that prevail in the District of Columbia. 
If you can without warrant and without process arrest one citizen, man 
or woman, of the District of Columbia and confine him or her in any 
place, call it what you please, a prison or a place of charity, and there 
compel him or her to labor, as the amendment provides, without trial 
by jury, then I say you can go into Salt Lake City, make the United 
States Army a police organization, and arrest every polygamist there 
and confine him without trial, and you can break up polygamy by this 
same process. 

Sir, we have to consider these matters from a higher point of view 
than I have heard the Senator this morning advance. We have nomore 
right to invade a house in the District of Columbia and take out people 
and confine them in a prison and subject them to labor—for such are 
the words of the amendment, save only that for ‘‘ prison” here issub- 
stituted a charitable institution—than we have to go out into the States 
of this Union and take people and confine them without trial. 

If there is any privilege guaranteed in this country that is higher than 
another, it is first that no person shall be arrested without due process 
of law, and second that every one arrested shall have the right to bail, 
and certainly shall not be put on trial without indictment or informa- 
tion, and certainly shall not be confined in a prison-honse of any sort, 
I care not what the name of it may be, without a trial bya jury of his 
peers. The amendment goes beyond all that, and asks every Senator 
on this floor to vote that for some peculiar immoral practice which ob- 
tains here, as it obtains everywhere, this fundamental principle of the 
Constitution than which there isnothing higher and which I as 
` the foundation upon which the whole superstructure of our institutions 
is built shall be violated. 

I can indorse all the object, all the purpose of this amendment; but 
I care not what the offense may be, I care not who may commit the of- 
fense, I will always hold that there shall first be process for arrest, next 
there shall be indictment on information, and next there shall be all 
the incidents ot trial, the right to bail, to a speedy, a public, and not 
an inquisitorial trial, and that finally there shall always be the pre- 
sumption of innocence, and there shall be no conviction except by a 
jury, and no imprisonment until all these forms have been gone dural 


with. This, sir, is the reason that I oppose the amendment, and if it 
be put upon the bill I can not conscientiously vote for the bill as it 
would stand if amended. The bill in terms is a bill to prevent the ab- 
duction of children. That was the object of the committee, that was 
the object of the gentlemen who framed the bill, it was the object of the 
judge of the police court who conferred with us about it; and I take it 
that when we have reached that point we can not go any further, we 
can not say that we will arrest these people and imprison them without 
trial. That we can not do, but we can use the preventive which this 
bill offers to the Senate and to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I merely wish to say that the amend- 
ment provides nothing new touching the liberty of any of these un- 
fortunate people to whom it relates. If the Senator’s mind is greatly 
wrought up to protect the personal liberty of the unfortunate class men- 
tioned in the amendment he will find himself fully occupied by the 
terms of existing law. The power of arrest of this class of people exists 
to-day, and this amendment does not enlarge it. i 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator permit me to ask him 
whether this power to arrest subsists anywhere except in the legally 
constituted authorities of the District, and whether this amendment 
does not give that power to anybody and everybody in the District? 

Mr. BAYARD. The question is too large to be answered whether it 
exists anywhere. I say it exists in this District under the authority 
of actsof Congress. I have them before me, and have read them, show- 
ing adiscretion far greater in the court than any proposed by my amend- 
ment. The Senator misapprehends the scope of this amendment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Permit me to ask the Senator further 
whether the act of Congress allowed arrest in a house and whether it 
goes to the extent of allowing any citizen of the District of Columbia 
to make that arrest; and is not that the scope of the amendment? 

Mr. BAYARD. No; thescope of the amendment will be found sim- 
ply to allow the usual modeof arrest and committal by the magistrate, 
instead of sending one of this unfortunate class to jail, sending her 
where contamination will be stamped upon her, to commit her to a 
gentler, less degrading, and more merciful custody, where her morals 
and well-being will be protected in a way that no jail can provide for. 
That is as I understand the only effect of the amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. The house to which they are to be sent is not a 
penal institution. 

Mr. BAYARD. Notatall. Itisnotapenal institution. They are 
not sent there for punishment. They are sent there for safety and pro- 
tection. Private benevolence has provided Magdalen asylums for those 
who have fallen; and this is a proposition simply to stretch out a 
rnond hand and to prevent their falling, the ounce of prevention that 
is worth ten thousand pounds of cure. This is not punishment; it is 
protection. It is not the deprivation of liberty beyond that which the 
law to-day I believe in every well-regulated community permits. When 
these people are found in the condition described by the amendment, 

Any female vagrant or inco; ible corrupt girl or woman of known evil re- 
pute and life is found soliciting vice upon the streets or elsew 

Certainly she is a subject for legal arrest then and for that cause— 
or residing in a house of ill-fame. 


Then comes the provision of the amendment that she may be sent 
where? To prison? To the association of people more vicious than 
herself? Not atall. This does not provide for that. She is not to be 
sent to jail; she is not to be shut in a cell; she is to be placed in the 
merciful custody of these charitable institutions where she shall be 
protected and receive food, clothing, shelter, and instruction in the arts 
of practical industries suitable to her sex, taught to be a good laundry- 
woman, taught to be a good seamstress, fitting her for honestand gain- 
ful oceupation in life, so that when she goes forth, and at any time can 
go that she is fit to go, not to resume the evil practice and danger from 
which she once had been rescued, that she shall be enabled to go forth 
without shame to add to the respectability of society and not to its 
danger and degradation. 

It is a mistake to suppose that there is a curtailment of liberty under 
this proposed amendment. Every curtailment of the liberty of this 
class exists to-day under the laws of the District. It is simply a ques- 
tion as to whether the persons in such danger or so offending shall be 
committed to the charge of these benevolent institutions, or whether 
they shall be sent to the prisons of the District where all the dangers 
from which they were sought to be rescued are intensified and where 
the criminality from which this amendment is intended to rescue them 
will become a fixed fact. 

Mr. President, I apprehend that my regard for personal liberty is as 
great as that of any man. I have never willingly or intentionally vio- 
lated the principles upon which laws must rest for their justification in 
restraint of human action; but there is a discretionary police control 
essential for the arrestation of crime before its commitment, applied to 
certain unprotected classes, and in regard to which every magistrate fit 
for his place must be invested with acertain discretion. I could state 
illustrations of this as given to me by worthy police officers of this city. 
They become aware that some child of tender years has been brought 
to this city, has fallen into evil associations away from her home, from 
all the protecting influences of kindred and affection, and that she has 
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been inveigled into the yery jaws of death. Whatcanhedo? Must 
he wait until her ruin is complete, or may he not take that homeless, 
helpless young creature and commit her, not to a jail or place of degra- 
dation but commit her to the friendly, the womanly, the protecting hands 
and sheltering arms that these two charitable institutions hold out in 
such a case? One of the two the Senate will decide upon, the commit- 
ment to the jail under the laws as they now stand or the commitment 
to the protection of one of these two benevolent associations. I prefer 
the latter, and I hope the Senate will. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The Senator will permit me to ask him 
whether the bill does not provide for all he is discussing exeept—— 

Mr. BAYARD. It does not, because these two institutions I have 
named are the only two that provide for the kind of oversight and ed- 
ucation of which these poor creatures so especially stand in need. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. They are the only two that ask pay for it, 
the only two that ask any appropriation. We have been able to find 
some other places to put them just as convenient and just as well cal- 
culated to accomplish the great object in view without the appropria- 
‘tion of $10,000. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, much more than $10,000 have been 
paid by private hands in these institutions, To-day I am not prepared 
to state how many cases, but enough to make Congress see the earnest 
and excellent and the valuable work that has been done without the 
aid of a stiver from Congress; and now the question is, is the amount 
unreasonable oris the object unworthy? I donot think the Senate will 
vote either to be the case. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, I wish to offer an amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator ‘from Delaware. In line 4, after the words 
‘t may be,” I move toinsert: 

Arrested under a warrant duly issued from the police court of the District of 
Columbia, and upon conviction thereof by such court shall be sent. 

Striking out the words ‘‘ under arrest.” 

Yesterday, when I suggested that this bill had better go over, it struck 
me, on hearing the amendment of the Senator from Delaware read, that 
there were two things to be considered. The first was that the amend- 
ment enlarged the scope of the bill considerably, and the second, that the 
amendment itself should be more fully considered than the five-minute 
limit of debate would allow the Senate to devote toit. If the Senator 
from Delaware will examine the original bill he will see that provision 
is made for different classes, for arrest on warrant and for confinement 
after conviction by a court. His amendment, however, omits that, and 
permits a party, as he uses the language himself, to be arrested, and 
that necessarily carries with it the deprivation of liberty of the party. 
It is not worth while to say for how long it shall be done, or whether it 
shall be done with a rough hand or with a soft hand; still the liberty of 
the party is interfered with by the very terms of the amendment, “‘ shall 
be arrested.” 

While it is true that sending a person to these beneficent institutions 
might not be termed a punishment, yet it comes in the way of a con- 
demnation of the conduct of the party. It may be true that one of 
these homes to which she is to be sent is better than other places; it 
might be a better place than the Senate; it might be a better place to 
be in than the Houseof Representatives; but I expect none of us would 
like to be taken up and sent there even for a supposed crime that we 
might havecommitted. This is based upon the idea of supposed crimes, 
tobe judged by whom? By a set of police officers, not judicial in their 
character; but when they imagine that a person is in a house guilty of 
ill-conduct or upon the streets guilty of it, all they have to do is to 
simply seize her and carry her off to this home of correction or what- 
ever it may be called. That is not ‘‘ due process of law’’ as we under- 
stand it in thiscountry. All the States have laws of vagrancy; but no 
one can be committed without a conviction according to due process of 
law. Noone can be condemned for vagrancy or any of the crimes or 
supposed crimes mentioned here in any of the States without a trial 
as we understand it at common law and a conviction had upon it. 

Now, the evils are great; there is no mistake about that; and I sym- 

thize entirely with the Senator from Delaware, as the Senator from 
Virginia said he did, but we must pause a moment and not vest these 
police officers, however good they may be, with this great power on mere 
suspicion to seize a woman or girl and send her without trial or with- 
outa hearing even to elysium or to any place better than this home if one 
could be imagined better. It will not do. It is contrary to the entire 
theory, to the entire system of our government. When women are 
seized and sent to an institution in this way without trial, the brand is 
upon them; you do not avoid the stamp that the Senator from Dela- 
ware would seem to intimate you avoid under this process of sentencing 
to a place of that character. Under this law any policeman, through 
caprice, through prejudice, through malice, or through hatred, can strike 
down the finest girl in the District. It will not do. I think the Sena- 
tor from Delaware has put in his proposition rather prematurely. If 
the law as it now stands is as he reads and interprets it—I have not 
examined it—it should be repealed at once. I think with the amend- 
ment I have suggested all the good is accomplished that can be reached 
in this matter and under due forms and ceremonies of law. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the bill reported by the Committee 
on the District of Columbia for the protection of children in the Dis- 


trict and for other purposes had a well-defined and ascertained object. 
It was intended to prevent on the part of unnatural nts and cruel 
guardians theill-treatment of infants, to prevent their being abandoned, 
neglected, mistreated, employed in wicked occupations, or permitted 
to inhabit houses of ill-fame, and providing that in such cases these 
little unfortunate waifs should be taken care of and that those who per- 
mitted them thus to be mistreated should be punished by penalties 
provided by law. Isympathize fully with the objects that the Senator 

m Delaware has in view, and I shall not permit him to exceed mein 
admiration for the self-denying efforts of the noble menand women who 
have devoted their means and their time in this District, without other 
compensation than that which comes from the consciousness of well-do- 
ing, to the amelioration of the inevitable evils that always attend hu- 
man society and that have been particularly apparent in this District. 
He states that his amendment is intended to care for that class which 
needs the tender hand of charity rather than the severe arm of the law. 
It seems to me, Mr. President, that the Senator from Delaware can 
hardly have studied the language of his amendment. Ifthe first four 
lines of this amendment do not describe hardened and abandoned crimi- 
nals, I think that the dictionary would be searched in vain for epithets: 


That whenever any female vagrant or incorrigible corrupt girl or woman of 
known evil repute and life is found soliciting vice upon the street or elsewhere, 
or residing in a house of ill-fame, she may sent under arrest to either the 
Secs of the Good Shepherd, or to the Home of the Association for Works of 

ercy. 


Mr. President, language would be scrutinized in vain for words that 
would more definitely describe the outcast, the hardened, abandoned, 
and reckless characters that infest our streets and that constitute one 
of the most dangerous classes of modern society; and yet the Senator 
says that the intention is, by his amendment, to deal gently with the 
erring, to uphold and sustain those who are in danger of falling, and to 
place under them the sustaining hand of mercy in order that they may 
os reformed without being subjected to the dangers of continued evil 

e. 

The amendment, even as modified by the Senator from Arkansas, is 
entirely inconsistent with the purposes of the bill reported by the com- 
mittee. It has no connection with the subject-matter of it. It deals 
with a different question and with a different class of criminals, and I 
submit that it opens the door to one or two very dangerous propositions. 

In the first place, as has been significantly pointed out by the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas and the Senator from Virginia, it is unquestionably 
one of the most absolutely indefensible invasions of personal rights that 
could possibly be putin language. Without previous information, with- 
out any of the preliminary steps required by law, without requiring 
arrest by any officer of the law, absolutely without definition of au- 
thority, it authorizes, if I can read the language of the amendment cor- 
rectly, any person to invade any house that may be alleged to be of evil 
repute and seize upon any female person that may be a resident thereof, 
and without trial and without conviction send her to one or the other 
of these two houses of refuge for an indefinite period of time It isan 
incarceration. It says these persons shall be required to labor at some 
suitable employment and receive practical instruction and training; and 
when that incarceration is to end, or when the objects of the law are 
to be held to have been accomplished, is left entirely, so far as I am able 
to perceive, to the discretion of the trustees or governing agents of these 
two institutions. 

Mr. President, that is going too far, No one has a stronger desire 
than I have to uphold and sustain all great reformatory measures. The 
object of these statutes is the reformation of the offender and the pro- 
tection of society. God alone has to do with punishment. And how 
the Senator from Delaware can justify upon either of these great objects 
of remedial and reformatory statutes the course that he proposes I am 
not able to understand. 

Again, Mr. President, this is an unsavory subject to deal with. It 
is not a delicate matter to discuss. It deals with matters that are not 
fragrant and that are not agreeable to contemplate. But it appears to 
me, speaking plainly upon this subject, that the result of this amend- 
ment would be to turn overall that immoral class to which the amend- 
ment refers, all the harlots and prostitutes of this District, absolutely 
without limitation, to the care of these two institutions at the expense 
of the Government of the United States. That is a pretty large con- 
tract. It is a matter that I presume the Senator from Delaware would 
not think it within the purview of appropriate legislation to endeavor 
to accomplish ; and yet the terms of his amendment are so broad, the 
language is so sweeping, that there is no escaping from this conclusion. 
There is no woman who comes in this category, no woman who has led 
an evil life, who is corrupt, incorrigible, of evil repute, who solicits ° 
vice upon the street or resides in houses of ill-fame, whether they be 
ten or whether they be a thousand, that may not be immediately taken 
into custody and turned over to the governing agencies of these two 
institutions and supported and maintained for an indefinite period ef 
time at the expense of the United States Government. 

Mr. President, that certainly is a dangerous principle to recognize. 
I believe with the Senator from Delaware in the reformation of offenders, 
that those who are in of falling should be protected, that those 


who are exposed to temptation should be fortified, and that every pos- 
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sible bulwark and barrier and rampart should be built up not only to 
protect society from these evils but to reform the offenders; and that 
we attempt to do in the bill which the committeehave reported. This 
juvenile class, these young girls, children, who are wandering abroad 


upon the streets without shelter and without means ofsupport, who are 
liable to become inmates of houses of ill-repute, society takes hold of 
with gentle hand, and they are to be turned over to these various in- 
stitutions of charity for reformation and for care. But that in a bill 
of this kind, without due process of law, in violation of every one of 
thesafeguards that surround personal liberty, we should be called upon 
in this summary manner to take charge of this dangerous class of our 
population is something that I believe on reflection the Senator from 
Delaware will admit ought not to be done. The subject should be 
dealt with in some other bill. I hope that he will see his way clear to 
enable us, without embarrassmentand without the difficulties that will 
arise in the minds of some who desire to support this bill, to adopt this 
measure, which I am sure will commend itself to his own judgment, to 
his own sense of right, and to his own desire to protect society against 
those evils which hisamendment deals with. Thatamendmentexposes 
us to dangers and difficulties of such a nature that to my judgment the 
proposition ought not to be appended to this measure. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, when this subject was brought to ay 
attention by residents of the District entirely entitled to my respect, 
approved warmly of the idea of committing this unfortunate class of 
people, not to prison, not to a penal institution, but to a wise practical 
charity, and for that purpose that the Government should lend a portion 
of the public money to eke out private expenditures. It was difficult 
to find the precise nomenclature for this class of people, difficult to de- 
fine theclass whom it was intended to include, and I turned to the prece- 
dents of the legislation of this District, and I found in 1873 on the 26th of 
June, the Legislative Assembly of the District had provided for the care 
and for the compulsory restraint of a large class of girls and women who 
were to be committed to the Reform School. The language there used 
was: 

A reform school for girls and women, where any incorrigible, corrupt girl or 
woman of known evil repute, 

Shall becommitted. Soin order to include another class notso vicious 
I interpolated the word ‘‘ vagrant,” and I believed then, and with due 
submission to my friend from Kansas I believe now, that the term ‘‘ va- 

y ” does not necessarily impute vice. I find in a lexicographer of 
authority that a v: t is ‘‘a wandering, idle person, one who lives 
idly; no settled home; a strolling beggar.” Now I apprehend thatall 
of these descriptions may apply to a young girl or woman who is not 
vicious but who, as we all see from descriptions, is very apt to be- 
come so. 

The effect of the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas, toa great 
part of which I take no exception but to a part of which I do take ex- 
ception, is that he would require conviction to precede the relief which 
I design to procure. With due respect to him, that would defeat the 
very object I have in view. It is not where the sin has been com- 
mitted, it is not where the vice has been irreclaimably established, it 
is for those who are about to be and in the very nature of things will 
become vicious that this relief is sought to be extended. 
proper that warrant in'due form should issue upon the statement of a 

lice officer or any citizen who knows the fact, I have noobjection; and 
in truth, considering that this would run in with the rest of the bill 
and be subject to the construction of the former sections, I took it for 
granted that this would not be a mere summary verbal execution of the 
power without limit; I took it for granted that the issue of process in 
due form was implied in this additional section of the law which I pro- 


pose. 

While I will not say that reflection might not provide a definition 
more accurately suited to the class contemplated for relief, yet I do be- 
lieve that the word there used, ‘‘ vagrant,” will include a class not yet 
irredeemably vicious. If that be so, the fact that it will also include 
those who are vicious and whose reformation we also seek, does not 
weaken the force or the value of the amendment that I have proposed. 
I take it the whole force and meaning, certainly the object I had in 
view, was that there should not be a commitment to the common jail, 
which ought only to occur after conviction, but that there might be the 
commitment upon due examination of the as has been provided 
by the act which I have read in relation to the youth of the other sex. 
The law of 1870, approved by the President, and passed of course by 
Congress, provides: 

And in all cases where a boy, under the age of sixteen years, shall be brought 
before any such court or judge upon the charge of crime or misdemeanor, w. 

accusation inst him leemed supported by evidence sufficient to put 
him on trial, such court or judge shall have full pore. to stay all 
, in like for such 


roceedingsin 
the case, and to commit h manner, period mpare court or 
judge may determine, but not less than six months. 


That is a commitment to a penal institution. I propose nothing of 
the kind. If it should turn out that there has been misapprehension, 
if the extravagant illustration which has been used of the entry into 

le houses in this city should prove true, if the liberty of worthy 
refined and excellent people should be sought to be imperiled by 


the outrage, for such it would be, of a false charge of this nature, the 


If it be thought | Call 


remedy is immediate, and the punishment would follow. But you 
must deal with facts practically -—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The Chair 
must call the attention of the Senator from Delaware to the fact that 
his five minutes have expired. 

Mr. BAYARD. I understood, if the Chair pleases, that we were not 
proceeding in this case under the five-minute rule. I was so assured 
by the Senator who preceded the honorable Senator in the occupancy 
of the chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill has not been relieved from 
the operation of Rule VIII; and under Rule VIII no Senator can ex- 
ceed five minutes, nor can any Senator speak upon the same question 
oftener than once. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I inquire whether there was not permission 
asked and given by unanimous consent that I should exceed the time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon another occasion the Senator’s 
time was extended by unanimous consent to any extent the Senator 
chose to proceed, but that unanimous consent can not be considered to 
apply to a second, or a third, or a fifth speech. 

Mr. BAYARD. This is, I believe, the second, and not the third or 
fifth; but I bow to the construction of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Delaware. 

Mr. INGALLS. In order to obtain the sense of the Senate on this 
proposition without requiring two votes, I move to lay the amendments 
on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves to 
lay the amendments on the table. 

Mr. BAYARD. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 
Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. I do not know how he would 


yote. Of course there is no politics in this question, but I will abstain 
from voting, as this is an amendment of his colleague’s. 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If hewerehere, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
36, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—36. 
Aldrich, Garland, togan Pike, 
Blair, Groome, McMillan, Pla 
Brown Harris, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
ii, Harrison, Manderson, Sherman, 
Coke, Hawley, Maxey, Slater, 
Conger, Ingalls, Miller of Cal beg 
Cullom, Jonas, Miller of N. ¥ 4 Van Wyck, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Mitchell, est, 
Frye, Lapham, Morrill, Walker. 
í NAYS—18. 
Bayard, Colqui Hampton, Pendleton, 
, og JEA, Pu 
Butler, Fair, Kenna, Wi 
x Farley, Lamar, 
Cameron of Wis., t McPherson, 
ABSENT—22, 
Allison Gibson, Morgan, Sawyer, 
Anthony, Gorman, Palmer, Sewell,” 
Bowen, Hale, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Camden, Hill, Ranso: Wilson. 
Cameron of Pa., | Hoar, Sabin, 
Edmunds, * Jones of Florida, TY, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from Kan- 
sas to lay the amendment on the table is carried. The bill is still in 
Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think there are some amendments reported by 
the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the Secre- 
tary that the bill has been reported to the Senate and the amendments 
made as in Committee of the.Whole have been concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had the joint resolution (S. 
R. 64) providing for the addition of $10,000 to the contingent fund of 
the Senate, with an amendment, in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 5462) making appropriation to supply deficiency in amount required 
for expenditure to June 30, 1884, for examination and surveys required 
by acts of March 3, 1875, and June 19, 1878, to ascertain depth of water 
and width of channel of South Pass of Mississippi River, also forgaug- 
ing the waters of the Mississippi River and its tributaries; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

THE YELLOWSTONE PARK. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
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of the bill (S. 221) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, setting apart a certain tract of land lying near 
the headwaters of the Yellowstone River as a public park. 
Mr. VEST. For myself I have no doubt of the correctness of the 
statement I made P bir geanee fs that under that clause of the bill which 
M 


extends the laws of Montana over ie Paths for the protection of life and 
property neither the county nor the Territorial authorities of Montana 
would have a right to establish a license for gambling or for a dram- 
shop within the limits of the park; but in order to pot that question 
beyond a doubt I have drawn an amendment which I will now offer to 
the sixth section of the bill. I have been informed by the Delegate 
from Montana that it is contemplated at the next session of the Terri- 
torial Legislature to create a new county out of that portion of the county 
of Gallatin which lies immediately north of the National Park and ad- 
joining it, and in order that this jurisdiction may be vested in that new 
county adjacent to the park the amendment deals with that subject also. 
The amendment is, after the word ‘‘provide,’’ in the seventh line of the 
sixth section—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Missouri that an amendment in the nature of a substitute having 
been already to in Committee of the Whole, no change in that 
amendment can be made while the bill remains in committee. Amend- 
ments by way of additional sections would be in order, but no change 
or modification of the former amendment. When the bill is in the Sen- 
ate, then it will be open to amendment in every respect. 

Mr. VEST. I was not awareof the fact that the amendment reported 
had been adopted. 

The bill was rted to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. Now the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri will be in order. 

Mr. VEST. I move, then, to amend the amendment by inserting in 
section 6, line 7, after the word “‘ provide:’’ 

Or of such county as may be hereafter created out of that part of Gallatin 
County immediately north of the park and adjoining thereto; and itis hereby ex- 

ressly provided that nothing herein contained s. empower the county or 

torial authorities of Montana to license gambling or dram-shops within the 
limits of the park or in any manner to interfere with the control of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior over the same. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 17 of section 4, after the word ‘‘ posses- 
sion,” I move to insert ‘‘ within the said park.” 

Mr. VEST. I hope that amendment will not be adopted, because 
if adopted it would nullify the object of the section entirely. Dead 
bodies of the game killed in violation of this law would be taken out- 
side of the limits of the park, and the parties having possession of them 
would not be amenable to any punishment. There is another portion 
of the bill which prohibits railroad companies and express companies 
frum ing these bodies within the park. It simply amounts to 
nothing, I will say to the Senator from Minnesota, to say that -these 
persons shall be punished if the bodies are found in the park, because 
as soon as they kill the game and load their wagons they would imme- 
diately hurry to the limits of the park, and when they were over in the 
adjacent territory there would bean end of it; they could laugh at the 
law, take their game to market, and freely commit the very offense we 
propose to prevent. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think the Senator from Missouri does not appre- 
hend the effect of this amendment. The portion of the section to which 
my amendment applies affects the question of evidence merely, and not 
of the commission of the offense. The bill, as it is reported by the com- 
mittee, provides that: 

Possession of the dead bodies, or any part thereof, of any of the animals or 
birds hereinbefore mentioned shall be r praa facie evidence that the person or 
persons having the same are guilty of violating this act. 

This is only a question of evidence, and as the bill now stands any 
person found in possession of the dead bodies, or any part thereof, of 
any of the animals or birds killed in any place, would be presumptively 
guilty of having committed the offense within the park. Persons in 

ion of these dead bodies of birds or animals at any place in the 
vicinity would be presumed to have killed them inthe park. The bill 
prenna guilt outside of the limits of the park. This is certainly a 
mrden which should not be thrown on any citizen. It is a violation 
of the presumption of innocence where a person is charged with a crime, 
and the amendment only qualifies the provision with respect to the 
effect of the possession as evidence. Of course the fact of guilt may be 


proved by any other evidence. 
Mr. HARRISON. May I ask to have the amendment reported for 
information ? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 9, section 4, line 17, after the word 
‘f possession,” it is moved to insert ‘‘ within the said park;’’ so that 
the clause will read: 

Possession within the pets coir! of the dead bodies, or any thereof, of any 
of he animals or birds h before mentioned be Jacie evidence 


the person or persons having the same are guilty of violating this act. 


Mr. HARRISON. I do not think that the section as it stands is at 
all susceptible of the interpretations which the Senator from Minne- 
sota places upon it. The offense prohibited is the killing within the 
park. Certainly the possession is a possession within the limits where 
the killing is prohibited, even as the section reads. The Senator as a 
judge—and if his ambition runs that way I hope he may be—I think 
would hardly decide that under this section the possession of a part of 
a buffalo or deer here in the District of Columbia was intended to be 
made prima facie evidence of a violation of the law against killing a 
buffalo or a deer in the National Park. Still, if his amendment only 
makes it clearer and he desires it, I have no objection. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think it had better be inserted as a construc- 
tion of the act. I think there would be a very great difference of opin- 
ion on tiel position taken by the Senator from Indiana upon the language 
as it stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Minnesota | Mr. MCMILLAN] totheamend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I movetostrikeout section 3 beginning at the words 
‘Sand the Pono Sed bird *? in line 11 inclusive, to the close of the 
section. Let the tary report the part to be stricken out. 

The SECRETARY. In section 3, after the word “‘act,’’ in line 11, it 
is proposed to strike out the words: 

And the Secretary of War is hereby directed to make such details of troops as 


the Secretary of the Interior, with the approval of the President, may require 


for the purpose of preventing trespassers or intruders from entering the park 


with the object of destroying the e therein or other illegal purposes, and 
for removing such persons roms the park. z 


Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the amendment of the committee 
places this territory, as I understand, under the jurisdiction of Montana 
or Wyoming—— 

Mr. VEST. Montana. 

Mr. INGALLS. Montana. In addition to that it is placed. under 
the control of the Secretary of the Interior; and as if that were not 
sufficient, the Secretary of the Interior is directed to call on the Secre- 
tary of War to use the Army for still further protection of this region. 
While I doubt the propriety of the Government going into the show 
business, or engaging in the protection and exhibition of geysers, still 
as it appears to meet the approbation of the committee that this shall 
be done, I suppose nothing further can be said except to suggest that 
the provisions for the tion of this territory are anomalous. If 
offenders against the laws of the United States are to be punished, it 
would seem that there should be some reason more than has been given 
why in addition to being subjected to the penal statutes of Montana 
they should also be subjected to the arbitrary directions of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and still further than that, put under martial re- 
straint and expelled by the Army of the United States. I can not un- 
derstand why this extraordi -aggregation of power should be created 
with regard to this particular portion of the territory of the United 
States. Practically it places it under martial law. I can not conceive 
that there isany such great danger of invasion, or insurrection, or viola- 
tion of the primal rights of man, that the ordinary tribunals of the land 
will not be sufficient to punish those who may offend against the pro- 
visions of this pro act. 

Mr. VEST. As to the propriety of Co having passed the act 
setting apart the National Park originally I have very little to say. 
The park was created by Con; before I was a member of this body, 
and the act was passed, I believe, with t unanimity. The ques- 
tion presented now to the Co of the United States is whether the 
park shall be abandoned and left without law, without control, and 
given up to the vandals who go in for the purpose of destroying the 
game and the objects of curiosity and wonder in the park. 

As long as it is a park and as long as the statute remains unrepealed 
which created it it ought to be protected, and it ought to be made 
what the act Says it should be, a place of recreation and resort for the 
American people. If it is proposed to turn it back into the public 
domain, then the act should be repealed and the geysers and all the 
other objects of wonder and curiosity in the park should be put up to 
be grabbed by the first party who can enter them at the General Land 
Office of the Government. I take it for granted, as the act is unre- 
pealed, that Congress proposes to protect the park. 

Heretofore there has been no legal jurisdiction over the park. There 
have been three murders committed there within the last eighteen 
months, and the offenders have gone unwhipped of justice. Wyoming 
has no jurisdiction over it, because the terms of the original act set it 
apart as a national park and take it outof the publicdomain. If there 
is any analogy to this statute upon the statute-book of the United States 
it is the act creating the District of Columbia. The courts of Wyoming 
have no jurisdiction, the courts of Montana have no jurisdiction, the 
Federal courts have no jurisdiction over this territory; and the result 
has been that no punishment can be inflicted for any crime known to 
the criminallaw. This state of things of course cannotcontinue. Re- 


cently the park has been largely visited. Hotels have been constructed 
there, ry ome my judgment, but they have been constructed, and a pop- 
ulation gone there, temporary in its nature itis true, but a popula- 


1884. 
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tion among which crime can be and is committed, and there must be 
some punishment provided for it. 

While the bill which the Committee on Territories reports puts the 
park under the jurisdiction of the laws of Montana, the park itself is 
so far removed almost from civilization that parties of men have gone 
in there continually and are in the habit of going in there in num 
of five and ten and even twenty, armed to the teeth, for the purpose 
of destroying the game in order to ship it to market. Two thousand 
elk were killed there in one season. ere has been no authority there 
to resist these men. The Superintendent of the park, with ten assist- 
ants, men unused—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Missouri that, the hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, it is the duty 
of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished business of yester- 
da: 


Mr. VEST. I move that the consideration of this bill be continued. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
how long the consideration of the bill will take. 

Mr. VEST. It will take only a very short time. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I have no objection to giving unanimous con- 
sent for the consideration of the bill for a few minutes, if that will an- 
swer the purpose of the Senator. ° 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to continuing the 
consideration of the bill by unanimous consent, for what length of time? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Subject to the call that I shall make if it is not 
soon tapon of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Subject tothe call of the Senator from 
Ohio. The Chair hears no objection. The Senator from Missouri will 


roceed. 
p Mr. VEST. I was about to say that the force at the command of the 
superintendent of the park under the amendment to the sundry civil 
appropriation act which we passed at the last session, that force consist- 
ing of ten assistants, is utterly inadequate to cope with the hunting par- 
ties that go in in sufficient numbers and so armed that they can bid 
defiance to the superintendent and to his assistants. 

Sacra as organized to-day has within it 3,300 square miles. If 
the bill passes 2,000 more square miles will be added to it, and every 
Senator will recognize at once the propriey of giving to the Secretary of 
the Interior the power to call upon the Secretary of War in addition to 
the civil authorities for such number of troops as may be necessary to 
protect the game in the park and to resist rs and marauders 
within its limits. It is no extraordinary power, because the National 
Park is in such a condition that at times nothing but the Army amounts 
to anything, and it is absolutely necessary to have such a provision in 
order to protect it. 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill is an illustration of the mischiefs that 
always attend the undertaking by Government of any work which 
should be left to individual enterprise. In my judgmentthe best thing 
that could be done with that Territory would be to remand it to public 
domain, and allow the curiosities that exist there, the game that lives 
there, and the waters that flow there, to be taken care of as the other 
great objects of interest in this country are, by men who feel a special 
individual interest in them. 

We are entering upon what will eventually be a department of this 
Government in the control of the Yellowstone Park. e have already 
placed it under the control of the laws of the Territory of Montana and 
made it an sppanage of the county of Gallatin. In addition to that, 
as I said, the tary of the Interior is authorized to make and pub- 
lish rules and regulations for its government, for the management and 
care of the Territory, for the preservation of timber, mineral deposits, 
natural curiosities, wonderful objects, and for the preservation of the 
game animals found in the park, and to prevent their capture or destruc- 
tion. Asif that were not sufficient, he is authorized to call upon the 
Secretary of War, without limit as to the number of troops that are to 
be employed, and upon suggestion have the Army of the United States 
turned in there to expel trespassers and to carry out the objects for which 
the reservation was made. In addition to that, the superintendent 
and his assistants, who are appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, 
are required to reside continuously in the park, and it is made their 
duty to protect the game and public property, to preserve the peace, 
and to prevent crime. For this p , in addition to all the other 
powers conferred upon the TTerritarial officers of the Territory of Mon- 
tana, the Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary of War, and the Army 
of the United States, they are authorized to arrest all persons commit- 
ting any crime or misdemeanor within the park, and to have all powers 
and duties conferred by law upon the sheriffs and constables for the 
‘Territory of Montana and their deputies. So that for this sacred do- 
main that is withdrawn from the operation of the public land laws of 
the United States we have an anomalous system of government such 
as is found nowhere else upon the face of the earth, confounding the 
functions of various departments of the Government and exposing per- 
sons who violate the law to multifarious and complicated punishment. 

But this is not all. The superintendent and assistants are to be paid 

salaries. The superintendent is to be paid an annual salary of 
$2,000, and he is to have a corps of fifteen assistants, who are to be 
paid annually $900 each. Then, beyond this, the Secretary of War is 


required to detail an officer from the Corps of Engineers, whose duty it 
shall be to survey and lay out suitable roads in the park, to select the 
proper location for bridges, and his estimates as to the cost of all these 
improvements are to be submitted to Congress through the Secretary . 
of War, with other recommendations in regard to improvements that 
are to be made. - 

Mr. President, we are on the threshold of a very large and constantly 
increasing annual expenditure for the improvement of this property. 
I have not been able to compute yet the amount that will be necessarily 
co Peg under the terms of this bill, but it will be many thousand 
dollars, in addition to the indefinite amount that is to be appropriated 
on thesuggestion of the Engineer Department with regard to permanent 
improvements which are to be made there for the purposes of pleasure 
and recreation hereafter. 

I should be glad, as I said before, if this whole project would be aban- 
doned. There are other t natural objects of interest in this coun- 
try, the cafions of the Colorado, and inaccessible mountain summits, 
and cataracts, and caverns in the earth, and other objects and places 
that it would be agreeable to visit and that it would be acceptable to 
the people in the neighborhood to have protected and cared for and 
decerated and ornamented at the expense of the Government of the 
United States. I think the original segregation of this territory from 
the public domain was a mistake, a mistake that is becoming more ap- 
parent as time goes on and as we see the great expense which is ulti- 
mately to be involved; but in any event I should hope that until there 
is greater evidence of necessity for departure from the ordinary consti- 
tutional protections which surround the citizen that portion of the 
hill which authorizes martial law to be declared and the Secretary of 
War to order the Army turned in for the purpose of expelling offend- 
ers might be omitted from the bill. 

Mr. T. Ifthe Senator will permit me before he takes his seat, 
I will say that that can only be done upon the approval of the Presi- 
dent, who is at the head of the Army, and only in extraordinary cases. 
That is the provision of the bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think the suggestion made by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. VEST] is quite an adequate answer to a good deal that 
has been said by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. The pro- 
vision of the bill which it is now sought to strike out is not one belong- 
ing to the ordinary administration of power. It is an extraordinary 
remedy, one that never would be invoked unless a case should arise 
such as has been su; $ 

Mr. INGALLS. Such as what? 

Mr. HARRISON. Suchas the Senator from Missouri has suggested. 
If an armed body of men, fifteen or twenty men, as he said, armed as 
those men are, and desperate as some of them are, should go in, defying 
the laws which have been made for the park and should enter upon a 
wholesale slaughter of the game there, then under this provision, which 
could only be put in force by an appeal to the power of the President 
as the head of the Army, those men might be removed from the park. 
It may be that we shall never need to call into exercise the power con- 
ferred in this provision of the bill. Perhaps I should not be going too 
far if I said probably we never shall; but the time may arrive when it 
would be needful, and as it is not likely to result in harm I think it 
would be wise to leave the provision in the bill. 

I do not feel disposed, any more than the Senator from Missouri, to 
follow the Senator from Kansas in the wider discussion which he sug- 
gests, whether we have not made a mistakein establishing the National 
Park. It has been done. I believe I would be willing to go further. 
Indeed, I did at the last Congress introduce a bill setting apart and 
withdrawing from occupation the cafion of the Colorado, to which he 
has referred. I believe it was wise to make the provision with refer- 
ence to the Yellowstone Park. There may be other sections of this 
country which should be brought under similar regulations. I would 
not, however, include under such regulations those inaccessible mount- 
ain peaks to which the Senator from Kansas has referred. 

Mr. DAWES. I think if my views of this matter were what those 
of the Senator from Kansas appear to be I should have been led*with 
him to offer or to support the amendment which he hasmoved. If I be- 
lieved it to be unwise to preserve these great natural curiosities for the 
effect their preservation would have upon the people, if I thought it 
was an idle waste of money or something worse than that, I would strike 
at the vitality of the whole matter and endeavor to undo it as early as 
I could. But if I believed that it were worth while to do something 
else than to consider solely the gain in money that comes from any use 
of the public land, if I supposed it were within our constitutional power 
to beautify or adorn or preserve that which is already beautiful and 
grand in scenery about the property and territory of the United States, 
then I would use all the means necessary for carrying out that purpose. 
For instance, if I thought it was wise to beautify and adorn the grounds 
around this Capitol, to make walks, to make drive-ways, to set out trees, 
to erect fountains, or anythingofthatkind; if I believed that were within 
the constitutional power of the Government, and I thought that indi- 
rectly good would come of it, then I would take care of it; then I would 


appoint the Capitol police; then I would subject them to the control 
of some branch of the Government—the Secretary of the Interior per- 
haps. I would make them subject to such rules and regulations as the 
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Secretary of the Interior should make, subject to the approval of the 
President of the United States; and if it were necessary in order to pre- 
serve them from trespasses committed by night and by stealth or tres- 
passes committed in defiance of regulations, I would resort under the 
* Constitution to such necessary force as is at the command of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, there being authority somewhere under the 
Constitution of the United States to make all needful rules and regu- 
lations touching the public property and the territory of the United 
States. I would consider at the outset whether it were worth while to 
do anything, and if I thought it worth while to do anything then I 
would use all the means necessary to carry it out, if you are to have 
a park, if it be worth while not to turn this all over to anybody, through 
pre-emption laws or homestead laws or tree-culture laws or some other 
mysterious laws in reference to the public domain, which I do not un- 
derstand, whereby a man comes up all of a sudden with a thousand 
acres of public domain without having spent a dollar. I do not know 
how it is done; I only know itis done. I only know that we have ter- 
ritories of 100,000 or 150,000 square miles to-day every foot of which 
almost is in the possession of somebody under the homestead, pre-emp- 
tion, and tree-culture laws, and the whole population amounts to only 
a few thousand. 

If it is best to turn over this National Park to that sort of adminis- 
tration of the law and let the land be preserved or dealt with, to use the 
language of the Senatorfrom Kansas, as would be certainly the case, 
somebody would have a homestead on Old Faithful before night. Then 
I would suggest, as the Senator from Kansas very properly does, to 
take the vitality out of the bill, not it the protection of the park. 
I would not go through the vain and empty pretense of preserving this 
grand scenery, the like of which hardly exists in the world; I would 
not go through with the pretense of it before the world, unless I was 
prepared to take care of it and preserve it. I would make haste to an- 
nounce to everybody that the first who can light on it shall under some 
homestead or pre-emption right appropriate it to himself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to strike out section 8 of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The section proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Src. 8. That the Secre! of War shall detail an officer from the Corps of En- 
gineers, whose duty it shall be to survey and lay out suitable roads in said 3 
and select the proper location for bridges therein; and the Secretary of War 
shall, upon the report of said officer, make annual estimates for the cost of such 
improvements, and communicate the same to Congress, with such other recom- 
mendations in to the park ashe may deem proper; and allsumsreceived 
by the Secretary of the Interior from rents in the park, or arising from fines or 
forfeitures for violations of the laws and regulations made for the government 
of said k and protection of the game and public property therein, shall 
ap) lied to the improvements hereinbefore plaice EnA thy odar oF officers 
collecting said fines and forfeitures shall pay the same to the superintendent of 
the park, to be accounted for by him to the Secretary of the Interior. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on this amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas LMt. INGALLS). [Having put 
the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I presume that if the amendment were understood 
it would probably receive assent. I can not suppose that after having 
reserved this property the Senate desires immediately to enter upon a 
series of improvements without any information or augeeetien as to 
what is to be done or the amount of money to be ed. 

This section provides that the Secretary of War shall at once detail 
an officer to survey and lay out suitable roads in the park andselect the 
proper location for bridges, and upon that report being made annual es- 
timates are to be communicated to Congress, with recommendations for 
action, which involves, of course, the expenditure immediately of an 
indefinite sum of money. It appears to me that considering the re- 
mote region and the few that are likely to visit it Congress would hardly 
be willing at this time to enter upon a system of improvements the 
amount of which no one can understand and about which no compu- 
tation whatever has been made. It would be sufficient, it appears to 
me, if for the present this PETIN is protected from danger by invasion 
and by the killing of game and by the destruction of the natural ob- 
jects of interest. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Kansas is mistaken. I hold in my 
hand now the printed report of the engineer officer who has been en- 
gaged in surveying the park and laying out roads and locating bridges, 
and the entire amount, as he specifies, of the improvements that are to 
be made, if all of them are made, will reach $210,000. 

If there is any portion of the bill reported by the Committee on Ter- 
ritories which it seems to me should commend itself to the Senate it is 
the eighth section. Thousands of persons are visiting the park, and the 
increase will be beyond calculation in the future. There were thou- 
sands there during the last summer, and it is fair to presume that there 
will be a great many more during the next and at each recurring sea- 
son; and not to improve the roads in the park would be simply to say 
that persons should not travel in any comfort or with any convenience 
within its limits. 
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As the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] very well said, if 
we have the park let us treat it asa national park. If, on the other 
hand, we are to adopt the idea advanced by the Senator from Kansas 
and throw it open as a part of the public domain, then as a matter of 
course not a dollar should be expended upon it for any purpose. For 
myself I am not afraid to say that every dollar expended on the Na- 
tional Park judiciously will be money wellexpended. It would be an 
outrage upon the American people, in my judgment, to say that any 
man should be permitted to go there and put his homestead upon those 
geysers, or upon that incomparable scenery of the great Yellowstone 
Cafion, or upon the Yellowstone Lake. Nowhere else upon this con- 
tinent certainly, and I believe not in the whole world, is such scenery 
to be seen. ° 

I have not yet come to that materialistic state of mind when I think 
that the Natural Bridge in Virginia should be macadamized, that the 
great Mammoth Cave of Kentucky should be used as the incipient 
point for an underground railroad, or that the water-power of Niagara 
should be used for a mill. I believe that the people of the United 
States are entitled, on account of the magnitude and deur of their 
possessions, to have justsuch a place as it was intended should be set 
apart by the original act, and while the act remains upon the statute- 
book there is but one duty for us to perform, which is to preserve that 
park and to carry outthe intent and purposé of the legislation already 
had. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. y 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, and was read 
the third time. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK ] asked the 
Senator from Missouri yesterday to state this morning why this terri- 
tory, which is wholly within the area of the Territory of Wyoming, 
should be attached to the Territory of Montana, and he promised to 
give an answer, but the reply has not yet been made. I should like to 
hear that. 

Mr. VEST. With the greatest pleasure. As the Senator from Ken- 
tucky did not repeat the question, I did not, having charge of the bill, 
think it was good parliamentary practice to intrude the subject, not 
because I sought to avoid it. 

All those familiar with the approaches of the National Park know 
that the travel to it comes in from the north. I have a map, which F 
wish could be seen by each Senator in order that the subject might be 
fully understood, which shows that access from any other adjacent Ter- 
I use this, of course; 
in the limited sense. 

Wyoming, from which this park was taken, has the seat of govern- 
ment at Cheyenne, on the Union Pacific Railroad. If the park is made 
for jurisdictional purposes a portion of the Territory of Wyoming, them 
criminals or persons arrested under the laws of Wyoming would have 
to be taken over the mountains, the Wind River Mountain, the Sho- 
shone, the Teton range, a distance of from one hundred and fifty to one 
hundred and seventy-five miles, on horseback, it being impossible to 
travel there by vehicles, involving a trip of from three to four weeks, 
under guard, before they could be lodged in jail or brought before an 
officer; or, if not taken in this manner, they would have to be carrie@® 
to Cinnabar, which is on the limits of the park; then out to Living- 
ston, upon the North Pacific road; then east upon the North Pacific to 
where the Union Pacific could be connected with, and then carried down 
the Union Pacific to Cheyenne, a distance of several hundred miles. 

A great deal has been said about this portion of the bill. I have beer 
assailed in the newspapers of Cheyenne for attacking the Territoria¥ 
sovereignty of that people. Itis ridiculous, Mr. President. I have no 
personal interest in the matter. I could have no prejudice politically 
or personally against the Territory of Wyoming. All that I sought to 
do was to save expense to the Government and to bring about a speedy 
administration of justice. 

As the matter now stands the Northern Pacific road has constructed 
a branch from Livingston down to Cinnabar, which is within five or six 
miles of the great mammoth Hot Springs hotel. All the crimes will, 
of course, be committed around the geysers and around the hotels. If 
the park is added to Montana the criminals could be taken to the rail- 
road in less than an hour, carried over to Livingston, the county seat 
of Gallatin County, lodged in jail, and brought to a speedy trial, with- 
out expense, without delay; but, on the other hand, if attached to 
Wyoming, you are bound, as I said, to carry them six hundred or more 
miles by rail or one hundred and fifty or one hundred and seventy-five 
miles through the mountains, with all the dangers of escape and al? 
the extraordinary e attending such transportation. That is the 
whole of it. Ifany Senator at all familiar with the region will look at 
the map he will appreciate the absolute necessity of giving this juris 
diction to Montana instead of Wyoming. 

The bill was passed. 
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PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 3d instant approved and signed the following act and joint resolu- 
tion: 

An act (S. 1490) to complete a statue of the late Rear-Admiral Samuel 
Francis Du Pont, United States Navy; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 58) filling an existing vacancy in the Board 
of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. -~ 


POST-OFFICE LEASES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business of yesterday, being Senate bill No. 343. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (S. 
1508) to authorize the Postmaster-General to lease premises for use of 
post-oflices of the first, second, and third classes. Itis a very short bill, 
authorizing the Postmaster-General to rent buildings for the first, sec- 
ond, and third class post-offices for a term not exceeding ten years. The 
difficulty about the matter is that the Court of Claims have decided that 
post-offices can not be rented beyond the lite of the appropriation, be- 
yond a year. That embarrasses the Department very much. A little 
over a year ago we passed an act readjusting the salaries of 
and cut down the third class very severely, and it puts them under very 

t inconvenience. I do not think any man can object to the bill, 
and I have stated all that is in it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the unfinished business be laid 
aside, in order that the Senate may consider the bill indicated by him. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the bill for 
information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Postmaster-General may lease premises for use of 

ffices of the first, second, and third classes, at a reasonable annual rental, 

be paid quarterly ; but no lease shall be made for a term exceeding ten years; 

and whenever any building, or pay of a building, under lease, becomes unfit for 

use as a post-office, no rent shall be paid until the same shall be put in a satis- 

factory condition for occupation as vias or the lease may be canceled, at 

the option of the Postmaster-General; and a lease shall cease and terminate 
whenever a post-office can be moved into a Government building. 

Mr. INGALLS. It appears to me that the time named for the lease, 
tca years, is unusual. If I remember correctly —— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 


from Kansas that the question now is, is there objection to laying the | 


unfinished business aside informally to consider the bill? 

Mr. PENDLETON. I shall make no objection provided it is certain 
that the bill will not take much time and if I can have the liberty of 
displacing it by calling for the lar order in case it shall do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, subject to the call of the Senator from Ohio 
in charge of the unfinished business? The Chair hears none. The bill 
has been read and will be considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. INGALLS. I was about to suggest that the time named for the 
duration of the lease, not exceeding ten years, I think isnot consistent 
with the existing provisions of law with reference to the hiring of build- 
ings for post-offices of a higher class. My recollection is that such leases 
are limited to four years. 

Mr. SAWYER. I will state for the benefit of the Senator from Kan- 
sas that the Department has been in the habit of making leases for ten 
years. I know ofa great many leases made for ten years. But a case 
came up before the Court of Claims some time during last year, from 
Pennsylvania, for rent, and the court decided that the Department could 
sist rent the building beyond the time for which the appropriation was 
made. 

Mr. ALLISON. Beyond a year. 

Mr. SAWYER. It embarrasses the Department very much. Ina 
great many instances they can get a building fitted up and rent it for 
six, eight, or ten years at a very low rental, when if they could only 
rent it for one year they could not probably get it fitted up at all. It 
embarrasses the Department in the whole arrangement. I think the 
‘bill ought to be left as it is in regard to the term of the lease. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should be unwilling to allow the officers of one 
administration to make a lease extending over the period of two admin- 
istrations to follow and the half of the next. It seems to me that upon 
the mere ion the difficulty is obvious, that the power is too 
great. The discretion ought not to be allowed by the bill. Hitherto 
the leases have been, as the Senator from Iowa suggests, limited to 
‘one year, or the period of the appropriations, which would be two, al- 
though I have known instances where the term has been four years. I 
should like to have an amendment made to the bill which would limit 
it to four years at the outside. 

Mr. SAWYER. I know that a great many leases have been made 
for ten years, and that course has worked well. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Postmaster-General is honest, it is very impor- 
tant, it seems to me, that he should have a discretion such as the bill 
‘gives him to in proper cases make a lease not exceeding ten years. Al- 


most all these buildings are obtained by the Government at an exceed- 
ing low rate, there being a great desire, in view of its effect on the busi- 
ness part of a growing town or city where the post-office is situated, to 


get the post-office in a particular spot. In a very considerable number 
of growing towns and cities where there are ne United States courts and 
no Government buildings are built for the purpose, if the lease is only 
for four years in all cases it would be impossible to get persons to erect 
buildings or to lay out very sums in fitting them up for post-office 
popoe on terms which would be advantageous to the Government. 

t seems to me that the Postmaster-General can be trusted (as it is pre- 
sumed that every officer of the Government has at heart the interests 
of the Government) to have this discretion, and no doubt the Govern- 
ment would be a great loser by limiting the lease to four years. 

Mr. INGALLS. Isu to the Senator from Wisconsin who intro- 
duced the bill that a discretion extending to one hundred years would 
be still more valuable than one extending to ten years. The Postmas- 
ter-General could undoubtedly get better terms for the Government if 
he were authorized to make a lease for a hundred years. That would 
be something worth having. 

Mr, SAWYER. I think that would be too long. 

Mr. INGALLS. If that is the object in view, I suggest to the Sena- 
tor that if the discretion can be allowed it should be extended so as to 
give the Government the full benefit of it. 

There is a natural limitation in all these matters, and that is the 
duration of an administration. If the lease were extended to ten years 
poet inconvenience might often result toacommunity. The center of 

usiness might change. The Postmaster-General might accept a loca- 
tion and make a lease for ten years and the entire current of business 
might change in the town; railroads might be constructed, business 
might move away into other localities, and great inconvenience result. 

It seems to me that the objections are obvious, but of course the 
Senator, having introduced and reported the bill, has given it due con- 
sideration, and I therefore make these suggestions for him to reply to, 
if he thinks best. + 

Mr. SAWYER. We considered this matter in committee very care- 
fully, and all those questions came up. If we fix the term of the lease 
at four years the leases would not all be made at the commencement 
of an administration; they would run over. 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not say the commencement of an administra- 
tion, but the period of an administration. 

Mr. SAWYER. I am very decidedly of the opinion that the bill 
ought not to be changed, and that ten years is not too long a time. 

r. INGALLS. ‘ould not a hundred be better? 

Mr. SAWYER. No, I think not. I believe that ten years is long 
enough, giving the Department a right within ten years to lease the 
property. I hope there will be no amendment made to the bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. The reason which actuated the committee was our 
desire to secure the best building practicable upon the best terms. 
Every one who has had experience in matters of rent knows that we 
can gét a better building put up if the party who puts up the building 
obtains a long lease than if the lease is quite short. Ina t many 
towns where there are no public buildings it is a matter of importance 
to the community to have the best post-office building that can be pro- 
cured. We believed that if we should authorize the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to lease for a period not exceeding ten years it would secure a better 
building and would be better adapted to the convenience of the com- 
munity than where the lease should be for one year or at the outside 
four years. Therefore I think the bill is proper and that the limita- 
tion of ten years is not unreasonable. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. Res. 
191) for the printing of certain eulogies delivered in Congress upon the 
late Dudley C. Haskell; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 


JUDICIAL JURISDICTION OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair now lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business of yesterday. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 343) to provide for the exercise of the jurisdiction 
conferred upon the United States in places out of their territory and 
dominion and to repeal the Revised Statutes from section 4083 to sec- 
tion 4130, inclusive. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the bill been read at length ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has been read at length. 
is now as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON], 
before we are called upon to vote on this bill, turning to seetion 12, 
would explain under what provision of the Constitution of the United 
States Congress can appoint ‘‘ two district judges of the United States 
for China and a district judge of the United States for Japan, whose 
terms of office shall be eight years, respectively.’’ The clause of the 
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Constitution with regard to the judicial power of the United States, 
article 3, section 1, is as follows: 

The emaer, aden of the United States shall be vested in one Supreme Court 
and in such inferior courts as the Congress way from time to time ordain and 
establish, The ju , both of the Supreme inferior courts, shall hold their 
havior, and shall, at stated times, receive for theirservices 


offices du 
a compe! ion which shali not be diminished during their continuance in 


office, 

If, and I suppose itis true, this power is sought to be conferred under 
the clause of the Constitution that I have read, I am unable to see, in 
the first place, how a district judge of the United States can be ap- 
pansi for a district beyond its jurisdiction; and, in the second place, 

ow his term of office, if he be a district judge, can be limited to eight 
years, when the Constitution says that the office shall be held during 
behavior. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Iwill ask the Senator from Kansas whether 
his objection goes to the appointment of judges other than consuls in 
the consular districts in countries beyond the limits of the United 
States or whether it goes merely to the phraseology of the bill? If it 
goes to the mere phraseology of the bill and the Senator objects to 
calling them district judges for any reason, it is eas y enough to amend 
the phraseology. If, however, he means to put intodiscussion the con- 
stitutional power of the Government of the United States to establish 
any courts or to appoint any judges beyond the territorial limits of the 
United States, that presents another question, and to either of them I 
can address myself. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like myself to hear from the Senator upon 
the language of the section, and I should also like to hear from him 
upon the constitutional power of Congress to create or designate district 
judges of the United States for China and Japan or any other extra- 
territorial region. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Asthe Senator from Kansas rose I was about to 
take the floor for the purpose of offering two or three verbal amend- 
ments, and with the consent of the Senator before I answer his question 
I shall ask to have these amendments made in the way of perfecting 
the bill according to the amendments made yesterday. 

In section 10, line 5, after the word ‘‘State,’’? I move to strike out 
the word ‘‘shall”’ and insert the word ‘‘may;’’ so as to read, ‘the 
Secretary of State may assign to each consulate;’’ so as to bring the 
assignment of consular clerks in China and Japan upon the same foot- 
ing with the assignment of consular clerks in other countries. _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment of 
the Senator from Ohio. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Insection 16, line 19, after the word ‘‘for, ’’ I 
move to strike out the words ‘‘ the same purposes at Constantinople and 
a building for a prison at Smyrna” and to insert ‘‘ prisons at Con- 
stantinople and Smyrna;’’ so asto read: ` 

And under like conditions, suitable buildings for prisons at Constantinople 
and Smyrna, 

The effect of this will be to strike out the provision for a court-house 
at Constantinople and limit the public buildings there as at Smyrna to 


risons. 
si The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on theamendment of 
the Senator from Ohio. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. After the word ‘‘Smyrna,’’ on line 20 of sec- 
tion 16, I move to add these words: 


And the consul-general at Siam shall 
and under like conditions, a suitable building for a prison at Bangkok. 


The suggestion is made that I should change the language there to 
“ may ” instead of ‘‘shall,’’ and insert “under the direction of the 
Secretary of State.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is better. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modified. 

The amendment as modified was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Now, Mr. President, addressing myself to the 
question that was asked by the Senator from Kansas, I say that 
if there is any objection to the phraseology of this section by which 
these judges are called district judges of the United States, that can 
easily be obviated by adopting other phraseolgy which will be equally 
pertinent and to which, perhaps, there will be no objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. May I makea suggestion at this point to the Senator 
from Ohio ? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. I to amend section 12 by inserting after the 
word ‘‘ that,” in line 1, the words ‘‘ for the purposes of this act;’’ after 
the word ‘‘ two,” in line 2, by striking out the word ‘‘ district;’’ after 
the word ‘‘judges,’’ in line 3, striking out the words ‘‘ of the United 
States;’’ in line 3, before the word “‘judge,’’ at the close of the line, 
striking out the word “‘district;’’ and after the word “‘judge,”’ striking 
out the words ‘‘of the United States.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator propose this as an 
amendment? 

i 15) INGALLS. I suggest it as an amendment to the Senator from 
o. 


urchase or lease for a similar period, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read for the information of 
the Senate. 

The SECRETARY. In line 1, section 12, after the word ‘‘ that,” in- 
sert “‘for the purposes of this act;’’ in line 2, after the word “two,” 
strike out ‘‘district;’’ after the word ‘‘judges,’’ in line 3, strike out ‘‘ of 
the United States;”’ after the word ‘‘judge,’’ in the same line, strike out 
the words ‘‘ of the United States;”’ so that the clause will read: 


That for the purposes ere Presi 
reece the iis pep iiey panal bo ap jap Mle Agge 
for Japan. . 

Mr. PENDLETON. I ask the Senator from Kansas whether if those 
amendments be adopted his objection to the constitutionality of the bill 
is relieved ? 

Mr. INGALLS. It still appears to me, Mr. President, to be an open 
tits and a very interesting one, whether under the Constitution 

mgress has the power to provide for the appointment of judges for a 
country beyond its own jurisdiction, and upon that point I should like 
to hear the opinion of the Senator from Ohio who reported the bill. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President, I think I have no objection to 
the verbal amendments su by the Senator from Kansas; and ii 
I had found that he did not desire to pursue the discussion as to the 
constitutionality of the bill any further, I should immediately have ac- 
cepted them; but if we are to have a discussion upon the constitution- 
ality of the bill in other respects, I prefer not to give my assent at this 
moment to the amendments suggested, though I think they will be 


agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments have not yet been 

offered. . They were simply read for the information of the Senate. 
‘Mr. INGALLS. Iwas not at liberty to offer them, because the Sen- 
ator from Ohio had the floor. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I think we understood each other. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator, of course, will understand that the 
amendments, if to, would require continuous modifications 
throughout the entire bill in the same line of thought. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Yes,sir. Mr. President, I think I have no ob- 
jection to offer to the suggestion of the Senator from Kansas as to the 
amendment of the phraseology, but he asks the question where there is 
constitutional power in the Government of the United States to estab- 
lish courts and to appoint judges outside of the territorial limits of the 
United States. 

Mr. President, I confess that is a question more easy for the Senator 
from Kansas to ask than for me to answer. I have heard the question 
discussed, as we all have, at various times. I have never been able to 
find myself, norin truth have I ever heard suggested, the clause, in the 
Constitution of the United States which in so many words and explicitly 
gives authority for these extraterritorial courts. The subject, as I said 
before, has been discussed frequently in the Senate and in other places, 
in the Executive Departments, in the courts; and inasmuch as there is 
no single provision of the Constitution in so many words authorizing 
the establishment of these courts, the authority has been deduced from 
various provisions of the Constitution, and it has happened in this case, 
as it does in all others, that where you seek for implied powers the 
will be found in various clauses of the Constitution, and gentlemen wi 
differ as to thesources from which those implied powers can be derived. 

My honorable friend who sits before me, the tor from Georgia 
[Mr. Brown], in a discussion of this question upon this floor gave 
it as his opinion, if I am not mistaken, that the authority was de- 
rived from the clause defining the judicial power of the United States, 
and he quoted the very language which the Senator from Kansas has 
just now read. I do not care to read it again. I think the Secretary 
of State, to one of whose documents I alluded yesterday as being sent 
to us by the President in a special message, derived the authority from 
that same source. 

In a discussion that occurred upon this subject, the junior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] expressed an opinion that this power 
was derived from the treaty-making power, if I did not misunderstand 
him, or, at least, was exercised under the authority of the country in 
which the jurisdiction was to be executed. I find that Judge Field, of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, in the Cavanaugh case, on ap- 
plication for a writ of habeas corpus, after a conviction had in one of the 
consular courts, examined very exhaustively this whole subject, and 
came to the conclusion also that the authority was to be found in the 
treaty-making power and the clauses of the Constitution which define 
the authority of treaties made in pursuance of the Constitution as bein 
thesupreme law. The honorable Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS 
expressed an opinion that it was derived from the same source. The 
judge of the circuit court of the United States for California, in an ex- 
amination of this same question which he made with a good deal of 
care, found it in the provision of the Constitution which authorizes 
Congress to regulate commerce with foreign nations. 

While gentlemen undertake to derive this authority from these vari- 
ous clauses of the Constitution, I have to say that I have not found in 
a single instance that any gentleman in Congress or in the courts or in 
the Executive Departments intrusted with the duty of ascertaining the 


clause under which this power could be found has ever come to the 
conclusion that it does not exist. The late Senator from Wisconsin, 
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Mr. Carpenter, after arguing this question at very great length and 
with very great ability, denied that he was ina condition to dispute the 
authority of the Government of the United States to establish these 
courts, but said that, while he had doubt, the inclination of his opinion 
was in the direction of the authority. And I think I may very fairly 
say that no man has gone further in the expression of doubt of this 
power than the late Senator from Wisconsin. 

I do not find it necessary, therefore, Mr. President, at this time to go 
further than to say that the concurrence of authority on this subject is 
that the power does exist in the Government of the United States un- 
der the Constitution to exercise jurisdiction within the limits of forei 
countries to the extent to which that jurisdiction is allowed by the 
foreign country. 

A very able Attorney-General of the United States, Mr. Cushing, ne- 
gotiated the treaty with China, and in a letter addressed to Mr. Cal- 
houn, then Secretary of State, declared that this authority existed, and 
he found it in the general powers of the United States rather than 
under any specific provision of the Constitution; he found itin the pub- 
lic law and the law of nations. 

The first assertion of the duty and the power of Congress to establish 
these courts was made in 1848, when a bill was passed without dissent, 
without question of this authority, by a Senate of which Mr. Webster, 
Mr. Calhoun, Mr. John Davis, Mr. Jefferson Davis, Mr. Clayton, Mr. 
Benton, and Mr. Reverdy Johnson were members. 

It is worthy of notice that the first treaty granting extraterritorial 
jurisdiction to the United States was negotiated with Morocco in 1787, 
the very yearin which the Constitution of the United States was adopted; 
and this grant of extraterritorial jurisdiction, under that treaty, was 
undoubtedly considered by those who framed the Constitution. In 
1788 a treaty of like kind was negotiated by Mr. Jefferson with France, 
and at the first session of the Congress of the United States that treaty 
was submitted to the Senate by General Washi and was ratified 
by a unanimous vote. Both of these treaties contemplated the exercise 
of this jurisdiction by courts established by Congress. 

Now, sir, on this line of authority, I think it may be claimed that the 
power of the Government to exercise this jurisdiction through consular 
courts is well established, I claim that if there is authority in the Gov- 
ernment to exercise this jurisdiction through consular courts, itis within 
the power of the Government to organize and constitute those consular 
courts as it sees fit. If the Co of the United States may invest 
the consuls with judicial authority, it may also invest other persons 
than consuls, whom it chooses to call judges, with like authority. I 
think the power of the Government is fully established. I have re- 
lieved or will be willing to relieve this bill from the objection made 
by the Senator from Kansas if he thinks there is any objection to calling 
these judges district judges of the United States. I am willing that 
it shall be called by any other designation, provided we invest them 
with the authority which is here provided for district courts and su- 
preme courts, those being convenient names for us to use in defining 
their relation to each other and to the consular courts. ° 

That there is authority under the treaty to establish these courts there 
is no doubt, I mean so far as that authority and consent can be given by 
the foreign nations. In every instance where a consular court is estab- 
lished by this bill it is provided in the treaty that there shall be a consu- 
lar court, In the case of China—I read the of the treaty yes- 
terday—it isso broad as that it assents expressly to the establishment of 
other courts than consular courts, declaring expressly that the jurisdic- 
tion shall be exercised under the authority and powers of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

So I do not find any objection to the exercise of this power as defined 
in this bill. Certainly none if it shall be amended to avoid terms ob- 
jected to by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam not pre to deny that there may be a 
bodily transfer of national sovereignty and national law to territory 
beyond the jurisdiction of the United States with the assent of the 
power to which the territory belongs; but it appears to me that thatau- 
thority must be exercised, if it is to be exercised at all over the persons 
and property of citizens of the United States, in accordance with the 
Constitution; and my object in rising was to call the attention of the 
Senator from Ohio to another provision of the bill in connection with 
the Constitution of the United States. Article 6 of the amendments 
in addition to the Constitution reads as follows: 


In all criminal prosecutions the accused shall enjoy the ri, ht to a speedy 
and Roos trial, by an im ury of the State and district wherein the crime 


jal j 
have been comm: which district shall have been previously ascertained 


by law, and to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation ; to becon- 
tronted with the witnesses against him ; to haye compulsory process for obtain- 
ing witnesses in his favor, and to have the assistance of counsel for his defense. 

I assume that nothing is better settled in the jurisprudence of this 
country than that in the trial of criminal causesa jury meansa jury of 
twelve American citizens. While it is true that in minor causes the 
courts have held, as in suits before justices of the peace, that a jury of 
six may be permitted, yet the term ‘‘jury’’ meanstwelve men. Now, 
in view of that I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Ohio 
to the provisions of this bill upon pages 38 and 39, which declare that 
a trial jury—and I assume that this applies to criminal as well as to 
civil proceedings—— 

Mr. PENDLETON. It does. 


Mr. INGALLS. On page 37 of the bill it is declared: 


In all criminal prosecutions the accused shall have the right of trial ; 
but he or Arb the sameand submit to be tried by the court alone, or 2 rae 


plead guilty to the charge. 

Further on, in section 40, will be found the provision that I was about 
to quote: 

A trial jury shall consist of five jurors, and shall be required to give a unani- 
mous verdict. 

Then follow other pore relating to the qualifications of j 
to the right of challenge, to pay for attendance and subsistence, an 
certain formal proceedings in connection with the final settlement of 
the fees that are due to jurors, after which occurs section 41: 


That if it shall be found im; 


fact rd 
of three such citizens; and if it should be impossible to obtain a pare oe 
tates, bi 


Under the provisions of this bill is it not true that an American citi- 
zen could be tried for a capital offense, if in China by a jury of three 
Chinese, if in Japan by a jury of three Japanese, if in Corea by a jury 
of three Coreans; and I ask whether the Senator thinks that provision 
of the bill is consistent with the rights that are guaranteed to an Ameri- 
can citizen under the clause of the Constitution which I have read ? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President, taking up the suggestion last 
made by the Senator from Kansas, I suppose he remembers that yester- 
day I moved an amendment to the bill, which I withdrew for the mo- 
ment, providing that if there should not be a jury of five citizens ob- 
tainable in the district, others not citizens of the United States but 
otherwise having the qualifications of jurors might be called upon. 
Now, the Senator will remember that there is no provision in the Con- 
stitution which requires that jurymen shall be citizens of the United 
States. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suppose the Senator from Ohio would not seri- 
ously contend that within the jurisdiction of the United States a citi- 
zen would not be entitled to be tried by a jury of his peers; that is, in 
the language of the Constitution, by an impartial jury of the State 
and district wherein the crime shall have been committed, and that if 
any court in the State of New York should summon a jury of Chinese 
or of Englishmen or of Frenchmen to try an American citizen for a 
criminal offense, it would not be good in law. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In theState of Ohio, with whose jurisprudence 
I am more familiar than with that of any other State, the law of the 
State requires that the jurymen shall be citizens of the United States 
and of the State; but I am not aware of any decision of the courts of 
the United States which requires in the absence of express statute that 
the jurors shall be citizens of the United States; and if there be a pro- 
vision of the statutes, which I think would be very proper and may 
possibly exist, I do not find in the Constitution of the United States . 
any ne that makes it obligatory upon Congress to pass a statute of 

t kind 

Now, I say very frankly that I would very much prefer to constitute 
these juries as they are ordinarily constituted in the United States and 
in d. I should be very glad to adopt the idea that ajury should 
be of twelve, but there are cases in which it is almost impossible under 
the limitations of this bill providing for challenges and other guarantees 
of the excellence of the jury, its intelligence and impartiality and fair- 
ness, in many of these consular districts after having exhausted the jury- 
men who are subject to disabilities, to find a jury of twelve. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the citizen who is arrested and tried in one of 
these extraterritorial courts lose any of his rights as a citizen under 
the Constitution of the United States? 

Mr. PENDLETON. I will answer that question by putting to the 
gentleman another. If it is found impossible, by reason of the paucity 
of population and the objections to jurymen, to impanel in any of these 
consular districts a jury of twelve men, shall the citizen go unwhipped 
of justice or be committed to the care of the native tribunals? If un- 
der the conditions in which a court is placed amid a small population 
of the country and in popular excitement, the small number eligible 


for a jury is exhausted so that he can not have from Americans there 
a jury which is impartial, is he to go without a trial at all and forever 
or is he to be committed to the tender mercies of the native tribunals? 


Mr. INGALLS. If I owe the Senator $100 on a promissory noteand 
have not the money, does that acquit me of the debt? If the citizen 
of the United States in a foreign country has constitutional rights, 
voes the fact that the court can not give them to him deprive him of 

em? 

Mr. PENDLETON. No, sir. I will answer that question very 
frankly. You can not deprive a citizen of the United States of any 
right to which he is entitled. i 

Mr. INGALLS. Is he not entitled, under the Constitution, to a trial 
by an impartial jury of the State and district wherein the crime was 
committed? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Yes, sir; but he is not under the Constitution 
entitled to a trial by a jury of twelve men, and he is not under the 
Constitution entitled to a trial by a jury of citizens of the United 
States. If you impanel a jury with all the guarantees which are 
ordinarily thrown around a jury-box for the purpose of giving an im- 
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partial, fair, and speedy trial, and if it is impossible to obtain a jury 
of twelve men who are citi then you must do the next best thing 
you can not prohibited by the Constitution. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the honorable Senator from Ohio if he in- 
tends to concede the question of the Senator from Kansas that when an 
American has offended against a Chinese law and is tried in China for 
a Chinese offense, the right to a trial by jury attaches to him and that 
our Constitution has anything whatever to do with it? 

Mr. PENDLETON. I knew that when the time came I could hand 
that question over to my friend from Massachusetts, whom I have heard 
discuss it very learnedly once or twice or perhaps oftener on this floor; 
but, with all deference to him, the argument he made did not meet the 
entire assent of my judgment, although I have grave doubts whether 
he is not right. But I maintain that under this clause of the Consti- 
tution, when we attempt to administer justice in these countries, if we 
impanel a jury known to the Constitution as such, a jury, if you please, 
of five impartial men, then we have not only done the best we can, but 
we have fulfilled the obligation of the Constitution of the United States. 

I am fully aware of the position which the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts has taken heretofore on this subject. I am fully aware 
that he believes—and of course I do not desire to misstate him—that 
all this jurisdiction is assumed and exercised by the Government of the 
United States outside of the Constitution and without a warrant ex- 
pressly given in it; butI prefer to keep myself a little closer in toshore; 
I prefer to believe that it is possible to exercise this jurisdiction in con- 
formity with the principles and provisions of the Constitution of the 
United States, and believing that, I think it is our bounden duty, while 
we conform to the principles and provisions of the Constitution, and in 
no instance violate them, that we should go as far as it is possible and 
under all existing conditions to extend them to those communities. 

I do not believe, at least I do not for the present purpose of the ar- 
gument I have now with the Senator from Kansas, that this jurisdiction 
is exercised outside of the Constitution. I believe that it is exercised 
within it. I believe that under the Constitution you may have a jury 
which does not consist of twelve men. I believe you may have a jury 
which does not consist of citizens of the United States. Believing that 
there is no inhibition upon juries of that kind, I maintain that we have 
fulfilled the provisions of the Constitution when we provide that these 
courts shall impanel a jury of five. That only takes a less advanced 
position than the Senator from Massachusetts is waiting to take, who 
believes that citizens of the United States can be tried without a jury, 
without indictment, without presentment by a grand jury, and with- 
out the guards provided by the clause in the Constitution which the 
Senator from Kansas has read. 

That answers, Mr. President, so far as I remember, the suggestions of 
the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to disclaim the opinion which the Senator from 

- Ohio has imputed to me, that these trials are without the Constitution. 
I think they are very clearly within the Constitution of the United 
States. That the Constitution of the United States applies to offenses 
committed in China against the Chinese law, that it extends the methods 
of proceeding which it provides for offenses committed on our own soil 
against American law, I do not believe; and I desire to ask the Senator 
from Ohio if he does not agree that offenses committed on shipboard 
may be constitutionally tried by the Government of the United States, 
although certainly they are not tried in the State or district where the 
oftense was committed nor in any district previously ascertained by law? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Does the Senator mean other offenses than those 
provided for in the clause which gives jurisdiction over piracies and 
felonies on the high seas? 

Mr. HOAR. I mean all offenses on shipboard. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Wherever the ship may be? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. - 

Mr. PENDLETON. That is another question. This answers, Mr. 
President, as far as I propose to do at this moment, what the Senator 
from Kansas has said in reference to the constitution of the juries. I 
say very frankly that I would prefer to constitute the juries in these 
countries as they are ordinarily constituted within the limits of the 
United States; but that is a matter of preference; that is a matter of 
taste; that is a method which I should think it wise for us to follow 
provided it could be done, but I again repeat that I deny that a jury 
must be constituted of twelve men or constituted of citizens of the 
United States. 

I do not remember what other objection the Senator from Kansas 
named besides the constitution of the jury. 

Mr. INGALLS. I mentioned nothing else but that. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Now, sir, we find ourselves confronted with this 
dilemma: If there is no authority in the Constitution of the United 
States to exercise judicial powers outside of the limits of the territory 
of the United States, then we must commit our citizens to the jurisdic- 
tion of the native tribunalsandlaws. Thisisthe alternative before us— 
either to find power somewhere to erect these tribunals for the admin- 
istration of civil and criminal law under the authority of the United 
States or to commit our citizens to the administration of the local law 
by the native tribunals. The alternative to passing a bill of this kind— 
I do not say this bill with these specific provisions without amend- 
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ment—is to submit hereafter to the enormities, as I venture to call 
them, of our own penal and civil codes which are now enforced in the 
administration of the courts within those countries. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to ask a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I think it will be conceded that there are more 
subjects of Great Britain in China and Japan than we have citizens 
there, at least in China; and I would ask the Senator what system she 
has adopted in reference to matters of this kind, and so of the other 
great nations of the continent whose relations with these countries are 
even more intimate than our own? 

Mr. PENDLETON. ‘The British system of the administration of law 
under treaties somewhat similar, if not exactly similar, to ours is very 
much more elaborate and intricate than the system provided in this bill. 
They have extended the trial by jury to these countries; they have done 
everything they could within the last thirty or forty years to improve 
the system which existed at the time when our consular-court system 
was first adopted, in 1848. They have provided for juries of five and for 
appeals to their higher courts, very much as is done by this bill. They 
have taken away from their consuls in many if not in all these countries 
all judicial functions, and have provided judges, whose duty it shall be 
not to attend to commercial affairs at all, but to attend to the adminis- 
tration of the law and judicially sit in judgment upon their citizens. 
They have imported all the ameliorations that were possible from the 
humane and wise system of the administration of the criminal] and civil 
laws which has existed for many years in England and which are being 
introduced every year. The French Government has done the same 
thing. It has made amelioration of the ae, baited proriioos of their 
system, imperfect, but sufficient perhaps for the population fifty oreighty 
years agoin thesecountries. They have improved these systems, I say, 
and suited them to a population numbering thousands and thousands 
in many of the countries and ports. This is an honest attempt on the 
part of the Congress of the United States to introduce some of these im- 
provements into our very rude and barbarous consular-court system, in 
order to make it conform more to our notions of the proper administra- 
tion of justice as we find it in our own country, in order that when our 
citizens leave their homes they shall not leave also all the protections 
of life and property to which they have been accustomed here. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, the question of the power to pass 
bills of this character, after considerable reflection since the bill was 
read yesterday, seems to me to rest entirely on the treaty-making power 
or on the authority which grows out of the treaty-making power under 
article 2 of the Constitution. It can not come from the commercial 
power, because without a treaty we could do nothing in the way of com- 
mercial regulations abroad in the territory of foreign countries. So 
whatever authority you look at under the Constitation the power to pass 
such a bill as this must, in my judgment, rest on the power to make 
treaties. In other words, the jurisdiction that we have in China or 
Japan is just exactly what those people may have given us and no more, 
We get it by a treaty with them. It is something like the power of 
passing laws for extradition. In the very early history of this Govern- 
ment the State of Vermont objected to the power of Congress to pass 
extradition laws, and attempted to withhold by her State officers a per- 
son who was arrested as a criminal under the extradition laws of the 
United States. Irefer to the case of Holmes vs. Jackson in 14 Peters, 
which came to the Supreme Court of the United States. Holmes was 
ordered by the governor of Vermont to be surrendered to the authori- 
ties of Quebec, and on habeas corpus by the supreme court of Vermont 
he was not discharged, and the proceeding was claimed to be under 
State law and State authority. But the Supreme Court of the United 
States, the opinion being delivered by Judge Taney, held that it was 
not by virtue of any State law that this could be done, but it was only 
national authority underthe power to make treaties with foreign powers 
under article 2 of the Constitution, and that where such treaties had 
been made and a law passed in pursuance thereof the national jurisdic- 
tion took charge of the person instead of the State jurisdiction. That 
has been standard authority from that day to this. It has been affirmed 
and reaffirmed repeatedly. 

As I understood the Senator from Ohio in answer to a question pro- 
pounded to him by the Senator from Wisconsin, we have treaties with 
these powers stipulating for these things and probably other things. If 
we have or if we should have, then this power is conceded to us. Wego 
into those jurisdictions with just what they have given to us and with 
full power to execute it there, the Constitution not being in force there 
as in the territory of the United States, but we act under such laws as 
we choose to make in carrying out the jurisdiction granted to us by 
these foreign powers. 

The Senator from Massachusetts has indicated a class of cases, the 
trial of persons who commit crimes on the high seas, that by analogy 
come under this same power or authority. It is not a question of en- 
forcing a constitutional provision within the territory of this Govern- 
ment; but it is a question of enforcing rights and obligations in a for- 
eign territory conceded tous by treaty, which the President has authority 
to make under article 2 of the Constitution, two-thirds of the Senate 
concurring. That, I think, is the whole case; and whether we take 
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five jurors or three or no jurors at all, it is permissible for us to do it, 
because we are exercising a jurisdiction there given to us by the treaty- 
making power. 

If Senators will examine consular courts already established they 
will find that even that law gives power and authority and jurisdiction 
to our consuls that no one man could exercise constitutionally in the 
territory of this country. Consuls alone are made courts for many pur- 
poses; they are made courts for many purposes for which upon the ter- 
ritory of the United States we employ jurors, twelve men, good and 
lawful men of the bailiwick. These consuls exercise many powers of 
that sort, such as levying large fines and arresting persons and depriv- 
ing them of liberty and confining them, because we there exercise au- 
thority that is given us by the foreign power under the authority granted 
‘by the Constitution to make treaties. So much for that. 

There is one difficulty inmy mind about this bill. The Senator from 
Ohio states for example that we take five jurors because we can not 
get twelve. Is not this, then, too much machinery? Is not this too 
complicated a system? Is not this too unwieldy a piece of business for 
the small amount really that is at stake or for the small object in view 
in organizing this cambrous and unwieldy machinery ? 

Mr. PENDLETON. I do not know that the Senator from Arkansas 
quite understood me or whether I expressed myself clearly. The pro- 
visions of this bill are that juries shall consist of five men. There is 
no attempt under the provisions of the bill to secure a jury of twelve 
men. ‘The juries are limited to five in the bill because of the difficulty 
which is known to exist of getting juries of twelve men in many of these 
places. In places provided for in this bill the jury is to consist of five 
only. 

Mr. GARLAND. That is not precisely as I understood the Senator. 
I must have misunderstood him. But it illustrates the point I have in 
my mind, that it occurs to me that we are establishing too large an or- 
ganization, too big a system, too unwieldy a system for the object in 
view. Of course as the committee, as I understand, had this under 
examination for a long time and gave it constant and serious attention, 
I should dislike to oppose anything they have done; but it does seem 
to me, conceding the power under the Constitution, as I attempted to 
show, to do this with the consent of the foreign nation, that this is too 
big a machine for the business in view. Still I have no amendment to 
offer and no suggestion beyond this to make. That we can do this I 
have convinced myself on examination of the statutes in connection 
with the Constitution and the decisions of the court. Of that there is 
no doubt in my mind. > 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President, if the Senator from Arkansas will 
examine somewhat the code of practice which is in force in the consu- 
lar courts under a provision of the Revised Statutes, and which comprises 
nine-tenths of the book that I hold in my hand, he will find a compli- 
-cated system, enormous in extent, without harmony anywhere, in com- 
parison with which the provisions of this bill are simplicity itself; and 
this complicated system of existing law is put in force at the sole will of 
the ministers in the ve countries under the provision of the Re- 
vised Statutes, which by this bill is repealed. 

Mr. McPHERSON. May I ask the Senator from Ohio, before he 
takes his seat, a question? My mind runs rather to the practical work- 
ing of the bill than to its constitutionality, although that is a very in- 
teresting question. I wish to know what is the necessity for the exer- 
-cise of this extraordinary power, as it has been properly characterized. 
The question I wish the Senator to answer is: What has been the abuse 
under the present system? What are the defects of the present sys- 
tem? Have they been of a character to justify legislation of the de- 
scription here proposed, which may be deemed by some to go even to 
the v of unconstitutionality? Is this legislation necessary (sup- 
posing it to be constitutional) in order that we may have safety and 
justice on the part of our courts in the Eastern countries? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I do not think that I can 
be accused of a spirit of opposition to a measure of this kind, for I re- 
member a year or two ago there was a very interesting debate in the 
Senate on the subject, when my distinguished friend from Ohio madea 
motion to strike out of an appropriation bill a sum of money to pay for 
these consular courts. I remember that debate; and I remember very 
distinctly that I was one who admitted to the fullest extent possible 
the right of any foreign sovereign to concede to the representative of 
another sovereign the power to try one of the latter’s subjects for an in- 
fraction of the laws of the foreign country. And when the late Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin, who was always so able and clear upon topics of 
that kind, contended, as did the then Senator from New York, who was 
so highly distinguished in this body, Mr. Conkling, that such trials 
were contrary to the Constitution of the United States, and that our 
citizen in these foreign countries was entitled to the protection of the 
safeguards of our organic law, I dissented, as I now do, from that en- 
tire doctrine. Idonot think that the Constitution of the United States 

has any extraterritorial operation. I do not think that it ever was 
created to confer powers upon us to legislate for any foreign country; 
and that when it comes to the exercise of these powers relating to for- 
«ign countries and intercourse with them we are confined to the pro- 
visions of the organic law. 

Now, I can very readily see how this system could be made to work 
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very well, and at the same time I can see in it enough that might lead 
to terrible complications of jurisdiction. Weknow, after an experience 
of nearly a century under our own Government, how difficult it has 
been to draw the line between the jurisdiction of the Federal Govern- 
ment and the States, and nearly every controversy of a serious char- 
acter that has arisen under our system has grown out of the difficulty 
of marking distinctly the lines of jurisdiction which separate the au- 
thority of the Union from the authority of the States. 

When you undertake to establish in a country like China or Japan 
a judicial system like this, with acode of laws provided as herein, with 
judges created by yourselves, who can tell the moment that you will 
be brought face to face with those domestic tribunals and jurisdictions, 
and international complications of a serious character arise? If you 
simply give to a consul the power, as I understood was the form of the 
law formerly, to administer the foreign law for the benefit of your own 
citizen, that is one thing, and I believe that is about as far as we have 
ever gone in that direction hitherto. , 

I appreciate the effort the Senator frem Ohio is making to remedy 
difficulties that may now exist, but I say the usage of nations in such 
cases is that the foreign officer should do nothing more than administer 
the foreign law that has been violated by his own citizens; and when 
you undertake to establish a code of laws, as this bill does, under the 
municipal authority of your own Government, and put them in opera- 
tion within the confines of another state, you may possibly at some time 
have a clash of jurisdiction. 

I understand the provisions of this bill in some respects to extend to 
cases where a Chinese and an American citizen are involved in contro- 
versy—admiralty, equity, civil jurisdiction—and it will be readily seen 
how a conflict between a domestic subject there might arise against an 
American citizen. But I do not say this except with the view of show- 
ing that this subject is very full of complications. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I interrupt the Senator from Florida to cor- 
rect a misapprehension that I think he is under in respect to the previ- 
ous practice under treaties with China and Japan for instance, and very 
likely other nations? I think he will find on looking at the treaties 
that the arrangement has always been in substance that the citizen or 
subject of the other country in a controversy, either criminal or civil, 
should be tried in mixed courts or in the consular courts on the princi- 
ples of the law of hisowncountry. If, therefore, a Chinesesubject had 
done a wrong to an American citizen, the Chinese subject was to be ad- 
j , although tried in the same courts, according to the Chinese law; 
if the American was accused of doing any wrong he was to be tried on 
the principles of the Americanlaw. But all that has been conventional, 
just as this bill is really exerting a power under the authority of the 
sovereign dominion of the country where it is to be exercised, because 
that sovereign dominion is just as greattin China or Japan as it is in 
the United States. j 

_ Mr. JONES, of Florida. That I admit. I have not examined the 
treaties to see how far the concessions have extended, but then I do 
not subscribe to the doctrine laid down by my friend from Arkansas 
a while ago that under a government like ours we are at liberty to ex- 
ercise every power that may be conceded to us by a foreign country in 
atreaty. I say that the limitations attending the exercise of our power 
must not be looked for in the concessions of a foreign power. If you 
undertook to do that you might extend the powers of this Government 
all over the globe and do things beyond the confines of the Union which 
you would not be permitted to do here. When it comes to the con- 
cession of theright to try an American citizen who has violated a foreign 
law before a consul in one of these barbarous countries I think it is a 
wise thing to do, and I said that in my place when objection was made 
to it, I think by my distinguished friend from Ohio because it did not 
go far enough, I think he thought, in throwing around that citizen the 
benefit of trial by jury and all those constitutional safeguards that we 
find in our own Constitution. I think I said on that occasion, as I say 
now, that when a citizen goes abroad to any country he has no right to 
claim that the Constitution of his country shall follow him. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I ask one thing here? Isubmit to my friend 
from Ohio whether, so far from this act of Congress constituting a cur- 
tailment of the constitutional rights or other rights of American citi- 
zenship, it does not in point of fact enlarge them to the degree that the 
law extends over such rights as he would have by the permission of the 
foreign nation? In other words, it is just so much granted in addition 
to what we have under the admitted rules of international law. So far 
from having his liberty abridged or the right of protection denied, this 
international code—for that is what it is—simply gives him that which 
but for that code he would be absolutely deprived of. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, it was said by a great law- 
giver that the forms of law are the repositories of its grandest princi- 
ples. I believea good deal in the forms of law, and when you go out of 
them it will always have a bad effect upon the public mind. 

I confess on reading this bill at first I was struck with the unusual 
character of its provisions; and still after the very elaborate and clear 
statement made by the Senator from Ohio much of my prejudice to it 
was removed; but when I first looked at section 12, wherein it is p ro- 
vided that district judges of the United States for Japan and China 
shall be appointed and that judicial districts shall be carved out of the 
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territory of those countries for all judicial purposes, it seemed to me 
that this was going a little beyond the usual consular and diplomatic 
line. It looked to me that under whatever power it might be claimed 
it was the exercise of the municipal authority of one country within 
the confines of another, and the doubt in my mind has been whether, 
admitting all that has been said touching the power given by the treaties 
with Japan and China, those countries can empower us to exercise mu- 
nicipal authority within their boundaries. That is the point. I do 
not question for a moment the right of those countries to permit our 
consuls to take jurisdiction over offenders there who may violate the 
foreign laws; but when in a treaty it is conccded that the United States 
may legislate over that territory which forms a distinct and in 
foreign soil, whether under the limitations of the power contained in 
our organic law we can do that thing is a question in my mind. That 
this bill does that I do not think there can be any question, because it 
institutes acode of laws to be applied in foreign territory. I have said re- 
tedly on this subject the Constitution of the United States was made 
or our own country, and we are not in the position of those powers of 
Europe who have no defined authority, who can do anything they please 
in foreign lands on questions of this kind. But whether the legislative 
power of the United States—I do not speak of the treaty-making power— 
is not necessarily a constitutional power, confined to our own territory, 
is the fundamental question, and whether we have any right to legis- 
late for Japan or China even though those countries may say that we may. 

What is the character of our power? Suppose, according tothe argu- 
ment of my distinguished friend from Ar Mexico to-morrow 
should make a treaty and say, ‘‘ We want you to legislate forthis whole 
country on everything; we are utterly unable to provide for our own 
people; yours are mixed up with ours, and we will give youjurisdiction 
under the treaty to legislate for us and institute courts of law, courts of 
equity, and common law and criminal law ;’’ the question is whether 
under the exercise of the legislative power of the United States that au- 
thority could be exerted. 

I merely throw out this, not by way of opposition to the bill, because, 
as I indicated in the debate before when others were opposed to any 
consular trials at all, I advocated them and admitted that it was fully 
competent for consuls to try American citizens who had violated the law. 


SENATE CONTINGENT FUND. 


Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will my colleague allow me to ask the action of 
the Senate on a bill returned from the House of Representatives with 
an amendment? 

Mr. PENDLETON. For reference ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; to concur in the amendment. 
take a moment. 5 

Mr. PENDLETON. I will yield for an instant. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If any Senator objects I will not ask it. I ask 
unanimous consent of the Senate to act on a House amendment toa Sen- 
ate joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent of the Senate that the Chair at this time lay before the 
Senate Senate joint resolution No. 64 providing for the addition of 
$10,000 to the contingent fund of the Senate. Is there objection to the 
Chair laying the resolution before the Senate at this time? 

Mr. PENDLETON. If the consideration of the amendment will lead 
to debate, I shall have to object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not press it if there is a single objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the Chair laying 
the resolution before the Senate at this time? The Chair hears none. 
The amendment of the House of Representatives will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of the House of Representatives, 
which was to add to the joint resolution: 

Which sum shall be available only for the expenses of investigations hereto- 
fore ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER. What do I understand to be the object of the Senator 
from Ohio? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To move toconcur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to considering the 
resolution at this time? 

Mr. BUTLER. My reason for objecting is that a qualification is at- 
tached which I do not think the House has any right to put upon it. I 
do not object to the $10,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from South Carolina 
object to the present consideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the matter 
must go over. 


Tt will only 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

Mr. JONAS. With the consentof the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PEN- 
DLETON ], I would ask consent to take from the table a House bill for 
the purpose of reference to a committee which meets to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the Chair laying 
before the Senate at this time the House bill referred to by the Senator 
from Louisiana? The Chair hears none. 


The bill (H. R. 5462) making appropriation to supply deficiency in 
amount required for expenditure to June 30, 1884, for examination and. 
surveys required by acts of March 3, 1875, and June 19, 1878, to as- 
certain depth of water and width of channel of South Pass of Missis- 
sippi River, also for gauging the waters of the Mississippi River and 
its tributaries, was read twice by its title. 


Mr. JONAS. I move the reference of the bill to the Committee on 
Commerce. 
The motion was agreed to. 


JUDICIAL JURISDICTION OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 343) to provide for the exercise of the jurisdiction 
conferred upon the United States in places out of their territory and 
dominion and to repeal the Revised Statutes from section 4083 to sec- 
tion 4130, inclusive. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President, the honorable Senator from Flor- 
ida [Mr. Jonxs] has stated substantially the position that he occupied 
two or three years ago in debate on this subject, although he did not 
then limit quite so closely as he does now the power of the Government 
to establish tribunals for the trial of citizens. He seems now to limit 
the authority of the Government of the United States to try before con- 
sular and other courts, certainly consular courts, citizens of the United 
States for infractions of the law of the foreign country in which they 
are, and that there is no power on the part of the Government to pass 
laws, or municipal regulations as he chooses to call them, upon other 
subjects. 

My honorable friend, if he will look to the practice which has pre- 
vailed for forty years, more or less—thirty-eight, to be exact—will find 
that the practice has been that these courts administer the whole body 
of law made under the authority of the Government of the United 
States, and that they have not confined their jurisdiction to the trial of 
offenses against the laws of the country in which these courts were sit- 
uated. If he will look—and I call the attention of the Senator from 
New Jersey to this public document that I have in my hand—he will 
find that, under the authority of section 4086 of the Revised Statutes, 
here is a code of laws established by the minister to China, comprising 
nearly fifty pages of this volume. Here is another code established by 
the minister or consul-general to the Ottoman dominions, comprising a 
very large number of pages of this volume. He will find also a code of 
laws for Japan, which comprises over forty pages of this volume. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Does the Senatorsay the minister made the laws? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Yes, sir; and I am proceeding to answer the 
question which the Senator put to me in relation to the necessity of this 
measure, I wish to call his attention to section 4086 of the Revised 
Statutes— 

But in all cases where such laws are not adapted to the object, or are deficient 
in the provisions necessary to furnish suitable remedies, the common law and 
the law of equity and admiralty shall be extended in like manner over such 
citizens and others in those countries; and if neither the common law, nor the 
law of equity or admiralty, nor the statutes of the United States, furnish ap- 
Po and sufficient remedies, the ministers in those countries, tively, 


, by decrees and regulations which shall have the force of law, supply such 
defects Sod deficiencies, 


Under that clause of the Revised Statutes this volume of laws and of 
regulations in each of these countries have been adopted and promulgated 
by the ministers to those countries; and under the clause of the Revised 
Statutes they have the force and effect of laws. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Do I understand that that power is also given 
to the consular agents or do they exercise that power? 

Mr. PENDLETON. The ministers, 

Mr. McPHERSON. But suppose there is no minister resident in the 
country, then the qustion is, do the consular agents have the power? 

Mr. PENDLETON. The consul-general has the power. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then, ifI understand aright, they not only have 
the power to make laws in addition to those already upon our statute- 
book, but they have the exclusive power of administering and executing 
and interpreting their own laws. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Yes, sir; you have it exactly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. That is extraordinary. 

Mr. PENDLETON. You have it exactly; and in a communication 
made by the Secretary of State he says—I adopt his language: 

This brings me naturally toa fourth consideration, in regard to the codification 
of the enactments themselves pertaining to consularjurisdiction. Sections 4083 
to 4130 of the Revised Statutes are a rearrangement and continuous compilation 
of the laws on the subject since 1860. The result is, unfortunately, to render the 
statute ill-digested, disconnected in its parts, andobscure as a whole. Intended 
for the guidance of officers not as a rule versed in jurisprudence, it would seem 
that the utmost clearness and precision would haye been sought, with distinct 
definitions of their powers and duties, In practice, however, an examination of 
the questions of interpretation referred to the Department of State by our diplo- 
matic and consular officers shows a latitude of construction and a diversity of 
conclusions not entirely unwarranted by the text of the law. All, however, 
agree in the complete liberty of the officer conducting a criminal or civil pro- 
ceeding to decide within his own discretion touching the assistance of assessors, 
the admissibility of testimony, the rehearing of the parties, the ting of new 
trials, the exercise of the right of appeal, and, in a word, nearly every matter 
pertaining to his own administration of the law. 

And thereupon—— 

Mr. McPHERSON. Does the bill reported by the Senator limit the 
courts which the bill proposes to establish to the laws of the United 
States found on the statute-book ? 
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Mr. PENDLETON. To the laws of the United States, and the com- 
mon law, and a code of laws hereafter to be prepared under the au- 
thority of the President and submitted to Congress for its enactment. 
Now, sir, in relation to the administration of the criminal law: 

I regard a refi in this sense as especially indispensable in capital cases. 
Asat an o ip a doubts must arise in The mind of every pee anniari 
jurist touching the wer of a consular court, or rather of a minister or consul 
acting judicially under the authority of Congress, to legally and constitutionally 
deprive a fellow-being of life. Since the existing statute was framed in 1548 
and modified and extended in 1860 at least seven capital convictions have oc- 
curred thereunder, all in China and Japan. These instances are worthy of 
note, ly as jn one of them actual execution of the sentence followed. 

First. David Williams, claiming to be a British su was, in November, 
1863, at Shanghai, convicted by Consul-General Se N judicially with 
assessors, of “piracy and murder,” in the robbery of a Chinese craft on the 


X The sentence was approved the secretary of legation, acting as 
Rohn Jad and a death-warrant signed by him. A few hours before the time fixed 


for execution Williams committed suicide in the consular jail. 

Second. James White was in like mannér convicted of murder by the consular 
court at Shanghai November 23,1863. Mr. Burlingame, the minister, issued a 
warrant for the execution, but before the sentence could be carried out White es- 
ca from jail and was not reca; p 
Third. John D. Buckley, claiming to be a British subject, was in like manner 
convicted of murder by the consular court at S| hai on the Ist of February, 
1864. His cause was ably defended by his counsel, Mr, J. B. Eames, who argued 
the unconstitutionality of a trial without indictment or jury. 

The minister, Mr. ens egg proved the sentence of the consular court and 
issued a warrant of execution. riting to the Department of State, Mr. Bur- 
lingame said, June 3, 1864, “A vigorous effort was made by Mr. Eames, the 
aos nny way alee to great bie CANONA SE EIVIN tha presvonkion ava note 
Prae the berets of the doubt. Buckley was at the United States 
consulate on April 1, 1864. 

There are other cases: 

Fourth. J. Webb, an American seaman. in December, 1878, by th 
coneuler court: at Nay aki, Japan. comvicted of murder. ee ay prede- 
cessor, Mr. Secretary Evarts, found himself confronted by the question of the 
constitutionality of a death sentence without indictment and trial by jury, and 
the President was counseled by him and by the Attorney-General to exert his 
prerogative of clemency. Webb's sentence was accordingly commuted to that 
of imprisonment for life. 

Fifth. Before the consular court at Osaka and Hiogo, Japan, on the 9th of 
April, 1880— 

As late as that— 

William Dinkelle,an American citizen and seaman, was convicted of murder 
on shipboard in the port of Hiogo. The minister, Mr. Bingham, withheld the 
issuance of a death-warrant, and referred the case, with recommendation of 
clem , to the President, who remitted Dinkelle’s sentence on condition of 
undergoing imprisonment for life. Dinkelle refused to accept this conditional 
pardon, and is still in under indefinite postponement of the execution of the 
sentence of the consular court. 

I submit to the Senator from New Jersey whether I have not made 
out the fact that as to the administration of both the criminal and the 
civil law under the present consular code there is the greatest possible 
necessity for amendment. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Anything seems an improvement. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Yes, sir, anything is an improvement. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator from Florida yield to me for a 
motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business? 

Mr. CALL. I will, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ROOMS FOR COMMITTEES. 

Mr. JONES, ofNevada. While the doorsare being closed, I ask unani- 
mous consent to report back from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate a resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwsxs], authorizing the t-at- 
Arms and Architect of the Capitol to rent suitable rooms for the use of 
Senate committees, and I ask that the resolution be put on its passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to receiving the res- 
olution at this time? The Chair hears none. > 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the resolution be read. 

Mr. INGALLS. No; let it go on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After five minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 
and (at 4 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 5, 1884. 
The House metat 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
8. LINDSAY, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. POLAND. I reported a bill yesterday morning from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary for the relief of the Metropolitan police force 
of the District of Columbia, which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. I think itshould have gone to 


the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. SPEAKER. TheChair thinks so, too, after ascertaining the con- 
tents of the bill. If there be no objection the bill will be taken from 
the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
and placed on the Private Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

UNDERVALUATION OF IMPORTED WOOL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, making additional statements concerning alleged under- 
valuation of imported wool; which was referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


FREEDMAN’S HOSPITAL AND. ASYLUM, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting letters from the First Comptroller of 
the Treasury, suspending certain items in the accounts of disbursing 
officers of the Interior Department for the Freedman’s Hospital and 
Asylum of Washington, D. C.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING ADDITIONAL COPIES OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 


The SPEAKER, in pursuance of the statute, laid before the House 
the following concurrent resolutions of the Senate; which were referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the report 
of the National Academy of Sciences, with its appendixes, be printed in the usnal 
octavo form, but that the four accompanying memoirs be printed in quarto 
form; and that 1,000 additional copies of the report and memoirs be printed for 
the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 


and 1,500 copies for the use of the Academy of Sciences, 


Resolved the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 3,000 extra cops of the report ot Julius E. Hilgard, Superintendent of 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey, showing the p made in said survey dur- 


ing the year ending June 30, 1883, for distribution by said Superintendent. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. KELLEY, from evening sessions, during this Congress. 

To Mr. CANDLER, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. KING, for two days. 


IMPORTS AND EXPORTS. 


Mr. MILLS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be authorized to inquire 
and report as to the p: ety of procuring for the use of Congress and printing 
Senate Document No. 46, first session Forty-sixth Congress, with additional data 
to be furnished by the compiler thereof, showing the imports and duties from 
1867 to 1883 inclusive, and a compilation of gf ee the growth, produce, and 
manufacture of the United States, from 1879 to 1883, inclusive, in which the quan- 
tity, value, and unit of quantity of each article is J pbs if Seige years and de- 
peer LO also value expo: to each country and value from each State, pre- 
pared by Charles H. Evans, of the Treasury Department. 


NANCY E. DAY. 

Mr. WAIT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 5679) for 
the relief of Nancy E. Day, administratrix of James L. Day, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DEBORAH 8. EARL. 

Mr. WAIT, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5680) 

patag an increase of pension to Deborah S. Earl; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


EXAMINATION AND SURVEY OF SOUTH PASS MISSISSIPPI RIVER, ETC. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam instructed by the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors to bring to the attention of the House at this time a mat- 
ter of emergency, and to ask that House bill No. 5462 to be taken from 
the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole on the State of the Union 
and considered now. I ask one moment to make an explanation of the 
measure. This bill is a deficiency appropriation of $8,100, specially 
asked for by the Secretary of War. 

The SPEAKER. It is notin order to debate the proposition until 
the House has determined whether it will consider it at this time or not. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire a word of explanation before objection 
is asked for. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read. 

The title of the bill, which was read, is as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5462) roererg 3 appropriation to s ly deficiency in amount re- 
quired for expenditure to June 30, 1884, for e: ation and surveys required 

acts of March 3, 1875, and June 19, 1878, to PES T depth of water and width 
of channel at South Pass of Mississippi River, also for gauging the waters of the 
Mississippi River and its tributaries. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] 
asks unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
the title of which has just been read, and that it be now considered in 
the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the bill be reported. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which, if there be no 
objection, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] will be 
allowed to make a brief explanation. 

Mr. RANDALL. If I am correctly informed, the passage of this bill 
immediately will save the Government a large snm of money. 
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Mr. BLANCHARD. Thatis the explanation which I desire to make. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, &c., That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to wit: 

To supply deficiency in amount required for aces to June 30, 1884, for 
examinations and surveys required by the acts of h 3, 1875, and June 19, 187: 
to ascertain the depth of water and width of channel secured and maintain: 
from time to time by James B. Eads at South Pass of the Mississippi River, and 
to Beemer a Nahid of War to report to Congress during the maintenance of 

To supply deficiency in amount required for expenditure to June 30, 1834, for 
gauging waters of lower Mississippi and its tributaries: For annual expense of 
gauging the waters of the Mississippi River and its tributaries, continuing ob- 
servations of the rise and fall of the river and its chief tributaries, as required 
by joint resolution of February 21, 1871, $2,100. 

Sec. 2, That the moneys hereby appropriated shall be immediately available. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. REED. What is the total amount involved in the bill? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Itis $8,100. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] 
asks leave to make a brief statement, subject to the right of members 
to object to the consideration of the bill after his statement is concluded. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. By the act of Congress of March 3, 1875, and 
the act of June 19, 1878, it is made the duty of the Secretary of War to 
have annually made at the jetties at the mouth of the Mississippi River 
certain surveys and examinations, with a view of determining whether 
or not Captain Eads is carrying out his contract with the Government 
and also with a view of enabling the Government to ascertain whether 
said Eads has or has not earned his compensation under such contract, 

This matter has been brought to the attention of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors by the Secretary of War in a special communica- 
tion, and also by the Chief of Engineers, who has appeared before us. 
We were given to understand that if this deficiency appropriation be not 
made at this time the Secretary of War will not be able to discharge 
the duty imposed upon him by existing law ; will not know whether 
to meet the payments provided for in the contract with Captain Eads 
at the time when they fall due. Weare further informed by the coun- 
sel of Captain Eads, who appeared before the committee, that unless 
this appropriation be made, so as to provide for these surveys and exam- 
inations, Captain Eads, under his contract, will have the right to demand 
payment in bonds of the Government, instead of currency. Bonds are 
worth about 20 per cent. premium. Therefore the passage of this bill 
will save to the Government a large amount of money. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to ask the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BLANCHARD] whether it is not necessary to make this appropriation 
now, in order to give the War Department suffivient time to make its 
surveys to ascertain whether Captain Eads has earned this money or not? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That is the fact. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ifhehas earned the money he gets it; otherwise not. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this appropriation recommended by the Secre- 
tary of War? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It is. 

Mr. DUNN. Is the of this bill necessary in consequence of 
the failure of the last river and harbor bill? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It is. These appropriations have heretofore 
been made in the river and harbor bill; but at the last session of the 
last Congress that bill failed; hence the necessity for this deficiency 
appropriation. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentlemanallow mea question? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Had we not better pass the bill and 
quit talking about it? [Laughter.] 

Mr. B CHARD. I think so. 

Mr. DUNN. We want to know who is responsible. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the request of the gentleman 
from Louisiana that the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union be di from the further consideration of this bill, and 
that it be brought before the House for action. If there be no ob- 
jection that order will be considered as made. 

There was no objection. 

The House then proceeded to the consideration of the bill; which 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLANCHARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SENATE CONTINGENT FUND. 

Mr. RANDALL. Under instructions from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, I report back the joint resolution (S. R. 64) providing for the 
addition of $10,000 to the contingent fund of the Senate. I propose, 
when the resolution and accompanying report have been read, to ask the 
previous question. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That the sum of $10,000, 
orso much thereofas may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out ofany money 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 5, 


in the (chara? $ not otherwise appropiate; to be added to the contin, 
of the Senate for expenses of special and select committees for the 
ending June 30, 1884. 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the report of the Committee on Appro- 
priations accompanying the joint resolution be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on nf Tar marcus to whom was referred the Senate joint 
resolution (S. R. 64) providing for the addition of $10,000 to the contingent fund of 
the Senate, report the same back to the House with a recommendation that the 
same with an amendment as follows: 

At the end of the last line of said joint resolution insert the following : * Which 
ome shall be available only for expenses of investigations heretofore or- 


nt fund 
year 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask the previous question on the amendment 
and upon ordering the joint resolution to a third reading. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations was 
agreed to; and the joint resolution as amended was ordered to a third 


g. 

The joint resolution was read a third time, and passed; there being— 
ayes 116, noes 12. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

RELIEF OF SUFFERERS BY OVERFLOW AND CYCLONE. 

Mr. ELLIS, fromthe Committee on Appropriations, reported back ad- 
versely joint resolutions of the following titles; which were severally 
laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 162) making an appropriation for the reliet 
of sufferers by overflow in the lower Mississippi Valley and the rivers 
tributary thereto; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 180) for the relief of sufferers by the late cy- 
clone in North Carolina; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 183) making an appropriation for the relief 
of persons rendered destitute by the overflow of the Mississippi River and 
its tributaries. 

MISSISSIPPI VALLEY FLOODS. 

Mr. ELLIS. Acting under instructions of the Committee on Appro- 
ins yr I present a resolution, which is offered in lieu of several re- 

erred to that committee, and Iask it be read for present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to furnish this House from 
time to time with information of the pi of the flood in the valley of the 
Mississippi, and to report if at any time in his judgment there exists such suf- 
fering in co: uence of said fi as to justify measures of relief on the part 
of Congress, and if so the measure of such relief. ° 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ELLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EULOGIES ORDERED TO BE PRINTED. 


Mr. RYAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 191 Ee the printing of certain eulogies delivered in Congress upon 
the late Dudley C. Haskell; which was read a first and second time., 

The joint resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed of the eulogies delivered in Co upon 
the late Dudley O. Haskell, a Representative-elect to the Forty-eighth Con- 
ga from the State of Kansas, 12, copies, of which 3,000 copies shall be for 

use of the Senate and 9,500 for the use of the House of Representatives. 
And the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to have 
printed a portrait of the said ance $ C. Haskell to accompany said eulogies, 
and for the pi of engraving and printing said portrait the sum of , or 
so much thereo’ amat7 be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any moneys 


in the Treasury not appropria! 

The joint resolution was ordered to be en 
and being en, , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RYAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SWINE PRODUCTS. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I am requested by the Committee on 
Agriculture to ask unanimous consent that the resolution which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk may be considered at this time. 

Mr. CLAY. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Before we go to the regular order of business I 
have a privileged report to submit. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I ask to introduce a joint resolution from 
the Committee on Agriculture, and if its consideration be objected to 
at this time I will ask that it be printed in the RECORD and referred 
to the Committee on Printing. If the gentleman from Kentucky had 
waited until the resolution was read I am sure he would not have ob- 
jected to it. 

Mr. CLAY. I thought it was time we should proceed to the consid- 
eration of the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object ? 

Mr.CLAY. I donot object to the resolution, for I do not know what 


and read a third time; 
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it is, as it has not been read, but I must insist upon the regular order 
of relly I do not object to its being introduced for reference to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, from the Committee on Agriculture, re- 
ported joint resolution (H. Res. 192) for the printing of extra copies of 
documents concerning swine products of this country; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The resolution is as follows: 


Resolved, &c., That there be printed 60,000 copies of the report of the Secretary 
of State and accompanying report made by the commission lately designated by 
the President to examine and report upon the asserted unhealthfulness of the 
swine products of this country, 9 pa with the message of the President trans- 
mitting the same to the House of  Shypohace ish 45,000 copies thereof for the 
use of the members of the House of resentatives, 10,000 copies for the use of 
the Senate, and 5,000 copies thereof for the use of the Department of Agriculture. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. ROBERTSON, from the Committee on Elections, submitted the 
following unanimous report: 


Francisco A. Manzanares, contestant, vs. Tranquilino Luna, contestec, from the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico. 

Your committee, to whom was referred ths above case, beg leave to report: 

That on the 29th day of November, 1882, the acting governor of the Territory 
of New Mexico issued his certificate of election in due form to the sitting Dele- 

te. That on the 23d day of December, 1882, the contestant served a copy of 

is notice of contest on the wife of the contestee at his residence in the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, the contestee not being found at home. That on the 20th 
day of December, 1882, the contestant sent a copy of his said notice of contest by 
express to the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate of the United States to be served 
on contestee, and on the same day sent by mail, by a registered letter, another 
copy add to contestee, directed to the city of Washington, where contestee 
was then in attendance upon the session of Congress. 

That contestee answered in full on the 29th day of January, 1883. 

The contestee claimed that the notice was not served in time; but your com- 
mittee are of opinion that the notice was ample and served in time and in ac- 
cordance with the statute law of New Mexico; and for the further reagons that 
the sheriff who served the notice of contest upon contestee's wife tested con- 
testee was absent from the Territory of New Mexico, and, besides, he mailed a 
registered letter containing notice of contest to contestee at the city of Washing- 
ton, where contestce was, and that the letter reached the city within the time 
prescribed by law for the notice to be served, 

The notice of contest charges fraud in various counties in the Territory; the 
answer denies each charge specifically and makes counter-cha: . The contest- 
ant only took testimony in vue county, Valencia, in re; to nineteen precincts 
in that county and one precinct in Socorro County ; the contestee took no testi- 
mony, but appeared by counsel at each sitting of the taking of depositions, and 
in most every instance cross-examined the witnesses. 

Every voting precinct in the Territory of New Mexico, in each county, isknown 
by its number. 

In the county of Valencia your committee think it is clearly proven that frauds 
were committed in several of the precincts,and were such as to compel your 
committee to throw out the whole vote of said precincts; the fraud being so great 
and the returns so entirely in disregard of law and fair conduct on the part of 
the election officers that it is im ble to separate the good from the bad vote. 

Before going into any detail of the evidence your committee will state that 
the census of 1880 shows the whole number of male adults ble of voting in 
that county to be 2,636, while the vote certified and counted for contestee is 
4,193. Moreover, while the certificate from that county gave the contestee that 
remarkable vote, it did not give even one to the contestant, altho the returns 
before them showed he had received 66 votes. Your committee pro- 
priate to refer the House to the vote for Delegate in Con; of the two political 
parties in this Territory from 1873 to 1882 inclusive, which is as follows, to wit: 


We will now give the Democratic vote received in that county for each of the 
years just named : 


It will thus be seen that the vote of 1882 was 4,259, while the la; 
polled before in that gery Be) 2,136. It will moreover appear that duringthe 
period referred to, to wit, from 1873 to 1882, the Democratic candidates received 
the votes as above set forth, and at this election the poll-books showed he re- 
ceived 66, but the county board certified him none. These are very pregnant 
evidences of fraud taken in connection with the evidence, which shows no in- 
crease of population from 1880 to 1882. 

Your committee will now proceed to notice several of the 
they think the fraud was such that the pretended vote of 
out, These are referred to as a fair sample of the rest. 

Precinct No. 2.—At this precinct there were counted and certified for contestee 
v49 votes; for contestant 3. The evidence shows that there were ouly 121 votes 
cast, and the remainder were fictitious names placed on the poll-books by the 
officers of the election, 

Precinct No. 3.—There were 381 votes counted for contestee, while the evidence 
snows only 160 votes were cast; the balance were fictitious. 

Precinct No. 4.—Seventy votes for contestee and none for contestant. The evi- 
dence shows that after the polls were closed the ballot-box was not opened, the 
votes were not counted, but ballot-box, tally-sheets, tion-list, and all were 
sent to the county seat in that condition, nothing ce 5 

Precinct No. 10.—The vote certified for contestee was 2%, when the evidence 
shows that only 84 votes were cast at that precinct. 

Precinct No. 11.—There appear 387 votes certified for contestee, and evidence 
shows that only about 55 votes were actually cast. 

ecinct No. 1.—Vote certified for contestee 443, none for contestant; this pre- 
cinct is the home of contestee, and the only evidence of fraud is the voters’ 
names being recorded in the poll-books to a great extent alphabetically, as if 
copied from some index or registration-list. 
‘inet No. 14.—The vote counted and certified for contestee was 161, and evi- 
dence shows total vote polled at that precinct to be 40. 

Your committee deem it unn to follow the facts in each particnlar pre- 

cir~t; suffice to say that they vary but little from thosegiven. It willbe seen by 


vote ever 


‘incts wherein 
ì must be thrown 


reference to the evidence that in many places the names of those pretended to 
have voted are wholly fictitious or of persons long since dead, of eminent Ameri- 
can statesmen who have been dead many years; the name of Frank James, the 
notorious bandit, is found recorded as voting at one of the precincts of Valencia 


County. 
pni PESE that at some precincts the whole reported vote was a for- 
gery, there being no such persons as the pretended jud clerks, or voters. 
There is also one precinct in Socorro County, adjoining Valencia County 
pea on pretended poll was taken on Monday, the 6th, instead of the 7th o: 
‘ovember. 
Your committee make the following summary : 


Whole vote in the Territory for Congress as certified by the returning boards. 


| Sanne 


Counties. naros: 


Mat 
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Majority for Luna, 1,419. 


Below will be found the whole vote of Valencia County, as made by the re- 
turning board of that county: 


Manza- 


In the county of Valencia. nares. 


CBG B cote 


From which deduct the frandulent votes as per evidence, which are found to 
be 2,357; and under this state of facts, giving the contestee the benefit of the doubt- 
ful and actual votes cast in Valencia County, namely, 1,836, we submit the fol- 
luwing statement, to wit: 


Whole number of votes returned for contestant as per certified copies of 


returns of each county... eevee 3, 225 
Whole number of votes 

copies of returns of each county 14, 644 
From which subtract the illegal and 2, 357 
Leaves the vote of COmtestee..........cccsscccceseecsesersenees seors inoden 12, 287 


Showing majority for contestant... 

a Therefore your committee recommend the 
ons: 

Resol That Tranquilino Luna was not elected a Delegate to the Forty-eighth 

Occatene kets the Territory of New Mexico, and is not entitled to the scai he 


ron . 988 
option of the following resolu- 


now holds, 

Resolved, That Francisco A. Manzanares was dul. 
Forty-eighth Congress from the Territory of New 
sworn in as such. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. ROBERTSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

On motion of Mr. ROBERTSON, the report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRANCISCO A. MANZANARES then appeared at the Speaker’s 
desk and was duly qualified by taking the oath prescribed by section 
1756 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


_ Mr. HUTCHINS. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour for the call of committees for the purpose of going into Com 
mittee of the Whole to further consider the naval appropriation bill. 
Mr. KEIFER. I ask the tleman to withhold his motion long 
enough for me to ask the reference of a bill to the Committee on Ap- 
ropriations. 
Mr. HUTCHINS. Very well. 
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Mr. KEI°ER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table House bill No. 4971 appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the year ending June 30, 
1885, and for other purposes, with Senate amendments thereto, and that 
the same, with said amendments, be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Ther€ was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I now renew my motion to dispense with the 
morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. That requires a two-thirds vote. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 48. 

So (two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative) the motion was 
not agreed to. 

OBSTRUCTIONS TO NAVIGABLE WATERS. 

Mr. DUNN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, in lieu of 
House bills 1754, 2343, and 2913, a bill (H. R. 5681) to provide for the 
removal of obstruction to the free navigation of the navigable waters 
of the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objections the other bills will be 
laid upon the table. 

NATIONAL MILITARY CEMETERY, SPRINGFIELD, MO. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3274) making appropriation to 
construct a road from the city of Springfield, Mo., to the national mil- 
itary cemetery; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ACCOUNTS OF ARMY AND NAVY OFFICERS, 

Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 2388) to authorize the continuance in 
force of an act approved June 23, 1870, entitled ‘‘An act to continue the 
act to authorize the settlement of the accounts of officers of the Army 
and Navy;’’ which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

HORSE-RAILWAY, DAVENPORT TO ROCK ISLAND. 

Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 445) to empower the Secretary 
of War to permit the establishment, under certain conditions, of a 
horse-railway upon and over the island of Rock Island and the bridges 
erected by the United States connecting the cities of Davenport and 
Rock Island; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
aecompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

EXCHANGE OF CERTAIN NORTH CAROLINA BONDS. 

Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1154) to au- 
thorize the exchange of North Carolina bonds now held by the United 
States Government; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

NEW YORK INDIAN LANDS, KANSAS. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 2047) to provide for the sale of cer- 
tain New York Indian lands in Kansas; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ISABEL CAMPBELL.» 

Mr. LEFEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 1171) granting a pension to Isabel Campbell; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ANNA M. WEHE. 

Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 1197) granting a pension to Anna M. Wehe; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH BAUER. 

Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 1403) granting a pension to Elizabeth Bauer; 
which wasreferred tothe Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DAVID W. STOCKSTILL. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 4962) for the relief of David W. Stockstili; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

NEW ORLEANS, BATON ROUGE AND VICKSBURG RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. LEWIS, from Committee on the Public Lands, reported, as a 
substitute for so much of H. R. 292 as refers to the forfeiture of the 
land grant to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad 
Company, a bill (H. R. 1682) to repeal section 22 of the act to incor- 
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porate the Texas Pacific Railroad Company, approved March 3, 1871, 
declaring the forfeiture of the lands granted therein, and forother pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OATES. I desire, Mr. Speaker, permission to file the report of 
the minority in connection with the bill just reported from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. I will file the report during the day, not 
having had an opportunity of conferring with other gentlemen on the 
committee who may wish to sign it. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, the gentleman from Ala- 
bama will have permission to file the minority report during the day. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. COLLINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
in lieu of House bills 485, 742, 1082, 1055, and 1058, a bill (H. R. 5683) 
to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the other bills will be laid on 
the table under the rule. 


GEORGE J. STANNARD. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2839) to increase 
the pension of George J. Stannard, late a major-general of volunteers; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ROBERT CARRICK. 


Mr. MURRAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 1536) for the re- 
lief of Robert Carrick; which was laid on the table. and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 


TELEGRAPH OPERATORS DURING THE WAR. 


Mr. MURRAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported, 
in lieu of House bills 145 and 246, a bill (H. R. 5684) for the relief of tel- 
egraph operators during the war; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bills 145 and 246, having the same title, were laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MARY ANN KING. 


Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 1595) for the relief of Mary Ann King, mother of 
Andrew King, deceased, and moved that the committee be di 
from the further consideration of the same and that it be referred to 
the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BOYS ENLISTED IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
back a letter from the Secretary of the Navy recommending that the 
number of boys to be enlisted in the Navy be increased from 750 to 
1,000, and moved that the committee be di from the further 
consideration of the same and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


TRAINING SHIPS. 


Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Appropriations, also re- 
ported back a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, in reference to 
building two new training ships, and moved that the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the same and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CEMETERY SITE AT KIRWIN, KANS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 577) to donatea 
cemetery site on the public lands to the city of Kirwin, in the State of 
Kansas; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. CONVERSE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and resumes the consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 4716) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. The question pending 
is upon the amendment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr 
MCMILLIN], which the Clerk will report. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Add at the end of the amendment following: 


number of 


The CHAIRMAN. The House has limited debate on ba perang 
clause of the bill and amendments thereto to fifteen minutes, e Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hutcurys] in charge 
of the bill. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. 
York [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX, of New York. IfI understand, Mr. Chairman, the scope 
of the amendment of my friend from Tennessee, it is to cut down the 
number of supernumeraries now in our Navy. At least it has that ef- 
fect to some extent. In that connection I desire to call the attention 
of the committee to a statement which is veritable as to the number of 
naval officers who have been around Washington city since 1868. My 
colleague on the Committee on Naval Affairs, the gentleman from Ili- 
nois [Mr. THoMAs], has already told the House how many are on sea- 
service, how many are on land-service, how many are waiting orders. 
He obtained this information from official sources. He showed to this 
House that there was a great need of cutting down this enormous sur- 
pl 


I yield five minutes to my colleague from New 


But look at the number of these naval officers around Washi 

city. In the year 1868, of the line there were 20, of staff officers 42; a 
total of 62. In the year 1870 there were line officers 57, staff officers 
46; a totalof 103. In 1872 there were 47 line officers and 45 staff offi- 
cers; a total of 92. In 1875 there were 47 line officers and 44 staff 
officers; a total of 91. In 1882 there were 91 line officers and 53 staff 
officers; atotal of 144. Last year, 1883, we had 113 line officers and 56 
staff officers, making a total of 169 as the number of officers on duty in 
Washington city; showing an increase since 1868 that is perfectly enor- 
mous. 

No man can justify the keeping up of this great service without at 
the same time increasing the force of our ironclads or our cruisers. 
There we may take issue. The gentleman from Iowa, Mr. Kasson, I 
think it was, made a strong speech here, in which he said he believed 
every man who knew anything of the history of mankind of late years 
believed there were only two ways of either keeping the peace or making 
war—Blut und Eisen, as he called it, which, translated into the vernacu- 
lar, means, I suppose, blood and iron. And yet, at thesame time, the 
gentleman sneered at the conduct of the Democracy on this bill. Why, 
sir, the gentleman refers to Bismarck, the grand vizier of German tyr- 
anny, the man who insults republics, and the gentleman quotes him here 
asour model. I thought the Republican party of late years were recom- 
mending the amicabilia of arbitration as the way of settling disputes 
among nations. 

And now, instead of treaties, instead of commissions, instead of ami- 
cable modes, we are commended by the elegant gentleman from Iowa, 
by the elegant diplomat who was once in Germany, to the mode of 
blood and iron. The gentleman from Iowa postpones the millennium, 
which was intended to usher in another and a somewhat better era, for 
the era of blood and iron, not the era of civilization, when better days 
shall dawn for mankind. 

Gentlemen on the other side have reproached our side of the House be- 
cause we do not at once vote their additional seven cruisers; yet for ten 
years of legislative life they themselves failed to do so. The Forty-sev- 
enth Congress never touched the matter, except to begin the construction 
of four cruisers, and we are following out that policy thus far. During 
the ten years when gentlemen of the other side had power here they 
did not do anything to enhance or improve the Navy. 

I know that they did a great deal to draw money from the employés 
in the navy-yards. I hold here an assessment circular of the Repub- 
lican committee, signed by my good friend from Iowa [D. B. HENDER- 
son], who levied these contributions on the employés. 

e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I would ask the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] if that is the same assessment which he referred to six 
or eight times last year? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Yes; and I will refer to it until I die. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It is the same one? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Yes; and everytime I shoot it off at you 
you duck under. [Laughter.] T ask consent to print with my remarks 
the assessment circular to which I have referred. 

There was no objection. 

The circular is as follows: 

[Jay A, Hubbell, chairman; D. B. Henderson, secretary ; executive committee, 
on. W. B. Allison, Hon. Eugene Hale, Hon. Nelson W. Aldrich, Hon. Frank 
Hiscock, Hon. George M. Robeson, Hon. William McKinley, jr., Hon. George 
R. Davis, Hon. Horatio G. Fisher, Hon. Horace F. Page, Hon. W. H. Calkins, 
Hon, Thomas Ryan, Hon. William D. Washburn, Hon. L. C. Houk, Hon. R. 
T. Van Horn, Hon. Orlando Hubbs.} 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE 
REPUBLICAN CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEE, 1882, 
520 THIRTEENTH STREET, NORTHWEST, 
Washington, D. C., May 15, 1882. 


Sir: This committee is organized for the protectin of the interests of the Re- 
publican party in each ef the Congressional districts of the Union. 


In order | 


ma UEI TATA 

sues w: the Republican from any other and may meet all 
proper expenses incident to the campaign the committee feels authorized to ap- 
ply to all citizens whose heinen ge or interests areinvolved in thestruggle Un- 
der the circumstances in which the country finds itself placed the committee 
believes that you will esteem it both a privilege and a pleasure to make to its 
fund a contribution, which it is hoj may not be less than $—. Thecommit- 
tee is authorized to state that such voluntary contribution from persons em- 
ployed in the service of the United States will not be objected to in any official 


marter. 
2 The labors of the committee will affect the result of the Presidential election 
in 1884 as well as the Congressional struggle; and it may therefore reasonably 
hope to have the sympathy and assistance of all who look with dread apon the 
possibility of the restoration of the Democratic party to the control of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Please make prompt and favorable response to this letter by bank check or 
draft or postal money-order, parana to the order of Jay A. Hubbell, acting 
treasurer, P. O. lock-box 589, Washington, D. C. 


By order of the committee. 
D. B. HENDERSON, Seeretary. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO]. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. i it seems to me that this question of 
the staff and line officers of the Navy, and the question of consolidating 
the bureaus of the Navy Department, and the other minor questions 
which have been brought up in this debate, oughtall to be subordinated 
to the great question whether we shall build up a navy or not. 

The history of the American Navy from the days of its pristine 
glory to its present humiliating condition is a step from the sublime to 
the ridiculous.. I have before me the letters of Sir Charles Napier on 
The Navy: Its Pastand Present State (London, 1851). He said in 1816 
that the English navy of that day could not contend with the Ameri- 
can Navy. Let me read from him: 

They— 

The English ships— 
would have beat a French or Spanish ship who were worse than themselves, 
but I will stake my existence an American line-of-battle ship fallen in with 
one-half of them they would have been taken. 

And again : 

Things are now changed. We have an enemy (for though at peace I consider 
America our bitterest enemy), I fear,as courageous as ourselves, and one who 
willhave the advan over us as long as their Nay keeps in proportion to 
their population, or rather as long as it is so much inferior to ours as to oblige 
them to act upon the defensive. 

He also reluctantly admits the superiority of our officers and men. 

We had, it seems, at that time the finest navy in the world: But 
to-day the American humorists are all poking fun at our officers, and 
saying that a young lieutenant who recently married a great heiress can 
now plug up the holes in his ship at his own expense before going to 
sea. That is the condition of our Navy to-day. 

This side of the House is not responsible for the present condition of 
our Navy. The dominant party in this land had ten years in which to 
build up the Navy. Itspent$385,000,000 on it. I venture to say that 
the English people have not spent as much in proportion for their navy 
as we have, and that for an excuse for one in the worm-eaten cheese- 
boxes that are disgracing our flag, parading it before the nations of the 
earth. 

If we need a navy, and I think we need a moderate and fair navy 
to keep together ouradmirable corps of officers and men, the great ques- 
tion is, How shall we get it? In what manner shall we build up this 
navy? Shall it be by the contract system, or in our own navy-yards ? 
What kind of ships shall we have? 

I want to impress upon this House the fact that all naval architect- 
ure is groping in the dark. Thenations of the earth could to-day, with 
advantage to themselves, pass around the hat, as it were, and take up 
a contribution for the purpose of enabling two great naval powers to 
engage in war in order to demonstrate how far naval architecture and 
the science of explosives have advanced. ' 

The Committee on Appropriations of this House have been criticised 
because they have not appropriated money to continue the building of 
the monitors. I thinkin that they have done wisely. I hold in my 
hand the official journal of the Army and the Navy, a respectable news- 
paper, representing botharms of theservice. I find in the current num- 
ber of that journal an article which I will ask the Clerk to read, and 
request that the time taken up in its reading shall not be taken from 
me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time required for the reading of the article 
must be taken out of the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. MCADOO. Then I ask leave to print it with my remarks. 

[The article referred to is as follows: 


: igen and circulate suitable documents illustrating the is- 


The thickness of the armor of the Miantonomoh consists of a single plate 7 
eet the latter [the Inflexible] consisting of two plates together 24 inches 

ick. 

Sir Thomas Brassey, in his great work, The British Navy, furnishes elaborate 
tables showing the penetrating power of the guns of the royal navy. Refer- 
ring to these tables, it will be seen that the 9-ton 8-inch caliber gun is capable of 
piercing 7-inch thick wrought armor, and that the moderate caliber of 10-inch 
and 18-ton weight penetrates 12-inch thick armor; while the 16-inch caliber 80-ton 
gun of the Inflexible pierces armor plates of 22-inch thickness. The 7-inch armor 
of the Miantonomoh is therefore vulnerable to all classes of British ironclads, 
the majority of whose guns will put their projectiles clean through both sides of 
such turret vessels. In the face of this fact the Navy Department earnoslly recom- 
mends their completion, “as they will provide floating harbor defenses sutiivient 
for present purposes, and may justify us in farther postponing the construction 
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` 
ve broadside armored es as have so hea’ burdened the 
$3,598,000, which, if granted b she gy poe wasted, S 
be: wW worse as 
npg at obs to lullthe nation Tato security. Itisindisputable that 
a couple of first-class ironclads can send the Snop fant os oe overrated “ harbor- 


the vessel, $1,190,852.84; re 
navy-yard, where the buil 
will be proceeded with in a short time. Proposals for her steel plates have been 
advertised for, and the plans and specifications for the work have been com- 
pleted in detail by the naval Bureau of Construction and ] 

I want to say this about it: there is a diagram accompanying the 
article showing the strength and thickness of the armor of the i 
Inflexible and of the Miantonomoh of our Navy. The article, as will 
be seen, says that the ordinary guns of the English navy, the ordinary 
rifled cannon of the English navy, can penetrate through both sides of 
the armor of our ship, the Miantonomoh, on which we have spent a large 
sum of money. Gentlemen say there is a popular demand for a navy 
and that it must be met by building a fleet of cruisers and completing 
these monitors before either has been tested. 

Now, sir, with regard to these cruisers I am afraid members may be 
misled. Steel cruisers sound formidable, but in reality these vessels 
are to be but steel shells which can be as readily penetrated by pro- 
jectiles as a tin box by a bullet of sufficient calibre. Now, again, the 
argument that they can prey on commerce and run away from an enemy 
is doubtful when we reflect that foreign governments, under a subsidy 
system alien to our institutions, have fine mercantile ships, like the 
Alaska and Oregon and hundreds of others, that, with slight alterations, 
at her best can meet our will-be Chicago and, with better guns, ad- 
vantage her in fight and outrun her in speed. 

Sir, because we need a navy is no argument for running into the net 
of favorite contractors and scheming politicians. Let us at least test 
the cruisers we are now building before we contract for more, Our 
highest naval officers have condemned in advance the Chicago; the 
leading English engineers have condemned her engines. Even if she 
meets the best wishes of her projectors she can simply make a credit- 
able display, while of doubtful utility. As the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] said the other day, this is the age of guns. The ship 
is but the gun-carrier; all depends on the gun carried. We are utterly 
behind in the matter of guns; ours are antedated. The old smooth- 
bores bear the same relation to the monster rifled cannon of recent date 
as the old flint-lock shotgun to the modern Winchester rifle. Let us, 
if we must have a navy, begin first to build guns. Then, with good 
guns, let us under favorable auspices and honest government build ves- 
sels that can go outside Sandy Hook to thunder their iron hail on the 
sides of a Lepanto or a Duilio and receive in return their fire unscathed. 
To-day we are at the mercy of almost every power, and spend more 
than most. A glance at the following table is instructive. 


The navies of the world. 
[Compiled from official documents.] 


Countries, 


pero 
FETE 
SRERES 


448, 632 


$ 
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It is well to remember in connection with this table that our one hun- 
dred and thirty-nine vesselsinclude, excepting the Trenton (wooden), not 
one really first-class ship, while navies having less vessels in number are 
vastly superior in quality. 

1 am in favor of keeping together, even under these discouraging cir- 
cumstances, the hest part of our officers and men until we have ships to 


float them with honor to the country. It would take twenty years to 
reorganize, once disbanded, such a body as we have to-day. "There are 
thousands of able, brave, patriotic American sailors in our Navy who 
would shed 1 glory upon our flag in any emergency. 

Let us build the Navy from the bottom upward on solid foundations; 
but above all, in the light of past events, let us be sure we build it hon- 
estly. The Democratic party can safely go to the country if itis retarded 
in building a navy by a well-founded di of public servants over 
whom they have no control. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McADOO. I ask leave to print additional remarks. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Iyield two minutes to the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. TALBOTT]. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Mr. Chairman, I wish merely to say that this 
attack upon the line and staffof the Navy is in my judgment unwar- 
ranted. In respect to our Navy, we are in exactly the same condition 
as eyery other nation of the world thatis atpeace. We havea number 
of naval officers who are enjoying themselves and drawing pay, and I 
do not blame them. We have in the service a class of gentlemen who 
are as brave as any in the world—who are perfectly willing to enjoy 
themselves now in time of peace, but willing also to be shot to pieces in 
defense of this nation if any emergency requiring it should arise. I 
am tired of all this nonsense, this everlasting attack upon the line and 
staffofthe Navy. This is all I want tosay. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I yield the residue of my time to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS]. 

Mr. THOMAS. Inthe very short time conceded to me by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Hurcurys], for which I thank him, I can 
say only a word or two upon three or four topics, each of which deserves 
at least half an hour. 

Tt has been stated time and again that the monitors now in course 
of construction and in an incomplete condition will not float. I assert 
here that no respectable engineer can be found from one end of the 
country to the other who if he knows anything about the subject will 
deny that those monitors are the best vessels of their class in the world, 
and if completed according to the present plan will be the most effective 
war vessels for our harbor and coast defenses that could be devised by 
mortal man. 

I am tired of hearing this unfounded statement that these vessels 
will not float. The Puritan, the largest of the class, has been attacked 
time and again by the newspapers bent upon breaking down the Ameri- 
can Navy. The charge has been reiterated that she would not float. 
Sir, when launched by the builder she floated sixteen inches higher 
than the specifications called for, showing that she had that much more 
buoyancy than had been anticipated. 

As to the new cruisers, it was stated here yesterday that they are 
wholly ineffective as vessels of war. The statementisnot true. They 
are the best vessels that modern skill and experience have brought for- 
ward, and armed with high-power guns they would be most effective 
against the largest ironclads of the world. The question to-day is not 
a question of ships but a question of pons If these cruisers are armed 
with proper guns, they can without fear meetin single combat any ves- 
sel of any nation in the world. 

Sir, the question is not one of armor; for no armor can be put upon 
vessels which can not be pierced by modern guns. Hence the question 
arises how little armor we can put on our war vessels, and what other 
means we can employ to make our vessels buoyant. Following this 
idea, these vessels have been built with water-tight and air-tight com- 
partments, so that they may be pierced through and through, and still 
be as buoyant as they were in the first instance; while heavy iron- 
clads, if once pierced, as they can be, by the high-power guns now in 
use, would go to the bottom as quickly as solid shot. There is no in- 
telligent naval officer in our service or in the service of any foreign 
government who would not prefer to go to war in one of these new 
steel cruisers to going to war in any ironclad of any navy in the world; 
for these cruisers are more effective than any other war vessels. 

The statement that the Chief Constructor of the Navy has said these 
vessels are a failure is a misstatement. He did not say anything of the 
kind. He said that they could be improved in some iculars; and 
when we reach the proper stage in the consideration of this bill, I pro- 
pose to offer an amendment which will, I think, improve them vastly, 
as it will substitute full sail power for two-thirds sail power, as pro- 
posed, and will substitute a telescopic smoke-stack for the standing 
one, thus enabling the vessels to employ full sail power. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the paragraph as amended the following: 

“That the number of captains shall be redu to thirty, and the number of 
commanders u to y; and no more promotions shall be made to 
toeo i grades until the numbers are reduced below the number herein men- 

Mr. HUTCHINS. IfI may be indulged a moment I will say that 
this matter was considered by the committee, who concluded —— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 


1884. 
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Mr, HISCOCK. I move to amend the amendment by adding the 
clause which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That reductions in the grades of captain and commander may be 
made by voluntary retirement, and that those oflicers so retired shall receive 
the same pay on the retired-list as do those officers of the staff with whom they 
have assimilated rank, 


Mr. THOMAS. Is that in order to perfect this amendment 
the word “relative” should be substituted for the word “‘assimi- 
lated.” 

The question being taken on Mr. Hrscock’s amendment to the amend- 
ment, it was not agreed to; there being—ayes 59, noes 64. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I move to amend the amendment by adding the 
following: 

Provided, however, That such officers shall be retired with the same Berd as if 
retired from age, or from wounds or disabilities incurred in the line of duty. 

I understand discussion is exhausted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HOPKINS, there 
were, on a division—ayes 44, noes 61. 

Mr. THOMAS. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint as tellers Mr. HOPKINS 
and Mr. THOMAS. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 46, noes not 
counted. 

Mr. THOMAS. I do not ask for a further count. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr, MCMILLIN’S amendment was then disagreed to. 

Mr. CALKINS. I now move to strike out all after the word ‘‘ here- 
after,” in line 31 of the bill, including all the amendments which have 
been adopted, and in lieu thereof to submit a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will first report the portion of the bill 
pro to be stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


None of the vacancies in the various grades in the line and in the staff corps 
of the Navy shall be filled by promotion until such grades shall be reduced to 
the numbers fixed for the several grades of the line and staff corps of the Navy 
by the act of August 5, 1852, making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes. 

The President of the United States is hereby directed, on the 1st of July, 1884, 
or as soon thereafter as practicable, to reduce the staff corps of the Navy on the 
active-list as follows: Medical directors, from fifteen to five; medical inspectors, 
from fifteen to five; pay directors, from thirteen to five; pay ins: ors, from 
thirteen to five; chief engineers, from seventy to fifty, by sel g from the 
said grades such of the officers as can best be spared from the service, and placing 
them on the retired-list with the rank they shall respectively hold at the time 
of retirement; and after the number of officers in the said grades shall be re- 
duced as above provided, the number in each grade shall not exceed the re- 
duced number which is fixed by the provisions of this paragraph for the several 

es: Provided, That the highest relative rank of chief engineer shall be lieu- 
nant-commander. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the substitute moved 
by the gentleman from Indiana. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

That a special joint committee, to consist of three Senators to be ignated by 
y 
e 


ngress 
pao of organization to meet the exigencies of the service and to give soo pen 
an 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I make the point of order that changes existing 
law and does not retrench expenditure. 

Mr. REED. I would like the gentleman to state wherein it changes 
the existing law. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It creates a commission which the law does not 
now recognize. 

Mr. REED. It creates a commission for the purpose of inquiring 
whether a change should be made, and that is all. It does not change 
any law. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does that board exist by law now? 

Mr. REED. It is a joint committee of both Houses. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But a joint committee which does not exist by 
law now, for in this act you provide for its creation. 

Mr. REED. But the power to create it exists in the Senate and the 
House all the time under parliamentary law. 

Mr. CALKINS. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that any law on this 
subject changes existing law. The part proposed to be stricken out 
changes existing law, and my substitute is applicable simply to the 
parts which now e existing law. Any amendment germane to 
the subject-matter of the bill which does not increase expenditure is 
in order as a substitute for that portion which does change existing 
law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the point of 
order is well taken, and it is unnecessary to give the reasons therefor. 

Mr. CALKINS. I move then to strike out the entire part of the bill 
for which I moved a substitute. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I reserve the point of order on that motion. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Indiana to the fact that if his motion be agreed to by the Honse it 
would reverse all that was done yesterday as to the substitution of the 


aa 


word ‘‘none’?’ for ‘“‘ one-half. Itwould also defeat the proposition 
inserted in reference to the staff. ‘In other words, the effect would be, 
so far as this Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
is concerned, to leave the question precisely where it was, at one-half 
of the line and staff. 

Let me go further and inquire whether when that comes to be re- 
ported to the House are we not entitled to a vote by the yeas and nays 
on the change of the word ‘‘none”? for ‘‘ one-half.” 

Mr. CALKINS. We would have that benefit if it is stricken ont. 

Mr. RANDALL. I mean striking out the portion of the bill indi- 
cated would not bring us toa naked vote on the substitution of ‘‘ none *’ 
for ‘* one-half.” 

Mr. CALKINS. If stricken out the vote would be on the substan- 
tive proposition. : 

Mr. RANDALL. If we adopt this it will have the effect of striking 
out, as I have already said, what we put in yesterday. The question 
is presented to the House, it seems to me, by striking out everything 
bari yesterday but the substitution of the word ‘‘none”’ for ‘‘ one- 

, 

Mr. CALKINS. I think the proposition might be divisible in the 
House, but I do not know about that. But that is not material, he- 
cause, the proposition having beenamended, it is now in order to strike 
out, although in striking out we may include words which have already 
been inserted. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Let me ask the gentleman from Indiana if that is 
stricken out if it will not leave the law as it is provided under the act 
of August 5, 1882? 

Mr. CALKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THOMAS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; the act of 1883 will 
be in force, 

Mr, TALBOTT. Yes, sir; March, 1883. 

Mr. THOMAS. Under the act of August 5, 1882, promotions were 
prohibited; but the act of 1883 provided for one promotion for every 
two vacancies. 

Mr. TALBOTT. That is it. 

Mr. THOMAS. Now, the striking outof this provision will leave the 
law of 1883 in force, and also cut out the reduction made by the adop- 
tion of the amendment on yesterday. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Itwill be a reversal of the action of the comnsit- 
tee on yesterday. 

Mr. CALKINS. On one branch only. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not believe that the point of or- 
der was made against the amendment. 

Mr. CALKINS. No, sir; not against this. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 64. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us have tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. MOMILLIN and Mr. CALKINS were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 83, 
noes 65. 

So (no further count being demanded) the amendment was to. 

Mr. THOMAS. I offer the amendment I send to the desk, to come 
in after the word dollars, in line 31. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That the pay and allowance of officers of the same rank and rela- 
tive rank in the line and staff shall be the same, and shall be governed by the 
pay and allowance of officers of the Marine Corps of corresponding rank. 

Mr. RANDALL. I reserve the point of order upon that amendment. 
I would like to have the gentleman explain what it is, 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all debate upon the pend- 
ing clause and amendments thereto has been closed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I make the point of order that it is new leg- 
islation and does not on its face retrench expenditures. Still I want an 
explanation from the gentleman, if he is permitted to give it. 

Mr. THOMAS. Task unanimous consent to make a statement as to 
the character of the amendment. 

Several members objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has been made against the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois. The Chair will 
hear the gentleman if he desires to be heard on the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman can state whether it is or is not a 
pi ec of expenditures. Otherwise I shall insist upon the point of 
order. 

Mr. THOMAS. I attempted, Mr. Chairman, in a speech of some 
hour and ten minutes the other day to show that the present pay-tables 
of the different branches of the service were all at variance, one branch 
receiving this compensation, another so much, and another a different 
pay, all having the same rank. For instance, a doctor in the Navy re- 
ceives $1,500 more pay on shore-duty than the man who commands the 
ship. And so, also, with reference to paymasters. It is high time, sir, 
in my judgment, to regulate the pay-tables of the Navy and put all of 
our officers upon the same footing—that is to say, all commande's, 
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whether of the line or staff, shall receive the same pay as is accorded to 
officers of the Army; that captains shall receive the same pay, whether 
of the line or staff, as in the Army, and also with lieutenants. There 
is no reason whatever for a difference between the pay of officers of sim- 
ilar grades in the Army and Navy. Now, in the Army line and staff 
officers of the same rank receive exactly the same pay, and I respect- 
fully suggest that it is about time we should bring into our legislation 
the same state of affairs with reference to the Navy, and equalize the 
pay of officers of similar rank. 

This amendment proposes to accomplish that result. It will not cost 
anything in addition to the present expenditures, for the reason that 
the staff officers of the Navy are not allowed to reach above a certain 
point, and therefore they can not draw as much pay as officers of the 
line who attain to this high rank; and the effect of this amendment, if 
adopted, will be to equalize the pay all along the line without any 
increase of expenditures. 

Mr. RANDALL. I must insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the point of order 
is well taken. 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the Chair be kind enough to state the grounds 
on which the amendment is held to be out of order? 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order for the reason that the 
amendment is new legislation, and is not shown to be in the line of 
retrenchment. The gentleman himself admits that it raises certain 


salaries. 

Mr. THOMAS. It raises some and reduces others, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that it changes the law 
and does not reduce expenditures. The Clerk will read. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

For pay of the retired-list, namely: For forty-three rear-admirals, twenty 
«ommodores, eleven captains, twelve commanders, sixteen lieutenant-com- 


manders,twenty-seven lieutenants, seven ensigns, twenty-two medical directors, 
two medical inspectors, four surgeons, five assistant surgeons, seven as- 


sistant ns, nine pay directors, two pay inspectors, four pa’ ers, two 
passed nt Ler -hocerpont one assistant paymaster, eleven chief engineers, 
twenty passed assistant en 


neers, EnD Pres assistant yrs Seema eight chap- 

lains six professors of mathematics, one chief constructor, t civil engineers, 

Sines, boatswains, ten gunners, nine carpenters, and seven sailmakers; in all, 
. le 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word of the paragraph just read, for the purpose of correcting what 
seems to me to be a mistake made by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
CALKINS]. 

In the RECORD of yesterday I find the following language used by him: 


As to the line Iagree with the gentleman from Iowa. We have not got enough 
line officers. I showed in my s) the otherday that we have not as many as 
we had in 1842. It is the line officers in the Navy that command our ships that 
maintain the mpo our country wherever the sails of commerce whiten the 
seas. It is the line officers that I believe this Congress should provide for and 

rovide liberally for. In times of peace we can get along with comparatively 

few staff officers. In times of war their places can be again filled up. But itis 
‘the line officers this House, in my judgment, should protect. Hence, the attack 
made by the gentleman from Tennessee on the line seemed to me entirely un- 
just and one which ought not for a moment to be considered by this House. 


Now, I desire to say in reply to the gentleman from Indiana whose 
language I have just quoted that while he personally may know more 
about this than I do, a few days ago when he was making the speech 
to which he referred in this clause which I have just read he submitted 
a statement going back to 1842 for comparison. I hold in my hand a 
letter from a gentleman who I believe is quite as distinguished author- 
ity as the authority on whom the gentleman from Indiana relied. But 
as the gentleman from Indiana did not give his authority, I shall with- 
hold the name of mine. 

Hon, Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky: 

Dear Sie: In the report of the debate on the naval a 
Mr. CALKINS stated that in 1842 the number of line o was 
1,084, and that the Navy Register last published shows an exhibit of on ly 799, 
which Mr. CALKINS declared was “a reduction of 285 officers of the line,” add- 
‘in that “the staff has increased by two or three hundred officers.” 

You interpellated Mr. CALKINS as to the source of his information, from which, 

resuming you to be interested in the matter, I take the liberty to give you the 
Poteet facts, from which you will see that Mr, CaALKINs’s informant was not 
altogether quite candid. 

The number of line officers in the ter of 1883, including the grades of ad- 
miral and midshipman, is 829, to which, adding the boatswains, gunners, and 
mates, 141 in the aggregate, increases the number to 976 for 1883, and not 799. 

I have no R er for 1842 at hand, but believe Mr. CALKIXS’S informant in- 
cluded all the above grades. 

In 1842 there was no steam navy. The vessels were, with one exception, sail- 
ing vessels, and bere Sacer there were no engineers. 

ince 1342 the entire Engineer Corps has been added, and it numbered in 1883, 
including cadets, 238. Can this, which was the result of the conversion of a sail- 
ing into a steam navy, be called an increase of the staff? These 288 are the two 
or three hundred staff officers referred to by Mr. CALKINS as an “increase,” 
giving the idea that the staff corps which existed in 1842 have had their numbers 
swelled by that amount, The are for an entirely different profession from 
what existed in 1842, and to make a favorable showing for hisside the line officer 
upon whose information Mr. CALKINS spoke took a date which antedated the 
existence of the staff corps of opinen ao that he could add the whole of that 
corps to the staff, and say the latter had n increased that much. 

In fact, the staff corps which existed in 1842 have not been increased at all. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CALKINS obtained the floor. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask the gentleman to yield to me one 
minute. 


propriation bill Hon. 
cers of the fat 


Mr. CALKINS. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, reserving time in which to reply. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The letter continues: 

The law of 1882 reduced the 288 engineers to 170, which is the present legal 
allowance—a totally inefficient number—which has to be increased by the em- 
ployment of machinists on the vessels whose names do not appear on the Regis- 
ter, but whose large pay appears on the * rolls. 

The present insane attempt to reduce the number of engineers and their posi- 
tion is greatly to the detriment of the naval service, and results from a most 
irrational jea! ny ss the part of the line officers. i sincerely trust that Con- 
poe ane discriminate between the motive of all this personal legislation and 
the propriety of it. 


I read also the following; 


When you asked him if the staff officers are not exposed to the same dangers 
as line officers he said.‘*Oh,no.” Now, sir, that is not so, for there are always two 
engineers on deck in battle, one at the bell-pull and one at the fire-hose. Tn the 
battle of Port Royal one engineer was instantly killed and another dangerously 
wounded on one ship; so theyare not oag exposed to the same danger on deck 
as line o rs, but are liable to be sealded to death below by shot entering the 
boilers. Take the case of the Kichmond and Oneida, in the Mississippi River 
and hundreds of other cases. I have nodoubt there were more engineers kill 
than line officers. As to the table that there were more line officers in 1342 than 
staff officers, you must remember there were no steamers then, Now engineers 
design and superintend the building of engines and ships, and the ships of to- 
day are vast steam-machines, requiring men of ability to manage them. 


I desire to say to the gentleman from Indiana that that appears to 
me quite a sufficient answer to the statement he made a few days ago. 

Mr. CALKINS. I hold in my hand a letter from the Secretary of 
the Navy, in which the information with reference to the line officers 
in 1842 is given to the Senate Committee and also to the Committee on 
Appropriations of the House. A reference to it will show I was en- 
tirely accurate in my statement. 

Now, I want to congratulate the committee that so far as personal 
legislation is concerned with reference to the staff and the line it has 
been stricken out of the bill already. But I want to say to the friend 
of my friend from Kentucky, that just such agitation as this, just such 
remarks as those contained in the letter which has been read, have kept 
the line and the staff constantly fomenting and fermenting. I would 
like to see it all stopped. I am not a friend to the line more than to 
the staff, though I have believed and do believe now that the Navy in 
the staff is top-heavy, and we ought to get rid of some of the dead woed 
of the Navy—lI do not use the expression offensively—in the staff. We 
are rid of it now, and let us go on with the bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr. THOMAS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 51 add the lowing: 

“t Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy shall convene a board of five ofi- 
cers of high rank, not less than captain, to investi the present retired-list of 
the Navy; and that all officers found on said retired-list by said board who have 


been placed there for reasons other than wounds, injuries, or disabilities, or for 
having reached the age of 62 years, shall be stricken therefrom.” 


Mr. THOMAS. TI yield one minute to the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Bearing on the subject I referred to a 
few moments ago, I have here some more interesting information for 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS]. I desire, as an offset to 
the arguments which have been advanced, to show some of the dangers 
to which the staff is exposed in time of battle the same as the line offi- 
cers under this new system of warfare, which did not exist in 1842. I 
desire in the one minute I have to submit some of the salient points on 
this subject which the gentleman from Indiana seems to have over- 
looked. I ask leave to have some memoranda on this subject printed 
as part of my remarks. 

There was no objection. 

The memoranda are as follows: 

Memoranda concerning the naval Pay Corps. 


Naval pay officers are only allowed clerks when on duty, and not always then— 
never when off duty. The clerk is allowed to the duty, not the individual. 
(See Revised Statutes, sections 1336, 1387,and 1388.) Thus, at the present time, 
with ninety-one pay officers on duty, twelve are without clerks and the remain- 
ing thirty-one, who are not on duty, bave no clerks; so that with one hundred 
and twenty-two pay officers now in the service there are only seventy-nine pay 
officers’ clerks, 

It is not a fact that pay directors and inspectors have too much rank to go to 
sea; there is nothing in the law which exempts them, nor is it a fact that they 
can not go because they would rank their commanding officers. Pay officers 
can never exercise command over line officers, but are always subo: evan oa f 
law to the commanding officer of the ship or station to which they are attached, 
even if this commanding officer is only a midshipman. 

Last year one pay director was at sea, and at the present time three pay in- 
spectors are at sea. More would no doubt be sent if there was any occasion 
for their services, but their most important duty is now on shore, where their 
sony experience is of avail, and they are enga; in purchasing materials for 
building new ships and repairing old ones, and for equipping and provisioning 
them all, and in disbursing the bie et ele rer made for the Navy. As their 
rank carries no pay, no saving would be effected by reducing it. 

It is a fact that pay officers share equally with all other officers in the dan- 
gers of a naval life, one being on each vessel of the Navy in war and peace, and 
equally ex; to all the a of destruction from shot, shell, and torpedoes 
in war, and to storm and shipwreck in 4 

There are seven pay officers now on the active list who were especialy ad- 
vanced in their grades by the President and Senate under the law for gallant 
service in action in the late civil war. One was with Cushing in the despernte 
but successful boat expedition to capture the ram Albemarle; one cut down an 
enemy who was about to kill his commanding officer on the deck of his vessel; 
one in ise carried dispatches for miles through an enemy's country and was 
specially thanked by Admiral Porter, and another was Admiral Porter's mili- 
tary secretary during his operations on the Mississippi River; one landed in a 
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small boat under fire at Fort Fisher and conveyed the wounded off to the ship, 
and another was himself wounded severely in the same action; one commanded 
a gunboat in the action in Roanoke Sound; one was killed with his 
commanding officer on the monitor Catskill off Fort Sumter while act as 
signal officer; one brought from Brazil the news of the capt of the Florida; 
-one commanded the powder division of the K: w. she captured the 
Alabama; and it was a frequent custom for that important division of ships in 
action to be in charge of the paymaster and his clerk throughout the late civil 


war. The lossesof the Pay Corps by shipwreck include every vessel lost at sea, 


the latest examples being the ill-fated Oneida and Huron, and of those now on 
the active-list not less than five have been w at sea. 

It is nota fact that the duties of pay officers are simply clerical. They com- 
bine all the functions of the Quartermaster’s, Commissary’s, and shy Bo wri 
ments of the Army, and require in one single naval corps the same integrity, 
business knowledge, and varied experience as those three army corps do. 


Mr. THOMAS. The reason for offering this amendment is this: the 
present appropriation for the retired-list ofthe Navy amounts to $713,450. 
I have given some time to the investigation of that retired-list, as well 
as of the active-list of the Navy. I find that under the law now when 
an officer comes up for promotion if he fails to show himself either 
morally, physically, or professionally fitted for promotion he goes on 
the retired-list. He is reported against if found deficient in any one of 
those requirements, and then, without regard to his age, instead of be- 
‘ing kept on the active-list to perform duty, he is shoved off on the re- 
tired-list. 

There are any number of officers to be found on the retired-list to-day, 
young men who were placed there, some because they were drunkards, 
others because their moral character was such as to disqualify them for 
promotion. Without having any other disability than that which they 
have brought upon themselves by their own immorality, by their lack 
-of attention to their profession, they are shoved off on the retired-list 
and pensioned at two-thirds of their full pay. 

I tell you that this retired-list ought to be weeded out. At least one- 
third of the offiders on the retired-list are there not on account of having 
reached the age of 62 years, or having been wounded in battle, or re- 
ceiving injuries in action, or on account of disabilities incurred in the 
line of their duty, but because they did not attend to their business 
and make themselves proficient in their profession, or because they con- 
tracted habits of immorality, or were guilty of other conduct that dis- 
qualified them for promotion. 

It seems to me it is the duty of Congress to organize this board and 
shave the retired-list investigated, so that those officers who have been 
put upon it simply because they were not fit for the service by reason of 
their own conduct should be stricken off. That is the object I have 
in view in offering this amendment. Every naval officer on the active- 
‘list, and every officer who has been put on the retired-list for wounds or 
injuries or disabilities incurred in honorableservice or for having reached 
the age of 62 years, knows that this amendment should be adopted. 
‘This retired-list should be weeded out, and I hope it will be done. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Will my colleague permit me to ask him 
:a question? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I desire to ask my colleague if he has ex- 
amined this subject so as to be able to assure us that his amendment, 
if adopted, might not affect some persons who have been put on the 
retired-list without fault of theirown? Is , by way of illustra- 
tion, the case of an officer who has been put on the retired-list on ac- 
countof insanity. Are all the men on that list which the gentleman’s 
amendment would reach men who should be stricken from the service 
without pay? May there not be some cases which the amendment 
would reach of officers who should not be stricken from the list? 

Mr. THOMAS. My amendment provides that all officers shall be 
stricken from the retired-list who have been placed there, not because 
they have reached the age of 62 years, not because of the wounds re- 
ceived in action or injuries incurred in the line of their duty, but be- 
cause of disqualifications resulting from their own misconduct. The 
causes which I have mentioned cover every possible contingency, ground, 
or excuse upon which this Government can pension an officer and put 
him on the retired-list. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, and the 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] as enti- 
tied to the floor. 

Mr. KASSON. I shall insist upon my point of order when the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] has concluded his remarks. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I understand that the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] refers simply to those officers 
who have been placed on the retired-list as the result of disqualifications 
tor which they alone are responsible. 

Mr. THOMAS. That is it. 

i Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. On account of their own immoral con- 
duct? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The purported object of the various measures 
‘which have been proposed here by the Committee on Appropriations 
‘has been the building up of the American Navy. I think that every 

ntleman who has spoken here has desired it to be understood that 

is object was in some way to benefit or improve that important branch 
of the public service. 

I have been surprised, however, to find that nearly every proposition 


introduced here, nearly every clause in this appropriation bill has been 
devoted to striking a blow at some part of the naval service. It seems 
to me that the effect of the legislation here proposed is to tear down 
and destroy, instead of to improve and build up, the American Navy. 

Let us look at this matter of the personnel of the Navy. I believe it 
is claimed by the gentlemen who are in the habit of deriding our naval 
establishment that we have nothing left but the mel of the Navy. 
I desire to say to them that while we have that left we have the most 
important part of a naval establishment. 

Gentlemen seem to think that we can strike from the rolls and put 
out of the service the officers who have been educated through yearsof 
faithful devotion to duty and through an unprecedented experience in 
peace and in war, and that when the time shall come that we may need 
them to maintain the honor and glory of the nation as they have in the 
past we can contract to be furnished with naval officers as we may con- 
tract to he furnished with guns and with ships. Idesire toimpress upon 
this House the fallacy of thatidea. We can not afford to ignore the fact 
that we have no longer a splendid merchant marine from which to call 
the trained and skilled seamen that might be needed to officer and man 
a large naval force in time of emergency. 

The most important thing which the American Congress can do to- 
day, in the depleted and disorganized condition of our naval service, is 
to retain the officers who know how to man and sail and tofighta navy 
when we shall build one. 

Mr. Chairman, there is another element involved in this discussion. 
There is an element of fair play and justice involved here. I find on 
the one side propositions to cut down sweepingly whole sections of the 
staff department of the Navy, and on the other to reduce by dozens and 
by thirties various grades of the line corps of the Navy. I submit, Mr. 
Chairman, that it is not seemly; it is not proceeding decently and in 
order for the American Congress to undertake to reorganize the Navy 
of the United States by cutting down in swaths men who have nobly 
served their country in the hour of danger. In this list of captains 
from which it is proposed to sweep off all beyond the numberof thirty 
I find the names of men in the prime of their lives to-day; men who 
have served their flag with a gallantry that will always illumine the 
pages of their country’s history. Among the names of those whom it 
has been proposed to thrust unceremoniously out of the service to which 
they have devoted their lives I see that of the gallant Kimberly, the 
executive officer of Farragut’s grand old war ship Hartford, who fought 
her batteries until the gun-deck was like a slaughter-house in the ter- 
rific and victorious passage of the forts at Mobile Bay. 

I see the name of Harmony, who followed the same heroic admiral 
through the fiery ordeals of the Mississippi, and who carried the flag 
from the Gulf five hundred miles inland to the first capital of the con- 
federacy. I see the name of Gillis, who, not content with fighting the 
enemy at long range, landed his sailors and joined in the siege of Span- 
ish Fort. And there are Benham and Braine and Irwin and Belknap 
and others who have equally deserved generous treatment at the hands 
of the Government they so bravely served in its time of need. Turn- 
ing to the list of commanders also selected for sacrifice in the name of 
economy, I find at the head of it the name of the intrepid Yates, and 
a few numbers below is that of the noble Greene, who took command 
of and so brilliantly handled the monitor when her indomitable cap- 
tain, Worden, was disabled and thought to have been fatally injured in 
that greatest of naval duels, which resulted in the defeat and subse- 
quent destruction of the rebel ironclad Merrimac. Andso I might go 
on citing the names of as loyal and gallant gentlemen as ever wore a 
sword, who have earned the gratitude of this nation, and who ought to 
be treated at least with justice by the Congress of the United States, 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. KASSON. I now insist on my point of order, that this propo- 
sition changes existing law without retrenching expenditures. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman will waive his point of order for 
a moment, I will take the floor and yield it to my colleague [ Mr. Bou- 
TELLE] that he may conclude his remarks. 

i Mr. KASSON. I will reserve the point of order a few moments 
onger. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I shall detain the House but a very few mo- 
ments; and I should not stand here to occupy its time for a single mo- 
ment did I not feel it my imperative duty, as an officer for a brief period 
in the Navy of the United States, to enter my protest against the pun- 
ishment and the degradation of men who deserve reward instead of 
indignity at the hands of the country they fought to preserve. 

I do notstand here, Mr. Chairman, as the champion of the line against 
the staff or the champion of the staff against the line. Istand here for 
justice to the gallant officers of the American Navy, line and staff, who 
stood at their posts, whether on the gun-deck or in the engine-room, or 
in the care of the wounded, throughout the time of trial when a navy 
meant something more than the ‘‘two logs with a flag floating over 
them,” as described by the gentleman from Tennessee; when it meant 
a great and powerful and beneficent agency for the salvation of the 
American Republic and the welfare of mankind. 

Mr. Chairman, I appeal to this House to take its violent and destruc- 
tive hands off the personnel of the American Navy. I appeal to this 
House that if this country has become so poor, if we are so lacking in 
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means, if there is so much need of economy that we must turn adrift 
men who have given the very flower and fruit of their lives to the 
country’s service, it should be done with some kind of system, with 
some kind of deliberation and thoughtfulness, with some sort of justice 
+o men who by steadfast devotion and glorious achievements deserve 
better of us than would seem to be the disposition of the House, so far 
as disclosed in this discussion. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I have sent to the desk an 
amendment to the amendment. I ask that it be read. 

Mr. KASSON. Ithink I must now insist on my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the amendment to the 
amendment, as sent up by the panene from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS], 
to be read for the information of the Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “for,” in the sixth line, and insert "disabilities 

ficers shall be 


arising out of the intemperate or immoral habits of such o 
pose xe Bh therefrom.” 


Mr. RANDALL, I insist that the point of order be now considered 
and decided. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] makes 


a point of order, which he will state. 
Mr. KASSON. I call the attention of my friend from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] to this clause of Rule XXI: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill er amendment thereto changing ex- 
isting law be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject-matter of 
the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the reduction of the number and salary 
- of the officers of the United States, by the reduction of the compensation of any 

person paid out of the Treasury of the United States, or by the reduction of 
amounts of money covered by the bill. 

That this proposition is germane may be admitted; but that is not 
enough. It must, according to the rule, retrench expenditures. A 
proposition to organize a commission of inquiry was ruled a little while 
ago by the present occupant of the chair to beoutof order. Now, the 
point is that the pending proposition does not necessarily retrench ex- 
penditures. It may possibly have such a result. But it assumes that 
there is a certain class of officers on the retired-list of which, as this 
question is now presented, the House has no knowledge. The propo- 
sition is to make inquiry, and if there be such officers then the result 
is to follow. Now, by looking at the Digest you will find this comment 
on the rule: 

This rule is rigidly enforced so far as relates to amendments offered in the 
House and in committee. 

And many members of the House will remember that at the last ses- 
sion this rule was in a case similar to this rigidly enforced; and the 
Committee of the Whole sustained the ruling of the Chair that it must 


appear positively that the necessary effect of the proposition is to re- 


trench expenditures. If the pending proposition be ruled in order, 
there might with equal propriety be presented a proposition for an in- 
quiry into the number of ships we have and whether any of them are 
sufficiently decayed to be sold, and if so, providing that they shall be 
sold. Thus the thing might go on to any extent. Consequently, as 
the Digest says, the rule is rigidly enforced that it must appear that 


the icular proposition will retrench tures. 
. HOLMAN. Irise to inquire whether this point of order was re- 
served in the first instance. 


The CHAIRMAN. It was. 

Mr. THOMAS. It is manifest the object, scope, and clear intent of 
this amendment are to reduce expenditure, and that its effect will be 
to reduce expenditure is clear to any one who will read it. Itdoes not 
stand on the same footing as the amendment organizing a 
joint committee of the House and Senate to take into consideration the 
system of rehabilitating and rebuilding the American Navy. It hasas 
its object the investigation of a subject-matter of this bill. The bill 
provides for an appropiation of $713,450 for a certain class of officers. 
This proposition has as its object the reduction of that amount by 
eliminating from the service a part of the beneficiaries. Therefore the 
effect affirmatively appears that it does retrench expenditures to the 
extent of the number of officers who may be dropped from the Register. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the creation of 
the commission does not necessarily involve the expenditure of money, 
because the officers are already paid by the Government. And thescope 
of the amendment, if such officers can be found on the retired-list, their 
being dropped would retrench nditure by taking them out of the 
Navy. The amendment is therefore ruled to be in order. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Let my amendment to the amendment be 
again read. 

The amendment to the amendment was again read. 

Mr. THOMAS. I accept that as a modification of my amendment. 

The question recurred on Mr. THOMAS’s amendment as modified, and 


it disagreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

For pay to ty officers, seamen, ordinary seamen, landsmen, and boys, in- 
cluding men in the engineers’ force and for the Coast Survey service, not exceed- 
ing 8,250 in all, $2,490,000, 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move the following amendment: 


Provided, The total number of officers shall not be increased above the present 
number until there are at least five seamen and enlisted men to every officer, 
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Mr. RANDALL. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. i we have heard a good deal 
during the discussion of this bill about the officers of the Navy. I 
would like to say a word about the seamen and enlisted men in the 
naval service, the men who, when the conflict comes, are expected to 
hold the deck and man the por 

I should like to inquire, first, of the gentleman in charge of the bill 
how many of this class there are and what is meant in the bill by ‘‘sea- 
men, ordinary seamen, Jandsmen, and boys?’ Who are included in 
the word ‘‘landsmen?’’ I find no such class in the Naval Register, 
but I find in the Official Register 3,600 men reported as on duty at our 
navy-yards and naval stations, serving in various capacities. Are these 
the ‘‘landsmen’’ referred to in the bill? They seem to be appropriated 
for nowhere else, and so I suppose they are included here. 

bi HUTCHINS. They are men who are enlisted, but not skilled 
sailors. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. These 3,600 men employed at naval yards 
and naval stations—civil employés I should think they were—and 200 
in the Coast Survey service, and 700 boys, and it leaves but about 3,500 
seamen and enlisted men in the naval service proper. That makes one- 
officer to every two, or at most three, seamen or enlisted men in this 
service. And yet we are told there are not too many officers. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KAsson] the other day seemed to- 
assume that in proposing to restrict the number of officers and cut 
down the expense in this direction we were attacking the Navy itself. 
I did not suppose our Navy consisted wholly of officers, or that its 
strength and efficiency depended on its officers alone. I had sup 
an eflicient navy required ships and seamen as well. What are the 
facts? Why, we have now sixty officers to every vessel in commis- 
sion, and yet we are told that there are none too many. There are 
eight to ten engineers to a vessel, and yet we must not reduce the staff. 
No matter if there are more officers to a ship than can stand on the 
decks, we must go on increasing their number. This bill appropriates 
$4,645,000 for pay of officers alone. The pay of seamen and enlisted 
men, deducting civil employés at navy-yards and the Coast Survey 
service, I take to be not over $1,750,000, or about one-third of the pay 
of the officers. And I find of the $385,000,000 that have been ex- 
pended since the war $100,000,000 has gone to pay the officers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE obtained the floor and yielded his time to 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Iam very much obliged to my friend from 
Virginia. 

I was saying, Mr. Chairman, thatof the entire expenditure connected 
with the Navy since the war $100,000,000 of it had been expended for pay 
of officers and about one-third as much for the enlisted men. How much 
of the balance has been ded or wasted at our navy-yards I am not 
able to state, although I have been endeavoring to get this information, 
but it must be a of the remaining sum; and I say to gentle- 
men on the other side of this House that you can not trace thirty mill- 
ions out of the three hundred and eighty which have been appropriated 
for the Navy to the constructionof vessels. It has gone in other direc- 
tions; a small of it to pay seamen and enlisted men and nearly 
a hundred millions to pay officers. The rest of it has gone where? 
Largely to waste; and that is the reason why we have no navy now. We 
have rege Mea neither seamen nor ships to correspond; that is our 
situation. there had been more of the money appropriated in past 
years judiciously applied to the construction of ships our Navy would 
not be so top-heavy with officers as it is. We would have more ships. 
The fault has been in the administration. I give here a single item to 
illustrate navy-yard expenditures and ship-building by the Government 
in the past. It is taken from Admiral Porter’s testimony before a Sen- 
ate committee: 

Senator BUTLER. Is there a navy-yard in the United States that could builda 
ship out and out now? 

Admiral Porter. There is. Ihad one built in a navy-yard once, and I assure 
you when I got through with her I weighed about forty pounds less than I did 
when I started; but we could build these in case of necessity. 

Senator Jongs. Whose fault was that? 

Admiral PORTER. She was a very small vessel. She cost $460,000 built ata 
navy-yard, and she could have been built at an outside establishment for 
$200,000 without any trouble at all. I know this certainly, because they charged 
everything to that small vessel. They charged one item alone of $80,000, work 
put on the Trenton, and other things of the same kind. One item, I think, was 
a hot-house for some one in the navy- 

Senator BUTLER. That becomes a very important fact, it seemsto me. 

Admiral Porter. You can never ascertain what a ship costs in a navy-yard. 

Senator Jones. What do you attribute that difference in cost to? 

Admiral PORTER. Politics. That is about the fact of it. The navy-yards are 
very much used for political pu , and very naturally. IfI was a politician 
I suppose I would do the same thing. IfI could get my friends into the navy- 
me , I presume I should do as others do; but at the same time, if I was in 


of the yard I would do all I could to stopit. But what I say is the fact, 
and it causes a great deal of the expense. 


Cicero says, ‘‘ economy is itself a great revenue.” If that principle 
had been applied in the administration of our naval affairs for the last 
twenty years and the revenue resulting from wise economy applied to the 
construction of vessels, instead of having. as now, twenty-five or thirty 
third or fourth class vessels, we might have several what might be 
called respectable ships; and in this regard I am glad to.seesigns of im- 
provement in the administration of naval affairs. I hope it will con- 
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tinue, and I think the Committee on Appropriations is moving in the 
right direction in restricting expenditures in directions that leave noth- 
ing to show for them at the end of the year. 

What may be saved from expenditures in navy-yards' and at naval 
stations and upon supernumerary officers in ten years will go a good 
ways toward building and mantaining vessels and permanently im- 
proving our naval system. 

I am in favor, Mr. Chairman, of adding to the number of ships and 
adding to the number of our seamen and to the general efficiency of the 
Navy. Not that I think we should enter upon the policy of attempting 
to make ourselves a great naval power to stand by the side of the other 
great naval powersof the world. That would be folly. Our geographical 
position on the globe does not require it. It has never been our policy 
to interfere in the affairs of other countries; and if we keep clear of 
entangling alliances and are just in our dealings with other countries 
we are in no danger of external war. No nation can afford to attack 
us, and will not if we are not ourselves at fault. Butshould we atany 
time determine on a different policy, and determine to become a great 
naval power, it would be necessary to start out, not with a half-dozen 
«cruisers, but to build at least a hundred ships, equal to the largest and 
best afloat, at a cost probably of three or four hundred millions of dol- 
lars. But I do not think it our policy to attempt anything of that 
kind. If we had started out on such a policy twenty years ago the 
ships we should have built and the we should have put on them 
would be of little use now. Naval architecture and naval gunnery 
have been and still are in a formative state. Europe has wasted more 
money on navies and naval armaments in the last half century than in 
any other way since the Crusades. 

We need, no doubt, to add somewhat to the number of our vessels 
and to improve their character, adopting the latest improvements, go- 
ing from wood and iron to steel, and in other ways increasing the effi- 
-ciency of our Navy to the extent required to protect our commerce and 
give us relatively more ships and more seamen to the number of officers. 
I know it is not the fault of the officers of the Navy that we have not 
more ships and more seamen, nor am I casting any reflection upon 
the personnel of the officers. Far from that. We have as efficient offi- 
cersas any other country. What I say isthat we have too many rela- 
tively to seamen and shi We want fewer officers or more ships. I 
find in referring tą the English naval service, from data I find in the 
Reform Almanac, a high authority, which gives the latest official pub- 
lication upon that subject, that with two hundred and forty-three naval 
vessels Great Britain has 57,000 seamen, including marines, and 4,000 
officers, being an average of one officer to about fifteen seamen and sey- 
enteen officers toa ship, while in our service we have one officer to two, 
-orat most three, seamen and enlisted men—the men who do the fighting 
when the struggle comes, if it shall ever come—and sixty officers to a 


ship. js 

I ask now to be allowed to add some and include a few items 
«covering some of the points to which I have thus briefly alluded. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania make the 
point of order upon the amendment? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Ohio. - 

‘The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For two secretaries, one to the Admiral and one to the Vice-Admiral, clerks 
to paymasters, clerks at i ions, navy-yards, and stations, and extra pay to 
men enlisted under honorable disc! ; commission and interest, transporta- 
tion of funds, exchange; mileage to o rs while traveling under orders Tn the 
United States, and for actual personal expenses of officers while traveling abroad 
under orders, and for traveling expenses of apothecaries,yeomen, and civilian 
-employés, and for actual and necessary traveling expenses of naval cadets while 
proceeding from their homes to the Naval Academy for examination and ap- 

intment as cadets, and for the payment of any such officers as may be in serv- 
‘ice, either upon the active or retired list, during the year ending June 30, 1885, 
in excess of the numbers of each class provided for in this act, and for any in- 
crease of pay arising from different duty, as the needs of the service may require ; 
for rent and furniture of ye ERAS a and offices not in navy-yards; expenses of 
ecourts-martial and courts of inquiry, boards of investigation, exam 
with clerks’ and witnesses’ fees, and traveling expenses and costs; stationery 
and recording; expenses of 


urchasing-paymaste 
including clerks, furniture, Kiet, serene and 


incidental expenses; newspa- 
pers an advertaine: fore ; telegraphing, foreign and onanoi 


telephones; copying; care of library; mail and express wagons, and livery an 
cb a fees; costs of suits; commissions, warrants, diplomas, and discharges; 
relief of vessels in distress, and eee ; recovery of valuables from shipwrecks ; 
quarantine expenses; care and transportation of the dead ; reports, professional 
investigation, cost of instruction, and information from abroad and the. 
collection and classification thereof, $375,000. r 


Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment in this 
connection. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


And all officers of the Navy shall be credited with the actual time they may 
have served as officers, clerks, or enlisted men in the regular or volunteer Arm 
or Navy or both, and shall receive all the benefits of such actual service in ail 
respects in the same manner as if all said service had been continuous and in the 
regular Navy, in the grade having graduated pay held by such officers at the 
time of the passage of this act. And the record ofall service ofevery such officer 
shall be entered in full opposite his name in the appropriate columns of the 
Naval in the same manner as service in the regular Navy is credited : 
Provi hat nothing in this clause shall be so construed as to authorize any 


rs’ offices at the various cities, 


change in the dates of commission or in the relative rank of such officers: Pro- 
savy bbe That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to giveany 
additional pay to any such officer during the time of his service in the volunteer 
Army or Navy. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I reserve the point of order upon that amendment 
until I hear an explanation from the gentleman as to its purport. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, if I am correctly informed, this amend- 
ment simply regulates the rules governing those men who served in the 
war as volunteers and afterward were enlisted in the regular service, 
giving them credit for the entire time, as is done in the Army, and hal 
been intended to be done for some time past in the Navy but by some dif- 
ficulty in the Department it is not in regular form and there is no rule 
or regulation that governs it. This is simply to prescribe the manner in 
which it shall be done. It does not increase the pay of any of these 
parties and does not increase expenditures. 

Mr. KASSON. I think that is right. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does it affect the longevity-pay ? 

Mr. MORSE. I do not know about that. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. I feel compelled to insist upon the point of order, 
for the reason that I would like, for one, to be able to examine this 
matter, as I think it may possibly increase the pay of some of these 
parties. It may, however, be a just and properamendment, and I only 
insist upon the point of order to gain time toexamine it. Iam willing, 
therefore, if it meets the viewsof the gentleman from Massachusetts, to 
ask unanimous consent that we may go on with the consideration of 
the bill, and afterward revert to this matter when we shall have had 
time to examine it. 

Mr. MORSE. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am willing, then, that it may go over until to- 
morrow. 

Mr. CALKINS. Until we have concluded the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam quite willing, as I have said, that it shall go 
over, and will ask unanimous consent that when we have finished the 
consideration of the bill we may return to this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. _Isthere objection to passing this matter over in- 
ener W to return to it after the remainder of the bill has been com- 
pleted ? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

For all emergencies and extraordi 
but impossible to be anticipated or 
the Navy Department or any of its 
ton, D. O., $15,000. 

Mr. BELFORD. I move to amend by striking out ‘‘ $15,000” and 
inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘ $50,000,000.” 

Here the Democratic party intend to make an appropriation for all 
emergencies and confine its amount to the enormous sum of $15,000! 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I rise toa point of order. The amendment has 
not been reported to the committee. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

In line % strike out “* $15,000" and insert in lieu thereof ‘'$50,000,000."" 


Mr. BELFORD. In view of all possible emergencies coming from 
any quarter of the world this pe Democratic party, with a majority 
of seventy on the floor of this House, proposes to appropriate the mag- 
nificent sum of $15,000. That is the measure of your generosity and 
fa eee of your capacity in dealing with great national questions. 

ter. 

I had oceasion yesterday to refer to the fact that when it became 
necessary to protect the great wool interest of this country you but- 
toned up your coats and ran out of this House like political cowards. 
What have we done here? Bismarck, the vizier of Germany, has sent 
you an insulting message, and in the very face of it you declare before 
the country that if Germany makes war on America you will, to per- 

tuate and protect our honor, vote the ificent sum of $15,000. 

Laughter.] The gentleman from New York assumes credit for having 
reduced the estimates for the naval service from twenty-two millions to 
fifteen millions—a reduction of seven millions. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania told me the other day, with the assurance that charac- 
terizes a citizen of P lvania, that I was a member of a decaying 
party. I never went to the city of Philadelphia to make a speech for 
the Democratie party, followed by a defeat by 13,000 majority, as that 
ntleman did. Probably it is he who belongs to a decaying party. 
ittsburgh has loomed up against him. Philadelphia has frosted and 
benumbed his Presidential aspirations, and he is as dead as Lazarus was 
without Jesus in sight to resurrect him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX, of New York. My friend from Colorado I know did not 
refer to me as ‘‘ the gentleman from New York;’’ though I have gath- 
ered from certain expressions of his that he really regards me as a gen- 
tleman. Thegentleman said yesterday that I ought not make speeches 
from manuscript but improvise them; and he paid me an elegant com- 
pliment. I know of but one little drawback to my making hes 
after the manner of my friend from Colorado. They get to be so diffu- 
sive and expensive to the public. But I know that my friend is noth- 
ing if he is not dramatic; and he is entitled, coming as he does from the 
very tops of the Rocky Mountains with the glad sunshine upon that 
noble brow [laughter]—he is entitled to be dramatic. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. BELFORD. I withdraw it. 

‘The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


BUREAU OF NAVIGATION. 


For foreign and local pilotage and were of ships of war; services and ma- 
terials in correcting com on board ship, and for adjusting and testing com- 
passes on shore; nau! and astronomical instruments, nautical books, maps, 
charts, and sii directions, and repairs of nautical instruments for ships of 
war; books for libraries of ships of war; naval signals and apparatus, namely, 
signal-lights, lanterns, rockets, running-lights, drawings, and engravings for sig- 
nal-books; compass-fittings, including binnacles, tripods, and other appendages 
of ships’ compasses; logs an pagent liances for measuring the ship's ways, and 
leads and other appliances for sounding; lanterns and lamps, and their append- 
ages, for general use on board ship, including those for the cabin, ward-room, and 
steerage, for the holds and pAr a Tiad for decks and quartermasters’ use; 
aa other materials for flags, and making and repairing flags of all kinds; 
oil for ships of war, other than that used in the engineer department; candles 
when u: as a substitute for oil in binnacles and running-lights; chimneys and 
wicks and soap used in the navigation department; stationery for commanders 
and navigators of vessels of war and for use of courts-martial; musical instru- 
ments and music for vessels of war; steering-signals and indicators, and speak- 
ing-tubes and gongs for communication on board vessels of war; and 
for introducing electric lights on board vessels of war, not exceeding $5,000; in 
all, $75,000. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. By instructions of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

On 6, on line 120, after the word “war,” insert ‘civil establishment.” 
And nine 121 and 122 strike out "$75,000" and insert ‘* $80,000,” 

Mr. HUTCHINS. The effect of this will be to add $5,000 to the ap- 
propriation for the civil establishment. 

Mr. MORSE. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
**$80,000,’? and inserting ‘‘$110,000.’’ 

I simply wish to state that I am assured by the gentleman in charge 
of that bureau that you may just as well appropriate $10 as appropriate 
$75,000 or $80,000. It is impossible for him to do the work which he 
is required to do during the next year unless he can have the whole 
$110,000. I simply make that statement on his behalf because he as- 
sures me there must be a deficiency. It is impossible for him to do the 
work which it is intended he shall do with the amount appropriated by 
this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee discussed this subject and gave 
careful examination to the matter. We differed with the chief of the 
bureau. We gave $12,000 above what was expended last year for the 
purposes enumerated in the paragraph. It will also be observed that 
the next 1908s (At appropriates $30,000 for the navigation outfit of the 
four new cruisers. There is therefore an adequate amount it does 
seem to me for the purpose of fitting out what is to be the active Navy 
in the future service of the country. 

Mr. MORSE. I send to the Clerk’s desk, not to be read, because it 
would take too much time, but that it may be printed as a part of my 
remarks, a statement showing the appropriation for every year from 
1866 until the present time for this branch of the Department and the 

for which it has been used. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks that the 
memorandum to which he refers be printed inthe RECORD. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

The memorandum is as follows: ` 


priation, ‘‘Navigation and navigation 


Amounts dppropriated under appro, \ 
supplies,” from 1866 to 1884 inclusive. 


It will be seen from the above amounts that the appropriation for su plying 
naval vessels with the necessary articles of navigation outfit has steadily n 
decreased from $192, for 1866-'67 to $100,000 for 1883-84. 

In carry, oe of the coal we amount of navigation stores of an imperishable 
nature on hand at the expiration of the civil war of 1561-65, and the great re- 
duction in the number of vessels in commission, the Bureau of Navigation has 
been able to continue to supply our vessels with instruments for navigating, 
which, though not always of the most improved forms, still answered the pur- 
pose for which they were originally purchased. 

The steadily decreasing appropriation from drag to year has prevented the 
bureau from obtaining better and safer but at the same time more costly ap; 
ratus for deep-sea and coast sounding, improved compasses, and more durable 


mired. 
e quantity of stores has gradually grown less from year to year, and a por- 
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tion of them have become impaired, while the appropriation has steadily de- 


The fear rh penn at no time since 1866 would have been sufficient to provide 
our vessels with proper outfits, had we not had on hand asupply purchased dur- 
ing the civil war. 

the second section of the act approved Au; 5, 1882, requiring all stores 
an ans rg found by a board of appraisers to be “unserviceable” to be sold, 
the supplies, which might have been utilized to a certain extent in the absence 
of more improved and better articles, were still further reduced. 

Such an inadequate supply is now on hand that the bureau felt obliged to 
oe an estimate for the navigation outfit of the four new steel cruisers now 
building. 

In consequence of the order from the Navy Department directing command- 
ing officers not to employ pilots except when the pati ror te was exceptionally 
difficult a considerable amount of money was saved, which has been utilized in 
purchasing a small number of new et my a limited quanity of navigational 
sounding machines, and in furnishing ships in commission with needful supplies. 

Notwithstanding the greatest care and economy in 7 taken , bills have been 
received since the close of the fiscal year of 1882-'83 from peak p) on foreign sta- 
tions, for necessary supplies and expenses, exceeding the appropriation for the 
same fiscal year by the amount of from $3,000 to $4,000. 

It was impossible to provide for this deficiency, which would have been larger 
had not the amount paid for pilotage been greatly reduced in consequence of 
the Department's order. 

The amount reported from the Appropriations Committee for “ navigation and 
navigation supplies” for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, is $75,000, an amount 
entirely inadequate for the purpose for which it is to be appropriated, A proper 
administration of the bureau would require twice this amount, and should the 
= ee bill as reported become a law there must inevitably result alarge 

eficiency. 


Mr. CALKINS. ‘This is the item which has been cut down substan- 
tially $25,000. There wasan appropriation last year for this bureau of 
$100,000, of which $37,000 was saved on account of pilotage, and ex- 
pended in purchasing charts, compasses, &c., for the equipment of ships 
of war. The reason why there was an effort on the part of the chief of 
this bureau to save this money was that he might be enabled to pur- 
chase these necessary articles for the equipment of the vessels. 

He made an extraordinary effort to save it, did save it, and expended 
it in that way. The Committee on Appropriations of this House found 
it out, and they now propose to deprive him of $25,000 of the saving he 
made, which is simply to take so much from the amount which might 
be expended for charts, apparatus, &c., for which he would otherwise 
expend the savings. 

Mr. RANDALL. They are operating under the 20 per cent. clause. 

Mr. CALKINS. Not if we pass this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. The law is 20 per cent. 

Mr. HISCOCK. This bill will be the law for next year, and you 
propose to change it to 30 per cent. 

Mr. RANDALL. Two of the 1 vessels of the Navy are likely 
to go off the Register even with the 30 per cent. clause. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not desire to discuss this matter at any length. 
I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] this 
question: Will not the effect of this reduction be to reduce the number 
of ships in commission ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I think not. 
ciency this year. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand there is no deficiency this year, but I 
ask, if we give a less sum for next year than was given for this will it 
not reduce the number of ships in commission? 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no decrease of the amount that was ex- 
pended for the things included in this paragraph; in fact, we increase 
the amount by $12,000. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is the gentleman willing to assure the committee 
that the effect of this reduction will not be to reduce the number of 
ships in commission ? 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘Then, why did you not give $137,000 last year? 

Mr. HISCOCK. We made our appropriations upon the basis of re- 
taining a certain number of ships in commission. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. Mors to in- 
crease the appropriation to $110,000; and upon a division there were— 
ayes 58, noes 87. 

So (no further count being called for) the amendment of Mr. Morse 
was not agreed to. 

The amendment of Mr. HUTCHINS to increase the appropriation to 
$80,000 was then agreed to. A 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 

For navigation outfit of the four new steel cruisers, $30,000. 
For erection of compass-testing house, $7,000. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move to insert as an additional paragraph that 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For the publication of professional papers, $10,000. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. I reserve all points of order on that amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL, I make the point of order absolute; we will lose 
too much time otherwise. 

Mr. THOMAS. “I think we had better discuss the point of order now. 
I want to say, however, that this amendment is offered at the request of 
the Department, which says that it is necessary to have this money to 
publish the reports and professional papers required to be put into the 
hands of officers going to sea. 

Mr. RANDALL. In answer to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
THoMAS], I will say that if that were even true, which I do not know, 
the item should not come in here. It onght to come in the bill pro-- 


On the contrary, there is no defi- 
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viding for printing. Thereisa deficiency in the appropriation tor print- 
ing for the Navy Department which the committee is now considering. 
We desire to break up this general system of printing in the Depart- 


ments. 
Mr. THOMAS. This printing is not done, as the gentleman inti- 
by the printing bureau ; it isdone by the Departments only when 
ially ordered. Itisfor that purpose, and that alone, that the amend- 
ment is offered. It was sent here in the identical words I have used in 
the amendment, and I was asked by the Department to offer it, as it was 
absolutely necessary. 

Mr. RANDALL. In the allotment of the appropriation for public 
printing there is given to the Navy Department $75,000. Wehayvenow 
before us an estimate for deficiency for the current year for that Depart- 
ment of $20,000, I think ; certainly for $10,000, and I think for $20,000. 

If thisitem should goin anywhere it should go into the bill providing 
for printing; but Ido not think it should go in anywhere; it was not in 
last year. I will say again that so far as I can understand the purpose 
of the Printing Committee of this House and of the Committee on Appro- 

iations, it is their desire to break up this wholesale printing by the 

partments, for which these enormous sums of money are expended. 
I think we will have the co-operation of the Secretary of the Navy in 
that respect. He himself has stated—I do not think I violate any con- 
fidence in so saying—he himself has stated to the subcommittee on ap- 
ropriations aney P the subject of deficiencies, as the gentleman 
om Indiana will remember, that he has stopped this character of print- 
ing in the Navy Department. Therefore we have the Committee on 
Printing of this House, the Committee on Appropriations of this House, 
and the Secretary of the Navy all working in the same direction. 

Mr. CALKINS. Iwould ask the chairman of the Committeeon Ap- 
propriations [Mr. RANDALL] in what bill the printing for the Depart- 
ments is provided for? AR 

Mr. RANDALL. In the sundry civil appropriation bill. Thisitem 
was not provided for last year at all. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the point of order 
is well taken. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


BUREAU OF ORDNANCE, 


For peat, producing, and preserving ordnance material; for the arma- 
ment of ships; for fuel, tools, materials, and labor to be used in the eral work 
of the Ordnance De ment; for furnitureat magazines, at the o) ce dock, 
New York, and at naval experimental battery, $100,000, 


Mr. HUTCHINS. By instruction of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

s De ” in th h just read, insert 

a Paeron pat ad arei fe plae sere the mirid pynig , api danker ai from 
$100,000 to $105,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT AND RECRUITING, 


, and for the pay- 
ment of laborin equipping vesselsand manufacture of equipment articles in the 
seve navy-yards, $700,000. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. I am instructed by the committee to offer an 
amendment, which I ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert, after the words “receiving-ships,” in line 161, the words “for the civil 
establishment,” and change the amount of the appropriation from $700,000 to 
$707,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALKINS. In my general remarks on this bill I stated that in 
my judgment this bureau ought to be consolidated with the Bureau of 
Provisions and Clothing. But I shall offer no amendment now for that 


purpose. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS. 

For ponam maintenance of yards and docks, namely: For freights and trans- 
portation of materials and Morta nooks; models, maps, and dra ; purchase 
and repair of fire-engines; inery; repairs on steam nes, and at- 
tendance on the same; purchase and maintenance of oxen and horses, and driv- 
ing teams, and timber-wheels, and all vehicles for use in the navy-yards, 
and tools and repairs of the same; dredging; postage on letters and other mailable 
matter on public service, and tel ; furniture for Government houses and 
offices in the navy-yards; coal and other fuel; candles, oil, and gas; cleaning 
and clearing up yards and care of public buildings; attendance on fires, lights, 
fire-engines and apparatus; for clerical and incidental labor at navy-yards; 
water-tax, and for toll and ferriages; rent of four officers’ quarters at League 
Island; pay of the watchmen in the dd dren and for awning and packing- 
boxes, and advertising for yards and d purposes, $200,000. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. Bydirection of the Committee on Appropriations, 
I move to amend by inserting, after the words ‘‘ pay of the watchmen 
in the navy-yards,’’ in lines 197 and 198, the words “' for the civil es- 
tablishment;’’ and by changing the amount of the appropriation from 
$200,000 to $220,000. 

The amendment was to. ` 

Mr. MAYO. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, in lines 199 and 200, by adding, after “ ;” “and for building a 
first-class ice-boat to keep o] the Potomac River to the navy- at Washing- 
ton, not to cost more than $100,000,” and substitute for “ ,000™ *“ $300,000."" 


Mr. HUTCHINS. I makea point of order on that amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

BUREAU OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY. 

For support of the Medical Department: For surgeons’ necessaries for vessels 
= omai navy-yards, naval stations, Marine Corps, and Coast Survey, 
Mr. HUTCHINS. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to move the following amendment: 

Strike out the words ‘‘ $40,000” and insert “ and for the civil establishment at 
ee several naval hospitals, navy-yards, naval laboratory, and Naval Academy, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the maintenance of the civil establishment at the several naval hospitals, 
navy-yards, naval laboratory, and Naval Academy, $20,000. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. By direction of the Committee on Appropriations, 
I move to strike out the clause just read. As the committee will ob- 
serve, this appropriation of $20,000 is, by the amendment just agreed 
to, transferred to the paragraph relating to the support of the Medical 
Department. The adoption of this amendment will not make any re- 
duction of the amount appropriated by the bill. 

The amendment was steed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The Committee of the Whole rose informally; and Mr. HOLMAN hav- 
ing taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message, in writing, from 
the President of the United States was communicated to the House b 
Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the Presi- 
dent had approved and signed a bill and joint resolution of the follow- 
ing titles: 

nese iE R. 1482) making all public roads and highways post- 
roads: an : 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 186) for the relief of Frank Galt. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR. 


; wear, tear, and 
protection of the 


ship of the same size and like material: Provided further, That nothing herein 
eontained shall deprive the Secretary of the moat of the authorit; to order 
re} in foreign waters or on the high seas, so 
be necessary to bring them home. 

Mr. CALKINS. Irise to make a point of order. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. CALKINS. I will reserve my point of order until the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. HurcHrys] shall have 
been submitted and acted upon. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. By instructions by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions I offer the amendment which I send to the di 

The Clerk read as follows: 
wo at ee ees on 8.909.600" and tn 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALKINS. I now make a point of order against the first pro- 
viso of the paragraph just read: 


My point of order is that this proviso changes the existing law, which 
fixes 20 per cent. instead of 30 per cent., as here proposed; and the 
proviso also increases expenditures. When I made a point of order 
against the first clause in this bill the Chair held—— 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman will recollect, I think —— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifmycolleague [Mr. CALKINS] will permit me—— 

Mr. CALKINS. The gentleman will wait till I finish my sentence. 
The Chair held that an incidental reduction would bring a provision 
within the rule. 

I want the same rule applied all the way through the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The provision of law referred to by my colleague 
providing for repairs not exceeding 20 per cent. is, if I understand the 
matter, a provision of the current navy appropriation bill and is not 
applicable to each successive appropriation. Now I do not think my 
colleague will say there is a Jaw on this subject except a law of inci- 
dental appropriation. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Indiana is mistaken. 
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appropriation bill it was fixed at 20 per cent., and that only applied to 
the bill passed at that year and for the fiscal year during. which that 
bill ran. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is exactly what I have said. 

Mr. HISCOCK. While the provision ingrafted in the present appro- 
priation bill for the next fiscal year is a permanent provision applying 
not only to that but to all succeeding years. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is because it is not the law now. 

Mr. HOLMAN, But merely an incidental appropriation for the cur- 
rent fiscal year. 

Mr. HISCOCK. As I remember it, and I believe I am correct, the 
provision in the appropriation bill for the current fiscal year applies 
only to the expenditure of the money carried by that bill. That is for 
the present fiscal year; while on the contrary the provision contained 
in the pending appropriation bill is not only permanent legislation for 
the money carried by that bill, but is also permanent legislation for 
the future. 

Mr. CALKINS. Let us see how this matter stands, for we might as 
well understand it now as at any other time, and it will prevent dis- 

ent hereafter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. One word in answer to the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. CALKINS. One word, and I will yield to my colleague. I do 
not believe there is any dispute between us. My recollection is the 
same as that of the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Hiscock], that 
last year the provision in relation to the 20 per cent. limit was applied 
to the amount carried by that bill, and in this bill it is a permanent 
law fixing it for all time. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. It does reduce expenditure for, according to the 
gentleman’s own interpretation if you do not retain the provision con- 
tained in this bill there will be then no restriction on the expenditure 
of the amount appropriated, and the whole appropriation may be used 
for repair of wooden ships. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from New York is mistaken. The bill 
making appropriations for the Navy for the present year uses this lan- 
guage: 


Provided, That no part of this sum shall be applied to the repairs of any wooden 
ship when the estimated cost of such repairs, to be appraised by a competent 
board of naval officers, shall exceed 20 per cent. of the estimated cost, appraised 
in like manner, of a new ship of the same size and like material: Provided fur- 
ther, That nothing herein contained shall deprive the Secretary of the Navy of 
the authority to order repairs of ships damaged in foreign waters or on the high 
seas, 80 as may be necessary to bring them home. 

As a matter of course that last clause has no application to this, and 
the limit of 20 per cent. provided for in that bill applies only to the 
current fiscal year. In that view of the matter there is then no law on 
the subject. In the present bill it is proposed to make it permanent, 
and certainly the effect must inevitably be to reduce the expenditure. 

Mr. CALKINS. I will withdraw the point of order, and will move 
to strike out ‘‘thirty”’ and insert “twenty; and this, Mr. Chairman, 
brings the House face to face with this single proposition whether we 
are to go on as we have in the last thirty or forty years expending the 
money we appropriated for the naval establishment in the repair of 
wooden ships which are now in commission. 

I have a statement here prepared by the Secretary of the Navy show- 
ing the amount the Bureaus of Construction and Repair and Steam- 

i ing have expended since 1867 in the repair of these wooden 
ships which now belong to the Navy. 
t is as follows: 


Memoranda of Bureau of Steam-Engineering. 


Date of warrant. ppropriation, 
July 2, 1868 .. $650, 000 00 
July 1,1869... 650, 000 00 
March 10, 1 500, 000 00 
July 31,1870 1, 000,000 00 
July 1, i871... 1, 160, 000 00 
August 27, 1, 650, 000 00 
August 25, 2, 300, 000 00 
January 24, 187: 335, 000 00 
July 30, 1874... 1, 800, 000 00 
July 17,1875 1, 800, 000 00 
August 31, 1876 942, 500 00 
July 31, 1877 942, 000 00 
-June 27, 1878.. *1, 423, 876 67 
July 2, 1878 800, 000 00 
July 22,1 800, 000 00 |. 
August 2, 1880 800, 000 00 
April 15, 1881 75, 000 00 
April 15, 1881 75, 000 00 
July 29, 1881 800, 000 00 
Ai sl, +212, 000 00 
October 4, 1882... 1, 600, 000 00 
136 00 


5,992,708 67 | 15,322, 804 00 


* Deficiency appropriation. 
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Bureau of Construction and Repair. 


| | 
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Rebuilding Puritan, 
Terror, Miantono- 


goma, Omaha, Pily- 
mouth, 
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BGERSER 82 
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Balance on hand. 


It will be seen that some $44,803,532.28 has been 
Bureau of Construction and Repair and $21,315,512.67 by the Bureau 
of Steam Engineering, making in all a sum of between $65,000,000 and 


ded by the 


$66,000,000 which has been expended in repair of wooden ships, which 
annually require of us still other repairs. The question which now 
confronts the committee is whether we shall go on pouring out our 
Treasury in the repair of these ships, or place on the bureaus here a law 
so that we may drift into the making of steel cruisers and change the 
entire construction of our Navy. If this clause restricting the repairs 
to 30 per cent. be allowed to stay in the bill, then I say the amount ap- 
propriated is entirely inadequate to the necessities of the service. There 
is under the 20 per cent. clause $400,000 of deficiency. You propose to 
give the sum this year you gave last year, and yet to increase the amount 
from 20 to 30 per cent., which will increase the expense one-third, or 
else all our vessels will go out of commission. 

If you leave this 30 per cent. clause in, the only thing you can do 
logically is to provide for $400,000, which makes up the deficiency, and 
add one-third, making $300,000 more, or $1,700,000 in all, instead of 
the amount you provided by the bill. That is all you can do to act 
wisely. If you leave it at 20 per cent., then $1,400,000 is required, be- 
cause, as the Secretary of the Navy informs us, there will necessarily 
be $400,000 deficiency. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let me ask the gentleman from Indiana 
how long it would be under the 20 per cent. rule before all of the 
wooden vessels of the Navy would go out of commission? 

Mr. CALKINS. That of course would be only guess, and the gentle- 
man from Ohio can doubtless give as ready an approximation to the 
time as I could. $ 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have heard it stated that four years 
would suffice, and that by the end of that time we would have no 
wooden vessels. 

Mr. CALKINS. That I think is a mistake. It would take a con- 
siderably longer period—perhaps ten or twelve years. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I believe that this 30 per cent. clause 
ought to be retained, and I entertain that belief because I perceive on 
the other sideof this House an unwillingness to create or help to create 
a steel navy. Meantime weare going to find ou:selves under the opera- 
tion of the 20 per cent. clause without the vessels which are absolutely ` 
necessary for the ordinary purposes of a navy in times of peace. 

As I am informed, the 20 per cent. clause is not in the interest of 
economy, if we intend to repair wooden ships at all. We are practi- 
cally voting to throw away 80 per cent. of the value of our wooden ships. 
For myself I do not believe that is wise economy. I believe that 30 

cent. is as low a level as we ought to strike for in this matter; but 
I believe, on the other hand, with the gentleman from Indiana, that 
with the 30 per cent. clause we ought to have an increase of the appro- 
priations, because by retaining that clause we declare a policy that we 
shall repair such vessels as retain 70 per cent. of their value; and if we 
repair such ships we will need an appropriation of a million and a half 
dollars at least. 

I am in hopes that the House, after voting in the 30 per cent. clause, 
will ize the logical result of its own action and vote a million and 
a half of dollars for repairs, instead of the sum proposed by this bill. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. The Committee on Appropriations inserted that 
clause in consequence of a recommendation on the part of the chief of 
the Bureau of Constructionand Repair. The committee thoughtif the 
20 per cent. clause was retained that in the course of the next three 
years there would be a large reduction in the number of wooden ves- 
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sels, some of which we can ill afford to spare; and in the course of the 
next five or six years, from natural causes, a large number—in fact, 
nearly all of the wooden vessels would be blotted from the Register. 
That is the substance of the report which has been made to us, and I 
need not quote from it further. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I wish also to call attention to the fact that the 
Senate, in voting for the construction of seven additional steel cruisers, 
has inserted asection, the fourth section of their bill, incorporating this 
30 per cent. limit, which bill passed the Senate by a majority. I 
believe $1,000,000 is enough to rican! eng for the repair of such ships 
as may need repair, and still retain this 30 per cent. clause. 

Now, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], in his few remarks, 
stated that he was in favor of it because this side of the House had an- 
nounced a determination not to proceed with the construction of steel 
cruisers. I am sure the gentleman did not mean to be unfair—— 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman will it me, I meant to say that 
the action of this side of the House on the bills presented here shows 
that to be true, and from those bills my inference was drawn. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Then if the gentleman and his side of the House 
when they voted last year for the construction of four steel cruisers 
thought it so imperative that that number should be larger, why, when 
they had the power to do so, did they not pass a bill increasing the 
number ? 

Mr. REED. If I may interrupt the gentleman to respond I will say 
that our side of the House intended to go on and add another four this 
year, if we had been providentially assisted in retaining the control of 
this House. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Then we have nowa bill for seven in place of four, 
and therefore the gentleman ought to be satisfied, because he gets three 
more than he expected. 

Now, we appropriated for these steel cruisers everything that the Sec- 
retary of the Navy declared was necessary. Why, then, should the gen- 
tleman from Mainemake suchastatement? Itisnotright. Itismade 
for effect. It is made to go out to the country as an intimation ofan in- 
correct allegation that the Democratic party is op to the building of 
the steel cruisers. It is not true that they are in favor of withholding 
the appropriations for that purpose. The Democratic side of this House 
is in favor of appropriating all that is necessary for carrying on the con- 
struction of these vessels and the putting of the Navy in proper shape. 
The present bill gives all of the money for the completion of these cruis- 
ers that is necessary for their completion in all respects in accordance 
with the purpose for which they are now being built. 

But, Mr. Chairman, let me say to the gentleman from Maine now 
that the Navy Department itself is a divided house upon this very ques- 
tion. We havea report here of testimony from the Chief of the Bureau 
of Construction and Repair, giving a statement that in his judgment 
these cruisers will be failures, and he stands at the head of the depart- 
ment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then why do you appropriate a dollar for them? If 
you believe they are failures, why not stop and not give a cent for them? 

Mr. RANDALL. We make up our own appropriation bills. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. The gentleman from New York asks why we do 
not stop appropriating for these steel cruisers. This is the reason: It 
is an experiment, and we propose to goon with the experiment and test 
the question. And the other side will be responsible. They com- 
menced these cruisers. They passed the first enactment in regard to 
them. They set them onthe stocks. They have gone so far with the 
construction of them, and if they are to bea failure we propose that the 
other side shall be responsible for it and not we. 

Mr. RANDALL, I move to strike out the last word. A few min- 
utes ago there was some controversy as to what the Chief Constructor 
did say in reference to these cruisers. I hold in my hand the testimony 
taken by the Senate committee and printed by order of the Senate. 
Here is what he says, and gentlemen can draw their own inferences as 
to what he means. When Chief Constructor Wilson was being exam- 
ined as to these cruisers the chairman of the Senate committee asked 
him the following question: 

You think they will be failures practically? 

Chief Constructor Wilson replied: 


I think these vessels will practically be failures as sea-going vessels. In smooth 
water there is no question but that they will have speed and that they will go 
along very nicely; but in a sea I believe they will be a failure. 


Now the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] contradicted me a 
moment ago and thought I was mistaken as to the testimony given by 
that officer. Ido not think I was. It will be seen that my remark in 
that respect was warranted by the actual testimony given. 

Mr. THOMAS. My statement was based upon the statement of the 
Chief Constructor himself. In a conversation had with me he said it had 
been reported that he had denounced the new cruisers as failures, and 
he said he had not done anything of the sort; that what he meant to 
say was that he had some objections to them; that. he thought they 
should have some more sail power and that they were objectionable in 
some respects; but he did not mean to say they were failures at all. It 
was on his statement that I made the remark I did, without having read 
his testimony before the Senate committee. 
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Mr. RANDALL. I rely upon what I have read as showing the nature 
of his testimony; and I suppose he said the same as he would have 
done if under oath. 

Mr. THOMAS. After looking at the printed evidence on which the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania based his statement, I see he was en- 
tirely warranted in what he did say. At the same time I make this 
explanation as to the source from which I received my information, 
not having read the report of the Chief Constructor’s evidence. Hav- 
ing seen certain reports in the newspapers that he had made such state- 
ments, he said to me he had not, s 

Mr. HUTCHINS. If the gentleman will read on further in the 
testimony of the Chief Constructor he will find that he made other ob- 
jections to those cruisers. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I want to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a 
question. Does he believe the amount carried by this bill for con- 
struction and repair will be sufficient for the bureau if the percentage 
be raised to 30? 

Mr. RANDALL. I believe an economical administration of the 
million dollars appropriated will be adequate at the 30 per cent. rate, 
which really affects but a few vessels. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is a general expression. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam not a pautical man, and do not know that I 
can be more definite. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understood the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
CALKINS] to say that $400,000 would besufficient to repair the vessels, 
only expending 20 per cent. upon them for the current year. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman last year—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask the gentleman to hear me out. I know what 
we gave last year. But I understood the gentleman from Indiana to 
say that if the Secretary of the Navy repairs those vessels only upon 
which 20 per cent. can be expended, then there is a sufficiency to com- 
plete the repairs to the amount of $400,000. 

Mr. CALKINS. It has been so reported to me. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, as I understand it, you reduce the appropria- 
tion $100,000, increasing the rate to 30 per cent. If this be true will 
there not be a deficiency—that is, d failure to repair up to the limit you 
have fixed? 

Mr. RANDALL. I voted in the committee fora million dollars, be- 
lieving that that would be adequate for all the repairs under 
the increase of 10 per cent. as provided in the bill. But Ialso wantto 
insert in this bill, and have asked the Secretary of the Navy to prepare 
an amendment, which he has prepared and which I have in my hand, to 
prevent the Secretary of the Navy spending in seven months the allot- 
ments by this Congress for twelve months. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman just keep calm? I want to 
add after line 272 a proviso that this amount shall be apportioned in 
monthly installments during the next fiscal year, and the apportion- 
ment shall be adhered to except in some emergency. I am willing to 
give the Secretary a discretion in case of emergency, but not otherwise. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand the practice in the Department is pre- 
cisely what the gentleman’samendment provides for. That is the prac- 
tice there this year. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think there would be no deficiency if that was 
law. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, well, let us understand about this deficiency. 
Let us have it fully understood by the committee. I say, and assert 
that the practice of this bureau is to divide the appropriation into 
monthly allowances, and that this amendment which the Secretary of 
the Navy has sent here will not change the practice at all. 

Mr. RANDALL. I say that they have not done that this current 
year or there would not be a deficiency. 

My. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman hear me out? As to the defi- 
ciency, I say there is no deficiency. I say the money has not been ex- 
pended. Now, what is the condition of things? 

Mr. RANDALL. But the gentleman—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Hear me, and we will have no misunderstanding 
about it, for I believe I am right. The Secretary of the Navy says that 
if he repairs all the ships in the service under the law which allows him 
to expend for repairs 20 percent. of the appraised value of the ships he 
will require $400,000 more for that purpose than was given him. Does 
the gentleman understand me and follow me? I wish the gentleman 
w understand me upon this point. I say there no deficiency in that 

ureau. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is a mere quibble. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, no. 

Mr. RANDALL. There will be a deficiency. . 

Mr. HISCOCK. Wait a moment. Iam sorry that the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED] took the attention of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RAXDALL] so that he has not followed me in my remarks. 
I hope that, if I require it, some gentleman will give me a portion of 
his time. 

Mr. REED. I will do so, after your reference to me. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What I say is this: This money is expended by that 
bureau in monthly allotments. There is no deficiency there. There 
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is the appropriation, and the portion of it for the remainder of the year is 
there now. But what the Secretary of the Navy says is that if he re- 
pairs all the ships which he has the right under the law to repair, pro- 
vided he has money enough for it under the law permitting him to ex- 
pend for repairs 20 per cent. of the appraised value of the ships, he will 
need $400,000 more to do the work than we have given him. That is 
what he says. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. REED. I will take the floor and yield my time to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. ` 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is the condition of things. There is no defi- 
ciency there, and there can be no deficiency there. The only question 
is, how many ships do you desire to have repaired and kept in commis- 
sion? That is what I desire to impress upon the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

The Secretary of the Navy can spend no more money than you give 
him. He has no objection to your making this requirement for monthly 
allotments for the next fiscal year. I understand that from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. But the point I make is that for the current year 
he has not money enough to repair all the ships within the limit of the 
law of the current year. 

And now, when you change that limitand provide that a larger num- 
ber of ships may be repaired and at the same time do not increase the 
amount of the appropriation, certainly your bill is subject to the objec- 
tion made to it by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS]. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman last year, or the committce over 
which he presided, reported an appropriation of $1,000,000 for this pur- 

The bill went to the Senate and that body added $100,000, mak- 
ing the appropriation $1,100,000, with the verbal understanding some- 
where, not of record in the statute, that the increased amount was to 
be expended at Mare Island in the further construction of the Mohican, 
I think, a wooden steamer. We have given in this bill the necessary 
money to finish it. 

I say that the Secretary of the Navy, in a communication which I 
hold in my hand, informs us that on the 1st of January, 1884, there 
was in the Treasury available of that appropriation of $1,000,000 the 
sum of $88,678. Now, gentlemen will see at once that whether it be the 
rule or not the Secretary of the Navy has not adhered to the system of 
monthly allotments which the gentleman from New York speaks of. 
If that is the rule in the Department, I want to make it the law. 

The Secretary of the Navy goes on further and states that he will re- 
quire further money to complete the repairs on the vessels that he has be- 

to repair with the million of dollars which was appropriated last year. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, yes. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will state what I know of my own knowledge, 
that out of that million of dollars the Secretary of the Navy proceeded 
with the repairs of the Ossipee at League Island navy-yard. And in 
the list of items given for which this additional amount of money is 
wanted is included the sum of $14,000 for that vessel. 

I think that I have established clearly that the million of dollars ap- 
propriated last year has not been expended under any system of monthly 
allotments; but, on the contrary, has been exhausted, or nearly so, in 
the first six months of the current year. 

Mr. CALKINS. If my colleague on the committee is through—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to add that we deem a million of dollars 
adequate for this purpose for the next year. If there were twenty ves- 
sels repaired last year, that is no reason why there should be twenty ves- 
sels to be repaired next year; it may be necessary to repair only ten. 
We simply say that the Secretary of the Navy shall have for this pur- 

the same amount which was appropriated last year for expenditure 
under the 20 per cent. regulation, and we do not helieve that the in- 
creased percentage should require any additional money. 

And we want to provide further that the money shall be expended 
under the system of monthly allotments, so as if possible to cut off the 
possibility, when the second session of this Congress or the first session 
of the next Congress shall convene, of being called upon to appropriate 
in excess of the amount agreed upon by Congress to be expended for 
this purpose. 
Mr. CALKINS. In my judgment it does not make any difference 
whether the Secretary of the Navy makes monthly allotments of the 
amount which we appropriate for this purpose or whether he expends it 
all in a few months. Here is a lot of ships that come in and are out of 
repair. The board examines them and finds that certain of them can 
be repaired within the limit fixed by law, and they are immediately sent 
to the navy-yards for repairs. 

Now, if you make an allotment of the amount appropriated, it is very 
clear that it simply affects the number of workmen you may employ 
during certain months. If the repair of a particular vessel would cost 
$100,000, and the work could be done by one hundred men in a given 
length of time, ten men will simply occupy ten times that period. So 
far as regards the expense, it will make no difference whether one hun- 
dred men be hired to do the work in a short time or ten men to stretch 
it out during the year. 

The point I am insisting on is this: Prior to the last year there was no 
20 per cent. provision in the law. Last year Congress adopted the 20 
per cent. provision; and a million of dollars (taking out the $100,000 
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for the Mohican) was appropriated for this work of repair and construc- 
tion. The Secretary of the Navy went on under the 20 per cent. pro- 
vision, and when the Ist of January came he found he had but $88,000 
left, with a number of ships still unrepaired and unfit for sea-service. 
He reports that $400,000 in addition to the one million already appropri- 
ated will be required to finish those ships now in the docks tor repair— 
to do the work of the current year. 

Mr. RANDALL, Did not the gentleman understand the Secretary 
of the Navy to say that the whole amount is gone? 

Mr. CALKINS. Yes; the wholeamountis gone. Now, if you raise 
the percentage trom 20 to 30, and give only $1,000,000, you must have 
a deficiency next year of $700,000 instead of $400,000 if this work of re- 
pairing is to be done. Thatis the whole of it. 

Mr. REED. That is a good argument in favor of increasing the 
amount of the appropriation. 

Mr. CALKINS. One word further. My friend from New York says 
there can be in fact no deficiency, because just at the moment the 
money runs out, if only six months of the year have expired, work will 
be suspended and the hands discharged. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Jf there be no objection, the Chair will treat the 
formal amendmentsas withdrawn. The Chair hears noobjection. The 

uestion is now upon the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 

Mr. CALKINS] to strike out “ thirty” and insert ‘‘ twenty.” 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now move to amend by adding at, the end of 
line 262, on page 12, the following: 

And this amount shall be apportioned in monthly installments during the 
next fiscal year; and the apportionment shall be adhered to, except in some 
emergency. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REED. I move to amend by striking out ‘‘twenty’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘ five hundred;’’ so asto make the amount of the appropriation 
$1,500,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit that this amendment ought to follow as a 
matter of course after the other. The facts as they have been de- 
veloped and as they are admitted by both sides are sufficient to enforce 
what I have said. It is admitted upon both sides that it is probably 
not proposed to go on at present—in any large way, at least—with the 
construction of a steel navy. Even the gentleman from New York says 
only that the Senate has passed a bill proposing to build seven steel vessels; 
he says nothing as to the disposition of this House; and it iscommonly 
expected that the bill will be defeated here. 

Now, we are approaching such a condition of affairs that unless some- 
thing be done we shall have neither a steel nor a wooden navy. The 
ground I take is that we ought to repair our wooden ships and keep 
them going until we get a sufficient steel navy to take their place. 

It has been shown on all sides that under the 20 per cent. clause 
$1,000,000 is not sufficient for these repairs. On the contrary, every 
dollar of that appropriation has been expended and .the ships which 
were to be repaired under that provision have not been repaired. When 
instead of 20 per cent. you insert 30 per cent., you of course increase 
thenumber of ships to be repaired; andif an appropriation of $1,000,000 
was not sufficient under the 20 per cent. provision, it follows a fortiori 
that $1,000,000 can not be enough after we have adopted a 30 per cent. 
provision. Hence we ought to appropriate, as my amendment proposes, 
one million and a half of dollars. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] assumes 
that under this 30 per cent, provision more money will be needed. The 
Committee on Appropriations areof opinion that, in view of the work 
which has been done and the present condition of the ships to be repaired, 
$1,000,000 will be sufficient to do the work. This is my answer to the 
gentleman. 

The question recurred on Mr. REED’s amendment. 

Mr. REED demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 54, noes 89. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BUREAU OF STEAM-ENGINEERING, 


For repairs, completion, and preservation of machinery and boilers, including 
steam-steerers, steam-capstans, steam-windlasses, &c., in vessels on the stocks 
and in ordinary; purchase and preservation of all materials and stores; pur- 
chase, fitting, and repairof machinery and tools in the navy-yards and stations; 
wear, tear, and repair of machinery and boilers of naval vessels; incidental ex- 

nses, suchas foreign postages, telegrams, advértising, freight, photographing, 
booke, stationery, and instruments, $750,000; and the unexpended balance of 
the appropriation of $1,000,000 made by the act approved March 3, 1883, for 
engines and machinery for the double-turreted ironclads be, and the same is 
hereby, reappropriated and made available during the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1885, for the purposes enumerated in this paragraph: Provided, That no part 
of said sum shall be applied to the repair of engines and machinery of wooden 
ships where the estimated costs of such repair shall exceed 30 per cent. of the 
estimated cost of new engines and machinery of the same character and power. 

For contingencies, such asinstruments and materials for drafting-room , $1,000. 


Mr. CALKINS. I reserve the point of order on that paragraph. 
Mr. HUTCHINS. By instruction of the committee, in line 282, I 
move to insert, after the word ‘‘instrument,’’ the words ‘‘and for the 
civilestablishment;”’ and in line 283 tostrike out ‘“‘ 50” and insert ‘‘60,’” 
The amendment was adopted. 
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Mr. CALKINS. I make the point of order against the provision in 
line 283, commencing with the word ‘‘and,’’ in reference to the engines 
and machinery for the double-turreted ironclads. 

Before I state the point of order I may as well relate to the Chair the 
history of the appropriation. Last year there was $1,000,000 appro- 
priated, to be allotted between the four monitors, Puritan, Terror, Am- 
phitrite, and Monadnock. The Secretary of the Navy, under the act, 
alloted certain moneys to each of these vessels, and made a contract for 
completing so far as it went the firstthree, Puritan, Terror, and Amphi- 
trite, which lett about $182,000 or $183,000 to complete the Monadnock, 
which is the monitor on the Pacific coast. Congress convened before 
he made a contract under that law for the work on the Monadnock. The 
claus¢ against which I have made the point of order seeks to divert the 
appropriation made last year for this fiscal year from the purpose for 
which it was appropriated, and to put it into the general fund for the 
building of other vessels. In other words, it is to stop the work on the 
Monadnock and put the money into the general fund, and then to re- 
appropriate it. For instance, the Secretary of the Navy at any time up 
to the 1st day of next July could have made a contract under the law 
for work upon the Monadnock, but this clause seeks to stop that and 
divert the money into the general fund. My point of order is it does 
not reduce expenditure, and is obnoxious to the rule in changing exist- 
ing law. 

Mr. RANDALL. A million of dollars was appropriated for machin- 
ery and engines of fourironclads. Three were contracted for, and they 
are now under way and nearing completion. For the other no contract 
was made, and the policy of the committee is to save the money, some 
$172,000, by preventing its being expended on the iron-clad monitor at 
Mare Island, use they believed there is no occasion whatever to put 
an engine in a vessel for the completion of which this bill does not pro- 
vide. 

As will be observed, the bill does not provide for completing any of 
the ironclads, and if we had not been brought face to face with a con- 
tract as to the other three ironclads we would not have appropriated 
for them. As I make out by my arithmetic, it is a clear saving of 
$172,000. 

Mr. GLASCOCK. Mr. Chairman, as a Representative from the Pa- 
cific coast, I wish to call the special attention of this House to the present 
defenseless condition of that coast. We have not there atthis time any 
war vessel which could successfully compete with any ironclad or other 
war vessel ofa fifth-rate power. Thisshould not be, and I am in favor of 
establishing a different and better condition of things as soon as possible. 

I believe, sir, the policy we are now pursuing in refusing to finish 
the ironclads is a bad one, and I will not support it. I believe in 
economy and reform, but I do not believe in that economy and reform 
which would leave 10,000 miles of seacoast in the United States entire] 
defenseless and $250,000,000 of property at the hazard of war, whic 
may happen at any moment. 

The facts in relation to these ironclads have been stated both by the 
gentleman from Indiana and the geritleman from Pennsylvania. ‘There 
were four ironclads, steel-turreted monitors, authorized to be built. 
One million of dollars was appropriated for them in the naval appro- 
priation bill of the last Congress. About $830,000 of this sum has al- 
ready been contracted for to finish the machinery for three of them, 
and there is still a hundred and seventy-odd thousand dollars which 
remains to be used in that same direction unless it be diverted into other 
channels, as it will be if the present provision of this bill shall pass in 
this form. 

Mr. Chairman, all that we on the Pacific coast ask is to have an oppor- 
tunity of being placed upon a footing in respect to these ironclads as 
the rest of the country. All that we ask is that you place the Monad- 
nock in the same position and condition that you place the other iron- 
clads. Put it on an even keel with the other vessels of the same sys- 
tem. Complete her to the extent of putting her machinery in, and then 
if you choose to do so let her be laid up in ordinary, so that if this Gov- 
ernment shall ever be required to meet an emergency, if you shall be 
called upon here in Congress to take steps to provide for the defense of 
the nation, she will require no more work to complete her and put her 
upon a war footing than the balance of the ships of the same class. I 
ask this in be of the Pacific coast. It is a small request that we 
make in consideration of the vast interests at stake on that coast. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL, I can readily understand why the gentleman from 
California should be so zealous in his advocacy of the completion of 
this vessel; but I submit that if these vessels are not to be finished there 
is noearthly occasion for spending this $172,000 remaining of last year’s 
appropriation in putting machinery and engines into the Monadnock. 
The gentleman from California says we have left the Pacific coast de- 
fenseless. He is entirely mistaken in that particular. The last Con- 
gress provided a hundred thousand dollars for the completion of the 
Mohican, which is a wooden steam-yessel, and we have provided enough 
money in this bill to finish her, which is an adequate protection against 
any incursion which I think the Pacific coast may apprehend from any 


quarter. 
* Mr. GLASCOCK. 
ask him a question? 


Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania let me 


Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. GLASCOCK. What defense would this wooden vessel be against 
a Chilian cruiser or an ironclad of any other nation on earth ? 

Mr. RANDALL. For that matter, just about as much as if you sent 
the Monadnock to sea, 

Mr. GLASCOCK. We do not expect her to go to sea, but to be used 


for coast defense. That is all we ask. 

Mr. CALKINS. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania permit me 
to state to him that under the point of order, if sustained, the same 
amount of money is appropriated, and in that respect it amounts to the 
same thing, as faras this provision is concerned, precisely as if it was 
overruled. ‘The only difference is that it diverts the amount from one 
channel to another. The proposition in its present form changes ex- 
isting law. 

Mr. RANDALL. It provides that the money shall not be expended 
in the construction of machinery. Itsaves expendituresto that extent. 

Mr. CALKINS. Certainly not. It appropriates the $750,000 for 
these purposes specified in the preceding part of this paragraph and 
diverts into another channel the remainder of the unexpended appro- 
priation. It will leave the amount precisely as I have said; precisely 
as it is now with the provision in. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The only way the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
can reach the point of saving expense in that respect is by suspending 
the expenditure of that money. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the practical effect of the provision. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No; not in its present form. You provide for its 
expenditure, but divert it. 

Mr. RANDALL. We conferred with the Secretary of the’ Navy upon 
that point, and were informed by him that he did not propose to enter 
upon the contracts for the engines. He conceded that position to the 
subcommittee. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But the manner, I say, if the gentleman will permit 
me to go on, in which he can reach his point is to put into the bill a pro- 
vision suspending the power of the Secretary of the Navy to expend 
that money. 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘The present provision does that. Let us have a 
ruling on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that this clause is a 
change of existing law, because it diverts a former appropriation from 
its former purpose to a new one. In that diversion, however, it saves 
the expenditur: of whatever that sum of money may be. 

The Chair would be of opinion that it does retrench expenditures to 
this extent, that it saves the necessity of appropriating again money to 
the same extent in this bill. á 

The Chair therefore feels called upon to oyerrule the point of order. 

Mr. CALKINS. Provided they would do it. 

Mr. BUDD. I move to strike out of that section the words begin- 
ning with ‘‘and,"’ in line 283, down to and inclusive of the word ‘‘ par- 
agraph,’’ in line 290. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment proposed by the gentleman from 
California will be read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the unexpended balance of the appropriation of $1,000,000 made by the 
act approved March 3, 1883, for engines and machinery for the double-turreted 
ironclads be, and the same is hereby, reappropriated and made available dur- 
ing the fiscal 
paragraph. 


Mr. BUDD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to indorse and emphasize the 
remarks made by the gentleman from California [Mr. GLAscockK] who 
spoke a few moments ago. The amount required for the completion of 
these monitors is about the same as the amount we voted as the rebate 
on tobacco. It is an insignificant sum when compared with the re- 
sources of this Government. 

I speak in favor of the Monadnock. The Pacifie coast is almost de- 
fenseless. We are some 3,000 miles away from the Atlantic seaboard. 
We are exposed to the attacks of any vessel of war that might come 
there. The harbor defenses are not sufficient to turn aside or keep out 
even a second-rate wooden vessel of war. And I say it will be no econ- 
omy, but an outrage, to prevent the completion of this vessel designed 
for the defense of the Pacific coast. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Isympathize with the gentleman from California 
[Mr. Bupp] in this matter, and am willing to act with him in that 
line of policy that would lead to some sort of defense for our seacoast. 
What the committee would desire, or at any rate speaking for myself 
what I should desire, would be to see the amount that would be appro- 
priated, if the gentleman’s amendment should be adopted, for the com- 
pletion of these monitors—to see that amount saved and applied to 
coast defense. The trouble is that if the monitors were completed to- 
day they would be perfectly worthless. Every dollar expended upon 
them would be so much thrown away. 

Mr. BUDD. What is the gentleman’s authority for that statement ? 

Mr. REED. Why doesnot the gentleman from New York order those 
vessels to be broken up if that is the case, and prevent the possibility 
of more money being wasted upon them? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Because the gentleman from New York has not 
í the power to do it. 
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ee a The Army and Navy Journal recommends them 
sold. 

Mr. REED. Then why do you not sell them? 

Mr. RANDALL. We require legislation to do that. 
re me REED. Why could you not have recommended that legislation 

ere 

Mr. HUTCHINS. When by the action of this House the policy to 
be pursued in relation to this matter is known then we can follow with 
some proposition. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I give way to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
ii to offer an amendment himself in the line of what he is indi- 
cating. 

Mr. BUDD. I would like the gentleman from New York toname his 
authority for the statement that these vessels would be useless when 
constructed. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Will the gentleman from California tell me how 
thick the armor upon these vessels is to be? 

Mr. BUDD. I have not made special investigation as to that, and 
can not say to the half-inch the varying thickness of the different 


parts. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. The thickness of thearmor is seven inches. And 
will the gentleman tell me how many inches of armor on the steel ves- 
sels can now be pierced by modern guns, the last constructed ? 

Mr. BUDD. Not exactly. Can you? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I will tell the gentleman. It can be pierced 
twenty-two inches, more than three times the thickness of this armor, 
and you might as well line them with wood or burn the money as ap- 
propriate it to these vessels, 

Mr. GLASCOCK. Will the gentleman from New York yield to me 
a moment? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GLASCOCK. The armor of the Monadnock consists of seven 
inches of iron faced with two inches of steel. 

Mr. BUDD. Would a vessel so armored be useless? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I saycertain guns are now being constructed that 
would pierce three times that thickness of armor. Then what is the 
use of going on with the construction of vessels of that class? 

Mr. BUDD. Why not say, what is the use of building any vessels? 
Any voel invulnerable would be ponderous, unmanageable, and unsea- 
worthy. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. We go on experimenting to find out what vessels 
will be capable of resisting modern guns. 

Mr. BUDD. What, then, is the use of building these steel cruisers ? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. For the purpose of cruising. They are not for 
defense. 

Mr. BUDD. Ah! 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hutcutns] offers 
to allow me to make an amendment to break up these vessels. Now 
I submit to the House that that offer is entirely in line with the usual 
policy of the Democratic party. When anything has got to be done 
they always want a Republican to doit. Now, I beg to say to the gen- 
tlewian that the reason why I do not offer the amendment is because I 
do not believe in it. The question I ask him is why, when he says 
these vessels are failures—why does he not offer the amendment? 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from California 
[Mr. BUDD]. 

Mr. BUDD. Though I do not know the exact number of inches of 
iron or steel in this vessel, I do know it will float; I know it will have 
speed and the points essential in an ironclad; T know it will carry 
guns; I know it will carry a crew; and I know its guns will throw as 
large a ball and throw it with as much force as those of any other like 
vessel. And ifthe gentleman from New York says he does not wish to 
appropriate any money unless the steel armor of the vessel will turn 
aside the balls of the most powerful guns of the world, then he may 
as well say that no ironclad should ever be built, for that is the logic 
of his statement; because experience and experiment and the evidence 
of experts prove that no matter how thick the armor may be built a 
gun will be made that can drive a ball through it. 

Why do you not withhold your appropriations. from Alcatraz, Fort 
Point, and Black Point? There is not a single one of these that can 
resist balls from the most powerful guns. There is no fort in the United 
States that could not be battered down by guns planted to command 
it. And simply to say that a ball can be projected with such force as 
to penetrate the armor of these monitors is begging the question. 

No invulnerable vessel can be constructed that will be seaworthy. 
Such an ironclad would be ponderous and unmanageable. As experts 
say, it would be sluggish and a plunger, and as the thickness of the 
plates increased the ship would be sunk deeper in the water and ren- 
dered more unwieldy, more deficient in speed, and defective in those 
points essential to success in ranen tenog onna asuperior force. Ce- 
lerity of motion, great speed, and great facility in turning appear to be 
some of the most important elements in ships of war. Absolute pro- 
tection by plates is incompatible with sailing qualities. We can not 
fully protect a ship against heavy guns and retain one element of use- 
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fulness. The active little Condor at Alexandria was as useful as the 
great, heavily-armored tubs. 

I say this matter of pretended economy is not true economy. It is 
parsimony. What we want on the Pacific coast is a vessel that will 
protect us. 

I speak for the benefit of the Pacific coast. Do not leave a million 
of people, a billion of property, and a commerce of nearly a hundred 
million a year open to the attacks of every fourth-rate power and at the 
mercy of third-rate wooden war ships. Build the monitors and we will 
risk the seven to nine inches of steel and iron on them. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not think the Committee on Appropriations 
of this House can justly claim any originality in refusing to make this 
appropriation to complete these ironclads. The Committee on Appro- 
priations of the last House did not recommend anything in the way of 
completing the ironclads, either for the machinery or for the engines. 
That appropriation was inserted by the Senateand finally forced through 
in the conference report, much against the will, as I believe, of the ma- 
jority of the House of the last Con I remember that the other side 
were a great deal divided upon this very question. There were distin- 
guished leading men on the otherside who resisted altogether any ap- 
propriations for the engines and machinery of these ironclads. Yet we 
are invited by the gentleman from Maine [| Mr. REED] to go now beyond 
the course followed last year and make this appropriation, although we 
may be certain it will ultimately require the expenditure of nearly if 
not quite $4,000,000. 

Mr. REED. If the Chair will pardon me I will say to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL] that I do not invite him to make any 
appropriations, but to take one course or the other. If his conviction 
is that these ships should not be completed, then let him bring forward 
a proposition requiring them to be broken up. 

Mr. RANDALL. The position which the gentleman from Maine 
wishes me to occupy is one in regard to which I can not please him any- 
way; whether I suggest an appropriation or whether I propose to break 
up the ships. 

Mr. REED. I must say that the gentleman has not been remarkable 
for pleasing me at any time. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SUMNER, of California. In this age of progress, when the in- 
ventive genius of the race is stimulated to the highest tension with a 
view to warlike artifice and preparation, if we are to withhold any large 
naval-construction appropriations or outlays for the completion of half- 
finished or half-furnished vessels until an absolutely impenetrable casing 
shall have been made, we might as well say at once that we will stop 
business in the frigate and gunboat and cruiser yards altogether. It is 
notorious that just so soon as the proclamation has gone abroad that an 
impervious, indestructible iron plate has been discovered and tested, 
capable of defying every known piece of ordnance, some whittling or 
rifling Yankee or some English mechanic has come forward with an ir- 
resistible projectile, before which the last tough target presents no ad- 
equate resistance. The new armor, that was to be the perfect shield for 
all time to come, is perforated as though it was brown paper orshattered 
as though it was window-glass. Then iron sides give place to steel, and 
so many inchesin thickness are superseded by duplicated and quadrupled 
sheets of the finest metal for resistance, the weightand force of the can- 
non rising in proportion. Have we not about reached the end of this 
alternating advantage of ship-armor and battery might? And, besides, 
in contests between vessels in harbors or on the ocean there are other ele- 
ments or qualities to be considered. The victory is not always with the 
thickest skull or the stoutest fist. In the naval engagement something 
is always due—sometimes the final result is due—in greatest proportion, 
if not entirely, to the accuracy of the marksmen, the relative power of 
the engines, or the dexterity of the man at thehelm. The Monadnock, 
furnished with the latest improved machinery and carrying the most 
effective rifled guns, may be, and we insist will be, a formidable an- 
tagonist. We ask for the expenditure upon her of the legitimate appro- 
priation, and we protest against it being taken away. We acknowledge 
no adequate or fit substitute in the devoting of a small sum of money 
on a wooden vessel. 

It is notorious that California is without any suitable defense for her 
harbors against a threatening foe. You must know that there is no 
kind of preparation to ward off an enemy save at San Francisco. 
There is a little brick wall on one side of the Golden Gate, with some 
side batteries, which have been pronounced by unanimous military 
opinion—so that here there can be no mistake—wholly insufficient to 
stay an incoming Chilian ironclad. Indeed, these ‘‘ defenses,” so called, 
would hardly afford a half hour’s amusement to the new monitors 
of the deep. We have great natural advantages for defense at Black 
Point and Alcatraz in a contest when a face-to-face or stationary 
enemy is to be encountered. So one would think. And yet the power 
and efficiency there lodged might be spoken of toohighly. Foronthe 
centennial Fourth of July the artillery there posted continued to fire 
for hours at an old barge or schooner, situated a few thousand yards 
distant, without causing serious damage, until some volunteer vessel— 
perhaps propelled to close quarters on orders that sprang from pity or 
Soares into close proximity and discharged an effective broad- 
side, 
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We have not heard the efficiency of the Monadnock impeached to that 
degres that would set her aside. With all due respect, the criticisms of 
naval and military officers must be taken with much allowance. They 
do not agree with regard to these subjects among themselves; and for 
one I have ceased to pay much respectful attention to them, since if 
many of them are to be believed the Government ought to break up 
all her ships and throw aside as useless all the weapons in its arsenals, 
and proceed to manufacture entirely from new patterns for ordnance, 
and for lock, stock, and barrel. 

I have seen the Monadnock, which up to the opening of this debate I 
supposed was to be setin order forus. Tomy layman’s eye, comparing 
her with many I have seen of her kind elsewhere, comparing her so well 
as I could with vessels of her class that are said to be still approved by 
the most competent judges, she has the appearance of a powerful boat, 
well adapted for battle, and capable of being fitted and used as a worthy 
messenger of defense within and off the harbor of San Francisco. Ifyou 
willlet us have this sufficient fund to supply her with engines and place 
on her thestoutest cannon that she can carry, we think the money will be 
justly expended. We insist again that you commitan injustice if you 
divert this appropriation from this object. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] has taken occa- 
sion to remind us that “there is not a speck of war” in the distance. 
That may be so, according to report from the keenest vision. Yet I will 
venture to say—even if I do seem to run counter to so sharp an out- 
look and judgment—that if there is now a ‘‘speck’’ anywhere of war- 
like import it can be discerned in the far East—in China. I do notsay 
there is a sign of war anywhere, but of a possibility I will dare to hint 
in this direction. Gentlemen may smile at the presumed audacity or 
folly of such a conflict as I intimate. But stranger things have hap- 
pened. And certain it is, if common report is to be believed, China 
could within two months or forty days send from her ports vessels of 
war that would easily pass all our land defensesand take their ransom- 
demanding position between the cities of Oakland and San Francisco, 
and what a humiliation there would be! Certain it is, past all ques- 
tion, that this could be done by the ironclads of our South American 
neighbors, whose preparedness and character and impetuosity of dis- 
position leave that possibility entirely within the admission of every 
thinking man, 

An iron-clad vessel of waris in our Pacific navy-yard and can readily 
be put in fighting trim. You do not propose to abandon naval prep- 
arations altogether. In this our request is moderate, judged by your 
intentions for expenditures of the nature referred to elsewhere. San 
Francisco is entitled to this defense; and in this instance in speaking 
for San Francisco and its bay we speak for California and the whole 
country. 

Mr. RANDALL. A word in reply only. This is not a proposition 
to equip any of the four ironclads. Itis simply a proposition to put 
engines and machinery into the Monadnock at an expense, with what 
has been appropriated for that purpose heretofore, of $200,000 in all, 
and with the avowed purpose not to equip her. 

The question was then taken on the amendment offered by Mr. BUDD; 
and upon a division there were—ayes 75, noes 103. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. BUDD called for tellers. 

ee were ordered; and Mr. BUDD and Mr. HUTCHINS were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 80, noes 108. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to offer an amendment, which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk, to come in after line 294 of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On and after the 1st day of July, 1854, the Bureaus of Construction and ir 
and of Steam-Engineering shall be consolidated, and the President of the United 
States shall appoint a chief of said bureau, who shall, under the d m and 
control of the Secretary of the Navy, be responsible for the management thereof; 
and hereafter no person shall be appointed to the grade of naval constructor 
till the number is reduced to fifteen, which number shall not thereafter be in- 
creased, 


Mr. TALBOTT. I make the point of order that the amendment 
changes existing law and does not retrench expenditures. 

Mr. CALKINS. It does retrench expenditures. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Not at all. 

Mr. CALKINS. It provides fora diminution of this corps to fifteen; 
so that there is a reduction upon the face of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct theamendment to be read 


again. 
The Clerk again read the amendment. 
Mr. TALBOTT. I insist upon the point of order. The amendment 


does not reduce the number of officers. It provides merely a rule as to 
promotions, a matter which is already fixed by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be glad to hear from the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] in answer to the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. TALBOTT]. 

Mr. CALKINS. I have only to say that the amendment is not ob- 
noxious to the rule, because it does nof increase expenditures. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is whether it does in fact reduce 
expenditures. 

Mr. CALKINS. When, at the outset of the consideration of this bill 
under the five-minute rule, I made a point of order upon one of its pro- 
visions, the Chair held, because I said that indirectly in the far future 
the provision might benefit the Treasury, it came within the rule. This 
case comes precisely under that ruling, because the amendment provides 
that until the number of these officers shall be reduced to fifteen there 
shall be no more appointments, and this corps shall remain thereafter 
at that number. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman claim that this amendment 
now reduces expenditures. 

Mr. CALKINS. I claim that it reduces expenses in this way: It 
provides that the appointments to this corps shall be suspended until 
the number is reduced to fifteen, and that this shall remain as the 
number. In this wayI submit the amendment comes directly within 
the ruling already made by the present occupant of the chair upon this 
bill. But I go further, and say that there is a direct saving of ex- 
penditures in this way: There are now two heads of bureaus. This 
makes a reduction of one; it takes one out. 

Mr. MORSE. He remains in office just the same. 

Mr. TALBOTT. The amendment does not legislate anybody out of 
office; it only provides that the duties now performed by two men shall 
devolve upon one man, without reducing the salary of the officer whose 
duties are thus diminished. The amendment does not reduce expend- 
itures and does not € the law. It merely gives to one man the 
work that two men now do. But the two will still receive the same 
salary as at present. 

Mr. MORSE. They are in the same building and the same office. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not familiar enough with this sub- 
ject to determine what is the fact, as gentlemen disagree in their state- 
ments. The Chair is therefore inclined to take the sense of the com- 
mittee upon the point. 

Mr. THOMAS. Just a word upon the point of order. 

As the law now stands there are two heads of bureaus, each having 
the rank of a commodore by reason of being the chief of a bureau. If 
one of these heads of bureaus be abolished the difference between the 
pay of the rank of a commodore and that of a captain is saved directly. 
I make this remark upon the point of order, while at the same time L 
am op to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will take the gentleman’s statement 
and overrule the point of order. The amendment will be submitted 
to the Committee of the Whole, and can be voted down if the commit- 
tee so desire. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. CALKINS was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. McADOO. I submit the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 13, after line 296, add the following: 

That from and after the passage of this act all war vessels not then contracted 
for, and the repair of all war vessels, all steam-engines, boilers, and machinery 
for war v in commission, or to be put in commission, shall be built, made, 


or repaired at the Government navy-yards by the Government and under the 
supervision of its authorized agents and officers, 


Mr. McADOO. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CALKINS. I make a point of order upon the amendment, but 
am willing it shall be reserved till the gentleman from New Jersey [ Mr. 
McApoo] has been heard. 

Mr. MCADOO. Iinsist, Mr. Chairman, that this amendment does 
not come under the prohibition of the rule, and that it is in the in- 
terest of reform and retrenchment in the Navy Department. It is ad- 
mitted on both sides of this House that there have been extravagant 
expenditures in that Department. The larger part of the money ex- 
pended has gone to contractors. I propose by this amendment that 
hereafter the work, instead of being done by contractors, shall be done 
in the yards of the Government. 

There is another feature about this matter. We are unfortunately, 
by reason of unjust laws or other causes, not an iron-ship building peo- 
ple. We have not, as Great Britain has, a large number of private 
ship-building yards. Hence the Government, when it asks for bids, 
is restricted to those of one or two ship-builders. The result of this 
paucity of bidders is that there is not honest, wholesome competition. 
So that the Government is obliged almost to accept the offer of one 
contractor; and that contractor is the one who has built most of the 
vessels and received most of the money of the Government. When we 
authorize a ship to be built we are compelled to go hat in hand to Mr. 
Roach and say, ‘‘ Please, good Mr. Roach, name your own figures and 
treat us honestly if you will.” Now, Iadmire Mr. Roach’s ability and 
pe and can hardly blame him fortaking advantage of the situation; 

ut at the same time we will be derelict in our duty if we do not cur- 
tail his advantages over the Government. We, I trust, represent the 
people, not Mr. John Roach. 

There is another feature of this amendment which prevents it from 
coming under the rule: that it is not in the interest of economy. We 
have a large number of professional engineers under pay, whether on 
board or waiting orders or on shore-duty. If you open the navy-yards 
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you may put this professional skill to work and receive some service for 


the salary which is paid. 

I am not alone in this argument, for the Bureau of Steam-Engineer- 
ing says in its report that such will be the case should our navy-yards 
be opened. The report reads as follows on that point: 

I am of the opinion that the assistant engineer officers who have finished 
cruises at sea should be utilized toa very much greater extent in ournavy-yards, 
and be ordered, not for clerical services, for which they are not trained es- 
pertu, but as far as practicable to haye charge as heads of the several shops, 

for which their profession fits them, in tbe place of the master workman or fore- 
man of such shops, thus dispensing with one very considerable source of ex- 
pense for yard maintenance, and with but the small increage for their pay as 
officers on shore-duty rather than on waiting orders. This would not only 
be a great saving in the cost for organizatan; but be a practical school for these 

officers, training them constanti; the line of their profession, in the minuter 
details of designing, making, and repairing the various parts of machinery, &e., 
which are on naval vessels, together with the tools, methods, appliances, 
&c., for the work. 

For obvious reasons the bureau would not recommend a general and sweep- 
ing change in this direction at once, thereby discharging a large class of skilled 
ac faithful mechanics, but as vacancies occur from time to time that they be 
filled by these en ineer officers. 

The bureau is also of the opinion that there would result a very considerable 
saving in the expenditures for the making, care, repair, and attendance of the 
steam generators, and appliances of the several kinds and usesin the navy-yards, 
if they were all placed under the general charge and control of the engineer offi- 
cers of the yards, the expense of each to be paid from the appropriations of the 
bureaus using the same, as now; thusgivinga practical opportunity and possi- 
bility to carry out another recommendation of the navy-yard commission, that 
one general sep monary, establishment be provided in each yardto furnish 
steam forall motive bi yoda erand steam-heating purposes, thereby securing *“ econ- 
omy of fuel, redu expense of attendance, and an increase of convenienceand 
efficiency." 

The various shops under cognizance of this bureau at the several navy-yards. 
with their present equipmentsand appliances, are in good working order, an 
equal to any present requirement for repair of ebetnes, upile, &c., or for the 
rapid and economical construction of new modern inery of first-class de- 


bee and dailies = 
he lage at New York, Washington, Norfolk,and Mare Island yards 
have been greatly improved by the addition of a few modern machine tools, and 
are now aeon first-class boilers from very large and heavy steel plates, at 
a less cost per pound than has ever before been done in our navy-yards or ob- 

tainable under contract, 


I am aware the honorable Secretary of the Navy advocates the contract 
system and inveighs against the yards. But his argument against the 
yards in his current report seems to me lame and inconsistent. He ex- 
presses a horror of political influence in the yards, which does him credit 
in the expressing it, and would cover him with infinite glory in the 
practice of its suppression. We on this side of the House must cer- 
tainly be allowed to share his fears, and some of us, maybe, could nar- 
rate moving tales of the awful realization of the honorable Secretary’s 
suspicions. He says, on page 18: 

The question whether all the steel naval vessels of the future shall be con- 
structed by contract, or some of them by contract and some in the navy-yards, 
it is not necessary immediately to deterinine. Assuming that the hulls of such 
ships might be judiciously and economically built in the yards, it is doubtful 
whether the machinery will ever be so constructed. All the engines for the 
British navy are built in private shopa, But conceding that, wherever theships 
may be originally built, it is desirable forthe Government to possess shops fitted 
for such repairs as may from time to time be found necessary, it is due to truth 
to declare that the Government repair shops under the present system ought 
not to be intrusted with them. 

These establishments must first be thoroughly reorganized in such a wa. 
to exclude all political considerations from their management, otherwise bad 
and expensive work will be the result. We can not afford to destroy the speed 
of our naval engines in order to make votes for a political party. 


If the yards have been used to influence elections may we not in- 
quire who was in fault? Is it not a plea of guilty fur a great political 
party to make this statement? We certainly can not be blamed, for it 
is so long since the Democratic party had anything to do with the 
navy-yards, gave through this House, that it has almost forgotten their 
location. Of course when we will that work shall be done in the yards 
we mean that it shall be honestly performed, without regard to partisan 
considerations or political influences. The contract system can be as 
readily abused. Will not favorite contractors come down handsomely 
to Hubbell committees and coerce employés or only employ those who 
are desirable politically ? 

I ask the attention of the House to another fact. The Navy of the 
United States, mostly now under the contract system, embraces one 
hundred and thirty-nine vessels, and most of them are of a very poor 
class. The navy of Spain is composed of one hundred and thirty-nine 
vessels, and the majority of them aresuperb ironclads. It is a further 
fact that while it costs over $15,000,000 a year to maintain the United 
States Navy, it only costs a little over $6,000,000 a year to maintain 
the first-class navy of Spain. 

In conclusion: Immunity from war—perpetual peace—is no more 
granted tonations than terrestrial immortality toman. Thesame curse 
that spread weeds and briers among the flowering vistas of Eden and 
shadowed its bowers with poison-dripping vines gave over man to epi- 
demics, disease, ‘‘ wars and rumors of wars.’ We should seek to spread 

, but be reasonably prepared for war. Our coast, which fringes 
the fairest and richest land on earth, has been protected from the mo- 
narchial freebooters of Europe by shifting sands and tortuous channels; 
a few million wisely spent will makeitinvulnerable. Our people come 
from all landsand goeverywhere. The bed of the Atlantic is threaded 
and its bosom is furrowed by the wires and prows that bring itin hourly 
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communication and contact with the seething population of the Old 
World. The American citizen must be protected in every land. Our 
flag, which isthe day-star of humanity a9 the beacon-light to mankind 
ue upward to freedom and a higher civilization, must be made 
ble the world over, and, if necessary, behind its moral force must 
rest the hand of power. Our Constitution preaches ‘‘ peace on earth, 
good-will to men,’’ but the rights of our citizens and the honor of this 
great federation of free States must be maintained against foreign ag- 


gression 

Mr. CALKINS. I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, as he is 
not satisfied the abandonment of the contract system would promote 
economy by diminishing public expenditure. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 

For completing the three new steel cruisers and one dispatch-boat authorized 
by act of Congress approved March 3, 1883, as follows: Chicago, S349, wna 
Boston, $231,853.28; Atlanta, $231,853.27; Dolphin, $108,660; in all, $921,500, 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CONVERSE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 4716) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


REINHARDT WAGNER. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message of the President of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 
To the House of Representatives : 


In further response to the — of the House of Representatives of the 
15th January last, calling for copies of correspondence on file inthe Department 
of State in relation to the reported arrest at z, in Russia, of Reinhardt Wag- 
ner, a citizen of the United States, I transmit, in addition to the papers sent you 
on the 7th ultimo, a copy of a dispatch subsequently received. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, March 5, 1884. 


LFAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, was granted leave 
of absence for ten days, on account of important business. 


FORFEITURE OF MICHIGAN LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 180) to declare forfeited perke lands 
in the State of Michigan granted to aid in the construction of railroads; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BELFORD presented the views of the minority and Mr. OATES 
submitted an amendment; which, by unanimous consent, were also or- 
dered to be printed with the majority report. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Mr. MATSON, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the pension bills from the Senate now on the Speaker's table be 
taken therefrom and properly referred. 


The following bills were accordingly severally referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions: 

A bill (S. 494) for the relief of Nancy Miller; and 

A bill (S. 777) granting a pension to Albert Jehle. 

The following bill was referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1056) granting an increase of pension to Sally Mallory. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask leave to present and have printed 
in the RECORD the memorial of the citizens of Franklin County, Ken- 
tucky, concerning the impróvement of the Kentucky River. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How long is it? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. About half a column. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Here is one on the Mississippi River I 
wish to go with it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I object. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to. 

And accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of R. S. Lacy and 15 others, citizens of 
Virginia, asking that a portion of the grounds of the Arlington estate 
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may be set apart for experimental grounds for the use of the Agricult- 
ural Department—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Petition for the improvement of John- 
son’s Inlet, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. CURTIN: Papers relating to the claim of the heir of Gen- 
eral Count Casimir Pulaski—to the Committee on Foreign i 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: Petition of Benjamin W. Goodhue and 51 others, 
citizens of Chicago, relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. DORSHEIMER: Petition of Catherine Hoey, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of New York, for schools in Alaska—to the 
Committee on Education. 

By Mr. FINERTY: Petition of Louis Emery relative to bounties, 
pensions, &e.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Paper relating to the claim of W. N. Crewdson— 
to the Committee on Pensions. y 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of James H. Price, relative 
to pensions, &c.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOBLITZELL: Papers relating to the claim of Mary B. 
Hook—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of Pittsb 
passage of the Morrison tariff bill—to 
Means. 

By Mr. B. W. JONES: Communication of D. K. Tenney, relative to 
bill H. R. 4944—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Petition of citizens of Evansville, Ind., relative 
to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of Charles E. Roberts and others, and of C. 
F. Fisher and others, citizens of Brockton, Mass., relative to the Chinese 
restriction act—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of D. B. Morris and 233 others, of Sussex 
County, Delaware, for the improvement of navigation of Indian River, 
in said county—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McADOO: Petition of citizens of New Jersey, against Chinese 
immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition of Mrs. Nellie Tate and 50 others and 
of Mrs. Emma Dingle and others, favoring a sixteenth amendment— 
severally to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Thomas H. Walsh, Alfred Cheesebrough, and other 
residents of Detroit, for an appropriation for a breakwater at Marquette, 
Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. S. H. MILLER: Petitition of 600 wageworkers, of Mercer 
County, Pennsylvania, against the importation of laborers under con- 
tracts made abroad—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MULLER: Memorial of Charles Blanke and others, for edu- 
cation in Alaska—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition for the relief of Rudolph Tanszkay—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. J. NEILL: Petition of Columbus Council of Knights 
of Labor, of Saint Louis, Mo., relative to the Chinese restriction act— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the labor organizations of Saint Louis, Mo., against 
the importation of foreign laborers under contracts made abroad—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, petivion of Bricklayers’ Union, No. 1, of Saint Louis, against 
the importation of foreign laborers under contracts made abroad—to the 
same committee. 

Also, resolutions of D. O. S. C. L. A., No. 2522, Knights of Labor, 
of Saint Louis, relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens, asking for the appointment of a committee 
to investigate the Oklahoma land question—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, protests of manufacturers of vinegar, fruit-growers, &c., relating 
to the tariff on vinegar, &c.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of D. L. Payne and others, in regard to abuses and ex- 
pulsion from Oklahoma by the United States Army—tothe Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of citizens of Cayuga County, New York, rel- 
ative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of W. & C. R. Millican and 65 others, citi- 
zens and business firms of Portland, Me., in favor of the bill H. R. 
4483—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition for the relief of S. A. St. John—to the Select 
Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of the Good Templars of 
Honor and Temperance of Texas, relative to alcoholic liquor traffic— 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Papers relating to the pension claim of David L. 
Pool—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition of citizens of Redwood County, and 
of citizens of New Ulm, Minn., praying that the head of navigation 
of the Minnesota River be fixed at New Ulm—severally to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


h manufacturers, against the 
e Committee on Ways and 


SENATE. 
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Prayer by Rev. WILLIAM PARET, D. D., of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 191) for the printing of certain eulogies 
delivered in Congress upon the late Dudley C. Haskell was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint resolution and me- 
morial of the Eighth Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Wyoming, 
in favor of the establishment of an independent postal telegraphic sys- 
tem, to be owned, controlled, and operated by the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CALL. I present a petition of the legal representatives of Mat- 
thew Smith, late deputy adjutant-general in the Virginia Continental 
line during the war of the Revolution, praying for such legislation as 
will enable them to obtain a bounty claimed under the laws of the 
United States. The petition is accompanied by the draught of a bill 
which I shall introduce when that order is reached. I move that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a petition of the National Wholesale 
Drug Association and other citizens of the United States, praying for 
the repeal of all internal taxes. These petitioners number 1,118, and 
represent one hundred and twenty-nine cities and towns. I move the 
reference of the petition to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a memorial of the Philadelphia Board 
of Trade, remonstrating against the renewal of the patents for steam 
grain-shovyels. The bill in relation to this matter has been reported 
from the Committee on Patents, and I move that the memorial lie on 
the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petitition of Mrs. Catharine Page, 
widow of Thomas Page, late private Company K, Seventh Pennsylva- 
nia Emergency Volunteers, praying to be granted a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of members of the Chambers of Com- 
merce of Cincinnati and of Louisville and other citizens and business 
men, remonstrating against the passage of any bill which repeals or 
modifies the act of Congress so far as it refers to the bridging of the 
Ohio River and of the Great Kanawha River between certain limits; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Franklin Institute, of the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of an act for the appointment of 
a commission of experts for the testing of iron, steel, &c.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Healso presented a resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, 
in favor of the redemption of the trade-dollar at its par value; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Burnham, Parry, Williams & Co. 
and others, citizens of Philadelphia, praying that an appropriation be 
made for Indian education; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of J. Thomas Welham, of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., executor of the estate of Thomas Welham, deceased, pray- 
ing for the extension of a siphon water-wheel patent; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of Boon Post, No. 1, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Edon, Williams County, Ohio, praying for the 
passage of certain bills for the benefit of soldiersof the Union Army; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. At a regular meeting of the representatives of the 
labor organizations of the city of Saint Louis, Mo., the subject of the 
importation of foreign labor under contract for the purpose of displac- 
ing American labor when it seeks to protect itself through the power of 
organization against repeated attempts of American employers to re- 
duce it to the level of pauperized labor of the Old World, as shown in 
the late conflict between the Window-Glass Makers’ Association and 
the manufacturers engaged in that industry, was discussed and the pres- 
ent and future evils to result from such importation if unchecked or 
unregulated by wise and patriotic legislation were forcibly portrayed, 
~~ that discussion terminated in the unanimous adoption of this res- 
olution: 

That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be respectfully uested 
to advocate and sir, tap by voice and vote all measures tending to prohibit the 
importation of foreign labor under contract into the United States, thereby se- 
curing to American citizens, as far as effective legislation can secure to them, 
the sacred and inalienable right to labor and to just remuneration for that labor 
as against the low-priced and inadequately-paid labor of the Old World. 

This resolution has been transmitted to the Senators and Representa- 
tives from that State, and was evidently intended to be presented to 
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the Senate. I will therefore request that it be received as a memorial 
addressed to the Senate, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor; and I ask that committee to give prompt con- 
sideration to the subject-matter therein mentioned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). 
tion will be so received and referred, without objection. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of citizens of Chicago, Ill., pray- 
ing for further legislation for the restriction of Chinese immigration; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present a memorial and joint resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of Iowa, which I desire to have printed in the 
RECORD and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Memorial and joint resolution relative to the construction of a canal from the 
ississippi River to the Illinois River at Hennepin, in the State of Illinois. 

Whereas the question of cheap transportation by an uninterrupted water route 
between the Mississippi River and the Atlantic seaboard, by way of the great 
lakes, has long been one of all-absorbing interest to the people of the food-pro- 
ducing States of the Northwest; and 

Whereas the General Assembly of Iowa has repeatedly memorialized Con, 
for the construction of such water route; and expressly did, by memorial and 
joint resolution approved February 24, 1876, urge upon Congress the construction 
of the same from some point on the Mississippi River between the mouth of 
Rock River and Clinton, Iowa, to the Illinois River at Hennepin; and 

Whereas ata convention representing the people of the Mississippi Valley and 
the Northwest, held at the city of Davenport, Iowa, May 25, 1881, it was resolved 
and unanimously declared— 

First. That the Congress of the United States should devise by law and sustain 
by liberal and efficientappropriations a system of cheap transportation by water 
routes, connecting the Mississippi River and its tributaries with the Eastern At- 
lantic seaboard and the Gulf of Mexico. 

Second. That it has been the policy of Congress and the desire of the people 
of the Northwest for many years to inaugurate and complete a system of water- 
channel improvement, having the Mississippi for its base; that to give greater 
efficiency to this policy there should be constructed from the Mississippi River, 
on the most feasible route to the Illinois River at Hennepin and thence to the 
lake at Chicago, a canal adequate to the present and future transportation needs 
of that great port of internal improvement is an imperative necessity for a re- 
lief from excessive freight rates on the produce and commerce of the country, 
and that the work so long needed should immediately be commenced; and 

Whereas the Congress of the United States, by act of August 2, 1882, author- 
ized the Secretary of War to cause a survey to be made for the purpose of ascer- 
taining the most practicable route for such pro: d canal, which survey has 
been made, and an official report thereof transmitted to the Congress; an 

Whereas the President of the United States, on the 8th day of January, 1884, 
sent to Congress his special message with respect to the construction of said 
Hennepin Canal, and accompanying said message with copies of the act of the 
General Assembly of Illinois ceding to the United States the Illinois and Mich- 
igan Canal and other documents, in which special message the President says: 

“TI submit the communication of the governor of the State of Illinois, with a 
copy of the act of the General Assembly of the State, tendering to the United 
States the cession of the Illinois and Michigan Canal upon condition that it be 
enlarged and maintained as a national water way for commercial purposes. 
The proposed cession is an element of the subject Congress had under consid- 
eration in directing by the act of August 2, 1882, a survey for a canal from a 
point on the Illinois River at or near the town of Hennepin by the most practi- 
cable route to the Mississippi River at or above the city of Rock Island, the canal 
to be not less than seventy feet wide at the water line, and not less than seven 
feet depth of water, with a capacity for vessels of at least two hundred and 
eighty tons, and also for a survey of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, and the 
estimated cost of enlarging it to the dimensions of the proposed canal between 
Hennepin and the Mississippi River. The surveys ordered in the above act 
have been completed and the report upon them included in the last annual re- 
port of the Secretary of War, and a copy is herewith submitted. Itappearsfrom 
these papers that the estimated yield of corn, wheat, and oats for 1882 in the 
States of Ilinois, Wisconsin, Iowa, Minnesota, Kansas, and Nebraska was more 
than 1,000,000,000 bushels. It is claimed that if a cheap water-transportation 
route, which is now continuous from the Atlantic Ocean to Chicago, isextended 
to the upper Mississippi by such a canal great benefit in the reduction of freight 
cha would result to the people of the upper Mississippi Valley, whose pro- 
ductions I have only partly noted, not only on their own shipments but upon 
the articles of commerce used = them which are now taken from the Eastern 
States by water only as faras Chicago. As the matter is of t interest, es- 
sexy ose to the citizens in that part of the country, I commend the general sub- 

ec! 


tto your consideration. 
“CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


The resolu- 


“EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 8, 1834.” 

Whereas it appears by the official report of Maj. W. H. H. Benyaurd, of the 
United States engineers, by whom such survey was made, that three rontes 
were surveyed, to wit, the `“ Marais d’Osier route,” ‘‘Watertown ronte,” and 
“Rock Island ronte:’’ Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, That our Senators and 
Representatives in Cong be requested to vote for and use their active influ- 
ence to effect such legislation by Congress as will secure the construction at an 
early day of said canal upon such route as may be the most feasible and practi- 
cable and so designated by the Secretary of War, and which will be for the best 
interests of the ple at large, and to vote a liberal appropriation therefor, to 
the end that said canal may completed and opened to the commerce of the 
country at the earliest possible date. 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, instructed to forth- 
with transmit a copy hereof to each of ourSenators and Representatives in Con- 
gress. 

OFFICE oF SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Des Me |, Towa, ry 26, 1884. 
A true copy of a memorial passed by the Twentieth General Assembly, now 


in session, 
] JAS. HULL, Secretary of State. 


Mr. SEWELL presented resolutions of the senate of the State of New 
Jersey; which were read, and referred to the Committee on Finance, as 
follows: 

Resolutions adopted by the senate, February 25, 1884. 

Whereas a bill has been introduced in the House of Representatives by Hon. 
WrtiraM R. Morrison, chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, the ob- 
ject of which is a general reduction of tariff duties as now levied; and 

Whereas the passage of said bill would materially affect, if not absolutely 


destroy, the great industries of this State, particularly those of iron, silk, woolen, 
glass, and the potteries; and 
Whereas it is a recognized fact that the duties now levied upon articles pro- 
duced and manufactured in this State are not more than sufficient for the pro- 
rae of those engaged in the work of producing and manufacturing the same: 
erefore, 

, That as any further reduction in the tariff will bring the duties below 
the point needed for protection and militate against labor by compelling our man- 
ufacturers and ucers to compete in their own markets with the products of 
cheap labor of foreign countries, we earnestly request our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress to use their efforts and votes to defeat the said Morrison 
bill, or any other measure which may come before them having for its object 
tha fednoion of the duties upon articles manufactured or produced in this State; 
an 

Resolved, That we affirm our belief in the principle of protection as applied to 
all American industries, including raw materials which are the products of 
American labor as well as manufactu articles; and that we look with fear 
and apprehension upon the doctrine of a “ tariff for revenue only,” which would 
reduce the dutiesand cause excessive importations of foreign products and man- 
ufactures simply for the purposes of revenue and to the great detriment of the 
labor and capital now engaged in this country in producing the same; and 

Resolved, That the secretary of the senate be requested to send a copy of these 
resolutions to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 


I certify that the above is a true copy. 
W. A. STILES, Secretary of the Senate, 


Mr. ANTHONY presented the petition of William H. West, of Bar- 
rington, R. I., guardian of William Phillips West, minorchild of Leonard 
P. West, late private Company G, Second Regiment Rhode Island Vol- 
unteers, praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On the 12th of December, 1883, near the begin- 
ning of this session, I introduced a bill (S. 651) to authorize the Pres- 
ident to restore Charles Brewster to his former rank in the Army. There 
were a number of papers which belonged to the case but which were 
in the hands of an attorney and could not then be obtained. I have 
here the bundle of papers, consisting of memorials and testimonials in 
regard to the matter, and also some copies of records. I ask leave to 
present these papers as exhibits in the case, and move that they be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, to accompany the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1323) fixing the rate of postage 
to be paid upon mail matter of the second class when sent by persons 
other than the publisher or news agent, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JONES of Florida, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 28) to confirm the status of John N. 
Quackenbush as a commander in the United States Navy, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. : 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them adversely, and they were in- 
definitely postponed: 

A bill (S. 1422) making the city of Tacoma, in Washington Terri- 
ry, in the customs district of Puget Sound, a port of delivery; 

A bill (S. 1423) making the city of Seattle, in Washington Territory, 
in the Puget Sound customs district, a port of delivery; and 

A bill (S. 1693) to constitute the city of Seattle, in the Territory of 
Washington, a port of delivery. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill (S. 1741) making the cities of Tacomaand Seattle, 
in the Puget Sound customs district, Washington Territory, ports of 
delivery; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to whom the subject was referred, submitted a report, accompa- 
nied by a bill (S. 1742) to authorize Albert T. Stream, keeper of life-sav- 
ing station at Shoal Water Bay, Washington Territory, to accept a medal 
awarded to him by the British Government; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I am directed by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 37) 
allowing the widow of General Jesse H. Moore, late consul at Callao, 
Peru, one year’s salary, to report adversely thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be postponed 
indefinitely, if there be no objection. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CUL- 
LOM] is interested in the measure, and perhaps it had better go on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At the request of the Senator from 
Illinois the bill will be placed on the Calendar with the adverse report. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 671) for the relief of Elon A. Marsh and Minard Lafever, 
reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 180) for the relief of Stephen N. Smith, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1393) to reimburse Frailey & De Verne for money 


to: 


I should like to have the joint resolution placed on 
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paid into the Treasury of the United States, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. d 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to give notice that after 1 o’clock I shall ask 
that that bill, which is a very small matter, be put upon its 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 606) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at a point to be selected between the north and the south 
line of the county of Douglas, State of Nebraska, and also to construct 
accessory works to secure the best practicable channel-way for naviga- 
tion, and confine the flow of the water to a permanent channel at such 
point, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

He. also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1539) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River at a point to be selected between the north and the south line of 
the county of Douglas, State of Nebraska, and to make the same a post- 
route, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. VEST. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5462) making appropriation to sup- 
ply deficiency in amount required for expenditure to June 30, 1884, 
for examination and surveys required by acts of March 3, 1875, and 
June 19, 1878, to ascertain depth of water and width of channel of 
South Pass of Mississippi River, also for gauging the waters of the 
Mississippi River and its tributaries, to report it favorably, without 
amendment, and I am instructed by the committee to ask for the im- 
mediate consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object to it until after we get through with the 
regular morning business, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio objects until 
the lar morning business is finished. 

Mr. SHERMAN. After we get through with the regular morning 
business I shall have no objection. There is a matter pending on the 
table that I wish to have considered. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1502) to grant a right of way to the Fort Worth and 
Denver City Railway Company through the Indian Territory, and for 
other p , reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 81) to confirm the title of Benjamin F. Pope 
to his office of assistant surgeon in the United States Army, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on, Indian Affairs, to whom was 
recommitted the bill {S. 1010) to accept and ratify an agreement be- 
tween the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs and Chief Moses and other Indians of the Columbia and Col- 
ville reservations, in Washington Territory, and to make the necessary 
appropriations for carrying the same into effect, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 493) for the relief of C. S. Moss, re- 
ported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HARRIS subsequently said: A few minutes since a report was 
made from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads adverse to 
the bill (S. 493) for the relief of C. S. Moss, and the bill was indefinitely 
postponed. I ask the Senate to reconsider the vote mdefinitely post- 
poning, and allow the bill to go upon the Calendar. I want to look at 
it. I may consent then to its indefinite postponement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection that will be done. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1743) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Matthew Smith; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. FARLEY introduced a bill (S. 1744) for the relief of Mrs. Martha 
L. Burch; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1745) for the relief of the 
former occupants of the present military reservation at Point San José, 
in the city and county of San Francisco, in the State of California; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file relating 
to this case, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1746) to provide for 
the return of certain Nez Percé Indians to their home in Idaho; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 


Affairs. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (8. 1747) granting a pension to Patrick 
O'Brian; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. WALKER introduced a bill (S. 1748) to grantto the Kansas City 
and Gulf Railway Company a right of way through the Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Railroads, R 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1749) toauthorize the construc- 
tion of bridges across the Great Kanawha River, and to prescribe the 


dimensions of the same; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1750) for the erection of a public building 
at Lancaster, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1751) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to provide a building for the use of the United States circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the United States, the post-office, internal-revenue offi 
and other Government offices at Erie, Pa., and making an additio 
appropriation therefor; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1752) to increase the appropriation for _ 
the erection of the public building at Pittsburgh, Pa.; which was read ~ 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1753) granting a pension to Peter 
Ehatt; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1754) to exempt from taxation 
the armory property of the Washington Light Infantry and of the Na- 
tional Rifles, military organizations of the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. VOORHEES, it was 

Ordered, That Commander William Gibson be permitted to withdraw from 
the files of the Senate his record as furnished by the Secretary of the Navy to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs in the Forty-seventh Congress, there being no 
adverse report in the case. 

On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was 

Ordered, That ae cae in the case of Samuel Noble be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

SUPREME COURT OPINIONS. 

Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be directed to make provision that 
printed copies of all opinions given by Justices of the Supreme Court be fur- 
nished to every Senator as soon as filed. 

Mr. HOAR. These opinions are printed in the clerk’s office. To 
have a sufficient number of additional copies to supply the Senate with 
copies of all opinions filed by the judges will cost a mere trifle, probably 
only a dollar or two. Z 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


GRAIN-SHOVEL PATENT. > 


Mr. PLATT. I think this is the proper time to make a motion which 
I wish to submit, and that is that the remonstrances which have been 
filed against the application for the extension of the grain-shovel patent, 
and which have been ordered from time to time to lie upon the table 
because a report had been made, be taken from the table and referred 
to the Committee on Patents, that we may have them before us when we 
have a further hearing of the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, without 
objection. 

SENATE CONTINGENT FUND. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of Senate joint resolution No. 64, that lies upon the table, and 
which was received yesterday from the House of Representatives with 
an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 64) providing for the addition 
of $10,000 to the contingent fund of the Senate. e question is on 
that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the amendment be read, and I wish 
the attention of the Senate to it, as it is a matter which affects the Sen- 
ate as a body. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives, which was to add to the joint resolution— 

Which sum shall be available only for the expenses of investigations hereto- 
fore ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As this seems to be an apparent attempt on the 
part of the House of Representatives to limit the power of the Senate 
over its contingent fund, my first inclination was to ask the Senate not 
to agree to it, but to ask fora committee ofconference. I hardly think 
the House, in view of the known precedents of the past, would attempt 
to curtail or limit in any way the power of the Senate to control its own 
investigations, and I do not believe that the House would knowingly 
deny to the Senate an appropriation to carry on any investigation that 
the Senate saw proper to order. Butas I understand that this amend- 


ment was put on rather in the nature of the expression of a desire that 
future investigations to be hereafter ordered by the Senate should be 
paid out of regular appropriations to be made in the annual appropria- 
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tion bills, I do not think it worth while to raise any controversy with 
the House about it. Therefore I move that the amendment be con- 
curred in, disclaiming at the same time all power on the part of the 
House to interfere with or control in any way the action of the Senate 
in regard to its investigations. 

It is a fundamental principle of parliamentary law, especially of Con- 

ional Jaw, that each House must be intrusted in its own way and 
in its own manner to conduct its investigations, and that it is not court- 
eous for either House to refuse appropriations from the common fund 
of the country to carry on such investigations as the other body sees 
proper to institute. 

As I do not believe that it was the intention of the House in this case 
to assert a power to restrain the Senate in its investigations, I think it 
is better to concur in the amendment rather than to raise any question 
now, especially as I am advised informally that the only purpose was 
to regard this rather in the nature of a deticiency bill, and to leave the 
expenses of future investigations ordered by the Senate to be paid out 
of the i pea fund to be appropriated in the proper general appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to interfere with this amendment, 
but I desire for one to enter my protest against the precedent sought to 
be set by the House in this regard. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, What good will the protest do when you agree to 
the precedent? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then we can disagree to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Our contingent fund for investigations is exhausted 
and was exhausted at the very beginning of the session, and yet the 
House of Representatives undertake to say in this amendment that this 
appropriation shall be used only for such investigations as have been 
ordered already. 

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator from Iowa will allow me to inter- 
rupt him for a suggestion, I will state that the Senate only a few days 
ago, on the motion of the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. VEST], ordered an 
investigation to be made by the Committee on Territories of certain 
matters in the Territory of New Mexico. 


Mr. SHERMAN. That is covered. 

Mr. HARRISON. Would that not be excluded by this amendment ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr, ALLISON, That probably would be covered by the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. HARRISON. I am not sure, but perhaps the limitation pro- 


posed by the House would date from our concurrence in the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. SHERMAN. It would date from the passage of the resolution, 
which would be to-day, if we concur in the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HARRISON. Perhaps then it would include that investigation ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The investigation to which the Senator from Indiana 
refers is provided for; but suppose to-morrow an investigation should be 
found necessary in the Senate, noinvestigation could be made here until 
we asked the consent of the House for such an investigation. Does the 
House ask us for our consent when it chooses to make an investigation 
and summon witnesses? Yet they insist by this amendment that we 
shall enter upon no examination, no investigation of any matter relat- 
ing to public affhirs, until we consult them as to whether or not we shall 
make it. I say that it is a discourtesy to the Senate to ask us to agree 
to such an amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON. My suggestion to the Senator from Iowa was not 
intended to convey the impression that I justify this limitation, but 
rather to suggest a case where we had already ordered an investigation 
which might be practically vetoed by concurring in this amendment. 
It may be, however, that it would not limit our power to expend the 
money in an investigation which we had already ordered, but it illus- 
trates the principle. 

Mr. INGALLS. The amendment proposed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives is a plain interference with the independence of the Senate. 
Without going so far as the Senator from Iowa to intimate that it is an 
intentional discourtesy on the part of the House, it appears to me to 
be entirely in violation of the courtesy and comity that ought to pre- 
vail between the two branches of the National Legislature. A mere 
protest does not prevent this action from passing into a precedent, and 
I trust the Senator from Ohio will consent to move that the Senate dis- 
agree to the amendment and ask for a committee of conference, in order 
that the matter may be fully determined. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate seems to have taken the same view 
that I did of this matter in the first instance, but the older I get the 
less disposed I am to invite a quarrel when no quarrel was intended 
or to invite a controversy unless it is really forced uponme. Informer 
times the House of Representatives resented with a great deal of indig- 
nation even a delay on the part of the Senate to pass an appropriation 
to carry on an investigation that had been ordered by the House, and 
it was denounced, and I think I participated in it, as a breach of privi- 
lege, the Senate refusing by its delay to allow the House to pursue an 
inquiry that it had determined was necessary for the public interest. 
Ifsuch a purpose was indicated by this amendment I should be just 


as anxious to protect the right of the Senate to order its own investiga- 
tion without respect to the action of the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. What can be the purpose of the limitation proposed 
by the House? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The purpose, as I am informed indirectly, is that 
they expect in the bill which will be speedily passed containing the 
ordinary appropriations for the contingent fund that ample provision 
xa be made for such future investigations as may be ordered by the 

nate. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘That is utterly impossible, because any appropria- 
tion that will be passed mustapply to the next fiscal year, and can not 
begin until the time when Congress will possibly have adjourned. It 
is perfectly notorious that the bills containing this class of appropria- 
tions have even yet not been taken up in the committee of the House 
of Representatives, so that very likely that appropriation bill will not 
pass before the Ist of July, so that there must be some other purpose 
concealed here. At least it is impossible for me to divine the purpose 
from the reading of the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio a ques- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio yield? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the natural inference to be drawn from the 
amendment? Wholly independent of anything the Senator may have 
heard outside of the amendment itself, is it not the natural inference 
that the House assumes the right to control the application of thisamount 
that the Senate has asked shall be added to its contingent fund? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If this should occur between two citizens it would 
be saying, *‘ Well, you have committed yourself to this now, but you 
must not do so any more,” 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Ohio a question in that 


connection ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senator if in his experience in this body 
he has ever known a qualification like this to be put by the other House 
upon the expenditure of the contingent fund of the Senate? . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not remember it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishouldliketo ask the Senator if he has ever known 
such an instance in the history of the Government. He has had a very 
much larger experience than I have. It seems to me to be entirely 
without precedent, without justification, and without warrant, and for 
one I can not submit to it. I concur in the view of the Senator from 
Kansas. The best thing for the Senate to do is to disagree and ask for 
a committee of conference. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If that is the desire of the Senate (and it seems 
to be the general desire on both sides of the Chamber that we should 
have this matter clearly raised by a committee of conference) I willask 
for a vote on the amendment proposed by the House, and if that is dis- 
agreed to I will move fora committee of conference with a view toconfer 
with the House upon the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate is on 
concurrence with the amendment of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. COCKRELL and Mr. HARRIS. On concurrence? 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Yes. TheSenator from Ohio distinctly 
stated that he would call for a vote on that proposition first. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I assume that the Senate is opposed to the amend- 
ment, and if it is non-concurred in, I shall then ask for a committee 
of conference. 

Mr. BAYARD. I should be disposed to think that it would be well 
for the yeas and nays to be called on this motion in order that there 
might be an indubitable proof given to the other branch of the absence 
of any division of opinion on this subject. 

But while I say that, and propose to vote for the motion to disagree 
to the amendment, I would draw the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that the resolution of the Senate saw fit to indicate what they 
wanted this money for. It was not simply for the contingent fund of 
the Senate, for which the Senate are alone nsible to the country 
and to themselves for what they shall vote and how they shall use it, 
but it went beyond that and said it was for the purpose of the ex 
of certain select and special committees. The Senate themselves by 
their resolution restrained the use of the money to certain purposes, 
and the House I think have gone a little further, and further than 
was warranted, by adding an additional condition that it should only 
be for investigations already ordered. 

I concur in the view that the House had no right to put on that 
amendment, and I shall so vote. At the same time it seems to me that 
there was a defect in the original resolution of the Senate indicating 
the purpose for which the money was wanted. There was no neces- 
sity for that at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state that the original proposition which 
was sent to the House was in the ordinary form of appropriations, for 
the payment of the expenses of investigating committees, not merely 
an addition to the fund. In order to bring the question to a point, 
obeying the general sentiment of the Senate, I will, against my own 
judgment of what is best, as I think we are making a tempest in a tea- 
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‘pot, move to disagree to the House amendment with a view to a com- 
mittee of conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Ohio withdraws the 
motion to concur. Without objection that will be done. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have a right to withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And he moves that the Senate non- 
«concur in the House amendment. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Before the vote is taken I desire to say a word. It 
is well known both to the Senate and the House that the Senate fund 
for the purpose of the investigation now going on was exhausted before 
the passage of the joint resolution by the Senate, and that we could go 
no further with that investigation without an additional appropriation 
to carry iton. The joint resolution was senį to the House two weeks 
-ago this afternoon, and the hands of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections have been tied up for want of funds from that time to this. 
It now comes back with this condition attached toit. There is no pos- 
sible room for doubt as to what was the purpose of attaching the condi- 
tion. It admits of but one interpretation. It is obvious upon the face 
-of it that it isan attempt on the part of the House to limit us in the 
use of moneys which are appropriated for the purposes of the investi- 
gation; and I trust the Senate will not sanction any such proposition as 
that which comes from the House. The House in effect says by this 
-amendment, ‘‘After.long delay, and with many misgivings, we have 
concluded to aid you this time on condition you will hereafter ask our 
-advice before taking action.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves that the 
Senate disagree to the House amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I think this question is sufficiently 
important to have a definite expression by the Senate upon it; and in 
-order that we may have that I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House, making the motion however with the purpose 
-of voting against it myself. I believe a motion to concur takes prece- 
dence of a motion to non-concur, inasmuch as it has a tendency to bring 
the two Houses together. I do it for the purpose of getting a definite 
-expression from the Senate on this question, and shall vote against the 
motion myself. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I shall vote against the motion to concur 
in this amendment. I regard it as a clear invasion of the constitu- 
“tional rights and duties of this body. We have no right, in my judg- 
ment, to surrender any of them. The House of Representatives pro- 
pose to limit the discretion of this body in the use of its contingent 
fund, and to refuse any appropriation, as was well said by the Senator 
from Iowa[Mr. ALLISON], except such as the House sees fit to approve 
the purpose of. Now, sir, if we are a separate body and are to exer- 
cise the functions confided to us by the Constitution, we have no right 
to assent to such a plain and incontestable assumption of power by the 
other branch of Congress. It is our duty as Senators to maintain the 
constitutional rights and powers of this body, and for one I shall never 
consent to surrender one particle of them to the unconstitutional as- 
-sumption of power on the part of the other House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] moves a disagreement. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] 
moves to concur in the House amendment. The Chair thinks that the 
motion to concur takes precedence of the motion to non-concur. The 
‘question is on the motion of the Senator from Iowa to concur. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
mone, nays 59; as follows: ; 


YEAS—0., 
NAYS—59. 
„Allison, wes, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
Anthony, Dolph, Kenna, Pugh, 
Bayard, Edmunds, Lamar, ~ Ransom, 
Beck, Fair, Lap! Ridleberger, 
Blair, Farley, n Saulsbury, 
Bowen, Frye, M i Sawyer, 
Brown, Garland, Manderson, Sewell, 
Butler, Gibson, Maxey, Sherman, 
Call, Hampton, Miller of Cal., ter, 
‘Camden, H: Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Mitchel 
HH, Hawley, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Coke, Ingalls, Pendleton, Walker, 
Conger, Jackson, Pike, Wilson. 
Cullom, Jonas, Platt, 
ABSENT—17. 
Aldrich, Groome, McPherson, Vance, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Mahone, Williams. 
Colquitt, Hill, Morgan, 
George, Hoar, Palmer, 
Gorman, Jones of Florida, Sabin, 


So the Senate refused to concur in the amendment of the House of 
Representatives. 
Eby PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 1 o’clock having ar- 

ved— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Has the matter been disposed of? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate has refused to concur, 
‘and the Chair supposes that concludes the consideration as much as the 
proposition to disagree. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to submit a motion that a committee of 
conference be asked for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That can be done. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isubmit that motion. ê 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses. Is such the pleasure of the Senate? e 

The motion was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ence be appointed? 

Mr. SHERMAN. By the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthereobjection? TheChair hears 
none, and the Chair appoints the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILsoxN], and the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire now to call up the bill reported this morning 
from the Committee on Finance by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). The Chair 
will call the attention of the Senator from Illinois to the fact that the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] asked to take up a bill which was 
reported by him this morning and it was requested that it be delayed 
until the morning business was through. The morning business being 
through, he has risen. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Both Senators yield to me, and I move to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the unfinished business of yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the unfinished business, which is Senate 
bill 343. 

Mr. VEST. Will not the Senator permit me to call up the bill I re- 
ported this morning? 

Mr. PENDLETON. I will yield fora moment after my bill is taken 
up and laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio. s 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 343) to provide for the 
exercise of the jurisdiction conferred upon the United States in places 
out of their territory and dominion, and to repeal the Revised Statutes 
from section 4083 to section 4130 inclusive. 

Mr. VEST. Now I ask that this bill be laid aside informally for 
the purpose of considering the bill which I reported this morning from 
the Committee on Commerce. 

SOUTH PASS OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator from Missouriasks unani- 
mous consent to take up for present consideration House bill 5462, the 
title of which will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 5462) making appropriation to 
supply deficiency in amount required for expenditure to June 30, 1884, 
for examination and surveys required by acts of March 3, 1875, and June 
19, 1878; to ascertain depth of water and width of channel at South 
Pass of Mississippi River, also for gauging the waters of the Mississippi 
River and its tributaries. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read for information. 

The bill was read; and by unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. y 

FRAILEY & DE VERNE. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now,iftheSenator from Ohio will yield to me, I should 
like to call up the bill to which I alluded just now. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I yield. 

Mr. LOGAN. It is the bill reported by the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL] from the Committee on Finance this morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(S. 1393) to reimburse Frailey & De Verne for money paid into the 
Treasury of the United States, laying aside the unfinished business in- 
formally. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will merely state that this is perhaps the smallest 
bill that has ever been presented to Congress, and it results from a mis- 
take in a person having deposited in the subtreasury at Chicago $15. 
The Secretary of the Treasury says he would pay it if he had the au- 
thority, and recommends that it be paid. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with amend- 
ments, to insert in line 5, after the word ‘‘Tlinois,’’ the words ‘‘out of 
any moneys in the not otherwise appropriated;’’ and, at the 
end of line 5, tostrike out ‘“‘they have” and insert ‘‘ having been;’’ so 
as to make the bill read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby empowered and instructed to pay 


How shall the committee of confer- 
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to Messrs. Frailey & De Verne, of eines, yr d = =. Beas ct IA Maz 
covered Into the TERAS. Ea a Ea bosman A ea of facts as to the win re- 
gard to the obtaining of trade-marks. 

The améndments were agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to make an inquiry of the chairman of 
the committee who reported this bill. Bills have been introduced for- 
merly for the return to persons who had obtained trade-marks of the 
fees which they had paid for obtaining trade-marks, it having been de- 
clared that the law under which they had obtained them was -uncon- 
stitutional. I desire to know whether this bill will constitute a prece- 
dent in such cases ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Clearly it would not. This is merely to restore 
money that was by mistake deposited in the subtreasury in Chicago, 
and which the Secretary of the Treasury has no power to refund with- 
out an act of Congress, it having been covered into the Treasury. 

Mr. LOGAN. This is i as being perfectly proper. The 
only objection to it is that itisasmall bill. I think that is a meritin- 
stead of an objection. People who are poor have certainly a right to 
get their money back as well as men who are not poor. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘The point of my inquiry was whether it was asked to 
be refunded because they had paid it under a law declared unconstitu- 
tional. 

Mr. LOGAN. No, it was money deposited by mistake, and there is 
no authority to repay it without an act of Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

Mr. HOAR. I would suggest that the last line should read ‘‘ under 
a misapprehension as to the law.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Massachusetts sug- 
gests an amendment, which will be made unless there be objection. 
The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


JUDICIAL JURISDICTION OUTSIDE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 343) to provide for the exercise of the jurisdiction con- 
ferred upon the United States in places out of their territory and do- 
minion, and to repeal the Revised Statutes from section 4083 to section 
4130, inclusive. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, if the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLE- 
TON], who reported this bill, had done nothing else, he would be en- 
titled I think to the thanks of the country for having secured a bill 
much needed for the protection of American citizens in foreign coun- 
tries. 

The bill reported provides for the exercise of judicial power by the 
United States in foreign countries. Objection has been made to it that 
it is not authorized under our form of government, and that if it was, 
such judicial power would have to be exercised subject to the restric- 
tions and the limitations of our Constitution, which are supposed tobe 
impracticable. There is nothing in the Constitution of the United States 
to forbid the exercise of judicial power in foreign countries, and the 
question arises whether there is any thing in the Constitution which 
authorizes it. 

The exercise of sovereign power with the consentof other nations is a 
habitual and a necessary power for government. The extraterritorial 
exercise of the powers of a sovereign government hasalways been recog- 
nized. It is a familiar principle on the high seas, in the invasion of for- 
eign countries, in war, and in the protection of the rights of subjects or 
citizens in countries other than their own. It has been asserted vigor- 
ously in our corfntry in the case of Martin Koszta, and in many other 
cases. There is no question whatever that the extraterritorial exercise 
of the powers of sovereignty is a familiar and a constitutional act. 

By what reason is it sought to except the exercise of judicial power, 
which is nothing but one of the attributes of sovereignty, in foreign coun- 
tries? Solely because the absolute and potential exercise of sovereignty 
is limited to the territory of the nation exercising it, because there can 
be no dual supreme authority over the same subjects in the same terri- 
tory; the one excludes the other; and asa matter of potential and abso- 
lute authority no power of sovereignty, either judicial or other, can be 
exercised in a foreign country; but it is subject to no other limitation. 
The power of acountry to exert with the consent of another its own civil 
polity within a limited jurisdiction and for specified purposes in a for- 
eign country is in no way contradicted by any of the limitations of our 
Constitution, nor is there any connection between those propositions. 

It is said that under our Constitution the judicial power of the 
United States is limited by the condition that it must be within the 
district of the domicile of the party and by a jury of the vicinage, but 
these are simply limitations upon the absolute and potential exercise 
of authority territorially. They do not apply in reason as the limita- 
tions do in rd to the personal rights of the citizen in regard to the 
confronting of witnesses, in regard to the essential rights of a written 
accusation, of an impartial and a fair trial by a capable judge. These 
are the substance of personal rights and the limitations of judicial 
power which attach to another form of its exercise, that is the exercise 


country by the consent of the foreign power. This has been affirmed. 
by the Supreme Court in all the cases on this subject. 

Now, Mr. President, there can be no question whatever that this. 
mode of exercising the sovereign power of a country, whether judicial 
or otherwise, is recognized clearly, as has been said by the Senator trom. 
Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND], in the treaty-making power of the country. 
What is the treaty-making power of the country? It is nothing but 
an agreement to impose restraints on the exercise of sovereign power 
within the territory of one of the parties making it or providing for 
the exercise of that sovereign power in another country. In the case of” 
the treaty with China there is a limitation upon the sovereign power of 
the Government of China in respect to interference with the personal. 
rights of American citizens. There is also a provision by the consent 
of China for the assertion‘of our civil polity, the application and the 
mode of application and the character of civil tribunals by which the- 
Jaw shall be ascertained and defined. 

There is therefore in the treaty-making power not only generally but 
in this special case a provision for the exertion of the judicial power of” 
the United States in the dominions of a foreign country. It is there- 
fore clear that the judicial power of this country may be exercised in 
substantial conformity to the Constitution within the limits of a for- 
eign country or extraterritorially. 

Now, Mr. President, what objection can there be to the proposition, 
that wherever the American citizen is, in whatever country, if within. 
the power of the Government to secure it by treaty stipulations, he 
ought to have the protection of the laws of his own country? What 
possible doubt can there be that no higher duty rests upon this Congress- 
than to see that its adventurous and enterprising citizens in foreign 
countries, in the pursuit of commerce, in the pursuit of information or 
adventure of any kind, have a right to the protection of their Govern- 
ment, and that protection in accordance with the fundamental and or- 
ganic law of the country? The distinguishing merit of the bill which 
has been introduced here by the Senator from Ohio and so ably pre- 
sented is that its object is to furnish that protection in substantial. 
conformity with the civil polity and the laws of this country. 

I can see no possible question of the constitutional power of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to extend its judicial power substantially 
to its citizens in foreign countries under the treaty-making power, first 
providing for the consent of the foreign nation to such an exercise of 
authority. I merely wish, without detaining the Senate, to affirm for 
myself that the Constitution does in its treaty-making power, not only 
by the universal course of history and the modern practice of nations 
but by necessary logical conclusion, recognize the power in the Govern— 
ment to extend to its citizens in foreign countries its judicial power, 
not subject to the limitations of trial at the place of domicile nor by 
a jury of the vicinage nor by a jury of a particular number, but sub- 
ject to the higher and more substantial requirements of protection of’ 
the personal rights guaranteed in our Constitution by a fair and im- 
partial trial, by protection against arbitrary authority, by an orderly 
and decorous course of justice, and that these rights, this portion of 
the, judicial power as an attribute of sovereignty, may be exercised 
extraterritorially, and that it is in the treaty-making power expressly 
comprehended. A treaty is nothing more than an agreement for the 
exercise of sovereign power in nations by the consent of others, subject 
to such modifications and such qualifications as may be imposed by 
treaty. If this be so, this is nothing more than the exercise of our 
attribute of sovereignty, whether it be the judicial power or any other, 
within the dominion of foreign countries by their consent and for the- 
protection of American citizens, extending to them substantially the- 
forms of our civil polity and the protection of our laws. 

What constitutes the sovereignty of a government, of what does it 
consist, and by what is it limited territorially? It is the supreme right 
to exercise its powers, whatever they may be, over its own people, and 
to assert them forcibly or peaceably against others for the protection of” 
its people and their rights; that is, to make war or peace or treaties. 
The potential exercise of the sovereign power and discretion of a gov- 
ernment and its forms of civil polity is confined to the territory belonging: 
to such government only, because there can be no sovereignty, no right 
to govern without the rightful power to subject or compel. Each gov- 
ernmentand it alone, therefore, can be sovereign in its own territory, 
and its laws and civil polity as a matter of absolute power and right 
must be intraterritorial. 

But it does not follow because absolute sovereign powers may be- 
exercised alone over territory absolutely subject to it that these sover- 
eign powers may not be exercised with the consent of other sovereign- 
ties over territory, subject only by their consent to it. There is nothing- 
therefore in the nature of sovereign power, nor in the fact that its ab- 
solute and discretionary exercise must be in a territory subject to it,. 
that forbids the exercise of such powers not absolute, but limited in a 
territory subject toit by the will or discretion of another and with condi- 
tions and qualifications. On thecontrary, the exercise ofsovereign power, 
modified and restrained by the consent, discretion, and will of another 
power, in its territories for the protection of thecitizens and subjects of 
another country is and always has been a necessary and ning: a 
exercise of sovereign power, and is expressly contained in our Consti-- 


` of jud‘cial power as a part of the attributes of sovereignty in a foreign | tution in the power to make treaties and to assert its power on the 
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‘high seas. And the object of treaties not exclusively but largely is to 
-provide for the restrained and limited exercise of its sovereign powers 
-either in their own or in foreign countries. 

A treaty therefore is in itself an agreement for the exercise of sov- 
-ereignty subject to limitations on by the parties. 

A treaty between the United States and China to give certain rights 
‘to citizens of the United States is an agreement that the sovereign 
power of China shall be restrained and limited by this condition. A 
treaty that these rights of citizens of the United States shall be judici- 
ally decided and applied by tribunals constituted by the United States, 
in such form and manner as the United States shall decide, is nothing 
but an agreement that the sovereign power of the United States shall be 
-exercised subject to limitations imposed and by the consent of China. 
It is the same in both cases, an obligation in restraint of the exercise of 
sovereign power. It is therefore expressly provided for and contem- 
plated in the treaty-making power of the United States. 

Now as to the form and manner in which the exercise of judicial 
power must be made in a foreign country. Judicial power is only one 
of the attributes of sovereign power, and in its nature, as respects sov- 
ereignty, not distinguishable from the others. Like all other sovereign 
power, when exercised in foreign countries, it must be subject to their 
consent and by our Constitution subject to the treaty-making power 
in all But this fact can not modify or alter the restrictions 
imposed on the exercise of judicial power in our form of government 
over ourown people. The obligations of the Constitution rest as imper- 
atively on the treaty-making power to secure for our citizens the sub- 
stantial forms of our civil policy and the protection of our laws abroad 
and in foreign countries as at home. 

Our form of government requires that the judicial power shall be ex- 
ercised subject to certain defined personal rights of every person sub- 
ject to our laws, and that these rights shall be ascertained through a 
trial in the district where he lives and by oy of the vicinage. The 
‘ame distinction exists here as in other cases of the exercise of sovereign 
power. The judicial power of the United States, exercised in the dis- 
cretion and will of the Government as a matter of rightful territorial 
power, can only be over the territory subject to its power. But the 
judicial power of the United States exercised in the territory of a for- 
eign nation and by its consent is as much recognized in the Constitu- 
tion as the other and provided for in the treaty-making power. Be- 
cause it is impossible to provide for his trial in the district and by a 
jury of his domicile, it does not follow that there is no power and no 
duty to provide for his trial and the protection of his rights by asub- 
stantial conformity to the requirements of the Constitution, by an im- 
partial trial, by written accusation, bya jury of his fellow-citizens, by 
confronting the witnesses against him, by the opportunity of produc- 
ing witnesses in his favor, by an honest and capable judge. It does 
not follow that the duty does not rest on us and that the power is not 
with us to give him the protection of our laws in some countries be- 
<ause we can not do so in all countries. 

If further warrant for the exercise of judicial power is needed it will 
be found in the express words of the Constitution (article 3, section 2): 

The judicial power of the United States shall extend to all cases, in law and 

uity, arising under treaties which shall be made under their authority, and to 
ail cases between citizens of the States and foreign States, citizens or ahaa. 

There can be no doubt, then, unless there is some principle which 
limits the exercise of the powers of a sovereign government to its own 
territorial limits, that ‘“‘ all causes in law or equity arising under trea- 
ties,” and all causes between citizens of the States of the United States 
and foreign states and citizens and subjects, are expressly provided for. 

If treaties treat of and affect causes at law or equity arising under it 
and to cases between the citizens and subjects of different countries, 
then the express warrant of the Constitution is found for it. 

The judicial power is no more limited to the territorial limits of the 
‘country than its other sovereign powers. If this is limited, then by the 
same argument the exercise of all other sovereign power is limited, and 
the United States can do nothing outside of its territorial limits. As to 
the limitations of the Constitution of the life-tenure and otherwise, it 
has long been established that these limitations do not rest on any other 
courts than those established in the States, and that in Territories legis- 
jative courts may be established not subject to these limitations. If 
so in Territories, why not in foreign countries? 

It is clear that whether right or wrong it has been established that 
_judicial power may be vested by the United States in courts not sub- 
ject to these limitations. There is nothing, then, in the objection of a 
want of constitutional power to pass this bill. The power of the Gov- 
ernment is constantly exercised beyond its territorial limits, and the 
treaty-making power is intended to provide for such exercise. The 
‘question whether the citizen of the United States ought to have the 
protection of the laws of his own country applied in accordance with 
the civil polity of his own Government is all that remains, and upon 
‘this question I think there can be no doubt. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President, in conformity with the sug- 
gestion that was made by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] yes- 
terday, I desire to move a few amendments to the bill. I ask the at- 
‘tention of the Senator from Kansas to see whether I have apprehended 


him correctly and am carrying out the views he expressed and in which 
I intimated my concurrence. 

In section 12, line 1, after the word ‘‘that,’’? I move to insert ‘‘ for 
the purposes of this act;’’ so as to read: 


e sory That for the purposes of this act there shall be appointed by the Presi- 
ent, &c. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair), TheSecretary has the amendment. The Chair isinformed that 
it was offered yesterday. 

Mr. PENDLETON. It was not formally offered, but was suggested. 
I offer it now. ý 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senatoriscorrect. The Senator 
from Ohio moves to amend by inserting in section 12, after the word 
‘‘that,’’ in line 1, the words *‘ for the purposes of this act.” ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In line 2 of the same section, at the end of the 
line, I move to strike out the word ‘‘ district ’’ before ‘‘judge.”’ 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In line 3 of the same section, after the word 
*‘judges,’’ I move to strike out ‘‘of the United States.” : 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In the same line, before the word ‘‘judge,’’ I 
move to strike out ‘‘ district.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. On the same and the next line I move to strike 
out the words ‘“‘of the United States ” after the word ‘‘judge.”’ 

The amendment was to. 

The Chief Clerk read the first clause of the section as amended, as 
follows: 

Src. 12, That for the purposes of this act there shall be appointed by the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, two judges for China 
and a judge for Japan, whose terms of office shall be eight years respectively; 


and in case of vacancies, the persons appointed to the place from time to time 
shall hold office for like terms. Each Jugo shall receive compensation at the 


rate of $5,000 a year, payable monthly, and his necessary traveling expenses in 
Se AATE of his duty, payable on his own voucher, at the rate of 8 cents a 
mile. 


Mr. PENDLETON. Now, in line 24 of section 12, in pursuance of 
the suggestion made yesterday and to perfect the bill according to the 
aa ale pala dl made, I move to strike out the word ‘‘district’’ be- 

ore ‘‘judge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk informs the Chair 
that there was an amendment adopted yesterday by which some words 
in pet part of the section were stricken out and other language sub- 
stituted. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Let the amendment be made in the amendment 
adopted yesterday and in line 27, Was that also included in the amend- 
ment of yesterday? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was not included. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In line 27 of section 12, before the word 
“‘judge,’’ I move to strike out ‘‘district.”” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In line 37 of the same section I move to strike 
out “‘district’’ before ‘“judges.’’ 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In line 38 of the same section, before the word 
‘*judge,’’ I move to strike out ‘district.’ 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In line 65 of the same section, before the word 
‘t judges,” I move to strike out ‘‘ district.”’ 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In line 66 of section 12 I move to strike out 
the word ‘‘ district” before “‘judge.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. PENDLETON. In line 91 of the same section I move to strike 
out the word ‘‘ district’? before ‘‘judge.’’ 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In line 92 of the same section, before the word 
“judge,” I move to strike out “district.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In line 102 of the same section, before the word 
‘*judge,’’ I move to strike out the word ‘‘district.’’ 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In lines 119 and 120 of the same section I 
move to strike out the words ‘‘ of the United States.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In line 121 of the same section, before the word 
“judge,” I move to strike out ‘‘a district’’ and insert ‘‘the.”” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In line 1 of section 13 I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘district’’ before the word ‘‘judges.”’ 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In lines 2 and 3 of the same section I move to 
strike out ‘‘of the United States.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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In line 5 of the same section I move to strike 
out the same words, ‘‘of the United States.” 


Mr. PENDLETON. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In line 6 of the same section I move to strike 
out the word ‘‘district’’ before the word “‘judge,’’ where it occurs the 
first time. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In line 7 of the same section, before the word 
‘‘ judge,” I move to strike out the word ‘‘ district.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In line 23 of the same section, before the word 
t‘ judges,” I move to strike out the word ‘“‘ district.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In section 15 I move to strike out *‘ district’? 
before *‘ judge,” in line 17. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I believe I have now made the bill conform to 
the suggestions of the Senator from Kansas, I think Ihave not missed, 
I certainly have not intended to miss, in a single case following his 
suggestions. I have no other amendment to offer. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, Mr. President, I shall say very little in 
addition to what I said yesterday in regard to this very important meas- 
ure. It is a measure, as I said yesterday, worthy of the best thought 
that can be given to it. 

A great deal has been said here about the extension of the judicial 
power of this Government to foreign countries. It has been said that 
it is competent for Congress to extend the judicial power beyond the 
confines of the United States. I never can subscribe to that doctrine. 
This Constitution of ours has been framed in the most guarded and pre- 
cise language. The powers of Congress are to be found under seventeen 
distinct grants of authority in the enumerated powers. There are sev- 
enteen clauses of power in this Constitution conferring upon Congress 
the great authority of legislation, and there are hut two exceptions in 
these seventeen grants where jurisdiction can be exercised outside of 
the States. The general grant of authority in the seventeen clauses, 
as every lawyer here will admit, was intended to operate within the 
States of this Union; and so guarded and careful were the framers of 
this organic law, that when it came to the question of giving Congress 
the power to go beyond the States, they incorporated into the Constitu- 
tion two distinct exceptions. 

Nothing is clearer than what was said by Chief-Justice Marshall in the 
case of Gibbons rs. Ogden, that the limitation of power always marked 
its extent; and when you find those notable exceptions ingrafted in the 
organic law to which I wish to call the attention of the Senate, it is 
obvious that the framers of the Constitution never intended that Con- 
gress should go beyond the confines of the authority granted. The two 
exceptions to which I allude are specific. A case that comes under one 
of them was referred to yesterday by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar], who suggested that Congress had power to legislate in re- 
spect to offenses on the high seas. If you will examine the Constitution 
you will find that that authority is pven in exact language. When it 
comes to legislating for places out of the jurisdiction of any particular 
State, such as the District of Columbia and navy-yards, over which juris- 
diction has been ceded by the States, a special authority is given to Con- 

to legislate. These are the only two exceptions to the universal 
rule that the legislative arm of this Government never was intended to 
go beyond the confines of the territory of the States. 

Reference has been made to the treaty-making power. After the 
framers of the Constitution had thus guarded sedulously the authority 
of Congress over legislative subjectsand with respect to legislative power, 
they came to foreign countries, and they gave not to Congress, but they 
gave to the Senate and the President of the United States the powerto 
make treaties with foreign countries according tothe usages and customs 
ofinternationallaw. But will any constitutional lawyer in this country 
claim that under the substantive grant of power in the Constitution to 
the President and Senate to make treaties there was thereby given to 
these officials authority to expand the enumerated powers previously 
stated in the Constitution beyond the limits there expressed. ? 

Then, with respect to the judicial power, when it comes to the admin- 
istration of the judicial power the Constitution provides for the appoint- 
ment of judges for superior and inferior courts, who shall hold their 
offices, says the Constitution, during good behavior, and, as we know, are 
not removable except upon impeachment. But they did not stop there. 
So particular were they in limiting the sources of authority that they 
confined those courts to the cases over which they should exercise ju- 
risdiction. The protection of an American citizen against Chinese and 
Japanese laws when residing there was not provided for. They left as 
little to inference or argument in the shaping of the powers of this Gov- 
ernment as was possible to be left. In fact, their particularity in many 
instances is remarkable. 

Power is given to Congress to create tribunals subordinate to the Su- 
preme Court. That tribunal is a constitutional one and was brought 
into existence by the Constitution itself; but seeing that it might be 
necessary in the administration of justice that Congress should have 
power to create subordinate tribunals, the power is given to it to doso, 
and the judges over them are provided for in the language to which I 


have referred. There the authorityends. That is as far as the framers. 
of the Constitution thought it wise to go; and after they had provided 
for the creation of these courts, they enumerated the causes of jurisdic- 
tion that were to belong to the courts: 

The judicial power shall extend to all cases, in law and equity, arising under 
this Constitution, the laws of the United States, and treaties made, or which 
shall be made, under their authority ;—to all cases affecting ambassadors, other 
public ministers, and consuls; to all cases of admiralty and maritime jurisdic- 
tion; tocontroversies to which the United States shall be a party; to controversies. 
between two or more States; between a State and citizens of another State; be- 
tween citizens of different States; between citizens of the same State clauimin 
lands under grants of different States, and between a State, or the citizens thereof, 
and foreign States, citizens or subjects. 

Did the framers of this wise organic law ever intend to deal with 
causes and give power to erect tribunals beyond the territory and pro- 
vide a system of criminal and civil law for these courts to administer 
in Chinese territory? - Whatever was done on that subject had to be 
done by thetreaty-making power. And letme draw theattention of the- 
Senate to the great distinction between the exercise of a Congressional 
power such as we are now proposing to exercise and the exercise of a 
treaty-making power. I admit that it would be competent for Great 
Britain and the United States by a public treaty to agree that the citi- 
zens of this country residing in Great Britain should be tried before the 
American minister, and even according to the American law, and vice 
versa; but when I dothatI want it understood that I will not concede the 
right of Congress to step in and create in Great Britain or any other 
country by virtue of any treaty a number of tribunals inferior to the 
Supreme Court and set over them judges not provided for in the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, yesterday when I had the honor of 
addressing the Senate for a few minutes on this matter I had not before 
me a case decided in the Supreme Court that I desired to refer to, but 
could not then place my hand upon. Ihave it this morning, and I de- 
sire now for a very few moments to call the attention of the Senate to it. 

In arguing yesterday I simply stated the matter by analogy to the 
power of extradition gathered from the treaty-making power under ar- 
ticle 2 of the Constitution. I find on examining it this morning that 
the Supreme Court have passed directly on this very question and re- 
lieved us from all embarrassment so far as their work has any weight 
with Senators, That decision I knew had been made, but I could not 
place my hand on the book yesterday. Ihaveitnow. Itdi en- 
tirely with the theory advanced by the Senator from Florida who has. 
just taken his seat. It is the case of Dainese vs. Hale, carried from the- 
supreme court of the District of Columbia: 

The defendant, as consul-general of Egypt, in 184, issued an attachment 
against the goods of the plaintiff, there situate. The plaintiff and the persons 
at whose suit the attachment was issued were citizens of the United States, and 
not residents or sojourners in the Turkish dominions. For this act the plaint- 
iff brought suit to recover the value of the goods attached. 

That is the ground, that the consul-general had no authority to in- 
stitute this proceeding and hear this case. 

The defendant pleaded his official character, and, as incident thereto, claimed 
jurisdiction to entertain the suit in which the attachment was issued. 

The court held— 


That the plea was defective for not setting forth the laws or usages of Turkey 
upon which, by the treaty and act of Congress Gejs tii ) the jurisdiction, the 
latter was made to depend, and which alone would show its precise extent, and 
that it embraced the case in question, 

The court held that the plea was not good, simply because it did not 
set forth the laws and usages of Turkey, of which this court, of course,. 
could not take judicial recognition. They had to be pleaded and proved 
as any other facts, being foreign laws and foreign usages. Upon this. 
subject the court, speaking by Judge Bradley, say: 

It can not be contended that every consul by virtue of his office has power to- 
exercise the judicial functions claimed by the defendant, for it is conceded that 
this is not the case in Christian countries. And while, on the other side, it is- 
also conceded that in pagan and Mohammedan countries it is usual forthe minis- 
ters and consuls of European states to exercise judicial functions as between 
their fellow-subjects or citizens, it clearly appears that the extent to which this 

wer is exercised depends upon treaties and laws regulating such jurisdiction. 

‘he instructions given by the British foreign office to their consuls in the Le- 
vant in 1844, as quoted by Mr. Phillimore, do not claim anything more. They 


say: 
I shall not read that. Then the court proceed: 


Historically it is undoubtedly true, as shown by numerous authorities quoted 
by Mr. Warden in his treatise on ‘‘ The Origin and Nature of Consular Estab- 
lishments,” that the consul was originally an officer of large judicial as well as 
commercial powers, exercising entire municipal authority over his countrymen. 
in the country to which he was accredited. But the changed circumstances of 
Europe, and the prevalence of civil order in the several Christian states, have 
had the effect of greatly modifying the powers of the consular office; and it may 
now be considered as generally true that, for any judicial powers which may be 
vested in the consuls accredited to any nation, we must look to the express 
provisions of the treaties entered into with that nation, and to the laws of the 
states which the consuls represent. (Dainese vs. Hale, 1 Otto, pages 14 and 15.) 


The consul-general in this case had this authority entirely outside of 
the Constitution, so to speak; I mean the Constitution operating within 
the territory of the United States and upon the soil of the United 
States, because no one will contend that an officer of that character 
operating in that jurisdiction could issue the attachment and hear the 
cause. How did he doit there? He had the jurisdiction, the court 
said, but he failed because not pleading and proving the foreign usages 
and laws. He had the authority, because by treaty it was accorded to 
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him, and under that treaty the act of the state, to use the language of 
the court, which he represented gave it to him. It conld not have 
given it to him here on our soil as a matter of course, but it gave it to 

im in the foreign country, because he was permitted to do it by the 
foreign power in whose country he resided, That is all there is of it. 
Thatis this case. I need nòt read any more of it to the Senate. That 
is the gravamen of it. 

As I stated yesterday, not having this book then in my hand, we 
go into that country under the treaty-making power; not under one of 
the powers given by the seventeen delegations of authority alluded to 
by the Senator from Florida who has just taken his seat, but under the 
treaty-making power; and when the treaty is made Congress can pass 
a law to enforce it. That is all there is of it. Itis a clear case. It 
is within the jurisdiction of Congress under the treaty-making power. 

This power is now exercised by consuls. You may call the tribunal 
by whatever name you please. The bill the Senator from Ohio has re- 
ported from the Committee on Foreign Relations raises it above the, 
consular dignity, so to speak, and puts it on a judicial ground and gives 
it a judicial name; but it makes no difference by what name you call 
it, it is the authority we are to test, and not the mere official name. 

Mr. INGALLS. May I ask the Senator from Arkansas, without dis- 
turbing him, a question ? 

Mr. GARLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. He states, and states correctly, that we go into the 
foreign country for the purpose of exercising certain judicial powers. I 
want to ask him for what purpose we go there, whether to enforce the 
laws of the country where the power is exercised, or the laws and cus- 
toms of the United States? 

Mr. GARLAND. We go in some instances to do both, as said by 
this decision, or to do the one or the other. It depends on the particu- 
lar treaty or particular matter we seek for in our treaty. 

Mr. INGALLS. The purpose of this bill, as I understand, is to throw 
around American citizens in foreign countries the protection of the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States. 

Mr. GARLAND. That is true, as I understand it, to this extent: 
Whenever it becomes necessary in throwing that protection around our 
citizens to enforce the law in that country, according to the decision of 
the Supreme Court we can do it provided the treaty allows it. So we 
revolve around at last to the treaty-making power to do just-;what we 
may do and what we are permitted to do by the country in whose terri- 
tory we are acting. 

Mr. INGALLS. So it comesat last to this, that whether this power 
is exercised under the treaty clause of the Constitution or by virtue of 
an act of national sovereignty outside of that, we go into the foreign 
country for the purpose of enforcing the Constitation and the laws of 
this country. It seems to me very strange, that being admitted, that 
the Senator from Arkansas and the Senator from Ohio should insist that 
the provisions with respect to the compensation of the judges, their 
term of office, and the trial of criminal cases by juries, should be abso- 
lutely in violation of any principle recognized by our Constitution or 
by our laws. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I think I can not vote for this bill, and 
I ee like in a very few words to state the reasons why I feel unable 
to do so. 

I suppose it is too late to question the authority of Co to con- 
fer judicial powers upon our consuls provided they may be exercised 
under the treaties which we have made with foreign powers. It has 
been too long practiced and too long acquiesced in to be successfully 
questioned now. I think for more than half a century we have in some 
way by act of Congress conferred judicial power upon our consulsin foreign 
ports. I am not so well satisfied that we may go beyond that and erect 
on foreign soil and in foreign jurisdictions courts outside of the con- 
sular jurisdiction, courts which are in no way connected with our dip- 
lomatic or consular representation in those countries, but which are to 
all intents and purposes courts as much as if they were established 
within our own jurisdiction, with judges to be appointed here, with all 
the paraphernalia of courts, with forms of procedure, and with every- 
thing which makes them perfect courts, entirely disconnected with our 
diplomatic and consular representation. I understand it to be a new 
departure from the policy of this country and not sanctioned by prec- 
edent even in other countries. I have not given this matter so care- 
fal an examination that I can k itively on the subject, but I 
think no country other than the United States attempts in any foreign 
jurisdiction to establish courts of law for the trial of cases arising be- 
tween its own citizens in a foreign jurisdiction or between its citizens 
and the natives of that foreign jurisdiction, which are entirely discon- 
nected from their diplomatic or consular service. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have examined the practice of European nations 
in this particular, and the Senator is entirely correct. This is an in- 
novation on the practice of all countries hitherto. 

Mr. PLATT. That was my impression, but I was unable to speak 
positively. I think it is quite questionable whether we may go to this 
extent, but I do not base my opposition to the bill entirely upon that. 

I doubt very much the policy of this bill, admitting that we have 
the right to establish courts, with all the authority, with all the para- 


phernalia of the courts of our own country, within these foreign juris- 
dictions, with juries and officers and procedure. 

It seems to me that if possible we ought to protect the rights of our 
citizens by improving the consular jurisdiction, not by this new experi- 


ment of erecting courts outside of the consular service. I know that 
our citizens in foreign countries need more protection, need better facil- 
ities for the assertion of their rights; but I think that that may all be 
done by improving and enlarging if necessary the judicial power which 
we have assumed the right to confer upon our consuls and which nobody 
questions. 

If juries are necessary, why not attach them to the consular courts, 
if you may dignify these proceedings with the name of consular courts ? 
If anything is needed for the better protection of our citizensas totheir 
rights or to enable them to assert and maintain their civil rights, why 
not provide for it through the same medium in which we have endeav- 
ored to provide for it in times past? If you must have what this bill 
calls a jury but which seems to be a misnomer, so that no one person 
shall have the issues of life or property in his hands, why not provide 
for it in connection with the consular proceedings so long established ? 
If the argument is made that we do not send to these foreign countries 
where we have large commerce or hope to have large commerce, like 
China and Japan and the other countries mentioned in this bill, con- 
suls qualified to act as judges, why not remedy that by sending there 
as consuls just the men whom we should send there under this bill as 
judges? It seems to me that there is no necessity therefore in order to 
protect our citizens abroad, in order to give them all the rights which 
we would desire them to have, that weshould depart from the system 
so long established in this country, but that it can all be done by an 
improvement of the system already existing. 

I do not know where this matter is to end. I know that we estab- 
lish here a somewhat ponderous machinery of justice when we look at 
it with reference to the number of persons for whom it is intended. 
The number of our citizens in China and Japan engaged in trade I sup- 
pose must be very small. It has not been stated here. I know that 
the interests of our citizens in China and Japan are not small; but the 
number of citizens I imagine must be few. Now, for the number of 
our citizens in China we establish, if I am not mistaken, by this bill 
two courts, two judges with salaries of $5,000 each, with clerks and 
marshals and deputy clerks and deputy marshals, with court-houses and 
prisons; and so in Japan, one judge with a like salary of $5,000, with 
a marshal and deputy marshals, a clerk and deputy clerks, a court- 
house and a prison. 

It seems to me that we may well pause and see to what extent this 
system is likely to be extended if we take this initial step. Will our 
citizens in other ports be content with the consular jurisdiction which 
I believe is maintained in other ports by this bill? Will they be con- 
tent with a consular authority to pass upon questions of life and prop- 
erty when China and Japan have courts which to all intents and pur- 
poses, although the words ‘‘ of the United States’’ have been stricken 
out of the bill, are United States courts; and how can we propose to 
establish these courts in every port of the East where we shall obtain 
any considerable foothold for commerce ? 

It seems to me that the inauguration of this system is of such doubt- 
ful policy, that we can so little see the extent to which it may be en- 
larged and extended, and so clear that all that is necessary to be done 
may be done now by the improvement of our present judicial consular 
system, that I can not feel that it would be proper for me to support 
this bill. 

Mr. PENDLETON, Mr. President, I desire to say but very few 
words in answer to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], and 
that rather to correct a misconception of fact which was confirmed by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. I find in the constitution 
of the British courts— 


There shall be a court styled “Her Britannic Majesty's supreme consular 


court for the dominions of the Sublime Ottoman Porte.” 
* $ » $ * $ + 


There shall be one judge of the supreme consular court. Her majesty’s con- 
sul-general at Constantinople forthe time being shall be the judge, but he shall 
be appointed to the office of judge by her majesty by special warrant under 
her royal sign manual. 

And I call the attention of the gentleman also to the qualifications 
prescribed for that consul-general: 

He shall be, at the time of his iy eager a member of the bar of England, 
Scotland, or Ireland, of not Jess t seven years’ standing, or a subject of her 
majesty (by birth or naturalization) who has filled the office of legal vice-consul 
in the Ottoman dominions or the office of law secretary to 
sular court, 

Mr. INGALLS. That shows plainly —— 

Mr. PENDLETON. It shows what the qualification of the consul- 
general may be, and that he is appointed a judge in addition to the con- 
sular authority. 

Mr. INGALLS. In addition to his functions, but he is at the same 
time a member of the diplomatic and consular circle, acting as such. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I find also that there is a trial by jury in the 
British system, and that it applies to all criminal cases, and also to civil 
cases where the amount exceeds £50. I find also that provisions are 
made by that same authority in many of the matters provided for by 


the supreme con- 
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this bill, that they refer to prison regulations, to mortgages, bills of sale, 
and suits by or against foreigners. the same system then 
adopted for the Ottoman Porte was extended to other foreign countries. 

I have no disposition to protract this argument, but rose merely to 
correct what I thought was a misapprehension on the part of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not think that the constitution of the British 
court at Constantinople, to which the Senator from Ohio has called my 
attention, in any way makes against what I supposed to be the system; 
that is, the court is not outside of the consular service. The point I 
was making was that here we are establishing courts entirely outside 
and distinct from our consular service. Great Britain in her court at 
Constantinople keeps all the judicial authority within the consular 
service and system. The court is styled ‘‘ Her Britannic Majesty’s 
supreme consular court for the dominion of the Sublime Ottoman 
Porte.’’ There is to be one judge of the supreme consular court, but 


her majesty’s consul-general at Constantinople for the time being shall |- 


be the judge. The fact that he must have special qualifications does 
not change the theory or the principle upon which justice is admin- 
istered. It is true that he is appointed to the office of judge by her 
majesty by special warrant under her royal sign-manual, and must be 
at the time of his appointment a member of the bar of England, Scot- 
land, or Ireland of not less than seven years’ standing. And so we 
might provide that our consuls who are to be clothed with this judicial 
authority should be attorneys of seven years’ standing in the United 
States. That would not divorce this judicial system in foreign ports 
from the consular system; it would still be connected with it. My 
objection to the bill is that it is doubtful whether Congress has power 
to erect courts there entirely disconnected from the consular service, 
and that if it be admitted, it is much more doubtful whether it is good 
policy to do so. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. How shall the vote be taken on the 
amendments? 

Mr. PENDLETON. I suggest that, inasmuch as these amendments 
are chiefly verbal and in no case were contested, the vote be taken on 
all the amendments of the Committee of the Whole at the same time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to so taking the 
vote? The Chair hears none, The question is on concurring in all the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill having been three times 
read, the question is on its 

Mr. PLATT. Let us have the yeas and nays on that question. 
Pie P dagi and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e ro 

Mr. GARLAND (when Mr. WALKER’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. WALKER] is paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
COLQUITT] on all questions. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 
= e o e a 
e, enna rger, 
Blair, Garland, McMillan, Sabin, 
Butler, Gibson, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Call, Hampton, Miller of Cal. Van Wyck, 
Camden, Harris, Miller of N. Y., Williams, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Morgan, Wilson. 
Conger, ‘oar, Morrill, 
NAYS—IL. 
Beck, Hawley, Maxey, Slater, 
Coke, Jonas, Platt, Vest. 
George, Jones of Florida, Pugh, 
ABSENT—. 
Aaron nes Tames sapere 
n, ‘air, pham, ulsbury, 
Bowen, Farley, S Sewell, 
wn, Gorman, McPherson, Sherman, 
Cameron of Pa., Groome, one, Vance, 

1l, Hale, Mitchell, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Hill, Palmer, 2 
Cullom, Jackson, Pike, 

Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
So the bill was passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. ‘ 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After forty-three minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened. 

THE BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order of business is now the Cal- 
endar under Rule IX. When the Calendar was last proceeded with 


the bill under consideration under this rule was the bill (S. 399) for 
the relief of Albert H. Emery. 
Mr. HOAR. Before that order is proceeded with I ask leave to make 


a motion in regard to the bankruptcy bill. The bill (S. 1372) to estab- 
lish a uniform system of bankruptey throughout the United States is 
reached on the Calendar under Rule VIIT of unobjected cases within 
one bill, so that it will come up the first thing in the morning undoubt- 
edly for action; but I desire to move at this time that that bill be post- 
poned until thé 19th day of March, at2 o’clock, which will be Wednes- 
day, and that it be made the special order for that time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to considering the 
motion of the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears none. 
The Senator from Massachusetts moves that the consideration of the 
bill known as the bankruptcy bill be postponed until Wednesday, the 
19th of March, at 2 o'clock, and be made the special order for that hour. 

The motion was agreed to unanimously. 


ALBERT H. EMERY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 399) for the relief of Albert H. Emery. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill and the report of the com- 
mittee have been read. The Secretary will again read the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Albert H. Emery, of the city and State of New 
York, in full settlement of all claims, legal or equitable, which he has in any way 
against the Uni States on account of the cost of,and the time spent by him 
and use of, all patents and inventions in designing and constructing the testing- 
machine built and erected by him for the United States, or otherwise, inany way, 
on account of said machine, the sum of $200,000, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, which sum is hereby appropriated and made 
immediately available therefor. Said machine,together with the full right to 
the use therein of all patents and inventions used in its design and construction, 
shall belong to the United States. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to hear the bill explained by the Sena- 
tor who reported it. Is there any report accompanying the bill ? 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Yes. Thereport was read at a former 
session of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Was it read yesterday? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On a previous day. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill, I think, has twice passed the Senate unani- 


mously. 

Mr. MORGAN. What does it relate to? 

Mr. HOAR. Itis for the relief of the inventor of a testing-machine 
of metals. : 


Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes; I remember the case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I beg to say that while the bill, I believe, has 
passed the Senate once or twice, it has certainly not passed the Senate 
unanimously. 

Mr. HOAR. It passed the Senate unanimously once. The last time 
it passed it passed unanimously. I am quite sure of that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There may have been no yea-and-nay vote called 
upon it, but I know perfectly well that the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
HARRIS] and myself never assented to it. Iam sure of that fact, be- 
cause we have both on every occasion stated that we thought the amount 
was too large, and Ithinkso now. I think itisan extortionate amount 
to be allowed in this case. 

Mr. HARRISON. How much? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Two hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Since the bill was drafted Mr. Emery has taken up 
his residence in Connecticut. Perhaps the amendment had better be 
made. I move to strike out ‘‘of the city and State of New York ” and 
insert ‘‘of Stamford, Conn.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection that amendment 
will be made. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read 
the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill having been three times read, 
the question is on its passage. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand the bill has been before Congress once 
or twice, and probably the Senators who have been here in former Con- 

know all about the facts. So far as I am concerned, not know- 
ing about them, I would be very glad indeed ifsome Senator who does 
would explain why it is that we are to appropriate this $200,000. Be- 
fore I am called upon to vote I should like to know a little more about 
the history of the case. 

Mr. HOAR. This gentleman is a very able mechanic, a very ingen- 
ious inventor. He was requested by some high—lI have forgotten at 
this moment what official, whether the Chief of the Army Engineers, 
or the Secretary of War, or the Secretary of the Treasury, but some high 
officer of the Government to endeavor to see if a machine coyld not 
be invented which should test with absolute accuracy the strength of 
materials used in building, in mechanism, in the drawing of burdens, 
&c. He devoted many years of his life and expended large sums in the 
pursuit of that mechanism, and he has made one of the most successfnl 
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and wonderful machines in the world, which for many years has been 
in the custody of the United States at the arsenal at Watertown, Mass., 
and persons from far and near take their materials from all over the 
country to that machine for test. It is a very complicated mechanism 
which I can not describe in the least. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
FAIR] who is notnow in his seat, when the matter came up in the com- 
mittee of which he is a member, stated that it had been of very great 
use to him in his business in his own State. 
Mr. Emery paid out $129,000 in actual cash, besides devoting years 
of service to this public benefit. Of that $129,000, he has received 
I think, $31,500, so that the compensation for his invention, 
which the United States has now the use of and has taken into its own 
custody and possession, and for his years of time, is the balance of this 
Phe yieee Claims, f them, though h large 
e Committee on ‘many of them, t ta very muc r 
sum should have been devoted. For myself I think that $300,000 is as 
small a sum as the man ought to receive. My honorable friend from 
Tennessee gave itin a former Con a careful investigation, and while 


he entirely conc and, I believe, indeed made a report concurring, 
in the result of the committee’s conclusions in all other he 
thought that a smaller sum wassufficient compensation. That has been 


e only question about which there has been any difference, so far as I 
now. 

The bill passed the Senate two Congresses ago, and in the last Con- 
gress it passed the Senate unanimously, without any expression of dis- 
sent either as to amount or merits in any form or shape. That is the 
fact about it so faras understand. This mechanism I believe will test 
the exact resisting power of a watch-crystal, or of a bar of iron, or of the 
strongest rock known in nature, with the most absolute accuracy. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no question that this gentleman has con- 
structed the most perfect testing-machine that the world has seen up 
to this time, with capacity to test the strength of a cambric needle or 
a horsehair or the largest bar of iron that can be made. As to that 
fact the proof was abundantly satisfactory to my mind upon a careful 
examination of a somewhat voluminous record. I have heretofore 
opposed, however, theappropriation of $200,000, which has been usually, 
I believe, if not invariably, the amount specified under the bills that 
have been introduced. This gentleman, Colonel Emery, made a con- 
tract to produce this machine for the sum of $25,000, a sum wholly 
inadequate, as he afterward found outand as Iam positively sure. Some 
time after the making of this contract and his entering upon the work 
there was, at his instance or the instance of his friends, an additional 
appropriation of $6,500, making in all $31,500 that was appropriated 
by Congress to pay for the production of this machine. It proved 
wholly inadequate; and, without conferring with Congress, without 
reporting to Congress, without authority from Congress, he proceeded 
to produce the machine, it costing him something over, I think, as the 
proof shows, $100,000 or thereabouts. I will not pretend to be accu- 
rate as to the precise amount of money actually expended. He pre- 
sents a bill made up of money actually advanced, in part of interest 
at the rate of 7 per cent. paid for the money obtained to carry on his 
work, and items of allowance for his time, I do not remember at what 
rate but a reasonably fair, high price, that aggregate somewhere near 


, 000, 

I have always been willing to reimburse him, but I have always con- 
demned his action in going on with the work, borrowing and using money 
in perfecting this machine for the Government, without reporting to the 
Government and having the assent and approval of the Government in 
the expenditure that he was making. He was paying a pretty high 
rate of interest for the money that he used, and that interest enters 
into the make-up of this account, as well as a charge of a reasonably 
high salary. I do not think the salary charged is perhaps extravagant 
for a man of his genius and skill. 

For these reasons I have never been willing, as Iam not now willing, 
to vote to appropriate the sum of $200,000 mentioned in the bill; but 
I think every consideration of justice demands that the money actually 
expended in producing a machine such as he has produced should be 

ded to him, and he ought to be left certainly free from loss. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. nh Fo have been quite familiar with this 
case for a long time, having made Mr. Emery’s acquaintance years ago, 
and having great admiration for his skill as an engineer, and at my 
solicitation once I spent in a committee-room here two or three hours 
looking over the anga of his machine, and I was interested in it as 
a magnificent mechanical triumph. 

By the act approved March 3, 1873, Congress appropriated $25,000 
for improved machinery for testing American iron and steel. Under 
this appropriation the Ordnance Department ordered of A. H. Emery 
a testing-machine, to be designed and built by him and erected at the 
Watertown arsenal, Massachusetts. 

One reason for this movement and for the board that has made two 
or three annual reports of tests of iron and steel was that the tables in 
use by the great engineers and manufacturers were found to be defect- 
ive and insufficient. The old testing-machines were quite imperfect. 
The enormous value of correct tables will be recognized by any man 
familiar with the business, when he remembers that thousands of bridges 
of various descriptions are constructed of iron, steel, &c., in this coun- 
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try, and reflects on the very great importance of knowing just how 
much strain any one of the rods in a bridge will bear, how much ten- 
sion, how much cross-strain it will bear. The ineers all over the 
country, the great builders, felt that a revision of the standards laid 
down in the books was absolutely indispensable to the safety of the pub- 
lic in general and to the economy of construction, and hence they asked 
to have this kind of work done. Just think of the numerous railroad 
iron and steel bridges, some of which have broken down with most 
calamitous results, that would not have broken down if there had been 
such a machine as this to test the rods before they were put into the 
bri 

Under the act of 1873 a board was appointed. The President ap- 
pointed on this board General Q. A. Gillmore, Engineers, United States 
Army; Col. T. T. S. Laidley, of the Ordnance Bureau; Commander L. 
A. Beardslee, United States Navy; David Smith, chief engineer, United 
States Navy; General William Sooy Smith, civilian, civil engineer; A. 
L. Holley, civilian, civil engineer; R. H. Thurston, civilian, civil en- 
gineer. A board of equal eminence could not have been found outside 
them in the United States, or I might venture to say in any country. 
They made a contract with Emery after he had been at work upward 
of a year and a half under his original contract. By the new contract 
the board required certain additional apparatus, which increased the 
weight of the machine about 10 per cent., and for this additional ap- 
paratus added $6,500 to the original contract price, thus changing the 
price to be paid from $25,000 to $31,500. 

That is all the money he has received. The work went on under this 
until February, 1879, when the machine was completed and accepted. 

He had certain patents. They were all absorbed in this machine; 
and after the Government accepted it at the close of his five years’ work, 
and when he and his friends had involved themselves very heavily in 
debt, the Government put itin operation at the Watertown arsenal, and 
in a bill, which can easily be referred to, provided that anybody should 
have the use of it by paying the expense of running it, which was $15 
or $20 a day. The consequence is that the machine is kept busy by the 
greatest manufacturers in the country, who can not afford to build such 
a machine, the like of which never was seen, the like of which does not 
exist in any other country. It is kept busy, I say, by these distin- 
guished manufacturers in testing small and large rods of iron and steel 
and giving their exact strength. Havinga few specimen rods and bars 
sent up and tested, the contractor goes on and builds the bridge with 
greater safety and economy. 

What will the machine do? It will take a horse-hair and draw it 
apart and measure to the finest fraction the strain required to break 
that horse-hair. It will take a five-inch bar of steel, a round bar of 
the best steel you can make, clinch it, and draw it gently apart as you 
woulda bit of molasses-candy. Its strainagestrength is 800,000 pounds, 
or 400 tons, and it works with the soundest gentleness, It is a mag- 
nificent triumph. This comparatively young engineer has several pat- 
ents involved in it. Hedid not stop, so long as he could beg or borrow 
money, until he finishell the machine, working substantially under the 
direction of this board. 

I do not know exactly where the legal questions are; but his debts 
on the 1st of July will be $180,000, and his five years’ work is not 
counted in that; and we have the best machine in the world, an unap- 
proachable machine, and haye taken it to our own uses. There have 
been several reports made upon this question, elaborate reports. Sec- 

Ramsey said it was a case that called for Congressional action. 
Let me cite his words: 

The country is now in possession of the most perfect testing-machine in the 
world. The use of metals in all kinds of constructions, both private and public, 
demands so accurate a knowledge of their qualities as can only be determined 
by just such a machine as this, and its determinations will be of the greatest 
value to one of the most extensive industries in which our people are en i 

It appears to me that liberal action on the part of Congress toward one of our 
citizens who has lost so much in faithfully carrying out his contract would be 
but proper and equitable. 

Colonel Laidley and other members of the board, who are thoroughly cogni- 
zant of all the fi name $200,000 as not excessive, ‘or more than sufficient to 
pay the contractor for his unusual devotion to the interests of the Government.” 

That was in 1880, to which time his debts had been rolling up, debts 
incurred in the service I might say of humanity as well as the service 
of the Government. When this question arose, four years ago, under 
Secretary Ramsey, he referred it to the Ordnance Department, and the 
Ordnance Department referred it to Colonel Laidley, who was of the 
board, with instructions to report upon these questions: 

First. Mr. Emery now claiming compensation from the United States not only 
for the actual cost to him of the machine overandabove the contract price, but for 
the use of his patents, and for co: uential damages caused by the free use of 
the machine to all persons, as given by Congress, &c. 

Second. Is the amount of $200,000, if now paid by Congress, excessive or more 
than sufficient tocompensate Mr. Emery for the losses and allowance on the can- 
tract, and for his time and labor and use of patents and damage from the free use 
of machine, &c., for all or any of these ? 

Third. Colonel Laidley will submit any papers bearing on this case. 

Colonel Laidley madea careful report upon this reference, and he says 
in the course of it ; 

The act of Congress approved June 20, 1878, which directs that this machine 
shall be applied to the testing of materials for all persons who may desireto use 
it upon the payment of the actual cost of making the tests, which action virtu- 


ally destroys the business of the inventor of building testing-machines, in that no 
one will purchase a machine when he can haye the work of testing done by the 
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Government at less cost than he could do it himself ifa machine were furnished 


to him free of , gives the raperi gos for greatly increased dam- 

opinie and causes the undersigned to modify and increase the sum which in his 

nion the Government could well afford to pay for this machine and the 
losses its action has inflicted. 


He goes on to say that when Mr. Emery undertook it he confidently 
expected to finish it within six months. 


— patenis, ple involves a loss to him withoutany fault of his which, though 
loubt! 
It rarely happens in the > Sevelopen ment of any new invention that the first con- 
on does more than show what may be accomplished i 
In the present pe enanar however so thoroughly were all the details digested and 
such frequent c KARIN before they passed into the hands of 
the workman, that say first: Basba si forms a marked exception to the general 
rule, and is more perfect in all its than could have been reasonably e 
under theterms ofthe contract. This result, however, has not been accomplished 
without long and laborious. study and a corresponding increase of bead ai to 
the contractor. Since the Government is thereby the gainer, it can well afford 
to offer a substantial compensation therefor. Had the contractor failed to raise 
necessary funds to complete the machine in accordance with his high stand- 
ard of excellence, the undersigned, though conversant with the testing-machines 
used by the > principal nations, knows of none which could have been procured 
AON l of the Geron qualities to the extent of that the United States now 
No one who has witn the facility of its operation na under- 
Kood the the. rinciples upon which it is based has failed to appreciate and be im- 
pressed with the delicacy and accuracy of its determinations. This is a matter 
of no small importance, since it is to form the standard throughout the country 
for measuring such strains as are ordinarily determined by testing-machines. 
Its reputation ars not confined to this panerad h but wherever a knowledge of its 
SE EEEE has extended it reflects credit upon the American name. 
nder these circumstances the Government can well afford to be liberal with 
the contractor and make a fair com: ———- him for his great creative power 
and unremitting labor during the five best ase of his life. 
The amount of $200,000, if now paid by Congress— 


That was in 1880— 
of the undersigned, bs exoasstve, or more thas sutticions to pay the OONA NOE 
fair equivalent ne his unusual devotion to the interests of fthe Government, the 
work performed by him, and the losses sustained during the time that he has 
given up his undivided energies to this undertaking. 

This is fully agreed to by William Sooy Smith, Alexander L. Holley, 
a great engineer now deceased, and Q. A. Gillmore. There are further 
elaborate documents in the report made by the committee. 

Three years ago a committee was appointed by the American Acad- 
emy of Sciences to make an award they were authorized to make, the 
grand medal of honor for the single ‘‘ exhibit most conducive to human 
welfare,” and after an elaborate examination of this machine they 
voted to give Emery the grand medal of honor; something very seldom 
awarded and most heartily awarded in this case. Their report gives a 
most eloquent description of the machine and speaks of it in the high- 
est terms. At a meeting of the National Society of Mechanical En- 
gineers President Thurston spoke most enthusiastically of the benefits 
of the invention. 

I had the honor of serving under and having the acquaintance and 
I hope the friendship of General Q. A. Gillm who stands at the 
head of his profession, I had almost said—I hope I will say soon to be 
made—General of Engineers. I wrotehim a private letter, that I might 
satisfy myself about this matter, and the general says in response : 

New York, February 20, 1882. 

Dear Sir: In the matter of Mr. A. H. Emery’s services and time spent in de- 


‘signing and constructing the testing-machine now in use at Watertown 


arsenal, 
I respectfully submit that a fair RIVERSA ought to be made for the time which 
he devoted to this enterprise in addition to the disbursements he made on its ac- 
count; otherwise, the labor ‘ofhis life will in great measure be lost to him finan- 
cially. To produce this he notonly Bad to spend the long years which 
were occupied in its TEORA but the many previous years of study and very 
= nsive experimental works, before he could possibly produce such a ma- 
pE as this proves to be. He has not only lost this large amount of time, but 
by a law passed while he was erecting this machine he has been deprived in great 
measure of the value of these inventions; the law referred to giving the use of 
the machine to all persons at merely nominal (oceans Ze for its use. This neces- 
sarily tends to prevent a profitable sale of such machine. 
Having in this way deprived his patents of much of their value at home, it 
woe a to be a very moderate sian ai to pay him for the time spent 
papain Song building h his first 
the board which secured Mr. Emery’s services for this work, 
cont inspected it from time totime, I do not spaas at random, It was the opin- 
ion of that board—the unanimous opinion I think—that he wasthe only man in 
the country capable of PAAA dee and Se padre a pee of work so perfeet in 
its action and results and so wel ted to the end 
Hoping yo will alaien ga this Poeme akan of opinion, I am, very respectfully, 


your o! 
Q. A. GILLMORE, 
oe: 5 oR egea Lieutenant-Colonel of Engineers, But. Maj. Gen., U. 8. A. 
Senate Cha: 


mber, Washington, D. C. 


I think the machine has been worth millions upon millions of dol- 
lars to this Government. It revises for us, revises for the world, the 
standard tables of tests of all the metals. I think this appropriation 
is exceedingly reasonable. It will be no profit tohim. Four years ago 
this $200,000 was recommended by the most candid, the best qualified 
men to whom he could submit it, and there has been four years’ inter- 
est; though the Government does not allow interest on a claim, it runs 
up on this man, whom I hope nobody will think of driving a hard bar- 
gain with. It is a hard enough bargain to give him simply $200,000; 
but if you could put him back in the position he was, with possession of 
all these patents, he would probably ask no better fortune. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, after the very full and exhaust- 
ive argument of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] I do 
not know that it is at all necessary that I should take up the time of 
the Senate; but as one of the Committee on Claims it became my duty 
to investigate the claim of A. H. Emery for pay for this machine. I 
confess that when the case first came to me and I found that Colonel 
Emery was under contract with the Government to supply a certain. 
machine for the sum of $25,000, which sum was afterwards increased. 
to $31,500, and that after the performance of that contract he asked at 
the hands of the Government $200,000, I doubted somewhat whether 
such a report as this should be made by the committee; but investiga- 
tion caused me to follow in the lead of several of the committees of the 
Senate and House of Representatives, and to recommend to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, as had been recommended by the Secretary of War, 
by the Chief of the Ordnance Bureau, and several committees com 
of the best engineers of the country, that this sum should be paid. 

I do not understand, Mr. President, that those who oppose the pas- 
sage of this bill oppose it for any other reason than that they think the 
amount too high, that perhaps $100,000 or $150,000 would be ample- 
compensation to Mr. Emery for this machine. The facts as disclosed 
before the committee and as they appear in this lengthy report are 
substantially these : He did in 1873 contract for the construction of a 
testing-machine for the Government of the United States. This ma- 
chine was to be able to perform certain duties. He was about to em- 
bark upon an unknown sea in engineering; he was about to enter the 
region of experimental manufacture. He had certain inventions not 
yet reduced to practice, and with these he started onhis labors. After 
a year or more of labor and experiment he found that the amount of 
his contract was entirely inadequate to perform the work that was re- 
quired of him. 

The Congress of the United States in an appropriation bill came to- 
his relief, and $6,500 more was allowed to him to go on with his effort. 
He was under bonds in the sum of $35,000 to complete this machine, 
to complete it according to his contract, and had teed that it 
should perform the tests that such a machine should be required to per- 
form. He expended $31,500. As the Senator from Connecticut sug- 
gests, he used of his own means and of the means of his friends until 
his expenditure in the construction of the testing-machine before it was 
finished and ready to be turned over to the Government was the sum. 
of $129,000, of which sum he received $31,500, the contract price, from 
the Government, leaving an actual indebtedness when the machine was 
finished in the year 1879 of over $90,000. 

The Government accepted the machine, took the result of his labor, 
his time, and his inventive genius, and the wonderful result stands at 
the Watertown arsenal to-day as a monument to American invention; 
to the best of American inventive genius, and is said to be the best test- 
ing-machine in the world. Its wonderful power has been described. 
With its delicate hands it will take the horse-hair and show the tension: 
that is required to break it, or seizing in its colossal the heaviest 
girder that may be used in a public or private building will show the 
exact amount of strain by pounds necessary to rend its molecules one: 
from the other. 

I say the Government accepted this machine, it uses it to-day; uses 
it not only for its own purposes but for the uses and purposes of any 
man who may see fit to apply at the Watertown arsenal and be per- 
mitted to bring his girder or his steel rod, and the pay to the United. 
States for the use of the machine for private purposes is simply the cost 
of the experiment. 

What is the result of this action? The Government having taken. 
the machine, I submit that it should pay for it by perhaps some rule- 
approaching that of quantum meruit. Now, what would be the rule? 
If this case was one that could be taken into the courts of the country 
and this man recover upon the basis of meruit, it would be the 
value of his work, the expenditure that was n to construct the 
machine, the value of the time employed, and not only that, but the 
value of the invention, the use of which to this inventor has been 
utterly destroyed by the action of the Government. So long as this 
expensive machine exists and is open to the use of private individuals, 
no private individual, no corporation will give an order for the con- 
struction of one of similar character. Therefore these valuable inven- 
tions that have aroused the admiration of the engineering world are 
rendered utterly valueless to this American inventor. 

I say that $200,000 is none too much to pay. It refunds to him the 
cost of construction; it pays him in part for the monthsand years of time 
which he spent in constructing the machine. For eight years he labored! 
upon the machine itself, probably ten or twelve years upon the appa- 
ratus and upon the inventions necessary to its perfection. 

In addition to that it is proposed to pay to him the value of those 
inventions, not on the basis of what they may be worth to the United 
States, but what they are worth to this inventor; and I hazard the 
assertion, Mr. President, that if Colonel Emery had gone across the 
water with these valuable inventions and said, ‘‘ Here is what I have- 
to sell,” the European governments would gladly have given him two-- 
fold the amount mentioned in this bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 
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Mr. BLAIR. Is this invention patented in foreign countries? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think not. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is there any reason why a patent can not be obtained 
in foreign countries ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itis too late now. 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the fact as to foreign patents having been ob- 
tained by this inventor ? i 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have no definite knowledge. My impression is 
that he devoted himself to this work here and did not think of paying 
any attention to getting any patents abroad; but I do not know that 
that is the ease. The Government claimed his work, and took it itself; 
virtually confiscated it. 

Mr. BLAIR. This particular machine, I understand. But is it 
patented in this country ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. There are several patents connected with it. 

Mr. BLAIR. They are the property of Colonel Emery? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They are, but nobody can afford to expend thou- 
sands of dollars to build another machine. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand that; but it seemed to me very strange 
that so valuable an invention should not have been patented abroad, 
so that a foreign market should be open to this man, as it certainly 
ought to be. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I doubt whether it is patented abroad, but I will 
say that I think there are some modifications of it on which he will 
yet make some money, and if you do not pay him for it fully, he has 
simply lost several of the most important years of his life. 

Mr. BLAIR. TheSenator must not understand that I ask the ques- 
tions through opposition to the bill. I desire to know the facts as they 
are. It seems to me that a machine of this very great value and ex- 
traordinary power could be constructed upon a smaller scale and 
into the market for private use, and bea source of very considerable in- 
come to the inventor, even in his own country; and most certainly so 
valuable an invention as this should have been patented abroad and 
should have been made available to this American citizen. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think he can get some profit from some smaller 
adaptations. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will say to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that during the time of the construction of this machine Colonel 
Emery was approached by many private corporations in this country 
who anticipated the building of testing-machines. But when the action 
of the Government was taken confiscating the patents in this country 
for the use of the public, no corporation and no individual gave an 
order for a testing-machine, and it is not likely that any will so long 
as the use of the machine can be had from the Government at simply 
the cost of operating it for the special experiments parties propose to 
have undertaken. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not understand precisely what is meant by the 
suggestion that the Government confiscated the invention. I under- 
stand how theconstruction of this machine under the eye and direction 
and control of the Government would make the machine constructed 
Government property. I understand very well how the expenditures 
of this man ought to be remunerated, that the Government should pay, 
and pay liberally, for the use of this extraordinary machine; but I do 
not understand how the Government has any power to confiscate the 
use of the invention if it can be made available outside of Government 


purposes. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will very gladly answer the inquiry of the 
Senator from New Hampshire by calling his attention to the act of June 
20, 1878. This was when the machine was nearly finished and ready 
for use. Congress upon that date enacted: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to cause the machine built for 
testing iron and steel to be set up and applied to the testing of iron and steel for 
all persons who may desire to use it, upon the payment of a suitable fee for each 


test; the table of fees to be approved by the Secretary of War, and to be so ad- 
justed from time to time as to defray the actual cost of the tests as near as may be. 


It was by reason of that act of Congress that this machine has been 
thrown open to the public use at the mere cost to those using it of the 
actual expense of the test. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will permit me to say that I am as much 
in the dark as before. Such a statute most certainly must be uncon- 
stitutional if it undertakes to confiscate the private right of this in- 
ventor. If he has a contract with the Government permitting this 
thing to be done that is another matter, and it would undoubtedly 
form the basis of valuable consideration, which we should by this bill 
or otherwise pay to him. 

Mr. MANDERSON. As I understand it, his contract was to make 
for the Government atesting-machine that would do certain work. He 
performed his contract under the circumstances that I have narrated, 
and the Congress of the United States declare by this act that that test- 
ing-machine, thus capable, should be used by all citizens of the United 
States upon their payment of simply the cost of the test. Now, it seems 
to me, even if the position of the Senator from New Hampshire is cor- 
rect, that it would be most unfair in the Co: of the United States, 
after this act, thus, as I say, virtually déstroying the value of the inven- 
tion to him, to compel this inventor to proceed in the courts of the 


country for the purpose of enforcing his rights. We have this machine, 
we use it for our own purposes, and we permit private parties to use it 
to the utter destruction of the value of any patents that have been issued 
upon the mechanical principles involved in its use. 

A word as to the character of the use of this machine by private par» 
ties. Isay that it is as important to the interests of the country that 
private parties should be permitted to use this machine at simply the 
cost of the test as it is important that the Government itself should uso 
it. Itis most important for Government use in the construction of its 
public buildings. We are about to embark, I am glad to say, upon an 
era of ship-building in this country. Weare about to take the Navy 
of the United States from the slough of despond and place it upon the 
broad ocean of hope. We are about to build our roomy ships, our ar- 
mored cruisers, and I say it is important to this country that the plated 
armor that is to protect those ships from the shot of the enemy should 
be placed within the testing grasp of this machine; that the guns with 
which we propose to load these ships should be similarly tested; that 
the gun-carriages should show their resisting force and power. Isay it 
is as important that private individuals or private corporations propos- 
ing the construction of buildings to which human life shall be trusted, 
proposing the construction of bridges for railway and roadway pu 
should have the use of this testing-machine. I think the legislation of 
Congress was most wise when it provided in 1878 that for the mere cost 
of the tests any man might take his material and subject it to the care- 
ful recording hand of this wonderful engine. 

I do not believe that the amount which the committee propose to pay 
to Colonel Emery is one dollar too large, and I hope the bill will pass. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Nebraska, before he takes 
his seat, tell me whether the estimate of $129,000, asthe cost of the 
machine, includes any compensation to Mr. Emery for any part of his 
time or is it the actual expenditure of cash ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Theamount of $129,000 that is stated gives to 
him during the time of the construction of the machine a compensation, 
I think, of $4,000 a year as a civil engineer. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Five thousand dollars, is it not ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I thought it was $4,000. It may be that the 
Senator is right, and that it was $5,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply wanted to make the point that in the 
cost of the machine as estimated and as spoken of by the Senator this 
claimant was receiving $5,000 per annum for his services; and the 
amount now claimed is not for his services, because that is all included. 
Every dollar on earth that he expended and all his time and his labor 
are included in the $119,000. The balance isa gratuity pureand simple, 
nothing less and nothing more. Thatisall there isofit. Hereare the 
records. 

Mr. Emery made this invention of a testing-machine. The United 
States Government applied to him to purchase one and to know his 
terms and his conditions, and he replied offering one at $25,000. That 
was his price, his own fixed price. The Government accepted it, and 
he commenced the construction of the work under the contract he made 
at his own price and on hisown terms, It was to have been completed 
within a very short time. It was not completed within that time. 
Various delays occurred. Finally there was a board ap}winted, and it 
was pro to make a change in the machine. The board and Mr. 
Emery fixed the price of the change at $6,500. That waa the voluntary 
contract price made between the board and a responsible, intelligent, 
sane man representing his own interests. 

Mr. HOAR. But was it not the price of a thing to be invented ?—and 
of course both sides understand whatthat means; that itis a mere esti- 
mate. It was not the price of a man saying, ‘‘I will build a ship,” 
or “I will build a house,” or deliver a lot of goods at a certain price. 
It was his expectation to be able to invent delicate mechanism. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He had already invented it. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And had a patent right. 

Mr. HOAR. He invented it as he went along. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And he proposed to construct his invention. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let me call the attention of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to the following statement in the report of the committee: 

From statements of the claimant which there is no reason to doubt it ap- 
pears that his inventions embodied in this machine were for the most ma- 
peer — the date when the machine was ordered, to wit, the 24th of De- 

Mr. COCKRELL. He had his merchandise in market for sale, and 
the United States asked him his price for his merchandise, his invent- 
ive genius, and his capital, protected by a patent. The United States 
asked him his price. He said, ‘‘It is $25,000.” The United States 
said, ‘‘ We will give you $25,000.” Under that contract he undertook 
the construction of the machine, and when a change was necessary the 
United States said to him, ‘‘ What shall be the cost of this change?” 
They agreed upon $6,500. That was the price agreed upon, and that 
made $31,500. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Will theSenator from Missouri allow 
me to continue the reading where the Senator from Kansas left off ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will theSenator from Missouri yield? 

Mr. COCKRELL. With pleasure, as a matter of course. 
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Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If the Senator from Kansas had pur- 
sued the reading a little further he would have read this: 
The papers show that at that time no design of the machine had been made, 


and that the claimant pursued with uni ind and skill the designing, 
constructing, testing, and perfecting of this machine, which proved to be an un- 
expectedly difficult and expensive task. 

The inventions had been made, but they had not been applied to this 
machine or to any other machine. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Asa matter of course no machine had been con- 
structed. If there had been the United States would probably have 
purchased one. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That is very likely so. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. But he said, ‘‘I have got an invention for a ma- 
chine of this character; here is my patent right; it is for sale; how 
much will you give me?” Twenty-five thousand dollars. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish further—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Missouri yield? 

Mr. COCKRELL. With pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. On that point, in answer to what the Senator from 
Kansas read, here is the certificate of Colonel Laidley, colonel of ord- 
nance, signed also by Engineers Smith and Holley and General Gill- 
more: 

When the contractor undertook to build this machine— 

Which is the time when the Senator says he made this offer— 
he confidently expected that it would be completed within six months, whereas 
nearly five ce were consumed in its perfection. This is nearly one-third of 

fe of his valuable patents, and involves a loss to him, without any 
ayete his, which, though doubtless great, it would be difficult accurately to 

So that, if I am not t: ing upon the Senator’s great courtesy, 
the Senator will see that what I said is true. He had got several dif- 
ferent inventions which he expected to combine and utilize in this 
machine. He got the general idea as it has been carried out, so that 
he did say to the United States, ‘‘I can do this in six months for $25,- 
000;” but he found, as inventors again and again find, that when they 
think they see in the mind’seye the whole thing perfect and complete, 
it requires years of patient toil and effort and the exercise of genius to 
complete it. Therefore, instead of six months and $25,000, it cost him 
five years and $119,000, including compensation for his time, however, 
in that sum. 

Who ever heard of holding an inventor who thought he could finish 
a machine in a given time for a given sum to the ordinary rules by 
which you hold a man who undertakes to build a house? Of course, 
if you are talking about legal claim, the same doctrine applies; but we 
are talking about the duty of the Government to a man who has ren- 
dered nearly the greatest public benefaction of the age at its request 
and for its benefit, the Government having taken the result of his life 
into its own hands. 

Neither the Senator from Missouri nor the Senator from Tennessee 
has ever dreamed of settling this case on the principle the Senator from 
Missouri is arguing it on. They fixed a smaller sum than the rest of 
their associates on the Claims Committee when they were on that com- 
mittee, and smaller than the unanimous Claims Committee now fix, 
but they do not hold this man to the law of contract. The Senator will 
not undertake to sit down and take the doctrine he preaches and draw 
a corollary from that and say, ‘‘That is the sum I am going to pay this 
man.’’ Both those Senators agree with the committee in the principle, 
which is that this man ought to have a liberal and just and fair com- 
pensation for his inventions, for his expenses, with some to the 
great benefit which he has conferred on mankind. Weallagree to that. 
Nobody in the Senate will get up and apply to this case the doctrine 
which the Senator argues. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am very much obliged to the distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts for undertaking to make a speech for the 

istinguished Senator from Tennessee and myself. I rather think, 
though, that we are able to present our own views upon the legality 
and equity of this question. 

I am taking this claimant upon his own terms. I am trying to sift 
this down and see what is the pretension upon which the olai of 
$200,000 is based. Isaid he had his merchandise, his invention, his 
patent, and he offered it to the United States for $25,000; that the 
United States accepted it, and he to finish it insix months. He 
did not doit. Why? Was it the fault of the United States? Cer- 
tainly not. It was because he did not have what he represented he 
had. He did not have a perfected invention. He had to have time 
and delay on the part of the United States in order to enable him to 
carry out what he represented he could doinsix months. The United 
States gave him the delay, and for that delay he wants compensation. 
Thatis what it is. 

Wecometoanother question. A change was to be made, and heagreed 
to that at $6,500. Did he honestly think that that was a sufficientremu- 
neration and compensation? If he did not, why did he agree to the con- 
tract? Was it for the purpose of coming in here and pressing a claim 
before Congress and appealing to the sympathies of the Senate and of 
Congressmen ? 

I wish to call attention to one fact in connection with this claim. It 
grows. It has grown enormously. But a short time ago thisclaimant 


only asked for$70,000. The board with Colonel Laidley at the head of 
itonly recommended $70, 000 as the limit, in addition to what he had been 
paid. Now, let us look at this. Remember that in this $119,000 the 
claimant is allowed $5,000 per annum, and interest upon it, as compen- 
sation for his time and services; as much as any Senator draws on this 
floor. Five thousand dollars a year is computed in the actual cost of 
the machine; and now he wants something more. 

I wish to go back to the report in the Forty-fifth Congress. I hold 
in my hand Executive Document No. 68, Forty-fifth Congress, third ses- 
sion. It was when this claim was just beginning to come up. The 
Chief of Ordnance referred to Col. T. T. S. Laidley, president of the 
board, on February 13, 1879, this whole question, with these two ques- 
tions propounded: 

First. What is the total cost of machine to the contractor? 


Second. What would be a just and equitable amount to be appropriated by 
Congress for the relief of the contractor? 


Two simple propositions. Now let us see what the answer was by 


Colonel Laidley: 
WATERTOWN ARSENAL, February 15, 1879. 

Respectfully returned to the Chief of Ordnance with the report: 

Poon That the total cost of the machine to the contractor is, as he states, over 
And that $100,000 includes his salary of $5,000 a year. 

Second. That what would be a just and equitable amount to be appropriated 
by Congress for the relief of the contractor is a question which was not dis- 
cussed by the board at its last meeting, and its opinion can not be given. The 
undersigned can only give his individual eones on this question, about 
which there will probably be considerable difference of opinion. He does not 
think that the United States should alone bear this burden, but in consideration 
of the fact that the contractor was greatly deceived in to the expense of 
building the machine and the difficulties he would encounter in its construo- 
tion, and that the machine is in every respect a most saporar one, far surpass- 
ing in accuracy all others now known, and better than the board had any right 
to expect at the time of making the contract, the undersigned deems the sum 
of $45,000 not greater than justice and equity to the contractor would demand, 
and he accordingly recommends relief to that amount. 

. T. 8. LAIDLEY, 
Colonel of Ordnance, President of the Board. 


Forty-five thousand dollars was the judgment of T. T. S. Laidley in 
1879. General Benét forwarded to the Secretary of War this report to 
him and said: 

The sum recommended by the president of the board is not less than $45,000, 
and by three other members of the board is $70,000, which if appropriated and 

id to the contractor will make the machine cost $76,500, or 101,500, gccord- 


fae the amount determined on. 
hese are the recommendations of a majority of the board. 


I read now from the report of A. L. Holley to General Benét. 
says: 

I believe that the contractor could not have spent less than $100,000 to produce 
this machine. 

In reply to the interrogatory what would be an equitable compen- 
sation, he says: 

The contractor asks for $70,000 to reimburse him for losses on this contract. I 
would recommend this appropriation for his relief, and I will also add that, as 
the board did not intend that the machine should be made without a reasonable 
profit, I would also have recommended, had the contractor asked it, that he 
should be properly remunerated for his time as well as for his disbursements. 

i But remember that in his account he is getting $5,000 per annum for 
is time. 

I hold in my hand the second part of the same executive document. 
The contractor asks for $70,000 to reimburse him for his losses in the 
contract. That was in the Forty-fifth Congress. We come tothe Forty- 
sixth Congress and we find that this same matter is referred to the 
same board. It is addressed to the President and the claim continues 
to grow. Now, what is said there? The Secretary of War says: 

Colonel Laidley and other members of the board, who are thoroughly cogni- 
zant of all the facts, name $200,000 as not excessive— 

Or what? 
or more than sufficient tọ pay the contractor— 

For what? 
for his unusual devotion to the interests of the Government. 

A gratuity, as I said in the beginning, pure and simple. He received 
full compensation in the $119,000, and that is every dollar that he 
ought to receive. That $119,000 is made up how? By compounding 
interest at 7 per cent. semi-annually. That is the way he runs it up 
to $119,000. He counts his own salary $5,000, and interest at 7 per 
cent., compounded every six months, and so forall the expenditures in 
the same way. We are asked to comein here and vote a gratuity pure 
and simple of $81,000 to a man to whom we have paid $5,000 a year 
salary, and not for all his time, for he has had his time occupied in 
other matters. He has been simply superintending this machine, and 
the Government for that alone has been allowing him $5,000. There 
is not one particle of justice or equity or mercy or anything in any 
amount in this bill over $119,000. 

Mr. President, is the bill in a condition that an amendment can be 
offered to it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, it is not. 

Mr. INGALLS. Do I understand the Senator from Missouri to state 
that the beneficiary of this bill, Mr. Emery, is still the superintendent 
of the machine at the Watertown arsenal? 


He 
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Mr. COCKRELL. _Isupposeso, as they still keep on speaking aboutit. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He has nothing in the world to do with it. The 
Government took it out of his hands years ago. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Government received the machine some time 
ago, I know. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He has nothing to do with the management of it 
at all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But the interest is still going on. The machine 
was received in 1879. : 

Mr. HAWLEY. He has nothing to do with it at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is not in a condition to be 
amended, the question being on its final passage, on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was ordered to a third reading so that we may have a vote upon an 
amendment reducing the sum to $120,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I do not propose to prolong this de- 
bate, for I suppose the Senate is substantially in possession of the facts. 
Three committees of the Senate, excepting on one occasion two gentle- 
men who differed on some points, have reported for this, I believe 
unanimously. It has been reported upon favorably in the House; it 
has had the approval of several Secretaries cf War. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I beg pardon; I challenge the Senator to show 
the approval of any Secretaries of War. They transmitted the docu- 
ments here, but there never has been an approval of the payment of 
$200,000 by a Secretary of War. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Let the Senator from Connecticut turn to page 
4 of the report. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have the communication of Secretary Ramsey 
right before me. Said Secretary Ramsey: 


This is a case that calls for Congressional action. These papers show that it is 
one deserving favorable consideration. 

D country is now in possession of the most perfect testing-machine in the 
world. 


Then comes in what I believe I read before. He says further: 

It appears to me that liberal action on the part of Con) toward one of our 
citizens who has lostso much in faithfully carrying out his contract would be but 
proper and equitable. 

Colonel Laidley and other members of the board, who are thoroughly cogni- 
zant ofall the facts, name $200,000 as not excessive, ‘‘ or more than sufficient to pay 
the contractor for his unusual devotion to the interests of the Government.” 

I respectfully recommend reference of these papers to Congress with request 
for speedy and favorable action. 

I take that to be a commendation of the machine and a warm com- 
mendation of the enterprise. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not take it to be such. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now, one or two other questions of fact. We are 
not driving a hard bargain,I take it, in this matter; we are not making 
an ordinary settlement of a book account in a corner grocery. This 
gentleman had been for some years at work upon the invention before 
he was employed by the Government. He had expended large sums of 
money in perfecting the machine. He had taken out several patents. 
The drawings, however, were not completed. A part of his time when 
he was employed went to the completion and perfecting of detailed draw- 
ings. Then the plans were altered. That made an additional expense 
which was not covered by the $6,500, and then, as the engineers say, it 
proved to be an unexpectedly difficult and expensive task, and, as the 
committee say elsewhere: 

In the plans d ed by Mr, E he ad inciples, in the k- 
ee cons of which he met, A is ree E O A T eon; with 
great and unlooked-for difficulty. 


All the whilehe was told to goon with the machine and complete it. 
As to the sum that he expended there were different estimates, but I 
think the Senator from Missouri misunderstood what was said in 1880, 
at least, when Colonel Laidley, to whom the question was referred, re- 
ported thus: 

The inclosed papers, which have been carefully examined by the undersigned, 
show thatthe testing-machine invented and constructed by Mr. A. H. Emery 
for the Government has cost him much more than had been supposed in Feb- 
ruary, 1879, when, without going into an examination of books and papers, the 
cost was set down at $100,000. 

He said it cost much more than was supposed when the estimate was 
put down at $100,000, besides the fact that this account does not in- 
clude his time and the heavy that he was subjected to before 
the Government employed him, which can not properly perhaps come 
directly into it as part of the charge against the Government, but which 
is nevertheless involved by the practical confiscation of the machine. 
In addition to that, after he had finished this work, working years longer 
than he expected, all the while encouraged and stimulated, first by the 
Ordnance Department, and then by this great engineering board who 
had employed him—after all that, which embraced five years of actual 
labor and three or four years of previous study expended on the inven- 
tion, the Government accepts it, to be sure knowing his claim upon 
the Government for expended moneys, and then provides that anybody 
in the world may use the machine who will pay for the manual labor 
of running it, and of course nobody in the world builds another one. 
During those five years his board bill is in this account. He calls it 


$5,000. That is a small salary for him. He is worth two or three 
times that amount. He was worth then more than $5,000. I think 
this Government will do something like what honor requires, and give 
not one cent more than justice calls for, in giving him the sum pro- 
vided for in the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I am somewhat interested in this claim and in the 
passage of this bill, because I want to see how our Government is to 
treat the great inventors of this country. Here isa man who accord- 
ing to these reports, who according to the confession of all Senators who 
have investigated the claim, is entitled to rank with Watt and Fulton 
and Morse and Siemens and the other great inventors who by their in- 
ventive skill and genius have done so much to develop the industrial 
progress of the world during the last fifty years. 

The Government comes to this man, who has an inchoate, imperfect 
invention, and asks him to make one of his great machines, He toils 
upon it for five years and expends upon it—I speak roughly—$100,000 
more than the Government proposes to pay him. 

Mr, COCKRELL, Ninety-eight thousand dollars, by his own state- 
ment. 

Mr. PLATT. Ispeak in round numbers. The Government there- 
upon, without paying him that $100,000, takes his machine, which 
nobody else can use, and throws it open to the use of every individual 
in this country who chooses to use it and to reap its benefits. Then it 
allows him for five years longer to stagger along with this debt of 
$100,000 upon his shoulders, and chills every inventive faculty which 
the man possesses. I wonder that it has not killed as well as chilled 
the inventor. What more he might have done for mankind, what other 
great inventions he might have perfected which should have aided the 
already wonderful development of this country if the Government had 
not left him to worry and stagger along under this load of debt which 
it ought to have compensated him for, we do not know; but it seems 
to me that it is not the treatment which a great inventor should receive 
at the hands of his government. Under such circumstances Co: 
should not stop to higgle and haggle as to whether he should have the 
exact amount expended or the fair, moderate value of his patent and 
his invention. 

Mr. FAIR. Mr. President, at the last session of Congress I was as- 
signed by the Committee on Claims to an examination of this case, and 
I made thorough inquiry into the history of this machine so as to be 
able to make a report upon the claim. I worked upon the subject three 
weeks, and I think I understand the machine perfectly, while there are 
many here who do not. That this is a just and meritorious claim, in 
my opinion, there can be no doubt. The machine has undergone many 
changes from the original design; parts had to be made over and over 
again, but it is now a very pero machine, and I believe itis worth 
to the Government and to the people of this country móre than twenty 
times what it is proposed to pay the inventor by the bill. 

If I were accustomed to speaking I might say more. I have said 
enough to inform the Senate what my opinion is on a careful examina- 
tion of the subject. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iwill ask the Senator if he has not himself prac- 
tically tested the machine in building railroads and bridges? 

Mr. FAIR. The machine is set apart by the Government for the use 
of any citizen. Any one may take his bridge or other iron there and 
test it, paying the expense of running the machine during the time the 
test is being made. Many people do that. I think the machine is 
nearly constantly in use; at least I know that it was some time ago. 
It is a machine of great value, and any one who will examine it will 
be convinced of that fact. : 

Mr. VOORHEES. This case seems to have a very considerable his- 
tory. There is agreat deal due, in my estimation (perhaps not so much 
in the estimation of some other Senators), to a faithful examination of 
a case before a committee. There is a great deal due to the integrity 
and intelligence of gentlemen of this body as well as the House of 
Representatives. 

I find that this claim was before the Forty-sixth Congress and re- 
ceived a favorable report from the Committee on Claims of the House 
of Representatives at that time, I find that it received another favor- 
able report from the Committee on Claims of the House of Representa- 
tives of the Forty-seventh Congress. I find also that the Committee 
on Claims of this body in the Forty-sixth Congress reported in its favor. 
There are three favorable reports upon this claim in the J is The 
present report which we are now considering makes the fourth time 
that committees of Congress have reported favorably in this matter. 
There is a great deal due to the fact that the claim has had the consid- 
eration of some thirty or forty members of Congress at both ends of the 
Capitol, always reaching the same favorable conclusion. 

Let us look a little further and see what else we find. The Senator 
from Missouri insisted that Colonel Laidley placed a proper compensa- 
tion at one time at $45,000. It is stated in the report: 

One member of the board then recommended the payment of not less than 
$45,000 additional compensation, while five other members of the board recom- 
mended the payment of $70,000 additional, which latter amount, added to the 
contract prios, would only have reimbursed him for actual outlay as then esti- 


mated, w ut any compensation for his own time and skill or for the use of his 
inventions, 
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After that, however, as the report shows, by order of the War Depart- 
ment this matter was again referred to Colonel Laidley with specific 
interrogatories, and at the bottom of page 4 will be found the following: 

ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
‘ashington, March 26, 1880. 

Respectfully referred to Col. T. T. S. Laidley, president of the late board on 
steel and iron, for remark. 

First. Mr, Emery now claiming compensation from the United States not only 
for the actual cost to him of the machine over and above the contract price, but 
for the use of his patents, and for consequential damages caused by the free use 
of the machine to all persons, as given by Congress, &c. 

Second. Is the amount of $200,000, if now paid by Congress, excessive or more 
than sufficient to compensate Mr. Emery for losses and allowance on the con- 
tract, and for his time and labor and use of patents and damage from the free 
use of machine, &c., for all or any of these? 

Third. Colonel Laidley will submit any papers bearing on this case. 

By order of the Chief of Ordnance. 

8. C. LYFORD, Major of Ordnance. 

In response to that reference made by Major Lyford to Colonel Laid- 
ley Colonel Laidley made a full statement, the closing part of which 
alone it is necessary now to read. After showing that upon subsequent 
investigation and upon the fact that the Government had practically 
destroyed the value of his patent, the original sum as quoted by the 
Senator from Missouri, $45,000, was totally insufficient to compensate 
him, Colonel Laidley winds up his statement as follows: ` 

The amount of $200,000, if now paid by Congress, would not, in 
the judgment of the undersigned, be excessive, or more than sufficient 
to pay the contractor a fair equivalent for his unusual devotion to the 
interests of the Government. 

There the Senator from Missouri stopped. I will show you whatelse 
he said this $200,000 would pay for. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I beg pardon. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Wait until I get through. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I read every bit of that. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I can relieve the Senator. 4 

Now, Mr. President, I repeat once more the statement on which I 
rely. I wish to do entire justice to the Senator from Missouri. Let 
me do so without interruption. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Here it is. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Colonel Laidley, in his report, says: 

The amount of $200,000, if now paid by Congress, would not, in the judgment 
of the undersigned, be excessive, or more than sufficient to the contractor 
a fair equivalent for his unusual devotion to the interests of the Government, 
the work performed by him, and the losses sustained during the time that he 
has given up his undivided energies to this undertaking. 

That makes a much more complete rounding out of what is due to 
the man than appeared from the reading with which the Senator from 
Missouri indulged the Senate. Now I willshow where the discrepancy 
exists. The Secretary of War on this subject says this—not Colonel 
Laidley, but the Secretary of War undertakes to make a report in 1880; 
and he says: 

Colonel Laidley and other members of the board, who are thoroughly cogni- 
zant of all the facts, name ,000 as not excessive, “or more than sufficient to 
pay the contractor for his unusual devotion to the interests of the Government.” 

Simply, the Secretary of War did not fully restate the grounds on 
which Colonel Laidley had fixed $200,000 as due; he only stated a part 
of Colonel Laidley’s statement, and the Senator from Missouri read the 
restatement made by the Secretary of War, which is short, very far 
short of Colonel Laidley’s statement. Colonel Laidley himself says 
that this $200,000 would not, in his judgment, ‘‘ be excessive or more 
than sufficient to pay the contractor a fair equivalent for his unusual 
devotion to the interests of the Government, the work performed by 
him, and the losses sustained during the time that he has given up his 
undivided energies to this undertaking.” 

I repeat, Mr. President, not only has the case never been touched by 
a committee except with a favorable report, but it has never been 
touched in the Executive Departments without receiving a most gen- 
erous response, not only as to the merits of this great invention, but 
likewise as to its value and as to what would be a fair remuneration 
to the inventor. The Senator from Missouri said he challenged the 
contrary to be shown, that the Secretary of War had never approved 
of this claim. Why, sir, on the contrary-—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I said of the $200,000 claim. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The report of the Secretary of War of November 
19, 1880, referring to the report of the Chief of Ordnance, says: 

He reports the successful operation of the United States testing-machine at 
the Watertown arsenal, adding that this machine is considered the most perfect 
testing-machine in the world; equally able to test a single hair and the largest 
column or specimens by either tension or compression with any load desired, 
from one to eight hundred thousand pounds, being of any length from one inch 
to thirty feet. Its determinations are of great value to the Departments of the 
Government and to the scientific and industrial interests of the whole country. 
The memorial of its inventor, asking for additional compensation and reim- 
bursement, is commended to the favorable consideration of Congress, 

Then the Secretary of the Treasury in transmitting the estimates of 
deficienciesin appropriations for the year ending June 30, 1881, includes 
in the estimates of the Secretary of War $200,000 to settle this claim. 
Here is what the Secretary of the Treasury, in transmitting the esti- 
mates of the Secretary of War, says: 

To pay to Albert H. Emery, of the city and State of New York, in full settle- 


ment of all claims, legal or equitable, which he has inany way against the United 
States on account of the cost of the testing-machine built and erected by him for 


the United States, including the time spent by him in designing and construct- 
ing the said machine, togethes with the use of all patents and taventions used 
therein: Provided, That said machine, r with the full right to the use 
therein of all patents and inventions in its design and construction, shall 
belong to the United States. 

There the Secretary of War’s estimate of $200,000 is transmitted by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and I can only repeat myself when I say 
that from the beginning to the end, from the incipiency of the history 
of this claim until the present moment, it swells upon the regard of 
every man that looks into it; it magnifies itself when it is examined; 
there is nothing like it to-day beneath the sun inall the civilized world, 
and there is no other such machine in existence. This gentleman has 
added one more proud triumph to the inventive genius which America 
has so long and so steadily displayed; and instead of caviling and carp- 
ing about this amount, to my mind it is not only fair and reasonable, 
but it is small in comparison with the great results which are to be 
achieved by this invention. 

Mr. President, this claim comes here this afternoon with no minority 
report. The members of the Committee on Claims, a sifting, careful, 
conscientious, and intelligent committee, report it here unanimously. 
I shall vote to sustain them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCK- 
RELL] moves to reconsider the vote by which this bill was ordered to 
its third reading. 

The motion was rejected. 

; oe G OFFICER. The question now is on the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Wied PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have already been 
ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). The senior Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY] had to leave the Senate Chambera 
few moments ago, and asked me to pair with him on this bill. Ishould 
certainly vote ‘‘nay ™ but for the pair, and I understood him that he 
would vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. INGALLS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]; otherwise I should vote “‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—34. 
Aldrich, Hawley, Manderson, Riddleberger, 
Bayard, Hill, Maxey, Sabin, 
Blair, Hoar, Miller of N. Y., Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis., Jackson, Mitchell, Sewell, 
Conger, Kenna, Morgan, Van Wyck, 
Dawes, Lamar, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Fair, a: Pike, Wilson, 
Frye, McMillan, Platt, 
Harrison, Mahone, P 

NAYS—15. 
Allison, Cullom, Harris, Vest, 
Beck, Farley, Jonas, Walker, 
Brown, Garland, Jones of Florida, Williams, 
Coke, Hampton Ransom, 

ABSENT—27. 
Anthony, Colquitt, Hale. Pendleton, 
Bowen, Dolph, Plumb, 
Butler, un Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Call, George, I $ Sherman, 
Camden, Gibson, McPherson, Slater, 
Cameron of Pa., Gorman, Miller of Cal., Vance, 
Cockrell, Groome, Palmer, 
So the bill was 


Mr. GARLAND. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 44 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 6, 1884. 


The House met at120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
S. Liypsay, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the gentleman will yield for a moment to per- 
mit me to ask to have some printing done for the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no discretion if the gentleman in- 
sists upon the regular order. The Chair is informed, however, that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts desires to ask a correction. 

REPRINT OF A BILL. 

Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have a correction made ina 
bill which has been erroneously printed. I ask simply to withdraw 
the bill (No. 1017) relative to the Inspector-General’s Department of 
the Army, with the report No. 330. 

The SPEAKER. To be recommitted to the committee? 
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Mr. LYMAN. No, sir; to be reprinted, there being a clerical error 
in the printing of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the bill will be ordered to be 
printed as corrected. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

FUNDS IN THE TREASURY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in response to a resolution of the House calling for infor- 
mation as to the amount of money in the Treasury; for what purposes 
the same is held; and how much thereof, if any, could now be applied 
to the payment of the public debt; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF REBATE ON TOBACCO, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in response to a resolution of the House inquiring 
whether any additional clerical force is necessary to facilitate the pay- 
ment of the rebate on tobacco, snuff, &c.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LEGISLATIVE BODY, NEW MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting memorial of certain members of the 
Legislature of the Territory of New Mexico, protesting against the action 
of the secretary of that Territory in refusing to administer the oath of 
office to members-elect; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. WASH- 
BURN, from Tuesday, 4th instant, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 


1884. 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT, 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. FRANCISCO A. 
MANZANARES, a Delegate from the Territory of New Mexico, asa mem- 
ber of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, vice Tran- 
‘quilino Luna. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the 
call of committees for the purpose of further considering the naval ap- 
propriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. That requires a two-thirds vote. 

The motion was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 

Mr. HUTCHINS, I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. CONVERSE in the chair. . 

ee The Clerk will read the pending paragraph of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 

For completing the three new steel cruisers and one dispatch-boat authorized 
‘by act of Co; approved March 3, 1883, as follows: Chicago, $349,133.45; 
Boston, $231,853.28; Atlanta, $231,853.27; Dolphin, $108,660; in all, $921,500. 

Mr. THOMAS. I wish to offer an amendment, to come in after the 
word ‘‘ cents,’’ at the end of line 306. 

e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will forward his amendment to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 306, after the word “cents,” insert: 

Provided, That such vessels shall have full sail power. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I reserve the point of order upon that amend- 
ment. I do not understand what it is. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will explain the need forit. The first appropria- 
tion bill authorizing the building of these steel cruisers was the act of 
August 5, 1882. By that act it was provided —— 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Will the gentleman give way for a moment? 
There is so much confusion in the hall that I was unable to hear clearly 
his amendment, and I ask before he proceeds that it be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. THOMAS. As I was about to state, Mr.\Chairman, by the act 
of August 5, 1882, it was provided that these new cruisers shall be sup- 
plied with full steam power as well as full sail power. By that act 
there was authorized to be built two vessels, one of a little less than 
6,000 tons displacement, and one of 4,100 tons displacement, which lat- 
ter is the Chicago, as named in the act making appropriations for 1884 
and the present appropriation bill. By the act of March 3, 1883, there 
was authorized to be constructed the vessels known as the Chicago, Bos- 
ton, Atlanta, and Dolphin, namely, three cruisers and one dispatch-boat. 
That bill provided that ‘‘no such vessels shall be accepted unless com- 
pleted in strict conformity with the contract and with the advice and 
assistance of the naval advisory board, and in all respects in accord- 
ance with the act of August 5, 1882, except as herein modified.” 

Now, sir, the Navy Department in construing the law said because 
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the naval advisory board had sent a letter in which they had recom- 
mended the building of certain vessels, among which was the dispatch- 
boat the Dolphin with two-thirds sail power, therefore they had a right 
to change the direct requirements of the act of 1882; and under the 
specious plea of putting two-thirds sail power they have not given the 
Chicago the power to go three miles before a fresh breeze and she could 
not get off a lee-shore at all. 

I am borne out in that statement by the Admiral of the Navy, who 
in his report says these vessels ought to have full sail power and will 
be perfectly useless unless full sail power be given. 

Then they should be changed in other respects. They have standing 
smoke-stacks, which will cut off nearly one-third of the proposed sail 
power. Then it must be remembered we have no foreign coaling sta- 
tion, and in case of war with any of the great powers, coal having been 
declared a contraband of war, we have no opportunity of buying coal at 
all at foreign stations, and these vessels will be entirely helpless with- 
out coal and unable to use their machinery. 

Therefore the Admiral of the Navy, the Chief Constructor of the Navy, 
and the sailor men of the Navy who go to sea and know what they are 
talking about, say these vessels should not be made merely steam float- 
ing machines, but should be effective cruisers in time of peace, and 
should have sail power to carry them along instead of using expensive 
coal. 
The proposition must commend itself to the common sense and judg- 
ment ofall men. There are places on the Pacific coast where coal costs 
$1.50 and $2 a bushel. The Chicago only carries nine hundred and 
sixty tons of coal and can only run six days on that at full speed. 

I hope the advisory board will be compelled to comply with the law 
as it was understood by Congress and as it was enacted by Congress, 
and that these vessels shall have full sail power, so that they can reserve 
their supplies of coal to be used in an emergency, and not use them in 
every-day cruises when they can as well or better go under sail. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I think the point of order is well taken. This 
certainly would tend to increase expenditures; at any rate it is not in 
the line of economy. But I am gratified to find that my friend from 
Illinois [Mr. THOMAS], speaking from the other side of the House, forti- 
fies the argument which I made yesterday in reference to these cruis- 
ers; and that is that under the contract under which they are being 
constructed and in the mode in which they are being constructed they 
will prove practical failures. It was for that reason that I hesitated 
long before I was willing to make an appropriation to complete them: 
But the gentleman must be aware that the Department, acting under 
the advice of the advisory board, has entered into the contracts for the 
completion of these vessels. 

Mr. THOMAS. This does not affect these contracts at all. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I do not know whether it does or not. But I 
know this, if you change these contracts by this legislation at all you 
open the door for millions of extra charges. , 

Mr. THOMAS. I want to set the gentleman from New York right 
as to that. $ 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Ican not be interrupted, as I have only five min- 

utes. The contract has been made under the advice of the advisory 
board and we can not undertake here to alter it. I believe in adher- 
ing to the strict letter of the contract and going on and building these 
vessels, as the United States Government has obligated itself to com- 
plete them, If they prove failures, when we come to construct others 
of a similar class then we will be in a position to correct any faults 
that may have occurred in the construction of these vessels. 
* The advisory board created for the purpose of supervising the build- 
ing of these ships has entered into this contract, and how can we revise 
its action? I believe myself those vessels should have full sail power. 
They should be constructed so that they could sail without coal. I 
admit that isso; but we can not and must not here in our legislation 
on this subject interfere with those contracts, 

Mr. THOMAS. Just one word. This does not affect the contracts 
atall. There has been no contract for rigging the vessels at all. The- 
spars and the masts are to be built by the Government in the navy- 
yards. This does not change the contract a particle and does not in- 
volve the expenditure of a cent of money, but saves to the Government 
any amount of money in the cost of fuel. It does not interfere at all 
with the contracts. There is no contract as to that. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois what sail 
power have these vessels now. Is it two-thirds? 

Mr. THOMAS. They have what purports to be two-thirds sail 
power, but neither the Chicago, the Atlanta, nor the Boston really has 
one-fourth, 

Mr. TALBOTT. They are estimated to have two-thirds sail power? 

Mr. THOMAS. The estimate is on a false basis. It is based on 
33,000 square feet of sail, when by reason of the standing smoke-stacks 
the vessels can not use a sail power of more than 24,000 feet. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Assuming that they do have but two-thirds sail 
power, they could navigate with that amount of sail power. 

Mr. THOMAS. Oh, yes, after a fashion. Butshe has not two-thirds 
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sail power; she has but a little more than one-fourth. 
Mr. HUTCHINS. Then the advisory board can do all that is neces- 
We can not legislate in the dark on that subject. 


sary. We do not 
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know what effect such legislation as is proposed here will have on the 
contract. 

Mr. TALBOTT. The law under which these vessels are authorized 
to be constructed provides that when any alteration is made in the plan 
the amount of expenditure necessary to make the alterations shall be 
agreed upon by the advisory board before it is done. 

Mr. THOMAS. But this does not effect any change in the contract 
for the hull or machinery at all. It relates only to the spars and the 
rigging, which are to be provided by the Government in its own yards. 
If we go on in this way we do it in the face of common sense. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Then I understand the gentleman to say that he 
has no confidence at all in the advisory board. If so, then why not 
abolish it? 

Mr. THOMAS. The gentleman can not put words in my mouth; I 
made no such statement as that. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. The very party intrusted with the construction 
and fitting out of these vessels can do that. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Is not this debate all out of order ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hurcuins] 
raises the point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. THOMAS. And I reply to the point of order that my amend- 
ment reduces expenditures and does not change existing law, but di- 
rects a compliance with the law. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I withdraw the point of order and call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being withdrawn, the question 
is upon the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS]. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I move tostrike out the last word. Iun- 
derstand that the proposed amendment applies in line 306, and is directed 
to the Atlanta, and not the Chicago, though some of the remarks made 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] apply to all these vessels 
alike. 

I desire to call the attention of the gentleman to one thing, and I say 
frankly that I ask him the question for information. It is whether 
the particular style of rigging of the Boston and the Atlanta was not 
adopted with a view to giving greater efficacy to the fire of their heavy 
guns; and whether the adoption of full sail power in those particular 
vessels would not imply a considerable change in the construction of 
the hulls? So far as the Chicago is concerned, there is a difference of 
theory among naval officers as to whether that vessel should have full 
sail power or two-thirds sail power. A vessel with full sail power can 
not steam so fastagainst the wind. A vessel with two-thirds sail power 
has an advantage in that respect, though there may be disadvantages 
in other respects. 

That is a question that we can not settle here. All that we ought to 
do is to hasten these vessels to completion, and if there is found to be 
any error in their construction that error can be remedied in the case 
of the next vessels built. 

Mr. THOMAS. In answer to the question of the gentleman let me 
say, in the first place, lest I might have been misunderstood, that the 
contracts already put out relate only to the hull and the machinery, 
not to the masts and rigging, which are reserved for the Government to 
supply hereafter. 

As to the Boston and Atlanta, the change here proposed will in no 
way affect either the hull or the fighting power of those ships. Atany 
time that the vessels are obliged to go into an engagement they can in 
twenty minutes strip themselves of spars and sails so as to go under 
steam power; and if there is not room enough on the decks of the ves- 
sels for those spars and sails, there is always room enough in the sea, 
and they can be thrown overboard if necessary to get them out of the 
way. 
tt will not cost as much to purchase the extra spars in order to give 
these vessels full sail power as it will to pay for the coal which they 
would use in three days. These vessels are supposed to run for fifty 
years. Their service in battle is the exception; the cruises in peace 
are the general rule. It is for the purpose of making this economic 
ne that I propose this amendment. It will in no way affect the 
v and their fighting power, and is in the line of economy. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not know that the theory of the construc- 
tion of these cruisers was to give them full steam power and also full 
sail power. 

Mr. THOMAS. Those are the express terms of the act of August, 
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Mr. RANDALL. But if it is desirable to give them one-third more 
of sail power, that is a matter of administration, and not, I think, a 
subject for direct legislation or perhaps instruction by Congress. If the 
amendment proposed is to be adopted, there ought to be a clauseadded 
to it providing that this change may be made in case the Secretary of 
the Navy and the advisory board shall so approve. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I would that the Government at its navy- 
yards can make the change and give these vessels full sail pewer at any 
time. A 

Mr. THOMAS. Of course it can. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Then what is the use of this amendment? 

Mr. THOMAS. I want to compel the Navy Department to comply 
with the law. 

Mr. RANDALL. That isthe point. For one I do not know enough 


about the construction of these vessels, whether they should have full 
sail power or two-thirds sail power, as to feel justified in giving instruc- 
tions to the Department upon the subject. I prefer to leave the matter 
to the law as it now exists. If this amendment is to be adopted, it 
should have a clause requiring the approval of the advisory board and 
of the Secretary of the Navy; in other words, that if they concur in the 
propriety of the change it shall be made, and not otherwise. 

Mr. THOMAS. My amendment is based upon the statement of the 
Admiral of the Navy, made in his report, upon the evidence given by 
me Chief Naval Constructor, from which the gentleman read yester- 

y. 
Mr. RANDALL. Then I am willing to provide that the Chief Naval 
Constructor shall act in conjunction with the advisory board. 

Mr. THOMAS. I think we ought to compel the Department to com- 
ply with the law in the interest of economy. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think it is a dangerous experiment. 

Mr. CALKINS. Let us have a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the Chair will regard 
the formal amendments as withdrawn. The Chair hears no objection. 
The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
THOMAS] to insert after the words ‘‘cents,’’ in line 306, the words 
‘í provided that said vessels shall have full sail power.” 

The amendment was not agreed to; there being—ayes 27, noes 77. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 309 insert: 

The four pivot-guns of the Chicago to be mounted on Clark's deflective single- 
gun turrets or V shields, of the same weight as is now allowed forthe mounting 
and armor protection guns, 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. If the honorable gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CuRTIN] were in his seat he would offer and advo- 
cate the amendment Ihavesubmitted. Unfortunately he isat hishome 
sick, and therefore I have presented the amendment in his place. 

_A year ago Congress enacted in the naval appropriation bill this pro- 
vision: 

For investigating and testi the practicability of deflective turrets designed 
by Passed Assistant Engineer N. B. Clark, $20,000, to be available immediately. 

The pending amendment provides for carrying out the same design, 
not as to deflective turrets, but as to deflective gun-shields. It provides 
for testing a valuable invention for the purpose of protecting the men 
Ges iaei behind the guns. That this invention has merit can not be 

uted. 

a e advisory board, in a document presented to the last Congress, 
said: 

The gun-shields presented by Mr. Clark possess decided merits. 

The adoption of this amendment will notinterfere with existing con- 
tracts, as these shields are not to be constructed by contract but will 
be built by the Government. Hon. B. W. Harris, of Massachusetts, 
who was chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs in the last Con- 
gress, took a great interest in this measure and investigated it fully. 

t was through his efforts, aided by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CURTIN], that the provision which I have read was inserted in the 
naval appropriation billa year ago. In writing on this subject recently 
Mr. Harris says: 

It was the full intention of the committee to have at least one of the ships 
built with interior deflective armor, with the guns mounted on V shields. 

Admiral Porter says: 

I do not hesitate to say that I strongly indorse your system of protecting the 


men at the 
e system introduced, and it will recommend itself. 


Once get 
As I have told you, your system of defense against Se the right one, 
it is generally adopted. 


and no vessel of war can be considered as secure unt: 

Rear-Admiral Ammen says: 

Your ideas of construction will produce a vessel far better calculated to resist 
shot and shell than any vessel now afloat, with far less displacement than now 
exists with heavily plated armored vessels, and at far less cost of construction, 

Chief Engineer J. W. King, one of the best educated engineers in the 
service, who was sent around the globe to investigate matters of this 
kind, says: 

Tha hesitation i ing that thi ti fth isth 
Po Ea aa a a aa 

Mr. Chairman, this is all I have to say in reference to the amendment. 
I believe it due to the men who have to dothe fighting that they should 
be protected at their posts. Thisamendment provides simply for testing 
this invention, which, according to the testimony I have read, promises 
to be so valuable. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire tostate that my colleague [Mr. CURTIN], 
who is much interested in this matter, is absent in consequence of ill- 
ness. The legislation with reference to the Clark patent originated in 
the naval appropriation act of March 3, 1883, which contained the 
following: 

z For trp ee and testing the practicability of oo turrets designed, 


y istant Engineer N. B. Clark, $20,000, to be available immediately, 
the investigation and test to be made by the naval advisory board. > 


I have no individual objection to this amendment, but I want to say 
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for the Department, and particularly for the head of the Ordnance Bu- 
rean, Mr. Sicard, that he states this appropriation of $20,000 has been 
expended or is being expended in this direction. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. The gentleman will allow me to say 
that the appropriation of $20,000 already made provides for experiment- 
ing upon deflective turrets. This amendment provides for testing the 
gun-shield—a shield behind the gun itself—having no direct reference 
to the turrets. 

Mr. RANDALL. There has been an intimation made that the De- 
partment was not expending this money in good faith in the execution 
of this law. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I did not make it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to correct that intimation, for lam advised 
by the Department that patterns have been made at the Washington 
navy-yard. The target plates, &c., which by Mr. Clark’s requirements 
are to be made of Creuzot steel, were ordered from Messrs. Schneider & 
Co., October 11, 1883, and are expected to be delivered in April next, 
I say that in justice to the Navy Department. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Allow me right there to ask the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania whether by the bill passed March 3 of last year 
for investigating and ee practicability of deflective turrets de- 
signed by Passed Assistant Engineer N. B. Clark, $20,000, to beavailable 
immediately, theinvestigation and test are to be made by the naval ad- 
visory board ? 

Mr. RANDALL. The last clause of the law is that the investigation 
and test shall be made by the naval advisory board, and what I have 
stated has been in justice to the Navy Department. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The naval advisory board is selfish and 
impracticable. 

Mr. RANDALL. The chief officer of the Ordnance Bureau did not 
receive the approval and direction of the naval advisory board or he 
would have gone on with the work. Thatis the only reason I can con- 
ceive of. 

Mr. WHITE, of-Kentucky. If the gentleman will allow me—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Ina moment: I am not unfriendly to the inves- 
tigation and testing of the practicability of those deflective turrets, but 
the law provides that that investigation and test shall be made by the 
naval advisory board. Until they act, of course nothing could be done. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. It is my opinion the naval advisory 
board has done all it could to prevent the execution of that provision 
of the law. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman can say that on his own responsi- 
bility. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. And I do say it on my own responsi- 
bility. 

Mr. RANDALL. For I know nothing about that matter. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman from Pennsylvania on his 
own individual action—— i 

Mr. RANDALL. No, not individual action. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Well, we will act on your judgment, for 
you certainly would not let it come in unless it were right. Itisright 
to protect as far as possible the men on shipboard. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is an amendatory clause, and that is the 
trouble about it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Let it come in. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from New York says it does not 
relate to the original object as provided in the law last year. If that 
is discretionary, why not make this discretionary? 

Mr. TALBOTT. The naval advisory board have the right under the 
law to adopt this method or to reject it. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman says this amendment does not re- 
late to the $20,000 originally authorized in the law of March 3, 1883. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from New York is cor- 
rect in saying that this is an entirely different proposition from the one 
of the last session of Congress. The appropriation of $20,000 made by 
the last Congress was for the purpose of investigating and testing the 
practicability of deflective turrets, while this is a proposition to put 

ivot-guns on the steel cruiser Chicago and mount them on N. B. 
*s single- deflective turrets or V shields. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. No, it is not. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I begthe gentleman to wait until Ihave 
made my statement. As I understand his amendment he proposes to 
add the words that ‘‘the four pivot-guns of the Chicago to be mounted 
on Clark’s single-deflective turret or V shield.” It is a proposition to 
take part of the weight of the guns and to put it into the shield. No 
more weight is to be on the ship, but a portion of the weight of the 
guns is to be put into V shields, 

The board to which the gentleman having charge of this bill alluded 
is in the Navy Department, and is opposed to carrying out the intention 
of the last Congress, which appropriated $20,000 for investigating and 
testing the practicability of deflective turrets sas age by As- 
sistant Engineer Clark, a gentleman who because of a railroad accident 
now liesupon his back and can not move except with theaid of another. 
He is one of the most brilliant men in the country, and was recommended 
for naval service by the distinguised war governor of Pennsylvania, 
whose absence I am sorry to note on this occasion, for if he were here 


he would substantiate everything I have said. I refer to Governor 
CURTIN. He has taken the liveliest interest in Mr. Clark and his in- 
vention, because Mr. Clark was a protégé of his during the war. 

Now, this distinguished passed-assistant engineer, N. B. Clark, of the 
Navy, has made an invention which it is believed will revolutionize 
the naval warfare of the world. He proposes by deflective armor to 
give eight times the resistance to be secured by upright armor. 

On March 1 I asked the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock], 
‘*Tf we are to build ships, on what plan shall we build them; the pres- 
entplan?’’ A correct answer to that will goto the root of this whole 
question. Ifweare going to have upright armor, and Passed-Assistant 
Engineer Clark is correct that upright armor has not one-eighth the 
power to resist projectiles that the deflective armor has—in order to 
test that matter the last Congress made an appropriation of $20,000, 
and this selfish advisory board or ordnance members of the board in 
the Navy Department has done so far everything it could to defeat the 
execution of the law which we passed at the last session, and the state- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations as far as it goes substantiates 
that fact. 

Although the appropriation for this experimental work was to be made 
immediately available and the bill passed in March, yet nothing was 
done looking to carrying out that provision until October. In addition 
to that, the whole sum appropriated was, as I am informed, put into a 
single target, requiring plans which could not be procured in this coun- 
try, and that has not-yet been put up for actual experiment. 

Now this is a different proposition. This is a proposition to beat the 
advisory board, and I hope the House will do it, and that is to put on 
one of these new steel cruisers, the Chicago, which is I believe con- 
structed on the deflective-armor principle—to put on that ship guns 
mounted on Clark’s single-gun deflective turrets, and try the experiment 
fally and fairly, as it should be tried. 

That is alll ask. Itis a matter of simple right and propriety. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I shall suggest, Mr. Chairman, the incorporation 
of an amendment to the amendment. I propose that we insert at the 
end of the pending amendment the words: ‘‘ provided it shall not inter- 
fere with contracts already entered into by the Government for the 
construction of said vessel.’’ 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. It will not be necessary to do that. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Ido not know what effect the proposition may 
have in its present shape. We cannot afford to have these contracts 
open. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. The amendment in its present shape 
will not do that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York submit his 
amendment in writing? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I now send it to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of the pending amendment the words: 

oe That it shall not change the contract entered into by the Govern- 
ment for the construction of said vessel.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Let that beagain reported. It wasnot 
heard distinctly. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. While I do not believe that we could 
interfere with the contracts, at any rate I am willing to accept the 
amendment if it is deemed necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question then is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment as modified by the gentleman who presented it. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ecessary fittings for 
under contract with John Roach, 


pig tag R i t outfits of thi uise d dispatch- 
h piasay sge ng equipment ou! ol Pia new cr rs and one e 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I offer the amendmént which I send to the- 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 14, after the li insert: 

s To pe re the paa aaa Nantel for the said vessels, $449,529,” 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Mr. i in addressing the House the- 
other day upon this bill I ventured to state that I had taken such pains 
as I could with the view of forming an opinion as to whether thecriti- 
cisms which had been made upon the usefulness of the three cruisers 
we are now constructing are well founded or otherwise, and that I had 
come to the conclusion, from a somewhat careful examination of the 
subject, that those criticisms were not well founded. I would like to 
state now a little more in detail the conclusions at which I have ar- 
rived. 

In judging, Mr. Chairman, of the merits of vessels of this class we 
should keep in view the fact that they should be compared only with. 


1658 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 6, 


vessels of the same class in foreign navies, and should be judged solely 
with reference to the uses for which they are designed. Judging these 
cruisers, then, by this standard, I do not hesitate to say that when com- 
pleted they will be quite superior to any vessels of the same class in any 
of the navies of the world. The class of vessels in the English Navy to 
be compared with the Chicago is what is known there as the Amphion 
class, taking the name from the first vessel of thatclass which was built 
there. England has some twenty three or four vessels afloat or on the 
stocks of that class. And I say to the House that the Chicago, when 
completed, will be faster, stronger, and far more powerful in armament 
than any British vessel of that class. ; 

The Boston and Atlanta are to be compared with what is known as 
the Iris and Mercury class, and of those vessels I may speak in similar 
terms. The Boston and Atlanta are larger, and, for offensive purposes, 
better provided than the English ship Iris and others of that class. 

We should not compare vessels of this class with armored vessels. 
We do not find fault with our cavalry because the cavalry can not be 
used against fortifications. Ironclads are the fortifications of naval 
warfare; and, notwithstanding the many millions that have been spent 
upon them, even the countries which maintain the largest navies have 
in fact but few of them. 

England has sixty-one ironclads all told; as to which her own author- 
ities say that about fifty are fit for service. But of those fifty there are 
but a few of the formidable character which my colleague from New 
York seems continually to have in mind when he talks about the naval 
power of England. 

I make the statement on this floor that even the much-derided Puri- 
tan, for the completion of which the committee has refused an appro- 
priation, is by the confession of all competent critics a match for any 
vessel in the English Navy, with the exception of four. England has 
four ships which would undoubtedly overmatch the Puritan. The Puri- 
tan is a vessel designed to have 12 inches of steel armor upon her sides 
and 27 inches of protection upon her turrets; 12 inches being steel, 12} 
inches being oak backing, and 2} inches being an interior skin to the 
turret. 

There are two things necessary for a useful vessel of war: First, 
that she should be a good ship; and next, that she should have guns. 
And I have to urge upon this House the passage of this amendment, 
which I understand to be necessary in order to accomplish the arming 
of these vessels. The Chicago will not have t defensive capacity. 
She is to be an unarmored ship. But she will have, if armed in the 
manner designed by the advisory board, very gteat offensive capacity. 
And if she should be in action even with an ironclad, and be fought 
with that resolution which has been characteristic of our Navy in the 
past, she would be a most uncomfortable antagonist for any ship in the 
world, She is so built as to be very difficult indeed to sink. There 
are ten main compartments and seventy-five subordinate compartments 
in her hold; in all, eighty-five water-tight compartments; and with her 
great offensive power—I mean with the enormous weight of metal which 
is in her broadsides—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, was recognized, and yielded his time 
to Mr. DoRSHEIMER. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Isay, considering the enormous weight of metal 
in the broadsides of the Chicago, and the difficulty there would be in 
sinking her, and considering how short naval contests are—even in the 
old time a great naval battle was fought in fifteen minutes, the Con- 
stitution reducing the Guerriere in fifteen minutes from the time the 
first shot was fired; and considering that in modern naval battles com- 
plete results have been obtained in less time than that—in view of these 
considerations, the Chicago, fought with the resolution characteristic of 
our naval officers, would be in a desperate emergency a most formidable 
antagonist to any ship. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe in not sending an unarmed ship to the 
seas. In the colloquy between the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations and ae goi eman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] the 
other day I was s ised to hear that the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. Keni placed some reliance upon the old guns of our 
Navy. There is nothing more certain than the fact that the most ineffi- 
cient part of our Navy is its guns. The vessels are bad enough. 
Admiral Rodgers said in his testimony before the Senate committee, 
with reference to the last vessel he commanded, that she was ‘‘ the 
most comfortable ship he ever put his foot into, and that he could make 
her go seven knots an hour if the wind did not blow against her, but 
if the wind blew against her she would not goat all.” But inefficient 
as the Pensacola, the vessel to which he referred, was as a ship, she 
was still more inefficient as an instrument of war. I mean that her 
guns were the weakest part of her. And I trust we shall produce no 
“mute, inglorious” frigates to go to sea if we are to build any vessels 
at all. 

I entered upon the examination of this subject with a considerable 
amount of prejudice produced by powerful articles in a foreign maga- 
zine against these vessels, and I have come to the conclusion that they 
are wisely planned and will make most efficient instruments of war 
for vessels of their class. And I wish that this House shall give them 
auarmament. The contracts for a portion at least of these armaments 


have been made and are now in progress; and the effect of refusing an 
appropriation will be to stop work on these contracts. 

A gun can be no more constructed in a day than a vessel can be. 
The construction of guns goes along pari passu with the construction 
of ships. If we wish to have our ships fit for the uses for which they 
are designed let us prepare the armament for them. 

Ihave but a word more to address to the House. I have found ho 
subject of legislation whatever which has engaged the attention of Con- 
gress which seems to me so to interest a most anxious people as the 
question of the reconstruction of the Navy. There is not a house in 
my district which is not within the fire of a hostile fleet lying in the 
open sea off Coney Island, where no gun of a fortification yet designed 
could by any possibility reach them. And I believe that the people of 
the United States would be glad to see a spiritof encouragement to the 
Navy animating this House and the co-ordinate branch of Congress. 

I am prepared here, acting upon my own responsibility, to vote for 
the armament of these vessels, and I will also say that I am pre 
to vote for the construction of the additional cruisers provided for by the 
bill lately passed by the Senate and which is now on the Speaker’s 
table. I hope this House will come up to its duty and no longer per- 
mit the country to remain in a state of helplessness, which may be satis- 
factory to those who prefer a Chinese policy, but is not at ail satisfac- 
tory to a brave and martial people like our own. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. BELFORD. On yesterday my delightful and lovable friend from 
the State of New York itr. Cox] appeared in the rôle of an advertis- 
ing agent for Mrs. Langtry [laughter], and after furnishing the pros- 
pectus to the House, for some reason which my comprehension 
he omitted it from the RECORD. If I had not known that that adver- 
tisement had been written by the great humorist of the country, Eugene 
Field, I would have concluded that it had been written by my brilliant 
friend from New York. 

I may have expressed some admiration at the theatrical exhibition 
here on behalf of Mrs. Langtry; but I never knew that that had any- 
thing especially to do with navy affairs until I read the wonderful book 
published by my loving friend entitled From Broadway to the Bos- 
phorus. He went to London. When he reached there, if my memory 
does not fail me, he was captivated by the glamour of the “‘ Lily of the 
Jerseys.” She was floating on the sea of imperial favor, and the heart 
and soul of my friend, withered as it had been by twenty-seven years 
of public service in this House, were absolutely captivated, and while 
in London he could think of nothing except the beautiful Langtry. 
[ Laughter. ] 

He left there and went to the Grand Theater of Paris, and contrasts 
Langtry with the thin, elongated Bernhardt. Hesaid: ‘‘Oh, could I but 
inspect the flashing eyes, the pearly teeth, the auburn hair of Langtry, 
I would be content and happy.” [Laughter.] 

When he reached Egypt he stood in front of the Sphynx and asked 
that mysterious why he was unable to see Langtry. He stood 
in front of the pyramids of Egypt, with a picture in his left hand rep- 
resenting Napoleon making his campaign on a camel, and said: ‘tO 
Lord! if Langtry was here to make this desert blossom like the rose !”’ 
(Great laughter.] So much for Langtry. [Renewed laughter. ] 

I desire everybody to read the beautiful book which my friend has 
written, because I feel a profound admiration for his ability. I have 
no hesitation in declaring in his presence and in the presence-of this 
nation that the speech which my friend made on the census is equal to 
the speech that Demosthenes made on thecrown. [Laughter.] Now, 
that is not taffy at all. [Great laughter. ] 

Therefore, as he was advertising yesterday, I will try to ad- 
vertise his book to-day, which ought to be read by every man, woman, 
and child of this Republic. 

Mr. REED. Especially child. 

Mr. BELFORD. I come now to the measures of the pending bill. 
[Laughter.] Iconfess—— [Here the hammer fell.] Oh, Mr. Chair- 
man. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KASSON. In order that we may hear his views on this bill I 
will yield my time to the gentleman from Colorado. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] yields 
five minutes to the gentleman from Colorado [ Mr. BELFORD]. 

Mr. BELFORD. I confess that I know but little about naval affairs, 
because I live in a dry and arid region. I hardly know which end of 
a ship should go foremost. [Langhter.] Iam not skilled in such mat- 
ters like my friend from Kansas and my friend from Indiana. 

But there are some things I do know, and one is that my friend from 
New York [Mr. Cox] is chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
of this House, and that he has been for a great many years a Repre- 
sentative from the city of New York. And I know further that accord- 
ing to the statement made by his colleague, Governor DoRSHEIMER, 
England with her ironclads can anchor three miles away from that 
great commercial and monetary metropolis of this nation and blow it 
to pieces. Yet the gentleman is practically consenting to a reduction 
of eight millions of dollars below the estimate made by the Secretary 
of the Navy. 

I propose to devote some time during this session of Congress to 
pounding it into your heads why you are doing it. You are doing it 
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for the purpose of keeping $150,000,000 of surplus revenue idle in the 
‘Treasury, and you can not deny it. Why are you keeping it there? 
Because the people of New York own $305,000,000 of bonds that are 
-open to be called in to-day, and it is your interest to see that they are 
not paid, but that the people of this country shall be taxed 3 per cent. 
per annum on that debt, although you are able to satisfy $150,000,000 
of that debt to-morrow. Oh, sham and hypocrisy, thy name is De- 
mocracy! [Great laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will first call attention of the committee 
to the substantial part of the speech made by my honorable friend from 
-Colorado [Mr. BELFORD], if there is any substance in it. He says 
that I voted against these steel cruisers, and thereby failed to protect the 
-city of New York, which is at the mercy of the English and other men- 
of-war. Now every one who knows any thing about the Navy—and 
of course I do not refer to the gentleman from Colorado, for he has con- 
fessed his absolute ignorance—he can not tell which end of a vessel runs 
foremost or whether he is running at one end or both ends at thesame 
time—[langhter]—every one who knows any thing about the Navy 
knows that four years ago I proposed in this House an opportunity for 
the construction of cannon equal to the great Krupp guns, for the very 
purpose of meeting the emergency now suggested so weakly in the build- 
ing of these little cruisers, which are intended to chase unarmed mer- 
chantmen. ‘his is answer enough to the substantial part of the gen- 
tleman’s speech. 

Now, as to the little nonsense which the gentleman has worked in on 
me, there is a general supposition around where I sit that there is some 
-collusion between the gentleman and myself for the purpose of adver- 
tising either the dramaticstars or some literature orether. [Laughter. ] 
I plead not guilty. I love to hear the gentleman from Colorado speak; 
even when he is irrelevant he is interesting; and he was never more 
irrelevant than when he broke into this nayal debate the other day with 
his allusion to the wool question. The only possible connection I can 
see between the wool question and the Navy grows out of Jason’s Ar- 
gonautic expedition after wool. [Laughter.] There may be a good 
connection there; butit did not occur to the gentleman. He made the 
point that this side of the House would not vote on the proposition of 
the gentleman now acting as chairman of this Committee of the Whole 
[Mr. CONVERSE] to raise the duty on wool. He intimated that our part 
-of the House ran away and acted as cowards, and he has been intimat- 
ing ever since that the Democracy are not up to his high ideal of states- 
manship, which seems to be to make a great sluiceway from the Treas- 
ury that fraud may come in, that spoliations may ensue, that great gun 
factories or establishments for the construction of steel cruisers may get 
-our surplus money at pleasure. 

I am not in favor of carrying on a naval establishment only one-half 
-of which is at sea—though sometimes the whole thing is ‘‘at sea,” I 
think. [Laughter.] Our Navy seems to be a sort of amphibious ar- 
rangement, one-half of the officers on land, a portion at sea, and some 
between the two, ‘‘ waiting orders.” Yet we are asked to keep up the 
roll of such a Navy and build vessels for it, vessels which can not pro- 
tect our ports or our harbors. 

The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] has made for the first 
time since this debate began a serious speech in some respects. I wish 
that he had been more serious, and had given us some of that good old 
native sense which belongs to him, instead of this everlasting tirade of 
nonsense against the party to which I have the honor to belong. 

We are not in favor of the ideas of prodigality prevailing among gen- 
tlemen on the other side. We are opposing now the very measure which 
was applauded on that side of the House, because when next January 
-and February come these cruisers will not then be completed, and the 
armament can then be ordered by Congress, if necessary. Of that my 
-colleague from New York will speak more at length. But Isay to gen- 
tlemen on this side that since our committee has perfected this bill by 
razing down these estimates and prodigalities $8,000,000 we can do no 
better than stand by the committee, stand by economy, stand by the 
platforms of every party, even the prodigal party represented on the 
other side of the House; and in the end the people, thank God, will 
stand by us, because they are honest. [Applause. ] 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe there is on the 
part of the Democratic majority of this House a disposition hostile to 
the efficiency of the American Navy, either in its line and staff or in 
the construction of vessels to put it into an effective condition. It is a 
well-known fact that at the conclusion of the late war the Navy of this 
country—having been originated for the emergency forced upon it of 
blockading the Southern coast lines, having been improvised for the oc- 
casion and some of it built out of green timber—when peace suddenly 
came upon the country was no longer fit for service. That fact was 
-certified to the administration and the Congress of the United States 
by your own Secretary of the Navy. Yet for ten years, during which 
the Republican party controlled every department of the Government, 

' that party refused to send these unserviceable vessels to the junk-shop 
or the auctioneer’s block, but kept them in the navy-yards for the sake 
of a prodigal and corrupt use of the public money—not for naval war- 
fare, but for partisan political warfare. 

A new use was found for navy-yards; not to equip and build men-of- 


war to defend the national honor from insult, but to employ voters to 
maintain the Republican party in power. Hence year after year money 
was poured out over the hulks, and rotten wood was covered with armor 
until the expenditures absorbed the appropriations, and the Government 
paid three prices for vessels that under no circumstances could be of 
benefit or use either in peace or in war. This was in direct contrast 
with the policy that England has pursued. Upon the introduction of 
compound engines into naval construction her entire fleet, or a large 
partof it, went to the junk-shop or under the auctioneer’s hammer, and 
she supplied her navy with vessels propelled by improved engines and 
armaments, thus profiting by experience, and being unwilling to expend 
money in useless attempts to remodel her ironclads, much less to plate 
rotten hulls with armor, as the Republican Congress did. 

This proposition, then, is certainly true, that if the American Navy 
is in a condition of imbecility the responsibility belongs to the other side 
of this House. I claim for the Democracy that we are not in favor of 
continuing that state of affairs; but we are willing to do anything that 
an economical and wise administration may render advisable in order 
to put the Navy upon the highest stage of efficiency that is possible. 

Mr. Chairman, wkat is the lesson to be derived from the experience 
of other nations in building ironclads? They have sacrificed every- 
thing—speed, seaworthiness—for the sake of having an impregnable 
floating battery. Gentlemen need not be alarmed for the safety of New 
York or San,Francisco, because these ironclads are unseaworthy; and 
if all the nations of the earth should declare war against us to-morrow 
probably not more than one-third of their ironclads would ever come 
within range of any point on the Atlantic or Pacific coast. They would 
founder in mid-voyage or miscarry as to time and place of rendezvous. 
And if they did not, shore batteries, earthworks, mounted with im- 
proved guns of the highest penetrating power, would command the 
anchorage at which they rode. Since the time when at Fort Moultrie 
a log pen proved equal to ships of the line, to the day when Sumter in 
ruins showed a sand-bag fort more formidable than her stone casemates 
had been, no port need despair of defense, much less surrender uncon- 
ditionally in advance. Besides, the art of torpedo warfare has shown 
the fact that they are effective as a defense against any armor-clad that 
floats. 

Not only so, but under the bill and under the policy which seems to 
animate Congress to inaugurate a system of building swift cruisers, 
made after the very best models of modern naval architecture, we 
would have swift cruisers that could sail around them and blow them 
up with guns of improved power or torpedoes. That is a lesson we 
ought to learn from the failures of other nations. I do not believe that 
it is wise for this Government to go into building tremendous ironclads 
for the purpose of floating them within the h ds of coastlines. I 
believe our present policy is to set upon the sea the very best cruisers 
and to arm them according to the very highest state of the art. The 
only doubt I have of the amendment of my friend from New York 
arises from the fact that, as I understood the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania and the gentleman from New York the other day, there was 
under the command and within the control of the Government of the 
United States money to put armament on these vessels under this bill 
and previous laws. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will take the floor and yield my time to my 
colleague. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I thank my colleague; and I have only a few 
more words to say. : 

I say, Mr. Chairman, so far from endeavoring or desiring to cripple 
the efficiency of the Navy, I will vote for the proposition of the gentle- 
man from New York if there is not the power within the control of the 
Government now to make the armament of those steel cruisers up to 
the very highest state of naval art. 

It is said perhaps you will have to put some of the old and compara- 
tively worthless guns in these new steel cruisers. If it comes to that 
I will say, Mr. Chairman, that out of abundant caution I am inclined 
to support the proposition of the gentleman from New York. If the 
United States Navy is in the condition of imbecility that gentlemen on 
the other side of the House have said, then it is our bounden duty that 
we shall do the best thing the experience of other nations teaches us to 
do, to render it efficient. 

Indeed, sir, I did not know until it was said by the distinguished 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] the other day that the Republican 
administration of affairs in this country had reduced our national honor 
solow. I knew that this country had been spit upon when by resolu- 
tion of this House we asked for a respite for an Irish-American citizen 
who was rushed to death with indecent haste by England. I did know 
that resolutions of condolence and sympathy on the death of a foreign 
statesman passed by this House had been returned in contempt by the 
German chancellor; but I did not know until that gentleman stated it 
that this nation had been, by Republican administration, reduced so 
low that our treaty obligations had been disregarded and our officials 
abroad insulted. I did not know that this nation, under Republican 
rule, occupied such a miserable position of national and international 
pusillanimity. Such a thing was not known-under Democratic sway. 

It was a great argument to my mind, Mr. Chairman, that we should 
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speedily build a navy such as in the light of modern science and the 
perfection of naval architecture should be equal, class for class, with 
that of any other nation. Thatis my proposition to-day; and unless I 
am satisfied there are funds available to put proper armaments in these 
new cruisers I will vote for the amendment submitted by my honorable 
friend from New York. 

To render them of use they should be armed with guns capable of 
penetrating the armor of the best ironclads, and fitted up to sweep like 
eagles around the mailed.sea-turtles and monitors and destroy them by 
their celerity of motion, making effective their improved ordnance and 
torpedoes. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I listened to the remarks of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. DORSHEIMER] with a great deal of interest 
and with intense approval. It looked to me as if there was a possi- 
bility of there being statesmanlike action on the part of the Democratic 
party at some future time, but I am sorry to be obliged to say to the 
gentleman from New York he will find thestatesmanship expressed by 
him on his side just as useless as if it had been expressed on ours; for 
the applause which followed the remarks of the other gentleman from 
New York shows that the Democratic party purpose to reject wise counsel 
even when it comes from their own side. They can always be depended 
on to suppress any manifestation of statesmanship even by their own 
men. 

Now, sir, never was a proposition so simple and plain as that which 
he indorses. We are building ships, and yet those ships are to go forth 
without any armament. They are to be practically useless simply be- 
cause a Democratic Congress proposes to refuse to build guns, and no- 
body knows better than the chairman of the Appropriations Committee 
that when these ships are finished it will be impossible to put arma- 
ment upon them, because there is no armament provided. And they 
refuse to appropriate any money to build guns. They know it will take 
at least eighteen months to build a big gun, and yet they sit here idly 
in their places refusing to make the necessary appropriations, and all 
upon the score of economy. 

Now, what economy is there in sending ships to sea with no offensive 
power? What economy is there, when we have money in the Treasury 
collected for this very purpose, to refuse to expend it, and to sit idly in 
our places declining to perform a plain and simple duty ? 

This committee report in favor of finishing these ships, and upon 
what ground do they refuse to arm them? Upon what ground do they 
purpose to waste the public money by building ships and taking away 
from them all their offensive power? It looks to meas if they had de- 
liberately determined to waste the money which they purpose them- 
selves to expend in building ships. 

What good, Mr. Chairman, are ships without any offensive power ? 
Whats the use of a cruiser without cannon? And yet that is precisely 
the attitude in which this committee presents itself, by recommending 
large expenditures for the completion of ships and absolutely refusing 
to expend a dollar to arm them with suitable cannon. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HENLEY. Mr. Chairman, the charge has been hurled against 

this side of the House almost ad nauseam that we occupy an attitude 
suggested by their fertile imaginations which is inimical to the construc- 
tion of a navy that shall be commensurate in strength and armament 
with the greatness and dignity of this country. Now, sir, the charge is 
an unjust one. It is unjust certainly so far as concerns the Represent- 
atives on this floor who come from the section of country that I do. 
Our highest aspiration is to equip and construct a competent American 
navy. 
But I desire to call the attention of gentlemen upon the other side to 
the fact that the history of this country for the last ten or fifteen years 
affords some very substantial reasons why the Democracy on this floor 
should go somewhat slowly, should exercise a sound conservation in 
consenting to place themselves in the position of making extravagant 
or lavish appropriations for the purposes contemplated by this bill. I 
do not intend to stand here, Mr. Chairman, and reproduce to this country 
asketch of the administration of the Naval Department when Robeson 
was its Secretary, which administration was so redolent of spoliation and 
theft that it made his administration of that Department a stench in the 
nostrils of all decency. But when the charge is made of hostility on 
the partof this side of the House against the construction of asuitable 
navy for this Government I deem it an appropriate occasion to call the 
attention of the country and the House to the fact that a gentleman has 
been selected as the Secretary of the Navy, and who now holds that 
position, whose history is what? 

Why, sir, it is a well known fact that his name had been previously 
sent in to the United States Senate for confirmation to a subordinate 
position in the Treasury Department and the nomination by a Repub- 
lican Senate was rejected. Why? I ask gentlemen on the other side 


why? 

You can state the reason if you wish. But after that, after his re- 
pudiation by his own , this Republican administration sent his 
name in and it was co: ed for a still more exalted and still more ele- 
vated position, to wit, a Cabinet position. In my own judgment, sir, 
the last Congressional election affords something of a clue to this mys- 


tery, and I want to call the country’s attention to a single fact in con- 
nection with it. At the Mare Island navy-yard, which is in my dis- 
trict in California, there were cast in the last election, at which I was 
a candidate for Congress, 603 votes. How many of this number do you 
suppose voted against the Democratic ticket and against myself? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana (from his seat). All of them, I suppose. 
Mr. HENLEY. Allofthem! Youareright. The gentleman knows 
that was a most probable result. He may well admit the fact, because 
he knows itis not susceptible of truthful denial. How was that done? 
Mr. Chairman, it was managed in a way that will reflect shame and 
ignominy on every participant therein until it and they sink into ob- 
livion. They had a table near the polls in the town in which Mare 
Island is situated and the Republican party had arranged it, and I be- 
lieve under the inspiration if not with the express approbation of this 
present Secretary of the Navy. This table, I say, was near the voting- 
place in the town, and that table was the only place where the people 
could get the Republican tickets. They knew whoever did not come to 
that table for the purpose of getting a ticket was not voting the Repub- 
lican ticket. At this table were the bosses of the Mare Island navy- 
yard, and whenever a man presented himself to get a ticket his name 
was checked off from a list kept there of the operatives at that yard. 

In addition to that, however, the law of California prescribes that 
within a hundred feet of the polling-place the ballot must be folded up 
and not opened within that distance; so these men who came over from 
Mare Island were instructed to go to this table and get the Republican 
ticket, for it could not be procured anywhere else, and were then in- 
structed to hold up their hands and walk along in that way from the 
point where they got the ticket until they reached the ballot-box and 
deposited it! Why*was that? It was simply to overawe and intimi- 
date and coerce free American citizens into voting against their political 
convictions. 

Mr. REED. Were they murdered for not voting right? 

Mr. HENLEY. Were they murdered? 

Mr. REED. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENLEY. No, sir; but the men who inspired that sort of 
thing would not have suffered much wrong in the estimation of decent 
people if they had been. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. GLASCOCK. Will my colleague allow me to say—they were 
not TE but they were discharged. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. HENLEY. I will say to the gentleman from Maine that who- 
ever would make men vote in that way, whoever would be guilty of 
such infamy as that, is capable in my judgment of the commission of 
a crime equal in turpitude to that of murder. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HENLEY. I should like to have a little more time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman fronr 
Ohio [Mr. McCormick}. 

Mr. McCORMICK. In some of the arguments offered during the 
discussion of the provisions of this bill we might infer that war and 
invasion are but dangers of bygone ages, and that the reign of uni- 
versal peace had come. While I love peace and deplore the necessities. 
of war, the signs of the times are not such as to warrant the conclusion 
that the millennium has come. 

We read in the good book of a time when the people shall beat their 
swords into plowshares and their spears into pruning-hooks, and that 
nation shall not lift up the sword against nation; neither shall they 
learn war any more; but that declaration, while it is a truth, will not 
justly apply to the condition of the nations of the present day. How- 
ever desirable that happy condition of the harmony of nations might 
be, it yet remains that human nature and human passion and deprav- 
ity are ever the same, and their legitimate consequences inevitably 
follow as the result of their existence. 

Universal peace will come from virtues that spring up and flourish 
ona higher plane than that of political policies and parties, and we in 
the discussion of the vital questions that pertain to national peace and 
safety and honor must take things as they exist. Let it be remem- 
bered that we have not taken our place among the great nations of the 
globe without the courage of our convictions, that we were capable of 
taking care of ourselves, and by demonstrating that fact on land and 
sea; and the very fact that our flag is everywhere respected by the 
nations of the world to-day arises from the other fact that we placed 
ourselves in the position to take care of ourselves, and it was not by a 
sickly sentimentalism or a tame submission to the dictates of foreign 
nations. No. Our chief distinction comes to us from the fact that 
while it was even at a great sacrifice of blood and treasure, we made the 
best of the means at hand, that we used the power we possessed and 
used it bravely and well to maintain our rights and courageously estab- 
lish our claim to nationality in the face of the whole world. Our Navy, 
slender as it was, bore no unimportant part in that great work. There 
is an independence and grandeur in power, not in pomp and display, 
that produces respect which never comes to those who are not able to 
stand in self-defense. The true spirit of the nation is like the spirit 
of the true man, to do the right and be prepared by a proper use of its 
facilities and opportunities at the same time to maintain and defend it. 

It has been well said by a good authority in political economy that a 
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weduction of armaments does but increase the danger of war by embold- 
-ening those who, with envy and jealousy natural to mankind, are watch- 
ing for an opportunity to humble us. \ 

ar is one of a trio of great calamities, but as a last resort it frequently 
-comes as the cure of evils that other remedies have failed to reach, and 
_as we are not exempt from the common law, and as the condition of vir- 
tue and morals is not yet so efficient in the earth in their beneficent 
results as to secure the reign of universal peace, it is well that we use 
the power we possess to properly care for and protect our own great na- 
tional interests. 

England well understands the sources of her power, and holds her 
scattered empire under firm control by her vast maritime power. 

Three other such privateers like the Alabama to accompany her on 
her ocean voyages for the destruction of our commerce during the late 

civil war would have done more for the recognition of the Southern 
confederacy by foreign powers than any five such battles as that of 
Manassas Junction or that of the Wilderness, with vastly less destruc- 
tion of human life. 

As 9 matter of prudence and safety, we owe it to ourselves to provide 
for and properly equip our Navy with well-disciplined officers, war ships, 
.and proper armament, and thus be prepared for such threatening con- 
tingencies as may at any time arise. A proper expenditure here may 
in the end prove wise economy. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. As the political aspect of the question has been 
satisfactorily settled, I would like to be heard for a moment on the merits 
of the amendment proposed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
DorSHEIMER ]. 

The Secretary of the Navy recommended in his report that the sum 
of $683,000 should be appropriated for the armament of the steel cruis- 
ers. Two hundred and thirty-four thousand dollars, the proportion 
allotted from the $1,300,000 voted last session for the construction of 
the cruisers, being deducted from it left the sum of $449,000 as the sum 
which he wished to be appropriated to complete the armament of the 
vessels. The committee have not recommended that appropriation, 
and therefore the gentleman from New York assumes that the Depart- 
ment is without any funds to furnish this ordnance. 

In the first place, the committee has not been advised of what con- 
tracts have been made thus far for expending the $234,000 with a de- 
tailed statement of that amount, and they could not vote intelligently 
a further appropriation. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 
from New York a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I must decline to yield, as I have but five min- 
utes. I will, however, hear the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Did you call for information and 
have it refused? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. 
penditure in detail. 
. The gentleman from New York [Mr. DoRSHEIMER] says we should 
not have ships without an armament. That would seem to be a self- 
evident proposition, and one that needs no stating here. We all con- 
cede it. But in the first place we must recollect these ships are not to 
be completed until after Congress shall have been in session, when it 
again convenes, for more than fifty days, and in the mean time, notwith- 
standing the encomium which he has passed upon these vessels, saying 
he has no doubt that they will prove efficient and serviceable, I have 
‘great doubt about it. The Chief Constructor of the Navy, however, 
has no doubt on the subject. I appeal to the officer in charge of the 
Bureau of Construction and invoke his testimony against that of my 
friend from New York. 

Mr. TALBOTT. The trouble is, he is not in charge. If he were in 
charge he very likely would not say so. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New York [Mr. HUTCHINS] 
declines to yield. 

Mr. H HINS. : Mr. Chairman, I was in hopes I should not be 
compelled to place this testimony before the House. I do not desire to 
antagonize one Department or one bureau of a De ent i 
another. But it is a duty I owe when we come to discuss this matter 
to state to the House what the testimony on this subjectis. TheChief 
Constructor, Mr. Wilson, in his examination before the Senate commit- 


tee, says—— 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York has 


expired. 

Mr. RANDALL was recognized and yielded his time to Mr. HUTCH- 
INS. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. In his examination, in speaking of the Boston 
and Atlanta—and I hope the committee will listen to this language— 
Chief Constructor Wilson says: 


I prepared the lines of that ship and had the principal plans blocked out when 
I found the naval advisory board had chan: theirmind; insi of havinga 
ship with a top-gallant forecastie on her, as Í had agreed on and they had recom- 
mended, they changed the vessels by cutting them down forward and aft and 
building a central superstructure, with the rig changed to that of a brig. That 
was sent to me for an opinion—that is, whether I agreed to it or not. 
I indorsed and returned it to the Secretary, stating, in substance, that in my 
-own opinion the alterations made necessary in the adoption of the present ar- 
rangement of the battery by the naval advisory board from the general arrange- 


I should like to ask the gentleman 


We have no information in relation to the ex- 


ment of the vessel as first 
now be recommended or indorsed by it, as it believes that very many essential 


by them and indorsed by this bureau can not 


and necessary features and i is c 
should have will be sacrifi Drie The ioerd took e pesita of the cae 
ter, submitted them to the Secretary, and I received an order from Secretary 
Chandler e roroa Ba jn e ar Pe 3,000-ton ov oe the ar- 
ment o - 
Pr nia mR e e recommendation oi naval advi: 

So that we have here an order from the Secretary of the Navy direct- 
ing how these vessels shall be constructed. 

n my judgment we had better pause, and not make large appropri- 
ations until it is settled that these vessels are a success. I wassurprised 
when my friend from New York declared he was willing to vote for 
seven more of these cruisers. 

If he had read the testimony taken in this matter before the Senate 
committee I do not think he would be prepared to say that he would 
overrule the naval constructor and say to him that he knew more about 
the construction of vessels than the constructor. Before he makes such 
a declaration as that he should read the testimony and consider it well. 
I may be convinced that it is wise to do it; I am not yet. 

One word more. As the Committee on Appropriations think, and as I 
think, there is at this time of appropriations heretofore made the sum 
of $550,000 which can be employed in the construction of this ordnance. 
‘There was appropriated in 1883 for breech-loading rifle-cannon $100,000, 
about $50,000 of which is still unexpended. There was allotted from 
the appropriations for the increase of the Navy for 1884 the sum of 
$234,000, and the current appropriation for the year 1884 was $150,000 
for increasing the ordnance. In this bill we appropriate $100,000 for 
the same purpose, making in the aggregate $584,000 for building these 

less the amount expended for rifle-cannon. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The committee rose informally, and Mr. TALBOTT took the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed without amendmenta bill of the 
House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. 5462) making appropriation to supply deficiency in 
amount required for expenditure to June 30, 1884, for examination and 
surveys required by acts of March3, 1875, and June 19, 1878, to ascer- 
tain depth of water and width of channel at South Pass of Mississippi 
River, also for gauging the waters of the Mississippi River and its tribu- 
taries. 

The message also informed the House that the Senate had di 
to the amendment of the House to the joint resolution of the Senate No. 
64, providing for the addition of $10,000 to the contingent fund of the 
Senate; had requested a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. WILSON, and 
Mr. BUTLER as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had , and re- 
quested the concurrence of the House in, bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 221) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, setting apart a certain tract of land lying 
near the headwaters of the Yellowstone River as a publie park; 

A bill (S. 729) for the protection of children in the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1393) to reimburse Fraily & De Verne for money paid into 
the Treasury of the United States; 

A bill (S. 1508) to authorize the Postmaster-General to lease premises 
for the use of post-offices of the first, second, and third classes; and 

A bill (S. 1509) to regulate the powers and duties of the board of 
trustees of the Industrial Home School of the District of Columbia in 
respect to infant wards and scholars, and for other purposes. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Committee of the Whole House resumed its session, and proceeded 
with the consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. CALKINS. It ought not to be forgotten in this discussion at 
this point that when the recent warclosed in this country nayal archi- 
tecture had been revolutionized, and the Navy of the United States was 
then the foremost navy of the world. From 1867 to 1874 the Navy 

ent proceeded to construct naval vessels in accordance with 
those that were adopted and found useful during the late war. 

When the Democratic party at that time came into power the con- 
struction and completion of these vessels were stopped, whether wisely 
or unwisely Iam not going to say. Other nations proceeded with their 
experiments, and the results of them have been published to the world. 
I am not here to charge that one side of this House is opposed to navies 
and the other side in favor of navies. I believe that what is a good 
government for me is a good government for you, and whatis a bad gov- 
ernment for me is a bad one for you. I am here, however, to say that 
if you believe we ought to have a navy, if you believe that the Govern- 
ment should be assisted in the right direction in building up a navy, 
now is the time for you to show that belief by making the necessary 
appropriations to do it. 

That leads me to the next proposition. I stated in the general de- 
bate upon this bill that England had spent $500,000,000 on her navy 
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since our war closed. I hold in my hand a book written by Lieutenant 


Perry, of our Navy, in which he gives the English bu for the navy 
department from 1875 to1879, inclusive. From that I find that I rather 
understated than overstated the expenditures of England on her navy. 


It will be seen upon examination of that book that since the monitors 
first became known to the navies of the world England has spent over 
$50,000,000 annually on her navy. In 1867 England appropriated in 
one appropriation $40,000,000 for arming and strengthening her coast 
defenses, not included in this budget. 

I pass now to the next proposition to which I desire to call the at- 
tention of the committee, and it is in answer to the statement of the 
chairman of the subcommittee on appropriations [Mr. Hutcurys]. He 
stated that the Committee on Appropriations were not in possession of 
any facts with reference to the expenditure of the money which was 
allotted last year for the making of guns. On the 13th of February I 
incorporated into my speech anitemized statement of the expenditures 
of the money allotted for the building of guns, to which I now call his 
attention and the attention of this committee. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. CALKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Is that statement furnished to the Committee on 
Appropriations? 

Mr. CALKINS. The committee could have had it by calling for it 
atany time. I called for it, and got it from the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. S. Isaid I was not aware that the committee was 
in possession of any detailed statement. 

Mr. CALKINS. I did not say that the Committee on Appropriations 
had this statement; but I say if they did not have it it was becausethey 
did not ask for it. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Has the committee that information? 

Mr. CALKINS. Yes; since the 13th of February. 
pon HUTCHINS: Has it been furnished to the committee by the 

ent? 

Mr. CALKINS. No; because they did not ask for it. 

Mr. REED. Why did you not ask for it? 

Mr. RANDALL. It was represented to us that a contract had been 
made under that allotment. I do not know that the money has all 
been expended, but it is contracted for. 

Mr. CALKINS. The statement furnished to me and which I put 
in my speech showed that $233,034 had been expended under contract 
for making these guns, leaving only $966. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Expended or contracted to be expended. 

Mr. CALKINS: Yes, sir; expended orin process of being expended. 
The money will all run out by the 1st of next July. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Certainly. 

Mr. CALKINS. Then there is another detailed statement showing 
just what it will take to arm these steel cruisers. This I also brought 
to the attention of the committee on the 13th of February. Any gen- 
tleman can look at the statement and see precisely what it is. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. That the committee has. 

Mr. CALKINS. The amount is $447,000. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Four hundred and forty-nine thousand dollars. 

Mr. CALKINS. We commenced building a 6-inch gun twenty-six 
feet long a year ago. There was atrialofitonly the other day. Ifyou 
are to build guns sufficient to arm these vessels, every man who has 
looked into the question knows that it will take from fourteen to 
twenty-four months to complete them. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LONG obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS]. 

Mr. CALKINS. It will take from fourteen to twenty-four months 
to complete these guns; yet you propose, after the 1st of next July, to 
stop everything until Congress shall meet again; and that meeting will 
be ata short session, which as we all know is almost entirely occupied in 
the passing of appropriation bills and a few other necessary matters. 
You propose to stop the manufacture of these guns, and after having 
appropriated the money for building these ships, to leave them with 
no armament except the old smooth-bore guns. 

It has been said that there are several hundred thousand dollars— 
altogether about $500,000—which can be used for this purpose. Why, 
sir, gentlemen know that we are now taking our old cannon and making 
rifles of them; and this money is being expended in that way. 

But that is not the kind of armament we desire for these steel cruis- 
ers. Let me call attention to the sort of guns now being made by the 
other naval powers of the world. I read from an article in the last 
number of the North American Review, written by General H. A. 
Smalley: y 

An Armstrong breech-loading rifled 100-ton gun, caliber 17? inches, and 33 
feet len, of bore, was fired with a charge of 776 pounds of powder, giving the 
at piece e, which weighed 2,000 pounds, an initial velocity of 1,832 feet a second 
and an initial energy of 46,580 foot-tons. 

This is the sort of guns used recently by British vessels when they 
ee in demolishing the city of Alexandria at a distance of eight 

es. 

What is the answer gentlemen give us? They say we can perfect 
our coast defenses by building and securing our fortifications. Why, 


sir, does not every gentleman know that the city of New York is a mark 
that vessels armed with guns of the sort I have described may not miss, 
while a vessel carrying one of these guns, six or eight miles out in the 
ocean, can not be reached by a gun ona coast defense? What, then, have 
wetodo? We must build some sort of vessels by which we can go out 
to sea and meet the vessels of an enemy; and we must arm our vessels 
with steel guns. We want rifles that shall be a match for the guns 
carried by the vessels of other nations. 

Now, the $447,000 called for by the Secretary of the Navy will put 
aboard these cruisers that will cope with the guns of other nations; 
probably not the heaviest; but the gun recently constructed by Lieuten- 
ant Curtis, a report as to which I have just seen in the press, has proved 
a great success. It isa 6-inchgun twenty-six feetlong. It is said that 
the initial velocity of that gun exceeds that of the one to which I have 
just ress It has been built under the provision of the last appropria- 
tion bill. 

But we must proceed with thiswork; we must have these guns; and 
even if we do not use them upon these cruisers they will be ready for 
gunboats when Congress shall see fit to build up a navy. 

One word further. My friend from New York has made an argu- 
ment against these steel cruisers; he has read testimony in support of 
it. Now, if he believes sincerely that the statement of the Chief Con- 
structor is true, why should we appropriate anything to finish these 
steel cruisers? 

Mr. RANDALL. Weare bound by the contract. 

Mr. CALKINS. I know we are bound by contract; but if you be- 
lieve sincerely that to spend money in this manner is throwing it away, 
why not try to compromise and save a little money? 

Mr. RANDALL. We were debarred from entering upon a judgment 
as to these vessels because the contract was made, and if we did not give 
the money we might subject the Government to excessive damages. 

Mr. CALKINS. _Is that the ground upon which the gentleman puts 
the appropriation? 

Mr. RANDALL. No; I state that fact. 

Mr. CALKINS. Is that the ground upon which this appropriation 
is put? 

Mr. RANDALL. Part of the ground. 

Mr. CALKINS. Partof it. The fact is, and it may as well be 
stated—just a moment, Mr. Chairman, before you cut me off—that the 
two bureaus of the Navy Department, the Bureau of Steam-Engineer- 
ing and the Bureau of Construction and Repair, have been at logger- 
heads for years. Every gentleman knows it; and when I offered to 
come in a year ago to have it corrected, for some unknown reason it 
was voted down. And yesterday, when I undertook to correct it, it 
was again voted down. Yet here we are building a vessel without ref- 
erence to the Steam-Engineering Bureau, and building engines and 
machinery without reference to the Bureau of Construction and Repair, 
so that when we bring them together we have to tear them apart in 
order to put the machinery into the vessels. In other words, Mr. 
Chairman, there is a fight going on. One bureau wishes to build 
wooden vessels and the other wishes to get abreast of the times by build- 
ing steel vessels. That is what the fight is about. 

Tiere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DARGAN. Mr. Chairman, Iam in favor of astrong navy. Iam 
satisfied there are many gentlemen on this side of the Bone who are 
also in favor of an efficient navy. I do not with those gentle- 
men who maintain that the interests and dignity of this nation can be 
protected without force. This, sir, is the greatest commercial age in 
the history of the world. Itis an age when nations more than at any 
other time are engaged in commerce and have intercommunicatiom 
with one another, and such are the conditions of competition for the 
trade of the world that at any moment complications may arise lead- 
ing to war and requiring the use of force. Enlightened and humane 
as the present agecertainly is, the millennium has not yet arrived, and 
force may be necessary in order to protect the interests of the United 
States. 3 

This, sir, is a great nation and eminently a commercial one, and 
ought to have a great navy. Iforone, not recognizing party politics in 
this matter and declining to be controlled by party considerations, am 
prepared under proper circumstances to votea liberal appropriation for the 
improvement of our navy. But as I understand this matter (and I now 
address myself to gentlemen on the other side of the House, and par- 
ticularly to the last gentleman who addressed the House), the work 
now being carried on is an experiment. The condition of the matter 
is just this, so far as I have been able to learn it: Here are vessels being. 
constructed about which there is uncertainty as to whether they will 
subserve the purpose for which they have been designed. 

The question has been asked, “* Then why go on with their construc- 
tion?’ Thereason, sir, has already beengiven. Weshould gooninorder 
to ascertain whether the experiment will succeed or not. There are- 
those who think these vessels will prove a success, while there are others 
who believe they will not. Appropriations have already been made 
and money has already been expended in their construction. Is it not 
right, therefore, in this uncertainty of the result of the experiment, to 
wait until the matter has been determined before going further and 
making additional appropriations? Weare asked to provide for build 
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ing guns to go with these vessels, when it is still uncertain whether the 
vessels will prove seaworthy. We have arrived at a position where we 
can say we will not go any further until we are satisfied of the result 
of that experiment, and that we will postpone the making of the guns 
until the problem in reference to these steel-clad vessels has been sat- 
isfactorily solved. The sole question is, shall we complete an experi- 
ment already as economically as possible, or shall we add the 
cost of guns for which we may never have use? 

For one, and I am satisfied I speak the sentiments of many on this 
side of the House, I am prepared when the suggestion comes from 
either side of this House to vote a liberal appropriation when a plan 
for increasing the efficiency of the Navy conceded to be feasible and 
practicable is presented. Iam willing when such a plan is presented, 
and nòt before, to go as far as any gentleman of the other side in build- 
ing up an effective and powerful navy, for I think the honor and dignity 
and safety of this nation demand we should have such a navy. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Before the gentleman from South 
Carolina takes his seat I would like to ask him whether the experiment 
of which he speaks can successfully be made by building these vessels 
without armament? 

Mr. DARGAN. Iwill say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that, 
if it is necessary in order that the experiment may be fully tested that 
the armament shall also be provided, I am willing to vote for providing 
that armament at this time. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, other matters are pressing, and 
as the House clearly comprehends the question now pending, I wi 
move that the committee rise for the Lop sed of closing debate on the 
pendi ph and all amendments thereto in fifteen minutes. I 
understand the gentleman from New York [Mr. DorsHEDWER] desires 
five minutes, 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I should also like to have five minutes. 

Mr. BRUMM. And so should I. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam willing to make it twenty minutes, if that 
will be ble to gentlemen. 

Mr. REED. What is it? 

Mr. RANDALL, I propose to close debate on the pending paragraph 
and all amendments thereto in twenty minutes. 

Mr. REED. Say on the pending amendments, and I shall have no 
objection. If there are other amendments we may find ourselves in 
the position we did yesterday, voting on important propositions with- 
out any opportunity to explain. 

Mr. RANDALL, If that be agreed to by unanimous consent in com- 
mittee I will consent. 

Mr. REED. I think it will. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and debate on the 
pending amendment is limited to twenty minutes. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Mr. Chairman, there was a difference between 
the advisory board and the naval constructor. The naval constructor 
desired that the new steel cruisers should be built, as respects their 
hull, after the style of the heaviest of the old vessels of the Swatara 
class, that is to say, that they should have top-gallant forecastles and 
poop-decks. Now, a to nt forecastle and a poop-deck on the 
stern are houses built on the decks of the ship. The advisory board 
determined that it was advisable that these vessels should have great 
offensive power; that the guns should have a wide range or sweep and 
should have a great fore-and-aft fire. For that purpose, or rather to 
secure that end, the advisory board recommended that as to the Bos- 
ton and Atlanta the houses should be taken off the deck, for there is 
no method of getting great fore-and-aft fire of a vessel if her deck is in- 
cumbered with such structures. 

That, Mr. Chairman, was all the difference that existed, except as to 
the rate, between the naval constructor and the advisory board. But 
the advisory board was the supreme authority, and of course the Sec- 
retary of the Navy followed the suggestions of that board and carried 
them out by his orders, as he was bound to do. 

Now I want to say a word on another subject. I do not accuse my 
colleague of disingenuousness, but will content myself by saying that 
he did what is done sometimes in courts of law, he omitted to read the 
most p t part of the testimony from which he quoted. What 
does the Chief Constructor say about this subject? 

In the first place— 


: And he is now speaking of the two vessels—the Boston and the At- 
anta— 
these ships have not sail power enough to go anywhere. 

Well, of course their sail poweris only auxiliary. They are designed 
to have full power of steam, with auxiliary sail power, while the old 
policy of the Navy had been to give full sail power and auxiliary steam 
power. And now I say that there is no steamer in the world, 
whether employed for naval or commercial purposes, which has full 
sail power. There is no single vessel in the world which is able to 
steam fourteen knots an hour that has full sail power, and if naval 
architects are ever able to reconcile the difficulty and give to a steamer 
full sail power, while it has at the same time its maximum or full steam 
power, all I can say is that the problem has never yet been solved. 

It was hardly courteous in my colleague to speak to me about voting 


blindly for any proposition in this House. I leave it to the House to 
determine which of the two knows the most of a question exclusively 
under the control of my colleague. On the other hand, I have given 
the most careful attention to this subject, not without some fondness 
for the problems involved, and have not only carefully read every word 
of the specifications as to the construction of the engines and machinery 
and the plans upon which the vessels have been designed, but have also 
compared them with great pains not only with the letter-press descrip- 
tion of foreign vessels but with the drawings of them, which is the 
proper mode of instituting a comparison. 

But a compromise has been made in the construction of the Atlanta 
and the Boston. Let there be no misunderstanding about that. These 
veasels are designed to develop a great steam and offensive power, but 
they will not be as weatherly vessels as if constructed on a different 
plan. But, Mr. Chairman, it should be remembered that there is no 
part of the Boston or Atlanta which has not a freeboard above nine 
feet of their load water-line; and nine feet above the load water-line is 
about two feet greater, I venture to assert, than the average height on 
vessels in trade between Liverpool and New York; and mer- 
chant vessels of two feet less freeboard have weatherly qualities. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I have read all of the evi- 
dence that has been given to the public, and have taken pains to ex- 
amine as far as I could all other testimony bearing upon the construc- 
tion of these cruisers. I believe with the gentleman from New York 
that they will prove to be a very great success; but I desire to call the 
attention of the committee to this consideration, that if I am wrong 
and if the gentleman from New York is wrong, if the critics are right 
and if every criticism made upon these cruisers is well founded, all the 
more reason is there for giving them guns of a high power. Because 
all that has been said against them is in derogation of their capacity 
for speed, and we can make up for that deficiency by giving them guns 
of greater power. If the Chicago, which is estimated to have a speed 
of fourteen knots, shall be found capable of only twelve knots, I repeat 
all the more reason is there that she should have these 8-inch rifles 
such as the plan provides for. Whether these vessels are commerce- 
destroyers or not, they will be called upon to meet similar cruisers of 
other powers armed with all the powerful guns such as all nations but 
our own are now manufacturing and use to arm their navies with. 

I have recently heard it stated, and I believe it to be true, that the 

English Government has within a year made a large appropriation for” 
a complete rearmament of the English navy, being dissatisfied with 
the guns which they now have, and which, as they are, are far superior 
to any that this nation possesses, 
Mr. Gharman , we have at the disposal of the Navy Department four 
kinds of ordnance. The best that we have is the converted rifle, which 
is a low-power gun. Itisincapable of giving a muzzle velocity of more 
than 1,400 or 1,500 feet per second and such a gun would not arm our 
cruisers, whatever use we are to put them to, against the cruisers rating 
on the same grade of other powers. I rather infer from some remarks 
that fell from the gentleman in charge of this bill that it is the inten- 
tion to arm these vessels with the converted rifles. I know of no other 
provision of law, and the gentleman has not called to our attention any 
other kind of gun or any other means of arming these vessels than this 
I have stated. 

[Here the hammer en 

Mr. RANDALL. Iyield two minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BRUMM]. 

Mr. BRUMM. I have but one single proposition which I want to 
advance. There seems to be no difficulty or no disagreement on either 
side of this House as to one main proposition, namely, that we require 
a navy, such a one as will be able to compete offensively or defensively 
with the navies of the world. There is no dispute as to that proposi- 
tion. 

As to the pending amendment, the only dispute seems to be as to 
whether the vessels now in course of construction will be a success. 
But there is no dispute as to another proposition, namely, that under 
any circumstances we have no guns for these vessels. Therefore the 
main proposition, and the only one I wish to call your attention to, is 
this: that we ought at least to go on with the building of these guns 
whether they are fit for these vessels or not or whether these vessels 
will be fit vessels or not. There can be no loss in building these new 
guns. You can use them in any other vessel. The loss at least will 
be but a trifle. Vessels can be built upon which you may place these 
new guns. It takes not less thana year to build the guns that, accord- 
ing to the best judgment of our ordnance and engineer officers, should 
be built to go on these vessels. 

Then I ask you, why should you for a moment hesitate in giving an 
appropriation for the purpose of building guns? And why ask the ques- 
tion as to whether the vessels now in course of construction will be a 
success or not? We must have some other guns than those we have 
got now. And why not start and build those guns even outside of all 
questions with reference to the vessels now under construction ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Eight minutes remain of the time to be con- 
trolled by the committee. 


Mr. RANDALL. This amendment should not be determined by the 
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committee on any merely facetious appeal—as, for example, ‘‘if we are 


to have vessels we ought to have guns.” Nobody will contradict that. 
Neither should it be determined by the discussion of matters not rele- 
vant to the subject under discussion. 

The Committee on eg ail neon have not in any way exhibited 
the least hostility to the building up of the Navy. I think if the Sec- 
retary of the Navy was consulted on that point he would not make 
such a declaration. For myself I do not believe there are any consid- 
erable number of the Représentatives on either side of the House who 
do not esteem the Navy and its brave officers, and want to make it what 
it should be and what it is not now. 

But we have said this, after a careful and critical investigation of 
this subject, that with the money already expended, to be expended, 
and with the money appropriated inthis bill, in the aggregate $584,000, 
there is no immediate necessity now for mane to that amount $449,000 
more, thus giving at this time more than a million of money in this par- 
ticular direction. That is the position of the committee; not in hos- 
tility to the building and trial of guns, but as to the amount that shall 
begiven this year. And we say, or a majority of the committee say, 
after a careful consideration, that $584,000 is a sufficient amount. 

I was very much struck with the language of the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia [Mr. SUMNER], when he said in his speech yesterday it did not 
matter how high science went in reference to increasing the resisting 
power of ASER some one immediately came along and invented a 
projectile that would pierce the armor of those vessels. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
in order to satisfy myown mind. Is there available for the purchase of 
the armamentof these vessels the sum of money the gentleman named— 
over $500,000—not appropriated to other purposes? 

Mr. RANDALL. I said this: that with the money already given 
and with the amount of money to be given in this bill there is about 
$584,000 to be used in the construction and purchase of guns which can 
be placed aboard these cruisers. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Now, I wish to know whether that money is 
available for the purchase of the armament mentioned and described by 
the advisory board ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam not responsible for the estimates; because I 

-know by a long service here what estimates mean and how often these 
estimates are duplicated in different forms. I say again, there is $584,000 
that has been and can be used to place guns aboard the cruisers, and I, 
as a member of the Committee on Appropriations, after having given 
diligent inquiry and investigation to this subject, am not willing to vote, 
as the proposition of the gentleman from New York would compel us to 
do, to give over a million of money for that purpose. Thatis the point 
in’ controversy, and that is all that is in controversy. There is no ex- 
hibition of hostility at all to the subject-matter. 

I do not want any gentleman here to claim to be a better friend of 
the Navy than'I am. I was born within fifteen minutes’ walk of what 
was in old times the central navy-yard of the United States; now, I am 
sorry to say, dismantled by order of the Secretary of the Navy, who 
tells us that he is not willing to reopen any of these yards unless he is 
compelled to do so by an order from Congress. 

In case of an emergency, which I do not anticipate at all, the United 
States can buy the guns that are now being constructed. 

Mr. REED. Where? 

Mr. RANDALL. She has a market to buy from of private establish- 
ments in England, in France, and in Germany, and she has another fur- 
ther advantage in that she can get these guns without paying any cus- 
toms duty. And I say deliberately to this side of the House, that if 
they expect there shall continue to be economy in the administration of 
these various Departments they must sustain the Committee on Appro- 
priations when they give intelligent reasons for their recommendations. 

Mr. REED. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
if the sum now 4) riated will furnish these vessels with armament ? 

Mr. RANDAL ot entirely; and I have never claimed it would. 

Mr. REED. How much? 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to deal frankly and truthfully about this 
matter. 

Mr. REED. I would rather the gentleman would deal precisely with 
us. How much will the money furnish, how many poo? 

Mr. RANDALL. I suppose a hundred-ton gun will cost $50,000. 

Mr. REED. How many guns suitable for these cruisers will be 
furnished by the appropriation as the bill now stands? ; 

Mr. RANDALL. An adequate amount, with the guns taken from 
the dismantled ships, an adequate amount in time for the armament 
of these vessels when completed, as I think. 

Mr. REED. How many high-power guns will the sums already ap- 
propriated furnish? Can the gentleman answer me? 

Mr. RANDALL. I can not say exactly. But I say distinctly that 
the money which the Department has to-day, together with what we 
give for the next fiscal year in this bill, is enough, with the guns now 
within the possession of the Government, to adequately arm these ves- 
sels when completed, in my judgment. 


Mr. REED. What does the gentleman mean by ‘‘ adequately arm?” 
With high-power guns? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate has expired. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
RANDALL] have time to point out to the committee the provisions in 
the bill which carry this discretion to use money for that purpose. 

Mr. RANDALL. The discretion is absolute. 

Mr. HISCOCK. . Point out the provisions in the bill. - 

Mr. RANDALL. I have them here. 

Mr. REED. Point them out. 

Rr ate They are in existing law and in the provisions of 

Mr. REED. What provisions of the bill? Let the gentleman point 
that out? 

Mr. RANDALL. Here they are. 

Mr. REED. Let the gentleman name the lines and the page. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have them here and will insert them. 

Mr. REED. State them now. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I call for the ~~ order. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further debate is in order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. By unanimous consent we can extend th? time for 
debate, as we fixed the limit in the first instance. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER and others. Regular order. 

Osa RANDALL. I think great privilege has been given to the other 
side. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman promised us a frank statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further debate is in order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I want the gentleman to point out the provisions 
of the bill that contain the discretion. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. REED. By whom? 

The CHAIRMAN. By the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STOCK- 
SLAGER] and others. 

The question was upon the amendment of Mr. DoRSHEIMER to in- 
sert, after line 323, the following: 

To complete the ordnance outfit of the said vessels, $449,029. 


The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 81, 
noes 100. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. CALKINS called for tellers. 

a were ordered; and Mr. HUTCHINS and Mr. CALKINS were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 93, noes 119. 

So the amendment was not a; to. 

Mr. REED. I move to strike out the last word. I think there is 
now an opportunity, when there is no regulation of the House cutting 
off debate, for the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] to 
show where in this bill there is any appropriation for guns for these 
new cruisers, and what kind of guns they are to be. 

Mr. RANDALL. The House has determined the question. 

Mr. REED. I was in hopes the gentleman would answer. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did answer the gentleman, but I can not make 
him listen. 

Mr. REED. I was in hopes the gentleman, for his own sake, would 
make the explanation. 

Mr. RANDALL, I can take care of myself. 

Mr. REED. I wish thegentleman would take care of the exact facts 
of the case. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam not unfriendly to the Navy. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has made the state- 
ment on the floor that there are certain provisions in this bill—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I have told the gentleman over and over again 
that I will publish them. 

Mr. REED. Why not send them upto beread? I desire tosay that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania has had an opportunity to point out 
these provisions of law and he has not pointed them out, and we are 
unable to find out where they are. 

se RANDALL. I ask the Clerk to read them; I do thisof my own 
volition. 

Mr. REED. Of course of his ‘‘own volition;’’ I am not trying to 
drive him anywhere. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have got a strong case. 

Mr. REED. Well, how will you make it stronger by— 

Mr. RANDALL. By the facts. 

Mr. REED. Let us have them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the statement sent up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


000 

Allotted from appropriation for the steel cruisers for 1884. 000 
Amount appropriated for ordnance and ordnance mate 

rent) . 150,000 

Amount in this bill for ordnance and ordnance material (current). . 100,000 

SPOOR Sas cian cosas conavas sessounespubsoceninbaadspuvesaioonedcuucevbcniawenacagehiidsamn in datiee 584, 000 
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. REED. That is all in the last year’s bill, is it not? 
. RANDALL. Itis not. 


. REED. What part of it is in this bill? 

Mr. CALKINS. The $224,000 is in last year’s bill. 

Mr. EATON. Let the statement be read again. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. [Irise to a point of order. Is there anything be- 
fore the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending amendment is to strike ont the last 
word. The Chair will direct that the paper be read again. 

The Clerk again read the statement. 

Mr. REED. One hundred thousand dollars of that is in this bill, 
and none of it specifically for this object. 

Mr. CALKINS. Inasmuch asthe matter has gone thus far, the House 
should understand precisely the condition of affairs. The sum of 
$224,000, which, as I understand, is a part of this statement, was ap- 
propriated last year; am I right in that? 

Mr. RANDALL. Make your statement. 

Mr. CALKINS. And that amount, as I have shown by a tabulated 
statement, will all be expended, if it is not now expended, in the exe- 
cution of contracts already made. One hundred thousand dollars— 
$50,000 of which has not been expended—$50,000 of which lapped 
over into 1884, as I understand, was appropriated last year. 

The only amount, as I understand, in this bill is the $100,000, the 
expenditure of which is discretionary with the Secretary of the Navy. 
I may be mistaken; but as I understand that is the exact situation of 
affairs. 

Mr. HISCOCK. How discretionary? 

Mr. CALKINS. The Bureau of Ordnance has its usual appropri- 
ation. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Itis only right to have the record complete. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the committee rise to close debate on 
all amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is peer before the committee. The 

forma amendment, as the Chair understands, is withdrawn. 

Mr. HORR. I renew the amendment. Ido not think the tle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] desires to mislead this House; 
and I want to ask him this simple question—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to inquire why the gentleman from 


Mi (Mr. Horr] makes that assertion. peur 
Mr. HORR. I protest against questions of that kind; for I had sup- 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania did not intend to mislead the 


ouse; and no man knows better than he that this item was stricken 
out of the bill in committee for the sole reason that he did not believe 
these guns ought to be built at the present time. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman is utterly mistaken. If he under- 
takes to violate the rules of the House and communicate what occurred 
in committee, he ought always to have truth on his side. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HORR. I am not going to violate the rules of the House in any 
way, but I do believe it is wrong for the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations to attempt to make this House believe that there is 
an appropriation for the manufacture of guns for the armament of these 
ships when he ought to know that this appropriation was left out on 
the theory that there was no enemy in sight, and that it was not needed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I said that on the floor. 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman stated that, as I remember, on the floor 
of the House; not in committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. Why did you say in committee? 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman stated here in general debate, if I rec- 
ollect aright, that the reason the appropriation was left out was because 
there was no enemy in sight and that the guns were not needed. AmI 
not right in that? 

Mr. RANDALL. No,sir. It never was stricken out in committee. 
It never was reported from the subcommittee to the general commit- 
tee. The motion was to insert. 

Mr. HORR. I understand; but in the basing debate here this ques- 
tion was Ler jk up, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania tried to ex- 
plain on the floor of the House the reason this appropriation was left 
out. He did not claim at that time that this money was in the bill. 
Why? Because it is not there. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not say that there is any part of the $449,000 
estimated for in the bill, and we did not intend it should be in the bill. 

Mr. REED. There is no money in the bill at all. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then it will not be squandered. 

Mr. HORR. Why, Mr. i it was well understood by all of 
us on the committee—and I am not violating any confidence—that it 
was not the purpose of the committee to'put this matter in. The gen- 
tleman is frank enough now to say it isnotin. That is what I want 
understood. There is not a dollar of this money which was applied for 
by the Secretary of the Navy appropriated. You admit that? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HORR. That is all there is of this case. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman is on the committee, and he ought 
to understand what he was about. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the formal amendment withdrawn by the 
gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. HORR, Yes; I withdraw it. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


For completing the Mohican at the Mare Island navy-yard, $50,000. 

For care and safe-kee of the iron-clad monitors now in the hands of the 
contractors, when they have been turned over to the Government by said 
contractors, $5,000. 

Mr. BELFORD. I move to add the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Naval line officers may be detailed as instructors in mathematics or other 
branches of karain in any school or college according to the act of Feb 
oe but the total number of all naval officers so detailed shall not ex 

Mr. RANDALL. That is subject to a point of order. . 

Mr. BELFORD. I hope my friend from Pennsylvania will not make 
the point of order. 

. RANDALL. Yes; I must insist on it. 

Mr. BELFORD. I should like to know what it is. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Let the point of order be stated. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is new legislation and not in the direction of 
economy. 

Mr. BELFORD. I ask to be heard on that point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will hear the gentleman on the surplus in the 
Treasury. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BELFORD. I have the right to discuss the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman, we have so many officers of the line 
and of the staff. I donot know about the line officers except they are 
being used at present to draw the Democratic party to destruction. 
(Laughter. ] 

What I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, is this: We have colleges all over 
the country to which we can detail naval as well as military officers. 
Yesterday my friend from New York—I refer to the blushing, suffusing, 
sunset gentleman, ee eee to this House a table show- 
ing how many officers there are in Washington. I have in my State 
three colleges—the State University, the Agricultural College, and the 
Military and Naval School at Canyon City. I went to the Secretary of 
the Navy and asked him to detail one of these naval officers to serve as 
a teacher of mathematics and other sciences at the Agricultural College 
at Fort Collins. Now, if you can not use these men in the Navy, why 
do you not send them to educate the youth of the West? 

The gentleman says it does not reduce expenditures. If these men 
are put upon the retired-list they are liable to be so detailed by the 
Secretary of the Navy. They may be sent to Ohio or Indiana or to 
any other State of this Union. The pretense that it is subject to the 
point of order because it does not reduce expenditure is absolutely idle 
and utterly indefensible. 

I do hope my friend from Pennsylvania, who is so anxious to protect 
the interests of the Navy, will abandon his point of order and allow me 
to get in an amendment to this bill, under which, and only under which, 
I can have detailed from the Navy and from the Army an officer to edu- 
cate the pupils of my State in the State University, the Agricultural 
College, and the college at Canyon City. 

Mr. RANDALL. To the merits of the proposition I have no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. BELFORD. Why then raise the point of order? 

Mr. RANDALL. The practice in the Army has permitted it. Ido 
not wish the amendment attached here because I am anxious to pro- 
ceed without further discussion. That is the reason why I made the 
point of order. 

Since I made the point of order I have received the following letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 5, 1884. 

Sır: In order to enable naval officers to be detailed as instructors in any 
Spyies steam-engineering and iron-ship building, it will be advisable 
to have the accompanying clause p. upon the naval appropriation bill; 
line officers may be detailed as instructors in mathematics. 
branches of learning, in any schools or co 
rm 1859, but the total number of all naval o; 
lo 


“Very respectfully, 


or other 
according to the act of February 
so detailed shall not exceed 


W. E. CHANDLER, 
Secretary of the Navy. 


Mr. RANDALL. That is the same as the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Coloradoand I will withdraw my point of orderand accept it. 

Mr. BELFORD. Itis the same. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CALKINS. I offer the following amendment: 


For the construction of seven steel vessels, namely, one cruiser of 4,500 tons 
displacement, one cruiser of 3,000 tons, one dispa! vessel of 1,500 tons, two 
heavily armed gunboats of 1,500 tons each, and two light gunboats of 750 tons 
each, as recommended in the report of the naval advisory board dated October 
25, 1883, and in the annual report of the Secretary of the Navy of December 1, 
1883, $2,300,000 ; and the Secretary of the Navy is authorized to construct said ves- 
sels and to procure their armament at a total cost for each not exceeding the 
amounts estimated by the naval advisory board in said report; and said vessels 
shall be designed and constructed in all respects in accordance with the pee 
visions of the naval appropriation acts of August 5, 1882, and March 3, 1883, 
authorizing the construction of four steel cruisers. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. I make the point of order that there isa bill now 
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pending before the House of the same import as this amendment. I 
make the further point that there is no law forit. Itis new legislation. 
Mr. CALKINS, The point of order which the gentleman has stated 
is probably not a good one, but that it is new legislation might perhaps 
be sustained. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from New York makes both. 

Mr. CALKINS. Iwish tosay, Mr. Chairman, that I notice in the ap- 
propriation bill, when these new steel cruisers were authorized, a pro- 
vision for their construction was embodied in that bill; and unless an 
amendment is in order under the general authority of this Government 
to construct vessels, of course the amendment I have proposed is sub- 
ject to the point of order. 

I offer this now, however, as a matter of duty. I desire that there 
shall be such proper legislation come before this House as will enable us 
to make a proper increase of our Navy, with a view to its efficiency. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is all right, but the he gontiemmi himself con- 
cedes that the point of order is good against him. 

Mr. CALKINS. Ido not concede it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must hold that the amendment is sub- 
ject to the point of order. 

Mr. CALKINS. Iask simply to have published in this connection 
a little statement from the Secretary of the Navy with reference to the 


cost. 

Mr. COX, of New York. With reference to the cost of what? 

Mr. CALKINS. As to the cost of the vessels embodied in this bill. 
The statement to which I refer I now send to the desk. 

It is as follows : 


of the A eeart eai eet “five,” in line 445, down 
to the end of the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “and after the number of officers shall be reduced as 
sees rovided the whole number of commissioned officers on the active-list 

in the Racine Corps shall not exceed 75.” 

Mr. THOMAS. This amendment, if adopted, will place the promo- 
tions in the Marine Corps only in harmony with the provisions which 
have been incorporated with reference to the other officers for whose 
pay provision is made in this bill. The amendment affecting the “a 
motion of officers of the line and staff was stricken out by the 
mittee of the Whole, and it seems to be fairthat promotions should ae 
be stopped in the Marine Corps since it has not been stopped in the 
other branches of the service. A comparison of the number of officers 
in this military branch of the naval service, for their duties are purely 
military, shows that there is nothing like the same proportion of officers 
in the Marine Corps as there is in the infantry branch of the Army serv- 
ice, while they stand exactly upon the same footing. I hope that this 
amendment will be agreed to, and that the promotions will be allowed 
in the Marine Co: ps as they are in the line and staff. As the law now 
stands, no change having been made in the law of 1883 by this bill, this 
amendment plaves them upon an equality. It will be remembered, of 
course, that the amendment proposed by the committee was stricken 
out, and hence the necessity for this. It is but fair to this branch that 
the words which I have suggested be stricken out, so that there shall 
be one promotion for every two vacancies, as in the other grades. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will explain the occasion for the insertion of this 


2 language. At the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress a provis- 


To construct the above vessels the sum of $2,300,000 will be a sufficient a; 
priation for the coming fiscal ET leaving the balance to be appropriated 
next annual appropriation bi 


the 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 
bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
NAVAL ACADEMY. 
For pay of professors and others—— 


Mr. RANDALL. Before entering upon this part of the bill I want 
to say to the committee that there is no whatever from existing 
law in reference to the Naval Academy except what grows out of the 
increase. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the various clauses 
with reference to the Naval Academy. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. I move to amend by add- 
iay at tio end of line 431 what I send to the desk, 

e Clerk read as follows: 
Add at the end of line 431: 
“That hereafter there eects pe ira at the Naval Academy cadets equal to 


half the number of Co! distri to be inted alternately from 
the several districts.” Cae ahi a x 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It is evident to everybody, I think, that 
until we have more ships and a larger fighting force we do not need to 
go on in ing the number of our officers for the Navy; while at the 
same time I do not assent to the proposition that when the Government 
admits to the Naval Academy students and givesthem a free education 
it obliges the people of this country forever thereafter to pay and sup- 
port them. Nevertheless I think the right way to do is to lessen the 
number of cadets.admitted to the institution. That is the object of 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 20, noes 72. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


MARINE CORPs. 


For pay of officers on the active-list, as follows: For 1 colonel commandant, 

1 colonel, 2 lieutenant-colonels, 1 adjutant and peresse quartermaster, 1 pay- 

master, 4 majors, 2 assistant quartermasters, 1 ju PAET EESE ENET United 

States Navy, 19 See 80 first lieutenants, and 22 second lieutenants, $185,240. 

And from and after th: of this act there shall be no ap intments, ex- 

bert by ranoo to fil ganna occurring in the list of commissioned officers 

arino Corps until the number of such officers shall have been reduced, 

ref eecoxttion or otherwise, below 75; and after the number of officers shall be 

reduced as above provided’ the whole number of commissioned officers on the 
active-list in the Marine Corps shall not exceed 75. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, to strike out 


ion was made that the number of commissioned officers in the Marine 
Corps should be seventy-five. In other wo that there should be no 
promotions to vacancies from that period until the number did reach 
seventy-five. Well, in due time the law as then provided reduced the 
number to seventy-five, and the Department held that that was the ex- 
ecution of the law, and they immediately went back to the original 
number. 

The object of the committee now is that this seventy-five, as fixed in 
the bill, shall be the aggregate number of the commissioned officers of 
the Marine Corps, and hereafter it may stand so, and not permit 
the Department when they reach seventy-five to say that the purpose of 
the law is accomplished and they return again to the original 
number. Ido not think there was much objection in the committee 
to this provision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question wastaken. The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 43, noes 84. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose, and the 8 er resumed the chair. 
A message in wri from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole House resumed its session. 
Pra) Clerk read the following paragraph, under the head of ‘‘Marine 

Tps: ” 
for clothing undrar, $20.000; tc Ba IA of Peyee) earar elas ems 
without troo; $ commutation of quarters for officers where there are no 
public b Daaa $10, 0,000; in all $54,035. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. By direction of the Committee on Appropriations, 
I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 20, in line 465, Sees onk OAD” AnA VESE POG and make the 
total footing ‘of the clause $48,035. 

Mr. CALKINS. What is that amendment? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. It is the transfer, by recommendation of the Sec- 
retary, of $4,000 from the item at line 466 to the item at line 489. 

Mr. CALKINS. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

De oe camer edeg ipari rne to be used for the manufacture 


, stores for supplies, and offices of assistant quartermaster at Philadel- 
pe ees and or hire of quarters where there are no pi buildings, $4,000. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. By direction of the committee, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 21, in lines 488 and 489, strike out "$4,000," and insert ** $14,500.” 
The amendment was to. 
The Clerk read the third and concluding section of the bill, as follows: 
Sec. 3. That no officer whose name is borne Jeg retired-list of the Army, 


Navy,or Marine Corps shall hold position in the ce ee ee a loy- 
ment of the Government and draw w the salary or compensation thi REGE togstts 5 
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with his pay as a retired officer of the Army, Navy,or Marine Corps: Provided, 
That any such retired officer ing a tion in the civil service or other 
employment of the Government may, at the time of acceptance, elect to take the 
salary of such posi.ion or in lieu to retain his pay as a retired officer. 

Mr. CALKINS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the section add the following proviso: 

‘But the restrictions of thissection shall not apply to any officer below the rank 
of major in the Army or Marine Corps or commander in the Navy, unless he 
has been retired by reason of wounds received in service.” 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from Indiana allow me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. CALKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. What amount of pay would you exclude by this 
amendment from the operation of the proviso? 

Mr. CALKINS. It would exclude all below the rank of major. 

Mr. RANDALL. But as to the amount of pay, would it bring in all 
under $2,500? 

Mr. CALKINS. I do not know what the pay of major is on the re- 


tired-list. It is three-fourths of full pay. My recollection is that a 
major receives less than $2,500. f 
Mr. RANDALL. The principle involved is what I want to get at; 


that is, that in the United States, where there are so many people seek- 
ing positions, there should not be anybody securing two pays out of 
the Treasury of the United States and hold two offices. 

Mr, CAL S. And the only exception I try to make is that this 
shall not apply to men who have lost both arms or who have lost both 
legs in the service of their country. 

. MAYO. I have listened for four or five days to the debate on 
this bill, and I have been struck with the novel views of many on this 
floor as they presented their reasens why we should not have an increase 
of the Navy; seme of them even saying that we should not have a navy 
at all. They would be satisfied with having two or three logs tied to- 
gether and floating the flag of the United States over them. 

Gentlemen appear to base their position upon the ground that there 
is no nation in the world which wishes to fight the United States. 
My reading in ‘history teaches me that all the great wars of the world 
from its creation down to the present day commenced about little or 
nothing. Those of us who, like the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cox], are familiar with theScriptures and can tell when the millennium 
is coming, recollect that a woman esc a man to eat a sour apple 
brought about that great war in w. the devil and his angels sought 
to storm the ramparts of heaven. We know that an equally trivial 
thing as another woman and another apple brought on the Trojan war. 
We also have heard, sir, that the great war between the Lilliputians 
and the Brobdingnags was brought on by the question as to which end 
of an should be broken: We have also heard in later days of the 
Eradan A war. Does any gentleman know how that war was 
brought on? Why, when the Emperor of the French happened to be 
breakfasting one morning with Prince Bismarck he observed that the 
Prince’s morning drink was cham: e mixed with . The great 
Emperor of the French became indignant that the celebrated wine of 
im pei a be thus polluted, and another great war came on, 

ughter. 

So we see wars are produced by trivial circumstances. And these 
gentlemen who speak in these balmy times of peace against preparing 
for war remind me very much of the Arkansaw Traveler. Sitting in 
front of his dilapidated dwelling, with nearly all the roof off it, he is 
playing the violin. He is asked, ‘‘ Why don’t you mend your roof, so 
as to keep out the rain?” ‘Why, stranger, it is not raining now.” 
“ Bué some day it will rain; and why don’t you do it when it does 
rain?” He answered, ‘‘Oh, aman can’t go outand mend his roof when 
it rains.” anger, 

Now, if I my will I would, on the score of real economy, appro- 
priate a hundred millions of money to build a navy. I would appro- 
priate it not only for the purpose of building a navy, but of developing 
the iron and timber resources of the country and giving employment to 
those men whose abilities could be utilized as skilled artificers; and we 
would thus also give an impetus to what we want above all things, a 
merchant marine. 

Therefore, if I could control this matter I would at once commence 
to build a first-class navy. I would build it of our own materials, and 


when it is built employment would be given to the great number of | Beach 


men we have along this coast of ours, who would make the best seamen 
in the world. 

You talk about there being so many officers here in comparison with 
the number of men. Could that be different when during the late war 
President Lincoln announced that with his fleet of gunboats they had 
gone wherever it was a little moist? Do you propose to turn out all 
those gallant officers who helped to put us down and performed their 
duty to you simply because you are too stingy to give them ships to go 


aboard ? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The question was then taken on the amendment ‘offered by Mr. 
CALKINS, and it was i to. 

The CHAIRMAN. e reading of the bill has now been completed. 
By direction of the committee, the amendment offered by the gentleman 
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from Massachusetts [Mr. MoRsE], to come in after line 89 of the bill, 
will now be taken up. > 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Perhaps the gentleman will not press his amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. MORSE. Ido not. as 

Mr. RANDALL. So far as I am concerned I have no objection to 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Insert, after line 89, the following: 

“ And all officers of the Navy shall be credited with the actual time they may 
have served as rs, clerks, or enlisted menin the regular or volunteer Arm 
or Navy or both, and shall | 
respects in the same manner as if all said service had been continuousand in the 
regular Navy, in the grade having graduated pay held by such officer at the time 
of the passage of this act. And the record of all service of every such officer 
shall be entered in full opposite his name, in the appropriate columns of the 
Navy Register, in the same manner as service in the regular Navy is credited : 
Provided, That nothing in this clause shall be so construed as to authorize any 
change in the dates of commission or in the relative rank of such officers: Pro- 

urther, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to give any 
additional pay to any such officer during the time of his service in the volunteer 
Army or Navy.” 


Mr. MORSE. I would like to ask unanimous consent to modify that 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has aright to modify his amend- 
ment before a vote is taken upon it. 

Mr. MORSE. I modify my amendment by inserting, between the 
words ‘‘ additional ” and ‘‘ pay,’’ near the close of the amendment, the 
words ‘‘or longevity;’’ so that it will read: 

Provided befell ana nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to 
give any additional or longevity pay to any such officer during the time of his 
service in the volunteer Army or Navy. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is merely to do a matter of justice to certain 
officers of the Navy, so that they shall receive proper recognition on the 
Register. 

The amendment as modified was to. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I move that the committee now rise and report 
the bill with amendments to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. CONVERSE reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
4716) making appropriation for the naval service for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1885, and for other pi had made sundry amend- 
ments to the bill, and directed him to report the same with the amend- 
ments back to the House with a recommendation that the amendments 
be adopted and the bill as amended passed. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I call for the previous question on the bill and 
amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEA If no separate vote is called for, the amendments 
will be acted upon in gross. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole were 


agreed to. 

The bill as amended was then ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question was upon the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. This beinga general appropriation bill, the rule of 
u House requires the question on its passage to be determined by yeas 

nays. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 259, nays 1, not vot- 

ing 60; as follows: 


receive all the benefits of such actual service in 


YEAS—259. 
Adams, G. E. Buckner, Dunn, Henderson, D. B. 
Adams, J. J. udd Eaton Henderson, T. J 
Aiken, Burleigh, El ; Henley, 
Alexander, Burnes, Elliott, Hepburn, 
Anderson, IL. Ellis, Herbert, 
Arnot, Caldwell, Ellwood, Hewitt, A. 8. 
Atkinson, ns, Ever Hewitt, G. 
Bagley Campbell, Felix Evins, J. H. Hill, 
Ballentine Campbell, J. M. Ferrell, Hiscock, 
Barbour, Carleton, Fiedler, Hitt, 
Barr, Cassidy, Findlay, Hoblitzell, 
Bayne, Clardy, Finerty, Holman, 
Clements, Follett, Holmes, 
stg Panorami Roney) peace 
nverse, an, opkins, 
Bingham, pres madrbon Geddes, Horr, 
Bisbee, Covington, George, 
Blackburn, Cox, W. R. Gibson, Howey, 
Blanchard, Crisp, Glascock, Hunt, 
Bland, Culberson, D. B. Gof, Hutchins, 
Blount, Cullen, reen. James, 
Bowen, Cutcheon, Greenleaf, Johnson, 
yle, Dargan, uenther, Jones, B. W. 
Brainerd. Davidson, Halsell, Jones, J. H. 
Breckinridge, Davis, G. R. Hammond, Jones, J. T, 
Breitung a Hanback, ordan, 
Brewer, F. B. Dibble, Hancock, Kean, 
Brewer, J. H. Dibrell, Hardeman, + Keifer, 
B head, Dockery, er, Kelley, 
Browne, T. M. Dorsheimer, Hart, et 
Brown, W. W. Dowd, Hatch. W. H. King, 
uchanan, Duncan, Hemphill, Kleiner, 
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end G Mutchler, Ryan, Tucker, 
Laird, Neece, Scales, Tully, 
Lamb, Nelson, Seney, Turner, H. G. 
Lanham, Nicholls, Seymour, Turner, Oscar 
Lewis, Nutting, Shaw, Valentine, 
Lore, Ochiltree, Shelley, Van ine, 
Lovering, O'Neill, Charles Singleton. Vance, 
Lowry, O'Neil, J. Skinner, Ô. R Van Eaton, 
aman, Parker, Skinner, T. G Wadsworth, 
cAdoo, Patton, Slocum, Wait, 
McCoid, Payne, Smith, Wakefield, 
McComas, Payson, Snyder, Ward, 
McCormick, Pierce, Spooner, Warner, A. J. 
McKinley, Peel, S. W. Spriggs, Warner, Richard 
Matson, Perkins, Springer, Wellborn, 
Maybury, Peters, le, Weller, 
yo, Phelps, Stephenson, emple, 
Millard. Po! ę Stevens, White, Milo 
Miller, J. F. Post, Stewart, Charles Wilkins, 
Miller, §. H. Potter, Stewart, J. W. Williams, 
Milliken, Pryor, Stone, iMis, 
ills, P Storm, Wilson, W. L. 
Mitchell, Ran ij Strait, Winans, E. B. 
Money, Rankin, ble, Winans, John 
orey, Ranney, Sumner, O. A. Wise, G. D. 
Morgan, Ray, G. W. Sumner, D. H. Wise, J. S. 
Morrison, Ray, Ossian Talbott, Wolford, 
Moan Tobera Woite 
oulton, ‘ ‘aylor, J. n, 
Muldrow, 4 Thomas, Yaple, 
uller, Robinson, J. 8. Thompson, York, 
Murphy, Throe! Young. 
Murray, Ti 
NAYS—1. 
White, J. D. 
NOT VOTING—60, 
Barksdale, Davis, R. T. Kasson, Riggs, 
Belmont, ey, Kellogg, n, 
Boutelle, A Lawrence, Robinson, W.E 
Brumm, Ermentrout, Le Fevre, Rockwell, 
Candler, Evans, I. N. Libbey, Rogers, J. H. 
Cannon, Foran, Tong Rowell, 
Chace, Graves, M inin, Russell, 
Clay, Hardy, Morrill, E apaa YE 
Cobb, Hatch, H. H. tes, Taylor, È. B. 
Collins, Haynes, O'Hara, Towns! d, 
Cook, Hooper, b Washburn, 
Cox, b. 8, Houk, Peelle, 8. J. Weaver, 
Culbertson, W. W. Hurd, Pettibone, Whiting, 
Curtin, Jeffords, ice, Wilson, James 
Davis, L. H. Jones, J. K. Rice, 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE (after the call of the roll was concluded). Mr. 
Speaker, I have just come into the Hall. I would like to have my vote 
recorded. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the Chair, after the second call of 
the roll, can not entertain a request for unanimous consent to record a 
vote. The rule is very positive on that point. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. COLLINS and Mr. WHITING, until the close of to-morrow’s ses- 
sion. 

Mr. Cox, of New York, and Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, for to-day. 

Mr. ELLIS and Mr. KELLOGG, for ten days, from March 3. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, and Mr. STOCKSLAGER, until further notice. 

Mr. HAYNES and Mr, GRAVES, until further notice. 

Mr. Coox and Mr. Houx, on all political questions, until further no- 
tice. 

Mr. BOYLE and Mr. LAWRENCE, for to-day. 

Mr, ROWELL and Mr. Rreas, on all questions, until mutually agreed 
otherwise. 

Mr. FORAN and Mr, PETTIBONE, until Saturday next. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. WASHBURN, until March 13, inclusive. 

Mr. PAIGE and Mr. HATCH, of Michigan, on all questions, until fur- 
ther notice. 

Mr. MORGAN and Mr. MORRILL, until futher notice. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. HUTCHINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pots and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, rted that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 5462) making appropriation to supply deficiencies in 
amount required for expenditures to June 3, 1884, for examination 
and surveys required by aets of March 3, 1875, and June 19, 1878, to 
ascertain depth of water and width of channel of South Pass of Missis- 
sippi River, also for gauging the waters of the Mississippi River and its 
tributaries, 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. RANDALL. LIask the gentleman to withdraw that motion for 
a moment that I may have taken from the Speaker’s table the joint 
resolution in relation to the contingent fund of the Senate, which has 
been returned from that body with a request for a conference. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I yield for that purpose. 


SENATE CONTINGENT FUND. 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent that the joint resolution 
(S. R. 64) providing for the addition of $10,000 to the contingent fund of 
the Senate be taken from the Speaker’s table. 

There was no objection. 

The message accompanying the joint resolution was read, as follows: 

IX THE SENATE OF THE UNITED States, March 6, 1854. 
The Senate disagrees to the amendment of the House, asks a conference with 
the House, and appoints as managers at the conference on the part of the Sen- 
ate Mr. SHERMAN, Mir. Wu:son, and Mr. BUTLER, 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the request of the Senate for a con- 
ference be agreed to. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker announced as the con- 
ferees on the part of the house Mr. RANDALL, Mr. HOLMAN, and Mr. 
RYAN. 

RAILROAD LANDS IN MICHIGAN. 


Mr. PAYSON, by unanimous consent, submitted the views of a mi- 
nority of the Committee on the Public Lands upon the bill (H. R. 10) to 
declare forfeited certain lands in the State of Michigan, granted to aid 
in the construction of railroads; which were ordered to be printed. 


TARIFF ON WORKS OF FOREIGN ARTISTS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 
companying documents, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives of the United States : 

I transmit herewith to the House of Representatives a report from the Secre- 

tary of State, in response to a resolution of that body of the 5th ultimo calling 


for correspondence concern tations made to this Government in 


represen! 
relation to the existing tariff imination ae aa of foreign artists. 


HESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, Washington, March 6, 1884. 


Mr. HARDEMAN. I renew the motion that the House adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 111, noes 22. 
Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 17 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows : 

By Mr. BROADHEAD: Petition of Hirschl & Bendheim and others, 
citizens of Saint Louis, to hasten payment of tobacco-rebate claims—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUDD: Petition of citizens of California, for the of 
Hon. C. A. Sumner’s postal telegraph bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. i 

By Mr. CONVERSE: Petition of C. D. Luce and 36 others, of E. J. 
Ames and 34 others, of H. Collister and 11 others, of C. J. Colby and 
24 others, of E. J. Foster and 40 others, of W. M. Fair and 53 others, 
and of Hon. J. M. Neasmith and 72 others, citizens and wool-growers 
of Michigan, praying for the restoration of the tariff of 1867 on im- 
ported wool and remonstrating against the Morrison tariff bill—severally 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FINERTY: Petition of artisans, &c., of the second Congres- 
sional district of Illinois, relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of John Crane—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FYAN: Petition of Henry M. Rice, H. M. Lindsey, and 500 
others, and of Thomas Amry, W. A. Ingram, and 100 others, citizens of 
Newton County, Missouri, relative to the Chinese restriction act—sever- 
ally to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of 8. R. Hanen and others, asking for the 
restoration of the duties on wool as existing in 1867—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRAVES: Bill authorizing the appointment of a Missouri 
River commission—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HARMER: Protest of the Association of American Calico 
Printers against the reduction of import duties—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of the Dubuque Board of 
Trade and 300 others, merchants, traders, bankers, and business men of 
Dubuque, Iowa, asking for the enactment of a national bankrupt law 
and in favor of the Lowell bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of H. R. Horr—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, petition from members of the bar of Iowa, and of members of 
the bar of Pottawattamie County, Iowa, praying for increased compen- 
sation to United States district judges—severally to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition of John P. Peterson, asking 
for com tion as a member of the Capitol police from July 1, 1866, 
to April 1, 1867—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Edwin R. Kerr, relating to letters patent on im- 
provement in coal-chutes—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HENLEY: Memorial from the board of regents of the State 
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University of California, relating to a bill ‘‘ for the relief of the State 
University of California’’—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Fay, Lewis & Brother and 18 others, to- 
bacco dealers of Rockford, Ill., for legislation to hasten payment of to- 
bacco rebate—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KASSON: Petition of John C. Ferguson Post, No. 49, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, asking Congress to pass an 
act granting one hundred and sixty acres of land to all honorably dis- 
charged soldiers of the United States—to the Select Committee on Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Preamble and resolutions of Lookout Post, No. 
184, Grand Army of the Republic, Thorntown, Ind., relating to pen- 
sions, &c.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: Papers relating to the pension claim of Patrick 
J. Winston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATSON: Papers relating to the claim of William L. Whit- 
ted—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Papers relating to the claim of W. H. Huson— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Petition of citizens of New Haven County, 
Connecticut, relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Eustace C. Fitz, president of the Bos- 
ton Board of Trade, and 26 others, praying for the placing of a light- 
ship off Smith’s Island, Cape Charles Shoals—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petition of citizens of Davenport, Iowa, relative 
to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. OSSIAN RAY: Petition of William Lewis, owner of the 
North Star, for relief, &c.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of citizens of Kansas, relative to the Chi- 
nese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Post No. 169, Grand Army of the Republic, Depart- 
ment of Kansas, for difference in pay during the late war between green- 
backs and coin—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, petition of cane-growers of Kansas, against any change in the 
tariff on sugar—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEELE: Resolutions of Sumner Post, No. 59, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Indiana, relating to the equalization of 
bounties, &c.—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Bask Pay. 

By Mr. STEVENS : Petition of certain freedmen of the Cherokee Na- 
tion of Indians, asking for such legislation as will secure to them their 
rights guaranteed by treaty stipulation—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 


By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: Petition of 8. S. Campbell and 25 others, 
and of John C. Jamison and 52 others, asking for the restoration of 
the tariff of 1867 on imported wool—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Papers relating to the claim of E. A. Col- 
lins, administrator of the estate of W. P. Collins, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of James A. Henry—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. J. D. WHITE: Petition for the relief of T. J. Pitzer—to the 
same committee. 

z am, petition for the relief of Obed Noland—to the Committee on 
ons. 

Br Me YOUNG: Papers relating to the claim of James R. Wray— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, March 7, 1884. 


Prayer by Rev. J. M. REID, D. D., of New York. 
The Journal of yesterday’s p was read and approved. 
é ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had si theenrolled 
bill (H. R. 5462) making appropriation to supply deficiency in amount 
required for expenditure to June 30, 1884, for examination surveys 
required by acts of March 3, 1875, and June 19, 1878, to ascertain depth 
of water and width of channel of South Pass of Mississippi River; also 
for gauging the waters of the Mississippi River and its tributaries; and 
it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of the Dubuque Board of Trade 
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and 300 others, merchants, traders, manufacturers, bankers, and busi- 
ness men of the city of Dubuque, Iowa, praying for the enactment of a 
national bankrupt law and in favor of what is known as the Lowell 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by Whinery Post, No. 175, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of De Soto, Iowa, in favor of the 
of an act granting pensions to all surviving soldiers and sailors of the 
late war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the John J. Stillman Post, 
No. 194, Grand Army of the Republic, of Waukon, Iowa, in favor of 
the passage of an act granting a pension to every man who served thi 
days in the Army, and who was at least once exposed to the enemy’s 
fire; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Grinnell, Iowa, and a pe- 
tition of citizens of Riverton, Iowa, praying for an appropriation for 
education in Alaska; which were referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented a preamble and resolution of Howard Post, No. 
92, Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of 

ting pensions of $8 per month to all surviving soldiers and sailors 
of the late war who were honorably discharged; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented apreamble and resolution adopted by Annett Post, 
No. 124, Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor 
of legislation granting pensions to all honorably discharged soldiers of 
the late war; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of citizens of New Jersey, praying 
for such amendment of the Chinese restriction act as will effectual]. 
prohibit the immigration of Chinese into the United States; whi 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the petition of E. R. Overall and oth- 
ers, letter-carriers of Omaha, Nebr., praying for the pas age of a law 
granting them thirty days’ leave of absence during each year; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-R: ads. 

He also presented the petition of A. L. Mason Post, Grind Army of 
the Republic, Crab Orchard, Nebr., praying for certain legislation grant- 
ing pensions to soldiers of the late war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of John M. Thurston and other mem- 
bers of the bar of Nebraska, praying for an increase of compensation of 
the United States district judge of Nebraska; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of citizens of Springfield, H1., 
dealers in tobacco and its manufactures, praying that arrangements be 
made for the prompt settlement of claims for rebate of the tax on to- 
bacco; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of Amanda J. Page, widow of 
John Barry, a soldier of the Union Army, in Company F, One hundred 
and twenty-fifth Ohio Volunteers, who died in the Army łn 1863, pray- 
ing for the of an act giving her the bounty she would have been 
entitled to but for the limitation of the bounty act of July 28, 1866; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON. I present the preamble and resolutions adopted by 
Fuller Post, No. 38, Grand Army of the Republic, of Logan, Iowa, favor- 
ing further legislation for the relief of aged and physically incapacitated 
soldiers. This paper, though not in the form of a memorial to 
is evidently intended to be treated assuch. I therefore ask that it may 
be so ed and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro . The Senator from Iowa presents a 
paper on the subject of further provision for indigent and disabled sol- 
diers, and asks unanimous consent that it be received and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. That order will be entered if there be no 
Sigg 

. DAWES presented a petition of citizens of Pittsfield, Mass., and 
a petition of citizens of North Adams, Mass., praying an appropriation 
for education of the Indians; which were referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

r. DAWES presented a petition of George H. Hulbert and other 
citizens of Middletown, Conn.; the petition of David Camp and other 
citizens of New Britain, Conn.; the petition of Wendell P. Garrison. 
of New York, and John L. Blake and 36 other citizens of Orange, N- 
J.; the petition of William L. Gage and 32 citizens of Hartford, Conn. : 
the petition of C. H. Blair and other citizens of Collinsville, Plants- 
ville, Southington, and New Hartford, Conn.; the petition of Donald 
J. Warner and 12 other citizens of Salisbury, Conn.; the petition of 
C. R. ll and other citizens of New Haven, Conn. ; the petition 
of J. T. Beckwith and other citizens of Hartford, Conn.; the petition 
of Allen Semple and other citizens of Broad Brook, Conn.; the petition 
of David S. Stockbridge and other citizens of Portland, Conn.; the pe- 
tition of C. S. Lane and other citizens of Hartford, Conn.; the petition 
of John W. Beach, president, and faculty of Wesleyan University, Mid- 
dletown, Conn.; the petition of Frederic Gardiner and the petition of 
W. Tatlock and other citizens of Stamford, Conn., in relation to ap- 
sb ger for education among certain Indian tribes ; which were re- 

erred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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Mr. HAWLEY presented the following petitions, praying for the re- 
administra’ 


peal of laws limiting the term of certain tive offices to four 
years; which were referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Re- 
trenchment: 

A petition of Edward Merrihew, a citizen of Boston, Mass. ; 

A petition of Frederick C. Shattuck and others, citizens of Boston, 


A petition of Arthur F. Lyman, of Waltham, Mass. ; 

A petition of S. H. Rhodes and 3 others, citizens of Boston, Brook- 
line, and Waltham, Mass. ; 

A petition of George P. King and 22 others, citizens of Brookline, 
Beverly, Cambridgeport, Auburndale, Malden, and Boston; 

A petition of Henry D. Morse and 18 others, citizens of Jamaica Plain, 
Cambridge, &c., Mass. 

a peta of award M. Brewer and 7 others, citizens of Milton, &c., 


etition of James A. Dupee and 12 others, citizens of Roxbury, 
, Salem, &e., Mass. ; 
A petition of F. C. Sanford and 42 others, citizens of Nantucket, 


A petition of John C. Lane and 7 others, citizens of Norwood, &c., 
Mass. ; 

A petition of James Reed and 23 others, citizens of Bath, Me., and 
Abington, Newton, Brockton, Somerville, &c., Mass., and Providence, 
REL; 

A petition of O. W. Peabody and 9 others, citizens of Quincy, &c. 


? 
A petition of Henry C. Tyler and 2 others, citizens of Boston, Mass. ; 
A petition of Thomas H. Clay and 11 others, citizens of Boston and 
Somerville, Mass. ; 
A petition of W. Amory, of Boston, Mass. 
A ee ae: of William W. Greenough and bs others, citizens of Chel- 


Di petition of James Freeman Clarke, of Boston, Mass. ; 

A petition of Charles Francis Adams, jr., of Quincy, Mass. ; 

A petition of Henry Cabot Dodge, of Nahant, Mass. ; 

A petition of Francis W. Palfrey, of Boston, Mass. ; 

A petition of George Sampson and 23 others, citizens of Arlington, 
Wore &c., Mass. ; 

A petition of Charles F. Folson, of Boston, Mass. ; 

A petition of Arthur Reed and 7 others, citizens of Newtonville and 
Boston, Mass. ; 

A petition of H. P. Quincy, of Dedham, Mass., and Brooks Adams, 
of Boston, Mass. 

A petition of Gamaliel Bradford, of Cambridge, Mass., Geo. T. An- 
gell, of Boston, Mass. and James 0. Sargent, of Roxbury, Mass. ; 

A petition of A. Conant and 17 others, citizens of Charlestown and 
Boston, Mass. ; 

A petition of Charles B. Perkins and 18 others, citizens of Cambridge, 
Medford, and Boston, Mass. ; 

A petition of Edward Whitney, of Boston, Mass. ; 

A petition of W. C. Gannett and 23 others, citizens of St. Paul, Minn. ; 

A petition of B. T. Jackson and 7 others, citizens of Boston, Mass. ; 

A petition of John W. Carter and 7 others, citizens of Boston, Mass. ; 

A petition of Coleman, Mead & Co. and 23 others, citizens of ‘Boston, 
Somerville, Hyde Park, Newton, Lexington, Chelsea, &c., Mass. ; 
Sic petition of Chase "D. Homans and 4 others, citizens of Boston, 

> 

A petition of Bancroft C. Davis and 2 others, citizens of Weston, 


, 
A petition of Waldo Higginton and 2 others, of Massachuse 
A petition of Henry Grew and 24 others, citizens of Milton, 3 Hyde 
Park, Brookline, Boston, &c., Mass. ; 
A petition of F. Gordon Dexter and William H. Finney, of Boston, 


A petition of Samuel 8. Shaw, of Boston, Mass. ; 

A petition of T. G. & Nathan Appleton, of Boston, Mass. ; 

A petition of Alvah A. Burrage and 4 others, citizens of Boston, Mass. ; 
and 

A petition of Winslow Warren and 3 others, citizens of Boston and 
Mass. 
. I present two petitions from the German Vet- 

erans Society of Ohio; also a petition of the August Willich Post, Grand 

Army of the Republic, of Cincinnati, Ohio, purporting to be signed by 
honorably discharged officers, soldiers, and sailors of the Union Army 
and Navy during the war of 1861—65, praying for the passage of an act 
granting a Jand-warrant of one hundred and sixty acres of land, with- 
out the condition of settlement, to every officer or soldier or sailor who 
served in the Union Army and has been honorably discharged from the 
service and to the widows and minors of those who died without re- 
ceiving it. I move that these petitions be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PENDLETO. I present joint resolutions paad by the Leg- 
islatnre of the State of Ohio, which I ask may be read 


The joint resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, as follows: 


Joint resolution relative to foreign cheap labor. 
Be it resolved by the General Assembly o, SS Ee , That we earnestly 
to our Senators and Represen mopa ‘to are diligently Ber 
vote for the passage of some such bill as thatin uced by M, A. Foran, to pro- 
hibit the importation and migration of robe a aliens, mb rel contract oragree- 
ment to perform labor in the United Sta 


ved, That the evens, be molpe to forward EE of this resolution 
to our na aa and Representatives in Congress, 


CREG G. a sen 
Adopted February 28, 1884. 


Mr. CALL. I present a petition of citizens of Apalachicola, Fla., 
praying an appropriation for the erection of a custom-house and post- 
office building at that place. The petition asks for the modest sum of 
$4,000 for the erection of a suitable building for a custom-house and 
post-office. This petition is signed by the 1 citizens and business 
men of Apalachicola. 

The petition states that the safety of the lives of those who go upon 
the sea in ships, the interests and demands of commerce, and the pros- 
perity of the port of Apalachicola require that you will secure the erec- 
tion of a suitable light-house on the west end of Dog Island, at the en- 
trance of the harbor of Apalachicola. 

The petition contains the following statistics: Number of foreign ves- 
sels and tonnage entered at A icola, via Dog Island, in the past 
eighteen months, 108 vessels, 50,154 tons. Coastwise craft, which are 
numerous, are not included in the above statistics. Number of vessels 
stranded during the same period of time in consequence of there being 
no light-house 2 vessels, 1,180 tons. 

This petition issigned by Samuel P. Nuford, mayor of Apalachicola; 
George H. Patton, collector of revenue; Seth M. Sawyer, collector of 
customs; Jos. R. Pickett, ape William E. Peake, master of schooner 
John L. Kranz; H. Page & Sons, importers; and a large number of 
other citizens, including the merchants and business men of the place. 
The persons signing this petition are men of character and interest, 
and their statements are entirely reliable. 

Apalachicola is situated at the mouth of the Apalachicola River, which 
is formed by the confluence of the Flint and Chattahoochee Rivers, 
which pass through some of the finest and most productive lands in the 
Atlantic States. Its importance and that of the adjacent country de- 
mands the favorable consideration of the Government for this and other 
improvements. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hold in my hand the petition of Jesse Herd, 
a resident of Boonville, county of Cooper, State of Missouri, who wasa 
soldier, and by reason of his services became entitled to a bounty of 
$100, but by reason of his failure to apply for that bounty prior to July 
1, 1880, he is estopped now from r rif it because of the limitation, 
and he prays Con to pass a bill toenable him to receive the bounty 
that is due him, either by the extension of the time within which such 
claims may be presented, or by the repeal of that legislation. I ask 
that the petition be received and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks these special 
bounty matters have generally been referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to the petition going to the 
Committee on Pensions, though it properly belongs to the Committee 
on Military irs, I think. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will give the reference the 
Senator desires. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go to the Committee on Pensions, as the 
Chair su; 

The P. IDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on ee 

Mr. BLAIR. resent the petition of Rev. Albert D. Spalter, of 
Rumney Depot, N. hee -, praying for a on in recognition of the heroie 
gallantry and patriotic services of his grandfather, Moses Child, in the 
French and Indian and Revolutionary wars. I move that the petition 
be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, and I ask that 
committee to take prompt action on the subject. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CONGER. I present a memorial in the nature of a protest. It 
is a printed paper with the names printed to it, but accompanying it 
is a letter addressed to myself from D. W. Bushyhead, L. B. Bell, and 
John G. Schmuska, of the Cherokee delegation, protesting against the 

of the bill authorizing the construction of a certain railroad 
through the Indian Territory. Because the letter is written and accom- 
panies this paper I ask that it be received for the consideration of Con- 
gress and that it may be printed and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, who I think have charge of the question of railroads through 
the Indian Territory. 

Mr. DAWES. That jurisdiction has been divided between the In- 
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dian Committee and the Committee on Railroads. The Indian Com- 
mittee have one bill and the Committee on Railroads another. 

Mr. HAWLEY. MayI ask whatis the nature of the bill referred to. 

Mr. CONGER. This is a printed protest, signed by certain Indian 
chiefs of the Cherokee and Creek Nations, but it is accompanied by a 
letter to me, signed by these persons, requesting that the matter be 
brought before Ganesa. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The particular case referred to has been before the 
Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. DAWES. All these matters have been reported back from the 
Indian Committee. If they have been reported by the Committee on 
Railroads, the paper should be laid on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The matter has been under consideration by the 
Committee on Railroads. I am not quite sure whether a rt has 
been made or not, but that particular subject has been before that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. INGALLS. There are two bills providing for the granting of the 
right of way through the Indian aarep Bos railroad corporations on 
the Calendar, one of which was reported from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and the other from the Committee on Railroads. Isuggest that 
the communication lie upon the table. 

Mr. CONGER. The bills referred to in this communication are Sen- 


ate bill 50 and House bill 3961. 
Senate bill 50 is reported and on the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Calendar. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I ask that this memorial be printed and lie 
on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan presents 
a certain protest against the passage of a bill providing for a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and asks that the protest be printed and 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. CONGER. With the accompanying letter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter and protest. If there be 
no objection that order will be entered. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAWES. ‘The select committee appointed by the Senate at its 
last session and continued at this session instructed to inquire into the 
condition of the Indians in Dakota and Montana have attended to that 
duty and have instructed me to reporta bill. This bill is accompanied 
by a written report and documents which the people of Dakota take so 
much interest in that I shall ask, after the bill is read the second time, 
to have referred to the Committee on Printing a resolution to print 1,000 
extra copies for the use of the Senate. 

The bill (S. 1755) to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux 
Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate reservations and to secure 
the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. DAWES. Now I ask that the resolution may be considered. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be placed before 
the Senate when resolutions are reached. 

Mr. DAWES. I suppose without any motion the report and accom- 
panying documents will be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom were 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. ioe for the relief of William W. Armstrong; and 

A bill (S. 1267) for the relief of Alfred Huckaby. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the bill (S. 63) for the relief of William H. Morgan, and 
the bill (S. 583) for the relief of William H. Morgan, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which wasagreed to; and the bills were indefinitely 

poned. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1041) for the relief of the heir of Constantine Bru- 
midi, reported it with amendments. 

THE SARATOGA MONUMENT. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing, 
to which was referred an order for printing additional copies of the re- 
port on Senate bill 1309, to provide statuary and historical tablets for 
the Saratoga monument, to report the same back and recommend its 

ask for its present consideration. 
eae order was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as 
ows: 
That 1,000 additional popa or the repert on Senate bill 1309, entitled 


rovide stat and histo: tablets for the Saratoga monument,” 
for the use of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 1756) to authorize the Mississippi 
River Commission to make agreements in certain cases; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Improvement 
of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. MAXEY introduced a bill (S. 1757) for the relief of Lucy Ann 
Lee and Allen G. Lee; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


“A bill to 
be prin! 
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Mr. MILLER, of California, introduced a bill (S. 1758) for the relief 
of Charles M. Blake, a chaplain in the United States Army; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a eee: 1759) for the relief of Marcus C. Hawley 
& Co., of San Francisco, Cal.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1760) for the relief of Rev. E. C. 
Chirouse, late United States Indian agent; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER (by request) introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 1761) for the relief of the heirs of William Greason, of 
Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (S. 1762) for the relief of Henry C. Craig, of Georgetown, D. C. ; 

A bill (S. 1763) for the relief of S. F. Dolbear, J. M. Graham, H. A. 
Myers, and G. F. Shaffer, all of Washi n, D. C.; 

A bill for (S. 1764) the relief of W. A. T. Maddox; 

A bill (S. 1765) for the relief of Peter Horning, of Washington, 
D. C. 

A 


, 

bill (S. Ahe for the relief of J. Henry Albers; 

A bill (S. 1767) for the relief of Samuel Johnston, Gustav Giesler, 

and P. S. Kemon, allof Washington, D. C.; 
A bill (8. 1763) for the relief of E. W. Rank, W. Hendley, and W. 

Krohr, all of Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (S. 1769) for the relief of Elizabeth Skelly, of Washington, 

D.C.; 

A bill (S. ely for the relief of Dorothea Grupé; 

A bill (S. 1771) for the relief of Sarah Butler, of Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (S. 1772) for the relief of August Grages, of Washington, D. 


C.; and 

A bill (S. 1773) for the relief of Mary S. Widdicomb, of Washing- 
ton, D. C. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER also introduced a bill (S. 1774) for the relief 
of William Tabb; which was read twice by its title, and, together with 
we papers on file relating to the case, referred to the Committee on 

ms. 


Mr. HOAR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1775) providing for the 
purchase of Forbes’s historical art collection; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1776) granting a pension to James 
H. Reid; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
teeon Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1777) for the relief of Harvey Smith; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1778) for the erection of a post- 
office building at Lynn, Mass.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 1779) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Solomon Cohen, of Savannah, Ga.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KRELL introduced a bill (S. na granting a pension to 
Benjamin Goodwin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Senate bill No. 1673, it appears from the RECORD, 
wasintroduced byme. On the face of the bill it does not so appear, but it 
is stated that it was introduced by my colleague [Mr. ct a know 
nothing of the matter, and never heard of the bill until I saw the state- 
ment in the RECORD. It was introduced by mistake. My colleague 
says that somebody gave it to him for me, stating that he came to me 
to introduce the bill, as I had agreed to do, and not finding me in my 
seat in the Senate he went to my colleague, who presented it for me, as 
he thought. Neither of us is willing to assume the paternity of this 
bill, which has been referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; and 
I therefore ask consent of the Senate that it be withdrawn, or that the 
committee be discharged from its further consideration, and that it lie 
on the table. That is the best disposition I know of to make of it. 
My colleague will concur with me in this statement. 

Mr. BECK. On the morning of the 28th of February I find by the 
RECORD the following occurred: 

Mr. Wri11Ams introduced a bill (S. 
officers; which was read twice by title fede acess ‘to the O Sies ox 
Military Affairs, 

I introduced that bill for my colleague, as I thought, and hence it 
was credited to him, a young gentleman telling me that he had agreed 
to introduce it and that he was absent. I have received several letters 
complaining that there are matters in the bill which ought not to be 
considered. I know nothing about it, and I hope it will be withdrawn 
from the committee. It was imposed on us by somebody. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will state that the Journal 
ont Cortes that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] introduced 

e bill. 

Mr. BECK. 


It makes no difference. We both agree about it 
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The PRESIDENT pro 


. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIAMS] asks unanimous consent that the Committee on Military 
Affairs bedischarged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 1673) 
to regulate the retiring of Army officers, and that the bill be laid upon 


the table. 
is entered. 


Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and that order 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. FAIR, it was 


Ordered, That Daniel Connor, whose bill for relief was adversely reported from 
the Committee on Claims, have leave to withdraw the papers relating to said 
= from the files of the Senate upon leaving certified copies upon the 

es. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing : 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 1,000 copies of the bill 
reported by the select committee of the Senate appointed to inquire into the con- 
dition of the Indians in Montana and Dakota, together with the report of the 
committee and accompanying documents, 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 
Mr. FRYE. Iask forthe present consideration of the following order: 


Ordered, That Senate bill No. 1448, entitled “A bill to remove certain burdens 
on the American merchant-marine, encourage the American foreign carrying 
trade, and for other purposes,” be reprinted for the use of the Senate. 

The supply is exhausted, I am informed. 

The order was to. 


PATENT INFRINGEMENT SUITS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further resolutions, 
that order is closed. The Chair lays before the Senate Order of Busi- 
ness 137, under the eighth rule. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to move that the Senate pass over the 
Calendar under Rule VIII, and take up the first order of business 
under Rule IX, which is the bill regulating practice in patent suits. 
It will probably develop some discussion, and I think by taking it up 
now we can finish the bill to-day. I make this motion for the reason 
that I shall possibly be compelled to be absent at some time next week, 
and we have special orders for the first days of the week, so that if we 
delay taking this bill up until 2 o’clock to-day we shall probably not 
finish it to-day and it will get in the way of other orders. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of Business No. 
63, being the bill (S. 1115) to amend section 4919 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, relating to the recovery of damages for the infringement of pat- 
ents. The question is on that motion. ; 

Mr. PLATT. I have no objection to taking up this bill at the pres- 
ent time. When it is taken up, however, I desire to substitute for this 
order Senate bill 1115, Order of Business No. 226, being House bill 3925. 
I do not wish any vote of the Senate to interfere with my liberty to 
make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will bein order, the Chair thinks, 
for the Senator from Connecticut after this bill is taken up to move to 
postpone it and take up the bill he has named; but the simpler way 
would be, if the Senator desires to test the sense of the Senate on which 
of the bills it will consider, to raise the question now. 

Mr. PLATT, I move then to amend the motion of the Senator from 
Indiana. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is notamendable. The 
only way the Senator can reach the bill named by the Senator from 
Connecticut, the Chair thinks, is to decline to agree to the motion of 
the Senator from Indiana, and then to vote on the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut, if he makes it, to take up the other bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Perhaps the Senator from Indiana will modify his 
motion so as to take up that bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. I will with the consent of the Senate modify my 
motion as the Senator from Connecticut has suggested, but—— 

Mr. INGALLS. I ize the importance of the measure that the 
Senator from Indiana desires to bring before the Senate, and I will 
unite with him at any suitable time in an effort to bring the bill up for 
discussion; but I suggest that if we are every day to take up out of order 
pills that are to consume in debate the entire interval which has been 
reserved for the consideration of cases not objected to upon the Calendar 
there will be very serious detriment to the public interest; and there- 
fore, in no spirit of hostility to the bill but fully recognizing its impor- 
tance, I hope the Senate will negative both the propositions and ad- 
here to the rules, and proceed now to the consideration of cases upon the 
Calendar under Rule VIIL 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Indiana if he ex- 
pects to be absent next Tuesday. 

Mr. HARRISON. Probably not. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say that I have taken t interest in this 
bill. I believe that one in every 1,300 citizens of usetts takes 
out a patent every year, and I have given a t deal of attention to 
the subject; but I have avery severe cold can not take any consid- 
erable part in the debate to-day and make myself heard without great 


discomfort to myself and the Senate. If the Senator expects to be here 
on Tuesday next—the special orders he refers to are for Wednesday 
next, the first of them, at least—I wish he would make his motion 
then rather than to-day. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, we have already an order (which 
perhaps it would be out of order for me to explain in legislative session) 
for Monday. It is not certain I think that we shall dispose of it on that 
day, and if not we are advised that on Tuesday there will be a proposi- 
tion to continue the discussion of thatsubject. Of course I would not, 
after the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts, desire to press 
the consideration of this bill when he is not in a physical condition to 
present his views upon it, and while I doubt whether it may not re- 
sult in further ement; yet I can not doubt that with his assist- 
ance we shall be able to get the consent of the Senate to the early con- 
sideration of it, if not on Tuesday, if he will give consent that it be 
made the special order for that day, very soon thereafter. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be made now if there be no objection. The 
eng matter may shove it out, but it will have the right of way after 

t. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Iam willing it should be made the 
special order at 2 o’clock; not before that hour. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ihave no objection to that, and I agree to it the 
more readily from the fact that the Senator from Oregon on my right 
[Mr. DOLPH] some days ago notified the Senate that at 2 o’clock to-day 
he would ask that business be suspended that he might address the 
Senate on some bill. That being so, we probably should not progress 
very far with this bill to-day. I will agree that it be made the special 
order for 2 o’clock on Tuesday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Which bill does the Senator from 
Indiana desire to have made a special order? 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to make both of them. House bill 3925 
(Order of Business 226) is on the same subject precisely with the Senate 
bill which has now been reached under Rule IX; but I think we all 
desire to substitute the House bill, as action upon the measure would 
be facilitated in that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the Senator will attain his 
object by moving to make the House bill the special order, when the 
text of the Senate bill can be offered as an amendment or otherwise as 
may be desired. : 

Mr. HARRISON. Then I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana moves 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3925) 
to regulate practice in patent suits, with a view of moving that it be 
made the special order for Tuesday next at 2 o’clock. 

The motion was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the motion to 
make the bill the special order for Tuesday next at 2 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to without objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 4716) mak- 
ing appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1885, and for other purposes, in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ment to the joint resolution (S. R. 64) providing for the addition of 
$10,000 to the contingent fund of the Senate, to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. SAMUEL J. RANDALL of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
WILLIAM S. HOLMAN of Indiana, and Mr. THOMAS RYAN of Kansas, 
managers at the conference on its part. 


HALL OF RECORDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill No. 206 now comes up 
under Rule VIII. 

The bill (S. 206) making appropriation for the purchase of ground 
and the erection thereon in the city of Washington of a building to be 
used as a hall of records, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments, in line 10, after the word ‘‘reference,’’ to 
strike out the words ‘‘as recommended by the Secretary of War in his 
annual reports of 1879 and 1880;” and in line 13, after the words *‘ direc- 
tion of,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘General M. C. Meigs, lately Quarter- 
master-General, and according to the plans heretofore prepared by him 
and submitted in his annual reports of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment;’’ and to insert: 


The Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department, on plans and speci- 
fications approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of War, and 
the Secretary of State. 


So as to make the bill read: 
ee Ee ae A eh eon 
ment and erection pipe ave of a brick and metal Are- roof fa pee 
safe-keepi records e executive, lative, and 
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constant reference; said building to be erected under the supervision and direc- 
cee P SiE ipanle te OEE the Treasury, the = nonin ts of Wes 
eatin eae ot Sate 

The amendments were to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have no doubt that a building for the purposes 
named in the bill ought to be erected, but it appears to me that there 
ought to be some limit placed upon the discretion of the officer named 
as to the sclection of a location. 

I remember that when the matter of the construction of a Congres- 
sional Library building was under discussion in the Senate the propo- 
sition to locate the building in Judiciary Square was discussed. It was 
held that in accordance with the decision that had been made by the 
Engineer Department no foundation could be selected there, and it was 
entirely an inappropriate place, and besides that, the square ought to be 
reserved for public uses. Yet after that had been done and after we 
had made an appropriation for removing the jail and some other build- 
ings which deformed that locality, without the consent of Congress and 
in pursuance of some authority that I have never been able to discover, 
either the Secretary of War or the Quartermaster-General has proceeded 
to locate and partially erect upon that reservation a structure for the use 
of the Pension Bureau, in violation as I believe of the expressed will of 
Congress and to the great detriment and injury of that reservation and 
of the surrounding property. 

I think we have had enough of this kind of business, and there ought 
to be some declaration by Congress in the bill as to the placé where this 
building is to be located and the amount to be expended for the site. 
Otherwise we may have another operation in some other portion of the 
city like that which has been conducted in Judiciary Square. 

I wish the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] would prescribe some 
limit in the bill to the amount to be expended for the site and the place 
where the building is to be erected, because the evils that result from 
executive discretion have already been made painfully apparent. 

Mr. PLATT. I call the attention of the Senator from Missouri to 
the fact that in the bill there appears to be no authority given to any 
person or officer to purchase the site. Ithink some amendment should 
be proposed which would authorize the purchase of the site. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Theobjection stated by the Senator from Connecti- 
cut iswell taken. An officer is designated to construct and erect the 
building, but there is no one authorized to make the purchase of a site. 
I do not know who should be authorized. I suppose the Secretary of 
War. I will move to insert in line 6, after the word ‘‘Department,’’ 
the words ‘‘ by the Secretary of War,” so as to read: 

And the same is hereby pooped for the purchase of a site near the War 

o ar 


Department by the and on thereon of a brick and metal 
fire-proof building,” &c. 


Mr. VEST. This bill was reported from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. A similar bill has passed the Senate twice 
and gone to the House of Representatives. But amendments were 
made by the committee, and I notice that nothing is said directly in 
regard to the site. I have drawn an amendment which I believe will 
meet the objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

Mr. VEST, In the twelfth line I propose to strike out the word 
‘said ’? and to insertthe words “‘ the site for the building to be selected 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, Secre of War, and Secretary of 
State, and the,” putting the discretion in those Cabinet officers. 

Mr. INGALLS. ‘To be selected?” 

Mr. VEST. ‘‘To be selected.” 

Mr. INGALLS. That does not imply the power to purchase. 

Mr. VEST. Then letit read, ‘‘ to be selécted and purchased.” 

” Mr. SHERMAN. The word “p ” would include the selec- 
on. : 

Mr. VEST. Very well; let it read, ‘‘to be purchased by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, of War, and Secretary of State, the said 
building to be erected under the supervision and direction of the Super- 
Pins Pyrat of the Treasury Department, on plans and specifica- 

ons, ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Ohio withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I accept the suggestion of the Senator from Mis- 


souri, 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the —— of the Senator from Ohio is 
the better suggestion of the two, that the purchase be made by a single 
officer. This building it is understood, or at least it has been under- 
stood for some time, is to be erected on asquare near the War, Navy, and 
State Department building. Arrangements were partially made for the 
purchase of a tract of ground there sufficiently large for the building a 
year or more It was suggested at one time that the Pension Office 
should be built upon thatsite, as members of the Appropriations Commit- 
tee willremember. Thecostof that ground was ascertained to be about 
$51,000, but the Committee on Appropriations believed that there could 
be found public ground upon which the Pension Office building could 
be constructed, and th re in making the appropriation for con- 
struction of the Pension Office building the bill provided that it should 


be constructed upon ground owned by the Government, and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and the Secretary of War were authorized for that 
purpose to select any ground in the city of Washington belonging to 
the Government. It was under thatauthority, Isubmit to the Senator 
from Kansas, that the ground in Judiciary Square was selected for the 
erection of the Pension Office building. 

Mr. INGALLS. And they might as well, had they chosen, erected 
it in the public reservation about the Capitol. : 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. There was no limitation upon the 
discretion of the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Interior 
with reference to the ground to beselected. It was supposed atthe time 
that these public officers would exercise some judgment in the selection 
of asite, and I think they exercised very good judgment in the selection. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think they exercised very judgment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iknow the Senator from Kansas has expressed that 
opinion, and he is entitled to it. I think this building for the public 
records should be erected where the bill proposes, namely, near the War 
Department, and if so I can see no reason why the Secretary of War 
alone should not make the purchase. I have no objection, of course, 
to the suggestion made by the Senator from Missouri, but I think the 
Secretary of War could make this purchase just as well as a board. 

Mr. INGALLS. Did the Senator from Iowa state the precise loca- 
tion that had been selected of which he said the appraisement was 
$51,000? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; the selection is the southwest corner of New 
York avenue and Seventeenth street. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then why not put that in the bill, so that there 
will be no more ranging around the city here and no discretion in the 
officers? 

Mr. ALLISON. It would be very well to put it in the bill except 
that the probability is that the owners of the ground, if we should se- 
lect the site in advance, would ask $1,000 or $2,000 more for the prop- 

if we agreed now to put the building there. 

Mr. INGALLS. The right of condemnation exists. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not provided for in this bill, however, I would 
say to the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. I was about to say that if we ever select a site in ad- 
vance it puts the Government entirely at the mercy of the owners of 
the property unless we put the site upon land that already belongs to 
the Government. The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
have in every instance attempted, wherever it possibly could be done, to 
select as the site for public buildings lands already owned by the Goy- 
ernment of the United States. We have the same difficulty now in re- 
gard to the city post-office. It is absolutely marvelous to find how 
property increases in value as soon as it is discovered that the Govern- 
ment has any use for it. It goes up in a single night from 300 to 500 
and even 1,000 per cent. Nothing has ever been known equal to it in 

to the increase of the value of real estate. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri, then, that in 
the bill there ought to be a provision for condemnation. It is not safe 
to proceed in this matter without such a provision. 

Mr. VEST. However that may be, we discussed the proposition also 
in regard tocondemnation. That does not help the matter any, because 
the condemnation always involves the verdict of a jury in the District 
of Columbia, and while the citizens of the District of Columbia are as 
honest and unselfish as the average citizens of the country, yet, without 
any di to them, I am compelled to say that the verdict of a jury 
where the United States is purchasing property is apt to be largely in 
excess of the value of the property. 

We have attempted in every instance where it was possible to get 
ground already belonging to the Government. It was thought we could 
put this hall of records on land the title to which is already in the 
Government. Whether it can be done or not I do not positively know. 
There is a difference of opinion in regard to that. But about one thing 
I am certain, if the Senator from Iowa will give me his attention for a 
moment: it will never do to put this discretion within one head of 
Department—for instance, the of War or the Secretary of the 
Treasury—alone. This hall of records is to be used by all the depart- 
ments, It is for the legislative, the judicial, and the different Depart- 
ments, including the Supreme Court of the United States. 

It may not be known to Senators, but it is the fact that the u 
portion of this building is to-day solid with old papers, and the Archi- 
tect of the Capitol has informed the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds that if a single spark of fire should go among those papers it 
would inevitably result, not probably in the destruction of the walls of 
the Capitol, but it would blow off the roof of it and incur an expense 
of hundreds of thousands of dollars. The t-General’s De- 
partment, the old building for which we pay $10,000 a year rent, op- 
posite Willard’s Hotel, on the corner of Fifteenth street and Pennsy!- 
vania avenue, has been on fire twice and barely escaped a conflagration, 
which would have destroyed rolls and vouchers and certificates which 
would have involved Congress in an endless source of claims and the 
Government in any amount of litigation. 

This hall of records building is absolutely necessary. It is eminently 
proper that the discretion both as to the site and as to the plans and 
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specifications should be under the control of the heads of the three great 
ents, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of War, and 


Departm 
the Secretary of State. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator Sones ariani ae Dai a sug- 
gestion? It is not proposed to modify that part o ill which gives 
the discretion as to the plans and specifications to these three officers. 

Mr. VEST. I understand not. 

Mr. HARRISON. If they havea discretion as to the plans and speci- 
fications, the application of the plans to a site is something certainly 
that ought to be confided to the same men. 

Mr. VEST. I think so. 

Mr. HARRISON. One man should not select a site and then three 
say what sort of a building shall go on it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to this commission, but I was 
led to approve the suggestion made by the Senator from Ohio from the 
fact that the bill limits the location of the site. 

Mr. VEST. Itsays ‘‘near the War Department.” 

Mr. ALLISON. It says ‘‘ for the purchase of a site near the War De- 

ent;’’ and I intended to suggest that when the bill was framed it 

in view the ground which I named, namely, that on the southwest 

corner of New York avenue and Seventeenth street, and that was the 

ground originally selected by the Secretary of War, General Meigs, and 
those who this building in view a few years ago. 

Mr. VEST. This matterhas been pending fora number of years. I 
have been on the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds for five 
years, and we have recommended two bills, both of which have passed 
the Senate, but the House did not pay any attention to the measure, 
and never took it from the Speaker’s table. We have had all sorts of 
recommendations as to sites. The heads of Departments have differed 
aboutit. General Meigs recommended asite very different from the one 
suggested by the Senator from Iowa. After allit must be determined 
by somebody, andas the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] said, it 
seems to me eminently appropriate that the last determination should 
be made by the heads of the three Departments which are particularly 
interested in the storage of these papers. At any rate this is the best 
the committee could do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 12 it is proposed to strike out the word 
“said” and insert ‘‘the site for the building to be selected and pur- 
chased by the Secretary of the Treasury, Secretary of War, and Secre- 
tary of State, and the;’’ so as to read: 

The site for the building to be selected and purchased 
Treasury, Secretary of War,and Secretary of State, an 
erected under the supervision and direction, &e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest tothe Senator from Missouri that he strike 
out, in lines 5 and 6, the words ‘‘ purchase of a site near the War De- 

ent and.” 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that; I do not propose to limit it. 

Mr. ALLISON. That would leave the discretion to these Cabinet 
officers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection that modification 
will be made. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

The bill was re to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is it in order to popoa an amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be in order, now that the bill 
is in the Senate and open to amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I propose an amendment, to which I think there will 
be no objection, to come in at the close of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill the following 


proviso: 
Provided, That the entire expense incurred in the pesonas of asite and the 
erection and completion ofa building thereon shall not exceed the sum of $200,000, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first question is, Will the Senate 
concur in the amendments made asin Committee of the Whole? 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. VEST. I hope that amendment will not be adopted. It may 
oecur that the site will cost a deal more than is anticipated now. 
If these three Cabinet officers should select a certain locality in the city 
it may take $50,000to purchasethe groundalone. Ido not know what 
plans or what specifiations will beadopted by the Supervising Architect 
under the control of these Cabinet officers, but I certainly think that 
in a matter of this sort, which affects the whole country—it is not a 
local question, it is not a building in a certain town or city, itis in the 
capital of the United States—we ought not to limit the amount to 
$200,000, especially when we have not fixed the amount for the site and 
do not know what it will cost. If it should turn out that any extrava- 
gantestimate is made I should be ready with the Senator to pursue the 
path of economy, but I do not think we ought todo it now. We ought 
to leave at least this discretion in the hands of these high officers, and 


the Secretary of the 
the building to be 


we ought to indulge in the assumption that they will do the best they 
can economically and honestly for the public interest. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Sai ogee of the Senator from Missouri is in 
substance that there be no limit at all, and therefore the sum 
named in the first line of the bill is entirely superfluous. We had that 
matter before the Senate in regard to the proposition to fit out an expe- 
dition to the North Pole, and the only defense there for opening the 
door wide and allowing the Secretary of. the Navy to spend all the 
money that he desired without any limit was the fact that it was an 
emergency on which depended the lives of people, &c. 

Now, does either the committee or the Senator know in substance 
what the building will cost? Do they know what kind of a building 
is to be erected? They do or they do not. If they do not, then why 
put in $200,000? Why not simply say that the board of officers shall 
erect just such a building as they maysee fit? It is, Isubmit, a vicious 
principle of legislation. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, I understood that the 
$200,000 was put in because that was the estimate which was made by 
General Meigs and the Supervising Architect of the probable cost, pro- 
vided a site could be obtained either upon lands already belonging to 
the Government or at a very reasonable sum. This of course is merely 
an approximate estimate. It is the best that we could do under the 
circumstances, because the whole thing is in futuro. 

Mr. PLUMB. A very large building may be erected for $200,000; 
a very large building may be put up for $150,000; but if we open the 
door and permit the building to be built without any limit, we may 
expect, judging from the past, something fanciful in the way of archi- 
tecture, something which will have as much reference or perhaps more 
to looks than it will to safety. So far as I am concerned, I am not will- 
ing to do that. I do not see any reason why we should not limit the 
cost of a building in the city of Washington as well as one in the city 
of Saint Louis. The fact that it is for the whole country, as the Senator 
says, does not relieve it from the charge of indefiniteness nor the whole 
plan from what I conceive to be a vicious principle. If it is to be for 
the whole country and therefore ought to be larger than it should be if 
intended for some specific portion of the country, then make the sum 
larger. I shall not object to $300,000 or to half a million dollars, if the 
Senator from Missouri will say that so much is necessary; but I do ob- 
ject to setting in motion machinery which permits the executive officers 
of this country to pledge the Government for any kind of a building or 
any di of expenditure that they may see fit. 

Mr. WLEY. May I ask what the figure proposed is? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read again. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill : 


Provided, That the entire expense incurred in the purchase of a site and the 
erection and completion of a building thereon not exceed the sum of 


Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not know whether that is satisfactory to the 
Senator from Missouri or not, but I would rather know precisely what 
sort of a building would answer the uses and then I should be willing 
to put the limitation at the precise sum needed. 

is is not a building of slight importance, as those know who have 
paid some attention to the subject. I donot know how much the land 
will cost under this bill. Thatisquitean uncertain item. The build- 
ing is not expected to be one of ornament; of course it should be built 
decently, tastefully, respectably; it is to be a mere fire-proof ware- 
house, and yet that will cost something, because there is to be consid- 
ered the making it fire-proof in its exterior walls and in all parts of it— 
absolutely fire-proof. There is also to be considered the serious ques- 
tion of ventilation, such a construction of the building that there shall 
not be an accumulation of moisture within the building to the utter 
ruin of the documents to be stored there. It will ultimately be abso- 
lutely packed with the accumulated records of the Government. I 
hope there are gentlemen here who will see the time when you will 
need another building and a larger expenditure of money if you hope 
to relieve the present offices from their surplus papers. 

I do not like to limit the bill by anything except the necessities of a 
perfectly satisfactory building, abundant for the purpose for the next 
ten or fifteen years. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, a building was designed for this pur- 

pose by General Meigs. He estimated that he could build a structure 
two hundred feet square for $150,000, and the ground which I have 
mentioned was at that time to be purchased for $50,000 or in that 
neighborhood, If the und only costs $50,000, I have no doubt a 
suitabie fire-proof building may be erected there for about $150,000; 
but when that estimate was made the cost of materials was much less 
than it is now. Therefore it seems to me that a suitable building can 
hardly be put up for $150,000, allowing only $50,000 for the site. So I 
suggest to the Senator from Kansas that he limit the cost of this build- 
ing, including the purchase of a site, to $250,000, and I have no doubt 
it can be done for that sum. 

Mr. VEST. I do not know that I should object to that provision. 
As the Senator from Iowa has stated, General Meigs, when he was re- 
tired from the Army—he had taken great interest in this matter while 
he was in office—estimated that the building could be erected for 
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-$150,000; and as a matter of courtesy, and because we had confidence 
-in him, the provision in the bill which passed at the last session was 
inserted that this building should be under his supervision. He pre- 
paredaplan. That plan was taken at thissession to the present Quarter- 
Deas General and great objection was made to it. He had entirely 
different views in regard to the way in which the building should be 
constructed, and therefore the provision was put in the bill as it stands 
‘to-day, that the plans and specifications should be under the control of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of War, and the Secretary 
of State. What those plans and specifications will be depends upon the 
Supervising Architect. What the ground will cost depends upon the 
site. ° : 

I have not consulted with other members of the committee, but for 
ayself I should have no objection to limi the amount to, say, not 
to exceed $250,000. I do not know but that ,000 would be better; 
but I will accept $250,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
‘pro’ by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend it by striking out ‘‘ $200,000” 
and i * $950,000.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
-of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ] to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I submit to the Senator from Mis- 
-souri that an amendment in the third line is necessary by inserting 
«$250,000 instead of ‘ $200,000.” 

Mr. VEST. That is right. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move toamend, in the third line, 
‘by inserting after the word ‘‘ hundred” the words ‘‘and fifty;”’ so as 
ito read: 


TUBE Rhee Sate Of SER Or AO SAREE Sher NOr On AT DE TRONS, OP: 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
‘third time, and passed. 
COURT OF ALABAMA CLAIMS. 


The bill (S. 573) amending an act re-establishing the Court of Com- 
“missioners of Alabama Claims and for the distribution of the unappro- 
priated moneys of the Geneva award, approved June 5, 1882, was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Logan] who reported 
‘the bill is absent. That bill was reported adversely and I suppose it 
-should be indefinitely ed, and another bill, the next bill on the 
‘Calendar, was repo! favorably in its stead. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move that Senate bill No. 573 be 
indefinitely postponed. ; 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill was introduced by the Senator from Arkan- 
-sas [Mr. GARLAND]. 

Mr. GARLAND. The proper motion I think would be to take up 
Senate bill 247 and consider that, and then if any Senator desires the 
-other bill in lieu of it it can be offered as a substitute. The Senator 
from Illinois reported one bill adversely and then reported another 
with amendments on the same subject. He reported the bill substan- 
‘tially that was introduced by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] on 
this subject. By just passing over this bill for the present and taking 
vap the next the whole matter can be accommodated. 

Mr. FRYE. If this bill is indefinitely postponed it gets it out of 
‘the way, and it is entirely in order to offer the whole or any part of it 
-as an amendment to the next bill. The true way is to indefinitely 

ne it. 

Mr. GARLAND. I haveno objection. I make no point about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
“Senator from Wisconsin to indefinitely postpone this bill. 

The motion was to. 

The bill (S. 247) to extend the duration of the Court of Commissioners 
ok Alabama Claims, and for other purposes, was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. FRYE. That is a bill which I introduced and had referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and for reasons I would rather 
it should not be considered to-day. Therefore I ask that it be passed 
“over, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent of the Senate that the bill be informally passed over, hold- 
‘ing its place at the head of the Calendar. Is there objection? The 
"Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. : 


Mr. LAPHAM. As to Senate bill 573 I was not attending at the 


time and I did not hear the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin until 
it was acted on. I desire to have that question reserved to be consid- 
ered with the other bill. They are analogous questions, and I want to 
be heard in support of the proposition of bill 573 which affects in a 
single particular the mode of distribution of the money. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York move 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was indefinitely postponed ? 

Mr. LAPHAM. I ask unanimous consent that it be reconsidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the reconsidera- 
tion of the vote by which Senate bill 573 was indefinitely postponed ? 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is reconsidered. 


Mr. LAPHAM. Now I ask to have it stand with Senate bill 247. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New York that this bill stand to be considered with 
the bill mentioned by him? The Chair hears none, and itis so ordered. 


HOURS OF LABOR. 


The bill (S. 141) to fix and regulate the hours of labor of labo! 
workmen, and mechanics employed by the Government of the Uni 
States was announced as next in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. This is altogether a bill of too wide a scope to be 
considered under the five-minute rule. Therefore I object to its con- 
sideration at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 

Mr. BLAIR. The result of which is that it takes its place at the 
end of those cases which are to be considered under Rule IX? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It holds its place on the Calendar to 
be considered when reached under the ninth rule. 


BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS. 


The bill (S. 140) to establish a bureau of statistics of labor was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. This is a bill of the same character as the preceding 
bill, and it certainly deserves a longer and more thorough consideration 
than we can give it under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should hope this bill might be considered under the 
five-minute rule. The proposition is in substance, or very nearly at 
least, the same as the bureau of statistics of labor as established in the 
State of Massachusetts and in some other States. I should think that 
such attention as we might give to it under the five-minute rule of dis- 
cussion would remove any objections, if there are any, to the bill. In 
fact, I had hoped it was one of those bills to which there would be 
very little objection any way. It is simply for the collection and dis- 
semination of information in regard to the subject-matter of labor in 
the same way that we now have a bureau established for the collection 
and dissemination of information relating to the subject of education. 

The amount of expense to be incurred is quite limited, not to exceed 
$15,000 a year, besides the slight expense that will be incurred in the 
way of the salary of the head of the bureau and the single clerk allowed 
him, or two at the most. 

It is a bill in which a great many people of this country take a pro- 
found interest, and they think it is necessary to pass a measure of some 
kind on this subject. I do not think one that is any less objectionable 
than this is can well be devised. As there is a pretty general and 
widespread expectation of early action on this bill, particularly among 
the people of this country who work for a living, I should hope that 
we might act upon it at this time. We know how dai us delays 
are, If this bill is put atthe end of the Calendar under Rule IX, with 
the disposition that exists to make ial orders and to take up bills 
out of their order, it is quite possible that this may fail to be acted 
upon at all atthissession; and as one who has taken some interest in the 
subject of labor for some time, and more especially recently, knowing, 
as I think I do, that there is a profound feeling that agitates millions of 
the American people, a very large proportion of our voting population 
in both parties, I should hope that this bill, in which I know that they 
feel more interest than in any other ear yf to the subject of labor, 
would receive early and prompt action. I should hope it might now 
be acted on without its being sent to another place on the Calendar, 
If the Senator from Vermont insists on his objection, of course under 
the rule the bill must go over. 

Mr. MORRILL, I donot know that I have any objection to the sub- 
stantial parts of the bill, but it seems to me that it is not necessary to 
establish another and independent bureau when perhaps this business 
might as well be connected with some other bureau; the Bureau of 
Education, perhaps, or the Bureau of Agriculture. I think we ought 
to have time to fully consider it. The bill as it stands involves the ex- 
pense of another bureau, and perhaps another building to accommodate 
the clerks of this bureau. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator, but—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must call the attention of 
both Senators to the fact that under Rule VIII no Senator is permitted 
A sen oftener than once on the same question nor more than five 
minutes. 

Mr. MORRILL. I object to considering the bill at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, the bill goes over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg the Senator from Vermont to withdraw the 
objection that I may make a remark. 

Mr. MORRILL. I withdraw it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 
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Mr. HOAR. I wish simply to say, Mr. President, that I am not one 
of those persons, if there be any such , who have undertaken 
ever to use the question of the relation between labor and capital as a 
political instrument. I do not expect to make any bids for the votes 
of persons who belong to labor organizations or labor parties or who 
have special interests connected with the laboring classes distinguished 
from those of the rest of the community in their charge; but at the 
same time, entirely disclaiming any such purpose, I do believe that one 
of the most important questions with which legislation can deal in this 
country, wherever the power of legislation is placed, is that which 
relates to the effect of our financial, protective, and other policies upon 
the condition of our laborers and upon the maintenance of the Ameri- 
can rate of wages. If the existing rate of wages paid to workingmen in 
this country can not be maintained, and in if possible, I despair 
of the maintenance of the Republic for many generations. It is im- 
possible to have a republic founded upon universal suffrage unless the 
great mass of the community can receive as the reward of their labor a 
sum sufficient to afford them education, leisure, comfort, and to de- 
velop a patriotic interest in the country to which they belong. 

There is no one thing which the persons interested in this class of 
questions have united in requesting except that we shall afford them the 
means of throwing light upon the questions in which they are interested. 
This is not a question of an eight-hour law; itis not a question of check- 
ing the accumulation of great estatesin single hands; itis nota question 
of curbing the power of large corporations; itis not a question of dividing 
the products of labor between labor and capital; it is a simple question 
of having information furnished by public methods and by public instru- 
mentalities to legislators and to other persons in specially in 
these public questions, 

This measure when it has been reached hitherto has under one rule of 
the Senate or another or under one pretext or device or another gone 
over. It was not reached at all in the last Congress. In a previous 
Co: when I was a member of the other House a measure sub- 
stantially like this passed the House with but some twenty or thirty dis- 
senting votes, after various propositions for delay had been overcome. 
Then it came up in the Senate, and under its rules was put aside and 
overthrown. 

Now we have reached this bill in its order. Ido not believe that 
any of the tions which my friend from Vermont makes or desires 
to make would fail to be made in five minutes, or if there were any case 
where a gentleman wished to speak two or three minutes more or to 
speak more than once, the Senate, as they always do, would accord the 
privilege. I wish to say for myself that if my friend from Vermont 
persists in his objection, which I trust he will not, I shall move that 
the Senate under the rule lay aside the pending business and take up 
the matter now for consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. HOAR. If my friend persists in his objection, I shall move to 
lay aside the pending business; or my friend from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BLAIR] can make the motion. Before I take my seat I move that the 
other business be laid aside and this bill taken up for consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate proceed with the consideration of this bill not- 
withstanding the objection. 

Mr. MORRILL. If other Senators have considered this bill so that 
they are satisfied to proceed with it now, I shall certainly not make 
any objection. It is the farthest thing possible from my wishes to in- 
terpose any objection to any proposition that would be for the benefit 
of a laboring man. I have been all my life and always expect to be 
nothing buta laboring man, and I have not a drop of blood in my veins 
that does not sympathize with the aspirations of the laboring men in 
efforts to better their condition—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is constrained very reluc- 
tantly to remind the Senator from Vermont that under Rule VIII no 
Senator is permitted to eee more than once on the same question. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iwithdraw my objection. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objectionis withdrawn. The bill 
is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator from 
New Hampshire. I presume that nobody has any objection to a careful 
collation of the statistics relating to the labor of the country; and not 
only is there no objection to it, but I presume that every statistician 
and every politician and every economist would be very glad to get them. 
He refers to the collection of statistics with regard to education in the 
Interior Department. Now, he will remember that we have a Bureau 
of Statistics in the ent. This ismy tion—it is 
not original with myself, but I have been thinking of it for some time, 
like a million of things we think of that we do not find time to carry 
out: the existing Bureau of Statistics should be enlarged and dignified 
and duly regulated in a well-considered act, and the collection of sta- 
tistics of all descriptions should be brought under the charge of one 
very capable man, so that we might be able to go to one office and get 
whatever we desire concerning the statistics of commerce, navigation, 
finance, education, labor, and man to be collected by bright 
and capable chiefs of divisions under the head of one such man as might 


be capable to conduct the national census. Without extrao ex- 
pense an office of that description might be maintained there which 
would be of inestimable value to all of us. 

Now, we are likely to build up, scattered all about the city under the 
different Secretaries, bureaus of statistics, quadrupling the necessary ex- 
pense and reducing the efficiency of the service. The only reason I 
should like to see this bill laid over even for a short time is that some 
person might prepare—it can be done easily by consultation with gen- 
tlemen familiar with statistics in the different branches—a bill cover- 
ing all these subjects, classifying, condensing, and rendering effective 
the whole work. 

‘Mr. PLUMB. I think some such bill as this ought to pass, or rather 
I think there ought to be some provision of law whereby the statistics 
called for in this bill can be had. I do not think it is necessary to en- 
act a separate law for that purpose, because we can put on, in a few well- 
chosen words, to bureaus now existing the necessary authority to do 
this work. „We have already two statistical bureaus, one in the Treas- 
ury De ent and one in the Agricultural Department. They are 
both of them publishing matter from time to time. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And one in the Interior Department. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, and one in the Interior Department also. For 
the purpose and in order that the bureau in the Treasury Department 
may justify itself, it is in the habit of running over to the Agricultural 
Bureau and borrowingstatistics from that bureau and publishing them in 
advance of publication there. I only speak of that to emphasize the fact 
that we have bureaus enough equipped and organized to accomplish 
this purpose now. We have not got any bureau charged with the special 
matter which this bill seeks to somebody with, and that there- 
fore is something which we might well do by law. But whether we 
ought to have a special bureau or not for that purpose is a matter which 
I think is open to doubt. We could add to the bureau already existing 
in the Agricultural Department, and which is well presided over and 
is doing an excellent work as I think, the necessary authority to do 
what this bill calls for; and then we ought to abolish the Bureau of 
Statistics in the Treasury Department, which is simply a poacher as it 
were on the functions of other burtaus to a large extent, and have one 
bureau which should perform all this duty. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do notwish to take anything from the Senator’s time, 
but I would suggest to him that the action of these various statistical 
officers is under clearly well-defined jurisdictions, each of his own, and 
they interfere in no way with each other. The Bureau of Statistics to 
which the Senator refers confines itself exclusively to the subject-mat- 
ter of commerce and matters appertaining specially to commerce and 
manufactures; almost exclusively to commerce. 

The field of operation for an officer of the kind provided for in this 
bill is broad as the continent, and I assure him that the man who sup- 

that there is not as much as a citizen of the highest ability can 
possibly do with an able corps of assistants in this direction fails fully 
to comprehend the mass of matter and the importance of that matter 
with which he would have to deal. It is a much larger subject than I 
used to think it was; and if I were to do anything, I would make this 
bill broader in its scope, and all these other statisticians and all these 
other bureaus having to do with statistics should revolve around this as 
the grand center, for there is no field in which useful and reliable sta- 
tistics can be obtained so important to the well-being of the American 
people as in this direction. 

The Commissioner of Agriculture has already enough to do, and E 
am aware that there is a proposition to enlarge the scope of his duties. 
He will then have more than he can do. In this direction there cam 
be well employed the most eminent talents of the Republic; and I do 
not think it will be satisfactory to anybody who understands this mat- 
ter fully or who gives much thought to it that this measure shall be 
cat down—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PLUMB] has expired, in whose time the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] has been speaking. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I think we should be careful not to pay 
too much attention and too much regard to the interests of capital and 
too little to those oflabor. The laboring people of the country certainly 
regard it as true that there is an antagonism between capital and 
labor, whatever may be the fact in a true economic point of view in 
that respect. They have organized themselves in extensive associa- 
tions throughout this country and throughout Europe. They have 
demanded of Co that some be paid to their wishes in this 
respect. They ask for statistics of labor, for a bureau to gather statis- 
tics of labor as distinguished from the other great interests of the coun- 
try. I can see no reason why that wish, expressed by their ta- 
tive bodies with great unanimity for several years, should not be grati- 
fied, nor can I see any reason in a true political economy why labor, 
which is the foundation of all wealth and all prosperity, should not 
have special regard paid to it. 

Why, sir, in the State of Massachusetts they have a most admirable 
system of statistics of labor, which furnishes most valuable and ni 
information upon all economic questions. The same system should be 
extended throughout the whole of this country. A bureau devoted to 
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that purpose will not be more than able to accomplish it, for it is a 
great work and the most important work of the modern economic sys- 
tem. ‘The interests and the rights of labor is the great problem on 
the proper and wise adjustment of which the future of our own and all 
other industrial countries depends. 

Mr. GARLAND. Let the report be read. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The report is merely a formal one. } 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report of the committee will be 


read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR on 
February 4, 1884: 

The Committee on Education and Labor, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
140) to establish a bureau of statistics of labor, have considered the same, and 
report the same back to the Senate favorably, and with the recommendanon 
that it do pass. 

Mr, MILLER, of California. It seems to me that Senators who have 
sporen in to this matter are in accord on the general proposition 

t there should be an officer to collate these statistics. The only dif- 
ference of opinion seems to be as to whether the work should be done 
by a separate bureau or be attached to some existing bureau. I was 
particularly pleased by the remarks of the Senator from Massachusetts 
in respect to the necessity and propriety of ee a bureau of this 
sort with a view of ascertaining the best methods of keeping up the 
wages of the American laborers and enhancing those wages, if possible, 
for the better protection of our institutions. I am glad tosee that the 
Senator from Massachusetts has come to thisconclusion. I think that 
it is well enough to establish this bureau in accordance with the pro- 
visions of this bill. We ought to do something. It has been delayed 
too long, and if you pass it over now and refuse to pass this bill, in the 
hope or belief that this same thing should be done in another form by 
attaching it to another bureau or to some Department other than the 
Interior Department, probably nothing will be done at this session of 
Con; If we establish it now in this form under the control of the 
officer provided for in this bill, we can consolidate this bureau with some 
other bureau afterward, if it be found expedient and appropriate to do 
so. I think that this bureau might be established as an adjunct to the 
Department of Agriculture; perhaps that would be the best place for 
it, so as to be under the supervision of the Commissioner of Agriculture, 
who ought to be a Cabinet officer. Now the Agricultural Bureau has 
developed into a department, and I am in favor of attaching this tbu- 
reau to the Department of Agriculture. Certainly I am in favor of the 
objects of this bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This bill I think has the unanimous approval of 
the Committeee on Education and Labor, and it is certainly important 
that it should be passed at once. I concur fully with what the tor 
from Connecticut has said in regard to the importance of having a gen- 
eral bureau of statistics, and I hope this may be the first step in that 
direction. Jt should be a general bureau of statistics under the In- 
terior Department, which should have charge of the collection of all 
statistics, and when the time arrives have the charge of taking the 
census. But there is one provision in this bill which does not meet 
with my approval, and that is the amount fixed for the salary of chief 
of this bureau, who should be a man of first-class capacity and ability, 
and no such man can be obtained for the sum of $2,500. I therefore 
move that ‘‘ two thousand five hundred,” in the sixth line, be stricken 
out and the words “ four thousand ” substituted in place thereof. I 
hope the Senator in charge of the bill will accept the amendment. We 
certainly can not secure a man of the right kind for the sam named in 
the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, I desire to propose an amendment 
a little larger in its scope than that offered by the Senator from Rhode 
Island. It would be in the nature of an amendment to chapter 10 of 
the Revised Statutes, relative to the Bureau of Statistics. I will move 
to strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill, down to section 3, 
and insert in section 3: 

That in addition to the duties now confided by law to the Bureau of Statistics 
there shall be, &c. 


Chapter 10 provides for a bureau of statistics. The first section, 
section 334 of the Revised Statutes, provides : 

There shall be in the Department of the Treasury a bureau to be called the 
Bureau of Statistics, and the Secretary of the Treasury may apes one division 
Pay who shall superintend the bureau, and be entitled to a salary of 

a year, 


It goes on to prescribe specifically what heshall do. This is limited 
to statistics more particularly in reference to commercial transactions. 
There is one difficulty in many of our laws at this time, that we scatter, 
if I may use the expression, the work of different Departments, so that 
they are first in one place and then inanother. I think it is better to 
put this work under the present Bureau of Statistics, and in increasing 
that work we may increase the salary beyond that of the clerk desig- 
nated by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

I fully agree with all that has been said by the Senator from Florida, 


the Senator from New Hampshire, and others in reference to the im- 

rtance of this subject. I think it is oneof the very first importance. 
P think this information is valuable in many respects and for many 
purposes, and I would not for one throw any obstacle in the way 
of securing it, completing it, and perfecting it in the most ample 
form possible; but I think, as we have now one Bureau of Statistics 
verging somewhat on this, we might as well put the whole work under 
one head and have, if you please, one report to contain all this informa- 
tion. 

The other day I reported from the Committee on the Judiciary a bill 
providing for collecting statistics in reference to marriage and divorce, 
in answer to a great many petitions sent here, and, I believe, amon 
others, one presented by the Senator from New Hampshire hi 
We put that matter by that bill under the Bureau of Statistics, and I 
think now that we should have one bureau for the collection of statis- 
tics of whatever character we need, so that we shall not divide up this 
work and throw part of it in the Interior Department and part in the 

Department. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, who has charge of the bill, to this particular idea. 
With a little enlargement of the scope of the present law under chap- 
ter 10 of the Revised Statutes I think we can accomplish all the Sena- 
tor desires, and if the friends of this measure—and I am one of the 
friends of it, but wish to put the matter under the particular bureau 
now in existence—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say to the Senator—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas is now in order, but the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Rhode Island to perfect the text will first be acted 


upon. 

Mr. BLAIR. The amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Rhode Island is first in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would sayin regard to that amendment that the only 
sentiment which has come to myself, and so far as I know to any mem- 
ber of the committee, in regard to the provisions of this bill from the 
laboring people of the country has been one of unqualified approval of 
the bill just as it is, excepting that they have demanded that a salary 
be paid to the commissioner who is to have charge of the collection of 
these statistics commensurate with their conception of the importance 
of the functions he is to di ; and they have said that no $2,500 
would be such an amount for his services. I agree quite fully with 
them, and so far as I am concerned I would favor the amendment, and 
I think the committee would do so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. At the Lae roby of several Senators about me, I 
modify my amendment to “$3,500”? instead of “‘ $4,000.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode Island, in section 2, line 6, to strike out 
“$2,500” and insert ‘‘$3,500.”’ 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 19, noes 11; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. ALLISON and others called for the yeas and nays, and they 
were ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 0’clock having arrived, 
ue aair lays before the Senate the first bill on the Calendar under 

e 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the existing order be laid aside and that 
the Senate proceed with the consideration of the bill which has been 
under discussion. I think we can dispose of it in a very short time. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] has spe- 
cially requested to address the Senate at2 o’clock to-day. Isuggest to 
the Senator from New Hampshire to let this bill be passed over. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then this will be the unfinished business for the morn- 
ing hour on Monday? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This stands at the head of the Calen- 
dar under Rule VIII for the next legislative day. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I should like to makean inquiry. Has 
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas been offered ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Arkansas is in the nature of a substitute and has been suggested, but 
has not yet been submitted to the Senate forinally. The question upon 
that bill is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. BLAIR. How long does the Senator from Oregon want? 

Mr. DOLPH. I think less than an hour. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to place this bill in such a position that 
at the  ooneiusion of the remarks of the Senator from Oregon we can go 
on with it. 

Mr. MORRILL. It can be taken up and laid aside informally. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask, then, thatit be taken up at this time and will 
then request thatit be laid aside informally until the conclusion of the 
remarks of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. BECK. Does that require unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the form the Senator from New 
Hampshire puts it, it will require unanimous consent. 

Mr. BECK. I do not want to delay business; but if we are going 
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into a general revision of salaries, I should like to have the bill take its 
place for to-morrow morning or whenever we meet again, because this 
change involves of course a change of everybody who is doing the same 
kind of work up to the samerate, and there are many other things that 
t be considered in this connection to-morrow morning. There is 

no hurry about it. i ? 

Mr. BLAIR., As there seems to be some opposition to going on with 
the bill to-day, I will allow it to come up regularly at the head of the 
Calendar. 

Mr. BECK. That is better. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senaie the naval 
priation bill for reference. , : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. _Isthere objection to the Chair laying 
before the Senate at this time a House bill for reference? the Chair 
hears no objection. y 
The bill UH. R. 4716) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 


Ordered, That the rs in the case of William H., Young be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


COLUMBIA RIVER. 


Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, in pursuance of previous notice, I now 
ask the Senate to take up the bill (S. 701) making appropriation for the 
improvement of the mouth of the Columbia River, in the State of Ore- 
gon and Territory of Washington, for the purpose of submitting some 
remarks in relation to the bill and at the conclusion of my remarks 
moving its reference to the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon asks unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to take up for consideration at this time the 
bill indicated by him. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I did not ask for a reference of this 
bill at the time it was introduced, for the reason that I desired an op- 
portunity of making some suggestions concerning it which I hoped 
would have some weight in securing the liberal action of Congress, 
not only with reference to the appropriation asked for by it, but 
with reference to the appropriations asked for for the prosecution of 
the works for the improvement of the rivers and harbors upon the 
north Pacific coast now being carried on by the United States Gov- 
ernment, and for which the Chief of Engineers has recommended appro- 
priations. 

Since the introduction of this bill the Senate, with a generous recogni- 
tion of the importance of the extended seacoast, great rivers, and grow- 
ing commerce of the Pacific Northwest, has placed both my colleague 
and myself upon the Committee on Commerce, where we will have an 
opportunity of presenting for the consideration of the committee the 
commercial necessities of that region. I am not certain but that it 
may be considered a poor return for such generosity upon the part of 
this body for me to still adhere, even in part, to my original purpose, 
and to ask, as I do, the indulgence of the Senate to present some facts 
and make some statements in relation to the region known as the Pacific 
Northwest, the original Oregon, now the State of Oregon, and the Ter- 
ritories of Washington and Idaho, which in my judgment entitle it to 
favorable consideration from Congress. 

It was once necessary for that country to supplicate Congress for 

ion, to plead for a hearing as to its value, resources, and possi- 

bilities, and to be itted to show that it was worth saving to the 

United States; and if it had not been for the pioneers of Oregon, who 

so persistently pressed upon the people and the Government the im- 

ce of that country, with an intelligence, earnestness, and patriot- 

ism worthy of all honor, it seems probable that that magnificent region 
would have been lost to the United States. 

I believe no other portion of our country to-day possesses advan’ 
of climate, soil, and resources equal to those of the Pacific Northwest. 
It has not been long since a truthful statement of its advantages from 
any source was generally received by the people of the Eastern States 
as greatly Laie, aera if not positively untruthful; but happily such 
is no longer the case. I do not deem it in presenting the 
claims of that region to enter at length or with particularity into a 
description of the country or its resources. I, however, find some 
things concerning the Oregon of to-day so well and fairly stated in the 
valuable history of m by Barrows, recently published, that I quote 
from that work in preference to presenting my own statements. He 
says: 

It remains to give in summary the condition of the country whose concession 


to the United States has now been outlined. Properly and con?prehensibly this 
country was O: n and Washington and Idaho Territories. The three civil 
sections constitute a vast block in the American domain, with British Columbia 
on the north, Montana and Dakota on the east, Utah, Nevada, and California 
on the south and the Pacificon the west. The area is 251 square miles, more 


562 
than double that of Great Britain and Ireland, and thirty-two times the size of 


Massachusetts, whose citizen founded our claim to it in the discovery of its great 


ver. 
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This region, the original O: m of the treaty of 1846, is larger than three New" 
En by the exvens af six Minton like Massachusetts, and in most res; 

for human homes and national wealth it is naturally superior to New Eng ~ 
In climate, soil, and mineral, bath precious and p cal, it leads promptly. In 
cereals, meats, fish, and vegetables it is also naturally the leader of New Eng- 
land, as its products and exports are steadily showing. 


. * . x * s hd 


Had the same energy worked for two centuries on our Northwest that has 
been expended on our Northeast, the contrast between the two sections would 
now be extremely marked in favor of the former, Immi ion and years only 
are wanting to show how highly nature has favored the country in question. 
* * * The surprising climate of this section will show that no naturnl prod- 
ucts can be denied it that may be elsewhere found in the United States farther 
north than the northern latitude of Virginia. For the line of average heat or 
cold which passes through Northern Virginia runs northerly and westerly by 
Pi argh forty miles south of Lake Erie and sixty south of Chicago,a little 
north of Rock Island into Iowa, through Southwestern Minnesota into Daketa, 
thence northwest through the upper and eastern corner of Montana, and about 
sixty miles over the line into British territory, thence by a great curve cuttin 
Northwestern Montana and the extreme north of Idaho, and continuing mid- 
way and northerly, it passes through Washington Territory into British Colum- 
bia, and leaves the continent about two hundred miles north of the northern 
boundary ofthe United States. Along thisline the mean or average annual tem- 
pee is 50°, and sections cut by it have the average heatand cold of Northern 

irginia. It passes through the great wheat belt of North America, Other 
things being equal, therefore, the —- and fruitsand vegetables which may be 
raised on this line in BA aac or Ohio or Illinois or Iowa may be raised in Da- 
kota and Montana and Washington. 

As to Oregon, it is left wholly on the south of this line. Says Hugh Smm), in 
his Oregon and Her Resources, “There is scarcely a grain, fruit, vi 
grass, tree, plant, or flower that grows in the United States or in 
— portions of the soil of Oregon will raise to perfection, with fair cultiva- 

on,” 

s . * a s e + 

This fact as to the line of average temperature will prepare the way for other 
facts that otherwise might seem incredible. Asarulein both Oregon and Wash- 
ington stock does well through the year in the open air, foraging on the abun- 
dant natural urage. The bunch- matures in July, and is hayed uncut. 
Horses and p may be trusted to it for good wintering, while itis good policy 
to provide some hay and shelter for horned cattle. The snow is light, and in 
some of the counties in Oregon it has not covered the und for three consecu- 
tive days fora score of years, * * * The causes of this warm temperature 
four and five hundred miles farther north than New York are two: About 70 

cent, of the winds on that coast are from the southwest, and carry the heat 
m the tropics far inland even to Dakota. Then the “black stream"—Kuro- 
siwo—starting off Southeastern Asia, passes up the Asiatic coast, and, dividing 
on the Aleutian Archipelago, the eastern half is forced down the Alaskan and 
Northwest coast, carrying a oftorrid water, which makes its warmth 
felt far into the interior. This warming force may be estimated somewhat by 
the fact that when fully formed off the coast of China and Japan this stream is 
four hundred miles wide, with a flow of four miles an hour in sections of it. 


La s x $ - s * 
The agricultural products of Oregon have been named, but specia] mention 
should be made of its wheat crop, This is the leading staple, and is noted for 


its unusual weight, being often from five to nine pounds in excess of the stand- 
ard weight of sixty pounds tothe bushel. Small givesthe ave for fair farm- 
ing in the Willamette valley at thirty to the acre, which is double the 
average for the United States. The harvest of 1881 gave a us for the gen- 
eral market of 10,000,000 of bushels, or 300,000 tons. Of this, the region east of 
the Cascades produced 120,000 tons, and western Oregon and Washington the 
rest. The arpio ig Spear in quantity of productare oats, barley, corn, 
fe and buckwheat, and in very satisfactory yield. The total product of the 

x has risen from about 2,000,000 of bushels in 1860 to some 13,000,000 in 1880, 

The amount of arable land will for a long time be a question of local option. 
with the farmer of ene: and thrift. Vast valleys stand assigned of nature to 
the plow, as truly as unlimited wheat-fields of Minnesota and Dakota. 

ing among these isthe Willamette, with its 5,000,000 of acres; then the Ump- 

ua, one-half as large; the Rogue River Valley, a little smaller; the Umatilla; 

the Grand Ronde, about 000 acres; the Walla Walla, Klamath, John Day, 

Powder, Jordan, Palouse, Yakima, Spokan, and others, * * * Peaches, 

pears, apples, plums, cherries, grapes, and, indeed, generally, the fruits of the 

temperate zone, flourish jn the lower lands. The smaller fruits of the garden 
are abundant and ready for the table early in May. * * * 

Asa timber and lumber country, with facilities for transportation, probabl 
the region is not surpassed. The merchant marine of the world could be built 
and annually renewed there without heavy drafts on the natural supply. The 
timber distant from water transportation will wait as a proper reserve for the 
branch railroads. The majesty and beauty of these primitive forests can hard]: 
be exaggerated, where the yellow fir stands 250 feet, the pine, silver fir, and bl. 

ruce 150, and the white oak 70. Cedars have been found there 20 feet in diam- 

T., Nor does the demand allow these nd forests to uninvaded. A 
single mill has the capacity to cut out 200,000 feet of lumber a day, and in 188 
the aggregate cutting capacity of all the mills was 1,000,000 a day. 


I will only add to this description that by reason of the mild winters. 
this region is undoubtedly the best country for cattle in the United 
States. Horses of an excellent type are largely raised. Sheep-hus- 
bandry is one of the greatest and most productive industries, and the 
wool grown in this section is particularly noted for its uniform fiber. 

The waters of Oregon and Washington abound with fish, and the busi- 
ness of salmon-packing is one of the principal industries. The mineral 
interests of this region are large and diversified. Notonly are the pre- 
cious metals successfully mined, but the useful metals, coal, iron, cop- 
per, &c., exist in abundance in many parts of the country. 

It is impossible at this time to justly estimate the results which will 
accrue to this hitherto comparatively isolated region by the completion 
of the Northern Pacific Railroad. It is less than eighty years since 
Lewis and Clarke conducted their memorable expedition across the 
continent, when, from an undefined line known as the frontier far east: 
of the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean, the vast wilderness scarcely 
trodden by the foot of civilized man was peopled and held in undis- 
puted possession by the original inhabitants of this continent. That 
vast region has since become the home of civilization. Ont of it have- 
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been carved States and Territories. The wave of immigration has swept 
across the continent, the Pacific Northwest is the last territory to be 
thus occupied, and the Pacific Ocean will for the present mark the limits 
of the westward movement. Notwithstanding the difficulties of reach- 
ing that region, its great advantages, although but imperfectly known, 
have hitherto attracted a large immigration, and there is no room for 
doubt butthat over the new line of travel but recently opened will throng 
to Oregon, Washington, and Idaho in the near future a great multitude 
of intelligent and enterprising people. By means ofits trank-line nearly 
2,000 miles in length, traversing a belt of fertile country, and half as 
many miles more of branches penetrating rich mineral and agricultural 
regions, the Northern Pacific Railroad has brought an empire vast in ex- 
tent and almost unlimited in resources into contact with the commer- 
cial world, opened it up to settlement and development, and furnished 
the means of rtation whereby the products of the soil, the mines, 
and the forests will find an outlet to market. Over the road as fast as 
it has been opened for travel an eager, enterprising, and intelligent peo- 
ple have poured into the regions made accessible by it, to occupy and 
subdue, until the continent has been girdled with a line of civiliza- 
tion. 

There has been a very large increase of the population of this region 
within the last three years. The ulation of Oregon, Washington, 
and Idaho Territories, according to the official returns of the census of 
1880, was as follows: Oregon, 174,767; Washington Territory, 75,120; 
Idaho, 32,610. 

The present population is estimated to be, at least, as follows: Oregon, 
275,000; W: n Territory, 150,000; Idaho, 75,000. 

The total value of Columbia River exports for the year 1883, as ap- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


= from the following table clipped from the New Year's issue of the 
ortland Oregonian, was as follows: 


$258, 150 891 

705, 628 2,051, 428 

1,729, 108 , 158 

1,585,745 |..-.secescerersees 1,585, 745 

DE LOB EAA 18, 163 

1,256 |.. 1,256 

21, 205 |.. 21, 205 

4, 241 4,471 

5, 688 |.. 5,688 

Onions 2,465 |.. 2,465 
Apples...... 4,277 |.. 4,277 
Other fruit... 2,082 2,082 
Dried apples 26,775 * 26,775 
Dried fruit ... 12, 899 |.. 12,399 
36, 905 |... 36, 905 

Hides........ 201, 455 |.. 201, 445 
Pelts and 41,710 |.. 41,710 
Woolens. 355, 000 |... 355, 000 
19, 211 |.. 19,211 

Leather 88,051 |.. 38, 051 
Tallow .. 5, 361 |.. 5, 361 
Butter 15, 556 |.. 15, 556 
A 27, 298 |.. 27, 298 

ops. 36, 218 |.. 36, 218 
Lumber 262, 433 276, 824 
801, 137 


Table showing total exports during twelve months ending July 31, 1882. 


Oats o 00000 re 
Potatoes .......-cec0+- 
aumur (lumber, lath, and p: 


$5, 965, 518 $6, 667, 418 

2! 410, 180 959 | 21853, 792 

1, 557, 164 2) 484, 061 

1, 488, 360 

g CAAT 546, 125 

417,749 

278, 279, 253 
scleesssseesseesssees] 206,601 | 2,614,920] 2I, 791 |eccccceccececsnens 228, 392 
184, 905 |.. 184, 905 
136, 120 136, 270 
105, 184 107, 834 
BOBS A PAA SERE 84, 626 
73, 408 |.. 73, 408 
56, 51 67, 395 
ESA PIETE] 50, 000 50,000 
45, 527 46, 269 
24, 587 24, 767 
24, 654 |.. 24, 654 
20, 628 20, 678 
18, 447 |.. 18, 447 
17, 873 17, 888 
14, 909 |.. 14,909 
9,082 |., 9,032 
3,078 8, 168 
1,115 1,115 
8) 693 8, 933 


*Corn, $644; onions, $903; pork, $1,116; beef, $6,030 = $8,693. 
These tables show a falling off of the value of wheat and flour ex- 


ported during 1883 of nearly $4,000,000 from the value of the export for 
the year ending July 31,1882. This is in owing to the increased 
demand for home consumption, caused by the unprecedented immigra- 
tion into the country and railroad operations in the interior, and 
robably in part to the condition of the market, which has caused a 
portion of the crop of 1883 to be held for better prices. 
e wetuitr = tement shows the flags and tonnage of the grain fleet 
for the year 1883: 


Flag. 


TOtR)...... essrsoscceprecsven nececrsonsensvenseoseqvecneescseseecesveossesisees| 


For the year ending May 31, 1883, the amount of revenue collected 
from imports received by the Columbia River was—Portland, $327,756; 
Astoria, $112,216; total, $439,972.07. 

Value of foreign imports for the year ending July 31, 1883, as I learn 


from a table compiled by the Board of Trade of Portland, was $913,521; 
value of domestic imports for same period, $27,290,526; total value o 
domestic and foreign, $28,203,746. 
The number of arrivals and clearances for the same period was: 
Coastwise: Arrivals, 506; tonnage, 773,144. Clearances, 423; ton- 


nage, 691,453. 
ieee Arrivals, 85; tonnage, 102,431. Clearances, 163; tonnage, 
, 252. 

The salmon fisheries of the lower Columbia River have become an 
importantindustry. The product has increased from 4,000 cases in 1864 
to 629,000 cases in 1873, and the value of the shipment last year was 
(641,307 cases, at $4.80) $3,078,263. 

The wholesale trade of the city of Portland for the year 1883 was 
$53,050, 000. 

The number of hands employed during the year in manufactures 
was 5,481; value of merchandise manufactured, $11,423,000; an in- 
crease over the year 1882 of the persons employed in manufactures of 
1,303, and in the value of the man articles of $3,689,000. 
The list of manufacturing industries numbers 54. 

The trade of Idaho and of Western Montana naturally belongs to the 
North Pacific and the merchants of Portland, as I am informed, 
are already competing with Eastern shippers for the trade of the region 
west of Bozeman, on the Northern Pacific. With the t facilities, 
and the additional facilities already being previded, for reaching the 
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of San Francisco to the countries named during the year ending Decem- 
ber 31, 1883: 


region tributary to the Columbia River it will be rapidly filled with 
. settlers and its resources as rapidly developed. The constantly in- 
creasing surplus of agricultural and other products of this region will 
mainly find an outlet to market by the mouth of the Columbia River, 
and a considerable portion of the correspondingly increased imports of 
foreign and domestic merchandise required by such increased popula- 
tion will be brought into this country by the same channel, | APM oss snnvvssorsnnerererserserenerenencrnnnrnvenessennnnnnennnney $127 

I have spoken of the great extent of territory tributary to the Colum- z 
bia River, of its unlimited resources, and of its great and rapidly in- 
creasing internal commerce. But there are other considerations which 
greatly magnify the importance of the lower Columbia River as a chan- 
nel of commerce. I refer to the prospective increase of the coasting and 
foreign trade of the Pacific coast, of which the ports upon the Columbia 
River will receive a liberal share. I can only glance at this subject, and 
from th of historical facts and commercial statistics which present 
themselves and might be used to show the importance and magnitude 
which this trade is likely to attain in the near future, Iam admonished 
that I must cull sparingly. 

From the annual report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics 
on commerce and navigation for 1883 I learn that the value of ex- | Panama 
ports of merchandise, coin, and bullion from the port of San Fran- | Peru...... 
cisco for the year 1883 was $48,836,769, and the value of imports of | 5 
merchandise, coin, and bullion at San Francisco for the same year was 
$54,953,778. N 

These figures will be better comprehended by comparing them with 
the commerce of the United States from 1820 to 1830. The following 5s 
table shows the value of exports and imports from and to the United ivia...... 
States for the decade ending September 39, 1830: “ 


Value of merchandise rted d 
ber 30, 1830. 


Value. In transit. 


896 37 
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— America). 
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bullion exported during the same period. 
Annual Average ......s..s.sc.ss.s -erecerdoncsesedosescees cessos ssossosooo é 
Estimated average of the population for the period........ or 
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BRB oc 
FILIALER 


The most significant fact in connection with the exports from San 
Francisco is that among the articles exported to China were 316,118 bar- 
rels of flour, of the value of $1,522,997.69. 

I have given the value of the exports and imports from and to Port- 
land and Astoria by the Columbia River for the year 1883. I have no 
means at hand of showing the countries from which the imports at the 
Columbia River ports were received or to what countries the exports 
from those ports were sent, but the figures given concerning the imports 
and exports at San Francisco will sufficiently indicate what the future 
commercial relations of the Pacific coast are to be. Some idea of the 
probable increase of the commerce on the Pacific coast in the future may 
be obtained from the following table, which shows the value of mer- 
chandise imported into and exported from the United States during 
each of the years 1873 and 1883 and the increase during that period: 


The value of the commerce of a single port upon the Pacific coast for 
the year 1883 was very nearly as large as the average value of the entire 
commerce of the United States during the decade preceding the 30th 
day of September, 1830. 

The following table shows the value of imports by sea of merchan- 
dise at San Francisco for the years 1882 and 1883 from countries lying 
upon the Pacific coast, in Asia, and from the islands of the Pacific, 
as well as the imports by sea and rail from all other countries com- 
bined: 


d 


From— 1882, 
$8, 952, 680 , 202, 813 
Lses | {ote dot 
. $642, 136, 210 
262 | 9,185,096 
EE aE 
2,157,672 | 1,636, 063 80, 944,704 
1, 000, 672 828, 023 | AA A 
Saos | *aestons | ‘The growth of foreign commerce upon the Pacific coast for many years 
100,527 70,786 | to come will be much larger proportionately than the growth of the 
00, 
Kasacendae ceseoqupescaepessestieesseescuvacesnsccbnes cnsesul SE 152,985 | whole commerce of the United States, and it is notimprobable that within 


a single decade the foreign commerce of the Pacific coast will be equal 
to one-third of the present commerce of the United States, and that a 
quarter of a century hence the commerce of the Pacific coast will equal 
in amount and value the entire commerce of the United States in 1873. 

The Pacific coast at present is ata disadvantage in marketing its 
wheat in Europe, as it is compelled to ship it around the Horn, but it 
is nearer by the breadth of a continent to the markets of the old East 
than are the Atlantic ports; and the time is not far distant when it will 
find a market for its wheat and flour in Asia and. the islands of the 
Pacific. There is a large and constantly increasing shipment of flour 
from the Pacific coast to China, and well-informed persons assert that 
this trade will steadily increase until China alone will furnish a market 
for a large portion of the surplus wheat raised upon the coast. 

Various causes have conspired to direct the commerce of the Pacific 
coast with China, Japan, and the Sandwich Islands to San Francisco. 
458 | Chief among these causes have been the transcontinental railroad line 
terminating at that port, the steamship line between that place and the 
poe of China, and the monopoly of the sugar trade with the Sandwich 

slands by her merchants. Since the completion of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad, opening a channel of commerce across the continent from ship 
navigation upon the Columbia River and Puget Sound with the great 


34, 492, 935 


AM other countries.....c.csssccsesscsecessssseesseceneescensensensen ences 9, 855, 610 


Total imports by sea..... 
Total imports by rail... 


Grand total fore’ imports by sea and rail.. 
Soarcass tn eae A 


ssessserseseseeesiereeessereseeseeesrsees enrere sarees] eeensenee seaseee one 


‘The imports of tea at the port of San Francisco from China and Japan 
for the year ending December 31, 1882, were as follows: 


The following statement, taken from the San Francisco Journal of 
4‘ommerce, shows the value of the exports of merchandise from the port 
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-commercial centers of the East, Portland, Astoria, and the Puget Sound 

ports will become competitors with San Francisco for this trade. The 
number of sailing vessels engaged in this trade will no doubt be largely 
increased, and the necessities of commerce will demand better facilities 
for the future. The Northern Pacific Railroad Company will be com- 
pelled by the necessities of its business to place or aid in placing a line 
-of steamships in the Asiatic trade to connect with its road. 

The trade of San Francisco will not decrease, but the trade of Puget 
‘Sound and the Columbia River will largely increase. The advantages 
are decidedly in favor of the latter ports in competing for this trade. 
The distance between Canton and Port Townsend, the port of entry for 
the Puget Sound collection district, and between Canton and the Colum- 
bia River, is several hundred miles less than the distance between Can- 
ton and San Francisco. And the route from Canton to the Columbia 
and to the Straits of Juan de Fuca is in the direction of the trade-winds. 
It has been averred that the Pacific coast is greatly interested in the 
proposed interoceanic canal; and it is true that any work which will 
shorten the distance and lessen the cost of transportation between the 
Pacific coast and the markets of Europe will be of great advantage to 
the coast; but the Pacific coast is far from being dependent upon such 
a canal for its commercial prosperity. : 

The commercial outlook of the Pacific is westward. Every year its 
commercial relations with Europe will grow comparatively less impor- 
tant and its commercial relations with its transpacific neighbors will 
become greater. The continent of Asia and the islands of the Pacific, 
with their millions of inhabitants, with their rich and valuable com- 
merce, are separated from us only by the open sea, over which steam- 
ships come and go with regularity and safety. It seems probable that 
everything imported into the United States from those countries con- 
sumed west of the Rocky Mountainsand everything which will bear rail- 
road transportation across the continent will be imported through the 
ports of the Pacific coast. ` 

Thecoasting trade of the Columbia River portsis already large and itis 
rapidly increasing. Steamers run regularly between Portland and As- 
toria and the ports of Puget Sound and Alaska and between Portland 
and San Francisco, and although during the last summer a steamer 
was dispatched regularly every three days from Portland and San Fran- 
-cisco, they were unable to carry the freight and passengers offering, and 
special steamers had to be brought into requisition. Smaller steamers 
run between Portland and the various ports upon the coast of Oregon 
and Washington. One rapidly increasing branch of this trade deserves 
especial mention. 

Alaska, with its great extent of seacoast, its great rivers, and im- 
mense resources, will largely add to the commerce of the Columbia 
River. In the last annual address of the president of the Board of 
Trade of Portland he said of this trade: 

The development of Alaska during the year has continued. Portland 
controls nearly the entire trade of the southern portion of that Territory, and 
-during the year its value has grown 40 per cent. 

This trade will rapidly increase when a civil government shall have 
been provided for the Territory so as to give security to personal and 
property rights there. During the debate in the Senate upon the bill 
to provide a civil government for Alaska the senior Senator from Kansas 
took occasion to say of Alaska in substance, that he regarded Alaska 
as the most worthless territorial acquisition with which any govern- 
ment was ever afflicted, and that he was yet without information as to 
what compensation the United States had received for the $7,500,000 
paid forit, other than the gratification of the American idea of ‘‘ manifest 
destiny,” which indicated that our northern shore was to be washed by 
the Polar Sea and that our southern boundary would be the inter- 
oceanic canal connecting the Atlantic and Pacific; thatit was separated 
from us by a dangerous and stormy sea, over which a voyage of many 
days must be taken to reach its nearest port, and that its gloomy and 
inhospitable shores were secluded by the conditions of its climate for 
many months from approach. 

I intended before the discussion upon that bill was closed to have cor- 
rected what I considered to be misrepresentations concerning that Ter- 
ritory, but I was suddenly called away, and was unable todo so. I re- 
gret that the Senator is not alone in his estimate of Alaska. There is 
a widespread misapprehension concerning it, but it is no greater than 
that which existed in regard to the original Territory of Oregon and to 
the Louisiana purchase. As late as 1828 it was contended in Congress 
that even if the title of the United States to Oregon was undisputed the 
occupation of the Territory would be of doubtful utility from its bar- 
renness, dangerous coasts, distance, and inaccessibility from the States 
by either land or sea. X 

A bill reported by a committee of the House to authorize the Presi- 
dent to take possession of Oregon and to extend the laws of the United 
States over it was defeated by such arguments, and the question as to 
whether Oregon was worth saving was not finally decided by Congress 
until many years afterward. The criticisms upon the purchase of 
Alaska are nothing in comparison to those made upon the purchase 
of Louisiana. That purchase made by Thomas Jefferson ‘* was as- 
sailed in every form of squib, epigram, doggerel, parable, and parody.” 
The leading newspapers of the country denounced the purchase in 
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unmeasured terms, and rivaled each other in ridiculing it in prose and 
verse. 

It was said that the Louisiana tract was a ‘‘malarial swamp; its 
prairies were destitute of trees or vegetation; that we had been cheated 
by giving $15,000,000 for a territory so worthless and pestilential that 
it could never be inhabited or put to any possible use; the purchase 
would lead to complications and wars with foreign powers,” &c. The 
following from the Commercial Advertiser of December, 1803, is a speci- 
men of the epigrams afloat at the time: 

Herostratus of old, to eternize his name, 
Set the Temple of Diana all in a flame; 


But Jefferson, lately, of Bona bought, 
To pickle his fame, a mountain of salt. 


The last line is anallusion toa report upon the value of the purchase, 
which enumerated among other resources itssaline springs. The reputa- 
tion of Jefferson has not suffered on account of the Louisiana purchase; 
and notwithstanding the unfavorable criticism of the Senator from Kan- 
sas, I venture the prediction that the time will come when not even the 
great speeches of Mr. Seward upon the ‘‘ impending crisis,” or his emi- 
nent services to the Government during the civil war, will contribute 
more to his enduring fame than his successful negotiation of the pur- 
chase of Alaska. 

The Territory of Alaska has a geographical area of 580,000 square 
miles. It is as large as twenty Eastern States. It is said to have a 
coast line greater than all the other coast line of the United States. 
The Yukon River in Alaska, which is seventy miles wide at its mouth 
and twenty miles wide at points 1,000 miles from its mouth and is 
navigable for 1,200 miles for steam vessels, is the largest river upon 
this continent. Alaska has a population, mostly Indians, of from 
30,000 to 35,000; and while the Treasury of the United States is con- 
stantly drawn upon to feed and clothe the Indians upon reservations, 
the resources of Alaska are so great that these Indians have never been, 
and need never be, a public charge. 

The fur trade is its present chief industry and is of great value. The 
United States derives a revenue from rent received for the privilege of 
taking the fur seal upon the Pribylov Group or Seal Islands alone of 
$317,500, which is a sum sufficient to pay interest upon the purchase 
price of Alaska at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum and over. 

A far more important industry of Alaska, not so much on account of 
its present proportions as on account of its undoubted future develop- 
ment, is its fishing interests. Along its extended seacoast and in its 
numerous bays and rivers the time is not distant when a more exten- 
sive and profitable fishing business will be carried on than is to-day car- 
ried on along the north Atlantic coast. The value of such an industry 
not only to the Pacific coast but to the entire Unionis apparent. When 
it is remembered that out of the lower Columbia River during last year 
were taken, packed, and exported over three millions of dollars in value 
of salmon some conception may be had of the great value of the fish- 
ing business which must develop upon the Alaskan coast, the number 
of vessels and men which will be given employment by it, and the t 
wealth which will be derived from it. This great industry will have 
its incidental advantages also. It will be a school in which American 
seamen will be trained; an industry from which American shipping 
will receive a new impetus. 

The timber trade of Alaska must eventually, and as soon as title can 
be procured to timber land, become valuable. The Alaska cedar is a 
very valuable wood for many purposes and will command a high price 
in the market. It makes beautiful furniture and good finishing lum- 
ber. It has recently been substituted for box-wood for wood engraving. 
It is said to be proof ay the teredo, and therefore very valuable for 
piling in salt water. It is reported on apparently good authority that 
for richness in the precious metals Alaska will yet rival the State of 
Nevada. 

Last, but notleast, Alaska is not the barren and inhospitable country 
it has been supposed to be. The climate is tempered by the warm 
ocean current already mentioned, which flows along the coast of China 
and Japan, bearing northeastward past the peninsula of Kamtschatka, 
in the direction of Behring Strait, so that the winters at Sitka, as to se- 
verity, do not differ very greatly from winters at New York city. I 
apprehend the want of adaptability of Southern Alaska for agricultural 
pursuits is not on account of the length or severity of its winters, but 
on account of its cool, wet summers. 

Whether Alaska will ever become an agricultural country of impor- 
tance at present admits of serious doubt. Although itsagricultural re- 
sources are limited, its great resources and capacity for supporting a 
large prosperous population are undoubted. I find the following state- 
ment credited to Hon. Thomas Meehan, of Philadelphia, state botanist 
of Pennsylvania and editor of the Gardener’s Monthly, and whose opin- 
ion is entitled to great weight. He says: 

Precisely the same conditions exist in Alaska asin England. Ifound acountry 
far superior in many respects to Switzerland, and with a climate and elements 
of greatness at least equal to those which have given Great Britain all her in- 
dustrial and commercial prosperity. 

Steamships make oy gd trips the year round between Portland, in 
Oregon, and Sitka and Wrangel, in Alaska, carrying passengers and 
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ight; and commodious steamships are dispatched from San Francisco 
month} , or oftener during the summer months, via Portland, Puget 
Sound, and Victoria, for the points of interest in Alaska, carrying 
large numbers of excursionists. Instead of navigating ‘“‘ stormy and 
dangerous seas’’ to reach the Alaskan coast, after leaving Victoria the 
route is mainly through a perpetual archi , an inland channel, 
where the sea is never rough, and where it is ordinarily as placid as 
the water of a river. 

Not only does Alaska greatly extend and promise to indefinitely in- 
crease the coasting trade of the Pacific coast, but it also extends the 
base of commerce with China and Japan. 

The Columbia River takes its rise in the Rocky Mountains, in lati- 
tude 50° and 20” north, flows northwardly as high as 52° 10’, makes the 
détour of the great bend into British Columbia; thence sweeps south- 
ward, receiving the waters of many tributaries, and forces its way west- 
ward through the Cascade Mountains on its course tothe sea. Unlike 
the Mississippi, it seeks the ocean upon a line parallel with trade chan- 
nels; it carries much less sediment; its banks are stable, and it may be 
safely improved without increasing the danger from the overflowing of 
its banks. It drains abasin 395,000 square miles in extent. It is navi- 
gable seven hundred and fifty miles from its mouth, with the inter- 
ruptions of the Cascades, the Dalles and Priest Rapids. Its naviga- 
ble waters reach within four hundred and fifty miles of the navigable 
waters of the Missouri and within three hundred and fifty miles of the 
navigable waters of the Yellowstone. Its principal tributaries are the 
Snake and the Willamette, the former navigable for one hundred and 
fifty miles and the latter for one hundred and thirty miles. A great 
fleet of steamboats constantly plies upon it and its tributaries, trans- 
porting the products of the vast region for which they form a system 
of inland transportation. 

A glance at the map will show how vitally this region is interested 
in the improvement of its navigable rivers. Much of it must always 
be dependent upon water transportation. The lower Willamette and 
Columbia from Portland to the sea is a national highway, and the flags 
of the principal nations engaged in ocean navigation may be seen there. 
From the mouth of the Willamette to the Lower Cascades of the Colum- 
bia, a distance of fifty-three miles, there is a depth of at least ten feet 
at the lowest stage of water. Navigation is interrupted atthe Cascades 
for a distance of about six miles. From the es to the Dalles, a 
distance of forty-five miles, there is a depth of eight feet. From the 
Dalles to Celilo, a distance of fifteen miles, navigation is again inter- 
rupted by rapids. From Celilo to Priest Rapids, a distance of one 
hundred and ninety-two miles, the river is navigable, but during ex- 
treme low water the channel is tortuous and difficult of ascent. It has 
been greatly improved within the last few years by the Government 
operations. 

The improvements of the Columbia River now being carried on by 
the Government are: 

The improvement of the upper Columbia in Oregon and Washing- 
ton Territory. 

The construction of a canal around the Cascades of the Columbia 
River in Oregon; and 

The improvement of the Lower Columbia in Oregon and Washington 
Territory. 

THE IMPROVEMENT OF THE UPPER COLUMBIA. 

The plan of improvement of the upper Columbia and Snake River con- 
sists in rock removal at variousrapids. The estimate of the cost of the 
work now being carried on was made in 1877, and was $132,000. The 
total ad pag epee since that date has been $76,000; estimated amount 
to complete the work now in -progress according to present plans is 
$56,000, the appropriation of which amount is recommended by the 
Chief of Engineers for that purpose. 

CASCADE LOCKS, 

The great work now being carried on upon the Columbia River is 
the construction of a canal around the Cascades of the Columbia. The 
plan of construction is intended to give lockage around the main rapid 
and open river navigation through the minor sr, ee below for stages of 
twenty feet or less at the foot of the canal. ere has already been 
appropriated and expended for this improvement $805,000. ‘The es- 
timated amount required for the completion of existing projects is 
$1,655,397.31. Amount of appropriation asked for for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1885, is $500,000. 

The annual rise of the Columbia occurs in May and June, and com- 
pels a suspension of the work. The work has been prosecuted at a 
disadvantage on account of the inadequacy of the appropriations. True 
economy in carrying on the work and its great commercial importance 
demand that it should be prosecuted as rapidly and completed as soon 
as the work can be done. 

Charles F. Powell, esq., captain of engineers, in charge of the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors in Oregon and Washington Territory, in his 
report to the Chief of Engineers for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, 
upon the subject of inadequate appropriations for this work, says: 

The uncertainty as well as inadequacy of funds is an element in the increase 


of cost. At the present time there are two constructions of the canal which 
might very advantageously be commenced if it were certain that they could be 


carried to a completion without interruption. To leave them partly finished 
during a season, either of the heavy rains or of a flood, would eee cause 
much damage, and so these works are postponed, to an unavoi le disadvan- 


of the canal. 

he completion of the canal will make a continuous navigation from 
the seaboard to the Dalles, forty-five miles er, While the productive areas 
between the Cascades and the Dalles are limited, the Dalles is on the border 
of the extensive agricultural and grazing region of the upper Columbia. With 
the head of continuous navigation at the Dalles, a large traffic would center 
there. Railroad construction above is easy; below it is difficult and expensive 
of maintenance, The Cascade Canal and open-river improvement at the Dalles 
to Celilo Falls will leave only 7,000 feet of easy partage; on a good water route, 
between Idaho, Eastern Oregon, and Washington and the seaboard, A canal at 
this portage will add to the continuous route 339 miles of river navigated before 
any improvements were made, and 57 miles where navigation is known to be 
racticable. Open-river work at Priest Rapids, on the Columbia, will enable a 
to ascend 153 miles farther. North of this there are 430 miles of water to 
the head of na tion, broken only at two places, where permanent portages 
may be preferable to canals, The Columbia is second only to the pages A 
in commercial value, and possesses the Serena ce ently, of banks, render- 

inprop at the rock-rapids good for all time. 

e appropriation asked for, ,000, is intended for guard-gate and part lock 
construction, wing-walls, completion of excavations and side walls of canal, and 
additional river improvement, if any be required. It is quite probable that the 
estimate can be expended to good oberen os and it is recommended that the 
full amount be i g pie on account of the commercial importance of the 
improvements and for advantageous work, 


IMPROVEMENT COLUMBIA AND WILLAMETTE RIVERS FROM PORTLAND TO THE SEA. 


_ Portland, the present commercial metropolis of the North Pacific, is 
situated upon the Willamette River, twelve miles from its mouth, and 
about one hundred and twenty-two miles from the sea. It is vitally 
interested in the improvement, not only of Columbia River bar, but in 
the improvement of theriver channels from Portland to the sea, so that 
the largest class of ships can cross the bar at all seasons in safety and 
reach Portland without interruption. The obstructions to navigation 
above the mouth of the Columbia to Portland are set forth with par- 
ticularity in the following extract from a report of a special committee 
of the Board of Trade of Portland, made to that board December 10, 
1883 : 

Within the bar the river affords good and safe anchorage for the largest ves- 
sels, and no further obstruction is encountered until the Hog’s Back shoal is 
reached. This bar is 8 miles above Astoria; it is 1,300 feet across, and the ruling 
depth of water is 18 feet. he next bar is at Walker's Island; it is 1,600 feet 
across, with 18 feet depth of water. The third obstruction is Martin’s Island, 
2,000 feet across, with 19 feet of water. The next is Saint Helen’s bar, 32 miles be- 
low Portland. * * * Saint Helen’s bar is from 1,200to 1,600 feet across, and the- 
depth of water prior to its improvement was 14 feet. The barrier at the mouth 
of the Willamette comes next, It is some 600 feet across, and before the com- 
mencement of the Government improvements, which have greatly ameliorated 
its condition, the depth of water was but 10 feet. There is now a depth of 18 
feet on this bar, which will probably increase to 20 feet, as intended. The next 
is Post-Office bar, which is 3,600 feet across, with 18 feet of water, which it isex- 
pened to increase to 20 feet upon completion of present Government works. 

‘ore dredging was begun the ruling depth was 12 feet. 

The last and most troublesome bar is at Swan Island, just north of the city 
limits of Portland. It is 4,000 feet across, with 18 feet of water. Before any- 
dredging was done the depth of water was 10 feet. At the present time the rul- 
ing depth, if ee was stopped, would be some l4 feet. * * * Theannual 
freshets of the Columbia occur in May and June, during which months its food 
is so greatly increased that its discharge at its mouth is estimated at 1,000,000 
cubic feet of water per second, This vast volume of water carries with it the 
sand and gravel that form the bars, which are consequently renewed Anavan 
and become impediments to commerce with the cessation of the freshets in 
July, and so continue during the shipping season. * * * The improvement 
of these bars by the erection of permanent structures, avn in view the con- 
traction of the channel and subsequent increase in the rapidity of the current, 
as suggested by the United States engineers, is undou y the very best pos- 
sible plan. 


There is no doubt but that the improvements now being made by 
the Government will give a permanent channel from Portland to the 
sea sufficient to permit the largest vessels entering the Columbia to. 
reach Portland without delay. In the mean time, until such perma- 
nent improvements are completed, an annual outlay is necessary for 
the temporary improvement of the bars by removing during the season. 
of low water the sediment which annually accumulates upon them. 
The estimated amount required for the completion of the existing proj- 
ects for these improvements, exclusive of temporary improvement and’ 
annual maintenance, is $183,635. 

Amount of appropriation recommended for fiscal year ending June 
30, 1885, for permanent and temporary improvement, $240,000. 

CANAL AT THE DALLES, < 


In 1874 a survey was made under the direction of the Chief of En- 
gineers of the Dalles of the Columbia, for the purpose of ining the 
pacai and cost of perches y a canal and locks at that point. 

e work is entirely practicable, is second in importance only to 
the canal at the Cascades. It should be commenced at an early day 
and pushed to a speedy completion. The completion of the two im- 
provements are to obtain the full benefit of either. The 
magnitude of the transportation interests involved is such that the Goy- 
ernment can not and will not discontinue the work of the improvement 
of this great river until the products of the vast territory reached by 
the navigable waters of the Columbia can be transported upon steam- 
boats from the extreme head of river navigation to the sea without 
interruption. 

I have called attention to these several improvements of the Colum- 
bia River toshow the importance in a commercial point of view of sup- 
plementing them with the improvement of the mouth of the river. 


1884. 
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IMPROVEMENT OF THE MOUTH OF THE COLUMBIA. 


The river and harbor act of A 2, 1882, contained an appropri- 
ation of $7,500 for the expenses of ‘‘a board of engineers to examine 
in detail the mouth of the Columbia River, Oregon, and report such 
plan, with estimates for its permanent improvement, as they approved; 
the said board being required to report before the next session of the 
present Congress.” This board was duly constituted, and examined 
the mouth of the Columbia River and prepared plans with estimates 
for a permanent improvement. The plan approved is to build a jetty 
from the south shore near Fort Stevens. The board was unanimous as 
to the general character of improvement, but some difference of opin- 
ion existed as to the direction, height, and cost of the jetty. The re- 

are full and interesting, and may be found in Senate Executive 
ument No. 13, Forty-seventh Congress, second session. 

It is not my purpose to enter upon a description of the plan adopted 
by the majority of the board; but I will content myself with quoting 
from the conclusions arrived at by them: 


The board recommends the construction, at as early a day as possible, of a 

jetty, slightly convex to the north, exten: from shore near Fort Stevens 

in a northwesterly direction toward a point about three miles south of Cape 

Disappointment, this to stop short of that point or be prolonged beyond 

it as experience may indicate to be necessary. 
= = * s s + * 

This jetty is expected to be mainly of stone, and the estimate is on that basis. 
In depths greater than sbout 15 feet at high water, where it is found practicable 
to lay matt the structure should be as follows: There should first be laid a 
very strongly built mattress about 3 feet thick, and upon this a layer of rubble- 
stone 3 feet thick; then a mound of stone of large size, with a top width of not 
less than 5 feet, the slope on the outside to be 1 dicular on 3 base, and 
on the inside 1 porpeng cular to 2 base. Where the shock of heavy seas is to 
be sustained this mound should be faced with beton blocks of from 5 to 20 
cubic yards each. Theapron which forms the foundation of the mownd should 
project in moderately smooth water 10 or 15 feet beyond its base, and 25 feet 
where the seas are heavy. Where mattresses can not be placed, owing to the 
roughness of the water, the apron of rubble-stone should be 5 feet thick. In 
water less than 15 feet deep at high water the jetty should consist of a mattress 
20 or 40 feet in width, covered by stone, 

The jetty is intended to be brought up to the level of low water. 

It is esti that of this jetty 5, linear feet may be built in water of 6 
feet depth or less at low water, 7,500 in water between 6 and 11 feet, 4,000 in 
water between 11 and 16 feet, 7,500 in water between 16 and 21 feet, and that 
the last 7,500 feet will need the facing of heavy beton blocks. The fi of this 
last 7,500 feet is to add 25 per cent. to what its cost would be if not so 
RESA: The prices below are on a basis of $5 per cubic yard of the whole 
mass in place: 


5,000 linear feet at $45 
7,500 linear feet at $50.. 
4,000 linear feet at $140. 
7,500 linear feet at $310... 


a 
remark that while there are differences of opinion 
among the members of the board as to the height and length to be given to the 


It seems worthy of 


for 
a structure, Four members of the board think the htat first n not 
be greater than the level of low water, but the outer end should be at a point 
nearly south of Cape Disappointment. Lieutenant-Colonel Mendell is of the 
opinion that under existing circumstances it is not ex ient to extend the work 
beyond the limits of Clatsop spit, but he would build it to the height of mid- 
tide, or perhaps higher. 

In conclusion, the board thinks it important to state that in an undertaking 
of this character, where the exposure is so ab mee as large a portion as possible 
of the whole estimate should be available fore the nning of actual con- 
struction, and the work, when commenced, should be ed forward as rapidly 
as practicable, with a view of attaining at the earliest day the desired Object, 
namely, a deep channel to the sea to accommodate the great and growing com- 
merce of which the Columbia River must be the avenue and to the wth of 
which the present condition of the bar is a very formidable obstacle. hen op- 
erations have once begun there should be no nsion of them, as in such a 
case, besides the loss of Sone to the unfinished work and unfavorable 
changes in shoals and channels may be expected to such an extentas very greatly 
to increase the cost, 


Sn starting from Point Adams, there is entire eompesg € as to the necessi 


I have no doubt of the entire practicability of the work. As I have 
said, the board was unanimous as to the necessity and practicability 
and general plan of the work; and the height, length, and even direc- 
tion of the jetty may be governed by experience as the work proceeds. 
Captain Powell, in charge of the engineering work on rivers and har- 
bors in Oregon and Washington Territory, reports to the Chief of En- 
gineers that in Hed enert of the adoption of the plan recommended a 
survey was made in October and November, 1882, of the south cape, or 
Point Adams, to extreme low water, and also an examination of the 
region for a place of stone supply, a good one of which was found. 

It appears also probable from the satisfactory results which have been 
obtained from jetties in process of construction at Yaquina Bay, Coos 
Bay, and the mouth of the Coquille River, that there may be a very 
great reduction in the estimated cost of the Columbia River jetty. It 
is believed by many well-informed people that by the substitution of 
mattresses and pile-work, where that is found practicable, the cost of 
the improvement may be ly reduced, possibly to one-third or one- 
fourth of the estimate of the engineers. 

The total appropriations heretofore made by Congress for surveying 
and other purposes at the mouth of the Columbia River is $17,500. 
Amount recommended by the Chief of Engineers for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1885, $500,000. 

I have recently received a communication from Captain Powell sub- 
mitting some interesting facts and reasons, other than those based upon 


the present and prospective commerce of the river, why the mouth of 
the Columbia should be improved. It is as follows: 


UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
Portland, Oreg., January 29, 1834. 

DearSin: I take the liberty of submitting, for such use as you may think proper, 
some reasons other than ones based on present or ve commerce for im- 
proving the mouth of the Columbia River: 

1. For causes common to the North Pacific coast there is almost always a heavy 
swell on the bar, even if breakers do not exist from shore to shore. The excep- 
tions are during of summer, when the shipping is light, and fora very few 
days of winter, when a strong easterly wind may prevail. The entrance is sub- 
ject to dense fogs and strong currents, and is partly blocked by ro ae vase sand- 

its. The safe available draught is therefore the channel depth at low tide; 
the rise of tide, averaging some 6 feet, is the margin for security against swell 
and minor deviations from the channel. This low-water depth is now, and has 
been for several years, about 20 feet, sometimes scant, and was from 21 to 23 feet 
for several years before that. On accountof this small available depth the for- 
eign commerce of the Columbia River is conducted considerably more in light- 
dra tiron vessels than it would otherwise be. A permanent increase of depth 
would favor British bottoms lessand American clipper ships more, and thus o) 

a home port and a protitable carrying trade to our own The British 
now predominates in numbers on the Columbia River. It does not on Puget 
Sound, and not in so great a measure in San Francisco Bay. 

2. The season of storm and heavy seas is the one for shipment. To hold wheat 
until the good-weather season (summer) would entail upon the producer a stor- 
age expense for six months, and cause his product to arrive at market at about 
the same time as from other sources of supply, instead of at an intermediate 
time, as now. 

3. On account of the changeableness of channel depths (they have ra 
from 19to 23 feet during ten years) insurance and charter rates are on 
the lowest di ; and if a greater draught is attempted delays for fair weather 
and a tide higher than the mean are calculated upon. 

4. As the market for shipments isin Europe, the resulting longer vo: from 
Oregon, as compared with routes from New York, Baltimore, New Orleans, and 
other Atlantic ports, requires deeper-draught vessels than ones en, on those 
routes for proportionately economical rtation. If the South Pass of the 
Mississippi River has a navigable depth of 26 feet, then to place the Columbia 
River on the same footing it should have an increase of more than 6 feet in its 
entrance channel. Besides the question of depth, the long voyage shuts out 
steam craft on account of fuel supply. In fact, steamships for charters on the 
Pacific coast are known as “tramps,” 

5. Considering the entrance as to its riers syycuer yf for improvement, it can be 
noted that the surveys for 1792, 1839, 1841 , and 1852 show channel depths of 
27 feet, and the survey of 1868 25 feet; all of which depths are either known or 
believed to have been reduced to low water. It is reasonable to judge that the 
sand-spits can, by artificial works, be made permanent and the best natural 
depth recovered and maintained. The mouth of the Coquille River and the en- 
trance to Yaquina Bay are coast entrances similar to the mouth of the Columbia, 
and all of whose bars are formed in the same way, although the entrance and 
bar perenne to the Columbia are on a much larger scale. Jetties at the Co- 

uille and Yaquina of the same general character and based on the same prin- 

ple as the ones recommended by the board of engineers for the Columbia 
River have been commenced, and at their present early stage have materially 
improved the channels. There is an inside jetty, or, more strictly speaking, 
a training dike, at the entrance to Coos Bay, but the circumstances there are 
somewhat different, although promising results have been obtained. At the 
Coquille, where the work roportionately more advanced, the increase of 
depth is 100 per cent.; at Sanana. where the jetty has only reached the edge of 
the channel existing at time of commencement of the work, the increase of 
depth is 25 percent. The same relative increase at the Columbia as at Yaquina 
would give 25 feet depth, and on the same as at the Coquille would give 
30 feet—just about that which is needed. 

6. When considering the probable cost of the Columbia jetty it should be no- 
ticed that the estimate of the majority of the board of engineers ($3,710,000) is 
based on a stone and beton block construction, although the use of wood is rec- 
ommended in part if found to be more economical. Now, experience at the 
Oregon coast jetties does show that wood, in shape of piles and brush, can 
advantageously and economically used, and the estimate for the Columbiajetty 
should be reduced considerably. The very liberal contingency named in the 
estimate of the board can be omitted in case of and prompt appropria- 
tions; but not,on account of danger to destruction of an incomplete work at a 
place of great exposure, for small and irregular appropriations. 

Very respectfully, yours, 
CHAS. F. PO 


WELL, 
Hon. J. N. DOLPH, Captain of Engineers. 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Perhaps I should add, to prevent my remarks from being misunder- 
stood, that while the bar at the mouth of the Columbia is an obstacle 
to navigation, it is far from being as dangerous as has been represented. 
The large steamers plying between Portland and San Francisco come 
and go and cross it with great regularity. The few disasters which 
have occurred there have occurred through carelessness in attempts to 
cross in the night, or in a fog, or in attempting to sail in during un- 
favorable weather, and in nearly every instance without a local pilot. 
Ships, nearly every day in the year, except during unusual storms, sail 
or steam or are towed across the bar; and a comparison of the casualties 
which have occurred upon the Columbia River bar with those which have 
occurred upon the bars of the other great rivers of the United States 
would not prove unfavorable to the former. 

Mr. President, I shall not enter into a discussion of the constitu- 
tional power of Congress to aid by appropriations of money works for 
the improvement of our great rivers and harbors. Whatever differences 
of opinion once existed upon that subject, it has become the settled pol- 
icy of the Government to aid such works. No more important question 
than the question of internal transportation to-day demands the careful 
attention of Congress. So great are the interests involved that in my 
judgment true statesmanship and the highest consideration for the pub- 
lic welfare demand that every improvement to aid which is within the 
constitutional power and reasonably within the financial ability of the 
Federal Government, and which will improve and increase the facilities 
for and cheapen the cost of transportation of the products of ourindustries 
from the place of production to domestic and foreign markets, should 
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receive favorable consideration from Congress. While the question of 
the regulation and control of railroad transportation now being forced 
upon the attention of Congress involves important questions of power 
and of policy, no such questions embarrass the subject of the improve- 
ment of our rivers and harbors. 

I am pleased to note that there is adisposition on the part of Co 
to take some steps in the direction of removing what have been termed 
by the Senator from Maine the burdens and barnacles placed upon Amer- 
ican commerce by our own laws. The important question of reviving 
our commerce demands the serious attention of Congress. During the 
present session we have heard the navigation laws of Great Britian eu- 
logized, I think perhaps justly, and the ascendency of her foreign com- 
merce ascribed to the wisdom and liberality of herlaws. Hersupremacy 
on the seas is due to the growth of her foreign trade. Her foreign com- 
merce has stimulated and built up her home industries, and they in 
turn have fed her commerce until her experience, in a manner at least, 
justifies the saying of one of her people that ‘‘ whoever commands the 
sea commands the trade of the world; whoever commands the trade of 
the world commands the riches of the world, and whoever commands 
the riches of the world commands the world itself.” 

I repeat, therefore, that it is a hopeful sign for the commercial and 
material future of this country that Congress is.disposed to take astep 
in the direction of a revision of our navigation laws. But our foreign 
commerce is in my judgment of secondary importance to our internal 
and interstate commerce. Transportation is the most important part 
of commerce, and the internal transportation of the country is one of 
its most vital interests. Without it there can be no real development 
of its resources. Salubrious climate, productive soil, favorable posi- 
tion, and unbounded resources, all combined, are of but little avail to 
build up a country until industry is stimulated, trade induced, and the 
operations of commerce set in motion by means of internal transporta- 
tion. Until then the useful metals remain undisturbed in the mines, 
the forests retain their primeval stillness and proportions, the soil is 
vexed only to supply the immediate wants of the occupants, the grain 
isnot raised for export, manufactures are limited, trade does not expand 
beyond the proportions of neighborhood barter, cities do not grow, the 
country languishes. 

There is much discussion upon the subject of protection for manufac- 
turing industries, but a greater question demanding the attention of 
Congress is enco ent to our agricultural interests. Our national 
prosperity and the success of all other industriesare dependent upon the 
success of our agricultural interests. Whatever appropriations are made 
by Congress for the improvement of the‘Columbia River and its tribu- 
taries will be primarily for the benefit of the farmers whose products 
are to be transported upon them, but directly or indirectly the bene- 
ficial results of such expenditures will be felt by all the diversified 
interests of the people of that region. 

It has been well said that— 


The National Government has wisely lent its aid among others to construct 
three great lines of railroad to the Pacific coast. * * + They willbe * * + 
overburdened with the traffic that will grow with their growth and extend with 
their connections. But the great and iflcent rivers of the West are never 
overburdened, they are the nation’s arteries formed at the creation to relieve the 
ever-fructifying earth of her superfluous wealth of production, completed to aid 
civilized man in carring forward the command of his Creator to subdue the 
earth. Allthey need from man is very little continuous care to free them from 
Se and all expenditures made for this object repay more than fifty- 
old, 


The Pacific Northwest—original Oregon—appeals tothe national Con- 
ess for that recognition which the sacrifices and the fidelity to this 
vernment of the pioneers who settled, held, and saved to the United 
States that magnificent domain—her long isolation, her vast territory, 
great resources, the necessities of her t nea and already increasing com- 
merce, and her undoubted and immediate future development deserve. 
_ She asks the aid necessary to prosecute the improvements of her rivers 
and harbors now in A ih Fy and to commence the important work of 
improving the mou the great river which forms the natural outlet 
to the sea for her lus productions, 

I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask that the same order be made in regard to the 
bill (S. 702) making an appropriation for continuing the improvement 
of the mouth of Yaquina Bay, in the State of Oregon; and the bill 
(S. 703) making appropriation for continuing the construction of the 
canal and locks at the Cascades of the Columbia River, in the State of 


Oregon. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bills will be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


ELIJAH W. PENNY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first bill on the Calendar under 
Rule IX will now be reported. 

A bill (S. 544) granting an increase of pension to Elijah W. Penny 
was announced as first in order. 

Mr. JACKSON. There is an adverse report on that bill, and unless 
some Senator desires to have it considered now I shall object to its 
consideration. 


- Mr. GARLAND. A motion to reconsider was entered, and the vote 
postponing the bill indefinitely was reconsidered. I donot know what 
Senator made the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the Senate is now proceeding under 
Rule IX, a bill when reached in order does not go over under objection. 

Mr. JACKSON. I have no objection to its consideration except that 
there is an adverse report in the case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary informs the Chair that 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] moved the reconsideration 
of the vote by which the bill was indefinitely postponed, and it was 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Senator from Indiana who made the motion 
I know is called from the Chamber on special business, and I suggest 
that the bill be over informally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to passing it over 
informally on the request of the Senator from Arkansas? The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


QUORUM OF SUPREME COURT. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 309) to amend section 673 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
piatos, relating to the quorum of the Supreme Court of the United 

tates. 

Mr. GARLAND. When this bill was reached before, the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] was absent under an order of the Sen- 
ate, and I did not care to have it considered in his absence, because of 
the views he had expressed when the question was before Congress at a 
former session. 

The first part of the bill relates to the matter of the quorum of the 
Supreme Court. Section 673 of the Revised Statutes now provides: « 

Src. 673. The Supreme Court of the United States shall consist of a Chief-Jus- 
tice of the United States and eight associate justices, any six of whom shall con- 
stitute a quorum. 

It has been found that that has operated very disadvantageously at 
times; that the number required for a quorum is so large that at times 
there are not that number in attendance when the court opens; and, 
upon consideration, the committee thought it best to fix a quorum at 
simply a majority, so that, as there are nine justices, any five will be a 
quorum to do business, That, I believe, there is no objection to; none 
has been urged. 

The other portion of the bill prohibits any one of the judges of the 
Supreme Court from sitting on the trial of a cause in that court which 
he had tried in the court below. It has always occurred to me that 
the present practice in that regard was to acertain extent a denial of a 
fair trial to a plaintiffin a writ of error, because his case comes to be 
tried anew by a court where there are nine judges, with one already pre- 
judged against the party. It seems to me that does not give him a fair 
chance for his subject-matter of litigation. That is the sole point in 
this part of the bill. It was incorporated in what is known as the 
Davis bill, the court-of-appeals bill, when it was before the Senate 
several sessions ago, by a very large vote, the amendment then being 
offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. I think itis a very 
necessary safeguard to put in, in orderto have a fair and impartial trial 
on appeals and writs of error in the highest court of the country. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I suppose the question whether a judge 
who has made a ruling at nisi prius should be permitted to take part 
in the determination of the exceptions to that ruling in a full court 
is one which gentlemen consider very much in a light colored by the 
public feeling in their own States and the experience there. Now, 
what may be the experience of other parts of the country I donot know, 
but this I do know, that in my own State the law has permitted the 
judges to sit in bancin the determination of questions upon which they 

veruled below, and there not only has been no complaint, but I think 
the profession iir our State would be nearly unanimous in the opinion 
that a great public advantage had come from it. The judge makes his 
ruling at nisi prius with a knowledge of the application of a particular 
legal formula with reference to the particular state of facts, a knowl- 
edge which the full court can not get often from the most particular 
and accurate report, and it seems to me very important, if he be a man 
of ordinary judicial quality, that he should be permitted to explain 
and defend his opinion below. The whole object of the proceeding is 
not that a man get a new trial; itis that the law shall be correctly 
and properly administered. 

is provision would exclude very often the most capable members 
of the court from sitting on questions of great public consequence. Of 
course the case goes very much further than the determination of the 
individual controversy. The decision makes a prevailing rule for all 
time until overruled or changed by statute. From one part of the 
country come up questions of civil law; from another neighboring por- 
tion of the country come important questions of Spanish and Mexican 
land law, and French land law, and certain members of the bench 
who will be the ones most likely to sit below on that class of questions 
are those who are the only ones who are qualified by experience and 
study and legal pave to deal with these questions. Now, to de- 
prive the court of the aid of such judges seems to me to be very bad 
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policy. The idea that Chief-Justice Marshall could not have sat in 
dealing with a constitutional question that had come up in the first 
circuit when he was on his circuit seems to me a very unwise one. 

Without wishing to take up the time of the Senate by a full debate 
of this question, I wish simply to record my opinion that the present 
system is the best one, and that we should deprive the public of the 
advantage very often of a capable and able judge in guarding against 
an evil which is dingy and doubtful, and that would be apt to be felt 
in a very few cases, 

I move to strike out the portion of the bill which contains that pro- 
vision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator indicate to the Sec- 
retary the part of the bill which he proposes to strike out? 

Mr. GARLAND. The Senator can reach the same purpose by ask- 
ing for a division of the question on the first clause, and then take the 
vote on agreeing to the second. However, I do not wish to interfere 
with the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. Itis not the parliamentary method of dealing with a 
bill to take a separate vote on separate sections. 

Mr. GARLAND. There is but one section. 

Mr. HOAR. Lhave no right to do that; I have a right to move to 
strike out. 

Mr. GARLAND. Yes; and you have a right to do the other; but I 
do not care which you exercise. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not understand that we have the parliamentary 
right to call for a division of the question on one clause. 

Mr. GARLAND. Rule XVIII is clear as to the right to eall for a 
division of any question containing a separate matter, but still I do not 
care. 

Mr. HOAR. You can not diviđe a bill. 

Mr. GARLAND. TheSenator can take his own course as to that; but 
I wish to make a few observations on the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
‘thereof,’ in line 5 of the bill, in the following words: 

And no member of said court shall sit at the hearing or participate in the de- 
cision of any cause in the decision of which he acted in the court below. 

Mr. GARLAND. The chief essence and value of all trials consists 
in their fairness, A trial that is nota fair trial is no trial at all in law, 
When we arraign a man for breaking into a hen-roost or the smallest 
kind of a larceny, we ask the jurors if they have heard anything of the 
case, if they have expressed an opinion about it. Here comes a case to 
the Supreme Court of the United States on appeal, and one of the judges 
before whom that appeal is to be tried has already determined the 
ease; he has made up his mind about it, he has prejudged it, and on the 
commonest principle of trial he would be incompetent to sit in that 
case, 

It is not worth while to cite the example of Chief-Justice Marshall or 
chief-justice anybody else; we are dealing now with human nature, and 
when you tell me that as a rule you can approach a judge who has heard 
a case argued upon the circuit and has made up his opinion and deliv- 
ered that opinion and decided the case, as a fair judge on appeal, as one 
who is not predisposed or prepossessed one way or the other, you tell 
me something that the commonest understanding of human nature does 
not bear out. 

x Mr. HOAR. Would it disturb the Senator if I put a question to 

im? 

Mr. GARLAND. If you simply put a question it will not disturb 
me in the least; but it will agitate me if you make a speech. 

Mr. HOAR. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. GARLAND. 1 will yield, but not for a speech. 

Mr. HOAR. I had not made any proposition to make a 

Mr. GARLAND. But I was afraid you would, and I made the sug- 
gestion in advance. [A pause.] If you will tell me that you can go 
to a judge, I do not care who he is, and convince him to the contrary 
after he has heard the case argued upon the circuit and made his decis- 
ion, I will get the man who can do it to go up and see if he can convince 
the bronze statue of Tom Paine and convertit to Christianity. Ido not 
say this to reflect upon any man orany judge. But let us look at it for 
a moment. 

There is my distinguished friend the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Brown]. He’has presided overcourts. He calls the case of A against 
B. He hears it argued. He looksat the books, examines the authori- 
ties, and makes up his opinion. It will be a very long time, and it 
will take more than a common ent to convince that judge that 
he has made a mistake after hearing the case argued and examining 
the authorities, and have him say to the country, ‘‘ That is all a mis- 
take; I committed an error, ladmitit.’’ I will takeany other Senator 
or any other judge. No person likes to write himself down as in error 
after he has heard a case argued and submitted an opinion upon it. 
That is the proposition that I make here. 

So I say that when a man comes with his case before the Supreme 
Court with one judge against him he then has but eight uncommitted 
minds to appealto. He has one out of nine against him to begin with, 


and so it is not a fair trial. Section 614 of the Revised Statutes pro- 
vides that: 
A district sales sitting in a circuit court shall not give a vote in any case of 
r 


appeal or erro his own decision, but may assign the reasons for such de- 
on. 

Why do you cutout the district judge when you appeal to the circuit 
court where he sits with the circuit judge? The reason, I think, isa 
good one, and it should run clear through to the Supreme Court judge. 
The peculiar knowledge that the judge of the Supreme Court gets 
while sitting upon the circuit cuts both ways. Sometimes he gets a 
little too much knowledge of the case; sometimes he gets a little too 
much information and pressure in reference to the parties. 

I have always believed it would be the best for the court of last re- 
sort to try a case as by an algebraic formula and not to know anything 
about Mr. Smith, or Mr. Jones, or Mr. Brown, or any one else in the 
case, but simply try it by a formula, if you please, and know nothing 
about what occurred on the circuit. 

As to this special knowledge, I should like to know what there is in 
land-grant cases in New Mexico, or cases in New Orleans or any por- 
tion of Louisiana as to the civil law, that you can not find in the libra- 
ries here at this day and time, authorities by which you may post your- 
self in reference to them. Here are text-books written in the original 
language and the laws and reports. I can not see that any disadvan- 
tage accrues to a party by having a judge sit on the case because of his 
peculiar knowledge of the land laws or of the land grants of New Mexico 
or the civil law of Louisiana, as the case may be. 

It just resolves itself down plainly to this: We have already the ex- 
ample of district judges being prohibited from hearing in the circuit 
court a case they have tried in the district court; and, sift it as you 
please, whether it is one chief-justice or another, it does not amount to 
a. fair trial when a party comes before the Supreme Court on appeal 
with a judge who has decided against him below sitting to hear the ap- 
peal and have a vote in deciding it. 

Mr. HOAR. The logic of the Senator from Arkansas would require 
him to have a measure which would poll the Supreme Court in all 
cases and find out whether the judges had any legal opinions on the 
questions involved in issue. 

Mr. GARLAND. Ido not think that would be very bad. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not yield for a speech. 

Mr. GARLAND. No; I am not seeking to make a speech. 

Mr. HOAR. I beg my friend to observe that. 

Mr. GARLAND. Iam not making aspeech; I am making a sugges- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GARLAND. I simply made a suggestion. 

Mr. HOAR. The difference between my honorable friend and me is 
that he makes his interruptions without asking my leave, and I asked 
his leave before I proposed to make one: 

Mr. GARLAND. I granted it, and you did not take it. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not understand you to grant it, sir. > 

The judges are supposed to be men learned in the law, which implies 
having opinions on legal questions. Wedo notargue cases before them 
or submit cases to them on the theory that they are only like a jury, 
with their minds blank and without an inclination one way or the other. 
We suppose that the tribunal is so constituted that the final opinion of 
the judge on hearing and argument will be sound, and right, and just. 

Take the case of a court equally divided; how shall the scale prepon- 
derate one way orthe other? Shall the party who has obtained a ruling 
in his favor in the court below on full argument and hearing be deprived 
of the right to the opinion of that member of the court who has sat 
below? Why is it that he should not have the right to the judgment, 
the opinion of the full court, and not of a member less than the full 
court? 

The Senator says that it is impossible, that you might as well under- 
take to convert a bronze statue as to change the mind of a judge who 
has once made up his mind in the court below. The Senator’s expe- 
rience in such matters differs very much from mine, if that be his 
opinion. Again and again I could name in my own practice, I could 
name from the bench of my own State, cases well known, cases of great 
public importance, where the judges have given opinions overruling the 
opinions they had themselves expressed at nisi prius. Of course every- 
body knows that a nisi prius opinion is an opinion given without the 
opportunity ordinarily for the full and thorough examination of the 
case and the authorities which is had in the hearing in banc; and the 
fact that the judge had ruled one way at nisi prius} with a man possess- 
ing the judicial quality either of integrity or fairness, or independence. 
or intelligence, would be ordinarily a matter of the very slightest 


wW t. 

Tonla, if it were worth while to take up theattention of the Senate, 
recount from memory instance after instance of important causes where 
the judges in my own State and part of the country have given opinions, 
as the organ of the full bench, reversing the opinions they had given at 
the trial below. I do not believe any member of this body who has 
ever sat on a bench would admit that it was any harder for him to dea} 
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fairly with a case that he had heard at nisi prius than with a case that 
had been heard by one of his associates. The prevailing motive in the 
mind of the judge, other than the motive to do his duty, is to go into 
the history of jurisprudence and into the reports with opinions and 


judgments, which will be ized and accepted by the profession and 
the public as sound. The judge speaks in giving his opinion, not 
merely to the parties to the suit, he speaks to the profession, to the 
generation, and to generations after, centuries perhaps after the time 
when the original opinion is given, and the question is very unimpor- 
tant to him whether he turned out to be right in the first impression com- 
pared with being i and having his opinion recognized as a 
clear and shining beacon-light along the pathways of jurisprudence to 
those who come after him. 

Mr. PIKE. Mr. President, I am in favor of the passage of this bill 
as it stands. My experience is entirely different from that of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts in the matter of which hespeaks. In our State 
it was found necessary to enact a law just like this, and at the time it 
was enacted I took occasion to examine the statutes of the States of the 
Union, and I venture to say it will be found now that three-fourths of 
the States of this Union have a provision like that which is contained 
in the bill before us. The idea can not be correct that when a judge 
has passed upon a question of law in the court below, has formed an 
opinion, has given a construction to any law, he is wholly impartial 
when he comes to consider the case in the court above. It may be the 
ore that he is impartial, but it is a presumption contrary to the 

t. 


I believe there should be an impartial hearing on the question of law 
when it comes to the full bench, and I deem it absolutely n that 
the man who has given an opinion in the court below should not actin 
the decision of that question. - He becomes a champion of his own 
opinion, it seems to me, and his mind is not as open as if he had not 
formed an opinion and expressed it in the court below. 

I hope the bill will pass without amendment. 

Mr. VEST. When what was known as the Davis bill reorganizing 
the judiciary into circuits was before the Senate this question was 
elaborately discussed, I think the discussion lasted for some two or 
three hours upon some three or four successive days, and the Senate by 
a very large majority, my recollection is at least three or four to one, 
decided in favor of the principle which is incorporated in the bill ad- 
vocated by the Senator from Arkansas, that the nisi prius judges should 
not sit in the appellate tribunal. I think almost the universal testi- 
mony of Senators upon this floor who expressed themselves at that 
time (I recollect distinctly the argument made by the Senator from New 
York now before me [ Mr. LAPHAM] and by other Senators) was against 
the practice of allowing nisi prius judges to sit in the appellate court. 

In my own State of Missouri we tested this thing very fully and fairly. 
We organized there some years ago what was known as a district court 
in which five circuit court judges sat in banc upon the cases that they 
had tried on the circuits. My experience was, and I undertake to say 
that the decisions of that district court will show, that not one case was 
reversed out of twenty; and yet in the supreme court to which the 
eases afterwards went it is safe to say that one was reversed in about 
three or four. 

An appeal from the decision of a judge is an attack upon his judg- 
ment. TheSenator from Massachusetts may deliver, and I do not ques- 
tion their propriety, eulogies upon judicial character and judicial fair- 
ness; yet we all know that judges are simply men. 

Mr. LAPHAM. The Senator means to state it asa fact that the judge 
regards an appeal as an attack upon his judgment? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, as a matter of course. I mean to say that when you 
appeal from the judgment of'a judge it is stating to him that you think 
he is wrong, that he has erred as to the law. It is an attack upon his 
private opinion, and as a matter of course he would be a little more or 
less than man unless he undertook to defend it. 

I do not know that I have ever verified it by actual observation or 
actual examination, but I have heard it stated that the:greatest lawyer 
who ever sat upon the Supreme Bench of the United States, Chief-Jus- 
tice Marshall, was never known to reverse his opinion, especially as to 
constitutional Jaw, when he had expressed it upon the circuit. 

Moreover, as the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE] has sug- 
gested, the judge at nisi prius from whom an appeal is taken becomes 
necessarily the advocate afterward of his own judgment and of his 
own opinion. Speaking with all due respect of the judiciary, the man 
who delivers the opinion below is found to advocate it afterward in 
the appellate court, where the lawyer upon the other side can not meet 
him face to face to answer his ent. On accountof his association 
with the rest of the appellate bench he has their confidence and he has 
a peculiar position, which gives his arguments made in the appellate 
tribunal an undue influence, I submit of course not in any corrupt sense, 
but an undue influence in regard to the final decision of the cause. 

A trial on an appeal should be a new trial; and when you try the 
same case before the same judge with the odds against you, with his 
pride of opinion, with his disposition to maintain his own judgment, iv 
a not a new trial really and emphatically within the meaning'of the 
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Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I think the provision of the bill pro- 


to be stricken out is a very important one. The bar, by a very 

rge majority, so far as I am apprised of their opinion in my own sec- 

tion, desire a in the law to this effect; and so far as I am advised 

of the opinion of the lawyers of the country generally it is to the same 
effect. 

The argument of the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts seems 
to me to rest upon a radically erroneous basis. It assumes that judges 
never decide causes from any other than proper motives; that they are 
infallible; that they never have political ambition; that they never de- 
cide against their own judgment and knowledge of the law; and it ex- 
cludes all that class of cases where judges may be actuated, 2s they 
often are, by improper motives. 

Again, what is the principle on which an appeal to another tribunal 
is taken? Itis for a new hearing, for a new trial, for a new considera- 
tion, not by the same person but by another and adifferentauthority. If 
that be the principle, if we are to appeal from the judgment of one to 
the judgment of another, why violate it by keeping the same person as 
a part of the constituent tribunal? Why falsify the very proposition 
upon which we are proceeding when we take the judge who has sat and 
pronounced and affirmed a judgment, and make hima of atribunal 
which has beenselected because it was another and a différent tribunal? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third ing, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GARLAND, the title was amended so as to read: 
“A bill to amend section 673 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to the quorum of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and for other purposes.’’ 


PROTECTION OF CIVIL RIGHTS. 


. The bill (S. 15) to provide for the further protection of citizens of the 
United States and others against the violation of certain rights secured 
to them by the Constitution of the United States, was announced as next 
in order upon the Calendar. 

Mr. CALL. This is a very important bill and one likely to lead to 
discussion. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] if he 
desires to proceed with it to-day? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EDMUNDS], who had 
a large share in the original preparation of the bill, is absent from his 
seat at this time and I understand is absent from the Capitol. I should 
not want the bill to lose its place, but I am quite willing, if any Sen- 
ator hasany business which he desires to have dealt with this afternoon, 
to let it be laid aside informally. 

Mr. CALL. I suggest that it be allowed to go over, retaining its 
place on the Calendar. 

Mr. BECK. Without prejudice. 

Mr. CALL. Without prejudice. 

Mr. GARLAND. When it was reached before, in the absence of the 
Senator from Massachusetts I made the suggestion that the bill hold 
its place on the Calendar. I suggest that we make the same order 
now. 

Mr. HOAR. I believe the Senator from Vermont does not himself 
propuse to discuss the bill at length. I havean impression that that is 

is feeling about it; but still as he, as the Senator from Arkansas is 
aware, had a good deal to do with framing it, Ishould rather he should 
be present when the discussion of the bill takes place. 

Mr. GARLAND. Then letit go over informally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to letting the bill 
go over informally, holding its place on the Calendar under Rule IX? 

he Chair hears none. It is so ordered. 


MARITIME LIENS. 


The bill (S. 415) regulating maritime liens and remedies and to secure 
uniformity in the enforcement of the rights of material-men in courts 
of admiralty was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is an adyerse report. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘TheSenate is proceeding under Rule 
IX, and an objection does not carry a bill over. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask unanimous consent, as the report is adverse, 
that the bill may go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the bill being 
passed over, the report being adverse. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I have no objection to that course if the bill does 
not lose its place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to passing the bill 
over informally, it holding itsplace on the Calendar? [‘‘Consent!’’] 
The Chair hears no objection. 

JOHN FRASER, 

The bill (S. 830) for the relief of John Fraser was announced as next 
in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. INGALLS. That bill has been passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itstands upon a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill provides for compensation to a gentleman who 
was acting as the architect of the Bureau of Engraying and Printing, 
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who was called to fill the place of Supervising Architect during the sus- 
pension of Mr. Hill. The Committee on Claims allowed to him com- 
tion at the rate of the fixed for the higher service. After 

the bill passed the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] thought 
he could satisfy the Senate that in the peculiar circumstances of this 
case Mr. Fraser ought to be paid for both services, contrary to the gen- 
eral policy of the Senate; and there are some very strong reasons for that 
view. I see the Senator from Nebraska is not present. I think the bill 
had better stand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator make the request 
that the bill be over? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. y 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
that the motion to reconsider may be passed over informally, the bill 
holding its place on the Calendar. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

GEORGE H. CARLYLE. 


The bill (S. 375) for the relief of George H. Carlyle was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. INGALLS. Imake thesame suggestion in that case, there being 
an adverse report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks that 
the bill be informally passed over, there being an adverse report. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. Unless some Senator wishes to oppose the adverse re- 
port, I suggest that the bill be di of. 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill must have been placed upon the Calendar 
at the request of some Senator. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I intended to request that the bill be passed over 
until the attorney, who is now absent from the city, can have an op- 
portunity of preparing a petition for a rehearing and a reconsideration 
of the case, which he desires, as he has additional evidence and some 
points of law to present that were overlooked by the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to passing over the 
bill informally, leaving it in its place on the Calendar? The Chair 
hears none, 

HEIRS OF MAURICE GRIVOT. 


The bill (S. 87) for the relief of the heirs of Maurice Grivot was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay Marie Emma 
Nicholas and Anne Elodie Jaques, heirs of Maurice Grivot, late of New 
Orleans, La., $962.85, in satisfaction of money and property taken by 
the Government and in full payment of their claim. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the report be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. JACK- 
son January 23, 1884: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 87) for the relief 
of the heirs of Maurice Grivot, have considered the same, and respectfully re- 


port: 

That this committee had this case under consideration during the first session 
of the Forty-seventh Congress and made a favorable report thereon, which 
upon reconsideration they again adopt, as follows: 

he Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 392) for the relief 
of the heirs of Maurice Grivot, having examined the same, make the following 
re 


rt: 
hat Marie Emma Nicholas and Anne Elodie zagoa are the heirs at law of 
Maurice Grivot, who was a citizen of the State of Louisiana ; that said Grivot 
was a depositor in the branch of the Louisiana State Bank at New Orleans, and 
that on the 17th day of August, 1863, there stood to his credit in said bank the 
sum of $1,574.79, which was taken ion of by the military authorities of the 
United States, then in the occupation of the city of New Orleans, under the fol- 
bat bee, Sar en gy pi > 

On the 17th of August, 1863, an order was issued, by command of Major-Gen- 
eral Banks, then in command of the De; ment of the Gulf, requiring the sev- 
eral banks and banking associations of New Orleans to pay over, without de- 
lay, to the chief quartermaster of the Army, or to such oi r of his department 
as he might designate, all money in their possession belonging to or standing 
upon their books to the credit of any person as an enemy of the 
United States, or en, in any manner inthe military, naval, or civil service 
of the so-called “ Confederate States, or who should have been, or might here- 
after be, convicted of rendering any aid or comfortto the enemies of the United 
States.” ` The order declared that those funds would “be held and accounted 
for by the Quartermaster’s Department, subject to the future adjudication of the 
Government of the United States.” 

Under and in obedience to this order the Branch of the Louisiana State Bank 
paid over to the acting quartermaster the balance standing on its books to the 
credit of Maurice Grivot, who seemsto have been registe as an enemy of the 
United States, It appears from the receipts and accounts of the quartermaster 
to whom this balance of $1,574.79 belonging to Grivot was d that the sum of 
$611.94 was received in confederate funds and the sum of .85 in par or cur- 
rent funds, Why a portion of theamount was paid and received in confederate 
funds isnot explained, The United States authorities do not a r to have 
made any use of the confederate funds. The par funds ($962.55), with like funds 
received under said General Order No. 202 from other banks, amounting in the 
aggregate to $44,692.43, were taken up in August, 1883, and expended by the quar- 
termaster for the ordinary purposes of the Quartermaster's Department. The 
order of the commanding general directed the fund ™' to be held and accounted 
for by the Quartermaster's Department, subject to the futureadjudication of the 


Government of the United States.” And the chief quartermaster, in his order 


desi, ting Captain McClure, acting quartermaster, as the officer to receive said 
a % directed him to * hold this money and account for it to the United States 
reasury, 


It further appears that subsequently, in agen under the act of J a, li, 
1862, entitled “An act to suppress insurrection, to punish treason and rebellion 

to seize and confiscate the property of rebels, and for other purposes,” in the 
case of the “ United States vs, The right, title, interest, and estate of M. Grivot 
in and to household effects,” the sum of .34 was paid into the Treasury of 
the United States by the clerk of the United States district court-of Louisiana. 
This sum of $220,314 was the realized pe the sale of said Grivot’s house- 


proceeds 
hold effects under said libel suit. No judicial proceedings were ever had to 


confiscate or condemn the funds of Grivot received from thebank. The 
bill proposes to return to the heirs of said Grivot the sum of $1,795.13 (be: the 


resent 


amounts received by the Government from the bank and from the confiscated 
Do neeaain onena), with interest at the rate of 6 percent. per annum from August, 
until paid. 

The proceedings to confiscate the household effects of Grivot are presumed to 
have been regularly conducted in pursuance of law, and operated to divest him 
and his heirs of all right, title, and interest in and to the property condemned 
and the pr real from its sale, Your committee can see no und or 
principle upon which the heirs can properly make any equitable to this 
part of the fund; nor can Shey Tocognizo the liability of the United States to re- 
turn to the claimants in par ds the amount ($611.94) the bank turned over to 
the quartermaster in confederate funds, which appear to have been worthless 
to the Government. 

The only remaining question raised by the facts and circumstances above de- 
tailed is whether there is any duty or obligation, | or equitable, on the part 
of the Government to return or pay over to the heirs of Grivot the amount of 
par funds ging iri to him which were received from the bank. 

At the close of the war Grivot sought redress against the bank in the State 
courts of Louisiana, but failed to recover, the court holding that the a 
order under which the money was paid over was a protection to the bank. e 
or his heirs, therefore, have only the Government to look to for reimbursement, 
and whether such reimbursement should be made by the United States Pp 
involves a consideration of the validity of General Order No. 202, under whi 
the fund was turned over. The object and pu: ofthe order was not to sup- 
ply military wants and necessities, but simply to impound and confiscate the 
moneys of persons registered as enemies of the United States. Had the com- 
manding general of the department in August, 1863, Autoriz to issue such an 
order? This is notan open question. The Supreme Court of the United States 
in the case of Planters’ vs. Union Bank (16 Wallace, 494 to 497) had occasion 
to pass upon the validity of this very order, and it was there decided, in Decem- 
ber, 1872, that General Banks had no authority to make said order, and that it 
was wholly invalid. The following extract from the opinion of the court will 
show the reasoning and principle on which the decision was rested. The court 


says: 

“The validity of the order is, therefore, the first thing to beconsidered. Itwas 
made, as we have seen, on the 17th of oe eo 1863. Then the city of New Or- 
leans was ae poonranon of the United States forces. It had been captured 
more than months before that time, and undisturbed possession was 
maintained eyer after its capture. Hence the order was no attempt to seize 

roperty ‘flagrante bello,’ nor was ita seizure for immediate use of the Army. 

t was simply an attempt to confiscate private property, which, though it may 
be subjected to confiscation by legislative authority, is, according tothe modern 
law of nations, exempt from capture as booty of war. Still, asthe war had not 
ceased, though it was not flagrant in the district, and as General Banks was in 
command of the district, it must be conceded that he had power to doall that 
the laws of war permitted, except so faras he was restrained by the pledged 
faith of the Government or by the effect of Congressional legislation. A pledge, 
however, had been given that rights of property should be respected. When 
the city was surrendered tothe Army under General Butler a proclamation 
was issued, dated May 1, 1862, one clause of which was as follows: ‘All the rights 
of property of whatever kind will be held inviolate, subject only to the laws of 
the United States.’ This, as was remarked in the case of the Venice (2 Wallace, 
258), ‘only reiterated the rules established ed thel tive and executive action 
of the National Government in respect to the portions of the Statesin insurrec- 
tion occupied and controlled by the troops of the Union.’ That action, it was 
said, indicated erit pengi of the Government to be, not to districts occu- 

ied and controlled by national troops as in actual insurrection, or theirinhab- 

tants as subject in most to treatment as enemies. Substantial, com- 
plete, and permanent military occupation and control was held to draw atter it 
the full measure of protection to persons and property consistent with a neces- 
sary subjection to military government. 

“ We do not assert that anything in General Butler's proclamation exempted 
property within the occupied district from liability to confiscation as enemies’ 
property, if in truth it was such. All that is now said is that after that procla- 
mation private property in the district was not subject to military seizure as 
booty of war. But admitting as we do that private property remained subject 
to confiscation, and also that the p: ion applied exclusively to inhabitants 
of the district, it is undeniable that confiscation was possible only to the extent 
and in the manner poenas by the acts of Sg? pe These acts were 
on the 6th Augu 1, and on the 17th July, 1862. No others authorized the 
confiscation of private property, and they prescribed the manner in which alone 
confiscation could be made. hey designated Government agents for seizing 
enemies’ property, and they directed the mode of procedure for its condemna- 
tion inthecourts. Thesystem devised was necessarily exclusive. Noauthority 
was given toa ped A commandant, as such, to effect wand confiscation, * * * 
It is therefore of little importance to inquire what, under the general laws of war, 
are the rights of a conqueror, for during the recent civil war the Government oi 
the United States asserted no general right in virtue of conquest to compel the 
paymentof private debts toitself. Onthecontrary, it wasimpliedly disclaimed, 
except so far as the acts of 1861 and 1862asserted it. These enactments, declaring 
that private property SO ane. to certain classes of persons might be confis- 

, in the manner ie y coset themselves expressive of an in- 
tent that the rights of conquest should not be exercised against private prey 
except in the cases mentioned and in the manner pointed out. * * è Itfollows, 
then, that the order of General Banks was one which he had no authority to 
make, and that his direction to the bank to pay the quartermaster of the Army 
the debt due the Planters’ Bank was wholly invalid.” 

The Supreme Court having thus decided that the ee of the commanding 
general of the department to enforce by military order the confiscation acts of 
Congress against the property and effects of rebellious citizens of the United States 
was without authority and invalid, and it further appearing that there has neyer 
been any judicial procedure for the condemnation of the funds thus seized as 

ed and required by the confiscation acts of 1861 and 1862, so as to divestand 
defeat the private rights and interests of the owner, it follows that the United 
States acquired no valid title under that seizure to the money of Grivot, who 
before his death received full and complete amnesty from the Government, which 
removed the only ground on which confiscation or an actual divestiture of his 
interests could be predicated. The possession obtained by the Government 
under the unauthorized order of its commanding officer conferred upon it no 
higher or stronger right to this fund than that acquired by a seizure under the 
captured-and-abandoned-property acts. The Government simpy possession 
of the fund, with the right to have it condemned and confiscated in the exclusive 
mode and manner directed and presecri by the confiscation acts of 1861 and 
1862, but before exercising this right, which was necessary toa valid divestiture 
of the owner's title and to perfect its own, the Government confers upon the 
owner complete amnesty for all the past offenses which entitled it to confiscate 
the fund. This grant of amnesty was a voluntary surrender and abandonment 
by the United States of its right to complete and perfect that judicial condemna- 
tion of the fund which was necessary to defeat the owner's interest. Having 
been pardoned before any legai and valid divestiture of his mighis was had, the 
acts of Congress and the decisions of the Supreme Court entitle the ownersor 
his legal representatives to the full benefit of a restoration of his prvperty as 
coe as though no seizure had ever been made or military coitiscation 
attempted. 
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Under the authority of ieradies United States (13 Wallace, 154) and Par- 
goud vs. United States (16 Wallace, 156) the claimants in the present case, if they 
could sue the Government, would be entitled to recover thìs fund. Will Con- 
gress deny to them, simply because it has the power to withhold, what the courts 
of the United States would allow as a valid right? To do so would be the exer- 
cise of a punitive power, destructive of the rights which the clemency of the 
executive department have lawfully restored. It would presenta singular anom- 
aly for Congress to deny rights recognized by the judicial and executive depart- 
ments of the Government. 

Your committee therefore consider thatthe money belonging to Grivot to the 
extent of $962.85, received, asaforesaid, by the Government in par funds, should 
ue es a to his heirs at law; and they accordingly recommend the passage of 
the 4 

Mr. CONGER. I think this is a test case. Itis true jt involves but 
a small amount of money, it is apparently of trivial importance, but if 
it be decided by the Senate on the principles involved in this report of 
the committee, it must necessarily open the way by precedent and by 
authority for paying out not only this little sum of $900, but millions 
upon millions of money to compensate for moneys and property taken 
by the United States during the war. 

I can not see, on reading this report of the committee over and over 
again, upon what principle the committee could recommend to the Sen- 
ate that thisclaim be paid. The argument is finely drawn; the logic is 
well spun out; no man can tell from the report exactly where and how 
the general rule, the general law, is affected by this bill. A decision 
of the Supreme Court is quoted here which, in my judgment, has no 
application to thisease. The very report shotvs that in regard to house- 
hold effects and other property taken during the war, where the mat- 
ter was contested, the United States held the property, and the courts 
decided that it was lawfully held and taken at about the same time 
and in the same manner and under the same circumstances as this. Is 
it contended that the heirs, or the principal himself if living, could 
come into any court authorized by law and recover this money against 
the United States under the general principles of international law? 

This money, as I believe, was a part of a fund seized and taken by 
the confederate government and ordered to be held in the Louisiana 
State Bank, which was the depository of the confederate money in New 
Orleans, for the purposes and uses of the confederate government, as 
much the property of and subject to the control and to be used for the 
use and benefit of the confederate authorities as any money in their 
treasury or under their control. It did not consist of United States 
funds alone. There were gathered together confederate money and 
other money in one sum. If this Government is liable to pay back this 
amount of money, it is just as much liable to pay back the similar sum 
in confederate money, or what was its value at the time it was taken, 
as it is this, and the committee should have so reported. If there is 
any reason for paying back to the heirs of this man any money what- 
ever, it is to pay back the value of the property taken, and this com- 
mittee should have ascertained what at the date of the capture of this 
property the confederate money was worth and should have so reported, 
and it would have so reported but for the fact that that would have 
been a monstrous proposition which would not meet with favor here; 
and yet these heirs have as much right to the value of the confederate 
money on deposit in this bank as to the value of the other money de- 
posited. There is no reason for the distinction. Whether it was money 
or property, whether it was bullion or confederate notes, whatever was 
the value of the property taken by the United States, if the Government 
is liable to refund any of it, it is liable to refund it all in full. 

I call the attention of Senators to this ing case; itis the first one 
of this particular class which has been presented to the Senate. On 
the reasoning of the committee, on the references of the committee, on 
this bird's-eye view, this far-off, little-end-of-the-telescope view of the de- 
cision of the United States courts, which does not in my judgmentapply 
at all to aclass of cases like this; on this report, which pretends to pay 
back the value of one kind of property seized, but does not pretend on 
the same principle and for the same reason to pay the value of another 
kind seized at the same time, coming within the same requirements, 
coming within the decisions, if either part does come within the decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court—on this we are asked to pay back a portion 
of this deposit. There is a lame place in this report to which I call 
the attention of the eager and watchful chaifman of the Committee on 
Claims, which has escaped his attention, and which I have had occasion 
to consider in this case and in other cases; and I also invoke the atten- 
tion of the gentleman who made the report, of whosereports I have had 
the pleasure to say heretofore, and also from my association with him as 
a member of the Committee on Claims in the last Congress, that he is 
generally careful and prudent and watchful, and reports according to 
the facts and according to the law as he understands it; but I think he 
has overlooked in this case the essential elements that should govern it. 

This $900 is of but little importance. The Government can vote that 
at any time as a gratuity, or as an equity, or as a bonus, or from sym- 
pathy with heirs, orin any way it pleases; but upon this report and 
upon its reasoning I venture to say that in the of the United 
States, subject to a like call and subject to a like report from that or 
any other committee alpen, Sein of such things, there are millions 
upon millions of dollars to be affected. The most dangerous bills that 
have ever been introduced into Congress, the most dangerous bills that 
ever have been passed in either branch of Congress, are those of small 
amount, connected with a kind of sympathy for heirs, for widows, for 


persons who have departed from the scene of active life, and have left 
to inherit legacies, not of having been engaged in the rebellion, but of 
possible claims against this Government. 

Sir, if there was through the whole period of the war any city or any 
territory or any property taken under the rules of war subject to 
seizure, subject to appropriation, subject to the uses of the Government, 
it was the property within New Orleans of banks and capital placed 
there and used there without stint and without restriction subject to 
the order and the authority of the confederate government. This was 
a part of that fund, disguise itas you may. Maurice Grivot was in 
actual and open and daily and continuous rebellion against this Gov- 
ernment. The reportshows it; the facts prove it. Even his household 
effects were seized and sold; he could not hold the furniture and the 
books in his house at New Orleans because he was an open, avowed, 
rebellious enemy of the United States, and the courts decided that the 
seizure of that property was lawful. It was not a confiscation; it was 
the seizure of the property of am enemy taken flagrante bello. New 
Orleans was captured; New Orleans was a rebel territory and city; it was 
captured by the strong arm of war; it was subdued under our guns; it 
yielded only to an inevitable necessity. In all that city and in all that 
region there were no forces and no powers and no influences and no 
voices during all of that time raised in behalf of the Government of the 
United States. It was captured and subject by the laws of war to all 
the extremities to which a beleagured and captured city could be ex- 
posed. It does not answer to say that the commanders of our forces 
issued lenient orders; it does not answer to say that as little hardships 
and as few trials were imposed on this captured and belligerent people 
as possible. 

Now come up those who suffered as enemies, and whose property was 
taken as enemies’ property in a twofold sense—first, being, asis alleged 
in this report, the property of an open, avowed enemy; and second, as 
being taken in the custody of the depository of the confederate govern- 
ment, the Louisiana State Bank, which held and controlled the funds of 
the confederate government there. Why was not the question I pro- 
pounded before when I spoke on this subject answered by some one? 
Was not the Lonisiana State Bank the depository of the moneys of the 
confederate government? Was it not the financial agent of that gov- 
ernment in New Orleans? Did it not hold its money and transact its 
business? Was not this very money a forced loan to that government 
while in the bank, and then, as far as there could be any legal control 
of it, under the legal control and disposition of the confederate govern- 
ment? Noone answers this. All the answer there is to this is that 
some time after the city was captured, some time after the Federal troops 
had possession of the city and full control there, this Grivot came for- 
ward under a necessity and under a power he could not control and for 
his own p came in and took the oath of allegiance to receive the 
benefit of a political amnesty, not to settle the rights of the confederate 
government in property or the rights of the General Government to his 
property or the property of the bank. Itall turns on that little point in 
this report which says that having received the benefit of the amnesty 
(which means nothing more than that forhis own safety and for hisown 
interest he came forward and declared his allegiance to the Government 
against which he had been contending), that covers, like the mantle of 
charity, a multitude of sins, and that hides from the vision of Sena- 
tors not only the disloyalty of the past but hides all defenses which 
this Government could set up against a claim for the restoration of this 
money. 

These are very serious questions, I tell you, Mr. President, that 
when it is once understood by the people of these United States that the 
precedent can be set in these little trivial bills by which this Govern- 
ment shall be made to pay back either to the individuals or their heirs 
all that vast amount of property destroyed, damaged, taken, used, put 
in the Treasury, put in the quartermasters’ hands, and used for the 
Army—whenever the people of this nation see (and I hope they will ex- 
amine this question and examine this report and see what it means), 
then they will call upon us to rebut such presumptions as this involves. 
Then when the pressure comes on the American people to raise taxes 
to repair all that infinite damage and loss to individuals and commu- 
nities by the war, such bills as this will not pass with only my slight 
opposition, but every man here will be called upon by the people of 
the United States to reverse such a precedent and reverse such a de- 
cision. If the precedent be set, we shall be called upon to pass laws 
that will protect the Treasury of the United States from this kind of 
semi-judicial plunder and will protect the people of the United States 
from the immense and overwhelming taxation that must follow the 
continuing to settle these claims upon the precedent which this bill 
will establish. 

Sir, I know that I am speaking in the face of a report of a committee 
which for its own sake and its own honor will be defended here. The 
principles upon which this report is made will be defended here. Ido 
not expect to stop the passage of this bill. The most I expect to do is 
to call attention to the subject, to the principle upon which the bill 
is pro; to be passed, to the precedent which is about to be estab- 
lished, ay, which has been established heretofore and is referred to in 
many cases of like kind as the decision of Congress upon the subject of 
these old war claims. But, sir, having said these few words on this 
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subject, I hope to have a record of the views of Senators by a yea and 


nay vote upon this class of cases, so thatif this is to be used as a prece- 
dent in the future and shall be shown to be dangerous it may be seen 
that it did not pass without contest and that it did not pass without 


protest. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, I ask the indulgence of the Senate 
for only a few moments, while I notice some of the errors into which 
the Senator from Michigan has fallen, 

This claim, Maurice Grivot having been amnestied and granted a par- 
don, stands precisely on the same footing as the claim of Franklin, 
administrator of Armfield, which was passed by the Senate a few days 
ago, and passed with the approval of the Senator from Michigan. The 
Senator from Michigan was a member of the Committee on Claims when 
this report was first made, was present when it was considered, and did 
not then himself point out the dangers that he thinks now are involved 
in this allowance. 

Further, Mr, President, he labors under a very serious misapprehen- 
sion in regard to the facts. There is nothing in the papers showing, 
there is nothing to warrant the supposition in which he indulges, that 
this fund was held on account of the confederacy in that bank. It stood 
to the credit of Grivot. He brought his bill, as originally presented to 
the Senate, for $1,795, made up of the confederate money that was to 
his credit as well as of the fand that had been confiscated, growing out 
of the confiscation proceedings in relation to his personal furniture. 
All that was disallowed by the committee. We awarded him simply 
that fand of $962 which the Government took possession of under the 
express order of the commanding officer, ‘‘ subject to the future adju- 
dication of the United States.’’ There has been no adjudication; but 
before making any adjudication the United States granted him amnesty 
and restored him to his full rights; they pardoned him and removed 
the only ground on which they could proceed to subject his property to 
confiscation and divest him of the title. 

That is the whole case, and it is precisely like the Armfield case 
passed by the Senate a few days ago. In this we follow the decision 
of the Supreme Court in various cases; we follow the decision of the 
Supreme Court and of the Court of Claims, construing theact of July 2, 
1864, which extended the provisions of the captured-and-abandoned- 
property act to the seizures made under the acts of 1861 and 1862. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, if the points I have made are good, it 
is no answer that I was or was not present, or that I was or was not a 
member of the Committee on Claims, or that I did hear or did not hear 
this report read in committee, I do not know the object of saying that. 
I will venture to say that the Senator from Tennessee, when I have been 
present in the Committee on Claims and any of these claims came up, 
has never known me to assent to the recommendation of the passage of 
a claim to which I ascribed the views I have of this. I have no recol- 
lection now of thisclaim among the hundreds that came before the com- 
mittee when I was a member. It was referred to a subcommittee of 
which I was not one. I will venture to say that the gentleman will not 
assert that I was one of the subcommittee to whom the claim was re- 
ferred. 

Mr. JACKSON. Oh, no; by no means. 

Mr. CONGER. Or that {in any way approved the principle, for I 
submit to the gentleman that continually I have opposed the class of 
claims that I consider this to belong to; and the charge of any incon- 
sistency, although it may be deserved, even if it be deserved, is my mis- 
fortune. I do not know that it, if true, would prevent me expressing 
what are now my views. This report is the report of an old commit- 
tee, adopted because it has been examined once; adopted, I suppose, by 
the new committee; I do not know; I do not inquire into the mode of 
these proceedi: I take the principle of this bill; Lask for the reasons 
that are given for its passage. If they are good and sound, no matter 
who presents it, whether it is one whose opinion ought, I think, to 
have weight, or whether it is one who speaks against the wind—if the 
opinions are true, the Senator can notignore them because of the gen- 

eman who presents them. The personality of this question is imma- 
terial tome. Ierras other men de. Bills pass perhaps to which I 
should give attention that I do not giveattention to; but if there be one 
thing for the long years I have served in Con which I have tried 
to watch and guard against carefully in this Tody and in the other it 
has been to prevent the introduction and passage of these bills which 
are used as precedents, as wedges to open the subject, and I think this 
is one. I think the p. where it is asserted in this report that taking 
an oath of allegiance, a compulsory oath, for one reason or another, not 
only restores a citizen to all rights but divests him of all that he may 
have done wrong in regard to property seized ‘before that oath of al- 
legiance was sworn is a misconstruction of the law. I think that in 
this case the decision of the Supreme Court which is quoted in the re- 
port does not apply at all. If that be the law, if claims of this kind 
are tocome here, if the decision of the Supreme Court covers all that 
class of cases of war claims and war losses and war damages, I tell 
Senators the time is coming soon when Congress will have something 
to do to make a law which shall overrule that decision of the Supreme 
Court—I do not say shall overrule the decision by legislation, but 
shall take away its applicability to this class of cases; for I do not be- 
lieve and can not believe that the representatives of the people of the 
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United States will dare follow out to its legitimate results the princi- 
ple of this bill. I may be mistaken in regard to it, but as I view it 
it opens the way for the payment of all kinds of claims for all kinds 
of property taken and used darog e war from those who were in 
hostility to this Government. If that be it, then, decision of the Su- 
preme Court or no decision, Congress will be called upon in a voice that 
they must understand to pass some law which shall stop the ruin, the 
wrong, the taxation, the burdens which will overwhelm the American 
people and make those who sacrificed so much of life and health and 
blood and treasure to save this Government regret that it was saved 
at all. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of the Senator 
who reported this bill why it is that Grivot could not have brought a 
suit in the Court of Claims during his lifetime to recover this amount, 
or whether he had not some tribunal in some of the commissions which 
have been established for adjudicating Southern claims to which he 
might have appealed? 

Mr. JACKSON. My recollection is that he died in 1867 or 1868. 

Mr. PLATT. Then his administrator or executor could have taken 
his place if he had a right of action. 

Mr. JACKSON. He had a right of action until August, 1868, in the 
Court of Claims. 

Mr PLATT. I confess, Mr. President, that I do not see from any- 
thing in the report why these heirs, if this is a valid and legal claim 
against the Government of the United States, have not had an oppor- 
tunity to pursue their remedy in the Court of Claims; and if they have 
failed to do so, I think it becomes a question of policy whether we are 
now to remove in this case the bar of the statute of limitations. We 
refuse to remove it in many cases, but I should like that point to be 
made clear, if any Senator can make it clear. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, Maurice Grivot was a registered 
enemy of the United States. Whether he was in the military or naval 
service of the confederacy does not appear, but that he was an open 
and avowed rebel is not denied. He confessed it by asking, after the 
war was closed and before the termination of his life, for amnesty, 
which it appears by the report was granted, although the date is not 
given. After the seizure of this money in the Lonisiana State Bank 
at New Orleans proceedings were commenced against him to forfeit 
the right, title, interest, and estate which he had in and to household , 
effects then and there being in the State of Louisiana. Those proceed- 
ings were prosecuted to a successful result. His effects were sold be- 
cause he was a rebel, because he was an enemy of the United States, 
because he was engaged either in the military, naval, or civil service 
of the confederacy, and the sum of $220.34 was paid into the Treasury 
of the United States and there it remains to-day; and no heir of Mau- 
rice Grivot, no personal representative of Maurice Grivot, has ever had 
the hardihood to appear and claim that those proceedings were null 
and void or should be revoked. Their justice was recognized by the 
claimant and by his heirs. There never was any denial that he was 
an enemy of the United States Government and that when this money 
was seized he was in the employ in some capacity of the confederate 
government. 

I should like to know some reason or hear some statement from the 
committee upon what ground it is, if this avowed enemy of the United 
States is entitled to have this money that was seized refunded to him, 
why he is not entitled to be made whole, why his estate should not be 
refunded the entire amount that was taken from him because he was a 
rebel. 

There is a very attenuated, very fine-spun, and very nicely regulated 
argument here in this report to show that in consequence of the amnesty 
of the applicant in whose behalf the heirs now make this claim Jong 
after this seizure was made, long after his right to this property 
been forfeited, admitted to be forfeited, recognized as forfeited by him 
and by all persons entitled to claim under him, there was some myste- 
rious relation backward by which in consequence of the pardon granted 
to him just before his death his heirs, twenty years after the war closed, 
more than twenty years after this property was seized, after it has re- 
mained in the undisputed possession of the Government of the United 
States, are now entitled to come in and claim that it shall be refunded. 

Mr. President, the note of alarm that has been sounded by the Sena~ 
tor from Michigan is well made. Thisisa test case; and if upon such a 
claiin as that set forth in this report where there was amnesty made 
long after the act of forfeiture had oceurred, after the man’s property 
had been confiscated by a decree of a court of competent jurisdiction— 
proceedings that were admitted to be regular, whose authority never was 
denied—if Congress is to be asked to open the doors of the Treasury to 
claims like this, then we shall need, instead of reducing our revenues, 
increase them to pay the claims that may come up under this prece- 

ent. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator from Kansas I think 
misapprehends this case. At thetime this money wasseized there stood 
to the credit of Grivot on the books of the bank the sum of $1,574.79, 
Of this sum $611.94 was received in confederate notes. It does not ap- 
pear thatthe confederate funds were of any value at that time in fact or 
that they were utilized by the Government of the United States. Con- 
sequently the committee disallowed that amount entirely. 
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Mr. INGALLS. That is so much. : 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Yes; that is so much. There is 
another amount, two hundred and some odd dollars, which was realized 
from the sale of Grivot’s household furniture. Proceedings were com- 


menced in one of the courts for the purpose of confiscating the furniture 
of Grivot. Those proceedings were prosecuted to final judgment, not 
inst this money, but against his househo)Jd furniture. 

Mr. INGALLS. Because he was a rebel. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Very well; because he was a rebel. 
I say that the proceedings for confiscation of his household furniture 
were prosecuted to final judgment, and upon the decree rendered in 
that case his household furniture was sold and the proceeds covered 
into the Treasury of the United States. Now, the committee—— 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. Those proceedings were after the seizure of this 
money in bank. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It is immaterial for the purposes of 
this case whether it was after or before. 

Mr. INGALLS. It shows the situation at the time the money was 
seized. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It is admitted that at the time the 
money was seized he was an enemy of the United States. No one 
denies that. I say the committee assumed that the proceedings in 
the confiscation case against the household furniture of Grivot were 
regular, that judgment not having been appealed from or reversed, and 
consequently the committee disallow the claim for that. The other 
amount was the sum of $962.85 in par or current funds. That was 
seized at the same time that the confederate funds were seized and 
turned over to the officer who was authorized by the commanding gen- 
eral to receive it. No proceedings whatever for the confiscation of this 
sum of nine hundred and odd dollars were ever commenced against 
Grivot or against this money. The committee were of the opinion that 
the title to this money did not pass from Grivot to the United States at 
the moment when it was seized under the order of General Banks, which 
the Supreme Court subsequently held was a void order. 

Mr. JACKSON. The Senator will allow me to suggest to him in that 
connection that it was ordered to be held subject to future adjudication. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I was just coming to that. As the 
Senator from Tennessee, who made this report and who is more familiar 
with the case than I am, states, it was seized to be held subject to the 
further adjudication of the United States. If the United States had 
chosen to go on and by judicial proceedings confiscate this money, the 
heirs of Grivot would have no claim to it now; butinstead of doing that 
the United States pardoned Grivot. After he was oned the United 
States could not have proceeded to confiscate. It is very similar to the 
cotton that was seized under the captured-and-abandoned-property act, 
sold by virtue of a law of the United States, and the proceeds covered 
into the Treasury. The owners of that cotton, within the time limited 
by the act, no matter whether they were loyal or disloyal, no matter 
whether they ever had been pardoned or not, could have commenced 
actions in the courts of the United States and recovered the value of that 
cotton. So here, this money was seized under the void order of General 
Banks; it was seized by the terms of the order to be held subject to 
further proceedings upon the part of the United States. No such pro- 
ceedings wereeverhad. Consequently the title to this money remained 
in Grivot and is now in his heirs. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will theSenator from Wisconsin allow me to ask 
a question ? z 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. Does not the decision of the Supreme Court on 
which the committee have based their report recognize the right of the 
commanding general in New Orleans to have seized this property for 
the use of the Army? A 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I do not see that that question isin- 
volved in this case. J 

Mr. HARRISON. I think it is directly involved. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I think not. 

Mr. HARRISON. Because if he had the right to seize it for that 
use, then I would question the Senator’s construction of the terms in 
which it was seized and the purpose for which it was seized. 

Mr. JACKSON. The Supreme Court decision expressly holds that 
this seizure was made to ree the confiscation acts of 1861 and 1862, 
and that the order of General Banks, No. 202, making the seizure was 
invalid and void, and that he had no authority to execute the confisca- 
tion acts of 1861 and 1862. 

Mr. HARRISON. But the Senator will see if he reads it that they 
did recognize his right as commanding officer there to seize that for the 
present use of the troops there, if he pleased. 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes, and to have it held subject to the adjudica- 
tion of the United States in confiscation proceedings, if the Government 
wished to confiscate it. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not understand that that language means 
that it was held subject to proceedings for condemnation in court, but 
to subsequent adjudication or disposition, any that might be made by 
the Government, whether by judicial decree or by legislative act. 


Mr. JACKSON. The Supreme Court expressly decided that the 
seizure made under that order No. 202 was not made for military 
purposes and to meet military necessities, but that it was an attempt 
to enforce the confiscation acts of 1861 and 1862, and therefore void. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. In point of fact what became of the 
money ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It went into the Treasury of the 
United States; isthere now. In substance it was used by the military 
authorities for the purpose of supplying the troops and was accounted 
for to the Government. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. It was used to pay debts of the Army ° 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It was used for Army purposes. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, To pay troops, supplies, & 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I presume so. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Does it appear as a fact that that dis- 
position was made of the money by General Banks? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It does appear that it was used by 
the Quartermaster’s Department and accounted for to the United States 
as money seized in the way that has been stated. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The ground of the decision of the com- 
mittee is that it was seized by an order of General Banks which was a 
void order. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. So the Supreme Court has held. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The ground is that the seizure was ille- 
gal and the title never passed from Grivot to the Government. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Yes, sir; the committee so found, 
that the title never passed, and consequently the heirs have a right to 
recoverthemoney. Thedistinction is made between this and the money 
that was realized from confiscation proceedings against the furniture of 
Grivot; and the confederate money, which wasof no use to the United 
States, is entirely excluded from consideration. 

Mr. PIKE. Mr. President, asa member of the Committee on Claims 
5 wish to state the grounds on which I gave my vote in favor of this 

ill. 

It seems that the personal property was condemned under the con- 
fiscation act, and of course that property does not come under the de- 
cision of the United States Supreme Court; but it does appear by the 
decision of the court that this fund which we propose to return, the 
$900 and over, did come into the national Treasury, and that the Gen- 
eral Government had the benefit of the money. It isin the national 
Treasury as a trust fund; it belongs to Grivot; it is there in trust: and 
my idea was that we should not apply the statute of limitations as 
against the cestuis i trust. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Will theSenator allow meto ask whether 
in point of fact this money ever did go into the Treasury ? 

Mr. PIKE. I understand it so. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The chairman of the committee does 
not understand it so. 

Mr. PIKE. Substantially it comes to that; it was used by the 
United States. I do not know that these exact dollars were paid into 
the United States Treasury, but they were used by the General Govern- 
ment and went to its benefit. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Used by the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment in New Orleans, and accounted for by the quartermaster to 
the Z 

Mr. CONGER. Was it not used just as beef or pork or flour or any 
other thing that was taken for the use of the Army, for the food of the 
soldiers? Does not exactly the same rule apply? 

Mr. PIKE. Idonot understand that it makes any difference whether 
money is paid to buy beef of me or whether the money is paid to me 
and I buy the beef. I do not understand that there is any distinction. 
I understand that this money went to the benefit of the United States, 
which is equivalent to saying it went into its Treasury. It holds it in 
trust, and the question before the committee was whether we should 
keep it from the cestwis que trust. 

Mr. DAWES. Ishould like to have the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire or some member of the committee answer this question: Has not 
the United States stretched a bar across these cestui que trust claims, and 
whether we shall remove that bar or not depends on the question 
whether the cestui que trust is free from fault—not legal fault, but actual 
fault? If there is any reason why the bar of the statute of limitations 
should be removed, such a reason as will form a safe precedent, I am 
willing to remove it; but I am not willing to remove it when he stands 
confessedly in actual fault, whatever the law may say about it. Then 
I ask, besides, whether there is any good reason why he did not assert 
himself before the statute took effect? 

Mr. PIKE. I would say, so far as my knowledge of the case goes, 
that all the committee considered this question, and they considered all 
the facts in the case bearing on the question whether or not the statute 
of limitations should apply as against these heirs, and we were satis- 
fied that under the circumstances it ought not; that there was good rea- 
son why they did not apply in time. 

Mr. DAWES. The report is absolutely silent, so far as [ have been 
able to discover, upon that question. The report does not suggest any 
reason why we should take notice of the existence of the statute of lim- 
itations. It proceeds upon the theory that the United States has pro- 
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vided this remedy for all time. We put a statute of limitations across 
-all honest claims, claims that have no taint of fraud of any kind in their 
origin, and the claimants sometimes come here and show good reasons 
in equity why we should relieve them from the statutes of limitations. 
But here a claimant comes, standing confessedly in the wrong, and his 
claim grows out of the wrong, but the law is such that if he proceeds 
within two years in the Court of Claims to recover this money he can 
recover it, 

Now, if there is in equity and fair dealing any good reason that can 
be put upon the record why this statute of limitations should be re- 
moved from him, I am willing to vote for the claim; but it ought to 
have gone into the report and it ought to have been made so prominent 
in the report that it would have been relieved from any precedent, any 
«conception in the mind of people situated like these individuals that the 
United States has declared that as to all claims growing out of the war 
no statute of limitations stood between them and the Treasury of the 
United States. bh 

Mr. PIKE. One word more. Since I have been a member of this 
committee, which is but a little while, I believe we have reported hardly 
one, if one, case where the statute of limitations would not have ap- 
plied; and further than this,we have passed very many bills removing 
the bar of the statute of limitations and permitting the case to be heard 
in the Court of Claims, of course for reasons satisfactory to the com- 
mittee, There were, as I have said, reasons satisfactory to the commit- 
tee why we should not interpose this bar now, but give back this 
money, which we understood, under the decision of the United States 
Supreme Court, belongs to these cestuis que trust. I am sorry those 
reasons are not in the report, if the fact be that they are not there 
stated. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I donot understand that there ever was 
a remedy in the Court of Claims or anywhere else for this claim, and 
the statement of any Senator on the floor of the Senate that there was 
has been inadvertent. Money has no earmark. This does not grow 
out of a contract, express or implied, with the United States, which is 
the only case where there isa remedy inthe CourtofClaims. This was 

-a deposit in a bank, which was seized by an order of General Banks, 
which the Supreme Court of the United States, ina suit pending between 
two parties in the New Orleans circuit and coming up from the circuit 

court of the United States to the Supreme Court, held was totally void. 
By that order this money which this man had deposited, if I have the 
facts in my recollection, was put into the Treasury. There it is now, 
to be held either to the use of the United States if they have the right- 
ful use of it or to the use of the parties equitably entitled if the pro- 
ceeding was wrong. There never being a remedy atany time in the 

‘Court of Claims or anywhere else except by application to Congress, of 
course no statute of limitations ever barred a remedy. This is not a 
question of removing the bar of the statute of limitations. 

My colleague raises another question for answer, which is whether 
the fault of the party whose property this was does not mingle itself 
with the transaction, so that we ought not after the lapse of so long a 
pret of time, whether there is a statutory bar or not, to interfere for 

is redress. The facts in regard to that, which I think will fully sat- 
isfy my colleague and the Senate, are these: This person was, itis true, 

-a disloyal citizen. It does not appear that he ever did any act of dis- 
loyalty, but he was not a Union man in the common sense of the term. 
He got his amnesty soon after this money was seized and died just after 
receiving the amnesty, leaving minor children. They grew up, and 
when they came of age, or very soon after, this application was made 
to Congress for their relief. 

Now, although this man was in fault in being a rebel, his fault in 
being a rebel had no connection or relation to this transaction, because 
by the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States it was not 
within the lawful authority of the commanding general to take his 
property under these circumstances and transfer it to the Treasury of 
the United States because he was a rebel, but all his legal rights re- 
mained unchanged, rebel or no rebel. The question is then whether, 
this money being in the Treasury and not belonging fairly and in justice 
to the United States, we will restore it to the heirs of a man who died, 
leaving minors, within a very brief time after he received amnesty and 
within a very brief time after the transaction ? 

Mr. DAWES. Could not the gurdian have applied ? 

Mr. HOAR. It istrue the guardian might have applied in the mean 
time, but on the other hand it is also trae—— 

Mr. FRYE. He could not have sued the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. He might have applied here for relief, I should have 
said. But it is also true that the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States has been only recently promulgated. The Senator from 
Tennessee can state the date. 

Mr. JACKSON. December, 1872. 


Mr INGALLS. Eleven years ago. 

Mr. HOAR. Eleven years ago, it is true, but it was not promulgated 
until that time. 

Mr. PIKE. The claim has been prosecuted for years. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not remember the date when it was first presented. 
It has been here for years. The Senator from Tennessee perhaps can 
-also state when the application was first made to Congress. 
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Mr. JONAS. It has been made for four years to my knowledge. I 
introduced the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. But the conclusive answer on that point is that the ex- 
press statutes of limitations exclude the period of minority, the claim 
accruing to a minor originally, from the operation of the statutes. I 
do not know whether the point which my colleague suggests was an- 
swered in the court or not. 

Mr. DAWES. What I have asked for is that it may be dealt with. 
I do not understand that my colleague, with all due respect to him, has 
quite answered it here. I understand the Supreme Court to say that 
the order of General Banks as a military order was illegal, but the Su- 
preme Court have not decided that General Banks as a military officer 
could not seize an enemy’s property when he was attempting to hold 
his ground against an enemy, seize it entirely and capture it so that it 
became part of the ‘“‘ captured and abandoned property ’’ independent 
of the statute. As I understand it and as I understand this Commit- 
tee on Claims, it does not thereby become the property of the United 
States until proceedings in court have condemned it, and therefore it 
still remains the property of the individual, and the individual could 
after peace, under our statutes and the decisions of the Supreme Court, 
have gone into the Court of Claims and recovered that property under 
thecaptured-and-abandoned-property act, which provided a remedy. So 
I understand. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. HOAR. Not at all. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That act did not apply. 

Mr. DAWES. At any rate, in order to prevent the overwhelming of 
the Treasury with these claims a statute of limitations of two years 
applicable to this class of claims was . Sol understand. The 
Senator from Wisconsin knows more about it than I do, but he has kept 
it all to himself, he has not put it into this report and he could not tell 
and never since he has been on the floor has he done so. He may have 
thought I ought to know it. Iam one of fifty millions of people, and 
there are only a few of them here, and I want this committee now to 
put upon the record the reason why if this claim, old asit is, is not barred 
by any statute of limitations, what claim growing out of the proceed- 
ings of the war is barred ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If the Senator wants to be instructed 
I am perfectly Ming oineta him about that. He wants to know 
if this claim is not what claim is barred. Cotton claims are 
barred, because the act provided that the action must be brought within 
a certain time. 

Mr. DAWES. What kind of action ? 5 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. For proceeds of cotton. 

Mr. DAWES. And abandoned property. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. But this was not abandoned prop- 
erty; it was not seized under that. 

Mr. DAWES. It was not seized under that, but when seized it was 
held under that. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. No, it was not held under that. 

Mr. DAWES. It was not seized under it, but held under it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It could not be held under it unless 
seized under it. 

Mr. DAWES. That is the trouble; it was held by the commanding 
general under the laws of war. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. No, it was not seized in that way. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwEs] to a condition of things that has not 
been mentioned here, it seems to me, and that is, thatafter General But- 
ler captured New Orleans he issued an order, on the Ist day of May, 
1862. Now, I will read what the Supreme Court say about that order: 

A pledge, however, had been given that rights of property should be respected. 


That also answers the proposition which was made by the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON], that General Banks had a right to take 
this and appropriate it for the support of the Army. 

Mr. HARRISON. But the Senator from Missouri certainly would 
not extend that proclamation so far as to deny all power to the invest- 
ing military forces to seize property of rebels who had fled and left the 


No, not under that act. 


city. 
Mr. COCKRELL. There is no question about the power of the Union 
Army to subsist on the rebels. As a matter of course they have no 
right to compensation; there is no question about that raised here at 
all. Here is the point I am making; I am not giving my views, I am 
giving the views of the Supreme Court; the Supreme Court say: 


A pledge, however, had been given that rights of property should be re- 

. When the city was surrendered to the Army under General Butler a 
proclamation was issued, dated May 1, 1862, one clause of which was as follows: 
‘All the rights of property of whatever kind will be held inviolate, subject only 
to the laws of the United States.” This, as was remarked in the case of the Venice 
(2 Wallace, 258) “only reiterated the rules established by the legislative and exec- 
utive action of the National Government in respect to the portions of the States 
in insurrection occupied and controlled by the troops of the Union." Thataction, 
it was said, indicated the policy of the Government to be, not to regard districts 
occupied and controlled by national troops as in actual insurrection or their in- 
habitants as subject in most respects to treatment as enemies. Substantial, com- 
plete, and permanent military occupation and control was held to draw after it 
the full measure of protection to persons and property consistent with a neces- 
sary subjection to military government. We donot assert that anything in Gen- 
Grai: Butler's proclamation exempted property within the occupied district from 
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, ifin truth it wassuch. All thatis 
vate property in the district was not 


liability to confiscation as enemies’ p: 
now said is, that after that proclamation 
subject to military seizure as booty of war. 


‘*Was not subject to military seizure ’’ for appropriation to Army 


purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. One minute; I want to goon one moment further. 
Then, under this decision of the Supreme Court, this property within 
the limits of the military lines there in New Orleans was not liable to 
seizure for Army purposes and for the support of the Army. That is 
settled. The Senator from Massachusetts asked the Senator from Wis- 
consin what classes of claims were barred. This claim certainly did 
not come within the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims; there is no 
question about that in my mind, because the Court of Claims only has 
jurisdiction on a contract. The only question was as to whether it 
came within the jurisdiction of the Southern Claims Commission, or 
t‘ the Commissioners of Claims,” as they wereinlaw. Iam not entirely 
satisfied on that pointmyselfas to whether the Commissioners of Claims 
had jurisdiction or not, for I have not examined that for some time. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator will remember that 
they only had jurisdiction of claims for quartermaster or commissary 
stores. 

Mr. HOAR. Taken from loyal men. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right; I remember it now. I had for- 
gotten the language. The Commissioners of Claims had no jurisdic- 
tion. There then was no tribunal that had jurisdiction in this matter. 

Now, what claims are barred? I will say that all claims for quar- 
termaster and commissary stores within the insurrectio States are 
barred, because the Commissioners of Claims had jurisdiction, and they 
have passed upon them all, and all the committees of the Senate and 
House have refused to take up and consider those claims, Then I say, 
in addition to that, that the claims for captured and abandoned prop- 
erty are all barred. In fact I do not know ofa solitary class of claims 
that could originate within the insurrectionary States that is not barred. 
If there is any I have not seen it. The Senator from Michigan need 
not be harrowed up about this matter. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator has gone along with me, or rather I have 
gone along with him, to this pointexactly. I do not differ with him in 
any position he has taken up to this point. He says he does not know 
any claim that is not barred. I agree with him there. I go further, 
and say that J am ready to remove the bar when there is any fair and 
just ground for it, and if there is in this case, very well; Iam not hesi- 
tating because of the iar origin of the case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When I said “‘ barred,” I meant a claim where a 
remedy existed. You can not say that the limitation applies to a claim 
when the claimant never had any remedy which he had a right to assert 
in court. 

As I understand this case, and I only gather it from the report, these 
minor children never have had a remedy, either in the Court of Claims 
or before the Commissioners of Claims, and nothing is barred. They 
had no remedy. Here is the money, and the only question now is 
whether Congress will permit them to take it out or not. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
souri to a point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Missouri yield? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. The report shows that after the property had been 
taken Grivot and his heirs, as they naturally would and had aright to 
do, commenced suit against the bank which had received the deposit. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. There is where their remedy lay, and they so as- 
serted. The courts of Louisiana decided that the military order of 
General Banks seizing the property relieved the bank from all responsi- 
way That settled the question in favor of the bank. Now, after 
the decision which said the order was legal and relieved the bank of 
responsibility, they turn about, Janus-faced, and say that the order was 
illegal, and did not relieve anybody from responsibility and did not 
even protect the Government of the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was simply attempting to allay the fears of my 
good friend from Michigan. 

As I understand this case, these parties after the war brought their 
suit against the bank in the State courts, and the State courts held prop- 
erly that the order of the commanding general to take the funds and 
turn them over to the United States authorities released the bank from 
liability to its depositors. 

Mr. HOAR. An act of overwhelming force. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Overwhelming power and foree. There isno ques- 
tion about the correctness of the decision, but that had nothing on earth 
to do with the right of these parties to come to the United States and 
ask to have the money returned to them. 

I want to say to the Senator that he need not harrow up his mind by 
dreams of hob-goblins in regard to rebel claims; the country will never 
be troubled over them. A man who went into the rebellion 21 years 


old and of sound mind will not be apt to come to the Government of 
the United States and ask com tion for his property that was taken, 
used, or destroyed by the Union te Take a case in Missouri. I 
will take my colleague [Mr. Vest]. He was in the confederate army. 
In 1861 when Price’s army marched through the State they came by 
his premises and they protected his property, and not a dollar of it was 
taken because he was in sympathy with that side. After a while Price 
is driven out of the State and a Union general comes along, and that 
Union general’s force takes all his perishable property and appropriates 
it for the support of the army. But he had a Union neighbor, a man 
who was as strong on the other side as my coll e was on the rebel 
side. When Price’s army came that army took all that that Union 
neighbor had, every particle of his property. Now, here are two neigh- 
bors living side by side. The Union neighbor has lost all his property 
by the depredations of the rebel army, and the rebel neighbor has lost 
all his property by the depredations of the Union army. The war is 
over. What remedy has that Union man? The forces that took his 
property are out of existence. They were only ‘‘so called ” at best. 
There is no remedy for him. Do you think that my colleague, situated 
in that way, would come before the Congress of the United States and 
ask them to compensate him for his loss, and ask that his Union neigh- 
bor be taxed to make the compensation for him? 

I know there is too much honor and self-respect in those who went 
into the rebellion ever to permit themselves to be placed in that posi- 
tion, and there is no danger of it. I do not know but that before this 
session is over I may be calling upon the distinguished Senator from 
Michigan to aid me in preventing the payment of claims of quasi-loyal 
people, a great many of whom could have proved their loyalty just as 
well to the confederacy if it had succeeded as they are able to prove it 
now to the United StatesGovernment. No, Mr. President; there is no 
danger to the Treasury of this country from the hands of the rebels for 
the payment of alleged rebel claims. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, it is a consoling thought to believe 
that the statement of the Senator from Missouri is the general senti- 
ment of those who have these innumerable claims. His illustration is 
not exactly a good one, for neither my friend from Missouri [Mr. VEST], 
who in the imagination of his colleague suffered so much, would bring 
such a claim here, as good a lawyer as he is, nor any other Senator that 
I know of. But notwithstanding the assertion of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] that no man who was in the rebel service 
would dream of presenting such a claim to Congress, I call his attention 
to the fact that for the last fifteen years that exquisite sensitive con- 
science of those Southern men has been asleep in some way or they 
have been doing things that they did not dream of. They have been 
presenting claims that they did not know about or they have had at- 
torneys engaged in presenting such claims to Congress. 

Sir, there are cords of claims (I mean to speak of them by number) 
in both Houses of Congress of just the character the gentleman says 
these Southern men would not present, great cupboards full of them, 
numbered by thousands, numbered by tens of thousands, involving in 
the substance of the claims money by thousands, by hundreds of thou- 
sands, by millions, by hundred of millions, got in here against the will 
of these tlemen, who never would dream of presenting a claim, 
forced in here in spite of the views and feeling represented by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, who says that no Southern man would bring here 
a claim for the and losses and injuries which he had sus- 
tained! Isay the records of Congress show that there have been thou- 
sands of exactly such claims pending, the files and records show it, great 
broadsides of rooms filled with that class of claims and with the vouch- 
ers. 

The picture drawn by the Senator from Missouri is a pleasant one, 
and yet that gentleman and his friends in the South have sounding in 
their ears an eternal trumpet for these claims. Like Count Robert of 
Paris from year to year they have an eternal trumpet sounding in their 
ears for the enforcement of these claims as fast and as far as Congress 
will open the way and permit an entering-wedge to them. It is this 
entering-wedge that I fear. 

I have said all I desire. When the gentleman goes further than I 
do in resisting any improper claim here, then, as he is taller than I am, 
he may rise and look down upon me. 

Mr. MAXEY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. JACKSON. I hope the Senator will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. MAXEY. It is 5 o’clock now. 

Mr. JACKSON. Ihope hewill withdrawit. [‘‘Vote!’’ “‘Vote!’’] 

Mr. MAXEY. Very well. > 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I hope the members of the Commit- 
tee on Claims will be able to adjust their differences of opinion among 
themselves. ‘‘ When doctors disagree who shall decide?’? One mem- 
ber of the committee said that Maurice Grivot had his remedy before 
his death and his heirs afterward. Another member of the committee 
denies it. One member assures us that the money of Maurice Grivot 
went into the Treasury of the United States. Another says no, it went 
into the Quartermaster’s Department of the United States Army and 
was spent for the subsistence of the armies of the United States. If we 
had the facts in this case before us we should be able to act more in- 
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telligently, and it is a little singular that after two committees have re- 
ported upon this measure there should still be leftso much doubt as to 
the substratum upon which it rests. 

The Senator from Wisconsin, the chairman of the Committee on 
Claims, assures us that if this money had been confiscated, that if the 
Government had seen fit to enforce the proceedings in confiscation 
against it, there would have been no question about the want of right 
on the part of Grivot to recover. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
not know that p i in confiscation are in rem; that they are 
against the thing that is taken or seized; and that when this money 
was put in the quartermaster’s chest and paid out for the current 
expenses of the Army, confiscation proceedings could not be had? 
Why does he then assume here to urge as one reason why the bill 
should pass that confiscation proceedings were not had against this 
money? That is a subterfuge, king legally. No one ought to 
know better than the Senator that the confiscation p ings could 
not be had, and no ome knows better than he that when this money 
was taken possession of by General Banks under that military order, 
Maurice Grivot being a rebel, a registered enemy of the United States, 
in open hostility it, his goods and chattels, real estate and 
money, by the law of nations and by the law of war, were forfeit to 
the Government to which he owed allegiance and which allegiance he 
had broken. Yet, sir, twenty years after the right of action had ex- 
pired, and no effort had been made by anybody to reclaim this money, 
no one had had the hardihood to assert that there was any right to 
reclaim it—for I have examined the files, and prior to 1880 no one ever 
-asserted the right to recover this property—we are gravely told by the 
Committee on Claims that because the Government did not see fit to 
-enforce confiscation ings against money that had been taken by 
-a general of the Army of the United States and put into the quarter- 
master’s chest and spent for beef and pork and flour for subsistence, 
therefore the right of action exists and Congress ought to be called 
apon to pay this money. 

Mr. President, I move to indefinitely postpone the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). The Senator 
from Kansas moves to indefinitely pase the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Kansas in his quite impassioned ap- 
peal erred in two very serious and essential particulars, one a matter 
-of law and the other a matter of fact. 

It is not true as a matter of law that the property of a rebel or other 
enemy is forfeited, goods, chattels, and money, to the government to 
which he has failed to render the allegiance which is his due as a citizen. 
On the contrary it is true that governments by the laws of war have 
the right to exact that extreme penalty; but the question whether in 
any particular war it is exacted depends upon the legislative power of 
the country, or that failing to act, upon the power in command of its 
armies, The Supreme Court of the United States have expressly and 
repeatedly held that both the acts of Congress and the policy declared 
by President Lincoln negatived the election of that supreme right, and 
that the private property of citizens in rebellion was not confiscated or 
forfeited except in certain partieular cases expressly provided for by 
law, of which this is not one. 

There is the first grave error of the Senator from Kansas, ‘he next 
is in supposing that this money had been put into the Quartermaster’s 
Department and spent, as he says, for beef or otherwise. The money 
was, as is found in the report of the committee, paid over to the quar- 
termaster and held by him to be accounted for to the Treasury of the 
United States according to future direction, and at the end of the war 
it went into the Treasury. 

Therefore, the case is just this: General Banks, in violation of the 
proclamation by which the Government of the United States had pledged 
its faith to the citizens of that insurgent district that as a condition of 
their future submission to the authority of the United States their pri- 
vate property should be respected, made a certain order which the 
Supreme Court of the United States declares is illegal, to wit, that a 
bank which was a private debtor to Grivot should pay over the amount 
of that debt to the quartermaster, to be held subject to the future 
order of the Governmgnt, which was received and held and paid over 
by him into the Treasury when his accounts were settled. That was 
a violation of the public faith of the United States and something 
entirely beyond the lawful authority of that commander, and the Su- 
preme Court of the United States have held that the property of that 
citizen remained unchanged and undivested, and there is in the Treas- 
ury of the United States at this moment a sum of money which by the 
decision of the Supreme Court is his, or now his heirs’ and legal rep- 
resentatives’, Thatis the case. Why should it not be paid to the 
children of the man who owned it and who now own it themselves ? 

One suggestion is that before this decision of the United States Su- 
preme Court was made there was a decision of the State court to the 
effect that the overwhelming force of the order of the commanding gen- 
eral, which that bank obeyed, compelling it to pay over the money to the 
United States instead of to the depositor, excused it as a matter of law 
from any further obligation to him. But that does not go on a ground 
in conflict with the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States; 
and if it did, of course the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 


States would be the binding authority, binding upon us and binding 
upon all mankind. 

The next matter is the failure of these parties to resort to their rem- 
edy. The answer to that is that the man died, and that down to three 
or four years ago, in 1880, the decision of the Supreme Court having 
been promulgated for the first time in 1872, they neglected to come to 
Congress. That isafairsyggestion. Ofcourse there is no bar. There 
never was any remedy anywhere before any tribunal against which 
we are to remove a bar. We provided a remedy for loyal persons 
whose property was taken for army supplies. We provided certain 
other remedies. We provided a remedy in the Court of Claims where 
there was an express or implied contract. But there was no remedy 
here. Courts of equity to which the statute of limitations does not ap- 
ply have a corresponding rule by which they exclude stale claims, and 
it is a fair question in this case for our consideration whether Congress 
would not apply thesamerule. Butthe committee think unanimously, 
and have twice thought unanimously, that where so doubtful a question 
was decided by the Supreme Court for the first time in 1872, and where 
fora considerable period of this time these persons were minors, against 
whom ordinary statutes of limitation never run, it was not fair, the 
right being clear, to interpose to them the objection “‘ You did not bring 
your case inseason.’’ It is not a case where the testimony of witnesses 
might change the result, where we are going as to values or amounts or 
facts into matters where we rest a claim upon the evidence of witnesses, 
where witnesses who might contradict them are lost to the Government; 
but it is a case where the right is clear and all stands proved and estab- 
lished on the public records of the Governmentitself. Therefore we are 
not removing a bar. It isnot a case where we should create, by our re- 
fusal to hear the cry of these injured parties, a bar when there is no rea~ 
son in justice or in equity which requires us to do it. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to what is stated on the first page of the report. After 
describing the funds which were paid over, part confederate and part 
lawful money, the report states: 


The United States authorities do not appear to have made any use of the con- 
federate funds, The par funds ($962.85), with like funds received under said 
General Order No. from other banks, amount! in the aggregate to $44,- 
692.43, were taken up in August, 1863, and expended by the quartermaster for 
the ordinary purposes of the Quartermaster’s Department, 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator read what follows ? 

Mr. LAPHAM. I read what shows the use made of the money. 

Mr. HOAR. But that language is qualified by what follows, The 
bills or cash of course had no earmark any more than the money de- 
posited in the bank in the first instance. 

And the chief quartermaster, in his order desi 
ing quartermaster, as the officer to receive sai 
this money and account for it to the United States 

When the quartermaster came to settle up his accounts at the end of 
the war he accounted forso much that he expended, so much paid over. 
You can not suppose that this particular sum of money was expended 
in an icular way, but the balance, as it ought to be, was stated. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Let me ask the Senator, suppose instead of $900 in 
money it had been $900 worth of beef, and that had been used for the 
Quartermaster’s Department, what is the difference in the two cases 

Mr. HOAR. That had the earmark on it. 

Mr. DAWES. The bank did not pay over the identical money. 

Mr. HOAR. The bank did not pay over the identical money. This 
bank, as I understand, kept a class of accounts as deposits in gold or 
silver in specie, another class of deposits in confederate notes, and an- 
other class in United States notes, and they paid back to the depositor 
on his check or draft the kind of funds which he had deposited, but not, 
of course, the particular bill or coin. In the same way when the bank 
paid over this money to the United States quartermaster it paid over 
to him a sum of money which is a credit to the bank as having received 
so much, Then the quartermaster goes on and keeps his account of 
what he has received from any source, what he has a lawful right to 
expend, and what he has left he pays over to the United States Gov- 
ernment; but this order of a superior fixes the character of his holding 
the money, and hecould not lawfully and properly expend it for the 
supply of the Army. He was to hold this money and account for it to 
the United States Treasury. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to ask my colleague whether this was 
a special deposit by this man in the bank, which deposit General Banks 
compelled the bank to deliver over, or was the bank indebted to this _ 
man a certain sum of money because he had given them that money, 
and did not General Banks’s order compel the bank to pay an equiva- 
lent sum of money ? 

Mr. HOAR. I stated that it paid the kind of currency it received. 

Mr. DAWES. Exactly. Then when this man brought his suit 

inst the bank for his debt the bank set up a defense which the courts 
of Louisiana decided to be legal, that is to say, the bank had a good 
defense to the debt which they owed him; and that judgment ought to 
be respected so far as the law is concerned everywhere, and have the 
same force and effect in any other State or jurisdiction that it had in 
that jurisdiction. 

So then it turns out as a legal proposition that General Banks did 
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not take the property of this claimant from that bank, but compelled 


the bank to pay him a certain amount of money which was m 

by what the aX owed hS anki, They did not take his property; 
they undertook to confiscate the credit, and that the courts of Louis- 
areas taxied defense against this man, that it was a legal 
p an 
between him and the bank and failed in that court, he comes here and 
says he will not be bound by the judgment of that court, and will re- 
quire the United States to pay him the debt which the bank owed him. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me put that case to my colleague and see where 
he will land. Suppose that was the exact legal aspect of this case— 
and I am not sure that it is; I will not EBER ta to deny it for any 
purpose of this debate. Suppose General Banks had ordered that money 
to be paid over to my colleague, and he has got it in his pocket at this 
moment, instead of paying it to the United States. The trustee who 
held the money had been compelled by this overwhelming mnilitary 
power to pay him, and the court had held that so far as another claim 
against the trustee was concerned my rem ep Bead tues I being the 
rson who deposited the money in trust, Supreme Court of the 

nited States had held that I had no no night t to hold it for any other pur- 
pose, would he refuse to pay me back? This is a question not of tech- 
nical remedy, it isa question of right, and if it would disgrace an honest 
man to keep the money in his own pockets under such circumstances, 
even if my colleague were right, does he think the Government ought 
to retain it? 

Mr. DAWES. My colleague says that these parties never had any 
remedy anywhere. If this property was the property of this claimant 
and had been paid over to me and I was holding it without right, I 
should infer that I was dee cng it under an implied contract to pay it 
over to the cestui que I was the Government of the United 
States holding it Taie an implied contract he could walk into the 
Court of Claims any minute, and therefore he had his remedy in the 
Court of Claims from the day it was done till this day, and the statute 
of limitations, which has been the trouble with me from the beginning, 
comes right up to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill be in- 
definitely postponed ? 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us have a vote. We have got through the debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa that the Pea adjourn. 

The motion was not 

The PRESIDING OF TOER The question is, Shall the bill be in- 
definitely postponed ? 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be for a third , and was read the third time. 

The eve OFFICE The question before the Senate is, 
Shall the bill 

Mr. CONG ‘(aes adh 60 Gk foes inka. 

The yemace nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 
Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT.] Ido not know how he would 


vote, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I do not see the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in his seat. I arranged with him half an 
hour since to pair with me on Monday on political questions. I do not 
know how the Senator would vote, but if he does not make his appear- 
ance I shall withhold my vote. I should vote ‘‘ yea” if the Senator 
from Ohio were present. 

Mr. ING. (when his name was called). I am 
question with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. piven 
present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). TheSenator from Illinois 
[Mr. LoGAn] is not here. I am paired generally with him. I do not 
consider this a political question. I shall refrain from voting, however. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. My pair with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ] 
is really intended to apply to Monday only, but I should reserve my 
vote if I regarded this as a political question. My pair with him was 
upon political questions only; yj and not regarding this as a political ques- 
tion, I will record my vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. RANSOM. Since the roll has been called, and especially after 
the remark made by my friend from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], as this 
_ is manifestly not a partisan question, I will vote. I vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 9; as follows: 


on this 
If he were 


YEAS—40. 

Beck, Frye, Jones of Florida, Pugh, 
Blair, Garland, Kenna, Ransom, 
Brown, George, Lamar, Sabin, 
Butler, Gibson, Mahone, Sawyer,’ 

n, Gorman, Manderson, Van Wyck, 
Camden, Groome, Maxey, Vest, 
Cameron of Wis., ` Miller of Cal., Voorhees, 
Cockrell, oar, organ, Walker, 
Coke, Jackson, Pendleton, Williams, 
Farley, Jonas, Pike, Wilson. 


gone into a court of competent jurisdiction as | Aliso 


Marou 7, 
NAYS—9, 

5 Hawley, MeMillan, Palmer, 

Dawes, Lapham, Mitchell, Platt. 
$ ABSENT—27. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Ingalls, Riddleberger, 
n, Dolph, E Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Anthony, unds, n, Sewell, 
Fair, McPherson, Sherman, 
Bowen, Hale, Miler of N. Y., Slater, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton, Morrill, Vance, 
Colquitt, Hill, Plumb. 
So the bill was passed. 


TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent to make a report from the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection? The Chairs hears 
none, and the report will be received. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R 3933) to declare a forfeiture of 
lands granted to the Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and for other 
purposes, to report it favorably with amendments. I will state that the 
minority of the committee desire the privilege, at a time which will 
suit their convenience, of submitting an adverse report. I will say also 
that the majority of the committee desire the peivilegs of filing written 
reasons for their report at a subsequent period before the bill is con- 


sidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed upon the Cal- 
endar, and leave will be given to make the reports as suggested, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. MAXEY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 7, 1884. 


The House met at12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
S. LINDSAY, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

POSTAL CARDS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Postmaster-General in relation to the estimates for supply- 
ing postal cards during the next fiscal year; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
_ Leave of absence, by unanimous consent, was granted in the follow- 


cases: 
Mr. THoMAS, until March 12, 1884, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
To Mr? GRAVES, until March 17, 1884, on account of sickness in his 


y. 
To Mr. HEMPHILL, from the 7th to the 24th of March, 1884, both 
Sond inclusive, on account of sickness in his family and important 
msiness. 
To Mr. HATCH, of Michigan, until March 17, on account ofimportant 
business. 
LEAVE TO PRINT, 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, by unanimous consent, was paned leave” 
to print remarks on the bill to pension soldiers of the Mexican war. 
[See Appendix. ] 

PUBLIC BUIRDING, KEY WEST, FLA. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIDSON, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. 
229) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to erect a building in 
the city of Key West, Fla., was taken from the Speaker’s table, read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


COLORADO SCHOOL LANDS. 


Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill (S. 74) to enable the State of Colorado to take lands in lieu of the 
sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections found to be mineral lands and to 
secure to the State of Colorado the benefit of the act of July 2, 1862, 
entitled ‘‘An act to donate public lands to the several States and Ter- 
ritories which may provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the 
mechanic arts,’’ be taken. from the Speaker’s table and put on its 
at this time. It has been unanimously recommended by the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands and has already passed the Senate twice. 

Mr. BUDD. I object. 

Mr. BELFORD. Then I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the call of com- 
mittees for reports of a private nature, this being Friday. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman yields to me to submit a 
resolution which is a mere formal matter. 
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Mr. BELFORD. Yes; I will withhold my demand for the regular 
order and yield the floor to the gentleman from New York. . 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado must either with- 
draw or insist on his demand unconditionally. . He cannot take the floor 
and yield to one gentleman and refuse to yield to another. 

Mr. BELFORD. I withdraw the demand unconditionally then. 

CLERK OF CENSUS COMMITTEE. 

Mr. COX, of New York, by unanimous consent, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the clerk of the Select Committee to Ascertain the Results of the 
Tenth Census, authorized by resolution of February 8, 1884, be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House at the same rate of compensation, namely, $6 per 
day, as that now paid to committee clerks of the present Congress. 

Mr. RANDALL. Onghtnotthat to goto the Committee on Accounts? 

Mr. COX, of New York. No; the resolution has already passed, and 
this only supplies an omission by fixing the amount of pay. 

Mr. RANDALL. Very well. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. COX, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CALL OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McoMILLIN. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the call of com- 
mittees for reports. 

SPECIAL EXAMINER OF DRUGS, ETO. 

Mr. KELLEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 1761) to amend section 2743 of the Revised Statutes; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FIELDING HURST. 


Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 2801) for the relief of Fielding Hurst; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


printed. 
CAPT. WILLIAM H. GILL. 

Mr. BAYNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3557) for the relief of Capt. Will- 
iam H. Gill; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. i 

STEPHEN M. HONEYCUTT. 

Mr. DIBRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4200) for the relief of Stephen M. Honey- 
cutt; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM C. SPENCER. 

Mr. DIBRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back adversely the case of William C. Spencer; which was laid on the 
table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

LEVI JONES. 


Mr. DIBRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, alse reported 
a bill (H. R. 5685) for the relief of Levi Jones, first lieutenant Company 
B, Second North Carolina Mounted Infantry; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
raiye Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY O'NEILL, JR. 

On motion of Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, that committee was discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 4112) for the relief of Henry O'Neill, jr., of Jackson, 
Mich. ; and the same was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


GREENLEAF CILLEY. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE, from the Committee on Naval irs, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 2230) for the relief of Greenleaf Cilley; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL KRAMER. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE, from the Committee on Naval also 
reported back the joint resolution (H. Res. 17) authorizing the appoint- 
ment and retirement of Samuel Kramer, as chaplain in the Navy of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

DEPREDATIONS BY UTE INDIANS, 


Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 3082) to provide for the payment of ten claims for dep- 
redations committed by the Ute Indians at the time of the massacre at 
the White River agency in 1879; which was referred to the Commit- 


tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 
HENRY C. FRAZIER. 

Mr. OURY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 1656) for the relief of Henry C. Frazier; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE STORRS. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 843) for the relief of George Storrs; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, dy ede 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 3173) for the re- 
lief of Augusta Yost; which was orderéd to be laid on the table, and 
the accompanying report printed. 

MARY L. AND ELLA WALKER. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 465) for the relief 
of Mary L. and Ella Walker; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with adverse recommendations bills of the following 
titles; which were severally peer to be laid on the table, and the 
panying reports printed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 2455 ting a pension to Ishmael Jones; 
or the relief of Leffie E. Goodale; 


A bill E R. 3724) granting a pension to Evan Evans; 

A bill (H. R. 3729) granting a pension to Cornelia A. Barnes; 
A bill (H. R. 1028) granting a pension to Catharine Henry; 
A bill (H. R. 1044) for the relief of Noah D. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 3343) granting a pension to Jared Chaddack; 

A bill (H. R. ie for the relief of Mary P. Abell; and 

A bill (H. R. 4173) granting a pension to Henry Klein. 


MRS, APPOLINE A. BLAIR. 

Mr. FYAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported a bill 
(H. R. 2984) granting arrears of pension to Appolline A. Blair, widow 
of Maj. Gen. Francis P. Blair; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN GALLOUP. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 555) granting a pension to John Galloup; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DECATUR HAMLIN. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 2070) granting a pension to Decatur Ham- 
lin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 2087 
granting a pension to John F. Stukey; which was ordered to be lai 
on the table, and, with the accompanying report, printed. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 1819) granting a 
pension to Austin L. Funk; which was ordered to be laid on the table, 
and, with the accompanying report, printed. G 

ZELICA T. DUNLAP. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4041) granting a pension to 
Zare T. geet la vier EEA $o Mie ommmistee of the Whole 

ouse on the Private Calen an accompanyi rt, 
ordered to be printed. 3 aris 

SARAH J. CHIPMAN. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 1992, a bill (H. R. 5686) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah J. Chipman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 1997) for 
the relief of Richard W. Barnes; which was ordered to be laid on the 
table, and, with the accompanying reports, printed. 
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CHANGES OF REFEREXCE. 


_ Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

p back bills of the following titles, and moved that the committee 

discharged from the further consideration of the same, and that they 

be referred to the Committee on Pensions; which motion was agreed to: 

The bill (H. R. 4051) granting a pension to Phillip Brandstetter; and 
The bill (H. R. 4759) granting a pension to Mary A. Guthrie. 


COL. C. A. CILLEY. 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4856) 
granting a pension to Byt. Col. C. A. Cilley, of North Carolina; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. SMITH. 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5004) 
for the relief of William B. Smith; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MISS MARY P. MACBLATR. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, from the Committee on Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2677) granting a ion 
to Miss Mary P. MacBlair; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendmentsand 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. DOCKERY, from the Committe on Claims, reported back bills 
of the following titles, and moved that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the same, and that they be referred 
to the Committee on War Claims; which motion was agreed to: 

A bill (H. R. 1824) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Solomon Cohen, of Savannah, Ga.; and 

A bill (H. R. 4138) for the relief of John S. Logan, assignee. 

E. J. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. LORE, from the Commiteee on Claims, reported, as a substitute 
for H. R. 1157, granting relief to E. J. Phillips, postmaster of Oberlin, 
Ohio, a bill (H. R. 5687) with the same title; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

LACON E. TILLMAN. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE, from the Committee on Claims, reported a bill 
(H. R. 5688) for the relief of Lacon R. Tillman; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
ieee Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin 

CLAIMS REPORTED ALLOWED. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 5377) for the allowance of certain 
claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury 
Department; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
-on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendments and accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

A. W, AND S. J. HILLS. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 753) for the relief of 
Agnes W. and Sarah J. Hills; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. I ask leave to present the views of the 
minority of the committee on this case, and that they be printed with 
the report of the majority. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ESTATE OF DR. J. MILTON BEST. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War also 
with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 637) for the relief of 
the estate of Dr. J. Milton Best, deceased; which was laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


SOPHIA B. MOORE. 

Mr. STORM, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill (H. 
R. 5689) for the relief of Sophia B. Moore; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. SAULPAW. 

Mr. STORM, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2844) for the relief of 
gaas wW. nga vial vo was gone re Committee of the Whole 

ouse on the Private Calendar, with the accompanyi 
ordered to be printed. Sine ea 


back 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. STORM, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 3607) for the relief of 
Mrs. Martha L. Burch; which was laid on the table, and the accompa- 
nying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with an adverse recommendation the petition of the per- 
sonal representatives of Irvine and Field; which was laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER, This completes the call of committees for reports. 
Mr. BAYNE. I call for the regular order. 


GENERAL ALFRED PLEASONTON. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania calls for the 
Te; order, which is the unfinished business of Friday last, being 
the bill (H. R. 1101) authorizing the President to appoint and retire 
Alfred Pleasonton a major-general. The pending question was upon 
the of the bill, and upon that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BAYNE] had demanded the previous question. Pending that the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] moved to recommit the bill 
with certain instructions. Upon that motion a question of order was 
made. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Indiana on the point 
of order if he desires to be heard. 

Mr. STEELE. On the point of order I desire to have a portion of 
the report of the committee read. I should like very much for the 
House to give attention to this very able argument. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It will be remembered that some hours before, General Sickles, with two 
divisions of his corps, had been ordered to advance for the purpose emer | 
against the column of the enemy under Jackson. The giv way of the right 
left General Sickles in a very exposed and critical position; but upon being in- 
formed of the condition of irs he at once took measures to withdraw his force, 
which was su ly done, and without much loss. The enemy, under Jack- 
son, continued to advance after the panic-stricken troops until checked by Gen- 
eral Pleasonton, who had collected and brought into position some artillery for 
that purpose. Although a cavalry officer, he died the artillery with exceed- 
ing great judgment and effectiveness. His skill, energy, daring, 


„and promptness 
upon this occasion contributed to arrest the disaster which fora time 


threatened the whole army. A peed one upon this and many other occasions 
marks him as one of the ablest generals in our service, and as deserving of far 
higher consideration than, from some cause, he appears to have received. 

Mr. STEELE. I have had that read to show what the report says, 
among other things, about the gallantry of this officer; and I wish to 
make the remark that that portion of the report is not founded upon 
facts, as Iam informed by a distinguished gentleman on this floor, and 
who is and was quite as gallant as General Pleasonton himself. He 
states that he was present and knows that the artillery was placed in 
position by another officer, and not by General Pleasonton, 

Mr. BAYNE. I call the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. BAYNE. He is not speaking at all upon the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will confine himself to the point 
of order, which is that the resolution of instructions proposed by him 
is not in order, as, if carried out, it would convert the pending bill from 
a private bill into a public bill. : 

Mr. STEELE. Ido not propose to be captious about this matter at 
all. I only want to state that it seems to me eminently proper to put 
on the retired-list men who are now helpless, who are blind, or without 
arms, or without legs, if you can take a man from civil life suffering 
from no disability, a bachelor and able to take care of himself, and put 
him on the retired-list. Ifyou can puta man in that condition on the 
retired-list, it seems to me eminently proper and right that the class 
of men named in my proposition should also be put on the retired-list. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the point of order is well 
taken. The effect of the motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
STEELE] if adopted would be to do indirectly, under a motion to re- 
commit with instructions, what could not be done directly on the floor 
of the House; that is to say, to convert into a public bill this private 
bill for the benefit of General Pleasonton. The Chair therefore rules 
the proposition out of order. 

Mr. STEELE. Would it be in order to move to recommit this bill 
to the Committee on Military Affairs without instructions ? 

The SPEAKER. That motion would be in order. 

Mr. STEELE. Then I make that motion. 

The question was taken upon the motion to recommit; and upon a 
division there were—ayes 79, noes 60. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. BAYNE called for tellers. 

The SPEAKER. Tellers are called for. No quorum having voted, 
tellers will be ordered. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BAYNE and Mr. STEELE were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 91, noes 86. 

The, SPEAKER. The tellers report ayes 91, noes 86. The ayes 
have it, and the motion to recommit is to. 

Mr. BAYNE. I want the yeas and nays on that motion. 

Mr. VALENTINE. You are too late. 
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Mr. BAYNE. Hardly; you want to go on the record. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The demand for the’ yeas and nays is too late. 
The Chair has announced the result of the vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will give the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BAYNE] the benefit of submitting to the House his demand 
for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays, and there 
were 41 in the affirmative. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the last vote) the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask the Chair to restate the question. I think 
some members have voted under a misapprehension. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], to recommit the pending bill to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs without instructions; and upon that ques- 
tion the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 122, nays 114, not 
voting 84; as follows: 


YEAS—122. 
Aiken, Dargan, Lewis, Skinner, T. G 
Alexander, Davidson, Libbey, Slocum, 
ot, Davis, R. x Steele, 
Barbour, Dibble, McCoid, Stozm, 
Barksdale, Dibrell, MeMillin. Sumner, C. A 
Belmont, Dingley, , Matson, Taylor, J. M. 
Bennett, Dowd, Maybury, Thompson, 
isbee, Dunn, Miller, S. H. Throckmorton 
Blackburn, Eldredge. Money, Tillman, 
Blount, Everhart, Muller, Tucker, 
Boutelle, Forney, Murray, Tully, 
Bowen, Geddes, Mutchler, Turner, H. G. 
Boyle, Gibson, Neece, Valentine, 
Breckinridge, Green, Oates, an Alstyne, 
Brewer, F, Guenther, Patton, Vance, 
Brewer, J. H. Payne, Van Eaton, 
Browne, T., M. Hammond, Payson, Wadsworth, 
Brumm, Hardeman, Pierce, Wait, 
Buchanan, Hewitt, G. W. Peel, S. W. Ward, 
Buckner, H ok. Phelps, Warner, A. J. 
Campbell, Felix Hoblitzell, Pryor, Warner, Richard 
Campbell, J. M. Holman, Ray, Ossian Wellborn, 
Clay, Houseman, R = Wemple, 
Clements, Jones, B. W. n White, J. D. 
Cobb, Jones, J. H. - Williams, 
Covington, Jones, J. T. $ illis, 
Cox, S. 8. ean, Robinson, J. 8. Winans, E. B. 
Cox, W. R. Kleiner, Bogers, J.H. Winans, John 
X b, es, York. 
Culberson, D. B. Shelley, 
Cullen, Lawrence, Singleton, 
NAYS—114. 
Adams, J. J. Fiedler, L; i Robinson, W, E. 
Anderson, Pines: McComas, TS, W.F. 
Atkinson, P Lares = 
yne, o ett," inley, yan, 
ch, Fyan, Mayo, Seney, 
Belford, George, Mil Seymour, 
Bingham Glascock, Miller, J. F. Shaw, 
Blanchard, Greenleaf, Mitchell, Skinner, C. R. 
Breitung, Hanback, Morey, i 
Broadhead, Hart, Morgan, Snyder, 
Brown, W. W. aeee D. B. Morrill, Spooner, 
Budd, rt, Morse, Stevens, 
Burleigh, Hill, Muldrow, Stewart, Charles 
Caldwell, Hitt, Murphy, ne, 
Cassidy, Holmes, Nelson Strait, 
Chardy, Holton, Nicholls, Struble, 
Collins, Hopkins, ilt: bot, 
Connolly, Horr, O'Neill, Charles Taylor, E.B. 
Cosgrove, Howey, O'Neill, J.J. Wakefield, 
Cutcheon Hunt, Parker, Weaver, 
Davis, G. R. Jeffords, Perkins, White, Milo 
Dockery, Johnson, Peters, Wiison, W. L. 
Dunham, Jordan, Pettibone, Wise, J. 
Eaton. m. Poland, ood, 
Elliott, Keifer, Potter, Woodward, 
Elis, cey, Y, Worthington, 
Evans, I. N. Long, in, aple. 
Evins, J. H. Lore, Ranney 
Ferrell, Lovering, Ray, G.W. 
NOT VOTING—S4. 
Adams, G. E. Ellwood, Jones, J. K. Rockwell, 
ey, Ermentrout, Kelley, Rowell, 
lentine, Foran, ellogg, Russell, 
rr, ff, : Spriggs, 
Bland, Graves, King, Springer, 
Brainerd, Hancock, ird, Stephenson, 
Burnes, Hardy, Le Fevre, Stewart, J. W. 
Cabell, Harmer, McAdoo, kslager 
Calkins, Hatch, H. H. Milliken, Sumner, D. H. 
Candler, ipen n: A Mills, Taylor, J. D. 
Cannon, Morrison, homas, 
Carleton. sph, Moulton, Townshend, 
Chace, Hom erson, T, Nutting, Turner, Oscar 
Converse, Henley, f Washburn, 
Cook, Hepburn Pai; Weller, 
Culbertson, W. W. Hawa À. S. Eo S.J. Whiting, 
Curtin, ve 2a Post, Wilkins, 
Davis, L, H. Houk Price, Wilson, James 
Deuster, Wise, G. D. 
Dorsheimer, Hutching, Rice, Wolford, 
Duncan, James, Riggs, Young. 


So the motion to recommit was agreed to. 
Mr. WINANS, of Wisconsin (after the roll-call was concluded). I 
desire to have my vote recorded in the affirmative. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the request. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. CANNON and Mr. MILLS, for to-day. 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, for to-day. 

Mr. RANDALLand Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, until next Monday. 

Mr. HANcocK and Mr. CALKINS, until farther notice. 

Mr. Harpy and Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, until further notice. 

Mr. HEMPHILL and Mr. RUSSELL, until the 13th instant, inclusive. 

Mr. COLLINS and Mr. WHITING, until the close of to-day’ 8 session. 

Mr. McApoo and Mr. KELLOGG, until further notice. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, and Mr. SrocKSLAGER, until further notice. 

Mr. HAYNES and Mr. Graves, until further notice. 

Mr. Cook and Mr. Hovuk, until further notice. 

Mr. ROWELL and Mr. RiG6s, on all questions until mutually agreed 
otherwise. 

Mr. FORAN and Mr. PETTIBONE, until Saturday next. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. WASHBURN, until March 13, inclusive. 

Mr. PAIGE and Mr. HATCH, of Michigan, on all questions until fur- 
ther notice. 

Mr. MORGAN and Mr. MORRILL, until further notice. 

Mr. KetcHaMand Mr. HUTCHINS, until Wednesday, the 12th instant. 

Mr. BALLENTINE and Mr. HARMER, until Monday next. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. My pair with Mr. FORAN is on political ques- 
tions only. I do not understand that this question has any politics in 
it, and therefore I have voted. 

"The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of a bill proposing to put Alfred Pleasonton on the pen- 
sion-roll at $100 a month. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I object. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Task, then, that the bill may be referred 
to the appropriate committee. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I hope that may be done. 

There being no objection, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 5690) granting 
a pension to Alfred Pleasonton; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committeeon Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 343) to provide for the exercise of the jurisdiction conferred 
upon the United States in places out of their territory and dominion, 
and to repeal the Revised Statutes from section 4083 to section 4130, 
inclusive; and 

A bill (S. 399) for the relief of Albert H. Emery. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House for the consideration of business on the Private 
Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House (Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair), and proceeded to the con- 
sideration of business on the Private Calendar. 


JOHN B. MONTEITH, DECEASED. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1319) 
to adjust the accounts of John B. Monteith, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bs it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is here 
authorized and directed, in the settlement of the Indian accounts of John 
Monteith, deceased, late Indian nt at the papt Indian agency, in the Ter- 
ritory of Idaho, for the Nez Indians, to allow him, or the administrator 
or executor of his estate, the sum of $875. 78, which amount has been heretofore 
disallowed him in the settlement of his accounts in the Indian service; and 
which sum for that purpose is hereby appropriated out of any money in the 

ry not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say that, in consequence of one of the pres- 
ent rules of the House providing that these reports be sent to the rooms 
of the members instead of being placed in the document-room, a 
printed report, when actually required here for use, can notin many cases 
be obtained. As I have not been able to get this report from the doc- 
ument-room, I must, for that reason only, call for the reading of the 
report. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1319) 
to adjust the accounts of John B. Monteith, deceased, have had the same under 
consideration and report thereon as follows: 

This bill authorizes and directs the Secretary of the „in the adjust- 
ment of the accounts of John B. Monteith, deceased, late In nt at the 
Lapwai Indian ageya Idaho for the Nez Percé Indians, to allow the admin- 
istrator of his estate sum of $875.75, as follows, to wit: 

To fees paid J. M. Howe, attorney for Corson employés, as per 

Seed at CNN oc as oa socio ee rasats deroa bi t aoaea Sea NEV aAa 
To rent paid W. G. Langford, in the names of = various employés, by 

Agent Monteith, as per itemized statement... 
To justice fees paid, as per itemized statement... re 
To amounts disallowed in the final settlement of I n 

B. Monteith’s account before the ry Department. ........0. 0.0... en 
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This claim has been repeatedly recommended for payment by the Indian Of- 
fice and Interior Department, to wit, on December 14, 1876; on March 1, 1877; 
on January 11, 1882; on March 18, 1882, as set forth in official papers from the 


Indian Lis presser po 

This bill, introduced in the Forty-seventh Congress, was submitted to the 
Department of the Interior for examination and report, and was reported favor- 
ably upon in a communication of March 18, 1882. Six hundred and twenty-five 
Aolle and seventy-five cents of this account was for money paid by John B. 
Monteith in defen ing the United States Indian agency in actions in ejectment 
brought in the United States Territorial courts; and $250 of the amount was al- 
lowance made by the Indian Department for additional clerical service at said 
a The sum total tes $875.75. 

he following is a report and recommendation of the Interior Department: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
e Washington, March 18, 1882. 

Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of March 7, 
1882, transmitting for report and office views thereon House bill No. 4741, Forty- 
seventh Con: , first session, ‘to adjust the accounts of Jno. B. Monteith, de- 

+” wit accompanying papers. 

The payment of the claim of Mr. Monteith has been repeatedly urged upon 
Congress, and was the subject of a favorable report (copy herewith) to the hon- 
orable Secretary of the Interior, under date of December 14, 1876, recommend- 
ing that Congress be requested to appropriate the sum of $625.75 to reimburse 
Mr. Monteith for the money actually expended and paid out by him in the eject- 
ment suit of W. G. Langford vs. Employés of the Nez Percé Indian Reservation 
at Lapwai, Idaho. 

It was further urged in a communication to Senator Windom (copy herewith), 

March 1, 1877, requesting the insertion in the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, then pending, an amendment making an appropriation covering said claim. 

The justness and the merit of the amount ( ) disallowed in the final settle- 
ment of Agent Monteith’s accounts, by the accounting officer of the Treasury 
Department, for additional pay for services rendered on account of authorized 
increase of salary as agency clerk, has never been questioned ; but, as there was 
no authority of law for its allowance or payment, relief can only be had through 


Congress. 
Concurring in the views of my predecessors as to the justness of the whole 
claim of $873.75, I urgently recommend favorable and prompt action on the bill 


submitted, which is returned herewith, with accompanying inclosures, as re- 


Very respesttally, E. L. STEVENS. 


Hon. M C. GEORGE, Acting Commissioner. 


ouse of ives. 
ewe is a copy of a letter from the former Commissioner of Indian 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
ington, 14, 1876. 

Sr: I have the honor to invite your attention to theclaim of John B, Monteith, 
United States Indian agent, for certain expenses of rent, costs, and fees unavoida- 
= incurred by the employés in their defense at the trial of the ejectment suits 

W.G. Laviglord vs. Employés of the Nez Percé Indian Reservation at Lapwai, 
Idaho Territory. These expenses were necessarily incurred, owing to the dis- 
tance from the agency of the proper United States district agency, as well as the 
difficulty of prompt communication with him or the De ent, and to the 

encies of the case, which have been duly and fully reported to this office. 

m these facts and the circumstances of the parties who were mulcted with 
the costs, and who are hardly able to bear the same, and in view of the factthat 
by this course of action they were enabled to hold the agency buildings, and 
thereby avert their total destruction by the Indians, who would undoubtedly 
have burned them rather than allow them to into Mr. Langford’s posses- 
sion, I respectfully recommend that Congress requested to appropriate the 
sum of . 75 to fully reimburse Mr. Monteith for all moneys actually expended 
and paid out by him in said defense. 

For your further information I submit herewith duplicate copies of an item- 
ized statement of the expenses incurred, which were furnished by Mr. Monteith 
under office instructions of the 19th of July, 1875. 

I also submit the draught of a bill for the purpose above indicated. 

I have the honor to be, respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J. Q. SMITH, Commissioner. 

The Hon, SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 


From the papers on file in this case it appears that Mr. Langford made attempt 
s aha actions in ejectment in the justice, district, and supreme courts of 
Idaho to recover possession of the land upon which the Government agency 
buildings had been erected; that he was successful in the actions in the justice 
court and in the district court, but was finally defeated in the supreme court. 
These expenses were unavoidably incurred by Mr. Monteith to save the occu- 
pancy of the Government buildingsafter judgment rendered in the justice courts 
and until the Department could heard from, and for the expenses of an <a 

1 to the district court and to the supreme court, where the cases were finally 
ded in favor of the Government, It is quite evident from the proofs on file 
that had Mr. Monteith not expended these sums the Government would have 
been the loser of much valuable property, both through the result of the trials 
establishing the right of Mr. Langford and the frenzy of the Indians, who would 
have doubtless burned the buildings rather than to have seen them come into 
possession of Mr. Langford. 

It will be remembered that this agency was then situated in an isolated sec- 
tion, moreso probably than any otber portion of the United States at that time, 
and communication with the ay spect was exceedingly difficult. Mr. Mon- 
teith’s action in thus saving the Government property and looking after its in- 
terest in a time of emergency entitles him to the gratitude of his country; and 
the least it can do is to reim him for the sum of money which he neces- 
sarily expended during the emergency in the Government’s behalf. Time has 

roven that it was a wise action on his part, and that he was faithful to the in- 

rest of the Indians and of the Government. In regard to the sum of $250, ex- 
paang by Mr. Monteith for additional clerical assistance, as shown by vouchers 

os. 7, L1, 12,16, and 30, on file now in the Second Auditor's Oftice, the following 
was the authority under which the expenditure was made: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE or LyDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., May 27, 1875. 
Sir: In reply to your communication of the 6th instant, in which you ask au- 
thority to increase the salary of your clerk from $1,000 to $1,200 per annum, you 
are informed that your request is granted, the amount involved to be paid from 
funds that are now or may hereafter be placed in your hands from the appropri- 
ation for “incidental expenses Indian service in idaho.” y 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
EDW. P. SMITH, 


Commissioner, 


J. B. MoxtEIrTH, Esq., 
United States Indian Agent, Lapwai, Idaho. 
In view of the foregoing your committee believe this claim to be just and 
proper, and recommend that it be allowed and paid as set forth in the bill. 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Chairman, as this report contains a very full 
statement of the facts in this case I do not deem it n to oceupy 
time with a further explanation, but move at once that the bill be laid 
aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

JOHN P. T. DAVIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 328) 
for the relief of John P. T. Davis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to tto John P. T. Davis, late second lieutenant of Company 
H, Fifty-second Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, an honorable discharge from 
the military service as of the date of November 6, 1862. 


The report was read, as follows : 


The facts out of which this claim for relief arises will be found stated if House 
report of the Committee on War Claims, first session Forty-seventh Congress, a 
copy of which is hereto appended. 

our committee adopt the said report as their own, and report back the bill 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


[House Report No. 1494, Forty-seventh Congress, first session, ] 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, submitted the following 

report, to accompany bill H. R. 5417: 
he Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 317) for 
the relief of John P. T. Davis, report as follows: 

That the bill under consideration directs the Secretary of War to grant to John 
P. T. Davis, late second lieutenant Company H, Fifty-second Regiment of In- 
diana Volunteers, an honorable discharge from the military service as of the 
date of November 6, 1862. 

The facts gathered from papers accompanying the bill show that John P. T. 
Davis was mustered in as second lieutenant wit poey gus ar Fifty-second In- 
diana Volunteers, February 1, 1862, to serve three years. He was tried by gen- 
eral court-martial convened at Fort Pillow, Tennessee, pursuant to General Or- 
ders No. 2, of date October 29, 1862, from Headquarters District of Columbus; 
charge, absent without leave; found guilty, and sentenced to be dismissed from 
the service, to date from November 6, 1862. The disability to re-enter the service 
resulting therefrom was removed by letter from the Adjutant-General United 
States Army to the Governor of Indi January 15, 1866. : 

It appears from the proof submitted that on or about the 19th day of Septem- 
ber, 1862, the said Lieutenant Davis was prostrated by a severe attack of fever, 
and became very feeble in body and in mind in prey ee of said sickness, 
and whilein this weak and debilitated state of mind and that Major Strick- 
land, then in command of the ent, persuaded and induced the said Lieu- 
tenant Davis that he had better visit his home to in his health; that he, the 
said Major Strickland, would see that it was all right, &c.; that under these in- 
ducements the said Lieutenant Davis left his post and went North, and returned 
voluntarily to his command as soon as his health was restored, in about three 
weeks afterward. Shortly after his return to his ment he was summoned 
before a military court-martial, and on a charge of absence without leave was 
tried and dismissed the service. This was the whole offense for which this sol- 
dier was tried. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the relief should be granted, and re- 
port back the bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. GEDDES moved that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN TAYLOR & SON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1198) 
for the relief of John Taylor & Son. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to John Taylor & Son, out of anz money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $149.50, as full compensation 
for lumber used the United States Army, as appears from evidence on file in 
the Third Auditor's Office, United States Treasury Department, in claim No, 8252. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The facts out of which this claim for relief arises will be found stated in House 
report of the Committee on War Claims No.527, first session Forty-seventh 
Congress, a copy of which is hereto appended, 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and report back the bill 
to the House and recommend its passage. 

[House Report No. 527, Forty-seventh Congress, first session. | 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, submitted the following re- 
port, to accompany bill H. R. 493: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 493) for 
ee relief of John Taylor & Son, of Newport, Ky., respectfully report as fol- 

ows: 

These claimants seek compensation for the value of a quantity of lumber al- 
leged to have been sold and delivered, in September, 1862, to the United States 
military authorities at ad ee Ky., for the improvement of fortifications at 
said place. The amount claimed is $149.50, 

There is no difficulty in ascertaining the facts in this case. The evidence is 
abundant and without conflict. The papers establish the following facts: That 
in the summer of 1862 Newport and Covington, in Kentucky, and Cincinnati, 
Ohio, were seriously threatened by the appearance of large confederate military 
forces thatrwere then moving in the direction of Newport. This threatened in- 
vasion of Ohio, and danger to Covington and Newport, induced the State of Ohio 
to call out a large militia force forthe public defense. This militia force was 
under the immediate command of Col. James V. Guthrie, who was appointed 
for that pu by the governor of Ohio, and instructed to take command of 
all the military troops in Kentucky. Colonel Guthrie thereupon appointed 
John R. Ricke as quartermaster, and atthe same time created a military board. 

At the time the militia force from Ohio metat Newport General Lew. Wallace 
was in command of United States troops in and about Newport and in the for- 
tiflcations then existing at Newport. The military board appointed by Colonel 
Guthrie for the city of Newport had the power given them to make all necessary 

purchases of lumber to construct platforms upon which to operate the artillery 
n Forts Beechwood, Shaler, and Picking. It is proved and conceded that luni- 
ber of the value of $149.50 was purchased of these claimants by the partics so 
authorized, and that the same was used for the pupos specified; that claim- 
ants were at the time, and continued to be, loyal citizens of the United States, 
and have never received any portion of the value of said lumber. 

It appears from the evidence that General Lew, Wallace, then in command of 
the United States forces at Newport, directed the building of said forts and im- 
provements for which said lumber was purchased. 
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Wiliam H, Lappe testifies “that he was appointed one of the board men- 
tioned; that said lumber was purchased and used; that he believed the same to 
be necessary to the efficiency of said forts and for the protection of the United 
States forces then occupying said forts; that Genera’ Lew Wallace was then in 
command of the district embracing Newport, Ky., and directed the building of 
said forts, and they were constructed under his direction.” 

Colonel Guthrie testifies to substantially the same facts. 

This claim was filed May 6, 1863, in the Treasury Department for payment, 
where the same remained without any action until February, 1877, when the 
voucher was returned to the claimants with the information “that the military 
forces of which John R. Ricke (who purchased this lumber of claimants) was 
quartermaster were not mustered into the service of the United States, and, 
although the military operations of this force were for convenience directed by 
a general officer of the United States Army, it was not mustered into the United 
States service or paid by the United States.”’ 

Thereupon claimants filed a bill in the Forty-fifth Congress, and again in the 
Forty-sixth Congress, for relief. Anadverse report was made by this committee 
during the second session of the Forty-sixth Congress, solely on the ground 
that it did not seem to be a claim against the Government of the United States. 

Now, your committee have carefully reviewed the evidence in this case, and 
believe it to be a good claim against the Government of the United States, sup- 
ported by every principle of law and equity. If, under the same circumstances, 
and prompted by the same emergency, General Wallace, in command of the 
United States forees, had in person made these purchases of lumber, it would 
be conceded a valid claim against the General Government. In law and good 
conscience he did make the purchase. He decided that the material was neces- 
sary for the “common defense” and to guard and protect the United States 
troops under his command. He directed the construction of works for which 
this lumber was needed, and superintended the use of this lumber. It does not 
appear to be a matter of much consequence who acted in making the purchase, 
nor whether they were officers or soldiers of the United States. They may have 
been private citizens from the farms, workshops, stores, and other places of 

rivate life, hastily volunteering their services for the defense of the country. 
dr the forces may have assumed more formality and been acting as militia of a 
State. But it is submitted by your committee that when said forces were under 
the direction and military control of a United States officer, and when thus act- 
ing made purchases for the benefit of the United States under the direction of 
said officer, it would work great injustice to the claimants to deny them relief. 

Your committee therefore report the bill back to the House and recommend 
its passage. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman, we have got a large number of bills 
on the Private Calendar, and we have but one day in each week assigned 
for their consideration. According to my recollection this is the first 
time we have devoted Friday to that purpose. Some gentleman, and 
I am not aware who he is, insists on reading all these reports. Nobody 
hears them; nobody cares about them; nobody is concerned in that ques- 
tion. Itseems to me we might expedite the consideration of these bills 
by a statement that a committee composed of a majority of the other 
side of the House had carefully examined them and reported them to 
this body as creditable bills. Why take up the time of this House with 
reading these reports to which no one listens and in this end of the 
Hall no one can hear? Is this a kind of suppressed filibustering insti- 
tuted and organized by gentlemen on the other side? Have you not 
confidence in the reports of the majoritiesof yourown committees? And 
when it is announced by the Clerk from the desk that the majority of 
the committee has carefully, studiously considered the subject and rec- 
ommend its favorable action of this House, why should we go through 
the farce of reading a long report to which nobody gives any attention, 
or if he desired to give attention could not hear? I will vote for the 
bill, but I wanted to make these observations in reference tg the hon- 
esty, morality, decency, intelligence, and judgment of the way in which 
the majority of the Democratic party is proceeding with the considera- 
tion of these bills. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. GEDDES. I move that bill be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


BENJAMIN D. LAKIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3521) 
for the relief of Benjamin D. Lakin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c.,That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pay to Benjamin D. Lakin, of Point Pleasant, Clermont 
County, Ohio, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of $1,000, for money paid for a substitute during the late war. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let us have the report read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The facts out of which this claim for relief arises will be found stated in House 
report of the Committee on War Claims No. 675, first session Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, a copy of which is hereto appended. 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and report back a substi- 
tute for the bill and recommend its passage. 


[House Report No. 675, Forty-seventh Congress, first session. ] 
Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, submitted the following re- 
port, to accompany bill H. R. 5007 : 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1246) for 
the relief of Benjamin D. Lakin, having considered the same, respectfully re- 


port: 

This claimant was, on the 28th day of September, 1864, duly drafted into the 
military service of the United States in the sixth district of Ohio, toserve forthe 
period of one year; that in pursuance of said draft he reported himself forth- 
with to the marshal of said istrict, at Hillsborough, Ohio, and was immediately 
sentto Todd Barracks, at Columbus, Ohio. It further appears from the evidence 
that on the 10th day of October, 1864, and within the time allowed by law, he 
cured one John Smittle as a substitute for himself; that said substitute was dul 
and regularly accepted by the marshal of said district on the morning of the 10t 
of October, 1564, and was mustered into the service of the United States Army 
- for the period of one year, and was thereupon duly assi; to Company C, Sev- 
enty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry; that said substitute served faith- 
fully and remained in the Army until he died, on the 30th of April, 1865. 

It is also clearly established in the f that on the 10th of October, 
order was telegraphed by said ma from Hillsborough to the commandant 
of Todd Barracks, at Columbus, Ohio, “ that said substitute bad been furnished 
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and accepted.” It further appears that said order was duly received, and this 
elaimant thereupon earnestly and diligently sought to obtain his discharge but 
failed, and he was, against his protests, on the lth day of October, 1864, sent to 
the front for military duty, being assigned to Company E, Fifteenth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and was placed on detached mas as a train guard, in 
General Sherman’s army, and performed the duties of a so dier up to the month 
of February, 1865, when he was taken sick, and subsequently, on the 10th of June, 
1865, he was mustered out of the service. 

Claimant made repeated efforts to obtain his discharge from the Army, but 
owing to the detached duty in which he was employed was unable to secure it 
until said 10th of June, 1865. 

Claimant,in order to obtain his said substitute, paid him the sum of $1,000, 
which appears from the evidence to have n reasonable. 

The evidence clearly establishes the fact that this claimant was compelled to 

rform this service for the Government without any fault or negligence on 
Bis part, and solely through the mistake and fault of the agents of the Gov- 
ernment. 

This claim was referred to the Adjutant-General of the United States in 
but not allowed, on the ground that there was no law providing for the paymen 
of such claims. 

From the foregoing facts your committee find that this claim is just, and that 
claimant should haye some compensation for the services performed and the 
loss sustained. He served eight months, two-thirds of the time for which he 
had provided a substitute and had paid $1,000. 

Your committee therefore find and report that claimant should be paid the 
sum of $1,000 for the time served by him; and recommend the passage of the 
substitute for said bill, herewith filed. 


Mr. MOREY. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe, sir, so far as my own experience is con- 
cerned, it is the only bill involving this question which has been before 
this House, for I do not remember that it has been before this House 
before. 

Mr. GEDDES. Yes, it was before the House in the Forty-seventh 
Coops and, under a suspension of the rules, was passed unani- 
mously. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thad forgotten that fact as to this bill. I remem- 
ber it was before the Committee on Claims, but it is the first bill of the 
kind reported to Congress involving this question. 

Mr. MOREY. There are precedents for this bill in prior Congresses. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was not aware of that fact, and I will be glad if 
my friend from Ohio will call my attention to those precedents. 

Mr. MOREY. I will do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish in the first place to make a single remark. 
A party in the late war was drafted and paid $1,000 for a substitute, 
and then he himself was afterwards drafted again, and served in the 
Army. The question involved here is whether the amount paid by him 
for a substitute should be returned. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the Government is to pay this class of claims 
at all, can the Government be required to pay more than was paid in 
the way of bounty to soldiers? It seems to me in this case, if you de- 
part from that rule you will fix it so everybody who employed a sub- 
stitute can call upon the Government for compensation, irrespective of 
the service rendered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, my friend trom Tennessee puts the question 
I was seeking to present, and puts it very well. The Government at 
that time was paying, according to my present recollection, a bounty of 
$300. At the time that this transaction occurred I am under the im- 
pression that the $1,000 bounty was not beingpaid. I believe that $300 
was the very highestsum the Governmentallowed for such service. The 
question presented, therefore, by this bill is not, perhaps, whether the 
relief should be granted, but what is the measure of the relief. If the 
facts are as stated and found by the committee it would seem to be a fit 
subject for relief. Butthe question is whether or not the contract made 
by the party should bind the Government to the extent of the full 
amount he paid, or whether the Government would be granting the full 
measure of relief warranted by the premises by refunding the amount 
it was then paying for bounty. In the Committee on War Claims in 
the last Congress I think the latter was regarded as the true principle. 

The Government obtained in this case two soldiers. It was entitled 
to one, and was paying the bounty of $300. If the soldier was enlisted 
or drafted—and I presume he was drafted, under this report—of course 
he received the bounty himself if he served out his term, and the sub- 
stitute would also, as my friend here on my right suggests. If Iam 
correct, then the Government had paid two bounties if those parties 
served out their respective terms. 

Mr. GEDDES. Do I understand the gentleman to claim that drafted 
men were paid bounties? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Such is my impression. 


Sey GEDDES. I think not. I do not think drafted men were paid 
unties. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Iamspeaking from recollection. Ithink they were. 


Mr. GEDDES. The amount of bounty, I will say to my friend from 
Indiana, paid by the party procuring a substitute would necessarily 
be in accordance with the value of the service of the man in the State 
where the draft occurred. The amount given by any person who pro- 
cured a substitute would be governed by the law of supply and demand. 
Now, if the man who wants a substitute goes out into the market and 
obtains one at the lowest price ible in that State and community 
(and as I say the price of the substitute was fixed by the demand and 
varied with the locality), is it not fair to reimburse him to the extent 
paid by him ? 
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Mr. HOLMAN. But, Mr. Chairman, in response to the gentleman 
from Ohio, it may be said that very high bounties were paid in certain 
cases where parties were excited or alarmed at the urgency of the draft. 
Suppose a party paid $2,000 for another man to go in his place—and I 
have heard of instances where such large sums were paid to obtain sub- 
stitutes—should that be regarded as binding the Government? Shall 
the amount paid on the spur of the moment bind the Government, or 
should the Government pay back the sum it wasactually paying for that 
service in other cases, $100, $200, or $300, as the case may be, depend- 
ing upon the state of the law at the time? 

J think the amount to be paid in the present case is the sum of $300, 
if that was the amount being paid by the Government at the time. I 
remember many years ago the same question came up involving two of 
my constituents; and the better opinion at that time of the Committee 
on Claims—this was before the Committee on War Claims was organ- 
ized—was that each of them should be paid the sum of $300. But the 
subject was not pressed, and finally the bills were not reported back to 
the House. I thought then, and also when the same subject was before 
the last Congress, that the rule should be to fix the amount to be paid 
by the amount that the Government was paying at the time, and not 
the amount that a private citizen saw fit to pay for a substitute. 

Mr. GEDDES. Mr. Chairman, as I had the honor of reporting this 
bill to the committee, and from the committee to the House in the last 
Congress, I desire to say to the gentleman from Indiana, who stated his 
action in that committee, that when I reported this bill back to the 
committee, in order to more carefully guard the Treasury of the United 
States as against this man who was compelled to serve when he was not 
bound by law, yet acting inthe most rigid manner against him, I made 
a report that he should be allowed $666.66, being two-thirds of the 
$1,000 that he had paid for the substitute; and for this reason, that he 
had served himself only two-thirds of the year. His substitute served 
and died in the Army. He himself was compelled to serve until he could 
procure his discharge. He procured it as soon as he could be heard by 
the Government. He was put on detached duty from time to time, but 
sought through a brother and friend diligently and constantly to secure 
his own discharge, his substitute being in the service at the same time. 
He was utterly unable to do that for some time, but afterward, how- 
ever, he got the ear of the officers of the Government, and was discharged 
from the service at the expiration of eight months. I thought that pos- 
sibly he would be content with two-thirds of the amount he had paid, 
he having served two-thirds of the time for which he had provided a 
substitute. But with the single exception of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana and myself, in our care against any intrusions upon the Treasury, 
the committee unanimously conceded that not only should the man who 
had provided the substitute be paid the amount which we had recom- 
mended, but that the recommendation was an injustice to the soldier 
and citizen in not being large enough, and overruled us both, allowing 
him by their unanimons action the full thousand dollars originally 
claimed. Now,why? Because he proved that that was the lowest sum 
for which he could purchase the services of a substitute at that time. 
He proved that he paid that money; and yet in face of the fact that they 
took his substitute, and accepted his services, they impressed him into 
the service, taking him by military force, and put him into the Army. 
They took him up and down the land for a period of eight long months, 
away from his family, away from his business, and made him perform 
duty in the public service where he was not required to be. 

My colleague from Ohio [Mr. MOREY] says there are precedents to 
be found for this act. If I believed it, I would not go to search for 
them. I would not go to the record to find five hundred precedents 
for an act of justice so plain, so simple, so manifest, that if it is denied 
it would shock every man’s sense of justice. You may sustain it by 
precedents if you have them. I do not care to hear them. 

Mr. MOREY. I do not consider it necessary to say anything in ad- 
dition to what has been said by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES] 
in support of this bill. I desire, however, to correct a misapprehension 
into which gentlemen have fallen in their arguments pro and con. 

At the time the claimant in this case procured a substitute to go into 
the Army, the law which permitted a man to pay $300 commutation 
money had been repealed. A man who was drafted was called upon to 
go into the service or to furnish some one to go for him. This claimant 
was one of four brothers, three of whom had already gone into the serv- 
ice. Hewas the youngest, and was drafted from his home also to gointo 
the service. His brothers made up the sum of $1,000 in order that this 
younger brother might remain at home with his aged parents, as is con- 
clusively shown by the evidence on file. The sum which he paid for 
his substitute was a reasonable sum. It was not a sum paid for the 
purpose of keeping some one out of the Army, but it was for the purpose 
of supplying a soldier for the ranks. 

After he had paid this sum of money he was by force, through an 
inadvertence and misunderstanding upon the part of the mustering 
officers, compelled also to go and serve his time in the Army; and this 
man who had paid this money was compelled to remain in the Army 
for a long period. 

I submit that the measure of compensation should not be the $300 
under the previous law, but that it should be the sum of $1,000, which 
the committee have found and reported to this House to be a reason- 


able sum paid for the purpose of procuring a substitute. I again, Mr. 
Chairman, move that the bill be laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to put a question to my friend from Ohio 
[Mr. Morey]. The Government was entitled to one soldier under this 
draft, and the substitute was the person whom the Government ob- 
tained. The party for whose relief this bill is sought to be passed was 
in the service a period of nine months or a little less. Now, is not this 
in effect paying him a bounty—for the Government was entitled to the 
other—paying him a bounty of $1,000 for that period of time? Is not 
that the exact effect of it? 

Mr. MOREY. No, sir; itis not a bounty, because the claimant had 
parted with his money under the agreement with the Government that 
if he furnished a substitute he would be excused from the draft. He 
complied with that understanding and agreed with the Government. 
He and his friends parted with this money and yet he was compelled 
to go in and serve his time. It is not a bounty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Government was entitled to one soldier, and 
that soldier went into the service and served seven or eight months and 
then died. The person who had employed the substitute goes into the 
service— 

Mr. GEDDES. Is forced in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Forced in if you please—and he is paid like every 
iother soldier his $15 a month. And now you propose to pay him in 
addition for these eight or nine months of service, after being paid in 
the regular way, the additional sum of $1,000. Mistakes of this kind 
were made all the time. 

Mr. MOREY. In answer to the gentleman from Indiana, I will state 
the Government was entitled to one soldier under that draft and not 
to two. The Government got its one soldier by means of this claimant 
paying $1,900 to procure him, under the plain understanding he should 
himself be exempt from the draft. And I say the Government ought 
now to refund the money which it compelled him upon that under- 
standing to pay. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend excuse me for this interruption 
again? The way in which the three-hundred-dollar feature presented 
itself was notas I had thought. That wasthecommutation. The Gov- 
ernment during a very considerable period drafted the citizen, and he 
either went into the service himself or paid the $300 into the Treasury 
and the Government used it to employ somebody else. 

Mr. MOREY. That law had been repealed. 

Mr. STORM. The difficulty was the commutation-money which the 
Government took in lieu of the personal services of the man who was 
drafted never bought a substitute. I know of my own knowledge, 
when the commutation law of $300 was in force, that $360 never paid 
fora substitute, because in the same neighborhood $600 and $1,000 had 
to be paid as bounty. 

In this case it was an agreement between the man drafted and the 
Government. After he furnished his substitute the Government had 
no claim upon him. Yet he was compelled to do certain services which 
he was not bound todo under thelaw. The question here is how much 
did it cost him to relieve himself of the duty he was not bound to do? 
What it cost him to relieve himself is exactly the measure of his rights 
as between him andthe Government. The commutation of $300 would 
not have relieved him. The question is what he had to pay when he 
went into the market and bought on the best terms he could the services 
of a man willing to be his substitute. Iclaim in equity and in law that 
what he had to pay because of the wrongful acts of the Government is 
just the measure of his equitable relief. 

Mr. GEDDES. I renew the motion that the bill be laid aside to be 
a hae favorably to the House. 

r. WOLFORD. Believing, as I conscientiously do, that this report 
and the bill are all wrong, wrong in principle and wrong in theory, I 
wish before the vote is taken to be heard a moment. 

The Government of the United States as well as the government of 
the confederacy exercised the right to claim and did claim the services 
of every one ofitscitizens. In the United States a man had the privilege 
when drafted either to go into the service himself, or if for any reason 
he was not willing himself to enter the service, to get a substitute. 
Now, under the law, and under a fair understanding of the matter, I 
presume nobody will say that his substitute could not also be called 
upon when occasion required to render service to the country, He who 
employed the substitute might expect, when every able-bodied man was 
demanded to defend his country, that the very moment the call for sery- 
ice was so extended it would embrace his substitute, and he himself 
would have to go into the service as well as the substitute. 

There has been no wrong done to this man. He stood only as every 
other citizen stood, liable to be called upon to render all the serv- 
ice in his power for the side he had espoused. If the Government of 
the United States had a right to release him from service when the sub- 
stitute went into the Army, it also had a right to call upon him for serv- 
ice when the demand was so extended as to include the substitute. 

Mr. GEDDES. Will my friend permit me to appeal to his sense of 
justice in this way: what did the Government mean when it said to this 
man, ‘‘You may furnish a substitute for yourself for this service?” 
Did the Government simply mean to trifle with him; to say to him, 
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‘*Yes, furnish your substitute; put him in; and when we have got him 
we will take you also?’ Did the Government mean that? p 

Mr.WOLFORD. No, sir; it did not mean totrifle with him; neither 
did it mean that he should trifle with the Government. The Govern- 
ment meant to say to him, as it said to all good citizens, ‘‘For the 
present you can be excused if you furnish a substitute; but if the time 
comes when the services of all are demanded and required, then you 
shall go into the service yourself.”’ No other course of reasoning would 
be right. 

And now I appeal to the sense of justice of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr.Geppes]. Wasita trick to defraud the Governmentof theservices 
of all its citizens when they were needed? Could one-half of its cit- 
izens when drafted obtain inferior men as substitutes (and they gen- 
erally got inferior men), and put them into the service and thereby 
excuse themselves? ae 

I said that this whole thing was wrong. If you would do justice 
in the matter you would give the thousand dollars to the widow and 
children of the poor fellow who was killed, and not to the man who 
afterward escaped and got out of the service of the United States by 
ge rose to the sympathy of the officers. 

r. STORM. Does not the gentleman see that his whole argument 
is made simply against the original policy of the Government, and is 
not applicable to this particular case? I admit that the argument of 
the gentleman would be entitled to some force if it had been made in 
this House some years ago, when the question of what should be the 

licy of the Government inthis matter was under consideration. But 

am afraid the gentleman from Kentucky has not actually mastered 
the facts in this particular case, judging from the line of his argument. 

Mr. GEDDES. Let me answer the argument of the gentleman. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Wait a minute; I want to talk a little myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WoL- 
FORD] yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES]? 

Mr. WOLFORD. No, sir; I do not yield any more. They have 
answered me twice, and that is enough. Isay to these gentlemen that 
they have misunderstood the policy of the Government. I deny that 
there ever was any policy on the part of the Government of the United 


- States to excuse a man from the service he owed when the time came | 


that it was needed simply because he had furnished a substitute for a 
little while. I deny that any such suicidal policy ever was adopted by 
the country which I love. 

Mr. STORM. It was the law. 

Mr. WOLFORD. You will excuse me. I deny there was any such 
policy. 
Mi STORM. It was the law. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Produce the law. I deny that that was ever the 

licy; I deny that it was ever the law, and I deny that it is justice. 

deny that there is any truth or honesty in this claim. See how it 
would operate. Does the gentleman say that by the law a substitute 
for a time was received and afterward the Government could not re- 
quire the services of all its citizens? Did our Government act so fool- 
ishly and so unwisely as to adopt a policy by which one half of its able 
bodied citizens could be received as substitutes and the other half 
allowed to go free; that no matter how hard our friends in the South 
might press the Government at any time, no matter how much dan- 
ger there might be to our forces, the Government deliberately adopted 
a line of policy which would deprive itself of the services of a portion 
of its citizens? 

Mr. GEDDES. Does not the gentleman know that the law—— 

Mr. WOLFORD. I do not know that that was the law, neither do 
you. I know that the whole policy of this bill is wrong and unjust. 
When you appeal to my sense of justice, allow me to appeal to your 
own sense of justice. Do you want to take from the Treasury of the 
United States, after paying this man his price as a soldier, paying him 
what all other soldiers received, do you want to take from the Treasury 
of the United States this largesum of money and giveittohim? I ask 
in the name ofall the other soldiers that voluntarily fought in the Army, 
as well as those who were drafted and fought for their country in their 
own proper persons, that you think a little about them. 

Mr. GEDDES. We are for all of them. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Although this man simply did his duty when 
forced to doit, you want to put your hand into the Treasury of the 
United States and give him $1,000 extra compensation. This seems to 
me unjust and unreasonable. Thisis all I want to say. Now the gen- 
tleman can answer me as much as he pleases. 

Mr. MAYO. Mr. Chairman, I wish not to make a speech but sim- 
ply to ascertain, and I trust to enable the House to ascertain, the exact 
status of this matter. If I should be wrong in any assumption that I 
may make I wish to be corrected. at 

As I understand this case, a person liable to be enlisted in the Army 
under the laws of the United States employed a man to take his place— 
a man not liable to that service. Am I right so far? Of course he 
could not put in his place any man who was liable to render service in 
the Army; he must have put in as a substitute some one whom the 
United States could not compel to serve as a soldier. 

Mr. MOREY. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. MAYO. Now, if I put another man in my place fora particular 


service, and pay him for thus taking my place, is not the contract be- 
tween the Government and myself mutual? Am I not forever ab- 
solved when the Government accepts the service of another man? 

Mr. MOREY. Certainly. 

Mr. MAYO. And if that other man happens to be killed, I am vi- 
cariously killed. After my substitute dies the Government has no 
right to come back on me; for I am in the eye of the law dead. 

Mr. MILLER. And your widow ought to havea pension! [Laugh- 


ter. ] 

Mr. MAYO. Now, I understand further that after the death of his 
substitute in the military service, this man was called on again to do 
service in the Army of the United States. Am I right? 

Mr. MOREY. The gentleman will permit me to explain. The man 
who hired the substitute was sent to the front on the same day that 
the substitute was. e 

Mr. STORM. Both commenced their service at the same time. 

Mr. MOREY. Yes, sir. The substitute served until his death, and 
the man who hired the substitute served until the end of the war— 
June, 1865. 

Mr. MAYO. Then, Mr. Chairman, I think there is no power in the 
Government to make one man two men. 

Mr. MOREY. Then give this man back his thousand dollars, and it 
is all right. 

I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. BRUMM. As there seems to be some misunderstanding in re- 
gard to the facts of this case, and as I desire to vote intelligently, I wish 
to put a question, and I hope the gentleman in ate of this bill will 
answer it. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WOLFORD] stated 
that the party who is to receive the money under this bill, and who 
was drafted, obtained a substitute; that the substitute went into the 
Army, and afterward the substitute was drafted. Is that the fact? 

Mr. STORM. No, sir; it is not. 

Mr. BRUMM. Well, the gentleman from Kentucky made that state- 
ment. 
ai STORM. He was as wrong in his statement as he was in his 

W. 
Mr. BRUMM. Then the substitute never was drafted afterward ? 

Mr. MOREY. Iwillexplain. The claimant in this case, Mr. Lakin, 
having been drafted, availed himself of the privilege given him by law 
of going into the market and procuring a substitute. The substitute 
was mustered in, but through a misunderstanding on the part of the 
provost-marshal and the mustering officer Mr. Lakin, who had procured 
the substitute, was mustered in on the same day as the substitute and 
hastened to the front. He never succeeded in getting out of the service 
until the close of the war, June, 1865. 

Mr. PERKINS. What became of the substitute? 

_ Mr. MOREY. He served until April, 1865, when he died in the serv- 
ice. 

Mr. PERKINS. How long did he serve? 

Mr. MOREY. About six months. 

Mr. HATCH, of Michigan. Was the drafted man discharged from 
the service because of having furnished a substitute? 

DE MOREY. He was not discharged until June, 1865, the close of 
the war. 

Mr. GOFF. The substitute never was drafted? 

Mr. MOREY. The substitute never was drafted. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MOREY that the bill 
be aot aside to be reported favorably to the House, there were—ayes 95, 
noes 30. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. Cox, of North Carolina, and Mr. 
Morey as tellers. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 141, noes 37. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the bill was laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation it do pass. 


SIDNEY HENDERSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3522) 
for the relief of Sidney Henderson, executrix. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause to be investigated by the Quartermaster’s Department of 
the United States Army the alleged taking by the United States authorities, for 
the use of the Army during the late war, of a certain lot of timber and fencing 
alleged to have been the property of John Henderson, deceased, of Bradley 
County, Tennessee; such investigation to extend to the title of the property 
taken and used, the status of the owner, whether loyal or not, and the value of 
the property destroyed and used; and when such investigation shall be com- 
pleted the Quartermaster-General shall report the result thereof, with his recom- 
mendation thereon, to Congress, as in cases provided for in the second section 
of the act to restrict the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, &c., approved July 


4,1 


Mr. DIBRELL. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The claimant isthe widow and executrix of John Henderson, who resided in 
Cleveland, Bradley County, Tennessee, and who died January 16, 1863. The 
claim is for timber which was taken for military purposes by the Army of the 
United States in 1864 and 1865. 

Mr. Henderson left a will. dated August 3, 1861, and a codicil, dated June 7, 
1862. Mrs. Henderson, the petitioner, is the sole acting executrix of that will. 
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It is to be presumed that the testator left sufficient to pay all his legacies and 
bequests. No distribution of the estate is to be made until the death of the exec- 
utrix. She is provided for specifically by the terms of that will, and this claim 
is epore of in the residuary clause of the will, which reads as follows: 

“The remainder of my estate not disposed of by legaciesand bequests, if any 
remain at the death of my wife, Sidney, I give and bequeath as a charity to the 
poor of Bradley County, Tennessee, and the same shall be used, applied, and ap- 
Reece forthe exclusive use of the poor at the poor-house of Bradley County, 

‘ennessee, for theirsupport and maintenance,” &c. 

The executrix on February 27, 1873, filed a claim before the Commission of 
Claims for adjudication. The commission investigated the alleged taking of the 
propery. and the loyalty of claimant, and the taking and use of the property was 

lly established, as was the loyalty of the claimant, but rejected the claim solely 
upon the ground that they could not tell who were the real beneficiaries of the 


im. 

The committee are satisfied that the claimant was loyal to the United States 
Government, but are not satisfied as to the amount of the property taken and 
used by the Army. 

The committee therefore report herewith a bill conferring power upon the Sec- 
retary of War to have the case investigated through the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, and to report the result, with his recommendation thereon, to Congress 
for its action in the premises. 


Mr. DIBRELL. Mr. Chairman, this case was presented to the South- 
ern Claims Commission February 27, 1873. As shown by the report 
ofthe committee, that commission investigated the alleged taking ofthe 
property and the loyalty of the claimant, and the taking and use of the 
property was fully established, as was the loyalty of the claimant. It 
was rejected solely because the poor of Bradley County was not a party 
to the application. By Mr. Henderson’s will his widow was left his 
sole executrix, and the remainder of his estate, after disposing of leg- 
acies and bequests, was left to the poor of Bradley County, Tennessee. 
And as I have said, the claim was rejected solely because the poor of 
that county did not join as a party to the application, although she was 
the sole executrix. The War Claims Committee provide that the case 
shall be investigated through the Quartermaster’s Department and the 
result reported to Congress. This old lady lived in the district I have 
the honor to represent on this floor, but afterward removed to Knox- 
ville. She is 85 or 90 years old, and is drawing a pension as the widow 
of a soldier of the war of 1812. The amount of the claim is $2,310, 

I offer the following substitute: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the proper accounting officers of the United States be, and are hereby, 
directed to pay to Sidney Henderson, executrix of John Henderson, deceased, 
of Bradley County, Tennessee, amount of her claims filed and proved before 
the Southern Claims Commission shar reap J 27, 1873, amounting to the sum of 
$2,310, which shall be in full compensation for her claim. 


Mr. GEDDES. On the question of this substitute I wish to say to 
the committee that the amount has not been investigated by the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. This case having been referred to that commit- 
tee, it was considered by them and they ordered the report to be made as 
has been indicated. Now, whether the amount named by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee is correct, or whether that will be found to be the 
just amount due to this party on investigation, I am not prepared to 
say. Ourcommittee has not reported, and that question has not been 
investigated; and it would certainly be dangerous for us, on the motion 
of a friend of a party, to substitute the amount of his claim for the bill 
which is reported when the very purpose of the latter is to ascertain 
the exact amount due. The committee not believing the proof sufti- 
cient to satisfy them of the amount due, they have declined to report 
any specific amount. They have gone as far as they could. They are 
as favorable as they can be in reporting in favor of a reinvestigation by 
the Quartermaster’s Department with a view to ascertain the real 
amount due this party. 

To show how exceedingly dangerous it would be to adopt this I need 
only say that we have numerous cases in which the parties claim, as 
near as I can recollect, $156,000 each, where there would be a report 
for perhaps of ten, fifteen, or twenty thousand dollars. It is a very 
common thing to find on examination of the papers that 1, 2, or 3 per 
cent. of the amount claimed is the utmost that should be allowed to 
the party. So that this amount that is found in the papers as the 
claim of the party can not be adopted here without overriding the 
action of the committee and without invading their province, as well 
as by walking on what I regard as exceedingly dangerous ground. I 
hope, therefore, that the report of the committee will be adopted by 
the House, 

Mr. DIBRELL. Mr. Chairman, I only wish to say in response to 
the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio that the amount of the claim 
in this case I have ascertained from the papers on file in the room of 
the Committee on War Claims from its clerk. 

Mr. GEDDES. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. DIBRELL. And I think the amount is correct. I have stated 
that I know some of the facts in connection with the case. Now, this 
old lady is 85 or 90 years old, and by the time the matter can be inves- 
tigated, as proposed by the terms of the committee’s bill, she will most 
probably, in the course of nature, be dead. I think, therefore, we had 
better pay her now and be done with the question. Let her have the 
advantage of what she is entitled to while she is living. 

Mr. GEDDES. And let me say to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that our clerk does not know the amount that is due to parties who 
present such claims, nor do we undertake to impose upon him the re- 
sponsibility of deciding how much is due tothem. He could ascertain, 
of course, from the records of the committee, how much different parties 


claim, but we have in the 2,000 bills now pending before that com- 
mittee about $300,000,000 of claims involved. It will relieve the 
Treasury of the fullness of which our friend from Colorado complains 
if you pass such an amendment as this, and I wonder that he is not 
here advocating the proposition. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, I am not prepared to say what ainount 
the evidence discloses as having been absolutely proved in this case, 
because I have not examined it with that view. But I wish to say for 
the information of the committee that as to the fact of the Government 
having used a large amount of this specific kind of property, as stated 
in this report, that is to say, timber and other property of that charac- 
ter, there can be no question. There is no doubt of the fact that the 
property wasused. Now, here is an old lady 85 or 90 years old who 

as been deprived of the benefit of the property, as well as of the money 
that is due her for it, because that learned commission, the Southern 
Claims Commission, that did such a vast amount of justice to Southern 
claimants, were unable to determine who should receive this money 
under the provisions of the will. I believe that this House is capable 
of judging wisely and correctly on that clause of the will quoted in the 
report of the Committee on War Claims. I believe that the Committee 
on War Claims have decided the question in recommending it to the 
Secretary of War to be investigated and reported upon. But now, if 
this is to go back to run the gauntlet of this reinvestigation through all 
the processes of the Quartermaster-General’s Office and the War Depart- 
ment, that old lady will have gone to her final rest perhaps without 
ever having received a single cent of the money that is certainly, justly, 
honestly, and fairly due to her. 

I know, Mr. Chairman, and there are several gentlemen, I apprehend, 
on that side of the House who will corroborate what I say, that this 
lady is of such a character that she stands before the community in 
which she resides in such an attitude that she would scorn to ask the 
Congress of the United States or any other body or any party to give her 
one single cent that she did not honestly and conscientiously believe was 
justly due to her. I apprehend, sir, that my friend and colleague [ Mr. 
DIBRELL] has examined the question carefully, has fixed the amount in 
his propose:! substitute accurately, that he comes before this House with 
a full knowledge of the facts and asks us to pass the bill understand- 
ingly, and for one I ask this committee, in order to do justice to this old 
lady before it is too late, to pass the bill in the shape of the amend- 
ment. What good can it possibly do her if we adopt the report of the 
committee to let this matter be reopened and reinvestigated and then 
when she is dead have the question presented to us as to the amount? 
If the amount is too large in the judgment of any gentleman upon the 
floor, let it be cutdown. If you are going to give anything, give it now. 
Do not put her off until the resurrection. 

Mr. GEDDES. Let me remind the gentleman from Tennessee, as he 
was on the committee and is quite familiar with the character of its 
business, of the fact that this claim originated some twenty years ago. 
Now, is it not quite common to hear the remark just made by him, that 
the parties are growing old, and that they are poor, and unless they get 
their money at once, at this session of Congress, they will have to go 
to the poor-house? I ask him if that has not been commonly said on 
this floor? I have heard that assertion in reference to not less than 
$200,000,000 of claims pending before our committee. 

Mr, HOUK. I will answer the gentleman from Ohio by saying that 
I had some serious experiences on that committee. I have heard the 
same complaint often, but neither he nor myself have turned a deaf ear 
toit when we believed it was a just complaint and embodied the trath. 
Knowing these facts and knowing something of the circumstances of 
the taking and use of this property, I believe it to be a just claim, and 
in my judgment the amount is very nearly correct, if not absolutely 
so. I know the fact, too, that the old lady is exceedingly ill and liable 
to die at any time, and in the course of nature, from her advanced age, 
we all recognize it as a fact that she can not live very much longer. 
Therefore I repeat, if she is going to get anything of the amount that 
is justly due her, it should be given now; and this is a case where the 
rule to which the gentleman from Ohio has referred should apply; that 
is, we should open our ears to her just complaint. If it has lingered 
for twenty years it is all the more reason for prompt action on our part. 

Mr. STORM. Let me say to the gentleman from Tennessee, for his 
comfort, that # the old lady dies, he may rest assured that the claim is 
immortal; that never dies. fxanghter | 

Mr. HOUK. Yes, that is true; but its immortality does not do her 
mortality any good. What I want to do is to do something for mor- 
tality while it lingers here in the mortal sphere. 

Mr. TULLY. It will be a suspended legacy. 
~ Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend from Tennessee [Mr. DIBRELL] has 
the report of the Southern Claims Commission on this case, it would 
be well to have it read. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I have not got that report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think in theabsence of the report of the Southern 
Claims Commission, on which this proposition of the gentleman from 
Tennessee seems to be based, it would certainly be very unsafe to name 
a specific sum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is on the substitute for the 
pending bill offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. DIBRELL]. 
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The question being taken on agreeing to the substitute, there were— 
ayes 112, noes 42. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point that a quorum has not voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will or- 
der tellers; and appoints the gentleman trom Tennessee, Mr. DIBRELL, 
and the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 119, 
noes 43. 

So the substitute was agreed to. č 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thequestionison layingaside the bill asamended 
to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I wish to say before the vote is taken on that ques- 
tion that I fear the Committee of the Whole by its action on this bill 
is placing the Committee on War Claims in a very perilous position. It 
is not pretended by my friend from Tennessee or any other gentleman 
who has spoken that he knows as to the amount which could justly be 
claimed from the Government. All my friend from Tennessee has said 
on that point is this: that he went tothe War Claims Committee room 
and learned there that the claim was so much. 

Mr. DIBRELL. Will the gentleman allow me to say that in the 
Forty-fifth and Forty-sixth Congresses I had this case up and went 
through the papers. Governor Eden, chairman of the Committee on 
War Claims in the Forty-fifth Congress, told me it was as plain a case 
as he had ever met with, and that if it had come up sufficiently early 
in that Congress he would have reported in favor of its payment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman states that Mr. Eden declared the 
claim was a just claim. But did he state the exact amount that was 
due by the Government? 

In what position are you to put your Committee on War Claims if 
after they have examined the case and are not able to reach a conclu- 
sion as to the amount you shall here in Committee of the Whole fix the 
amount without any testimony before you as to the value of the prop- 
erty? I think to secure a fair consideration of the just claims against 
the Government a very different principle should prevail. This claim 
had its day of hearing before the Southern Claims Commission. If the 
report of that commission was before the committee we would have 
some data on which to act. As it is, we are acting absolutely without 
information as to the amount of this claim. 

Mr, JONES, of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I should not say a word 
at this stage of the proceedings if I were not confident that members do 
not understand the real situation. I can not account for the vote which 
has just been taken upon anyother theory. I wish to give notice that 
I shall demand the yeas and nays at the proper time. This will give 
those who desire an opportunity to reconsider their votes. It will also 
give an opportunity to those who vote for the passage of the bill as it is 
sought to be amended to leavea record of their remarkable vote. I shall 
be surprised if the yea and nay vote does not show a decided change. 

The Committee on War Claims have given this bill careful investi- 
gaton, They are satisfied, and they so report, that there are not suf- 

cient proofs to warrant the allowance of the claim. They report that 
the evidence is entirely unsatisfactory—so unsatisfactory that before the 
claim is allowed, if it is to be allowed at all, further evidence should 
be taken. They recommend that it be referred to the Quartermaster- 
General for that purpose. y 

The proposition now is to insert the amount suggested by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee and to summarily pass the bill. 

No gentleman on the floor claims to have read the evidence. I think 
I am safe in saying that no one here has examined it except the mem- 
bers of our committee. 

The only reason I have heard assigned for the proposed action is that 
the claimant is an old lady, and that in the course of events she is going 
todie. Such suggestions as this are not new to the members of our 
committee, and in dealing with the Southern claims which come before 
us they are not regarded as highly as they would seem to be on this 
floor if the vote just taken has any significance. In our judgment these 
claims should be regarded with some scrutiny. 

When our committee report unanimously that a claim should not 
pass without more testimony, and the House see fit to vote for it in the 
dark, the responsibility is with the House and not with the committee. 
If the people’s money is to be voted away in that manner, and upon 
insufficient evidence, it is time that they should know it, and the com- 
mittee will demand a recorded vote? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Is it a unanimous report by the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. HOUK. I desire to reiterate this fact which I have already 
stated. I have not examined as to the definite amount; but I can say 
from my own personal knowledge that I feel perfectly confident that 
if this claim was allowed to double or treble this amount this party 
would not be sufficiently paid what the Government justly owes her. 
The amount fixed in the bill of my colleague [Mr. DIBRELL] is a very 
small part of what is justly due that estate. I know something about 
the facts and the circumstances. 

Mr. STORM. 


It is. 


I wish to ask this question: Why should the House 


have a committee to ascertain the facts in any case if its report is to be 
set aside because a member stands up and states that he knows the facts? 


Mr. HOUK. In reply to the gentleman I will say that first the 
Committee on War Claims has its say and then this Committee of the 
Whole has its say. While as a rule I go with a committee, yet when 
I feel that a committee has made a mistake I wish to ask this Commit- 
tee of the Whole to correct the mistake made by that committee. 

Mr. GEDDES. Has the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. HOUK] any 
knowledge of the facts of this case so asto be able to establish the items 
of the claim or the value of those items? 

Mr. HOUK. Iam aware of the fact thata large amount of valuable 
timber was taken and used by the Federal Army from this identical 
estate and that other property was taken and used. I am aware of the 
high character of those parties, and I will say that I would not presenta 
claim here that I was not satisfied was founded upon absolute justice 
and right. 

Mr. GEDDES. Oh! that is said in behalf of all who come here with 
claims against the Government, 

Mr. HOUK. Iwould not make a statement of this kind on this floor 
when I did not feel the facts were behind me to sustain it. 

Mr. GEDDES. But your own belief is one thing and the result of the 
legal investigation to ascertain the amount and value of the property in- 
volved is another thing. The object in referring this case to the com- 
mittee was that they int a haar and not take your belief merely. 
If the Committee of the Whole were to take your belief they could have 
taken it before sending the bill to the committee. But the House hav- 
ing appealed to the Committee on War Claims to investigate the case 
and having received the unanimous report of that committee, then to 
take merely the gentleman’s naked belief as opposed to the committee’s 
report in the absence of all proof would endanger all our action. 

Mr. HOUK. My belief, unlike the opinion of the Saag is 
founded upon a series of indubitable and uncontradictable facts; that 
is, upon what I know about the situation of this matter. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I desire to say, in reply toremarks made about this 
being founded upon a mere statement of mine, that if I did not believe 
this claim was eminently proper and just I would not offer the sub- 
stitute. But I am thoroughly convinced of the justice of this claim. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I voted for the substitute of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. DIBRELL], but it appears to me now that it may endan- 
ger the passage of the bill. I therefore move to reconsider the vote by 
which that substitute was adopted in order that there may be redress 
in the manner reported by the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I hope that that will not be done. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I move to reconsider. 

Mr. DIBRELL., Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I desire to inquire if, according to the rules of the 
House, it is competent in Committee of the Whole to move to reconsider? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make that point of order? 

Mr. DIBRELL, I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. The ques- 
tion upon laying aside the bill as amended to be reported favorably to 
the House will practically present the same question. 

The question was taken upon the motion of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee Par. DIBRELL] that the bill as amended be laid aside to be re- 
ported favorably to the House; and upon a division there were—ayes 
$7, noes 60. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HOLMAN said: No quorum has voted. 

Mr. DIBRELL. You can have the yeas and nays on the question in 
the House, if you want. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. DIBRELL and Mr. HOLMAN were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 93, noes 56. 

Mr. HOLMAN (one of the tellers). I will not insist upon a quorum. 

So (no further count being called for) the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GEDDES. I want to give notice, if that is necessary, that the 
yeas and nays will be called in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill as amended will be laid aside to be 
reported favorably to the House. 


SEPTIMIA R. MEIKLEHAM. 


The next business upon the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 999) 

ranting a pension to the sole surviving grandchild of the author of the 

Declaration: of Independence; reported from the Committee on Pensions 
by Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I object to the consideration of that 
bill at this time. I make the objection because the gentleman who pre- 
sented the views of the minority in this case is unavoidably absent, and 
he desires to be present when the bill is considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can object to the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I hope this bill will not go over. 
We have been waiting some time to get an opportunity to consider it. 
I am willing to pay as much to Mr. STOCKSLAGER as any gen- 
tleman on this floor, but I trust this bill will not be put off on that 
account. 
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Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. I desire to inquire whether this bill 

was not laid over the last time it was reached at the suggestion of the 

tleman from New York [Mr. Rosprxson], and is it not now fair that 

it should be laid over again at the request of the gentleman represent- 
ing the minority of the committee ? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read the rule as to the effect of 
an objection tô considering a bill in Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In Committees of the Whole House business on their calendars shall betaken u 
in lar order, except bills for raising revenue, general appropriation bills, an 
bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors, which shall have precedence, 
and when objection is made to the consideration of any bill or proposition, the 
committee shall thereupon rise and report such objection to the House, which 
shall decide, without debate, whether such bill or pro; tion shall be considered 
or laid aside for the present; whereupon the committee shall resume its sitting 
without further order of the House. (Rule XXIII, clause 4.) 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I want to say one word. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I willmake this proposition, rather 
than give trouble by having the committee do what the rule compels 
it to do: if it is understood that this bill will come up the first thing on 
Friday next, I will make no objection to its being passed over at this 
time. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state that this bill would re- 
tain its present status on the Calendar. The gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Hewrtr] having objected to the consideration of the bill the 
title of which has just been read, the committee, in pursuance of the 
rule, will now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. REED having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar having had 
under consideration the Private Calendar and having reached the bill 
(H. R. 999) granting a pension to the sole surviving grandchild of the 
author of the Declaration of Independence, and objection to its consid- 
eration having been made, the committee rose in pursuance of the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is whether the House 
will sustain the objection made in Committee of the Whole to the con- 
sideration of the bill the title of which has been stated. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 50, 
noes 61. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest that the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Ropryson] has expressed a willingness that the bill under con- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole may go over provided it does not 
lose its place on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iso understood the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point is made that no quorum has 
voted. The Chair will appoint Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, and Mr. 
ROBINSON, of New York, to act as tellers. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, Before the tellers take their places, as 
it is evident that all this session will be consumed in the considera- 
tion of this bill if it is proceeded with, I move that the House now ad- 

ourn. 
4 Mr. HISCOCK. Pending that motioun, I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The question being taken npon the motion of Mr. HISCOCK, it was 
not agreed to, upon a division—ayes 47, noes 99. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 'The question now recurs upon the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] that the House 
adjourn. 

Ate MATSON. Pending that motion, I move that the House now 
take a recess until half past 7 o’clock. 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion toadjourn takes precedence 
of the motion for a recess. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. MATSON. I now move that the House take a recess until half 
past 7 o’clock, the session this evening to be, under the previous order 
of the House, for the consideration of pension bills. 

The motion for a recess was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs upon sustaining 
the objection made in Committee of the Whole to the consideration of 
the bill last reached upon the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill referred to be 
pmi over until next Friday, as suggested by the gentleman from New 

ork [Mr. Ropryson] having it in charge. That is a courtesy usually 
extended when asked, and I hope it will be granted now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked that the 
bill now pending in the Committee of the Whole House be passed over 
until next Friday. Is there objection? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I want to say a word. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked that the 


bill now pending in Committee of the Whole be laid aside until next 
Friday. Is there objection? 

The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar will resume its session. 

The House again resolved itself into Committee of the Whole House, 
(Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair), and resumed the consideration 
of business on the Private Calendar. 


MYRON E. DUNLAP. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1389) 
for the relief of Myron E. Dunlap. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas Myron E. Dunlap, late first lieutenant of Company E, Fourteenth 
Regiment New York Heavy Artillery, wascashiered from the service for tender- 
ing his resignation; and 

Vhereas said dismissel was based upon insuflicient grounds: Therefore, 

Be il enacted by the Senate and House of resentatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the said First Lieutenant Myron E. Dunlap, 
late of Company E, Fourteenth iment New York Heavy Art llery, be, and he 
is hereby, honorably discharged from the mili service of the United Stat 
with like effect and with the same rights and privi in all respects as ifhe 
been regularly mustered out with said Fourteenth arimani New York Heavy 
Artillery on the 26th day of August, 1865; and the Secretary of War is hereby 
di to enter upon the proper records of the War Department the corrections 
made by this act of the military record of said officer. 


Mr. REAGAN. If there is a report accompanying this bill I ask 
that it be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill H. R, 1389, 
for the relief of Myron E. Dunlap. Logg mynd reports: 

That it has considered the bill (No. 389) for the relief of Capt. Myron E. Dun- 
lap, and with a view of excluding all claim for pay or compensation, which 
Captain Dunlap does not at all desire, only desiring the restoration of his good 
name on the records of the War Department, the committee reports the bill back 
to the House with an amendment, to wit: 

Strike out all after the word “ out,” in the eighth line, down to and including 
the word * sixty-five,” in the tenth line, and insert “of the military service of 
= pares pore on the 23d day of July, 1864.” This is the date of Captain Dun- 

's ignation. 

he Committee on Mili Affairs of the Forty-seventh Congress favorably 
reported a bill for the relief Captain Dunlap. Woppeats io your committee that 
the facts and reasons set forth in that report convincingly show that the relief 
sought for should be granted. Your committee therefore adopts that report, 
which is as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was referred bill H. R. 1445, for 
the relief of Myron E. Dunlap, respectfully reports the accompanying bill as a 
substitute, and recommends its passage. 

Myron È. Dunlap entered the military service of the United States as second 
lieutenant of Company I, Seventy-eighth Regiment New York Volunteers. His 
associates in that regiment bear ba eemsen She cy fidelity to duty as an officer 
during the time he served with it. He was honorably discharged from that regi- 
ment on the 6th day of ber, 1862, The motives which led to his discharge 
were these: His health had become impaired and he felt unable to perform the 
duties devolving upon him. He subsequently entered the military service as 
first lieutenant in the Fourteenth New York Artillery, and served with that regi- 
ment until the 23d of January, 1864, when he was sentenced by a general court- 
martial to be cashiered and to be forever disqualified from holding any office of 
profit or trust under the United States Government. 

During the time he served in the Fourteenth Regiment of Artillery he made 
an excellent military record. Lieut. Theo. P. Cook, of the Fourteenth New 
York Artillery, says: 

“He (Dunlap) went to the field with the Fourteenth New York Artillery and 
was with the ment doing active service from the crossing of the Rapidan 
until the time of his discharge, and was with the regimentin all the engage- 
ments during that time. At the battle of the Wilderness he was conspicuous in 
commanding the skirmish line in front of our brigade and in capturing a num- 
ber of prisoners. Again, on the 17th of June, 1864, at Petersburg, he had charge 
of the skirmishers in our front, and was exposed to a galling fire most of the day. 
In the evening of the same day he was wounded in the shoulder from a piece 
of shell which glanced from atree near where the line was being formed. Lieu- 
tenant Dunlap was a brave, honorable soldier, and I have always regarded his 
dismissal as a great outrage and a crime, and the Government ought to set it 
Hcg by placing him back on the muster-rolls of his regiment and by treating 
him in all respects as though he had been mustered out with his regiment at 
the close of the war.” 

Lieut, O. A, Vedder, of the same regiment, testifies substantially in the same 
way and speaks in the highest terms of the soldierly qualities and bearing of 
Lieutenant Dunlap. 

Col. John Fisk, of the Second Mounted Rifles, New York Volunteers; Capt. 
B. R. Keefler, of the Seventy-eighth New York Volunteers; General E. G. Mar- 
shall, who commanded the brigade in which the Fourteenth New York Artillery 
was placed, severally speak in the most complimentary manner of Lieutenant 
Dunilap’s high character and efficiency as an officer. 

It also appearsthat Lieutenant Dunlap was active in raising two sora panies for 
the service, the first of which was attached to the Seventy-eighth New York Regi- 
ment, and of which Dunlap was second lieutenant. The other company was 
attached to the Forty-eighth New York Artillery,and Dunlap was made first 
lieutenant of that company. 

There is no doubt whatever that the conduct of Lieutenant Dumap, from the 
time he first entered the service up until the time he had some difticulty with 
the officer in command of the Fourteenth New York Artillery, was unexception- 
able and praiseworthy. The difficulty arose in this way: Dunlap was senior 
first lieutenant of Company A on the Ist day of June, 1864, when he was trans- 
ferred to Company O, in which he was junior officer. He protested against this 
transfer, and addressed his | Posey to brigade headquarters, but no notice havin 
been taken of it, Dunlap believes that Capt. L. J. Jones, the officer in command 
of the regiment, did not forward it, He inquired of Captain Jones why it was 
that he was transferred from Company A to Company C. Captain Jones replied 
that he was incompetent to command a company. 

On the 24th day of July, 1864, oe was transferred to Company E of his 
regiment. He felt that the last transferindicated an intention not to return him 
to his own command, where he would have been in the line of promotion. 
Feeling aggrieved, Lieutenant Dunlap tendered his resignation, whereupon 
Captain Jones procured charges to be made against him. A court-martial was 
convened at the headquarters of the First Division of the Ninth Army Corps. 
The charge was, “conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline.” 
There were two specifications to the charge, The firstset forth that Dunlapdid 
tender his resignation while in front of the enemy and under their fire. The 
second, that he did offer as a reason why his resignation should be accepted that 
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he was incompetent. When the charges and specifications were read to him he 
asked that the hearing should be continued to the next day. This was refused. 
He informed the court that he would plead guilty to the specification that he 
had tendered ion, but to n else. The court thereupon con- 
sidered the case, found him guilty of the and specifications, and sen- 
tenced him to be cashiered and forever disq from holding any office of 

rofit or trust under the United States. When apprised of the civil disabilities 
parses Dunlap made application to the President for their removal, which was 
pana m the recommendation of Judge-Advocate-General Holt. The fol- 
owing is his opinion : 

WAR DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF MILITARY JUSTICE, October 5, 1864. 

To the PRESIDENT: 

In the case of Lieut, Myron E. Dunlap, Fourteenth New York Heavy Artil- 
lery, the following report is ly submitted : 

e was tried by general court-martial at headquarters First Division Ninth 
Army Corps, July 23, 1864, for “ conduct prejudicial to good order and military 
discipline.” There were twospecificationstothecharge. The first set forth that 
he “did tender his resignation while in front of the enemy and under their fire,” 
The second set forth thathe “did offer asa reason why his resi ion should be 
accepted that he was incompetent.” He pleaded guilty to the specifications, 
and not guilty to the charge. He then requested an extension of time to pro- 
duce a witness for the defense, which the court refused. He was found guilty 


of the charge and cation, and sentenced “to be cashiered, and forever dis- 
qualified from holding any office of profit or trust under the United States.” 
Lieutenant , in making application for removal of the disability im- 


posed by the sentence, says that the judge-adyocate of the court had LF, wre 
the opinion that no severe punishment could be inflicted, and ifthe court thought 
the case merited so severe a punishment they should have given him the benefit 
of all the evidence he could produce. In a case of this description, in which the 
gravity of the offense depends so much u the circumstances under which it 
hind ee , every opportunity should have been given for the introduction 
of evidence. 


‘Army pores that his reason for offering his resignation was that he had been in 
command 


with gy as! Cuntil July 24, when he was ordered 

to take command of Company E. Feeling that if he was incompetent to com- 
petent to command Company E, he 
offered his resignation on the ground of Laney tgp 
It is probable that his action was dictated by wounded pride, and not by a 


e c ces ee 
specifications and no evidence upon the trial that his conduct was the result of 
r motive. 
ed the petition of twenty-six officers of his regiment, 
in which they certi his character as a man and his efficiency as a soldier, 
and ask that the disability imposed by the sentence be removed. 

In consideration of all the cireumstances of the case, and the high standing of 
Lieutenant Dunlap as an officer, it is recommended that the request of the peti- 


tioners be granted. 
J. HOLT, Judge-Advocate-General. 


The adjudication of this case is singularly objectionable. The denial of Dun- 
lap’s request for the ponement of the hearing that he might produce wit- 
nesses was extraordinary even for a court-martial, for the Army Regulations 
expressly provide that the judge-advocate shall summon the necessary witnesses 
Ior bers trial, and the Articles of War also provide for the taking of depositions 
of witnesses. 

See article 74, edition 1861, and article 93 of the revised Articles of War, which 
says: “A court-martial shall, for reasonable cause, grant a continuance to either 
paty for such time and as often as may appear to be just.” Also, in the decis- 

ons of the Judge-Advocate-General, 850, page 299, ph 13, it is made the 
duty of the judge-advocate of the court to see that anes has a fair trial and 
an opportunity to make full defense. 

In addition to this the Army Regulations expressly authorized volunteer of- 
ficers to resign. On 12, Army Regulations 1861, ph 24, it is ees 
vided that *‘ no officer will be considered out of the service on the tender of his 
a until it shall have been duly accepted by the proper authority,” 
And paragraph 28, on same pase, says: “In time of war, or with an army in 
the geld, resignation shall take effect within thirty days from the date of the 
order of acceptance.” Again, on page 497, Army ulations 1861, paragraph 
1647, we find authority for resignations in the following most emphatic ago: 
* Ofticers of the volunteer service tendering their resignations will forward them 
through the intermediate commanders to the o: r commanding the depart- 
ment or corps d'armée in which they may be serving, who is authorized to grant 
them honorable discharges; " not to court-martial them for it, but to grant tnem 
honorable discha: as the law provides. (Vide act approved July 22, 1861, 
section 10; Army lations ost an pe 507.) 

In the Digest of Opinions of the Judge-Advocate-General, page 430, he says: 

“ While in time of an officerin the Army in good standing is in general 
entitled to tender and have accepted his resignation, yet in time of war, or when 
pars embarrassment to the service or prejudice to discipline may result from 

is leaving his duty, the acceptance of his resignation may be refused.” 

But nowhere does he say that an officer in time of war shall be court-martialed 
and dismissed for tendering his resignation, except in the case where it is tend- 
ered pending an engagement, and then the against him would be cow- 
ardice and not "conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline,” as 
charged in this case, 

As to the proper form of relief in such cases, it is laid down in the decisions of 
the Judge-Advocate-General, ra, page 478: 

** In the case of a volunteer o T manae dismissed by sentence ororder dur- 
ing the war, and applying for restoration, there is the obstacle (not encountered 
in the case of a regular officer) that the volunteer contingent of the Army has 
been long since disbanded, so that a restoration to office in the same is imprac- 
ticable. And as a dismissed officer can not of course be granted an honorable 
discharge from the Army without first being readmitted to the Army by a new 
Species. and as 2 volunteer officer can not as such be so readmitted, advised 
{February, 1880), in a case of a volunteer officer applying for relief on account of 
an unjust dismissal, that the form of relief most apposite to his case would be a 
special enactment, giving him pay from the date of his dismissal—reciting that 
the same wus based upon insufficient grounds—to the date of the final muster- 
out ox his regiment, precisely as if he had continued in the service during the in- 
terval.” 

As several acts of Congress have been passed since the close of the late war for 
the purpose of correcting the military records of dismi. officers and privates, 
the relief sought for in this case is not without precedent. 

The following are some of the acts of Congress passed at former sessions to cor- 
rect the military records and grant honorable disc : See Private Acts, first 
session Forty-fourth Congress, page 7, act April 13, 1876; Private Acts, first ses- 


sion Thirty-third Congress, page 366, No. 87; page 383, No. 147; page 437, No. 244; 
see, also, pages 343, 367, 394, 491 of same session. Acts were also passed at pre- 
vious and subsequent sessions. 

General Marshall, whose brilliant mila#ary record and high character entitle 
whatever he may say to the highest consideration, wrote a letter in relation to 
the petition of Lieutenant Dunlap, as follows: 

LEHIGH GAP, January 31, 1881. 
examined the case of the dismissal of First Lieut. 
M, E. Dunlap, Fourteenth New York Artillery, who was so dismissed for tend- 
ering his resignation. I was absent on account of wounds, and firmly be- 
lieve if I had been present commanding my brigade, of which my regiment, 
Fourteenth New York Artillery, was then a part, that he would not have been 
brought before a court-martial, I feel certain that if the late General and Sen- 
ator Burnside was alive he would as wean ce as myself coincide with me that 
an error, a great moral wrong, had been done this officer in his dismissal. 
can only account for it that the Ninth Army Corps about that time went into 
the charge that succeeded the Petersburg mine explosion. 

IJ shall be thankful if you will please examine his case in its legal sense; also, 
if you desire, my military record, and trust you will take an interest to correct 
the great wrong done him, his children, and family. I know him in no other 
light than as a gallant and faithful officer, and I can have but one feeling, of ask- 
ing = justice may be gons him. oF 

am, very respectfully, your ol jent servant, 
E. G. MARSHALL, 
Col. and Bet. Brig. Gen., U.S. A., and Bet. Maj. Gen. Vols. 
General THOMAS M. BAYNE, M. C. 


Lieutenant Dunlap simply desires that the stain upon his record shall be re- 
moved. He does not ask for pay or allowancesof any kind. The restoration of 
his good name is all thathe seeks for. Thequestion as to the power of Co’ 
to set aside the judgment of the court-martial ought not to be raised in this case. 
Whatever may be the power of Congress in that , it will surely not be 
contended that a judgment founded upon a charge under an article of war which 
had no application and a specification which was not cognate to the charge can 
be otherwise than nugatory. It lacks such a ju ent; lacks all the essentials 
of validity, and amounts to little more than a n upon the military record of 
the party convicted. 

Your committee contends, however, that Congress has power to set aside and 
make void the judgment of a court-martial, though it may be regular and soba, 
in accordance with military law. The power of Congress to legislate upon all 
subjects that fall within the purview of the Constitution is unlimited, unlessthe 
Constitution, expressly or by implication, forbids the exercise of the power. 
Congress no power to pass a bill of attainder or an ez post facto law, nor any 
law which will impair the obligations of contracts. But when Congress enacts 
laws and articles of war which subject certain classes of the people to their con- 
trol, to the performance of certain duties, or to the duties of the military or na- 
yal service, it can surely undo and extinguish that which has been done, regular 
or irregular, in pursuance of such laws, unless the undoing of it should violate 
some mandate of the Constitution. A 

The committee therefore holds that Congress has the power to remove the 
judgment in this case. 


The following amendment, reported hy the Committee on Military 
Affairs, was read: 

In lines 8, 9, and 10 strike out “ with said Fourteenth Regiment New York 
Heavy Artillery on the 26th day of August, 1865,” and insert "of the military 
service of the United States on the 23d day of July, 1864.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In order that we may finish up in the House the 
work which has been done by the Committee of the Whole, I move that 
the committee now rise. 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope the gentleman will withhold that motion until 
this bill has been di of. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would like very much to oblige the gentleman, 
but I do not think the bill can be disposed of without debate. 

Mr. BAYNE. It was passed in the last House without a single word 
of objection. I think there will be no debate. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If there is to be no debate on the bill, I have no 
objection to having the vote taken. 

Mr. BAYNE. f move that the bill be laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the Honse. 

Mr. STEELE. Is it proposed to report this bill favorably without 
any debate? It seems to me the bill should be discussed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House, having had under consideration the Private Calendar, 
had directed him to report sundry bills with the recommendation that 
they be passed with or without amendment respectively. 

LOUISA BODDY. 

The SPEAKER. The first bill in order is one reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House on last Friday. The title will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1292) for the relief of Louisa Boddy. 


The SPEAKER. This bill was reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar with a recommendation that it 
be passed with an amendment. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. I move the previous question upon agreeing to the 
amendment and ordering the bill to be engrossed and read the third 
time. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendment was to. 

Mr. GEORGE. This bill is identical in its provisions-with Senate 
bill 271, which has been passed by the Senate and is now on the Speak- 
er’s table. I therefore ask unanimous consent that this bill be iaid 


Dear Sir: I have full 


aside and that the Senate bill be taken up for consideration in its place. 
I object. 


Mr. COBB. 


1706 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCH i 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
there being—ayes 82, noes 4. 

The bill was read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. GEORGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BAYNE. If we adjourn we dispense with the evening session 
for the consideration of pension bills. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move that the House take a recess 
until half past 7 o’clock this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn takes precedence. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. I withdraw the motion to adjourn, and move 
that the House take a recess until half past 7 o’clock this evening. 

The motion of Mr. NICHOLLs was not agreed to. 


INCREASED PENSIONS FOR SOLDIERS OF 1812. 


Mr. RANDALL. I hold in my hand a petition from surviving sol- 
diers of the warof 1812. It is written by one of these soldiers who is 
now over 90 years of I ask unanimous consent to present this 
petition, which is for increase of pensions; and as with the names it 
will not probably occupy more than a dozen lines, I ask consent that 
it be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the following petition was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD und referred to the Committee on Pensions: 


We, the undersigned, pensioners of the war of 1812, met at Independence Hall, in 
rig city of Philadelphia, on the 22d day of February, 1884, beg leave to represent 
to both Houses of Congress that the number who actually served and are pen- 
sioned at $8 per neat is wb aa small, “all are very old, most are poor and Help. 
less.” We pra; increase our pensions liberally to aid usin the trial 
of old age; an er ce as inant duty t bound, will ever pray, &c. 
T. B. DANACH, 


. ZALMON LUDINGTON, 
ELHANON OMERSETTER, 
JOSEPH BUCK, and others. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. WATSON. I move that the House take a recess, to meet this 
evening under the standing order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to adjourn, which 
takes precedence. 

Mr. BEACH demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question recurred on the motion to adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 84. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

GENERAL WARD B. BURNETT. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The next business is the bill (H. R. 4682) grant- 
ing a pension to Ward B. Burnett, reported Friday evening last. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the question? 

The SPEAKER. On ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to the 
House, so that they may vote knowing what this bill is, that General 
Ward B. Burnett is now drawing a pension of $72 a month, the highest 
pension under the general law paid to anybody. This bill increases his 
pension to $100, That is all, and I wish the House to understand it. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I wish to say a word or two, and 
shall not detain the House but for a word or two. General Burnett is 
the oldest living graduate of West Point. He was presented by the 
votes of the surviving soldiers of the Mexican war with the box left by 
General Jackson to be given by the votes of the soldiers to the man who 
proved himself to be the bravest in the next war. The comrades of 
General Burnett voted him that box, which he still retains. 

He was receiving a pension of $72 a month under the general law and 
$50 under a special law for his benefit, making $122 in all a 
month. Notwithstanding the Attorney-General again and again gave 
his opinion both those pensions were legal it was overruled, and the 
pension of $50 was taken away, or rather he resigned it under compul- 
sion. 

We considered this bill in Committee on Pensions. I was in favor 
of giving a pension of $125 a month to this brave soldier, or $3 more 
bw he had received, but the committee determined to report a bill 

g $100. 

ome I will not trespass on the patience of the House further than to 
say I trust this House will not go back on the gallant old general whom 
my friend from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], whom I saw a moment ago, 
proposed a few days since to put in the place of Fitz-John Porter and 
retire him as brigadier-general. I beg the House not to go back on 
$10 Committee on Pensions, which reported this bill for a pension of 

100. 


, Mr. STEELE. That was on the principle: ‘‘Of two evils choose the 
east.” 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Under the general law he was receiv- 
ing $30 a month seven or eight years ago, and Congress was asked to 
increase it to $50, and it wasdone. After that he became totally blind, 
and then under the general law he was entitled to $72, and that pen- 
sion was granted to him, and in addition for a few years he drew $50 
under a special act. But Congress in the mean while passed a general 
law which prohibited the drawing of two pensions, one under the gen- 
eral law and one under aspecial law, compelling the pensioner to select 
the one he would retain. The consequence was that General Burnett 
lost his special pension of $50 a month, he declining to take under the 
special and choosing to take under the general law. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I could not hear thegentleman’s state- 
ment. What is he drawing under the present law? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. He is drawing under the general law 
$72 a month, the hi ighest pension À piven to anybody. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. What reason is given for asking for 
this increase. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The gentleman will find it in the re- 
port prepared by my friend from New York [Mr. Ropryson]. It is 
based on his long and faithfal service to his country and on the fact 
he is totally blind. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I will ask my friend, the chairman 
of the committee, if we did not unanimously agree in the committee 
on this increase. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Iam inclined to think that that was 
the action of the committee; but, as far as I was concerned, as a kind 
of compromise. There is no minority report, it is true; but I will state 
I believe that $100 was voted on my own motion, and it is only proper 
that I should say it was because I was not willing to give $125. Isaw 
that sum was likely to pass, and I therefore preferred $100 to $125. 
But I think, as I thought then, that $72 is enough. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Ihope the gentleman from Alabama 
will not go back upon his former position and vote against the bill in 
its present shape. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, a question was asked by. the gentle- 
man from Ohio of the gentleman from Alabama with reference to the 
circumstances of this aged veteran, and I was very much in hopes that 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ropryson] would have answered 
the question and stated to this House and to the country the exact facts 
of the case. I have not myself kept the facts clearly in mind, with a 
view to making a statement to the House, but if I remember correctly 
the statement of the gentleman from New York was in substance this: 
that this gallant old soldier is now totally blind, and living here at 
some place in Washington, dependent upon his little pension of $72 a 
month for his support. His circumstances and condition are such as 
appeal to the manly and humane consideration of every fair-minded 
man in this House; and I believe that justice will hardiy be done him 
by the passage of this act. The amount ought to be larger. 

Mr. Speaker, the record of this man as a soldier is the most magnifi- 
cent, if I may be permitted to use the term, and I say it without dis- 
paragement to our other gallant soldiers, of any of the soldiers of the 
Mexican war. It is one of the most magnificent records that is pre- 
sented by any soldier we have ever had. And now, after many years 
of service to his country, he is old, feeble, blind, helpless, and he asks 
this little pittance at the hands of this great, magnificent country that 
he served so gallantly and served so well. I say, let us give it to him. 
[Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion is on the engrossment and third read- 
ing of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 100, noes 30. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar with a favorable recommendation was the bill 
(H. R. 1319) to adjust the accounts of John D. Monteith, deceased. 

Mr. GEORGE. I move the previous question on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GEORGE moved to reconsider the vote by ‘which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole Honse 
on the state of the Union witha favorable recommendation, were sever- 
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ally ordered to be en, and read a third time; and beng sngromeh, ea ee aN RS TRE POET, 
were accordingly read the third time, and passed, namely: s, G. E. R. etcham, ce, 
The bill (H. R. 328) for the relief of John P. T. Davis; PEPA Deve fa enaA 
A bill (H. R. 1198) for the relief of John Taylor & Son; and Ballentine, Dowd, Lamb, Ray, Ossian 
A bill (H. R. 3521) for the relief of Benjamin D. Lakin. Darpon Dian Ve vor reg 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. } Ermentront, Lewis, iggs, 
Mr. HOBLITZELL. I move that the House do now adjourn. _ on te Soe Tong, Poor Wy. E. 
The SPEAKER. There is another bill reported from the Committee | Belmont Graves, Mayo, Rockwell, 
of the Whole to the House. Does the gentleman insist upon the mo- | Bingham BaO umena Siesta 
tion? : í Bland, Hardy, ` Money, Ryan, ` 
Mr. HOBLITZELL. I withdraw the motion. Blount, Harmer, Morgan, Singleton 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the next bill re- Brang, m aean eo nee fact Boca 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. Browne T. Hemphill, Maldron. rai 
The Clerk read as follows: Buckner, Henderson, T.J. Muller, Stephenson, 
A bill (H. R. 3522) for the relief of Sidney Henderson, executrix; reportedfrom | Campbell, Felix Hiseock pene ees 
the Committee of the Whole with an amendment. Candler, Hooper. Ochiltree Thomas, 
Mr. GEDDES. On that I demand the yeas and nays. Tonnon Hop sins Cee a Tee 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman demand the yeas and nays Clardy, Hutchins, O'Neill, J.J. oe TOPO Omar 
upon the adoption of the amendment, Collins, Johnson, aige, he pr 
Mr. GEDDES. Yes, sir. en brain Mines iai, Whiting 
Mr. HOBLITZELL. I now renew the motion that the House ad- | Curtin, Keifer, Pelle, Š. J Wilson, ames 
journ. n, <elley, elps, aple, 
Mr. GEDDES. I demand the yeas and nays on the bill and amend- eae A Kellogg, Poland, Young. 
ment. the amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman | The following additional pairs were announced: 
from Maryland that the House do now adjourn. Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, with Mr. LAMB. 
The motion was not agreed to. Mr. ELLIS with Mr. KELLOG. 


SIDNEY HENDERSON, EXECUTRIX. a Hides x arean Batia Mr. Hiscock. 
The SPEAKER. a Wilt Ma SIP 


The question is on the adoption of the amendment m ; ; 
to the bill (H. R. 3522) for the relief of Sidney Henderson, executrix, | Mr: ERMENTROUT with Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 


reported favorably from the Committee of the Whole House on the Mr. WooDWARD with Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. 


Private Calendar. Š E z 
Mr. GEDDES. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. A Sa ah ag egal oE ace oe 
The yeas and nays were ordered. Mr. REED with Mr. HAMMOND. 


Mr. GEDDES. I wish tosay that this amendment was not proposed Mr. HART. I have been announced as paired. I am paired on po- 


by the Committee on War Claims, but it is an amendment proposed to | Jitica] questions, but not regarding this as a political question, Ihave 


the report of the committee. 


voted. 


The SPEAKER. 


It was proposed by the Committee of the Whole 


House on the Private Calendar, and so reported to the House. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
‘The bill and amendment will be read. 


in read. 


The SPEAKER. 


I would like to hear the amendment 


The bill and amendment were again read. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 103, nays 97, not vot- 


ing 120; as follows: 


The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. SHELLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. MATSON. I desire to state that if that motion is voted down 
I will move that the House take a recess. 
The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were— 
ayes 40, noes 73. 


| 
as one ote So the motion was not agreed to. | 
Aiken, ge, , Stevens, Mr. DIBRELL, `I demand the regular order. 
ace EEIN. ro armije covers Ghanes Mr. MATSON. I move that the House take a recess until half past 
Boutelle,’ Evins, J. H. McMillin, Stone, ` 7 o'clock; the business at the evening session being the consideration of 
Bowen, Fyan, Millard, Strait, pension bills, in pursuance of the order of the House made on the 18th 
Brainerd, rge, Milliken, Struble, lti 
Brumm, Glascock, Mitchell, Taylor, J. D. uiumo. j 
Buchanan, Goff, Morsy Taylor, J.M The motion was agreed to. | 
Harner Gon — i, ra n, TheSPEAKER. Before announcing the result of the vote, the Chair | 
Cabell,” Hanba. Nutting, Mitte desires to state that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN} | 
Caldwell art Payne, Valentine, will occupy the chair during the evening session. 
Campbell, J M. Henderson, D B Eiers Ww bag The result of the vote was then announced; and accordingly (at 4 
Cas. Herbart, POAR Wat o'clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 7.30 p. m. 
P N Hoblitzell Pettibo Warnes Bichard 
x, 5. ol K ttibone, Varner, : a z 
Crisp opp, Holmes, Pryor, i Wellborn, © A EVENING SESSION. 
Julberson, D. B. orr, yG. W. rhite, J. D. e recess having expired, the House reassembled at 7 o'clock and 30 
Piatt eter AE A Howey peri eon, J8. Wilts sD. minutes p. m., Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
eterna Jones, Lv Rogers, J. H. hey 1e; ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
e. y, olford, : 
Dibrell, Libbey, Seney, Wood . The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the order of the 
ees raided wana oR York. House under which the session of this evening is held. 
‘ fiat x af eee hes The Clerk read as follows: 
5 Thatuntil the further order of this House, on each Friday the House will take 
Armak opi ay Taunan, crooner, a recess at 50’clock until 7.30 p. m., at which evening ecenions bills onthe Private 
Ran, ys Fi Glas ' M ane ng, ee e, Calendar reported from the Committee on Pensions and the Committee on In- 
Bennett Follett McComas, Sumner, ©. A Nara Sa oons halt crise a 
Blackburn, Forney, Matson, Sumner, D. H. Mr. BENNETT. I rise to make an inquiry. It may be a question 
re ia vn ov Meg 4% aca of privilege, and I will put itin that shape. I would like to know the 
Breckinridge, Guenther, Morrison, | Turner, H. G reason for keeping the door to this wing of the Capitol looking directly 
* Brewer, F. B. isell, Murphy, Van Alstyne, west shut during night sessions. If it is in accordance with a rule tobe 
rown, w. W. Haten WH ets ant cic ys ha observed here, [should conform to it. If, however, itis amatter within 
Buda Herbert, E Wirin AT the control of this House, I desire to have the benefit of that entrance. 
Carleton, Hewitt, G. W. Patton, Weaver, The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair knowsof no ruleon the sub- 
aitas ny ce terol bay Bh ject, but it is customary to keep that door closed during evening sessions. 
DOAKO TA, Baio. Pussy, Wilkins. Mr. BENNETT. Task the Chair by what means I can get a solution 
Covington, Honseman, Rankin, Wiis, . of that matter; whether there is any way in which I can bring the 
OX, W. unt, eagan, n, attention of the House to it more pointediy or more obtrusively. I 
Dingley, Jeffords, brig he CIM a E want that door opened. If the Chair will indicate how Ican get atit, I 
Doric, | Jma sixes Wordkingto ithe SPEAKER I der dencctrolofen 
z ' ` ` o; n. e y. SR pro tempore. It is a question under the control of the 
EMO, eee masa es Speaker and the Architect of the Capitol, and under them of the police 
' c 3 $ 
Everhart, Kleiner, Smith, of the Capitol. 
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Mr. BENNETT. I would like to submit a motion, if in order. 


The SPEAKER tempore. The Chair begs leave to inform the 
gootieman that nothing is in order at this session of the House under 

the order of the House soe the consideration of pension claims. 

Mr. BENNETT. Then I will bring it up at some time when I will 
be in order. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House for the purpose of considering pension bills on the 
Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
for the purpose of considering pension bills on the Private Calendar. 
The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3026) 
granting an increase of pension to Levi Anderson. 

Mr. MATSON. Iask unanimous consent that that bill and the next 
pension bill on the Calendar, the bill (H. R. 1073) granting a pension 
to William J. Lee, the consideration of which at the last night session 
resulted in the demand for a quorum, shall be informally passed over. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CHARLOTTE DAY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4706) 
for the relief of Charlotte Day. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charlotte Day, mother of Charles 
E. ore formerly of Company F, First New Jersey Militia lvania Emer- 
gency). 

Mr. CRISP. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred bill H. R. 3308, beg 
Paces to report as a substitute therefor the bill H. R. 4706, and submit the follow- 
ng report: 
e evidence in this case shows that Charles E. Day wasa private in Company 
F, First ent New Jersey Militia (Pennsylvania Emergency), and the cer- 
tilieate of the adjutant-general of the State of New Jersey states that he was en- 
rolled on the 28th day of June, 1863, and was mustered into the service of the 
United States for thirty days from that date, and honorably d August 
1, 1863, but this fact is not shown on the rolls in the Adjutant-Gen ‘s Office at 
Washi on. He cont disease while in the service that caused his death 
September 16, 1863, aged 21 years. He was the main support of his mother, she 
being a widow. Her claim was rejected on the ground the soldier, being a 
State militiaman, and not mustered into the service of the United States, and 
the mother's claim not being prosecuted prior to July 4, 1874, she is not entitled 
to a pension underthelaw. The mother isadvanced in Tengo 65 years, 
and is in very destitute circumstances, nae principally upon the charity of 
neighbors for her support. As the oop of her declining years has been 
from her by the Government, to whose rescue this young man rushed in an 
emergency, it is proper that she should be recompensed for the loss, and the 
committee therefore recommend passage of the accompanying bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 
LOUISA V. DE KILPATRICK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4707) 
ting a pension to Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, widow of Maj. Gen. 
Fae Kilpatrick. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Louisa V. de 
Kilpatrick, widow of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, and pay her the pension of 
the widow of a brigadier-general of the United States Army. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4707) for the relief of Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, beg leave to submit the following 


report: 

The petitioner, Louisa V. de F.tpatrick, widow of Judson Kilpatrick, late cap- 
tain of Company H, Fifth New York Volunteers, and brigadier-general United 
States Volunteers, and more recently minister to Chili, poenis to the Govern- 
ment of the United States for a pension for the death of her husband, which, it 
is all , Was produ by wounds received in the service of the United States 
inthelate war. That General Kilpatrick did receive severe woundsin said serv- 
ice is abundantly set forth and proven by Adjutant Q. Owen Moore, who was 

resent at the battle of Big Bethel, Va., and saw General Kilpatrick at the time 

e was wounded in the right thigh, and present when the wound was dressed ; 
and also by Capt. R. M. A. Hawk, of the Ninety-second Illinois Volunteers, and 
Surgeon Clinton Helm, who were present at the battle of Resaca, Ga., when 
General Kilpatrick received a gunshot wound through upper part of left thigh, 
and saw him carried from the Sic pete and bleeding. 

‘The papers in the Pension Office show that the soldier was mustered in bande 
tain May 9, 1861, and appointed brigadier-general June 18, 1863, and was di 
charged January 1, 1866; and that he was pensioned for gunshot wounds of both 
thighs, received in 1861 and 1864. He died December 2, 1881, of Bright's disease 
of t e kidneys. The widow filed her claim for pension August 8, 1582, alleging 
that the death of her husband was caused by the wounds for which he was pen- 
sioned. The claim was rejected on the und that the fatal disease was not 
contracted in the service or in the line of duty. The marriage certificate and 
the certificates of baptism of the two children are duly proven by certified copies 
of the publie Tenoria of Santiago, Chili, where General Kilpatrick died. To 
rebut the position taken by the Pension Office that General Kilpatrick did not 
die of the wounds received in the service and in the line of duty, we have the 
evidence of Saldiar, Herman Schneider, Felix Gerbout, and Puelmatupper, all 
physicians of Santiago, who certify substantially as follows: 

“That the general was suffering from an inflammation of the kidneys, which 
disease was the result of the hardships experienced duri.g the late war, and also 
of wounds received in the years of 1860 and 1861, finally resulting in his death,” 


The Pension Office officials, however, with that care which is deserving of 
commendation, say: 

“That that rpoeto of the certificates executed in Santiago which sets forth the 
hardships and exposure of the service of the de as contributing causes of 
the fatal disease can not be regarded as of much weight, and that this naked 
statement was made by physicians more than fifteen years alter the close of the 
war.” 

This assumption by the Pension Office of the probability of an error by the afti- 
ant physicians in their conclusions as to the cause of death, while it may be a 
protection to the Government as against erroneous opinions on the of at- 
tending physicians, does not affect the minds of your committee to t extent 
that it is willing to discard the evidence, but, on the contrary, to give it credence, 
that the doubt, if any, may be awarded to the claimant's benefit. 

This widow has two children, not yet of age, dependent upon her for support. 
Her husband, endeared to her by many noble qualities, no doubt, and who occu- 
p> a large pse in the history of his country, and whose eminent services and 

rave deeds have rendered his name illustrious, is dead from the wounds received 
in his country’s cause. Thechildrenare fatherless. There should be some sub- 
stantial recompense for the widow and children of thisdead hero. Acting Com- 
missioner C. B. Walker, of the Pension Bureau, in a letter dated January 24 
1884, addressed to Congress, pursuant to a joint resolution of Congress approved 
May 29, 1830, says: 

“I submit the claim to your consideration with my opinion that relief should 
be ted by special act of Congress.” 
from the bureau, after rejecting the claim because of its not coming within 
the purview of the law, satisfies you committee, with the other evidence printed, 
that it possesses great merit, and therefore recommend the passage of the accom- 
panying House bill. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions what rate of pension is granted by this 
bill? 

Mr. MATSON. This bill provides for granting a pension in this- 
case under the general law, which provides for a pension of $30 per 
month. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. 

MARTHA M. B. M’OCULLACH. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1411). 
granting a pension to Martha M. B. McCullach, of Freeport, Pa. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, su to the provisions and. 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha M. B. Mi widow of 
Dr. William P. M lach, or McCollough, who was assistant surgeon in the Sev- 
enty-eighth Regiment of the Pennsylvania Volunteers in the late war, from and 


after the passage of this act. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1411) 
granting a pension to M. B. McCullach, of Freeport, Pa., has had the same 
under consideration and beg leave to report as follows: 

That Martha M. B. McCul , the petitioner, is the widow of Dr. William P. 
McCullach, or McCollough, who was assistant surgeon in the Seventy-eigbth 
Pee of the Pe: lvania Volunteers in the late war. 

e, the committee, find from numerous affidavits, of undoubted character, 
that Dr. William P. McCullach, while not enrolled as assistant surgeon of the 
Seventy-eighth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, acted as assistant sur- 
geon, by request, from about August 1, 1861, and that he enlisted as a private; 
and from the report of the Adjutant-General’s Office he was enrolled as assistant 
su n Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers to date April 11, 
pe to serve three years or during the war, on the muster-roll, field and staff, 
of that regiment, and he was mustered out with field and staff November 4, 
1864; and that he died September 17, 1867, from d contracted in the Army 
while in the line of his duty, asshown by the affidavit of Dr. O. B. Gillespie, who 
attended him in his last sickness; and of Dr. O., P. Bollinger’s sworn testimony, 
that when Dr, William P, McOullach returned from the Army, in the fall of 
he, the said Dr. William P, McCullach, had chronic diarrhea, which contin 
during the remainder of his life, and that he consulted this deponent at different 
times in relation to his d , and that he has no hesitation in saying that Dr. 
William P. McOullach died from the diarrhea contracted while in the service of 
the United States and in the line of his ta 

Also have the affidavit of Dr. William S. Hosack, who was physician for the 
Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and that he was with Dr. 
William P. McCullach until the regiment was discharged in the fall of 186i, and 
that when Dr, William P. McCullach first became connected with the regiment 
he was a stout, healthy man, free from all disease, and noted for his temperate 
habits in bie Subp cere and that while in the line of his duty he had an attack 
of enteritis, r which he took an acute attack of diarrhea, which baffled all 
treatment and ran on into a chronic form, which he had every reason to believe- 
was the pri cause of his death, and that his disease was contracted in the 
service of the United States. 

The committee have also the affidavits of Col. William Sirwell, of the Seventy- 
eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and several privates of said Seventy- 
a Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, All unite in giving the said Dr. 
William P. McCullach a very good record in the service, and the cause of his 
death was from disease contracted while in the service of the United States. 
The committee also have the letter of Hon. J. Mosgrove and others, who are 
acquainted with applicant and the justice of the claim, and recommend it as 
being meritorious, as the widow, Martha M. B. McCullach, is poor and in need of 
the means of support in her declining years. 

The committee think the case is deserving, and therefore recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill, which is herewith reported to the House. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. 
CORNELIA A. SCHULTZ. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1428) 
granting a pension to Cornelia A. Schultz. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Cornelia A. 
Sahel and pay the said Cornelia A. ultz a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month. 


‘The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1428) granting a pension to Cornelia A. Schultz, adopt the bowing report: 
That the claimant is a single woman, aged 57 years, and has fled i in Get~ 
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tysburg, Pa., over forty years. She is in a helpless condition, owing to delicate 
health, the result of a severe surgical operation, Her ancestors have rendered 
valuable and heroic service to the Government in nearly all of its wars. Her 
brother, David A. Schultz, late major of the Seventy-third Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers, died from wounds received in the battle of Chancellorsville. At thetime 
of his death this sister depended mainly upon the said brother for her support. 
This claimant’s home was almost destroyed in the battle of Gettysburg, situated 
in the very midst of that battle. Since her said brother’s death, which occurred 
on the 23d day of May, 1873, she has lived hag money raised by mortgaging her 
home, which is now mortgaged to about its value. Neither she nor any one 
else has been indemnified in any way for the damage done tothe house by the 
battle of Gettysburg. She is now driven by extreme j ipid to ay for the 
continuance of her said brother's pension. e above facts are verified by many 
distinguished and well-known citizens of Pennsylvania. 

In view of the extraordinary circumstances the committee have determ ned 
to report favorably, and recommend that the bill do pass, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. 
MARY E. MURRAY. 


The next business on the Private Calender was the bill (H. R. 1433) 
granting a pension to Mary E. Murray. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary E. Murray, 
daughter of the late Col, William G. Murray, of the Eighty-fourth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
from and after the passage of this act. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred bill H, R. 1433, sub- 
mit the following report: 

This bill was before the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the Forty-seventh 
Congress, to whom the subject was referred, and ngage Hae nan The 
bill the House, but action was not had on it in the ate, The report 
of the House Committee of the Forty-seventh Congress we now append and 
adopt as ourown: 

ary E. Murray is the invalid daughter of Col. William G. Murray, of the 
Eighty-fourth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, who fell atthe head of his 
command at the battle of Winchester, Va., March 23, 1862. Colonel Murray was 
also a gallant soldier of the Mexican war. 

Before the committee are pontons signed by a great number of prominent 
citizens of Pennsylvania, who say that Miss Murray is a “ bright, intelligent 
young lady, but, owing to a Magee infirmity, she can not fill a clerical tion 
orserve in any capacity which will enable her to earn a livelihood. She, by 
the untimely death of her father, was left an orphan, and has ever since been 
dependent upon relatives and friends.” 

‘he petition further shows that Miss Murray was entirely dependent on her 
said father for support—a father who, if living, would be abundantly able to 
au rt her by his energy and industry. 

e think this isa case which, if not within the letter of the law granting 
pensions to infant children under sixteen years of age, is within its spirit. The 
object of said law was to benefit the helpless offspring of deceased soldiers who 
lost their lives in the military service of the country. It appears that Miss 
Murray is helpless, and we report the accompanying bill favorably, with an 
amendment, namel, a striking out the word “thirty,” in line 7, an inserting 
instead the word “ eighteen.’ 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommend that the bill be 
amended by striking out ‘‘$30” and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘$18.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


MARY ELIZA DICKSON. 


The next pension bill upon the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
=a granting a pension to Mary Eliza Dickson, widow of Dr. Thomas 

ickson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
‘thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Eliza Dickson, widow of Dr. 
Thomas Dickson, as if the said Dr, Thomas Dickson had been mustered into the 
military service of the United States during the war of the rebellion as an assist- 
ant surgeon withthe rank of captain, and pay her the pension of a widow of 
‘an assistant surgeon. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was submitted the bill (H. R. 
1391) granting a pension to Mary Eliza Dickson, widow of Dr. Thomas Dickson, 
ully report: 
at the evidence shows that Dr. Thomas Dickson wass n and pe 
of high standing of the city of Pittsburgh, Pa.; that early in July, 1562, in re- 
sponse to a call from the Government of the United States for volunteer surgeons, 
Dr. Dickson went to Harrison's brang shy and that there and on the trans- 
pons or hospital boats which carried the sick and wounded from Harrison’s 
nding to Washington he gave his best skill and attention to the sick and 
wounded, enin been pl: in charge of a large number in consequence of his 
well-known qualifications for the work. In the language of a letter written to 
his daughter from Washington, D. C., while in the discharge of his patriotic 


b's Dr. Dickson said: 
“ I have just arrived here on board the steamer Commodore, on which I had 
a ward of wounded soldiers. We had over five hundred on board. I had two 


hundred and forty-seven in my ward. I had fourassistants. I am nearly tired 
out, but think I must go back again. The medical director has just called to 
see if I will not return with him.” 

The testimony of Dr. John Dickson, a brother of the deceased, and Dr. James 
McCann, both of whom were in close and intimate relations with the deceased, 
shows that when he started from Pittsburgh to render the services mentioned 
he was robust and vigorous beyond most men. He remained on duty about 
two weeks, and finding that his health was suffering, he returned to his home 
at Pittsburgh the latter part of July quite ill. In the words of Dr. McCann, who 
was one of his attending physicians— 

“ He continued to grow worse from and after the date of his return; that he 
suffered from typho-malarial or camp fever; that he died irom the effects of the 
said typho or malarial or camp fever on the 3d day of August, 1862, about twelve 
days after his return to the city of Pittsburgh, and fourteen days after leaving 
the sick and wounded in Virginia.” 

Dr. McCann declares that, in his opinion, the death of Dr. Dickson was caused 
‘by exposure while engaged in nursing and caring for the sick and wounded 


t 
ae 


soldiers of the United States. James Allison, D. D., the editor and proprietor 


of the Presbyterian Banner, published at Pittsburgh, accompanied Dr. Dickson 
and other peons on the greater part of the trip, and he details at length the 
valuable and important services rendered by Dr, Dickson. Dr. Allison assisted, 
as best he could, and he closes his statement in these words: 

“ Believe me when I say that Dr. Dickson died as really in the service of his 
conny as if he had fallen on the field of battle. * * * I may also say that i 
am ful y persuaded that the lives of a large number of soldiers were saved by 
his skill and unremitting attention.” 

Dr. Dickson was cut off in the prime of life. He left a widow and two chil- 
dren without means, and the widow, now well advanced in life, needs the aid 
which her husband would have doubtless provided for her had he lived. 

The committee, in view ofall the facts, report the bill back with a recommen- 
ganon perek cw oi pass as amended, the amendment being indicated in the bill 

ereto $ 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommend that the bill be 
amended by striking all out after the words ‘‘ Dr. Thomas Dickson,” 
where they first occur, to the end of the bill, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the words *‘ and pay her the pension of a widow of an assist- 
ant surgeon.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


MRS. SARAH BEYAN LEET. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2608) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Bryan Leet. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. ryan 
Leet, widow of George K. Leet, late a major and assistant adjutant-general in 
the United States Army, with such rate of pension as her said husband would 
have been entitled to for disability optat, Y in the service of the United States. 


The report was read, as follows : 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2608) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Bryan Leet, have had the same under consid- 
eration, and beg leave to report as follows: 

That . Sarah Bryan Leet is the widow of George K. Leet, latea major and 
assistant adjutant-general in the United States Army. 

The report of the gt Magee pence shows continuous service of George K. 


Leet from Au; 29, 1 to March 4, 1869, most of the time in the responsible 
position of assistant adjutant-general. On August 1, 1870, on hisown request, he 
was honorably discharged. 


The evidence shows that when Geo: K. Leet enlisted he was in excellent 
physical condition, having been an active athlete in a Chicago gymnasium, as 
shown by affidavit of Gardner G. Willard and ©. Higby. It also appears from 
the evidence that in 1862, while in camp near Vicksburg, G. K. Leet had con- 
tracted the disease of rnin) cat and erysipelas, and continued tosuffer there- 
from, the disease having me chronic, 

ag, a pes of G. G. Willard, Sidney C. Higby, Mrs. Sarah B. Leet, and 

It also appears from sworn testimony of Henry D. Burwell that G. K. Leet 
continued to suffer from chronic diarrhea during the years 1865, 1866, 1867, 1868, 
1869, from the disease contracted while in the service in the field. 

Dr. J. B. Griswold testifies that in 1881 G. K. Leet was suffering from, and was 
treated by witness for, anal fistula, with ebay marae the rectum, resulting from 
the chronic diarrhea contracted in the United Army; that G. K. Leet died 
from the effects of this disease 


= recollection and belief Maj. George K. Leet, 
assistant adjutan meral, Uni States Army, suffered from diarrhea yoron | 
from time to time during his service in Washington on the staff of the Gene: 
of the Army from the autumn of 1865 to the winter of 1868; that I occasionally 
prescribed for him for this disease,” 

Itis also proven that George K. Leet left surviving him his widow, Sarah 
Bryan Leet, the claimant, and five minor children, dependent upon her for sup- 
port, she having no means except her daily earnings. 

The committee believe this to be a meritorious case, and recommend the pas- 
pon co ob bill (H. R. 2608) with an amendment as indicated in the bill hereto 
attached. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommend that the bill be 
amended so as to read: 

Place on the saiga the name of Mrs. Sarah Bryan Leet, widow of 
George K. Leet, late a private in Cooley’s Independent Battery. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


MERRITT LEWIS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 819) 
granting an increase of pension to Merritt Lewis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is rir A au- 
thorized and directed to increase to the first e, namely, $50 per month, the 
pension now granted to Merritt Lewis by certificate No. 33631. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill ts R. 
819), and accompanying papers, granting an increase of pension to Merritt Lewis, 
have considered the same, and report : 

It appese that Merritt Lewis, a disabled soldier of the late war, enlisted at 
Grand Rapids, Mich., in Jan , 1863, in Company K,Seventh Michigan Cav- 
alry, and on the 3d day of July following, at the battle of Gettysburg, received 
a gunshot wound, by reason of which his right leg was amputated above the 
knee, and subsequently a second amputation was performed, That in the 
spring of 1864, while in Camden-street Hospital, Baltimore, he lost his hearing, 
caused by scarlet fever, and from that time ae been and is now totally deaf 
both ears, as appears by the affidavits of George E. Ranney, late surgeon Second 
Michigan Cavalry, and Julius A. Post,late medical cadet, United States Army, 
and in consequence of said deafness, as further appears by said affidavits, he has 
partially lost the power of speech. 

That by reason of said disabilities he was honorably discharged June 3, 1864, 
and by special act of Congress, June 16, 1882, was granted a pension of $37.50 per 
month, as shown by pension certificate No. 33361. 

An ag ipare by said Merritt Lewis for an increase of pension has been de- 
nied on the ground that his pension, being fixed by “special act,” can not be 
increased except by further legislation. 
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In consideration of the fact that the total loss of hearing and partial loss of 
speech, combined with loss of leg, is equal to if not greater disability than the 
loss of both feet, and, further, that the merit and justice of his case is vouched 


by the governor, the adjutant-general, and other State officers of Michigan 
therefore your committee are of the opinion that the increase of pension should 
be gran as asked for, and recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to inquire in what class this case 
would fall under the general law? It seems to me the question of fact 
would indicate the class. 3 

Mr. MATSON. The trouble about the case is that the rate of pen- 
sion for this person was fixed by a special act of Congress. The law 
provides that where a person receives a pension the rate of which is 
fixed by special act it can not be increased under the general law. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Not if the general law would give a higher 
pension ? 

Mr. MATSON. No; that is the law. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


JOSEPH L. CALDWELL. 


The next busines on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 554) 
granting.a pension to Joseph L. Caldwell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Joseph L, Cald- 
well, late of Company G, Sixty-ninth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia, sub- 
po to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, and pay him a pension 

m and after the passage of this act. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill H. R. 554, 
res ully submit the fonoving topor 

T they find that Joseph T. Caldwell was enrolleda member of Company 
G, Sixty-ninth Regimentof Missouri Enrolled Militia, and was honorably dis- 
charged November 15, 1864. His record as a soldier is good. On the 25th day 
of September, 1864, in an action with the rebels at or near Chambersburg, in 
Missouri, his horse was shot under him and fell upon him, and that the horse 
of a comrade also fell onhim. That his left great toe was broken and lacerated ; 
that his left ankle was dislocated or fractured; that his right leg was badly 
bruised, and that he was bruised in the region of his left kidney; that he has 
been ever since receiving the injury, and is now, incapacitated from performing 
manual labor. This case was rejected in the Pension Department under the 
provisons of the third paragraph of section 4693 Revised Statutes, the claim 
not gi been filed until March 20,1879. In view of the fact that the testi- 
mony is clear that his recordas asoldier was good, that he received the injuries 
ia mne pooled and while actually engaged in battle, we recommend the passage 
of this a 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommend that the bill be 
amended so as to read ‘‘ Joseph T. Caldwell” instead of Joseph L. 
_‘* Caldwell;’’ also amend the title to correspond. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. ~* 


H. E. VAN TREES. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 562) 
granting a pension to H. E. Van Trees. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beite &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and ed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of H. E. Van Trees, late a first lieu- 
tenant in the Kansas volunteer militia. 


The report was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


509) granting a on to H, E. Van Trees, submit the following report: 
We find that H. E. Van Trees was enrolled in Kansas State militia by governor 
of Kansas on the 3d day of September, 1874, and on the 23d day of December, 1874, 


was mustered into service as first lieutenant, and ordered at once into active 
service to repel an Indian invasion in Western Kansas. On the 8th of January 
1875, while the command was in active service, Lieutenant Trees was orde 
to proceed to Hutchinson for supplies. While on the way they were overtaken 
by a terrible snow-stoerm, and Van Trees was so severely frozen as to render 
agai the amputation of both his feet at the instep, rendering him a cripple 
for life. 

Van Trees had phage send served during the war of the rebellion, and dis- 
tinguished himself by his brave and gallant conduct. 

ere being no doubt as to the facts in the case, the committee would recom- 

mend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported favorably to the 
House. 
W. H. BLAKE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 591) 
granting a pension to W. H. Blake. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limit- 
ations of the pension laws, the name of W. H. Blake, late a private in the Sixty- 
sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteers; said pension to commence from the date 
when his name was dropped from the roll. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
591) granting a pension to W. H. Blake, submit the following report: 

Ye find that the claimant enlisted October 5, 1861. Thatin an action at Mount 
Zion, December 28, 1861, he received a slight wound in his shoulder. December 
29, 1863, he was remuste as a veteran at Pu i, Tenn. The veterans of his 
company were furloughed January 28, 1864, with orders to report at Joliet Feb- 
ruary 28, 1864. That on his way returning to his iment he was accidental! 
shot in his left foot by the discharge of his gun. The evidence shows that his 
company were armed with Henry rifles, purchased by themselves. The only 

uestion in this case is whether he was at the time in the line of his duty. 
wig, dine 3 consideration the fact that he had served his country faithfully for 
more n two years, had been once wounded in action, and had voluntarily 


re-enlisted as a veteran, we think the technical question should be waived, and 
we therefore es the bill with the recommendation that it be |, With an 
amendment striking out all after * volunteers,” in the seventh line. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommend that the bill be 
amended by striking out the words ‘‘said pension to commence from 
the date when his name was dropped from the roll.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question was upon ordering the bill as amended to be laid aside 
to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not understand why the applicant in 
this case can not obtain his pension through the regular channel. I fail 
to discover in the report what there is in this case which requires a 
special act, or why the pension can not be granted in the Pension Office. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say that this case was rejected in the 
Pension Bureau on the ground that the wound was not received while 
the person was in the line of duty. The evidence was clear and con- 
clusive that the company to which this man belonged was armed with 
Henry rifles, purchased by themselves. On their furlough they took 
theserifles home with them, and when this man was returning from his - 
furlough he was wounded in the left foot by an accidental discharge of 
his rifle. The Pension Bureau rejected his application for a pension 
on the ground that he was not wounded while in the line of duty. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I know myself a number of such cases as 
this. I know one case where a soldier on furlough, while on his way 
back to his regiment, lost a limb by an accidenton the cars. Thereis 
quite anumerous class of casesof that kind. It seems to me that if it is 
proposed to change the rule and admit such cases as this tothe pension- 
roll we ought to do it in such a way as will admit all cases of this 
class. I feel as though we were doing injustice to others every time 
that we single out a particular ease from a class and grant a pension in 
that case while denying it to others of the same class. 

Mr. MATSON. In reply to what the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
WARNER] has said upon this subject, I have to say that the only safe 
general rule in relation to granting pensions which the Government 
can adopt is to require that those only shall be pensioned who incur 
the injury or disease for which a pénsion is granted while in the line 
of duty. It would be unsafe for the Government to adopt any other 
general rule, because that would open the door to granting pensions 
for any injury which the soldier might receive at a time when he was 
not only out of the lineof duty Sat pertain enged insome wrongful act. 

Therefore I say that the Government must stand by some general 
rule, and insist that the injury for which the soldier is to receive a pen- 
sion must have been incurred while in the line of duty. But to all gen- 
eral rules there must be particular exceptions. When we make those ex- 
ceptions all the circumstances of the case should be taken into consid- 
eration, the length of service, the kind of soldier, the habits of the man, 
and all that goes to make up a meritorious and equitable claim in his 
behalf. 

The facts in this case seem to be that this soldier served more than ` 
two years, was once wounded in battle, though perhaps not sufficiently 
to entitle him to a pension, and that he re-enlisted. While returning 
from his home to his regiment, being armed with a Henry rifle pur- 
chased by himself, as he had a right to be armed, this accident oc- 
curred. The committee thought the circumstances of the case were 
such as should make this an exception to the general rule. This man 
was a faithful soldier, had served well, and the accident happened 
while he was handling a rifle which he was taking back with him into 
the service. The committee therefore determined to report this bill 
favorably, regarding this as an exceptional case. 

Mr. PARKER. I would like to inquire of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions [Mr. MATSON] whether this soldier at the 
time the injury was received was in the neighborhood of the enemy? 

Mr. MATSON. I can notstatethe precise place. The gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] can no doubt give that information. But the 
soldier was going in the direction of military operations. He was re- 
turning from his home to his regiment. 

Mr. PARKER. Itseemsto me that if he wasnot in proximity to the 
enemy he is not entitled to a pension under the precedents. Thechair- 
man of the committee will no doubt remember a case which came be- 
fore the committee in the last Co where an officer who had lost 
an arm in the service and had been promoted for gallant conduct was 
going from Philadelphia to New York to obtain his equipment for future 
service, and while passing from one car to another was thrown from the 
train and killed. Physicians and others gave it as their opinion that 
the loss of his arm rendered the man incapable ofsteadying himself, and 
thus contributed to his death. Yet we held in that case, the applicant 
for a pension being the widow or the sister—I do not now remember 
which—that the man was not in the line of his duty at the time of his 
death, and that the case could not be construed as pensionable, and a 
pension was not granted. 

It seems to me that the present case is nearly enough parallel to the 
one I have just mentioned to come under the same rule. If this man 
can be shown to have been in the neighborhood of the enemy, he may 
fairly be construed to have been in service in the line of hisduty. Butif 
he was at his home and the injury appears to have had no connection 
with his service as a soldier, then I submit he ought not to be pensioned,. 
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Mr. MORRILL. In reply to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PARKER] I desire to say that this man at the time of the injury had 
left his home and was on hisreturntohis regiment. As the chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions hasso well said, the casesacted upon 
by us here are special cases—cases that can not be determined fairly by 


any general rule. Every case that has received the favorable action of 
the Committee of the Whole this evening has some special features 
recommending it to our generosity ; for a special pension is simply an 
act of generosity, It comes within no rule. Thus, this evening you 
have passed in Committee of the Whole a bill to pension an invalid 
daughter of a man who was in the military service—a woman 25 or 30 
years of age, if I recollect aright. In another case the person to receive 
the pension is the sister of a soldier who was unmarried. These are 
cases coming within no general rule. 

Now, here was a good soldier, whoserved his country bravely. When 
his first term of enlistment expired he re-enlisted. Under the general 
order granting a furlough to soldiers who re-enlisted he visited his 
home, taking his gun with him, because he had a perfect right to do 
so, having bought and paid for it with hisown money. On his way 
back to his regiment he slipped upon the ice and received an accidental 
shot from his gun, disabling him for life. Now, it may appear right 
to some gentlemen to stand on the technical point that this man was 
not in the line of duty at the time of the injury; but, sir, as an old 
soldier I propose to vote to give a*pension in every case of this kind. 
A man who has served his country bravely and faithfully and who 
has been disabled in this way by an accident is in my judgment clearly 
entitled to a pension. 

Mr. NUTTING. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the point raised 
against this bill, that the man was not in the line of his duty at the 
time of the injury, is not well taken. In my judgment a soldier who 
has been at home on furlough and is on his way back is then in the 
military service as much as though actually with his regiment at the 
time, He is acting under orders. He is marching toward the enemy; 
his face is in the direction of the enemy. Perhaps if this accident had 
happened while the man was at home it might properly be held that 
he was not in the line of his duty because he was then at the place 
where he had asked to be, but when returning he is under the orders 
of his officer; and if an accident happens to him at such a time he is 
pensionable, it seems to me, in precisely the same degree as though the 
accident had happened upon the field of battle or in the camp. 

Mr. PARKER. Would the gentleman make a distinction between 
the case where a man was going toward his home at the time of the 
accident and a case where he was returning from his home? 

Mr. NUTTING. That would not be a legal point. 

Mr. PARKER. I did not know but that the gentleman would make 
such a distinction. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I thought it important to 
call the attention of the Committee of the Whole to this case, because 
it seemed to me to be a departure from the rule which has heretofore 
prevailed and from the principle laid down in our pension laws. This 
is hardly a special case, but is one of a class now excluded from the ben- 
efit of the pension laws. The principle upon which pensions are ted 
for disability is that the disability should have been incurred in the serv- 
ice and in the line of duty. 

There is a difference between disability thus incurred and disability 
incurred while the soldier is away at home on a furlough or returning 
from furlough. There he is his own master. He acts on his own 
motion. He is not under the orders of an officer. He is not compelled 
to do this or to do that. Hence the distinction made in the law. 

I am not arguing that the law ought not to be modified so as to admit 
a class who have suffered disability on account of wounds. There may 
be a class of that kind whooughttocomein. But I still think itis not 
good policy to single out one from one hundred, five hundred, or one 
thousand, and make that a special casehere. But if this House, if this 
Congress decides to extend the provisions of the pension laws to that 
class of disability, then we ought to modify the law and let in the whole 
class, and not by piecemeal in this way pension a few while we leave 
many more just as deserving to go without their pension. 

Mr. HOUK. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, if this House narrows 
itself down to the restriction proposed by the gentleman from Ohio we 
might as well stop legislating on these claims of individuals. Why are 
we called to act on any case? Simply because of some technical reason 
excluding it from the direct letter of the general law. Then the power 
of the House in its legislative character is invoked to do justice in that 
particular case, not because itis legal, forif it were the Pension Office 
would allow it, but because it is right, equitable, and just. 

It seems to me whenever a pension case is presented for our considera- 
tion, the question we should address to ourselves is how, under what 
circumstances, was the disability incurred, on what is it founded? 
Take this case: Is it not proved according to the report and the state- 
ments made that this man had absolutely dedicated his service to the 
Government of the United States? I do not care whether he was going 
to or couine from home; he was taking the necessary steps to put him- 
eld of battle in defense of the flag. He was in the disc 


selfon the 
of the active duties of a soldier. He was wounded while doing all in 


his power, not only in one enlistment, but in a second enlistment dedi- 


cating himself to the country, marching in this instance directly toward 
the front. 

I wish to emphasize what I tried tosay in reply to the gentleman from 
Ohio, that this House does not sit as a court bound by technical rules, 
confined to the letter of the general law, but to judge from the facts 
and to do substantial justice in each case to the soldier who was in the 
military service and in active discharge of his duty. 

For that reason I shall vote for this bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Do it to all, those not having friends here 
as well as those who have special friends on the floor. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

M. H. CLEMENTS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 570) 
granting a pension to M. H. Clements. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thori and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of M. H. Clements, a private in 
the Kansas volunteer militia. 


The report was read, as follows: 


We find that M. H. Clements was enrolled on the 34 day of September, 1874, 
by the governor of Kansas, and on the 23d day of mber, 1874, was mus- 
tered into the Kansas State militia as private, and ordered at once into active 
service to repel an Indian invasion. On the 8thday of January, 1875, while the 
command was in active service, said Clements, with others, was ordered to 
Hutchinson, Kans., for supplies. On the way they were overtaken by a severe: 
snow-storm, and Clements was so badly frozen as to render necessary the ampu- 
tation of both legs above the ankle joint, These facts are established by ample 
and reliable evidence, and your committee would therefore respectfully recom- 
mend the passage of this bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


REUBEN MARSHALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 569) 
ting a pension to Reuben Marshall. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, nag as to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Renben 1, late a private in 
the Kansas volunteer militia, 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee find that Reuben Marshall was enrolled on the 3d day of Sep- 
tember, 1874, by the governor of Kansas, and mustered into the Kansas State 
militia as a private on the 23d day of December, 1874, and on the same day was 
ordered into active service to repel an Indian invasion in Western Kansas, On 
the 8th of January, 1875, while the command was in active service, said Marshall 
was ordered to proceed to Hutchinson with others of the company for supplies 
for the command. On the way they were overtaken by a severe snow-storm, 
and he was so badly frozen as to render amputation of both legs above the ankle 
joints necessary. index finger of the left hand was also amputated. The 
committee would therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
\ MICHAEL TITLER. 
The next b on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2372) 
granting a pensidn to Michael Titler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael Titler, late a private in 
Company B, Twenty-fourth Missouri Infantry Volunteers. 


The report was read, as follows: 


That said Titler enlisted in Mastin B, Twenty-fourth Missouri Volunteer 
Infantry, on the 20th day of August, 1 being then 48 years of age; that during 
the batile of Pea Ridge, Ark., on the 7th day of March, 1862, a mule team that 
was frightened the bursting of a shell ran over said Titler with a wagon, 
crippling him in thigh, back, and arm. 

That he was under medical treatment for over a month after receiving the 
injuries; that he remained in service until 1864, but he was detailed to drive 
ambulance, being incapacitated to march or do duty; that after expiration of 
term of service he worked at his trade spipeeres) Pars of the time, and suffered 
more or less from the injuries aforesaid, one-third of the time being totally un- 
able to work; that in he made application for pension, which was rejected ; 
that he is now more than 70 years of age, totally unable to work, almost entirely 
helpless, and without a dollar in the world. 

our committee therefore recommend that he be placed on pension-roll, and 
receive pension under the laws. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the resom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MOSES FULLINGTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4708) 
granting a pension to Moses Fullington. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
cepa i} of the pension laws, the name of Moses Fullington, a soldier of the 
war oj 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the proofs in support of 
the claim of Moses Fullington, having had the same under consideration, adopt 
as their report the report on the same subject of the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions of the second session of the Forty-sixth Co: which is as follows: 

It is in evidence that on the 2d of May, 1878, the claimant filed an application 
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for pension in the office of the Commissioner of Pensions, declaring that he served 


as a private in the company commanded by Capt. David Chadwick, Colonel 

Dixon’s regiment, of the brigade commanded by Brig. Gen. Elias Fassett, Ver- 

mont militia, war 1812. That apiet prte, kepyan ge, Vt., September 

15, 1813, and remained therein for a period of seventeen days, at whish time he 

was honorably discharged, by a verbal order, at Cumberland Head. That he 

enh} the service as a substitute for his father, Ephraim Fullington, who was 
ed. 

On the 10th day of October, 1878, the Third Auditor returned the information 
to the Commissioner of Pensions that “norollsof Capt. David Chadwick’s com- 
pany of Vermont midtia on file in this office.” $ 

On the 19th of November, 1878, the said application of Moses Fullington was 
rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions, * on the ground that there is no rec- 
ord of the service of the company in which service is alleged.” 

To establish said service, outside of the record, the claimant produces the fol- 
lowing testimony: 

3 davits of Dexter Whiting, aged 74 years, and Samuel B. Waters, aged 
86 years, residents of the same town as claimant, dec! an acquaintance with 
the claimant of forty-six years’ standing, and that from common report they 
have always believed that he was a soldier of the war of 1812, in Capt. David 
Chadwick's company of Vermont militia. 

2. Affidavit of Nancy Brush, dated the 4th day of June, 1878,deposing that 
the said Nancy Brush is 74 years of age; that she is the daughter of Ephraim 
Fullington, and sister of Moses Fullington, the claimant; that she distinctly 
recollects many of the circumstances connected with the entrance of her brother 
into the Army Sarin the war of 1812; that her father was twice drafted, the 
second time during the year 1813; that she was at home continuously during 
the said war; that her father and Capt. David Chadwick were near neighbors. 
living on the same highway on adjoining farms; that Captain Chadwick offere 
to accept her brother Moses as a substitute for her father; that she distinctly re- 
members seeing the accouterments of her brother when about starting, of watch- 
ing him as he passed to the roadway through the room, where she afterward 
gave way to her emotions; that her impression has always been that he con- 
tinued in the service nearly three weeks, and that they heard from him several 
times by mail erg absence. 

8. The affidavit of Mrs. Rosamond Carlton, dated June 1, 1878, deposes that 
she is 79 years of age, and is the daughter of Capt. David Chadwick; that she 
distinctly recollects that Moses Fullington, eldest son of Ephraim Fullington, 
was R n by her father as a substitute for his father in the company com- 
manded by her father, aig ker i part of the regiment commanded by Colonel 
Dixon, Vermont militia; that she distinctly recollects the fact of Moses Fulling- 
ton coming into her father's house on the morning of the march, which was in 
the fall of 1813; that her father was absent from home with his company, she 
believes, nearly three weeks; that she is well acquainted with Nancy Brush, 
formerly Nancy Fullington, a sister of Moses Fullington., 

From this, and other evidence, notsworn tor the committee are of the opinion 


that the said Moses Polinon hassatisfactorily established his period ofservice 
p Bave nonn ok suflicient length to entitle him toa pension under the act of 
are h 1515. 


The committee return the accompanying bill to the House and rec- 
ommend the parage of the same. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN W. CUMMINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 314) 
for the relief of John W. Cummins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and instructed to pioa the name of John W. Cummins, late a first 
lieutenant of Company C, Thirty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
on the pension-roll, at the rate of $20 per month, subject in other respects to the 
conditions and limitations of the pension laws of the United States, to com- 
mence on the — day of April, 1865, 


The report was read, as follows: 


John W. Cummins was first lieutenant of Company O, Thirty-fifth Indiana 
Volunteers; that while on the march with General Buell’s forces from Murfrees- 
borough, Tenn., to Louisville, Ky., in 1863, and in the line of duty, he wasattacked 
by epilepsy, from the effects of which he was compelled to resign on the 24th 
day of March, 1863. At this time he was given a certificate of disability by one 
of the surgeons of his regiment stating that he had incurred this disease, and 
that if he remained in the mili service it would result in the loss of his mind. 
This disability is shown by neighbors and some of the physicians who have 
since prescri or him to continue, and to be of sucha character as at times to 
impair his mind and disqualify him from earning his living by manual labor. 

he physician who treated him for a considerable portion of the time since 
his disc has died, and during that od he can not produce medical tes- 
timony. The author of this bill, Hon. WILLIAM H. CALKINS, of Indiana, assures 
the committee that he presented these facts to the officers of the Pension Bureau 
who stated that on account of this technicality a pension could not be obtained 
through the regular channels, 

This case is urged by the adjutan neral of Indiana, by a large number of 
the former comrades of Lieutenant Cummins, as well as by a number of well- 
known prominent citizens of his portion of that State; and in view of these facts 
this committee has determined to recommend the passage of said bill, with the 
pape pe amendments : Strike out all after the words * ion-roll,”’ in line 6 
of said bill, and insert instead these words: “‘subject to provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws,” 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I would like to understand 
the technical difficulty why under the provisions of the existing law 
this pension could not have been granted by the Department. 

Mr. MATSON. The fact was that the medical testimony necessary 
could not be produced on account of the death of the physician. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

TRENE BAKER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3606) 

granting a pension to Irene Baker, The bill is as follows: 


Be # enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Irene Baker, an im- 
becile daughter of James Baker, late of Company H, Winety-seventh Indiana 


Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $25 per month from and after the passage 
of this act. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 
In line 7, after the word “her,” insert the words “legally constituted guard- 


ian,” and strike out of the same line the words “ twenty-five” and insert “‘ eight- 
een, 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let the report be read. 

The report was read. It is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3606) granting a pension to Irene Baker, have had the same under consideration, 
and beg leave to report as follows: 

James Baker was a private in Company H, Ninety-seventh Indiana Volun- 
teers, and served his country faithfully as such for the period of three years. 
He died of disease contracted while in the military service, and his widow was 
then pensioned. She has since then married again, and all of the soldier's chil- 
dren are now ever sixteen years of age, and no pension is now paid on account 
of said soldier's death. 

Irene Baker is one of the children of said James Baker, and is now about 
twenty-five years of age. She is a helpless imbecile, and thereisno hope of any 
improvement in her mental condition, as she has been such from her infancy. 
She has no property and is now an object of charity. The testimony of Hon. 
William M. Franklin, now on the supreme bench of Indiana, and many other 
Sade hr hd gentlemen in Indiana, has been produced to prove the foregoing 

The committee therefore recommend the passage 
with the following amendments: Strike oat the tea ot fho aocor Lang! fy Fe y 
of said bill, and insert the word “eighteen; ” and in the same line insert the 
words “legally constituted guardian” after the word “ her," 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I dislike very much, sir, to rise for the 
purpose of opposing a pension bill of that kind; but it does seem to 
me that we must adhere to some principle with reference to this mat- 
ter of granting pensions or else we will be all at sea. We must pension 
either for disability, service, or destitution. 

Here is a case presented for our consideration where a pension is asked 
and recommended by the committee on the ground of need, of destitu- 
tion. Is there anything else in the case? If so, it has not been shown 
by the report. If we establish a principle here that where an equitable 
ease can be made up like this, if in such cases pensions shall be granted 
that are purely gratuities, pensions for destitution, for need, why then 
I am ready to act upon that principle, if it be the will of Congress to 
establish that as the principle on which pensions are to be granted. 
But since that is not the principle, I do think it is time that we come 
to some determination as to the ground upon which pensions are to be 
granted in the future in this country. 

Mr. MATSON was ized. 

Mr. GOFF. Before the gentleman from Ohio takes his seat I would 
like to ask him a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana has the floor. 

Mr. MATSON. I will yield for the gentleman to ask a question. 

Mr. GOFF. The question I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio is 
this: if he does not think it ground sufficient for ting the pension 
in a case like this where the natural protector of the child is shown to 
have lost his life in the military service of his country? If he were 
living to-day he himself would protect and support this helpless child. 
But having given his life to the service of his country, I ask him if he 
does not think it incumbent upon the Government to stand in his place? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. In the case that the gentleman from West 
Virginia suggests there would be a pension under the law of but $8 a 
month, and the law is limited to minors in such cases. 

Mr. GOFF. I did not understand the gentleman from Ohio as ques- 
tioning the amount of this pension, but the principle. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Generally the principle. I say that if we 
are to establish that system, it should be understood on what principle 
we are granting pensions. if we propose to grant pensions for service, 
destitution, or need, let us say so, and let it be distinctly understood. 
Now, the ground on which I stand is that there should be a uniformity 
in the practice of granting pensions, and if we are to grant a pension in 
this case or any similar cases we should grant it in all similar cases. 

Mr. GOFF. I think we ought todo it in all such cases; but the gen- 
tleman seems to argue to the contrary. 

Mr.WARNER, of Ohio. Because I think pensions should be limited 
strictly to disability. 

Mr. GOFF. Disability? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. To disability alone. We have never de- 
parted from that principle but twice in this country, and they were two 
very bad precedents in my judgment. If we depart from that principle 
now and open up the doors to ting pensions for service or for des- 
titution in all cases of need where there is any connection with the 
Army, then we may expect to see our pension-rolls not limited to one 
hundred millions of dollars annually, but extending to one hundred 
and fifty millions or over. 

Mr. GOFF. Let me ask the gentleman, are there not now thousands 
of pensioners standing upon the pension-rolls exactly similar to this? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not understand that there are. I 
understand that pensions have been granted strictly heretofore on ac- 
count of disability incurred in the service and in the line of duty, first 
to the soldier, then to the widow and to the minor children or heirs. 
But further I understand that we have not gone beyond that principle 
excepting in an isolated case here and there where peculiar circum- 
stances seemed to warrant it, and if we attempt to open the pension 


1884. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 17138 


Jaws and grant pensions for destitution or for service and without any 
regard to the length of time or kind of service, then I say we must ex- 
pect to open up the doors of the Pension Office and increase our pension- 
rolls beyond what they now are, perbaps far beyond what any gentle- 
man here imagines. 

Mr. GOFF. Does not the report in the case show that the soldier 
lost his health by disease contracted in the service of his country? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The report does show that. 

Mr. GOFF. Then that brings it within the rule prevailing in almost 
all cases where pensions are granted for loss of health or life in the serv- 
ice, does it not? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 


gratuity. 
Mr. MATSON. The report shows that the father of this girl lost his 
life by reason of the service. That is admitted and verified by the Gov- 


No; for in this case it is more properly a 


ernment in ting a pension to his widow after his death. Amonga 
number of children that this soldier left was one helpless imbecile, who 


was such from her infancy. This pension is for her benefit. She isas 
much of a child now as she ever was, although she has passed the age 
of 16 years. The reason why $18 per month is recommended is because 
that sum is not more than sufficient to take care of sucl#a helpless per- 
son. It is precisely the rate fixed in a case here to-night for the child 
of Colonel Murray, of the Pennsylvania volunteers—precisely the same 
rate as fixed by the committee in granting the pension to Mary E. Mur- 
ray. She was not an imbecile, but is a helpless invalid. 

Here is a case which certainly appeals to the sympathy and generos- 
ity of this Co as strongly as any case could, where, as I have said, 
the child now is as much of a child as she ever was, and must remain 
s0 as long as she lives. 

The proposition of this bill is to give her a pension of $18 a month; 
not more than enough to take care of her, during the rest of her life. 
Is it not right to do that thing, when the father by the admissions of 
the Government gave his life to his country and is no longer here to 
defend his helpless child? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This case does appeal to our charities and 
our arm pestis as do all such cases. There is no question about that. 
But we know there are many just such cases. There is a very large 
number of them. But I want simply to bring the House to the posi- 
tion that if it is agreed that we grant pension in such cases, then 
we grant pensions on grounds of charity. There is no question about 
it, it is pure charity; and if we are to grant pensions on that theory, 
why then let us make it so general that we will admit all like cases. 

Mr. MATSON. I desire tosay once more for the benefit of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that neither the Committee on Invalid Pensions nor 
this House in attempting to determine upon these special cases can 
lay down general rules by which to be governed. Each case must stand 
upon its own merits or fall for the want of merit. It is impossible, I 
repeat, as my friend from Tennessee suggested a while ago, to lay down 
any general rule. The very reason why Congress legielates upon these 
cases is because they are special and no general rules can be applied 
by which they may be adjudged and governed. While we might in one 
case refuse a pension, in another case where the facts were similar, 
perhaps, but not exactly the same, the committee would be inclined to 
grant one and so would the House. Each case must stand or fall upon 
the facts it represents; and certainly there are enough facts here to war- 
rant the granting of this pension. 

I want to say one word more in relation to this case. As I said, the 
widow of this soldier is remarried; and the Government has not paid 
adollar to anybody on account of this soldier who died on account of 
his services to the Government. Now the committee ask $18 to be 
given to the helpless imbecile daughter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
a favorable recommendation. 


THOMAS WARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4036) 
to increase the pension of Thomas Ward, reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions with amendments. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, &o,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the pension of Thomas Ward, a soldier of the Union 
Army in the late war, to thesum of $50 per month, and such increase to the effect 
from and after the passage of this act, 


‘The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 


Insert in line 5, after the word “Ward,” the following: “Late of Company B, 

Eighty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteers.” 
ke out of line 6 the word “ fifty” and insert “forty.” 
At the end of line 6 strike out the word “the” and insert the word “take.” 
So that it will read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to increase the pension of Thomas Ward, late of Company B, Eighty-ninth Reg- 
iment of Nlinois Volunteers, a soldier of the Union Army in the late war, to the 


sum of per month, and such increase to take effect from and after the passage 
of this act. 
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The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4036) to increase the pension of Thomas Ward, have had the same under consid- 
eration, and beg leave to report as follows: « 

This pensioner was wounded in front of Atlanta, Ga., and the left arm was am- 
putated in consequence thereof. On this account he is now receiving a earn He 
of $24 per month. He has proven that at the time he was disc ‘rom the 
service, and ever since, he was with chronic diarrhea, and that as a re 
sult of that disease he has suffered with enlargement of the liver, and paralysis 
of both legs has resulted, and he can move about now at all times with difficulty 
and sometimes not atall. 

He is now allowed at the Pension Office all that can be given him unless he 
shows such a condition of total helplessness as to require the constant aid ana 
attendance of another person. His condition is not such all the time, but thc 
greater portion of the time it is. 

In view of the foregoing facts, well established by the evidence of physician: 
who are attending him, as well as by other reputable testimony, this committee 
recommend the of said bill with the following amendments: Strike 
out the word “‘fifty,’’ in line 6 of said bill, and insert instead thereof the word 
“forty ;”’ and, after the word “ Ward,” in line 5 of said bill, insert the words 
“late of Company B, ge eg Pomc iment of Illinois Volunteers; ™ and, in 
line 6 of said bill, strike out the word “the” and insert instead thereof the word 
‘itake.’ 


ke," 


The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
a favorable recommendation. 


MARY P. THOMPSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1394) 
granting a pension to Mary P. Thompson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit eana Uke Beto the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorizedand to place on the pension-roll the name of mag P. Thomp- 
son, widow of James B. Thompson, late captain of Company F, One hundred 
and ninetieth Regiment of Pennsylvania 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which was referred the bill (H.R. 
1394) granting a pension to Mary P. Thompson, having considered the same, 


lly reports : 
ta bill nting a pension to Mary P, Thompson was favorably oy Sa 
to the Forty-sixth and Forty-seventh Congresses, and was passed in the House 
of Representatives of the Forty-seventh Congress. Your committee adopts the 
report made to the Forty-seventh Congress in this case as representing its views 
and recommendations, namely: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1519) 
granting a pension to Mary P. Thompson, having considered the same, 
fully report the following statement of facts and conclusions presented by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions in the Forty-sixth Congress, in this case, as em- 
bodying the views of the committee, to wit: 

That Mary P. Thompson, the petitioner, is the widow of James B. Thompson, 
late apan of Company F, One hundred and ninetieth Regiment of Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers, 

Captain Thompson entered the service May 15, 1851, as a member of Company 
G, First Regiment Rifles, Pennsylvania Volunteers, and then became in 
of Company I, One hundred and ninetieth Regiment of Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers, and was honorably discharged July 1, , having continuously served 
from the beginning to the end of the war. He was brevetted jor for gallant 
ae in the spring of 1865, and was also a recipient of a m granted by 


ngress. : 

He was captured during the war, and was a prisoner at Andersonville and 
other prisons for nearly seven months. 

After his return from the Army, and at the time of his discharge, he was suf- 
fering from a severe pain in his breast, the result of a fall while he was in the 
act of capturing a flag at the battle of Gettysburg, Pa., and also from general de- 
bility, the result of exposure while a prisoner of war. He continued to suffer 
from the date of his discharge, in July, 1865, until the time of his death, August 
31, 1875, kart of the time having severe hemorrhages. 

Captain Thompson failed to apply for a pension in his lifetime, and the appli- 
cant, his widow, says she has three children and is in necessitous circumstances, 

The committee think that the case is deserving, and therefore recommend the 
passage of the bill which is herewith reported to the House. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. What pension does the bill grant ? 

Mr. BAYNE. No amount is stated. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It issimply under the provisions of the pen- 
sion laws? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 


olunteers. 


MES. MARY T. BARNES 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1406) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Mary F. Barnes; reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions with amendments. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


&c., That from and after the 


Be it enacted, of this act the Secretary of 
the Interior be, and he is hereby, authori 


and directed to place on the pen- 
Barnes, 


sion-roll the name of cet es, widow of Brig. Gen. Joseph K. 
as > pargar aen eral United States Army, and to pay hera m at the rate 
a mont 


The amendments of the committee were read, as follows: 


In line 5 strike out “F” and insert “ T.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Mrs. Mary T. 
Save? 


The report was read, as follows : 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill H. R. 
1406, has had the same under consideration and leave to report as follows: 

The aes is the widow of the late Brig. and Bvt. Maj. Gen. Joseph K. 
Barnes, Surgeon-General United States Army, who died in ove ay a C., 
April 5, 1883. General Barnes, at the time of his death, had served the Govern- 
ment with distinction from June 5, 1840, having participated in the Florida war 
against the Seminole Indians, in the war with Mexico, and in the wa.'with the 


States in rebellion. 
rate in the report the official order of Ad- 


The committee beg leave to inco: 
jutant-General Drum, by order of General Sherman, and call attention to the 
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fficial order of the late Surgeon-General Crane. General Barnes died without 
Toksina huis fan rt in their bereaved condition. The in- 


token of what the country owes to the widow of this paai emep ig gert 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, April 5, 1883. 


rank of brigadier-general, August 22, 1864. He was retired from active service 
by operation of law June 30, 1882, 3 s 

He served with distinction in the Florida war against the Seminole Indians, 
in the war with Mexico, and in the war with the States in rebellion. For faith- 
ful, meritorious, and distinguished services in this last war the brevets of brig- 
adier-general and major-general, United States Army, were conferred upon him. 

He was eminent, skillful, and successful in his profession as surgeon and pays 
ician, and distinguished for great administrative ability as the head of the Med- 
ical Department. Under the fostering care of Edwin M. Stanton, Secretary of 
War, he accomplished the successful establishment of the Medical History of 
the War and of the medical museum: and he brought the Medical Department 
to the highest state of efficiency. 

During the troublous times of the late war he earned the unbounded confi- 
dence of the Secretary of War, Mr. Stanton, and held it unshaken to the last. 
At the time of the assassination of President Lincoln and the attempted assas- 
sination of Secretary Seward he attended the death-bed of the one and minis- 
tered with untiring energy and skill to the successful restoration of the other. 
So during the long illness of President Garfield he was one of the distinguished 
surgeons who for days and nights served with devoted duty in the sick cham- 
ber of the dying President. During these long protracted hours of anxiety and 
care his own health gave way, and from that moment to the time of his death 
he was an invalid. 

His career was one of honor to himself and of great service to his country. 


By command of General Sherman. 
R. C. DRUM, Adjutant-General. 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, January 23, 1884. 
Statement of the military service of Joseph K. Barnes, of the United States 
Army, comp from the records of this office: 


He was appointed assistant surgeon United States Army, June 15, 1840; assist- 
ant n (captain) United States Army, February 11, 1847, and nm (ma- 
jor) United States Army, August 29, ipa medical inspector United States Vol- 


unteers, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, February 9, 1863; and medical 
inspecto: neral United States Volunteers, with the rank of colonel, August 
10, 1863. The latter appointment was vacated August 31, 1864, he having been 
appointed Surgeon-General United States Army, with the rank of brigadier- 
general, to date from August 22, 1864. 

For faithful and meritorious services during the war he received the brevet of 
major-general United States Army, to date from March 13, 1865. 
e served at the United States Military Academy, West Point, N. Y., from July 
10, 1840, to November 9, 1840, and in the field (Florida war) to July 15, 1843; on 
leave to October 15, 1843; on duty at Fort Jesup, La., to April 14, 1846; in the field 
(war with Mexico) to February 20, 1848; at Baton Rouge La., to October 15, 1848; 
in the field and at Fort Croghan, Tex., to August 23, 1550; at Baltimore city and 
Fort McHenry, Md., to March 25, 1851; at Fort Scott, Mo., to October 10, 1852; at 
Fort Leavenworth, Kans., to May 7, 1853; and at Fort Riley, Kans., to October 
20, 1853 ; awaiting orders at Philadelphia, Pa., and before medical examining 
board to December 20, 1853; on duty at the United States Military Academy, West 
Point, N. Y., from January 3, 1854, to June 1, 1857; atSan Francisco, Cal., to some 
time in August, 1857; and at Fort Vancouver, Wash., to June 24, 1861; awaiting 
ordersto Au 22, 1861; on duty as medical director of General Hunter's com- 
mand, in Missouri, to November 20, 1861; as medical director Department of 
Kansas, at Fort Leavenworth, to some time in March, 1862; on ee, at 
Saint Louis, Mo., to some time in May, 1862; at Washington, D. C., as at ing 
surgeon and medical inspector to August 10, 1863; as medical inspector-general 
to September 3, 1863; as acting Surgeon-General to August 22, 1864; and as Sur- 

n-General United States Asmy to June 30, 1882; when, by operation of law, 

ing over 64 years of age, he was retired from active service, under the provis- 
ions of section 1 of the act of ye wo, herd approved June30, 1882. Hediedat Wash- 
ington, D. C., April 5, 1883, of cirrhosisof the kidneys. ar 

jutant-General. 


Adj 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. TheCommittee omInvalid Pensions propose 
in this bill to grant a pension of $50 a month to the widow of a gen- 
eral officer who received during a considerable part of his life some $400 
a month for his services. We grant $8 a month to the widow of a pri- 
‘vate soldier who was killed during the war of the rebellion. On the 
one side of the street we may find living the widow of an officer who 
received $4,000 or $5,000 a year as compensation for his services re- 
ceiving $50 a month, and on the other side the widow of a private sol- 
dier who lost his life on some battlefield, and she gets $8 amonth. Now, 
that does notseem tometoberight. Whatever others may think about 
it, it does not seem to me to be right. 

I acknowledge the meritorious services of Dr. Barnes. But many a 
soldier lies sleeping his last sleep on Southern battlefields who, if now 
living, might be as brilliant, might possess ability as great as that of 
Surgeon-General Barnes, and their widows receive pensions of only $8 
amonth. It is true we have passed one or two bills to-night granting 
pensions as high as $30 a month, the highest rate of pension given by 
general law. I do not think we should go above $30 a month in this 
case, any more than in the other cases which have come before us, of 
the widows of officers who were killed in service. Why should we 
single out the widow of an officer who received large pay during his 
whole life and grant her a high rate of pension, while we deny it to 
others? Whatever else we may do here, that is not just. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I do not know that anything that can be said on 
this bill will change the action of the Committee of the Whole upon 
such cases. But I agree with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] 
that while there are thousands, and tens of thousands, and scores of 
thousands of widows of privatesoldiers whoare receiving pensions of only 
$8 per month, we should not be overhasty in increasing the pensions of 
those drawing larger pensions cise: Regie theydo. Onaccountof the 
larger salaries officers received they a better opportunity to lay up 
money than did the private soldiers. 

I have felt that it was right to say this much. Who is proposing to 
increase the pensions of the widows of private soldiers? 

Mr. MATSON. This committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This committee? By general law? 

Mr. MATSON. Yes; by a general bill which has been reported. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then let this case wait and take its chance with 
the others. You propose to act with a hot haste in this case which 
does not characterize your actionin the othercases. Letthem all come 
up together. 

You have a special order for to-nightand forall Friday nights, for the 
consideration of pension bills only. Ido not complain of that. I am 
willing to takdiup the work of this Congress atany time and at all times, 
let it come from what committee it may. But I do say that there is 
no excuse for acting with a haste for the increase of the pensions of the 
wives of officers which does not characterize your action in the case of 
the wives of private soldiers. This House can not justify itself in any 
such proceeding. Is it alleged that this lady is a pauper? Is she in 
indigent circumstances ? e 

Mr. MATSON. Yes, she is. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Even if she is, are we justified in taking her case 
out of the general class of indigents and putting it in front of that 
general class? I donot think it is right. TheCommittee of the Whole 
can do as it pleases, and then the House succeeding the Committee of 
the Whole can exercise its pleasure. They all ought to be placed on the 
ground of merit, and then they can be justified. If it can stand that 
test I am content. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Minois. Will the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. MCMILLIN] permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. With pleasure. ° 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Ilinois. I ask the gentleman if he would 
make no distinction whatever between the widow of a soldier who en- 
listed and served perhaps a hundred days or twelve months, and the 
widow of a soldier, of an officer who gave his whole life to the service 
of his country ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would answer that question in this way: that 
the pension of classes ought to be fixed by general law. If a ter 
pensan is deserved on account of length of service, then let the amount 

fixed by general law, and let that law apply to the widows of gen- 
erals, of colonels, and of common soldiers who have served for a great 
length of time. I have no desire to detract from this soldier anything 
he has by hard service earned, but thought it proper to say this much. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I do not like the distinction any 
better than does my friend from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] which is 
often made in these cases by this House. But it does seem to me that 
the gentleman ought to make a distinction, and this Committee of the’ 
Whole ought to make a distinction in cases where a man has given his 
whole life and died while in the service of his country. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Do it by a general law, and let the law apply to 
all cases of a similar kind. f 

Mr. PEND ERSON , of Illinois. I do not know that you can do that 
very well. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HENDERSON | permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes, certainly. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Does the gentleman think that the widow 
of an officer who has been in the regular service all his life and received 
regular Army pay all the time should receive a greater pension than the 
widow of an officer who was killed in battle? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. No; I do not. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I question whether there ought to be any 
distinction at all on account of rank. I am not prepared to say that 
there ought to be any distinction; but certainly there ought not to be 
a distinction between widows of officers or soldiers in the regular and 
volunteer service. How is the widow in the one case entitled to more 


than the other? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of THinois. I would like to ask my friend from 
Ohio a question. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Why make any distinction between 
the pay of an officer and the pay of a soldier who serves in the ranks? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. There is a reason for that; there is greater 
responsibility in the one case than in the other. But Thave very grave 
doubts wheth er there ought to be the difference in pensions which we 
are making here or any difference at all. In the case of the widow of 
a general officer who has received high pay during his whole life, who 


was not killed in battle, who did not die from any disease contracted 
in the service, so far as we know. but who died a natural death after 
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long service—to put the widow of such an officer on the pension-roll at 
a higher rate of pension than the widow of an officer killed in battle 
is an act of injustice that I can not see done here without at least enter- 
ing my protest. 

Brigadier-generalsand major-generalsand others in Government serv- 
ice must learn to save from the salaries they receive in the service if 
they would not leave their families in want. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. What was the gentleman’s own experience in 
saving? 

Mr WARNER, of Ohio. Well, the chances for saving were not very 
good when we were in the field and when we were paid in currency 
worth 40 or 50 cents on the dollar. ` But I do not know why an officer 
drawing four or five thousand dollars a year and serving at a permanent 
station for years can not save from his salary as well as men in civil life 
can save from their earnings. Let me tell my friend that the average 
earnings of the great mass of the people of this country are less, on the 
average, than $300 a year. Out of the 20,000,000 of our people who 
labor for their livelihood, 15,000,000 receive less than $300 each per an- 
num; yet these are the people who in the end must pay these pensions. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Is he a pensioner? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will answer that question by asking 
another: Does the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] draw 
pay for his services here? 

Mr. VALENTINE. Ido. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then why do you not vote to put every- 
body else on the pay-roll at the same rate of compensation? 

Mr. VALENTINE. Now will the gentleman answer my question? 
I have answered his. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Every man who lost a limb or was other- 
wise disabled in the military service is as much entitled to a pension 
as the gentleman is to his pay. The pension is compensation for loss 
of limb or other disability incurred in the service in the line of duty; 
and the pensioner is as much entitled to this compensation as the Pres- 
ident of the United States is to his . It is compensation which 
was promised to the soldier by the laws when he entered the service. 
But if a man has suffered no disability, then under the law he is not 
entitled to this compensation. 

Pension is not a gratuity nor a charity or ought not to be, but com- 
pensation for disability; and it ought to be suggestive of battle strug- 
gles, of wounds and scars, of disability incurred in the service of the 
country. It is, or ought to be, a rollof honor. Itis not compensation 
to a man for mere patriotism, for having thought well of his country. 
It is everybody's duty to be patriotic, to serve his country in time of 
need. But only they who in that service become disabled are entitled 
to pensions. Ten thousand men, if you please, go into battle; nine 
thousand come outas well as when they wentin; one thousand are killed 
or wounded. Now, they who in the exigencies of battle lose life or limb 
are entitled—they or their widows and children—to special compensa- 
tion forthis loss which they only have sustained. ‘The whole idea of a 
pension is compensation to those who have suffered in this way in bat- 
tle or campaigns. This principle is as old as war itself. Why, sir, it 
was the custom when war was for spoil alone to give to him 
who was wounded a double share of the booty. Pension as compensa- 
tion for disability incurred in war is one thing; but to grant a large 
pension to the widow of a general officer who has drawn large pay all 
his life is quite a different thing. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Now, will you please answer my question ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. What is your question? 

Mr. VALENTINE. You havespoken aboutfifteen minutes, but have 
not answered my question. 

Mr. WARNER, of Obio. What is your question? I thought I had 
sufficiently answered it. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I asked whether you draw a pension ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman has no right to ask such a 
question as that here on this floor. It has nothing to do with the case 
before us. 

Mr. VALENTINE. If you decline to answer, I do not press it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I answered the question, I thought, by ask- 
ing whether you drew pay as a member of Congress, and if so, why 
you did not vote to put everybody else in the country on the pay-roll 
as a member of Congress. I am sure—and if my friend will not agree 
with me perhaps others will—that there area great many quite as 
able as he to perform duty here. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Now as the gentleman has declined to answer, 
I desire to ask him a question predicated on another question. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will answer the question directly. I 
was placed on the pension-roll immediately after the war. 

Mr. VALENTINE. That is all right. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. No, I will not stop there now. I propose 
to go further. I have never referred on this floor to my own military 
record; but as this question has been raised a number of times, I will 
state that on resigning the commission I held from the President of 
the United States at the close of the war, with wounds still unhealed, 
I was placed on the pension-rolls from the record—without other evi- 
dence than the record shows; and I will say to the gentleman that if 
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he can point to another soldier who suffered more than I suffered from 
wounds on the battlefield and from the knife of the surgeon and who 
is drawing less pension I will gladly give up mine, although I count 
it as much my due as the pay I now receive. 

Mr. BAYNE. You deserved it. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I raised no question as to that. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But there have been reflections on this 
floor on this account. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Not from me. 

Mr. RANDALL, You meant it as such. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I lay for more than six hours under the 
surgeon’s knife, after it was made known to me that there was no pos- 
sibility of recovery unless by such an operation as the records will show 
was performed and the ball which remained in my body was extracted; 
and for six long hours in this city I lay under the influence of chloro- 
form undergoing the operations, during which time it became necessary 
to send to the office of the Surgeon-General whose case we are consid- 
ering, and I may even be indebted to him, but that does not change my 
duty here. I think I have now answered the gentleman’s questions. 
p = RANDALL. I think the gentleman from Nebraska has left the 

eld. 

Mr. VALENTINE. For fear there may be some misunderstanding 
I wish to say 

Mr. SLOCUM. We are not considering the case of the gentleman 
Hise Ohio [Mr. WARNER]. I hope we shall come back to the pend- 
ing bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I regret that my case has been broughtin 
here, and I did not allude to it till I was compelled to. 

Mr. RANDALL. You are justified in all you have said. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think I am justified under the circum- 
stances in what I have said. I do not ask gentlemen, however, to take 
what I havesaid, but ask you togo to the records of the War Department 
and the Surgeon-General’s records. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Iam raising no question about the justice of 
your pension. I believe you were a brave officer and deserved all you 
received. But I wished to make the point in answer to what you said, 
that by reason of the fact you were an officer you had been granted a 
higher pension than you would if you had been a private soldier. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. My pension is not as large as that of pri- 
vate soldiers generally with the same disability. But I have said be- 
fore that I have grave doubts whether there ought to be any distinc- 
tion when you come to pension between an officer and a private soldier. 

Several MEMBERS. Vote! 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, discussion as to the pension of others 
has nothing to do with this case. And I hope it will not be taken for 
or against pensioning the widow of General Barnes. : 

In reply to what was said by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
MCMILLIN] in relation to increasing the pensions of the widows of pri- 
vate soldiers, I wish to say that the Committee on Invalid Pensions sus- 
pended action on this very case of the widow of General Barnes until 
they had first disposed of the bill providing for increase of the pension 
of every widow of a private soldier from $8 to $12 a month. They re- 
fused to act on it, although the friends of Mrs. Barnes were pressing 
day by day to pass the bill for her relief. We declined until we had 
acted on the general bill for the benefit of the widows of the private 
soldiers. Isay that much in justification of the action of the commit- 
tee on this bill. [Applause. 

In relation to the criticism made as to placing the widow of General 
Barnes on the pension-roll and making her an exception, that is hardly 
true, because the widows of those who have served as long as General 
Barnes have in nearly every instance had their pensions increased from 
$30 to $50 a month. Sothatthis isnotan exceptional case. "Itis only 
following out in the line of well-established precedent in every case 
wog to the attention of Congress since I have been a member of this 

ouse. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. TUCKER. MEC i , I do not usually take part in the-de- 
bates on pension bills, but I feel I would do injustice to myself if I did 
not say a word on this pending measure. I do not believe any man 
ever occupied a position in the line or staff of the Army of the United 
States who rendered more invaluable service to the country and gave 
it more distinction than the late Surgeon-General Barnes. I know the 
fact that, whatever gentlemen may say about the large pay he received 
on the staff or in the line of the Army, he had to reside in the city of 
Washington, where alla man’s pay is absorbed in the expense of living. 
He left a family that needs this which the widow demands, and I ap- 
pa to you, I, a Southern man, I, an ex-rebel, I appeal to the House on 

th sides, North and South, whether they are not willing to give the 
widow of a man who for over forty years faithfully served his country, 
who did duty on the frontier, went to the city of Mexico with Scott’s 
victorious legions, followed old Zach. Taylor almost to the battle of 
Buena Vista and would have gone there if he had not been ordered 
down on Scott’s line, went through all the dangers of the Seminole war, 
and served in the Army during the civil war until he was advanced te 
the position of Surgeon-General; whostood by the bedside of the dying 
Lincoln and rendered invaluable service to the dying Garfield, and never 
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received any compensation for either—I ask-if it is not a small matter 
when the widow comes here and asks the country he served so well to 
give her $50 a month? [Applause. ] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I shall ask for a quorum on this bill. 

Mr. MATSON. If we are allowed to take the bill into the House I 
will see to it that it is not voted on unless a quorum is present. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is all I ask; that a quorum shall be 
present when it is disposed of. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 
Mr. CRISP moved that the committee rise. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 8, noes 47. 
So the committee refused to rise. 


MES. ELLEN M. FLAGG. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3238) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen M. Flagg. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
nds laws, the name of Mrs. Ellen M. Flagg, widow of the late William H. 
Flagg, late a member of the Fifty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, 


The report was read, as follows: 


Ellen M. is the widow of William H. Flagg, Company G, Fifty-seventh 
Massachusetts Infan He enlisted February 27, 1864, and was honorably dis- 
cha: May 31, 1865, lor wounds received in service. He was ted an in- 


valid pension (certificate No. 49183). His wounds were received at the battle 
of the Wilderness, a ball shattering both bones of left forearm, ine 2 
always after useless; and he also had two ribs fractured and the lung 
forated, the ball passing around to his side, near the spine, where it was her 
found and extrac n the same battle a ball passed through his cap 
and over the cranium, producing a concussion, from the effect of which he ever 
afterward suffered, causing him severe pains in the head and to become uncon- 
scious for hours. Recover ring from these attacks, he would be prostrated and 
weak. He finally died in the infirmary at Cleveland,Ohio, January 1,1880,whither 
he was taken from his room at a hotel where he was stopping in an unconsiots 
condition, and remaining so until his death. His widow od an an application 
al nsion June 26, 1880, which was rejected on the ground of of sufficient 
cal evidence that the soldier's death was the result of pen by contracted 
while in service. 
The evidence in the case is as follows, namely: 
Sarah Eliza Randall certifies that— 
“F was in good health before enlistment, &c.; complained of great pain 
in head at imes after service, sufferin, extreme agony, ofttimes becoming un- 
conscious; never bad these attacks before the war. 


“Lived in same house with Flagg two years; saw him every day; was in 
From. health; he would often fall from his chair, and while at work, ere 
cm pains in his head, would be unconscious for hours, and after such 

prostrate for daya. 


“No brain trouble tore enlistment; always healthy,” &c. 
Martha P. Clapp corroborates the above. 
Alexander Flagg certifies 


“Soldier was in good health at enlistment. After d had frequent at- 
tacks of acute brain disease and paroxysms of pain; never brain trouble 
before enlistment.” 


B. W. MOME D., and Thomas Rome, steward at the Cleveland City In- 


firm 

“Flagg was admitted to the institution December 30, 1879, in an insensible 
condition, and poenae so until he died, two days later; that, as no post mortem 
examination was made, the real cause ofdeath was unknown, as well asa history 


of the illness, to any one Dae a 
treatment for this disease in civil life; i pas the 


There is no evidence showi 
indications are that, asthe trouble was permanentand by him co cur- 
desth relieved him, 


able, he endured it as best he could unt: 
PRLS AA Pa E AEE y tease genie bok ped ng ale 
uen 
amnion of S death, as certified by Dr. Holliday pd Steward Rome, idle a 
condition which, had a post moriem had, would have demonstrated that 
the cause of death was nearly connected with, and had its o: in, the injury 
to brain at the time the bullet passed through his cap, cutting into hi 
The committee therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 
Mr. CRISP. I ask for a division on laying aside that bill. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 52, noes 2. 
Mr. CRISP. No quorum. 
Mr. MATSON. Iask the pg from cose ao state his ob- 
jection to the bill now, so that we can go on with the Calendar. 
Mr. CRISP. My objection top: is that I think it is time to 
adjourn. 
Mr. MATSON. I hope that will not be done until we have passed 
the bills in the House. Pie will not take fifteen minutes. I propose 


that we shall pees by 10 o’clock. 
The AN. the gentleman from Georgia insist upon his 
point of order? 


Mr. CRISP. I do, sir. 

Mr. MATSON. Itis evident that there is no quorum present, and if 
the gentleman insists upon the point it is not worth while to attempt 
to go on in the committee. Tellers will not develop a quorum, for it 
is plain that a quorum is not present. 

Mr. BAYNE. We will 

Mr. GOFF. Yes, if it ta 

Mr. MATSON. t us pass these bills to-night. I move that the 
committee do now arise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly a and the Speaker pro tempore hav- 
ing taken the chair, Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, reported fa that the Com- 


mittee of the Whole, having had under consideration the pension bills 
on the Private Calendar, had directed him to report sundry bills tothe 
House, some with and some without amendments. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bills with- 
out amendments first, 
BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar without amendments, were severally ordered 
to be and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were 
accordingly read the third time, and , namely: 
for the relief of Charlotte Day; 


A bill ie R. pitaa 

A bill (H. R. 4707) granting a pension to Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, 
widow of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick; 

A bill a R. u) granting a pension to Martha M. B. McCullach, 
of 

À bill H. E 1428) granting a pension to Cornelia A. Schultz; 

A bill (H. R. 819) granting an increase of pension to Merritt Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 562) granting a pension to H. E. Van Trees; 

A bill (H. R. 570) granting a pension to M. H. Clements; 

A bill (H. R. 569) granting a pension to Reuben Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. pote granting a pension to Michael Titler; 

A bill (H. R. 4708) granting a pension to Moses Fullington; and 


A bill (H. R. 1394) granting a pension to Mary P. Thompson. 

The following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments, were severally considered, the amendments to, 
ana the bills as amended pot Mice to be read the third time, 


passed, namely: 
Ae R. 1433) granting a pension to Mary E. Murray; and 
A bill (H. R. 1391) granting a pension to Mary Eliza Dickson, widow 
of Dr. Thomas Dickson. 
SARAH BRYAN LEET. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2608) granting a pension to 
Sarah Bryan Leet, with an amendment. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to call the attention of the House to 
this case, for the reason that when the report was being read, if I under- 
stood it correctly, it stated that this soldier was a major, and had held 
some position upon the staff; and, further, that the recommendation of 
the committee, if I am not in error, was that his pension should be that 
of a private soldier. If I am correct in that I would like to know the 
reason why the pension is fixed at such a low rate. 

Mr. MATSON. I think the gentleman is correct. Major Leet was 
on General Grant’s staff. The bill provides that his widow shall be 
pensioned as the widow of a private of a battery, because the disease for 
bili pension was granted was incurred while serving as a private 
soldier. 

Mr. HOPKINS addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third-time, and 


The following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar with amendments, were severally considered, 
the amendments agreed to, and the bills as amended ordered to be en- 

and read a third time; and being e engrossed, were accordingly 

read the third time and passed, namely: 
ee H. R. na Ert crating A Pondo to W. H. Blake; 

. R. 314) for the relief of John W. Cummins; 
peA granting a pension to Irene Baker; 
4036) to increase the pension of Thomas Ward; and 
554) granting a pension to Joseph T. Caldwell. 

MRS.- MARY F. BARNES. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole with a 
favorable recommendation was the bill (H. R. 1406) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Mary F. Barnes, with an amendment. 

Mr. MATSON. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that I am informed by 
the gentleman from Virgini [Mr. TUCKER] that the gentleman from 
Ohio [General WAnwEn] has withdrawn all objection to this case and 
consents thata vote be taken uponitnow. It will be remembered that 
it was understood it was to be passed over until a quorum was present. 

Mr. TUCKER. I had aninterview with the gentleman from Ohio, 
and he stated that he withdrew all objection to a vote upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the prone 

The amendment was 

The bill as amended was AAS be and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the votes by which theseveral pen- 
sion bills were passed, except the bill (H. R. 2608) granting a pension 
to Sarah Bryan Leet; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. _ 


A 
A 
A = R. 
A R. 
A bill R. 


1884. 


os 


MRS. SARAH BRYAN LEET. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I tried to get recognition from the Speaker, but 
bills were being rushed on their passage so rapidly that I was 
not heard in regard to the bill (H. R. 2608) granting a pension to Sarah 

an Leet. I desire to move a reconsideration of the vote by which 
that bill was passed with the view of moving an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the Chair had understood that the 
gentleman’s object in rising was to obtain recognition for that purpose 
it would have been accorded to him then. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania now moves to reconsider the vote by which the bill indicated 
was passed. $ 
The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I move to amend by striking out “‘$8a month” 
and inserting ‘‘$25 a month,” for the pie alan i av by the inquiry 
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE]. . Leet contracted the 
disease of which he died as a private, and the committee for that reason 
allowed Ee panaon granted to a private soldier. 

The SP. pro The ir is informed by the Clerk 


that tae words ‘‘$8 per mon i” are not in the bill. The Clerk will 
rt the bill as it passed the House. 
he Clerk read as follows: 


Beit enacted, &c., Secretary autho 
ized and eaei iare on the e yi poe haope g frag on Beyan 
Leet, widow of George K. Leet, late a private in Cooley’s Independent Battery. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then I move to amend by adding the words “‘at 
the rate of $25 per month.” 

I was about to state that this officer contracted the disease while 
serving as a private, that he continued to serve during the war, and 
that he was adjutant-general on General Grant’s staff, and that while 
he continued to serve in that capacity he aggravated the disease from 
which he died. I think it right the widow with five little children 
left helpless should have a pension in accordance with the rank her 
husband held most of the time of his service and which he held when 


he died. 

Mr. MATSON. The amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. HOPKINS] fixing the rate at which this lady would 
be pensioned would confine her to that rate and would give no pension 


at all to the children. Under the bill as reported by the committee 
the widow would draw a pension of $8 per month, and each child, five 
in number, would draw $2 per month, making $18inall. The propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is to give $25 per month. 
That fixes the pension for the widow at $25, and it would stop there. 
If that amendment is made the case does not go on the pension-roll sub- 
ject to the limitations and provisions of the pension laws, but the rate 
is fixed by law. When the bill fixes the rate of ion the general law 
ceases io operate. The special law itself controls the sum to be paid as 
a pension. So that the amendment would increase the pension to this 
family $7 a month. 

Now, our committee considered the case very thoroughly, and while 
I have no disposition to make any captious opposition to the amend- 
ment, I will say we thought under the circumstances it was right to 
pension this widow at the rate at which her husband would have been 
pensioned if he had been the pensioner; because the proof was very 
clear that the disease was incurred while he was a private, not while he 
was a major, and our committee so decided, I think, without any objec- 
tion on the part of any member of the committee. 

We leave the matter, however, to the House. It is not a matter 
about which we are disposed to be captious at all. We wish the House 
to decide as in its judgment it sees fit, remembering, however, that 
there are a large class of persons who are now pensioned as private 
soldiers because of wounds or diseases contracted while they were private 
soldiers who afterward became officers, and that the rule has not here- 
tofore been violated so far as we are informed. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Inasmuch as the services in this case as a private 
soldier were rendered during a comparatively small portion of Major 
Leet’s military service, the great bulk of them and the more distin- 
guished services being rendered in higher rank, I appeal to the gen- 
tlemen to grant this additional pension. Although it is asmall sum, it 
will be considerable to this family. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I desire to call the attention of the 
committee to the fact that the chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions has stated a very good principle that we are not adhering to 
precedents or to rules that have been heretofore established. We are 
passing upon each specific case upon its especial merits, and it appears 
to me that this case has the merits. 

Mr. CULLEN. It occurs to me, Mr. Speaker, the question of prece- 
dents having been referred to, that to adopt this amendment would 
introduce a precedent that would be exceedingly dangerous. There 
are thousands of cases perhaps on the pension-rolls to-day of this class— 
men who received disabilities while private soldiers, afterward for mer- 
itorious conduct were promoted from one grade to another until many 
of them received a high rank. These are receiving from the Pension 
Office, under the law, only the pensions that private soldiers are entitled 
to, and the question with us is whether or not in making this an ex- 
ception we would not be doing manifest injustice to this very large class 
of men who are receiving pensions in the regular order under the law, 
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and whether it would not bring before this Houseand the Congress of the 
United States many cases, in the aggregate perhaps thousands of cases 
from year to year, in which an increase would be demanded on equally 
good grounds with those on which this is claimed. 

I think, sir, that the committee in this case exercised a sound discre- 
tion. There is but little difference in the amounts that would be re- 
ceived by this family for the present at least; and for one I should feel 
a great deal of hesitancy in making this a marked exception. 

Mr. GOFF. I do not desire to oppose what the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. HOPKINS] seeks to accomplish by his motion. I 
only want to suggest to him whether or not by his amendment he may 
not do an injustice to the children of this dead soldier. As I under- 
stand the law at the present time, in case this widow should die to- 
morrow—— 

Mr. MATSON. Or remarry. 

Mr. GOFF. Or remarry, the pension proposed by the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions would continue to the children. But should the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. HOPKINS] be 
adopted, in case of the death of the widow the pension would stop 
altogether, and the children would get nothing. Is to the gen- 
tleman whether his amendment is really in the interest of the children. 

Mr. BAGLEY. I wish to say that this morning there came before 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions a gentleman suffering evidently 
from great disability. He incurred that disability while a private, but 
was afterwards promoted to a lieutenant. His pension was the pension 
of a private, and he came before us asking that a special act be passed 
increasing his pension; a case precsay Dko this. The committee re- 
fused absolutely to do anything of the kind. I think if we change the 
rule which has heretofore been operating and amend this bill as pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Pensylvania [Mr. HopKrns]-we will be 
overrun by cases of this character. I think the action of the committee 
was exactly right. 

Mr. STRUB. Inasmuch as I propounded an inquiry in reference 
to this case, I desire to say that after the explanation which has been 
made by the chairman of the Committee on Inyalid Pensions [Mr. 
Matson] I doubt very much if it is wise to make the proposed change 
in the rule which has heretofore been operating in such cases and to 
— a new precedent like this. For one, I do not think it is wise 
to do so. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iam of course not familiar with what the prece- 
dents have been, but in view of the statements which have been made 
as to the effect upon the minor children I will withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment having been with- 
drawn, the question recurs upon the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the bill was passed. 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the several votes just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BISBEE: Petition of citizens of Florida, praying for an ap- 
propriation of lands in the State of Florida for the permanent endow- 
ment of the Florida University—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Petition of E. W. Griffith, J. Spaulding, J. G. 
Parker, and many others, for further legislation on finance, &c.—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Memorial of Edwin Reed, William Aspinwall, and 
others, shareholders in and creditors of the Pacific National Bank of 
Boston, Mass., for an investigation of the affairs of that bank and the 
conduct of Government officials in connection therewith—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Petition of Thomas Sullivan and 111 others, 
citizens of Jermyn, Lackawanna County, Pennsylvania, relative to the 
Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: Petition of James B. Pond and 100 others; of 
James McCrills and 47 others, of Munson; of Charles Fletcher and 26 
others, of Melvin; of Thomas Browning and 27 others, of Oakland 
County; of J. E. Cheney and 20 others, and of Andrew McGregor and 
27 others, all citizens and wool-growers of Michigan, remonstrating 
against the of the Morrison tariff bill and praying for the res- 
toration of the tariff of 1867 on imported wool—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COSGROVE: Petition of Jesse Herd, to extend the time to 
apply for bounty by soldiers of the late war—to the Select Committee 
on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. : 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of citizens of Otisco, Mich., asking for 
a soldiers’ home in Michigan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Memoral of citizens and business men, praying for 
repeal of tonnage tax—to the Committee on Commerce. 
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By Mr. FYAN: Papers relating to the claim of William A. Carr—to 
the Committee on War Claims. ‘ X 

By Mr. GRAVES: Papers relating to the claim of David Waldo & 
Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Papers relating to the claim of J. H. Dennis— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. HANBACK: Two petitions of citizens of Kansas, relative to 
the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Protest of 8. A. Watt and 50 others, and of L. M. 
Hutchins and 20 others, citizens of Ionia, Mich., against the passage of 
section 3 of House bill 2301—severally to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 4 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEIL: Resolutions of Vessel-Owners and Cap- 
tains’ Association, of Philadelphia, favoring the abolition of compul- 
sory pilotage—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition asking for equalization of watch- 
men at subtreasury building at Saint Louis—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. PETERS: Paper relating to the claim of John Banks—to the 
Committee on War Claims. i 

By Mr, WARD: Petition of Rich Mountain Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Indi for legislation in behalf of soldiers 
of theswar for the Union—to the Select Committeeon Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. J. D. WHITE: Papers relating to the claims of James De- 
long and others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Papers relating to the pension claim of Rachel 
A. MeGowan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of citizens of Lewis County, Tennessee, 
for passage’ of the Blair bill or some similar bi pantog Federal aid 
for educational p —to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. YAPLE: Resolution of Soldiers’ Reunion Association of South- 
western Michigan, relative to the establishment of a national soldiers’ 
home in Michigan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Papers relating to the claim of W. W. Jackson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 8, 1884. 


The House metat 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. JOHN 
8. LINDSAY, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
FEES AND EARNINGS OF UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 


TheSPEAKER laid before the Housea letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, tmnsmitting a statement from the records of his Department 
showing the past fees and earnings per annum of each United States 
namie frota 1873 to 1883, in compliance with a resolution passed by 
the House of Representatives January 16, 1884; which was referred to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SLOCUM, for two days. 

To Mr. CHACE, until Monday next. 

To Mr. BEACH, until Thursday next, on account of a death in his 
family. 

TELEGRAPH LINES OF SUBSIDIZED RAILROADS. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Through an inadvertence a few days ago a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior concerning telegraph 
lines belonging to the subsidized railroads, in response to a call for in- 
formation by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the reference be c A 

There was no objection, and the communication was accordingly re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


+ COPYRIGHT OF NEWS. 


Mr. DUNN. Iask unanimous consent to have printed in the RECORD 
a short me? sorial in relation to a proposed bill providing for a copy- 
right of the news of the day, and that the memorial be referred to the 
Commuttee on the Judiciary. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The memorial is as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives 

of the Uniled Slates in Congress assembled : 

Your memorialist respectfully represents that he is in receipt of the following 

communication, the contents of which he has every reason to believe to be true, 


namely: 
Satnt Lovis, January 26, 1884. 
DEAR Str: We understand from undoubted authority that a committee rep- 
resenting the metropolitan press is now in Washington engaged in lobbying to 
secure the passage of a law by a Shay to copyright news matter for forty- 
eight hours after publication. The intention evidently is to legalize a gigantic 
monopoly of news, and to make it unlawful for the minor newspapers and 


country press to reproduce current news during the period when it has much 
value. ‘ou will readily see that the projected law would injure and almost 
destroy the weaker newspapers of the country, and 
the great overgrown newspapers of the large cities. This is a matter in which 
you and we and the general public have a deep interest. Under the circum- 
stances we feel free to urge you to write imm tely to your member of Con- 
gress and to any friends you may have either in the House or Senate, acquaint- 
ng t 
pose 


ut them at the mercy of 


— with the scope of the proposed legislation, and urging them to op- 
t. 
Your prompt action in this matter may determine the fate of the bill. 
Yours, rnally, : 
A. N. KELLOGG NEWSPAPER COMPANY. 

Your petitioner states that, so far as he is informed, thisis perhaps the first effort 
that was ever made in this or any other civilized country to secure a monopoly 
of the current news of the day and to place an embargo upon its free transmis- 
sion and dissemination through the columns of the newspaper press of the 
country, This foolish measure would, for instance, prevent an afternoon paper 
in Louisville from republishing anything from the Cincinnati or Indianapolis 
papers of the same morning. It would prevent the transmission by fn car h 
of any special matter which may ap) in any paper. It would be absolute 
fatal to the country new rs; and the member of Co: who votes for it 
will drive a nail in his political coffin which will never pull out. 

It is not likely the Associated Press could hire any respectable journalist to 
advocate so foolish and unpopular a measure. 

Wherefore your petitioner prays that said measure be not $ 

i RANK M. DAULTON, 

Editor and Publisher Green County Events, Arkansas. 


REDUCTION OF THE TARIFF. 


Mr. PHELPS. I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the REC- 
ORD some resolutions adopted by the senate of New Jersey, and which 
were passed by the votes of members of both political parties. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The resolutions will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolutions adopted by the Senate February 25, 1884, 


Whe a bill has been introduced in the House of Representatives by Hon. 
WILLIAM Morrison, chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, the ob- 
ject of which is a general reduction of tariff duties as now levied; and 

Whereas the passage of said bill would materially affect, if not absolutely de- 
stroy, the great industries of this State, particularly those of iron, silk, woolen, 


glass, and the potteries; and 
Whereas it is a fact that the duties now levied upon articles pro- 


duced and manufactured in the State are not more than sufficient for the protec- 
Hon ser those engaged in the work of producing and manufacturing the same: 
refore, 

Resolved, That as any further reduction in the tariff will bring the duties be- 
low the point needed for protection and militate forsee labor by compelling 
our manufacturers and producers to compete in their own markets with the 
products of cheap labor of foreign countries, we earnestly request our Senators 
and Representatives in Congress to use their efforts and votes to defeat the 
Morrison bill or any other measure which may come before them having for 
oer the > pennants of the duties upon articles manufactured or produced in 

; an 
Resolved, That we affirm our belief in the principle of protection as applied to 


all American industries, inclu raw mate: which are the products of 
American labor as well as manufactured articles; and that we look with fear 
and apprehension upon the doctrine of — y 


Mr. TOWNSHEND [interrupting the reading]. If that memorialis 
much longer I shall be compelled to object to its further reading. 

Mr. PHELPS. ‘There are but a few lines more. 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS]? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object. 

Mr. PHELPS. I would like to remark that these resolutions were 
passed by Democratic votes—— 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing before the House. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
ports. 

CLERK FOR COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION. 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to present a privileged report. The Com- 
mittee on Accounts, to whom was referred a resolution authorizing the 
employment of a clerk by the Committee on Education, have directed 
me to report back the same and to recommend the adoption of a substi- 
tute. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the committee will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Lan SPOONER, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted the following re- 


port: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the resolution of Mr. 

AIKEN, “That the Committee on Education be, and are hereby, authorized to 
employ a clerk,” respectfully report : 

t the amount and importance of the business assigned to the considera- 

tion of the Committee on Education, under the rules of the House, seem to justify 

the allowance of a clerk to said committee during the session of the present 


ngress. 
They therefore recommend the passage of the following substitute, viz: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Education be allowed a clerk during the ses- 
sions of the Forty-eighth Congress, who shall be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House at the same rate now paid House committee clerks who are 
employed during the sessions only. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the substitute 
reported by the Committee on Accounts. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question in now upon the adoption of the 
resolution as amended. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I ask that the report of the committee be again 
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The Clerk again read the report. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to ask whether the Committee on Educa- 
tion has not already a clerk in conjunction with some other committee ? 

Mr. SPOONER. One of the thirty-two clerks provided for in the 
resolution recommended by the Committee on Accounts was assigned 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. RANDALL. If this additional clerk is necessary, I am in favor 
of the proposition; but I wish information on the subject. 

Mr. SPOONER. The clerk assigned to the Committee on the Library 
was also authorized to act for the Committee on Education. But the 
Committee on Accounts, to whom the resolution now under considera- 
tion was referred, have heard the statement of the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. AIKEN], the chairman of the Committee on Education, 
and are satisfied —— 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. Will thegentleman tell us how many bills 
are before the Committee on Education? 

Mr. SPOONER. In a few moments I shall be glad to give to the 
gentleman from South Carolina an opportunity tomake that statement, 
which he can do much better and more fully than I should be able to 
do. The Committee on Accounts were quite satisfied that the impor- 
tance of the Committee on Education and the amount of its business 
justify the employment of this clerk, and we have accordingly made 
this recommendation. I now give way to the gentleman from South 
Carolina, the chairman of the Committee on Education. 

Mr. AIKEN. I was instructed by the Committee on Education to 
ask for additional clerical help. e have had assigned to our com- 
mittee a clerk who is also clerk for another committee. As to how 
many bills have been referred to our committee, I am just now unable 
to state the number; but I will merely say to the gentleman from Vir- 

inia [Mr. GEORGE D. WISE] that if he will consult our docket he will 

d the record of the bills committed to us fills twenty-five or thirty 


This House has imposed upon us duties which no member of the com- 
mittee will consent to perform, and which I, as chairman of the com- 
mittee, declare I can not perform without additional clericalhelp. Why, 
sir, I would like to go through the history of this assignment of commit- 
tee clerks, if I had an opportunity. [Criesof‘‘Goon!’’?] Ido not wish 
to monopolize the time of the House, but will simply say that if cleri- 
cal help be not given to us, our work can not be performed. Ourcom- 
mittee is not like the Committee on the Militia, that has not yet had a 
meeting, but has had its clerk sitting idle for three months. We have 
met sometimes twicea week, and have met once or twice without a clerk. 
I repeat that the House has assigned to us duties which no member of 
the committee will 
mittee on the Library, the secondary services of whose clerk we have 
been using, have told us that they need the time of their clerk. I repeat 
that if the work of this House is to go 00.40 Se our committee is 
concerned, we must have additional help. ' 

Mr. WILLIS. I would like to make two brief statements. In the 
first place, the clerk of the Committee on the Library, who has been as- 
signed also to the Committee on Education, has had additional duties 
thrown upon him because of the increased jurisdiction of the Commit- 
tee on the Library, so that he has now no time to give to the Commit- 
tee on Education. 

In the second place, this House, by a resolution passed six or seven 
days ago, has imposed upon the Committee on Education the duty of 
investigating the condition of all the agricultural colleges of the coun- 
try, and this duty alone would be more than sufficient to require the 
continual services of a clerk. 

The question recurred on the adoption of the resolution as amended. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 124, noes 14. 

So the resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. SPOONER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to dispense with the morning hour for 
the call of committees for reports. £ 
The motion was disagreed to—two-thirds not having voted in favor 
thereof. 
CALL OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CLAY called for the regular order of business. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the call of com- 
mittees for reports. 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED-ELECTION—POOL VS. SKINNER. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, from the Committee on Elections, to which 
was referred resolution of the House adopted on the 19th day of De- 
cember last, as follows: 


Resolved, That Thomas G. Skinner be sworn in, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Elections, when appointed, to report at the earliest practicable 
moment whether the said Thomas G. Skinner was elected from the first Con- 
gressional district of North Carolina as before the last Congressional 
apportionment of Representatives in Congress, or from a district in North Caro- 
Jina created in that State since the election of Walter R. Pool, deceased; and to 


perform without additional clerical help. The Com-; 


further report whether in the judgment of said committee said Skinner was 
elected from the proper district— X 
Submitted a report, concluding with the following resolution: 
Resolved, That Thomas G, Skinner retain his seat without pronaos tothe ulti- 
mate right to the seat involved in the contested-election case of Charles C. Pool 
vs. Thomas G. Skinner— 

Which was ordered to be printed, and laid over for the present. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I wish to give notice, Mr. Speaker, that 
at an early day next week I will call up the resolution reported by the 
Committee on Elections for the decision of the House. 

Mr. RANNEY. Iask by unanimous consent to be permitted to pre- 
sent the views of the minority hereafter, as they are not now quite 
ready, and that an order be entered that they be printed with the ma- 
jority report. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

TARIFF COMPILATION. 


Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to which was 
referred the resolution of the House of March 5, 1884, instructing the 
Committee on Ways and Means to inquire and report as to the pro- 
priety of procuring for the use of Congress and printing Senate Docu- 
ment No. 46, first session Forty-sixth Congress, with additional data to 
be furnished by the compiler thereof, showing the imports and duties 
from 1867 to 1883 inclusive, and a compilation of exports, the growth, 
produce, and manufacture of the United States, from 1879 to 1883 in- 
clusive, in which the quantity, value, and unit of quantity of each 
article is given by fiscal years and decades, also the value exported to 
each country and value from each State, prepared by Charles H. Evans, 
of the Treasury Department, reported joint resolution (H. Res. 193) to 
provide for printing certain documents relating to customs revenues 
and domestic exports for the use of Congress; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Printing, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

TULINOIS JUDICIAL DISTRICT. 


Mr. MOULTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 240) to divide the State of Dlinoisinto 
three judicial districts and to provide for holding courts therein; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

APPEALS IN WRITS OF HABEAS CORPUS. 


Mr. POLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 2841, the bill (H. R. 5691) to amend section 764 
vd the mae Samie which wy Seg a first and second time, re- 
erred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF LIGHTS AND LIGHT-HOUSES. 


Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back bills 
of the following titles; which were referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations: 

A bill (H. R. 2951) to establish a first-order light-house and fog- 
signal on Destruction Island, Washington Territory. 

A bill (H. R, 2952) establishing a light-houseat the entrance of Gray’s 
Harbor, Washington Territory; and 

ouse bills 3734 and 4542, to establish lights on the Hudson River, 


COLLISIONS AT SEA. 


Mr. DUNN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for H. R. 1387, a bill (H. R. 5692) to adopt the revised inter- 
national regulations for preventing collisions at sea; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. CATHERINE HARRIS. 

On motion of Mr. SLOCUM, the Committee on Military Affairs was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 2244) for 
the relief of Mrs. Catherine Harris; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. SLOCUM, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill a R. 1037) for the relief of Benjamin Alvord; and 

A bill (H. R. 4187) granting permission to dig for treasure and min- 
erals upon the Government lands at West Point, N. Y. 


OUTBOUNDARIES OF INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 

On motion of Mr. STEVENS, the Committee on Indian Affairs was 
discharged from the further consideration of the letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury in reference to an appropriation for surveying outbound- 
aries of Indian reservations and the arable lands therein; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, DULUTH, MIXN. 
Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 848) to provide for the 
erection of a public building én the city of Duluth, State of Minnesota; 
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which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH COLUMBUS BARRACKS. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand 
Grounds, also bi gabon back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1216) 
granting right of way through the Columbus Barracks grounds for rail- 
road purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, AKRON, OHIO. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, also reported, as asubstitute for H. R. 4585, a bill (H. R. 5693) 
to provide for the erection of a public building at Akron, Ohio; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

3 WILLIAM C. DODGE. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, reported back with an 
amendment the bill (H. R. 4670) for the relief of William C. Dodge; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
ROBERT L. WILLEY. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back the bill (H. R. 709) granting a pension to Robert 
L. Willey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MES. ORRIN WALKER. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, also reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3656) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Orrin Walker; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS, ELLEN CALL LONG AND MRS. MARY K. BREVARD. 


Mr. OCHILTREE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 4403) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen Call Long and Mrs. Mary 
K. Brevard; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York, from the Committee on War Claims, | 


reported back with an adverse recommendation the petition of R. H. 
Hoffman for relief; which was ordered to be laid on the table and the 
accompan: report printed. 

Mr. TULLY, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 5036) for the relief 
of Margaret T. Dugan; which was ordered to be laid on the table and 
the accompanying report printed. 

Mr. EVERHART, from’ the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 2846) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of Martin Webb, deceased; which was ordered to be 
laid on the table and the accompanying report printed. 

Mr. EVERHART, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also 
reported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 3787) 
for the relief of Mrs. E. G. C. Abbott; which was ordered to be laid 
on the table and the accompanying report printed. 

OUTERBRIDGE HORSEY. 

Mr. GUENTHER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 4089) to empower the commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to examine the claim, and providing for the 

ent of Outerbridge Horsey, assignee; which was referred to the 

Doenratites of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
CONVICT LABOR. 

Mr. OATES, from the Committee on Revision of the Laws, reported, 
as a substitute for House bill 5373, a bill (H. R. 5694) to prescribe the 
regular hours of labor imposed upon and required of persons hereto- 
fore convicted, or who may he be convicted, in the courts of the 
United States and imprisoned under sentence of said courts at labor or 
with hard labor; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. OATES, from the Committee on Revision of the Laws, also re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 4481) 
to amend section 3013 of the Revised Statutes; which was ordered to 
be laid on the table and the accompanying report printed. 

TENURE OF OFFICE. 

Mr. MUTCHLER, from the Committee on Reform in the Civil Serv- 

ice, reported back the bill (H. R. 4460),to repeal sections of the Re- 


vised Statutes restricting the term of certain offices to four years, and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, from the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, 
reported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 646) to 
reform the civil service; which was ordered to belaid on the table and 
the accompanying report printed. 

PURCHASE OF FOREIGN-BUILT SHIPS. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Iwish, Mr. Speaker, to present at this time the views 
of the minority of the Select Committee on American Ship-building 
and Ship-owning Interests on the bill with reference to the purchase 
of foreign-built ships, with a substitute for said bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from New 
York that the minority cannot report a substitute forthe bill. It may 
be offered as a substitute for the bill in the House when the bill is up 
for consideration. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The minority of the committee had leave 
to report in this case. 

The SPEAKER. The House gave leave to the minority to present 
its views, but not to report a bill as a bill; that is, one which will go 
upon the Calendar. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I think there will be no objection in the 
present: case. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will endeavor to ascertain the number 
of the bill upon which the minority desire to submit their views. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have the reportof the committee upon that bill 
in my hands. 

The SPEAKER. Then the report of the committee should be first 
presented; afterwards the views of the minority. 

Mr. DINGLEY, from theSelect Committee on American Ship-bpilding 
and Ship-owning Interests, reported back with an adverse recommenda- 
tion the bill (H. R. 3230) amendatory of title 48 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States so as to authorize the purchase of foreign-built 
ships by citizens of the United States in the foreign carrying trade; 
which, on his motion, with the adverse recommendation, was placed 
o the ANE Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 

prin 

Mr. SLOCUM, from the Select Committee on American Ship-build- 
ing and Ship-owning Interests, submitted the views of the minority 
on said bill; which were ordered to be printed, and placed on the Cal- 
endar with the report of the committee. 


PENSIONS, BOUNTY, AND BACK PAY. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, from the Select Committee on Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, submitted the report of certain testi- 
mony, documents, interviews, and other papers relating to the said sub- 
ject; which were ordered to be printed and recommitted to the com- 
mittee. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of standing and select com- 
mittees for reports. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

Mr. MORRISON addressed the Chair. 

Mr. COBB. I desire to offer a resolution of inquiry for present con- 
sideration, and ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] to 
yield to me for that purpose. The resolution relate to a matter of 
importance. 

Mr. MORRISON. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

LANDS PURCHASED FROM SEMINOLE INDIANS. 


Mr. COBB, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and adopted: 

mayen That the Secretary of the Interior be uested to immediately m- 
form this House if sapanon of the lands Deechnsed OM the Seminole indians 
under treaty of March 21, 1866, have been surveyed and divided into townships 
ran; sections, and quarter-sections; and, if so, to state what portion of said 
lands have been surveyed, under what law,and for what purpose the survey 
was made. 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MORRISON. Imove that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of considering revenue bills. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
considering the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The motion can not be made that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the purpose of considering the post-office appropriation bill. Itmay be 
made that the House shall resolve itself into committee for the purpose 
of considering general appropriation bills. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Very well. I make that motion. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. MORRISON] 
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering bills raising rev- 
enue. Pending that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] 
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering general appro- 
priation bills. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will ask the yeas and nays on the motion of the 
goseee from Dlinois [Mr. MORRISON], as debate not being in order 

can not indulge in it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks under the rule the vote must be 
first taken on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRI- 


sox]. 
Mee HISCOCK. Did the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] 
announce the purpose for which he moves that the House resolve itself 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRUMM. My inquiry is whether it would be in order at this 
time for the gentlemen to state the purposes of their motions to enable 
us to vote intelligently. I for one can not vote intelligently with the 
information I have. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentlemen respectively have 
made the motions in the only form in which they are allowed by the 
rule to be made, and debate is not in order. 

Mr. MORRISON. On which motion are we about to vote? 

The SPEAKER. Onthe motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MORRISON] who has just addressed the Chair. 

Mr. RANDALL. That the House shall go into committee to con- 
sider a revenue bill; that is it. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 115, nays 127, not 
voting 78; as follows: 


into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union? YEAS—115. 

Mr. MORRISON. I did; for the purpose of considering revenue bills, | Adams, G. E. Elliott, Lovering, Seney, 

` f Aiken, Lowry, Shaw, 

A MEMBER. The bonded whisky bill. Arnot, Ellwood McKinley Shelley 

Mr. COX, of New York. Would it be in order to move to proceed | Barbour, Evins, J. H. Maybury, Skinner, 
to the consideration of bills on the Speaker’s table? Barksdale, Findlay, ayo, S 

The SPEAKER. That motion can be pending, but the others must | Bezne, Panne More payant, 
be put first. Bisbee, Gibson, organ, Springer, 

Mr. COX, of New York. Which would take precedence? Biackburn, Morrison, Stevens, 

The SPEAKER. The two motions which have already been made | Plenchard, eo ou ee a 
take precedence. Broadhead, Henderson, D.B. Murphy,’ t 

Mr. COX, of New York. Imake the motion that the House proceed | Buckner, * Murray, Thompson, 
to the consideration of bills on the Speaker’s table. ronan Saen Mophie, ence att 

Mr. KEIFER. On which motion does the Chair state that the vote | Carleton; Holman, ` Oates, ly, 
shall be taken first? Cassidy, Houk, Ochiltree, Turner, Oscar 

The SPEAKER. On the motion made by the gentleman from Illi- | jt Bearman, Phen’ Saaga; 
nois [Mr. MORRISON], who moves that the House resolve itself into | Cobb, Hurd, Pusey, Weller, 
Committee of the le House on the state of the Union for the pur- Pa s eae rer RD ne 
pose of considering revenue bills. A peas ie ° tae 

Mr. KEIFER. I make the point that it is not in order to state in | Devoe R. © Kasten’, rege wonai 
the motion the purpose for which the House is asked to go into com- | Deuster, Kean, igre, ood, 
mittee. Itis simply in order to move that the House resolve itself into | Dibble, ier zing, Robinson,’J. 8. be agin, 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. Then the | Dunham, ` Lewis, ` Young. 
rule fixes what bills shall have preference. Eldredge, Libbey, Rowell, 

Mr. RANDALL. Itis the more intelligent mode to state the pur- NAYS—127. 
pose of the motion. Anderson, Dowd, Moola, Seymear, 

Sep ere ; : $ ; rian 
oe And the Chair thinks it is expressly authorized by i oe Ermehtrou s MeCormi oe Skinner, © R. 
3 : =a 

Mr. RANDALL. It is certainly a more intelligent mode, and iten- | Boutelle, Everhart, illard, Spriggs, 
ables members to vote intelligently when the bill is named. Bowen, Forney, Miller, S. H. Steele, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair directs the Clerk to read clause 9 of | Bove, Gaidas, er eowerh Coenen 
Rule XVI. i 5 Goff, Mitchell, Storm, ` 

° Brewer, F. G M it, 

Tho Clerk read aa followa: Brown, W.W. Guenther, Morrill, Strubie, 

At any time after the expiration of the morning hour it shall be in order to | Brumm, ond, Nelson, Taylor, E. B. 
ro bp meg a pcr alan a e S R 

o! ’ gue 
sca iit RHI Sie is x a Cam Bel Felix H a W.E. R T H.G 
The SPEAKER. The rulestates, forthe purpose of considering, not | Cambbell. J.M, Hewitt, G. W. Pierce” Valentine, — 
any i particular bill, but bills raising revenue or general appropriation Clements, Hiscock, = s.w. N p neth ni 
: 3 marr Co i Horr, Pe ait, 
Mr. DUNN. = rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. sprove, Howey, Poland, Wakefield, | 
e SPEAKER. e gentleman will state it. n, ames, arner, 
. Mr. DUNN. There will be a question raised as to the order of prec- | E0% $5. John y, Randall, z i ie ihera 
sais if the ane should resolve itself into Committee ue Whole Crisp, Ss Jones, J.H. Ray, Wellborn, 
epurpose of considering bills raising revenue. Now, where would berson, er, ` te, Milo 
pe question of order arise; in the Committee of the Whole or in the Onna pelle, Heed, n W.E Wiliams, 
onse? Davis, R. T. Lacey, ' Rogers, J. Winans, John 

The SPEAKER. In Committee of the Whole. Dib: 5 tone ae aS W.F. vert . D. 

Mr. REED. I should like to make a parliamentary inquiry. ery. Dra Scales, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. z 

Mr. REED. The vote in favor of the motion of the gentleman from Ai Ls Danaina ROT yia Potter 
Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] would require us to consider revenue bills | Ateas Parean Hopkins; Price. 
when we got into Committee of the Whole, would it not? Bagley, Fe Jones, J. K. Pryor, 

The SPEAKER. It would require the Committee of the Whole to | Ballentine, ata Kellogg, Rockwell, 
consider bills raising revenue if there are any such on the Calendar of Belford, Genus. pe = a eat a 
the Committee of the Whole. The mption doesnot decide whether there | Belmont, Graves, Lawrenot, Stoc za 
are or not. Bingham, , EVES; Sumner, D. 

Mr. MORRISON. There is one. en | GS i hee 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- Browne, T M Bert, ee Vance, = 
DALL] demands the yeas and nays. are Hatch, H. H. Saune; an 

Mr. COX, of New York. I should like the Chair to state the order iler, ae <icholl hite, J 

i Candler, Hem Nicholls, ite, J. D. 
OMe RANDALL. T i Herbert O'Neil! Charles Wilson's 
ar RANDALL, The House knows it very well and debate is not Culbertson, W. W. Hewitt, A. 8S. O'Neil, J.J; Wise J. me 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I make the point of order that this is not de- Dargai Holton, Peele’ 8S. J. 
patable. Davis, L. H: Hooper, + Pettibone, 


Mr. COX, of New York. Other gentlemen have made their state- 
ments. Itisdue from the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] 
to state what is his object, and also the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] to state what is his object. 

The pa and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BR . I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 


So the motion of Mr. MORRISON was not agreed to. 

The following were announced as paired on all political questions: 
Mr. ELLIS with Mr. KELLOGG. 

Mr. PAIGE with Mr. HATCH, of Michigan. 

Mr. LAMB with Mr. BROWNEẸ, of Indiana. 

Mr. EATON with Mr. BARR. 
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. BALLENTINE with Mr. HARMER. 

. TOWNSHEND with Mr. WASHBURN. 

. MORGAN with Mr. MORRILL. 

. GRAVES with Mr. HAYNEs. 

. STOCKSLAGER with Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. 
. HEMPHILL with Mr. RUSSELL. 

. HARDY with Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey. 

. HANcocK with Mr. CALKINS. 

. RANDALL with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. HANBACK. 
. CANNON with Mr. HEWITT, of New York. 

. MULLER with Mr. HITT. 

. LF, FEVRE with Mr. HART. 

. WILSON, of Iowa, with Mr. CURTIN. 

The following were announced as paired on all questions relating to 
the bonded extension whisky bill: 

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. GRAVES. ‘ 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. MATSON. 

Mr. FORAN with Mr. PETTIBONE. 

Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. BEACH. 

Mr. NICHOLLS with Mr, CHACE, on all questions. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. O’NEILL, on 
ull political questions and on most other questions. Not, however, 
this bill. I have a dispatch from him in these words: 

Pair me on whisky bill. I vote against it and its consideration. 

He is on the same side with me. Ihave secured a pair for Mr. 
O'NEILL with Mr. JoHN S. WISE, of Virginia. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. When I consented yesterday to pair 
with my colleague [Mr. LAMB] it was distinctly understood that it 
should be stated that on all questions concerning the bonded whisky 
bill I would vote ‘‘no’’ and he would vote “‘ay.’’ I notice that in 
announcing the pairs that statement was omitted, and I think in justice 
to both him and myself it should go upon the record. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed and requested the concurrence of 
the House in bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 87) T the relief of the heirs of Pego Grivot; 5 : 
A bill (S. 206) making an appropriation for the purchase of groun 
and halalra thereon in the city of Washingtón of a building to be 

used as a hall of records; and 

A bill (S. 309) to amend section 673 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States relating to the quorum of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and for other purposes. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


TheSPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion made by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of considering general appropriation bills. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Iwill withdraw my motion to proceed to 
the consideration of business on the Speaker’s table. 

The motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND was to. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I desire to give notice that when the Post-Office 
appropriation bill shall have been concluded I will call up the agri- 
cultural appropriation bill. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. The first 
bill of that character is the bill (H. R. 5459) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. [ask that the first reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Before we enter upon the discussion of this 
bill I would like to ascertain how much time may be desired for gen- 
eral debate, so that we may know when we shall be able to enter upon 
the consideration of the bill by paragraphs under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HORR. I will say to my colleague on the committee [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] that I think it utterly impossible to state now how much 
time will be required for the general debate. I think that after the 
debate has run on a while we can come to some understanding. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does my frifnd from Michigan think that 
more than two hours and a half will be required on each side? 

Mr. HORR. Oh, yes; more than that, I think. I should say about 
four hours on each side. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Well, I hope my friend will discover it will 
not be necessary to occupy four hours on each side in the general dis- 
cussion of this bill. 


Mr. HORR. I think we had better not undertake to fix any limi- 
tation now. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will not now attempt to fix a limitation. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I suggest that we postpone anything of that kind 
until the bill comes up the next.time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I have been instructed by the 
Committee on Appropriations to present for the consideration of this 
House the general appropriation bill making provisions for the support 
of the postal service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885. While 
we have kept steadily in view the fact that the postal more than any 
other branch of the public service is constantly growing with our popu- 
lation, development, and business, and have conscientiously sought to 
make provision sufficiently liberal to promote its efficiency and avoid 
danger of crippling the public service, we have at the same time been 
mindful of our duty to the tax-payer, believing as we do that economy 
in expenditures is necessary in order to lead the way to the reduction 
of taxation. The gravest duty resting upon this Congress is the reduc- 
tion of taxation. In order to accomplish that beneficent result we must 
see that wise economy is enforced. : 

It has been said of Mr. Fawcett, the distinguished postmaster-gen- 
eral of England, that he wishes to make the world a part of the post- 
office department. When we consider a comparison of the Goutal ote. 
tistics of our own and foreign countries it would seem that we are more 
vulnerable to such a charge than England. The mother country, how- 
ever, has been the leader in postal reforms, in the invention of facilities, 
and in cheapening postal charges. The laudation which the English 
system has received from a recent writer is not perhaps extravagant. 
In speaking of its organization he said: 

Carlyle was never tired of exulting in the marvelous efficiency produced by 
military drill. The post-office exemplifies a skill of a higher kind than that of 
soldiers, and may boast an army moving with a precision as exactas that of any 
destructive force, and working always not for any merely negative result, but 
to further the better uaintance of man with man, to facilitate the interchange 
of ideas and commodities, and consequently to increase good-will and mutual 
helpfulness. 

Its uses are more varied in England than in this country. But the 
conveyance of correspondence is no longer here as it is there the sole 
duty which the post-office undertakes. We can par debts through 
the postand transmit merchandise. Our rates o postage are almost as 
cheap and our facilities for conveyance as efficient as in any country. 
A letter may be sent for 5 cents or a circular for 2 cents to the north of 
China from here, traveling across the continent and the Pacific Ocean, 
or, at the will of the sender, over the Atlantic, across Europe, through 
the dreary flats of Russia and the immense wastes of Siberia. 

In England, however, the postal department carries on an enormous 
banking business, of which one person in every ten in England and 
Wales is a customer, and it holds deposits to the extent of £39,000,000 
or $185,000,000. Notcontent with the speed of steam, England has em- 
ployed electricity to convey its correspondence faster than the wind— 
as quick as thought—throughout the kingdom. 

Our own system is, however, marvelous in its proportions and its 
efficiency. In many respects it has outstripped that of any country in 
the world. Official data show that we have the largest number of 
post-offices and the longest mileage, railway and otherwise. We receive 
the largest revenue, we carry more postal cards and newspapers, and 
with the exception of England we carry more letters than any other 
nation. 

But, sir, it must be confessed that the cost of our service greatly ex- 
ceeds that of any other country, and at times perhaps greater abuses 
have crept into it than in any other land. It has become the most 
extensive branch of the Federal administration. It engages a larger 
number of employés than any other branch of the public service, and 
more money is expended in its operations than in any other public serv- 
ice. This bill will carry an appropriation nearly double that of any 
of the great money bills except the pension. Our postal expenditures 
have grown wonderfully in the last few years, far more rapidly than 
those of any other nation. But this is doubtless due to the fact that 
the population, trade, and intelligence of our land have also outgrown 
that of any other, and because we have a more widely extended area 
of population to supply. 

Mr. Chairman, the estimate sybmitted by the Postmaster-General 
of the probable revenue for the incoming year was made before any cer- 
tain data was ascertained of the receipts during the first two quarters 
of the current year. It was based partly upon the supposition that 
there would be a considerable falling off of receipts by reason of the 
reduction of postage during the last Congress from 3 to 2 cents, and the 
statistics of the receipts for the last fiscal year were relied upon as a 
guide, and the sum was fixed at $47,104,078.31. But the receipts of 
the first two quarters of the current year have now been sufficiently ás- 
certained to show that this estimate is too small. 

It is now believed by many who are well informed upon the subject 
that our postal revenue will not fall much, if any, below $50,000,000, 
for the receipts have been surprisingly greater than was anticipated. 
The estimates of the Department call for an appropriation of $50,062, - 
189.60. This bill provides for an appropriation of $45,261,900. The 
appropriations for the current year ending June 30, 1884, made at the 
last session, amounted to $44,487,520. The appropriations made by the 
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last Congress reduced the appropriations of the previous year $695,380, 
whereas this bill increases the appropriatiogs above that of last session 
$774,380, and above the appropriation of previous year $1,469,760, 
The bill of last year reduced six items below the appropriations of the 
year before. 

The appropriations proposed in this bill reduce only three items be- 
low the appropriations made last year. One is a reduction of $20,000 
for advertising, which was recommended by the Department. Weomit 
all appropriation for special mail facilities on railroads, or*rapid transit, 
because this was not estimated for by the Department, and in the judg. 
ment of the committee it was not thought proper to bring in an appro- 
priation for this purpose; especially so because it was not recommended 
by the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. How much was that item? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. One hundred and eighty-five thousand dollars 
was appropriated for this purpose last year. Perhaps it will all be ex- 
pended; I do not know as to that; I think the contracts will perhaps 
cover it. As I have said, no renewal of this appropriation has been 
asked for by the Department and none is proposed by the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

There is but one other reduction that we have made; that is $10,000 
for miscellaneous expenditures in the office of the First Assistant Post- 
master-General. Ninety thousand dollars was appropriated for this 
purpose in 1883, but only $70,992.79 were expended. We have given 
about $9,000 increase, which no doubt will be sufficient. 

As I have already remarked, we have reduced but three items below 
the appropriations of last year, while on the other hand we have in- 
creased the appropriations on twenty-one items over and above those 
of last year. The committee has investigated as far as was in their 
power all the items contained in this bill, and reported what they be- 
lieved to be necessary for the public service, 

In the Third Assistant Postmaster-General’s Department we left 
every estimate untouched in any particular whatever, because his es- 
timates are moderate and no doubt justified by the increased business 
resulting from change in rate of postage. A very large number of the 
items provided for in this bill are fully up to the estimates. We also 
left untouched the foreign mail service, giving all that was asked. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to consume much timeatthis stage 
of the debate. Itis not my intention to do more than to put before 
the House a bare statement of the principal features of the bill. I 
have given the figures showing the aggregate estimates and appropria- 
tions of last year, and the amount of the appropriations recommended 
by the Committee on Appropriations in the pending bill. 
` There are but three provisions in the bill for new legislation. One 
provides for the reduction of the rate for transportation on ordinary rail- 
roads 5 per cent. and on land-grant railroads 50 per cent. Another is 
in regard to the salaries of postmasters. The bill provides that the sal- 
ary of no postmaster shall exceed $4,000 a year. The only other new 
legislation in the bill is one section abolishing the use of official stamps. 
It provides for the use hereafter of what is called the ty envelope 
by all the Departments and bureaus. It is un perhaps, by the 
House there are some of the ents which use a large number of 
official stamps in addition to the penalty envelopes. They send official 
stamps to correspondents so they may be employed in the payment of 
return postage. i 

The Committee on Appropriations believe not only uniformity but 
economy will be promoted by abolishing the further use of official stamps 
by any of the Departments and the use in their place of penalty envel- 


opes. 
_ The chairman will be kind enough to tell me how much of my time 
is remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. Forty minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Before I go further I wish to draw the atten- 
tion of the House to the item making appropriation for the salaries of 
postmasters. The new legislation provided for in this bill limiting the 
salaries of postmasters to $4,000a year will only apply to nine offices—San 
Francisco, Washington, Chicago, Baltimore, Boston, Saint Lonis, New 
York, Cincinnati, and Philadelphia; but the rapid increase of postal 
revenue would soon raise other cities upon the same footing. The first 
item over which there will be any considerable contest or discussion in 
the consideration of this bill is probably the one providing for the sal- 
aries of postmasters in the United States.. Congress appropriated 
$8,800,000 to pay the salaries of postmasters for the year 1883, but the 
expenditures for that year amounted to $10,315,394.46. 

The appropriation for 1884 was $9,250,000, which was $1,065,394.46 
below theactual expenses of the previous year. The reduction made by 
the last session below the estimates was $894,000. The estimate of the 
Department last year below the expenditure of the previous year was 
$181.383. It is very that the Department last year called for 
$181,000 less than the actual ditures of the previous year. That 
is a startling fact in view also of the farther fact that our postal system 
was then, as now, constantly increasing in the number of postmasters 
and business. Why did the Department call for $12,250,000 this year on 
this item and only call for $10,136,000 last year, or $2,114,000 less than 
this year? 

Mr. LONG. What is the reason? 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks me 
what is the reason for this. Iam at a loss to fully understand why the 
Post-Office Department made an estimate last year of $181,000 below the 
expenditures of the previous year unless for a reason which I will give 
before I close debate on this bill and after I have had an opportunity 
to hear from the other side. A large deficiency has been accruing in 
the last two or three years in the payment of salaries of postmasters 
because of meager and insufficient appropriations. 

The Committee on Appropriations in this Congress, desiring to provide 
every dollar that might be needed for the postal service, has increased 
the appropriation largely beyond what was given last year. We have 
appropriated for compensation to postmasters $1,250,000 in excess of 
the appropriation of the lastsession. A much largersum was estimated 
for, but if you will examine the report of the First Assistant Postmas- 
ter-General you will find the only sum positively stated tobe necessary 
as definitely ascertained for the purpose of paying postmasters’ salaries 
will amount to $10,641,358, Ido not concede the accuracy of this es- 
timate, for I believe it is too much. We have in this bill given the 
Department $10,500,000. Theremainder estimated by the Department 
to make up the enormous sum of $12,250,000 is based upon mere con- 
jecture of percentages of increase. We have given about what it is 
definitely ascertained will be required to pay salaries. For when you 
take into consideration the fact that the salaries next year will be 
based upon two instead of three cent stamps, thesum here appropriated 
will be sufficient. 

The large expenditure for the present year is due largely to the fact 
that for the six months ending October 1 last the fourth-class 
ters drew about one-third of a million more than was intended and than 
they will next year, because their salaries were based on income derived 
from 3-cent stamps instead of two cents. 

I will say for the information of the House that the Post-Office De- 
partment has adopted as a means of ascertaining how much is required 
to pay salaries of postmasters 20 per cent. of the revenue. I believe 
some three yearsago they fixed the basis at 22 per cent. Last yearthey 
fell to 20 per cent. of the revenue. If we had been guided by that 
basis alone it would be seen about $9,500,000 would be sufficient to pay . 
the salaries of postmasters for the next year. t 

In order to provide amply for the payment of salaries of postmasters 
we have given a million and a quarter more than was appropriated at 
the last session of Congress, which I believe will be found sufficient, as 
the salaries of fourth-class will hereafter be based upon 
the receipts for 2-cent instead of 3-cent stamps. This, as I have al- 
ready indicated, will show a difference between the amount expenied 
for the current and the next year of about one-third of a million 

Another item, Mr. Chairman, I shall refer to briefly, and then I will 
temporarily yield the floor. It is in regard to the railway mail trans- 
portation service. > 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Willthe gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question before he leaves the point he has just referred to? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will yield to the gentleman with pleasure 
when I get through with this part of my remarks; but I prefer not to 
be interrupted at present. 

We have practically, Mr. Chairman, made no reduction below the 
estimates of the De nt to defray the expenses ef the railway mail 
service, when the reduction of the rate of compensation which we make 
by this bill is considered. This service has grown surprisingly in the 
last few years. In 1874 the total cost of all the railway mail service 
did not reach $11,000,000. Theestimates of the Department this year, 
ten years afterward, reach about the sum of $18,500,000. 

A commission was appointed under authority of the last Congress to 
ascertain and report upon a plan for adjusting the compensation to 
railroads by which the interests of the Government might be guarded, 
while at the same time just compensation would be provided to the 
railway companies for carrying the mails. That commission spent con- 
siderable time in an examination of the subject, and have evolved a 
plan which in their judgment would effect a saving to the Government 
on account of this item of expenditure of $1,000,000 a year. But the 
plan is so complicated and difficult to understand that I have been un- 
able to find any one not a member of the commission, no matter how 
much he may have studied the subject, who was able to determine 
whether it would result in an increase or a reduction of expenditures. 
The Committee on Appropriations, therefore, regarding it as entirely in 
the nature of new legislation, without evidence of retrenchment, con- 
sidered it outside of the legitimate boundaries of their duties, and have 
omitted its aonsideration in the present bill, and left the question to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, where it may have such 
consideration as its merits demand. 

I come back, sir, to the original proposition with which I set o 
that we have practically appropriated every dollar that was estima 
tor by the Department, although ‘I feel confident that a considerable 
reduction might be safely made below the amount estimated for that 
service. These estimates, as all must understand, can not, as a matter 
of course, be reduced toa mathematical demonstration. They are nec- 
essarily to a large extent conjectural. They are based largely upon a 
supposed percentage of increase in railway mileage and increased busi- 


ness as well as some other considerations. 
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Now, if the deductions are made from the estimates of the 5 per cent. 
provided for in this bill on railroad transportation generally, and 50 
per cent. on land-grant railroads, it will be found that we have in reality 
appropriated the full amount of the estimates. xI j 

I say that we might have safely reduced the appropriation for this 
service far below the estimates and yet the public service would not be 
crippled. But the Committee on Appropriations made no attempt to 
reduce the amount called for by the Department below that which will 
result from legislation which we will ask this Congress to pass; legis- 
lation that is in the line of retrenchment and economy and is of course 

e to the bill. This bill, as stated, provides that the compensa- 
tion to all railway companies for transporting the mail shall be reduced 
5 per cent. below the rate fixed by the present law. A 

In 1876 Congress reduced the basis of rating of the compensation of 
railroads 10 per cent. In 1878 it was still further reduced 5 per cent. 
That was the last reduction made for this purpose. The railroads are 
at present carrying passengers, express, and freights far cheaper than 
they were carrying them at the period of the last reduction. The 
cost of material, of wages, and the ordinary expense of running rail- 
roads are cheaper than they were at that period. We feel, therefore, 
that Congress can, without being charged with injustice to the rail- 
ways, reduce this rate of compensation to the extent provided here. 

The immensely growing cost of this service stares us in the face 
at every session of Congress. The rates paid for carrying our mail 
on railroads are much greater than those charged the business com- 
munity for carrying its freight or express matter. The rates for car- 
rying the freights on twelve of the principal lines of this country— 
four of our great trunk lines and several of our great Northwestern 
linés—range from only two-thirds of 1 cent per ton per mile up to 2} 
cents ton mile. 

Mr. RYAN. They do not carry the mails on freight trains. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No— . 

Mr. REED. You do not fill the cars on your mail trains with the 
mail, do you? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not yield now to my friend. 

Mr. REED. While you are going on just explain that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will explain presently. Some of the rail- 
roads receive fifty times as much for carrying the mails as they do for 
carrying freight. Now I will admit, sir, that they do provide better 
accommodation for carrying the mails bon for carrying cattle and hogs 
or in carrying ordinary merchandise; but no greater expense is occa- 
sioned to the road than if the mail-cars contained freight only. They 
furnish no brakesmen or other trainmen in and about those cars; the 
railroad simply carries a quantity of mail in the car and the postal 
clerks employed upon it. Now we leave it for the House to determine 
whether the Government should pay fifty times as much for carrying 
the mails as is paid for carrying ordinary freights, which require a full 
corps of conductors, brakesmen, 

Now, Mr. i , comparing the cost of the railway carrying serv- 
ice with what it was in 1878 and what it is to-day, we have felt that 
we were moderate in our reduction, and that common justice to the peo- 
ple’s Treasury demanded that we at least should insist upon some reduc- 
tion of the cost of railway mail transportation. Why, sir, in 1873 the 
maximum cost for garrying the mail for the Government was only $300 
per mile, but this year it runs up over $1,200 per mile on some roads. 
If you look at the cost of the star service you will see that it amounts 
to only 6 cents a mile, while on the railroads the service costs us rates 
running from less than 7 cents to 35 cents per ton per mile. I believe 
those are the figures given in the debates in the last session of Congress. 

We have further provided in this bill that for carrying the mails on 
what are known as land-grant roads there shall be a reduction of 50 

cent. I refer to the roads which received large subsidies of lands. 
shall not at this time enter upon the detailsof thatquestion. I simply 
desire to call attention generally to the fact that these railroads received 
large bounties from the Government, in return for which their charters 
provide that they shall carry the mails ‘‘at such price as may 
by law direct.” Equity and justice demand that a distinction should 
be made between the compensation paid to railroads receiving large 
bounties of public lands and those railroads to which no such grants 
have been made. ‘Take, for instance, the Northern Pacific. The land 
grant to that road is estimated by many to be worth $150,000,000. It 
is believed their bounty from the Government is enough to build the 
road, to equip it, and to turn it over to the stockholders if it is honestly 
built without costing the stockholders one dime, for the value of the 
lands is stated to average at least $3 per acre. Some of the lands on 
that line are the finest on the earth. ` It is because these roads have re- 
ceived such princely endowments from the Government we insist they 
should be compelled to carry the mails at considerably less than other 
roads. Congress has full power to do so under the original charters 
granted tothem; therefore I presume the only question here for debate is 
as to the policy of compelling them to do so. As I have said, the charters 
of these railroads provide that the United States mail shall be trans- 
rted by them ‘‘at such price as Congress may by law direct.” The 
guage in, the Northern Pacific charter is somewhat different, but is 
substantially the same. I am alluding now to those roads which did 
not receive subsidies by loans of bonds but which did receive grants of 
land. The charters of bonded roads are different in this respect. 


The Government has surely paid enough for this privilege of fixing 
the mail rates on land- railroads. Look at the case of the North- 
ern Pacific, for instance. Suppose when it received its charter it had 
been asked the question: Will you t the 48,000,000 acres of 
lands that are tendered you upon the condition that you will hau] one 
or more mail-cars over your road with your regular passenger trains, 
such trains as you will ordinarily ran oer your road; will you accept 
this 48,000,000 of acres, consisting of a broad belt of land twenty miles 
wide along thé line of your road in the States and forty miles wide along 
the line of your road in the Territories, with all its great privileges and 
rights, upon the condition that Congress may retain the power to fix the 
tate of compensation forcarrying the mail at such price as it may deem 
equitable and just? Is there one upon this floor so simple-minded as 
to believe that the railroad company would have declined the bounty 
and the charter thus tendered them if it knew Congress would exercise 
this power? And is there one so cunning here who will be able to in- 
duce this House to believe that the road would have repudiated such 
a condition if it had fully understood the character of the contract 
which it entered into? The fact that the charter was accepted with 
this plain provision in it answers the inquiries, and leaves no ground 
for dispute. 

One other observation in to this provision. The bill provides 
that what is known as the Union Pacific m, embracing I think 
five roads which received subsidies of bonds and lands, shall be brought 
under the operation of the law reducing the rate of compensation on 
all the other railroads of the country. 

Mr. RYAN. Oh, no; you do not do any such thing. 

Mr. HORR. You are wrong. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My friends are very sadly mistaken. 

Mr. RYAN. Ido not think weare. _ 

Mr. HORR. Ask Judge HOLMAN about that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iwanttocorrect both gentlemen. Irepeat my 
proposition that we have subjected the Union Pacific system, consisting 
of the Union Pacific and the Central Pacific and the roads belonging to 
that system—we have brought them under the operation of the general 
reduction that we have provided for all the railroads of the country. 

Mr. RYAN. The 5 per cent. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RYAN. You have not done that specifically. You have made 
that provision apply to all roads generally, but have not attempted to 
amend the charter of the Union Pacific in that respect at all, which 
would be necessary before you can reduce the rates of compensation. 

_ Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairmen, how much time have I remain- 


? 
ihe CHAIRMAN. Twenty-nine minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Tf repeat the statement again and propose to 
demonstrate its truth, and I think my friend from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] 
will admit it to be so. The terms of the provision of this bill, which I 
havenot timejust now toread and criticise, doamend and alter the charter 
of the Union Pacific road and all the other roads connected with whateis 
known as the Union Pacific system, so as to subject them to this 5 per 
cent. reduction and the rednetions 6f 1876 and 1878. An attempt was 
made inthe last Congress to do this, and the House stood by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and brought those railroads under the operation of 
these general reductions of the cost of railroad transportation of the mails. 
But in the Senate it seems that these companies had influence enough 
to have that provision of the bill of last year stricken out; and to-day 
the Union Pacific system is left in a position where it insists it is en- 
titled to charge twice as much for carrying the mails as is paid to any 
other railroad in the country. Itseems that, under the peculiar word- 
ing of a provision in the original charter of these roads, the Supreme 
Court has held that Soane law reducing the rate of transportation on 
railroads generally will not apply to the roads of this system unless the 
act specifically manifests that intention. In other words, from the lan- 
guage used by the court the inference is that it is necessary in order to 
reduce the charges made by these roads for carrying the mails that Con- 
gress shall specifically manifest an intention to reach the original char- 
ters oae roads and to amend and modify them for the purpose I have 
indica‘ 

I feel sure the language employed in this bill is sufficiently specific 
to leave open no question as to the intention of Congress to place these 
roads which have received such princely bounties upon a footing with 
roads that received no bounty whatever. We seek by this bill to ex- 
ercise no ter di of power than it may be fairly inferred the 
Supreme Court intended to declare that Congress has the power to do. 
We do specifically amend and alter the charters of these roads in order 
to bring them under the operation of the general 5 per cent. reduction 
applied to all other railroads in the country. We do not reduce the 
rate of transportation upon that system of roads 50 per cent. as we 
have done upon the purely land-grant roads, for the reason that the lan- 
guage of the charters will not allow us to exercise the same power over 
this system of roads as over the purely land-grant roads. The char- 
ters of this system limit the power of Congress to establishing what is 
termed a ‘‘reasonable rate of compensation,” to be ascertained per- 
haps when the Government and the roads can not agree by judicial tri- 
bunals. But in the charters of the Northern Pacific, the Atlantic 
Pacific, and the other ordinary land-grant roads, Congress has specific- 
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ally or substantially reserved the power to establish just such a rate 
of rpm pans for carrying the mails as it may in its judgment deem 
just and proper. 

I do not wish to say anything further now, but will reserve the re- 
mainder of my time until I have heard from the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will then recognize the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Horr]. 

Mr. STEVENS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] a question. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I would like toask the gentlemana 
question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If it does not come out of my time, I am willing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has i the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Horr] as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will say to gentlemen that ample time will 
be allowed for de under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I do not want any time for debate. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say in the outset that I dislike 
very much to be compelled to criticise a bill coming from a committee 
upon which I serve, but I feel compelled to call in question some of the 
items in this bill. One would naturally think that in making an ap- 
propriation for such a purpose as g the mails and the delivery of 
letters there certainly would be a spirit of at least ordinary li i 
exercised by our committee. Atall events I would not expect that the 
Indiana doctrine of economy would be applied to it. [Laughter.] 

But I do think that I can convince both sides of this House that this 
bill is drawn not in the interest of the public service but in many re- 
spects it will simply work the ruin of that service, and very much im- 
pair the efficiency now reached in the carrying and distribution of mail 
matter. In doing this I shall be compelled to refer more or less to 
statistics, to give you more or less facts and figures, because I claim 
that the provisions of this bill can be largely explained by a simple 
matter of addition and multiplication, whereas the only branch of 
mathematics known in the Indiana system is that of subtraction. 
(Laughter. ] 

To begin with, this bill provides for this branch of the public service, 
first, by reducing the regular estimates more than three and a half mill- 
ions of dollars. Let us, however, take the provisions of the bill up in 
their order; I mean those items which seem to me objectionable. In 
1879-80 the deficiency in the item for the pay of postmasters was only 
$158,407. In 1880-’81 the deficiency in that item went up to $798,742; 
in 1881-82 it went up to $1,164,676; and in 1882~’83 there was a de- 
ficiency of $1,515,394. We expended for this branch of the service in 
1882—83 $10,315,394. For the year ending June 30, 1884, we appro- 
priated for this branch of the service the sum of $9,250,000. 

Judging from the ditures up to this time, there will be in this 
branch of the service for this year a deficiency of $2,000,000. Conse- 
quently the actual amount which the of the country will 
cost for the year ending June 30, 1884, will be $11,250,000. 

Now, this bill appropriates for this branch of the service for the com- 
ing fiscal year 1884—85 the sum of $10,500,000; that is, $750,000 less 
than this branch of the service will cost for the current fiscal year. 

Now, I am aware that this failure to appropriate does not strike down 
the service of the Post-Office Department. It differs in that respect 
from some other provisions of the bill, as you will see furtheron. This 
simply insures a deficiency for this branch of the service. Understand 
me, it does not make any difference how much money we appropriate 
for this purpose, the law fixes the salaries and peceniners which the 
postmasters shall receive, and they will get it whether we appropriate 
it in this bill or not. If we do not appropriate enough now, that will 
ae Hg require a deficiency bill hereafter to make up the amount. 

. LONG. The postmasters will deduct from their receipts enough 
for their compensation. 

Mr. HORR. Yes, they will deduct it from their receipts, and of 
course will get their pay as they go along; but Congress will have to 
appropriate enough to pay for it some time in the future. What I de- 
sire to say is that the great objection I make to this clause is that it 
oe counter to the doctrine which is so dear to the heart of my friend 

m Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], who in season and out of season 
lectures this side of the House, his own side also, agai i 
deficiencies, against spending a dollar more than the appropriation bill 
provides for. Bnt here you have a bill making necessarily a deficiency 
of two and a half millions of dollars. Now, that gentleman should 
either get over his furor against deficiencies or he should appropriate 
money enough to pay the bills and so avoid deficiencies. That isa fact, 
isitnot? This bill does not do that, for the only provision to offset 
this large deficiency of two and a half million is the cutting down to 
$4,000 a year each of the salaries of nine postmasters, as my friend 
from Illinois has justsaid. There are nine who now receive 
salaries varying from $5,000 to $8,000 per year each, the postmaster at 
New York city getting $8,000 and the others getting $6,000, with the 
exception of the postmaster at Washington, who receives $5, 000. Upon 
the salaries of these nine postmasters at these great cities the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, to offset this deficiency of $2,500,000 which will 
necessarily occur in this branch of the service, have made a reduction 


of $19,000. This is the only reduction that can possibly apply to make 
up this deficiency. 

I am opposed to this reduction. I do not believe that the majority 
of this House, as business men, are in favor ofreducing the postmaster 
at New York city to asalary of $4,000. Look at the millions and mill- 
ions of revenue that he handles; look at the money-orders that he con- 
trols and must account for, amounting to many millions of dollars each 
year. Isay that the postmasterships in these cities ought to be 
worth all they now receive, and we ought not to cut down their salaries 
atall. I donot believe it is real economy to paysuch men as are needed 


“in these places so small a sum that first-class men will not accept these 


positions. 

Do you know that the postal revenues of the nine cities mentioned 
aggregate $12,326,000 per annum? One-quarter of all the receipts of 
the Post-Office Department come from the nine cities represented Hy 
these postmasters. Over $8,000,000 is the amount of the net proceeds 
in eight of them, leaving out Washington, where the receipts are com- 
paratively small, though we all know that the business of the Wash- 
ington office is enormous; and it Pe ag a first-class man to manage 
and run it well, and we should pay him something like an adequate 
price for his work. 

But think of cutting down the salary of the postmaster at New York 
city, Chicago, Saint Louis, Baltimore, and the other large points, where 
they collect these enormous sums, to so small an amount as $4,000a 
year—not as much as a man who is able to manage properly those 
great offices could command in any ordinary work of life. 

A MEMBER. Not so much as Congressmen get. 

Mr. HORR. Not so much asa Congressman gets; but I am not go- 
ing to be led into a belittlement of the worth of our services. [Laugh- 
ter.] I believe the bill in this respect is defective, and that upon 
sound business principles that provision as to these nine postmasters 
should be stricken out, 

The next provision in this bill to which I object is the clause cutting 
down clerk-hire in the post-offices; that is, the money needed for the 
compensation of clerks in the various post-offices where they distribute 
and separate the mails. In 1883 we appropriated for this purpose 
$4,367,000; in 1884, $4,475,000, and all of this money will be expended 
before the end of the year. 

In 1883 there were four hundred and seventy-eight new allowances 
made for clerk-hire, but so great is the pressure for an increase of this 
clerical help that 2,604 applications from offices in the United States 
have already been filed where they need more assistance to separate and 
distribute the mails, and they can not be furnished. Yet this bill has 
given not a single dollar more this year for this service than was given 
last year. No money is allowed for the increase in this service, when 
all must admit that an increase is demanded. 

There are 1,732 separating offices alone in the United States. These 
separating offices are, many of them, at points where the postmasters 
get but little salary. They distribute the mails to the different routes; 
and unless this work is done by a paid clerk it can not be done at all. 
Yet the Committee on Appropriations, with an estimate before them of 
$4,900,000 made by the Department, and a statement that it can not 

t along with a cent less—and this amount is only an increase of 

125,000 over last year—have cut out this increase entirely,so that 
this bill does not give a dollar for these new clerks scattered all over 
the country, who are needed to facilitate the mail service. Only think, 
with the increase of work being as certain as death, not a dollar given 
to meet the increase! Surely the members of this House who know 
the needs of the service all over our growing country will never con- 
sent to so small an appropriation for this purpose. 

Mr. i I come now to a subject in reference to which this bill 
is particularly defective. Did I not know the genial nature of my 
friend from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] and his natural kindness of 
heart, I should have supposed that he framed this clause in express 
malice against the free-delivery s item of the country. I wish the 
gentleman would give me his atteiition fora moment. I think that 
perhaps I know something about this carrier business whieh will inter- 
est him. I certainly can tell him some facts that should attract his 
a 1083 $3, 1884 $3,500, 

n 1883 we a riated $3,200,000 for this service, in - 
000. Now JANA ENISA from Illinois intimated E EE Ibe- 
lieve, that the committee had cut this service down only about $200,000. 
Of course if the gentleman did make this statement he made it inadver- 
tently because he knows there was a mistake in the estimate. I hold 
in my hand a letter from the Postmaster-General—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My friend will excuse me. I said nothing 
whatever about that item of the bill. 

Mr. HORR. Very well; I do not blame the gentleman for not talk- 
ing about it. Let me give the facts. The printed estimate was $200,- 
000 less than it should have been. I received from the hands of the 
gentleman himself a letter from the Postmaster-General in which he 
states that in the Book of Estimates he had made a mistake by omitting 
$180,000 for new service and $20,000 for an item which was by mistake 
My oe the estimate should have been $4,000,000 instead of 

800, 000. : 
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The letter is as follows: 
Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., February 12, 1884. 
Sır: I find, on referring to my annual report for 1883, page 59, ata no, 


ear bagi 
fr additional letter-carriers in cities where the servi 


$20,000 for additional incidental g „000. 
I therefore ad that the estimate for this service for the next fiscal year be 
in from $3,800,000 to $4,000,000. 


popaladon, accord- 
ing to the census of 1880, of about 10,000,000, and employ 3; etter-carriers at 


presen: 
of the Department, and from 
of, the total cost of this branch of the service. The amount required is also 


1 ly increased by the act of August 2, 1882, increasing pe pay we feme mineil 
ion of ca: rs to 


20.95 for the fiscal Lyu soang June 30, 1883, 
ve 


lly, &e., 
Hon. Samu. J. RANDALL, 
Chairman Committee 


Bouts of Batare 
House of bi 

The real estimate for the carrier service, then, should have been and 
really is as far as this bill is concerned $4,000,000. 

t are the facts? They cut that estimate down $400,000, giving 
only $3,600,000 for this service. 

I wish to say to my friend from Ilinois there are to-day 1,985 car- 
riers who by law are entitled to $1,000 each, 891 who by law are enti- 
tled to $850 each, 367 who by law are entitled to $800 each, and 645 
who are entitled to $600 each. Thatis, they are entitled under the law 
passed at a former session of Congress each to the amount I have indi- 
cated. They are graded now as you understand under the law and 
amount of salary fixed. ` $ 

I wish the gentleman from Illinois would give me his attention. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Certainly. $ 

Mr. HORR. Their salary amounts to $3,422,950 this year, and the 
increase, which by law we are compelled to pay next year, is $200,000 
more, so that we have to pay under the law $3622, 950 next year. 

That is, Mr. Chairman, to pay the wages fixed by law for the carriers 
now in service will cost next year $42,950 more than this bill appropri- 
ates for the entire service of that year. Instead of providing for increase 
of carriers, this would compel the Department to turn out of the service 

orty men who are now in the work. 

I wish the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] were here, for he 
would remember very well how hard he worked to procure extra pay 
to these carriers and to fix their promotion by law. They earn the 
amount so fixed if any men in the United States service earn their 
money, as they travel on foot from fourteen to twenty miles a day. 
Their labors are incessant and excessive, and we have fixed by law how 
they should be promoted and what amount of money those" in each 
grade should receive, and then the Committee on Appropriations now 
bring in a bill which does not appropriate money enough to pay un- 
der the law for the men who are now in the service, saying nothing 
about the increase natural to this service and incidental expenses. 

What does this service actually need? In addition to the men now 
employed it needs two or three hundred more letter-carriers to make 
up for the growth of the cities in which free delivery has been already 
established. A few are needed in many of the smaller cities and a 
number in large cities in order to make this carrier system perfect. Is 
there a gentleman here on either side of the House who hasa city in his 
district where this service exists which does not need more carriers? 
The city in which I live needs t more at least. Two wards of that 
city to-day have no carrier service in them and never have had, because 
we had no way of getting the extra men. 

I have been informed from the Post-Office Department that applica- 
tion has already been made for three hundred and twenty-two new 
carriers during the last year. They have allowed two hundred and 
eight; one hundred and twenty-four more have been asked for, but they 
havenot been allowed. That was up to October, but since October there 
have been dame for sixty more, making in all one hundred and eighty- 
four asked for at this time and not supplied. And at the close of the 
year many more will be applied for. So that, Mr. Chairman, three 
hundred additional carriers are absolutely needed to carry on efficiently 
the work which ought to be done. 

There is also an item .of $130,000 to pay for incidental expenses. 
Those incidental expenses are for horses, where there are mounted car- 
riers, and for horses and wagons where the amount of mail is so great 
they can not handle it on foot; also for letter-boxes, putting them up in 
the streets, keeping them painted, and for the bags and pouches the 
men carry their mailin. Last year there was expended for this item, 
including pay of inspectors, $116,834.88. The Department asks this 
year for only $130,000, which is a small increase. Again, it will cost 
at least $50,000 to put the system into operation in cities where it is 


already asked for. There are to-day applications on file for twenty-nine 
ey offices where the law permits them to have. the carrier or free-de- 
very m. - 

Mr. LONG. Give the name of some of them. 

Mr. HORR. I have not the listhere. It costsabout $3,500 the first 
year to establish this system in a new city. All the large cities are 

wing. Any man living in New York, Chicago, San Francisco, or 

ton knows each year brings with it a great addition of work for 
these letter-carriers; and this work, if it is sustained at all, has to be 
sustained by increasing the appropriation adequately to meet the in- 
crease of work. In these cities which now have the free-delivery service 
(and one hundred and forty-nine have it at this time) we collected last 
year in these one hundred and forty-nine cities nearly or quite one-half 
of the money collected under the postal service of the United States. 
We collected from the local mail alone on drop letters, &c., $1,021,000 
more than the carrier system cost. That is, from®the extra matter 
mailed in these cities and to be delivered without leaving them was 
collected that amount of surplus over the cost of this service. 
= Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 

im ? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Postmaster-General says that of the one 
hundred and fifty-four free-delivery offices only fourteen in the country 

Mr. HORR. I understand that. There are a large number of these 
offices in which the local matter is not enough to pay for this service, 
perhaps all of them with the exception of fourteen, as the gentleman 
states. But mystatementis, that takén asa whole they do pay this large 
surplus. And my friend ffom Illinois must not forget that every one of 
these offices has an income of over $20,000 per year; for unless they had 
that amount they could not have received the service. I know popula- 
tion alone could be great enough to allow theservice, but I donot think 
there is an instance where they have ever had the proper population to 
get the service that the receipts were not over $20,000. 

About one-half of the revenues of the United States derived from 
Postage are paid by the cities which have the free-delivery system. 

hy, then, Mr. Chairman, strike down this system? Why deal a blow 
at it to prevent it being carried out in good faith? Simply because the 
local mail matter does not pay is no reason why we should not have the 
service, Our postal service isnot based on that theory. Do you know 
that in the United States to-day there are many States in which the 
service is not self-sustaining? How many States do suppose there 
are that pay the entire expenses of their own mail service? Out of 
the States and Territories, including the District of Columbia, there 
are only seventeen that pay their own expenses. In thirty-one States 
and Territories we do not collect enough postage from their citizens to 
pay for their own service, and I say it without any unkindness there is 
not to-day a State south of Mason and Dixon’s line that pays its postal 
expenses. There never wasone. Why? Itisno faultof theirs. Their 

pulation is necessarily not a letter-writing population, many of them 

ving never learned to read and write on account of the peculiar re- 
lations they have sustained toward each other in the past. But doesit 
follow that because a system does not pay in a State or States that those 
States are not entitled to have the service? Why, nobody will for a 
moment make such a claim as that, 

There is a sho! in these thirty-twoStates and Territories of $4,707,- 
000 for the year 1 The people of those States fell short that amount 
of writing letters enough and taking newspapers enough to pay the ex- 
penses of the mail service during that year; whereas there is an ex- 
cess in the other fourteen States of $7,122,000. over and above the cost 
of the service. New York State alone had an excess of $2,813,000. 
Little—and I it without any intention of belittling its Repre- 
sentatives on this floor—little Massachusetts had over $1,111,000 sur- 
plus. Nota New England State—and some of you sometimes attack 
them upon the ground of their being ‘‘old fogies;’’? you like to make 
sport of them; and yet the people in each one of them wrote letters 
enough in 1883 and took enough newspapers and paid the satan on 
them to pay all the expenses of their mail service and have a large 
surplus to help the people of other States who did not write letters 
enough to pay their way. 

Mr. LONG. Some in Michigan. 

Mr. HORR. No, my friend; Michigan paid her own way. Though 
a new State, her people read and write. To the gentleman from Jli- 
nois I will say that his own State is over $800,000 in excess. But our 
mail system should be extended without regard to whether any partic- 
ular locality pays or not. The controlling question is, what does the 
business of a place demand; what are the needs of the people in each lo- 
cality? 

Toy, Mr. Chai that in view of all of these facts this carrier 
system should be sustained and extended. The people in those cities 
where it has been introduced are asking nothing but justice and right 
in its continuance and support. I wish to say to the gentleman from 
Illinois who intimates that some of these smaller cities do not pay the 
cost of the service by their local mail matter, that under the law there 
are to-day forty-odd cities which are entitled to it. I say that these 
smaller but growing towns are as much entitled to this service as the 
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large cities that have this large surplus of revenue from their local mat- 
ter. Do not, I beg of you, cut down this service in this manner. Do 
not begrudge this convenience to the people of our large towns. I would 
carry the mail into every nook and corner of the United States, no mat- 
ter if some people in the cities are taxed a little more than their share, 
for they can afford to pay it, because with the mails go business, intel- 
ligence, civilization. This bill will cripple this important free-delivery 
service. The full four million asked for isneeded and should be given. 

The next item in this bill to which I desire to refer is the provision 
forrent, light, andfuel. In 1883 weappropriated $450,000 for this item. 
Tn 1884 this was cut down to $440,000. 

The amount of $450,000 I have said is just the amount which was 
appropriated by the act of 1883. Why the last House decreased that 
item I do not know. The Departmentsays that there will be certainly 
a deficiency, and that they will need every dollar of the $480,000 asked 
for to light the offices and purchase the fuel, &c. I think, of all things, 
that we should be careful and not shut the light out from anywhere. 
When the proper time comes I trust no one will oppose the raising of 
the amount so as to provide amply for these necessities. They need 
every dollar. We should not compel them to shut down and leave the 
employés in cold and darkness, 

I now come to the railway mail service. The Second Assistant Post- 
master-General estimated that it would take $13,735, 216 for this service. 
The Postmaster-General cut that estimate down to $12,750,000; thusa 
reduction of the estimate was made by him to the large amount of 
$985,216. : 

This bill then again comes in and cuts it down to $11,700,000; being 
a reduction of $2,035,216 below the estimate of the Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General, who has special of this service. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman allow me to call attention 
to the fact that we have taken the estimates of the Postmaster-General 
as the basis, and after deducting ¥ per cent. for general railway trans- 
portation and 50 per cent. for the land-grant roads, it just leaves what 
the Postmaster-General estimated it would take ? 

Mr. HORR. Iam aware that in cutting off 5 per cent. from these 
railways and then und ing to cut off from the land-grantrailroads 
50 per cent. more it makesa reduction something like the amount stated 
by my friend.. But I also make the prediction now that there will be 
even then a deficiency of over one and one-half million dollars on this 
item. 

The gentleman perhaps had not had his attention called—I certainly 
had not had mine—to the fact that we are now compelled to pay $600,- 
000 under the decision of the court to the Union Pacific Railroad for 
their leased roads, which heretofore has been simply put to their credit 
and has never been taken out of this fund appropriated for this item. 
Under the decision of the court, as I understand it, we are compelled 
now to use that $600,000 out of this fund. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think the gentleman will find the Depart- 
ment in making its estimates took that into consideration. 

Mr. HORR. The Second Assistant Postmaster-General did take it 
into account. I think you will find you have left it out. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think the Postmaster-General himself took 
it into consideration in fixing his basis, and we took his figures, less 
the 5 per cent. and the 50 per cent reduction. 

Mr. HORR. Now let us come for a moment to a discussion of that 
part of the bill. I do not complain particularly about the cuttingdown 
of 5 per cent. on the railroads, although I do not know whether it 
can be justified on good business principles or not. ButI do invite the 
attention of this House to the further provision of this bill which steps 
in and cuts down 50 per cent. on every railroad in the United States 
that has received any land grant fromthe Government. First the bill 
reduces the pay of all the railroads 5 per cent., and then provides that 
the land-grant roads shall receive only one-half of the sum left. Why 
not every road as well as the land-grantroads? The bill leaves out the 
Union Pacific and the Central Pacific, because under their charters we 
can not*reach them. On what principle is this clause inserted? Be- 
cause in the law which chartered these roads there is this provision: 
‘t That the United States mail shall at all times be transported on the 
said road and branches under the direction of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment at such price as Congress may by law direct.” 

Now, what I claim is that under that provision you have not the right 
to fix a just amount for the compensation of all the railroads of the 
United States and then split that amount rightinto two partsand make 
these companies take half of it. It means, if it means anything, that 
you shall fix such a rate asin conscience and fair dealing they ought to 
receive and then pay them allofit. The rate fixed for other roads they 
are entitled to. If a man comes to me to hire out and I say, ‘‘ What 
will you charge me for doing such a job?” and he says, ‘‘I will do the 
work and then you may fix the amount after I have done it,” does 
that give me the right to cut him down to nothing for his work or to 
cut him down to even half price? Why, most certainly not. It gives 
me the right simply to fix a good, square, fair rate and pay him that 
amount, and if I refuse to do it he can go into the proper court and com- 
pa me to pay him what the work is worth. Am I not correctas to the 
- law 
Now, what about these land-grant railroads? Why do you seek to 


cut them down 50 per cent.? Where are these roads that you strike 
by this bill and what are they? Why, sir, with the exception of the 
Union Pacific and Central Pacific, which are left out, there are fifty 


land-grant railroads in the United States. Ihave the list ofthem here. 
Among them I doubt if there are ten that are paying their expenses to- 
day and interest on their bonded debt. Was the land given to these . 
roads to cheapen the price of their mail service? No such thought ever 
entered the head of any one. The idea that stimulated the passage of 
the act giving land grants to these roads was this: that it would enable 
the building of roadsin y populated Territories, through countries 
which would not pay, and would thereby enable us to develop the 
country and bring into market large tracts of worthless lands; I mean 
lands that without the road would notbe settled upon. Only look atit: 
Here are roads scattered all over the United States. There are in all 
about 11,000 miles over and above the mileage of the Union Pacific, the 
Central Pacific, and the Northern Pacific. Of these roads twenty-three 
run through the Southern States; twenty-seven run through the North- 
ern States; four or five, I think, arein Florida. Theyare scattered all 
over the Southern and Western country. If you examine them you 
will find that the parties who put their money into them are not to-day 
receiving and never have received one cent of income or dividend on the 
money put into the great bulk of them. In my own State I know that 
to be the fact. I do not believea land-grant road in the Upper Penin- 
sula has ever made a dividend. I doubt if a road in the State has on 
its original stock. 

But what kind of an anomaly do you gentlemen present on the Demo- 
cratic side of the House? Isee my friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
is here. I want to call his attention to this fact. You have cutdown 
in this bill the land-grant roads on what they earn for carrying the 
mails to 50 cents on the dollar. Your colleague from Indiana [Mr. 
CoBB], whom I do not see in his seat, is in another room in this Capitol 
taking these same land grants away from those very roads. One Indi- 
ana Democrat is cutting down what they earn on account of having the 
nes and another Indiana Democrat is taking away these very same 
ands, 

Mr. ANDERSON. Which they did not earn. 

Mr. HORR. Oh, but they are forfeiting lands already earned. Isit 
fair and just to cut down their wages on account of land grants and then 
take the lands away? 

Mr. ANDERSON. The Public Lands Committee has not takenaway 
any land that any land-grant railroad has earned. It is not the Demo- 
cratic policy to take away lands they have earned. You can not blame 
them for that. 

Mr. HORR. We can tell better about that when we come to exam~ 
ine their bills, I think you will then find that my statement is cor- 
rect. 

Of course the reports are not all on file yet, but I do not have to go 
into the secret transactions of the committee; I can take the files of the 
House and show that they are trying in one committee to take these 
land grants away, and in this bill we are trying to cut off their pay be- 
cause they have had these same land grants. But I do not oppdse this 
provision on that account. I oppose it because it is not just, is not 
equitable, and because I do not believe the law making these grants 
gives Congress the right to make this distinction against these roads, 

What is the fair thing todo? I say that a little road which has been 
built through the woods and is ing to maintain its existence is 
entitled to receive pay for what it does for the Government. The fran- 
chises of all the great roads in the country are worth ten dollars where 
these land grants are worth one, for the great roads run through a coun- 
try which is populous and which furnishes a large amount of business. 
Take the New York Central; you do not touch that any more than you 
do a hundred other roads in the East and West, North and South. Yet 
those roads are making twenty dollars where these smaller land-grant 
roads are makingone, Yet withoutany discrimination you cut the com- 
pensation of these land-grant roads down to 50 cents on the dollar, and 
in that way prevent them from getting pay for what they do. I say it 
is unjust, itisunfair. I say it is unbecoming the dignity of a great na- 
tion thus to deal with these roads. We should deal with them in the 
same spirit of fairness that one individual would deal with another; 
that is my idea about it. 

Mr. BUDD. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. 

Mr. BUDD. The gentleman says that the New York Central and 
other Eastern roads have been making more money than the roads in 
the West. Is it not the fact that because the other great trunk lines 
of the East would not pool their earnings it (the New York Central) 
cut down its rates in order to force them into the pool, until the profits 
of all were merely nominal; in fact the New York Central, the Balti- 
moreand Ohio, the Canadian, and the other roadslostmoney? Butatthe 
same time the Central Pacific Railroad, a land-grant road, made enough 
money to build the Southern Pacific through the Territory of Arizona, 
and to gobble up the Atlantic and the Pacific out of the profits of its 
land grant and high rates of its freights and fares. 

Mr. HORR. Toanswer that question, Mr. Chairman, would take me 
about two days [laughter], because I would he required to go into the 
whole railroad question. I will say to my friend, however, that as I 
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understand it the New York Central has paid on its stock from 10 to 
14 per cent a year. Is not thatso? Besides, the Central Pacific that 


the gentleman mentions is not affected by this bill at all. It is pro- 
tected byits charter. Ihave looked this list of land-grantroads through, 
and I say thereis not a land-grant road in the Southern States that has 
ever paid a dollar of dividends to the men who have furnished the 
money to build it. They may receivesomein time; I think they will; 
but those roads are built through a country which does not now pay. 
The lands were given them because the country was new and the roads 
could not at first pay. 


I know it is easy to cry out against these railroads ; but I say that if |. 


you will examine into them one by one you will find that this bill will 
work great injustice to the poorer roads of the country, to roads which 
have been built by Eastern capital, and from which not a single cent 
has been received for the capital invested. I say this Houseshould be 
slow to ingraft such a provision upon any of its legislation. But I 
must hurry on. 

The next thing is a small matter; I do not complain of it much. I 
refer to the clause making appropriation for the steamboat service. 
The estimates for the next year called for $625,000 for this service. 
This bill gives $600,000, cutting off $25,000 of the estimate. I think 
that isa mistake. The bill gives the same amount, as I remember it, 
which the bill of last year gave for this service. 

Why is this extra $25,000 needed? Is there a gentleman from Flor- 
ida here? Idonotsee one. Let mesay that there has been an appli- 
cation to the Post-Office Department, and that Department has acted 
upon it favorably. I suppose it will be a good thing to give new and: 
faster steamboat service on the Saint John’s River in Florida. It is 
desired to have a fast mail from New York to Key West. There is a 
daily mail between Jacksonville and Palatka, and there is a slow daily 
mail on the Saint John’s River between Palatka and Enterprise. This 
extra appropriation is for the purpose of putting a steamboat on that 
river to carry the mail, stopping at only two places, and thereby giving 
a fast mail on that river. There is another new route wanted on Lake 
Michigan, from Harbor Springs to Beaver Island. 

This extra $25,000 is simply to secure a mail on those two routes, and 
also to enable the Government to increase this service in times of over- 
flow. It was found during the overflow on the Mississippi last year 
that a large number wor postotne were cut off, so that mails could not 

t to them in the way. For a few days or a few weeks steam- 

t mail service was required in order to carry the mails to them. 
Now, this bill does not give a dollar forsuch service. The Postmaster- 
General recommended this increase of appropriation for emergencies of 
that kind.. For instance, no longer ago than the other day New Rich- 
mond had to get steamboat service for her mails for the reason that the 
water there was so high as to prevent the cars from coming to that place. 
This matter of $25,000 then is to secure a faster mail on that route in 
Florida, a new one on Lake Michigan, and to meet these emergencies 
of overflow as I have indicated. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. Will the gentleman allow me to make a sugges- 
tion? ` 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. The gentleman speaks of a fast mail service from 
Jacksonville to Palatka, Allow me to state that the Government has 
not paid one cent for the mail service from Charleston to Jacksonville 
for the last year; itis done by the railroad without compensation to 
accommodate that section of the country. 

Mr. HORR. Do I understand the gentleman to say that we ought 
not to provide for payment on that route? 

Mr. NICHOLLS. No. I say the railroads ought to be paid; but 
they have not been. 

Mr. HORR. And we can not pay them, if we pass this bill as re- 
ported. That is the very thing I am complaining of—such work is 
needed, but this bill does not provide the proper pay for doing it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Has my friend stated the fact that the Post- 
master-General did not make any estimate for this branch of the serv- 
ice; that he left out of the estiniates entirely any appropriation for 

mail facilities ? 

Mr. HORR. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. The Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General did ask for this $25,000. This is not for special 
service at all; it is for steamboat service. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iamspeakingof Postmaster-General Gresham, 
the head of the De ent, not of any subordinate. We look to the 
Postmas' for estimates. 

Mr. HORR. Why, sir, the Postmaster-General did include in his 
estimate this $25,000 for this very purpose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. For special mail facilities on railroads? 

Mr. HORR. Not at all; I am speaking of the steamboat service. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then the gentleman will excuse me; I mis- 
understood him. 
Mr. HORR. I left the railroad subject some time ago, when the gen- 
tleman was out of his seat. I am undertaking now to show that this 
estimated sum of $25,000 for the steamboat service ought to have been 
appropriated, that it was needed, and should not have been left out, and 
I think the members who have followed me are satisfied that I am right. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, Icome tothe star-route service. In this service 


the committee have allowed indirectly the full amount asked for by the 
Postmaster-General. I am glad that.my friend from Illinois is now in 
his seat. If I make any statement on this point which is not correct 
I wish that he would stop me. In order to cover up the exact amount 
appropriated by this bill, in order to make it seem smaller than it really 
is, and thus to deceive the people as to the amount that the bill actu- 
ally carries, the committee propose to reappropriate $1,000,000 out of 
a fund that was saved from this service in 1883. Ifyou will look at 
the bill you will find it carries an appropriation of $4,600,000, and 
$1,000,000 reappropriated. 

Now look at the footing at the end of the bill, and you will find that 
this $1,000,000 reappropriated is left out. Why? What for, I mean? 
I would be very glad to have you tell me right here. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iwilldoso. AN therevenue of the Post-Office 
Department is set aside specially to defray the expenses of that Depart- 
ment, if it is sufficient todo so. Ifit is notsufficient, the Department 
calls for an appropriation for the deficiency, to be paid out of the general 
Treasury. We found thatin 1883 the expenditures of that Department 
were more than $2,000,000 less than the amount appropriated for the 
Department. We have, therefore, lying idle to the credit of that De- 
partment $2,000,000. Now in this bill we have reappropriated $1,000, - 
000 of this fund standing to the credit of the Department, in order to 
avoid the necessity, if there should be a deficiency, of having to make 
appropriation out of the general Treasury. 

Mr. HORR. Under the law, that $2,000,000, on the Ist day of next 
July, has to go back into the general fund; does it not? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No; if my friend will look at the statute he 
will find that the amount lies there to the credit of the Post-Office De- 

ment. 

Mr. HORR. But at the end of two years it goes right back to the 
general fund. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My friend is mistaken. 

Mr. HORR. Iam not mistaken. That money by operation of law 
goes back into the Treasury at the end of two years. Then why reap- 
propriate it? Why did you not simply appropriatethe whole &4mount 
required in the usual regular way? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Forthe reason that we wanted to give and have 

iven every dollar that the Departmentasked for the star-route service— 

,600,000; but we have also made available $1,000,000, which was left 
over after the exposure of the star-route thieves. It was found that in 
one year we could honestly reduce the expenditures of that Department 
$2,000,000. Now, after the thieves have been exposed, and afterit has 
been found that the Government could save $2,000,000, that amount lies 
in the Treasury to the credit of the Department; and we have appro- 
priated $1,000,000 of that amount. 

Mr. HORR. Why did you not say, then, at the end of your bill, 
‘*$45,000,000 appropriated and $1,000,000 reappropriated,’’ making 
$46,000,000 carried by this bill? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. You may put it in your speech or have it 
pang in the bill, if yeu please. That is not a partof the bill. The 

ill speaks for itself. 

Mr. HORR. But the bill as it now is does not speak the truth. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The bill asitis tells the exact truth. It says 
that we appropriate $4,600, 000, and in addition reappropriate $1,000,000 
which was saved from the thieves. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, let me ask my friend if ever in the his- 
tory of this Government an appropriation of this kind was ever before 
made in a Post-Office appropriation bill? Never; and the gentleman 
well knowsit; and the footings at the end of the bill are simply intended 
to mislead as to the amount actually appropriated. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will say to my friend that I can bring in- 
stances here showing that Republican Congresses, one after another, 
have reappropriated unexpended money lying in the Treasury. 4 

Mr. HORR. Why, Mr. Chairman, if a Republican Congress ever re- 
app riated money of this kind and in this way they committed a 

under. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me say to my friend that at the very last 
eonan eS Congress reappropriated $15,000,000 for the pen- 
sion 

Mr. HORR. That may have been done in the pension bill for some 
Fy reason; I can not stop to talk about that now; but I do say that 
if any such case as this can be found, then the Republicans did wrong, 
blundered. Admit, if you paa that they made precisely this same 
mistake, which I much doubt, has the Democratic party got into such 
a condition that it can never get any better except by imitating our 
blunders? Does it improve you gentlemen to imitate our mistakes ? 
{Laughter.] Let me suggest that if you will imitate our virtues you 
will improve a great deal faster. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We can not find any virtues to imitate. 

Mr. HORR. You can not find any? Why? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No; wecan not find any virtues in the Repub- 
lican deserving of imitation. 

Mr. HORR. Why? Permit me to tell you why. There are some 
people who are color-blind and can not discover or do not know the dif- 
ference between the beautiful colors of nature and the most somber- > 
looking things in the world; but it does not follow that nature is not 
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all covered over with beauty simply because they do not see it. Sobe- 
cause you can not see the virtues of the Republican party, my friend, 
it does not follow that none exist. Why, sir, they are plentiful, thickly 
strown all along our pathway for twenty-six years last past. [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

The trouble with you gentlemen is you seem to be happy only when 
you can spy out some mistake of ours, and then you imitate that and 
cry out, “Oh, we are virtuous now, because we are doing just as you 
Republicans did!” [Laughter.] .- 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman from Michigan yield tome 
for a question? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly ; for any kind of a question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does the gentleman from Michigan consider 
the star-route service one of the virtues and beauties of his party ? 

Mr. HORR. One ofits beauties, certainly. It isas important aserv- 
ice to-day as there is in the country, and one trouble is, we are getti 
it done too cheaply, as I will show ina moment. True, we have ha 
some bad work in connection with it, and the Republican party, unlike 
yours, took after the thieves, smoked them out, and saved two millions 
of dollars in one year by doing it. You have no such record as that in 
your history clear back to Jefferson, and that is as far as any of you 
go. Frenghter and applause. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We had no such star-route record as that of the 
Republican party, and we thank God for it. 

Mr. HORR. A man whose memory is full of Tweed and his Demo- 
cratic associates don’t want to lecture our party because abuses crept 


into this service which were stopped the moment they were discovered.. 


We expose and turn out our rascals. When have you done as much? 

But that, Mr. Chairman, has nothing to do with the Post-Office ap- 
propriation bill. [Laughter.] I must hasten on. 

I wish, Mr. Chairman, that these star routes could be let in a differ- 
ent way. Iagree with my friend from Nlinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] that 
we are to-day not getting the best star-route service possible. The let- 
ting is so done that combinations are formed all over the United States, 
and these companies or combinations get the contracts originally, and 
then relet these routes at so low a rate as to materially injure the men 
who do the work. Let me be fully understood: 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HORR. I did not suppose I had occupied so much time, and I 
ask permission of the committee to finish what I hadt prepared to say. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I hope the gentleman's time will be extended, and 
I will make that motion—that be be permitted to proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the gentleman 
will proceed. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. HORR. I can not tell, but"I will not unnecessarily consume the 
time of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, what I was about to say is that the pres- 
ent system is in such shape that at the letting of these star-route con- 
tracts the routes are largely captured by a lot of combinations in different 
parts of the United States. They get these contracts and then sublet them 
at ruinous rates, and thus compel the service to be done for a great deal 
less than it is really worth. That necessarily gives us poor service, as 
is always the case where men work for poor pay. 

I have studied this question with some care to see if it were not pos- 
sible to remedy the difficulty in this bill. I found no remedy possible. 
I do not think there can be any remedy without increasing expenditures, 
and that we could not do on an appropriation bill, because it would re- 
quire us to change existing law. ‘There is a bill now before this House 
which I think in a measure will remedy this difficulty, What we should 
aim to do is to arrange it so that the men who do the carrying of the 
mail shall get the pay for the work done. You will be astonished to 
find that about two-thirds of the star routes in the United States are 
sublet, and these combinations get thousands of dollars, if not hundreds 
of thousands, and get it without doing one single chore of the work. To 
avoid this I think we will have to pay more money, but it ought to be 
done, in my judgment, even if it costs more money. At least there 
would be some recompense to me for the extra cost if the money could 
all go into the pockets of the men who perform the service. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Allow me, before the gentleman leaves 
this point, to ask him this question. 

Mr. HORR. Certainly, sir. ‘ 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Is the gentleman from Michigan aware 
of the fact that at the letting which took place on the Ist of the pres- 
ent month there were numbers of these star routes for which there was 
not a single local bidder? 

Mr. HORR. I knew my friend from Kentucky would be on his feet 
just as soon as I came to this particular point of the star-route service. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I would like, with the gentleman’s per- 
mission, to proceed a little further, and ask him another question. 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman’s district is largely represented by these 
combinations. In my examination I have looked them up and found 
such to be the case. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I hope that the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, since he has.chosen to make that statement in this House, will 
allow me to make a further statement, 
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Mr. HORR. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. My district will not show a star-route 
thief, while the Post-Office Department will show quite a number of 
them. The combinations or contractors in my district, to which the 
gentleman from Michigan referred, have saved thousands of dollars to 
this Government. 

Mr. HORR. Are you done? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The process which he proposes will not 
cheapen the service and he does not claim that it will. Nor will the 
shutting out of general bidders and giving a monopoly of the contract 
business to local bidders furnish an improved service for the people in 
my ben ie Tt will be in the interest, however, of a few liverymen, 
who will take the place of the general bidders and form local combina- 
tions which will increase the expenses of the service. Mail contractors 
are as important in my opinion to the efficiency of the mail service as 
drummers are to the commerce of the country. 

Mr. HORR. Well, I am in danger of forgetting the first part of the 
question before you get to the last part [laughter], but I will endeavor 
to answer the gentleman’s question as I goon. I did not intend to go 
into the details of this business. His constituents—and there are com- 
binations elsewhere than in his district, I am frank to admit—so far 
as I know, have never done any stealing. I do not think they have 
ever stolen anything; but they have combined together, and under the 
preen law a postmaster here in Washington, for instance, or in the 

tate where these parties live, in the vicinity of where my friend lives 
in Kentucky, for instance, can certify to their bond. Now, they get to- 
gether and look over all of the mail-routes in the United States which 
are advertised to be let. They figure out that they can perform the 
service at so much per mile. They makes statement, accompanied by 
their bid, that they know the conditions of that route and the service 
needed, which statement is pretty nearly stretching the truth—that is 
as near as I expect a man from my friend’s district can come—and they 
filetheir bid. ow do they do that? Mr. Chairman, they have learned 
human nature. They areshrewd men. They were reared in a practical 
school. If their figuring on a certain bid amounts, for instance, to 
$410, with the figures at $8 a mile, they put their bid in at $407 or $408, 
so as to get a little below the even fives or tens. In some way they 
have been able to discover that the men who live near the rontes always 
put their bids in even fives and tens, so that in that manner, by bidding 
just a little below their agreed rate, they capture the route. Last 
year, by this very process of getting a few dollars below the even fives 
and tens, they sueceeded in capturing two-thirds of all the mail-routes 
let in the United States in the star-route service. 

Now understand—— 

Mr. BELFORD. Let me call your attention to a point just here. 

Mr. HORR. I hope my friend from Colorado will not interrupt me 
now. I want to finish this point, 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I hope the gentleman will not be in- 
terrupted. I want him to go on with reference to this subject. 

Mr. HORR, I am going to-do so. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I want to learn something about this 
matter, 

Mr. HORR. You will if you listen. I was going on to say that the 
people living at home, in the vicinity of the route, bid the amount or 
just about the amount that they figured out ought to be given for the 
service; these combinations, as I have shown, learn to go a little helow 
that. They do not intend to do the work, and they bid less than the 
man who intends to do the work feels as if it should be done for. 

There is no collusion at the Department. I supposed myself at first 
there must have been, but upon examination, when I learned the methods 
adopted by the Department, I became satisfied that there is no possible 
chance there for these combinations to learn about the local bids; but 
these men have reduced their movements almost to a science in the 
manner that I have stated or in some such manner until they have suc- 
ceeded in capturing two-thirds of all the star routes in the United States. 
Then the next thing is to give bonds. They do this and secure the 
contract. Then they send out their agents to these places, and often 
sublet to the very man who bid against them; and thus they make men 
who actually do the work, who carry the mails, take them at from 10 
to 30 per cent. less than they themselves bid for them. These contracts, 
subletting, are on the files of the Department. The result is that the 
men who carry the mails carry them all over the country for less than 
the service is actually worth. And these combinations—I am not find- 
ing fault with them, itis their business and managed for their own ben- 
efit—I say these men manage to make perhaps hundreds of thousands of 
dollars that they donotreally earn. That is my objection tothe present 
system. The gentleman saysthey save money tothe Government. Ad- 
mit it. Butit is better for the Government, I say, to pay, if necessary, 
more money if by doing so we can get a much better service than we 
can possibly get under the present system, Such would be the result, 
because we all know that a good service can be had only by paying what 
it is worth to the men who do the work. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Now, the gentleman from Michigan says 
that these combinationsin my district, sevenoreight hundred milesaway 
from here, make no collusion with the officers in the Department. I 
wish now to ask the gentleman if he can answer this question, whether 
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the officers in the Department have in times past made no collusions 
with combinations in the city of Washington? And whether hisargu- 
ment is not in the interest of combinations in Washington instead of 
the interests of the Government? 

Mr. HORR. Nota particle. I would break up these combinations 
here in Washington just as well as I would in Kentucky, and have the 
money of the Government go to the men who carry the mails, who do 
the work. I think that can be done under the provisions of the bill 
now on our Calendar, which compels them to get the approval of their 
bonds from postmasters living contiguous to the route. I think that 
will do it. Ishould hope it may, because it will give a purer and bet- 
ter service in my judgment and place the money in the pockets of the 
men who actually earn it. 3 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Before the gentleman leaves this 

int— 

S BELFORD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word to the 
tleman—— 

Mr. HORR. I must decline to yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan declines to yield. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman, as this committee has extended 
the time of the gentleman from Michigan, as I understand, and as I 
desired to call his attention to some facts which would confirm his asser- 
tion and strengthen the statement he is making, I had hoped to obtain 
his consent to do so. But he has yielded on two occasions to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky but has declined to extend that courtesy to 
me. I hope, therefore, that he will be permitted to go on uninterrupt- 
edly. 

Mr. HORR. Ido not know any reply I can make to that. I had 
no idea of being discourteous to the gentleman from Colorado. He 
makes no allowance for the fact that so much of my time has been 
occupied by my friend from Kentucky and by other interruptions. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask the gentleman from Michigan, as 
his time is unlimited and he has made an attack on my district, to 
yield to me. , i 

Mr. HORR. Notatall. I have made noattack on my friend’s dis- 
trict. Iam not blaming his constituents. I am simply trying to de- 
vise a better system than theirs. But I yield to the gentleman if he 
will be brief-—— : 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I want to state a few facts on the point 
which the gentleman from Michigan ispresenting. Imay be presumed 
to know a little more of my districtthan the gentleman from Michigan 
can know. I want to call his attention to this fact, that while there 
are combinations that bid for star-routes, they understand the busi- 
ness and succeed. I know of one such in my old district which has 
been in the business for over twenty years. And I want to say to the 

tleman from Michigan that he may search the records of the Post- 

ce Department, and he will find that the gentleman to whom I allude, 
Hon. R. Boyd, of London, Ky., has never been declared a failing con- 
tractor for one dollar; nor has he or the combination to which he 
belongs ever had any service expedited in their interest; nor has any 
man in my district ever been in connection with any of the star-route 
frauds. That, sir, is a pretty clean record. 

The success of such combinations as that has encouraged other men 
who do not understand the business to undertake to make money in a 
business of which they know nothing. Some men will do that in every 
avocation of life. Some undertake to be merchants who are fit for farm- 
ing or some other business, but not for the mercantile business. Now 
I want to call the attention of the gentleman from Michigan—— 

Mr. HORR. I do not know that I can yield further; the gentleman 
is ruining my speech. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Of course I am. I rose for that pur- 
pose. I hope the gentleman will notcut me off. Let him give me two 
minutes more. 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman can goon. He seems to need relief for 
some reason. A 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I want to refer to an instance which 
occurred. A gentleman in my district—not in my district now but in 
loyal Whitley County, which the Democratic party took out of my dis- 
trict because of its loyalty to me—wrote to me asking me to go to the 
Department to learn why he was reported as a failing contractor; that 
he had sent a numberof bids to the Department and wanted them con- 
sidered, and that he had been informed by a friend that they were not 
being considered. I went to Mr. Lyman and asked him why that was 
so. He said the Sixth Auditor of the Post-Office Department had re- 

rted this gentleman as a failing contractoron a route in Alabama. I 

said: ‘‘Did he ask to be restored?” He said ‘‘No; ifhe had asked 
to be restored we would have restored him” upon the receipt of notice 
from the Sixth Auditor that his account had been satisfactorily settled. 

I looked through the files and saw the gentleman from Whitley had 
offered to pay up every dollar—$19 I think was the amount—and had 
asked to be restored. The Second Assistant Postmaster-General had 
been requested by this gentleman to restore him, as his own files showed, 
for I saw the papers. This application was nearly a year ago and after 
he had paid off all his obligations and the Sixth Auditor had certified 
that his account was settled; and yet his bids had not been considered 
and never were considered. I showed this to Mr. Lyman, and asked 


him why it was so. He said he intended to freeze out those bidders 
in Whitley County, Kentucky. They were troublesome and too re- 
mote. 

Mr. HORR. I can not yield to the gentleman further, because I am 
anxious to finish my remarks during my natural life. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I want to show up this case, for it rather 
indicates that the Department is working in the interest of ince ec 
or other combinations, and is not attempting to do justice to the whole 
country. 

Mr. HORR. I have no assurance that the tleman’s statement 
would not last a week and must decline to yield further. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan has the floor. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, I know nothing of the case named by 
the gentleman, but I will venture the assertion that the Departments 
are not working in behalf of Washington combinations as against those 
in Kentucky or anywhereelse. They may bedesirous of keeping these 
star-routes out of the hands of them all; in efforts made in that direc- 
tion they have my sympathy and support. 

I was about coming to another item in the bill, and it is the most 
important part of the railway mail service, that of the railway clerks, 
what we used to call the route-agents. Now, we expended in 1883 on 
this branch of the service $3,888,032. In 1884 we appropriated 
$3,977,120. The estimate for this year is $4,295,289.60 to perform 
this work and pay the needed number of clerks. 

I need not say to the House that this railway-clerk service is the key 
to our entire post-office system. The railway clerks distribute the 
mails from the cars. They do the most laborious work, with the ex- 
ception of the carriers, of any men in the postal employment. They 
are hard-working and faithful men. Now, this bill only appropriates 
$4,000,000 for this service, thus cutting down the estimate $295,289.60. 
What are the facts in regard toit? For the current year the appro- 
priation, as I have said, was $3,977,120. On the 29th of February 
last there were racer ba in this service 4,025 clerks. They cost— 
for their salary is fixed by law—$4,026,141 per year. This bill carries 
only $4,000,000. So that if we only give the amount provided in this 
bill there will be a shortage of $26,141 next year without providing for 
one particle of increase which necessarily arises in this service. ~ 

Does my friend from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] know that all men 
in the service can not be kept in next year on the appropriation pro- 
vided in this bill? The service now needs, they tell us, 368 additional 
clerks, of whom 143 are needed on new lines. Understand me, new 
railroads that are built to-day need 143 new clerks, and we have not 
provided a dollar with which to pay them. Can it be possible that the 
American Congress proposes to make an appropriation for the benefit of 
the Post-Office Department and leave that service unprovided for, as I 
have shown ? 

These new lines must have the service. We all know the man who 
has the management of this railway service and know there is no more 
careful man in the employment of the Government. He never uses a 
dollar above the appropriation, if he lets the service suffer. He never 
estimates for a shilling that he does not need. We have given him 
heretofore just the amount he has asked for. He has never exceeded 
it, and if he has always used it all it is because the good of the service 
demanded it. 

You all know that the mails are piling up on the roads in some parts 
of the United States because there is a lack of clerks to attend to them. 
And yet the Committee on Appropriations have here prepared a bill 
which will actually cripple this service for the next fiscal year. I do 
not for a moment believe that the House will permit this to be done. 
Far better give too much than too little for this branch of the service. 

Now I come to the little matter of mail bags and catchers. The 
Committee on Appropriations have reduced the amount estimated by 
$25,000. Whatis the fact about thatitem? The appropriation for that 
branch of the service has been so low heretofore that the mail-bag sup- 
ply is running out. Bags for this purpose are only made toorder. You 
can not get asupply of them in a day, or in a week, orina month. The 
Post-Office Department has been in the habit of keeping a supply on 
hand, and the Postmaster-General now tells us that the supply is well- 
nigh exhausted, and in order to meet the demand and accumulate such 
a number as prudence dictates $25,000 is needed in excess of the ap- 
propriation of last year. I submit to gentlemen here that we ought to 
grant it. 

Again, the estimate for the mail-messenger business is cut down in 
the sameway. You all understand whatthatis. The mail messenger 
is the man who carries the mails from the depot to the post-office and 
from the post-office to the depot, mainly in our large cities. The De- 
partment asked for $1,000,000 for the next fiscal year. This branch of 
the service for the year ending June 30, 1883, cost $800,000. For the 
year ending June 30, 1884, $850,000 was appropriated. The service will 
cost for this year $20,000 more than was appropriated for it; that is, the 
actual amount to be expended for the year 1884 will be $870,000. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Doesthegentleman mean this year or last year? 

Mr. HORR. This year. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We have not the estimates for this year. 

Mr. HORR. I say that from what is now known there will be a 
defieiency this year of $20,000. 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. That must be conjectured for one-half of the 
year ; the fiscal year is only about half gone. 

Mr. HORR. ‘This is a service which must be performed. 
done by the same kind of lettings as the sere, service is, although it 


It is not 


is let in some instances. The postmasters hire this service, and it is 
performed as cheaply as it can possibly bedone. You will find, if you 
will examine the matter, that the cost of this service cannot be reduced. 
Yet this bill gives only. $900,000 for this service. For the next year 
there will be required an increased service of this kind of $30,000, if 
no new roads should be built. But new roads will probably be built, 
and at least $100,000 more will be required. Thisservice must have a 
little money for leeway. When the floods came in Cincinnati they 
telegraphed the De ent to give $20 a day extra for messengers, 
and then again for per day, use they had to carry their mails 
into the country in order to reach the railroads away from the overflow. 
This bill reduces the estimate by $100,000, whereas we ought to ap- 
propriate every dollar asked in order not to cripple the service. 

In conclusion, Mr, Chairman, let me state that I have tried to point 
-out some of the reasons why I think this bill ought to be amended. 


When the proper time comes I shall attempt to have the House so 
amend it that it will not destroy the service it is intended to support. 
I want to say just one word to my friends on the Democratic side of 


the House. I ask you in all kindness if you think you can gain any 
political credit or renown by curtailing the service of such a Department 
as the Post-Office Department of this Government? Ipermit no man to 
before me in an attempt to save to the United States Treasury every 

ollar unnecessarily expended. But while I would do that, I would be 
overcareful to give a Department like the Post-Office Department ample 
money, so that its duties can be performed in a manner that will serve 
the people as they ought to be served. 

Just think of i to run a political party on the simple shib- 
boleth of ‘‘economy! ecenomy!’’ when your economy will hamper and 
cripple one of the greatest and most perfect systems of the country, that 
which carries the letters and newspapersof the land. The mail service 
is sacred in the eyes of the people. It conveys knowl information, 
m of love from homes to homes all over the United States. Now 
what we should do is, like business men, to appropriate sufficient for 
this service, as nearly as we can, to provide for its needs; not gingerly, 
not reluctantly. The postage collected pays the bills. Let us do for 
the Post-Office Department what we as individuals would do for it if we 
owned it and were running it ourselves. Let us give them the neces- 
sary funds to make the service complete and efficient. They are not 
squandering the money. No country in the world has a purer service. 
And to do that you will be compelled to amend this bill in the many 
features which I have pointed out. I am satisfied that the majority of 
this House are not going to cripple the mail service of this country. 
When once its needs are understood you will surely treat this service 
with a liberality and fairness that is commensurate with its importance. 

Iam much obliged to the committee for the kind attention given me, 
though I have been compelled, owing to interruptions, to take much 
more time than I had intended. 

Mr. SUMNER, of California. Mr. Chairman, I shall contend that 
every Representative when he stands before the Speaker’s desk and 
takes the prescribed oath to support the Constitution of the United 
States gives solemn promise and pledge to aid, according to his oppor- 
tunity and ability, toward securing an enlargement of the present postal 
system of the United States by the establishment of a Government 
postal telegraph. I know that to some—perhaps to many —this prop- 
osition may at first seem unfounded and absurd. I know that at least 
all the decent epithets that can be heaped upon a man to characterize 
him as ae the faculties which go to make up the average human 
intellect, which are requisite for the possession of good common-sense, 
have been applied to those persons who have insisted that upon grounds 
of public policy the United States of America should have and should 
operate a Government postal telegraph. Much more might it be ex- 
pected that such a claim for fundamental basis, obligation, and demand 
as I have ventured to present, if there be condescension to notice it at 
all, will be challenged or scouted as belonging alone in the domain of 
the ridiculous. Yet it is presented here and now as my title and my 
text. 

The Constitution of the United States, insection8 of article 1, provides 
that Congress may establish post-offices and post-roads—the precise lan- 
guage being that ‘“‘The Congress shall have power to establish post- 
offices and post-roads.’’ More thana century of uninterrupted and un- 
challenged legislation founded upon that provision of the organie act 
has so construed this delegation of authority as to make it an instruction 
and mandate to the members of the National Legislature. We have 
then only to ascertain the function of the Post-Office, which was es- 
tablished under the Articles of Confederation, and the nature of the 
added ‘‘ power,” to “‘ establish post-roads, ” in order tosee how fara per- 
cane ai of duty under oath is by this subdivision required of every 
one of us. 

It is interesting to trace the history of the public post, and note its 
recorded existence as marking the advance and the climax of civiliza- 
tions in the Old World. But while such a review would be pertinent 
and appropriate at the beginning of a train of rising argument on such 


an occasion, I have not the time here to enter upon it. We may have 
gratefully regarded the institution in its general, comprehensive, and 
beneficent provisions, as it was in the day of its adoption by us a nearly 
perfect legacy from our immediate forefathers—from those countries to 
which we shall have occasion to refer hereafter when we come to urge 
with specific detail that increase in the postal facilities of the people 
which belongs to our due obedience to the supreme statute of our Union. 
Under the privilege usually accorded, however, 1 shall wish to have read 
at this point in my published remarks an extract from the standard 
treatise on the Constitution, written by Joseph Story, respecting the ad- 
vantages enjoyed, and to be constantly increased, by anthority of the 
clause ‘‘to establish post-oflices and post-roads.’’ No less aman than 
Judge Story, when writing on this subject more than forty years ago 
(1839), saw fit to say: 

This power is peculiarly appropriate to the National Government, and would 
be at once unwieldy, dilatory, and irregular in the hands of the States, from the 
utter impracticability of adopting any uniform system of regulations for the 
whole continent, and from the rogers of the burdens and benefits of any local 
atan among the several States in proportion to their own expenditure. Under 

e auspices of the Government the Post-Office has already become one of the 
most beneficentand useful of our national establishments. "ie circulates intelli- 
gence of a commercial leeg Eir: literary, and private nature with incredible 

and regularity. Ttthus administers, in a very high d e, to the comfort, 

e interests, and the necessities of persons in every rank and station of life. It 
is not less effective as an instrument of the Government, enabling it in times of 
peace and war to send its orders, execute its measures, ‘transmit its funds, and 
regulate its operations with a promptitudeand certainty which are of incalcula- 
ble importance in point of economy as well as of energy. The rapidity of its 
movements n in a general view doubled within the last twenty years; 
and there were at the close of 1838 12,663 post-offices in the United States, with 
mails then travelingin various directions and on various routes more than 134,000 
miles. The net amount of postage in 1838 amounted to a little short of three 


millions of dollars. 
It seems wholly unn: to vindicate the grant of a power which has been 


thus demo; to be of the highest value to all the people of the Union. 

I think it will be observed at once that there is a very great signifi- 
cance in some portions of this short chapter from Judge Story’s famous 
hand-book of the Constitution, as bearing upon the topic announced. 

Mr. Chairman, is there any gentleman here who will rise and seriously 
suggest, by way of amendment or otherwise, that we should refrain 
from making any postal appropriation at all during this session of Con- 
gress? Or declare that we should make provision for transferring, so 
soon as conveniently may be, the administration of postal affairs to 
private management? Imagine, if you can, a Representative on this 
floor insisting that our mail-bags should be taken from the railway vans 
and placed upon mail-coaches of the pattern of fifty or sixty years ago, 
to be drawn by animals from place to place? What one of us would 
tolerate, in a moment’s sober thought, such a proposition as that ? 
Who could put forward such a suggestion with the air of sustained 
sincerity without its being sus by all reasonable and reasoning 
listeners that the man was a fit subject for an imbecile’sasylum? And 
yet I confess that it has seemed to me that having regard exclusively 
to the letter-carrying for the people, it is almost as absurd to insist 
that the Government of the United States ought not, on the grounds of 
authority and propriety, either or both, to undertake the transmission 
of intelligence by the operations of the telegraph. In the ‘‘ progress 
of events’’ the post-boy succeeded the military courier and the wan- 
dering merchant as a carrier of the people’s letters; and the mail- 
coach and the railway car in dueordersucceeded them. In the ‘' prog- 
ress of events’’ the telegraph should have been brought, as elsewhere 
it has been, under national administration, and so utilized and regu- 
lated as a method of intercommunication between the inhabitants of 
our country. I seek to put the matter upon its true and firm basis, 
and in the simplicity of history and of right. 

I noticed that the reporting member of the Appropriations Committee 
having this bill in charge, and to whose great courtesy I am indebted 
for the personal privilege of this hour, in his own apt and becomingsum- 
mary of the ‘‘ progress of events” in connection with the postal system 
of Europe, incidentally referred to the fact that in a great degree the 
electric current, brought in subjection to the will of man, bears the mes- 
sages of the people of Great Britain from shore to shore. As he spoke I 
felt the waiting of expectation for a suggestion from his lips that would 
have embraced arecommendation forthe reform or implied favor for the 
enlargement that I stand here toadvocate. There was in what he said at 
least the inadvertent directing of attention to the deplorable contrast 
between the postal facilities enjoyed by the peoples of other enlightened 
countries and those vouchsafed to our own. 

Mr. Chairman, in order to outline at once the entire advocacy that I 
would like to make before this Legislature—although I can now do no 
more than touch and go with respect to some points involved in the brief 
opportunity thatis here afforded—I will suggest an amendment that, if 
the rules permitted, I should offer by way of addition to the bill re- 
ported. I would seek to have annexed, with an appropriate change of 
the numbering of the sections, House bill No. 98, introduced by me on 
the 10th day of December, 1883: 

A bill to enlarge the posta! facilities of the people of the United States. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in ss assembied, That to provide the people of the United States with 
such facilities for the transmission ar letters, in addition to those now had by 
due course of mail, as are possessed and enjoyed by every other civilized na- 
tion, it is hereby determined and declared that the postal system of the United 
States shall include and embrace a postal telegraph; and the Postmaster-Gen- 
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eral is hereby authorized, em 
scribe or cause to be pre 


wered, and instructed to Beijin at once to pre- 
lans and specifications for the construction of 


the lines of said telegraph; and actual work in the building of such lines 
shall be at as early a date as practicable; and the work of construction 
and extension of such lines shall be prosecuted until all the t-offices of the 


country south of the northernmost boundary of Washington Territory, having 

population of four hundred inhabitants or more, shall have been connected by 
such a number of postal-telegraph wires as will meet the requirements of the 
people for business and personal correspondence, Contracts shall be let, after 
due ad t, for the work of construction and for the furnishing of ma- 
terials, instruments, and office appointments, to the lowest responsible bidder 
or bidders, except as hereinafter provided. 

Sec, 2. That the better to carry out the purposes of this act the office of Fourth 
Assistant Postmaster-General is hereby ; and such officer, who shall be 
acom t and skillful electrician, shall be Sppainted in the same manner in 
which the other Assistant Postmasters-General are appointed, and with the 
same salary. The duties of such officer shall be, under the direction and sub- 
ject to the supervision of the Postmaster-General, to exercise a general power of 
management and control over the administration of the tel ph, and to make 
an annual report thereupon tothe Postmaster-General, which report shall show 
the amount of the receipts and expenditures of his office, the number of Gov- 
ernment and other aoe tches transmitted during the year preceding the date 
of such report, the number of miles of new lines constructed, the number of new 
offices opened, ther with such information as may be specially required 
from him by the Postmaster-General of the United States. 

Sec, 3. That the construction of the telegraph lines contemplated under the 

rovisions of this actshall be begun. as near as practicable, simultaneously at the 
ollo places, namely: Port nd, in the State of Maine; Seattle, in Washing- 


ton Territory ; n, in the State of husetts; Portland, in the State of 
Oregon; New York, in the State of New York; Philadelphia, in the State of 
vania; Baltimore, in the State of Maryland; Washington, in the Dis- 


Pen. 

trict of Columbia ; Richmond, in the State of Virginia; New Berne, in the State of 
North Carolina; Charleston in the State of South Carolina; Savannah, in the 
State of Georgia; Jacksonville, in the State of Florida; Mobile, in the State of 
Alabama; New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana; Galveston, in the State of 
Texas; Cincinnati and Cleveland, in the State of Ohio; Detroit, in the State of 
Michigan; Chi , in the State of Illinois; Minneapolis, in the State of Minne- 
sota; Omaha, in the State of Nebraska; Saint Louisand City, in the State 
of Missouri; Denver, in the State of Colorado; Salt Lake City, in Utah saog 3 
Yreka, Eureka, Sacramento, San Francisco, Los Angeles, and San Di in the 
State of California; and the work of construction shall continue with all reason- 
able dispatch along the routes selected by the Postmaster-General until eve 
town in the United States of four hundred inhabitants or more, situated sou' 
of the northernmost boundary of Washington Territory, shall have been reached 
and connected by the fy hic wires of the telegraph radiating from 
the principal points hereinbefore designated. ut nothing in thissection oract 
shall be construed so as to prohibit or restrain the Postmaster-General from es- 
tablishing and maintaining postal-telegraph stations at any other fices 
than are herein embraced by the designation of a minimum population; the 
object and intent of this act being to establish and maintain a postal Sepe 
that shall ultimately, and as 5 ily as practicable, reach with its wires and its 
p ipep paate every post-office in the United States; and the Postmaster- 
Gene: hereby authoriztd, empowered, and instructed to establish and open 
for business such pomak tairaraph stations as he may, in his discretion, deem it 
wise or expedient to establish, and open for business, along the routes pre- 
scribed by him in sparsely settled portions of this nation, such stations as are, in 
his judgment, necessary or desirable for the proper maintenance of the pores 
line or lines of the postal telegraph, or as are, in his judgment, required for the 
convenience of the people of the United States. 

Sec. 4. That the wires, cables, insulators, poles, Monas; instruments, and bat- 
teries of the postal telegraph of the United States shall be of the very best mate- 
rial procurable, adapted in every respect, so far as reasonably may be, for the 
highest efficiency and the most rapid performance of the work that will be re- 
quired to be done by their agency. 

ph shall be established in the 


Sec. 5. That the local offices of the  vtarose tele; 
respective post-offices of the United States, in the cities and towns and villages 
under the super- 


on the routes designated, and the local management shall be 
vision and direction of the postmaster in each city, town, or village so connected 
on the pose scien routes as aforesaid. The compensation of the operators 
and messengers shall be paid from the receipts of the respective offices for pos- 
tal-telegraph services: Provided, That during the first five years from and after 
the pees and approval of this act the Postmaster-General may meet and sup- 


ly any deficiency in the receipts of any postal-telegraph office, as compared 
s th the revenue derived from t dispatch of tel ante messages or the sale 
of postal-telegraph stamps, by payments out of the d arising from the sale of 


omen Sic 5 bonds as hereinafter provided for; and the Secretary of the 
OI sl honor the drafts of the Postmaster-General in accordance with 
ion, 


Sec. 6. That the rates for the transmission of messages shall be ten cents for 
each ten words or less, exclusive of the address and signature, and five cents for 
each additional ten words or less. The Postmaster-General shall arrange and 
provide forthe transmission of messages from news associations and news agents 
to the newspapers of the country at a rate not exceeding twenty cents for one 
hundred words. The Postmhaste neral shall provide and publish rules and 
regulations to secure entire impartiality in the transmission of the press dis- 
patches. But nothing inthis act shall be so construed as to prohibit or restrain 
the Postmaster-General from reducing at any time the rates for transmission of 
dispatches between any points on any of the routes or lines of the postal tele- 


graph. 

Src, 7. That the Postmaster-General may, in his discretion, cause to be issued 
postal ph stamps, of convenient denominations, which may be distrib- 
uted for sale in the same way as are the existing postage-stamps. If such stam 
shall be ed, no written telegraphic message or letter, except it pertain to the 
business of lines of the telegraph, shall be transmitted without such stamp 
or stamps affixed thereto, except as hereinafter provided; but such messages as 
would properly be inclosed and forwarded in a penalty envelope, by mail, ma; 
be sent free over the lines of the postal telegraph at all times, under such limi- 
tations as may be prescribed by the Postmaster-General. But nothing in this 
act shall be construed to prohibit or restrain the Postmaster-General from di- 
recting, in his discretion, that the poma hewn z now existing shall be used and 
canceled upon such telegram blanks as may be provided by him, or as may be 
sent forth under his direction to the l-telegraph offices of the people of the 
United States, And the Postmaster-General shall cause to be issued blanks for 
telegraph messages, having word-spaces ruled thereon, with appropriate head- 
ings, and with such information and instructions printed on the face or on the 
back of said blanks as the Postmaster-General may direct; and the Postmaster- 
General may, in his discretion, cause to be issued blanks bearing an engraved 
stamp of an appropriate character, and of such denominations as he may select 
and determine. Blanks upon which foreign m shall be sent may be pre- 
scribed and issued by the order of the Postmaste: neral, so soon as he shall 
have made arrangements for the transmission of telegrams from terminal offices 
of the postal-telegraph department of the postal system to points beyond the 
jurisdiction of the United States of America, as hereinafter provided. 

Sec.8. That the Postmaster-General shall cause to be issued postal telegraph 
cards, ofthe denomination of 10 cents and 15 cents and 20 cents, on one side of 


which word-s; shall be ruled for the writing of postal-telegraph messages. 
Such postal-telegraph cards may be de ted in any letter pie he el at a post- 
office where there S een connection, or in any letter post-box 
which is or may be fixed on a letter-carrier route. If the number of words writ- 


Src. 9. That the money-order system existing and now in operation in the Post- 
Office De; ent shall, as soon as practicable, be adapted to the postal telegraph; 
and the for transmitting money-orders by the postal telegraph within the 
United States, wherever money-order offices are now or may be hereafter estab- 
lished, shall be the rates charged upon money-orders transmitted by mail, in 
addition to the regular charge for postal telegrams; but no postal-telegraph 
money-order shall exceed $50. 

Sec, 10. That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and instructed to 
issue bonds of the United States, in amounts not exceeding $50 each, and not 
exceeding in the aggregate value $25,000,000, redeemable in Tawful money ofthe 
United States within twenty years, and eyano within thirty years from the 
day of issue, bearing interest at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum, ao in lawful 
money of the United States, at the subtreasury in the city of New York, or in 
the city of ampe gk or in the city of San Francisco, on the Ist day of January and 
on the Ist day of July of each year. Each bond shall be sold sej tely, and 
shall bear interest from the Ist day of Janu: or the Ist day of July next ensu- 
ing after the day of sale. postmaster the United States is hereby au- 
thorized to act as an agent for the sale of such bonds; and the Postmaster- 
General shall cause to be issued a circular setting forth this fact of authority, and 
containing such directions in the premises as to him may seem best calculated 
to promote the sale of said bonds to the people of the United States, for and in 
behalf of the construction and establishmentof the aga telegraph, in enlarge- 
ment of the postal system of the United States. The proceeds of said sale or 
sales shall be devoted to the construction and maintenance of the postal tele- 
po of the United States, including payment for wires, cables, poles, troughs, 

nsulators, batteries, operating instruments, and all office appointments, and the 
right of way, and any operating expenses not met by the receipts for the send- 

g of messages or the sale of poea Erap saap and the sale of stamped 

uring the first five years from and 
the passage and approval of this act; and the Post-Office De- 
partment shall keep a se account of all sales and receipts and of all ex- 
penditures connected with the construction, establishment, and maintenance of 
the postal telegraph of the people of the United States; and the Secretary of the 
Treasury honor all drafts of the Postmaster-General in accordance with 
the provisions of this section. 

Src, Ll. That the right of way is hereby nted for the construction of the 
lines of the postal telegraph over all the public lands of the United States; and 
there is here Aipsa and granted for the use of the Government employés 
in the Postal Department of the United States so much of the public landsas may 
be needed for station building or workshops along the lines of said postal tele- 
graph; and along and adjacent to said lines, on the public lands, it shall be law- 

ul for the persons actually engaged in building such lines to cut poles and tim- 
ber necessary for the work of construction, including timber for the building of 
houses on the public lands that may be required for stations or workshops at 
points distant from the thickly inhabited sections of the country; and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior shall recognize and respect this authority and license 
within fifty miles of the routes for the postal telegraph,on either side of the 
s or way selected on the publie lands for the construction of the postal 
telegraph. 

Sec. 12. That the Postmaster-General may, in his discretion, construct an un- 
derground line of insulated wires or cables where and when in his judgment 
such underground line will be preferable toa line constructed by wires or cables 
stretched n poles. 

Sec. 13. That the telegraph lines of the postal telegraph shall be constructed 
along or across or under any street, , canal, railroad, or other public high- 
way that the Postmaster-General may designate; and no one shall be allowed 
damages or rental for the right of way on said lines except the same shall not be 
upon a publie hway. 

Sec. 14. That the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized and empowered to 
open for business, at the rates hereinbefore designated, or at less rates for trans- 
mission, any section of fifty miles of telegraph wire or wires completed in pursu- 
ance of provisions of this act: and the Postmaster-General is hereby author- 
ized and empowered to accept, as a part of the postal telegraph of the poopie of 
the United States, any section of fifty miles or more along the line of the routes 
designated by him, constructed su uent to the and approval of this 
act: Provided, That the material used in said construction, and the character of 
the work performed in the buildingand maintenance of such section, shall be in 
conformity to the terms prescri in section 4 of thisact: And provided further, 
That the amount asked and paid for a perfect and complete title to such section 
of telegraph construction shall not exceed the lowest price at which the Post- 
master-General could procure materials and construction of a precisely similar 
or equally excellent section of telegraph line on this presc route of the 
postal i ere 

See. 15. t the Postmaster-General shall, so soon as desirable and practica- 
ble, enter into negotiations and arrangements with the proprietors of telegraph 
lines or eer, Shayna cables which extend from the United es into foreign coun- 
tries, by which telegraphic messages may be forwarded between persons resid- 
ing in ae United States or so; sar —- eae — — l, paiak aaen 
ing in foreign countries, over the lines oi postal telegraph ofthis Government 
to and from the borders of the United States of America. 

SEC. 16. That the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized, as soon as he may 
deem it expedient, to seek to ascertain the best route for a line of telegraph wires 
or cables between some point in Washington Territory and the town or port of 
Sitka, in Alaska; and for this purpose he shall, through the Department of State 
or otherwise, inquire as to the terms and conditions upon which a telegraph line 
of wires or cables can be constructed through British Columbia and over or under 
waters within the jurisdiction of Great Britain, from the border of this nation in 
Washington Territory to the border of this nationin Alaska; and the Postmaster- 
General shall report the results of this inquiry in his next annual report to the 
President af the United States. 

Sec.17. Thatall persons shall have the tto correspond by telegraph in the 
manner herein prescribed. Telegrams shall be privileged communicationsin law 
to the extent that private letters now are. They may be written in secret letters 
or cipher, and 1 be transmitted in the order in which they are received at the 
several offices. All provisions of law relating to the secretion or destruction, or 
to the receipt, transmission, and delivery of mailed letters, and to the sale of 
cea parna stamped per, and er impro; use, shall, so Tr A ee 
apply to telegrams and telegra stamps. very agony pee! account- 
abi for all ere y and stam paper furnishedto him. Any person connected 
with the post-office who shall willfully remove from any telegram any stamp 
affixed thereon, or who shall, contrary to his duty, disclose or in any way make 
known or intercept the contents of any telegram, or any part thereof, or who 
shall delay or hinder the transmission or delivery thereof, and any person who 
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shall willfully or maliciously obstruct or postpone the transmission or delivery 
or divulge the contents of any telegram, or any part thereof, or who shall injure 
or destroy any of the propa y of the postal telegraph department of the postal 
system of the United , or interfere with the working, repairs, or use ofany 
line of the tel ph, shall, upon conviction in the district court of the 
United States for the district where such offense shall have been committed, or 
where such person shall reside, be subject to a fine not exceeding $200, and to 
imprisonment for a term not exceeding two years. lt shall be the duty of the 
Postmaster-General to cause to be prosecuted all persons offending aga any 
provisions of this section. 

There is no time for a very extended recital of statistics, and you 
would have no indulgence for a reading at this hour from tables which 
argumentatively and conclusively refer to the details of electric tele- 
graph operation, to the comparisons of cost, and to the warranting of ex- 
penditures. And besides, what I can be allowed in reason and propriety 
to present of this nature, I must defer to the latter part of my remarks, 
assuming that I shall have the privilege of appending to my speech 
any series or sums referred to, when the reporter’s manuscript goes from 
the oflicial note-taker’s hands. 

There is a necessary or much-needed labor of speech-prefatory before 
we can enter into specifications as to the peculiar demands (for such I 
shall contend do exist in this country) in behalf of a postal telegraph; 
much more are these introductory or clearing passages required prior 
to any statement and consideration of items of cost and expenditure. 

We are confronted at the very threshold by an assertion—I had al- 
most said by a proclamation—intended, you may be sure, more es- 
pecially for this side of the House, which, it now happens, is in a 
majority; an assertion that the postal telegraph, as an enlargement of 
the present postal system of the United States, would be in violation of 
the strict-construction doctrines of Thomas Jefferson (oh, most abused 
of noble names)! With some this whole subject has been peremptorily 
and instantly rejected or put out of mind, denied any consideration, 
with the shouted challenge, ‘‘It signifies paternal government!” Mr. 
Chairman, if this is ‘‘ paternal government,” the establishment of the 
postal system that resulted in strapping the mail-bags on the post-boy’s 
pony, that afterward transferred them into the boot of the mail-coach, 
that finally tossed them into the van of the railway, is ‘‘ paternal gov- 
ernment.” And the logical and moral outcome of any proper rea- 
soning on such a theory or basis ought to be the presentation and 
persistent urging here of a plan for the speedy abandonment of all 
governmental administration devoted to or connected with the trans- 
mission of intelligence. Is the authority for the challenge at hand? 
If not, may I ask for it? Can it be brought from the writings of 
Thomas Jefferson? They are convenient for reference. There, close 
at hand, is the great Library. The topic was in his mouth for public 
and private communications. Occasional, general expressions can not 
be interpreted against explicit language of favor. Present one single ex- 
tract from one State paper or one private epistle in which he questioned 
the policy of a postal system in the United States or regretted the es- 
tablishment of that branch of public service. I respectfully defy any 
man to do that. On the contrary, had I the time I could read to you 
from his authenticated volumes, wherein he commended that portion 
of the Constitution which has just been repeated, congratulating his 
fellow-citizens upon its adoption, and urging a thankful consideration 
of its manifold merits. And so with our other political fathers. If 
you oppose this measure, deny that they were right in their views; do 
not affect to quote them. 

But it is ‘‘ paternal government,” after and in spite of everything 
said by anybody; and the changes are rung upon this phrase without 
pause or qualification, as if indeed it were an absolute barrier to a sin- 

le step in the direction that has been indicated. Movement in this 

irection ‘‘unconstitutional !’? I declare the true adjuration is so re- 
versed. Against the unwritten letter or in violation of the spirit of our 
traditional policy? It is in keeping with them both. 

Call this by what name you will. Against the pitiful sneering and 
the contemptuous adjectives which are indulged in by the attorneys for 
the great telegraph monopoly—after they have filled their mouths full 
of the popularized phrase—I put the august letter of the organic law. 
It is written in the Constitution, Congress shall have the power. Itis 
written in history, Congress has uninterruptedly exercised the power. 
And I make bold to add, and call to discussion thereon, with all due 
respect for the members of this National Council past and present, and 
conscious of assuming nothing extraordinary or conceited in the sum- 
mons: that the Congress of the United States has neglected to perform 
its constitutionally bound duty when it failed from year to year, from 
1844, to inaugurate and institute a system of Government tele- 
graph, in enlargement of the existing postal facilities of the people of the 

nited States. Ifit is ‘‘ paternal government,” you have neither Thomas 
Jefferson nor any other father of the Republic at your beck for attend- 
ance by testament of opinion in this tribunal, in support of the opposi- 
tion made to the passage of such a bill as I have had the honor tosubmit 
to this Forty-eighth Congress of the Union. During the Presidential 
terms of Jefferson and Madison, surveys, appropriations, and work of 
construction for national post-roads are recorded. 

Bring to your minds again the language of Mr. Justice Story: 

This power is peculiarly appropriate to the National Government. * * * It 
seems wholly un ry to vindicate the grant of a power which has been thus 


necessa: 
demonstrated to be of the highest value to all the people of the Union, 
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Even such a philosopher as Herbert Spencer, extreme in his views of 
confining the fanctions of government close to the border of police duty, 
is compelled to say: 

Respecting the carrying of 1 it may h that i 3 
sically at pu Apri wit ap Aerer ierg AE e poe bole singe 
infringement of man’s right, either direct or by taxes raised for non-protective 
purposes. 

And he can only oppose the postal system on the same ground from 
which he objects to coinage of the money of the realm. 

But I deny utterly that a postal telegraph comes under the heading 
of ‘‘ paternal government’’ in the objectionable or odious sense of 
these words. I do not maintain or believe in the doctrine of a pater- 
nal government within the lines mapped by our political ancestors of 
Democratic faith—no more, I dare be tested, than the most, ultra strict 
constructionist upon this side of the Chamber. Those who oppose us 
with respect to this project sometimes make unjustifiable assump- 
tions in debate or in the tussels of conversation. I do not believe in 
that ‘‘ paternal government ’’ which would enter aggressively into the 
domain of private enterprise—as it was claimed here, a few days ago, 
the government of the Italian nation once had done—to the destruciion 
of private business and the financial ruin of the country. Certainly 
no one engaged in this advocacy believes in anything like standing up 
any class of citizens against lamp-posts or street-walls and stuffing 
them as you would stuff a turkey for Christmas. Yetit doth appear, 
at times, that even to this extreme and ludicrous disposition and doc- 
trine would the desperate defenders of the greatest monopoly in this 
country seek to put every man who espouses our side of this great is- 
sue. In nolight can this proposition fora postal telegraph be stamped 
as a matter of ‘‘ paternal government,” unless by that term you choose 
to characterize it as a plan of legislation in conformity to the ex- 
press counsel and plan and example of the fathers of the Republic; 
which would be changing the entire significance of the adjoining words 
as they have been commonly accepted, and as they are intended to be 
understood and to be effective in the discussion of this subject. Some 
men get in a ratof name-calling, phrase-flinging, and precedent-quot- 
ing; instructed in a school of error and built up as with the adamant 
of unjust and unreasoning prejudice. And so it has come to pass that 
we find hope in the breast of the monopolies of this land, when the 
Democratic party triumphs—when it triumphs under and on account 
of loud and seemingly unmistakable assurances of anti-monopoly action 
and reform; although that party frees to be, and although we claim 
that in early and recent years of the Republic that political owzaniza- 
tion in fact has proved itself to be, the best political brotherhood; rep- 
resenting with clearest and closest fidelity the will of the people, and 
seeking at all times the greatest good tothe whole. Unjust and chronic 
antipathies prevent due and candid reflections and action upon propo- 
sitions that are in the interest of the Democracy; which we must favor- 
ably act upon or deny or transgress our party commandments. There 
should be emulation here to illustrate which political organization 
best deserves the name of the party of the people. 

What is a postal telegraph? It isa more rapid method of carrying 
the letters of the people; in itself nothing more or less. What will 
you do with a telegraph line except you send upon it the letters or trans- 
mit the communications of the people from place to place? Its anal- 
ogy is rather to the mail-bags than to the mail-cur. Its devotion is 
exclusively to the service of letter conveyance. : Wonderful indeed that 
it should not first have borne upon its threads for the uses of mankind 
the current of physical light; singular is the record in this order of 
invention. But light alone it bears, to the eye or to the mind. And 
here comes the distinction. Here is appropriate division, marking a 
boundary for our argument at once, between the carrying of communi- 
cations, which the Constitution says shall be the function of the General 
Government, and the transmission of the burning force for the incan- 
descent lamp. The one is public service under the Constitution, en- 
joined by the first article; the other is private enterprise for minister- 
ix Ss the purely physical wants or luxuries of man. ` 

ut one who comes in a reasoning and candid mood to the considera- 
tion of this subject may say: ‘“‘There is a wide difference between the 
carrying of the mail-bags in a railway van and the transmission of in- 
telligence by electricity; and it may be that while the mail-route serv- 
ice as it exists on the rail-track to-day is not strictly ‘paternal,’ the 
postal-telegraph system would be.” Why? Isit with respect to method 
or is it with respect to celerity? 

Our fathers constantly speak of the mail as a means of conveying-or 
transmitting intelligence. Just as soon as a general postal system was 
established an aim in the administration was speed of intercommuni- 
cation. So boasted the venerable and venerated Story. {í think the 
hesitation of the inquirer in these premises is often due to the fact of 
the tremendous leap that was made from the express-train carriage to 
the instantaneous dispatch of the electric current. Let us see. 

Now, it was doubtless unfortunate that wisdom did not dwell in our 
Cabinet council sufficient to hold the power and prerogative that was 
at first and in later years offered to or urged upon its members. 

And here let me remark—that which can scarcely be called a digres- 
sion—that the author and the first champion of a Government postal- 
telegraph system in this country has often been wrongfully and is to- 
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day perhaps popularly misnamed. What is the center of every city, 
town, and in the land; the social and political center? Is it 
the church? No. For every village of five or six hundred inhabitants 
in this religious and God-fearing age and Republic will surely have 
two or more meeting-houses. it the school-house? No. For di- 
vision is there, not only by districts but often by separately- ed 
academies. I speak of the one central hearthstone of the people. It is 
not even the town-house, where gatherings are occasional and usually 
formal—though this might with some propriety come under the defini- 
tion; but the place of common resort, the point toward which all in- 
telligent minds in the community have special reference and expectation 
day by day? It is the post-office. Into it and out of it go the issues 
of the brain and the heart of the people almost hour by hour. The 
tidings of business are sent and taken there. We make choicest min- 
istrations through it; the light of literature and of love, the messages 
of consolation and of cheer, constantly radiate from it. It takes and 
transmits the diary of our lives, and will have and deliver the time and 
manner of our deaths. In its administration it has power from the 
people, whose place for the great direction and control is at the capital 
of the country. And here came the author, the originator of the postal 
telegraph, Professor 8. F. B. Morse himself. Set aside for a moment 
that consideration for the progress of events which inevitably suggested 
to uncounted thousands the propriety of the establishment contended 
for, the very instant that the invention of practical telegraphy was made 
known—-set aside that, and you have in the distinguished American I 
have named the man out of whose mouth the sufficient testimony is 
borne as to the propriety of enlarging the postal facilities of this country 
by the establishment of a postal telegraph. 

It may be said that he merely came to Congress for an appropriation. 
But it is well known and isa matter of record that he came here with the 
full expectation and the natural belief that the Legislature ot the Union 
would ultimately and speedily instruct the Postmaster-General to pro- 
ceed in accordance with such provisions as are placed in bill No. 98, or 
sections of similar sentences. His distinguished biographer, Dr. Prime, 
writes that ‘‘it was a favorite idea with Professor Morse from the in- 
ception of his enterprise that the telegraph should belong to the Gen- 
eral Government.’’ 

But it was a leap from the railroad to the telegraph line. It was 
jumping from forty or fifty miles an hour, at the uttermost, to the quick- 
ness of a pulse-throb, and the comparison, the contrast, is startling. And 

_ some seem to have a galvanic shock when they are reminded of it, so 
that they are literally thrown out of mental gear; and whereas they had 
said that it was a constitutional duty under our oath to appropriate 
money as this bill reported from the Appropriation Committee provides, 
yet it would be “‘ paternal government,’’ and therefore improper, to es- 
tablish a postal telegraph. 

May it not be possible to contribute to the removal of this delusion 
by imagining an advance in the speed of carrying letters which would 
serve to partly bridge this great space that exists between the achieve- 
ments of Stephenson and of Morse? 

And by the way—and here is a digression, sure enough—I hope I 
shall be pardoned for calling your attention to what has alwaysseemed 
to me a providential circumstance: the discevery and invention cul- 
minating in practical telegraphy in three or four different nations nearly 
at the same point of time. Bixty-two men had touched the secret, and 
some of them had almost perfected a working model when our great 
professor proclaimed hissuccess. Was it not divinely foreordained that 
the whole world should not be held in thraldom by a telegraph monop- 
oly, and that we to-day should have examples everywhere else among 
the governments of enlightened peoples to which we can point at once 
for argument and for demonstration. Thank God for this record, and 
the consummations that are in it and attached to it. 

Come we back to reasonable and persuasive imaginings. Suppose 
there had beeninvented and placed at least upon the great trank routes, 
between some points superseding the track of the existing railway, an 
arm-pit rail-chair construction, along which with almost absolute safety 
the engine rushed from capital to capital at the rate of a hundred miles 
an hour. With such a highway established between Washington and 
New York and Chicago and Saint Louis and New Orleans, would there 
be any hesitation about placing in a baggage-car of the new and speedier 
line the mail-bags that had heretofore been sent over the rails that were 
laid on the level of the earth? What Representative, who among the 
distinguished lawyers in the service of the great telegraph monopoly, 
for instance, would have ventured in the interest of his client to pro- 
test that the transfer should not be made becanse—among other rea- 
sons—becanse, as a comprehensive and sufficient reason, the change 
would be an act subjecting its authors to indictment under an unwritten 
penal code long since orally headed “‘paternal government?” Come, 
now! Who would have objected for any reason known to the calendar? 
And if such objection had been made, would we not now say, suppos- 
ing this construction to have been an accomplishment of the past, that 
the objector was well-deserving of a dismissal or an arrest on the accu- 
sation of lunacy? 

‘Well, but this is a little step—from forty or fifty or sixty miles an 
hour to one hundred miles an hour, And the carriage, too, is all of the 


reset pn newspapers and letters go together the same as before, 
It is only an imagining, and yet it is in some respects within the 
wonder-line of the achievement that was made—less marvelous as a 
hecy of fifty or sixty years ago than the electric telegraph—it is 
ut a matter of imagination, and yet I respectfully insist it is justified 
and justifying, when I go on to suppose that the difficulties in the way 
of the problem of aerial navigation had been overcome: up mounts 
the flying chariot from the street in front of the Patent Office at Wash- 
ington, and turns its prow tothe west. Imagine if you can that in two 
hours it is hailed over Chicago, in another hour seen at Omaha, in a 
few hours more signaled at Salt Lake City, finding a resting-place 
before the set of sun in the city of San Francisco. Suppose the jour- 
ney is repeated back and forth, over and over again, at the wonder- 
ful speed of three hundred miles an hour—repeated until there is no 
one left to doubt the final and perfect success of the invention. And 
then, as the inventor and his company of friends are about to depart on 
a transcontinental trip for the tenth or fifteenth time, about to rise be- 
fore us in their car from the grounds in the rear of this Capitol, the 
suggestion is made that some of the mail-bags be taken from the rail- 
way van and tossed into this darting-bird of man’s construction. And 
lo! there is heard a voice crying not in the wilderness but in a center 
of civilization and in a center of national legislation: ‘‘ You must not 
do that at the expense of this Government, for it would be paternal 
governinent, and in violation of Jeffersonian Democratic principles !’’ 

Then suppose that the inventive genius of a Yankee nation, as repre- 
sented in some cute applicant at the door of the Patent Office, produced 
a pneumatic tube with an apparatus capable of forcing or shooting a 
hollow ball or cone along the air-exhausted circle at the rate of five 
hundred miles an hour, atafive-hundred-mile range. Suppose that this 
invention had an unquestioned practical success, development, and dem- 
onstration:—what then? In the arm-pit rail-car the living passenger 
may go. Perhapsin the close missile of the tubeit would not be conven- 
ient or safe for a human being to travel. That would be the only dis- 
tinction that could ibly, momentarily, be considered relevant in this 
inquiry. But it will not be contended that human attendance is neces- 
sary. I am supposing, of course, that the invention is perfected to the 
extent or capacity to carry at the rate of speed indicated between the 
points which I have once before mapped out. Would any one cry ‘‘ pa- 
ternal government’’ against putting the emg e into the shell thus 
shot through this pneumatic tube at the rate of five hundred miles an 
hour? Would not the Government have built a set of these tubes of its 
own? Would there be any invoking of the shades of Thomas Jefferson 
as against that proposition? 

Then, and not until then, let us imagine that the electric telegraph 
is born. The leap would still be great, it must be granted; the dis- 
tance spanned by the achievementimmense. But the comparative ad- 
vantages would be vastly diminished—with a mail hence to San Fran- 
cisco in six hours, and no one questioning the propriety of the procla- 
mation of mail-bag transfer. Would there be objection then, of any 
kind, to the Government use of the telegraph for an advantage, delivery 
considered, of perhaps not more than four or five hours? Having gone 
so far in dispatch of letters, would the Government have stopped at the 
pneumatic cannon’s mouth? 

Yet because of the leap, that is, from the present express train to 
the telegraph, there does actually exist the more real reason for the 
Government action now demanded. 

The argument is sufficient when we have gone from the post-boy to 
the express train, so faras that character of argument is required. But 
if invention had followed upon invention in some such procession as 
outlined, would we have had to meet this door-sill objection, now so 
ready in the mouths of the monopoly lobbyists? Would we have had 
this call on our Government to halt—a call made at this time, it so 
happens, largely in the interest of a t and tyrannical monopoly ? 
Would it have been tolerated or thought of for a moment? 

“ Ah, but,” one says, ‘‘here is the difference: In the rail-car, in 
the flying chariot, in the pneumatic tube, you would put all our mail, 
letters and newspapers, in bulk. By the bs ag h you can only trans- 
mit intelligence. The identical paper on which you write your let- 
ter can not go by telegraph. Our newspaper publications can not travel 
on that line.” Igrant you. Iam glad you yourself have said it. I 
do not wish to miss or avoid or evade anything. I am not so sure but 
that invention already has nearly reached to that point where the whole 
face of the letter or the daily printed paper may not be photographed. 
It is within the promise. It is claimed as within the near future of 
development and demonstration. Morse’s working model had to re- 
main in the exhibition department for a time, awaiting the construction 
of new batteries by Daniell and Grove, before his triumph was com- 
plete. It is said that but little is lacking of the tremendous accom- 
plishment which I have indicated. See Caselli’s pantelegraph, devised 
and put into practical use nearly twenty yearsago. By it manuscript 
and maps and charts and simple drawings of every sort are copied with 
unerring accuracy. 

Suppose again, that instead of taking the substance of the letter and 
passing it through the brain of the manipulator at one end of the wire, 


1884. CONGRESSIONAL 


and the brain of the manipulator as he reads or listens at the other end 
of the wire, and thence by the fingers of the latter to new paper, the 
telegraphic wire was actually the hollow tube that many unsophisti- 
cated people imagined it was, in early days, through which with light- 
ning rapidity the literal letterran. That idea was less incredible to the 
uneducated than the method and achievement that really was. Who 
would ery ‘‘paternal government” then? The argument from this is, 
that the nicety of distinction is all upon the other side; and that prac- 
tically it is too attenuated to be worthy of such entertaining as would 
give pause to the establishment for which we plead. 

Itshould be constantly borne in mind that our fathers in outlining 
this Government dealt with the transmission of intelligence—talked 
about it, wrote about itin connection with the post-office and post-road 
establishment. To bind the people together by the rapid conveyance 
or transmission of intelligence—that was the phrase from old Ben Frank- 
lin downto Cave Johnson. The Continental Congress, May 25, 1775, re- 
solved that ‘‘ ways and means should be devised for thespeedy and secure 
conveyance of intelligence from one end of the continent to the other,” 
and that ‘‘Mr. Franklin consider the best means of establishing posts 
for conveying letters and intelligence through the continent.” The de- 
livery of thoughtfrom mind to mind—from merchant to merchant, from 
friend to friend—this it was that was to be provided for by the seventh 
paragraph of the eighth section of the first article of the Constitution of 
the United States. Not amere parcel delivery, as some of the monopoly 
Jawyers would have you believe; to which, by the way, the telegraph, 
if unappropriated or unutilized ina Government postal telegraph, will 
during the next century reduce our national mail m. 

Alas! for the mistake that was made after Professor Morse had set 
down his instruments and his battery in the committee-room of the 
House Committee on Commerce and demonstrated their excellence. 
And after he had memorialized Con: in this language: ‘‘ The electro- 
magnetic telegraph is an engine of power, for good or for evil, which 
all opinions seem to concur in desiring to have subject to the control 
of the Government, rather than have it in the hands of private indi- 
viduals and associations.” In whatan incalculable degree have the peo- 
ple been deprived of the benefits which they shouldalready have derived 
from the fruits of the inventive genius of the age and the country! Go 
through all departments of life and seek to take an approximate measure 
of ourloss. We all must mourn it, if we will but read the undisputed 
and indisputable history of the last thirty-five or forty years, with ref- 
erence to telegraphic communication in this country. 

When the subject was considered in the House of Representatives, 
the title of the bill being ‘‘A bill to test the practicability of establishing 
asystem [mark the word] of electro-magnetic telegraphs by the United 
States,” there was ‘‘merriment.’’ The bill appropriated $30,000. It 
is recorded in the Congressional Globe that— 


Mr. Cave Johnson wished to have a word tosay upon the bill. As the present 
had done much to encow science he did not wish to see the science of mes- 
merism neglected and overlooked, He proposed that one-half of the appropria- 
tion be given to Mr. Fisk, to enable him to carry on experiments, as well as Mr. 


Morse. 

Mr. Houston thought that Millerism should also be included in the benefits 
of the appropriation. . 

Personal jokes were exchanged between Mr. Stanly and Mr. John- 
son on the subject. The amendment was reduced to writing, and read 
by the Clerk: 

Provided, That one-half of the said sum shall be appropriated for trying mes- 
merie experiments, under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. Mason raised the point of erder that the amendment was not 
bona fide, and that ‘‘such amendments were calculated to injure the 
character of the House.” Thechairman of the Committee of the Whole 
ruled the amendment in order, saying that in his opinion it ‘‘ would 
require a scientific analysis to determine how far the magnetism of mes- 
merism was analogous to that to be employed in the telegraph.” The 
amendment received 22 ayes. There was then, be it noted, no dignified 
protest on the ground of *‘ paternal government,” although the title of 
the bill contemplated the possible establishment of a ‘‘system of Goy- 
ernment telegraphs,” 

Cave Johnson led off in the derisive reception and treatment of the 
proposition, and maintained the frivolity to the end of the considera- 
tion. But Cave Johnson had and improved an opportunity to show his 
statesmanship and—if you please—his honorable and courageous spirit, 
when he became the Postmaster-General of the United States. I sup- 
pose thatno one will undertake to say that there has been a Jeffersonian 
Democrat more loyal to creed than Cave Johnson ? 

At first, after he had been installed in his high office, he doubted 
whether the revenue from the telegraph would pay expenses. But 
what said Cave Johnson in a report to the President of the United States 
two years after he took the portfolio of the Post-Office—in 1846? 

Postmaster-General Johnson said: 


I deem it my duty to bring to your notice the fact that the subject of telegraphic 
communications in their fullest extent, as made available by means of this ex- 
traordinary invention (Morse's tel ph), is forcing itself upon the public. The 
proprietors of the patent, securing the exclusive use of the telegraph, have, since 
the last Congress, taken the most active measures to establish lines of commu- 
nication between the principal cilies of the Union. Their success will introduce 
-a means of communicating intelligence amply sufficient for a t variety of 
purposes, and greatly superiorin dispatch to the public mails, and must secure to 
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itself much of the business that has heretofore been transacted through them, 
and to that extent diminish the revenue of the Department. Itbecomes then a 
uestion of t importance how far the Government will allow individuals to 
divide with it the business of transmitting intelligence—an important duty con- 
fided to it by the Constitution, necessarily and properly exclusive. 
* * * * + bd = 
In the hands of individuals or associations the tel ph may become the most 
potent instrument the world ever knew to effect sudden and large speculation— 
What a mantle of prophecy was on this old Democratic Postmaster- 
General when he wrote this— 


to rob the many of their just aang Ned and concentrate them upon the few. 
If permitted by the Government to be thus held, the public can have no security 
that it will not be wielded for their injury rather than their benefit. 

* + > + . ts s 

Its importance to the public does not consist in any probable income tbat can 
eyer be derived from it, but as an agent vastly superior to any other ever de- 
vised by the genius of man for the diffusion of intelligence, which awe a be ac- 
complished with almost the rapidity of light to any part of the Republic. Its 
value in all commercial transactions to individuals having the control of it 
could not be overestimat The use of an instrument so powerful for good or 
evil can not with safety be left in the hands of private individuals. 

I confess that it does seem to me—perhaps because of my familiarity 
with the main objections to the system proposed—that the obstacles 
in the way of its unanimous approval are altogether shadowy and un- 
substantial. And one must confess to compunctions lest he appear to 
be ing with what is really unworthy of serious consideration. 
Yet I have endeavored to frankly review and reply to what is very 
earnestly put forth as grave objection to this project. Need I say, or 
show again, that every objection is stated and recited with the utmost 
cunning and with great pertinacity, and through every available ave- 
nue, by the agents and officers of the company which now virtually 
controls the telegraphic business of the country. 

I hasten to the question that brings all these things to a point; that 
comes down to date with practical force. Assuming as I will, if you 
please, that like myself many of you wonder at the predicament we 
are in to-day, without a Government postal telegraph. Much in the 
procession of events must be left unnoticed at this time. It is all in- 
teresting from the beginning. But let me not fail to say, that I have 
never heard an objection raised to a postal telegraph which was not 
only in my judgment easily answered and overthrown, but which did 
not in and of itself absolutely suggest an aggressive argument in be- 
half of the measure. 

How does it happen that we have no Government postal telegraph 
to-day? First of all, we have again to deplore the lack of wisdom 
manifested in the failure to secure all the benefits of this invention on 
its first announcement and production by the Postal Department of 
the United States. It is even painful to observe how closely the lead- 
ing men of the Senate came to such realizing sense of its importance as 
would have brought aboutits purchase. Thomas H. Benton said, Feb- 
ruary 28, 1845, that “‘he rejoiced at the invention of the telegraph, 
and looked forward to the time when it would be of great value to the 
business and commerce of the country. But was there a call for it? 
Was there any provision to make it self-sustaining? He had no doubt 
but that the time would come when the telegraph would be extensively 
used and would be called for by the commerce of the country, and 
would pay for itself. He looked to the telegraph as an important agent 
for keeping railroad companies in check, and preventing them from charg- 
ing the Government exorbitant prices for carrying mails.” 

But without going into a detailed review of the history of this matter, 
from the present standpoint of time and circumstance, we repeat the 
question: How does it happen that we have not a postal telegraph to- 
day? I will tell you. 

Whenever the effort has been formally and earnestly made, in either 
House of Congress, to secure the of a postal telegraph bill, 
the proposition has been confronted by a corporation which has grown 
to be one of the greatest monopoly powers that ever existed on the face 
of the globe. Indeed, considering the amount of money actually in- 
vested in it, its strength is unparalleled. [See appendix.] I will not 
stop to illustrate that now; but here and there the fact will be seen as 
we hurry on to the close of my remarks. 

Come down to 1869. On the 22d day of Decemberof that year, Hon. 
C. C. Washburn, of Wisconsin, addressed the House of Representatives, 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, in behalf of his 
proposition for Government contro] and management of the telegraph. 
His able and luminous speech, with its large addenda, deserves a re- 
reading to-day. Note three pointsin it. He asserts that the report 
of the House committee to whom the subject had been referred—a re- 
port which was adverse—was written in a style very much like the one 
hundred and twenty of a pamphlet laid upon the desk of mem- 
bers by the Western Union Telegraph Company; which pamphlet, Mr. 
Washburn goes on to say, ‘‘is filled with exaggerations and errors of 
statements from beginning to end.” 

Observe that he proposes to fix a uniform tariff of 20 cents fortwenty 
words. Fourteen years ago that honored Representative stood upon this 
floor and here announced that such a tariff, connected with ournational 
postal system, was reasonable and ought to be established and proclaimed. 
Since then how has the march of improvement gone on? Doubli 
quadrupling, multiplying many times in many ways the advantage wi 
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t to cost of construction and of operation which the great corpora- 


tion then held asagainst the patronizing public. Why, when Mr. Wash- 
burn spoke the president of the Western Union Telegraph Company 
had scarcely ceased sneering at duplex telegraphy. And quadruplex 
and multiplex telegraphy and automatic transmissions were yet to come 
under the contemptuous reference of the officers of that organization, 
to be subsequently adopted in greater or less degree as they were forced 
upon their use by short and temporarily competing lines. But the great 
fact is that if C. C. Washburn could say on the 22d of December, 1869, 
that the uniform tariff of 20 cents for twenty words was a just and proper 
rate, as demonstrated or indicated by comparisons with government tele- 
graphs elsewher®, it would seem that the author of bill No. 98 ought 
not to be subjected to derision because fourteen years later he proposes 
as a sufficient charge by the Government for postal-telegraph service 10 
cents for ten words and 15 cents for twenty words between all the post- 
offices in the United States in towns of over four hundred inhabitants. 
But there is one other paragraph in Mr. Washburn’s speech to which 
ial notice ought by all means to be solicited at this time. He de- 
clared that he knew how difficult it was to reach the ear of the coun- 
try with what he had to say adverse to the interest of the Western 
Union Telegraph Company, Heasserted that if there was any one here 
to speak in behalf of that monopoly, every word would be instantly 
transmitted to the country on the ‘‘ wings of lightning.” He then 
proceeded to demand that it should be telegraphed to the country that 
he had claimed to have shown that the United States is the only en- 
lightened nation on the globe that has not obtained charge of the tele- 
ph system; and that in the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland the dispatch of twenty words could be sent ata uniform rate of 
1s., or 24 cents, to any part of the kingdom, a distance of over 700 miles; 
and that from one extreme of France to another the charge was 20 
cents; that all over Belgium and Switzerland the charge is 10 cents; 
that in Prussia the charge was then 12) to 37 cents; in Sweden and 
Norway, 30 cents; and that a message of twenty words could even then 
be sent from Marseilles, in the south of France, to the north of Scot- 
land, a distance of 1,400 miles, traversing two kingdoms and crossing 
the Straits of Dover by submarine cable, for 55 cents. Was Mr. Wash- 
burn’s request complied with? Probably every member who listens to 
me this day is able of his own knowledge and memory to give a nega- 
tive answer. 

Why have we no postal telegraph? Because this gigantic monopoly 
has, in the person of its officers, agents, and attorneys, come into the 
corridors and committee-rooms of the Capitol of the nation, and by 
every means within its power practically forbidden hitherto the legis- 
lation which is again and here solicited at your hands in behalf of the 
people of the country. 

‘ourteen years have elapsed since the unanswered and unanswerable 
speech of C. C. Washburn, of Wisconsin, was delivered upon the floor of 
this House; in itself a tract which, if it had been duly shed abroad 
at the time, would, it seems to me, have roused a sufficient degree of 
public attention to have resulted in a formidable effort to pass his bill 
at the succeeding session. 

Mr. Washburn’s speech was not telegraphed to the country. Even 
the brief paragraph which he asked to have laid upon the wires did not 
go by telegraph beyond the points that could be reached by the day’s 
mail and delivery. But the report of the House Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, in which there was a solemn declaration that tele- 
graphing in this country was the cheapest and most reliable in the world, 
was carefully sent in every direction and often and conspicuously com- 
mented upon in metropolitan journals; over and over again, to the false 
credit of the monopoly emphasized by editorial reference and advertise- 
ment. 

Why have we not a postal telegraph? Because the management 
of the Western Union Telegraph Company, by its own direct interfer- 
ence, and by means of its actual, though oft-denied, umbilical connec- 
tion with the Associated Press, has succeeded in keeping the facts from 
the people of the country; has succeeded in substituting falsehood for 
the truth with respect to cost, expenditure, capacity of wires, and every- 
thing else connected with the conducting of this business. How long 
is this to continue? The same old game is being repeated that has been 
successfully played for the last fourteen years. And itissaid that here 
and there an irrepressible advocate of such a measure as the one that 
lies before me may be safely left to cry out against the injustice that 
herein exists and in behalf of the reform that should be, 

It is not merely a question of reform; not so slight a thing, compara- 
tively ing, as that word might here import. The passage of this 
House bill No. 98 would not be simply or merely the enactment of a re- 
form measure; I do not hesitate to say that it would bea second procla- 
mation of emancipation. 

How successfully this organization has kept the facts from the peo- 
ple I can testify, for I have gone into as intelligent communities as there 
are in this country and discovered that with one or two exceptions the 
whole of my large audience were surprised, were by the state- 
ments which I made; not one of my revelations going beyond the lines 
of authority from the very highest sources which I presented from my 
satchel and permitted every one to study who chose to look. 

I would like to annex in an appendix to my speech the financial his- 


tory of this great corporation, which for fourteen years at least has said 
to the Congress of the United States that it shall not pass a -tel- 
egraph bill, and which now against the renewed effort and rising pop- 
ular demand for such a measure—which even the present Postmaster- 
General has to recognize at length—protests that the Congress of the 
United States shall not pass a postal-telegraph bill; except, indeed, it 
first provide for the purchase of its rattle-trap wires and its warehouses 
of antiquated instruments and its many millions of watered stock ! 
Talk of that which is ridiculous about this advocacy! Verily our 
children shall rise up into years of maturity with expressions of sur- 
prise as they learn that to-day we are considering a Post-Office appro- 
priation bill wherein there are no estimates fora postaltelegraph. ‘They 
will be surprised to learn, I hope, I believe, that the Congress of the 
United States has heen successfully confronted by this mammoth cor- 
poration and forbidden to obey the command of the Constitution, which, 
it is again respectfully insisted, binds us upon our oaths to annex to 
this appropriation bill or otherwise to pass a law providing for the people 
that which Mr. Washburn said fourteen years ago every other enlight- 
ened nation gi 

Ihave remarked that my time was too short and your reasonableindul- 
gence too limited for an elaborate statistical argument here. But the 
figures abound. Against the excessive charges of the grest corporation 
sufficient can be quoted ina few minutes. Again we have the same 
declaration that was made fourteen years ago about the relative cheap- 
ness of transmission; these broad and untruthful assertions being sent 
everywhere within the confines of the Republic and published in many 
forms in the leading journals of thecountry. With all this publicity 
there is a real avoiding of battle before the people. Too long has this 
matteror to too great an extent has this subject within the last fourteen 
years been kept within the chambers of committees. Only an occasional 
tangent debate in the Senate—once in every three or four years—and 
a few hours discussion in the House of Representatives in all that time. 
Committees are said not to have been able to report because many of 
the members entered upon the consideration of the subject without any 
professed or actual knowledge in the premises. Even enlightened Rep- 
resentatives, remarkable for their intelligence and information in every 
other respect, have been withheld from reporting conclusions by long- 
winded investigations upon investigations, adroitly devised and most 
cunningly spun out unto the end of the session. 

Now, I say this subjectis of paramount importance. I regret that it 
could not have been considered by the Committee on Appropriations on 
the basis of a bill or an act passed at the last session of Congress. Isay 
it should yet be acted upon by the present Committee of Appropriations 
on the text of a bill passed at this session of Con I profess to 
stand here ready to meet the champions of the Western Union Telegraph 
Company—if there be any such in this membership—on all the ques- 
tions that touch cost and expenditure, outlay and income, as well as 
on the general proposition of propriety and constitutional authority and 
constitutional command. 

The charge for the ten-word dispatch from here to California has 
recently been reduced from $1.50 to $1. It is now ten times as much 
as it ought tobe. You upon this side of the Rocky Mountains are not 
now afllicted by such extortionate charges as have burdened us on the 
Pacific coast; thanks to the measure of enlightenment on the subject 
which has been shed abroad, in spite of the monopoly, with perhaps a 
slight debt of gratitude to a sometime show of competition. And yet 
the lowest charge here, between the.capital of the nation and the com- 
mercial metropolis of the country, is 30 per cent. more than it ought 
to be—three times what itsoon would be under the operation of a proper 
postal-telegraph act. 

As was the case in Mr. Washburn’s day of advocacy so it is now, as 
you will observe by reference to the proceedings before the Senate Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; the monopoly is not disposed to 

ive its for all its transactions and connections. As it was in 
Ir. Washburn’s day so it is now; there is assertion that the cost of 


building is at a figure much greater than that which in the busi- 
ness who are not under the thumb of the Western Union Telegraph 
Company are ready to testify about and to demonstrate. Is it not 


worth while to set apart a day when on the floor of this House time 
shall be evenly divided between those who ask your votes for a postal- 
telegraph bill and any gentlemen who for any reason or reasons may 
take issue with us? Give a certain proportion of time to the considera- 
tion of general hoe and a certain number of hours to be dedicated 
to the facts and figures which bear upon the pro legislation. In 
all these fourteen years have not we had committee-work enough on 
this subject? The entire record of that arduous committee-work is 
readily accessible. Do not misapprehend. The iron rules are known 
and understood. But with such an agreement as I have had to obtain 
the floor to-day could not this case be fully heard here and before our 
people, without waiting for an overburdened committee’s report? 

Mr. Chairman, for $20,000,000 I claim that you can put a sufficient 
number of ee wires over this country, properly elevated upon 
poles or properly insulated underground, to meet the requirements of 
the people, as indicated in bill No. 98. When you have planted your 
poles and capped them with insulators and connected them with wires 
and set your instruments in every post-office in towns of four hundred 
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inhabitants or more, the cost of transmission and maintenance will be 
slight. The cost of the acids required is nominal. Competent tele- 
graph operators who are not under the pressure of the monopoly can 
testify about this on short notice. Four hundred and eighty dollars’ 
worth of acid works eighty-five thousand miles of wire in Great Britain. 

At a charge for 10 cents for ten words, and 15 cents for twenty words, 
and 20 cents for thirty words, and 25 cents for forty words, and 50 
cents for ninety words, the Government of the United States with an 
adequate extension of lines, such as are here proposed, within three 
years after the completion of the net-work contemplated would reapa 
profit from the investments. And for this establishment only a few 
thousand dollars need to be taken from the Treasury of the United 
States. The people will come forward and buy the bonds of the Gov- 
ernment to the extent of $25,000,000; an amount which will be re- 
turned with interest within twenty or thirty succeeding years by the 
profits of the enlargement. 

You say this is assertion. I choose to make the assertion. If it is 
extravagant and ridiculous, let there be an opportunity to show it. I 
have a right to make assertions. Iam here as a Representative of a 
people that are almost a unit upon this proposition. I represent the 
great State of California, which I have traversed from one end nearly to 
the other in the late campaign with the pledge for this work from my 
lips. I was elected to this House on this mission. Assertions! Go out 
into that lobby, go to the committee-room at the other end of the Capi- 
tol, and hear assertions from the Western Union Telegraph Company. 
Not quite so defiant and insolent are its agents and officers as they were 
eight years ago, when I myself saw the president of the Western Union 
Telegraph Company sitting at the head of a committee table in the seat 
of the chairman, and, in concert with his vulgar attorney at his side, 
cross-examining and bullyragging witnesses at the start. I assert 
nothing which I can not prove. 

I do not expect this House, or any member of it, to vote on my bare 
assertion. All are capable of adequately informing themselves from 
other sources. But I do not wish you to throw my assertion one side 
simply because it is met with denial and derisive expressions from any 
lobbyist of the Western Union Telegraph Company, or from any person 
who has the coin or the stamped telegram blanks of that monopoly in 
his pocket as pay for his speech or his influence. 

Again, thank God for the examples that we have. ‘‘Oh,’’ says one, 
“*T do not want to go to a monarchial government for an example or for 
statistics of any kind.” Well, Switzerland is not a monarchy; France 
is nota monarchy. But why consider such petulant and childish ex- 
pressions of prejudice? Goto England. Let us see. 

I have before me a paper entitled ‘‘A Decade in the History of English 
Telegraphy,’’ written and read by the chief engineer of telegraphs of 
Great Britain and Ireland, accompanied by his autograph letter to me, 
dated General Post-Office, London, June 20, 1883. From this paper 
and this letter and accompanying documents I may have time to present 
a few figures of direct and perhaps sufficient force in the premises. Be- 
fore the passage of the money bill, which closed the legislation estab- 
lishing a government postal telegraph in Great Britain and Ireland in 
1869, the tariff in England was as follows: One shilling for twenty words 
under one hundred miles; 1s. 6d. for twenty words between one hun- 
dred and two hundred miles; 2s. for twenty words a distance above two 
hundred miles. The tariff to Ireland was from three to five shillings, 
according to distance. It will be observed that the Government of 
Great Britain made a change, assumed control of the telegraph, at a 
time when the charges by the private companies were far less than the 

in this country at the time when Mr. Washburn made his speech 
on the floor of this House. There was but a few months’ difference 
between the time when the English Government assumed control of the 
telegraph and the day when Mr. Washburn delivered the remarks to 
which I have referred. 

And here let attention be called to the fact that in Great Britain all 
the changes referred to and all the great reforms there with respect to 
the postal system have been secured in face of great opposition. When 
they were first suggested there was the loud laugh betraying the vulgar 
or the venal mind, or the owl-wise stare and accompanying contemptu- 
ous rebuff of many so-called leading statesmen. It was so when John 
Palmer, of Bath, who is as deserving of a statue at the Exchange in 
London as is Rowland Hill himself—it was so when John Palmer sug- 
gested that the mail-bags be taken from the post-boy and put upon the 
mail-coach. And yet, shortly after he had been “hailed as a fool for 
his folly,” the British Government engaged Mr. Palmer as controller- 
general of the post-offices, giving him a salary of $75,000 per annum, 
with 2} cent. upon any excess in the net revenue over £240,000. 
And while so much of this record is inserted it may be well to mention 
the fact that soon after his employment it was discovered that John 
Palmer’s income far exceeded the expectations of the government; and 
that in 1792 he was ioned with an allowance of $15,000 a year; 
and that subsequently, in 1813, he received a parliamentary grant of 
$250,000. It is precisely one hundred years since, John Palmer was 
ealled to London by Mr. Pitt to take the position of controller-general 
E ERRET and ‘‘to establish one of the greatest reforms ever 

in the department’’™—a good centennial year for the passage 
of House bill No. 98, on the files of the Forty-eighth Congress, 
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John Palmer was derided as a man devoid of common sense when he 
first made his proposition. If Guiteau had flourished before his day 
and been notorious at Newgate, John Palmer would doubtless have been 
called ‘‘crank.’? Ives Scudamore, as well as Sir Rowland Hill, had to 
confront at first something of popular opprobrium, excited of course 
by the lords of the admiralty or their associates. But the mail-coach 
did supersede the post-boy, and the penny-postage plan was adopted, 
and the Government of Great Britain, when there was nothing like the 
extortion of which we have had to complain, did establish the govern- 
ment postal-telegraph system. And this was due to the force of pub- 
lic sentiment. The discovery by Pitt in behalf of Palmer, and by Wal- 
lace in behalf of Rowland Hill, and the ultimate adoption of the plans 
of Mr. Ives Scudamore were due in first and foremost degree to the de- 
mand of the people. Please make a note of this point. 

The great mass of the people of Great Britain and Ireland is confessedly 
not so intelligent asour people; by no manner of means sd well educated 
as the vast majority of the people of this country. But there isa public 
opinion on all such subjects as this. Why have we no postal telegraph 
in the United States to-day? Because the Western Union Telegraph 
Company has succeeded, by means direct and by its virtual copartner- 
ship with the Associated Press, to keep from the majority of our fellow- 
citizens a knowledge of the facts that belong in this case and this cause. 

In 1869 the total number of telegraph offices in Great Britain and 
Ireland was 2,488. March 31, 1883, the number was 5,742. In 1869 
the total number of messages transmitted by the private companies was- 
6,000,000 to 6,500,000. During the year ending March 31, 1883, the 
number of messages was 32,193,294. The number of messages trans- 
mitted by the Western Union Telegraph Company during last year was 
40,000,000; less than 8,000,000 in excess of the number of messages 
sent in Great Britain and Ireland. 4 

Now, think of it. Consider the distance in our country and compare 
the figures. Judge, estimate for yourselves the probable increase of 
patronage with the low uniform rates fixed in my bill. Of course we 
all know that London is the largest city in the world and the commer- 
cial center of the globe; of course we know that Great Britain and Ire- 
land are densely populated; but let all the facts in this relation go to- 
gether. There are 36,000,000 of people against our 50,000,000. There 
are trains running from one end of the country to the other within 
twenty-four hours—running at a rate of speed varying from forty to 
fifty miles an hour and bearing the mails of the country. There are 
comparatively fewer persons desirous or capable of using the telegraph, 
and there is only a day’s march distance of seven hundred miles as 
against our 3,000 miles. In that country there has been an equally 
rapid multiplication in the patronage of the telegraph—in fact, a greater 
increase when you consider the three years or more which are added in 
the comparisons made for the Western Union Telegraph Company. 
Surely this need not be dwelt upon, even if my time allowed it. Here 
is abundant evidence, which can be supplemented by the record from 
other European countries, that a low uniform tariff brings an enormous 
addition of patronage in a thickly, compactly settled country. Itisa 
repetition of the experience of Belgium and Switzerland; but I quote 
it in preference, because it can be read of all men and then inquired into 
by any one among us disposed to study the subject. With that ratio 
of desire and disposition and will to patronize the telegraph in propor- 
tion as the distance increases, is there not here an argument unanswer- 
able and overwhelming to show that a low uniform rate would pay the 
Government of the United States? The calculation is easy on the few 
figures submitted. Ten cents for 40,000,000 dispatches iswhat? Ten 
cents for 100,000,000 dispatches per annum within two years after the 
establishment of a Government postal telegraph is what? Will it pay? 
Why, we are among the simplicities of business arithmetic. 

But you must not pass a postal-telegraph bill until you shall have. 
paid the widows and orphans! That is to say, until you shall have 

id Jay Gould and his associates sixty to sixty-five millions of dollars. 

‘or a property that is not intrinsically worth fifteen millions of dollars. 
to-day. Well I know how they have built up their bunch of figures. 
I wish that their tables had been called off in a speech delivered on this. 
floor, so that the record could be put side by side in parallel columns. 

This fren monopoly has so suppressed the facts with to 
telegraphy that there are thousands of good people who believe that a 
certain bill, which they have not read or heard epitomized, to wit, 
House bill No. 98, if passed by this Congress, would involve this country 
in an enormous debt, and all to no practical benefit; whereas the fact 
is, tested by the experience of Great Britain alone, that the establish- 
ment of a Government postal telegraph under such measure as the one 
before me would bring to the hearthstones of the people such enlarged 
facilities for intercommunication as a postal telegraph presumes and 
provides, with a small outlay supplied by the people themselves and 
gladly and joyfully paid into the of the United States; a com- 
paratively trifling construction expenditure, to be ultimately and quickly 
returned from the profits of a telegraph line worked at no higher rates 
than those named in House bill No. 98, under the supervision of the 
Postmaster-General of the United States. 

During many years, as I have a scrap-book full of editorial items to 
show, from 1869 to 1882, it was announced in leading journals from one 
end of this country to the other that the British postal telegraph was ‘‘a. 
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failure;’’ that it was run at a great loss on current expenses. And this 
was stated by journals that otherwise bore a character for truth 
and veracity. Vainly did we appeal to the editors to give the facts. 
I will append a table at the end of my speech that will close out the 
availability of that falsehood. 

These fibs with respect to the English Government telegraph have 
been circulated up to a very late day, and yet in the American Cyclo- 
pedia, a well-known standard authority, which issupposed to be in the 
library of every daily newspaper in the land, at so early a date as 1871 
the following is to be found: 

The return has been presented to the British house of commons respectin; 
the financial results of the transfer of the telegraph to the government. It 
shows that the transfer of the telegraph to the government has n productive 
of most satisfactory results. Assuming the capital expenditure up to the pres- 
ent time to be £7,800, 000, or $39,000,000, the government is earning the an- 
nual revenue of 10 per cent., that is 2 ,000, or $3,750,000, And the working 
expenses are not more than 53 per cent. of the revenue. 

With this presumably staring them in the face there have been thir- 
teen years of falsification on the subject. 

And now comes Dr. Norvin Green into the committee-room of the 
Senate of the United States with a public statement, whereunto he af- 
fixes an article which appeared in the London Times and a speech by 
a member of Parliament who appears to have been brought under the 
seductive influence of the Western Union Telegraph Com Now, 
it is no wonder that the Times mourns the day of the establishment of 
-a postal telegraph. Before that time it had, comparatively speaking, a 
great advantage over its contemporaries, and especially over the journals 
published outside of the metropolis. It is impossible to go into details 
with respect to this matter, which are very interesting and which are 

mentative in behalf of the postal-telegraph system. But it should 
be stated that before the establishment of the English postal telegraph 
the Times was a far greater power than it is to-day. It acquired in its 
zenith days the name of the Thunderer; but now, let it thunder never 
so loudly, it is Jove no longer! The facilities secured to the country 
press by the Government tel h have changed all that. People are 
apt to read their editorial information and advice in the same paper 
where they are accustomed to look for their latest telegraphic news. I 
shall desire to append a letter written to me last summer by Mr. Graves, 
the chief engineer of English telegraphs, because of its bearing upon 
this among other points. Theinterior press of the country should take 
special notice of it. At the same time I deprecate being led off into 
minor matters, into little side questions, wherein the Western Union 
management delight, and whereby the monopoly has been in the habit 
of securing delay on the part of Congress. Let us have a postal tele- 
graph in this country, and then talk about these matters afterwards. 

But since I have alluded to it, I might say that Mr. Pender’s state- 
ment in behalf of the Western Union Telegraph Company can only be 
excused on the supposition that while he was brought into an audience 
with our monoply management, he never studied the record of the 
postal-telegraph system in his own country. For if Mr. Pender is cor- 
rect, then Mr. Graves, the chief engineer of telegraphs, and Postmaster 
General Fawcett are all wrong. 

The fact of it is, Dr. Norvin Green and company (how large a party 
of ‘widows and orp *? there were in the vi I do not know) 
went abroad last year or the year before in the endeavor to float some 
of Jay Gould’s Western Union Telegraph stock on the foreign market. 
But while our English consins and our German ancestors have badly 
bitten by railroad securities issued in this country, they were not quite 
so stupid as to make any large investments in the watered paper of this 
conscienceless and rotten corporation. 

Here is a little pamphlet that has been circulated through the post- 
-office boxes of Congress, at the expense, I doubt not, of the Western 
Union Telegraph Company, though the managers have not their names 
upon it, in which it is asserted that the chief authorities in the British 
-Government wish to make a sale of the telegraphs to private compa- 
nies. I have a letter from the chief engineer, dated a fortnight ago, in 
which he speaks of the intention to reduce the uniform rate to 6d. for 
twenty words within the next eighteen months. 

Mr. Chairman, why is this desperate fight made, whenever the propo- 
sition is brought forward, to prevent the Congress of the United States 
from doing that which the Parliament of Great Britain saw fit to do 
under far less inducing circumstances fifteen years ago? I will tell 
you. ‘The profits of the telegraphing business proper are enormous; 
but it is something more, something besides this that is to be consid- 
-ered. 

Twelve or fifteen months ago there met in the city of Bridgeport, 
Conn., according to the slip which I have here from the Bridgeport 
Standard, a number of gentlemen who were associated in the directory 
-of the Western Union Telegraph Company; and the Standard says: 

It is estimated that the united wealth of the board amounts to $370,000,000, and 
that there is not a man on it worth less than $10,000,000, 

Of course I do not know what other business connections these gen- 
tlemen have or may have had, nor could I undertake to define exclu- 
sively the sources of wealth possessed by any one of them. But here 
is a well authenticated statement, for the name of one of the directors 
who is a citizen of Bridgeport is published in the article in a way that 
suggests his responsibility for the calculation, I say it might be that 


the opulence of these gentlemen came exclusively from their associa- 
tion in the telegraph monopoly, and the probabilities are in that direc- 
tion. You reply that the total capital stock is but $80,000,000, and 
allowing the actual investments of stockholders, including the original 
ownership of purchased lines, to be not over $15,000,000, and adding up 
the profits which have been published, there is not sufficient to account 
for the $370,000,000 in the possession of these few men. That is prob- 
ably so. And yet, I assert, it would not be strange if all this wealth 
or an equal amount of wealth among these individuals could be traced 
to their alliance in and connection with the Western Union Telegraph 
Company. : 

Answer this question: If low uniform rates will pay profits, and if 
low uniform rates will pay larger profits than the present extortionate 
rates, why does not the directory adopt them? I will tell you; and 
the answer to this question answers the one that I have just repeated. 
It is in the interest of the Western Union Telegraph Company, or it has 
been in the interest of the Western Union Telegraph Company, to sup- 
press invention. The fact of such suppression can be easily proved. 
It is still in the- interest of the Western Union Telegraph Company’s 
management to keep up prices at the highest possible figure, because 
the management do not desire to have the people, the general public, 
by individual effort, or by simple and many associations, enjoy the 
benefits of the latest possible dispatches giving the commercial quota- 
tions of the world. How the directory can obtain great profits to them- 
selves by a monopoly of the commercial news a few hours in advance 
of others has been already sufficiently stated or indicated upon the floor 
of this House. ‘‘ Ah, but they would not do it. These honorable gen- 
tlemen and their saintly predecessors would not dream of such athing 
as taking advantage of their exclusive knowledge of the distant mar- 
ket quotations!’’ I have been astounded at the innocence, I will not 
say the gullibility, of intelligent men in extending an overplus of charity 
with to this matter. Are these gentlemen of the directory of 
the Western Union Telegraph Company of such apostolic scrupulosity 
in their business transactions that they would not day by day and hour 
by hour secretly but certainly use the advantage they possess? Are 
there any other such business men on earth? Given the advantage, 
do you mean to say that this business firm will not and does not ‘‘im- 
prove” it? ‘‘They would not do it?” ‘That is precisely what they 
do; and there is where incalculable profits may be reaped. 

A few years ago I was associated in the management of a daily jour- 
nal in San Francisco which received telegraphic dispatches in cipher. 
There was a great fire at Hunter’s Point, Brooklyn, in which was con- 
sumed the Hunter Coal-Oil Refining Works, which at that time largely 
supplied the California market. The conflagration was so extensive that 
it is said to have lighted up the East River front of New York from Har- 
lem to Wallstreet. A recent similar conflagration may have given some 
of my fellow-members a personal knowledge of the extentand brilliancy 
of the illumination. The flames are said to have “‘ lighted the city of 
New York.” But nota syllable of tidings of this great fire came across 
in the dispatches of the Associated Press. Only those merchants in San 
Francisco who were wise enough to take the journal for which the dis- 
patches that came in cipher were prepared were saved on the following 
morning from selling their coal-oil to the very early-calling customer, 
the alleged agent of the telegraph management, by reading the news 
which we alone supplied. 

“Oh, but thisis only one instance. If these orphans were in the habit 
of manipulating things in that way we should have many other such 
instances on the open record.’ Notso. They are to be credited with 
wisdom in their day and generation. -Ratheram I not justified in say- 
ing that was an exceptional discovery, not an isolated transaction ? 

Are you not all acquainted with the manner in which a Cincinnati 
broker named Davis was compelled to relinquish his business as a 
dealer in market news; an illustrative case often and forcibly stated by 
Mr. Gardiner G. Hubbard ? 

The merchants, the farmers, and all other producers in this country, 
as well as the manufacturers, are vitally interested in this movement for 
a postal telegraph. Not alone the railroad company in California but 
the telegraph monopoly as well takes its constant and its immense per- 
centage from the profits ofthe toilers and the small capitalists without 
hazard of loss; the railroad by freight charges, based on ** what the traf- 
fie will bear,’’ and the telegraph management by the possession and the 
manipulation of the market quotations of the world. And I charge it 
upon the floor of this House that in these lines now indicated the West- 
ern Union Telegraph monopoly has more than fulfilled the prophecy 
written by Caye Johnson, Democratic Postmaster-General, in 1846. 
[Applause. ] í 

I have urged attention tothe suppression which has succeeded in pre- 
venting the formation of a just public sentiment touching this subject. 
And I believe that in it there is an effective appeal to the members upon 
both sides of this House. This is a matter for non-partisan legislation, 
and I have always presentedit as such. But here comes the lobbyist 
of the Western Union Telegraph Company and whispers ‘‘ paternal gov- 
ernment.” And that is supposed to bea talismanic, a cabalistic phrase 
that will charm this side of the House and operate so as to quench or 
defeat any effort to get a majority here in behalf of this measure. I 
have heard men lisping that within the last few days on the outside 
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-of these curtains, before the hour for clearing the floor, who I have 
reason to believe can not spell either one of the words that they pronounce 
with such oracular slickness or pomposity. 

Public opinion! In many respects it does not exist in this country. 
-How is it with the personal reputation here? ‘‘Fame’’ has been so 
manufactured by the Western Union Telegraph Company and its asso- 
-ciate as to afford startling illustrations of the power of these twins in 
-controlling and shaping the general estimation of men in public life. 
Why even I—informed and forewarned as I was or ought to have been— 
even I went into yonder Senate gallery several years ago, seduced to the 
visit by the repeated proclamations that had gone abroad, as it afterward 
appeared, under the suggestions of the great monopoly. I visited the gal- 
lery for the purpose of listening to an announced speaker who I had been 
‘led to believe was a sort of compound of Webster, Calhoun, and Tristam 
Burges all in one, and all at one and the same time. Isat there in 
that crowded gallery, in the midst of aromatic types of American and 
African civilization, sustained for three long mortal hours by the grace 
of patience and a bottle of camphor, in order that I might listen to this 
oratorical wonder. And at last he roseandspoke. And thenceforth, 
as a reporter, I could testify that for grammatical inaccuracies, for dis- 
jointed statements, for illogical deductions, for stale, flat, and unprofit- 
able conclusions, this ‘‘champion”’ of the telegraph monopoly—as be- 
fore and since he has proved himself to be—did not, in the performance 
to which I listened, come up to the dignity of the stump declamation 
of an average backwoods politician on a canvass for the position of a 
-cross-road justice of the peace. [Applause. ] 

A MEMBER. Name him. 

Mr. SUMNER, of California. Oh, I must decline to do that. There 
-are so many who might possibly come under the designation and dis- 
tinction that it would be invidious for me to point out the man. [Laugh- 
ter.] A short time afterward, in the same Chamber, I heard a most 
admirable speech from a man—an old member—whose name I had 
never seen in the telegraphic dispatches save in a commonplace state- 
ment or a personally disi ing sentence, 

But now come these lobbyists of the telegraph monopoly—again and 
-again returning to the charge—with an expectation of capturing a Dem- 
.ocratic majority with those words of necromancy, ‘‘ paternal govern- 

ment.’’ Especially, if not exclusively, comes the suggestion to this 
side of the House: ‘‘Oh, there is no danger that Mr. SUMNER or any 
other pleader for a postal telegraph will obtain a listening audience 
upon his side of the Chamber, because we can close the ears of all 
Democrats against such an advocacy by injecting those six syllables 
beforehand—‘ paternal government.’’’ Of course I have had a differ- 
ent opinion of my colleagues from that which the quoted brag imports, 
-and this circle of hearers confirms my judgment. 

But let me ask, how comes it that these lobbyists linger with such 
-affectionate appeals and intonations on this side of the Chamber? Have 
the orphans of the Western Union Telegraph Company any concern in 
the maintenance or promotion of Democratic principles? We have the 
testimony of Jay Gould himself that he was a Democrat or Republican 
-as suited his temporary residence or immediate needs, being an Erie 
Railroad man always. 

Now, I say that this is a strictly non-partisan measure. But lookyou, 
my Democratic brethren, since appeal is centered here: Do you know 
why Samuel J. Tilden was not inaugurated President of the United 
States? I will tell you. Do you remember those days of disquietude, 
of doubt, of anxious solicitude from November, 1876, to late in Febru- 
ary, 1877? Recall them, while I tell you why Samuel J. Tilden was 
not installed in the Presidential chair. It was the general belief, which 
subsequent events or disclosures have shown to be well founded, that 
in the event of Mr. Tilden’s inauguration Montgomery Blair would be 
Postmaster-General. And Montgomery Blair was uncompromisingly in 
favor of a postal telegraph. He was not a man to play into the hands 
of the monopoly by making general, discursive, or rice-water recom- 
mendations of reform or the establishment of a system and then say and 
do no more about it; thus giving a false hope, and preventing others in 
authority from acting aggressively and initiatorily in the cause. The 
monopoly did not fear weak showings and advice from other pens and 
under other auspices. But it would not be safe to permit Samuel J. 
‘Tilden, with such a Postmaster-General in mind, to take the executive 
seat to which he had been chosen. And what was the work put in 
train against that deprecated act of installation ? 

I have spoken about the shaping and suppressing of public sentiment 
by this great monopoly, to the injury of public and private enterprise 
and general welfare. Go back to those months of 1876 and 1877, when 
the Democracy of Indiana, in conjunction with no inconsiderable por- 
tion of the honest Republicans of that State, were organizing, as they 
had a right to do, for the purpose of seeing to it that the most com- 
fortable doctrine of the Constitution, to wit, that a majority shall rule, 
was exemplified in the inauguration of Mr. Tilden. Then and there- 
upon there was poured into that State a flood of dispatches, dated in 
every other Commonwealth, declaring that all that the Democracy else- 
where desired at that particular juncture—desired above everything 
else—was peace! Warwasthreatened! Grant and Sherman were gath- 
ering the regular Army and the artillery at Washington; and the Dem- 

. ocrats of every other Commonwealth were down on their knees praying 
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for peace; and it was deplorable that the Indiana Democracy should 
think of such a thing as organizing in the cause that had been an- 
nounced, This was about the tone and substance of the telegraphic 
appeal. The imploring was reiterated in the ears of our Indiana breth- 
ren from every quarter, ‘‘ Let us have peace! Hush! Do not hold 
public meetings demanding the inauguration of Mr. Tilden. Do not 
join leagues where there is an obligation to attend at the seat of Gov- 
ernment on the 4th of next March duly equipped and provided as the 
law directs. For Heaven’s sake, do not do anything of that kind.” 
The Democracy all over the surrounding country was supposed to be 
in an attitude of supplication; at one time prostrate, with their faces 
toward the excited yeomen of the West, begging them to desist from 
their public demonstrations and to repair to their homes and to make 
no more noise of challenge or threat with respect to the inauguration of 
the next President of the United States. Is not that history? 

And then it was the same when the people of California were organ- 
izing in the same direction. And I confess to you frankly, Mr. Chair- 
man, that we were organizing as Democrats and as loyal citizens of this 
Republic with a view tojoin our comrades in a goodly representation, 
si see to it that Samuel J. Tilden was duly inaugurated in the office 
of the Chief Executive. And I declare to you it would have been cow- 
ardly and unpatriotic if we had not been so engaged. Then the wires _ 
that crossed the plains were burdened with beseechings to go no fur- 
ther in that business, All that the leading Democrats, all that the mass 
of the Democracy east of the Rocky Mountains desired was peace. And 
to us there came very soon tidings that the Democracy of Indiana had 
repented them of the evil of their public assemblings and their drill- 
room exercises, as loyal soldiers of the Government of our fathers. And 
soon it came to us—for to us, who were in a comparatively isolated posi- 
tion, it was safer to be more particular and undisguised in the messages— 
soon it came to us that it was very probable that ‘‘ peace’’ meant thein- 
auguration of—of—of—Mr. Chairman, whatis thename of that man who 
drew Samuel J. Tilden’s salary for four years? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Hayes. 

ue SUMNER, of California, Oh, yes! Ha-a-a-y-es. [Renewed laugh- 
ter. 

And when the people of South Carolina were warm in their lawful 
desire and determination to contribute to the placing in office of the 
man who had been elected President of the United States, was it not 
telegraphed all over the country that the citizens of South Carolina did 
not care whether Mr. Tilden was putin or kept out? In fact, was it 
not telegraphed that the Democracy of South Carolina did not like Mr. 
Tilden very much any way? That while it was true that they did not 
know much about—that is, referring, of course, to the intelligent portion 
of the citizens there, who had legitimate residence in the Common- 
wealth—did not know much about this man, this man—— 

A MEMBER (interrupting). Hayes. 

Mr. SUMNER, of California. This man Hayes—without knowing 
much of him—they had no preference for the man elected. All they 
wanted was And if peace meant Hayes in the Presidential chair, 
welland good; there was no sentiment there that amounted toa market- 
day excitement one way or the other. Is not this history within your 
own knowledge? 

The ‘‘sensitive business interests of the country’’. required that a 
man who had not been elected President should be inaugurated! That 
was one of the choiceiterations of the monopoly, while it was misrepre- 
senting, suppressing, and demoralizing public sentiment on the main 
question. Do we not know—have we not since learned, if-we ourselves 
were not wise enough to understand it all along—that the sensitiveness 
of the business of the country would have been with the right and jus- 
tice of the issue, if the monopolists that controlled in great part the tele- 
graphic news of the country had not deceived the masses in one section 
of the Union by false reports as to the popular opinion, wish, and will 
in every other section? 

Have you forgotten the evidence of Republican partisanship given by 
the Western Union Telegraph Company in the careful preservation of 
cipher telegrams that passed between a person for whose actions in the 
premises Mr. Tilden was in no sense responsible and some of the venal 
men who claimed that they held on sale certain electoral votes of the 
South? Has the fact of the wholesale and complete destruction of the 
telegraphic correspondence of contemporaneous dates that passed be- 
tween Republican rsin the South and North, slipped from your 
memories? The whole record with t to this matter should come 
again before the minds of gentlemen on this side of the House, in view 
of the appeal to which I have referred; and as a sufficient answer to the 
present claim of non-partisanship in all ‘‘business arrangements ’’ by 
the Western Union Telegraph Company (a claim only modified or quali- 
fied by a pretense, in certain instances, that if there is just now any 
instinctive or inevitable leaning toward any party, it may be seen with 
the aid of a political theodolite to be in the direction of the Democratic 
organization !). 

Yesterday, or seven or eight years ago, it was the Democratic party 
that must be traduced. Are our Republican friends confident that this 
year and the next it will not be to the interest of the telegraph monop- 
oly to defeat their candidate for President? 


Talk of partisan control of the telegraph! There can be no such 


1740 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marca 8, 


thing under Government management. But it exists to-day without 
any salt of honor in it. 

But now come the lobbyists of the Western Union Telegraph Com- 
pany to the Democratic side of the Hall of the House of Representatives 
and prate about ‘‘ paternal government.” Oh, how they love the Dem- 
ocratic party! And now they will tell yon—now that there is a Demo- 
cratic majority in this Chamber, and a majority for a postal-telegraph 
bill in the Senate—now they will tell you that they have got a corps of 
officers who are everything short of being lineal descendants of Thomas 
Jefferson, James Madison, James Monroe, and Andrew Jackson. 

I have even heard it intimated that if we will refrain from taking any 
action in a postal telegraph way at this session of Congress, and will 
nominate a President (or perchance a Vice-President—in a certain con- 
tingency) who is agreeable to their brotherhood, they will lend a sort of 
corporation support to the ticket. Is there any man on this side of 
the House to be caught by any such suggestion as that? I wot not. 

What these monopolists look for in this respect, is to get a man after 
their own heart on both tickets and then choose the most subservient, 
or the one that for any discovered reasons can be controlled by them to 
the greatest extent. 

One other suggestion I must not forget. It is said we are now having 
and we are going to have great and growing and permanent competition. 
Well, gentlemen, you have got the retrospect of the last fifteen or 
twenty years. You know what that signifies. Oh, yes; oh, yes! The 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company will give us enduring com- 
petition. And Johnny Mackay, from the Virginia Bonanza and the 
Parisian Arch of Triumph, is going to give us competition. Why, 
Johnny will even carry letters for the Government, on certain trunk 
routes, for half a cent a word. So he will—if you give him all the 
business of the Government, with a license to charge his own rates on 
the feeding branches. So Johnny could really afford to do, with lines 
all over the country. That I admit. And thatisin vindication of the 
terms set down in my bill; which provide for a profit during the first 
years, adequate to meet all possible incidental and extraordinary ex- 

connected with the establishmont of a new line; more than ade- 
quate—far more—if maintained to the end of a decade of years, than 
would be necessary in order toreturn the twenty-five millions called 
for in my bill. But are you to be deluded any longer with a promise 
of competition? Do you not know that competition to-day means con- 
solidation day after to-morrow? Tide along and tide along, and still 
maintain rates at exorbitant figures, with secret pooling arrangements 
all the while. Is not this the old worn-out trick of these monpolies? 
At least, gentlemen, say if you will that you flatly refuse to establish 
a postal telegraph. But do not say, nor permit any man tosay for you, 
that you base your declination upon a belief in reform rates by com- 
petition. [Applanse. ] 

Mr. i , I have spoken in the homely, unstudied phrase of 
our Western folks, not only as one claiming to represent the people on 
a general basis of understanding and conviction, but also as specially 
authorized and directed by the resolutions of chambers of commerce, 
boards of trade, labor societies, and honest anti-monopoly leagues. In 
all recent public political meetings in my State the people assembled 
have unanimously the passage of this measure which I present, 
and their petitions are here in different forms for your inspection. 

Mr. Chairman, there is no other method for the obtaining and the 
maintaining of just and judicious management of telegraphs in this 
country save and except by a Government -telegraph enactment. 
The people of this country are entitled to telegraphic services at figures 
which come close to the actual expenditures in the business and a fair 
interest on the cost of the plant. In no other way will the people and 
the majority of the people, and practically all the people, have the ben- 
efits of this great and surpassingly marvelous invention. Our fathers: 
“ builded wiser than they knew;’’ for the Constitution which they 
framed doth command the passage of such a measure as is advocated. 

There is a picture of the political and the social and the intellectual 
and the moraladvantages which would spring inevitably—ever-enlarg- 
ing in their beneficence—from the establishment that is now sought at 
your hands and under an appeal to the obligations im by your 
oaths. I have not time to dwell upon its features. at a web of 
amity would be woven by this lacing and interlacing of electric wire! 
And while some may say it is too early in this century or too late in 
this session for the passage of such a measure as House bill No. 98, I 
shall retain to the last hours for reasonable expectation the hope and 
the belief, that before this division of our official lifetime shall close, this 
country will have had their postal facilities vein i by the legal grant 
of authority to the Postmaster-General to forthwith proceed to prepare 
and publish specifications for the building of postal-telegraph lines 
throughout the length and breadth of the United States of America. 
[Applause. ] 


APPENDIX A. 
HOW THE WESTERN UNION STOCK HAS BEEN WATERED. 
The Western Union Telegraph Company is one of the greatest, and it is the 
most exacting, the most extortionate, the most corrupt, monopoly in our land. 
I have given it all due credit. At least as early as 1) its history as a swindle 


fis original capital was $360,000. This was watered in 1855 and 1856 to twice 
the amount each time; and the capital in 1857 was $1,500,000. In 1858 this was 


again watered to $3,000,000. In 1863 it was again watered by again doubling the: 
number of shares to $6,000,000, In 1864 its stock was further ine: „Ona pur- 
chase and extension of lines, $5,000,000, ngee Dap eana in all. In 1864 the 
whole stock was again doubled by issue to stockholders of an exact gift of $11,- 
000,000 in stock dividends. This would make the stock amount to $22,000,000; 
but the figures of the Western Union Telegraph Company are $21,355,100. Dur- 
ing 1865 the stock was increased by exchanges to $21,485,400. In 1866 the stock 
was akain watered $472,300 by an issue of a stock dividend; and soon after, by 
consolidation with the United States Telegraph Company and by issue for the 
United States Pacific lines, further increased $7,179,100, making $29,156,800. In 
1866, by stock in exchange for American Telegraph Company's stock, there was 
an increase of $4,000,000; and by a grand watering p y an issue of stock 
bonus of $7,818,800—the stock was increased $11,818,800, making it $40,955,600. 

The following is from an article by Gardiner G. Hubbard, which appeared in 
the North American Review of December, 1883: 

“ Consolidation invited further competition, for the Mutual Union was organ- 
ized, and in 1883 the Western Union leased it lines for nine hundred and ninety- 
nine years for an annual rental of $500,000, thus adding another weight to the 
burden to be borne by the public. Nor did the Western Union then obtain a 
monopoly, for new competitors have started up, anxious to be consolidated. The 
effect of the various consolidations and stock dividends is forcibly shown by a 
tabular statement- 


The capital of the company prior to its reorganization in 1866 was.... $10,000,000 
At that time it was inevoneoa by the issue of new stock for shares in 
RTOE OS a a TENRAN E E OUES SON REENEN EII DEEN L ONUA ESIA 20, 
It has been subsequently increased by the issue of new stock fo 
shares in other companies. +e 
For stock dividends in 1866 .. 
For stock dividends in 1879... 


For stock dividends in 1881 ........ enian A tyre Pn „ 15,526,590 

For stock dividends in 1881, on account of Atlantic and Pacific Tele- 
graph shares owned by the Western Union and then divided. ....... 4,320, 000 
86, 805, 196 
Less stock of the company purchased in 1874.........00......c.e.ceeeee 6, 805, 196 
80, 000, 000 

The stockholders have received— 

Cash dividends since 1886 «+ 34,000,000 
ee s.. 25,817, 108 

And the company had on hand, June 30, 1853, available assets toward 
pd ee ga bare A EA aetna es rena L PSD Die ae ih 15, 039, 000- 
Total dividends and undivided assets since January 1, 1866...... 74, 856, 000- 


“Since 1867 Leap gree besides contributing these cash dividends and assets, 
has paid $110,000,000, the operating expenses of the company. The sum of $20,- 
830,000, expended in the purchase of rival lines, represents a part of the cost to 
the public of its vain efforts, since 1867, to procure by competition a reduction of 
rates. These rival lines, when purchased, become a source of expense to the 
Western Union, as they are generally poorly constructed, and merely duplicate 
existin: Hossa still, as they block other competitors from using the routes, they 
are maintaine 


APPENDIX B. 


GENERAL Post-Orrice, LONDON, E. C., 20th June, 1583. 


My Dear Sir: Herewith I hand you the paper you haveread—i. e., the paper 
I read before the Society of Telegraph Engineers in 1880—corrected up to date 
except as regards the figures of railway instruments, in which I take it you have 
wy think the rett rally, though of briefl lains th 

n © paper pretty generally, though of course briefly, explains the posi- 
tion as it was before and ih na the transfer, and itis only necessary, therefore, to 
point out clearly the subsidiary circumstances that have affected the balance of 
prar and loss, and on the other hand to consider the exceptional gain that has 

n obtained by some portion of the public. 

As regards the expenditure by telegraph companies as compared with the ex- 
penditure on the postal telegraphs, irrespective of the fact that wages have 
risen, there are special circumstances to be borne in mind before any comparison 
of fi is instituted. 

ior to 1870 (the date of the transfer) all the railways, with the exception of 

two or three which upheld their own telegraphs and were practically little tele- 

ph com) ies as well as railway companies, were in the hands either of the 
lectric Telegraph Company or the Magnetic Tel ph Company. 

These telegraph companies were paid for the service they rendered to the rail- 
way companies. In some cases the payment made this service directly profit- 
able. In other cases the telegraph company, having free way-leave over the 

ve lines, were enabled to uphold their own plant more cheaply, because 
they upheld that of the railway company along with it. Beyond this, in nearly 
every case they had free carriage of stores and free conveyance for their servants, 
and generally the agreements were so worded that they might carry people over 
one railway to do duty on another. In these respects the ition is now en- 
tirely reversed. By the act of Parliament of 1868 (alograp act) it is enacted 
that every -office wire upon a railway shall be maintained by that railway 
and shall be paid for by the post-office, the rate of payment (in some cases fixed 
by arbitration and in some cases by arrangement) is ordinarily 20s. per mile of 
wire per annum, and where there are, as is often the many I wires on 
the same posts with railway wires, it follows that the railway companies profit 
by ueintaining for themselves their own wires along with those of the post- 
office. 


Then the post-office, while it has a large road system to maintain, and there- 
fore must po pomauy travel over the railways, pays fares and carriage for every- 
thing. This, of course, is a very heavy item on its debit side. 

Further, the telegraph companies avoided localities that did not yield profit, 
and in the majority of instances had their offices at the railway stations rent free, 
The post-office carries wire to thousands of localities which do not yield direct 
remuneration, and they have offices invariably in the towns, involving a rental 
or acapital payment for building. These circumstances all tend tothe national 
advantage, but of course to the disadvantage of any pecuniary comparison be- 
tween the net earnings of the fice and the telegraph companies. 

The press are in an especially favorable situation. Under the old order of 
things a press department which represented a federation of the various tele- 
graph companies prepared a comparatively small supply of news which was 

uly dispatched from London to such papers as subscribed for it, They paid 
teror sums according to the quantity a ey were allowed to receive. 


pper received the same matter, and if it ed to be supplied with specnu 
reports y its individual representatives the m containing the news were 
or at full rates. Now the -office prov rtment 


es no news—A 
of the government, it could not possibly do so—and resul 
separate iations, independent of the post-office entirely, and also independ- 
ent of the ne pers, but depending upon the latter for custom, are in the 
field and are bidding each other to purvey the fullest, most accurate, and 
the quickest supply of news. Each paper makes a contract with one or other 
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-or both of these associations to receive so many columns of matter, either all 
through the year or at particular seasons. 
The associations’ mi to the are carried by the post-office at the 
rate of one hundred words for ls. from 7 p. m. to 7 a. m.,and seventy-five words 
for 1s. during the day. This is the charge for a single copy; but if one of those 


freely and at the same cheap rates as from London. In fact, a provincial news- 
paper, published, say, in G: w, often appears in the morning with equally full 
repor pe ang transp) throughout the kingdom with those that ap- 
pear in ndon papers. 

I am not clear that I can nerpia fad youany further information, but I shall 


ons sends thirty or forty copies of the same reports to n pers in dif- | be very Depes 92 98 so if you will point out any subject of interest at which I 
ferent towns, then the charge is only 2d. per hundred words for copy trans- | have not g! 
mitted, and itis upon this 2d. charge that t wd hme eT a base their charges Yours, faithfully, 
to the newspapers. Ifan; per wishes to have an individual report, separate E. GRAVES, 
and Rhema from those of | erg (areg spend nasto pay for it a the rate hry OA. eomann, Esi Engineer in Chief Post-Office 
undred wo an te years result of these cheap ra n 5 ` 
aboras of oe political speeches, &c., in the provinces are telegraphed as 24 Bedford Place, London, W. C. 
APPENDIX C. = 
Gross and net revenue derived from the telegraph service of Great Britain and Ireland since the transfer of the telegraphs to the post-office (29th 
January, 1870). 
> 3S | A | = s U 5 
H Ee | 3 Payments out— A E 
AFE RES ; a 2 2i, 
i i : ; į F : st | fe | Ysg | ¢ 
Year ended March 31— 2 E 35 $ $ $ F Sy FE E | S : 
elf | 3 | 4 3j # qi; 2° | 2 
£2 : £ 3 EFI at as aor wes £ 
yaar | z > = b E | o è 
eile] go | d | a | 2 e |eft} 2 | seh | z 
1870 (2 ths £107,479 £5,000 £1,719 | £100, 760 £62, 273 £38, 487 
ieee £908, asi |" E31, 935 | EIG, 783 971,217 255,952 | 17,331 697,934! 304.447 | 303,457 
1,095, 375 39,175 32,578 1, 183, 157 408, 965 22,581 751, 611 591,776 159, 835 
1, 306, 055 43, 300 37,817 | „855 1, 401,077 385, 684 25,472 | 989, 921 4874, HG 114,975 
1, 403, 793 52, 688 42, 063 3,626 25,642 1,527,812 416,475 | 27,871 1, 083, 466 $967,790 | 115,676 
1, 445, 823 58, 478 50, 849 | 5,212 13, 285 1,576, 647 6410, 770 28,798 1, 137,079 TL, O77, 347 59, 732 
1,479, 477 58, 165 52,884 6, 896 26, 416 1, 623, 838 320, 868 26, 308 | 1,276,662 | 81,031,524 245, 116 
1,474,814 65, 041 58, 912 8,253 14, 49 1, 621, 599 306, 592 31,900 1, 313, 107 1, 123, 790 189, 317 
1, 486, 990 6A, 367 58,329 8, 087 16, 074 1, 633, 847 298, 059 2,246 | 1,333,542 | 101,164,114 | 169,428 
1, 448, 043 71,813 62,010 8,555 13, 166 1, 608, 587 24, 550 2,145 1, 346, 892 19], 089,392 257,500 
1, 549, 866 76, 269 66, 349 9,769 14, 475 1,716, 728 261, 861 2,378 | 1, 452,489 | 1,111, 483 341, 006 
teal Swal muj Be) maj naal Bt] rar raia races) meas 
1, 697, 552 87,233 481 25,090 4 | * 1 369, | 
1,781, 617 97, 989 Br as 29,517 15,515 | 2,009,067 265,860 | 3,144 | 11,740,063 1,504,493 | 235,570 
U 3 ao 


1 The revenue shown in this table is the amount actually brought to account in each year, 
ear. 


? The payments to cable companies represent the sums actually paid in 
*The have À expenses are those shown in the appro} 
office of works in Ireland during the whole period, nor t 


jation accounts of the telegra h vote, and do not include the ers, eee expenditure incurred by the 
incurred by the office of wor i 74. 


in England since rr 1st April, 187 


4 The expenses of the year ended 31st March, 1873, include arrears of pay for 1870 and 1871, amounting to £64,000. 


® The expenses of the year ended 3ist March, 1874, include for the first t 
® Arrears amounting to £30,006 were paid in this year. 


e the cost of extensions, amounting to £31,502. 


7 Pensions of redundant officers of telegraph companies, amounting to £41,695, were for the first time charged to the telegraph vote. Of this amount £24,999 


was for arrears. 


From the Ist April, 1875, stationery has been provided for in the vote for the stationery office. 


* Payments for the delivery: of telegrams beyond one mile were treated as 
have n to the te careph vote. 

The expenses of the years ended 3ist March, 1877, 
the Manchester new flice. The expenses of the years ended 3ist 


N Telegraph reyenue as per finance accounts.............. 
Add extra receipts 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker resumed the chair. 

Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
5459) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


NAVIGATION OF SOUTH PASS, ETC. 
_ Mr. HUNT, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and adopted: 
Resol That Secretary 
to the vse aneri agt has 
relatin; 


Mr. HUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolntion 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to obtain an understanding with re- 
gard to the length of time to be hereafter devoted to general debate on 
the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. STEELE. I move that the House adjourn. 


LEAVE TO PROT. 
Mr. CALDWELL, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to have 
printed in the RECORD remarks on the bill to pension soldiers of the 
Mexican war. ` [See Appendix. ] 


sete ence ene 


charges on the telegraph revenue until 3lst January, 1876, but since that date they 


and 31st March, 1878, and 31st March, 1879, include the sum of £69,946 paid toward the purchase of the site of 
povo March, 1877, and 3ist 
settlement of arrears in respect of message work performed for the department and the maintenance of the telegraph plant. 


1878, also include large sums paid to railway companies in 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. Thequestion is on the motion to adjourn. [Cries 


oft! lar order!’?] 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope we may have some understanding as 


to how much time shall be devoted —— 

“The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, and the question 
is on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I trust the demand for the regular order will 
be withdrawn until this matter can be settled. 

Mr. HISCOCK. order. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, it was agreed to; 
ae accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COLLINS: Petition of citizens of Boston, Mass., to prevent 
the eee of foreign laborers under contracts—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: The petition of D. L. Jackson and 75 others, of C. 
E. Stubbs and 13 others, and of W. Hoagland and 81 others, all of Colorado 
Springs, Colo.; of A. Willson and 24 others of Richfield, Minn.; of D. 
O. Frazer and 66 others of Greenville, and of J. W. Hyatt and 7 others, 
and A. A. Drake, of Warren, Ohio; of J. B. Wilkelm and 36 others, and 
of Lucius H. Clark and 14 others, of New York; of George J. Baker and 
15 others of Wesley Station, Iowa; of James McNair and 10 others of 
Indiana; of H. Morton and 9 others of Churchill, of Charles Liebman 
and 59 others of Anthony, of William Edgerton and 28 others of Varck, 
of J. T. Maholland and 33 others of Minneapolis, of E. Copland and 
5 others and of L. T. Yount and 14 others of Valencia, and of David 
Fox and 71 others of Wichita, all in Kansas; of G. J. Dinkle and 60 
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others, of George J. Dinkle and 40 others, of George J. Dinkle and 39 
others, of George J. Dinkel and 18 others, of George J. Dinkle and 25 
others, of George Dinkle and 20 others, of George J. Dinkle and 26 
others, of George J. Dinkle and 48 others, of G. J. Dinkle and 27 others, 
of L. Goodwin and 48 others, all of Las Vegas, N. Mex.; of E. A. Warz 
and 41 others of Santa Fé, and of J. H. Kingman and 20 others of Wagon 
Mound, N. Mex.; of Welcom Manchester and 49 others of Fair Haven, 
of E. T. Holbrook and 32 others of Milton, of O. P. Moore and 19 others 
of Middleburg, of F. C. Gault and 17 others of East Hubbardton, of W. 
T. Barber and 23 others of Castleton, of C. E. Bresee and 9 others of 
Hortonville, of J. R. Crane and 6 others of Bridgeport, and of Leonard 
Fish and 16 others of Ira, all in Vermont; of B. P. Young and 123 others 
of Corvalis, of James A. Walker and 3 others of Sun River, of John A. 
Woodson and 12 others, and of Oliver J. Crane and 34 others of Miles 
City, of William Williams and 89 others of Deer Lodge, and of H. F. 
Clement and 1 other of Flatwillow, all in Montana; of Lyman Glass 
and 20 others, of G. F. Durkee and 14 others of Harvard, of N. S. Colby 
and 50 others of McHenry, of E. E. Gilbert and 87 others, of A. S. New- 
man and 21 others of Greenwood, of H. D. Hughes and 11 others of 
Millburn, and of D. L. Sayler and 6 others of McHenry, all in Illinois; 
of John Bell and 230 others of Coldwater, of C. S. Place and 33 others 
of Ionia County, of G. A. Fowler and 9 others of Horton, of Adebert 
Worden and 14 others of Fenwick, of T. M. Southworth of Hillsdale 
County, of William Penny and 7 others of Shiloh, of William Britton 
and 9 others of Balch, of P. T. Spencer and 23 others of Greenville, of 
E. O. Smith and 49 others of Orleans, of H. D. Smith and 5 others of 
Fowler, of P. W. Brown and 37 others of Somerset Centre, of O. V. Ham- 
mond and 43 others of Springport, of J. Chilson and 33 others of Han- 
over, and of F. E. Bradley and 4 others of Clinton, all in Michigan; of 

` E. H. Canfield 56 others, of Isaac Smith and 16 others of Mound- 
ville, of C. K. Parker and 37 others of sg yy eames i William War- 
anran and 18 others of Honey Creek, of L. B. ey and 34 others 
of East Troy, of George Forbes and 5 others of Cascade, of E. G. Gale 
of Kendall, of N. Renk of Sun Prairie, of Marvin W. Rice and 12 others 
of Bancroft, of J. H. Pitcher of Eagle, of Jacob Waterworth and 23 
others of Indian Ford, of J. C. Putnam and 10 others of Neosho, of A. 
G. Hardell and 24 others of Dousman, of Nathan Mercer and 15 others 
of Neosho, of Henry Hutchinson and 34 others of Randolph, of G. H. 
Beaumont and 26 others of Hyde’s Mills, of S. V. R. Howard and 98 
others of New London, of C. A. Dingman and 40 others of Troy Centre, 
of L. S. Baldwin and 37 others of Kendall, of Ervin Allen and 6 others 
of North Prairie, of John L. Jones and 35 others of Helena, of A. Jones 
and 53 others of Leeds Centre, of George Richardson and 37 others of 
Wampum, of C. K. Phelps and 64 others of Springfield, of L. Stone 
and 148 others of Sun Prairie, of C. J. Shumway and 33 others of 
Bristol, of L. 8. Baldwin and 92 others of Kendall, of J. H. Ketchum 
and 13 others of West Bend, of J. W. Briggs and 18 others of Boaz, of 
F. M. Ross and 15 others of Cambria, of S. R. Edgerton and 18 others 
of Spring Prairie, of O. L. Baker and 20 others of Edmund, of Joseph 
Hallam and 1 other of Dodgeville, of A. H. Darrow and 89 others of 
Brandon, of Joseph Lackey and 26 others of Troy Centre, of William 
Warrington and 44 others of Honey Creek, of Peter Tubbs of Seymour, 
of H. J. Smith of Waukesha, of D. H. Langdon and 44 others of Par- 
deeville, and of L. D. Walbridge and 22 others of Silas, all of Wiscon- 
sin, asking for the restoration of the tariff of 1867 on imported wool— 
severally to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COOK: Petition of W. J. Wright and others, relative to the 
Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of George Criley, in relation to the Des Moines River 
lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. D. B. CULBERSON: Papers relating to the claim of John C. 
Thompson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Petition of citizens of Du Bois, Pa., against the im- 
portation of foreign laborers under the contract system—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of citizens of Chicago, favoring increase 
of foree to expedite the payment of rebate taxes on tobacco—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition and protest of the proprietors and 
employésof Parkmount Mills, Delaware County, Pennsylvania, against 
any agitation of the question of reduction of the tariff—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GEORGE: Petition of Mary Jane Heuson, for relief as a set- 
tler within the limits of the land grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of L. J. Flowers and 21 others, of Cherry 
Camp, and of J. A. Connell and 115 others, of Harrison County, West 
Virginia, relative to the Chinese restriction act—severally to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Norton & Wells and others, dealers in manufactured 
tobacco, praying for an allowance for revenue stamps destroyed by the 
recent flood in the Ohio River—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Papers relating tothe claim of W. H. Wheeler— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Joint resolution of the General As- 
sembly of Iowa, in respect to interstate commerce—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


Also, joint resolutions of the General Assembly of Iowa, as to liens of. 
judgments in United States courts and as to recording in each county 
judgments in Federal courts—severally to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. HOUSEMAN: Petition of J. C. Fitzgerald, M. C. Burch, J. 
W. Ransom, and about 300 others, citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., to- 
increase the pay of circuit and district judges of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of George B. Tompkinsand 47 others, mem- 
bers of Butterworth Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Coldwater, 
Mich., for passage of an act giving each honorably discharged soldier, 
sailor, and marine one hundred and sixty acres of land—to the Com- 
mittee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. McCOID: Resolutions of A. M. Taylor Post, No. 153, Depart- 
ment of Iowa, asking Con; to an act granting one hundred and. 
sixty acres of land to all honorably discharged soldiers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Protest of 5,000 citizens of Youngstown, Ohio, 
against the proposed tariff reduction—to the Committee on Ways and. 
Means. 


By Mr. NEECE: Petition of the Ladies’ Missionary Society Presby- 
terian church Monmouth, Ill., relative to a Territorial government for 
Alaska—to the Committee on Territories. 

Also, petition of Robert Bennett and others for the enforcement of” 
the eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of citizens of Moravia, N. Y., in reference- 
to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: ae relating to H. R. 5462 for ascertaining the 
depth of water and width of channel of the South Pass of the Missis- 
sippi River, &e.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PETERS: Papers relating to the claim of H. E. Van Trees, 
of M. H. Clements, and of Reuben Marshall—severally to the Commit-- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUSEY: Joint resolution of the General Assembly of Iowa, 
in respect to interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, joint resolution of the General Assembly of Iowa, relative to- 
liens of judgments in United States courts—to the Committee on the- 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Shawnee Indians, for balance due them 
under several treaties—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of D. P. Holcomb and 121 others, 
relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 


By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: Petition of D. M. Jenkins and 63 others, 
asking Congress to pass an act granting a pension, &c., to all honorably 
discharged so]diers—to the Committee on the Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Remonstrance of citizens of Martin County, 
Minn., against action of forfeiture of portion of lands granted Southern. 
Union Railroad Company—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WARD: Petition of Albert G. Porter, Joseph E. McDonald, 
W. R. Meyers, and 40 others, asking that the name of Samantha Har- 
riman may be placed on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid: 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of D. R. Harper and 26 others, relative to- 
the equalization of bounties, granting pensions, &c.—to the Committee- 
on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. WOODWARD: Petition of L. Chase & Co. and others, of 
Crawford, Wis., for an increase of clerks to expedite payment of claims. 
for rebate of tax on tobacco—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, March 10, 1884. 


Prayer by Rev. J. B. VAN ae toe D., of the city of Baltimore. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in answer to a resolution. 
of the 4th instant, a list of awards made by the commissioners appointed, 
under the act of March 3, 1875, to aid in the improvement of the Fox 
and Wisconsin Rivers, &c.; which, with the accompanying papers, on. 
motion of Mr. SAWYER, was referred to the Committee on Appropria-- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting for consideration, in connection with papers sub- 
mitted on the 7th instant relating to the matter of awards for damages 
occasioned by the section of dams on the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, a 
copy of the record in certain cases relative thereto; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIATS. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Intheabsence of the Senator who is charged with. 
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the presentation of it I present the petition of Hugh Bodell, late private 
Company B, One hundred and pep Sica Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, praying to be restored to the pension-roll. I move that the 
petition be referred to the Committee-on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON Pe resolutions adopted by Fuller Post, No. 
38, Grand Army of the Republic, Logan, Iowa, in favor of increasing 
all pensions now below $8 per month to that amount, and that all the 
surviving soldiers of the late war be pensioned at that rate; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of the officers of the Iowa Im- 
proved Stock Breeders’ Association, praying for the passage of the bill 
for the suppression of pleuro-pneumonia and other contagious diseases 
of farm stock; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of Sophia C. Gray, of Lenox, Iowa, 
praying for an amendment of the present law relative to bounties to 
Union soldiers; which was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of members of the bar and other citi- 
zens of Texas, representing the inadequacy of the salaries of the judges 
of the circuit and district courts of the United States in that State, and 
praying for an increase thereof; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. z 

Mr. GIBSON. I present a petition of the Louisiana Educational 
Society, praying that an appropriation be made for education in the 
State of polity dy As the petition relates to a very important mat- 
ter, I ask that it be printed in the RECORD, if there be no objection. 
It is not long. 

The petition was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, and referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor, as follows: 


OFFICE oF THE LOUISIANA EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY, 
New Orleans March 4, 1884. 
To the honorable the Senate and 
House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 

We beg leave to lay before you, on behalf of the State of Louisiana, the follow- 

statement of facts, ang@to submit this memorial : 

e report of the su ndent of public education of the city of New Orleans 
for 1881 showed a total school population (6 to 18 years of age) of 61,456; a total 
enrollment in the public schools of the city of 24 401 ; and an average daily at- 
tendance in ea and January (which were the months of largest attend- 
ance) of 17,135. 

ough the number of educable children has largely increased since then, 
the superintendent reports for January, 1884, the enrollment to be only 14,482, 
with an average attendance of 11,070, 

With an allowance of 10,000 in private and parochial schools (which is a large 
estimate), we still have 36,974 children in New Orleans receiving no educational 
instruction whatever, 

The census of 1880 shows an average attendance of 15,190 (which included the 
months of most meager and the largest attendance). Thus you will see at a 
glance the large decrease in the number being educated, although the popula- 
tion is steadily increasing. 

A corresponding retrogression exists throughout the State, and it may be safely 
affirmed of the 273,845 school population of Louisiana (census of 1880) not 
more than 30 percent. of them attend either public, private, or parochial schools. 

In the fifteen Southern States, iacluding the District of Columbia, the census of 
1880 shows that there are 2,702,835 (white and black) of the 5,703,216 school popu- 
lation not enrolled in schools, and notwit! ding the efforts made by the peo- 

le of these States, and the generous contributions from private sources in the 
North for educational purposes, the number of children unenrolled in the schools 
and the illiterates continue to increase, 

The State and city have done much toward public education, but the illiter- 
ates are such a large proportion of the population, and poverty isso bang se 
that the taxable peoerty can not bear such a burden as must necessarily - 
posed to provide for and sustain public schools. 

We are aware that in so far as ignorance isthe source of pauperism, crime, and 
a want of thrift, the State is chiefly interested and the Federal Government in- 
directly only, but there is a common ground on which Federal and State inter- 
ests meet and blend. pa vernon is necessary for both, and it is pavers 
the duty of both to see that the citizen is made capable of performing the duties 
of citizenship intelligently, fearlessly, honestly. Said one: “Honest enough, 
rare enough, and keen enough to resist corruption, defy violence, and defeat 

ud.’ 


multiply. 

the words of Senator BLAIR: ** Education, physical, intellectual, and moral, 
is the primal] necessity.” The fathers and founders of our Government so con- 
side it. They thought that a republic could stand only in the intelligence 
and virtue of its citizens. 

Our danger is imminentand increasing. France in 1870 realized thatit was not 
the needle-gun, but educated Germany which so quickly brought her to defeat 
and submission. She was taught a bitter lesson, by which she is now profiting, 
Since then she has ly in her taxation for public schools, made ele- 
mentary pegs free,and attendance compulsory. Let her history teach us 
to educate our children, be they white or black. 

But this can only be done with the liberal aid of the National Government, 
and unless it comes to our assistance the condition of our educational work must 
grow steadily worse. 

We believe that a very large sum is necessary to meet the great need of the 
country. A bill before Congress proposes to give $15,000,000 for the first year, and 
to decrease the a priation $1,000,000 each year during a period of ten years, 
dividing it according to the number of illiterates in cach State. 

We trust that some such measures may meet your Sppravai Some such meas- 
ures are necessary to stay and roll back the tide of illiteracy in this and other 
States of the South, which now finds no barriers strong enough to resist it. We 
believe it to be the duty of Congress to make some such appropriation, and on 
behalf of our State we ask it to do so. 


Washington, Adams, Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, declared the necessity for 
and the importance of public education. Said the latter in his inaugural ad- 
dress of 1817: “ Let us by all wise and constitutional measures mote intelli- 


gence among the e, as the best means of preserving our li ies.” 
Presidents Grant, Hayes, Garfield, and Arthur have severally recommended 
it, and President Garfield said: “Al the constitutional power of the nation and 
of the States should be summoned to meet the danger by the saving influence ef 
saya on poverty os and dangers befi peal to Congress to d 
our poverty upon us fore us, we a o 
all that can constitutionally be done to aid in the education of youth, so that we 
may reap the fruits of industry, integrity, and intelligence, 
LOUIS BUSH, President 
E. T. MERRIOK, Vice-President, 
L L. LEUCHT, ere! 
CARTWRIGHT EUSTIS, Treasurer, 
R. H. BROWNE, 
J. C. MORRIS, 


on Memorials, 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of citizens of Illinois, praying for 
the equalization of bounties of soldiers of the late war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the petition of Lewis A. Groff and 
others, lawyersof Nebraska, praying for an increase of the salary of the- 
United States district judge for that district; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HILL presented the petition of Wolff & Brown, of Denver, Colo., 
praying compensation for property taken by Col. Thomas Moonlight, 
commander of the Colorado military district, in 1865; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of numerous citizens of Chicago, 
Ill., in favor of the passage of a bill to suppress pleuro-pneumonia and. 
other diseases among cattle; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Fo k 

. BLAIR. I present thepetition of S. S. Farnham and others, citi- 
zens of Minneapolis, Minn. , a co-operative association of persons of small 
means, praying for such legislation as will enable them to settle on a 
suitable body of the public lands, that they may safely enter upon co- 
operative work, so that village life may be substituted for the isolation 
of farm life on the frontier. I have had quite a number of communica- 
tions from people of this class. I move that the petition be referred to- 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I presentapreamble and resolutions adopted by the Bal- 
timore Annual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, now in 
session in this city. The resolutions are very brief, and I will read 
them as the most convenient way of stating their contents: 

Whereasthere is a bill now Vain sn Cone Tose nown as the commissioners’ 
license bill for the District of Columbia; and 
Whereas th and twelfth sections thereof are favorable to the liquor in- 


terests, and as such must be injurious to the homes of many, danat to the 
morals of the people, and detrimental to the prosperity ofthe community: There- 


fore, 

Be it resolved by the Baltimore Annual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, 
assembled in this city March7, 1884, That we earnestly and respectfully solicit Con- 
gress not to said sections of this bill. 

Resolved, That we heartily approve of the District Temperance Alliance, and do 
hereby join with them in asking for the right to vote upon the question of the 
prohibition of the manufacture and sale of all intoxicating liquors as a beverage 
within said District of Columbia; and 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to Congress forthwith. 


I move that the preamble and resolutions, with the letter from the 
Conference transmitting the same, be referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of citizens of Howell County, 
Missouri, praying that a pension be granted to John W. Grammar, a 
soldier in the war with Mexico; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. JONAS presented a petition of the Louisiana Educational Society, 
praying that an appropriation be made for educational purposes in that. 
State; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLATT presented a resolution of the General Assembly of the 
State of Connecticut; which was read, as follows: 

STATE OF CONNECTICUT, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, 
General Assembly, January Session, A. D. 1884. 

Relating to the history of the military organization of the war of the Revolution. 

Whereas the greater part of the original rolls and orderly books of the Con- 
necticut officers and soldiers of the Continental army in the war of the Revolu- 
tion are on file in the Pension Office, Department of the Interior, at Washington, 
D. C., where they are practically inaccessible to the citizens of this State, hav- 
ing been loaned to the General Government after the destruction of the War 
De ent in 1800; and 

Whereas the same is believed to be true of the Revolutionary rolls of all the 
thirteen o 1 States; and 

Whereas these rolls furnish the only official evidence in existence of the names, 
aoa pa military careers of the officers and soldiers of the Revolutionary- 
war; an 
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Whereas it isa matter of great historic interest that these records should be 
preserved in a durable and accessible form, as well as a due measure of justice 
to the memory of the patriotic men who achieved our national independence: 
Therefore, 

Resolved by this Assembly : 

Secrion 1. That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be requested 
to use their best efforts to cause Congress to adopt the recommendation of the 
Commissioner of Pensions, and make provision for collecting materials forand 
for publishing a complete “history of the military organizations of the war of 
the Revolution.” 

Src. 2. That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, directed to forward a 
Praga» copy of this resolution to each of our Senators and Representatives in 

ngress. 


Passed February 20, 1884. 
Passed February 27, 1834. 


Mr. PLATT. The State of Connecticut and its people have felt that 
these records ought to be returned by the General Government to the 
State, and have from time to time made such efforts to obtain their re- 
` turn as seemed right and proper. Now that the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions has recommended that they be published, the Legislature of the 
State of Connecticut seems to fall in with that suggestion, and I take 
this opportunity to commend the matter to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom I move that the resolution be referred. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented resolutions adopted by McEwan Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, of North Ver- 
non, Ind., and resolutions adopted by Gust. Abbott Post, No. 113, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, of Waymans- 
ville, Bartholomew County, Indiana, in favor of the passage of a bill 
for the equalization of bounties, and for other purposes ; which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Madison County, Indiana, 
praying that Mrs. Samantha Harriman, widow of Isaac M. May, late 
major Nineteenth Indiana Volunteers, be restored to the pension-rolls; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented certain papers to accompany the bill (S. 1392) to 
com) te John W. Smith for losses sustained by him during the war 
of the rebellion; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GARLAND presented a petition of attorneys and other citizens 
of Fort Smith and Van Buren, Ark., praying for the increase of salaries 
of United States district judges; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SENATE. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WALKER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1574) to provide for the sale of the 
Cherokee reservation in the State of Arkansas, to report it with an 
amendment and with the recommendation that as amended the bill be 
passed, I also submit a written report. I ask for the present consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent that the bill just reported by him be now considered. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. 

Mr. WALKER. I hope the Senator from Alabama will withdraw 
the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. MORGAN. On last Friday the Committee on Public Lands re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3933) to deelare a forfeiture of 
lands granted to the Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and for other 
purposes. I now ask leave to submit the views of the minority of the 
committee, and ask that they be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the views of 
the minority will be received and printed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I aminstructed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1445) to provide for the settlement 
of the rights of the States and of the corporations and persons interested 
in any grant of lands in aid of railroads and canals which shall be de- 
clared forfeited by act of Congress, to report it with an amendment. I 
shall to-morrow present the views of the majority; there will probably 
be a minority report also. 

Mr. BLAIR. From the Committee on Education and Labor I ask 
leave to present a supplementary report on the bill (S. 398) to aid in the 
establishment and temporary support of common schools. Theoriginal 
report was merely a formal report of a few lines, and in this report we 
present out views at more 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received, if there 
be no objection, and printed. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of certain citizens of Pueblo, Colo., praying relief 
froma judgment, asked to be di from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Finance; which was agreed 


to. 

He also, from the same sommittee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1029) for the relief of Jesse Benton Frémont, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 


Objection being made, the bill will 


ferred the bill (H. R. 3931) to create an additional United States judi- 
cial district and to establish circuit and district courts therein, in the 
State of Alabama, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1018) to amend sections 3929 and 
4041 of the Revised Statutes, authorizing the Postmaster-General to 
prohibit the delivery of registered letters and the payment of money- 
orders and providing for the return of the same, reported it without 
amendment and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred the 
following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which were agreed 
to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (8. pins granting a pension to Amanda Reeder; and 

A bill (S. 928) granting a pension to Sarah Cadis. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred a petition 
of citizens of Middlesex, Vt., praying that an increase of pension be 
granted to William H. H. Buck, submitted an adverse report thereon; 
which was to, and the committee were discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 64) to authorize suits in the 
Court of Claims in certain cases therein mentioned, to report it ad- 
versely. I desire that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1090) to amend the Revised Statutes of the 
United States establishing the times, places, and provisions for holding 
terms of the district court in the northern district of New York, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 2824) to amend sections 4, 5, and 9 of an act approved February 24, 
1879, entitled ‘‘An act to create the northern judicial district of the 
State of Texas, and to change the eastern and western judicial districts 
of said State, and to fix the time and places for holding courts in said 
districts,’’ and to provide for holding terms of the court of the western 
judicial district of Texas at the city of El Pasy and for other purposes, 
reported it with amendments. 

Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1577) to provide for the bringing of suits by 
citizens of the United States against the Government thereof in certain 
cases, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. BAYARD. I aminstructed by the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, towhom was referred the bill (8. 1743) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Matthew Smith, to reportit back. The bill having 
been inadvertently referred to that committee, and being properly under 
the cognizance ofanother committee, I ask thatthe Committee on Private 
Land Claims be discharged from its further consideration, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be entered, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3967) for the establish- 
ment of a bureau of animal industry, to prevent the exportation of dis- 
eased cattle, and to provide means for the suppression and extirpation 
of pleuro-pneumonia and other contagious diseases among domestic 
animals, reported it with an amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1781) to provide for the sale of 
the Kickapoo diminished reservation, in Kansas; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8.1782) to declare the true intent and mean- 
ing of the acts of June 19, 1878, chapter 30, and of June 27, 1879, 
chapter 41; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MORRILL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1783) to define the 
routes of steam railroads entering the ¢ity of Washington, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1784) to resume to the United 
States certain lands granted to the State of Iowa to aid in the construc- 
tion of a railroad in said State; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Publie Lands, 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1785) authorizing Joseph 
Gnuion, his heirs, executors, administrators, and assigns, to establish and 
maintain a ferry across the Mississippi River at Saint Paul, Ramsey 
County, Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1786) releasing to the State of 
Indiana the title of the United States to certain lands in said State; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. : 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1787) for the relief of John 
Smith; which was read twice by its title. 


1884. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred, with the 
accompanying papers, to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know but that under the ruling made 
by the Chair the other morning, as the bill is in to bounty, it 
ought to go to the Committee on Pensions. I believe the Chair held 
the other day that questions relating to bounty should be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Most of the petitions in respect of 
particular bounties have been referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and those in relation to the general equalization of all bounties to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is not general; it is a special, individual case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go then to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ought it not to go to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The course of the Senate has gen- 
erally been at this session to refer matters of special bounty, in the 
nature of relief to a particular soldier, to the Committee on Pensions, 
Matters relating to the general equalization of bounty have been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have been on the Committee on Pensions for some 
Congresses, and I have no recollection that we have had occasion to con- 
sider such a question. We may have done so in some instances, but I 
do not remember it. I would say further that the Senator from Kan- 
sas at my left [Mr. INGALLS], who was a member of that committee 
for seven years, states to me that he has never known a petition of that 
kind to be sent to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will take the expression 
of the Senate on the subject, of course. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would suggest, as there have been several of 
these cases referred to the Committee on Pensions; that at their first 
meeting they determine the question themselves as to whether they 
think they have jurisdiction, and if not, let them report all such cases 
back to the Senate and ask that they be referred to the Military Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very good. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will call the attention of the committee to the mat- 
ter. The question certainly ought to be decided. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the committee will act upon it at their 
first meeting and determine the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 1788) to prevent contraction in 
the currency and to increase the circulation of silver and silver certifi- 
cates; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1789) for the relief of John O. 
Donald; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 1790) granting an“increase of 
pension to Edgar L. Dutton; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1791) granting a pension to David G. 
Porter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. i 

Mr. BAYARD introduced a bill (S. 1792) to create andl establish the 
pilot service of the United Staves and to regulate the pilotage of ves- 
sels in the ports and harbors along the seacoast of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 1793) to amend section 4434 of 
the Revised Statutes, concerning commerce and navigation and the regu- 
lation of steam-vessels; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1794) for the relief of the heirs of Ed- 
mund Cole, of Rhode Island; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 1795) to authorize the establish- 
ment of export tobaceo manufactories; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Fi- 


nance. 

Mr. GROOME introduced a bill (S. 1796) granting a pension to James 
P. Roe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. GARLAND introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 72) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was read 
the first time by its title. 

: sil OR ELAND; I should like to have the joint resolution read at 
ength. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as follows: 
A resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 

Resolved by the Senateand House o; of the United States of America 


tn Congress assembled (two-thirds o; Houses concurring), That the Vsturetee 
article be proposed to the Legislatures of the several States as an amendment to 
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the Constitution of the United States, which, when ratified by three-fourths of 
said Legislatures, shall be valid as part of the Constitution, namely : 


ARTICLE XVI. 


That portion of the public debt of the United States i gsioarg by notes is- 
sued under the authority of law with the quality of lawful money and as a legal 
tender for the ent of debts shall never exceed the sum of 000,000, un- 
less the bill or bills providing for such increase of issue shall receive the concur- 
rence of two-thirds of ouse of Congress; and the votes on all such bills 
shall be recorded by yeas and nays on the Journal of each House. 


Mr. GARLAND. I ask that the joint resolution lie on the table 
subject to my call. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, on motion 
of the Senator from Arkansas, the joint resolution will lie on the table. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. HARRISON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of John Fletcher be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


JAMES W. TEBBS. 
Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and heis hereby, authorized and 
directed to out of the contingent fund of the Senate the sum of $1,696 to 
James W. Tebbs as the residue of his salary as messenger from May 5, 1879, to 
November 30, 1883. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the resolution be printed, together 
with the accompanying account and statement, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MEAT EXPORTATIONS. 
On motion of Mr. MILLER, of California, it was 


Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions fifty copies of each of such papers and documents as have come or may 
come into the possession of said committee touching the subjects embraced in 
the resolution of the Senate adopted January 22, 1884, relating to the prohibitions 
against the importation of American meats adopted by certain foreign govern 
ments and discriminations by tariff laws, &c., against American exports, 


REPRINTING OF A BILL. 


Mr. BLAIR. I move that the bill (S. 398) to aid in the establish- 
ment and temporary support of common schools be reprinted for the use 
of the Senate, the file having been exhausted, as I am informed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


GOVERNMENTAL POWERS—INVIOLABILITY OF CONTRACTS. 


Mr. BAYARD submitted the following resolution, which was read: 


Whereas by the ninth article in addition to and inamendment of the Constitu- 
tion it is provided that the enumeration in the Constitution of certain rights shall 
not be construed to deny or disparage others retained by the people, and by the 
tenth article in amendment of the Constitution it is provided that the powers 
not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to 
the States, are reserved to the States respectively or to the a people : Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and they are hereby, in- 
structed to report as soon as practicable as to the expediency of amending the 
Constitution so as more fully to accomplish the object and purpose of the fore- 
going provisions, secure to the States respectively or to the people the powers 
reserved as aforesaid, and more effectually to preserve the Federal principle and 
nature of the Government by maintaining due limitations upon its powers, and 
to that end provide that Congress shall not have power to make anything but 
gold and silver coin a tender for the payment of debts, nor pass any law impair- 
ing the obligation of contracts. 


Mr. BAYARD. I ask that the resolution may lie on the table, and 
at a future day I shall crave the indulgence of the Senate to make re- 
marks upon it before moving its reference to the appropriate committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the reso- 
lution will be printed and laid on the table. 

EDWARD H. LADD. 

Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was considered 

by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish 
to the Senate copies of all the pong gy ar ence in his ion relating to the 
claim of Edward H. Ladd against the United States of Colombia, so far as it may 
be compatible with public interest to furnish the same, 


DIRECT-TAX ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. On the 19th of February the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], from 
that committee, reported adversely the bill (S. 793) to adjust certain 
accounts between the United States and the several States and Terri- 
tories and the District of Columbia, which was placed on the Calendar. 
Upon consultation with him I am authorized, at least so far as his con- 
sent is concerned, to move that bill be recommitted to the Committee 
on Finance, 

The motion was agreed to. 


ALEXANDER SWIFT & CO. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I ask unanimous consent to reconsider the ac- 
tion of the Senate indefinitely postponing the bill (S. 567) for the relief 
of Alexander Swift & Co., partners, and Alexander Swift & Co. and the 
Niles Works. The bill was introduced and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and the committee made an adverse report, and at the same 
time that report was made the bill was indefinitely postponed. I have 
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consulted with the Committee on Claims, and they assent to the action 
that I ask the Senate to take. If the indefinite postponement is recon- 
sidered I shall then ask that the bill be recommitted to that commit- 
tee, and I have also the assent of the committee to that action. 

The PRESIDENT pro The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that the vote of the Senate heretofore taken indefinitely 
postponing the bill indicated by him be reconsidered. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears no objection. The Senator from Ohio asks that 
the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Claims. That order will 
be entered if there be no objection. 


COURT OF ALABAMA CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem If there be no further resolutions, 
the Chair will lay before the te under Rule VIII Order of Business 
139, being the bill (S. 573) amending an act re-establishing the Court of 
Commissioners of Alabama Claims and for the distribution of the un- 
a eis ranean moneys of the Geneva award, approved June 5, 1882. 

is bill has been reported at length. It is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLAIR. That and the following bill on the Calendar, the bill 
(S. 247) to extend the duration of the Court of Commissioners of Ala- 
bama riser te eee for other purposes, were, when reached last Friday, 
laid aside informally. The bill (S. 140) to establish a bureau of sta- 
tistics of labor was under discussion at 20’clock. I suppose if the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAn] insists upon the consideration of Senate 
bill 573 and Senate bill 247 they have precedence, but if he does not, I 
should like to have the Senate resume the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 140. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that under 
the unanimous agreement of the Senate the bill which the Chair has 
laid before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole is the one that 
stands at the head of the Calendar under Rule VIII. It is the duty 
of the Chair, therefore, to lay it before the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. I suggest that Senate bills 573 and 247 be passed over 
without prejudice. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask that they be passed over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks unan- 
imous consent that the bill now before the Senate as well as Senate 
bill No. 247, on the same subject, be passed over without prejudice, to 
retain their places at the head of the Calendar under Rule VIII. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 314) for the relief of John W. Cummins; 

A bill (H. R. 328) for the relief of John P. T. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 554) granting a pension to Joseph T. Caldwell; 

A bill (H. R. 562) granting a pension to H. E. Van Trees; 

A bill (H. R. 569) granting a pension to Ruben Marshall; 


a 


A bill (H. R. 570) granting a pension to M. H. Clements; 

A bill (H. R. 591) granting a pension to W. H. Blake; 

A bill (H. R. 819) granting an increase of pension to Merritt Lewis; 
A bill (H. R. 1198) for the relief of John Taylor & Son; 

A bill (H. R. 1292) for the relief of Louisa Boddy; 

A bill (H. R. 1319) to adjust the accounts of John D. Monteith, de- 


ceased; 
A bill (H. R. 1391) granting a pension to Mary Eliza Dickson, widow 
till GL RA a) easa Mary P. Th 
Ab 5 394) granting a pension to . Thompson; 
A bill (H. R. 106 granting a pension to Mrs. Mary T. Barnes; 
A bill (H. R. 1411) granting a pension to Martha M. B. McCullach, of 
Pa. ; 
H. R. 1428 granting a pension to Cornelia A. Schultz; 
. R. 1433) granting a pension to Mary E. Murray; 
2372) granting a pension to Michea Titler; 
. R. 2608 ting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Bryan Leet; 
s 3521) for the relief of Benjamin D. Lakin; 
. R. 3606) granting a pension to Irene Baker; 
. 4036) to increase the ion of Thomas Ward; 
. 4682) granting a pension to Ward B. Burnett; 
4706) for the relief of Charlotte Day; 
R. 4707) granting a pension to Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, 
. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick; and 
A bill (H. R. 4708) granting a pension to Moses Fullington. 
BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Order of Business No. 142, being the 
bill (S. 140) to establish a bureau of statistics of labor, is now before 
the te as in Committee of the Whole, and the question is on 
ing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. 
ALDRICH]. The amendment will be again reported for information. 


EEEEEREE 
TET 


BE 
= 


The CHIEFCLERK. Insection2, line 6, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ two” and insert “‘ three;’’ soas to read: 
care Le Daten DE SSME ASE labor shall receive an annual salary 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On this amendment the yeas and 
nays have been ordered, the Chair understands. 

The proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when Mr. HALE’s name was called). I have not an- 
nounced his pair at any time, but my colleague [Mr. HALE] has been 
absent for several days and will be forseveral days longer. He is pai 
on all political questions with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK]. 
The roll-call ha’ y been concluded, the result was announced— 

oll 


yeas 39, nays 13; as follows: 
Allison, Edmunds, I Palmer, 
Anthony, Frye, Jackson, Pike, 
Blair, George, Jonas, Platt, 
Brown, Gibson, Kenna, Plumb, 
Call, Groome, Togan, Pugh, 
Cameron of Wis., Seam one, Sawyer, 
Conger, n, Manderson, Sewell, 
Cullom, Hawley, Miller of Cal., Voor! 
Dawes, Hill, Mitchell, 
Dolph, ‘oar, Morrill, 
NAYS—13, 
Ba; Farley, Pendleton Williams, 
seg Garland, Slater, 
Jones of Florida, Van Wyck, 

Coke, ey, Walker, 

- ABSENT—4H. 
Aldrich, Fair, Lapham, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Gorman, McMillan, Sabin, - 
Butler, Hale, McPherson, ulsbury, 
Camden, Harris, Millerof N Y., Sherman, 
Cameron of Pa., Jones of Nevada, Morgan, Vance, 
Colquitt, Lamar, Ransom, Vest. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the second section of this bill provides 
that the officers of, the bureau shall be, among others, ‘‘a first clerk, 
who shall be appointed by the chief of the bureau.” I suppose that 
it would be lawful to provide that any agent of the Government might 
provide himself with the necessary clerical force by his own selection, 
which would not make the clerk an officer within the constitutional 
sense; but as this bill declares this ‘‘first clerk ” an officer by its terms, 
I would suggest to my friend from New Hampshire to vest the ap- 

intment in the head of the Interior Department, because, of course, if 

e be an officer, as he is declared to be, he can not be, under the Con- 
stitution, appointed by the chief of a bureau. My amendment is that 
he shall be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Isu t to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
he also provide that this clerk shall be of a certain class, in order that 
he may come under the civil-service rules and be appointed under them, 
and not taken out from the operation of that law. 

Mr. HOAR. That is another point. - This would not take him out 
from under the operation of that law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If he is not classified it would. Under the bill 
as it is now he would not come under the civil-service law at all. 

Mr. HOAR. I think he would. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator proposes to bring him under the In- 
terior Department, to be designated, I suggest, in some particular class. 

Mr. HOAR. That would require a separate amendment. I have no 
objection to it, but in my judgment there is no necessity forit. If I 
recollect the civil-service law, I think the head of the Department must 
appoint all the clerks under the provisions of that law. However that 
may be, let this amendment be adopted, to which my friend does not 
object, and then the other can be provided for also. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], in section 2, line 4, to. 
strike out “chief of the bureau ” and insert “Secretary of the Inte- 
rior,” 

Mr. HOAR. Now, if the Senator from Missouri thinks it would be 
more certain to come within the civil-service provision to have him des- 
ignated as of a certain class, very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish the Senator in charge of the bill would ex- 
plain what he means by ‘“‘ first clerk.” That is a new designation. 

Mr. BLAIR. As I stated in the discussion last week, much of the 

hraseology of this bill is taken from the Massachusetts act establish- 
ing a like bureau in that State. It not only designates the clerk as a 
first clerk, but it also fixes his salary further along, and ina bureau of 
this description there would be great propriety in having the first clerk 

who necessarily would often represent the chief and should be quali- 

ed to discharge any of the peculiar functions of the chief) appointed 
by the chief of the bureau. I have no serious objection, however, to. 
the modification which has been suggested by the tor from Massa- 
chusetts; and I donot think there can be any objection of a serious char- 
acter to the phraseology now in the bill designating the first clerk as a 
first clerk. I have no objection to the word ‘“‘first’’ being stricken out 
if any Senator thinks there is propriety in it. Itis a matter of phrase- 
ology, not important. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think, Mr. President, that it would be betterif you. 
were to strike out all in relation to clerk-hire. I do not see why we 
should designate for this particular bureau one clerk unless we go gen- 
erally into the question of clerks. I will ask the Senator from New 
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. Hampshire, with whom I desire to be in accord on this matter, as he 
has it at if it would not answer as good a purpose to strike out 
all about the clerk, and to add at the close of the section: 

That the necessary clerk-hire for the formance of the duties of the office be 
furnished by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know but that it would be just as well, but 
I see no reason why it would be any better. I think myself that the 
bill in that regard is well enough as itis. I would be very glad to con- 
ciliate any opposition, if there is any, to unessential matters in the bill 
by consenting to any changes that I do not think of importance; and 
if. the Senator imagines that the language he suggests is much better, 
and will propose the phraseology he would like to have incorporated, 
I shall make no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest that this language go out, unless we pro- 
vide all the clerk-hire. We seem by implication to limit him to one 
clerk. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will repeat his suggestion, I presume 
there will be no difficulty in regard to if. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the amend- 
ment ae by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. INGALLS. The ent of the Interioralready has charge 
of the public lands of the United States, the control of Indian affairs, 
the administration of the pension system, of patents, of education, of 
railroads, of the geological survey of the country, andits census. The 
affairs of many a kingdom, ancientand modern, have been lessimportant 
and less momentous than those belonging to this Department which is 
nowadministered by the Secretary of theInterior. I doubt exceedingly 
the wisdom of imposing any further duties upon the head of this Depart- 
ment; and while I am entirely in favor of the collection of these sta- 
tistics and believe in their importance, myjudgment is that this whole 
subject should be consolidated, and that thestatistics of commerce, the 
statistics of labor, and the statistics now provided for in the Agricultural 
Department should be under some one head. It would result, in my 
opinion, in greater efficiency ; the duties I am sure could be discharged 
with greater economy, and it is obvious that we have reached a point 
in national administration where the machinery which has hitherto 
prevailed isentirely inadequate to the functions that are to be performed. 
A measure is now pending for the creation of a Department of Agricult- 
ure, which is wise. We appropriated last year $30,000 forthe purpose 
of collecting statistics under the Department of Agriculture. The bill 
that has been reported in the House provides this year for an appropri- 
ation of $100,000 more, And now we are asked to add to the already 
excessive duties that are devolved upon the Secretary of the Interior by 
incorporating this immense additional duty. 

I trust, Mr. President, that before voting upon the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, Which places the duty of the appoint- 
ment of this clerk upon the Secretary of the Interior, we may have an 
expression upon the wisdom or advisability of consolidating these differ- 
ent bureaus under some other Department than that of the Secretary of 
the Interior ; and if it were possibleto amend at this stage of the bill, I 
should like to submit that question to the Senate. If the Chaircan 
inform me whether an amendment in the second degree is now pending, I 
should then be advised whether an amendment could be offered to sub- 
stitute the De ent of Agriculture for the Secretary of the Interior. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hoar in the chair). 
one amendment pending, which is the one proposed by the Senator from 
Massachusetts now occupying the chair. With the leave of the Sen- 
ate the Chair will modify that and have the words ‘‘head of the De- 
partment’’ instead of “‘ the Secretary of the Interior.” ; 

Mr. INGALLS. That will be entirely satisfactory, and will leave 
the question to be determined hereafter whether we shall create another 
bureau, whether we shall unite this with the already inordinate duties 
of the Secretary of the Interior, or whether all these different bureaus 
relating to statistics shall be classified and consolidated in one bureau 
that shall have charge of the whole subject. 

Mr. GARLAND. On Friday, when we had this bill last up for dis- 
cussion, I intimated that I should offer an amendment running in the 
line just suggested by the Senator from Kansas. On lookingat the bill 
closely I find that the amendment I contemplated would necessarily be 
a substitute for the bill. I will now have it read, with the permission 
of the Senate, and after the pending amendment is through with I shall 
call it up and offer it as a substitute for the entire bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will first ascertain whether 
there be objection to the amendment already proposed, which is accept- 
able to the gentleman having chargeof the bill. It will be read again. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, line 4, strike out ‘‘ chief of the 
bureau ” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ head of the Department.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, that amend- 
ment is to. : 

Mr. INGALLS. Now let us hear the amendment of the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] read for information. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


A bill to amend cha; 10 of the Revised S to the Bureau of 
pter tatutes, relating u o! 


Add after section 342 as follows: 


Sec. 343. The chief of the Bureau of Statistics shall, under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, annually collect and report to 


Co the statistics relating to marriage and divorce in the several States 
and Territories and the District of Columbia, and pertinent information relating 
to all departments of labor and production in the United States, lly touch- 
ing the pecuniary, industrial, social, educational, and sanitary condition of the 
a classes, and to the permanent p ce} of the productive Morya 4 of 
the whole country; and the salary of the chief 0: such bureau shall be $3,500. 


Mr. INGALLS. Is that in order now, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair supposes that it is in order 
now if it be now moved. The Senator from Arkansas, however, has 
merely had it read for information. 

Mr. GARLAND. I asked simply to have it read for information, and 
intended to offer it when the Senator from New Hampshire succeeded 
in perfecting his bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Itis not now pending, then. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from Kan- 
sas that it is not wise to multiply the bureaus having charge of the col- 
lection of statistics. A certain portion of the statistics of the Govern- 
ment are now collected by the Secretary of State, in regard to our foreign 
commerce; another portion, and largely the greater portion, are now 
collected by the nt, and that Department is now well 
organized to ner all statistics in regard to commerce, navigation, 


manufactures, 

The title of the Revised Statutes just referred to by the Senator from 
Arkansas shows that the scope of the Bureau of Statistics is amply broad 
riggs, to embrace labor among the subjects on which statistics are to 
be collected. It seems to me, therefore, that it would be very easy to 
add to the duties of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics the collection 
of statistics of labor without creating any new officers or involving any 
great expense. In my opinion the Department is the proper 
Department to supervise the collection of these statistics. With the 
exception of the census, which is only periodical, every ten years, the 
Department of the Interior has but little to do with the collection of 
statistics as to the people of the United States. It is true that Depart- 
ment has charge of the Patent Office, the public lands, and Indian affairs, 
most of which relate to matters on the outskirts of the United States. 
The duties of the Indian Affairs and the Public Lands Bureaus are in 
the regions of the new settlements, while the statistics of labor, of 
manufactures, of agriculture are to be obtained mainly in the great in- 
terior of the country, largely in the manufacturing States, the Middle 
States and the New England States. The duties imposed by this pro- 
posed law can easily be devolved upon the Bureau of Statistics in the 
‘Treasury Department, and a few additional clerks to the present organ- 
ization could do all that would be needed in that way. 

I am opposed to two or three provisions of this bill. Indeed, Iwould 
not grant these powers to any Department. Here is the fourth section 
of the bill. In the first place, there is no defined jurisdiction of this bu- 
reau of labor statistics, but it has a head and a first clerk, and the 
fourth section provides— 

That the chief of the bureau shall have pow: 

and to examine witnesses, under oath, orally body bs decane. hiinselt 
orany assistant or magistrate to be by him designated ; and such witnesses, when 
they fail to produce such apas orto testify voluntarily, may be summoned in 
the same manner and pai e same fees as witnesses in the courts of the United 
States where they shall reside; but no witness shall be required to produce 

or to disclose the condition of his private business or affairs his 
w ib providea he make oath that in his belief the same would injure his person 


There is but | °F 


Here is a power that I would not confer upon any executive officer 
of the United States, I do not care who he is. Here is the full power 
of the judiciary to compel the attendance of witneses, to summon them 
from remote parts of the country, to issue process of attachment; the 
whole judiciary power is to be exercised by the head of a subordinate 
bureau in one of the Departments of the Government. Why, sir, one 
of the most dangerous powers exercised by the Senate and the House 
of Representatives is the power conferred on them to send for persons 
and papers; and even that power has been challenged by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and the action of the House itself has been 
reversed, at great cost to the Government of the United States, in an 
important case. 

Now, the idea of trusting a subordinate of one of the Departments of 
this Government with the power to send for persons and papers, to ex- 
amine witnesses, and to decide what papers shall be produced, to what 
extent the surveillance of this officer can go over the books and papers 
of manufacturing establishments throughout the United States, and 
the rate of mes and all this, it seems to me would be a departure 
from the established principles of the Government. 

It is conferred upon the Senate and the House as one of the great pow- 
ers necessary to legislation. Itis necessarily conferred upon the courts, 
but only when litigants bring witnesses before the courts to be exam- 
ined in the due course of the administration of justice. But to allow 
a subordinate officer ofany Department of the Government to send his 
subpoenas all over the United States in this broad, wholesale way would 
be an exercise of power that can not be trusted to any executive officer, 
and should not be, without limit or restraint. 

So, Mr. President, I think this section of the bill is entirely against 
good policy. The fifth section provides: 

That the chief of said bureau may employ such assistants and incur such ex- 


, not exceeding $15,000 in each year, as may be necessary to be incurred in 
ths dinctiarge of the official duties of said bureau. 
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Here is a bureau with a single clerk with an appropriation of $15,000, 
to be increased from time to time to an indefinite extent, without any 
limit as to its power. I am not prepared to vote for any such bill. 
There is no such provision made in to other Departments of the 
Government. Congress has of late years refused even to appropriate the 
sum of $50,000 for the contingent expenses of one of the great Depart- 
ments of the Government, and I think wisely so, and yet we start a 
new bureau here—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is compelled by the rules 
to inform the Senator from Ohio that the five minutes allotted to him 
have expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam about through. I am very wil 
Mr. MILLER, of California. I hope the Senator will be 


Mr. SHERMAN. I would rather stop than violate the rule. I have 
said about all I care to say. If I wish to speak further I can obviate 
all difficulty by offering an amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know that any of this discussion on this point 
is in order at this time, but since it has been presented I think I ought 
to say a word in reference to the provisions of the bill—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Are we to have that rule enforced, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has just enforced the rule, 
and it is in operation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How often can one Senator speak? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Each Senator is entitled to speak once 
on any one question. The bill has just been amended, and the question 
now is on reporting the bill as amended to the Senate, on which no Sen- 
ator has spoken except the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam quite sure unanimous consent will be given to 
consider this bill outside the rule. It is a bill whose discussion ought 
not to be limited, and I am sure consent will be given to the consump- 
tion of such time as may be thought best. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no desire to stop the Senator from New 
Hampshire from speaking, but I think the Senator from Ohio ought to 
have had permission to go on and finish his remarks. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I had said about all I desired tosay. I amin 
favor of the five-minute rule, and therefore do not want to violate it 
myself, because I may want to enforceit against somebody else. I am 
through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Missouri that a request was made that the Senator from Ohio be 
allowed to proceed, and he expressed a desire not to proceed, and there- 
upon the request was withdrawn. The Senator from New Hampshire 
is in order under the rule, and will proceed. 

Mr. BLAIR. In regard to the first point, that this bureau had bet- 
ter be tucked away under the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics of the 
Treasury Department because there is not room in the Interior De- 
partment, I have only to say that if the bill shall become a law and be 
of any consequence it will occasion more work to be done by somebody 
somewhere, and it is of very slight consequence what caption you place 
over this bureau or where syon actually locate it, so far as the verbiage 
of the statute is concerned. The duties are very important. A man 
of experience and of capacity must give all his time, with some assist- 
ance, to them in order that we may make the bill operative and ac- 
complish any good for the working people of this country or its indus- 
trial interests generally. So I care very little where you locate the 
bureau; it will not make much difference; but I think it had better be 
in the Department of the Interior, where already is located the Bureau 
of Education, which is one of the subject-matters referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor of the Senate. If the Bureau of Edu- 
cation is in the Interior Department, there is no reason why a bureau 
of labor statistics should not be in the Interior Department also. The 
supervision of the head of the Department in any case must be merely 
nominal. That we all understand. I see no occasion to mar the feat- 
ures of the bill so far as that is concerned. 

Now, in reference to the fourth section, which the Senator from Ohio 
complains of as vesting in this subordinate a new and alarming power, 
I will say that it simply gre precisely the same power which has been 
found to be attended with no danger whatever in the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts, and a power which is, as far as I know, possessed by 
every bureau of statistics of every State government where such bu- 
reaus exist. Inthe fourteenth section of chapter 32 of the Public Stat- 
utes of Massachusetts, where a bureau or statistics of labor is estab- 
lished, I find the following: 

The bureau shall have power to send for persons and papers and to examine 
witnesses under oath, and such witnesses shall be summoned in the same man- 
ner Land be pasa the same fees as witnesses before the higher courts of the Com- 
monw 


I limited the power in drafting this bill, anticipating some such ob- 
jection as this which has been made by the Senator from Ohio. There 
is a broad and general power given to examine witnessesin the ordinary 
way; there is no power to commit for contempt, because none is con- 
ferred. This is a statute officer, and unless the power to commit is 
given by statute no such power can be derived by implication. It can 
not exist at all unless it is given in express terms. is officer there- 
fore has simply power to examine witnesses. If a witness refuses to 


to stop. 
owed to 
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answer the officer must find his appeal by reference to some higher 
power, and I do not know where he can find any higher power that can 


order a commitment. A committee of this body is sent out to examine 
witnesses, as the committee of which I am amember has been doing dur- 
ing the last vacation. Wecall in our witnesses, we pay them their fees, 
and they testify as they please. If they refuse toanswer we simply re- 
port to the Senate, and the discretion of the Senate is exercised as to the 
matterof commitment. There is no arbitrary or dangerous power what- 
ever vested either in the committee or in this officer provided for by this 
bill. The bill itself expressly provides: 

But no witness shall be uired to produce papers or to disclose the condition 
of his private business or affairs against his will, provided he make oath that 
in his belief the same would injure his person or estate, 

Now, unless there is some power to obtain data and statistics we 
might as well not pass the bill at all, and those who are interested in 
it will look upon it as the merest trifling for us to legislate on the sub- 
ject. 

Then as to the amount to be expended; the statute of Massachusetts 
appropriates to the chief of the bureau of statistics in that State $5,000 
annually, to be expended in the same way that it is proposed in this 
bill that the chief of a like bureau having jurisdiction over the entire 
country shall be intrusted with the expenditure of $15,000. There is 
a contingent fund allowed to the Bureau of Education at the present 
time, there is to every head of a Department, and for aught I know to 
the chiefs of bureaus in the various Departments throughout the Gov- 
ernment. At all events it is no new or unheard-of thing that a slight 
amount of money shall be intrusted to the discretion of an officer who 
must have the qualifications to earn (as we propose this man shall 
have a salary of) $3,500, which is $500 more than we pay to the chief 
of the Bureau of Education to-day. 

I suppose my time is exhausted. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Before the Senator sits down I should like to ask 
him what in his judgment the word ‘‘production’’ covers in the fifth 
line of the third section. It reads ‘‘information relating to all depart- 
ments of labor and production.” To what extent is the word ‘‘pro- 
duction” used. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose that extends to the productive results of 
labor. That is my idea. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then it includes the production of all manufact- 
ured goods, the production of farms and mines. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then I presume that informationis contained in 
the census very largely, is it not? 

Mr. BLAIR. I assure the Senator that very generally it is not. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I have been listening with some attention, to see 
if possibly we could find some practical good to result from a bill of this 
kind. I understood the Senator to say.a few days ago when this bill 
was under consideration that the labor interest required something of 
this kind, and yet I fail to have seen anywhere within the records of 
the last few years any demands of this character. It is true labor is 
demandingsomething, demanding some relief of its burdens, as I under- 
stand, and not the imposition of any more. Itis demanding that taxes 
shall be reduced, and not that taxes shall be imposed. But unfortu- 
nately when there seems to be some feeling prevailing requiring atten- 
tion, the universal panacea is a commission or else a distinct bureau. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator desire an answer to his suggestion ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwouldjustsay tohim thatevery extensive labor organ- 
ization of the country appeared before the Committee on Education and 
Labor, and they universally by their leaders said that a bureau of sta- 
tistics of labor was the thing which they wanted. The great popular 
ignorance or the ignorance of those who had their interests in charge as 
to the facts pertaining to the industrial condition of the people through- 
out the country they looked upon as the most serious hinderance to 
whatever appertains to their prosperity and elevation; and above all 
things, they said, whether there is any eight-hour legislation or whether 
there is anything with reference to the employment of minors in fact- 
ories or anything touching the subject of education, industrial or sci- 
entific or what not, above all things give us a bureau of statistics of 
labor, so that the facts may be definitely ascertained and that we ma 
appeal for legislation upon the data of certainty. I consider this bill 
as the one which more than all other propositions at this particular 
time the intelligent laboring people of the United States demand. I 
do not wish to see this bill seriously changed or emasculated in any 
degree. There is nothing here that gives opportunity for the exercise 
of dangerous power. There is no more power given than is absolutely 
necessary to ascertain the facts, and there is careful provision made, as 
is not the case in State statutes, that there shall be no abuse of private 
rights, no attack upon the sanctity of any business management of any 
individual, firm, or corporation by the chief of this burean. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In order to enable me to make a few observations 
I will submit an amendment to strike out section 4 of this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves to 
amend the bill by striking out the fourth section. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I certainly have no desire to obstruct the passage 
of the bill of the Senator from New Hampshire. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will first be reported 
to the Senate, 
The Chief Clerk read the section proposed to bestricken out, as follows: 


voluntarily, may be 
same fees as witnesses in the courts 
of the United States where they reside; but no witness shall be required to 
produce papers or to disclose the condition of his private business or affairs 
nst his will, provided he make oath that in his belief the same would injure 
person or estate, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I certainly have no desire to defeat the object of 
the Senator from New Hampshire or do anything to prevent the pro- 
duction of the fullest statement of the statistics of labor; but it seems 
to me that we have already upon the statute-book ample machinery for 
that purpose, and it is scarcely worth while to organize a separate bureau 
in the Interior Department to gather together these statistics, and espe- 
cially to give to this officer extraordinary powers that are not conferred 
upon any other Department or any other bureau of the Government. 
It is true the Senator quotes the statute of Massachusetts, which con- 
fers on the chief of the bureau of statistics of labor in that State the 

wer to examine witnesses, but we have not yet got entirely to over- 
ete the difference between the National Government and the State 
governments. This is a Government of limited powers. The State 
governments can do a great many things that we can not do. The fact 
that we have lived nearly a hundred years in this Government without 
conferring upon our chiefs of bureaus and heads of Departments the 
power to examine witnesses and take testimony and have each of them 
convert himself into a little justice of the peace or a big justice of the 

shows that there is no necessity for such a power; and therefore it 
ought not to be conferred. 
Waseiats are not probably aware that we have a bureau now in full 
force, armed with ample machinery, having probably a hundred clerks 
all told, that has power to do exactly what is provided for by this bill 
except the power to take testimony. For instance, in regard to the 
Bureau of Statistics, a bureau of the Treasury Department, I find that 
that bureau is required to collect ‘‘the statistics of commerce and navi- 
gation,”’ to state ‘‘the kinds, quantities, and value of the merthandise 
entered and cleared coastwise into and from the collection districts of 
the United States,” * * * to “prepare and publish monthly re- 
ports of the exports and imports of the United States, including the 
quantities and values of goods warehoused or withdrawn from ware- 
house, and such other statistics relative to the trade and industry of 
the country as the Secretary of the Treasury may consider expedient.’’ 

Further : 


The Chief of the Bureau of Statistics shall also an annual statement 
of vessels tered, enrolled, and licensed under the laws of the United States, 
together with the class, name, tonnage, and place of registry of each vessel, and 
such other information as the Secretary of the Treasury may deem proper to 
embody therein, 


The bureau is also zogured to preparo an annual statement of all 
merchandise passing wards and forwards, internal and external. 
Then again— 


The Chief of the Bureau of Statistics shall collect, digest, and arrange, for the 
use of Congress, the statistics of the manufactures the United States, their 
localities, sources of raw material, markets, exchanges with the producing re- 
ions of the country, transportation of products, wages, and such other condi- 
ions as are found to affect their prosperity. 

If the Senator from New Hampshire wants to broaden the scope of 
this last clause that I have read, let him include “‘ labor,’’ so that this 
officer who is pow armed with ample power and ample machinery may 
inquire into the price of labor in this country compared with the price 
of labor in Europe, the food and the pay of the laborers, the facilities 
of labor, the condition of the laborers, Indeed I think the labor 
ra is becoming one of the great questions of the times, and that 

e laboring men of thiscountry in all branches have aright to demand 
of Congress the most careful attention to their interests. They com- 
plain that they do not now receive their share of the products of labor 
in manufacturing and the like. That is a complaint which we ought 
to examine into with the greatest care. But why not include the sta- 
tistics of labor as to manufactures, the wages of all the various classes 
of laborers, with the other statistics provided for by the existing law ? 
All that the Senator can reasonably ask is a very short clause adding 
to the duties of the Bureau of Statistics the duty of investigating into 
the wages of labor paid in all branches of manufactures, agriculture, 
and commerce. 

What additional safi can be given to laborers, what means can 
be brought about to benefit them, is a subject worthy of consideration. 
The great means, in my judgment, is by boards of arbitration. Can we 
not provide some mode by which a laboring man can complain to some 
tribunal, some court of justice, of oppression or of wrong? I think dis- 
poa between the employer and employé ought to be submitted to ar- 

itration in some proper mode. For proper provisions of that kind I 
will vote with the greatest f saga Indeed I have been considerin 
the subject whether I could not propose some measure that would ten 
to smooth down the natural contests springing up between capital and 
labor, and I will heartily support any measure pro; by the Senator 
from New Hampshire that will advance the condition, promote the in- 


terests, or aid in the prosperity of the laboring men of this country in 
all branches; but it seems to me that this bill will not do them any 
good; it willnot even give them the information they want. Theycan 
get that better by a simple amendment to existing law, making a little 
broader the scope of the Bureau of Statistics as now organized in the 
Treasury Department. 

Mr.GARLAND. Although the amendment I contemplated offering 
is not now before the Senate, yet the debate has gone pretty much on 
that line, and I will now in a few words explain what I mean by the 
amendment and the object I have in view. 

The present Bureau of Statistics has almost jurisdiction of this iden- 
tical subject. The duties of the present Burean of Statistics I say are 
so extensive and so broad as almost now to include this very subject. 
I wish Senators would pay attention while I read for a moment from 
section 335 of the Revised Statutes: 


The purpose of the Bureau of Statistics is the collection, arrangement, and 
classification of such statistical information as may be procured, showing, or 
tending to show, each year the condition of the [agriculture}— 

The word “‘agriculture’’ is in brackets— 
manufactures, domestic trade, currency, and banks of the several States and 
Territories, 

Then the next section provides for an annual report of commerce and 
navigation with foreign countries, &c. 

The act when it was originally passed, as will be found in the fifth 
Statutes at Large, included agriculture; but when it went into the revis- 
ion of 1873, in making the revision it seems the word ‘‘agriculture’’ was 
stricken out or lopped off in some way. Now, if we put in our agri- 
culture we shall have pretty much the entire subject covered by the 
amendment I have offered, but I made the amendment a little 
than this for the purpose of saving what I consider to be the salient point 
of the bill reported by the Senator from New Hampshire. I propose 
that we add it simply to section 343, taking in these matters, putting 
them under one head, and not having them scattered between two or 
three different Departments. 

You want to find out some statistics as to labor. Under this bill you 
must go to the Secretary of the Interior.. You want some statistics as 
to manufactures. You must go the Secretary of the Treasury. That 
is not the proper method of attending to such matters. Put it as the 
Senator from Kansas says all under one head, make it the work of one 
man, make it one completesystem. I think the amendment I contem- 
plate offering covers the entire ground, and it gets rid of the obnoxious 
power that the Senator from Ohio protests against, and it gets rid of 
this large appropriation of $15,000 a year for a much less sum than 
which this entire work can be done. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to that. There is an ap- 
propriation of $15,000, when the whole work contemplated by the origi- 
nal bill and by the amendment I have now presented can be done and 
executed perfectly for one-third of the amount. The amendment that 
I contemplate offering raises the salary of the Chief of the Bureau of 
Statistics, as I think, proportionately with the increased duties. That 
is, instead of $2,500, it gives him $3,500, which addition of $1,000 is the 
only extra expense. 

Sympathizing with the Senator from New Hampshire and with his 
committee throughout in their purpose of getting all this information 
in the most minute way, I think the proposition I make is the most 
practical, most sensible, and most methodical form of doing it; and I 
expect to offer the amendment at the proper time as a substitute for 
the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I have not spoken on the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Bureau of Statistics that we hear 
so much about, more than we have heard since I have been a member 
of Congress before, was organized under a law which was passed in the 
year 1844, it seems, and it has just occurred to Senators in their sharp 
reading of the statute that it might furnish under its powers the sta- 
tistics relating to the subject of labor. There have been some addi- 
tions to its powers since the original act was passed, but the latest 
statute I see conferring any powers upon that bureau is as long ago as 
1866; and yet never has there been the first fact of importance such as 
would come under the proper jurisdiction of a bureau of labor statis- 
tics such as it is proposed to establish by this bill been collected or 
circulated to the country at large. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If my friend will allow me a moment, the most 
valuable production that has ever been issued by this Government or 
by Ses government in regard to labor was Mr. Young's report on labor 
in Euro 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is quite right in regard to that, and I 
was not oblivious to the fact, for I have read the book. That was, 
however, collected under powers that were not the essential powers of 
a bureau of labor statistics as it is proposed to organize it in the bill 
before the Senate. 

The Bureau of Statistics now existing has control of the matter of 
commerce, wages, if they see fit to investigate touching wages which 
are earned in manufactures; but the powers of that bureau are essen- 
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tially appertaining to what comes under the jurisdiction proper of the 
Treasury Department; and Senators do not, I think, conceive at all the 
real nature of the functions which would devolve on a bureau of labor 
statistics as that phrase is understood by those most interested in the 
subject. Whatever appertains to the actual personal condition of the 
laborer in our own country under the conditions of American life, 
whatever is necessary for the amelioration of his condition physically, 
socially, morally, intellectually, is the proper subject-matter of thein- 
vestigations of a bureau of labor statistics, and in that direction we 
have absolutely nothing whatever up to the present time excepting 
what we may have gathered incidentally through our State Depart- 
ment, through ourconsuls abroad, and by the investigations abroad of 
Mr. Young, and some other work which has been done really collat- 
erally to the great work which appertains to a bureau of labor statis- 
tics proper. 

It seems to me a great incongruity to place a bureau the head of which 
by our previous action is to be paid $3,500 a year—and it is none too 
much—under a chief whose salary, which nobody has ever complained 
was not sufficient so far as I know, is only $2,500 by existing law. 

I do not wish to weary the Senate by my own much speaking, but 
I do hope that this bill will pass pretty much as it came from the com- 
mittee, who have thoroughly and carefully considered it and unani- 
mously recommended it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, a few moments ago I obtained 
the information from the Senator from New Hampshire that the labor- 
ing interests of this country demanded this, and it occurred to me while 
he was making his remarks whether we had not information on which 
to base action upon this subject in the past. The gentleman remem- 
bers we had a commission on the tariff subject and then legislation on 
the tariff on the same pretense; we sugar-coated it that it was for the 
protection of American labor. We made the tariff exclusively on the 
basis that it was to protect American labor. Now my friend from New 
Hampshire says the laboring interest needs some statistics. I intimated 
to him a little while ago that the laboring interests did need something ; 
that in my judgment they had not received what they needed; and I 
think my friend from New Hampshire knows and every Senator on this 
floor knows what is in the interest of labor as well as he will next year 
or the year after, when an expensive commission or a bureau has col- 
lected statistics and printed them which never will be read. My friend 
knows the labor interest of New Hampshire better than any bureau 
chief. Why, then, do you pay him $3,500 for getting them? Heunder- 
stands the interests of the manufacturers and the laborers in New Hamp- 
shire. When the manufacturers, by reason of the necessary operation of 
the law which is made- for their protection, are necessarily circum- 
scribed in the sale of their productions, and it becomes necessary for 
them to save a percentage on their investment, then the first thing is 
either to shut down their mills or put their laborers on starvation allow- 
ance, and the Senator from New Hampshire knows the fact the next 
mornjng after that is done, and so does every Senator here, and every 
citizen who reads the paper knows it the next morning. I fail to see 
how our information on such matters is to be added to, whether this 
bureau is organized as a separate institution or whether it be attached 
to some other Department of this Government. 

The fact is thatthe workingmen can obtain by this means no more 
information for their protection than this body and the people know to- 
day. They want taxes removed; they want some legislation that will 
not impose the same amount on the man who labors for his daily bread 
and the support of his family and children ason the millionaire. They 
want some protection that will save them from paying into the Treasury 
of the United States the same amount of money that Gould or Vander- 
bilt pays. We understand that to-day; we can reason out that much. 
The laboring man who pays a half-cent duty on his sugar pays as much 
from his poverty into the Treasury of the United States as Gould or 
Vanderbilt does from his riches. Are these the kind of statistics the 
Senator from New Hampshire desires by this bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. Precisely the kind, anda vast amount more. Ifthe Sen- 
ator wants things done which never have been done, why does he object 
toobtaining the necessary information, brought vividly home to Congress, 
well authenticated, so that sometimes we shall get the information ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That we have already, and have had it line upon 
line and precept upon precept; and what I desire is to go as far as the 
gentleman may go in protecting labor and removing from it the imposi- 
tions which now rest upon it. That is what I desire to do. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let us begin now with this. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Begin now, and let the laboring man not be re- 
quired to pay any more money into the Treasury for the use of his sugar 
than does Gould or Vanderbilt; begin now, and let us see to it here that 
the laboring man pays no more on goods manufactured than he can buy 
them from abroad, because by some ingenious process in the tariff, which 
you make in the interest of protection to American labor, you put 
more duty on the coarser and cheaper articles which labor is required to 
purchase and consume than on the more costly fabrics which are ob- 
tained by your Goulds and Vanderbilts. I am in entire sympathy in 
doing what I think at heart the Senator desires to do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s time has expired. 

mr POW ELI Mr. President, is there an amendment now pending 
to this bill ? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment pending is the propo- 
sition to strike out section 4. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will waittill that isdisposed of. I have an amend- 
ment to offer to section 3. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I think these statistics, if they are 
to be procured, can very well be procured under some organization that 
we now have. I am not quite clear that I agree with the Senator from 
Arkansas and the Senator from Ohio that these statistics can best be pro- 
cured through the Bureau of Statistics in the Treasury ent. My 
view is that these statistics can best be secured under the machinery we 
now have in the Department of Agriculture, to which my friend from 
New Hampshire responds with a smile. If he will take the pains—and 
Ihave no doubt he has done so—to examine this question he will see 
that what we abound in now is statistics, statistical bureaus. We have 
them everywhere; they are in all the Departments in one way and an- 
other. 

The Senator from New Hampshire says that under the law creating 
the Bureau of Statistics in the Treasury Department, which has been 
amended so often, we have never had any accurate information. He has 
failed to read the valuable book of Mr. Young, a great volume printed 
some years ago, in 1876, respecting the labor of ancient and modern Eu- 
rope, Asia, Africa, and the United States. It runs clear back into an- 
cient Egypt, and ancient Rome, Greece, &c. 

Mr. BLAIR. Back to Adam’s fall? : 

Mr. ALLISON. Very nearly. It isa complete résumé of the labor 
of the world for more than 2,000 years, and yet the Senator from New 
Hampshire has never heard of it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, I have just been di ing it. The truth is, the 
Senator was so anxiously reading it for the first time himself that he 
had not observed the debate. Ispoke explicitly of my knowledge of it, 

Mr. ALLISON. I knowthe Senator admitted, in response to the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, that he had seen it, but it seems he supposed it had never 
been distributed. It has been distributed for seven or eight years past. 
We have the Bureau of Statistics in the Treasury De ent, which fur- 
nished this valuable volume some years ago. e have in the Agri- 
cultural Department a bureau of statistics which furnishes us monthly 
with everything relating to the wages of labor, not only of the agricult- 
ural, but of all other laboring classes—perhaps not so full and complete 
as the Senator desires. The Statistical Bureau in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, outside of the cost of printing, costs us an annual appropriation 
of more than $50,000. The statistical bureau in the Department of 
Agriculture cost us last year $109,000, and the year before a like sum, 
and it is proposed this year to enlarge it so that the total cost shall be 
$134,000. And yet the Senator from New Hampshire brings in a bill 
here for the purpose of securing statistics at a cost of $15,000, including ` 
the examination of witnesses and the sending for persons and papers to 
every part of our country. 

Why, Mr. President, this is but the entering-wedge of an enormous 
expenditure with reference to this very subject, which if committed to 
either of the existing bureaus could be procured at a very small cost. 
What I object to is the establishment of another bureau. I am will- 
ing to enlarge the inquiry to any extent desired by Senators, whether 
it be committed to the Bureau of Agriculture or to the Statistical 
Bureau of the Treasury Department. They both have ample machinery 
under which they can gather this information. Therefore what I ob- 
ject to is the establishment of a new bureau, with new salaries, new 
compilations. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let me say to the Senator from Iowa that we now 
have through the consular reports of the State Department statements 
monthly of all that is to be ascertained in relation to labor abroad. 

Mr. ALLISON. So the Senator from Ohio stated a few minutes ago 
when the Senator from Vermont was out of his seat; and so we all un- 
derstand. We have these bureaus everywhere. Now, what will this 
new bureau do? It will gather up from statistician Dodge whatever 
he may gather through the Department of Agriculture. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa has spoken 
five minutes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam glad of it, Mr. President. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator will be allowed to proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio to strike out the fourth section. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Iowa will be allowed to 
proceed. I will ask him a question, and that question will be to please 
conclude his , and I will give him my time to answer it in. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no speech to make. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Conclude your line of ent, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Missouri asks unan- 
imous consent that the Senator from Iowa be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; I asked him a question, and he has my time 
to answer the question in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is thereobjection to the Senator from 
Iowa proceeding? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only have a word moretoadd. What I desire to 
call the attention of the Senate to is the fact that we are multiplying 
these bureaus. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] a day or two 
ago stated that the statistician in the Treasury ent borrowed 


statistics from the Department of Agriculture and published them. 
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There are duplications ef these statistics coming from the State De- 
ent, the Treasury ent, and the Agricultural Department. 
ow, are we to have an compiler of statistics, who shall borrow 
from this, ar and the ag ment? That is what I object to 
in this bill. Iam perfectly willing that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire or this Committee on Education and Labor shall present to us any 
new feature they desire to commit the inquiry of to some one or the 
other of the bureaus we now have in existence. That is all I desire to 
say, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment 
moved by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas 
oir GARLAND] accomplishes all I desire, I withdraw my amendment 
for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from, Ohio withdraws 
his amendment. 

Mr.GARLAND. Ifthereisno otheramendmentpending, I offer mine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Arkansas will be reported if any Senator desires it. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to offer an amendment to the text of the 
bill. I move, at the end of line 9, section 4, after the word “ affairs,” 
to insert ‘‘ or the private affairs or business of another.” 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then at the end of the section I move to insert “‘ or 
the person or estate of another.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the first amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator Smt Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 

The amendment was 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The question now is on the next 
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the hour of 2 o’clock has arrived now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It becomes the duty of the Chair, the 
hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, to lay before the Senate the pending 
business under Rule IX. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives,by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 2 and 7 to the bill (H. R. 4971) making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, 
and for other purposes, and that it had d to the amendments of 
the Senate to the said bill numbered 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 8. 


CONTAGIOUS DISEASES OF DOMESTIC ANIMALS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I wish to make a motion that the bill (S. 1127) to 
provide means for the suppression and extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia 
and other contagious diseases among domestic animals be made the 
special order for to-morrow at 2 o’clock. 

I desire to say in support of the motion that a very dangerous conta- 
gious disease has broken out among the cattle of Kansas to an extent 
which has excited great alarm in all that interior portion of the country 
which is so much interested in this great industry, and that a similar 
disease, I am informed, has broken out in the State of New York, and 
also in the State of Maine. The Commissioner of Agriculture is being 
besieged by dispatches from various quarters to send veterinary surgeons 
and to use other means which it is supposed he has to aid in the sup- 
pression of this and there is a general confession not only of 
interest but of the inability of States and particular localities to apply 
the necessary remedy. I will venture to send to the Chair a dispatch 
which the Commissioner of Agriculture has received, to be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Kansas that there is already a special order for Tuesday, March 
11, at 2 o’clock p. m. 

Mr. PLUMB. What is that, if the Chair please? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (H. R. 3925) to regulate 
practice in patent suits. 

Mr. PLUMB. Without desiring to displace that, although I have my 
opinion about the relative importance of the measures, I will modify 
my motion that this shall be made the special order to succeed the con- 
sideration of the ial order already made for to-morrow. 

Mr. SEWELL. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that there is 
a special order for Wednesday. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think on the whole the Senator from New Jersey 
will agree with me that a matter which relates to the interests of a 
single individual can hardly be able to stand in the way of one of as 
much importance as the bill I propose. I do not desire to do anything 
for the purpose of delaying the measure to which he alludes, I will say 
to the Senator; but I think there will be some way of adjusting it, and 
a controversy need not be anticipated until it arises. 

Mr. SEWELL. There are two special orders for Wednesday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the mo- 
Son made by the Senator from Kansas is strictly.in order as originally 


e. 
Mr. PLUMB. Iwill insist on it as made. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the effect of it will be that the 
dill will go after the special order first fixed for the same hour. It will 
give it the practical result the Senator has suggested. 


oc TUONE I ask the Secretary to read the dispatch which I send 
to esk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the bill which he has indicated be made the special order for to-mar- 
row at 2 0’clock p.m. The Secretary will read the dispatch. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Neosro FALLS, Kass., March 9, 1884. 
GEORGE B. Lorine, 
Commissioner 


of Agriculture, Washington: 

Arrived to-day. Contagion. foot-and-mouth disease beyond a doubt. Sh oe 
unknown. Three herds infected. New cases at the rate of 10 per ont cern 
A. A. Holcombis here by request of-Governor Glick. The citizens pointed 
a committee, who quarantined the infected premises, but have oo pose ority to 
maintain it or the ds to stamp out the disease. The State 
=< sage a A largo meeting of the cattle-men has been 

u, or the United States Treasury Cattle Commission, have the 

cat ine in rity to provide for the prompt extinction of the infected herds? 


Reply at once. 
M. R. TRUMBOWER, F. 8. 


Mr. PLUMB. I now ask that the other dispatches I send up be read 
in the same connection. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
TOPEKA, Kaws., March 4, 1884. 
Hon. P. B. Plums: 


A malignant and fatal disease has broken out among the cattle of Neosho 
County. I have asked Commissioner Loring to send veterinary surgeon to in- 
vestigate it. Over one hundred head have been attacked. I have wired him the 
fact. Will you aid me in my request? ene Gath 


CHEYENNE, WYO., March 10, 18%. 
Senators INGALLS and tg 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

e appearance of foot-and-mouth cattle disease in your State causes great 
alae on the Western cattle ranges. Can you not have the House animal indus- 
are bill considered and passed at once? The Agricultural Department, co-o) 
ating with Kansas, can extirpate the aranma b; Saep dar the affi cattle. 

WYOMIN ROV ERS’ ASSOCIATION. 
JOSEPH. M. CAREY, President. 
THOMAS STURGIS, Secretary. 


BURLINGTON, KANS., March 8, 18%. 
Senators PLUME and INGALLS, Washington, D. C.: 
At a meeting of citizens of Coffey County a resolution was passed asking gon 
to use your best efforts to have the pleuro-pneumonia bill so amended as that 
the Government will para the expense, and have it passed graas eap ese = 
ve 


emerge! exists which calls for prompt action; or, if not amended 
passed as tis. Answer at once and tell us what the prospect is fi for its immedi- 


J. A. KENNEDY, Secretary. 
JOB THROCR MORTON, Chairman. 


HARRISON KELLEY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestion is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. CALL, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the claims of Herman R and a 
T. Jenkins be taken from the files and referred to the OONA oes Cla 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 
A bill (S. 196) for the relief of the devisees of the late Daniel Carroll; 
and 
A bill (S. 616) to establish a standard of time in the District of Co- 


lumbia. 
also announced that the House had passed a joint reso- 


Attest: 


The message 
lution (H. Res. 100) ee for the printing of certain documents 
relating to the unhealthfulness of swine products in the United State; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After two hours and fifty-three minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were opened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
3 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, March 10, 1884. 


The Housemet at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
S. LINDSAY, D. D. 
a ehi of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
prov 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
ARA unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the following 


exe “Mr. TALBOTT, for this day. 

To Mr. FIEDLER, for one day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. LATED, indefinitely. 

To Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, for sixteen days, from and after 
March 10, on account of important business. 
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MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. KEIFER, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported back 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4971) making appro- 
priations for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, with the recommendation 
that amendments numbered 2 and 7 be concurred in, and amendments 
numbered 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 8 be non-concurred in. 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 

Mr. KEIFER. Ishall ask for the attention of the House for a few 
moments only while I explain the action of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. And first in reference to the amendments in which concur- 
rence is recommended. 

The second amendment provides that hereafter any cadet dismissed 
far hazing shall not be eligible for reappointment. We have believed 
that to be a proper amendment and have recommended concurrence in 
it. As to the seventh amendment, the House provided for additional 
bath-tubs, and the Senate have added the words ‘‘and repairs to bath- 
tubs.” 

The committee recommend non: concurrence in the remaining amend- 
ments of the Senate. 

The first amendment is for pay of treasurer, quartermaster, and com- 
missary of cadets in addition to pay as captain of infantry, $700. 

The third amendment is in reference to additional pay of professors. 
The Senate strike out the words ‘‘and to officers on increased rank.” 
The committee is not certain that is material, but for the present rec- 
ommend non-concurrence. 

The fourth amendment provides for extra pay of enlisted man em- 
ployed in the care and preservation of models, &c., in lieu of extra- 


duty pay, $120. 

The fifth amendment increases the total from $960 to $1,080, which is 
merely the addition of the $120 extra pay. > 

The sixth amendment is for the completion of the new hospital for 
cadets, $5,000. It was not believed that was required, and therefore the 
committee recommended non-concurrence. 

The eighth and last amendment is an increase in the paragraph for 
additional bath-tubs in cadet barracks from $2,000 to $3,000. In this 
non-concurrence is recommended. 

No separate vote being called for, the recommendations of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations were agreed to, and Senate amendments Nos. 


2 and 7 were concurred in, and Senate amendments Nos. 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 


and 8 were non-concurred in. 

Mr. KEIFER moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


IMPROVEMENT OF WARRIOR RIVER. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, by unanimous consent, presented the fol- 
owing memorial; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD: 


To the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. : 

The undersigned, sey and aldermen of Tuscaloosa, Ala., acting in behalf 
of the citizens whom they represent, respectfully ask your honorable body 
to appropriate money for the purpose of o) ning to navigation the Warrior 
River, above Tuscaloosa, Ala., In presenting this petition the undersigned 
beg leave to submit the following facts as the grounds upon which they confi- 
os me hope for favorable action: # 

In 1828 Congress officially recognized the prospective value of the Warrior 
coal-field and the importance of preserving it free from monopoly by enacting 
that the “ Black Warrior River in the State of Alabama shall be forever free from 
toll for all property belonging to the United States and for all persons in their 
service, and for all citizens of the United States except as to su 
allowed by act of Congress.” ome 5244 Revised Statutes.) 

The work of improving the Warrior River below Tuscaloosa has been in prog- 
ress for several years, and there is now, for at least seven months in the year, 
from Tuscaloosa to the Gulf, a river navigable for towboats and barges. But 
above Tuscaloosa, where the -measures begin, the river is not at present 
navigable, and the act of Congress above cited effectually prevents private en- 
te: acting under State charters from undertaking its improvement, and thus 
utilizing the work already done and to be done on the river below. 

When the act of 1828 was passed the coal-beds of the Warrior were entirely 
undeveloped, and remained so until recent years, except that at irregular inter- 
vals trifling amounts of coal were boated down the river during the brief and 
hazardous periods of navigation afforded by floods, In 1873 railroads entered 
the Warrior Valley, and in 1883 over 1,000,000 tonsof coal were mined. The coal 
business of the Warrior Valley is, then, no aa pioen it exists, and has 
reached such proportions that the undersigned feel justified in urging Congress 
to open the natural outlet for this and increasing business. 

At present such of the Warrior as reaches the Gulf at Mobileis subjectto 
a railroad hau! of over two hundred and fifty miles and a transportation charge 
of $2.10 per ton. It is supplied to vessels at the price of $3.75 per ton as against 
$8 to $12 per ton as late as 1878, so that, even while burdened with the heavy cost 
of rail transportation, the saving to the Government in the cost of coal furnished 
to revenue-cutters and other Government steamers has, as stated by Collector 
Burke, of Mobile, amounted to $40,000 in the past three years. 

The cost of coal transportation by river to Mobile is estimated at 50 cents per 
ton. (Report of Chief of Engineers for 1881, page 1203.) Hence the cost of coal 
delivered by river at the Gulf would not exceed $2.15, on the supposition that it 
would be reduced by the whole amount saved in transportation charges, a su 
position reasonable enough, since on ariver free from tolls competition would 

ve full play. According to the prices-current quoted by the Coal Trade Jour- 
2, 1884, the lowest quotations for bituminous coal (similar tothe 
Warrior coal) at the chief coal ports on the Atlantic coast were as follows: At 
New York, $3.75 per ton ; at Philadelphia, $3.50 per ton ; at Baltimore, $3 per ton. 

From this it will be seen that by opening the Warrior to the coal trade a coal sta- 
tion will be established on the Gulf where supplies can be had ata cheaper rate 
than at any other pointon the seaboard, The commercial results ensuing there- 
from would be widespread and indirectly of national importance, iall: 


tolls as may be 


nal of January 


in view of the large amount of coal that will be required at the Patana Canal: * 


But aside from all this, as stated in rt of Chief of Eager for 1875, volume 


2, page 27, "in case of a war witha power the value to the Government 
of a coaling station on the Gulf that can be readily and cheaply supplied at all 
times, without incurring the risk of sea rtation, can ily under- 
stood; " and, it might be added, would amply justify the Government in encoun- 
sring the expense of improving the Warrior. 

Believing from the facts above set forth that the time has arrived for Congress- 
to fulfill its pledge to improve the Warrior, virtually implied in the act of 1828, 
which in effect nationalized that stream, the undersigned respectfully urge the- 
favorable consideration of Congress upon this their tion. 

[sEAL.] W. C. JEMISON, Mayor, Tuscaloosa, 

A, P. HOGAN, Secretary. 
CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING. 


Mr. SINGLETON. I ask by unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that: 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be dis- 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1139) authoriz- 
ing the construction of a building for the accommodation of the Congres- 
sima Library, and that it be recommitted to the Committee on the 
ibrary. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not desire to object, but we had better have 
the regular order. I demand the regular order of business. 


CALL OF STATES. 


The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the Chair will proceed with 
the call of States and Territories for the introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions for printing and reference to their appropriate committees. 
Under this call memorials and resolutions of State and Territorial Leg- 
islatures are in order; also resolutions calling for executive information 
for reference to their appropriate committees. ` 


C. E. WALLER. 


Mr. SHELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5695) to refer the claim of 
C. E. Waller, administrator, to the Court of Claims; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WASHINGTON INEBRIATE ASYLUM. 


Mr. SHELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5696) for the support of 
the Washington Inebriate Asylum of the District of Columbia; which 
was read a and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


NATURALIZATION. 


Mr. SHELLEY submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Whereas under a certain rule of naturalization made on the 4th of Decem- 
ber, 1882, by a delegate of the Secretary of State of the United States and a dele- 
of the envoy extraordinary and minister pleni ntiary of the King of 
pan in the United States, two citizens of the United States have been denation- 
alized, and the judgments of the courts which admitted them to be citizens of 
the United States have been set aside and vacated; and 
Whereas it appears that the so-called new rule of naturalization has been used 
as a precedent in the international tribunal now sitting in Washington under 
the name of United States and French Commission, and the United States have 
been condemned to pay indemnification to certain claimants who were born in 
France, but were naturalized in the United States, and have alleged that their 
naturalization was obtained by them “through misrepresentation of material 
facts,” and have therefore been benefited, to the detriment of the United States, 
by their own acknowled, frauds: Therefore, 
Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States of America in 
, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, requested 
to transmit to the House a copy of the letters of instructions of the Secretary 
of State, Mr. William M. Evarts, to the advocate of the United States, Mr. Thomas 
J. Durant, dated March 7, 1879; of the letters of instructions of the Secre! of 
State, Mr. James G. Blaine, to the same advocate of the United States, Mr, 
Thomas J. Durant, dated April 22 and November 30, 1881; of the so-called new 
rule of naturalization made by the two delegates above named on December 14, 
1882; of the decisions of December 26, 1882, written by Mr. James Lowndes, of 
South Carolina, and concurred in by Marquis Potestad Forrari, in the cases of 
José Garcia de Angarica, No, 13, and of Ramon Fernandez Criado y Gomez, No. 
29 on the docket of the late United States and Spanish Commission; and of the 
decisions rendered by the United States and nch Commission in the two 
cases of David Kohnagel vs. The United States, marked, respectively, Nos. 438 
and 533 on the docket of that commission. 


HANNAH J. JONES, EXECUTRIX. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. 5697) for the relief 
of Hannah J. Jones, executrix; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES W. HAYS. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5698) to re- 
move the political disabilities of Charles W. Hays, of Alabama; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

BIRMINGHAM AND TENNESSEE RIVER RAILBOAD COMPANY. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. 5699) granting 
the right of way through the public lands in the State of Alabama to the 
Birmingham and Tennessee River Railroad Company; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

KANSAS CITY, FORT SCOTT AND GULF RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 5700) to grant 
to the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railway Company a right of 
way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


1884. 
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PRYOR N. LEA. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5701) for 
the relief of Pryor N. Lea; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES HODGES. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5702) to 
refer the claim of James Hodges to the Court of Claims; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN A. DONALD. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Ar also introduced a bill (H. R. 5703) to 
refer the claim of Stephen A. Donald to the Court of Claims; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

H. W. LONG. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5704) to 
refer the claim of H. W. Long to the Court of Claims; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JOSIAH H. FOSTER. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5705) to 
refer the claim of Josiah H. Foster to the Court of Claims; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FLORA ADAMS DARLING. 

Mr. DUNN introduced a bill (H. R. 5706) to authorize the Court of 
Claims of the United States at Washington, D. C., to hear and determine 
the case of the claim of Flora Adams Darling for property taken and 
damages sustained while under a flag of truce. 

The SPEAKER. This bill should be referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Mr. DUNN. I think it had better go the Committee on the Judi- 


The SPEAKER. Under the rule the proper reference would be to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. DUNN. There is involved in it a rather intricate question of 
law which I think the Committee on the Judiciary had better pass 
upon. I move its reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was ingly read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


* SAMUEL DIAL. 


Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 5707) 
for the relief of Samuel Dial; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ADAIR & VANN CLAIM AGAINST THE OSAGE INDIANS. 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, submitted the following resolution of inquiry ; 

which was read, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish, 
for the information of this House, copiesof all papers and correspondence in his 
DEPOTE to the so-called “Adair & Vann” claim against the Osage Nation 

ians. 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, also submitted the following resolution of 
inquiry; which was read, and referred to the Committeee on Indian 
Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish, for the information of this House, copiesof all papersand correspondence 
in his office relating to the so-called “Adair & Vann” claim against the Osage 
Nation of Indians; and also what action, if any, has been taken by the Depart- 
ment toward the settlement of said claim. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION, ETC. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 5708) defining the 

wers and jurisdiction of the Mississippi River Commission, author- 
izing the appropriation of land and material for the improvement of the 
Mississippi River and its navigable tributaries, the manner of assessing 
damages for property so appropriated, and providing penalties for acts 
in hinderance or injury of such improvements; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PAY OF SOUTHERN MAIL CONTRACTORS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE also introduced a jointresolution (H. Res. 194) 
to reappropriate and apply the amount appropriated by the act of Con- 
gress approved March 3, 1877, to pay certain Southern mail contractors; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

ARTICLES OF WAR. 


Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a bill (H. R. 5709) to amend article 72 
of the Rules and Articles of War; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
EFFICIENCY OF THE ARMY. 
Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5710) to increase the 


efficiency of the United States Army; which was reada first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DESIGNATION OF CERTAIN MEDICAL OFFICERS, U. S. A. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5711) to change the 
designations and titles of certain officers of the Medical Department of 
the Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

: RETIREMENT OF ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5712) to regulate the 
retiring of Army officers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS OF OFFICERS AND ENLISTED MEN. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5713) to provide for 
the settlement of claims of officers and enlisted men of the Army for 
the loss of private property destroyed in the military service of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RUPERT G. HILL. 


Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5714) for the relief 
of Rupert G. Hill; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


YELLOWSTONE PARK RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5715) to incorporate 
the Yellowstone Park Railroad Company; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

J. Q. SHIRLEY AND F. DE LONG. 

Mr. HENLEY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5716) for the re- 
lief of James Q. Shirley and Francis De Long; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JERRY GORDON. 

Mr. BUDD introduced a bill (H. R. 5717) to repeal an act entitled 
‘An act granting a pension to Jerry Gordon,” approved July 15, 1870; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT OAKLAND, CAL. 


Mr. GLASCOCK, introduced a bill (H. R. 5718) for the erection of a 
public building at Oakland, Cal.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CONSIDERATION OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 5719) for the enforcement 
of public and private justice and the relief of Congress and Departments 
from the consideration of disputed claims; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

UTE INDIANS IN COLORADO. 

Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5720) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to accept and ratify the agreement submitted by the 
confederated bands of Ute Indians in Colorado for the sale of their res- 
ervation in said State, and for other purposes,” approved June 15, 1880; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS COSGROVE. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5721) to rerate the pension 
of Francis Cosgrove; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGES OVER NAVIGABLE RIVERS. 

Mr. SEYMOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 5722) granting the consent 
of Congress to the erection of bridges over navigable rivers upon condi- 
tions therein stated; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ISABELLA BERTHA WEAVER. 

Mr. DAVIDSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5723) granting a pension to 
Isabella Bertha Weaver, only surviving child of Ordnance Sergeant Jere- 
miah Weaver, late of the United States Army; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE ON DOG ISLAND, FLORIDA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5724) making an ap- 
propriation for the erection of a light-house on Dog Island, Florida; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT ANCLOTE KEY, FLORIDA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5725) providing for the 

erection of a light-house at Anclote Key, in Florida; which was read a 
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first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. i 
PILOTS IN WAR OF THE REBELLION. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 5726) for the relief of 
pilots who served in the war of the late rebellion; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

J. B. DOAN, 

Mr. ELLWOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 5727) for the relief of J. B. 
Doan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA BECK. 

Mr. ELLWOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5728) granting a pen- 
sion to Anna Beck, widow of August Beck; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOSEPH S. TURNBULL, 

Mr. ELWOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5729) granting a pension 
to Joseph S. Turnbull; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS DAINESE. 

Mr. HITT introduced a bill (H. R. 5730) for the relief of Francis 
Dainese, of Washington, D. C.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANCIS MUNSON. 


Mr. DUNHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 5731) for the relief of Fran- 
cis Munson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


AMAND L. HOGAN. 


Mr. RIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. 5732) to pension Amand L. Ho- 
gan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ELIZABETH LEEBRICK. 


Mr. RIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5733) for the relief of Mrs. 
Elizabeth Leebrick; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY TEPE. 


Mr. KLEINER introduced a bill (H. R. 5734) for the relief of Henry 
Tepe, a soldier of the late war; which was read afirst and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MILLE LAC CHIPPEWAS. 


Mr. HOLMAN submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the House whether by any treaty or other act of the Government the 
limits of the reservation of the branch of Chippewas of the Mississippi, known 
as Mille LacIndians, nowand heretofore occupied by them, have been defined, 
and whether said Mille Lac Indians have, since the 20th of March, 1865, done any 
act violating the provisions in their behalf contained in the treaty ratified at said 
date between the United States and the Chippewas of the Mississippi and other 
bands of Motes, “ee which provision is as follows: 

“Provided, That owing to the heretofore conduct of the Mille Lac Indians 
they shall not be compelled to remove so long as they shal) not in any way in- 
terfere with or in any manner molest the persons or Ty rty of the whites,” 

And that he also inform the House whether any of the lands heretofore recog- 
nized as within the limits of the reservation of the said Mille Lac band of In- 
dians have been sold or permitted to be entered, and if any part of the same has 
been sold oren , that he inform the House in what manner, under what 
right, and to what extent the said reservation has been itted to be entered, 
and whether such entries are legal and valid; and whether bona fide settlements 
es bars or a on the lands entered, or had been prior to or at the time of the 
treaty thereo: 


MARGARET DAILY. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5735) granting a pension to 
Margaret Daily; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE P. HESS. 

Mr. COBB introduced a hill Mes R. 5736) for the relief of George B. 
Hess; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. BAKER. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. 5737) granting a pension to 
William B. Baker; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. GREEN. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 5738) granting a 
pension to James H. Green; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDGMENT LIENS IN FEDERAL COURTS. 


Mr. KASSON presented a joint resolution of the General Assembl 
of Iowa, in relation to the liens of judgments in Federal courts; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. KASSON also presented a joint resolution of the General As- 
sembly of Iowa, asking Congress to pass a law for the regulation of 
transportation of freight and over railroads engaged in inter- 
state commerce; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

GEORGE W. MILLS. 


Mr. HEPBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 5739) for the relief of 

W. Mills, late a private in Company F, Thirty-fifth Missouri 

Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GRIGSBY FOSTER. 


Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5740) for the relief of 
Grigsby Foster, late a private in Company E, Seventh West Virginia 
Volunteer Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

W. A. LEMASTER. 
Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5741) for the relief of 


W. A. Lemaster, of Iconium, Iowa; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SAINT LOUIS, BAXTER SPRINGS AND MEXICAN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 5742) granting the right of 
way to the Saint Louis, Baxter Springs and Mexican Railway Company 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 
NICHOLAS W. BARNETT. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5743) for the relief of 
Nicholas W. Barnett; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. SAMANTHA J. POLLARD. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5744) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Samantha J. Pollard; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES W. DOTSON. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5745) for the relief of 
James W. Dotson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REISSUE OF LAND-WARRANT. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5746) authorizing the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office to issue a land-warrant for 
one hundred and twenty acres of land to the holder of warrant No. 
51456, with certain provisions and upon certain conditions; which was 
read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF LARNED, KANS. 

Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 5747) to authorize the in- 
crease of the capital stock of the First National Bank of Larned, Kans., 
not to exceed ,000; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DANIEL M’ALPINE. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5748) to correct the mil- 
itary record of Daniel McAlpine, a soldier of the war of 1812; which 
was read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ATCHISON, KANS. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 5749) for the erection of a 
public building at Atchison, Kans.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WEBSTER C. WEBB. 

Mr. HALSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5750) for the relief of Web- 
ster C. Webb; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY NEAR BATON ROUGE, LA. 

Mr. LEWIS introduced a bill (H. R. 5751) making an appropriation 
to construct a road and approaches from the Mississippi River through 
the city of Baton Rouge, La., to the national military cemetery, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE CLAIMS. 

Mr. ELLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 5752) for the judicial ascertain- 
ment of the facts in private claims, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred te the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GENERAL H. G. WRIGHT. 
Mr. ELLIS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 195) to place 
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the name of General H. G. Wright, late Chief of Engineers, on the roll 
-of major-generals on the retired-list, with the emoluments and pay of 
said grade; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM COLLINS. 


Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 5753) for the relief of 
William Collins; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I ask the reference of this bill to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to bea claim. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The bill has once been before the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. It does not relate to commerce in any way; itis a 
claim. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. It is a claim for fishing bounty. 

The SPEAKER. But it isa claim, and must go to the Committee 
on Claims under the rule. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SURETIES OF GEORGE W. SANDS, DECEASED. 

Mr. TALBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. 5754) for the relief of the 
sureties of George W. Sands, deceased; which was reada first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
, printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HAVRE DE GRACE, MD. 

Mr. TALBOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5755) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the town of Havre de Grace, in the State 
of Maryland; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ELMIRA M’INTIRE. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL introduced a bill m R. 5756) granting a pension 
to Elmira McIntire; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NELLIE J. WILKINS. 

Mr. LONG (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5757) granting a 
pension to Nellie J. Wilkins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN N. QUACKENBUSH. 

Mr. COLLINS introduced a bill (H. R. 5758) to confirm the status 
of John N. Quackenbush as a commander in the United States Navy; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. OATES. 

Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5759) to correct the rec- 
ord of John H. Oates, late acting master’s mate in the United States 
Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ASA ©. DICKINSON. 


Mr. MAYBURY introduced a bill (H. R. 5760) to confirm to Asa C. 
Dickinson the title to certain lands in the county of Saint Clair, in the 
State of Michigan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JACOB HARSEN. 

Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5761) to confirm to the 
heirs of Jacob Harsen the title to certain lands in the county of Saint 
Clair, in the State of Michigan; which was read a first and second time, 
Hons Dah parma Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 

nted. 
ANN LUMPHERY. 

Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5762) for the relief of 
Ann Lumphery; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN MICHIGAN. 

Mr, HOUSEMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5763) to detach the coun- 
ties of Calhoun and Branch from the eastern and annex the same to the 
western judicial district of Michigan; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BIRNEY HOYT. 

Mr. HOUSEMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5764) to increase the 
pension of Birney Hoyt, late sergeant of Company A, Sixth Michigan 
Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EUGENE RANDALL. 
Mr. CARLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 5765) for the relief of Eu- 
gane Randall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
ect Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, 
and ordered to be printed. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER WATER-POWER AND BOOM COMPANY. 


sissippi River Water-power and Boom Company, of Brainard, Minn., to 
construct a dam across the Mississippi River; which was read a first and 
second i referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be prin’ 


JOHN S. ALLANSON. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. 5767) authorizing the 
President to appoint and retire John S. Allanson a first lieutenant; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMUNITY GRANT, ALBUQUERQUE, N. MEX. 

Mr. JEFFORDS (by request) introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
196) concerning the confirmation of a tract of land fourSpanish leagues 
in area to the bitants of the town of Albuquerque, N. Mex., as a 
community grant; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE M. OCHILTREE. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 5768) for the re- 
lief of George M. Ochiltree; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF RIVERS AND HARBORS BY CONTRACT. 

Mr. BROADHEAD introduced a bill (H. R. 5769) to provide for 
carrying on the improvements and repairs of rivers and harbors by con- 
tract; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

VIRGINIA MILITARY LAND PATENTS. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. 5770) to validate patents in 
the Virginia military land district in Ohio; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. BURNES introduced a bill (H. R. 5771) granting to the Saint 
Joseph and Rio Grande Railroad Company right of way through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SHORT CREEK LAKE, PLATTE CO , MISSOURI. 

Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 5772) to donate Short 

Creek Lake, in Platte County, to the State of Missouri, and forever 
reserve the same for public resort and recreation; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 
JAMES STAPLETON. 


Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 5773) to pay James Sta- 
pleton a claim adjudged to be due him by the Secretary of the Interior 
for es sitet of the Cheyenne Indians; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NAPOLEON B. GIDDINGS. 

Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 5774) for the relief of Na- 
poleon B. Giddings; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES FOREMAN. 

Mr. ALEXANDER introduced a bill (H. R. 5775) granting a pension 
to James Foreman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS D. PETTY. 

Mr. FYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5776) granting a pension to Louis 
D. Petty, late private in Eighth Missouri Volunteer Cavalry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EPHRAIM PORTER. 

Mr. DOCKERY introduced a bill (H. R. 5777) granting a pension to 
Ephraim Porter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF WINNEBAGO RESERVATION, NEBRASKA. 

Mr. VALENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. 5778) to provide for the 
sale of a part of the reservation of the Winnebago tribe of Indians in 
the State of Nebraska, and for other p ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. WHITING. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5779) for the relief 
of William H. Whiting; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HARRIET 8, BRISBANE. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, introduced a bill (H. R. pie grant- 
ing a pension to Harriet S. Brisbane; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5766) to authorized the Mis- | printed. 
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SOLON L. SIMONDS. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. Pegi 
granting a pension to Solon L. Simonds; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EDWARD G. JACKMAN. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5782) 
granting a pension to Edward G. Jackman; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WASHINGTON’S HEADQUARTERS, MORRISTOWN, N. J. 

Mr. PHELPS introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 197) author- 

izing the Secretary of War to assist in canceling the debt and in en- 
` larging and improving the grounds and collections of Washington’s 

headquarters in Morristown, N. J., and in securing suitable ground in 

which to gather the remains of Revolutionary soldiers there buried and 

in e a monument over the same; which was read a first and sec- 

ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES MILLER. 

Mr. McADOO introduced a bill (H. R. 5783) for the relief of Charles 
Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TERESA KALISCH. 


Mr. McADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 5784) for the relief of 
Teresa Kalisch; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CENSUS STATISTICS OF EDUCATION, ETC. 


Mr. SKINNER, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 5785) to pro- 
vide for a special edition of the census statistics relating to education, 
libraries, museums of art, science, illiteracy, &c.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Select Committee to ‘Ascertain 
the Results of the Tenth Census, and ordered to be printed. 


LEGAL TENDER. 


Mr. POTTER introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 198) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POTTER. I ask that the joint resolution be read in full. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That, pursuant to article 5 of the smao pegs of the United States, 
the following amendment be, and hereby is, pi 


roposed to the Legislatures of the 
several States for their ratification, to be, ines ratified b Ea ar mae of the 
to be known and de- 


se aforesaid, a aga nei the said Constitution, 
nominated as article 18, to 
ARTICLE XVI. 
kaoba rrek: powers granted to Congress by the Constitution shall not be 
include the power to r any law making anything but gold and 
silver coin a tender in parnana of debts except after a declaration of war when 
the public safety may require it, 


WILLIAM G. HALPIN. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, submitted the following resolution 
of inquiry; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Bourstaty of Hats is hereby directed to communicate to 
this House all the pa: d correspondence on the claim of William G, Halpin 
sd ee against Goversment of Great Britain, now on file in the State 


HORSE RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5786) 
to incorporate the North Capitol and Glenwood Cemetery Horse Rail- 
way Company; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

LINE LIGHTS, NIAGARA RIVER. 

Mr. STEVENS introduced a bill (H. R. 5787) making an appro- 

riation for the construction and erection of line lights on the Niagara 

River i in the vicinity of a bridge across said river between Buffalo and 

Tonawanda, in the State of New York; which was read a first and 

second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ELIZABETH DEUTSCHER. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 5788) for the re- 
lief of Elizabeth Deutscher, widow of John Deutscher; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. . 

LEGAL TENDER. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
199) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the Uni States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. i ask that the joint resolution be read 
for the information of the House. 
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The resolution is as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Congress 

(two-thirds of each House ), That the followi alaga matar 
to the Constitution of the United States be, and the same is here y, submitted 
to the several States for Ten ratification or rejection, and the same, when |- 
fied by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the several States, shall be valid to 


ni oe and purposes as part of the Constitution, namely 
d to section 10, article 1 1, the following words: “ The: Con; shall not 
hans power to makeanything b ut gold and iver eclaia legal er in payment 


of debts.” 
MRS. KADY BROWNELL. 

Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 5789) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Kady Brownell; which was a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH GALLAGHER. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5790) for the 
relief of Sayah Gallagher; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH GALLAGHER. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5791) for the 
relief of Sarah er; which was read a first and second time, re- 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. BRADY. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
200) for the relief of James M. Brady, administrator of Cornelius Law- -+ 
rence Brady; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT, PIERRE AYOTT. 

Mr. JOHNSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5792) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Capt. Pierre Ayott; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

STEPHEN W. WOOD. 

Mr. GREENLEAF introduced a bill (H. R. 5793) for the relief of 
Stephen W. Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

TARE ON HOPS, ETC. 

Mr. RAY, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 5794) to regulate 
and fix the tare on hops, the weight of hop-baling, and the standard 
weight of bales of hops; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES A. FULLER. 

Mr. RAY, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5795) to in- 
crease the pension of Charles A. Fuller, late a lieutenant of the Army 
of the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LAFAYETTE AXTELL. 

Mr. RAY, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5796) to increase 
the pension "of Lafayette Axtell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FORM OF BILLS OF LADING, ETC. 

Mr. JAMES introduced a bill (H. R. 5797) to regulate the forms of 
bills of lading and the duties and liabilities of ship-owners and others; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN E. DENHAM. 

Mr. JAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 5798) granting a pension 
to John E. Denham, late a sergeant of the United States Marine Corps; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HUDSON, N. Y. 

Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill R. 5799) for the erection of a 
public building at Hudson, N. Y.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on ‘Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SARAH B. JACKSON. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 5800) for the relief of 
Sarah B. Jackson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DRAWBACKS. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 5801) to ex- 
tend the privilege of drawbacks and to remove restrictions thereon; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BARNETT. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. 5802) for the relief of John Bar- 
nett; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committes 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NATHAN CRISP. 
Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5803) for the relief of Na» 
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than Crisp; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
JOSEPH STUBBLEFIELD. 


Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5804) to remove the charge 
of desertion from Joseph Stubblefield; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LIQUOR SALOONS IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. VANCE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5805) limit- 
ing the number of licensed liquor saloons in the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, and ordered to be printed. 


A. E. CONRAD. 


Mr. SCALES introduced a bill (H. R. 5806) for the relief of A. E. 
Conrad, of North Carolina; which was read a and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES W. DAVIS. 


Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. 5807) for the relief of 
James W. Davis, administrator, of North Carolina; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

S. W. LONG. 


Mr. YORK introduced a bill (H. R. 5808) for therelief of S. W. Long, 
of North Carolina; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY BASS. 


Mr. YORK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5809) for the reliefof Henry 
Bass, of Surry County, North Carolina; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN A. MARTINDALE. 

Mr. McCORMICK introduced a bill (H. R. 5810) granting a pension 
to John A. Martindale, a soldier in the late civil war; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


HAMILTON C. DAGUE. 


Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. 5811) for the relief of Hamilton 
C. Dague; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELLEN A. VANCE, 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 5812) granting a 
pension to Ellen A. Vance, invalid daughter of Col. Joseph W. Vance; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RACHEL SMITH. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 5813) granting a 
pension to Rachel Smith, mother of Andrew M. Smith; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM WELSH. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLORalso intro‘luced a bill (H. R. 5814) authoriz- 
ing the President to appoint to the position he held when mustered out, 
and if he deems it advisable to place on the retired-list, William Welsh, 
late captain Twenty-fifth United States Infantry; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


FOREIGN CHEAP LABOR. 


Mr. GEDDES. I present a joint resolution of the Legislatureofthe 
State of Ohio, relative to foreign cheap labor. It is very brief, and I 
ask that it be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution relative to foreign cheap labor. 


Be it resolved by the Assembly of the State of Ohio, That we earnestly ap- 
peal to our Senators and Representatives in Congress to labor diligently and 
vote for the passage of some such bill as that introduced by M. A. Foran, to 
prohibit the importation and mi on of foreigners, aliens, under contract or 
agreement to perform labor in the United States. 

Resolved, That the governor be iy ner to forward copies of this resolution 
to our Senators and Representatives in ehigrmanacst ne 

. D. MA 
Speaker of the House of b 
JOHN G. WARWICK, 
President of the Senate. 
Adopted February 28, 1884. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Labor. 
W. T. SCALES. 
Mr. MOREY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5815) for the re- 


lief of W. T. Scales; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN FREUND. 
Mr. SENEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5816) for the relief of John 


Freund; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
`- THOMAS KECK. 

Mr. MURRAY introduced a bill (H. R. 5817) granting a pension to 
Thomas Keck; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES BRUTSCHIE. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5818) granting a pension 
to Charles Brutschie; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB MEIER. 


Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5819) granting a rerate 
of pension to Jacob Meier; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE W. COUSINS. 

Mr. PATTON introduced a bill (H. R. 5820) to amend the military 
record of George W. Cousins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
- MRS. SUSANNAH BARE. 

Mr. PATTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5821) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Susannah Barr, mother of Jacob Barr; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NATHANIEL F. GARRIS, 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 5822) granti 
a pension to Nathaniel F. Garris; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM WILLIAMS. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5823) 
granting a pension to William Williams; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ALLEN M’KEAN. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5824) 
granting a pension to Allen McKean ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM T. LOBB. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H, R. 5825) for 
the relief of William T. Lobb ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE L. SCHERMERHORN. 


Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5826) to 
remove the charge of desertion from George L. Schermerhorn ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5827) grant- 
ing condemned cannon to Gustin Post, No. 154, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Troy, Pa.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SAINT MARK’S PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5828) for 
the relief of Saint Mark’s Protestant Episcopal church, in the District 
of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS THE GREAT KANAWHA RIVER. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 5829) to 
authorize the construction of bridges across the Great Kanawha River, 
and to prescribe the dimensions of the same; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MICHAEL BARTHOLOMEW. 

Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. 5830) granting a pension to 
Michael Bartholomew, late private Company A, Sixty-seventh Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TRANSMISSION OF CLAIMS TO COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. STORM also submitted the following proposed amendment to the 
rules; which was read, and referred to the Committee on the Rules: 
That any committee of the House which shall cause any claim or malter pend- 


-ing before it to be transmitted to the Court of Claims under the provisions of the 


act of March 3, 1883, entitled “An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress 
and to the Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands 
against the Government,” shall report the fact ofsuch transmission to this House, 
and such report shall be entered upon the Journal, 

PILOT SERVICE ON UNITED STATES SEACOAST. 


Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 5831) to create and establish 
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the pilot service of the United States and to the pilotage of 
vessels in the ports and harbors along the seacoast of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH H. BLACKBURN. 


Mr. McMILLIN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5832) for the 
relief of Joseph H. Blackburn, of Dowelltown, Tenn.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JACOB BLOOMSTEIN. 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5833) for the relief of Jacob 
Bloomstein ; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH RYMARKIEWISCZ. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5834) for the relief of 
Joseph Rymarkiewisez; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. H. ADAMS. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 5835) granting a pension to J. H. 
Adams ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS T. SMITH. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5836) granting a pension to 


Thomas T. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM H. HUTCHISON. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5837) granting a pension to 
William H. Hutchison; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY BALLINGER. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5838) granting a pension to 


Henry ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT BRADLEY. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5839) for the relief of Robert 
Bradley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. ROBINSON. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced two bills (H. R. 5840 and 5841) for the 
relief of John W. Robinson; which were respectively read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JEREMIAH FRITTS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5842) for the relief of Jere- 
miah Fritts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

V. F. GORRISSEN. 

Mr. LANHAM introducod a bill (H. R. 5843) for the relief of V. F. 
Gorrissen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

E. H. SMITH. 

Mr. LANHAM (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5844) re- 
ferring the claim of R. H. Smith to the Court of Claims; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL PAY TO CENSUS SUPERVISORS. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5845) 
foradditional pay to thesupervisors of the Tenth Census; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee to Ascertain 
the Results of the Tenth Census, and ordered to be printed. 

CURRENCY. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. 5846) to pre- 
vent contraction of the currency; which was read a and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 


printed. 
ALEXANDER N. SHIPLEY. 
Mr. HANCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 5847) for the relief of Alex- 
ander N. Shipley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ANN ELIZABETH DAVIS. 


Mr. HANCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5848) ting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Ann Elizabeth Davis; which was read a first and second 
sew ao eh to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. TUCKER introduced a bill (H. R. 5849) limiting the time for the 
prosecution and payment of claims against the United States; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 


4 COPYRIGHT TO NEWSPAPERS. 
Mr. TUCKER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5850) grant- 


ing copyright to newspapers; which was read a first and second time, 
erred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. . 


EXPORT-TOBACCO MANUFACTORIES. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. 5851) to authorize 
the establishment of export-tobacco manufactories; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ABOLITION OF INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES. 

Mr. CABELLintroduced a bill (H. R. 5852) to abolish internal-revenue 
taxes upon tobacco, snuff, cigars, and cigarettes, and upon liquors dis- 
tilled from fruits, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. ANDERSON. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 5853) for 
the relief of Benjamin F. Anderson, of Berkeley County, West Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA A. BEERBOWER. 

Mr. GOFF introduced a bill (H. R. 5854) grantinga pension to Martha 
A. Beerbower, of West Virginia; which was read a first and second 
ka Pip to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 

TOBACCO DESTROYED BY FLOODS. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 5855) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to ascertain the value of revenue-stamps affixed to 
manufactured tobacco destroyed by the recent floods in the Ohio River, 
and making an appropriation to pay the holders thereof; which was- 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMERICAN MINISTER TO GERMANY. 
Mr. DEUSTER submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


Whereas the American minister at the seat of government of the German Em- 
ire is made the subject of attacks of semi-official newspapers at Berlin: There- 


ore, 
Be it resolved, That the Secre of State be, and he is hereby, requested, if in. 


his judgment not incompatible with public interests, to furnish this House copies 
of any a unications and official correspondence on the subject which he may 
ve receiv 


THOMAS BROWN. 
Mr. DEUSTER introduced a bill (H. R. 5856) to increase the pen- 
sion of Thomas Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID S. HAWLEY. 
Mr. GUENTHER ititroduced a bill (H. R. 5857) to grant a pension to 
David S. Hawley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HANNAH BUCK. 
Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5858) to grant a pen- 


sion to Hannah Buck; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FREDERIKA WINTER. 


Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5859) granting a pen- 
sion to Frederika Winter; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DONALD D SCOTT. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 5860) to in- 
crease the pension of Donald D. Scott; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RAILROAD BRIDGE ACROSS SAINT CROIX RIVER. 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 5861) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a railroad bridge across the Saint Croix River, in the States of 
Wisconsin and Minnesota; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5862) to enlarge the juris- 
diction of the United States courts and to open the same to all claim- 
ants; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK SULLIVAN. 

Mr. OURY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5863) for the relief of 
Patrick Sullivan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the- 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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GEORGE DUNN. 


Mr. OURY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5864) for the re- 
lief of George Dunn; which was read a first second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MONTANA PENITENTIARY. 

Mr. MAGINNIS introduced a bill (H. R. 5865) to provide for the com- 
pletion of the United States penitentiary at Deer Lodge, Mont. ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

FELIX M’KETTERICK. 

Mr. MANZANARES introduced a bill (H. R. 5866) for the relief of 
Felix McKetterick, of the Territory of New Mexico; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

R. B. HIGBEE. 


Mr. MANZANARES also introduced a bill (H. R. 5867) for the relief 
of R. B. Higbee; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The call of the States is concluded. 


SMOKING. 


Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order, and ask for 
the reading of clause 7, rule XIV. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

7. While the er is putting a question or addressing the House no member 
shall walk out of or across the 1, nor, when a member is g, pass be- 
tween him and the Chair; and during the session of the House no member shall 
wear his hat or remain by the Clerk's desk during the call of the roll or the 
counting of ballots, or smoke upon the floor of the House; and the Sergeant-at- 
Arms and Doorkeeper are with the strict enforcement of this clause. 

Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Speaker, great complaint has been made by many 
ladies of the bad state of the air in the galleries of this House; so bad 
they are obliged often to withdraw. They state further that this con- 
dition is owing largely to the amount of tobacco smoke which rises 
from the floor of the House. 

Now, sir, I do not ask to have smoking stopped on the floor of the 
House on my own account, for I would never think of dictating to my 
fellow-members what they should do either in the matter of smoking 
or in respect to the singular and gymnastic position some gentlemen 
occasionally assume in this Hall. 

Several MEMBERS. Name them. 

Mr. LYMAN. I was about to state one lady said, on looking down 
on a gentleman below her, she thought it could not be healthy for him 
to lie on a sofa with his knees higher than his head, a lighted cigar in 
his mouth, and a newspaper held over his head. [Laughter.] 

But I do not object to that, sir. Ithink, however, the visitors to this 
House have some rights that should be ted; and I ask, therefore, 
in their behalf that the Sergeant-at-Arms be instructed, on account of 
the people in the galleries, to strictly enforce the rule, to which I have 
called the attention of the House, upon this floor. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I wish to offer a suggestion to the gentleman, which 
I think will carry out his wishes in this matter, and that is as to whether 
it would not in his judgment be better, inasmuch as they are dissatis- 
fied with the present arrangement in the Bug to throw open to them 
this lobby in the rear of the Speaker’s chair, which is of little use to 
members of the House, and give them free access to that portion of the 
building, which would no doubt be more convenient for them and more 
convenient for members who have occasion to see them. 

Mr. LYMAN. I confine my remarks strictly to the rule in question, 
and think on accountof the ladies in the galleries and those persons who 
object to this practice generally it should be enforced. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has observed with t that the rule 
to which the gentleman from Massachusetts now attention has 
been violated frequently by members upon the floor, and has more than 
once, as the House will remember, directed the Sergeant-at-Arms and 
Doorkeeper to see that it was enforced. The Chair will again direct 
the officers of the House to see that the rule is rigidly enforced. It is 
necessary not only for the comfort of visitors in the galleries but for 
the comfort of members on the floor that there should be no smoking 
in the Hall of the House, in the seats, or that part of the House known 
as the lobby. The Chair hopes that members will hereafter, without 
admonition on the part of the Chair or other officers of the House, re- 
spect this rule. 

Mr. KEIFER. I wish to ask, so that it be definitely und 
whether or not the rule extends to that part of the Hall outside of the 
railing or screen? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. KEIFER, Then that ought to be distinctly understood. 

The SPEAKER. In fact, the rule according to its terms extends to 
the lobby in the rear of the Speaker’s chair, because by law that is 
made a part of the Hall of the House. The Chair, however, has never 
undertaken to enforce the rule strictly in the lobby, for that is the 
most convenient place for members to meet, in order to avoid the disa- 
greeable effect of smoking in the other parts of the Hall. 


Mr. SCALES. I wish, Mr. Speaker, to ask at this time consent to 
offer a resolution—— 

The SPEAKER. TheChair was about toproceed to recognize mem- 
bers who were absent when their States were called. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Before that is done, on the subject un- 
der consideration I wish—— i 

. The SPEAKER. That has been disposed of. There is nothing be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I desire to renew it. 

The SPEAKER. In what form? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. In the form of an inquiry. I wish to 
know whether the lobbies, the corridors extending to Statuary Hall, 
are not also under the control of the Speaker, and whether in the in- 
terest of decency and especially for the benefit of the ladies who come 
to the Capitol and have to pass through that hall on their way to the 
galleries that order should not be made to apply also to that portion 
of the Capitol, to prohibit smoking and spitting all over the floors out 
there? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think there is anything in the 
question made by the gentleman from Kentucky which would make it 
relevant to the question submitted by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts. It is for the House itself to determine whether it will extend 
the rule to the corridors outside of the Hall. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Not being present when my State was called, I 
ask the privilege of introducing some bills for reference. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Chair will recognize 
those gentlemen who were not present when their States were called. 

There was no objection. 

L. R. HUFFMAN. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 5868) for the relief of L. 
R. Huffman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. HULETT. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5869) for the relief 
of George W. Hulett; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN JONES. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5870) for the relief 
of John Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

I, R. H. CALDWELL. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5871) granting a 
pension to I. R. H. Caldwell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS S DUVALL. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5872) granting a 
pension to Thomas S. Duvall; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS D. TERRY. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5873) granting a 
pension to Lewis D. Terry; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M’GONNELL. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5874) granting a 

amy to James McGonnell; which was read a first and second time, re- 
erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
NANCY COONS. $ 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5875) granting a pen- 
sion to Nancy Coons; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

C. W. KING. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5876) granting a pen- 
sion toC. W. King; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pension, and ordered to be printed. 

T. I. HARDIN. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5877) for the relief 
of T. I. Hardin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MES. ANNIE B. LEWIS. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5878) for the benefit 
of Mrs. Annie B. Lewis; which was read a and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and o: to be printed. 


WILLIAM N. ROBB. 


Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5879) for the relief 
of William N. Robb; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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SAINT AUGUSTINE CHURCH, FLORIDA. 
oi LARC sl ne M9 a 
tof Saint i of Sai i ; which was 
a first and second ery referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 
SALARIES OF CAPITOL POLICE. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5881) fixing the sal- 
aries of the Capitol police; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 

` GEORGE W. FANNING. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 5882) restoring George W. 
Fanning to the pension-roll; which was read a and second time, 
il to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BURLINGTON AND MISSOURI RIVER RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. PAYSON submitted the following resolution of inquiry; which 

was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 


Whereas it is alleged that there has been patented or allowed to the Burling- 
ton and Missouri River Company a large amount of public lands 
excess of the amount it was entitled to receive un the acts of Congress mak- 


ing the grant: 
Besoived, ‘That the Secretary of the Interior is requested to inform this House 
what the is of the adjustment of the grant of this company was; whether 
any error was made in such basis; what amount of land has been patented or 

ed or allowed to said company, and what the excess, if any, been in 
the first adjustment of the grant over the amount the company was entitled to ; 
what steps, ifany, have been taken by the Department to correct the error, i 
any exists, and whether any of the lands certified or patented in excess of what 
the company was entitled to have been sold by the company. 


DANIEL W. BOUTWELL. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5883) granting a pension to Daniel 
W. Boutwell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PORTRAIT OF GENERAL G. H. THOMAS. 


Mr. WILLIS introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 201) in regard 
to the purchase of portrait of General George H. Thomas; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LIENS AGAINST PROPERTY. 


Mr. HOLMES introduced a bill (H. R. 5884) providing for the man- 
ner of establishing liens against property on judgments rendered in the 
courts of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

E. C. CHIROUSE. 

Mr. BRENTS introduced a bill (H. R. 5885) for the relief of E. C. 
Chirouse, late United States Indian agent; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ELIHU ROBINSON. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 5886) to remove 
the charge of desertion from Elihu Robinson; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ELIZABETH M’KAY. 

Mr. FOLLETT introduced a bill (H. R. 5887) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth McKay; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REPRINTING COMMITTEE REPORTS. x 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 202) to author- 
ize the reprinting of committee reports; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 


printed. 
ELLEN O'BRIAN. 


Mr. NUTTING introduced a bill (H. R. 5888) granting a pension to 
Ellen O'Brian; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALONZO COOPER. 


Mr. NUTTING also introduced a bill (H. R. 5889) granting a pen- 
sion to Alonzo Cooper; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT ON SWINE PRODUCTS. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. SCALES. I desire to make a privileged report. Iam instructed 
by the Committee on Printing to report back with a favorable recom- 
mendation and to ask for the present consideration of the joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 192) providing for the printing of certain documents 
relating to the unhealthfulness of swine products in the United States. 
I ask that the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 192) submit the following report: 

The resolution in question provides for printing 60,000 copies of the report of 
the Secretary of State and accompanying report, made by a commission desig- 


nated by the President, eben 9 tan alleged unhealthfulness of the swine 


products of the United States. The investigation covers a question of vast mo- 
ment to the public and should be widely disseminated. The report is elaborate, 
covering 136 pages, and will cost about $3,800 by the Printer’s estimate. 

The committee recommend the passage of the resolution. 


The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, &c., That there be printed 60,000 copies of the report of the Secretary 
of State, and accompanying report e by the commission lately designated 
by the President to examine and report upon the asserted unhealthfulness of 
the swine products of this country, ther with the m of the President 
transmitting the same to the House of resentatives; 45 copies thereof for 
the use of the members of the House of resentatives, 10,000 copies for the use 
of the Senate, and 5,000 copies thereof for the use of the Department of Agricult- 
ure, 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SCALES moved to reconsider to vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


INDEXING THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


Mr. SCALES. Iask unanimous consent that Senate bill 1692, limit- 
ing the cost of indexing the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, be taken from 
the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

There was no objection; and the bill was accordingly taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

A. A. THOMAS. 

Mr. HANBACK. I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill No. 643, 
for the relief of A. A. Thomas, be taken from the Speaker’s table and 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

TheSPEAKER. This billappearsto beaclaim for money; and under 
the rules of the House it should go to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HANBACK. Lunderstand that it was reported from the Senate 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House it should go to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HANBACK. Very well. 

The bill was accordingly taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I desire to submit a report from the 
Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] 
withdraw the demand for the regular order? 

Mr. BARBOUR. I do not. 

Mr. CURTIN. I desire to offer a resolution for reference. 

The SPEAKER. If the demand for the regular order is not insisted 
upon the Chair must recognize the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
ROGERS] to make a report from the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I must insist upon the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution under which the 
House will'proceed during the remainder of this day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the second and fourth Mondays of each calendar month here- 
after, during the continuance of the Forty-eighth Congress, after the call of States 
and Territories for bills and joint resolutions, be, and the same are hereby, set 
apart for theconsideration of such business as may be presented by the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 


STAR-ROUTE PAPERS, 


The SPEAKER. Before proceeding under the special order the Chair 
will state that the Post-Office Department desires leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House the reports of the special agents to investi- 
gate the star-route service, having sent the original papers to the House 
in response to a resolution of the House. The papers have now been 
printed, and constitute a wile document in possession of the House. 
If there be no objection, leave will be granted to the Department to 
withdraw the original papers. [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and leave is granted accordingly. 

STANDARD OF TIME IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I call up for consideration at this time Senate bill 
No. 616, to establish a standard of time in the District of Columbia, now 
on the House Calendar, and reported favorably from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the legal standard of time in the District of Columbia 
shall hereafter be the mean time of the seventy-fifth meridian of longitude west 
from Greenwich, 

Sxc. 2, That this act shall not be so construed as to affect existing contracts. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I desire to say in explanation of this bill that it 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and reported 
by that committee back to the House with a recommendation that it 
be 


As I understand it, this bill has been approved by the Attorney-Gen- 
eral and by Professor Hilgard, Superintendent of the Coast Survey, so 
far as concerns the technical language and scientific terms of the bill, 
as well as the legal effect of the words employed in the bill. As matters 


1884. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


1761 


now stand, we have two standards of time in the District of Columbia, 
one for the people and the business element, and the other for the Gov- 
ernment officers. It is desirable that but one standard of time shall 
exist in the District of Columbia. 

I do not know that it is necessary for me to say anything further, ex- 
cept to remind the House that some time ago the Attorney-General gave 
it as his opinion that the standard of time in the Government offices 
could not be changed without an act of Congress. This bill has been 
framed to meet that view. If any gentleman desires to discuss the 
bill, I will yield for that purpose; if not, I call the previous question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Before that is done I ask the gentle- 
man to allow me to offer an amendment which in my opinion, and also 
in that of the chief the Naval Observatory, will not cripple the bill, but 
will strengthen it very materially. I ask him to.hear the amendment 
read, so that he can decide whether he will permit it to be offered or 
not. In the last Congress the Committee on Commerce, after careful 
consideration, reported a bill to the House to provide for rumen 
meridian time from the Naval Observatory at Washington to ports o; 
entry and other cities, for placing time-balls on custom-houses for the 
protection of commerce, and other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order pending the demand for 
the previous question. If the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] 
desires to make a request of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BAR- 
BOUR] he can do so. : 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask that the proposed amendment be 
read. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Virginia consent to allow 
the proposed amendment to be read for information pending the de- 
mand for the previous question? 

Mr. BARBOUR. I have no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Pendens for the expense 
of transmitting daily by arene the stan 
tory mi Path memory. tens, D.C.,to the principal maritime ports of the United 


ports,and detail a person in each to attend to them, at an additional compensa- 
tion of $ per month at each custom-house for the extra work thus imposed. 
The Secre of the Treasury is hereby authorized to pay for the same out o! 

any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That no 
city other than a port of entry with a custom-house shall be furnished with a 
clock and time-ball, or keeper for the same, by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
The said appropriation of $25,000 to be expended under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask the tleman from Virginia 
allow me to explain why I desire to have this amendment adopted. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I can not consent to allow the amendment to be 
offered. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I hope the regular order will not be 
insisted upon, and.that the gentleman from Virginia will not shut out 
this amendment without knowing its object. It is a matter affecting 
the interests of the whole country. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia declines to yield to 
permit the amendment to be offered. The remedy of the gentleman 
from Kentucky is to induce the House to vote down the demand for 
the previous question. 

previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House thirty minutes are 
now allowed for debate; fifteen minutes in support of the bill, and fif- 
teen minutes in opposition to it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the amendment which I 
have had read and to which the gentleman in of this bill objects 
is in substance a bill which after careful consideration by the Committee 
on Commerce at the last session was unanimously adopted and reported 
favorably to the House. It is a bill which I may say was prepared for 
the most part by the late Rear-Admiral John Rodgers, of the Navy, who 
was at that time Superintendent of the Naval Observatory. The object 
of the bill was to give to this country what the railroad companies now 
partially do by dividing up the country into zones. On account of the 
step which the railroad companies have taken since the last session of 
Congress I have modified the bill so as to read ‘‘standard time” in- 
stead of Naval Observatory or ‘‘ Washington time.” 

To-day the standard time in this zone is the same as the standard 
time in Maine and in Chicago. Nature knows no such time. It is 
adopted only for the convenience of commerce. Now, the bill prepared 
last year proposed one time-zone for the whole United States, instead 
of several time-zones which the railroad companies have now arran; 
Every civilized country on the globe except the United States has I 
believe a national standard of time. The railroad companies now 
arrange the time for this country. I do not object to that, because it 
is an improvement upon the condition of things which we had a year or 
two ago; but put this amendment upon the bill and very soon we shall 
have one uniform time for the whole United States. It matters not 
whether it be Greenwich time or Washington time, it will be uniform 


to 
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time, according to which all the railroad, maritime, and commercial 
business of the country will be transacted; and yet each locality can 
easily ascertain and duly respect its local time, for it is not to be sup- 
posed that by legislative enactment we shall retard or accelerate for one 
moment the movements of the earth or sun. 

Of course I do not mean to say that we should attempt to change the 
movements of the sun or the earth; but I do mean to say that we should 
have one standard time for the movements of commerce throughout this 
nation. Each principal city, each important port of entry, each State 
capital throughout the nation, if this amendment be adopted, will have 
a time-ball on a suitable public building in those cities dropped at the 
same instant—say atnoon every day—by the Naval Observatory here in 
Washington, at the nation’s expense. The expense for erecting time- 
balls and the dropping apparatus would be less than $200 for each city 
entitled to it. How easy it will be for every such city to ascertain by 
astronomical calculation its local or national time, and by an additional 
hand on the clock have both standard time and national or local time 
without any inconvenience, while enjoying the blessing of standard 
time, signaled at noon daily to every important city. 

To-show the necessity of a uniform standard of time in the District 
of Columbia the gentleman from Virginia refers to the decision of the 
Attorney-General. Is it not more important to signal standard time 
all over the country, to give security to life and property, to promote 
foreign and interstate commerce, than to establish a standard time for 
the District of Columbia? It was for the purpose of sending out stand- 
ard time and securing uniform time toevery important city in the United 
States that Rear-Admiral John Rodgers prepared and asked the passage 
of the bill which was unanimously reported from the Committee on 
Commerce at the last session, and which the gentleman from Virginia, 
if he will carefully examine it, will see that he ought to accept. It 
contains nothing objectionable, but on the contrary it aims simply to 
secure a uniform system of time throughout the United States. It was 
not opposed at the last session of Congress except by two or three little 
observatories that were then selling their computations of time to cer- 
tain railroad companies. Are you going to jeopardize the lives of 
people traveling on railroads and steamships and the commerce of the 
nation in order to put a few dollars into the pockets of those in charge 
of a few local observatories? 

We have a national observatory here at Washington. Let us have 
this observatory send out to the capitals of States and to the important 
ports of entry in the United States Washington standard time—whether 
it be Washington natural time or Greenwich time. Thenif other cities 
want the standard time they can have it by merely putting up their 
telegraph lines and their time-balls, &c., and the Naval Observatory of 
the Government will signal correct or standard Washington time by 
dropping the time-balls every day at noon for them. I ask the gentle- 
man from Virginia to reconsider his objection to the amendment and to 
withdraw it. With the consent of the House I will publish with my re- 
marks a statement carefully considered by the Committee on Commerce 
at the last session—a statement more thorough, more exhaustive, and 
more convincing than anything which I am prepared to submit at this 
time without special preparation. 

MERIDIAN TIME AND TIME-BALLS ON CUSTOM-HOUSES, 


March 9, 1882.—Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Commerce, submitted the 
following report : 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred a bill to provide for plac- 
ing time-balls on custom-houses at ports of entry, and for other purposes, hav- 
ing considered the same, make the following report: 

he Naval Observatory, our only national observatory, is the proper and sole 
reliable source under the control of the Government from which exact time can 
be furnished for the promotion of foreign and interstate commerce. 

Foreign nations have for years taken care to signal the correct time from their 
observatories, whereby the master of a ship, up tothe last day of his aay in port, 
may ascertain the corrections to hischronometers. By these he is enabled, with 
the help of astronomical observations, to find the correct place of the ship on the 
chart. ving this, he sails with more security, with more confidence, in less 
time, with fewer chances consequently of bad weather, with diminished charges 
for passage, freight, and insurance. ese are important helps to commerce, 
so important that foreign governments are careful to secure them. We, if true 
to our interests, will not neglect them. The railroads of the United States, em- 
barrassed by the evils arising from their multiple schedules of service, about 
seventy in number, are now earnestly seeking aremedy forthem. Thisremedy 
can be readily furnished by the Government through the Naval Observatory. 
The benefit will be appreciated by the public at large. It vo needs that Con- 
gress make the necessary appropriation to do this work, which will give greater 
security to life and property, as well by sea as by land. 

The local time and the Washington time can be furnished wherever desired 
by very simple and inexpensive means, while in truth but a single signal need 
be sent at Washington noon, or a local clock, regulated Sarona the woe Bg h 
by the Washi n clock, may be so arranged as to drop a ball automat y 
at any hour which the citizens or the corporations may prefer. This may be 
done for any number of local clocks. From the Zeitsignal Stationen it will be 
seen how earnestly the countries of Europe and of the colonies have taken up 
the subject of time-signals for securing this important and indeed indispensable 
aid to the commerce and convenience of nations, 

It is the general and most suitable rule to use the national meridian for the 
prise meridian of the country ; most suitable, since the national meridian must 

nearer any local one than a foreign meridian can be. 

The Naval Observatory already findsthe time with the necessaryaccuracy and 
to send it out only needs funds to pay for the transmission of the telegraphic sig- 
nals, Having the observatory, the Government consequently possesses exact 
time, the important and difficult part of the work being already paid for. The 
small appropriation asked will secure to a very large extent the benefits con- 
templated by the bill. 

The time is to be furnished by officers of the Naval Observatory, under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Navy, and through instruments and apparatus 
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solely under the control of the Navy Department. It seems therefore proper 
that the appropriation should be expended under the sanction of that 
ment. 

On this subject your committee have the honor to call your attention to com- 
munications from the honorable Secretary of the Navy and Rear-Admiral John 

of the Naval Observatory. 

In view, therefore, of these benefits, your committee report the bill named 

above with the accompanying modifications, and recommend its passage. 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 30, 1882. 

GENTLEMEN: The bill with reference to placing “time-balls on custom-houses 
at ports of entry and at other cities, and for other pu: ."" was submitted by 
= to Rear-Admiral John Rodgers, Superintendent of the United States Naval 


bservatory. 

The report of that learned and distinguished officer is forwarded to your com- 
mittee and commended most strongly to their ef got It entirely coincides 
with the views entertained on the subject by the Department. The appropria- 
tion contemplated by the bill ought properly to be made by the Committee on 
Commerce, The measure pro; is especially for the benefit of the commer- 
cial interests of the nation. The information is to be furnished by the Naval 
Observatory, by officers, and through instruments and apparatus solely under 
control of this De nt. It is therefore proper that the appropriation should 
be expended under the sanction of the Department. 

hyde to be hoped that a measure so generally useful will be promptly adopted 


ngress. = 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your Diegi servant, 


H. HUNT, 
of the Navy. 

To the honorable Jonx D. WHITE, WILLIAM WARD, THos. H. HERNDON, 
- Subcommittee on , House ef Representatives. 


UNITED STATES NAVAL OBSERVATORY, 
Washington, February 4, 1882. 

Sim: Every one has remarked that with the seasons the stars and the planets 
change their apparent places in the heavens; or, in other words, that time 
enters into their positions with respect to their places in the sky. At an obser- 
vatory, consequently, accurate time must be kept. This can only be done by 
regulating-clocks, the highest human mechanism for measuring time, by means 
of the movements of the heavenly bodies, which, regulated by the Divine Artifi- 
cer, move with perfect accuracy. 

That the Naval Observatory keeps time as accurately as humanity allows may 
then be assumed without any statement to this effect. It has in practical use all 
the means of doing this—telescopes, chron phs, clocks, and trained observers. 

It sends out the time every day to New Yor ; and, besides droppinga ball at 
pr mon the dome of the observatory, it gives daily signals to several places 

e city. 

The telegraph is used in the transmission of time, and as the signal travels 
ata rate sometimes reckoned as equal to ten times the circumference of the 
earth in one second of time, it may, for any practicable distance, be considered 
as instantaneous. 

Carefully elaborated mechanism devised here is used to give automatically the 
time to the electrie wires. These iton ina flash to the endof the route; and 
the telegraph company has it in its power to mp Fe to as many places as it 
chooses the same flash at the same moment. This h may be used, and is used, 
to drop a ball, which, it is needless to say, falls at once. 

Ships find their longitude mainly by means of chronometers—time-pieces reg- 
u to run accurately independent of the movements of the vessel. Other 
means are known to navigators; but practically these other methods are little 
used at sea. The chronometer is to show the time, at the pans meridian, 
of Greenwich, Paris, Madrid, Pulkova, or other [places.]) The local time of the 
ship is found by astronomical observation at sea. The difference between the 
time shown by the chronometer and the local time is an expression in time for 
the difference of longitude between the prime meridian and the ship at the rate 
of fifteen degrees for each hour. 

Ourships navigate by Greenwich as the prime meridian. This is in obedience 
to a law of Congress. Originally, the United States published no chart and no 
nautical almanac, and ourships were forced to use the publications of England. 
When in process of time private publishers copied the charts of England, the 
prime meridian of the mother country continued to be used. When the Nautica! 
Almanac was cal and published in the United States it was then proposed 
to adopt for the United States Washington as its prime meridian. Thisso con- 
flicted with private interests, since the adoption would necessitate throwing away 
all the and valuable copper-plates of private publishers engraved to Green- 
wich as rime meridian, that ee a law that the Nautical Al- 
manac should have certain parts for the use oi shipping calculated and published 
for the meridian of Greenwich and certain parts for the meridian of Washing- 
ton. (Revised Statutes, section 435.) 

This law is now operative, and I am not ci ae to say it is not a good one. 
The great chart-makers of the world are the English. Their surveying vessels 
explore every coast and every sea. Wherever our ships sail they find that the 
p ncipal sources of maritime knowledge are English ones; and they use the 

ongitude which our sailors use, namely, Greenwich. 

In s ing time, however, it makes no difference what noon is shown. 
Since our noon is 5h, 8m. 12s. from Greenwich, the navigator has 5h. 8m. 12., 
Greenwich, signaled to him when our time at noon is shown; so for other prime 
meridians—Russian, German, French, or Spanish. 

All the countries of Europe show time-signals in their seaports from their na- 
tional observatories. 

As navigation is based upon knowing the latitude and longitude of the ship, 
astronomy, as applied to navigation, can not be used without the time for which 
the nautical almanacs are compu! 

Facilities to rate chronometers are then a necessary aid to the navigator. The 
navigator may rate his chronometer by his own observations, but not so well 
as by the help of an observatory; and it is not every ship which has an artifi- 
cial horizon or has an observer accustomed to its use. 

As was before said, the nautical tables predict the places of the heavenly bod- 
ies in the sky for the prime meridian of the almanac. As these places change 
every hour, the time of the prime meridian must be known with accuracy. This 

time is shown by the ship’s chronometers; and their rate or daily performance 
must be known as well asthe accumulated error. It been found impossible 
to make watches which neither gain nor lose in time. The world, therefore, 
contents itself with ascertaini e daily change, which is called rate; and the 
accumulated daily rate, which is called error. A single comparison establishes 
the error; but the rate is found by continuous comparisons with a correct stand- 
ard. For example: If the face of the chronometer on January 1 be one min- 
ute faster than, say, Washington time, one minute is the error; and if it gain 
one second every day, its rate is one second, gaining. The rate is supposed to 
remain constant; but the error changes every day by the addition of one second. 
On January 30 the error will be one minute thirty seconds ; but the rate is still 
one second, gaining. 

advo ertor paina zae rg ee DAVRO 2o can ea coe Sadha 
place on the charts, and the ship wou ose her way. e would not ow 
where she was, nor her position with regard to her port, nor to the shoals, rocks, 
and islands which may lie in her path. Time-signals from an observatory give 
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in safety, consequently, in ts and insurance. 

Most people who travel extensively by rail in the United States find the 
of time on ra from one meridian to another a vexatious snare and delu- 
sion. His watch running on mean time can not inform the traveler of the con- 
stant alterationsin the schedules of the railroads. He finds by his timetable that 
the next train starts five minutes after his arrival, or even before he arrives; 
when, in he has half an hour forhis meal. This arises from the connecting 
trains ug ifferent prime meridians. 

The people away from observatories find that their clocks and watches differ 
extremely, and no one knows which are right; they may all be wrong. Jewel- 
ers are considered the repositories of correct jocal time. The intelligent ones 
know that they have no means of ascertaining thiscorrectly. Thecitizen knows 
that they all differ. He is often content to take railroad time brought from a 
distance. Savages, to whom time is of little importance, are content to estimate 
it very roughly; but the civilized man, making exact appointments, specifies 
the time of his various engagements, and in proportion to his activity and use- 
fulness, exact time is to him a matter of necessity. Some of the large towns of 
the United States have made arrangements with their State observatories where- 
by they have observatory time of their own selection sent to them by electric 
tel These towns are entitled to their preferences. Congress, I presume, 
has no wish to interfere with them. I think it would be well to have Washing- 
ton time given to shipping, for the benefit of commerce, by means of atime-ball 
on the custom-house, or other building, selected by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
All sailors who cross the ocean keep jocal time for the regulation of life and 
labor on shipboard, and that of some prime meridian, in order properly to use 
es — momical predictions of the Nautical Almanac for finding the position of 

e ship. 

This solution of the time problem seems the plain-sense practical one; the 
national prime meridian of Washington, for certain purposes, requiring con- 
tinuous time and local time for the daily purposes of life. 

If no objection be found in law, I should venture to propose as a boon to trav- 


elers, that under the power to regulate post-roads, given by the Constitution to 
Con all railroads which carry the mails be required to print continuous 
Washington time in their tables, leaving them at liberty to run on the time they 


may select, and to print whatever else they please. The traveler will be pro- 
tected from vexation and annoyance and the rail ve the same freedom as 
now to select their standards and Sac their schedules regulating travel. 

It ap however, that the railroads, finding the inconveniences of the mul- 
tiple standards of time, are seeking fora uniform one for their own use. (Seea 
notice from Mr. W. F. Allen, secre , printed on the forty-third page of the 
Travelers’ Official Railroad Guide for January, 1881.) 

The only pro} standard of time is, if the practice of the world be taken as 
A guide, that of the national prime meridian, namely, Washington time for the 

ni es. 

Finally, it is recommended from all the foregoing premises that a time-ball be 
dropped from this observatory at all the principal ports of entry of the United 
Sta at Washington noon, and that any city, town, or railroad desiring it may 
receive the same signal. It will hse hen necessary that at each point where the 
signal is received a suitable means be provided. This may be accomplished by 
having a clock connected with the telegraph wire over which the signal passes. 
The clock may be so arranged that the signal will set the clock every day to 
Washington noon. By having two hour and two minute hands upon the same 
a; the clock could be made to show the local time of the place as well as Wash- 

m time. 

t seems advisable that the appropriation for time-signals be inserted in the bill 
for the protection òf commerce, rather than in the bill for the Navy proper, as 
the Navy would in the latier case be for an accommodation which be- 
longs to commerce rather than to the Navy. To the Governmentitcan make no 
great difference, as the cost will be the same in either case. An additional ad- 
vantage will be that the cost stands out alone and notcovered up in othera 
priations. It may be that the first cost of telegraphing time-s' to the 
cities having a population of not less than 15,000 i bitants will involve an out- 
lay greater than Congress is willing to sanction. 

e em should be allowed to w gradually, rather than be forced at once 
into full vigor. No town, apparently, should have time-signals unless they be 
asked for; and the town should be at the expense of providing a suitable clock 
and a suitable person to take care of it, the si l only to be sent free of cost. 
Few towns of 15,000 inhabitants are without a jeweler who would gladly under- 
take the work, either singly or by co-operation. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN RODGERS. 
Rear-Admiral, Superintendent, 
Hon. Jonyx D. WHITE, 
Chairman Subcommittee on Commitiee on Commerce, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


UNITED STATES OBSERVATORY, 
Washington, March 1, 1882. 

DEAR Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 
25th ultimo, with its inclosure. 

It is difficult to ascertain the exact cost of erecting time-balls, since the plans 
for doing the work are many, each one having its separate features. 

I would recommend a simple light cylinder of metal, about 4 feet in lengt 
and of the same diameter, running on a gas-tube 3 inches in diameter, about 1 
feet long, fall into a metal tub. The cylinder falling into the tub of nearly 
the same size will compress the air; thus c oning and coming to rest. 

The cylinder, the tub, and tube are simple, easily made, and of common ma- 
terials. They can not be dear. The exact cost I can not know, as I have not 
made them; but for this and for Store apparatus I estimate $175. 

I have an offer from Mr, P. H. Dudley of suitable clocks for $255 each; and his 
electrical attachment to set the clock automatically by time-signal each day for 
$50; wire, battery, and connections, $100; miscellaneons—packing, freight, &c., 
$50. In all, $660 for each station, in order to equip it for dropping the time-ball, 
and for a clock which will serye for regul. nometers when the time- 
signal shall fail from storms or other causes. The bill of Hon. J. FLOYD KING 

. R. 594)shas been so jamended as to confine the time-signals by Government 
to the principal maritime pee 

In looking over a list of ports I estimate the “ principal maritime ports” as 
numbering about twenty-three; which number, multiplied by the cost of time 
equipment, will amount to $15,840 for the United States. If this sum be propor- 
tioned to the value of our foreign commerce, it will be seen that it is not great. 

The letter of the honorable Secretary of the Treasury is herewith returned. 
Very ly, your obedient servant, 

JOHN RODGERS, 


Rear-Admiral, 
Hon. Jous D. WHITE. 


Chairman of the Subcommittee of Committee on Commerce, 
United States House of Representatives. 
Mr. STEVENS. I do not rise to make objection to the proposition 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE], but simply to say that 
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if the sending out or transmission of standard time by any officer of the 
Government shall hereafter be deemed necessary or proper, we can pro- 
vide for that in an independent bill. In reference to this bill I desire 
to say that its propriety is sufficiently indicated by the fact that nearly 
every city in the United States has adopted this system of time, and 
over forty-seven millions of people in the United States have their 
affairs regulated by it to-day. And it seems to me that fact of itself 
is sufficient reason why Congress should vote to pass this bill and put 
it into effect in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. How much time have I remaining ? 

The SPEAKER. Ten minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am of course in favor of the passage of this bill, 
as in the first week of the present session of Congress I asked unani- 
mous consent to introduce a resolution having the same object in view; 
but objection was then made. It is important the city of Washington 
should have a uniform time with that section of the country which has 
already adopted by universal consent the standard of the  seventy-fifth 

meridian. This city has been running on the old time since the 18th 
of November last, much to the inconvenience of citizens here and much 
to the inconvenience of the traveling community especially. Iam much 
obliged for one to the honorable tleman from Virginia [Mr. BAR- 
BOUR], and to the Committee on the District of Columbia, of which he 

is chairman, for reporting this bill favorably to the House. It should 
ave been adopted at an earlier date. But it is never too late for the 
Representatives of the people to catch up with the business interests of 
the country. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I do not wish to take up any more time of the 
House, and now, Mr. Speaker, ask for a vote on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to be engrosed 
and read a third time. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I should like to make a further state- 

ment. 

(cree SARET The gentleman has ten minutes of his time re- 


a Ir. WHITE, of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the 
attention of this House to the fact that the standard time now is not 
Washington time, but, on the contrary, I am informed, is Greenwich 
time. We call it in this country the seventy-fifth meridian time, but 
I think it is Greenwich time. The amendment I offer proposes at a 
merely nominal expense to put a time-ball and dropping apparatus on 
each of the custom-houses in the large ports of entry of the United 
States and on the custom-house or other public buildings in the capital 
of each State of this Union. This can be done at the small expense of 
$25,000 for the whole United States. It is estimated that will be the 
first cost of erecting time-balls, dropping apparatus, &c., on the United 
States custom-houseorother public buildings. After that it will cost but 
a few dollars per month to pay for a messenger in each place to put up the 
time-ball every morning. At noon the Naval Observatory, by electrical 
connection, will drop the ball. Ships lying in the harbor of New York 
or Philadelphia, or the people in Harrisburg or Frankfort and every 
other capital of a State in the Union and at other cities to be provided 
for, can see the time-ball when it falls at noon and regulate their time- 
piecesaccordingly. They will learn atonce and daily what is the stand- 
ard time without going around to the various silversmiths to learn 
what each of them thinks itis. It will prevent enough of accidents in 

e month perchance to pay all the expense which may be incurred. 

enty-five thousand dollars will be the original outlay, and the ex- 
pense after that of keeping the system up will be merely nominal. 
your city or my town want standard time, it could then have it by put- 
ting up a time-ball and by making telegraphic connection with the 
Naval Observatory in W: m. In this way we would have the 
same time in every city in the Union that we have here in Washington. 
Whether the railroads would be willing to run by that time or not itis 
for them to decide. Iam sure they would find it to their advantage. 
Thus far they have merely been able to divide the United States into 
zones, so that there should be one time from Maine to Chicago, and 
another from Chicago to Denver, and still another from Denver to San 
Francisco, differing each from the other one hour as you go westward. 
That of itself has t has been of great advantage, and yet the system is open 
to serious objections. 

Toshow what the present Superintendent of the Naval Observatory 
thinks of the matter I will read a few lines which he has addressed to 
me: 

NAVAL OBSERVATORY, January 29, 1884. 


DEAR SIR : Mr. Moore has told me of your intention to offer your nae bill as 
anamendment to the District standard-time bill. Your p ition is entirely 
satisfactory to the observatory. I ae of your bill, in which I naye 
made the change from Washington to stan: time. I understand that 
approve this change. Such a change barn’ p ‘vent the necessity of further me 
idation in case any other time were req 

Yours, truly, 
W. T. SAMPSON. 

Hon. Jonx D. WHITE. 


Of course everybody can see to-day the seventy-fifth meridian is the 
standard time, because so ordered by the railroad kings. To-morrow 
the railroads may make it rao Aeth or eightieth meridian. The 
amendment authorizes the National Observatory, which is a 
Government institution, to send the standard time to the capitals of the 


Be it enacted, 
Tf | of Duddington, deceased, their heirs or assi 


various States and to the large seaport towns every day at noon. To 
put up these time-balls, as I have already said, will cost at first the 
small expense of $25,000; afterward the expense of keeping up the sys- 
tem will be very little. a 

Unless some other gentleman desires to address the House, I will ask 
for a vote on my amendment, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia declined to yield to 
the gentleman to offer his amendment, and the previous question has 
been ordered. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I will move that the bill be recommit- 
ted with instructions to the Committee on the District of Columbia to 
report it back with my amendment added to it. 

The SPEAKER. That cannot bedone at this time, but the motion 
will be in order when the bill is on its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move that the bill be recommitted 
with instructions to report it back with my amendments. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think that amendment is not in order as a part 
of this bill, as it relates to an entirely different subject. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair heard it read, and if the point of order 
is made against it the Chair must sustain it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make it. 

The SPEAKER. The pending bill is simply a bill to establish a 
standard of time for the District of Columbia. The amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Kentucky is to make it applicable to the 
whole country, and makes an appropriation of $25,000 for that p 
This would have to go to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union under the rules of the House if the point of order 
is made against it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order against it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Iam aware of the fact that it is sub- 
ject to the point of order on the ground stated, if the gentleman makes it. 

The SPEAKER. He does make it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I supposed the gentleman was national 
enough not to make it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the passage of the bill. 

‘The bill was passed. 

Mr. BARBOUR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paea ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEVISEES OF THE LATE DANIEL CARROLL. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I now move, sir, to take up House bill 1594, for 
the relief of the devisees of the late Daniel Carroll, and put it upon its 


passage. 

The SPEAKER. That bill is in Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar. In order to reach it the House must first go into 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Vi Mr. Speaker, under instructions 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia, I move to take from 
the Speaker’s table Senate bill No. 196, which is exactly the same as 
House bill No. 1594, and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill is as follows: 


&c., That the devisees under the will = the late Danie] Carroll, 

gns, may prosecúte a suit in the 

Courts of Claims, acco: to the rules of practice fie) proceedings in said 
court, against the District o Columbia, to recover such damages, if any, as they 
have sustained by reason cas the change of 


said square, numbered 736, resulting from the change of e and regrading 
aforesaid. It shall be the or E the attorney for the District to defend the 
said suit; and each party have the t to appeal for a final decision in 
such case to the Supreme Court of the United States, according to the existing 
rules of practice in such court, 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to E to the said plaint- 
iffs such sum as the Court of Claims may nay adjud ue them, or any or 
either of them, one-half of which sum E AA to the revenue de- 
rived from taxation within the District orc olonia 

Mr. HISCOCK. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House consider the bill? 
The gentleman from West Vi under instructions from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, moves to take up the Senate bill 
instead of the House bill. The gentleman from New York objects to 
the consideration of the bill. 

Ki Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Can I state the substance of the 

ill? 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable at present. The question is, 
Will the House consider the bill? 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 23. 

So (no further count being demanded) the House determined to con- 
sider the bill. 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, this is exactly the 


iffs the court is directed to take into pee Sa the =e if any, to the 
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same bill which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia and reported by that committee to the House with a recom- 
mendation that itdo pass. In substance this is the same bill that passed 
this House in the Forty-seventh Congress. 

Jt went over to the Senate and was amended in form by substituting 
the words ‘‘ devisees of Daniel Carroll, deceased,” in place of the names 
of the parties themselves, and also by adding that in the suit which 
would be brought in the Court of Claims both parties to that suit, the 
representatives of the devisees of Daniel Carroll and of the District of 
Columbia, should have the right of appeal from the judgment of the 
Court of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

In that form as amended the bill passed the Senate, but it did not 
come back to the House in time to be acted upon in the amended form 
by the Forty-seventh Congress. The facts of the case, as set forth in the 
report of the House committee, are that these damages were done to a 
certain square in this city west of the Capitol belonging to two old 
ladies, and that it was after the law had abolished the tribunal before 
which their claim for damages could be presented. The Forty-third 
Congress established a board of audit to consider and act upon claims 
arising out of damages done to property in the prosecution of works of 
improvements undertaken by this city. By an act of the Forty-fourth 
Congress that board was abolished before these parties had their day 
in court. The object of this bill is simply to give to the parties who 
claim to be seriously damaged by the progress of these improvements 
the right which was afforded to other parties in the District of Columbia; 
to give them an opportunity, inasmuch as the board of audit has been 
abolished, to present their claim and have it acted upon by the Court 
of Claims in Hen of the board of audit, and reserving the right of ap- 
peal both of the parties presenting the claim and those representing 
the District of Columbia from any judgment rendered by that court to 
the Supreme Court. 

I think that statement is all that is necessary to make the necessity 
of passing this bill clear; but if any gentleman desires further informa- 
tion I will be gaa to answer. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What I have to say will be in the nature of a ques- 
tion, and I would like the gentleman’s attention. As I listened to the 
reading of the bill I understood it to change the rule of law in refer- 
ence to the allowance of damages for the change of the grade of the 
streets of this city. I understand it to be a well-settled principle that 
any municipality can change the grade of its streets and the adjoining 
owner of property has no remedy for damages. I understand that to 
be the rule of law in this city of Washington, as it is everywhere, that 
it is in the power—I repeat it—always in the power of a municipality 
to change the grade of its streets and that the adjoining owner has no 
remedy for damages. I understand that this bill gives these parties 
damages; that there is no cause of action; that under the old sys- 
tem, if the board of audit was in existence, the claimants in this case 
would have no claim against the District of Columbia; that this bill 
absolutely gives a claim to these people which does not now exist; and 
as there are very eminent lawyers on the Committee on the District of 
Columbia—I have in my eye now my colleague from the State of New 
York—lI should be glad to hear him upon this precise question which I 
have stated. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if I am right in tuis and if it is the sense of this 
House that this bill ought to pass, it seems to me that you should pass 
a general law, in which you will give to every adjoining owner a cause 
of action against the District of Columbia for the damages he has sus- 
tained where the grade has been changed in front of his property. 
You settle the principle by this law. If the House is prepared to take 
that position, then I believe this bill should be passed. But if I am 
right in my understanding of the bill, it seems to me the House should 
hesitate and consider this question before it takes that action. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. As I understand the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hiscock] he is anticipating what may possibly 
be the decision of the court. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, sir; I understand that this bill—and if I am 
wrong in that I have no objection to its passage—that it makes it man- 
datory to give these damages to these claimants; that the court is obliged 
to give to the claimants whatever damages they have sustained, taking 
into account the benefits which they have received. Now I understand 
therule of law to be that every municipality has the power to change the 
grade of its streets and the adjoining owner has no right of action there- 
for. And I am told by a gentleman who sits behind me that the claims 
in the District of Columbia dlepending upon the principle of this bill 
amount to $25,000,000. 

Mr. RICE. I should like to ask a question, for I do not understand 
the law to be as my friend from New York states it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia has the floor. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I can only say as to the statement 
just made by the gentleman from New York that his information is 
entirely erroneous. This matter has been considered to some extent 
before the Committee on the District of Columbia. Of course we are 
not familiar with what has been the history of these claims heretofore. 
But our understanding and our information is that the Forty-third 
Congress, after abolishing the board of public works, established what 


was called the board of audit in the District of Columbia, consisting, if 


I remember rightly, of the First and Second Comptrollers of the Treas- 
ury; and that before that board parties having claims against the Dis- 
trict of Columbia similar to these were allowed to present their claims 
and have them on by that board. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Was there any limitation of the time in which the 
claims had to be presented ? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I am not aware that there was. 
The only limitation of time arose from the abolition of the tribunal 
before which the claims could be presented. Now this claim is made 
an exceptional one, because the damage was done to this property after 
the tribunal was abolished before which these claimants could appear to 
assert their claims for damages. 

I do not know what the law may be generally in this country on the 
point suggested by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. But 
I do know that the rule of law by him is not that which pre- 
vails in all the States of this country. I know that in some of them it 
is held while parties may not be entitled to damages for the original 
grading of the streets, if the municipal authorities proceed afterward to 
change that grading and regrade the streets and throw the houses up into 
the air which were on the ground or throw them far below the level of 
the street, thus destroying their value, that in allsuch cases the public 
is responsible to the owner for the damage done to his property. I know 
that is the rule of law which prevails in some of the States of this coun- 


try. 

Our information is that nearly all of these cases in which substantial 
damages could be claimed against the District of Columbia had their 
day in court. Theparties had their opportunity to present their claims 
either before the tribunal which preceded the board of audit or before 
the board of audit itself. And the reason why this is made a particu- 
lar case is, as I said before, because these old ladies, whose property here 
east of the Capitol, as we are informed, has been greatly in the 
prosecution of these improvements, have never had an opportunity to 
present their claims before any tribunal and have the damages adjudi- 
cated. 

Mr. COBB. I should like to ask the gentleman from West Virginia 
a question. How many other partiesin the city of Washington occupy 
the same position ? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I can not answer that question 
precisely. 

Mr. COBB. I suppose, if the gentleman will pardon me, there are 
five or six hundred who occupy the same position. 

I know a great many of my own knowledge whose property has been 
in this way all but ruined; and these poor people too. I know and you 
know how this city has been improved, how many streets have been 
regraded and grounds leveled down; and all these people have suffered 
from this being done. 

Now, I undertake to say, if the gentleman from West Virginia will 
allow me for a moment to speak in his time—I undertake to say that 
this bill onght not to pass. It is simply giving to those persons whom 
the bill names a right which every other person in the District ought 
to have who has been injured in thesame way. And these parties have 
been before committees of this House long ago asking for privileges of 
this kind. The persons who are to be benefited by this bill have gota 
valuable square there across the way. I have been there and have seen 
it and know that it is valuable. But at the same time I think they 
should not, on account of the value of their property, be given exclusive 
rights that others have not. 

There has been an adjustment, to some extent, of this matter in the 
past. Why open it up now as to these individuals and leave hundreds 
and thousands that are similarly injured, perhaps not to the same ex- 
tent, for the reason that their property is not so valuable—but why leave 
others out and give these parties a remedy when their property is so 
valuable, while nothing is done for poor persons who are the owners of 
small lots and have been injured in the same way? I can not under- 
stand the object or the equity of it. 

It strikes me to be a bill which will establish a precedent that will 
let in all these parties. I should rather vote for a bill giving all parties 
this right than for a bill giving it to these parties alone, for in that way 
we would do equity and justice to all, whileif this bill alone shall pass 
we will simply give the parties named in it a right to obtain what they 
conceive to be their dues and depriveof that right many poverty-stricken 
people of this District who I personally know have lost nearly all their 
property, in many cases all of it, by reason of theseimprovements. In 
many cases the es sustained by them and the assessments made 
upon them for the change in the grade of the streets were such that they 
were unable to pay them, and they became bankrupt and their property 
was sold. All you have to do is to examine the records and you will 
find hundreds of such cases. 

Now, why should we relieve the parties mentioned in this bill and 
not relieve the others? I submit that this bill ought not to pass. It 
is giving a right to these parties who have suffered no more than others, 
who are wealthy enough and have property enough to make them com- 
fortable during the balance of their lives, which right you deny to the 
poverty-stricken men and womenof the District who have lost property 
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because of these improvements and who will get nothing for it. Give 
it to all, do justice to all, and then you can ask support for your bill. 
But this is simply giving to these parties a right to which in my judg- 


ment they are no more entitled than many others in the District. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to make myself clearly understood, if the 
gentleman will give me time, in reference to the position I take in re- 

to the law. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Does this come out of my time? 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, out of my own time. When the municipality 
originally acquired title to the streets it was the theory that all dam- 
ages sustained by parties owning property adjoining the streets were 
to be paid, both the sustained at the time of the improve- 
ments and all future da But I assert that unless there is a 
special statute which authorizes the assessment of damages for a change 
of grade in the they have never been tolerated in the courts of 
any of the States of the Union. 

Mr. RICE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICE. Do not the statutes in many of the States give the right 
to the adjoining owner to recover damages for a change in the grade in 
the streets, and is it not just that he should have that right? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say that it does not exist in my State. 

Mr. RICE. It does in my State. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And more than that, I say it does not exist in the 
District of Columbia. If gentlemen will bringin here a bill which pro- 
vides that for a change of grade in the streets any party who is damni- 
fied thereby shall have cause of action, I will with the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Cops] that it should be considered, and perhaps 
some such bill should be passed. But I object to giving to these par- 
ticular claimants damages to which they are not entitled under the law. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. W1tson] what is meant by these words in 
the bill: 

That the devisees under the will of the late Daniel Carroll, of Duddington, de- 
ceased, their heirs or assigns, may prosecute a suit in the Court of Claims, &c.? 

What is meant by ‘‘theirheirsorassigns?’’ Does thatmean that persons 
who have bought this property from these heirs can bring these suits ? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I suppose it does. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. That others than those who owned 
it at the time the damage was committed can now bring suit to recover 
damages done when they did not own the property ? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Iwill state to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER] that so far as I am informed there has 
been no assignment of this claim. One of the very reasons why the 
claim is made special, without attempting to enact a general law, is that 
according to the information we have received this property belongs to 
two very old ladies, who are, soto speak, trembling to-day over the brink 
of the grave, and it is altogether probable, even if this bill should be- 
come a law, that before they can institute this suit one or the other of 
them may die. I suppose the bill wean in this form for the pur- 

ofgivingto their heirs, devisees, personal representatives, or assigns 

the right to conduct this suit in the Court of Claims should either or 

both of these parties die during the pendency of the suit or before it is 
rosecuted. 

Mr. BRUMM. Why use the word “‘assigns?’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. That is a legal phrase. 

Mr. BRUMM. Why not use the word ‘‘ devisees ?’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. It might be ‘‘ devisees or assigns.”’ 

Mr. BRUMM. ‘‘Assigns’’ are those who obtain by purchase. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. These parties of course have aright 
to sell their property, and along with it to sell any rights connected 
with the property. 

Mr. BRUMM. They might sell the property to-day, and under this 
bill the purchaser could come in and prosecute for these damages. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I think if the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Cops] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
will inquire into all the facts of the case, they will find that their ob- 
jections to this bill are not as substantial and formidable as they seem 
to them now. I do not know how many such outstanding claims there 
may be except as such claims have been presented before the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. If the amount of such claims be 
$25,000,000, and if there be five hundred parties in exactly the same 
condition as these parties, as suggested by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Coss], they have not made known to this House and through the 
House to the Committee on the District of Columbia that they desire 
any relief for the inflicted upon them. 

The facts which make this a special case and distinguish it from the 
cases of the other parties to whom the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
COBB] has referred I have already stated; and they are that these par- 
ties occupy the exceptional position of having had the damage done to 
their property after the abolition of the tribunal which had jurisdiction 
of such claims. They have never had their day in court, 

In regard to the propriety of a general law covering cases of this 
kind, I observe that the same point was made in the Senate when this 
bill came up for consideration there at the present session, and the facts 
were stated there substantially as I have stated them here to-day—that 


this property belongs to two very old ladies who can not in the course 
of nature live very much longer, and who, if they are to have any rem- 
edy in their lifetime, can not wait for the enactment of a general law. 
From the information before the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia we are not aware that there is to-day any demand or necessity for 
the passage of a general law with reference to cases of this kind. So 
far as I now recollect there is not a single other bill pending before that 
committee asking relief for damages done to property here in the course 
of the extension of these publicimprovements. This case is therefore, 
as I have already said, an exceptional one, these parties never having 
had their day in court, and in justice they ought not be required to 
wait for the enactment of any general law. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Has the Committee on the District of Columbia 
made any special inquiry of the District commissioners or resorted to 
any other sources to ascertain whether or not there are other cases of 
this kind? I understand, as does my friend from Indiana [Mr. COBB], 
that there are many cases of this sort. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. We did not deem it necessary and 
did not consider itour duty to make any such inquiry. Wedo not wish to 
open the door any wider than the actual demands of justice may require. 
We do not wish to establish a general law when, so far as we are aware, 
there is but one case requiring the action of Congress. A general law 
might open the door to enable hundreds of other parties to come in and 
prefer their claims. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If this claim is entitled to consideration I do not see 
why we ought not to open the door to other claims like it, if there be 
any such. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Certainly, if there be any such. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think we had better open the door by enacting a 
general law than make this an exceptional case. I believe the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Cops] is right in supposing that there are 
many cases of this sort. 

Mr. COBB. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
Witson} would have read the act referred to in the report. I under- 
stand there is some typographical error, and I would like to under- 
stand the exact provision. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. The act referred to is an act estab- 
lishing a board of audit to consider claims against the District of Colum- 
bia. It was passed by the Forty-third Congress and repealed by the 
Forty-fourth, according to my present recollection. 

Mr. LONG. Why was that board abolished? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. It is a very hard question to answer 
why Congress does anything. I do not know any special reason. I 
suppose it was thought that all the claims of this character had been 
actedon. Icansuggestnootherreason. And, so far as we are informed, 
all had been acted on except this claim; and in this case the damage 
was done after the board was abolished. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, this bill certainly should not pass in 
the form in which it comes before us. In the third and fourth lines I 
find these words: ‘‘The devisees under the will of the late Daniel Car- 
roll, deceased, their heirs and assigns.” Now, certainly this House 
does not propose that, if some one has come in and bought this property 
or any portion of it, and by reason of the street having been graded 
has purchased it at a lower price than might otherwise have been paid, 
such a party shall now be allowed to recover damages to which he 
never can be rightfully entitled. Ihave never before seen a law which 
enabled an assignee to obtain damages for injury done to the property 
of his assignor. 

In answer to the remark of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Coss], 
I wish to say I am not one of those who believe that the people of this 
District have been injured by the public improvements which have been 
made. It may be that some property-holders were not able to pay the 
assessments made upon them by reason of the grading and improvement 
of thestreets. Is thatany reason why we should release them? If the 
city of New York or Philadelphia or any other city in this country pro- 
poses to make certain improvements, say to grade a street, if the party 
who owns the property is not able to pay the assessment the property 
must be sold. Does the city turn round and reimburse the party be- 
cause he was not able to pay his taxes? : 

I notice, sir, there are many persons in this District who think they 
have been injured, and I notice there are many persons in this District 
who think they ought to have an appropriation therefor, and I believe 
it is about time for this Congress to say to them that by the improve- 
ment of their city, one-half of all of which has been paid for by the 
General Government, they have reaped more benefit than injury, and 
therefore we will not step in to reimburse them for what they have lost. 
Certainly a bill of that kind, which proposes not only to reimburse 
the original owner, but the present holder, ought not to pass. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be read a third time. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 30, noes 53. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I make the point there is no quorum, for the pur- 
pose of getting tellers. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
SHELLEY as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 79, noes 75. 
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Mr. SHELLEY. I withdraw the point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 
So the bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 


read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. BUCKNER. 
tions at this stage? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I make that motion. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill has not been before any committee, but 
came from the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Then let it go tothe Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. BARBOUR. The bill has been considered by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia and its passage was recommended. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I move that it be referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia with instructions to examine and report as to all 
the claims growing out of this particularclass of cases. And I desire 
tosay a word for the purpose of giving my recollection of what the troubles 
in this District grew out of. They grew out of the different laws and 
tribunals having jurisdiction over these matters more than anything 
else. 

_ Mr. ROGERS, of. Arkansas. It is impossible to hear what is go- 
ing on. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I make the point of order that the 
gentleman from Missouri is out of order, as his motion is to recommita 
special bill with instructions to bring in a general measure. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the instructions as 
stated by the gentleman from Missouri to be to bring in any other bill, 
but that this should be recommitted with instructions to inquire into 
all the cases. He has not yet submitted his motion in writing. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I simply desire, Mr. Speaker, to bring to the at- 
tention of the House the circumstances under which this claim origi- 
nated and to the fact that a large number of similar claims grew out of 
the condition of things existing under the District government up to 
the year 1874, when the present system of commissioners was estab- 
lished. Before that there was a board of audit. 


HERR LASKER. 


A message from the President was received by Mr. PRUDEN, one of 
his secretaries. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In view of the fact it is understood this relates to 
the Herr Lasker matter, I ask by unanimous consent it be now laid 
before the House. 

There was no objection; and the Speaker laid before the tonne the 
following message of the President: 

To the House of 
I transmit herewith the followin 


State relative to the resolution of 
of Mr. Edward Lasker. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, March 10, 1884. 


The message was ordered tobe printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I ask that the documents accompany- 
i f m be read. 

. TOWNSHEND. Let them be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. They had better be read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I suggest to my friend from North Carolina 
that as it appears these documents are very voluminous and would con- 
sume considerable time in the reading, I ask if his object would not be 
attained by allowing them to be printed? 

The SPEAKER. They have been ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Very well; I will not insist upon the 


reading. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I nowoffer the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it has come to the knowledge of this House that a communication 
from it to the Parliament of the German Empire, entirely friendly in its intent, 
respectful in its character, and sent through the lar channels of international 
communication, has been arbitrari] intercepted and returned to the Depart- 
ment of State of the United States the person now holding the position of 
chancellor of the German Empire: Therefore, 

Resolved, That this House can not but express its surprise and regret that it 
should be even temporarily within the power of a single too-powerful subject to 
interfere with such a simple, natural, and spontaneous expression of kindly feel- 
ing between two great nations, and ‘thus to detract from the position and ates 
tige of the crown on one hand, and from the rights of the mandataries of th 
people on the other. 

Resolved, That this House does hereby reiterate the expression of its sincere 
regret at the death of the late Edward Lasker and of its sympathy an s 
Parliament of the German Empire, of which for so many years he was a dis- 
tinguished member. 


The resolutions were referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
DEVISEES OF DANIEL CARROLL, DECEASED. 


Mr. BUCKNER. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be some misunder- 
standing on the part of members as to the status of claims of the char- 


The question is now on the passage of the bill. 
Is it in order to move to recommit with instruc- 


documents received from the Secretary o! 
House of Representatives upon the death 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


of | pill is, 


acter of that embodied in the pending bill, as well as in reference to 
the principle involved. While I had the ‘honor to be on the District 
Committee, some ten years ago, we had occasion to look into this very 
question of damages sicher Bag of the repairs of streets and other im- 
provements in progress District of Columbia, and the amount 
presented was very large. Congress had abolished what was then 
known as the Legislative Assembly, under whose direction most of these 
improvements were made; but it provided in theseventh section of the 
act, to which I shall presently call attention, giving power to the board 
of audit to settle the claims; that this class of claims should be audited 
and paid. A large number were audited and paid, and they now con- 
stitute a portion of what is known as the 3.65 debt of the District. 

After the organization of the board of commissioners, under their con- 
struction of the act of 1874, they proceeded to open and repair other 
streets and cut down grades, and it was then that the District proposed 
that all of these outstanding claims, and which have been pressing upon 
the District ever since, should be investigated, not upon the ground pre- 
sented by my friend from New York [Mr. Hiscock], according to the 
doctrines generally admitted in State courts that a municipal corpora- 
tion is not responsible, but upon the opinion of the Supreme Court, as 
I understood it at the time, though Ihave not the decision at hand and 
can not now refer toit, that the absolute fee in all the streets of this Dis- 
trict was in the General Government. 

Whether that be so or not I do not know, but it is the ground upon 
which I understand this claim for damages to rest. Now, sir, it is not 
true that none of these claims have been paid. A good proportion of 
them have been paid. They have been knocking at the door of Congress 
for years and asking remuneration for the damages done to their prop- 
erty, and this is but one of a large class. There are many of them— 
some for damages not growing out of assessments of taxes, as my friend 
from Indiana stated, but growing out of improvements and repairs to 
streets as provided in this section of the act, expressly authorizing and 
requiring Congress to pay, as they did pay and are paying now, its pro- 
portion of this twenty-odd millions of dollars. I will read the section: 

Sixth, All claims— 


That is another class, but I will read it— 


All claims for private property taken by the board of public works for the 
avenues, streets, and alleys of the cities of Washington and Georgetown; and, 
seventhly, all unadjust usted claims for damages that may have been presented to 
the board of public works ursuant to the act of the islative Assembly of the 
District of Columbia entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the mye ment of damages 
sustained by reason of the public improvements Teck pe Ee proved June 20, 
1872, which last-named claims shall severally be d audited without 
regard to any examination heretofore made. 


And when they were audited they were converted into fifty-year 
bonds, at 3.65 per cent. interest. 

Now after these parties have been here before Congress and Congress 
has been asked to give these poor women some relief, the object of this 
I suppose, to enable them to bring the case before the Court of 
Claims and let that court decide this question. Irecollect while I was 
a member of the District of Columbia Committee that we introduced a 
bill into this House forming a commission to settle and readjust all 
these claims; but it never became law, and there never has been any- 
thing done as to these claims so far as I know. It is just that these 
people should at least have an opportunity of being heard before the 
Court of Claims; "and probably as a matter of equal justice the same 
privilege should be extended to all others having claims of similar char- 
acter. 


I withdraw my motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think weshould have the yeas and nays on the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there were 
ayes 36. 

The SPEAKER. The vote in favor of ordering the yeas and nays is 

more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. SHELLEY. Count the other side. 

The negative vote being counted, there were noes 37. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the entire vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 119, nays 104, not vot- 
ing 97; as follows: 


YEAS—119, 

Aiken, Connolly, Forney Kasson, 
Arnot, Covington, Geddes, Keifer, 
Bagley, Culbertson, W. W. Gibson, King, 
Barbour, " Glascock, Lan 

à Dibble, T, Lewis, 
Bayne, Dibrell, Greenleaf, Long, 
Belford, Do er, Guenther, Lore, 
Bisbee, Dunn, Hardeman. Lovering, 
Blackburn, Eaton, Hatch, W. H. Lyman, 
Blanc’ 5 Eldredge, Henley, cComas, 
Bland. Elliott, Herbert MeKinley, 
Bouteille, lwood, Hoblitzell, McMillin, 
Boyle, Evans, I, N. Hooper, Mayo, 
Breitung. Evins, J. H. Houseman, Mitchell, 
Browne, T.M Ferrell Jeffords, Money, 
Buckner, Fiedler, Jones, B. W. Morgan, 
Caldwell, rty, Jones, J. H. Morse, 

dy, Follett, Jones, J. T, Muldrow, 
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Murphy, Stephenson, eaver, The SPEAKER. The Chair will submitthat question to the House, 
Nelson, Ranney, yer ee woo because it has been the practice, although not in accordance with the 
oaos Ries ae : ita, Nilo rule. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unanimous consent to have 
ONeill, Charles Robertson oa Taylor, J. M. ne his'vote recorded, saying he was listening for his name to be called and 
; n, orton, A x rootin? 8 
Pieron Eosmns H pikoan, a Wit, | E n VEAVER Ivete ay.” A 
Poland, Seymour, Van Alstyne, Wise, J. S. Mr. BENNETT. May I now invoke the same privilege ? 
Fost, Sanos A ih, Wolford, The SPEAKER. The Chair can not go beyond what has been the 
Messe ? ian Ward, 3 practice of the House heretofore. The practice just now indulged in 
+ j NAYS—104. in the case of the gentleman from Nebraska is itself in violation of the 
De McCoid rule, but it is a practice which the Chair found in existence when he 
ecto | Dinasae MoCommick, Renee was called to decide as to the application of the rule. x 
‘Atkinson, ery, Matson, Shaw, Mr. BENNETT. Subject to the correction of the Chair, I desire to 
Barksdale, Dowd, Maybury, Bingloto say I was absent by permission of the House. 
Blown o’ Duniani, Minier, E Skinner, © tats SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina has already 
raine en, Steele, 
Breckinridge, Everhart, ills, Storm, The following pairs were announced: 
arowa EE, KOS, Moreii, goat DEL Mr. Lipsey with Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, on all political questions, for 
Buchanan Faisel Neooe, 7” Tarner H G ags ith Mr. McKINLEY, for to-da 
aera , 4 i . BLACKBURN wi 5 , for y. 
ar e a es oye re Deg E E 
mpbell, J. y, ; ; 3 i 
n pert el Pe ow Tenn At Mr. CLARDY with Mr. VALENTINE, for to-day. 
aanta, Hewitt, G. W. Perk ina! White, J. D. Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. Hunt, for to-day. 
Converse, Hiscock, Peters, Whiting, Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire, with Mr. HAMMOND, until 5.30 p. m. 
cen Hotes Pusey Winans’. B. to-day. 
SP, , è F 
Ý H q Ray, G. W. Wi John Mr. CANDLER with Mr. HOUK, for to-day. 
Callen, it Kelley, Reese, Wood,” Mr. BAYNE with Mr. CLARDY, until further notice. 
te! r einer, apie, it) i i 
pwee a a ee ee ee ee 
: PAE RRB Mr. PAIGE with Mr. HATCH, of Michigan, until further notice. 
Adama TI Kean Russell, Mr. HAyNeEs with Mr. GRAVES, until further notice. 
Anderson, Findlay, Kellogg, Ryan, Lew Moog: PEELLE, of Indiana, with Mr. StocKSLAGER, until further no- . 
entine, . 0 ’ 
Beach, Graves, Laird, locum, Mr. CANNON with Mr. MUTCHLER, until further notice. 
paar enS ee re, nl Mr. MULLER with Mr. BREWER, of New York, until further notice. 
Bowen, Harty Libbey, te: f Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. WASHBURN, to the 13th instant, inclu- 
fel ed Epea oe McAdoo Struble sive. H 2 > 
Burleigh, Herpiili, D. B. an E i en Tedy Me NICHOLLS ka Me Grice att Weis aek 
urie: en a * i . * + 
oe ORs Te Ves, Cates pees EP Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. BEACH, until Thursday next. 
Candler, Holines, Mutchier, Pacmimetes Mr. ELLIS with Mr, KELLOGG, until the 13th instant. 
Cannon, Holton, Nicholls, Townshend, Mi Benns, hai Norit: Carolina, with Mr. SKINNER, of New York, 
J ? « ’ un e ins 
Qaray, Horg. 0 Neill, FI Van orv Mr. SLocum with Mr. JoHnson, for to-day and to-morrow. 
vor Hans, Pi T 8. J. Washburn, Mr. JORDAN with Mr. STRUBLE, for three days. à 
Congr è Hutchins, Randall” Wilson, E “ore HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. SPRINGER, until the 14th in- 
a Oe ames, Ossian 
Surin, Johnson, Reed, a Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. HUTCHINS, until the 13th instant. 
ason Scere Hockwe Mr. WELLER with Mr. BUDD, upon the pending bill. 
ae an oes EE ; Mr. HAMMOND. Though I am paired with the gentleman from 
Aa the BoD ree 1, New Hampshire [Mr. Ray] until half past 5 to-day, hestated that he 


Mr. BENNETT said: I was attending a PTER, of a subcommittee 
of the Committee on Elections at the time the roll was called. I ask 
leave to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The rule does not allow the Chair to entertain a 
request for unanimous consent for a member to have his vote recorded 
after the second roll-call. 

Mr. BENNETT. I was absent under permission given by the House 
to the Committee on Elections to sit during the sessions of the House. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair will cause section 1 of Rule XV to beread. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Say narnadoe: Oxted wien two oe sacs tanya te mathe DDAA, thet tee wake 
name shall be called, and after the roll has been once called the Clerk shall call 
in their alphabetical order the names of those not voting; and thereafter the 
Speaker shall not entertain a request to record a vote or announce a pair. 

The SPEAKER. The House has sometimes given unanimous con- 
sent to a member to have his vote recorded when he said that he was in 
his seat during the roll-call and listening but failed to hear his name. 
But even that is done in violation of this rule. 

Mr. BENNETT. One word of explanation. I was absent from the 
session of the House attending a session of the Committee on Elections, 
which is permitted by resolution of the House to sit during the sessions 
of the House. I am hungry to vote, Mr. Speaker. [Laughter.] I 
think if the rule does not permit a vote to be recorded in such a case 
as perder. By as a matter of sound sense and proper reform, to be 
amended. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not change the rule. The gentle- 
man’s statement will go into the RECORD, and will show why he did 
not vote. 

Mr. WEAVER. I ask leave to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in his seat listening to hear 
his name called? 

Mr. WEAVER. I was not in my seat, but was standing here in front 
of the Speaker listening for my name, ‘but did not hear it. 


did not object to my voting on this bill, and I have therefore voted. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MUTUAL FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
4985) supplemental to and amendatory of an act to incorporate the Mu- 
tual Fire ES Company of the District of Columbia, now on the 
House Calendar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That whenever the holder or holders of a policy or pousa 
of insurance hereafter issued in the Mutual Fire Insurance Company of Dis- 
trict of Columbia shall have failed for the full period of three years to pay the 
interest or any lawful assessment due upon his or their premium note or n 
such policy or policies of insurance shall be deemed to be lapsed, and the 
of managers may proceed to settle and cancel the same, after a previous adver- 
tisement of their intention to do so, to be inserted in two newspapers printed and 
published in the city of Washington, once in each week, for the period of three 
consecutive months, and after serving, besides, whenever practicable, a personal 
notice in writing, for a like period of time, upon the holder or holders of such 
policy or policies, or in the event of hisor their death upon the legal representa- 
tives of such holder or holders. 

Sec. 2. That the cost of such advertisement and notice shall be deducted from 
the sum or sums of money which may be found to be due on the settlement of 
said policy or policies to the holder or holders thereof. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
MULDROW] who reported the bill. 

Mr. MULDROW. The report is a short one, and I ask that it be 
read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to which was referred House bill 
No. 2242, make the following report: 

By the incorporating act of the Mutual Fire Insurance Company provision is 
este for the settlement and cancellation of poles at the request of withdraw- 
ing members, but no authority is conferred for settling the accounts and cancel- 
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ing the policies of those who have forfeited their membership by reason of their 

failure to reinsure or pay the interest on their premium notes; yet under the 

rovisions of the charter they must of necessity continue to be borne upon the 
ks as holders of abandoned and unsettled policies. 

This occurs in one of two ways: First, by the failure of such parties to come 
forward and request a settlement in the manner provided for by the charter; 
oy monay, by the inability of the company to ascertain the places of residence 

rti 

Although the sums due upon individual policies so circumstanced are aiy 
small, yet among a membe: p of several thousands the aggregate of su 
amounts becomes in the course of a few years very large, and, under the present 
jaw, is idle capital. 

The committee believe that, as the policies heretofore issued gave certain rights 
to the holders in dividends declared, even though they failed to reinsure, or 
failed to pay the interest on their premium notes, no law should be 
which would attempt to violate the obligations of the company made with the 
holders of such policies heretofore issued. The committee believe, however, that 
asto policies hereafter ed by this company no reason has been shown 
why the company should not have the right to deem them and declare them 
lapsed after a reasonable time, when the holders have failed to pay the interest 
or the legal assessments due upon their premium notes. 

The committee have therefore amended the bill in such a manner as to meet 
this view of the case, and, asso amended, by way ofa substitute, recommend its 
passage. 

Mr. MULDROW. If I can get the attention of the House fora 
moment I will endeavor to briefly explain the purposesof this bill. By 
the terms of the act of incorporation of this company, organized upon the 
mutual plan of insurance, and by the terms of the contract in the issu- 
ance of policies between the policy-holders and the company, parties 
failing tocome forward and pay the premium on their notes forfeit their 
right to claim any damages by reason of the destruction of their prop- 
erty by fire, but they are still entitled to a part of the dividends de- 
clared by this company. The result has been that a large sum of money 
has accumulated in the hands of the company, which is idle capital. 
The committee deemed it contrary to a correct policy that this capital 
should remain idle. 

While the committee do not think that we can legislate so as to affect 
the rights of parties under existing contracts, yet they deem it wise that 
the rights of this company should be so enlarged that after publication 
they may declare the rights of policy-holders under future contracts to 
be forfeited, and the money remaining in the hands of the company, 
by reason of the failure of those parties to come forward and pay the pre- 
miums on their notes or continue their insurance, would then be di- 
vided among such policy-holders as shall comply with the requirements 
of the company and pay their annual premiums. Unless there is some 
objection to the bill to be suggested by some member or some question 
to be asked, I will demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MULDROW moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONVEYANCES OF LAND IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I now call up for present consideration from the 
House Calendar the bill (H. R. 3235) relating to acknowledgments of 
conveyances of land in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., Thatall deeds of conveyance or other instruments of writing 
relating to land in the District of Columbia, heretofore recorded in said District, 
which purport to have been acknowledged before any notary public, justice ofthe 

ce, or commissioner of deeds appointed under any actor acts of the late Leg- 
ive Assembly of the said District, or before any co’ issioner of any circuit 
court of the United States, or before any commissioner of the United States ap- 
pointed for the District of Columbia, or before any master in chancery or clerk 
of any State or Territorial court in the United States, or before any mayor, alder- 
man, or aldermen of any city in the United States, shall have the same force and 
effect, and the same are hereby declared to be as good and effectual, in law and 
in equity, in favor of all persons claiming bona fide under such deeds or instru- 
ments, as if the same purported to have been acknowld before any officer 
or officers duly authorized by existing law to take and certify acknowl ents 
to deeds of lands in said District: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be 
construed to divest just rights, already uired of record, in good faith, by pur- 
chasers or creditors of the grantors in such deeds or other instruments. 

Serc. 2. Thatno pecs pn ES of any deed or instrument of writing here- 
tofore recorded as aforesaid shall be deemed invalid by reason of the absence on 
the record of aseal or seals of the acknowledging officer or officers, but the record 
of all such acknowledgments shall have the same force and effect and shal] be 
as good and effectual as if such seal or seals appeared of record. 

Sec. 3. That all acknowledgments of deeds or other instruments of writing re- 
lating to land in the District of Columbia hereafter made before any commis- 
sioner of a circuit court of the United States, or before any commissioner of the 
United States for the District of Columbia, or before any commissioner of deeds 
of any State or Territory in the United States, or before the clerk of the supreme 
courtof the District of Columbia, or before the clerk of any United States court, 
or of any court of record of any State or Territory in the United States, shall be 
as good and effectual as if made before any other officer or officers au i 
by law to take and certify such acknowledgments; subject, nevertheless, to the 
requirements of section 443 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating 
to the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 4. That on petition in writing, in person or by attorney, to the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia, or one of the justices thereof, by any party to 
any instrument of writing whose acknowledgment to such instrument is nec- 
essary to entitle the same to be admitted to record in said District, setting forth 
the such y is located, sojourning, or residing remote from any officer 
or officers authorized ay law to take or authenticate such ackuowledgment, the 
court of justice may order a commission to issue, under the seal of the court, to 
some fit and proper person to be therein named, and located at or near the place 
of residence or sojourn of the party whose acknowledgment is required, author- 
izing the person so named in the commission to take and certify the acknowl- 


edgment required. The tion shall be verified by affidavit, and shall have 
annexed thereto a copy of the instrument to be acknowledged. The commis- 
sion shall be annexed to the instrument to be acknowledged; and when duly 
executed, evidenced by the certificate of the commissioner under his hand in the 
form of acknowledgment prescribed by law, and recorded in the office of the re- 
corder of deeds of the District of Columbia, such acknowledgment shall have 
the same force and effect in law and in equity as if made in the said District be- 
— sag — edn p7 eY authorized to be the same. re filing, docket- 
ng, and indexing the petition and accompanying papers, and issuing the said 
commission, the clerk of the said court shall be entitled to demand ane receive 
afee of $5, to be paid by the petitioner; and fortaking and certifying the acknowl- 
edgment the commissioner shall be entitled to a fee of 50 cents for each person 
owledging, to be paid by the party making the same. 
Sec. 5. T) where acknowledgments are made before an officer who has no 
official seal, the signature of such officer to the certificate of acknowledgment 
shall be deemed sufficient, without any scroll or private seal. 


The Committee on the District of Columbia recommend the follow- 
ing amendments: 

In section 1, line 12, after the words ‘‘ United States,” insert the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘Or before the clerk of the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia, or before any commissioner of deeds of any State or Terri- 
tory of the United States.” 

Amend section 2 by adding to it the words: ‘‘Subject to the proviso 
contained in the first section of this act.” 

Strike out section 4 of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ing to the amendments 
reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I will give so much of my time as may berequired 
for the p of explanation to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
McComas], who reported this bill to the House. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, after the consideration of this bill, recommends that the fourth 
section be striken out, because it provides an unusual and unnecessary 
mode of taking acknowledgments of conveyances. The Committee 
farther recommend the addition of a proviso to the first and second 
sections, respectively. With these amendments we believe the bill should 
be passed, in order to meet a requirement with respect to conveyances 
of real property in this District. 

The first section proposes to legalize conveyances of land in the District 
of Columbia which have been acknowledged before officers who usually 
take such acknowledgments in the several States. During fifty years, 
or nearly that length of time, the officers before whom conveyances of 
land in this District might be taken have been limited in number and 
very scant in variety. In this District for years, and until recently, 
any paper—even a car-ticket, I apprehend—could be recorded if pre- 
sented for record to the officer charged with the duty of recording deeds. 
Now this first section provides that deeds of land in this District, ac- 
knowledged before officers accustomed to take such acknowledgments 
in the various States, shall, when admitted to record, be regarded as 
valid, subject, of course, to the rights of purchasers in good faith and 
the rights of creditors of the grantors. 

The second section provides that the acknowledgment of such instru- 
ments, when not attested by the seal of the officer taking the acknowl- 
edgment, shall have the same force and effect as if the seal accom- 
panied the paper acknowledged, reserving, as in the first section, the 
rights of creditors and purchasers in good faith. 

The third section proposes to enact that for the future the same officers 
who in the various States are authorized to take acknowledgments of 
deeds shall have like authority with respect to conveyances of real estate 
in this District. 

The fourth section—originally the fifth, but now the fourth by rea- 
son of striking out the fourth section of the bill as introduced—pro- 
vides that where an officer has no seal of office he shall not be required 
to attach to his acknowledgment any scroll or private seal. 

After this explanation of the bill, as amended by the committee, I 
shall, unless there be some inquiry or objection, ask for a vote upon 
the amendments and the bill. 

The amendments reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia were severally to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McCOMAS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

STATUE OF MARTIN LUTHER. 

Mr. BARBOUR. The next bill which I propose to call up—House 
bill 4088—appears to have been referred by some mistake to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, instead of the Honse 
Calendar. I ask that the Committee of the Whole be di from 
its further consideration, that it may be brought before the House for 
present action. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair, after examining this bill, is satisfied 
that it was improperly referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. If there be no objection, that committee will be 
discharged from its further consideration, and it will be brought before 
the House for present action. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 4088) to incorporate the Luther Statue Association, 
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to erect and maintain a monument or statue in memory of Martin Lu- 
ther in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That John G. Morris and Gustavus A. Dobler, of the State of 


Maryland; Arnold J. D. Wedemyer, Charles A. Schieren, and Augustus Kountze, 
of the State of New York; John W. B. Dobler, of the State of New Jersey; 


Daniel M. Fox, of the State of Pennsylvania, and George Ryneal, jr., and Jobn 
G. Butler, of the District of Columbia, be,and are hereby, cr and made a 
body politie and corporate by the name, style, and title of the Luther Statue 
Association; and said persons, or their successors, shall constitute a board of 
trustees, nine in number, of said association, to be maintained in perpetual suc- 
cession, and shall have all the powers of a body corporate necessary and proper 
to carry out the purposes of said association, namely, to erect and maintain in 
the District of Columbia a statue or monumentin memory of Martin Luther. 

Sec, 2. That said board of trustees shall have power to make all necessary 
and proper by-laws, and to alter or repeal the same at pleasure, and to fill, by 
election, all vacancies which shall occur in their body, so that the number of 
nine trustees shal! always be preserved. 

Src. 3. That said board of trusteesshall have power to acquire, by purchase or 
otherwise, and to hold in and by said corporate name of the Luther Statue As- 
sociation, and for the purposes thereof, property, real, nal, and mixed, and 
to convey and er the same at pleasure: 4 , That the lands 
of said body corporate shall be located in the District of Columbia, and shall not 
exceed 5,000 square feet. 

Sec. 4. That the lands acquired and held by said body corporate, and the statue 
erected thereon, and all the improvements and appurtenances thereto, shall be 
entirely exempt from taxation, and shall not be c) ble or assessed for any 


purpose whatever. 


Mr. BARBOUR. Iyield to my colleague on the committee, the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas], that he may explain this bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, this bill, in regard to which the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia had instructed me to move asuspen- 
sion of the rules for its has now been reached in regular order. 
It proposes simply to enable the Lutherans of this country to erect on 
the lot formed by the angle of Vermont avenue and Fourteenth street, 
in this city, and in front of their Memorial church, a statue of Martin 
Luther. It is proposed to convey this triangular lot to a body of men, 
nine in number, to be incorporated for the purpose, and the statue of 
Luther, now crossing the ocean, is to be placed on that lot. 

In this District as well as in the different States the law requires that 
two or more of the corporators should be residents of the locality; and 
therefore the incorporation was made in this form, as the corporators 
are from different States, and it is necessary they should be so named 
in order to collect the requisite funds for the monument and to keep it 
in repair for all time to come. I do not suppose there will be any ob- 
jection to this most laudable undertaking, and therefore demand the 
previous question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McCOMAS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. A 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. BARBOUR. Weare nearly through with the District business 
for to-day. Itis necessary to go into Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar to consider some bills there, and I make the 


motion for that purpose. 
The motion was to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 


into the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, Mr. 
ELLIS in the chair. 
MELISSA G. POLAR. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2344) 
for the relief of Melissa G. Polar. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, &c., That the auditor of the District of Columbia be, and is hereby, 
ordered to issue to Melissa G. Polar two duplicate certificates, respectively, is- 
sued by the board of audit of said district, and stolen from her, numbered 8854, 
for the sum of $75.34, and 13634, for the sum of $18.80, dated A 1, 1874. 

SEC. 2. That before said auditor shall deliver to said Me G. Polar the 
duplicate certificates as provided for in section 1, the said Melissa G. Polar shall 
execute and deliver to said auditor her bond of indemnity, in double the amount 
of the said certificates, with two sufficient sureties, to be approved by said audi- 
tor, parahi to the District of Columbia, which bond shall befiled by said audi- 
tor in the archives of his said office. 

Sec. 3. That upon the presentation of said duplicate certificates to the Treas- 
urer of the United States he redeem the same as authorized to redeem 
board of audit certificates by the act of Congress approved June 16, 1880, and 
the acts amendatory thereto. 


The report was read, as follows. 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 2344) for the relief of Melissa G. Polar, authorizing the auditor of the District 
of Columbia to issue to said Melissa G. Polar two duplicate certificates, respect- 
ively, issued by the board of audit of said District, and stolen from (No. 
8884, for the sum of $75.35, and No. 13634, for the sum of $18.80, dated Tap an 1 
1874}, fully report that in the opinion of your committee the bill ould 

amended as follows, namely: 

In line 3, section 2, after the word “ Polar,” insert the words following, namely : 
“ Shall furnish satisfactory proof to said auditor of the loss of said certificates 
and that the same have not been paid.” 

As amended, your committee report the bill back to the House, and recom- 
mend its passage. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. Of course it is unnecessary to detain the House at 


any length on a bill of this character. It provides for the issue of du- 
plicate certificates to this party in lieu of those which have been lost, 
on condition, as the amendment of the committee provides, she shall 
furnish sati proof to said auditor of the loss of said certificates 
and that they have not been paid. There is no use of making further 
speech on the question, and I move the bill be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 

DEVISEES OF THE LATE DANIEL CARROLL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1594) 
for the relief of the devisees of the late Daniel Carroll. 

Mr. BARBOUR. As the same bill oe from the Senate has been 
pen in the House, I move this bill be laid aside to be reported to the 

ouse with the recommendation it be laid upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was accordingly laid aside to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation it belaid on the table. 
SARAH A. REDMOND. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2346) 
for the relief of Sarah A. Redmond. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, &c., That the auditor of the District of Columbia be, and is hereby, 
authorized to issue to Sarah A. Redmond a duplicate certificate for one lost or 
burned, numbered 18313, class 6, of the board of audit, for $30.94: Provided, That 
she executes to the commissioners of the District of Columbiaa bond, with double 
the amount as security, for the issue of said certificate. And said certificate shall 
be redeemed, as all board of audit certificates are, by the Treasurer of the United 
States, as commissioner of the sinking fund of the District of Columbia. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 

. R.2346) for the relief of Sarah A. Redmond, by authorizing the auditor of the 

ict of Columbia to issue to Sarah A. Redmond a duplicate certificate of one 

lost or burned, numbered 18313. class 6,of the board of audit,for the sum of 

$39.94, have had the same under consideration,and report that in the opinion 
of your committee the bill should be amended as follows, namely : 

In line 7 of said bill, after the words “that she,” insert the words following, to 
wit: “Furnish to the auditor satisfactory proof of the loss or destruction of the 
original certificate, and that the same has not been paid.” 

As amended the committee report the bill back to the House, and respectfully 
ask that the same be passed. 


Mr.SPRIGGS. Imovethe amendment of the committee be to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amount involved is small, but they seem to be 
against the District of Columbia, while it is provided the money shall 
be paid out of the Treasury. They should all stand on the same 
footing. 

Mr. MULDROW. It is merely to replace a lost certificate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly, but are they not certificates which the 
United States are to pay? 

Mr. SPRIGGS. Itis to be paid out of the fund provided for the pur- 


pose. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. But these bills pay the whole out of the Treasury, 
when one-half should be paid by the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STEVENS. If duplicate certificates are issued they are to be 
paid in the same way as the original ones. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not understand precisely what was proposed. 
There is no appropriation of money. 

Mr. STEVENS. None. It is simply to issue duplicates in place of 
the lost ones. 

The amendment of the committee was to; and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation it do pass. 

Mr. BARBOUR moved that the committee rise and report the bill to 
the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ELLIS reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar had had under consideration District of Co- 
lumbia business, and had directed him to report the same back with 
sundry recommendations. 

The bill (H. R. 1594) for the relief of the devisees of the late Daniel 
Carroll was laid upon the table, and the amendments to the following 
bills were agreed to, and then the bills as amended were severally or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they 
were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 2344) for the relief of Melissa G. Polar; and 

A bill (H. R. 2346) for the relief of Sarah A. Redmond 

Mr. BARBOUR moved to reconsider the several votes just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I ask the gentleman to yield to me to call up a bill. 
Mr. BARBOUR. No,I think wehave been long enough in session. 
PRINTING DEFICIENCY, INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War, asking an appropriation of $15,000 to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriation for printing and binding for the current fiscal year; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. VAN EATON, until March 12, on account of sickness in his 
family. 
To Mr. FINERTY, for ten days, on account of important engagement. 
To Mr. JORDAN, for this week, on account of important business. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I withdraw the motion to adjourn.” 

Mr. BUCKNER. Iask unanimous consent to take from theSpeaker’s 
table Senate bill No. 1314, to change the name of the James Sweet 
National Bank of Nebraska City, Nebr. ; 

I will state that the same bill, word for word, has been adopted and 
reported here by the House committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. 

SPOKANE FALLS AND CŒUR D'ALENE RAILWAY COMPANY, 


Mr. CASSIDY, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Pa- 
cific Railways, reported back with favorable recommendation the bill 
(H. R. 5428) to incorporate the Spokane Falls and Coeur d’ Alene Rail- 
way Company; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


ALCOHOLIC TRAFFIC, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. McCOMAS. By request, I ask unanimous consent to introduce 
resolutions from the Baltimore Methodist Conference, now in session in 
this city, and ask that they be read and appropriately referred. 

TheSPEAKER. The resolutions will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection to the reference. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas there is a bill now penan 
bill for the District of Columbia; an 
Whereas the ninth and twelfth sections thereof are favorable to the liquor in- 
terests, and as such must be injurious to the homes of many, g to the 
morals of the people, and detrimental to the prosperity of the community: 


in Congress known as the commissioners’ 


Therefore, 
Be it resolved by the Baltimore Annual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, 
assembled in this city, March7, 1884, That we earnestly and 'y solicit Con- 


gress notto Pons said sections of this bill; and 
Resolved, we paeas fe s prad of the District Temperance Alliance, and 
do hereby join with them asking for the right to vote upon the question of 
the prohibition of the manufacture and sale of all intoxicating liquors as a bev- 
erage within said District of Columbia; and 
Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to Congress forthwith. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the reference of the resolu- 
tions? 
Mr. BUCKNER. I object. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KING. I ask unanimous consent to present for printing in the 
RECORD a memorial of the Louisiana Educational State Association in 
reference to public education. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Is it brief? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I ebject to the printing of all of these 
resolutions in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it be printed as a document. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 47 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows : 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of citizens of Staunton, Va., for an ap- 
pon for a public building at that place—to the Committee on 

blic Buildings and Grounds. , 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Commercial Exchange of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., against the extension of the steam grain-shovel patent— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: Petition relating to the Revolutionary claim 
of S. M. Berry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRENTS: Papers and petition for a port of delivery at Ta- 
coma, Wash.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, statement relating to the bill for the relief of Rev. E. C. Chi- 
rouse—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition for the relief of Jacob Bloomstein— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Petition of William Byrne and others, in favorof 
the restoration of the Piute Indians to the Malheur reservation—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: Petition of Nicholas H. Pudillion and 29 others, 
of Thomas Campbell and 90 others, of J. Nichols and 88 others, 
of Fred. J. Russell and 45 others, of Evarts Smith and 90 others, of 
William Smith and 49 others, of Saint Clair County; of S. H. Con- 


verse and 95 others, of Medina, all citizens and wool-growers of Mich- 
igan, praying for the restoration of the tariff of 1867 on imported wool 
and remonstrating against the passage of the Morrison tariff bill—sev- 
erally to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. L. Crabtree and 16 others, of John A. Blosser and 
20 others, of W, Williams and 10 others, of Charles Stubbsand 10 others, 
of John Cobb and 38 others, and A. A. Halady and 21 others, citizens 
and wool-growers of California, asking for the restoration of the tariff 
of 1867 on imported wool—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr.8.8. COX: Papers relating to the claim of Augustus P. 
Green—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Mary P. Horner, and the papers 
relating to the claim of Thomas Clark—severally to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of John Collister and of Andrew 
ee verally bed the Somm ces A s. 

, papers relating to the claim of Margaret Steele, widow of Surg. 
A. F. Steele—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ğ uae 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of citizens of Weberville, Mich., for 
a homs for disabled volunteer soldiers in Michigan—to the same com- 
mi 

Also, memorial of lumber manufacturers of Manistee, Mich., against 
putting lumber on the free-list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Resolutions of the Louisville Board of Trade, 
urging a bill to increase the efficiency of the river observations of the 
Si Service—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: Memorialof vinegar manufacturers and dealers 
of Baltimore, Md., against repeal of law for vaporizing spirits—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition for the relief of John H. Stewart—to the 
Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Flora Adams Darling—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EATON: Petition of the Hartford and New York Transpor- 
tation Company, for reimbursement for money expended for dredging, 
&c., in Connecticut River in 1882 and 1883—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

By Mr. FOLLETT: Petition of laboring men of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
against the importation of foreign laborers under contracts made 
abroad—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Memorial of Capt. Thomas W. Lay and others, of- 
ficers of the Revenue-Marine Service, asking favorable consideration of 
H. R. 4483—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GLASCOCK: Resolution of the city council of Oakland, Cal., 
asking for the erection of a public buildingat Oakland—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of citizens of Oakland, Cal., asking for the erection of 
a public building at Oakland, Cal.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Papersrelating to the claim of Webster C. Webb— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HANCOCK: Memorial of A. P. Blocker, asking inquiry into 
the official conduct of E. B. Turner, judge of the United States district 
court for the western district of Texas—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Capt. Thomas Little—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: Resolution of the Philadelphia Commercial Ex- 
change, protesting against the renewal of the expired grain-shovel 
patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. W. H. HATCH: Papers relating to the bill for the relief of 
George M. Ochiltree—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of members of the bar of Iowa; 
of Taylor County, Iowa, and of Appanoose County, Iowa, asking for in- 
creased compensation for United States district judges—severally to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of 100 citizens of Lucas County, Iowa, 
praying that the nameof Grigsby Foster be placed on the pension-roll— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Marion F. Stookey and 150 others, citizens of Leon, 
Decatur County, Iowa, asking that the name of George W. Mills be 
placed on the pension-rolls—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of W. H. Todd and 30 others, citizens of Van Wirt, Iowa, 
asking Congress to grant one hundred and sixty acres of land to the 
soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of W. H. Young and 55 others, citizens of Centreville, 
Iowa, relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HISCOCK: Petition in regard to Chinese immigration—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. HOBLITZELL: Petition of Elmira McIntire, of Baltimore, 
Md., for a pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSEMAN: Petition of John Canfield, Meigs & Co., Ham- 
ilton & Perry, and others, asking that provisions be made to pay rebate 
on tobacco at an early day—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of A. A. Garlock; F. N. Friend, E. Brailey, and many 


1884. 


others, of Kent County, Michigan, asking for the establishment of a 
branch of the National Soldiers’ Home in Michigan—to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. K N: Resolutions of the Iowa Medical Society, for medical 
museum—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of numerous citizens of Polk County, Iowa, praying Con- 
gress for the relief of Lewis H. Palmer & Co.—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Papers relating to the claim of Jerome Lyon—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Edson Treadwell and 37 others, citizens 
of Burlington, Mich., fora national home for disabled soldiers in the 
State of ee the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Papers relating to the claim of V. F. Gorrissen— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of 282 farmers and wool-growers of 
Washington County, Pennsylvania, proceedings of Wool-Growers’ Asso- 
ciation of Beaver County, Pennsylvania, and statement and petition of 
the officers of the State Association of Pennsylvania, asking the restora- 
tion of the tariff of 1867 on imported wool—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

Also, protest of Messrs. Raney & Berger, pig-iron firm of New Castle, 
Pa., rete many others, against the Morrison tariff bill—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of James M. Steele and 63 others, citizens 
of Sussex County, Delaware, for an sprees to construct a canal 
between Lewes. Del., and Chincoteague Bay—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McADOO: Petition of citizens of New Jersey, against theim- 
portation under contract of alien laborers—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Governor A. G. Porter, of Indiana, and 
others, asking that the name of the widow of Isaac M. May may be en- 
tered on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Alexander Post, No. 265, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Department of Indiana, asking for the equalization of bounties, 
-&c.—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay. ‘ 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Communication of Theodore Munger, relative 
to a remedy for the disease in grapevines and fruit trees known as the 
*‘black-rot’’—to the Cofnmittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ Union, against the importa- 
e of foreign labor under contracts made abroad—to the Committee on 

bor. 

By Mr. MOREY: Papers relating to the claim of W. Scales—to the 
‘Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Papers relating to the claim of William Fletcher— 
to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of vinegar manufacturers and dealers, against repeal 
of law for vaporizing spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NEECE: Petition of citizens of Rock Island, relative to the 
Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of A. W. Stiles, relative to timber-cult- 
ure act—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Memorial of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
asking for the transfer of Acting Assistant Surgeon A. P. Frick, United 
States Army, to the regular Army as an assistant surgeon—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition of Sarah O'Neil, complaining of 
sickness caused by impure atmosphere when employed in Government 
service—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. OURY: Papers relating to the claims of P. R. Tully and E. 
Ochoa—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PIERCE: Petition of citizens of West Tennessee and West 
Kentucky, to build levee on east bank of the Fe pscaow River, for im- 
provement of the navigation and prevention of overflow—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PUSEY: Resolutions of the Bricklayers and Masons’ Inter- 
national Union, relative to labor contracts—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. G. W. RAY: Two petitions of citizens of Madison and Otsego 
Counties, New York, for a law regulating the tare on bales of hops and 
establishing a uniform weight for bales of hops—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Reuben Jones and others, colored citizens 
of Maine, in favor of legislation to assume the obligations of the Freed- 
man’s Bank to its depositors—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. J. S. ROBINSON: Memorial of citizens of Ohio, asking that 
a pension may be granted to Ellen A. Vance—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Rachel Smith—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. W. E. ROBINSON: Petition of Mrs. Lou. G. McFalls, for an 
inerease of pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. H. ROGERS: Petition of citizens of Fort Smith, Ark., ask- 
ing Congress to approve of the charter granted by Choctaw Council to 
improve the Poteau River—to the Committee on Commerce. 
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By Mr. STEELE: Papers relating to the claim of Jethro M. Boyd— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STORM: Paper relating to the claim of the La Grange Syn- 
odical College—to the same ecmmittee. 

Also, petition of Freeman Sitler—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Petition of 173 citizens of Renville County, Min- 
nesota, asking for the forfeiture of the land grant to the Hastings and 
Dakota Railroad Company—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Joint resoulution of the Legislature of the State 
of Iowa, asking for the passage of an act regulating liens of ju ents 
rendered in United States courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolutions of the Legislature of the State of Iowa, relative 
to the transportation of passengers and freight on all lines of railroad, 
&c.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: Petition of G. W. Deeren and 11 others, of 
J. W. Garber and 61 others, of B. V. Witten and 39 others, asking the 
restoration ofthe duty on wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of Charles Adams and 64 others, from Pickering, Fair- 
field County, Ohio, asking that aia is be done for the soldier, &c.— 
to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back- 


Pay. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition for a post-route in Hamilton Coun- 
ty, Illinois—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Memorial of Ernestine H. Stevens—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN EATON: Memorial relating to appropriations for im- 
provement of Pearl River, Pascagoula River, Pass at Biloxi, Horn Island 
Pass, survey of Back Bay, Handsborough, Buffalo Creek, and Homo- 
chitto River, all in Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of soldiers of various regiments in 
the late war, asking that all soldiers be granted a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition for the relief of John S. Allanson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. D. WHITE: Petition of citizens of Franklin and other 
counties lying upon the Kentucky River, for the speedy completion of 
the slackwater of the Kentucky River to Beattyville, Ky., &c.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. E. B. WINANS: Petition of W. H. J. Martin, Wm. S. 
Brownand 26 others, members of Ransom Post, No. 89, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Michigan; and of A. Beers, E. J. Strong, and 
50 others, citizens of Dansville, Ingram County, Michigan, for the estab- 
lishment of a Michigan branch of the National Home for Disabled Vol- 
unteer Soldiers—severally to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. G. D. WISE: Petition of the Western National Bank of 
Baltimore and others, for relief—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. YAPLE: Petition of Nathan Thomas, L. S. W: and 
others, citizens of Hartford, Mich.; and of Edward McDonald, James 
M. Davis, and others, citizens of Kalamazoo, Mich., for the establish- 
ment of a Michigan branch of the National Soldiers’ Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 11, 1884. 


Prayer by the Rev. J. McK. REILEY, D. D., of the city of Baltimore. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in answer toa res- 
olution of the 25th ultimo, a report of the Commissioner of Railroads 
(with other papers and documents) on the subject of the failure of the 
Central and Union Pacific Railroad Companies to comply with the re- 
quirements of the act of May 7, 1878; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received yesterday from the House of Representa- 
tives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 314) for the relief of John W. Cummins; 

A bill (H. R. 554) granting a pension to Joseph T. Caldwell; 

A bill (H. R. 562) granting a pension to H. E. Van Trees; 

A bill (H. R. 569) granting a pension to Ruben Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 570) granting a pension to M. H. Clements; 

A bill (H. R. 591) granting a pension to W. H. Blake; 

A bill (H. R. 819) granting an increase of ion to Merritt Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 1391) granting a pension to Eliza Diekson, widow 
tN bill (EL R 1394) grantin to Mary P. Th 

A bi . R. granting a ion . Thompson; 

A bill fE R. 1406) crating a pension to Mrs: Mary? Parai 
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A bill (H. R. 1411) granting a pension to Martha M. B. McCullach, 
of Freeport, Pa. ; 

A bill te R. 1428) granting a pension to Cornelia A, Schultz; 

A bill (H. R. 1433) granting a pension to Mary E. Murray; 

A bill (H. R. 2372) granting a pension to Michea Titler; 

A bill (H. R. 2608) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Bryan Leet; 

A bill (H. R. 3606) granting a pension to Irene Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 4036) to increase the pension of Thomas Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 4682) granting a pension to Ward B. Burnett; 

A bill (H, R. 41075 for the relief of Charlotte Day; 

A bill (H. R. 4707) granting a pension to Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, 
widow of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick; and 

A bill (H. R. 4708) ting a pension to Moses Fullington. 

The bill (H. R. 328) for the relief of John P. T. Davis was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 1198) for the relief of John Taylor & Son was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 1319) to adjust the accounts of John D. Monteith, 
deceased, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 3521) for the relief of Benjamin D. Lakin was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 192) providing for the printing of cer- 
tain documents relating to the unhealthfulness of swine products in 
the United States was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

LOUISA BODDY. 

ane bill (H. R. 1292) for the relief Louisa Boddy was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. DAWES. That bill is precisely like a bill which passed the 
Senate a few days ago, and I suggest that without reference the bill 
be passed now. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it lie on the table until after the morning busi- 
ness is over. 

Mr. DAWES. It seems a pity to have the bill go to a committee 
again. The bill that passed the Senate was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs at this Congress and passed and so it was at 
the last Congress. This bill is in the same words except that there is 
a blank as to the name of a county. That is the only difference in 
words. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is there not occasion for the blank to be filled ? 

Mr. DAWES. There is no occasion for the blank to be filled. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
ask for the present consideration of the bill ? 

Mr. DAWES. Ido, if there is no objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. Regular order. 

Mr. DAWES. Then let it lie on the table for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection the bill will 
be laid on the table. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives agreeing to some and disagreeing to other 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4971) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

On motion of Mr. LOGAN, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bill disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, and ask a conference with the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. LOGAN, Mr. RANSOM, 

and Mr. CALL the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. MILLER, of California, presented a petition of citizens of Cali- 
fornia, praying for an increase of the duty on raisins; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of 82 ex-Union soldiers of Meriden, 
Conn., praying for the passage of a bill for the relief of Fitz-John Por- 
ter; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly 
of the Stateof Iowa ; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, as follows : 

Joint resolution. 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, That the interests of 
the people of Iowa and of the country require that the national Congress assume 
the power granted in the Federal Constitution of regulating commerce between 
the States by the prompt enactment of laws regulating and controlling the trans- 

rtation o; Sb Ha and passengers on all lines of railroads within the United 
Bates en, n interstate commerce; that by such laws discrimination in 
charges for said transportation shall be prevented, and whereby such charges 
shall be limited to the payment of a fair rate of income on the actual cost in 
money, of the stan coin value, of the several lines of railway. 

Be it further resolved, That our Senators and Representatives be, and are hereby, 
Phos yma to assist by their votes and influence in securing the enactment of such 
just laws as will accomplish this end. 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be instructed to send to each of Iowa’s 
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Senators and Representatives in Congress a copy of this resolution, signed by the 
president of the senate and speaker of the house. : Py 
0. H. MANNING, 
President of the Senate, 
WM. P. WOLF, 
Speaker of the House. 


Mr. ALLISON also presented a joint resolution of the General As- 
sembly of the State of lowa; which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, as follows: 

Joint resolution in relation to the liens of judgments in Federal courts, 


Beit resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, That our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress be, and they are hereby, requested to use all proper 
efforts to secure the enactment of a law by Congress providing that judgments 
in the Federal courts shall not be a lien upon the Locksaval f in any other counties 
than those in which such judgments may be recovered, unless a transcript of 
such judgmentsshall be filed in the proper office in the county where such judg- 
ments are sought to be made a lien. 

wed, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, instructed to trans- 
mit a copy of the foregoing resolution to each of our Senators and Representa- | 
tives in Congress. 
STATE or Iowa, OFFICE or SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Des Moines, Iowa, March 4, 1884. 


Thereby certify the foregoing to be a true and correct copy of a joint resolu- 
tion by the Twentieth General Assembly, now in session, 


Witness my hand and official seal. 
J. A. T. HULL, Secretary of State. 


Mr. ALLISON presented resolutions adopted by the Fort Donelson 

Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Fort Dodge, Iowa, in favor of the 

e of an act for the equalization of bounties and for the repeal of 

the limitation clause of the arrears-of-pensions act; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALDRICH presented the petition of Royal C. Taft and other 
citizens of Rhode Island, praying for the repeal of the sections of the 
Revised Statutes fixing the term of office for certain officers at four 
years; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Re- 
trenchment. 

He also presented the petition of William Goddard and other citizens 
of Rhode Island, praying for the repeal of all duties on the importation 
of foreign books; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens of Kansas, praying for 
the enactment of such amendments to the Chinese restriction act as will 
be satisfactory to the Pacific coast delegations in Congress; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of W. O. Lovell and other citi- 
zens of Orange County, Florida, praying that an appropriation be made 
for the improvement of the Wekiva River, a navigable estuary of the 
Saint John’s River. The petition sets forth at length the very great 
importance of this river as a tributary of the Saint John’s and its con- 
nection with the commerce of the country. I move that the petition 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of the Veterans’ National Associa- 
tion of Maine, praying that one hundred apd sixty acres of land be 
given each honorably discharged soldier; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by Somerset Post, No. 71, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio, and resolutions. 
adopted by the George B. Torrence Post, No. 60, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Ohio, savoring the passage of the bill (S. 340) 
granting public land to the soldiers of the late war of the rebellion; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of Roderic Rockwood Post, No. 39, De- 
partment of Missouri, Grand Army of the Republic; a petition of Cap- 
tain York Post, No. 116, Department of Missouri, Grand Army of the 
Republic; a petition of Grand Army Post located at Jamestown, N. Y.; 
a petition of Kilpatrick Post, No. 66, Department of Missouri, Grand 
Army of the Republic; a petition of G. B. Boomer Post, No. 97, De- 
partment of Missouri, Grand Army of the Republic; a petition of Look- 
out Post, No. 85, Department of Missouri, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic; and a petition of Shiloh Post, No. 40, Department of Missouri, 
Grand Army of the Republic, praying general legislation favorable to 
Union soldiers; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of lieutenants of infantry and cavalry, 
United States Army, praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. 2437) 
promoting to captaincies lieutenants of fourteen years’ service; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Eastman, Wis., praying 
for an appropriation for industrial schools at Sitka, Alaska; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of Elvira A. Maxey, widow of Joshua C. 
Maxey, of Xenia, Ill., late sergeant Company I, Forty-eighth Regiment, 
Illinois Volunteers, praying for the enactment of a law to give her ar- 
rears of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of William P. Kindrick Post, No. 5, De- 
partment of Tennessee, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the 
ratification of the pending treaty with the Sioux Indians; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of live-stock com- 
mission dealers and others, held in Chicago, Il., February 16, 1884, 
protesting against false and exaggerated statements in reference to dis- 
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eases of cattle; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 5 

He also presented resolutions of the Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ Asso- 
ciation of Chicago, favoring the extension of the bonded period to two 
years; which were referred to the Committee on Finance, ; 

He also presented statements showing the service and standing of 
Maj. Theodore J. Eckerson, quartermaster, United States Army, in con- 
nection with his petition for advancement in grade upon being retired 
from active service January 22, 1885; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of McPherson Post, No. 1, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Arkansas, praying that the Sioux res- 
ervation be opened to settlement; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. ; 

He also presented a petition of veterans of Sunman, Ind., praying 
that every honorably discharged soldier be given one hundred and sixty 
acres of land; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


He also presented the petition of Maj. Theodore J. Eckerson, a major bi 


in the Quartermaster’s Department, United States Army, praying to be 
placed on the retired-list of the Army with increased rank; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a resolution of G. K. Warren Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, No. 114, Department of Kansas, protesting against the 

of the bill to reinstate Fitz-John Porter; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of vinegar manufacturers and others, 
citizens of Chicago, Ill., praying that the present law concerning the 
manufacture of vinegar may be retained; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the T. F. Meagher Post, 
No. 3, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Virginia, favoring 
the passage of the bill (S. 44) pensioning prisoners of war who were 
confined in confederate military prisons during the late war; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FARLEY presented a petition of citizens of San Francisco, Cal., 
praying that an appropriation be made for the dry-dock at the navy- 
yard at Mare Island, Cal.; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, ji 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of nearly 500 resi- 
dents of Staten Island, praying for the passage of Senate bill 1447, 
authorizing the construction of certain bridges across Staten Island 
Sound; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. Š 

He also presented a petition of 18 citizens of Buffalo, N. Y., praying 
for the retention of certain laws permitting the use of vapors of alco- 
holic spirits in manufacturing vinegar; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of John E. Wheelock, of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., praying for action in his behalf in the international case against 
Venezuela; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of 107 citizens of Ohio and Indiana and 
a petition of 62 citizens of Indiana, praying for the repeal of certain 
laws permitting the use of vapors of alcoholic spirits in manufacturing 
vinegar; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 100 citizens of Ohio interested in the 
manufacture of pure cider vinegar, praying for the repeal of so much of 
section 5, chapter 125, laws of 1879, as permits the use of vapors of 
alcoholic spirits in manufacturing vinegar; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present the petition of the Baltimore Yearly Meeting 
of Friends, which meets annually in that city, composed of representa- 
tives from its several subordinate meetings in Maryland and adjacent 
parts of Pennsylvania and Virginia, which, throngh its committee on 
temperance, in order to secure the better protection of the American 
people from the great evils attendant upon the traffic in intoxicating 
liquors and for the promotion of the general welfare, respectfully and 
earnestly ask that Congress by an appropriate joint resolution shall 
adopt and propose to the several States an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States which, when ratified, will prohibit henceforth 
the manufacture, importation, andsale ofall alcoholic beverages through- 
out ournationaldomain. This petition is officially signed by Jonathan 
K. Taylor, chairman of the committee on temperance, and Caroline R. 
Hull, secretary, third month, fourth day, 1884. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present also from the same body, through its com- 
mittee, a petition praying that for the purpose of promoting every 
right opening to relieve the people from the oppression of a legalized 
traffic in intoxicating drinks Co: shall enact legislation that will 

revent the vending of intoxicating drinks by the authority of the 

nited States in the District of Columbia. The petitioners state that 
the traffic now makes it exceedingly difficult to enforce prohibitory 
laws in the adjacent counties of Maryland, thereby doing great injustice 
and harm to the people of those counties. It is officially signed as in 
the other case. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BLAIR. I also present from the Baltimore Yearly Meeting of 
Friends a petition addressed to the two Houses of Congress, officially 
signed as ın the other cases, in which they respectfully but earnestly 
request the passage of a bill providing for the appointment of a com- 
mission of inquiry to investigate thoroughly and impartially the alco- 
holic liquor traffic in its relation to crime, pauperism, the public health, 
and general welfare, and also the results of license and prohibitory leg- 
islation in the several States and Territories ofthe Union. Imov2that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4985) supplemental to and amendatory of an act to in- 
corporate the Mutual Fire Insurance Company of the District of Colam- 


1a; 
A bill (H. R. 3235) relating to acknowledgments of conveyance of 
land in the District of Columbia; ; 

A bill (H. R. 4088) to incorporate the Luther Statue Association, 
to erect and maintain a monumentor statue in memory of Martin Lu- 
ther in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. a for the relief of Melissa G. Polar; and 

A bill (H. R. 2346) for the relief of Sarah A. Redmond. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1242) to reimburse Elizabeth Comstock customs dues paid 
by her on articles donated for the relief of colored refugees; reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 67) in relation to the claim 
made by Dr. John B. Read against the United States for the alleged 
use of projectiles claimed as the invention of said Read and by him 
alleged to have been used pursuant to a contract or arrangement made 
between him and the War Department, and for which no compensation 
has been made, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. d 

Mr. BECK, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 530) for the relief of Henry Ayres, of Evansville, Ind., re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 823) for the relief of Thomas Lynch, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill, (S. 1008) to accept and ratify the agreement submitted 
by theShoshones, Bannocks, and Sheepeaters of the Fort Halland Lemhi 
reservations, in Idaho, May 14, 1880, for the sale of a portion of their 
lands in said Territory, and for other purposes, and to make the neces- 
sary appropriations for carrying out the same, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1222) to place John Jones, late captain of the 
First Minnesota Battery, on the retired-list of the Army, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 360) granting a pension to Maria Louise Moss, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
546) granting a rerating of pension to Jacob Meier, submitted an adverse 
repor thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam also directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 283) to increase the pension of George 
W. Bausman, to report it adversely, and move its indefinite postpone- 
ment. 

Mr. PLUMB. A similar bill was reported favorably from the com- 
mittee at the last session after consideration, and I think there must 
be some mistake about it. I ask that it be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam also directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 313) granting a pension to Charlotte 
McCay, to report it adversely, on the ground that if such cases should 
be pensioned a general law should provide for them, and in justice it 
should. I move that the bill be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was to 


Mr. BLAIR. Iam also directed by the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 707) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
W. Barnett, to reportit adversely, on the ground that under the general 
law passed at the last Congress the pension has already been increased. 

I may observe with propriety, I think, that many bills foran inerease 
of pension have come before the committee apparently from the igno- 
rance of the claimants that under the general law enacted at the last 
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Congress they have been already provided with the increase of pension 
they desire. I move that the bill be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bil] (S. 732) for the relief of Mary J. Vaughan, reported it with an 
amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1237) for the relief of Betts, Nichols & 
Co., to rep rt it withamendments and submita written report. I wish 
to say that the committee, having obtained the evidence and facts in re- 
lation to this case from the Treasury Department, thought it properto 
report the bill; but if they had noticed the character of the bill or had 
their attention called to it in the first instance, they would have referred 
it to the Committee on Claims. It is clearly a bill that ought to have 
been referred to the Committee on Claims, but finding the factsso strongly 
in favor of the bill, the Committee on Finance finally concluded to re- 
port it favorably. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 905) for the relief of Hugh Dougherty, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. MORGAN, on behalf the majority of the Committee on Public 
Lands, submitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 1445) to provide 
for the settlement of the rights of the States and of the corporations 
and persons interested in any grant of landsin aid of said railroads and 
canals which shall be hereafter declared forfeited by act of Congress. 


THE TARIFF COMPILATION, 1884. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to which was re- 
ferred a resolution to print additional copies of Senate report No. 12, 
being the tariff compilation, have instructed me to report it with amend- 
ments, and to ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution, as follows: 

Ordered, That one hundred additional ponien of Senate report No. 12, Forty- 
eighth Congress, first session, be printed and bound, interleaved, for the use of 
the Committee on Finance. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Printing was, in 
line 1, to strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘ two;’’ so as to read, ‘‘two hun- 
dred additional copies.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know why out of the two hun- 
dred copies each Senator should not have one copy at least? There are 
others who desire to use this document besides the members of the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ANTHONY. ‘The suggestion of the Senator from Missouri has 
been carried out by the committee. The number has been increased 
to two hundred, of which one hundred are to be for the use of thecom- 
mittee and one hundred for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not so understand the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Only the first amendment has yet 
been reported. The Secretary will read for information the succeeding 
amendment. 

TheCHIEF CLERK. In line 4, after the word ‘‘interleaved,’’ itis pro- 
posed toinsert the words ‘‘ of which one hundred shall be;’’ so as to read: 

Be printed and bound, interleaved, of which one hundred shall be for the use 
of the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
first amendment recommended by the committee, increasing the num- 
ber from one hundred to two hundred. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The next question is on agreeing to 


the amendment inserting after the word ‘‘interleaved’’ the words ‘‘of 


which one hundred shall be.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
order as amended. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be reported as amended. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That two hundred additional copies of Senate report No. 12, Forty- 
eighth Congress, first session, be printed and bound, interleaved, of which one 
hundred shall be for the use of the Committee on Finance. 


The order as amended was agreed to. 

EULOGIES ON REPRESENTATIVE HASKELL. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to which was referred 
the joint resolution (H. Res, 191) for the printing of certain eulogies 
delivered in Congress upon the late Dudley C. Haskell, have instructed 
me to report it without amendment and to recommend its passage. I 
ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like toinquire of the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY] what has been done with the 
resolution presented by me some time ago for the printing of the eulo- 
gies on the late Thomas Allen, of Missouri, which was introduced, I 


The question is on agreeing to the 
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think, prior to the joint resolution just passed, and even prior to the 
delivery of those eulogies, and referred to the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. ANTHONY. It has not been brought to my notice or I should 
have attended to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itought to have been attended to during the last 
session, the short session of Congress, but I found on examination of 
the records that it was not. As soon as I ascertained that fact I intro- 
duced a joint resolution, and I hope that speedy action will be taken 
upon it. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1797) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a railroad bridge across the Saint Croix River, in the States of 
Wisconsin and Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1798) for the relief of Edward L. 
Keyes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1799) to suspend 
coinage of the standard silver dollar and the issuing of one and two dol- 
lar Treasury notes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. This bill has been prepared by a com- 
mittee of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York. It pro- 
vides for the suspension of the coi of the silver dollar for two years. 
It is accompanied by a memorial from the chamber of commerce. I 
move that the bill and memorial be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 1800) for the relief of Edward Corn- 
ing ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1801) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza- 
beth Ann Rice; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR. I introduce a bill to prohibit the manufacture and sale 
of intoxicating liquorsin the District of Columbia. This bill has been 
prepared at the request of leading citizens of this District, and without 
having examined its details, but approving its object, I introduce it. 

The bill (S. 1802) to prohibit the manufacture and sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the District of Columbia was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1803) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George A. Washburn; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1804) granting a pension to Cla- 
rinda Hunt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1805) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Miles Barber; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHE N introduced a bill (S. 1806) granting a pension to 
George H. Fluke; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1807) requiring notice of 
rar in accounts of principals to be given to sureties upon bonds 
of United States officials, and fixing a limitation of time within which 
suits shall be brought against said sureties upon said bonds; which was: 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1808) to make the Lake Borgne 
outlet, to improve the low-water navigation of the Mississippi River 
from New Orleans, Louisiana, to Cairo, Ilinois, and incidentally to re- 
claim and protect the valley lands of the Mississippi River and tribu- 
taries from overflow without levees; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the 
Mississippi River. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1809) granting a pension to- 
W. R. D. Mabrey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FARLEY introduced a bill (S. 1810) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Sacramento, Cal.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. No. 1811) granting a pension toMrs. 
Anne T. Dicks; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 1812) for the relief of Laura E. 
Jaynes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1813) for the relief of Frank Schwartz; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1814) to equalize the pay of hospital 
stewards; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mili i 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1815) for the relief of Francis Munson; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Healso (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1816) to amend section 4707 
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of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to dependent 
relations of deceased soldiers; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 1817) Lehi, dee appeals and writs 
of error in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 1818) to regulate the retirement 
of Army officers; which was read twice by its bore ee with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 73) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Charles L. Jones 
the sum of $705.50 forservicesas messenger under the Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the Senate from the 5th day of July, 1879, to the 1st day of January, 
1880, inclusive; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee to Auditand Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

LOUISA BODDY. 


Mr. DAWES. I now ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
1292) for the relief of Louisa Boddy. 

The PRESIDENT pro . Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts? It requires unanimous consent, as 
the bill has come over to-day. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate now consider the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Letit be read in full, so thatwe may see what itis. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 

riated,to pay to Louisa Boddy, of County, State of Oregon, the sum of 

„400, in full settlement of her claim against the Government for depredations 
committed and property taken and destroyed by the Modoc Ind: on or 
about November 29, A. D. 1872. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. A bill similar to that was passed by the Senate 
some time ago and sent to the House. Is the amount in this bill the 
same as it was in the bill that passed the Senate? 

Mr. DAWES. I understand this bill tobe precisely the same as that 
except the blank county. 

Mr. ALLISON. Why not refer the bill to a committee? 

Mr. DAWES. It has been twice through the Senate, and it seemed 
to me that it was the shortest way to pass the bill at once. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator knows that the amount is the same? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, I asked the Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLA- 


TER]. 

Te PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. The Chair 
is calling for objection. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand it to be precisely the same bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. It is now before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed the following bills and joint res- 
olution; in which it requested the-concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4779) to change the name of the Waterville National 
Bank of d, in the State of Maine, to that of the Messalonskee 
National Bank; 

A bill (H. R. 5445) to amend section 4136 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relating to the purchase and repair of foreign vessels; 
and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 124) authorizing the collector of the port 
of New York to deliver free of duty a silver cup won by Sergt. A. B. 
Van Heusen as a member of the American rifle team at Wimbledon in 
July, 1883. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 196) for the relief of the devisees of the late Daniel Car- 


roll; 

A bill (S. 616) to establish a standard of time in the District of Co- 
lumbia; 

A bill (H. R. 1292) for the relief of Louisa Boddy; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 191) for the printing of certain eulogies 
delivered in Congress upon the late Dudley C. Haskell. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After four hours and ten minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 15 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, March 11, 1884. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayerby the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
S. Luypsay, D. D. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of yes- 


terday. 

Mr. CALKINS. I move to dis with the reading of so much of 
the Journal as relates to the fo introduction and reference of bills 
and joint resolutions. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered i 

The remainder ofthe Journal was read and approv: 


REGISTER OF CERTAIN FOREIGN-BUILT VESSELS. 


Mr. FINDLAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 5445) to amend sec- 
tion 4136 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the 
purchase and repair of foreign vessels, and that the same be taken up 
for immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, o, Tint section 4136 of the Revised Statutes be, and is hereby, 


amended so as 
“That the Secretary of the Treasury may issue a register or enrollment for 
any vessel built in a foreign country whenever such vessel shall be wrecked or 
in na le waters, foreign or domestic, and shall be purchased by a 
citizen of the United States and repaired in the United States, if it shall be 
proved to the satisfaction of the Secretary that the repairs put upon such vessel 
are equal to double the cost of the vessel when so purchased.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to discharging the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further consid- 
eration of this bill and considering the same in the House at this time? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FINDLAY. There is a report accompanying the bill which 
tells the whole story. There is no occasion for making any speech or 
statement. Let the report be read, and that will explain the necessity 
for the passage of the bill. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Select Committee on American Ship-buildingand Ship-owning pen ps 
to which was referred a bill (H. R. 3917) concerning the purchase and repair 
foreign vessels, report herewith a substitute for said bill. 

Section 4136 of the Revised Statutes authorizes the purchase and re of 
foreign vessels ed within the navigable waters of the United and 
the admission of such vessels to American cy pope fs provided the repairs put 
upon them shall be equal in cost to three-fourths of their value when re 

object of the Pecos bill isto permit the admission to American of 
any foreign vessel which has been either wrecked or broren. Deng within the navi- 
peat waters of the United States, or outside of its ju on on the high seas 
or elsewhere, provided the vessel ll have been pure! by a citizen of the 
United States and ired therein at a cost equal to double the amount of the 
value of the vessel when purchased. The changes are obvious. A vessel may 
be damaged and yet not wrecked or the injury may occur at some point not 
within the navigable waters of the United States, but in such cases the purchase 
and repair of a foreign vessel with a view to her naturalization would not be 
permissible under existing laws. 

Again, the requirement that three-fourths of her value shall be expended in re- 

rs estimated upon the basis of the worth of the vessel when thus repaired is 

in the opinion of the committee an exaction too rigorous to penaas real ben- 

efit to be derived from the law. To require that the cost of the repairs shall be 

double the value of the vessel when pees} will be quite sufficient to protect 

our home interests, and at the same time may offer some inducement to venture 

upon enterprises of this character, which must in their very nature be excep- 
tional and rare. 


For these reasons the committee have unanimously recommended the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield now such time as he may de- - 
sire to my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. STONE]. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I think the reasons assigned for the 
passage of this bill are set forth clearly and forcibly in the report. 
The reason is stated with such clearness that nothing I may say can 
add to its force. I hope the bill may since it is in the interest of 
American industry and only removes some of the restrictions found by 
oa to be too rigid. It is not necessary to make any additional 
remark 

Mr. FINDLAY. I demand the previous question upon the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 

it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FINDLAY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHANGE OF NAME OF NATIONAL BANK. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Iask unanimous consent to take from the House 
Calendar for immediate consideration the House bill No. 4779, reported 
by the Committee on Banking and Currency. The bill is simply to 
change the name of a national bank. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 


ly. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marce 11, 


The bill was read, as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 4779) to the name of the West Waterville National Bank of 
Oakland, in the State of Maine, to that of the Messalonskee National Bank. 


Be it enacted, &c., That the name of the West Waterville National Bank, lo- 
cated and transacting business at Oakland, in the county of Kennebecand State 
of Maine, shall be changed to that of the Messalonskee National Bank, when- 
ever the board of directors of said bank shall accept the aforesaid new name by 
a resolution of the said board, adopted by a majority of the members of said board 
at a meeting duly called for the purpose of making said change of name, and 
shall cause a copy of said resolution, duly authenticated, to be filed with the 
Comptroller of the Currency: That such acceptance be made within 
six monthsafter the of this act, and that all the expenses incident tosuch 
change, including engrav ng shall be borne and pas by said bank. 

Sxo. 2. That the debts, div: dends, liabilities, rights, privileges, and powers of 
the said West Waterville National Bank shall devolve upon and inure to the said 
Messalonskee National Bank whenever such change of name shall be effected, 

Sxc. 3. That nothing in this act contained shall be so construed as in any man- 
ner to release the said West Waterville Bank from any liability or affect any ac- 
tion or preesensin in law in which said bank may be or become a party or in- 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
angen , it was accordingly read the third time, and s 

r. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


YELLOWSTONE PUBLIC PARK. 


Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table for reference to the Committee on Territories 
the bill (S. 221) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, setting apart a certain tract of land lying near the 
headwaters of the Yellowstone River as a public park. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the i ceil table, 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SERGT. A. B. VAN HEUSEN. 


Mr. KASSON. I ask for the present consideration of a brief resolu- 
tion of half a dozen lines to admit free of duty a prize cup won by an 
American rifleman at Wimbledon. 

The’‘SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous consent 
that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be 

i from the further consideration of the House joint resolution 
No. 124, and that it be brought before the House for present consider- 
ation. The joint resolution will be read, after which the Chair will ask 
for objections. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 124) authorizing the collector of the port of New York 
to deliver, free of duty, a silver cup won Py Sergt. A. B. Van Heusen, as a 
member of the American rifle team, at Wimbledon, in July, 1883. 


one ex That the collector of the port of New York be, and he is hereby, 
authori and directed to deliver to Se A. B. Van Heusen, of the Twelfth 
Regiment National Guard of the State of New York, free of duty, the silver cup 
won by said Sergt. A. B. Van Heusen, in the international rifle match, in July, 
1883, as a member of the American rifle team. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union was discharged from the further consideration of the 
joint resolution, and it was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. KASSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

OATH OF OFFICE. 


Mr. COX, of New York. Iask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 3926) known as the ironclad-oath bill, 
with amendments by the Senate, for the purpose of moving that the 
House concur in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I object. I think that had better re- 
main on the statutes for a while. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then let us have the regular order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Does the gentleman from Kentucky object 
to a conference? I am told by Senators we can not do anything better 


in the Senate. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I object. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WHITE], and the regular order is demanded by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND]. The regular order is the call of 
committees for reports. 

REFUND TO GEORGIA. 

Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4703) to require 
the payment in cash to the State of Cone of $35,555.42, appropriated 
for said State by an act to refund to the State of Georgia certain money 


expended by said State for the common defense in 1777, approved March 
3, 1883; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

SUPREME COURT, DAKOTA. 

Mr. McCOID, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1682) providing for two additional 
associate justices for the supreme court of the Territory of Dakota; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the amendment and accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

SECTION 914 REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
rted back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3800) to amend sec- 
tion 914 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the amendment and accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 
LIGHT-HOUSE AT ERIE, PA. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported, as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 1417) providing for the re- 
establishment and maintenance of the land light-house at Erie, Pa., a 
bill (H. R. 5890) having the same title; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FORT HAYS MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 578) to authorize the sale of 
a certain portion of the Fort Hays military reservation, Kansas, to the 
Ellis County Agricultural Society of Kansas; which was referred to the 
Hona Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

CHEYENNE AND BLACK HILLS RAILWAY. 

Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3486) to author- 
ize the Cheyenne, Black Hills and Montana Railroad Company to build 
its road across the Fort Russell and Fort Laramie military reservations; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SETTLEMENT OF OFFICERS’ ACCOUNTS. 

Mr, ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 5891) to provide for the settlement of accounts of 
officers who served during the war of the rebellion; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re- 
ported back bills of the following titles; which were laid on the table, 
and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill a R. 1187) for the relief of Moses B. Walker; and 

A bill (H. R. 2175) for the relief of John Feland. 

COL. G. W. GETTY. 

Mr. DUNCAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1783) to place Col. George W. Getty, 
retired, on the retired-list of the Army with the rank and pay of a 
major-general; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendment and accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY AT MEMPHIS. 

Mr. DUNCAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
adversely the bill (H. R. 1535) to provide for the construction of a mac- 
adamized road from the city of Memphis, in the State of Tennessee, 
to the national cemetery near said city; which was laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ARMY PAYMASTERS’ CLERKS. 

Mr. DUNCAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
adversely the bill (H. R. 1371) to amend section 1190 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States relative to paymasters’ clerks of United 
States Army; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM LEWIS. 


Mr. COX, of New York, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported back the petition of William Lewis, owner of the North Star, 
for relief for losses incurred by him on account of rescuing the crew of 
the United States steamer Rodgers, lost in the Polar Sea, and moved 
that the committee be discharged from its further consideration and 
that the same be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to; and the petition was referred accordingly. 


BENJAMIN TRAPNELL. 


Mr. COX, of New York, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported adversely the bill (H. R. 4330) for the relief of Benjamin Trap- 
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nell; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 


NAVY-YARD, ETC., WALLABOUT BAY, BROOKLYN. 


Mr. MORSE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2476) providing for 
the sale of navy- and United States naval hospital land on or near 
Wallabout Bay, in the city of Brooklyn, N. Y.; which was placed on 
the House Calendar, and theaccompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ALFRED HOPKINS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2552) for the 
relief of Alfred Hopkins; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


RETIREMENT OF MATES IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. BALLENTINE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3035) relative 
to the retirement of mates in the Navy; which was piace on the House 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


KICKAPOO DIMINISHED RESERVATION, KANSAS. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3201) to provide for the sale of the 
Kickapoo diminished reservation in Kansas; which was placed on the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

S. N. WOOD. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, also reported 
‘back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3440) for the relief of S. N. 
Wood; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES M’MANUS. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
‘sions, reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2908) granting 
a pension to James McManus; which was ref to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

AZZUR W. READER. 


Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
‘sions, also reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3466) 
ting a pension to Azzur W. Reader; which was referred to the 
‘Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ORLANDO CULVER. 


Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
‘sions, also reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5215) 
granting a on to Orlando Culver; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MATTHEW 0. REGAN. 


Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
-sions, also reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1631) to 
increase the on of Matthew O. Regan; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SYDNEY B. TULLOR. 


Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
-Sions, also reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5213) to 
restore Sydney B. Tullor to the pension-roll; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
-accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
CATHERINE TERRY. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2447) for the relief of Catherine 
“Terry; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
ee Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
»printed. 

WILLIAM H. WHITCOMB. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5364) granting a pension to 
William H. Whitcomb; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 

- port, ordered to be printed. 
CATHARINE HENRY. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2425) granting a pension to 
Catharine Henry; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 
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MARGARET KEARNS. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2480) granti 
a pension to t Kearns; which was referred to the Committze 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 


MRS. SARAH SINFIELD. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1042) for the 
relief of Mrs. Sarah Sinfield; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE VAN NORTON, 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4189) granting a 
pension to Caroline Van Norton; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

JANE BRACKEN. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4191) granting a 
pension to Jane Bracken; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

MAGDELENA COOK. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5088) for the 
relief of Magdelena Cook; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

ROSINA HEINEMAN. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4825) for the re- 
lief of Rosina Heineman; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

SARAH MANZ. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4974) for the re- 
lief of Sarah Manz; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. JANE YOUNG. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2432) for the 
relief of Mrs. Jane Young; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 3330) for the relief of William H. Starin; 

A bill (H. R. 3316 granting a pension to Caleb Aber; 

A bill (H. R. 2465) for the relief of George Davy, granting him ar- 
rears of pension; and 
wes bill (H. R. 3339) granting an increase of pension to Erastus C. 

eaver. 


LEONORA A. BOYDEN. 

Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 5008) granting a pension of $50 per month to Mrs. 
Leonora A. Boyden; when the Committee on Invalid Pensions were dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill, and it was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

DAVID WEBSTER. 

Mr. RAY, of New York, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back with a faverable recommendation the bill (H. R. 981) for the re- 
lief of David Webster; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

SELMA AND MERIDIAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. ELLWOOD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. 3071) for the benefit of the Selma and Meridian 
Railroad Company; which was laid on the table, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF HORATIO N. SPENCER. 


Mr. ELLWOOD, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
the bill (H: R. 866) for the relief of the heirs of Horatio N. Spencer; 
when the Committee on Claims was discharged from the further con- 
Kostin of the bill, and it was referred to the Committee on War 

aims. 
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CLAIMS OF CITIZENS OF KANSAS. 

Mr. BROWN, of P lvania, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 2037) authorizing the appoint- 
ment of a commissioner and the settlement of the claims of certain citi- 
zens of Kansas named therein; which was laid on the table, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. HARVEY. 


Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Claims, reported a bill (H. R. 
5892) for the relief of James W. Harvey, assignee of Joseph Parkins; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

PILOTAGE. 


Mr. DINGLEY, from the Select Committee on American Ship-build- 
ing and Ship-owning Interests, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 3057, 
a bill (H. R. 5893) relating to pilotage; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the minority have 
leave to file their views hereafter, and that when filed they shall be 
printed with the report of the majority. 

There was ne objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

TARIFF. 


Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of making a 
privileged report. The Committee on Ways and Means, to which was 
referred sundry resolutions and bills on the subject of revenue, have 
directed me to report a bill (H. R. 5894) to reduce import duties and 
war-tariff taxes, accompanied with a written report, and to recommend 
it be : 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask leave, Mr. Speaker, to present the views 
of the minority of the Committee on Ways and Means in reference to 
the bill just reported and referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and to ask that they be ordered to be printed 
with the report of the majority. 

Mr. MORRISON. There is no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the views of the 
minority are ordered to be printed with the report of the majority. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of considering general appropriation bills, and especially with a 
view of resuming the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill; 
and pending that motion I move that all general debate shall be closed 
in four and one-half hours. I understand from my friend from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Horr] he is willing to consent to that limitation of the gen- 
eral debate to four and one-half hours. : 

Mr. HORR. Two hours and a half on this side. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And two hours on this side. Of course this 
does not include whatever remains to myself out of my hour, and which 
Ireserved. With that addition it will make five hours; and therefore 
I will modify my motion so that debate shall be closed in five hours. 

Mr. HORR. As I understand it, the gentleman from Illinois had 
thirty minutes of his time remaining and which he reserved out of his 
hour. 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter over which the House has no con- 
trol. That is an understanding between gentlemen themselves, and is 
not a part of the motion of the gentleman from Illinois. The Chair 
means to state that any arrangement as to the division of the time after it 
has been limited is a matter to be determined by gentlemen themselves. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent, then, that all gen- 
eral debate shall be closed in five hours after the consideration of the 
bill shall be resumed. 

Mr. WILLIS. Why not say two hours? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It has been agreed between the gentleman from 
Michigan and myself that all general debate shall be closed in five hours, 
and we wish to have an order of the House entered to that effect. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move tostrike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘three’’ hours. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. WILLIS. We have already had a whole day on this subject. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask foradivision of the House on thatamend- 
ment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 83, noes 57. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I withdraw the motion to close debate, and 
will let the House late it hereafter. 

Mr. WILLIS. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not in order to withdraw the motion after an 
amendment has been agreed to unless by unanimous consent. 


Mr. WILLIS. And I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Perhaps if ed ey from Kentucky will con- 
sent to make it four hours there will be no objection. 

Mr. WILLIS. No, sir; the committee having indicated its purpose 
as to what the time should be, the gentleman from Kentucky accepts 
the indication of the committee. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I demand tellers. 

The House divided; and there were ayes 15. 

The SPEAKER. Nota sufficient number to order tellers. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I make the pointof order that a quorum 
has not voted, and that will give me tellers on this motion. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order having been made, the Chair 
will appoint as tellers Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. WILLIS. 

The question reeurred on the motion to close debate as amended to 
three hours. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 97, noes 86. 

So the motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion to go into 
committee. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. 
BLOUNT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House resumes the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 5459) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other pur- 
poses, on which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] is 
entitled to the floor. By order of the House all general debate on this 
subject shall be closed in three hours. 

Mr. BINGHAM addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, at the expiration of 
one hour, the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has expired. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would like to havea little further time, if possi- 

le. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania be given fifteen minutes’ additional 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House has limited the general debate, an 
it would not be in order for the committee to extend it. bg 

Mr. HOLMAN. I presume that the remaining time on that side of 
the House is at the disposal of the gentleman from Pennsylvania or his 
friends. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana will be recognized. 
next. The Chair desires now to state that the arrangement made by 
the gentlemen on the several sides of this bill as to the debate has been 
defeated by the action of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest though that three hours were allowed for 
debate. Of course the gentleman of Pennsylvania represents one hour 
and a half of that time, and I suggest therefore that he consume such 
time of that hour and a half as he may think proper. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not interrupt the gentleman un- 
less some member of the committee sees fit to do so. It is not proper, 
however, to entertain a motion to extend the time. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. If I can be recognized I will yield to 
the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania can proceed 
unless objection is made by some member of the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose the time can not be extended by the com- 
mittee, but the gentleman can use the half hour remaining to that side 
of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will understand that the time is being 
used by the assent of gentlemen on the other side unless objection is 
mad 


e. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course the time can not be extended by the 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can not. The Clerk informs the Chair that 
the additional time was granted with a view to allowing the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] to close the debate. The gentle- 
man is not present, the Chair perceives. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. This will not interfere with that arrangement. 

Mr. HOLMAN addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, weare willing to give 
full credit wherever the bill under consideration does justice to the in- 
terests of the country. We make no charge of insincerity, bad faith, 
or wrong intent. We judge the bill solely by its known or anticipated 
effects. We give credit fora desire for economy on the part of the hon- 
orable gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] and his honorable 
colleague from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], for both of whom I have per- 
sonal respect. We will follow them wherever they may lead in the 
real path of economy, but can not follow in the by-paths which lead to 
the pools of stagnation by aiding in the passage of any bill which will 
prove a detriment to the public service. 

What is economy when considered in the discussion of national af- 
fairs? It is the cutting oft of useless expenditure and extravagance. 
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It is the management of governmental affairs npon the same strict prin- 
ciples which govern business concerns. This implies getting the best 
possible service and the best results at the least expense. It does not 
imply the employment of fewer servants than are necessary to properly 
conduct public or private business. To employ one servant less 
is required is as much against public interest as to employ one more 
than is actually necessary. 

There is a power behind us which is a just judge of our work. That 
power is the people of the United States; the reading, writing, think- 
ing, sensible people, who write the letters and read the newspapers. 
They ask for service, and always appreciate the best service thatcan be 

iven. They will hold us strictly responsible. They will condemn us 
if we give unreasonable appropriations to be corruptly expended. They 
will as certainly condemn us if we give less than the public interest de- 
mands or seek to cripple the service by making meager appropriations. 
There is no intimation of corruption, misappropriation, or dishonesty 
in the administration of the Post-Office ent. 

The honorable gentlemen who have spoken for the Committee on Ap- 
propriations have not intimated anything of the kind. Will not the 
people hold the administration responsible for all its acts? Do they 
not commend every advanced step and condemn crime? Have not 
criminals been driven from place and pursued by public condemnation ? 

This bill deals with the only Department of the Government which is 
self-supporting. In the nature of things, other Departments, like the 
State, War, Navy, Interior, and , can not be self-sustaining. It 
is not to be expected that they will be. The bill affects the interest of 
every person in the country who can read or write, and more than all 
other Department bills combined. And who pays fortheservice? Who 
pays the vast amount required to satisfactorily conduct this great De- 
partment? It is paid purely and simply by the voluntary act of the 
people, who are glad to use the privileges given and willing to pay for 
them. Shall they then be denied any advantage or convenience they 
ask and are willing to pay for? They are, with reason, jealous when 
these privileges are curtailed or interfered with. 

The effects of this bill, by certain provisions, are: 

1. It strikes at nine of our proudest American cities, which collect 
more than one-quarter of the entire postal revenues of the country, by 
decreasing the salaries of the postmasters. Does the committee ap- 
preciate the labor and responsibility resting upon the postmasters at 
these cities? Does it appreciate the work they do, the revenue they 
collect? 

In this connection I desire to appropriate a table compiled by my 
colleague [Mr. Ray], showing the comparative postal receipts and ex- 
penditures of these nine great cities and the nine Democratic States of 
the Union giving the largest postal revenues: 


Exp'ditures, 

1882-83. 

CITIES 

New York... $4,413,822 00| $867,619 00 
Boston......... 1,508,218 00 283,102 00 
Philadelphia... 1,579,235 00 263, 283 00 
Chicago........ 1,949,199 00 382,651 00 
$43,730 00 150, 884 00 
540,504 00 94, 845 00 
558,134 00 100, 472 00 
638,624 00 111, 186 00 
292,332 00 139, 056 00 
12,323,798 00 | 2,393,098 00 
BERUA VEE A 9,930, 700 00 
12, 323, 798 00 
351,461 19 528, 663 S4 
1,886,378 42| 1,989,855 57 
$21,381 90| 1,223, 819 57 
665,523 61 798, 467 62 
546,656 96| 567,793 37 
559,140 09 758, 109 07 
666,001 97 997,638 16 
784,264 18 813, 995 38 
526,525 67 
8, 204, 868 25 


Deduct receipts of Saint Louis and Baltimore........... 


Deduct expenditures of Saint Louis and Baltimore... 
Expenditures over receipts in nine States, s.s.s.. 


Receipts of nine cities... 
Receipts of nine States.. 


Excess of cities over States 
Expenses of nine States... 
Expenses of nine Cities............sscseescessees 


Excess of expenses in States over cities. .. 
Revenue from nine cities..... 
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5, 463, 612 40 |. 


These are instructive figures and worthy of attentive study. 
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It strikes at one hundred and fifty-nine of our most progressive cities 
and towns by crippling the free-delivery service at these points, which 
collect one-half the entire postal revenues. The revised estimate of the 
Post-Office Department on this point is $4,000,000; the amount appro- 
priated in the bill is $3,600,000; showing a cutting down of $400,000 
from estimates. 

In this connection I submit a letter from the superintendent of the 
free-delivery system touching the appropriation for and positive needs 
of this service: 

Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE FIRST ASSISTANT PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., February 1, 1884. 

SIR: I submit herewith for your consideration a revised estimate of the cost 
of the free-delivery service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885. 

basta a4 po peat e on this subject, that this service is now in op- 
eration in 159 of the largest cities in the country, employing 3,888 carriers, and 
aggregating a population of 10,000,000 under the census of 1880, who are directly 
interested in it, besides other millions who, having correspondence with these 
cities, are likewise interested in it. 

That this branch of the service during the last fiscal year yielded $1,021,894 from 
local matter alone in excess of the cost of the service. 

That the total pecennes of the Department for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1883, amounted to'$45,508,692, of which amount $22,317,499 was derived from the 

That the le ite is dae i t part to th fA 2, 1882, cha: 

the large estima ue in grea’ to the act of August 2, 1882, ng- 
ing the pay of all auxiliary carriers from $400 to $600 per annum, and uiring 
the promotion of carriers to the next higher le after one year’s service, involv- 
ing an expense in each individual case of $200 in the first-class free-delivery 
cities, and $250 in the second class, 

‘That the percentage of increase of the service for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1882, was 4.93; whereas it was 20.96 for the fiseal year ended June 30, 1883, this 
large increase in the cost being attributable mainly to the act of August 2, 1882, 

It will be observed that the expense of the service is shown in comparison 
with the postage derived from local matter alone, which is estimated at about 
25 per cent. of the whole matter delivered by carriers—no credit being given to 
matter received by mail and delivered by carriers. 

In view of the above considerations, the service can not, in my judgment, be 
kept up to a commendable state of efficiency and extended to additional cities, 
as the law authorizes, for a less sum t the estimate herewith submitted, 


„000,000. 
Very respectfully, 


R. W. GURLEY, 
Superintendent Free-Delivery System. 


Hon. FRANK HATTON, 
First Assistant Postmaster-General 


Pay of 1,985 carriers, at $1,000 each. 
Pay of 891 carriers, at $850 each.. 
Pay of 367 carriers, at $800 each... 
Pay of 645 carriers, at $600 each.. 


3,888 


3,422, 950 
These estimates were made January 15, 1884, at present rates, which are chang- 


ing every day by promotions. 


Tor TOROS LOES CORP Hoo ao separa ares cxtdperaocesn baawonecorecesesveprs dave ruvice $220, 000 

For additional carriers, say $300 to $600 each, which is less than 
average of two to OR TOD OTC T S yee 180, 000 
For estimated service in additional cities (21 now on file). , 000 
For incidentals, including three inspectors ($9,000)...............ccscseseessees 130, 000 
4, 002, 950 

I also append a list of cities applying for free delivery: 
Revenue, 


Cities, Fora 


Saratoga Springs, N, Y.. 
Waterbury, Conn... 


It will be seen that this list affects cities and towns in fourteen differ- 
ent States, the greater number (five) in the State of Illinois, whence 
comes our friend Mr. TOWNSHEND. These thriving communities are 
all asking the establishment of the free-delivery system, but their re- 
quests can not be granted by reason of insufficientfunds. Pass the bill 
in its present form, and there is an end of the extension of the system. 
To make both ends meet the number of carriers must be reduced at 
points now established. To make the point clear as to the actual needs 
of the Department in this direction I aj d two letters from the Post- 
master-General to the chairman of the House Committee on Appropria- 


tions: 
Post-Orricze DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. O., February 12, 1884. 


Stim: I find, on referring to my annual report for 1883, page 59, that in stating 
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the amount which will be required forthe free-delivery service for the fiscal year 
— July 1, 1884, two important items were omitted, namely, $180,000 for 
additional letter-carriers in cities where the service is now in operation and 
$20,000 for additional incidental expenses, making $200,000. s 

I therefore advise that the estimate for this service for the next fiscal year be 
increased from $3,800,000 to $4,000,000. 

The considerations which lead me to ask for this large amount are as follows: 
This service has been extended within about a year to forty-seven additional 
cities, making the present number one kandri and fifty-nine, These cities 
have an population according tothe census of 1880 of about 10,000, 
and employ 3,888 carriers at the present time. They yielded last year one-hal 
of the gross revenue of the Department, and from postage on local matter alone 
$1,021,594 in excess of the total cost of this branch of the service. The amount 
required is also largely increased by the act of August 2, 1882, increasing the pay 
of auxiliary carriers from $400 to $600 per annum, and Pine brag | the promotion 
of carriers to the next higher ary after one year’s service, involving an in- 
creased expense in each individual case of $200 in the first-class fi elivery 
cities and in the second-class cities. The percentage of increase in the cost 
of the service for the fiscal year was 4.93, against 20.95 for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1883, this large increase being due in great part to the act above cited. 

therefore recommend the appropriation of $4,000,000 as the probable cost of 
the service for the next fiscal year. 
Very respectfully, 
W. Q. GRESHAM, Postmaster-General. 

Hon, S. J. RANDALL, 

Chairman Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 


Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., February 11, 1834. 


Sm: I desire to submit for the consideration of the Committee on Appropria- 

that, according to the best estimates that can be made up to this time, the 

appropriation for the free-delivery service for the current fiscal year will be ex- 
ceeded at the close of the year by a small sum. 

To meet this antici deficiency, I request that the amount left over from 
the appropriation of the last fiscal year, namely, $26,663.49, be appropriated for 
use during the remainder of this fiscal year. 

I <a to state in this connection that Congress at its last session appro- 

ria for this service $100,000 less than the estimate submitted, and hence the 
Ganer ofa rome: 
Very respectfully, 


Hon. S. J. RANDALL, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives. 


W. Q. GRESHAM, Postmaster-General. 


To continue this bill in its spirit is like putting down a feather to 
stem a torrent—a vain attempt to check the steady and resistless in- 
crease in postal business by a cry of false economy. 

It is a face-about to the rear in dealing with a progressive question. 
It is an attempt to stop progress, and we are told that where progress 
ends decay begins. 

It is a crippling of the railway mail service of the country by giving 
tothe Department $1,050,000 less than the estimates furnished for inland 
transportation by railroad routes, and $295,286.60 less than the esti- 
mates furnished for railway postal clerks for the next fiscal year. The 
growth of the service demands our attention, and we hear no good 
reason why the increase asked for should not be given. It is based on 
careful and honest estimates, and if denied the service will grow weak 
instead of strong. We can not expect the service to be weakened on 
the great trunk lines, which are the arteries of travel and of communi- 
cation. These will be maintained to their full efficiency, but it will be 
the side lines upon which so many of us live that will suffer. Wecan 
not afford to cripple them. 

The increase in mail handled during the past year was 15.96 per 
cent. on the preceding year, and the increase in number of miles of 
railroad was 9,264. The Department asks only an increase of 8 per 
cent. over the preceding appropriation, and gives excellent reasons why 
it should be given. Again the bill cripples thousands of post-offices 
throughout the country by reducing the amount required for clerk- 
hire. We all know how urgent the demand is; we all know that at 
third-class post-offices no allowances whatever can be made for rent, 
and clerk-hire can only be given at ‘‘separating offices.” I trust this 
Congress will yet do justice to post-offices of the third class by passing 
a bill now on our Calendar giving the Postmaster-General authority to 
make allowances for rent to post-offices of the third class. 

The bill reduces the appropriation for clerk-hire from $4,900,000 to 
$4,775,000, a decrease of $125,000. While the increase of gross rev- 
enues, as shown by returns from one hundred offices, is 24.32 per cent. 
for 1882-83, it would seem as though an increase of 2.6 per cent. or 
$125,000 ought to be allowed without question. 

The allowances made in 1882-'83 were 2,758; increase over preced- 
ing year, 478; increase per cent., 20.9: applications denied in 1852~-'83, 
2,604; separation offices allowed, 1,732. There is needed to-day in this 
branch of the Department to meet just demands $20,000, and yet one 
office has to be robbed of a portion of itsallowance to give another what 
is absolutely nece sary for the good of the service. 

The bill denies, or attempts to deny, to postmasters below the third 
class what the law of 1883 gives them, and which they are entitled to 
allow themselves in making theirreturns. This will only create a de- 
ficiency which a future Congress must pay. The money will be spent, 
and we might as well appropriate it. The bill appropriates $1,750,000 
less than the closest estimate the Department can make under the con- 
struction of the law of March 1, 1883. 

The bill makes no allowance forthe growth of the service or its grand 
possibilities. In twenty years, 1863 to 1883, the transactions of the 


Post-Office Department have increased over $30,000,000, year by year. 

I append the following table, showing— 

Comparative statement of receipts and expenditures of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment from July 1, 1836, to June 30, 1883. 


$4, 945, 668 21 $3, 288, 319 03 
4,238,733 46 4, 430, 662 21 
4, 484, 656 70 4, 636,536 3L 
4,543,521 92 4,718, 235 64 
4, 890, 383 27 4, 499,527 61 
4,546, 849 65 5, 674,751 80 
4,296,225 43 4,374,753 71 
4, 237, 287 83 4,296,512 70 
4, 289, 841 80 4,320,781 99 
4, 237, 199 35 4, 076, 086 91 
3, 892, 809 23 3,979,542 10 
4, 680,211 10 4, 326, 850 27 
4,705,176 25 4, 479, 049 13 
5, 499, 984 86 5, 212, 953 43 
6, 410, 604 33 6, 278, 401 68 
6, 925, 971 28 7, 108, 459 O4 
7,495, 724 70 7, 982, 756 59 
8, 992,335 18 8,577, 424 12 
9, 756, 678 39 9, 968, 342 29 
10, 669,703 22 10, 405, 286 36 
11, 881, 956 43 11, 508, 057 93 
12, 166, 063 57 12,722,470 01 
11, 884, 430 56 11, 4538, 083 63 
19, 672, 234 94 19, 170, 609 89 
12, 989, 102 93 13, 606,759 11 
10, 898, 774 61 11, 125, 564 13 
12, 171, 638 31 11,314, 206 84 
13, 188, 233 78 12, 644, 786 20 
14, 560,127 16 13, 694, 728 28 
14, 436, 986 21 15, 352, 079 30 
19, 288, 693 54 19, 235, 483 46 

21, 989, 125 80 22, 730, 592 65 

24, 051, 626 02 23, 698, 131 50 
23, 794, 361 50 23, 998, 837 63 

24, 163, 245 42 24, 390, 104 08 

26, 909, 176 37 26, 658, 192 31 
28, 987, 216 57 29, O84, 945 67 

32, 398,505 37 32, 126, 414 58 

33, 496, 007 55 33, 611, 309 45 

33, 722, 780 53 33, 263, 487 58 

34, 544, 885 26 33, 436,322 44 

34,585, 169 77 34, 165, 084 49 

33,339,948 11 33, 449, 890 45 

36, 915, 196 54 35, 542, 503 68 
40, 083,319 43 39, 592, 566 22 
41, 883,005 27 40, 482, 021 23 
45, 530,109 46 43, 282, O44 43 


It will be seen that the Post-Office Department for many years has 
been steadily self-sustaining. 

As one instance illustrating the growth of the mail service it may be 
stated that forty years ago in the New York post-office in an entire week 
the weight of the mailsamounted to but 19,000 pounds. Now that weight 
leaves New York every two hours, or more than one hundred and twenty 
tons daily by various routes. On January 16 last there was dispatched 
from New York over seventy-five tons of mail; the receipts also coming 
near that figure. Right here I desire to pay my respects to our amiable 
and liberal friend from Colorado who has so much to say about swing- 
ing wide open the doors of the national Treasury, and whe loses no op- 
portunity to charge New York with many of the sins which overtake 
the financial world. Iam proud to say to him that a comparison of 
postal revenues shows that the “‘ little” State of New York alone yields 
a sufficient revenue to run the postal business of seventeen ‘‘ great” 
States like Colorado, ‘and not work very hard either. 

Statement showing postal receipts and expenditures of States and Territories 
for year ending June 30, 1883. 
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a aa $630,515 84 | $585,897 08 |...... $44,618 76 
371,084 85 | 308,019 65 63,065 20 
339,798 05 | 327,467 99 |. 2 12, 330 06 
.| 2,999,683 16 | 1, 888, 222 04 |. «| 1,111,461 12 
332,643 15 | 183,024 64 |. 149,618 51 
Connecticut .| 882,662 39| 644,114 16 .| 238,548 23 
New York 8, 166,559 48 | 5,352,829 66 2,813,729 82 
New Jersey 960, 186 13 710,582 51 249, 603 62 
Pennsylvan: 4,048,738 40 | 3,061,567 82 987,170 58 
Delaware. 103,748 02 81,416 55 |.. 22,301 47 
Maryland. 784,264 18 813, 995 38 
Virginia....... 666, 001 97 997,638 16 
West Virginia 245,139 86 | 278,338 92° 
North Carolina.. 337,009 74 492,490 97 
South Carolina.. 279, 342 91 389, 101 09 
Georgia ... 559, 140 09 | 758,109 07 
Florida..... 181, 611 11 234, 968 61 
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is commendable in every legislative body, and if not practiced by the ex- 
ecutive branches of our Government would sap the life of the Republic. 

But economy is a word the meaning of which the Democratic party 
does not seem to understand. Economy may, and does, consist as much 
in the wise, the necessary, the judicious expenditure of money for pur- 
poses necessary to the general growth, prosperity, and welfare of the 
country as in keeping it hid and confined in the Treasury vaults. With 
our Democratic friends the word economy seems to be the synonym of 
penuriousness, except when applied to Democratic officials, and then 
ELC) | economy and extravagance seem to be synonymous in the Democratic vo- 


Statement showing postal receipts and expenditures, &c.—Continued. 


States and Territories. 


Total receipts. 

Total expenditures. 
Excess of expendi- 
tures over receipts. 
Excess of receipts 
over expenditures, 


2,900,088 49 | 3,330,198 77 | 430,160 28 |.....cccsesscoeess cabulary. The Democratic idea seems to be that the Congress can not 
1,595, 770 76 | 1, 261, 868 15 |...-eoveec-reees ses give the Republican administration little enough nor a Democratic 
Beat see = eer ~ 130, OL Davo sccencesose cosere office-holder too much. 
1,095, 144 20 | ` 979,289 57 S54 To be sure, our Democratic friends are compelled to operate in a small 
1 477, bs R L phy = > ` way at present, as applying economy of this kind to themselves, but they 
oes er ” 708" 467 62 are attempting to operate on a scale when dealing with the Repub- 
546,656 96 | 567,793 37 lican Executive De ents of the Government. For the Democratic 
oo 7 piper My committees of this House they cannothave too many clerks nortoomuch 
oor aos 79 oe ao 62 pay. They have clerks for committees that never meet or that meet 
447,038 08 | 526,525 67 but once or twice during a session of Congress, and never report anything 
tien = DEAE B to the House unless it be a bill of expenses. But when the Postmaster- 
T 58 io 963 72 General asks for the money required to pay and keep in the employment 
875, 657 46 | 870,653 28 of the Government the clerks absolutely necessary to care for and dis- 
a oat j DADIS z tribute the mails of the country, with full ‘ean Se of the facts and 
81.155 35 | 187,575 95 of the amount required, the Democratic majority of the Committee on 
473,864 66 | 619, 464 76 Appropriations cuts down the amount recommended to a figure below 
Se 9 aay aoe 4 what experience has po roved absolutely necessary. I desire it distinctly 
99.114 80 | 193° 048 23 g ~ | understood that I believe the people of this country will resent, when 
813,169 85 | 291, 993 99 |....s.ssecseveresseee opportunity presents, this attempt to cripple our railway mail service. 
ie 4 neg! TA . - | The people of this country are ready and willing to pay most liberally 
48,629 35 78 456 74 $ ~ | for the rapid and safe carriage and delivery of the mails. 
121,729 13 | 167,200 10 ï I think I may safely say there has been no charge of extravagance 
204, 663 = $08, as OT |orsneeressnesrsenes in this department of the service. The facilities afforded are good, but 
"339 89 | 62, 483 UU | not sufficient. The employés are hard worked, poorly paid, and not 
sufficient in number. The population of the country is ae increas- 
s9 er every 


d ing. The lines of railroad are reaching out farther and 
year; and where goes the steam-horse with the train of cars, there must 
go the railway mail service. Eager for knowledge, hungry for news, 
fhe men and women and the boys and girls watch the co of the 
train, and are more Apn Sa a delayed mail train than at the non- 
arrival of friends or express matter. 
The following table shows the gowth of the mail service from 1836 
to 1883. In that time its annual receipts have grown from $5,000,000 
to $45,000,000, and for many years it has been self-sustaining: 


Mr. BELFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SKINNER. No, I can not; my time has nearly expired. Iam 
sorry, for I like to hear you talk. 

Does politics enter into the preparation of this bill on the part of the 
committee? Is there fear of retaining men in Government employ or 
of increasing the number in view of apyronohing olecons! Whatever 
may be charged in other directions the Postoffice Department is free 
from any charges which make it dangerous as a political power. Noth- 
ing can be shown to prove that a ica ag administration has not 
dealt equitably by all parties and all people 

It is liberal in its treatment of all sections of the country. Ademand 
from Democratic Mississippi is heard as quickly and treated as fairly as 
a demand from Republican Iowa. Has any privilege been denied on 
political grounds? None whatever. The seventeen States and Terri- 
tories of the Union which yield the postal revenues of this Government 
are nearly a solid Republican phalanx. They do not seek to deny to 
the remaining States any privilege accorded to them. 

The next President of the United States will not be a Democrat simply 
because the Committee on Appropriations of this House cuts down the 

estimates four or five millions of dollars, or because it systemati- 
cally pares the estimates given by the Departments. In short, he will not 
bea Democratanyway! But no man wasever elected President because 
heor his party attempted to starve the Army, ridicule the Navy, orcripple 
the Post-Office Department. What the people want is a liberal, not a 
narrow policy—a liberal policy, honestly administered, without favorit- 
ism or sinecurism; and they have always shown that they appreciate it. 


Comparative statement of receipts and expenditures of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment from July 1, 1836, to June 30, 1883. 
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For the past twenty-three years Republican administrations have i 508, 
dealt justly with all sections; they have kept up with the spirit of the z 166, : 722, 
times; they have notlooked back. When the people have demanded an ion l Hy 
advance they have always been atthe front to serve them. They have 12, 989, 13, 606, 
given the people every privilege and advantage demanded by the in- a; aon 
crease of population and intelligence. It will do the same for twenty- TETEN ae 
three years to come. 14, 560, 13, 694, 

People read more newspapers, write more letters, ten to one, than a 436, wees 
they did twenty years ago, and they demand a Government which keeps orcas 22'730. 
even pace with their enlightenment. 24,051, 23, 698, 131 

We are legislating for the public, not for parties; we are dealing with tey irer 
a question of vital importance to the comfort and convenience of 50,- ey 176 26, 658" 192 
000,000 of people, not making political platforms or electing Presidents. 28, 987,216 29, 084, 945 

Mr. RAY, of NewYork. Mr. Chairman, judging from the conduct of = aS oes 
the political majority of this House, the Democratic party seems to have 33.722. 780 33! 263, 487 
two peculiar cardinal virtues which control its action so far as it has to 34, O44, 885 33, 486, 322 
do with aiding in the administration of the affairs of this Government. Sy aon ous pang 

The first is extravagance as applied to Democratic employés, and 36, 913, 196 38, 542. 803 
which they call liberality, and the second is parsimony, as applied to 40, 083, 319 39, 592, 566 
the Republican Executive Departments, and which they call economy. a oe Br ola 


True econoiny is one of the greatest virtues of any government. It, 
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Then why is it that a deliberate effort is made to cripple this branch 
of the service? Do our Democratic friends expect that they can compel 
the Department to ‘‘squeeze through’’ and get the mail matter delivered 
at a small expense, and thus gain a reputation for economy? Or is it 
that you hope to keep out of Goverment employ a large number of 
persons lest they should help swell the great army of Republican office- 
holders and perhaps vote the Republican ticket? Or is it that you 
may create a large deficiency for the next Congress, which you know 
will be Republican, to provide for, so that you can make a contrast for 
the next campaign, and thus by false pretenses try to get power in this 
House two years out of every four? 

If you desire to retain your majority in this House you must throw 
aside your assumed virtues and cultivate real ones. You must study 
the wants and the wishes of the people, keep pace with the march of 
events, and administer to the intellectual wants of the people with no 
niggardly hand. There is another feature of this bill that demands at- 
tention. It is proposed to cut down the salaries of the postmasters of 
nine of the largest cities of this country to $4,000 per annum. The 
gentleman from Illinois contesses that the bill strikes at the city of New 
York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Boston, Saint Louis, Chicago, San Fran- 
cisco, Cincinnati, and Washington. These nine cities furnish more rev- 
enue to the Post-Office Department than any nine Democratic States in 
the Union. Of course I exclude the States of New York, Connecticut, 
and New Jersey (States that are classed as doubtful)—States that the 
Peman from Missouri the other day called barnacles on the rotten 

ulk of the Democratic party. Thank God, he shall no more so term 
them. In November next they will each prove a thorn in the side of 
the Democratic party. 

To properly administer the affairs of these offices requires the best 
skill, the highest intelligence, and the most onerous labors. These 
offices require the services of men who in any department of business 
can command the highest salaries; men who are able to earn, and who 
demand for the support of their families, much larger salaries. I de- 
sire to ask the gentlemen who reported this bill if they wish to drive 
from these. places men of character, intelligence, skill, and business 
capacity, and fill them with a class of men of inferior abilities? Or 
is it your intention simply to put these men on such small pay that 
by no possibility can they contribute to the success of the Republican 
party in the approaching campaign. i 
I confess that I believe your object purely political and not econom- 
ical. The people of this country so understand it, and they will duly 
resent it. It seems to me that you cannot afford to seek political gain 
at the expense of the public good; that you cannot afford to attempt 
to lift a political party into power by destroying the efficiency of the 
Postal Department in these great cities. 

Sir, I shall expect a round scolding from the Democratic side for my 
temerity in presuming to offer advicé to our Democratic brethren. I 
know I am presumptuous, and that a new member of this august body 
deserves censure for assuming to differ from the condensed wisdom of 
the gentlemen on the other side who, by “* long service in this House,” as 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania says, have become entitled forsooth 
to guide and direct the whole legislation of the country. I shall ex- 
pect a severe rebuke, such as the distinguished gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] administered the other day to the distin- 
guished gentleman from New York [Mr. DoRSHEIMER] who assumed 
to advocate the armament of three vessels of war to protect the com- 
merce of the United States. 

Sir, I expected the gentleman from New York to assert his manliness 
and exhibit some of his old-time vigor, such as he was wont to display 
in the legislative halls of the State of New York, in which State he re- 
sides, and where, as lieutenant-governor, he presided over the senate of 
that great State. Sir, I was astonished when I found him obedient to 
the crack of the party whip and when I saw him bow down in meek 
submission to the dictation of party will, even at the expense of his 
ideas of what is due to the dignity of the Navy of this great country. 

Sir, for full fifteen minutes were we entertained by that other dis- 
tinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], whoso fervently ad- 
vocated the full armament and equipment of the star actress Langtry 
(an English cruiser), and he met with no rebuke. On the contrary 
he was listened to with the most profound attention by our Democratic 
friends, who treated with contempt the dignified and manly address 
that pleaded for the American Navy. But the reason was plain, The 
gentleman who advocated an appropriation to arm and equip American 
war vessels was trenching on the Democratic idea of economy. He was 
advocating a doctrine that rendered it possible for a Republican ad- 
ministration to employ a few hundred men in our navy-yards; to add 
to the dignity of this nation; to command the respect of the civilized 

world. 

But, sir, I am departing somewhat from the object that I had in ris- 
ing to address the House. With considerable labor and care I have 
tabulated the figures bearing on the question to which I last referred, 
and I am prepared to say that in my judgment it would be a shameful 
act to pass this bill in its present form. 

The following table shows the receipts and disbursements in the 
several States and Territories, and that but one Democratic State pays 
its postal expenses: 


Statement showing postal receipts and expenditures of States and Territories 
Jor year ending June 30, 1833. 
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New Hampshire... | 871,084 85 308,019 65 |.. 065 
Vermont......... 339,798 05 327, 467 99 |.. 
Massachusetts. 2, 999,683 16 | 1, 888, 222 04 
Rhode Island 332, 643 15 183, 024 64 
Connecticut. 882, 662 39 644, 114 16 
New York 8, 166,559 48 | 5, 352, 829 66 
New Jersey. 960, 186 13 710, 582 51 | 
Pennsylvania..... „| 4,048,738 40 | 3,061,507 82 |... 
Delaware .... «| 103,743 02 | ` 81,446 55 | 
Maryland. «| 784,264 18 813, 995 38 
Virginia ..... | 666,001 97 | 997, 638 16 
West Virgini 245, 139 86 278,338 92 | 
North Carolin 337,009 74 492,490 97 
South Carolina | 279,342 91 389, 101 09 
ete | 559,140 09 | 758,109 07 | 
Florida 181,611 11 284, 968 61 
E 2, 900,038 49 | 3,330,198 77 Sauaek 
| 1,595,770 76 | 1,261,868 15 |. . 333, 902 61 
1, 192,992 03 | 1,323,366 64 | 130,374 6l oo... Spaad 
3, 834,396 22 | 2,982,077 07 |.. 852,319 15 
1,095, 144 20 979, 289 57 |. 115, 84 63 
1, 477, 336 72 | 1,375,868 60 101, 46 
| 1,836,378 42 | 1,989,855 87 | 
685, 523 61 798, 467 62 | 
546, 656 96 567,793 37 
351,461 19 528, 663 $4 | 
283,797 11 385, 274 89 | 
267,856 79 433, 829 62 
447,088 08 | 526,525 67 | 
921,381 90 | 1,223,819 57 
Californ 1, 241, 602 40 | 1,518,619 31 | 
202,048 58 277, 963 72 
875, 657 46 870, 653 28 
826, 652 OL | 1,109,736 57 
500, 321 83 | 1,045,773 42 9 a 
$1,155 35 7,875 9 106,720 60 |.. 
473, 864 66 619, 464 7i 145, 600 10 |... 
125,805 90 | 280,446 09 | 
95,593 24 147,396 81 
99,114 80 193, 048 23 
313,169 35 | 291,993 99 
71, 180 08 189, 199 43 1 
54,735 32 | 143,225 19 
48,629 35| 73,456 74| 29 
121,729 13 | 167,200 10 | 45,470 37 | 
Alaska. ...... ... 407 30 Wy GG) Kanagan 
District of Columbia. 204,563 93 363, 922 05 | 69,358 12 
Indian Territory........... 27, 359 89 | 62, 483 33 35,143 H.. 
44,827,473 89 (42,412,349 59 | 4,707,277 85 | 7,122,402 15 
Add miscellaneousitems' 238, 150 93 | 305 13 305 13 238, 150 93 
45, 065, 624 82 142, 412, 654 72 | 4,707,582 98 | 7,360,553 08 


The nine Democratic States yielding the largest revenue give a postal 
revenue of $5,463,612.40, and their expenses are $7,959,139.25, show- 
ing an annual deficiency of $2,495,526.85, excluding of course the cities 
of Baltimore and Saint Louis from these figures. These nine cities, 
at which this bill strikes, give an annual revenue of $12,323,798, and 
the total expenses of these offices are $2,393,098, giving us a surplus 
revenue in these nine cities of $9,930,700. 
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| Receipts. Expenses. 
STATES. 
| 46119| $528,663 84 
140 09 | 758, 109 07 
523 61| 793.467 62 
038 08 | 526,525 67 
26418 | 813,995 38 
. 373 42 1, 989, 855 57 
. 381 90 1, 223,819 57 
, 656 96 567,793 37 
666,001 97 | 907,638 16 
6, S17, 845 40 


Deduct receipts and expenses of Baltimore and Saint | | 
NSC TAREE I A A E ES $1,334,234 00 | $245. 729 00 


5,483,612 40 | 7,959,139 
Deduct receipts from expenses. ......-.cc:cccreeres reese tener Jésecenenesvonsypasaes | 5,463,612 40 
Deficiency in the nine Democratic States......... dosgehurceseab ivi peeh 2, 495,526 85 

Deficiency, including receipts and expendi- 
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$67, 619 

1, 949, 199 00 382, 651 

„| 1,579, 235 00 263, 283 
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joston......... ...| 1,508, 218 00 K 
Saint Louis. $43,730 00 150, 834 
San Francise 558, 134 00 100, 472 
Cincinnati... 638, 624 00 111.1 
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Receipts and expenses in nine States and cities, &e.—Continued. 
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Surplus revenue in these cities 


The salaries paid the postmasters in these nine great cities of the na- 
tion, and which yield to this Government this immense surplus reve- 
nue, are as follows: 


pa York... Birra 
Philadeip 6, 000 
Boston... 6, 000 
Saint Louis... 6, 000 
San Francisco .. . 5,000 
Cincinnati .. 6, 000 
Baltimore .. 5,000 
ashington .. 5,000 
Salaries paid .. „.. 53,000 
Ponti DEODORO arrens iraan aa a Ans EA A E OS, 36,000 
P A A E T EER 7,000 


Now, my experience is that if we would have work well done we 
must have it well paid. We must have the compensation commen- 
surate in some degree at least with the labor, the risk, and the respon- 
sibility. These postmasters give bail in an immense sum, and they are 
responsible not only for their own acts, but for the acts of their subordi- 
nates, Then should they be cut down to a mere pittance, or shall their 
salaries be ed according to the receipts, the responsibilities, the 
labors? Is it economy to take from them every pecuniary incentive to 
make their respective offices produce the largest possible revenue? Is 
it becoming to the dignity of this Government to cut down the salaries of 
these officials to a figure that will simply command the services of ordi- 
nary men, and barely suffice for the support of themselves and families 
in the most economical manner and deprive them of the hope of sav- 
ing a single penny? 

No, sir; we owe to every citizen a duty, and we can ill afford to de- 
grade the character of any official. And I assert that this Government 
can well afford to pay these nine men their present salaries for safely 
administering the postal affairs and collecting the moneys at these nine 
great commercial centers, which produce more than one-fourth of the 
entire postal revenues of this country and make the service more than 
self-supporting. 

To pass this bill in its present form will publish our parsimony and 
indicate no economy. But, sir, I desire to present another table of 
figures showing the receipts and expenditures of the postal service in 
the States in which are situated the six large cities named in the above 
table, and excluding, of course, the receipts and disbursements of those 
six cities, namely: New York, Chicago, Philadelphia, Boston, San Fran- 
cisco, and Cincinnati. ` 


States. 


Deficiency in six States, not including those cities.............. 3,581, 415 52 


Expenses above receipts in such States, as follows: 


E r E E E tearembUoon fiesta T A 3,581,415 52 
Now, taking these six States in which are situated six of these large 
cities, we find them giving a large surplus. 


Surplus of postal receipts over expenses in six States. 


Receipts. | Expenses 
$3,166,559 48 | $5,352, 829 66 
2,834,396 22 | 2,982,077 07 
4,048,738 40 | 3,061,567 82 
2, 999, 683 16 1, 888, 222 04 
1,241,602 40| 1,518,619 31 
2,900,038 49 | 3,330, 198 77 
28,191,018 15 | 18,133,514 67 
18, 133,514 67 | 
Surplus in six States.........ssesersssssessereseeeen| 5,057,508 43 | 
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Thus we find that the States in which are situated six of the large 
cities at which it is proposed to strike giving us a grand surplus revenue 
of $5,057,503.48, while nine of the very best Democratic States in the 
Union giving the largest postal revenue, and including the States in 
which are situated two of the cities struck at, Baltimore and Saint 
Louis, show a deficiency of $2,495,526.85, not including those cities, 
and a deficiency of $1,357,021.85, including them, while the nine cities 
struck at by this bill give us the magnificent surplus revenue of 
$9,930,700 with which to support a postal service in the poorer States. 
And yet you propose to cripple the service, impair the efficiency of the 
employés in these six States and in these nine cities, to the detriment 
of the people, and the business, educational, and religious interests of 
this great country, under the plea of Democratic economy. 

Gentlemen, you have the power to do it, but remember the people 
have the power to remedy the evil and rebuke this assault upon the best 
postal system and the most efficient service of the world. 

There are other, many other, provisions of this bill which are most 
objectionable, but want of time prevents their consideration. Itis only 
necessary for me to say that civilization has marched on, and will con- 
tinue to march on despite the Democratic party. Some one has said 
that progress has its halts as well as its marches. 

You may command and in part force a halt in the progress of the 
grand postal system of this country if you will, but the intellizent 
people will rise in their power and revoke the orders and demand the 
restoration of every facility that tends to build up commerce, aids agri- 
cultural and manufacturing enterprises, and gives intelligence to the 
people. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, every gentleman on the other 
side of the House who has spoken on this bill has exercised not only 
the privilege of criticising in severe and unfair terms the action of the 
committee, but has made politics a prominent feature of his remarks. 
The House will bear me witness that in my opening speech I refrained 
from any political allusion whatever. It was introduced into this de- 
bate by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr], and his course has 
been followed by all those on the opposite side who have subsequently 
spoken. Before I discuss the political questions introduced here I wish 
to correct some of the errors into which gentlemen have fallen. 

The Committee on Appropriations of this Democratic House have 
had the highest appreciation of the fact that the postal service is a rap- 
idly growing one, and that there is absolute necessity for increase of 
appropriation in that service every year. But I charge that the Re- 
publican Congress last year failed to appreciate that fact, for instead of 
providing an increase of appropriation to meet the growing demand on 
the service, that Republican Congress reduced the appropriation for 
1884 $154,000 below the appropriation of the previous year, 1883, al- 
lowing not one dime for increase of service during the year, but on the 
contrary curtailing and cutting down necessary appropriations for the 
service. Now look at the real . Did we reduce the appropriations 
below those of last year? No; on the contrary we have increased the 
appropriations above those of last year nearly $2,000,000. Why, what 
did the last Congress do on this item providing pay for postmasters, 
which has been so much criticised? Notwithstanding the in- 
crease in the number of postmasters, the Republican House only in- 
creased the appropriation $450,000 above that of the previous year, 
and they made the appropriations $1,065,000 less than was paid post- 
masters the previous year. 

What further? It appears that for the Post-Office Department, under 
the control of Republican officials, the appropriation for the pay of post- 
masters was $181,000 less than the books of the Post-Office Department 
showed had been paid to postmasters the preceding year. How does 
such action compare with our committee, which has increased the ap- 
propriation for postmasters’ salaries one million and a quarter of dollars, 
and yet you come and declare the Democratic party has not appreciated 
and provided for the increase of the service. 

In regard to postal clerks, about which so much has been said, I wish 
to call attention to the e of the Postmaster-General. Before 
proceeding further I desire to say nothing shall fall from my lips against 
the present able Postmaster-General Gresham. I am speaking of the 
maladministration and the corruption which ran riot in the Post-Office 
Department before his entrance into that office. He wasa gallant soldier 
during the late war, and an able, conscientious, and upright judge in 
Indiana, and I believe him to be an able and upright Postmaster-Gen- 
eral. Iam sorry I can not say as much for some of those who pre- 
ceded him, and for some other officers who have held positions in that 
Department within the past few years. The committee has res 
the recommendations of Mr. Gresham and have given careful consider- 
ation to all his estimates, although at times differing withhim. What 
does he say in regard to clerks in post-offices ? 


. Many clerks desi ted, not, however, by statute,as assistant postmasters, 
superintendents of division, cashiers. auditors, &c., were paid salaries ranging 
from $3,000 to $3,500,and many more were paid salaries ranging from $2,000 to 
$3,000, Postmasters, backed as many of them are by influential friends, have in 
some cases been unreasonable in their demands for allowances, and it is not 
surprising that some of them have received more than their share of the appro- 
priation while others have received less. 


This is the language of the Postmaster-General. 
There, my Republican friends, is your Postmaster-General telling 
you plainly that out of the meager appropriations made by last year’s 
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bill some officers, ‘‘backed by influential friends,’’ obtained a large 
and disproportionate number of clerks to the detriment of others. If 
it had not been for the presence of ‘influential friends)’ no doubt 
the clerks would have been distributed in such a manner as to have af- 
forded a sufficient number to all. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him 
just here? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ican not. I have but very limited time, and 
beg not to be interrupted. Now, we have increased the item for post- 
office clerks, and if I had time I believe I could convince any fair mind 
from the reports of the Post-Office Department and other data that if 
the number this fund will employ is wisely distributed and outside 
‘influential friends” do not interfere we have appropriated all that is 

for this service. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman will pardon me, but I do not un- 
derstand this as an increase. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now I wish to devote some attention to a few 
of the features of this debate. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Before the gentleman does that will he 
not allow a question upon the merits of the bill ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have not the time now to yield to the gen- 
tleman. He will have ample opportunity when the paragraphs of the 
bill are being discussed to ask, and I can then answer all his inquiries 
upon the details of the bill. . 

Mr. Chairman, as I have already remarked when I was first on the 
floor, and had called attention to the fact that last year the Republican 
Congress, disregarding the enormously increased demand for the pay- 
ment of the salaries of postmasters, appropriated only $450,000 more 
than the previous year, and that it had failed to appropriate $1,065,394 
as much as was required for actual expenditures of the previous year, 
and that the Post-Office officials had failed to estimate by $181,394 as 
much as the expenditures of the previous year required, and the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. HORR) when on his feet admitted that the 
appropriations of last year were so meager and less than the needed 
amount as to occasion a deficiency of $2,000,000 on the appropriations 
for this year—— 

Mr. HORR. Not on this item. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Was it on the aggregate of the bill? 

Mr. HORR. Yes, on the entire bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. A deficiency of $2,000,000; while on the other 
hand by this bill we have increased the appropriations of last year, and 
have given as much as the positively ascertained estimates show are 

. At that point in my remarks the very strange conduct of 
the Republican Co and the Post-Office Department caused my 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. LyMAN]—I am sorry to find he is not 
in his seat—who is unsophisticated in the ‘‘ ways that are dark and the 
tricks that are vain,’’ practiced by his political associates in Congress, 
innocently to inquire of me what was the reason for this strange action 
of the Post-Office Department and of the Republican Congress. Sir, 
well may such conduct excite the curiosity of any fair-minded and can- 
did man and cause him to make the inquiry, no matter to what polit- 
ical party he may belong. 

I will now give the answer. His party friends can not plead igno- 
rance as a justification for the refusal of the Department to make a suf- 
ficiently large estimate, because the books were there showing them 
how much it was their duty to estimate for. They well knew that 
more would be required than was asked. Nor can his party friends in 
the last Congress justify themselves upon the pleaof ignorance, because 
they were frequently reminded by Democratic members in the debate 
that occurred on the bill last year of the inadequacy of the appropri- 
ation for postmasters’ salaries and that there would. be a deficiency in 
this item. Why, then, were they guilty of such an omission of duty? 
Sir, I charge that they did so with the deliberate intention to deceive 
the country into the belief that they were in favor of economy, and to 
create a deficiency that this, a Democratic House, would be required 
to fill in order that their stump orators might how] and rail against 
Democratic extravagance and in favor of Republican economy. Why, 
sir, we all know the postal service absolutely requires, as I have here- 
tofore stated, increased appropriations every year; and yet last year 
they actually failed to appropriate by several hundred thousand dollars 
as much as was appropriated the preceding year. 

There are other items in this bill where the same false pretense was 
practiced by the political associates of my friend from Massachusetts, 
who I am glad to see is now in his seat, but I have not time to refer 
to them in the few minutes now at my command. 

Sir, their conduct in this debate is but a part of the programme 
adopted last year. After making inadequate appropriations for this 
service and creating large deficiencies, they come in now at this session 
of Congress with an assumption of virtue they have not and rail at us 
for not making enormous and extravagantly increased appropriations. 
When we offer 13 per cent. increase in the appropriation for the sal- 
aries of postmasters over that of the last Congress, when they made the 
appropriation themselves, they still demand that we shall give millions 
more. How rapidly do the salaries of postmasters annually increase, if 
13 per cent. is not sufficient? Can you claim that postmasters’ sal- 
aries are annually increasing at a greater rate than that? 


When the gentleman from Michigan reached the item for star routes, 
although we gave every cent estimated as n by the Department 
for that service (and we have not taken a dollar off the estimates), not- 
withstanding that fact the gentleman rises in his place and denounces. 
the Democrats on the committee as having made meager appropriations 
for the star routes. And when I reminded him that his own party 
had made inadequate appropriations, he replied, we must not imitate 
the blunders but the virtues and the beauties of his party. 

Sir, his party has shown no virtues in the past fifteen years worthy of 
imitation. No political organization ever existed in any civilized country 
that has a record reeking with more corruption than the record the 
Republican party has made in the last fifteen years. No party has 
ever existed in a free land so utterly destitute of political virtues, so 
unfaithful to public trusts, so prolific in false pretense and hypocrisy 
as the Republican party during the last fifteen years of its history. 

Mr. BELFORD rose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do not interrupt me. I ask the gentleman 
from Colorado to contain himself. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Why do you not include the time of the war? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Look at the record it has made during the 
past fifteen years. No American citizen can read it without crimson- 
ing with shame and humiliation for his country. I am willing to con- 
cede that many of the founders of that party were men of exalted vir- 
tues, of lofty aims, and noble purposes. But what became of those 
virtuous, noble, and pure-minded men who helped to create the Re- 
publican party ? 

Mr. WELLER. They went into the National party. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Where did Chase go? Where did Sumner go? 
Where did Seward go? Where did Andrew Johnson go? [Laughter 
on the Republican side.] Where did Lyman Trumbull, ANDREW G. 
CURTIN, and John W. Palmer—where did the best and most patriotic 
Republican leaders of 1856 and 1860 go when they discovered that their 
party had fallen under the baleful influence of the bad men who had 
prostituted it to base purposes? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, made a remark from his seat. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Oh, we heard from Iowa last fall, and will 
hear still better news from that State next fall, I trust. 

Sir, when that party was converted into a spoils-hunting band the 
bravest and most upright of the leaders who had led it to victory 
abandoned that party and affiliated with the Democratic party, the only 
political organization of the country that had patriotic aims and sought 
to administer the Governmentin theinterest of the people. And many 
of those leaders are there to-day, doing valuable service for that party 
and the country. 

Sir, the star-route item in this bill is a dangerous one upon which 
to proclaim the virtues and beauties of the Republican party. It brings 
up reminiscences that the gentleman from Michigan, as a Republican, 
should be glad to see buried in oblivion. For in the record of the 
many scandals with which the administration of that party has afflicted 
this country that page stands, not as the darkest, but as one of its most 
shameful actsof maladministration. But, sir, there are many other dark 
chapters in its history which can not be forgotten, when he would have 
us believe it has virtues and beauty. We can not forget that his party 
opened the vaults of the Treasury to the wickedest rings and thieves 
that ever cursed a free land, plunderers who have fattened upon spoils 
forced by iniquitous laws of taxation from a suffering people. 

It was just such arguments as that made by the gentleman from 
Michigan—with different motives, I have no doubt—that the extrava- 
gant and unnecessary appropriations were obtained which were plun- 
dered from the Treasury by the thieving star-route contractors, creating 
one of the saddest episodes in the history of any administration of this 
Government. Such arguments for extravagant appropriations opened 
the door of the Treasury to the Credit Mobilier band, the t-trader 
plunderers, and the*whisky ring, as well as many other raids on the 
Treasury. But I will pause; I will not recount the crimes of that party 
against the sacred rights of suffrage—its debauching of the ballot-box, 
its never-to-be-forgotten or pardoned crime of depriving a rightfully 
elected President of his office by fraud, perjury, and forgery; and yet 
with such a damning record before him the gentleman prates of the vir- 
tues of his party. 

Let me warn the gentleman thatif he is preparing campaign material 
for the next election he can not aid his cause by bringing up this record 
of his party. Sir, the people will remember these deeds of your party 
in the next election. It will be tried upon the indictment which I 
have but outlined, and if there be virtue and intelligence enough among 
our people, and I think there is, your party will be convicted and con- 
demned to everlasting obloquy and oblivion. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. REED. Can not the gentleman’stime be extended ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iask that the bill be now read by paragraphs for 
amendment. 

Mr. REED. The bill will appearrather tame after the gentleman’s 


speech. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has six minutes re- 
maining of the time allowed by the House for general debate. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ido not claim it. 
The CHAIRMAN. General debate, then, is now closed by consent, 
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and the bill will be read by paragraphs, and will be open for amendment 
and debate under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, appropriated for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the year ending June 30, 1885, out of 
any money in the ies wad arising from the revenues of said Department, in 
conformity to the act of July 2, 1836, as follows. 

Mr. KASSON. Iask the gentleman in charge of the bill if this 
clause which has just been read authorizing the appropriations to be 
made only out of the revenues of the Department will accomplish its 
purpose in case of those revenues, by reason of the reduction of postage 
or otherwise, falling short of the necessary amount. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will explain. If this bill is sustained by the 
House according to the estimates made by the Postmaster-General of 
the incoming revenues, there will be a considerable surplus left out of 
the income of the postal service; because we have reduced the appro- 
priations considerably below the estimates. I will say further that 
those estimates of the incoming revenue were made by the Postmaster- 
General some time before it was ascertained what would be the effect 
of the reduction in the rates of letter It was supposed there 
might be a decrease of somethitig like one-third in the receipts from 
letter-postage stamps, But the returns have since shown the revenues 
are to be very much larger than the Postmaster-General and other offi- 
cers of the Department supposed, and it is believed by many good 
judges that the revenues will reach nearly $50,000,000 ; so that there 
is no probability of a deficiency. 

Mr. KASSON. Is there in the bill any clause that provides, in case 
there is a deficiency, that it shall be supplied from any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘There is not, because we kept below the esti- 
mates of revenue, and therefore no need exists for such a clause, 

Mr. KASSON. I am aware that the receipts in the cities from the 
sales of stamps have been larger than was estimated; but I do not know 
that that holds of the country at large, while it does hold good of 
the large city offices. I only wished to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill and the committee to the necessity at some 
point of making provision to prevent any embarrassment of the service; 
that if the revenues should fall short the deficiency should be supplied 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; in other 
words, that the usual clause to that effect should be inserted in the bill. 

Mr. HORR. I will say to the gentleman from Iowa that I do not 
think that has ever been done in a bill where the estimates of revenue 
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have been ter than the bill foots up. That provision has only 
been riy where it was estimated the receipts would fall short of 
the expenditures. 


Mr. HAMMOND. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. What 
question is before the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no question pending. 

Mr. KASSON. I will make a motion, so as to bring myself within 
the rule. The gentleman from Georgia (Mr. HAMMOND] will see that 
as a practical question he will gain nothing by forcing me to encumber 
the record with a motion. I move to strike out the last word. 

I was about to say to my friend from Michigan [Mr. Horr] that be- 
fore the Department became cages J there was always an addi- 
tional appropriation besidesthe revenues of the Department. I under- 
stand that the official estimates are not given upon the supposed result 
of the postagelaw. If the gentleman says that the Postmaster-General 
has estimated the receipts under the new law and since it went into 
effect, then of course there is some reason for assuming that as a basis 
for our action. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will answer the gentleman from the bill 
itself, in which it is stated that the estimated revenues for 1885 are 
$47, 104,078.31. 

Mr. KASSON. Will the gentleman state the date of that estimate? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It was contained in the annual report of the 
Postmaster-General made to this Congress. The bill appropriates 
$45,261,900, nearly $2,000,000 less than the estimated revenues. 

Mr. HORR. And in addition to that let me say that the Department, 
jadging from the receiptssince that estimate was made, is satisfied that 
the revenues will be in excess even of $47,000,000. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And I will further suggest that the question 
= aot properly arise for consideration until we have gone through 

e bill. 

Mr. KASSON. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. BELFORD. I desire to renew the amendment. We have wit- 
nessed strange spectacles in this House within the last few days. Think 
of it; the Democratic party, posing as the grand economic party of the 
country, reduced the amount of appropriations in the naval appropria- 
tion bill $8,000,000 below the estimates, though we were confronted at 
that time with the combined hostility of Europe. It was done under 
the advice of Democrats from Pennsylvania and from New York. To- 
day we see a Western member from Ilinois playing the part of a decoy- 
ee around which the other Democrats are flocking, as in the play of 

un a 

What does this bill do? It reduces the appropriations below the 
estimates over $4,000,000, with a constantly increasing population. 
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there a gentleman on the floor of this House who will deny that the 
population of this country is daily increasing; that the demand for mail 
facilities, especially in the West, are daily increasing? Yet in view of 
these facts the Democratic party declares that they will not only de- 
stroy our Navy, not only cut down the appropriations for the postal 
service, but I expect that in the case of every appropriation bill pre- 
sented to this House they will declare that there shall be a reduction; 
and that, too, in view of the fact that we have $150,000,000 of sur- 
plus revenue in the Treasury. [Laughter.] Oh, I am going to keep 
pounding at that. And in view of the further fact that the other day 
you had not courage to vote on the bonded-whisky bill, when the only 
result of defeating that bill was to place $70,000,000 more in the Treas- 
ury of the United States. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask—— 

Mr. BELFORD. Oh, no; I have only five minutes. I would bede- 
lighted to accommodate you, but I can never get into the debate here - 
except under the five-minute rule. 

When the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] stands up. 
here in his place and reads a lecture to the Republican party, I point 
him, first, to the fact that you over there had not the courage to con- 
sider the tariff so far as it relates to the wool trade; second, you had not 
the co e to consider the question of the bonded-whisky interests, 
which involve the national banks of this country; and you have not 
the courage to appropriate money enough to supply the people of the 
West with substantial and adequate mail service. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Will the gentleman yield—— 

Mr. BELFORD. No; unless you extend my time, and then I will. 
I appealed to you Democrats to-day to allow me ten minutes on this. 
bill and I could not succeed in getting it. Iam forced, as we all are 
on this side of the House, to speak under the five-minute rule. The 
time for debate upon this bill was carefully farmed out by the gentle- 
man in charge of it. X 

I want to commend the engineers and managers of the Committee on 
Appropriations on the fact that they seduced a Western man to bring 
in a bill here which puts the knife into the very bosom of the mail serv- 
ice of the West. They were wise and smart; but we in the West will 
have courage, and sense, and discretion enough to hold the Democratic 
party responsible for that act, 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I do not wish to make a speech on this bill, but 
simply to relieve the Democratic party of the charge made by the gen- 
tleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD]. The gentleman made the charge 
that the Democratic party dodged the question of the bonded-whisk 
bill. I simply wish to refer the House to the vote on that bill, and if 
gentlemen can find that the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] 
voted for it, then the record is certainly wrong. 

Mr. BELFORD. I did not know the bill was coming up that day. 
I told Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, that I would vote for the bill. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. But the gentleman did not appear, and when 
the question came up he deliberately di it and did not vote. 

Mr. BELFORD. It was Saturday, and I was attending to Depart- 
ment business, and did not know the bill was coming up. But I pre- 
viously assured Mr. WILLIS that I would vote for it. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. But you did not do it. 

Mr. WILLIS. I only desire, in justice to the gentleman from Colo- 
rado [ Mr. BELFORD], to make onestatement. It is true, ashe has stated 
on this floor, that he has never concealed his purpose to vote in favor 
of the bonded bill; that his absence on the day when the vote re- 
ferred to was taken was due more to my fault than his, as I failed to 
notify him. He has not attempted at any time, so far as I know, to 
conceal his purpose to vote for the bill. 

I think this statement is due to him. I came in while this matter 
was under debate. I thought the House was discussing the Post- Office 
bill. I was outin the Committee on Rivers and Harbors discussing 
water, and when I returned I found gentlemen here discussing whisky. 

Mr. BELFORD. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

s Office of Lies ee Assistant hie ree re $ i 2 

or compensation to 
ter under the act aberi agy eagai hes the ARASTA ofp atime primasa 
proved March 3, 1883, shall exceed the sum of $4,000 per annum. 

Mr. HORR. I move to amend the paragraph just read so as to make 
the appropriation for compensation of postmasters $12,250,000 instead 
of $10,500,000. 

In explanation of this amendment I need only refer to the statement 
which I made here on Saturday last. The amount which my amend- 
ment proposes to appropriate for this purpose is the amount fixed in 
the estimate of the Postmaster-General. Froma careful examination 
I am satisfied that even if this amount be appropriated there will be a 
deficiency. I am well aware that an insufficient appropriation for this- 
item does not hamper the service, because we shall be compelled to make 
up the deficiency hereafter. The amount which may be appropriated 
for this item does not determine in any manner the sum which shall be 
spent. My friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is certainly mistaken 
in intimating that this is a matter which can be controlled by politival 
action or political whim. It is a matter of mathematics. 

The compensation which these postmasters receive is regulated ac- 
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cording to a percentage on their receipts or is in the form of fixed sal- 
aries; and whether we appropriate more or less, they can take out of 
their receipts the exact amount which the law allows them; and what- 
ever may be the agrregate amount in excess of the appropriation we are 
compelled to make i5 up by a deficiency. On the other hand, if we ap- 
propriate a million dollars too much every dollar of the excess remains 
in the Treasury; the excessive appropriation does not entail any addi- 
tional expenditure. Consequently we should make as nearly as we can 
an appropriation which will cover the amount to be expended for this 


purpose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. On this point I need but repeat what I have 
already said last Saturday and to-day. The amount estimated by the 
committee and appropriated in this item is in my judgment sufficient 
to pay all salaries of postmasters so far as they can be at present posi- 
tively and definitely ascertained. The First Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
. eral, in endeavoring to form an estimate of the amount that will be 
required for postmasters’ salaries, says himself that the basis is a very 
uncertain one, and he has great difficulty in fixinguponan estimate. He 
first bases his estimate of the probable cost of the service upon its cost 
in the last quarter of last year, before the rates of postage were reduced; 
then he goes on and conjectures as to the effect of the changes in the 
law and the increase of the service may have upon the aggregate of these 
salaries. {simply repeat what I have said heretofore, that we give in 
this bill all that can upon ascertained data be found necessary. We 
have not given the amount that the First Assistant Postmaster-General 
surmises may be needed to cover the increase of the service, &c., because 
of the reasons I have mentioned. It is insisted by some that the legis- 
lation of the last Congress regarding salaries will absolutely reduce the 

te amount of postmasters’ salaries. 

Mr. HORR. But does not the Postmaster-General state that in his 
opinion the salaries for this year will amount to nearly $200,000 more 
than you propose to appropriate for next year? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Postmaster-General does not, so far I rec- 
ollect, make that difference. 

Mr. HORR. Certainly he does. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. His opinion was that it would require $10,- 
600,000. We give $10,500,000. That is what the Postmaster-General 
estimates. It is but an opinion—is not based upon actual ascertained 


Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman does not quote fully what the Post- 
master-General states. Let him read the whole paragraph. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Last year, when this very question was up, my 
colleague from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], now my colleague on the com- 
mittee; Mr. Caswell of Wisconsin, Mr, Robeson of New Jersey, I think 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ryan ]—in fact, the whole Appropri- 
ations Committee insisted that only $9,250,000 was needed for postmas- 
ters’ salaries. We have increased that appropriation a million and a 
quarter. Further than that, Mr. Caswell asserted here, and IT find a 
similar statement in the report of the Postmaster-General, that the 
basis which the Department has adopted for estimating the amount 
required for postmasters’ salaries is 20 per cent. on the income of the 
Post-Office Department. Now, 20 per cent. on $47,000,000 will make 
not much over $9,000,000. So that if we accept the percentage basis 
adopted by the Department in estimating the amount required for post- 
masters’ salaries, we have appropriated a million and a quarter more 
than is needed for that purpose. 

Mr. HORR. In 1883 this branch of the service cost something over 
$10,300,000. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But how does my friend get over the fact that 
according to the estimate of the Department itself 20 per cent. of the 
income of the Department should be sufficient to pay the compensation 
of postmasters? If the gentleman will make the computation he will 
find that 20 per cent. will not amount to much over $9,000,000, whereas 
we have given $10,500,000—a million and a half more than that per- 
centage shows to be necessary. I believe that when these salaries for 
the next fiscal year are paid there will remain a surplus of this appro- 
priation of $10,500,000. 

Mr. HORR. Why, sir, the gentleman, it seems to me, can not be 
candid in that statement. He bas mathematics against him. He 
vouches for the ability and integrity of Mr. Gresham, the Postmaster- 
General; and this officer tells us in his report that the expenditure for 
this branch of the service can not be less than the amount proposed in 
the amendment, and it may be a good deal more. Even if the appro- 
priation should be too large, an excessive appropriation will not cost the 
Government one cent additional. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
the last word. I wish to reply briefly to the statement of the gentle- 
man having charge of this bill [Mr. TowNSHEND] in reference to com- 
pensation of postmasters. The fact is known to the House that it makes 
no difference what amount be appropriated, the compensation fixed by 
statute goes to the postmasters. They receive on behalf of the Govern- 
ment the forty-seven or fifty millions of income which this Department 
collects, and from this amount they pay themselves their fixed salaries. 

The gentleman refers to a statement contained, as he says, in the re- 
port of the Postmaster-General; but, in fact, the statement is that of the 


First Assistant Postmaster-General. The Postmaster-General asks for 
an appropriation of $12,250,000; and to ascertain this sum he goes to 
the estimate of the First Assistant Postmaster-General. But in this 
estimate there is nothing about 20 percent. The First Assistant Post- 
master-General first states that the appropriation for the present fiscal 
year is $9,250,000. He next states that the payments for postmasters’ 
salaries during the last fiscal year amounted to about $10,300,000. I 
am not dealing now with the question what the Committee on Appro- 
priations did or anything of that kind. I wish this Committee of the 
Whole to reach such a conclusion as will enable it to put into this bill 
the exact amount which, upon proper information, should go into it. 

Now we know that for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, it took 
something over $10,300,000 to pay the compensation of postmasters. 
The First Assistant Postmaster-General submits that, according to the 
nearest estimate that can be reached, it will take for the present fiscal 
year $2,000,000 more than the $9,250,000 that was appropriated. We 
know that for 1883 $10,300,000 was required. We are assured that for 
this year the cost of this branch of the service will be $9,250,000 plus 
$2,000,000. But the gentleman says, ‘‘ We have given $10,500,000, 
and the Department only asked for $10,600,000.” 

The Postmaster-General says: - 

After a consideration of all the circumstances of the case, I am of the opinion 
that the amount paid for the quarter ended March 31, 1883 ($2,660,339.53), is the 
best present basis for an estimate, which, multiplied by four, would give $10,641,- 
358.12 for the fiscal year 1854~"85— 

There the gentleman stopped, but the Postmaster-General does not 
stop there. He continues as follows: 
exclusive of the annual increase in this item, Placing this natural increase at 
$750,000 for the present fiscal year and at $835,000 for the next year (which periods 
will include two readjustments of salaries at first, second, and third class offices), I 
judge that the total amount required for compensation to postmasters for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, would be about $12,216,358.12. Of this amount 
it is estimated that at least $4,000,000 will be required to pay postmasters at Pres- 
idential offices. The number of these offices on the Ist of ber last was 2,195, 
and it is thought that for several coming quarters the increase will average 
about 45 offices per quarter, or 180 annually, 

On the knowledge of what it was two years ago and on a fair esti- 
mate of the known increase of the service for the present and the next 
fiscal year, the Department asks for $12,250,000. 

Coming to the question of percentage, the gentleman does not quote 
correctly the language of the Postmaster-General. The latter says: 

On no preceding occasion has it been so difficult to make anything like an 
accurate estimate for compensation to postmasters as at this time. For several 
years past, or since the ge of the law of June 17, 1878, it has been ascer- 
tained that an estimate fasea upon from 20 to 25 per cent. of the estimated re- 
ceipts of the Department for the fiscal year under consideration would approxi- 
mate as near to the amount required as by any other method. Thisisno longor 

racticable, however, in consequence of the changes, by the act of March last, 
hh the rates of commissions paid tmasters, which law has been interpreted, 


so far as the compensation of fourth-class postmasters is concerned, to take effect 
from the date of its approval by the President, March 3, 1883. 


TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will take the floor and yield a few minutes 
of my time to him in order to that he may finish his remarks. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy. 

Now, under that law we gave the 46,000 postmasters 10 per cent. 
additional compensation. And in that connection I want to state why 
the Committee on Appropriations did not appropriate fully for the pay 
of the postmasters at the last Congress. The reason was this: The 
Post-Office appropriation bill came into the House in regular order all 
right, with appropriations made up according to the then estimates of 
the Department. The 2-cent postage did not go into effect until the 
action of the conference committee on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses, and that was just before the close of the last session. It was 
on the 3d of March, the last day, when the law was passed for the re- 
adjustment of the pay of ters. Therefore the Committee on 
Appropriations could not possibly have been able to have passed in the 
Post-Office appropriation bill on that change of the law and provided 
the necessary additional appropriation of 10 per cent. increase for 46,000 
postmasters. And there is one of the difficulties to-day. It is because 
the Postmaster-General took into consideration all these facts that he 
asks for the next fiscal year $12,250,000. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I endeavored a moment ago to 
indicate the basis on which the committee made this appropriation. 
The Department makes its estimate of theamount required for the pay- 
ment of the increased salaries on the basis of the last quarter of last 
year. Now this is not a fair test, for the reason that the law which 
went into operation on the 1st of October reduced the rate of postage 
to 2 cents, on which these salaries are mainly based. But the Depart- 
ment’s estimate is based on the income from 3-cent stamps, or at one- 
third higher rate than that of the next year. 

The Postmaster-General has based his estimate for the year on what 
was required for the last quarter of last year. Now, there is another 
circumstance that perhaps causes the Department to estimate the cost 
of the present year larger than it will be found at the end of the year. 
It is this: by reason of the law increasing postmasters’ salaries of the 
fourth class being made to take effect in March last, the cost of those 
salaries for the first quarter of this year is some $600,000 more than 
will be required for the salaries of those postmasters for the remaining 
three-quarters of the fiscal year. As stated, those salaries for the first 
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quarter of this year were based on the 3-cent stamp and the others will 
be based on the 2-cent stamp. Taking all the facts into consideration 
I am satisfied, sir, that we have given more than will be required for 
the next fiscal year. I believe we have been very liberal in this item. 
We have increased the appropriation in the aggregate to an amount I 
conscientiously believe will supply sufficient to meet the requirements 
of the whole service. 

Mr. HORR. You have frankly and honestly said what the receipts 
are tobe. Now, tell me how these receipts are going to increase with- 
out the postmasters’ salaries increasing also? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. They will go up, of course. If we take the 
basis of the Department of 20 per cent. of the revenue it will only re- 
quire $9,400,000. The Postmaster-General conjectures there will be a 


large percentage of increase, and he adds surmises which make out a 
sum that I think is largely in excess of what will be necessary. Tak- 
ing the percentage fixed by the Department somewhat as a basis, and 


taking all the other cireumstances I have mentioned into consideration, 
u will find the amount we recommend will prove sufficient. And 
et me say further that no matter how much we appropriate, be it large 
or small, the postmasters will not suffer for a single dime. Al of their 
salaries, no matter how much, will be retained by them out of the re- 
ceipts of their offices. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is all very true. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then whatisthe objection that you make here? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Only that we want the bill to be consistent. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. If the amendment has been withdrawn 
I will renew it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will assume that it has been with- 
drawn. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I renew it. I desire to call the 
attention of the committee to a fact which seems to be overlooked by 
those gentlemen who are afraid that a few postmasters at large cities 
will not get sufficient salary. If I understand the appropriation, and 
if I am wrong I would like the gentleman in Cupe of the bill to cor- 
rect me, the clause on lines 20 to 25 includes the allowance to all post- 
offices. I rise to a point of order before making my remarks, because 
if the amendment does not properly come in here I want to find out 
where it does come in. 

Mr. HORR. There will be a motion made to strike out the next 
clause. We have not yet reached that ph. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. What I desire to know is whether this 
$10,500,000 appropriated by this clause is exclusively for salaries of 

rs or whether any portion of itis an allowance for clerk-hire? 

Mr. HORR. Not a dollar of it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is all for salaries of postmasters. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I will send to the Clerk’s desk 
and have read in my five minutes a letter to which I wish to call the 
-attention of the committee. A great deal of inequality exists, and this 
letter will show it, between the salaries received by third and fourth 
class ters as compared with first and second class TS 
as well as in regard to the number of clerks that is allowed in first and 
second class ofñces, while but a small number or none at all is allowed 
in third and fourth class offices. I ask the Clerk to read the letter. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., March 1, 1884. 


Sr: I have the honor to nd in writing to the corer of your committee, 
heretofore verbally acknowl . for the following information: 
First. ‘‘ Number of fourth-c) post-offices in the Uni ” 


nd. ** What is the average salary from commissions at fourth-class offices 
where noallowance for clerk-hire is made? ” 
ar urd, “What number of fourth-class offices do receive allowance for clerk- 
re?” 

Fourth. “ What number of fourth-class offices at county seats do not receive 

inh What's pape Tent f postmasters at ts where all 
we is average ry 0l rsat county seats where allow- 
ances for clerk-hire are made?” z 

Sixth. “What number of fourth-class post-offices which are not located at 
oun a but are distributing offices, and yet do not receive allowance for 

erk-hire?” 

These questions, being of an unusual nature, have involved considerable re- 
search, as the records of this office do not show in a concise form the information 
desired. The delay in nding by letter has been occasioned by the desire of 
the Department to furn: the most reliable and correct information ble. 

In answer to GoTo: 1, you areinformed that the number of fourth-class post- 


offices, Jan , reached 46,113. 

Second, ** t is the ave sa! from commissions at fourth-class offices 
where no allowance for clerk-hire is made?” In ac & to this question you are 
informed that in the absence of the Official Register, which is not yet printed for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1883, this office is unable to give more than a close 
estimate of the average compensation of fourth-class ers, The gross 
amount pa as compensation to fourth-class postmasters for the quarter ended 
June 30, 1883, amounted to $2,006,568.31. This sum wasallowed at an aggregate of 
45,717 post-oflices, or an average amount of $175.56 for each - Thegross 
amount paid to fourth-class paeng for the quarter ended September 30, 1883, 
amounted to $1,948,886.45. This sum was paid out at 45,956 post-offices, or an 
average of $169.64 per office. 

Third. “ What number of fourth-class offices do receive allowance for clerk-hire ?” 
To date (March 1, 1884, 927. 

xourth. “ What number of fourth-class offices at county seats do not receive 
any allowance for clerk-hire?"’ February 1, 1884, 1,028. 

. * Whatis the ave salary of postmasters at county seats where allow- 
ances for clerk-hire are e?” In reply to this query you are informed that 
-only a limited number of such offices are not receiving an allowance for clerical 
aesista. nee in ting the mails. It isthe practice of this office, where the ap- 
pa forclerks in post-offices will warrant it. to pay for clerical assistance 

n separating mails, where there are two or more star routes, or where there 
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is a sufficient railroad service to warrant an allowance. At the present time 
(March 1, 1884) the te amount allowed on account of clerk-hire for sepa- 
è third and fourth classes (see section 12!, Postal Laws 
and Regulations, 1879) amounts to $515,030, distributed among 2,108 offices, making an 
average of $244.32 ofice. Thisaverage islow and should be increased; and this 
office will chee: ly endeavor to increase the amount, provided the appropri- 
ation for clerk-hire will warrant it. Pertinent to this subject, your attention is 
invited to remarks on clerks in fices on eee 96 and 97, report of Post- 
= neral ao year ended June 30, 1833. 
ery respectfully, 
iy 4 FRANK HATTON, 
First Assistant Postmaster-General, 
Hon. H. D. Moxey, Chairman, dc. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union having had under consideration the Post-Office 
appropriation bill had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment House bill and joint 
resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1292) for the relief of Louisa Boddy; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 191) for the printing of certain eulogies de- 
livered in Congress upon the late Dudley C. Haskell. 

The message further announced that the Senate insisted on its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House tothe bill (H. R. 4971) making appro- 
priations for thesupport of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, asked a conference with the House 
on the di ing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate Mr. LoGAn, Mr. RANsom, and Mr. 
CALL. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolution and a 
bill of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 191) for the printing of certain eulogiesde- 
livered in Congress upon the late Dudley C. Haskell; and 

A bill (H. R. 1292) for the relief of Louisa Boddy. 

Mr. YAPLE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found truly enrolled Senate bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 196) for the relief of the devisees of the late Daniel Car- 
roll; and 

tng (S. 616) to establish a standard of time in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

ALLEGED UNDERVALUATION OF BOOKS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in mse to a House resolution, transmitting reports of 
Special Agent N. L. Williams and the eg aoa at New York respect- 
ing the alleged undervaluation of certain books imported at that port; 
which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PRINTING OF CERTAIN TABLES. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. HOLMAN to append 
certain tables and other statistics to his remarks made on the Post-Office 
appropriation bill. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motionof Mr. BAGLEY, by unanimousconsent, leave was granted 
to withdraw papers from the files of the House in the case of Erastus C. 
Weaver, with a petition for a pension. 

` MARY MARGARET HUSBAND. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 5895) granting a pension to Mary Margaret Husband; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

WARREN 0. HOOVER. 


Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, also introduced a 
bill (H. R. 5896) granting a pension to Warren O. Hoover ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee ou Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

L. B. COOK. 


Mr. CURTIN, by unanimous consent, introduced the following reso- 
lution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, directed to pay to 
L. B. Cook, out of the contingent fund of the House, a sum equal to the differ- 
ence between the com tion received by him as man and assistant engi- 
neer in charge of the House elevator, at $1,200 per annum, from the 22d of Feb- 
ruary, 1883. 

CLERK TO THE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. CURTIN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, reported the following resolution; which was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations: 


Resolved, That from and after the end of the current fiscal year the clerkship 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs be an annual clerkship, with a compensa- 
tion fixed at $2,000 per year. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING, NEWPORT NEWS, VA. 


Mr. LIBBEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 5897) 
for the erection of a public building for the use of the custom-house and 
post-office at Newport News, in the district of Yorktown, Va., and 
ae appropriation therefor; which was read a first and second time, 
ref to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

FLOODS OF ARKANSAS RIVER. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, by unanimous consent, presented a memo- 
rial from citizens of Arkansas, indorsed by the governor of Arkansas, 
raying for relief in connection with the destructive floods of the Ar- 
eda River; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 


BURLINGTON AND MISSOURI RIVER RAILROAD. 


Mr. PAYSON. I desire to make a privileged report. I am in- 
structed by the Committee on Public Lands to report back with the 
recommendation that it be adopted the resolution referred to them on 
the 10th instant, and which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it is alleged that there has been patented or allowed to the Burling- 
ton and Missouri River Railroad Company a large amount of public lands in 
me of the amount it was entitled to receive under the acts of Congress mak- 

n e grant: 

That the Secretary of the Interior is requested to inform this House 
what the basis of the adjustment of the grant of this company was; whether 
any error was made in such basis; what amount of land has been patented or 
certified or allowed to said company, and what the excess, if any, has been in 
the first adjustment of the grant over the amount the company was entitled to; 
what steps, if any, have been taken by the Department to correct the error, if 
any exists, and whether any of the lands certified or patented in excess of what 
the company was entitled to have been sold by the company. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 45 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAGLEY: Papers relating to the claim of Thomas Burns— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Betsey Crandall—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claim of Joel Mann—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Anthony R. Traser—to the same 
committee, 

Also, petition for relief of William A. Courtney, agent of the Clyde 
line of steamers—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Melvina Miller and others, asking to sue in the Court 
of Claims, &c.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Papers relating to the claim of George F. 
Swann, administrator of George T. Swann, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. ` 

By Mr. BOYLE: Petition of John A. Garner, Mathias Brant, and 
1,70@ others, wool-growers of Greene County, Pennsylvania, asking for 
the restoration of the tariff of 1867 on imported wool—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRENTS: Petition of citizens of Washington Territory, for an 
appropriation to aid in the construction of the Seattle and Walla Walla 
wagon-road—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Seattle against the 
forfeiture of the Northern Pacific land grant—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the Marine Engineers’ Association, No. 38, of 
Seattle, Wash., in regard to alien engineers, &c.—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CONVERSE : Petition of John Fleming and 78 others and of 
D. W. Miller and 39 others, citizens of Perry County, Ohio, asking for the 
restoration of the wool tariff of 1867—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, of Big Rapids, Mich., in favor of a constitutional amend- 
ment granting the right of suffrage to women—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition and protest of citizens and vessel-owners 
of Chicago, Ill., against H. R. 5128—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Union Veteran Club, Englewood, Ill., favoring 
the granting of lands to soldiers and sailors—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of J. W. Gaffney and 23 others, relative to 
the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. HALSELL: Papersrelating to the claim of W. H. Wheeler— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of vinegar manufacturers and dealers, 
against repeal of law for vaporizing spirits—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, . 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of M. H. Raymond and 144 others, citi- 
zens of Grass Lake, Mich., in favor of a soldiers’ home in the State of 
Michigan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAMB: Petition from citizens of Crawfordsville, Ind., in re- 
gard to the national debt—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of Frank Galt, relative to the position of 
assistant journal clerk, House of Representatives—to the Committee 
on the Rules. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition of coopers of Detroit, in favor of retain- 
ing tariffon cooperage material—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Robert Hill and L. S. Trowbridge and others, in 
vend of a soldiers’ home in Michigan—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: Memorial of the officers of the Second United 
States Infantry, in favor of the reorganization of the infantry regiments 
of the United States Army—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Thomas A. McLaughlin—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Remonstrance of citizens of Philadel- 
phia interested in trade in the Kanawha Valley, West Virginia, against 
the passage of S. 1441, relative to bridges across the Great Kanawha 
River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PATTON: Petition of citizens of the State of Pennsylvania, 
relative to the importation of foreign laborers under the contract sys- 
tem—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of George D. Gregg, T. B. Semans, and 
250 others, of Kansas, asking that a pension be granted to George M. 
Dowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of certain Delaware Indians residing in the Indian 
Territory, for the distribution among them severally of their per capita 
share of the several funds of money now belonging to said tribe in com- 
mon and for other relief—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERS: Affidavit relating to the claim of W. L. Rose—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PRICE: Memorial of Knapp, Stout & Co., in relation to re- 
bate on tobacco—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. PRYOR: Petition of citizens of Franklin County, of Mor- 

County, of Lawrence County, of Lauderdale County, of Colbert 

unty, and of Limestone County, Alabama, asking for the erection of 

Government buildings at Decatur, Ala.—severally to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of citizens of Huntsville and of Madison County, Ala- 
bama, asking for the erection of a Government building at Huntsville, 
Ala.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROWELL: Petition for the repeal of the tenure-of-office 
acts—to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. SHELLEY: Papers relating to the claim of Jeremiah John- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VALENTINE: Petition and resolution of the Bricklayers 
and Masons’ International Union of America, relative to the importa- 
tion of foreign labor under cortract—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of B. McGinn and 100 others, of Omaha, Nebr., relative 
to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

Also, petition of C. C. Mumford and others, citizens of Nebraska, 
asking for the equalization of bounties—to the Select Committee on 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Petition of A. Russell and others, citizens 
of Fillmore, Ohio, praying that a pension be granted to Sarah Joyce, 
widow of Edward Joyce, and to their minor children—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEMPLE: Petition of citizens of Johnstown and Glovers- 
ville, N. Y., against the passage of the Morrison tariff bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 12, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in answer to a reso- 
lution of the 26th ultimo, reports of Rear-Admiral G. H. Cooper and 
Lieut. R. P. Rodgers, United States Navy, respecting the progress of the 
work in the construction of a ship-canal across the Isthmus of Pan: 
with request for additional copies thereof if printed; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela’ 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 
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He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 29th of January, 
1884, information concerning the number of persons convicted of crime 
and sentenced to imprisonment in the District of Columbia since Janu- 
ary 1, 1873, and the cost of their transportation, maintenance, and sup- 
port; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills received yesterday from the House of Represent- 
atives were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 4985) supplemental to and amendatory of an act to in- 
corporate the Mutual Fire Insurance Company of the District of Co- 
lumbia; 

A bill (H. R. 3235) relating to acknowledgments of conveyances of 
land in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 4088) to incorporate the Luther Statue Association, to 
erect and maintain a monument or statue in memory of Martin Luther 
in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 2344) for the relief of Melissa G. Polar; and 

A bill (H. R. 2346) for the relief of Sarah A. Redmond. 

The bill (H. R. 4779) to change the name of the West Waterville Na- 
tional Bank of Oakland, in the State of Maine, to that of the Messalons- 
kee National Bank was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 5445) to amend section 4136 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to the purchase and repair of foreign ves- 
sels, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask that the bill may lie upon the table until after 
the ordinary morning business is over, when I shall desire the consent 
of the Senate to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, that order 
will be entered. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose it will be more agreeable to the Senate and 
the Chair to have the motion deferred until after the routine morning 
business. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 124) authorizing the collector of the 
port of New York to deliver free of duty a silver cup won by Sergt. A. 
B. Van Heusen as a member of the American rifle team at Wimble- 
don in July, 1883, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

. ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the followingenrolled bills and 
joint resolution, which had previously received the signature of the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

A bill (S. 196) for the relief of the devisees of the late Daniel Car- 


roll; 
i A bill (S. 616) to establish a standard of time in the District of Co- 
umbia; 

A bill (H. R. 1292) for the relief of Louisa Boddy; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 191) for the printing of certain eulogies de- 
livered in Congress upon the late Dudley C. Haskell. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of J. A. Pad- 
dockand 42 other members of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Saint 
Johnsbury, Vt., favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 1, authorizing 
the payment of arrears of pensions in cases filed subsequent to July 1, 
1880; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRISON presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of Gar- 
field Post, No. 224, Grand Army of the Republic, of Uniontown, Jack- 
son County, Indiana, in favor of the passage of various measures now 
pending before Congress for the relief of soldiers and sailors of the late 
war; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a memorial that is directed to me but 
is manifestly intended for the Senate, signed largely by inventors, man- 
ufacturers, and dealers in patented articles, and citizens of Tiffin, As- 
toria, and vicinity, in the State of Ohio, who, believing the United States 
patent laws as they now stand to be approximately faultless and effect- 
ive, ‘‘do most respectfully remonstrate against any legislative inter- 
ference with said laws as detrimental to their interests and what they 
consider the public weal.” They set forth at some length their views 
upon the patent laws, and I beg leave to say that the signers of the me- 
morial are persons largely engaged in manufacturing, and laboring men 
also, very respectable in character. I ask that the memorial be re- 
ceived and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be received, if 
there be no objection, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of citizens of Cambridge, 
Guernsey County, Ohio, praying for the passage of a law to increase 
the pension of David Frazier, late private Company B, Fifteenth Reg- 
iment Ohio Infantry; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GARLAND. I present a petition of about 300 citizens of the 
town of Hot Springs, Ark., calling attention to the blasting upon East 
Mountain, in that town, in consequence of which three of the principal 
springs have disappeared. They call attention to this subject by peti- 


tion to Congress, and ask that an act be passed prohibiting any further 
operations of that sort. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, as matters relating to the Hot Springs 
reservation have generally gone to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GARLAND presented a petition of the governor of Arkansas and 
citizens of Little Rock, in that State, praying thagan appropriation be 
made for the improvement of the streets and sidewalks in and around 
the United States arsenal at Little Rock; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GIBSON presented the petition of Ernestine H. Stevens, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., administratrix of the estate of Waller H. Stevens, pray- 
ing that her claim for 6,000 tons of coal seized by the military authori- 
ties of Mexico may be referred to the Court of Claims for adjudication; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I presentthe petition of J. A. Price and 1,200 other 
inventors, manufacturers, and citizens of the United States, praying for 
the amelioration of the United States patent system and that better 
facilities may be afforded inventors. The petition deserves serious con- 
sideration in these days when there are so many attacks made upon the 
patent laws, which I consider of immense value to the whole country. 
I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of Thomas U. Walter, of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., late architect of the extension of the United States Capi- 
tol, praying compensation for designing and executing certain public 
work in different Departments of the Government; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., in- 
terested in trade in the Kanawha Valley, West Virginia, remonstrating 
against the passage of the bill (S. 1441) to authorize the construction 
of bridges across the Great Kanawha River and to prescribe the di- 
mensions of the same; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 
Mr. HOAR presented resolutions of the Legislature of Massachusetts; 
which were read, and referred to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUS 
In the year one thousand eight hundred and eighty-four 
Resolution relating to the repeal of so much of the internal-revenue law of the 


United States as authorizes the manufacture of vinegar from alcohol which 
has paid no revenue tax. 


Whereas the business of the citizens of the State of Massachusetts engaged in 
agricultural pursuits has been injured by the operation of the United States 
revenue laws permitting the mgnufacture of vinegar from alcohol which has 
paid no internal-revenue tax; and 

Whereas the operation of said internal-revenue law gives opportunity to 
evade the tax on alcohol made and sold as such: Therefore, 

Resolved by the senate and house of representatives of the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetis, That our Senators and Representatives be, and hereby are, requested 
to use all honorable means in their power to procure the re; of so much of 
the amendment to the United States revenue laws contained in section 5, chap- 
ter 125 of general laws, passed by the Forty-fifth Congress, at the third session, 
in the year 1879, as authorizes the manufacture of vinegar from alcohol that has 
paid no internal-revenue tax. 

Resolved, That the governor of the Commonwealth be requested to forward 
copies of the foregoing preamble and resolution to our Senators and Represent- 


ng eps S February 26, 1834. 
ENA 
Adopted. Sent down for concurrence. cs 
S. N. GIFFORD, Clerk, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 29, 1884, 


EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, Clerk. 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, March 10, 1884. 


GEO. D. ROBINSON, Governor. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. I am instructed by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1405) for 
the erection of a public building at Jacksonville, Fla., to report it fa- 
vorably. I take the liberty of stating that, while I approve of the pro- 
visions of the bill, that portion of it in reference to the cession of juris- 
diction, about which I have said something already in the Senate, does 
not meet my concurrence. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were referred 
the bill (S. 250) to provide for the ascertainment of claimsof American 
citizens for spoliations committed by the French prior to the 31st day of 
July, 1801, and sundry petitions upon the same subject, submitted a 
report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 1820) to provide for the ascer- 
tainment of claims of American citizens for spoliations committed by 
the French prior to the 31st day of July, 1801; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 582) for the relief of W. H. Powell, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1099) for the relief of Thomas M. Harbin, submitted anad- 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 46) relative to a certain accepted 
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draft in the Department of State, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1003) to reimburse and compensate O. W. Streeter 
for moneys expended and services performed in taking the census of 
Dakota in 1860, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 
1821) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to examine and adjust 
claim of O. W. Streeter for moneys expended and services performed in 

ing the census of Dakota in 1860; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 294) for the relief of Frank Della Terre and Susan F. Della 
Terre, heirs of Peter Della Terre, deceased, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Military irs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1229) for the relief of Jacob H. Stark, submit- 
ted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1027) for the relief of James H. Woodard, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 853) to fix the rank of certain retired officers of the Army, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1212) to authorize the extension of the Chesapeake and Ohio Rail- 
way to a point on the military lands at Fortress Monroe, Va, reported 
it with an amendment and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 789) providing for certain time allowances in computing the longev- 
ity pay of officers of the Medical Department of the Army, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of F. L. Hagadorn, praying that the Secretary of War be authorized to 
purchase his patent for the manufacture of improved ammunition-chests, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the 
committee were discharged from the further consideration of the peti- 
tion. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1235) to establish an educational fund and 
apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to public education, 
and to provide for the more complete endowment and support of col- 
leges for the advancement of scientific and industrial education, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1153) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
deliver to the rightful owners the contents of certain boxes deposited 
in the Treasury Department by the Secretary of War, reported it with 
an amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iam instructed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 329) for the relief of the sureties of the 
late J. O. Rawlins, to report it adversely. I ask that the bill be placed 
on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, with the adverse report of the committee. 


EULOGIES ON REPRESENTATIVE ALLEN. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to which was referred 
the joint resolution (S. R. 69) to print certain eulogies delivered in Con- 
gress on the late Thomas Allen, have instructed me to report it back 
without amendment and to recommend its passage. I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to amend by changing the frame of this 
resolution to a bill—the Chief Clerk will make the necessary altera- 
` ations—in accordance with previous suggestions that have been made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves to 
amend the enacting clause of the joint resolution so as to turn it into a 
bill. . 
Mr. ANTHONY. I quite agree with the Senator from Kansas that 
the practice of ing joint resolutions should be abolished and that 
they should take the form of bills; but if we are to change the form of this 
measure perhaps it would be better to make it conform to the usual 
practice of the Senate in ordering printing, which is by concurrent reso- 
lution, although as I have repeatedly stated here, it seems to me thata 
concurrent resolution which requires the assent of both Houses of Con- 
gress should go to the President for his signature, but I have been borne 
down by the lawyers, the Senator in the chair among them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair willsuggest to the Senator 
from Rhode Island that this particularresolution contains an appropri- 
ation of money from the Treasury. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes; I am corrected. It does make an appropri- 
ation. It should be a bill then. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to amending the 


enacting clause of the joint resolution so as to make ita bill? The 
Chair hears no objection. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is now before the Senate and 
still opentoamendment. If no other amendment be proposed the ques- 
tion is, Shall it be ordered to be engrossed for a third reading and read 
the third time? s 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill (S. 1819) to print cer- 
tain eulogies delivered in Congress upon the late Thomas Allen.” 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1822) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Anna Johnson Foster; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1823) granting a pension to Ebenezer K. 
Marden; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (Mr. GARLAND in the chair) introduced a bill (S. 
1824) to establish a forest reservation on the headwaters of the Missouri 
River and the headwaters and Clark’s Fork of the Columbia River; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ask that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. I wish to call the attention of the chair- 
man and members of that committee to what I think.is the great im- 
portance of making a provision of this kind for the preservation of the 
mountain forests at the headwaters of these two great rivers, whose 
continued flow and exuberance of water is essential to the welfare and 
the happiness of such a vast tract of territory through which they flow. 
There are certain papers and explanations accompanying the bill which 
I move be referred with the bill to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. JACKSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1825) for the relief 
of Martha Turner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1826) torepeal the act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Connecticut Avenue and Park Rail- 
way Company in the District of Columbia; ’’ which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1827) forthe relief of. L. S. Ensel; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1828) donating certain lots to the 
city of Saint Augustine, Fla., for public schools, parks, and a public 
library; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 1829) for the erection of a public 
building at Boulder, Colo.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. JACKSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 74) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States changing the terms 
of office of President and Vice-President of the United States; which 
was read the first time by its title and the second time at length, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 


Resolved the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Con- 
Tess asse (two-thirds of both Houses concurring), That the following article 
proposed to the Legislatures of the several States as an amendment to sec- 
tion 1, Article II, of the Constitution of the United States, which, when ratified 
by sah orc of said Legislatures, shall be valid as part of the Constitution, 
namely: 
ARTICLE II. 

Section 1. The executive power shall be vested in a President of the United 
States of America. He and the Vice-President shall hold their offices for the 
term of six years; but the President shall not be re-eligible. The President 
and Vice-President shall be elected as follows. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. MILLER, of New York, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Senate bill No, 608 be taker from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

STEAMER KEOR JEOR. 

Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
__Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to communicate to the Senate, 
if not incompatible with the public service, any correspondence between our 


Government and that of China relating to the Ward claims and the claim of 
Charles E. Hill for the charter of the steamer Keor Jeor. 


THE PANAMA CANAL. 
Mr. MILLER, of California, submitted the following resolution; 


which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed 1,000 extra copies, for the use of the Navy De- 
partment, of the reports of naval officers upon the progres of the work in the 
construction of the Panama Canal, transmitted to the Senate with letter of the 
Navy Department dated March 10, 1884. 


THAYER BROTHERS. 
Mr. MILLER, of New York. Iask unanimous consent that the vote 
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by which the bill (S. 1000) for the relief of George F. Roberts, adminis- 
trator of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving partner of 
Thayer Brothers, may be reconsidered, and that the bill be recommit- 
ted to the Committee on Finance. The bill was reported adversely and 
indefinitely postponed. The parties in interest did not suppose that it 
would be acted upon so soon, and had not asked for a hearing. They 
were not heard, and they now desire to be heard. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York asks 
unanimous consent that the vote of the Senate heretofore taken in- 
definitely postponing the bill indicated by him be reconsidered and 
that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Finance. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further resolutions 
that order is closed and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I move to take up House bill 3967, 
which is known as the pleuro-pneumonia bill. I should not move to 
take it up at this time out of its order were it not for the fact that dis- 
ease has broken out among cattle in the State of Kansas of a very seri- 
ous and dangerous character, and the people of Kansas, the governor, 
and other officials are asking for immediate action upon this measure. 
The Committee on Agriculture have instructed me to make this motion 
at this time. ‘The bill that I call up is the House bill, to which the 
committee of the Senate propose some amendments. 

Mr. HOAR. I gave notice when the House bills were laid before the 
Senate for reference this morning that I should like to ask the Senate 
to dispose of one of them, which will take but a moment. If I find it 
leads to any debaté, I shall withdraw the request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New York 
withdraw his motion ? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Let the pleuro-pneumonia bill be taken 
up, if the Senate agree to it, and then it can be laid aside temporarily 
to take up the other bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. SEWELL. LI ask if the bill is taken up whether it will be dis- 
cussed under the five-minute rule? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is made under the eighth 
rule of the Senate, which authorizes, after resolutions are closed, a Sen- 
ator to move to proceed to the consideration of any bill on the Calendar 
until 2 o’clock. 

a SEWELL. And it is to be taken up and discussed under what 
rule? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under Rule VIII, but not under 
the five minutes’ limitation of debate. 

Mr. SEWELL. Then I move to amend the motion by substituting 
the special order for to-day, the bill for the relief of Fitz-John Porter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that a 
motion to amend a motion to proceed to the consideration of a bill is 
not in order. : 

Mr. SEWELL. Then I hope the motion of the Senator from New 
York will be voted down, and that the special order will be proceeded 


with. 
Mea PRESIDENT pro tempore. The special order will come up at 2 
o’clock. 

Mr. SEWELL. Notwithstanding this bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Notwithstanding this bill at2 o'clock 
the special order will be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. SEWELL, Then I withdraw my objection to this motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like to makea parliamentary inquiry. If this 
motion shall prevail, what effect has it upon the pending unfinished busi- 
ness of the morning hour, which is the bill to establish a bureau of labor 
statistics? Is that bill simply laid aside informally ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no unfinished business of 
the morning hour. The business that was under consideration when 2 
o’clock was reached yesterday resumed its place on the Calendar, and 
when the Calendar is proceeded with it will again be taken up. 

Mr. PLUMB. Insupport of the motion which has been made by the 
Senator from New York I desire to have the Chief Clerk reada dispatch 
which I have received from the governor of Kansas and the secretary of 
the State board of agriculture of that State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks that 
a certain telegraphic dispatch which he states bears on the question of 
the present consideration of the bill be now read. If there be no objec- 
tion it will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Hon. P. B. PLUMS: TUEA EAEN MON 


The foot-and-mouth disease is assuming alarming proportions. When cattle 
go on the range the disease can not be stamped out, and will involveall the West- 


ern cattle interests. The le ask that you hurry up the legislation now pend- 
ing before Congress. If thed tes are ed to f th it 
useless to Kansas at present. $ zf ear a 
G. W. GLICK, 
Governor of Kansas, 


WM. SIMS, 
Secretary of State Board of Agriculture. 


Mr. COKE. I desire to know, if the billis taken up, whether the de- 
bate on it will proceed under the five-minute rule? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will not, in the opinion of the- 


Chair, 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry for the in- 
formation of several Senators as well as my own. There are various 
orders of the Senate in force making different bills a special order fora 
certain hour on different days. Suppose a bill the subject of such an 
order is not reached on the day designated in the order, what is the 
effect, what is the position of it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
vides: 

1. Any subject may, by a vote of two-thirds of the Senators present, be madea 

ial order; and when the time so fixed for its consideration arrives the pre- 
siding officer shall lay it before the Senate, unless there be unfinished business 
of the preceding day; and if itis not finally can agers of on that day it shall take its 
place on the Calendar of Special Orders in the order of time at which it was. 
made special, unless it shall become by adjournment the unfinished business. 

The Chair is of the opinion therefore that special orders now on the- 
Calendar not yet reached should be laid before the Senate in the order 
of time at which they were made special orders and not in respect of 
the order of the days for which they were made special orders. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from New York. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WRECKED FOREIGN VESSELS, 


Mr. HOAR. Before the bill is proceeded with I ask the Senate to- 
lay it aside fora momentand have the bill which came from the House: 
in regard to the purchase of vessels considered. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks. 
unanimous consent that the Senate now consider the bill (H. R. 5445) 
to amend section 4136 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, re- 
lating to the purchase and repair of foreign vessels. Is there objection, 
to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. VEST. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. HOAR, Will the Senator hear—— 

Mr. VEST. I know the bill very well. i 

Mr. HOAR. Then let the bill, if the Senator from Missouri does 
not object, be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


CONTAGIOUS DISEASES OF ANIMALS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 3967) for the establishment of a bureau of animal in- 
dustry, to prevent the exportation of diseased cattle, and to provide 
means for the suppression and extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia and 
other contagious diseases among domestic animals. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President, I shall not detain the 


Senate with any—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 


from New York that the first thing in order is the reading of the bill, 
unless unanimous consent be otherwise given. 

Mr. ALLISON. The billis familiar to the Senate. Iask unanimous 
consent that its first reading may be dispensed with. 

Mr. HOAR. It must be read at length once. 

Mr. INGALLS. It must be read once in full, and it may as well be 
read now as at any time. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. It can be read by sections for the pur- 


pose of amendment. 
The Secretary will proceed with the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
reading of the bill. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, which was reported from the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry with an amendment to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and to insert: 


That the Commissioner of Agriculture shall organize in his department a bu- 
reau of animal industry, and shall appoint a chief thereof, who shall be a com- 
petent veterinary surgeon, and whose duty it shall be, under the direction of the 

id Commissioner, to investigate and report upon the condition of domestic- 
animals of the United States, their protection and use; and also inquire into and 
report the causes of contagious and communicable diseases among them, and 
the means for the prevention and cure of the same, and to collect such informa- 
tion on these subjects as shall be valuable tothe agricultural and commercial in- 
terests of the country; and the Commissioner of Agriculture is hereby author- 
ized to employ a force sufficient for this purpose. The salary of the chief of this 
bureau shall be the same as that paid to other chiefs of division in said depart- 
ment; and the Commissioner shall furnish to the chiefof said bureau the neces- 
sary clerical force for the transaction of the business of the bureau. 

Sec. 2. That the Commissioner of Agriculture is authorized to appoint two 
competent agents, who shall be practical stock-raisers or experienced business 
men familiar with questions pertaining to commercial transactions in live-stock, 
whose duty it shall be, under the instructions of the Commissioner of Agricult- 
ure, to examine and report upon the best methods of treating, transporting, and 
caring for animals, and the means to be soe for the suppression and extir- 
pation of contagious pleuro-pneumonia, and to provide the spread of” 
other contagious, infectious, and communicable diseases. The compensation of 
said agentsshall be at the rate of $10 per diem, with all necessary expenses, while 
e in the actual performance of their duties under this act. 

EC. 3, That in orderto promote the exportation of live-stock from the United 
States the Commissioner of Agriculture shall make special investigation as to 
the existence of contagious pleuro-pneumonia or lung-plague, or any contagious 
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-or communicable disease, sonitus dividing line between the United States and 
foreign countries, and slon: e lines of transportation from all parts of the 
United States to and including ports from which livestock are exported, and 
make report of the results of such investigation to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
who shall establish such regulations concerning the exportation and transporta- 
tion of live-stock as the results of such investigation may uire. 

Sec. 4. That to prevent the exportation from any port of the United States to 
any portin a foreign country of live-stock affected with any infectious or con- 
tagious disease, and especially pleuro- pneumonia, the Secretary of the Treasury, 
on the reports provided for in section 3, be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
take such steps and adopt such measures, not inconsistent with the provisions 
-of this act, as he may deem necessary. 3 

Sec. 5. That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Agriculture to pre- 
pare such rules and regulations as he may deem necessary for the y and 
effectual suppression and extirpation of contagious pleuro-pneumonia, and to 
certify such rules and regulations to the executive authority of each State and 
Territory, and invite said authorities to co-operate in the execution and enforce- 
ment of the provisions of this act. Whenever the plans and methods of the 
Commissioner of Agriculture shall be accepted inany Stateor Territory in which 
contagious pleuro-pneumonia is declared to exist, and whenever the Governor 

-ofa , orother properly constituted authorities signify their readiness to co- 
operate for the extinction thereof, the Commissioner of Agriculture is hereby 
authorized to expend so much of this appropriation as may be necessary in the 
investigation of the facts as to the disease, in paying for the animals which it is 
deemed necessary to slaughter, and in such disinfection and other means as may 
ben tostamp out the disease; and whenever a State or Territory in any 
section of which a contagious or infectious disease exists which the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture has declared to be dangerous to the animal industries of 

“the nation fails to make provisions for its extinction, or to co-operate with the 

lans of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the extinction of the disease, the 
President of the United States, on the presentation of the facts by the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture, shall be authorized to declare the said State or Territory, 

-or such part of said State or Territory as is dangerous to the animal interests of 
the country, in quarantine, and to regulate or prohibit the transportation of cat- 
tle out of said State, Territory, or district. 

Sec. 6. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, whenever notified 
by the Commissioner of Agriculture that an infectious or contagious disease af- 
fecting domestic animals, and especially the disease known as pleuro-pneu- 
monia, has been brought into or has appeared in the District of Columbia, shall 
take measures to suppress the same prompily aod to prevent the same from 
spreading; and for this purpose the said commissioners are hereby empowered 

‘to order and require that any premises, farm, or farms where such disease exists 

-or has existed be put in quarantine ; to order all or any animals coming into the 
District to be detained at any place or places for the purpose of inspection and 

-examination ; to prescribe regulations for and to require the destruction of an- 
imals affected wii contagious pleuro-pneumonia, and for the proper disposition 
of their hides and carcasses; to prescribe regulations for disinfection, and such 
other regulations as they may deem necessary to prevent infection or contagion 
being communicated, and shall report to the Commissioner of Agriculture what- 
ever they may do in pursuance of the provisions of this section; and the said 

„commissioners shall certify any expenses attending the aforesaid measures to 
the Commissioner of Agriculture, who is hereby empowered to pay the same 
in the manner prescribed by law. 

Src. 7. That no railroad company within the United States whose road forms 

-any part ofa line of road from one State or Territory to another, or from a State 
into the District of Columbia, or the owners or masters of any steam or sailing 
or other vessel or boat, shall receive for transportation or transport from one 

‘State or Territory to another, or from any State into the District of Columbia, 
any live cattle affected with any contagious or infectious disease, and especially 
the disease known as contagious Lea he oey eae or lung-plague; nor shall 

-any person, company, or corporation deliver for such transportation to any rail- 
road company, or master or owner of any boat or vessel, any live cattle, know- 
ing them to be affected with any contagious or infectious disease ; norshall any 
person, company, or corporation drive on foot or transport in private convey- 

-ance from one State or Territory to another, or from-any State into the District 
of Columbia, any live cattle knowing them to be affected with any contagious 
or infectious disease, and especially the disease known as contagious pleuro- 
pneumonia or lung-plague. 

Sec. 8. That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Agriculture to notify 
the proper officials or agents of any railroad, steamboat, or other transportation 
company doing business in or through any infected locality of the existence of 
said contagion; and any person or persons operating any such railroad, or mas- 
‘ter or owner of any boat or vessel, or owner or custodian of or person having 
control over such cattle or other live-stock within such infected districts, who 
shall knowingly violate the provisions of section 7 of this act, shall be paty of 

-a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction, shall be punished by a fine of not less than 
one thousand nor more than five thousand dollars, or by imprisonment for not 
more than one year, or by both such fine and imprisonment; and if any such 
railroad, steam . or other transportation company shall, after having re- 

ceived such notice, violate the provisions of this act as hereinbefore set forth, 

a — shall be prima facie evidence of willful disregard of the provisions 

0 

Sec. 9. That it shall be the duty of the several United States district attorneys 

‘to prosecute all violations of this act which shall be brought to their notice or 
knowledge by any person making the complaint; and the same shall be heard 

‘before any district or cireuit court of the United States holden within the dis- 
trict in which the violation of this act has been committed, or the person or cor- 
poration resides or carries on or has his or its place of business. 

Sec. 10. That the sum of $500,000, to be immediately available, or so much 

‘thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the 

Tey not otherwise appropriated, to carry into effect the provisions of this 


Sec. 11. That the Commissioner of Agriculture shall report annually to Con- 
pu an itemized statement of all expenditures under this act, and full icu- 
of the means adopted and carried into effect for the suppression conta- 
gious diseases among domestic animals, 
Sec, 12. Thatthis act shall take effectand be in force from and after its passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
-amendment recommended by the committee. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President, I shall not detain the 
Senate with any lengthy explanation of the provisions of the bill, orany 
‘discussion of pleuro-pneumonia or other contagious diseases of domes- 
tic animals. The attention the subject has had in another branch of 
Congress and in the public press makes it entirely unnecessary that 
‘that should be done. But I desire to make an explanation in behalf of 
‘the committee. 

The committee originally reported a bill which had been introduced 
and referred to it by myself, and it was placed on the Calendar. Sub- 
sequent to that a bill on the same subject the House and was 
referred to the committee. The committee reported that bill back with 


an amendment in the form of a substitute, substituting the original Sen- 


ate bill for the House bill. At a meeting of the committee this morn- 
ing, on account of the paramount necessity and urgency of this legislation, 
the committee authorized me to have the House bill taken up, and, in- 
stead of our substitute, to move certain amendments to it by sections 
as it may be read. 

There are only two important differences between the bill as it passed 
the House and the bill as reported by the Committee on Agriculture of 
the Senate. The House bill makes no provision for putting a State or 
any portion of a State in quarantine in case the State fails to take con- 
current action with the Federal authorities. The original Senate bill as 
reported by the committee and the substitute for the House bill as 
reported provide as follows: 

And whenever a State or Territory, in any section of which a contagious or 
infectious disease exists which the Com missioner of Agriculture has declared to 
be dangerous to the animal industries of the nation, fails to make provisions for 
its extinction, orto co-operate with the plans of the Commissioner of Agriculture 
for the extinction of the disease, the President of the United States, on the pres- 
entation of the facts by the Commissioner of Agriculture, shall be authorized 
to declare the said State or Territory, or such part of said State or Territory as 
is dangerous to the animal interests of the country, in quarantine, and to regulate 
or prohibit the transportation of cattle out of said State, Territory, or district. 


The proposition is thought to be very important by the committee, 
and I am authorized to move it as an amendment to the House bill at 
the proper time. It will be seen, I think, upon a careful examination 
of the bill, that without this provision the efficiency of the measure 
might be entirely destroyed. It is well known that in many of our 
Western States the Legislatures hold only biennial sessions, and very few 
of them have ever taken any action upon this question. Very few of 
them have passed any laws in regard to it or appropriated any money 
for the suppression of these diseases. If the bill should pass without 
this provision in it, in nearly all the States of the West there would be 
no co-operation upon the part of the State governments for one or two 
years to come, and meanwhile great danger might be incurred to the 
entire cattle interests of our country. 

This provision is inno way a punishment upon a State for not passing 
laws and appropriating money, but it simply provides thatin case a State 
government shall have failed to do this the Federal Government may do 
the work necessary. This is in the direction of a provision which was 
contained in the act passed some years agoin to the National Board 
of Health, when we were attempting to prevent yellow fever from being 
brought into our borders. It was there provided that in case State or 
city authorities failed to co-operate with the national authorities in mat- 
ters of quarantine within their borders, then the Federal power was 
authorized to establish quarantine and to enforce it. Unless this can 
be done, unless there is power 1 somewhere (and here it is lodged 
in the President of the United States), it will be impossible in my judg- 
ment that the bill can be made effective. That is one important point 
and one important amendment which the committee will offer to the 
House bill. 

The other important point,is this: The bill as it passed the House 
provides that each State shall pay one-half of the expenses attending the 
extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia or any other contagious disease within 
its limits; in fact, one-half of all the expense that may be incurred 
within the borders of the State for this purpose. The Senate bill as it 
was reported provided that all this expenditure should be borne by the 
Federal Government, and the committee authorize me to move, as an 
amendment to the House bill, that instead of each State being called 
upon to pay one-half the ex the whole expense, whatever it may 
be, shall be paid out of the Federal Treasury. 

It is believed by the committee that this also is important, for if the 
Federal authorities can not act promptly in the matter of extirpating 
disease by the killing of cattle and by disinfecting their quarters, if they 
are compelled to wait until a session of the Legislature of any particular 
State may be called and until money shall have been appropriated by 
the State authorities, all the dangers which the bill was intended to 
avoid may occur. It is believed that the whole country is interested 
in extirpating the disease in any particular State in which the disease 
may be found. For instance, to-day in the State of Kansas the mouth- 
and-foot disease exists; all the surrounding country and all the sur- 
rounding States are threatened alike. It is the judgment of the com- 
mittee that the expense of extirpating that disease, for instance in the 
State of Kansas, should not be borne one-half of it by the State of 
Kansas, but that it should all be borne by the Federal Treasury. 

Then it is believed that it will not be possible for any bill to operate 
thoroughly and effectually in which the money power is divided be- 
tween the State and the Federal authorities. There must be power 
lodged somewhere tosuppress the disease by all means that are necessary, 
and that power must be the power of paying. If it be divided, there 
will be conflict between the State and the Federal authorities. Iam au- 
thorized by the committee at the proper time to move this amendment. 

There is another amendment, in regard to the amount of money which 
should be appropriated forthis purpose, but substantially the two propo- 
sitions which I have stated are the only ones that the committee now 
propose to move to the House bill. Oneis giving the President power 
to put a State or portion of a State or Territory into quarantine if the 
disease shall be found there and the State has made ne regulation for 
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ii, and the other is that the Federal authorities shall pay out of the 
Federal Treasury all the moneys that may be mecessary for the suppres- 
sion of these diseases. - 

I have no further remarks to submit on the general provisions of the 
bill, and now ask that the House bill be taken up by sections. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to inquire of the Senator from New 
York where the amendment he proposes is to come in? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The amendment I propose will come 
in in the House bill, at line 23 of section 3, first striking out the pro- 
vision that the States shall pay one-half of the expense, and at that 
point inserting what will be found on page 10, commencing at the end of 
the eighteenth line, where will be found the provision which I read in 

rd to quarantine. This amendment will accomplish the two prop- 
ositions which I stated. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is that amendment in print? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Yes, sir; in the printed bill you will 
find it on page 10. 

Mr. MORGAN. 


mittee. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Yes, it is part of the amendment re- 
ported by the committee as a substitute for the House bill; but the 
committee to-day decided to abandon that and take up the House bill, 
and propose only these two important amendments to the House bill; 
so that if the bill pass it shall be substantially the House bill with 
these amendments, provided the Senate decide to incorporate these 
amendments into the House bill. From the end of line 13 to the end 
of line 30, on page 10, is the proposition we propose to insert at the 


It is part of the amendment reported by the com- 


point I have indicated. 
Mr. MORGAN. All the substitute proposed by the Senate com- 


mittee then is withdrawn, and these few amendments are proposed to 
be inserted in the text of the House bill ? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. In the text of the House bill. I ask 
that the House bill be read by sections. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York will 
please state the amendment he proposes to the text. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The original report of the committee 
and its present action of course are inconsistent, and lead to this diffi- 
culty; the committee first reported back the House bill with an 
amendment which was in the form of a substitute for the entire House 
bill, but at its meeting to-day the committee decided to take up the 
House bill and simply move these two general amendments which I 
have mentioned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order to move now to perfect 
the text of the House bill. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Then I propose to amend the House 
bill, commencing at the word *‘ provided,” in line 23 of section 3, by 
striking outall the remainder of that section after the word ‘‘provided”’ 
to the end of it, and inserting what is found on 10 commencing 
in line 18 at the words ‘‘and whenever a State or Territory ” to theend 
of the section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York moves 
to amend the text of the House bill as will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. On line 23, section 3, it is moved to strike out 
the following proviso: 

Provided, That the authorities of said State or Territory shall assume and pay 
Sree cca terial Ont ook of tame cok N Pe ae 
tone in the quarantine and care of infected herds of aa zz 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

And whenever a State or Territory in any section of which acon ous or in- 
fectious di exists which the Commissioner of Agriculture has declared to 
be dangerous to the animal industries of the nation fails to make provisions for 
its extinction, or to co-operate with the plans of the Commissioner of Agriculture 
for the extinction of the disease, President of the United States, on the pres- 
entation of the facts by the Commissioner of Agriculture, shall be authorized 
to declare the said State or Territory, or such port of said State or Territory as is 
dangerous to the interests of the country, in quarantine, andto e 
or prohibit the transportation of cattle out of said State, Territory, or rict. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Thequestion is on this amendment. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I do not rise to debate the bill, but to 
make an inquiry of the Senator from New York. This is a very im- 

rtant bill, and I have read it now or heard it read for the first time. 

ask the Senator whether he ng? Pee to pass the bill before 2 o’clock, 
when the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAan] has the floor, or whether 
he proposes to print the bill as reported with the amendment now pro- 
posed? I understand he has abandoned the amendment which has been 
read to us asa substitute. Let us look at the amendment now moved 
in print. Itis nota very easy bill to make up our minds about, though. 
I am somewhat familiar with the general proposition, and if we are not 
to pass it to-day, I think we shall save time by having the bill printed 
in the form the committee propose it with the amendments now sug- 


gested. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York.- The committee hope to pass the bill 
before 2 o'clock to-day. The committee will do their part to accom- 
plish that end by avoiding any unnecessary talk on the matter. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to say to the Senator from New York that 
there is scarcely any conceivable necessity for forcing the Senate into 
the consideration of this bill in the brief time between this and 2 o’clock 
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to-day. We can not easily overcomeour objections to the consideration 
and determination of a matter of this gravity. There are great consti- 
tutional questions involved here and great questions of policy. It is 
entirely a new departure in the legislation of the country. We have 
not time to study every question that may be presented in this bill, and 
under the great pressure of important public business, just as it may 
come into the Senate, and I think it would be very dangerous in this 
particular, on a mere request made on the floor of the Senate because 
there is a good deal of public demand and public clamor about this mat- 
ter, to press this question to immediate consideration. I do not like to 
be compelled to consider a question under the sort of pressure that has 
been intimated here to-day; that is to say, that a disease threatening 

portions of the country has seized hold of the cattle of Kansas, 
and that if we do not act immediately there is going to be very great 
suffering. I dislike to vote under such compulsion as that. I would 
prefer to hold an all-night session to have an opportunity to consider 
this question as it ought to be, rather than to dispose of it within two 
hours under such circumstances or twenty minutes, as the case may be. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. There is no desire on my part or on the 
part of the committee to force immediate action if that course does not 
meet with the approval of the Senate; but this question has been before 
the country fora long time, agitating the public mind, and it affects one 
of the most important interests of our people. The bill was made a 
special order for yesterday at 2 o’clock, but other business came in in 
advance and held the attention of the Senate until 5 o’clock, as we all 
know. So the bill went over. It is now the intention of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture to press this bill on the attention of the Senate 
continuously, if possible, until it shall have been passed, whether it be 
to-day or to-morrow or any other day or within two weeks. 

The committee think there is no more important question before the 
Senate than this, and if it be not disposed of at 2 o’clock to-day I shall 
ask the Senate to go on with it after 2 o'clock, for we are inclined to 
think that it is of more importance to the country, vastly more impor- 
tant, than the special order which is set down for2 o'clock to-day. We 
shall continue to press this question on the Senate until it shall be dis- 
posed of, but there is no intention to deprive any Senator of the right 
of debate or consideration. If gentlemen desire to debate this bill, to 
discuss the constitutional questions said to be involved in it, we shall 
be prepared to stay here any length of time required to db it, or to take 
it up from day to day until it shall be disposed of. Of course it is 
entirely within the power of the Senate to consider this bill now or at 
any other time, or to take it up or lay it down at any time; but the 
Senate by a vote has made it the special order and we are now pro- 
ceeding under it, and we have no desire to show any undue haste or 
deprive any Senator of his rights of debate, if any one desires to debate 
the question. The motion I made was to take up the House bill by 
sections and consider the amendments section by section. 

Mr. BECK. I did not rise for the purpose of throwing any obstacle 
in the way, but the Senator from New York suggests that this question 
has been before the country for a long time and carefully considered. 
That being so, I think a decent respect for the Senate would have re- 
quired the committee to have laid before us in proper form what they 
now propose us to act upon, and not bring before us something which 
they propose to abandon, and then for the first time tell us now what 
they do propose to act upon, and expect us to catch it in this way. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to say that the committee is not amenable to 
the criticism uttered by the Senator from Kentucky. We proposed a 
substitute for the House bill. That substitute is printed in full. 

Mr. BECK. And abandoned. 

Mr. PLUMB. Well, suppose it is abandoned. 

Mr. BECK. Then we want time to see what next is proposed by the 
committee that is not to be abandoned. - 

Mr. PLUMB. It is not true that it is all abandoned, but it is simply 
true that we abandon a portion of it. We takeup the text of the House 
bill and propose now to take more of the House bill than the commit- 
tee originally proposed; but every single line and every single letter of 
what the committee propose now to insert is a part of what it proposed 
before to insert, but only a part. The Senator therefore who is compe- 
tent to grasp the proposition of the Committee on Agriculture in its 
entirety is certainly entirely competent to grasp any portion of it. It 
is not an innovation in any respect on that which has been before the 
Senate heretofore in a general way, and consequently there is nothing 
in the nature of surprise or anything that is lacking in due respect for 
the Senator from Kentucky or for the entire Senate. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I concur fully in the remarks made a 
moment ago by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. There is 
no more important bill before this body thanthis. If the Senator from 
New York | Mr. MILLER] has any expectation of passing it by 2 o'clock 
or any expectation of passing it even in two or three days, in my judg- 
ment he will be very greatly disappointed. It ought not to pass at all, 
and I hope will not, for in every section it grossly violates the Constitu- 
tion and all my ideas of a proper policy. 

It is very true, as the Senator from New York says, that this bill in 
substance has been a long time before the country. It has been twice 
defeated in the Senate. It is very true, as alleged by the Senator from 
New York, that the Agricultural Department has persistently kept it 
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before the country, and he says that the department intends to keep 
it before the country. I assure the Senator from New York that the 
great interests sought in this bill to be delivered over to the keeping of 
the Commissioner of Agriculture, of whom I will say I entertain a high 
opinion, are too yast and concern too vitally the people of this country 
to be intrusted to the discretion and handling of any one man, how- 
ever great his anxiety may be to grasp them. Indeed, Mr. President, 
this desire on the part of that official and the persistence with which he 
has urged this bill do not gain for it any favor with me. 

The people of the State which I have the honor in part to represent, 
as is shown in the report I hold in my hand, pay State taxes on be- 
tween six and seven million head of cattle; they pay taxes on upward 
of seven million of sheep; they pay taxes on a million and a half head 
of horses and mules; and every hoof of stock, every head of it, is to be 
dealt with under this bill by the Commissioner of Agriculture and the 
President of the United States and the Secretary of the Treasury, with- 
out appeal, without judge or jury, and without being consulted. I 
can show from the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture that this 
bill will hand over to the custody of the Commissioner of Agriculture 
and the Secretary of the Treasury all the cattle from Virginia between 
the coast and the foot of the mountains in North and South Carolina and 
Mississippi and Alabama and Louisiana and Florida and Texas. ī can 
show from this report that this bill places the cattle of that entire re- 
gion, constituting at least one-third of the live-stock of this country, 
in the custody directly of the Commissioner of Agriculture and the sub- 
ordinates of his appointment, to be dealt with at his pleasure. 

Sir, there are untold millions of dollars’ worth of stock that by this 
bill, if it is passed, the jurisdiction of the Commissioner of Agriculture 
will be absolute over. Ifwe are togo into a discussion of this bill now, 
I would turn to the report to which I referred but a minute ago. Do 
I understand the Senator from New York as insisting on proceeding with 
the bill ? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. © We are proceeding now under the 
order of the Senate. 

Mr. COKE. Very well. Now, Mr. President, I want gentlemen to 
take the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for 1883 and turn to 

19and read from there on the ‘‘report on the Texas cattle fever,” 
and they will find from that official report that ‘‘ the Texas cattle fever” 
is a misnomer for the disease referred to; that it ought to be called the 
Southern or swamp fever; that it prevailsin Virginia and has prevailed 
there for a hundred years; that it has prevailed from time immemorial 
in North Carolina, in Georgia, in Tennessee, in Mississippi, in Alabama, 
in Louisiana, in Florida, as well as in Texas. 

The cattle in those regions at home in their pastures are healthy; the 
beef is good; the milk and butter are wholesome; the people live on 
them and find them healthy and nutritious food. The animals look 
healthy and fat; their hair is sleek and shows every indication of health, 
and they are in good health. Now, take one of these animals from the 
coast in Virginia, or North Carolina, or South Carolina, or any of these 
States going south, and drive it up to the foot of the mountains and let 
it come in contact with mountain stock, and this report says that the 
mountain stock contracts some sort of disease which kills a considerable 
percentage of them. Drive the mountain stock down into the coast 
country and they will sicken and die. Drive the coast cattle into the 
mountains, and while the mountain stock may contract disease from 
them the low country stock thrive and improve. Take Northern stock 
down to Texas, and unless they are young, under twelve months old, 
a large percentage of them is lost by this fever; but take Texas stock 
up North and they thrive and grow large and fatten. These are the 
leading facts stated in this report of the Agricultural Department, and 
it is worthy of special attention that the cattle from Texas and the 
South, said to communicate disease, are well, in good health apparently, 
and are the cattle which furnish beef, milk, and butter for the inhabi- 
tants where they are raised. Yet these cattle, all of them embraced in 
the vast section I have named, are within the embargo of this bill. 

I read from the report as to Virginia and North Carolina: 


In answer to inquiries, Maj. R. L. Ragland, of Halifax County, sent me the fol- 
lowing valuable information, which I give in his own words: 

“I have never seen anywhere a more correct description of the cattle disease 
which prevails more or less every year in this and many of the adjoining coun- 
ties in be, roeng North Carolina than is given on 253-255 of department 
reporton * Di of Swine and other Domestic Animals, 1879.’ [have no means 
of tracing its history f distemper’ as it has been called for more than half a cen- 
tarj), but all authentic accounts agree that the disease was brought from East- 
ern North Carolina to Virginia—from the pine and swamp region of North Caro- 
lina, as stated by Mr. Lenoir, where it existed long prior to its appearance in 
this State. The disease was prevailing here when I was born, over fifty yearsago, 
and prevails more or less every year. The cause of the disease is not known, 
It came from Eastern North Carolina sixty or seventy years ago, and progressed 
westward very much as stated by Mr. Lenoir.” 


Here are reports of the disease in Patrick County, in Henry County, 
in Pittsylvania County, in Franklin County, in Halifax County, in 
Campbell County, in Charlotte County, in Prince Edward and Lunen- 
burg Counties, in Buckingham County, in Fluvanna and Goochland 
Counties, and in Henrico and Hanover Counties. Here is a map show- 
ing how the disease is traveling. It travels from the seacoast to the 
mountains, and is constantly going. Here is the conclusion of the re- 
port: 

To sum up, then, I believe it has been demonstrated beyond any possibility 
of successful contradiction: 1. That the district permanently inf with Texas 


fever is being continually enlarged by the advance of the infection toward the 
north. 2. That this infection has already reached in a partof Virginia to about 
38° of north latitude. 3. That districts have been permanently infected for years 
not only at the line of frost and snow, but where the temperature frequently de- 
scends to the neighborhood of zero Fahrenheit. 4. That frost, snow, or even 
intense freezing can not be depended upon to destroy the germs of this disease. 
5. That while large rivers and mountain chains have checked the advance fora 
considerable time in the past, rivers at least have always been crossed in time, 
and there is, consequently, no apparent natural obstacle to the continued exten- 
sion of the infected district toward the north. 

The report is an exceedingly interesting one. It gives the large ex- 
perience of the reporter in Alabama and in fact in all the States I have 
named. The disease, Mr. President, is one that grows out of the cli- 
mate. You go down into the coast part of Virginia or North Carolina 
or South Carolina or any part of the States south on the Atlantic sea- 
board, and you will find thatit has existed from time immemorial; you 
will find that the people understand it. You will find that the mount- 
ain man will not drive his stock down into the low country except 
during periods of frost and ice, and will not permit swamp or low 
country stock driven among his stock at any other period. The peo- 
ple understand this thing. Why should the Government take hold of 
the question in view of the fact that the people for one hundred and 
fifty years have had to deal with it, and that they in the localities know 
and understand it much better and more practically than any Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture can ? 

Our Government is based on the theory that the people are intelli- 
gent and judicious enough to care for their private interests properly, 
and surely it is not a violent presumption, when they have managed 
this matter for one hundred years without aid, that with increased 
experience and intelligence they can continue to do so without the in- 
tervention of the Government. Too much governmentis a greater curse 
than too little. 

I oppose this bill, Mr. President, for various reasons, both of consti- 
tutionality and expediency, and especially because it puts under the 
ban the cattle of a vast section of our country stretching from Northern 
Virginia to the mouth of the Rio Grande, which are in a perfectly nat- 
ural and normal condition of health. It does not need that disease 
shall break out among them; it is only necessary that they shall be ina 
certain section of the country to put in full play the arbitrary and dic- 
tatorial power conferred on the Commissioner of Agriculture, from which 
no appeal lies. In all that great section of country I have named this 
bill withdraws all the safeguards provided by the Constitution for prop- 
erty, not on contingencies which may or may not happen, but on a cer- 
tainty already declared by the Commissioner that contagious disease 
exists there, or, in other words, that it is permanently infected. 

This bill, sir, will strike a blow at a great interest of my State in a 
vital point. It will obstruct commerce in cattle and other stock, and 
subject owners of stock to the danger of black-mail and robbery by sub- 
ordinates who may be detailed to execute the law. I have as much 
confidence in the high officials named in this bill as any other can have, 
but would intrust the power conferred in this bill to no men on earth; 
still less would I to any set of men who would be compelled to dele- 
gate power to subordinates in order to execute thelaw. Under this bill 
the Commissioner of Agriculture would declare the existence of an in- 
fectious disease, the locality of the infection, and upon his recommen- 
dation the President would act. The report of the commissioner has 
already declared that the Texas fever exists from Northern Virginia to 
the Rio Grande, and if the bill passes all left to be done as to that great ex- 
tent of country and the millions of stock in it will be to putit under quar- 
antine, shut out the cattle from market, and thus wound a great interest. 

So far as the pleurd-pneumonia is concerned that is a disease which 
is imported. I am perfectly willing to support a constitutional bill 
that shall specify pleuro-pneumonia. It may go further and specify the 
foot-and-mouth disease, or any other that is known to affect cattle which 
the people do not understand and can not manage. But there are 
clauses in this bill that speak of ‘‘ plenro-pneumonia and any other con- 
tagious, infectious, or communicable disease.’’ By those terms you em- 
brace all cattle throughout the South; you will embrace seven millions 
of cattle in Texas; you will embrace two-thirds of the cattlein Virginia, 
in North and South Carolina, in Tennessee, in Mississippi, in Alabama, 
in Louisiana, in Florida, in Arkansas, and in the Indian Territory, 
Notwithstanding the fact that they are in the condition in which they 
were reared and grown, a condition perfectly normal and natural, and 
as we believe healthy, yet they are embraced in the penalties of this bill 
because it is said they can communicate disease to cattle raised in more 
northern latitudes. 

Can we pen a bill of that sort, Mr. President? Can we submit if we 
can possibly avoid it to have so many millions of dollars’ worth of prop- 
erty placed beyond the pale of the protection of the law and subject to 
the irresponsible dictation of three officials acting through subordinates, 
as they will be under this bill? 

I desire that the Senate shall understand this bill. It is a monstrous 
one. Twice has a bill just like it been defeated in this body, and it was 
defeated in very short order each time. This bill should not pass. I 
have simply adverted to the facts that show the immense interests in- 
volved. In the State of Texas alone the cattle at $20 a head, subjected 
to the caprice of three men under this bill, will bring $140,000,000 in 
the market to-day; the sheep (for it embraces all sorts of stock), nearly 
8,000,000 head, would bring $40,000,000 more, besides horses and mules, 
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in this one single State of Texas. Now add that to the amount involved 


in the other States, and see what an immense te is placed sub- 
ject to the dictation of two or three men under this bill, without appeal, 
withont judge or jury. 

This is the bill exactly that was defeated twice before in the Senate, 
consigned to the waste-basket. The Senate would not consider it then 
and ought not now. Iam willing to give the power to have an inves- 
tigation and report, so as to teach the people how to deal with the dis- 
eases of cattle, but I am not willing in order to provide against pleuro- 
pneumonia or any other disease to turn the vast stock interest of this 
country over to the manipulation of any two or three men. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask the Senator from Texas a question? 

Mr. COKE. Certainly. ; 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In giving information not only as to his own 
State but as to other States he shows this to be a very large industry, 
and therefore an industry that should be preserved. This bill, as I un- 
derstand, if it has any purpose whatever, is for the preservation of that 
great industrial interest. Now, the honorable Senator says he is per- 
fectly willing to vote for a bill that will designate the diseases. 

Mr. COKE. I will putin this qualification. I am willing to vote 
for a bill which shall authorize the Commissioner of Agriculture to ex- 
plore thoroughly the causes and the means of prevention and of cure, 
and let him report the facts for dissemination among the people. That 
is the sort of bill I am for. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator says he is perfectly willing that 
the Commissioner of Agriculture shall obtain information and report; 
but in the absence of any remedy, although we have the information, 
the evil may be done. He says he is in favor of putting in the bill 
“*pleuro-pneumonia or lung-plague.’’ I take it from his argument—— 

Mr. COKE. Put in foot-and-mouth disease, and specify any other 
disease you choose. 

Mr, MCPHERSON. Irather understood from the Senator’s remarks 
that he objected to these terms, ‘‘or any contagious or communicable 
disease.” Now, I suppose that any disease which is contagious or 
communicable will after a time become epidemic, because the very na- 
ture of a disease that is contagious or communicable will of itself in 
course of time make it an epidemic. 


Mr. COKE. The fever of which I spoke has been existing one hun- |, 


dred and fifty or two hundred years, and I have never heard of its be- 
coming epidemic yet. I would be willing to try a little longer, rather 
than subvert the Constitution in destroying all the safeguards for prop- 
erty of this character. 
Mr. McPHERSON. What fever? 
Mr. COKE. The so-called Texas fever. The Senator rose to ask me 
a question. He is not through with his question yet. If he will con- 
clude it in a short time I will try to answer. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Does the Senator object to the words ‘“‘ conta- 
gious or communicable diseases?’’ I wasof the opinion, and I can hardly 
dislodge that idea from my mind, that any disease contagious or com- 
orans will in course of time result in disaster to this great cattle 
industry. ' 
Mr. COKE. Ihave spoken about the so-called Texas fever. Cattle 
are said to communicate the disease. It is the cattle in another and 
higher locality that take the disease under certain conditions from these 
other ap tly healthy cattle. Now, I say when our cattle in Texas 
are healthy, when they afford us good beef, when they afford us healthy 
milk and butter, when they look well, when their hair glistens and 
they present every appearance of health, these cattle ought not to be 
embargoed by the Government. If you take them North they do not 
suffer from it and they do well at home. They are healthy every- 
where, both at home and in more northern latitudes. Their condition 
is a natural one, a normal one, is inherent in and incidental to the 
climate in which they are reared. Their condition is inseparable from 
the surroundings in which they are reared. To say that they shall be 
embargoed is tantamount to sa; that cattle should not be raised in 
that country, and if itis constitutional and expedient to pass this bill 
into law it would be equally so to pass a law forbidding the raising of 

- cattle in the country where the so-called Texas fever prevails; indeed, 
that would be the only logical course to pursue. 

But it is said that these apparently healthy animals communicate 
disease to the stock in other localities, and I presume they do; but I 
have this to say in reference to that, that the facts connected with the 
Texas fever are thoroughly known to the people wherever any danger 
exists from it, The people need no assistance from the Government. 
They know how to provide against it. They have learned this from 
the experience of more than a century. sah 

Mr. MAXEY. If my colleague will permit I will say that our people 
do not object to the use of the term pleuro-pneumonia in the bill, for 
that is the designation of a well-defined disease; but they do seriously 
protest against the exercise by the Commissioner of Agriculture of an 
uncontrolled discretion to determine what is a contagious and communi- 
cable disease. Under this unlimited power to determine what is conta- 

abe what is communicable, without appeal from his decision, however 

-advised, arbitrary, or unjust, the great cattle interest of Texas, ag- 
gregating $120,000,000 in value, and constantly increasiny, is placed at 
the mercy of the Commissioner. It is to this vast, uncontrolled power 
over an undefined disease that we protest. 


Mr. COKE. Certainly. I object to the sweeping lunguage of the bill 
referred to by my colleague for reasons I have endeavored to give. This 
bill will destroy the market value of the cattle throughout the South— 
will exclude them from export to foreign countries. No foreign coun- 
try will take them when denounced as infected with disease which is 
classed with pleuro-pneumonia, lung-plague, and other deadly diseases. 
It is unjust to truth and the facts that they should be so classed, be- 
cause in their own native ranges they are healthy and their removal 
to other ranges does not injure them. It is not these, but the North- 
ern cattle, who are said to take this so-called Texas fever. 

I am mE to see a constitutional bill passed specifying the diseases 
for which cattle shall be excluded from commerce, but enter my pro- 
test against the provisions of this bill, which under its general terms 
already quoted will brand as diseased and impure, unfit for market or 
commerce, five-sixths of the cattle from Northern Virginia southward to 
the Rio Grande, embracing one-third of thecattle in the United States, 
withdrawing the guarantees of the law from the protection of that species 
of property and subjecting it to the arbitrary will and caprice of who- 
ever may happen to be the Commissioner of Agriculture. 

This bill embraces all sorts of live-stock—cattle, sheep, hogs, goats, 
horses, mules, everything in the stock line. The whole subject is 
turned over to the Commissioner of Agriculture. He is to determine 
when any disease exists, and his jurisdiction is to commence when it 
does exist. He is to be judge, jury, and executioner. The President 
and the Secretary of the Treasury perform some unimportant functions; 
he is the ruling, guiding spirit in substance and effect. I will discuss 
the details of this bill more fully and illustrate its enormities more 
minutely further on in this debate, but desire now, if I have the time 
left, to point out specifically the constitutional objections to it, butas 
the time for the regular order has arrived will defer it until the bill is 
taken up again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas will sus- 
pend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the 
Chair to lay before the Senate the special order for this time, being the 
bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I move that that bill be laid aside and 
that the bill which has been under consideration be continued. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of House bill 3967, the 
bill last under consideration. That motion under Rule IX is not open 
to debate. 

Mr. SEWELL. I simply rise to ask for information what vote is 
necessary to set aside the special order. It having taken a two-thirds 
vote to make it a special order, can a less vote set it aside? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A majority vote under the ninth 
rule can take up another bill. 

Mr. SEWELL. I hope the motion will not prevail. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, what is the motion ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator from 
New York is under the ninth rule, the Fitz-John Porter bill being now 
under consideration, to proceed to the consideration of another bill on 
the Calendar, being House bill 3967. 

Mr. HOAR. How does this motion come in under the ninth rule, 
which expires at 2 o'clock ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not hear the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I inquired of the Chair how this motion came in under 
the ninth rule, which expires at 2 o'clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is now 2 o’clock and after. 

Mr. HOAR. Does not the ninth rule expire at 2 0’clock ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; the ninth rule begins at 2 o’clock. 
The question is on ing to the motion of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. COKE called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary called the roll. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (after having voted in the affirmative). 
The Senator from Vermont in the chair [Mr. EDMUNDS] asks leave to 
withdraw his vote, as he has been requested to pair with the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND]. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam paired on the preliminary questions connected 
with the Porter bill, and for that reason do not vote. : 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—A. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Allison, Dolph, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, 
Bowen, Frye, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley Morrill, Walker, 
Conger, Ingalls, Palmer, Williams, 
Cullom, M Nan, Plumb, Wilson. 
NAYS—H. 
Bayard, George, Jones of Florida, Pugh, 
Beck, Gibson, enna, Riddleberger, 
BlAir, Gorman, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Groome, McPherson, Sewell, 
Call, Hampton, Maxey, ance, 
Camden, H i Morgan, Vest, 
Coke, Hoar, Pendleton, Voorhees, 
Fair, Jackson, Pike, 
Farley, Jonas, Platt, 
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ABSENT—18. 

Anthony, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 

tler, Garland, pham, Sabin, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, a Slater. 
Cockrell, Harrison, Mahone, 
Colquitt, Hill, Miller of Cal., 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. House bill No. 1015 is now before the 


Senate as in Committee of the Whole and will be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before that is done I ask consent to submit an 
amendment to the bill which has just passed from the consideration of 
the Senate, the pleuro-pneumonia bill, with a view to have it printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
received and printed. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I move that House bill No. 3967 be 
made the special order immediately succeeding the conclusion of the 
consideration of the bill now before the Senate, known as the Fitz-John 
Porter bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that motion can 
only be made by unanimous consent, the other bill being now before 
the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state the question, 
and then recognize the Senator from New Hampshire. The Senator 
from New York asks unanimous consent that he may now move that 
the bill last under consideration, the cattle bill, be made the special 
order immediately after the conclusion of the Fitz-John Porter bill. 
Is there objection to the Senator making that motion ? 

Mr. COKE. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. BLAIR. That there may be no misunderstanding on this mat- 
ter, I think it proper to state that the order making the bill to aid in 
the establishment and temporary support of common schools a special 
order to-day at 2 o'clock was made, as will appear by the RECORD, 
to be subject to the disposition of the Fitz-John Porter case, and that, 
by an order of the Senate already existing, will be taken up immedi- 
ately on the termination of the proceedings in the Fitz-John Porter 
bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not so understand the rule. The bill (H. R. 
3925) to regulate practice in patent suits was the special order for yes- 
terday, but was not reached by reason of other business preceding it. 
I understand the rule to be that the bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of 
Fitz-John Porter, having been reached to-day, takes precedence, and to 
that of course*I can make no objection; but I think that when the 
Fitz-John Porter bill shall be concluded the special orders then stand, 
or ought tostand, in the orderin which they are assigned, and the first 
bill, as I suppose, following the Fitz-John Ponter bill is the bill to reg- 
ulate practice in patent suits. My vote against proceeding with the 
bill for the suppression and extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia was be- 
cause I did not want that bill to displace what I supposed to be the next 
order, or what I think at any rate ought to be the next order. I think 
the act to regulate practice in patent suits, having the right of way 
prior to this day, ought to continue to have the right of way after the 
Fitz-John Porter bill shall be disposed of. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, it should be observed that the bill to 
which I have referred, which is the special order at 2 o'clock, if the 
Fitz-John Porter case is not proceeded with, and which is a continuing 
special order, subject to its disposition, that bill being now before the 
Senate, was given this position several days before the bill to which the 
Senator from Connecticut now makes allusion was made a special order 
at all, and the RECORD will show, if it shall be read, that what I have 
stated in regard to this being a continuous order, subject to the dispo- 
sition of the Fitz-John Porter case, is correct. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill before the Senate will be 


read. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I think it will be in order to move 
that the House bill No. 3967 be make a special order for 2 o'clock on 
Friday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is not in order 
to make the motion without unanimous consent of the Senate, the Fitz- 
John Porter bill being now before the Senate. The Senate having 
passed over the bill referred to by the Senator from New York, the Sen- 
ator from Texas objected to the Senator from New York making the 
motion at this time. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. As it seems to be the decision of the 
Senate that the private bill of Fitz-John Porter shall displace all public 
measures here, I cannot, of course, do otherwise than submit to the par- 
liamentary rules and the decision of the Senate. I ask thatthe amend- 
ments proposed to the pleuro-pneumonia bill be printed, and that the 
bill and the amendments proposed by me be printed separately, inorder 
that the objection made by the Senator from Kentucky [| Mr. Beck] may 
be obviated, that the Senate has not before it precisely what it is pro- 

to act on. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
in the same manner. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


I ask that the amendment I proposed be prinfed 
The order to print the bill as pro- 


to beamended from the Committee on Agriculture will be entered, 
if there be no objection. : 


Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the amendment I offered will be printed in 
the same document. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the amend- 


ment intended to be proposed by the Senator from Ohio will be printed 
on the same paper. The Chair hears no objection 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and to insert: 


That the President be, and lie is hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint Fitz-John Porter, Inte a 
(o neral of the United States Volunteers and a brevet brigadier-general 
and colonel of the Army, to the position of colonel in the Army of the United 
States, of the same grade and rank held by him at the time of his dismissal from 
the Army by sentence of court-martial promulgated January 27,1563, and, in his 
discretion, to place him on the retired-list of the Army as of that grade, the re- 
tired-list being thereby increased in number to that extent; and all laws and 
pana of lawsin eonflict herewith are suspended for this purpose only: Provided, 
t said Fitz-John Porter, shall receive no pay, compensation, or allowance 
whatsoever prior to his appointment under act. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Military Affairs. ` 

Mr.SEWELL. Mr. President, as the amendment is the unanimous 
report of the Committee on Military Affairs there can be no objection 


to it. Iask to have it adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LOGAN, Iwould suggest to the Senator from New Jersey that 


perhaps that vote ought not to be put until the question comes in refer- 
ence to the amendment and then agreeing to the bill. 

Mr. SEWELL. I preter to speak to the bill as amended. There 
certainly can be no objection to the amendment. When the bill is 
amended as proposed it will be the same bill that the Senate passed 
during the last Congress. 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand that theamendment is much preferable 
to the bill as passed by the House, and I merely made the suggestion 
as to the convenience of business. I have no objection to the amend- 
ment being acted on. 

Mr. SEWELL. Under the instructions of the committee I should 
prefer to have the amendment adopted now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, there are voluminous reports both 
from the majority and minority of the committee. I have no desire 
at the present time to have them read, but there are some extracts that 
I may ask for the reading of during the progress of the remarks that I 
shall submit to the Senate. 

The bill to restore Fitz-John Porter to the Army, now before the 
Senate, is, substantially, in words, and for the same limiting effect, the 
bill passed by the Senate at the last session of Congress. Of its merits 
I have heretofore spoken, and I purpose now to make but few remarks, 
and those only to brush away a few doubts on the justice of the bill, 
which may exist with those who have not had full opportunities to 
study the case. The bill is based on the recommendation of an advisory 
board of officers, appointed by the President to examine fully into the 
merits of the case, and to report, ‘‘ with the reasons for their conclusions, 
what action, if any, in their opinion, justice requires should be taken 
by the President.” 

The members of the board were selected for their rare judicial abil- 
ity, intelligence, military experience, and integrity. They were known 
to entertain unfriendly opinions to General Porter’s cause. General 
Sherman, who selected them, said, ‘‘they were officers than whom 
their better do not exist in the Army,” and expressed in advance of 
their decision the belief that he would accept as conclusive the judg- 
ment of this court of honor, ‘* composed, as it was, of such officers as 
Generals Schofield, Terry, and Getty.” The President so far indorsed 
their recommendations as (in the absence of power to execute it) to sub- 
mit their proceedings and recommendations to Congress for such action 
as in their wisdom should seem expedient and just. 

The report of the board is before the Senate. It states that the sen- 
tence of the court-martial inflicted on General Porter in 1863 was founded 
in error and in ignorance of the real facts, and that so far from his con- 
duct deserving condemnation it merited praise. 

j These convictions are supplemented by the judgment of the ablest 
general of our Army, late its head, and President of the United States, 
who, after months of study, confirmed emphatically the conclusions of 
that advisory board. 


I ask the Secretary to read an article from the North American Re- 


view, headed ‘‘An undeserved stigma,’’ as part of my remarks. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
[From the North American Review., 
AN UNDESERVED STIGMA. 
On the 27th of November, 1862,a court-martial was convened in the city of 


1884. 
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Washington for the trial of Major-General Fitz-John Porter, of the volunteer 
force. The court consisted of nine members and a judge-advocate—the Judge- 
Advocate-General of the Army. 

The charges against General Porter were : 

First. Disobedience of orders under the ninth article of war. 

Second. Misbehavior before the enemy under the fifty-second article of war. 

Under the first charge there were three specifications of which the court found 
Porter guilty. These were, substantially : 

First. Disobedience to the order of August 27, requiring him to march from 
Warrenton Junction at 1 o'clock on the morning of the 25th and be at Bristoe 
Station by daylight. 

Second. Disobedience on A 29, while in front of the enemy, to the joint 
order to McDowell and Porter, directing them to march toward Gainesville and 
establish communication with the other corps. 

Third. Disobedience on August 29, while in front of the enemy, to what is 
Enoy as the “4.30 p. m. order,” requiring Porter to attack the enemy’s flank 
and rear. 

Under the second charge the specifications upon which Porter was tried and 
convicted were, in sybstance : 

First. Shameful disobedience to the 4.30 p.m.order on August 29, while in 
sight of the fiéld and in full hearing of its artillery; and retreat from advanc- 
ing forces of the enemy, without attempting to engage them or to aid the pore 
ane were fighting tly von goed numbers, and who would have secu a 
decisive victory and captured the enemy's army but for Porter’s ne#lect to at- 
tack and his shameful disobedience. 

Second. Failure of Porter all that day to bring his forces on the field when 
within sound of the guns and in presence of the enemy, and knowing that a 
severe action of great consequence was ra, Rta re and that the aid of his 
corps was tly needed; and his shamefal falling back and retreat from the 
onvinreaa of unknown forces of the enemy without attempting to give them 

ttie, 

. Third, Shameful failure of Porter on the same day, while a severe action was 
being fought, to go to the aid of General Pope's troops when he believed that 
they were tr pena and were retiring from the field, and his shameful re- 
treat away and falling back under these circumstances, leaving the army to the 
disasters of a presumed defeat; and failure, by any attempttoattack the enemy, 
to er = averting a disaster which would have endangered the safety of the 
capital, 

These are the accusations that were made against General Porter for his part 
and failure in the battles generally known as those of the second Bull Run cam- 
paign. The court found him guilty of the charges and specifications. Ifhe was 
so guilty the punishment awarded was not commensurate with the offense com- 
mitted. I believe lawyers have taken exception to the formation of the court 
and to some of its technical rulings; but neither at the time nor since has Gen- 
eral Porter attempted to evade the consequences of his acts by any 
pleading, or by taking advantage of any technical error in the composition of 
the court or the method of its being ordered, but has relied entirely upon his 
innocence of all the charges and specifications, and would not be satisfied with 
an acquittal on any other ground than that of hisentire innocence, 

It will be seen from the foregoing that General Porter's alleged misconduct was 
emb te cases of disobedience of orders: one on the 27th of 
August and two on the 29th of Au „and in having retreated hegre pera ó 
from the enemy, by that act endandering other portions of the army with whi 
he was co-operating. 7 

It will be seen that, though these offenses were alleged to have been commit- 
ted in August of 1862, he was continued in the command of an army corps until 
some time in November following, taking an active partin battles of the duy 
following the date of the last charge and in command of the defenses of Wash- 
ington on the west bank of the Potomac, and also at the battle of Antietam, some 
weeks later, It would look at first very that an officer so wantonly 
derelict in the performance of his duty as General Porter was all to have 
been on the 27th and 29th of August should have been continued in so impor- 
tant a place as the command of an army corps, when so much was at stake as 
there was on the 30th of Aug and in the defenses of Washington, and in the 
later battles in Maryland, when the invasion of the North wasthreatened. These 
facts would indicate to an eace mind that the charges against Porter 
he an after-thought, to shift the responsibilities of failure from other shoulders 
and to p! 


lace them upon him. 

In regard to his disobedience of the order of the 27th of August, he is alleged 
to have without justification deferred his march from Warrenton Junction to 
Bristoe Station from 1 o’clock until 3 of the morning of the 28th. It was about 
10 o'clock on the night of the 27th when Porter received the following order: 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Bristoe Slation, August 27, 1862—6,30 p.m. 

GENERAL: The r-general commanding directs that you start at 1 o'clock 
and come forward with your whole corps, orsuch part of it as is with you, so as 
to be here by daylight to-morrow morning. Hooker has had a very severe ac- 
tion with the enemy, with a loss of about three hundred killed and wounded. 
The enemy has been driven back, but is retiring along the railroad. We must 
drive him from Manassas and clear the country between that place and Gaines- 
ville, where McDowell is. If Morell has not joined you send word to him to 
push forward immediately; also send word to ks to hurry forward with all 
speed to take your place at Warrenton Junction. It is n ,on all ac- 
counts, that you should be here by daylight. I send an officer with this dis- 

teh who will conduct you to this place. Be sure to send word to Banks, who 
is on the road from Fayetteville, probably in the direction of Bealeton. Say to 
Banks also that he had best run back the railroad trains to this side of Cedar 
Run. Ifhe is not with you, write him to that effect. 

* By command of Major-General Pope. 


in three 


GEORGE D. RUGGLES, 
Colonel and Chief of Staff. 
Maj. Gen. F. J, Porter, 
Warrenton Junction, 

P, S.—If Banks is not at Warrenton Junction, leavea regiment of infantry and 
two pieces of artillery asa guard till he comes up, with instractions to follow you 
immediately. is not at the Junction, instruct Colonel Clary torun the 
son back to this side of Cedar Run, and post a regiment and section of artillery 

it. 

By command of Major-General Pope. 

GEORGE D. RUGGLES, 
Colonel and Chief of Staff. 


His troops had been marching all day, were very much fatigued, and some of 
them only having just arrived in camp and had their supper when the order to | 
march at1lo'clock wasreceived. The night, as shown in the testimony before the 
court which tried Porter. and as confirmed by the evidence given in what was 
known as the Schofield board, was extremely dark: the road very narrow, with 
numerous cuts and streams passing through it; bounded by woods on both sides 
in many places, with no place where the open country could be taken for the | 
march of troops; and blocked up ith about two thousand army wagons, many | 


of them mired in the narrow road, so that the officer who conveyed this orderto 
General Porter was over three hours on horseback in making the distance of ten 
miles. Porter was expected, with fatigued troops, worn with long marches, on 
scanty rations, to.make a march on a very dark night through a blockaded road 
more rapidly than a single aid-de-camp, unencumbered, had been able to get 
through on horseback, 

When he received the order he showed it to his leading generals, and, appar- 
ently with one accord, they decided that the movement at that hour was im- 

ible; further, that no time could possibly be gained so early a start, and 
hat if they should start at that hour and Ret through to Bristoe Station at the 
time designated the troops would not be fit for either fighting or marching on 
their arrival at that point. Porter replied, however, ‘‘ Here is the order, and it 
must be obeyed ;”’ but after further consultation he decided, as did his generals, 
thata ten Gear of two hours in starting the march would enable them to 
get through as quick as if the men were kept on foot and under arms while the 
road was being cleared and that the men would be in much better condition 
for service on their arrival at their destination. He was entirely justified in 
exercising his own judgment in this matter, because the order shows that he 
was not to take part in say battle when he arrived there, but was wanted to 
pursue a fleeing enemy. e did not leave the commanding general in igno- 
rance of his proposed Seley’ nor of the reasons for it, but at once sent a request 
that the general commanding should send back cavalry (he had none himself) 
a — the road near him of incumbrances, so that the march might be un- 
obstructed. 

It is shown that a literal obedience to the order of the 27th of August was a 
physical impossibility. It is farther shown that General Porter was desirous 
of obeying it literally, so far as was practicable, but was prevailed upon by his 
leading generals—against whom a cine feo of eens 2° their commander 
or to the cause has never been entertained—to do what his own judgment ap- 
poma as the best thing to do, to make a later start, with a view of arriving at 

is destination as early as it was possible for him to arrive there, and to give to 
his jaded and worn troops two hours more of needed rest. If the ni 
been clear and the road an open one there would not have been as much justi- 
fication for the exercise of his discretion in the matter; but there isno doubt but 
that he would havearrived at Bristoe Station just as early, and with his troops 
in much better condition, if he had started at early dawn instead of the hour 
he did, and the intervening time had been used in clearing the road for his 
troops when they did march. Where there were open spaces along the line of 
the road they were either marshy, filled with stumps of trees, and im ble 
to march over, or were crowded with army wagons, so that the track of his 
army was limited to the encumbered narrow road between the two points desige 
nated in the order, which could be cleared only by the wagons being moved 
ahead, as requested of Pope. 

Much of the testimony before the court and before the Army board might be 
pena to confirm what is here stated; but as this is all accessible to the reader 

will not lengthen this statement by quoting it. 

I question very much whether there was an en; ment during the war or 
a series of engagements continuing over as much time as was consumed in the 
battles about Bull Run in August, 1862. when not only one but a number of 
generals did not exercise their discretion as Porter did on this occasion, and 
with far less justification. The commanding general who gave the order de- 
sired to have the troops at a certain point by daylight, and he gave his orders 
so as to accomplish that result. Under the circumstances his order required of 
the troops an impossibility. That was as evident to Porter and those with him 
before the attempt was made as it was after. 

It isa little singular that any one high in rank connected with the Army of 
Ral, me should be in hanno gr of the arrival of at leasta portion of Lee's army, 
by the very route designated by Pope, many hours before the 4.30 order was 
published. rter was not in ignorance of that arrival. Between 12 and 1 
o'clock, on arriving at his advanced position, Porter was shown by MeDowella 
dispatch from General Buford, sent at 9.30 on the morning of the 29th, stating 
that from seventeen to eighteen regiments of the enemy had passed throug 
Gainesville uarters of an hour before, or at a quarter before 9 o'clock, on 
their way to re-enforce Jackson, so that the head of the column must have been 
not only in supporting distance of Jackson, but at the pare of deployment by 10 
o'clock in the morning; and now it is known by others, as it was known by 
Porter at the time, that Longstreet, with some twenty-five thousand men, was 
in ition confronting Porter by 12 o'clock on the 29th of August, four hours 
and a half before the 4.30 order was written. > 

While at the head of their united forces between 12 and 1 o'clock, and while 
Porter was pre ug to attack the enemy in his immediate front, M well, then 
in command, showed Porter the “joint order” and also Buford’s dispatch. It 
was evident from this dispatch, corroborated by the enemy's movements in their 
immediate front, that the main forces of the enemy, which the “joint order” 
said were far distant, had not only arrived, but had formed a junction with Jack- 
son and deployed in their front. Porter knew of this from another fact. He 
had prisoners from that foree—Longstreet’s troops. The object of moving to- 
ward Gainesville had been thus defeated, and any further advance, if practica- 
ble, would only the more widely orig them from Pope's forces, then checked 
at Groveton, at least two miles d t, and with which they were ordered to 


establish communication.” McDowell, as he had the right, at once withdrew 
his troops, leaving Porter with ten thousand men to confront Longstreet's 
twenty-five thousand, while he went by a circuitous route to a point between 
Porter and Pope to establish the communication enjoined. a 

Thus left alone, facing superior numbers advan usly posted, and ignorant 


of the needs of Pope, if indeed he had any, Porter necessarily to bide Me- 
Dowell's arrival on his right. In the mean time his duty was manifestly to en- 
gage Lon ts attention and poavent him from moving a Pope, espe- 
cially while McDowell was out of support of both Pope and Porter, Porter all 
that day did not hear of McDowell, orof what was taking place in front of Pope, 

though he kept the former well informed of affairs with him, and presumed 
that his dispatches were sent to the latter. He, however, pea Longstreet’s 
attention by demonstrations nearly harmless to himself and so successfully as 
to cause Longstreet to take Wilcox's division from in front of Pope in order to 
strengthen the line Fap Agn 3 Porter, who atthetime was aware of this move- 
ment of forces coming from the right to his front and notified McDowell of it. 
Thus Porter, without sacrifice of men and without endangering any interests, 
did more for Pope's relief than if he had goe directly to that general's assist- 
ance.. To have done so would probably have sacrified his corps, without any 
benefit, and jeoparded the safety of Pope's army. 

So far as I have investigated the case—and I have studied it, I think, pretty 
thoroughly—I see no fact to base the charge of retreat upon. I do not see that 
any argument to prove this is necessary, because any reader of history may be 
de ae now to find where and when General Porter retreated during the time 


In my judgment this disposes of the cha: and consequently of all specifi- 
eations under them, except the alleged dacbadience of the 4.30 p. m. order. 

In regard to the charge of disobedience of the 4.30 order, which is the princi 
oneand the one that has most deeply impressed the mind of the general public, 
there are evidences which look to me important and conclusive, showing that 
the court-martial which tried General Porter found him guilty under a mis- 
taken idea of the actual facts, now accessible to any one in search of the truth, 
and which Porter knew to be the facts at the time. As maintained by the prose- 
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cution, to the apparent satisfaction of the court, the situation of the belligerent 
forces were in numbers and position about as here given: 


The 4.30 p. m. order of the 29th of August required Porter to attack the enemy’s 
right flank and to get into his rear if ible. This enemy, in the mind of the 
commanding general, and no doubt of the court, was Jackson's force of twenty- 
two thousand men. Porter was supposed to ger <i with ten thousand troops, 
posson assigned to him in the diagram given. The court also seems to have 

n satisfied that the order to make this attack was received by Porter from 5 
ia DAI past 5 o'clock in the afternoon, leaving him abundance of time to obey 

e order, 

That the commanding general believed the positions as given in the foregoing 
diagram to be the positions of the different commands is shown from the fact that 
in his joint order of that morning he stated that “the indications are that the 
whole force of the enemy is moving in this direction at a pace that will bring 
them here by to-morrow night or next day "’—that is, the evening of the 30th or 
the morning of the 3lst of August—and from the fact that in the 4.30 order he 
stated that “the enemy is massed in the woods in front of us,” thus ignoring the 
qronees of Longstreet. This is confirmed in his map No.5 furnished to the 

vernment, If these had been the facts of the case there would have been no 
justification whatever for Porter's failure to make the attack as ordered; butin- 
stead of the facts beina 4s supposed by the commanding general and the court 
which tried General Porter, they were as shown by the following diagram. 
This Porter knew on indisputable evidence: 


22,000 men. 


So 
Pontehs men- 


-3 


As shown by this diagram, Porter was not in a position to attack the right 
flank of Jackson, because he was at least three miles away, and not across his 
flank, as shown in the first diagram. With Longstreet's presence, to have 
obeyed that order he would have been obl: , with ten thousand men, to have 
defeated twenty-five thousand men in a c n ition before he could have 
moved upon the flank of the enemy, asthe order . But, evenif the posi- 
tion of Lee’s army had been thirty-six to forty-eight hours distant, as asserted 
in the joint order to McDowell and Porter, it would have been impossible for 
Porter to have obeyed the 4.30 order, because it did not contemplate a night at- 
‘tack, and was not received by Porter untilaboutdark. To have obeyed it would 
have required some little preparation, movement of troops, and distribution of 
-orders, so that it would have been some time after dark before he could have 
moved from the position he was then occupying, and at least as late as 9 o’clock 
at night before he could have reached Jackson’s flank to en it. His efforts 
to execute the order, notwithstanding its apparent inappropriateness, demon- 
strate this assertion. 5 

I consider that these facts, with many more that were brought to the knowl- 
edge of the Schofield board, fully exonerate General Porter of the charge of dis- 
obedience of what is known asthe 4.30 order, and also of the imputation of luke- 
warmness in the support of the commanding general. 

A great deal might be said of the movements, the marching and counter- 
marching of troops, between the date of the order of the 27th of August and the 
receipt of the order of the 29th which would throw ep upon thisquestion ; but 
I abstain from giving it, because I believe that what is stated here coversall the 
points wherein General Porter has been charged with being delinquent. 

General Porter has now for twenty years been laboring under the disabilities 
and penalties inflicted upon him by the court-martial of 1862, all that time con- 
tending for a restoration to his position in the Army and in society, and always, 
as stated in the beginning of this article, on the ground of his entire innocence. 
The investigation of the Schofield in my ju ent established his 
inno¢éence of all the offenses for which he was tried and convi The suf- 
ferings of twenty years under such findings, for himself and family and friends, 
is something it is now impossible to set right. Twenty years of the best part of 
his life have been consumed in trying to have his name and his reputation re- 
stored before his countrymen. In his Sppeaan now before Congress he is 
asking only that he may be restored to the rolls of the Army, with the rank 
that he would have if the court-martial had never been held. This in my judg- 
ment is a very small part of what it is possible to do in this case, and of what 
ought to be done. General Porter should, in the way of partial restitution, be 
declared by Congress to have been convicted on mistaken testimony, and there- 
fore to have never been out of the Army. This would make him a major-gen- 
eral of volunteers until the date might be fixed for his muster-out as of that 
rank, after which he should be continued as a colonel of infantry, and brevet 
bi ier-general of the United States Army from the date of the act when he 
could be upon the retired-list with that rank. 

In writing what I have here written I mean no criticism upon the court which 
tried General Porter nor upon the officers under whom or with whom he served. 
It is easy to understand, in the condition of the public mind as it was in 1862, 
when the nation was in great peril and when the Union troops had met with 
some severe reverses, how the public were ready to condemn—to death if need 
be—any officer against whom even a ye yer might be raised. For many 
years, and till within a year, I believed that the position and number of the 
troops on both sides were as stated in the first diagram given here, and that the 
order to attack was received at an hour in the day sufficiently early to have 
made the attack feasible; and, under that impression, it seemed to me that the 
enemy, unless through very bad generalship on the Union side, could not have 
been able to escape while a superior force confronted him and ten thousand 
men flanked him. But a study of the case not only has convinced me, but has 
clearly and conclusively established that the position and numbers of the armies 
were as given in the second diagram. . 


If a solemn and sincere oe rnc of my thorough understanding of and be- 
lief in the entire innocence of General Porter will tend to draw the public mind 
to the same conviction, I shall feelabundantly rewarded for my efforts. It will 
always be a pleasure to me,as well as a duty, to be the instrument, even in the 

illest degree, of sarge 3 right any man who has been grossly wronged, es- 
pecially if he has risked life and reputation in defense of his country. I feel, as 
stated on a previous occasion, a double interest in this particular case, because, 
ia AES the war, as General of the Army, when I might have been instru- 
mental in having justice done to General Porter, and later as President of the 
United States, when I certainly could have done so, I labored under the firm 
conviction that he was ey BAe the facts of the receipt of the 4.30 order were 
as found by the court, and t the position of the troops and numbers were as 
given in the first of these Having become better informed, I at once 
voluntarily gave, as I have continued to give, my earnest efforts to impress the 
minds of my countrymen with the justice of this case, and to secure from our 
Government, as far as it could grant it, the restitution due to General FitzJohn 


Porter. 
U. S. GRANT. 


Mr. SEWELL. I now ask the Secretary to read the letters of Gen- 
eral Grant, General Terry, and General Walker, which are marked in 
the copy of the report which I send to the desk. ` 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


. New York, November 3, 1883. 


DEAR GENERAL: As there is some discussion as to the probable reasons formy 
change of mind in regard to your case, now pending before the people of the 
United States, I deem it proper that I should give them myself. 

„In the first place I never believed you to be a traitor,as many affected to be- 
lieve. I thought I knew you too well to believe for one moment that you would 
accept the pay, rank, and command — held for the purpose of betraying the 
cause you were professing to serve. Then, too, your services had been too con- 
spicuous asa staff officer at the beginning of the warand ascommander oftroops 
later to sapport such a theory for a moment. 

But I di lieve that General Pope was so odious to some of the officersin the 
East that a cordial support was not given him by them. I was disposed, too, to 
accept the verdict of a court-martial composed as the one which tried you was. 
Some of the members of that court I knew personally, and had great confidence 
in their judgment and justice. Isupposed tyon had shared in this feeling towards 
Pope,and while not more guilty than others you, were unfortunate in being 
placed in a position where specitications could made showing this hostility. 

After the close of the war, when I was requested to read your new defense, I 
read it with the feeling above described. At the same time I read the other side 
as prepared—or furnished—by General rope This showing the po- 
sitions of the two armies substantially asshown by the first of the diagrams pre- 
sented o Mr. Lord, of San Francisco, from whom I copied in thearticle in your 
case, and did not indicate the presence of any other force than Jackson’s, Then, 
too, it appeared that you had actually receivedan order at about 5 or 5.30 in the 
afternoon of August 29 to attack the enemy’s flank, and that, too, ata time when 
a fierce battle was raging in the front. 

I was first shaken in my views, however, when such a man as General Terry— 
who unites the lawyer with the soldier—a man of high characterand ability, and 
who had believed as I had, and possibly worse, after many weeks of investiga- 
tion should entirely vindicate you and be sustained, too, by men of the known 
ey, of his colleagues on the board. Until in 1881, when I re-examined for 
myself, my belief was that on the 29th of August, 1862, a great battle was fought 
between General Pope, commanding the Union forces, and General Jackson, 
commanding the confederate forces; that you, with a co: of twelve or more 
thousand men, stood in a ition across the right flank of Jackson and where 
you could easily get into his rear; that you received an order to do so about 5 
or 5.30 o'clock, which you refused to obey because of clouds of dustin nA 
which you contended indicated an enemy in superior force to you; that you al- 
lowed Pope to get beaten viero Stood idly looking on, without raising an 
arm to help him. With this understanding, and without a doubt as to the cor- 
rectness of it, I condemned you. 

Now, on a full investigation of the facts, I find that the battle was fought on 
the 30th of August; that your corps, commanded directly by youin person, lost a 
greater percentage than any other corps engaged; that the 4.30 order of the day 
before did not reach you until nightfall; that your immediate superior had cau- 
tioned you early in the day that you were too far out to the front then; that 
General Pope had cautioned you against bringing on an engagement except 
under such circumstances as he described, and that in any event you must 

repared to fall back behind Bull Run that night, where it would be necessary 

‘or you to be to receive supplies; that from 11 o'clock of the 29th you were con- 
fronted by a force of twice your own number, of whose presence you had posi- 
tive proof, while General Pope did not know of it. 

This last fact is shown by the wording of the 4.30 order. It directed you to 
attack the enemy's right and get into his rear, General Pope's circular of the 
morning of the 29th said that General Lee was advancing by way of Thorough 
fare Gap. At the rate at which he was moving he would be up the night of the 
30th or the morning of the 3ist. 

In his testimony before the court-martial which tried you he said, underoath, 
that he did not know of the arrival of Lee's command until 60’clock of the 29th, 
an hour and a half after he had dictated the order for your attack. 

His circular and testimony prove conclusively that Jackson, and Jackson 
alone, was the enemy he intended youto attack. Your knowledge of this fact, 
as well as of the fact that you had another force, quite double yours, in addi- 
tion, in your front, would have been sufficient justification for your not attack- 
ing, even if the order had been received in time. Of course this would not ap- 
ply if a battle had been raging between Jackson and Pope. At the hour you 
received the order all was quiet. 

This very short, hastily written, and incomplete summary shows bape Dien 
when my mind underwenta nee. I have no doubt now but the change 
would have taken place in 1867 if I had then made an investigation. I t 
now that I did not understand your case then as I do now. Your whole life 
since your trial, as well as your servicesbefore, disprove the greatburden ofthe 
c then sustained by a court-martial. As long as I have a voice it shall be 
raised in your support, without any reference to the effect upon me or others. 
Your restoration to the Army, simply, I would regard as avery inadequate and 
unjust reparation. While men—one at least—have been restored to the Army 
because of their gallantry and wounds, after conviction and sentence, and when 
there is no doubt of their guilt, are given all their pay for the years they were 
out of the service, I can see no reason for your ready A less, ; 

I hope for you a thorough vindication, not only by Congress, but in the minds 
of your countrymen. 

Faithfully, yours, 


General F, J. Porter, Morristown. 


ave ma 


U. S: GRANT. 


Saint PAUL, MINN., August 26, 1879. 
DEAR GENERAL : Soon after the publication ofthe report of the Schofield board 
you wrote to me thanking me as one of the board for our action in your case. 
* * * I write now to say it is not thanks but pardon I should ask from you. 


For years I did you wrong in thought, and sometimes in speech, It is true 
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that this was through ignorance, but I had not the ‘ht to be so ignorant; I 

ms have learned something at least of the truth I diligently sought it. 
you find anything in my action as a member of the board which you can 

pari ys se atonement for the wrong which I did you, I shall be more than 


With great respect and admiration, Iam, yours, most sincerely, 
Price 7 ™ ALFRED H. TERRY. 
Maj. Gen. Frrz-JoHx PORTER, New York. 


FORT SNELLING, Mixx., November 19, 1882. 

DEAR GENERAL: Will you permit me to express to you the very great ti- 
fication with which I have read your article in the North American Review ? 
Dealing, as it does, with only the great essential points of Porter’s case, and 
praning ande as unworthy of serious notice all the pretty sophistries with 
which opponents "have sought to confuse the publie, mind, it seems to me 
that it must conviction to every fair, unprejudiced man, 

The questions involved in Porter's case are, of course, partly legaland partly 
military. Long the best legal authority of the country—such men as B. R. 
Curtis, Charles O'Conor, and Daniel Lord—declared that the rules of law were 
violated by the conviction of Porter, even as the case stood before the court-mar- 


tial; and now that the highest military authority of the nation has nounced 
in his favor upon the military questions, what is there left for the Government 
and the ple to do except to nto make such reparation as may yet be 


possible for the wrong which has been done? 
As perhaps you way know, I once, like yourself, believed Porter to be guilty. 
I believed that he had committed a crime so great that mere human law could 
provide noadequate punishment forit. But when it became my duty toexamine 
nto the case carefully I found that I had grossly erred. I found that instead of 
being a criminal he was a martyr. 
So believing, it is a source of very great satisfaction to me that I have borne 


some small part in his vindication. 
Looking back over the years that have since I entered the military 


service, I find nothing that gives me so much pleasure as the fact that I have had 
some part in that vindication, and I can think of nothing in the future which 
would be so teful to me as to be able to do something more in behalf of one 
who has suffered so grievously and so unjustly. While I feel thus, you may 
imagine the gratification with which I find that the opinion which I now enter- 
tain, that what I believe to be the cause of truth, of right, and of justice, is so 
strongly supported by yourself; and you will on me, lam sure, for express- 
ing to Ear my feelings. 
ery sincerely and respectfully, 


General U. S. Grant, New York. ‘ 


MASSACHUSETTS INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY, 
, November 27, 1882. 


GENERAL: I haye the honor, on behalf of some of your former soldiers, to in- 
close a note expressive of their sentiments respecting your recent article in the 
North American Review. 

No circulation has been given to this note with a view to securing ures. 
It is written and sent only as a spontaneous utterance of hearty thanks for your 
justice and courage in defending an unfortunate but honorable and gallant sol- 


dier. 
Very respectfully, yours, 
General U. S. GRANT, New York. 


Mr. SEWELL. General Grantconcisely and clearly states the essen- 
tial points in this letter. On one point—the night march of August 
27-28, 1862, I shall make a few remarks before I close. General Grant 
does not refer to the charge based on that event, probably, as others 
have done, regarding it of no moment, and only used as a makeweight 
to other apparently more serious 

The bill is to authorize an act of justice to be done to an injured man. 
That man was an officer of high standing, of untarnished reputation, 
through many years of faithful and valuable service in the cause of our 
country. He was suddenly stricken down and degraded, and made to 
suffer for many years, in a manner unexampled in our country, by the 
act of our Government, committed, as is now established, through erro- 
neous impressions of the facts. That act has been proved wrongful, and 
is so declared in the report of the advisory board. It hasbeen virtually 
acknowledged by our Government. The President has professed him- 
self without power, in the absence of legislation, to right the wrong, and 
remits the whole case ‘‘for such action as, in the wisdom of Congress, 
shall seem expedient and just.” Another President, having doubts of 
the justice of the sentence of the court-martial, has remitted so much of 
it as forbids the holding of office under the Government of the United 
States. He has declared his powers exhausted in that act of ameliora- 
tion. Congress is asked, in the bill now before us, to give the n 
authoritative legislation. Weare to act, not as a court of appeals, but 
as a legislative body, on the voice of a court of appeals pronouncing the 
wrong done and the legal remedy. 

It is true, as has been asserted, that the decision of the advisory board 
had not in al sense the power and rights of a court of appeals, 
nor has the opinion of General Grant. But military law recognizes no 
court of appeals, unless it be such an advisory board. Take the board’s 
judgmentin this case. Is there any court of appeals whose finding on 
the facts would receive stronger evidence in the integrity of its pro- 
ceedings and the justice of its decision than should the decision and 
recommendation of this board of officers, who, for the sake of their honor 
alone—as dear to them as life itself—would never have dared to rec- 
ommend action not based on truth and justice? 

I do not consider Congress necessarily a court of appeals. If it were 
so, there are many of us who, without military experience and knowl- 
edge of military law, would reluctantly actas judges on matters so tech- 
nical, and often involving ‘ the purest treasure mortal times afford, spot- 
less reputation.’’ We have the report of a competent board of honored 
and trusted officers, whose investigation of the facts was madeat a time 
of freedom from all excitementand prejudice and restraint, and which 
had before it every person who felt interested and desired to testify, 


ALFRED H. TERRY. 


FRANCIS A. WALKER. 


save one, who had promised to testify if subpoenaed, but who when so 
called refused to appear. 

Is not that board an ample court of appeals to base our action upon? 
Believing it such, I shall be pardoned for reiterating here a few expres- 
sions from that report; but preliminary to doing so I quote a few lines 
from a letter of Hon. Benjamin R. Curtis on the point of governmental 
action due in such a case of injustice. Judge Curtis, for many years a 
judge of the United States Supreme Court, and who was in this city at 
the time, closely watched the i of Porter’s court-martial, 
and in 1866 he appealed to President Johnson in Porter’s behalf in the 
following words: 


I beg leave to address you concerning the case of Fitz-John Porter, lately a 
major-general in the military service of the United States and cashiered by 
sentence of a court-martial. 

I presume you are aware that many persons who felt no particular interest in 
General Porter, and who founded their opinion only from a perusal of the pro- 
ceedings which took place on his trial, believed that the result of that trial did 
entire fnjustice to a brave officer who done important service to his country. 
I was one of those persons. I had never seen General Porter nor had relations 
with him in any way, but the result of that court-martial I felt to be an injury 
to the military quae of the country. 

This opinion been, in my own ju ent, made as near a certainty as any 
such subject admits of by the repasi of Longstreet, Hood, and Jones, exhib- 
ited in the History of the Army of the Potomac, by Mr. Swinton. I believe you 
will agree with me when I “ that there are few things more important in 
government than the preservation of public confidence in the justice of judicial 
sentences, whether civil or military, and that when in conspicuous instances 
not only grave doubts at the time whether the sentence was correct, but 
decisive evidence of its injustice has since been discovered, the Government 
owes it not only to the accused but to the fame of justice which itself enter- 
tains, and to the preservation of that confidence in its love of justice among the 
peopie, which is essential to their willing respect and obedience, to interfere 
and do whatever can fitly be done in such a case. 


After presenting the charges on which General Porter was tried the 
advisory board reports: 


The charges and specifications certainly bear no discernible resemblance to 
the facts of the case as now established. Yet it has been our duty to carefully 
compare with these facts the views entertained by the court-martial as shown 
in the findings and in the review of the case which was prepared for the infor- 
mation of the President by the Judge-Advocate-General, who had conducted 
the prosecution, and thus to clearly perceive every error into which the court- 
martial was led. We trust it is not necessary for us to submit in detail the re- 
sults of this comparison, and that it will be sufficient for us to point out the fun- 
damental errors, and to say that all the essential facts in every instance stand 
out in clear and absolute contrast to those supposed facts upon which General 
Porter was adjudged guilty. z 

The fundamental errors upon which the conviction of General Porter de- 
pended may be summed up in few words, It was maintained, and apparently 
established to the satisfaction of the court-martial that only about one-half of 
the confederate army was on the field of Manassas on the 29th of A , while 
General Lee, with the other half, was still beyond the Bull Run Mountains; 
that General apes army, exclusive of Porter's corps, was e din a severe 
and nearly equal contest with the enemy, and only needed the aid of a flank at- 
tack, which Porter was expected to make, to insure the defeat and destruction 
or capture of the confederate force in their front under General Jackson; that 
McDowell and Porter, with their joint forces, Porter's leading, had advanced 
toward Gainesville until the head of their column had reached a point near the 
Warrenton turnpike where they found a division of confederate troops," seven- 
teen regiments,” which Buford had counted asthey passed through Gainesville, 
marching along the road across Porter's front and going toward the field of bat- 
tle at Groveton; that McDowell ordered Porter to at once attack that column 
thus movingto join Jackson, or the flank and rear of the line if they had formed 
in line, while he would take his own troops by the Sudley Springs road and 
throw them upon the enemy’s center near Groveton; that Porter, McDowell 
having then separated from him, disobeyed that order to attack, allowed that 
division of the enemy’s troops to him unmolested, and then fell back and 
retreated toward Manassas Junction; that Porter then remained in the rear all 
the afternoon, listening to the sounds of battle and coolly contemplating a pre- 
sumed defeat of his comrades on the centerand right of the field ; that this divis- 
ion of the enemy having passed Porter's column and formed on the right of 
Jackson's line near Groveton, an order was sent to Porter to attack the right 
flank or rear of the enemy’s line, upon which his own line of march must bring 
him, but that he had willfully disobeyed and made no attempt to execute that 
order; that in this way was lost the opportunity to destroy Jackson's detached 
force before the other wing of General Lee's army could join it, and that, this 

unction having been effected during the night of the 29th, the defeat of General 
Se de army on the 30th thus resulted from General Porter's neglect and dis- 
ol ence. 

Now, in contrast to these fundamental errors, the following all-important facts 
are fully established : 

As Porter was advancing toward Gainesville, and while yet nearly four miles 
from that piace and more than two miles from the nearest point of the Warren- 
ton turnpike, he met the right wing of the confederate army, twenty-five 
thousand strong, which had arrived on the field that morning and was already 
in line of battle. Not being atthat moment quite fully informed of the enemy's 
movements, and being then under orders from Pope to push rapidly toward 
Gainesville, Porter was pressing forward to attack the enemy in his front, when 
McDowell arrived on the field with later information of the enemy, and later 
and very different orders from Pope, assumed the command, and arrested Por- 
ter’s advance. This latter information left no room for doubt that the main body 
of Lee's army was already on the field and far in advance of Pope's army in 
pre: ion for battle. General McDowell promptly decided not to attempt to 
go farther to the front, but to deploy his column so as to form line in connection 
with General Pope’s right wing, which was then engaged with Jackson. Todo 
this General McDowell separated his co entirely from General Porter's, and 
thus relinquished the command and all right to the command of Porter's co 
McDowell did not give Porterany order to attack, nor did he give him any order 
whatever to govern his action after their separation. 

It does not appear from the testimony that he conveyed to Genera! Porter in 
any way the erroneous view of the military situation which was afterward main- 
tained before the court-martial, nor that he su; ed to General Porter any ex- 
pectation that he would make an attack. On the contrary, the testimony of al! 
the witnesses as to what was actually said anddone; theinformation which Me 
Dowell and Porter then had respecting the enemy, and the movement which 
McDowell decided to make, and did make, with his own troops, prove conclu- 
sively that there was left no room for doubt in Porter's mind that his duty was 
to stand on the defensive and hold piel poson until McDowell's movement 
could be completed. It would have indicated a great error of military judg- 
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ment to have done or ordered the contrary, in the situation as then fully known 
to both McDowell and Porter. 

General Pope appears from his orders and from his testimony to have been at 
that time wholly ignorant of the true situation. He had disapproved of the 
sending of Ricketts to Thoroughfare Gap to meet Longstreet on the 28th, believ- 
ing that the main body of Lee’s army could not reach the field of Manassas before 
the night of the 30th. Hence, he sent the order to Porter, dated 4.30 p. m., to 
uttack Jackson's right flank or rear. Fortunately that order did not reach Por- 
ter until about sunset—too late for any attack to be made. Any attack which 
Porter could have made at any time that afternoon must necessarily have been 
fruitless of any good result. Porter's faithfal, subordinate, and intelligent con- 
duct that afternoon saved the Union Army from the defeat which would other- 
wise have resulted that day from the enemy’s more speedy concentration. The 
only seriously critical period of that campaign, namely, between lla, m, and sun- 
set of August 29, was thus safely passed. Porter had understood and appre- 
ciated the military situation, and, so far as he had acted upon his ownjudgment, 
his action had been wise and judicious. For the disasterof the succeeding day 
he was in no degree responsible. Whoever else may have been responsible, it 
did not flow from any action or inaction of his, 7 

The judgment of the court-martial upon General Porter's conduct was evi- 
dently based upon greatly erroneous impressions, not only respecting what 
that conduct really was and the orders under which he was acting, but also re- 
specting all the circumstances under which he acted. Especially was this true 
in t to the character of the battle of the 29th of August. That battle con- 
sisted of a number of sharp and gallant combats between small portions of the 
opposing forces. Those combats were of short duration, and were separated by 
long intervals of simple skirmishing and artillery duels. Until after 6 o'clock 
only a small part of the troops on either side were en at any time during 
the afternoon. Then, about sunset, one additional division on each side was 
engaged near Groveton. The musketry of that last contest and the yells of the 
confederate troops about dark were distinctly heard by the officers of Porter's 
corps; but at no other time during all that afternoon was the volume of mus- 
ketry such that it could be heard at the ition of Porter's troops, No sound 
but that of artillery was heard by them during all those hours when Porter was 
understood by the court-martial to have been listening to the sounds of a furi- 
ous battle raging immediately to his right. And those sounds of artillery were 
by no means such as to indicate a general battle. 

The reports of the 29th and those of the 30th of August have somehow been 
strangely confounded with each other, Even the confederate reports have, 
since the termination of the war, been similarly misconstrued. Those of the 
80th haye been misquoted as referring to the 29th, thus to prove that a furious 
battle was going on while Porter was comparatively inactive on the 29th. The 
fierce and gallant struggle of his own troops on the 30th has thus been used to 
sustain the original error under which he wascondemned. General Porter was, 
in effect, condemned for not having taken any part in his own battle. Such 
was the error upon which General Porter was pronounced guilty of the most 
shameful crime known among soldiers, We believe not oneamong all the gallant 
soldiers on that bloody field was less deserving of such condemnation than he.) 

Of the delay in marching from 1 to 3 o’clock a. m., August 28, the 
board says: 

Nothing was gained or could have been gained by the attempt to move be- 
fore the dawn of day. It would have been wiser to have delayed the attemptto 
move until4o'clock. A vigorous and persistent effort to make that march, 
commencing at 1 o'clock, could only have resulted in oa 4 fatiguing the troops, 
and throwing them into disorder, from which they could not have been extri- 
cated untillongafter daylight, without making any material progress, and would 
thus have caused the corps to arrive at Bristoe at a later hourandin a miserable 
condition. 

Of the events of August 29, so aptly summarized by General Grant, 
as far as General Porter is concerned, the board reports: 

Porter's faithful, subordinate, and intelligent conduct that afternoon saved the 
Union army from the defeat which would otherwise have resulted that day from 
the enemy's more speedy concentration. The only seriously critical period 
of that campaign, namely, between 11 a. m. and sunset of August 29, was thus 
safely passed. Porter had understood and appreciated the mili situation, 
and so faras he had acted upon his own judgment his action had been wise and 
judicious. For the disaster of the succeeding day he was in no degree respon- 
sible. Whoever else may have been responsible, it did not flow from any action 

or inaction of his. 
` The judgment of the court-martial upon General Porter's conduct was evi- 
dently based upon greatly erroneous impressions, not only respecting what that 
conduct really was and the orders under which he was acting, but also respect- 
ing all the circumstances under which he acted. Especially was this true in re- 
spect to the character of the battle of the 29th of August. Such was the error 
upon which General Porter was pronounced guilty of the most shameful crime 
known among soldiers. We believe not one among all the gallant soldiers on 
that bloody field was less deserving of such condemnation than he. 

The delay of two hours in marching in the night of August 27 has 
always been acknowledged by Porter. The letter of the order required 
Porter and all his command to make in about three hoursa night march 
of ten miles over a road known by him and his generals to be then im- 
passable by troops in any order and to be efficient for active duty after 
arrival. The order stated he was wanted to pursue and drive a retreat- 
ing enemy; not as Porter’s accusers subsequently alleged, to aid troops 
without ammunition and to repel a supposed attack. There was no 
truth in thisallegation. The reason subsequently assigned by the pros- 
ecution for the march was a fabrication in toto. 

The spirit of the order required Porter to reach his destination with 
his troops in condition for further and immediate service. The letter 
of the order was impracticable. Its spirit was executed in ample time 
for any emergency. There was no need of haste; none had existed. 
Fugthermore, if offense had been committed, General Pope had condoned 
it by accepting the explanation without objection, and that should have 
debarred all subsequent allegation, and it would had not the charge been 
needed as a makeweight to other charges. 

But Porter on receipt of the order dispatched General Pope as to his 
intended delay and assigned his reasons. General Pope had ample 
time before 3 o'clock to repeat his order. He failed to do so, thus si- 
lently approving of Porter’s judgment and action. 

The rule of action for officers situated as was Porter at that time is 
laid down in Napoleon’s Maxims as follows: 

The rule, as it appears to me, which applies to such cases, is well stated in cer- 
tain extracts taken from a French work recently published in Paris. 

It is entitled The Method of War, and the extracts which are translated will 
be found on pages 753, 754, and 755. 
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The reputations of Napoleon, the Dukeof Wellington,and Archduke Charles 
are such as entitle them to consideration. 

This is from Napoleon I: 

“ A military order even requires passive obedience only when it is given by 
a superior who, being present at the moment when he givesit, has knowledge 
of the state of things, can listen to objections, and can give explanations to the 
one who is to execute the order,” s 

This is from the Duke of Wellington; a general order from the camp of Jan- 

sen, November 11, 1503: 
“In making known to the army the decision given by the court-martial in the 
affair of Captain Major-General Wellesley thinks proper to explain to 
the troops that it is necessary to well distinguish the cases in which it is allow- 
able or not for an officer to act at hisown will. 

“It may frequently happen that an officer receives an order which through cir- 
cumstances unknown at the moment of giving it by him who gave it is impos- 
sible to execute, or the execution of which would be so difficult or so dangerous 
that there would be a moral impossibility to conform to it. Ina case of this nat- 
ure Major-General Wellesley would be very far from wishing to prevent de- 
tached officers from acting freely. 

“But Captain was not in that situation; he had and has had no private 
information which the officer who had given him his orders did not also have; 


and then it was his duty to obey.” 
ARTHUR WELLESLEY, 
(Deruis Duc DE WELLINGTON). 


Jourdan’s army having forced the of the Lahn (July 7, 1796,) the first 
intention of Wartensieben, who commanded the Austrian corps left before it 
pas Lahn] by the Archduke Charles, had been to fall back behind the Widda, 

use the French, having forced the garrison of Hamburg to fall back upon 
Usingen, were already threatening his line of retreat. But the 9h of July, 
having received a bg eer in which the Archduke wrote to him to withdraw 
from the environs of Friedburg, only after having tried the fortune of arms, he 
changed his design, and resolved to attack Jourdan that same day. 

However, Wartensleben, in his position at the time, should not have attempted 
an attack. He could in fact direct it only against the center of the Frencharmy, 
since in moving his left he left Jourdan at Hamburg on his rear, and in ad- 
vancing by his right he abandoned his line of retreat upon Frankfort. 

In spite of these dangers he had the temerity to attack, andin whata situation! 
With forces inferior in number, in a position in which his wings, deprived of sup- 
portand threatened with being constantly out: ed, had no reserve. 

In vain will it be said that the order which the Archduke Charles had sent him 
was thé ground of his resolution. Wartensleben had the right not to execute it ; 
the Archduke Charles, then near Pforzheim, did not know hissituation when he 
gave him the order. 

A general-in-chief who indicates to subordinates, detached afar, their lines of 
operations and the strategic points of their defensive positions, has performed his 
duties. One can not expect from him precise and detailed orders when their 
execution depends not only on the circumstances of the moment but also on 
the actual position of the troops. 

L’ ARCHIDUC CHARLES, 


The board declare as their judgment: ‘‘It would have been wiser for 
Porter to have delayed the attempt to move until 4 o'clock.” 

As for the alleged disobedience of orders of subsequent date, there 
was no disobedience, not even a deviation of them, by Porter. There 
was, on the contrary, prompt execution of every order. 

The other orders which General Porter has been charged with dis- 
obeying are what is known as the joint order, governing the action of 
General McDowell and General Porter, and the 4.30 order, which was 
received by Porter at 6.30 p.m. I read the joint order: 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, Centreville, August 29, 1862. 

GENERALS MCDOWELL AND PORTER: You will please move forward with 
your joint commands toward Gainesville. I sent General Porter written orders 
to that effect an hour and a half ago. Heintzelman, Sigel, and Renoare moving 
on the Warrenton turnpike, and must now be not far from Gainesville, Idesire 
that as soon as communication is established between this force and your own 
the whole command shall halt. It may be necessary to fall back behind Bull 
Run, at Centreville, to-night. Ipresume it will be so on account of our supplies. 
I have sent no orders of any description to Ricketts, and none to interfere in 
any way with the movements of McDowell’s troops, except what I sent by his- 
aid-de-camp last night, which were to hold his position on the Warrenton pike 
until the troops from here should fall upon the enemy's fank and rear. [donot 
even know Ricketts’s position, as I have not been able to find out where General 
McDowell was until a late hour this morning. General McDowell will take im- 
mediate steps tocommunicate with General Ricketts, and instruct him to rejoin 
the other divisions of his corps as soon as practicable. If any considerable ad- 
vantages are to be gained by departing from this order it will not be strictly car- 
ried out. One thing must be had in view, that the troops must occupy a posi- 
tion from which they can reach Bull Run to-night or by morning. The indica- 
tions are that the whole force of the enemy is moving in this direction at a pace 
that will bring them here by to-morrow night or next day. My own headquar- 
ters will be for the present with Heintzelman’s corps or at this place. 

JOHN POPE, 
Major-General, Commanding. 

The joint order placed Porter under the command of General McDow- 
ell until such timeas the latter should relinquish the same. Porter had. 
marched in the direction that he was ordered, to Gainesville; but, arriv- 
ing at Dawkin’s Branch, the head of his column struck the enemy. 
McDowell, arriving on the field at this time, said to Porter, ‘‘ You are too 
far out here to fight a battle; put your men in here,’’ or words to that 
effect. It was the general expectation in the army that when a battle 
was to be fought, after the concentration of the different corps, it would 
be fought behind Bull Run. The joint order distinctly contemplated 
this, as it used the language: ‘‘It may be necessary to fall back upon 
Bull Run at Centreville to-night; I presume it will be so on account 
of our supplies;’’ and further on is more positive: ‘‘One thing must 
be held in view, that the troops must occupy a position from which they 
can reach Bull Run to-night or by morning; the indication is that the 
whole force of the enemy is moving in this direction at a pace which will 
bring them here to-morrow night or the next day.” 

Now, the facts are, as proven conclusively before the board, and as Por- 
ter knew then from information received through his scouts and through 
a dispatch from General Buford, that Longstreet’s whole corps were then 
infront of his position. McDowell, onsaying that ‘* you are too far ont; 


put your men in here,’’ having a knowledge of the situation of affairs 
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as reported by Buford in the front, took his command and marched to 
the right and rear to make a connection with the right wing of the 
army, leaving Porter with his corps of ten thousand men to act on his 
own ibility. Porter made all the n dispositions to hold 
that part of the field and to retain whatever forces were in front of him. 
What is known as the 4.30 order was received by Porter at 6.30 p. m. 
or after. I read the order: . 
HEADQUARTERS IN THE FIELD, August 29—4.30 p. m. 


MAJOR-GENERAL Porter: Your line of march brings you in on the enemy’s 
rightflank. Idesire you to push forward into action atonce on the enemy's flank, 
and, if possible, on his rear, EorpNig onr right in communication with General 
Reynolds. The enemy is massed in the woods in front of us, but can be shelled 
out as soon as you engage their flank. Keep heavy reserves and use your bat- 
teries, keeping well closed to your rightallthe time. In case you are obliged to 
fall back, do so to your rightand rear, so as tokeep you in close communication 
with the right wing. 

JOHN POPE, 


Major-General Commanding. 


Now, no one will read the history of this case without becoming im- 
bued with the idea that General Pope’s whole campaign up to this 
time was being made against Jackson, on the supposition that he was 
not receiving any re-enforcements and that the powerful corps of General 
Longstreet would notreach him until, asthe jointorderstated, the night 
of the 30th, when in reality Longstreet was then deployed in line in 
front of Porter at 11 a. m. on the 29th. The 4.30 order, just read, is 
positive in its character, and impossible to be executed, as it is an in- 
struction to attack the enemy’s flank, meaning thereby the flank of Jack- 
son, which was three miles away, with Longstreet’s twenty-five thou- 
sand men between; but notwithstanding this fact was apparent to Gen- 
eral Porter, the order was of such a character that, while he saw the 
mistake being made by the commander-in-chief, he did not hesitate to 
give the necessary instructions to have it carried out. Before this was 
accomplished darkness intervened and the order was suspended, as at- 
tacking at that time of night would have done no good, and Porter would 
in all probability have sacrificed his corps, and with it the army; for, as 
the advisory board has said, Porter by his action on that day saved the 
army. The accusers of General Porter lay great stress on the charge 
that, the army being engaged in a terrific fight with Jackson on that 
tee he should have marched to the sound of the enemy's guns. 

Now, sir, there were few men in the Army at that day that had 
marched to the sound of the enemy’s guns more bravely or more suc- 
cessfully than Fitz-John Porter. No one had ever charged him with 
being a laggard in that direction, for a more gallant soldier never com- 
manded troops; for he was a soldier not alone in name, but in reality; 
he was a man that had the good of the Army at heart; a man who 
looked beyond the mere flash of temporary notoriety; a student of mili- 
tary science; a man that devoted all his time to perfecting himself in 
his profession; a man to whom thescience of war was above and beyond 
everything, excepting only his duty to his country and his God. Any 
tyro in war finding himself temporarily in command of men might ob- 
tain a little cheap éclat by making attacks which could not succeed 
and by carrying out instructions issued on an erroneous basis, which 
were sure to end in destruction; but it required a full-grown man to 
assume the responsibility, which he had a right to do, before carrying ont 
orders issued under the circumstances that I have stated, of reporting 
back the actual condition of affairs to his commanding officer. This 
Porter did in each instance. It has been charged that the 4.30 order 
was received by Porter at an earlier period than the time named, 6.30 
p.m. It has been proved conclusively tothe mind of any fair man that 
such was not the case, and one evidence of this was a dispatch received 
by McDowell from Porter dated at the latter’s headquarters at 6 p. m., 
which gives no evidence of the 4.30 order having been received. Pope, 
on the right, was fighting Jackson; Porter, on the left, was holding 
Longstreet, which was the greatest possible relief that he could have 
given to Pope. The latter’s report that the army was engaged ina 
terrific battle on that day has not been borne out by the facts in the 
case. Pope, supposing that he had Jackson with twenty thousand men 
isolated from supports, had fully made up his mind that he was going to 
capture the whole of Jackson’s corps, while the latter, securely posted 
in an impregnable position, received the desultory attacks of Pope with- 
out apparent inconvenience or any intention of retiring. These attacks 
were made by isolated brigades, particularly of Hooker’s and Kearny’s 
divisions, and while they were gallant actions, made by troops without 
any superiorsin the Army, they never amounted to the dignity of a 
battle, as we of the Army of the Potomac were accustomed to behold. 
On the night of the 29th General Porter received the following order, 
which he promptly obeyed, reporting to the major-general command- 
ing on the right of the line: 

. HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
ix THE FIELD NEAR BULL Rey, 
August 29, 1862—8,50 p. m. 

GENERAL: Immediately upon receipt of this order, the precise hour of re- 
ceiving which you will acknowledge, you will march your command to the fleld 
of battle of to-day and report to me in person for orders, You are to under- 
stand that fier are expected to comply strictly with this order, and to be present 
on the field within three hours after its reception, or after daybreak to-morrow 
morning. 

JOHN POPE, 
Major-General Commanding. 


Maj. Gen. F. J. Porter. 
[Received August 30—3.30 a. m.] 
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At first sight it would sppr that in this prompt and unhesitating movement, 
under this order, General Porter committed a grave fault. He was el yon 
the field of battle confronting the enemy in force, and holding a position of vital 
i wong om to the security of Pope's army ; while the latter appeared, from the- 
order, to be wholly in the dark respecting these all-important facts. It is true 
the order was most positive, imperative, and also di: in itsterms. But 
those very terms served to show only the more forcibly that the order was based 
upon a total misapprehension of the essential facts, without which miisappre- 
hension it would not seem possible that such an order could have been issued, 
The well-established military rule is that such an order must never be obeyed 
until the commander who gave it has been informed of his error and given an 
opportunity to correct it; but upon close examination, the opposite view of 
Porter's conduct under this order appears to be the just one, 

Porter had repeatedly reported to McDowell the presence of the enemy in large 
force in his front. Presumably these reports had gone to Pope, as one of them 
had in fact. Porter had also sent an aid-de-camp with a written message to 
Pope about 4 p.m.,and had sent a written reply to the 4.30 p. m, order after 6.30 

.m. These last two dispatches have not been preserved by General Pope. and 

ence their contents are not known to us; but we are bound to presume that 
they reported the situation as Porter then knew it and as he had uently re- 
ported it to McDowell, and the last of these dispatches, in reply to the 4.30 p.m. 
order, was later than the latest of those in which Porter had spoken of any in- 
tention to fall back. Hence, Porter had already given to his superior all the 
information which it was ible for him to give, and nothing remained for him 
but to obey the order. This movement of Porter's corps on the morning of the 
30th was the beginning of the unfortunate operation of that pee 7 This corps, 
which had been protecting the left flank of Pope's army, was withdrawn from 
its important position, leaving the left wing and flank exposed to attack by 
greatly superior force of the enemy, brought to the center of the field, and then 
ordered “in pursuit of the enemy.” 


The following order was issued by General Pope on the morning of 


August 30: 
HEADQUARTERS NEAR GROVETON, August 30, 1862—12 m. 
The following forces will be immediately thrown forward in pursuit of the 
enemy and press him vigorously during the whole day. Major-General McDow- 
ell isassigned to the command of the pursuit; Major-General Porter's corps will 
pan forward on the Warrenton turnpike, followed by the divisions of Brigadier- 
enerals King and Reynolds. The division of Brigadier-General Ricketts will 


pursue the Hay Market road, followed by the corps of Major-General Heintzel- 
man. The necessary cavalry will be assigned to these columns b or-Gen- 
eral McDowell, to whom regular and frequent reports will be e. The gen- 


eral headquarters will be somewhere on the Warrenton turnpike. 
By command of Major-General Pope: 
GEO. D. RUGGLES, 


Colonel and Chief of Staff. 
HEADQUARTERS THIRD CORPS, ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
August 


30, 1862. 
Major-General McDowell, peng charged with the advanced forces ordered to 
jursue the enemy, directs me to 


nform you that your corps will be followed 
mimediately by King’s division, supported by Reynolds. eintzelman, with 
his corps, preceded by Ricketts’s division, will move on your right, on the da 
from Sudley Springs to Hay Market. He is instructed to throw outskirmishers 
to the left, which is desirable you should join with your right. General Mc- 
Dowell’s headquarters will be at the head of Reynolds’s division, on the War- 
rentown road, Organize a strong advance to precede your command, and push . 
on rapidly in pursuit of the enemy until you comein contact with him. Report 
uently. yard's brigade will be ordered to report to you; push it well to 
the left as you advance, 


Very respectfully, your obedient servan 
fe h ED. SCHRIVER, 
Colonel and Chief of Staff. 
ORTER, 


Commanding. de. $ 

This order shows that Gencral Pope still believes there is nothing in 
his front but Jackson and that Jackson is retreating, and he is about to 
consummate his favorite process of bagging the crowd, as he stated in 
his order to General Kearny on the morning of the 27th. General 
Porter, as the order contemplates, took part in this pursuit, but he did 
not have to march very far before he met the enemy in full force; in 
fact, the united confederate army was there then, as it had been for 
nearly twenty-four hours. Porter attacked with his accustomed gal- 
lantry, and his losses on that field bore testimony to the discipline of 
his corps and the devotion of its officers and men. Standing in full 
view of this attack (my own command being in reserve at that time, 
having been actively engaged the day before) I unhesitatingly say that 
the fight of Porter was one of the most imposing sights of the war. His 
corps was made up of some of our best troops, and they had implicit 
confidence in their commander. The result was defeat. It was not 
unexpected. General Pope had joined the Army of Virginia after some 
slight successes in the West, but he did not have the confidence of his 
command, and while possessing an abundance of troops, he failed in 
the first requisite of a commanding officer, the ability to concentrate 
his forces in the presence of the enemy. The persistent manner in 
which he, notwithstanding information to the contrary; notwithstand- 
ing the fact that Ricketts’s division was driven away from Thorough- 
fare Gap by Longstreet, held on to the idea that he was fighting an 
isolated corps of the confederate army; and that alone showed the 
want of capacity of the man to take in the whole situation. 

Porter continued in command of his corps and was assigned to the 
defenses of Washington, but afterward marched with his corps and 
took part in the victorious battle of Antietam. Nothing was said to 
him about disobedience of orders. Pope did not express any dissatis- 
faction to him in their personal conversation, and Porter was perfectly 
ignorant of his having done anything or omitting to do anything un- 
der which he could be tried by court-martial. He had acted under the 
rules of war, had exercised his judgment as a detached commander, 
and what he had done he considered was for the best and for the pro- 
tection ofthe Army. The board of distinguished officers who examined 
into his case not alone approved of his action, but said to the President 
and to the country: ‘‘ Porter’s faithful, subordinate, and intelligent 
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conduct that afternoon saved the Union army from the defeat which 
would otherwise have resulted that day from the enemy’s more speedy 
concentration.” McClellan was reinstated in his command, which re- 
lieved General Pope. A great blunder had been committed; the Union 
armies had been defeated almost within sight of the capital, although 
there were men enough to have withstood the shock of twice the con- 
federate force if properly handled. Fears for the safety of Washington 
at that time were uppermost in the minds of the officials that controlled 
the action of the armies, and much was lost to the country by the fact 
that no one man had the authority, as was afterwards given to General 
Grant, to concentrate troops at a given point. 

When McClellan made his peninsular campaign his plans were made 
on the basis of having McDowell’s command; but he was deprived of 
that to protect the front of Washington, which rendered his campaign 
a failure. This, though, did not prevent the confederate General Jack- 
son, who had gone up the valley of Virginia, from coming back and at- 
tacking McClellan’s right in front of Richmond, under Fitz-John Porter, 
at Gaines’s Mill, without any assistance being received by the Army of 
the Potomac from the troops in front of Washington, which General 
Jackson had been operating against, and which allowed him to pass, 
unmolested and unknown, to the aid of General Lee in front of Rich- 
mond. The country was tired, grew restive under repeated disasters, 
which the average man knew to have been brought about, not by the 
individual or the collective superiority of the Southern army, but by 
mismanagement at our own capital. Porter marched to Antietam in 
the proud consciousness of having done his duty, and continued to do 
it on that field. Mr. Lincoln, personally, said to him that the dis- 
patches he had sent to General Burnside in relation to the Pope cam- 
paign were the first true insight that he had into the affairs of that 
army, and thanked him for them. Much has been said about these 
dispatches. It has been argued on the floor of this Senate that the 
animus of these dispatches proved conclusively Porter's guilt. Now, 
the facts are that Porter’s relations with Burnside were of the closest 
personal nature; and on leaving Burnside, a few days previous, on his 
way to join Pope, Porter promised to send him such dispatches as would 
give him the actual condition of affairs in that army. This he did. 
They do not display any great respect for the ability of the command- 
ing officer of the army, and had I received them I would have treated 
them as confidential messages, which they were intended to be. 

As I have remarked, there was great discontent in the North at the 
condition of affairs in the Army. The duplication of Bull Run was 
more than the people could bear; the press thundered forth its anathemas 
on the management that would result in such disaster. General Po 
was called freely to account by the Northern papers, as was also 
eral McDowell, whom the press said ought to have selected, from his 
previous experience, another field to fight on.. A victim was necessary 
to propitiate the public sentiment of the North, and, whether by con- 
cert of action or otherwise, that victim was designated by Genera] Pope, 
and some of the authorities were not slow to take advantage of the 
ores a preferred. 

Why should these charges have been preferred at this time? Why 
mes | General Pope take advantage of the services of this officer on 
the 30th of August and make his main fight with his corps if he was 
satisfied that he had willfully disobeyed his orders? Why not do as 
other commanding generals have done in the late war—relieve an officer 
immediately? Why was Porter allowed to take command of the de- 
fenses of Washington and to march with his corps to the battle of An- 
tietam? Simply, Mr. President, because these c of disobedience, 
of willful disobedience, were not thought of at all. The people of the 
North, through the press, called on the Government and the command- 
ing officer of the Army of Northern Virginia to account for the defeat 
of Manassas. Porter was sacrificed; not for any guilt of his, not that 
he had disobeyed orders, not that he was not a gallant soldier and one 
of the most successful; but he was selected by his commanding general 
to propitiate, as I say, the publicsentiment of the North by punishing 
somebody for mismanagement and relieving himself from the charge. 

Officers have been punished and degraded for the willful or stupid 
disobedience of orders given by a superior fully informed of all the 
circumstances of the case, but it has been reserved for our country to 
punish a general officer on the accusation of failing to obey an order 
given in total misconception of the strength and position of the enemy, 
and which, had it been received in season and executed, must have re- 
sulted in disaster. There is no precedent covering such a case, because 
among nations accustomed to war on a large scaleit is held as an axiom 
that when a subordinate receives an order issued under a total miscon- 
ception of the real condition of affairs, and when he discovers that, for 
reasons unknown to his commander, the execution of the order would 
result in needless disaster or really overthrow instead of furthering the 
plans of the general-in-chief, itis his duty to assume the responsibility 
of at least delaying its execution until he can inform his superiors of 
the real state of affairs. 

The subordinate in such a case is responsible for the correctness of 
his facts and judgment. Cases must and do occur when the general- 
in-chief, with a full knowledge of the facts, finds it necessary to sacri- 
fice a part of the army to insure the safety of the remainder, or to gain 
some great advantage commensurate with the cost, and in such a case 
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the subordinate has only to obey; but this is not to be confounded with 
the instances in which the superior has given his orders on information 
so erroneous as to change the whole state of the case and justify the 
subordinate in feeling certain that the orders would not hate been given 
were the real facts known. 

The rules of common sense apply in war quite as well as in business 
life. In the old days when supercargoes were employed, if oneof them 
upon arriving at a distant port found that the state of the market dif- 
fered entirely from the anticipations of his employer, when his instruc- 
tions were framed, he would not have been forgiven if by a strict ad- 
herence to his orders he ruined his principal. 

He who contests that under the circumstances cited the commander 
of a detached body has no right to exercise his judgment, nay, more, 
that it is not his duty to do so, subject to a verification of his data, is 
ignorant of history and of war, and wholly deficient in sound judgment. 

None of the great commanders of the world have ever held sucha 
theory; none of them would have forgiven a subordinate for failing to 
accommodate himself to the unexpected. 

One of the greatest glories of the modern Prussian army is the fact 
that in the Bohemian campaign of 1866 the isolated corps commanders 
at once accommodated themselves to circumstances and knew how to 
depart from the letter in order to conform to the spirit of their in- 
structions. 

But General Porterdoes not come under the cases supposed; the 4.30 
order was not received until nearly dark ; preparations were instantly 
made to execute it, but darkness interfered and put an end to the pos- 
sibility of attack. 

In regard to the night march, it is sufficient to say that the evidence 
proves that literal obedience would have resulted in completely wear- 
ing out the almost fatigued men without reaching their destination any 
sooner than they actually did ina comparatively good condition, and 
that no need for their services existed when they did arrive. No cam- 
paign ever occurred without numerous instances of this kind, and no 
sensible general would be at all likely to find fault with a subordinate 
who used his judgment in such a matter with results similar to those 
in this case, i. e., bringing his command to the required post in con- 
dition for action and in the shortest practicable time. Great generals 
are not prone tomake scapegoats for their own faults, and do not often 
hastily punish subordinates whose occasional faults are outhalanced by 
high qualities. Instances may be recalled during the Spanish campaign 
of Wellington when his generals violated orders with no other excuse 
than their own rashness, and when he knew the state of affairs better 
than they, and when they were not punished, not even removed from 
their commands. 

Crawford, commanding the light division at the affair of the Coa, 
July 24, 1810, engaged the enemy against orders and was badly beaten; 
Picta was ordered to support him and would not. Again, in the affair 
of the Cirag, September 25, 1810, Crawford was on the point of repeat- 
ing his conduct on the Coa when Wellington came up and withdrew his 
division. Not long after he was surprised at Alberque, yet he con- 
tinued in command of his division through Buraco and all the battles 
that occurred, until he was killed at the assault of Ciudad Rodrigo, 
January 19, 1812. At Toulouse the duke, well knowing Picta’s dis- 
position, gave him both verbal and written orders, which he violated by 
attacking, wascompletely repulsed, lost four hundred men, and jeopard- 
ized the battle; yet he remained in command until killed at the head 
of his division at Waterloo. In the battle of Woerth one of the Prus- 
sian corps, the fourth, I think, was ordered to retire from the battle, 
but finding his neighbors heavily engaged, its commander disobeyed his 
orders and continued the attack. Grouchy’s case after Ligny is cer- 
tainly in point as showing the folly of a literal adhesion to orders when 
circumstances have changed. 

But we need not go beyond this campaign in Northern Virginia to 
show the necessity of the exercise of judgment and of the discretion 
existing in a corps commander when separated from his commanding 
general, even to the extent of obeying or disobeying orders which he 
knows have been issued under a mistake as to the situation existing at 
the time of the receipt of orders. The principle is illustrated in every 
way, within a few days of each other, in August, 1862, by and under 
the commander of this army, General Pope. 

General Banks claims that he received at Cedar Mountain a verbal 
order to attack, which was supplemented by a taunt from General Pope’s 
inspector-general in substance that ‘there was to be no backing out 
this time.” He did attack, in literal obedience, and suffered a disaster, 
in sight of the main force of the army, at a halt, watching the contest, 
whereas if he had bided an attack victory would have crowned his 
efforts. 

Again, General Pope, in literal obedience to General Halleck’ s orders, 
held on to the Rappahannock two days longer than he should have done, 
knowing as he did, as is shown by his dispatch of 10 a. m., August 27, 
and by other ev idences, that the main body of the enemy had been 
moving to his right, and was not in his front. He then disregarded 
General Halleck’s orders, and, properly exercising his own judgment, 
moved to his rear, though, unfortunately, too late to prevent disaster. 
General Halleck, over thirty miles distant, in Washington, has been 
censured for giving the orders; General Pope has been blamed for lit 
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terally “sticking to the Rappahannock, with the purpose of fighting 
like the devil,” but no one has found fault with him for finally exer- 
cising his judgment and moving to his rear. _ 

And again, General McDowell, in the exercise of his discretion, be- 
ing several miles from General Pope, on August 28 dispatched General 
Ricketts to Thoroughfare Gap to hold in check Longstreet’s forces, then 
known to General McDowell, but not to Pope, to be coming through 
that gap, this in deviation of General Pope’s orders to march his forces 
on Manassas. General McDowell has the approval for his shining act 
-of every one of experience save General Pope, who condemns him. 

Again, in the afternoon of August 26 General McDowell received Gen- 
eral Pope’s orders in quick succession to march to Gum Springs and 
to Centreville, and complied literally, against his judgment, with the 
rash orders, and hastily pressed to ‘‘ Manassas to confer with General 
Pope,’’ who he saw ‘‘ was making mistakes as to distances and places, 
but who wanted his (McDowell’s) views.” This strict compliance with 
orders and this going to Manassas separated for a night McDowell from 
his command, which in the mean time moved from between Jackson 
and Longstreet, and permitted the latter, unopposed, to join the former 
at an early hour on the next morning. 

On the afternoon of the 29th of August General Hooker was ordered 
to attack, and with General Grover’s brigade did attack, and attacked 
with an energy and success that no command on that day attacked. 
Kearny was ordered to attack at the same time in support of Hooker, 
but for reasons satisfactory to him did not do so. 

Once more: on the 30th of August General Pope ordered General 
Porter ‘‘ to pursue the enemy in his retreat and push him vigorously all 
the day.” General Porter knew that the enemy was not retreating, 
but well posted in his front, with forces increased since the 29th, He 
remonstrated against the order and stated the facts, but the order was 
-at once renewed on the ground. It was obeyed, and defeat and disas- 
ter ensued. 

These are instances under the rules of war in which strict obedience 
to the letter of orders issued at a distance led todisaster. Action under 
the spirit ofan order by McDowell to prevent Longstreet passing through 
Thoroughfare Gap and attacking our forces in the rear, which was 
praiseworthy, met with disapproval from his commander. 

Delay in execution of orders given by the commander present on the 
field caused no rebuke. Prompt obedience, after protest, led to disas- 
ter and to loss of over two thousand men in a very short time, and was 
charged in this case to have been slow, neither vigorous nor persistent, 
and when the commander was arraigned under this charge he was not 
permitted to refute it. 

I think no further examples need be given to show that discretion in 
the execution of certain orders has been exercised and approved in our 
own wars, while it has become a maxim in other wars. 

In the case of the 4.30 order there was no disobedience. It was not 
received till near dark; every effort was made to execute it, but night 
put an end to all movements. The following dispatch shows it could 
not have been received before 6 o'clock: 

No, 38), 


GENERAL McDowELL: Failed in getting Morell over to you. After wander- 
ing about the woods fora time I withdrew him, and while doing so artillery 
-opened upon us, My scouts could not getthrough. Each one found the enemy 
between us, and I believe some have been captured. Infantry are also in front. 
Iam trying to get a battery, but have notsucceeded as yet. From the masses of 
-dust on our left, and from reports of scouts, I think the enemy are moving largely 
in that way. Please communicate the way this messenger came. I have no 
„cavalry or messengers now. Please let me know your designs, whether you re- 
tire or not. I can not get water and am out of provisions, Have lost a few 
men from infantry firing. 
F. J. PORTER, 


Major-General Volunteers. 
AvGust 29—46 p. m. 
And the following shows that Porter could not have had it before 
-dark as at that time the lastof Ricketts’s division passed Porter. (See 
Tower’s testimony.) It shows that at that time he did not know that 
Pope was not at Centreville. 
No. 38c. 


GENERAL MORELL: Send down some energetic men to General Pope at Cen- 
‘treville. Get hold of Colonel Beckwith and get some rations. Bring Beet up to 
kill, we have nothing else, and get enough to last two or three days. Ricketts 


has gone up; also King. 
F. J. PORTER, Major-General. 


The board closes this report with the following recommendation, now 
before us, to aid in executing this act of justice: 


Having thus given the reasons for our conclusions, we have the honor to re- 
port, in accordance with the President's order, that, in our opinion, justice re- 
ques at his hands such action as may be necessary to annul and set aside the 

ndingsand sentence of the court-martial in the case of Major-General Fitz-John 
Porter, and to restore him tothe positionsof which that sentence deprived him ; 
such restoration to take effect from the date of his dismissal from the service. 


Mr. President, we have before us the judgment and recommendation 
ofa board of officers whose members we respect. Officers distinguished 
in the service of their country, who had held high commands in the 
field, were selected for this special duty because of their great ability, 
and of whom the general-in-chief of the Army stated that he should 
accept the report of this high court of honor as final in the case. 

General Porter, a son of New England, wasa uate of high stand- 
‘ing from the West Point Military Academy. ithin three years we 


find him brevetted a captain and major for gallant and distinguished 
services in the war with Mexico. Called to West Point asan instructor, 
we see him through a period of six years holding several positions, each 
successive one an advancement, by selection, and leaving upon the 
grounds and in the buildings of that institution existing evidences of 


intelligent and useful labor. As-General Persifor F. Smith’s assistant 
adjutant-general in the Kansas troubles and chief of staff to General 
Albert 8. Johnston during the memorable troubles in Utah, he won by 
intelligent and efficient services the commendation of General Scott; 
and while on duty at the Headquarters of the Army he so won the con- 
fidence and esteem of the Administration and general-in-chief as to be 
intrusted with the inspection of Charleston Harbor in 1860, and the 
adoption of his recommendations for its security; also the bringing from 
Texas troops for the security of the forts in the Gulf of Mexico. He 
was selected to protect the railroads and secure through Baltimore open 
communication between Washington and the Northern States. 

His conduct at Harrisburg, where, by the assumption of the authority 
of the Secretary of War, as General Frank Blair has said, ** he saved 
Missouri to the Union,’’ together with his services as chief of staff to 
General Patterson, secured the lasting confidence of Secretary Cameron 
and the unsolicited reward of colonel in the regular Army and briga- 
dier-general of volunteers and the command of a division of the Army 
in the defenses of Washington. Commanding a division, and subse- 
quently the Fifth Army Corps, organized for him in recognition of 
services, he was appointed director of the siege of Yorktown, and fought 
the battles of New Bridge, Hanover Court House, Mechanicsville or 
Beaver Dam, Gaines’s Mill, Turkey Bridge, and Malvern. For recogni- 
tion of these services he received the warm commendation of his com- 
manding general and the proroga, unsolicited, of major-general of 
volunteers and the honor of brigadier-general of the Army. 

Upon the abandonment of the James River by the Army of the Poto- 
mac General Porter was ordered to halt at Williamsburg for the army 
to pass through his forces, when they would become the rear guard and 
the last to leave the Peninsula. Becoming possessed of reliable evi- 
dence that General Lee, leaving the Army of the Potomac unmolested 
in its retreat, was pushing his forces north to crush General Pope before 
he could, by any possibility, bere-enforced by the Army of the Potomac, 
General Porter telegraphed the facts to General Halleck at Washington 
and to General McClellan on the James River, adding to the latter that 
the next morning (August 17) he should, unless forbidden, push to Fort 
Monroe and embark as rapidly as possible to join General Pope. He 
thus was the first to leave Fort Monroe, and part of his corps—the 
Pennsylvania Reserves—hastened off by his help only, was the first to 
give General Pope assistance. By this prompt decision and action he 
expedited the embarkation of the whole army, and joined General Pope 
at least four days earlier than if he had conformed to orders. 

From Aquia Creek, before joining at Falmouth the parts of his com- 
mand which had preceded him, he hastened, by brigades and division, 
his forces to protect the flank of General Pope’s army and give him as- 
sistance. On the 26th of August, without instructions—in fact, in de- 
viation of them, his orders not conforming to existing circumstances— 
he reported by letter to General Pope, and on the 27th in person with 
his whole command. 

Passing Bealeton at 9 a. m. on the 27th, General Porter received orders 
to change the direction of his march from toward Warrenton to War- 
renton Junction, the enemy, as General Pope said, having cut his line 
of communication with Washington, and making it necessary to move 
his forces to the rear. At100’clock Porter dispatched from Warrenton 
Junction to General Burnside the condition of affairs as narrated by 
General Pope, having since 9 o’clock done the same from Bealeton and 
traveled ten miles and reported to Pope. His whole command joined 
General Pope that day between 1.30 and 7 p. m., after marching sixteen 
to twenty miles on a hot summer day, almost without food and water, 
and being much fatigued. 

It has been alleged that General Porter had such an unkind feeling 
toward General Pope and entertained such a poor opinion of his man- 
agement of the campaign as to prevent him from properly performing 
his duty. For evidence his accusers and prosecutors, regardiess of the 
main facts, point to a few expressions of amusing badinage in his dis- 
patches to General Burnside. 

The feeling with which General Porter entered upon that campaign 
is made plain in the incidents just narrated, and utterly destroys the 
belief that an officer with so meritorious a record should risk sacrificing 
his reputation and all his hopes for the future by committing such crimes 
as he was charged with for the paltry purpose of injuring General Pope 

The purity of Porter’s motives are here made manifest in his earnest 
efforts to help Pope and to save that Army of Northern Virginia from 
unnecessary disaster. Additional evidence of those earnest efforts is 
found in the reputed obnoxious dispatches and in other dispatches writ- 
ten on the field of action, which were in possession of the Government 
but were not produced or exhibited before the court-martial. Much 
of it is after-discovered evidence, which aided to secure the commenda- 
tory judgment of his peers—the advisory board. 

A careful study of Porter’s acts after joining Pope will show that he 
was governed by proper motives, the good of the service, the safety and 
success of our Army; or, as the advisory board has expressed it, ** his con- 
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duct was obedient, subordinate, faithful, and judicious; it was notsub- 
ject to criticism, much less deserving of censure or condemnation.’’ 
Mr. President, I am interested in this case of Fitz-John Porter, be- 
cause I servedin the Army of the Potomac during the entire period he 
was connected with it from its formation, and because I know the man 


and his reputation as a soldier. I am interested for the honor and in- 
tegrity and disipline of our Army. Iam interested for the honor of our 
Government and the sense of justice of our people, to see that no stain 
shail rest upon them hy the failure of their representatives to righta 
wrong recognized by our Government and demanded by our country- 
men through an almost united public press. 

The Army is of our creation, and exists by the will of Congress. 
becomes our duty to watch its government and to remedy its errors. 

Mr. President, General Porter’s case is mine; it is yours; it is that 
of Congress; it is that of every just and honorable man in the nation. 
I now submit it for the action of the Senate, confident that our coun- 
trymen will be grateful to every one who heips to set his case aright. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to engage in a 
discussion of the controverted questions of fact which cluster around 
this case. I do not regard them as in any proper sense material to its 
right solution. Doubtless they may be interesting data upon which 
to found speculations relative to what might or might not have hap- 
pened had Fitz-John Porter obeyed the orders given to him by General 
Pope. Curious theories might be evolved from such speculations; but 
they could not rightly be held of slightest importance in the solution 
of the real question upon which we are to express our judgment, or of 
sustaining a legitimate relation to the true issue which we are to de- 
termine. 

The gravity of the case we have before us can not be dissipated by 
guessing. We have a real presence to deal with; and it is one which 
can be seen, and felt, and demonstrated. Such a casecan not be resolved 
by guessing, and indulgence therein is forcelessand futile. Hence when 
it is said that obedience of orders by Fitz-John Porter would have in- 
duced greater disaster than resuted from his disobedience, we are treated. 
to a guess which signifies nothing, so far as the real question presented 
by this case is concerned. As he did not attempt to obey, the guess is 
void of substantial support. No man can tell what would have been 
the result of obedience, Had Porter obeyed his orders that fact alone 
might have changed the entire mass of data upon which the guess of a 
more disastrous result rests. It is not susceptible of proof that this 
might or might not have been so; for, as he did not obey, the facts 
which alone could supply the requisite proof do not exist. Hence it 
results that the statement which assumes that Porter’s disobedience of 
orders prevented the happening of a greater disaster than did oceur is 
simply a repetition of the guess, notwithstanding its change of form. Put 
it in either form, and the facts necessary to its support are absent, and 
for the very good reason that they do not exist. Argument can not 
supply the office of the absent facts, for argument in such a case is im- 
potent. It can not induce a reliable result, because it has not the 
requisite data on which to act. 

We do know that there was disobedience and disaster. „Whether or 
not the latter is attributable to the former we may not be able to dem- 
onstrate, for we can not repeat the conditions and apply to them the 
factor of obedience. We can guess, but we can not prove. On the other 
hand, it may not be susceptible of proof that a greater disaster was not 
averted by the disobedience of Porter. Hence results, in greater or less 
degree, the sharp conflict of opinion which has ran through the lines 
of this case from its beginning, relative to what might or might not 
have happened if obedience had excluded disobedience from considera- 
tion. This very conflict of opinion, and the uncertainty which sur- 
rounds it, patent as it is to every. mind, not confined to this body but 
pervading the entire country, is demonstration absolute that this case 
must be resolved on other and more substantial grounds than guesses 
as to what result would have transpired had Fitz-John Porter obeyed 
the orders given to him by General Pope. 

Mr. President, it too often happens that matters of great public con- 
cern fail of that conservative treatment which always should be accorded 
them because of the intruding presence of more active personal inter- 
ests and private aims. The present case is a striking illustration of the 
truth of this statement. It involves a question of great public inter- 
est, and one of most serious import to the effectiveness of our military 
establishment. Rarely, if ever before, in the entire line of our history 
has a graver question of military Jaw come before Congress for its con- 
sideration. It has been a prominent presence in Congressional discus- 
sion for several years. At no time has its real nature been other than 
that of a public question. It is of that character to-day in spite of the 
involvement of personal interests which has been forced upon it, and 
not even the passage of the present bill can strip it of that character. 
For by our action we will either maintain or overthrow the most neces- 
sary and forceful principle of military law, and promote or embarrass 
the public welfare in so far as it may, in the years of the future, be 
affected by the effectiveness or inefficiency of the discipline of our Army. 
The principle with which we are now dealing is not made a line or 
shade different because of the personal interests of Fitz-John Porter in 
the result of our action than it would be if our efforts were exclusively 
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directed to the enactment of an article of war declaring it a duty of all: 
inferior officers to obey the lawful commands of their superiors. 

No argument that we can make, no theory which we may advance, 
no humanitarian declaration it may be our pleasure to proclaim, no- 
complaints to which we may give ear, can change or disguise the fact 
that in this case, and here in this Senate Chamber, the duty of a mili- 
tary officer to obey the lawful commands of his superior and the alleged 
right to exercise a discretion in that regard stand confronting each. 
other. An affirmanceof the duty to obey will defeat this bill. A dec- 
laration of the right to exercise a discretion in that regard will pass 
the bill. The former means effective military law and discipline, and 
a forceful army. The latter means weakness, demoralization, and dis- 
aster. We must make our choice between these two results; and this 
most serious duty imposes a higher obligation than can spring from any 
kindly personal impulse we may feel moving upon usto relieve from an: 
unpleasant predicament the individual involved therein. 

Had Fitz-John Porter obeyed the lawful commands issued to him by 
General Pope this case could not have found its way to us, eventhough 
dire disaster had come from that obedience. He did not obey, and 
hence the court-martial, the conviction, and the report and bill which 
we have now under consideration. It is not claimed that he did obey 
the lawful commands of his superior; but the doctrine of discretion is 
advanced as an excuse, if not as a justification, for the failure to obey. 
And thus we come back to the point when the duty to obey and the 
discretion to disobey confront each other. Turn which way we may 
we come into the same presence. And this is why I said at the begin- 
ning of my remarks, that it is not my purpose to.engage in a discussion 
of the controverted questions of fact which cluster around this case. 
Orders were issued. They were not obeyed. These are not contro- 
verted facts. Noone can dispute them. They are sufficient for my 
purpose in what I may yet have to say. 

Mr. President, war is not a merciful employment. The lines of mili- 
tary law are not written in mercy. A contest of arms means death. 
In times of war armies are organized to kill and be killed. Many of 
our articles of war include death as a penalty for military offenses, and 
these grim articles stand whether war or peace be present. The ninth 
article of war reads as follows, namely: 

Any officer or soldier who shall strike his superior officer, or draw or lift up a 
weapon, or offer any violence against him, being in the execution of his office, 
on any pretense whatsoever, or shall any lawful command of his supe- 
rior officer, shall suffer death, or such other punishment as shall, according to 
tie nature of his offense, be inflicted upon him by the sentence of a court-mar- 

In the lines of this article of war we find the factor of discretion as 
an element of mercy. It did its office in the case of Fitz-John Porter. 
It relieved him from the infliction of the penalty of death which might 
have been applied to him and dismissed him from a service the obliga- 
tion of whose law he refrained from obeying. But nowhere else in his- 
case does this factor appear. He mistakesits nature and its office when 
he presents it here as a justification of his disobedience of the lawful 
commands of his superior officer and of his violation of the ninth arti- 
cle of war. 

That article of war was in force on the 27th day ot August, 1862. On 
that day Maj. Gen. John Pope was commanding the Army of Virginia. 
Maj. Gen. Fitz-John Porter was commanding a corps in that army. 
Pope was the superior officer; Porter was one of his subordinate officers. 
Whatever lawful order the latter received from the former it was his- 
duty to obey, and to do it in manner and spirit prescribed by the Army 
Regulations then in force, and which declared that: 

All inferiors are required to obey strictly and to execute with alacrity and good 
faith the lawful orders of the superiors appointed over them, 

On the day mentioned General Pope issued and caused to be deliv- 
ered to General Porter the following order, namely: 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Bristoe Station, August 27, 1862—6.30 p. m. 


GENERAL: The major-general commanding directs that you start at 1 o'clock 
to-night and come forward with your whole corps, or such et of it as is with 
you, so as to be here by daylight to-morrow morning. Hooker has had a very 
severe action with the enemy, with a loss of about three hundred killed and 
wounded. The enemy has been driven back, but is retiring along the railroad. 
We must drive him from Manassas, and clear the country between that place 
and Gainesville, where McDowell is. If Morell has not joined you, send word 
to him to push forward immediately; also send word to Banks to hurry for- 
ward with all speed to take your place at Warrenton Junction. Itis necessary, 
on all accounts, that you should be here by daylight. I send an officer with 
this dispatch, who will conduct youtothis place. Be sure to send word to Banks, 
who is on the road from Fayetteville, probably in the direction of Bealeton. 
Say to Banks, also, that he had best run back the railroad trains to this side of 
Cedar Run. [fhe is not with you, write him to that effect. 

GEORGE D. RUGGLES, 
Colonel and Chief of Staff. 
Maj. Gen. F. J. PORTER, 
Warrenton Junction. 


P.S.—If Banks is notat Warrenton Junction, leave a regiment of infantry and 
two pieces of artillery asa guard till he comes up, with instructions to follow 
you immediately. If Banksisnotatthe Junction, instruct Colonel Cleary to run 
the trains back to Cedar Run, and a regimentand section of artillery with it. 

By command of Major-General Pope. 


GEORGE D. RUGGLES, 
Colonel and Chief of Staff. 


This order was delivered to General Porter by Capt. Drake De Kay, 
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.aid-de-camp to General Pope, about half past 9 o’clock p. m. of the day 
on which it was issued. What duty did the delivery of this order to 
General Porter devolve on him? Why, in the language of the Army 
tion which I have quoted, “‘ to execute it with alacrity and good 
faith.” Did he do this? There is no pretense that he did. He does 
not claim that he did, and no one presents such claim for him. He did 
not even attempt to obey it. What did he do? He assumed to exer- 
cise his discretion as to whether or not he would obey it; not whether 
or not he would obey it with ‘‘ alacrity and good faith,” but whether 
or not he would obey it at all, or even attempt to obey it at all. He 
was ordered to start at 1 o’clock. He did not move until 4. He was 
ordered to have his corps at Bristoe Station by daylight of the morning 
after he received the order. He did not put his command in motion 
until the hour had arrived when he should have had it at Bristoe Sta- 
tion. It was his duty to execute the order with “‘alacrity and good 
faith.” He did not obey the command of his superior. This was a 
crime under the ninth article of war. He knew it was a crime, not 
merely by that implication which imposes knowledge of the law upon 
all men subject to its jurisdiction, but also by that affirmative and 
definite knowledge which came to him by his education as a soldier, 

The obligation to obey ‘‘ with alacrity and good faith’’ was inexora- 
ble, and heknewit. Heknewthatthat obligation excluded discretion, 
and bound him to use all means within the ible range of his power 
to respond to it with ‘‘alacrity and good faith.” He knew that, even 
though it should become apparent to him that the execution of the 
order was an impossibility in the time and manner prescribed, it was 
still his imperative duty to doall he couldin the direction of obedience, 
and while engaged in this to promptly advise his superior of the real 
conditions surrounding him; and this in order that his superior might, 
with exact knowledge of the facts, so modify his plans and change his 
orders as not to endanger the success of his general movement. No one 
knew this better than did Fitz-John Porter. No one questions his 
ability as a soldier, nor doubts his knowledge of military law, nor ques- 
tions his perfect familiarity with the rules of army movements. He 
knew them all as perfectly as any officer in the Army, and he knew that 
they each and all excluded discretion from the case in which he was 
then a present and most forceful factor. He elected to disregard his 
definite knowledge of law, of rule, of duty, and to assume a discretion 
which belonged to no one but his superior officer. He knew that to 
allow such an assumption to obstruct the obligation to obey would put 
an end to effective military year Therefore he practiced willful 
disobedience, and hence involved elements of greater aggravation than 
the said article of war required to constitute a crime which might be 
punished with death. Discretion has no place in military law when 
an officer or soldier has received a lawful command from his superior. 
If it were otherwise, there could be no effective military law, no forceful 
discipline, no harmonious unity working to a single purpose or end be- 
cause of one supreme authority. This doctrine is as old as military 
law and as necessary as armies in conflicts of arms. It has now and 
then been challenged, but never with success in any civil or military 
tribunal called on to give lawful utterance concerning it. 

Long ago the Supreme Court of the United States, in the case of Mar- 
tin vs. Mott (12 Wheaton, 19), gave so forceful expression to the doc- 
trine that a man must be stupid not to understand it. In that case 
the court said: 


We are all of opinion that the authority to decide whether the exigency has 
arisen belongs éxclusively to the President, and that his decision is conclusive 
upon all other persons. We think that construction necessarily results from the 
nature of the power itself and from the manifest object contemplated by the act 
of Congress. The poweritself is to be exercised upon sudden emergencies, upon 

t occasions of state, and under circumstances which may be vital to the ex- 
ence of the Union. A prompt and unhesitating obedience is in nsable to 
the complete attainment of the object. The service isa military service and the 
command is of a military nature; and in such cases every delay and every ob- 
stacle to an efficient and immediate compliance necessarily tend to jeopard the 
public interests, While subordinate officers or soldiers are pausing to consider 
whether they ought to obey or are scrupulously weighing the evidence of the 
facts upon which the commander-in-chief exercises the right to demand their 
services the hostile enterprise may be accomplished without the means of re- 
sistance. If “the power regulating the militia and of commanding its services 
in times of insurrection and invasion are (as it been emphatically said they 
are) natural incidents to the duties of superintending the common defense and 
of watching over the internal peace of the confederacy,” these powers must be 
so construed as to the modes of their exercise as not to defeat the great end in 
view. Ifasuperior officer hasa sy Wo to contest the orders of the President upon 
his own doubts as to the exigency having arisen, it must be the right of every 
inferior officer and soldier; and any act done by any person in furtherance of 
such orders would subject him to:responsibility in a civil suit, in which his de- 
fense must finally rest upon his ability to establish the facts by competent proofs. 
Such a course would be subyersive of all discipline and expose the best-disposed 
officers to the chances of ruinous litigation. ides, in many instances the evi- 
dence upon which the President might decide that there is imminent danger of 
invasion might be of a nature not constituting strict technical proof, or the dis- 
closure of the evidence might reveal important secrets of state which the public 
Se and even safety, might imperiously demand to be kept in conceal- 
men 


And in the opinion from which I have quoted the court refers approv- 
ingly to the case of Vanderheyden vs. Young (11 Johns. N. Y. Reports, 
150), which involved a construction of the same act of Congress—the act 
of February 28, 1795—drawn in question in the case of Martin vs. Mott. 
The issue presented the element of discretion in the matter of obeying 
the command or order of a superior, and the court very emphatically 
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announced thatthe subordinate must obey and not debate, question, or 
hesitate; and said: 

To countenance such a construction of the act would be monstrous. Every 
trial would either subject all the archives of a State toan examination before 
the court andjury, or the defendant would inevitably be found guilty: Noman 
would dare bowed the orders either of the President or his superior officer, lest, 

radventure, the President had either abused his authority or dged in re- 
tion to the occurrence of the fact which authorized him to call forth the militia. 

It is a generai and sound principle that whenever the law vests any person 
with a power to doan act, and constitutes hima judge of the evidence on which 
the act Papen Pee See and at the sametime contemplates that the act is to be car- 
ried into effect through the instrumentality of agents, the person thus clothed 
with power is invested with discretion, and is quoad hoca judge. His mandates 
to his legal agents on his declaring the event to have happened will be a pro- 
tection to those agents, and it is not their duty or business to investigate the 
facts thus refer to their superior, and to rejudge his determination. Ina. 
military point of view the contrary doctrine would be subversive of all disci- 
pline; and as it regards the safety and security of the United States and its 
citizens, the consequences would be deplorable and fatal. 


Apply the doctrine of these cases to the one we are now considering, 
and what must be the result? Why, a demonstration that the court- 
martial which found Fitz~John Porter guilty of *‘ disobedience of orders 
under the ninth article of war,’’ and of the specifications based on said 
charge, could have done no less than it did except by an atrocious viola- 
tion of duty and an inexcusable disregard of the law applicable to the 
case, 

It does not matter that the cases from which I have quoted related 
to the duties and actions of the President. In all military affairs the 
general in command of an army is as supreme over his subordinate offi- 
cers in regard to his orders and movements and their duties and obliga- 
tions as would be the President in case he should assume the direction 
of the operations of the forces in person. The law is the same in either 
case; and the duty arising thereunder is the same in either case. It is 
not necessary to argue this proposition, nor does it require skill in mil- 
itary movements and affairs to understand it. It is in effect the breath 
of life to the body of conquering military operations. It is not difficult 
of comprehension to either soldier or civilian. 

It does not require a study of maps, nor an investigation of plans of 
battle, nor yet of intricate calculations concerning the chances of suc- 
cess or failure based on such data as the positions and numbers of op- 
posing forces. These may be, and doubtless are, subjects of curious in- 
quiry to the military expert and tactician, but they are of no practical 
consequence in resolving the principle of law which threads this case 
through and through. Therefore let us keep to the record in this case, 
keeping our minds free from all of the extrinsic facts and intruding sen- 
timents with which it has been surrounded. It is important that we 
should do this, for the effect of our action herein will not spend its force 
on Fitz-John Porter. We are about to doa thing which will reach be- 
yond him and determine whether the necessarily hard lines of military 
law shall enforce effectiveness in our Army in the future or give way 
to the dangerous and demoralizing theories advanced in this case, and 
which affirm the right of an inferior officer to exercise his own discre- 
tion touching the execution of the lawful commands of his superiors. 
We are to determine by our resolution of this case whether or not that 
forceful rule of the Army Regulations shall continue to give life and 
power to our military establishment which says: 

All inferiors are required to obey strictly, and to execute with alacrity and 
good faith the lawful orders of the superiors appointed over them. 

Thisis a public question and not one which only concerns Fitz-John 
Porter. Whatsoever answer we shall give to his appeal in this case, that 
we will give to every officer and soldier in our present, and future 
armies. We can not escape the legitimate and necessary effect of our 
action by planting ourselves on groundsof personal regard for him or by 
declaring our love for manifestations of the merciful uses of power. The 
former has no rightful place in the field of public affairs if it tends, as 
in this case it does, to jeopard the general welfare. The latter we are 
estopped from proclaiming by the attitude of Porter himself. He does 
not in any sense acknowledge that his conduct was wrong or that he 
even made a mistake. He does not ask for favor or mercy. He affirms 
that he had the right to exercise a discretion in the matter of obeying 
or disobeying the lawful command of his superior; and on this ground, 
and not that of favor or mercy, he asks for the passage of this bill and 
his restoration to the rank in the Army from which he was dismissed 
by the judgment of a court of competent jurisdiction. 

We can not. too carefully consider this aspect of the case; for it is 
far-reaching in its tendencies. If the duty to obey isto give way to the 
discretion of subordinates, we should be consistent in our action, and re- 
peal the ninth and forty-sixth articles of war and the Army regulation 
which enjoins obedience. If the commander of a corps may exercise 
discretion and refuse or neglect to execute the lawful commandsof his 
superiors, the right cin not stop with him, but go trooping down through 
all grades of hisinferior officers, and on to the private soldiers under them. 
If it belongs to him it belongs to them. It can not be confined to the 
headquarters of a major-general, but may as rightfully go with the 
picket on an line and the sentinel on a dangerous post. And 
when it abides with them all, as it must if it rests with any, then will 
we have reached the end of effective military law and of forceful mili- 
tary discipline. Both are hard and harsh; but this must beso, or mili- 
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tary officers may prove to be worthless and expensive luxuries and 
armies disorganized mobs. - 

Mr. President, before we reach this juncture in our affairs by the 

of this bill it will be well to measure our steps and know 
whither they are tending. Let us not forget that when on the night 
of the 27th of August, 1862, sentinels were placed at their posts around 
and about the corps of Fitz-John Porter, the forty-sixth article of war 
said to every one of them: 

Any sentinel who shall be found slee; ~~ upon his post, or shall leave it be- 
fore he-shall be ularly relieved, shall suffer death or such other punishment 
as shall be infli by the sentence of a court-martial. 

There is no discretion for the soldier recorded in the hard lines of this 
article of war. The weary sentinel, whose overtaxed energies might 
have cried never so loud on that fateful night for rest, was required to 
keep awake or die. Does any one believe that Fitz-John Porter would 
for a moment have listened to a plea of the right to use discretion if an 
offending sentinel had set it up? Ifnot, why not? Is the forty-sixth 
article of war more unbending to the private soldier than is the ninth 
to the officer placed over him? Not so; but to the weary private sol- 
dier posted as a sentinel to care for the safety of the Army on that mem- 
orable night the alleged right belonged in same degree that it did to 
General Porter. The forty-sixth article of war said to the private sol- 
dier posted as a sentinel, ** Keep awake or die,” and at the same time 
the ninth article of war said to General Porter: 


Any officer * * * whoshall disobey the lawful commands of his superior 
officer shall suffer death, or such other long agar as shall, according to the 
nature of his offense, be inflicted on him by the sentence of a court-martial. 


Both articles are hard and go about hand in hand with possible death. 
But they have one admirable quality in common—they place commis- 
sioned officer and private soldier on a just equality so far as the obliga- 
tion of obedience is concerned. They put them hoth where our highest 
civil court says they must stand—out of and away from the field of dis- 
cretion, and held in place by the common duty of unquestioning obe- 
dience. And not a few private soldiers have felt the heavy hand of the 
forty-sixth articleof war upon them. It has sent some of them to death, 
others to disgrace and imprisonment. Had the latter presented as a 
defense a right to exercise the discretion which is advanced as the chief 
support of the case we are now considering, death would have been 
their sentence instead of the milder one of imprisonment. Such a plea 
would have been regarded as an aggravation of the offense in the case 
of a common soldier, and no bill would have made its appearance in 
Congress for his relief. Such bills seem to be reserved for cases of 
offenders in high position, whose assumed discretion and palpable dis- 
obedience could occasion a thousand-fold greater disaster than would 
be likely to spring from any act a private soldier might perform. This 
is a feature inseparable from this case as it will go to the country for 
its judgment. And it will not tend to hold that judgment back from 
declaring that Fitz-John Porter in asking this exceptional action whereby 
Congress is expected to justify his assumption of discretion and dis- 
obedience of orders therein and thereby demonstrates his unfitness for 
restoration to the official rank in the Army from which he was dismissed. 
And will not this judgment of the country be in exact accord with the 
predicament in which he has presented himself to Congress? Let us 
still keep to the record of this case and see what answer we shall find 
to this question. 

The first charge against him, and being one on which he was tried 
and convicted, was as follows: 

CHARGE Ist, Violation of the ninth article of war. 
ane were several specifications under this charge. The first was as 
‘ollows: 


Specification 1. In this, that the said Ma Gen. Fitz-John Porter, of the vol- 
unteers of the United States, having received a lawful order, on or about the 
27th A 1862, while at or near Warrenton Junction, in Virginia, from Maj. 
Gen. John Pope, his superior and commanding officer, in the following figures 
and letters, to wit— 


Here follows the order, which I have already quoted— 


did then and there disobey the said order, being at the time in the face of the 
enemy. This at or near Warrenton, in the State of Virginia, on or about the 
28th of August, 1862. 


That order was delivered to General Porter about half past 9 o’clock 
p, m. of August 27, 1862. What did it command him to do? To 
‘start at 1 o’clock to-night and come forward with your whole corps, 
or such part of it as is with you, so as to be here [Bristoe Station] by 
daylight to-morrow morning,” 

Surely this was definite enough for any person to understand it. 
General Pope was General Porter’s superior. The former issued the 
order. The latter received it, and when he received it the Army regu- 
lation said to him: 

All inferiors are required to obey strictly, and to execute with alacrityand good 
faith, the lawful orders of the superiors appointed over them. 

The Supreme Court of the United States said to him in the opinion 
from which I have already quoted: 

If a superior officer has a right to contest the orders of the President upon his 
own doubts as to the exigency having arisen, it must be the right of every inferior 
officer and soldier. * * * A prompt and unhesitating obedience is indispen- 
sable to the complete attainment of the object. The service is a military service, 
and the command is of a military nature, and in such cases every delay and 


every obstacle to an “efficient and immediate compliance necessarily tend to 
jeopard the public interests.” 
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And the ninth article of war said to him: 


Any officer or soldier who * * è shall disobey any lawful command of 
his superior officer shall suffer death, or such other punishment as shall, ac- 
cording to the nature of his offense, be inflicted upon him by the sentence of a 
court-martial. 

Here we have the law: a lawful command, duty, and admonition. 
But no element appears in the case thus presented with which Fitz-John 
Porter was not perfectly familiar. At the public expense he had been 
educated into a complete knowledge of all of the lines of the situation 
in which he found himself on that crucial night of the 27th of August, 
1862. In none of them did he find that with him rested the slightest 
degree of discretion whether or not he would obey with ‘‘alacrity and 
good faith” the lawful command of his superior officer. 

As an educated soldier he knew that the right to exercise discretion 
in regard to the subject-matter of that order rested exclusively with 
General Pope, who, as commander of the Army of Virginia, issued it, 
and who alone was responsible for its consequences. It would have 
been a strange exampleof military literature had it been issued in form 
corresponding with the interpretation which Fitz-John Porter assumed 
to give it; and had General Pope issued it in that form he would have 
been ridiculed and laughed at the world over by every man having 
knowledge of military affairs and the rigid rules of law governing them. 
Let me formulate it in harmony with the assumption of Fitz-John 
Porter, and as an illustration of the audacious travesty of military Jaw 
which he asks the legislative department of this Government to ap- 
prove. Here it is as he would have us to read it, namely: 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Bristoe Station, August 27, 1862—6.30 p.m. 

GENERAL: The major-general commanding directs that you start at 1 o’clock 
to-night and come forward with your whole corps, or such part of it as is with 
you, so as to be here by daylight to-morrow morning [but use your discretion as 
to when you will startand when you will get here), Hooker bas had a very severe 
action with the enemy, with a loss of about three hundred killed and wounded. 
The enemy has been driven back, but is retiring along the railroad. We must 
drive him from Manassas and clear the country between that place and Gaines- 
ville, where McDowell is. If Morell has not joined you, send word to him 
to push forward immediately [but you will use your discretion in this regard]; 
also send word to Banks to hurry forward with all speed to take your place at 
Warrenton Junction [but, of course, you are expected by me to use your discretion 
in this respect), It is necessary on all accounts that you should be here by day- 
light [but you will determine in your discretion whether you will be here at that time, 
or later, or at al]. I send an officer with this dispatch who will conduct you to 
this place [but use your discretion pase comig] prapt tosend word to Banks, 
who is on the road to Fayetteville, probably in the direction of Bealeton [but do 
notregard this asa limitation on your discretion]. Say to Banks, also, that he had 
best run back the railroad trains to this side of Cedar Run [but, of course, this is 
left to your discretion]. If he is not with you write him to that effect [but let your 
discretion determine whether or not will do so). 

By command of Major-General Pope. 

ge Se en Ny OMe bag, 
Maj. Gen. J. F. Po eee ae 
Warrenton Junction. 

This is the order as Fitz-John Porter says he had the right to read 
it. Atall events it is inharmony with his action under the order which 
he did receive. If General Pope had issued it in the form here given 
would it not be conclusive proof that lunacy had come upon him? 
Who could doubt it? Still, why set him down asa lunatic? If dis- 
cretion runs by implication through the lines of a military order, why 
not write it therein? If it be a power which an inferior officer may 
rightfully exercise, what are its limitations? If it exists at all, there 
can be no limitations which would make such an orderasI have formu- 
lated an absurdity or an evidence of lunacy. But if such discretion 
be a part of our code of military law, how can a superior officer issue 
a mandatory order to his subordinates? And how long could military 
discipline be maintained with such a foundation as this for its support? 
How could a general in command of an army ever dare to risk an en- 
gagement with every officer under him possessed of a discretionary 
power to obey or not the orders which constituted the organizing and 
effective force of the movement? But it is to just this absurd predic- 
ament and to this disorganizing doctrine we must come in order to ap- 
prove the case which Fitz-John Porter has placed before us. 

When we shall have done this, then let us go a step further in order 
to enforce consistency. Let us be true to the line on which we move, 
and amend the ninth article of war so that it shall read: 


Any officer or soldier who shall [{ in the exercise of his discretion] disobey 
the lawful command of his superior officer shall suffer orsuch other pun- 
ishment as shall be inflicted on him by the sentence of a court-martial, 


And then let us prove our thorough devotion to consistency by direct- 
ing that the Army regulation relative to disobedience shall hereafter 
read as follows, namely: 


Allinferiors are required to obey strictly and to execute with alacrity and good 
faith the lawful orders of the superiors appointed over them [ercept in such cases 
as, in the exercise of their discretion, they may fail, neglect, or refuse to obey). 

These are the proper lines of reform for us to follow when we shall 


have approved the appeal which Fitz-John Porter has brought here 


from the judgment of the court-martial which tried and convicted him. 
These lines of reform will lead us to those pleasant and peaceful times 
in which Congress will be relieved from the perplexities of trying ap- 
peals from courts-martial, for there will then be no convictions from 
which appeals may be taken. 

But we must not stop in our march toward that perfect reform 
which will allow all officers in our Army to do as they please under the 
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refreshing shelter of this beautiful doctrine of the right to exercise dis- 
cretion. We must be just and fairtoward the young men we are now 
educating and may hereafter educate at the West Pgint Military 
Academy, and direct the professors and instructors theft engaged in 
preparing the cadets for an efficient discharge of their duties when they 
come to be officers in our Army to instill into their minds the beauties, 
the duties, and safety of this new doctrine of discretion, Let them be 
enlightened concerning the great mistake made by the Supreme Court 
of the United States when it announced that subordinate officers and 
agents must obey the orders and commands of their superiors, and have 
no discretion in the premises. Let them be taught that when they 
shall have become officers of the Army each one of them will be pos- 
sessed of a discretionary power superior to any lawful command that 
may be issued by those placed in authority over them; that this doc- 
trine was settled in the great appeal of Fitz-John Porter from the judg- 
ment of the court-martial which convicted him to the Congress of the 
United States. 

It will not require very vigorous instruction to enable them to under- 
stand that a discretion which will justify disobedience is superior to the 
authority that issues an order that may be disobeyed. In this way they 
will come to understand that a new rule in military law has come into 
force which allows the discretion of an inferior officer to supplant the 
command of his superior; thata lieutenant has become a ‘‘ bigger man’”’ 
than a major-general, and that a soldier in the ranks is a still ‘‘ bigger 
man” than a lieutenant. It is to this that this doctrine of discretion 
comes at last, and this is the end of efficientarmies. When this junc- 
ture shall have been reached, then let us do one other thing of practical 
good in view of the predicamentin which we will find ourselves placed— 
abolish our military establishment as a thing wholly expensive and ut- 
terly worthless. 

Mr. President, the deadly virus of this doctrine of discretion has al- 
ready got into the blood of ourmilitary system. Its eruptive effect has 
appeared in the actions and expressions of too many of our military 
characters, both in and out of the Army, who are held together by the 
tender threads which are spun at West Point, and I greatly doubt if 
these phenomena of affinity and considerate regard would have appeared 
in this case had Fitz-John Porter been a volunteer officer. Butthe very 
fact that they have appeared within the circle of this case should in- 
tensify our purpose to prevent the virus from spreading more widely 
than it has already gone. The conservative hand of persuasive caution 
may handle those tender threads with effective safety now; but if we 
withhold its gentle manipulations they may develop into cables of such 
enduringstrength as to hold the most forceful factor of military power 
and discipline in helpless bonduge. We must not shut our eyes to the 
fact that we are dealing with a grave public question, and one with 
which personal considerations, the likes and dislikes of individuals, 
should have no more to do in determining our course of action than should 
the danger of human life have force in the mind of the commander of 

„an army when about to put it in motion for the purposes of offensive 
operations, Hence I have tried to avoid all personal discussion in what 
I have said touching this case. I found the true question of this con- 
troversy in the order of the 27th of August, 1862, and in Fitz-John 
Porter’s conduct relative thereto. I have used this data in order to 
peent intelligently the principle of military law to which I have en- 

eavored definitely to direct the attention of the Senate. I might have 
drawn other and forceful illustrations of the principle from the order 
of August 29, 1862; but they would have been but duplications, in 
every practical sense, of the others. This would have consumed time 
without resulting benefit to the case and its discussion as viewed from 
my standpoint. Judged from this. standpoint the case is exceptional 
in our history; and too great care can not be taken that it shall not 
establish a precedent in which the Congress of the United States invites 
insubordination to organize the forces and elements of disaster in the 
Army of this nation. 

Mr. President, so supreme has this feature of this case been in my 
mind that I have not cared to analyze the motives of the man who 
affirms the rightfulness of the conduct which constituted the grave 
crime of which he was convicted by a court of competent jurisdiction, 
and presents it as a reason why we should restore him to the rank from 
which he was degraded. Such analysis has been made by others, and 
I leave it as they have presented it, pouring its flood of light upon the 
strange and criminal conduct of this man; it intensifies my apprecia- 
tion of his offense, but it does not magnify its proportions, and it seems 
to me that the obtuseness evidenced by him concerning the true char- 
acter of his disobedience of the lawful command of his superior by 
preseiting it and his speculations relative to its effects as reasons in 
favor of his restoration to a position which may enable him to repeat 
the offense does not warrant us in expecting better things of him in the 
future. On the contrary, it is a plain indication that, regardless of the 
motiye which may have incited him, he is an unsafe, not to say an unfit, 
ian to be restored to the position of colonel in the Army of the United 
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It will not do, in view of the great public interest involved, for us to 
justify his flagrant act of disobedience by giving the sanction of an act 
of Congress to the specious speculations by means of which he attempts 
to show that good results followed from the crime of which he was con- 


victed. There are counter speculations by many men quite as able and 
far less interested than he. While he may claim that the Army of Vir- 
ginia was saved from utter disaster by his disobedience of orders, the- 
others assert that his criminal conduct robbed that army of a pronounced 
victory. Their speculations can never determine the conflict of opiniom 
which they represent, and we are thrown back upon the hard fact that 
he disobeyed the lawful commands of his superior officer. About this- 
there is no dispute, and the fact that he interposes the element of dis- 
cretion proves that this is true, for why should he plead discretion if he- 
had not disobeyed? 

Mr. President, the bill under consideration for the relief of Fitz-John 
Porter looks not only to his restoration to the position of colonel in the 
Army of the United States, but it also provides that he may be placed 
on the retired-list, and specially increases it that this may be done. If` 
it is desired to make the retired-list of the Army unpopular with the- 
people, this is a sure road by which to reach that result, and the effect 
will extend to the retired-list of the Navy also in the minds of the peo- 
ple. Bothlistscombined, as last published, embrace seven hundred and 
nine officers. The aggregate annual pay is $1,674,171.28, the Army list 
being $1,059,066.28, and the Navy list $615,105. The average an- 
nual pay of the officers on the former is $2,454.64, and of the latter 
$2,261.42. This combined establishment is not an inconsiderable one 
either in number of officers or aggregate cost. The liberality of the- 
average pay per officer is quite apparent to every mind. It is not my 
purpose to enter upon the consideration and discussion of the many 
suggestions which readily flow from these interesting facts. I have only 
now to say that this system of providing for both fortunate and unfor-- 
tunate officers of the Army and Navy was not intended at the time of 
its institution as a haven of rest for men who disregard the orders of 
theirsuperiors and plead the discretion of inferiors in justification thereof, 
Nor will the country tolerate any such abuse of the system. Beyond 
this suggestion I do not care to extend my observations now concern- 
ing the retired-lists of the Army and Navy. 

Mr. President, most sincerely do I hope that we may never again have 
need to use our Armyinactual war. Weare now blessed with profound 
peace. I trust it may never be broken, either by domestic strife or 
foreign complications. But our past admonishes us that we are not ex- 
empt from the chances which turn national quietude into conditions of 
war. In this regard we are like all other nations. Hence we maintain 
our military and naval establishments. We love peace, but we realize 
that we may have war, and so we ought to observe and practice the- 
philosophy of the trite and oft-repeated saying, ‘‘In time of peace pre- 
pare for war,” and we do recognize and attempt to practice this phi- 
losophy. This is shown by the fact that we support military and naval 
academies for the education of young men who shall officer and com- 
mand an army and a navy, erect fortifications, build ships of war, and 
do such other things as may enable us to promptly meet the exigencies- 
and possibilities of war. Butwhat are all of these things worth if they 
lack the element of effectiveness? And what so tends to enforce the 
presence of this element as that unbending rule of the military law of 
all countries which exacts unquestioning obedience? Wehope for peace, 
but we know that war may come. We maintainanarmy. Letit be 
efficient. It can not be this except as obedience rules its every member. 
The bill now commanding our attention proposes to eliminate obedience- 
and substitute discretion. Can we afford to pass it? Can we allow 
sentiment, sympathy, regard for the pleading of an individual to capt- 
ure and control our judgment in such a case? We are about to use a 
public power in a public case. The fact that only one man appears in 
this bill does notand can not change the nature of the question relative 
to which we are to exercise this power. It is not Fitz-John Porter who - 
is before us, but the public warns and the efficiency of the Army 
of the United States. He will soon pass away and be forgotten. But 
the effect of such a precedent as the of this bill will establish. 
will run with the long line of this nation’s future and weaken every 
army we may put into the field of war. 

Mr. President, suppose we were at this time engaged in actual war, 
would this bill commend itself to the better judgment of the members- 
of this body? Suppose the events of August, 1862, were now present 
with us, would the better judgment of the Con, of the United States 
pronounce in favor of restoring an officer who been dismissed from 
the Army by judgment of a court-martial for disobedience of orders to» 
his rank and command? Would we for one moment entertain a prop- 
osition to restore such an officer and send him back to the command of 
a corps in the Army, carrying with him our declaration that he could 
exercise a discretion whether or not he would obey the lawful orders of 
hissuperior? Put the individual out of this case, and let our judgment 
stand before the real question with which we are dealing, and we will 
have little difficulty in pronouncing the defeat of this bill. Let us sur- 
round ourselves with the conditions of August, 1862, and in the pres- 
ence of their threatening possibiities calmly consider the question of 
clothing a subordinate officer with discretion instead of duty to obey, 
and we will unhesitatingly declare that it can not be done. 

The lively realization which at that time we had of the supreme duty 
of an officer to obey the orders of the commander of the army of which- 
he was a member should be just as active nowas it was then. Weare- 
dealing with principle, not witha man. Weare confronted by the gen-- 
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-eral welfare and the requirements of the common defense. These are 
too immense in their proportions to be hidden from our view by the 
person of Fitz-John Porter. What they demand, and not what he de- 
Sires, should hold us to that line of public duty which it seems to me 
-surrounds this case. It is possible that the years which move us away 
from the war in which he was adjudged to have failed in the highest 
duty of asoldicr may be carrying toward another. We all hope it may 
not be so. Butwho can tell what store the future has for us in this re- 
gard? No one can tell; and so that trite saying which I have quoted 
repeats to us the admonition, ‘‘In time of peace prepare for war.” 
How better can we do this than by maintaining that universal principle 
-of military law which enjoins obedience upon all subordinate officers 
and forbids to them the exercise of discretion in that regard. This is 
the principle which organizes efficiency and maintains discipline. It 
gives force to armies and wins victories. It is pubiic law, and must not 
be sacrificed to individual desires. We would not abolish it in time of 
war, and we must not do it in time of peace, for if we do the result 
may be the establishment of a sure city of refuge for spite, jealousy, 
incompetency, cowardice, and treachery. 

Mr. President, thus far I have treated this case as though it were 
within the compass of the constitutional powers of Congress; as though 
it involves no more than an exercise of legislative discretion to do or not 
to do the thing recommended to us by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. I preferred to treat it from this standpoint in the first instance 
because of the wide range over which the discussion has been conducted 
both in and outof Congress. It seemed to me the better course of argu- 
:ment to endeavor to demonstrate that, conceding the power to act, it 
would be an unwise exercise of legislative discretion for Congress to 
the bill now under consideration. The concession was made solely for 
the purposes of that line of argument, and that the wisdom of the pub- 
lic policy ordained by our Constitution relative tosuch questions as this 

-case presents may the more clearly appear. 
Fitz-John Porter was convicted, by a court of competent jurisdiction, 
-of a very grave military crime. In pursuance of such conviction the 
court pronounced sentence against him, and this was approved by the 
President of the United States. This was a judicial proceeding, and 
when it reached the stage stated it was final and conclusive. Porter 
.asks Congress to review that judicial proceeding, reverse the action of 
the court and the President, and to restore him to the rank and rights 
of which he was deprived by the execution of the sentence pronounced 
against him. He plants himself on the definite declaration that he was 
“unjustly declared guilty.” ‘This raises the very question which was 
presented to the court for ascertainment. The court acted, and pro- 
nounced his guilt. In this it acted judicially. Weare asked to review 
and reverse that judicial action. If we undertake to do this, what kind 
of power must we exercise in the premises? Why, judicial, of course. 
But Congress does not possess judicial power. Therefore Porter asks 
Congress to exercise a power which it does not possess, in order to jus- 
tify him in the use of a power which did not belong to him. This is 
„an exact characterization of the case which he presents to Congress. 
The first clause of the first paragraph of his memorial is: 
Your memorialist would respectfully represent that, in January, 1863, he was 
most pea rat declared guilty of cértain charges preferred against him before a 
-cow + eC, 

The concluding paragraph of his memorial is: 

In view of all the foregoing facts, your memorialist would pray that such action 
may be taken by Congress as will restore him to the positions of which the sen- 

» tence of said court-martial unjustly deprived him. 
But that court-martial was a judicial tribunal; it possessed judicial 
powers; its verdict was a judicial finding; its sentence was a judicial 
-act, which, when approved by the President, became conclusive. This 
is the law as expressed by the Supreme Court of the United States. 
-That court in the case of ex parte Reed (100 United States Reports, 13), 
in speaking of the character and effect of the proceedings of a court- 
martial, said: 

It is the organism provided by law and clothed with the duty of administer- 
ing justice in this class of cases. * * * Its judgments, when approved, as re- 

-qu , rest on the same basis and are surrounded by the same considerations 
which give conclusiveness to the judgments of other legal tribunals, including 
+ as well the lowest as the highest, under the circumstances. 
There is no conflict in the authorities concerning the conclusiveness 
of the final approved judgment of a court-martial. And this applies to 
-every phase and element involved in the cases tried by court-martial 
as fully as it does to those tried in the civil courts. A former trial and 
conviction or acquittal by a court-martial is as perfect a plea in bar 
. against a subsequent prosecution for the same offense as though it had 
transpired in the highest civil court in the land. It is not necessary to 
- cite authorities to sustain the assertion that in every respect the ap- 
proved judgment of a properly constituted court-martial is as compre- 
hensively and as absolutely conclusive as that rendered by any other 
-court. No one will dispute it; and if it should be attempted, the per- 


-son essaying the effort would be confronted by an unbroken line of 
. authorities. 

Mr. President, if the Congress of the United States occupied the place 
in our Constitution that the Parliament does in that of Great Britain, 
we could surmount'the obstacle presented by the doctrine of conclusive- 

yness to which I have turned in this case. 


The Parliament possesses all 


power. It may make and unmake the constitution of which it is a 
part. It may exercise legislative and judicial functions. It may re- 
gard or di 1 the decisions of courtsatitsown will. It may review, 
reverse, or affirm judicial decisions, Nothing is conclusive against the 
power of Parliament. ‘That body is a kind of political omnipotence: 
Its will as expressed in its acts is the supreme law of the realm. 
Wholly different is it with us. The Constitution is our supreme law. 
It clothes the Congress of the United States with legislative, and ex- 
pressly withholds from it judicial, power. This latter power it confers 
on another department of the Government. In all instances except 
that of the original jurisdiction of the Supreme Court, Congress may 
create, confer, and regulate the jurisdiction of the courts. But it can 
not exercise judicial power. It may create courts, but it can not re- 
view their proceedings and decisions. 

Whence, then, comes our authority to pass this bill? We are asked 
to do it because Fitz-John Porter alleges that he was ‘‘ most unjustly 
declared guilty.” How can we determine this presented issue except by 
examining into the record, the law and the facts which make up the 
ease of which he complains? This is what he asks us to do. Itis what 
the Committee on Military Affairs had to do before it could arrive at 
the conclusion which it presents in its report to the Senate. Are we to 
approve that conclusion and reverse the decision of a court of compe- 
tent jurisdiction? What would such action by the Senate be but an 
exercise of the highest character of judicial power? Before we enter 
upon this enterprise is it not well for us to recall that the Constitution, 
which authorizes our presence in this Chamber, says : 


The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one Supreme Court. 
me mon inferior courts as the Congress may from time to time ordain and 
establish. 


And that— 

All legislative powers herein granted shall be vested in a Congress of the 
United States, which shall consist of a Senate and House of Representatives? 

The Congress can enact and repeal laws, but it can not fetter the ju- 
dicial power nor bind it to the legislative will even by enacting inter- 
pretations of its own acts. The judicial power may declare a manifes- 
tation of the legislative will unconstitutional and void, but the legis- 
lative power can not return the compliment by reversing an expression 
of the judicial will. Ali will concede the proposition that whenever 
judicial power is to be exercised the most that Congress can do is to con- 
fer jurisdiction on some tribunal already provided or to create some 
new one for the purpose. Even in the government of the Army and 
Navy it creates or provides for tribunals to exercise the judicial func- 
tions which may be necessary thereto. Hence the court-martial, whose 
proceedings are judicial, and therefore beyond the power of Congress to 
review. In these provisions of the Constitution and those relative to 
the executive power we find the lines of political harmony which re- 
solve the three departments into one forceful governmental unity. 

We can not pass the bill now under consideration without disturb- 
ing this harmony and molesting this unity. And from this consider- 
ation again springs forth to confront us the supreme character of the 
public question which runs through the provisions of this bill. We can 
not make a movement toward granting the request of Fitz-John Porter’s 
memorial until we shall have first forced this public question out of 
the way and resolved to assume judicial power, because he definitely 
tells us that his complaint is that he *‘ was most unjustly declared guilty 
of certain charges preferred against him before a court-martial convened 
in the city of Washington.” As I have already said, the proceedings 
of that court-martial, its judgment and sentence, were judicial, and at 
no time and in no event could they be interfered with except by the 
exercise of judicial power, save only that before execution the execu- 
tive clemency might in This does not belong to Congress. And 
so the public question involved forbids our further proceeding except 
in disregard of it. At least this is the case as it appears to me. 

Mr. President, if we are to proceed to review and reverse the judg- 
ment of the court-martial which tried and condemned Fitz-John Por- 
ter, are we to stop with his case, or, having opened the door, allow 
others to make their complaints, and proceed with all who may come 
alleging that they have been ‘‘most unjustly declared guilty ?’? There 
are cases in which this charge can be made with far greater truth than 
in the one now before us. If weissue the invitation by the passage of 
this bill I do not doubt we will get plenty of responses. And why 
should we stop with courts-martial cases? The judgments of the Su- 
preme Court are not more conclusive than those of courts-martial when 
executed. Why shall we say to the citizen who may affirm that the 
Supreme Court has most unjustly decided agaiust him that we can not 
entertain his complaint or give ear to his prayer for justice? What 
reason can we give to the complaining citizen? If we assume judicial 
power in the present case, why not hold it and extend it to others? 
We can give no reason in any other case which does not apply to this 
one of Fitz-John Porter. 

Weare treading on dangerous ground, and the future, in my judgment, 
will demonstrate this assertion as a truth if we pass this bill. It is not 
a wise thing for us to do to proclaim that Cougress has resolved itself 
into a court of appeals to which parties feeling themselves wronged by 
the judgments of courts may come for relief. And it seems to me that 
a right appreciation of the publie questions, which can not be pushed 
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personal considerations which 
must work a defeat of this bill. I shall place my vote against it on the 
ground of the public questions which to me seem supreme. It may be 
that they do not impress others as they do me, but I can not rid my 
mind of the conviction that great peril lurks in this measure, and that 
it can not constitutionally be enacted into a law. Wrong precedents in 


out of the way by the ramify this case, 


public action turn into plague-spots in a nation’s progress; hence the 
great degree of caution which should characterize our movements in 
such cases as the one with which we are now dealing. Whatever of 
personal inclination may operate as a motive to action should be held 
in check by a sense of duty ever watchful of the public weal. Unim- 
portant as this bill may seem when considered in conjunction with our 
national concerns, it still involves elements of mischief which a discreet 
regard for the public safety ought to cause us to refuse to enact it into 
alaw. It is entitleda ‘‘ bill for the reliefof Fitz-John Porter.” This 
seems a harmless thing; but it is far from being what it seems. Give 
it the force of Con; ional sanction, and it will assault every principle 
of law and of public policy which I have discussed. It is more than a 
private bill. Itis full of public dangers, crammed with mischievous 
ibilities, and void of a single element which the future can plead 
in justification of its appearance among the laws of the United States. 

Mr. MANDERSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. LOGAN. It is now after 5 o'clock, and I presume rather late 
for the Senator from Nebraska to proceed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I shall be very willing to give way. 

Mr. LOGAN. If agreeable to the Senator, I will move an executive 
session after making a suggestion. I think we can get through with 
the bill to-morrow by commencing early; at least I hope so. If no 
other gentlemen desire to speak than those I know of now I think we 
can complete the bill to-morrow. Therefore I will move, if le 
to the Senator from Nebraska, that we go into executive session, for the 
purpose of giving him the floor to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEy in the chair). TheSen- 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] will be entitled to the floor when 
the Senate resumes the consideration of the bill. The question is on 
the motion of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGan] that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 12, 1884. 


The House met at 120°clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
8. LINDSAY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, if there be no objection, will lay before 
> House an executive communication and sundry personal requests 
of mem 

There was no objection. 


THE NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Interior, in response to a resolution of the House calling for informa- 
tion in regard to the definite location of various parts of the line of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 

To Mr. PETERS, for to-day, on account of si 

To Mr. CHACE, until to-morrow. 

To Mr. SNYDER, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. STEWART, of Texas, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. GEORGE D. WIseE, for eight days from the 11th day of March, 
on account of important business. 

To Mr. CARLETON, from the 13th to the 24th instant. 

To Mr. Maysury, for ten days from this day. 

THE LATE HON. THOMAS H. HERNDON. 


Mr. JONES, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that Saturday, 
the 12th day of April, be fixed as the time for the delivering of trib- 
utes to the memory of the late Thomas H. Herndon, late a Represent- 
ative-elect frem the State of Alabama. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is the call 
of committees for reports. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the morning hour for the call of 
committees for reports be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to—two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 
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ted as follows: 
ess in his family. 


Mr. HAMMOND. I ask unanimous consent to take from the House 
Calendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 4411) to amend sec- 
tion 101 of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to allow the 
chairman of a subcommittee of a committee of either House of Con- 
gress to administer oaths. It is of some importance to have an early 

of this bill. I think it will give rise to no discussion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. As the passage of that bill is a matter of neces- 
sity for the expedition of business before committees I withdraw the call 
for the regular order for a moment, but will renew it if the bill gives 
rise to any debate. 

Mr. WELLER. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous con- 
sent to take from the House Calendar for present consideration the bill 
he has indicated. ° 

Mr. LORE and Mr. FIEDLER objected. 


Mr. WELLER. I withdraw my objection on being informed of the 
character of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made on the right. The bill is not 
before the House. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to the gentleman from Illinois whether 
it would not be better to limit debate on the pending paragraph to fif- 
teen minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will say to my friend from Indiana I have 
conferred with the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr], and he is 
of opinion but a small amount of debate will be required for the ei 
agraph. I concluded, therefore, it was not necessary to limit de 
at this time. If we find it is likely to be extensive, I can then move 
that the committee rise for the purpose of limiting debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. BUCKNER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union and resumes consideration of the bill (H. R. 
5459) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

The pending paragraph is as follows: 

Office of the First Assistant Postmaster-General : 
sop Winter the ack cation CAN net eo ection tha salaries of TAARNA a 
proved March 3, 1883, shall exceed the sum of $4,000 per annum. oe 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] has 
moved to amend the paragraph by striking out ‘‘ $10,500,000” and in- 
serting in lieu thereof ‘‘ $12,250,000.” The gentleman from Michigan 
is reco; ` 

Mr. HORR. I hope the Committee of the Whole will now come to 
a voteon the first amendmentoffered, the other amendment having been 
withdrawn. For the purpose of making a further statement I will 
move to strike out the last word, and when I get through, unless some 
one desires to reply, I will withdraw that motion. 

This item of appropriation is for compensation of postmasters, and 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] claims that the amount 
now in the bill is sufficient for this purpose. Iam sure if he will use 
his pencil and his knowledge of multiplication and addition, instead of 
using his imagination, he will ascertain the fact that after the sum shall 
have been increased to the amount proposed by my amendment, even 
then there will probably be a deficiency. 

I desire to submit to the Committee of the Whole just a few facts in 
connection with this item. Under the old law postmasters receive as 
compensation 60 per cent. on the first $100 of receipts of their offices, 
50 per cent. on the next $200, and 40 percent. on the balance. Under 
the new law the postmasters receive as compensation 100 per cent. on 
the first $50 per quarter of receipts of their offices, 60 per cent. on the 
next $100, 50 per cent. on the next $200, and 40 per cent. on all in ex- 
cess of $350. 

Under this new law every postmaster the receipts of whose office 
amounts to $250 pe quarter will receive as compensation $160 per quar- 
ter; under the old law he would receive only $130 per quarter. There 
is at once a difference of $30 in favor of the postmasters under the new 
law. Again, under the new law every postmaster whose receipts are 
less than $50 per quarter gets the whole of it as compensation. There 
are in the United States over 30,000 offices where the receipts are less 
than $200. Suppose they averaged only $100; there is a difference at 
once of $1,200,000 which these little postmasters will get whose receipts 
are less than $50 per quarter more than they would receive under the 
old law. Now, when you take that into account you will see that it is 
utterly impossible by any application of mathematics or estimates that 
are anywhere near accurate to bring this item down to $12,250,000. It 
will be more instead of less. 

Now, all I have to say is to repeat what I said at the beginning: we 
ought to make this appropriation as nearly as we can ascertain exactly 
the amount that will be required. If we makeit too little, the postmas- 
ters will get their money anyway and keep it, and we will simply make 


1810 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 12, 


a deficiency necessary. If we make the appropriation too much, the 

money will remain in the fand, and it will not cost the Government 

one single cent more. I say, therefore, that as business men we should 

make this appropriation as nearly as we can the sum that will be re- 
uired. 


4 Mr. HOLMAN. I had hoped that after the lengthy general debate 
on this subject the debate under the five-minute rule could be made 
somewhat brief. But my friend from Michigan [Mr. Horr] reiterates 
what has been said over and over again as to the character of this ap- 
propriation and as to the character of the legislation of the Jast session. 

I wish to say to the Committee of the Whole that the appropriation 
for the compensation of postmasters forthe present year was $9,250,000, 
and the appropriation proposed in this bill is $10,500,000; an increase 
of $1,250,000 for the next year over and above the appropriation for the 
present year. 

The law was amended during the last session in regard to the com- 
pensation of postmasters, and it is possible that it will be found that 
the expense resulting from that legislation may be beyond what we are 
able to anticipate at this time. But this appropriation of $10,500,000 
is believed to be sufficient by the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. REED. On what grounds? 

Mr. HOLMAN. If it is not sufficient—— 

Mr. REED. On what grounds is it believed to be sufficient? 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend will allow me; if it is not sufficient 
there will be no trouble at all in providing for the deficiency long be- 
fore the money will be required. On the other hand, if the appropri- 
ation is made too large it only encourages extravagance in a Depart- 
ment of our Government. The one method is absolutely safe, doing 
no possible harm to the Post-Office Department, not crippling it to the 
tithe of a hair; while the other method will tend only to unnecessary 
extravagance in one of the Departments of the Government. 

I wish to say that the expenditures in the last year for this purpose 
were but $10,315,394. I donot apprehend that in the absence of any 
motive for increasing salaries Congress has passed a law upon the ste,» 
gestion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] that wi 
produce the extraordinary increase of salaries claimed by the gentle- 
man from Michigan. I do not believe that the House or Senate have 
deliberately gone to work to increase salaries when no public reason ex- 
isted for their increase. 

I think that when this law is carried out practically no such evil re- 
sults will be found to follow at all. I trust not. Up to this time we 
could not tell, else undoubtedly there would have been incorporated 
into this bill a proposition to repeal so much of the act of my friend 
from Pennsylvania as increases largely the compensation of officers who 
are already bly paid. 

Mr. REED. I have not the slightest desire to meddle with this dis- 
cussion, for the gentleman from Michigan has explained very clearly 
the mathematical principles upon which his pS R rests. I only 
take this opportunity to comment upon the characteristic speech of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. He announces to us that 
the Committee on Appropriations has made in this bill a certain appro- 
priation; and he says that this is believed to be sufficient. I ask him 
upon what ground he believes it to be sufficient; and he gives me and 
gives this House no reply. In addition to that he announces to the 
House that if we appropriate more than will be actually needed for this 
purpose we shall *‘ encourage extravagance.’’? Now how can that be 
possible? The law prescribes what these officers shall receive; and if 
a thousand million dollars were appropriated not a single cent more 
than the law allows for their compensation could be spent by any hu- 
man possibility. Yet the gentleman tells us that an extra appropria- 
tion will ‘‘ encourage extravagance.’? How? Notonecentofany appro- 
priation we may make for this purpose can be used for any other pur- 
pose. Yet the gentleman tells us that if we appropriate too much it 
will cause extravagance. How, and why? 

Now I comment on this as an example of the manner in which ap- 
propriation bills are treated on that side of the House and by gentlemen 
belonging to the Appropriation Committee. In the first place they pro- 
pose in the bill an appropriation which the Post-Office officials, being 
moved thereunto by no improper motive, declare will not be sufficient; 
and then gentlemen of the committee decline to give us any reason why 
a sufficient appropriation should notbe made. They proclaim vaguely 
that to do the right thing will cause extravagance ; and there they leave 
the matter. And gentlemen on the other side follow sach leading! 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to say much on this 
subject, but I do ask the attention of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HOoLMAN] to what I am about to say. Does the gentleman claim that 
it is in the powerof the Post-Office Department to regulate the amount 
which shall be expended for this particular service? I would like to 
have him answer that question here and now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; there is one mode in which the amount 
of expenditure can by affected by the action of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, as the gentleman is very well aware. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman say—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will hear my full answer. 


Mr. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman say, as a Representative from 
the State of Indiana and upon his responsibility as a member of this 


House, that the Post-Office Department can regulate the amount which 
shall be expended for salaries of postmasters? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Post-Office Department can not regulate the 
rate of compensation. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Has the Department any control over the amount 
to be expended in this direction? . 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will allow me to answer his 
question. As the gentleman is well aware, there is butone mode by 
which the amount expended for this branch of the service can be af- 
fected by the Post-Office Department within the limits of the law; and 
that is by an increase of post-offices beyond the necessities of the peo- 
ple. I had occasion to say last evening—and I hope the gentleman 
will allow me to answer his question fully—that while it is desirable 
this appropriation should be ample to authorize the increase of post- 
offices up to the full requirements of the wants of the country, yet it 
is not desirable to encourage the establishment of post-offices without 
any public reason or excuse; and it is in this way that an undue ex- 
penditure may occur. 

Mr. HISCOCK. As I understand, and I ask the attention of the gen- 
tleman again, there is no way in which this expenditure can be cur- 
tailed by the Department except by refusing to locate new offices. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not say that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is there any other way? I would like the gentle- 
man to give an explicit answer. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman has my answer in my own words. 
If he wishes me to repeat it, I will do so. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then the gentleman proposes simply to say to the 
Post-Office Department, ‘‘If you keep within the limits of this appro- 
priation you must refuse new post-offices when they are required.’’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. We propose to say to the Post-Office Department 
that we desire the establishment of every post-office that the public in- 
terests may require; every one. But we do not wish to see post-oflices 
established beyond the wants of the people. Now will the gentleman 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir. 


Mr. HOLMAN. The appropriation made for this purpose last year 
was $9,250,000. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Did the gentleman as a Representative of the State 


of New York and chairman of the Committee on Appropriations deem 
that appropriotion at the time sufficient ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Idid. And as I have heard a great deal said on 
the other side in reference to our attempt last year to cut down appro- 
priations, I undertake to say it will be found upon examination that 
the aggregate of the appropriations which we gave last year will be 
sufficient for the expenditures of the current year. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REED obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is true that in some particular instances, like 
this perhaps, we did not give enough, for the reason that during the 
last days of the session the House passed legislation regulating the 
salaries of postmasters and reducing the rate of postage; and on account 
of those two enactments it was utterly impossible for the Department 
to calculate the amount which would be required for the postal service 
for the current year. 

I do not want to be misunderstood about it. There was no intention 
on our part to cut down the amount. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from New York allow me to 
interrupt him ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman thought the bill brought before the 
House by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] would 
reduce the salaries of postmasters instead of increasing them. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ido not know what I thought about it at that time. 
I do not remember exactly, but I do know this, I do know that when 
you cut down this system of appropriation—gentlemen on the other side 
of the House from the Southern and Western States I call your attention 
to it, for it is there they want the new post-oflices located—you on that 
side of the House are interested in this question while we of New York 
are not interested in it, New England is not interested in it, Ohio is 
not interested in it; you gentlemen of the new States, West and South, 
are interested in it—I repeat, Mr. Chairman, that when you gentlemen 
on the other side cut down this system of appropriation you deny to 
your own people the establishment of new post-offices which are con- 
stantly being required in a growing country. : 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Let me ask the gentleman whether 
it was not the understanding or the intention of the committee last year 
that the new salaries of postmasters should take effect on the Ist of 
October, whereas it was decided that under the law they took effect 
from and after the date of the passage of the act? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes; thatis true, and that made ofitselfa very great 
difference. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Allow me to present here a few figures which I 
know the gentleman from New York desires to have stated. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly; Iam happy to have my position fortified. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. The estimate of appropriation last year was $46,- 
741,000, while the amount appropriated was $45,477,000. The com- 
mittee only cut down the entire estimates of the Department $1,264,- 
000. That was all, and that, too, was almost wholly on the point of 

rs’ salaries. This shows the Committee on Appropriations of 
the last Congress in no way crippled the postal service. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to the attention of the gentlemen on the 
other side of the House to the fact that when the Republican party came 
into power in this House we found staring us in the face a deficiency 
in the Post-Office De ent of a million and a half dollars, which we 
had to provide for. en, as now, that deficiency was largely in this 
item for salaries of postmasters. We were compelled to provide for it. 

I appeal to you gentlemen on the other side of the House whether 
this policy of attempting to shear the appropriation bill with a view to 
making a little party capital on the ground of its being lower than some 
preceding appropriation bill of the same character, whether this fictitious 
political capital—— ` 

Mr. HORR. Watered stock. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. As my friend from Michi says, whether this 
watered stock, this fictitious political capital, is worthy of you as the 
representatives of a great national party. 

When we get a little further on in this bill I shall call to the notice 
of the House another fact, and I now ask the gentleman having charge 
of the bill—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired and the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MONEY]. 

Mr, HISCOCK. I have been interrupted to that extent by questions 
propounded to me I hope there will be no objection to my finishing 
what I rose to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Mississippi is recognized as 
entitled to the floor under the rules. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iask the gentleman to yield to me a minute or two 
and he can get the floor again. 

Mr. MONEY. Iam willing to yield my place, but can not yield any 
of my five minutes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will not ask for any of the gentleman’s time, but 
will take the floor in my own right if there be no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much does the gentleman wish to have his 
time extended ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi and he has yielded the floor to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. MONEY. I do not yield my time to the gentleman, but merely 
my place, expecting to get the floor after he has resumed his seat. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the gentleman from New York will indicate 
how much time he desires, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Only about five minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well, go on. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, there is another thing in this bill 
to which I wish to call the attention of the gentleman having of 
it as characterizing the proposed legislation. I admit it is not the 
item now under discussion, but on in the bill we find an un- 
expended balance of a million dollars appropriated in the first session 
of the Forty-seventh Congress is reappropriated for the service of the 
next fiscal year; in getting up the bill that million dollars is taken 
out of the te. Here it is worth while to point gentlemen on 
the other side to this fact that you may fully understand what is the 
policy of the Committee on o potoprins, for that policy denies you 
new post-offices in sparsely settled and growing districts. The bill on 
its face carries evidence thatit is not intended to give what is required 
for the service, but simply to reduce the appropriation. You are com- 
pelled to make it something more than it was last year, because the 
service is growing. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if this appropriation would not cripple the serv- 
ice I would not say a word about it. I would not advocate its being 
increased. It has been intimated on the floor the effect will not be to 
cripple the service. The effect is undoubtedly to limit the service and 
prevent its growth. That is to be the effect of it, and I challenge the 
gentleman from Indiana and I challenge the gentleman in charge of 
this bill to refute the statements I have made. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, as far as this particular amendment 
is concerned perhaps itis not materially important; but it is important 
that this committee in framing a bill of this character should act ad- 
visedly and with full knowledge of the facts. 

Now, it is true in my judgment that this particular item will create 
a deficiency for the next fiscal year. But it does not lie in the mouth 
of gentlemen upon the other side to charge such a purpose as that upon 
the Committee on Appropriations in presenting this bill. The gentle- 
man who has just addressed the House was himself for two years the 
chairman of that committee; and for the fiscal year which ended on the 
30th of June, 1882, that gentleman reported a bill, and upon this single 
item of compensation to postmasters there was a deficiency exceeding 
$1,515,000. The Postmaster-General has explained why that deficiency 
occurred, and the reason assigned for the deficiency in that instance is 
sufficient to explain why a pY pranka will also occur under the operation 
of the present bill. 

It makes no sort of difference to the service whether this House shall 


appropriate $100,000,000 or $1,000,000 for the compensation of post- 
masters, because their compensation is fixed by law, is paid out of the 
revenues of their offices, and not by the appropriation bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman permit me just here toask him 
a question, and that is if the effect of the limiting of this appropria- 
tion is not to be a denial of the creation of new post-offices ? 

Mr. MORSE. No. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I ask him, as chairman of the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, if that is not to be the effect, that you prevent 
the creation of new post-oflices by limiting the appropriation ? 

Mr. MONEY. I do not believe that will be the effect of it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Isit not to be the effect if you give aninsuflicient 
sum for the present ’ salaries or if you give asum which 
is required only for the payment of the salaries of the present post- 
masters ? 


Mr. MONEY. I think not. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And, further, let me ask the gentleman to answer 
plainly, if you only give such sum as is sufficient for their salaries— 
the number at t commissioned—if the Department is not neces- 
sarily then limited by the appropriation bill to the present number of 
offices and can not establish new ones ? 

Mr. MONEY. It is not so in any sense of the word. On the con- 
trary, it makes no sort of difference, as I have said, what amount of 
money is appropriated for the salaries of postmasters, because their com- 
pensation is fixed by statute, and you can not limit by an appropria- 
tion the compensation they are entitled to, since their salaries are paid 
by themselves out of the receipts of their offices. 

In explaining the deficiency of the year before last, which amounted 
on a bill which the gentleman from New York himself reported to a 
million and halfof dollars, the Postmaster-General makes the following 
statement: 

The expenditure was $1,115,304 in excess of theappropriation. The deficiency 
was unavoidable, since the law fixes the compensation of ee ape nai and au- 
thorizes them to retain it on account from the proceeds of their offices. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with that law before them, the Committee on 
Appropriations during the last session of Congress appropriated $9,250, - 
000 for the salaries of postmasters, and there is to be of necessity a de- 
ficiency, which at the close of this year will amount to a deficiency of 
over a million and a quarter dollars, on the same account. 

Mr. HORR. Will the gentleman from Mississippi, who is more fa- 
miliar with these matters than I am, permit me to ask hima question in 
this connection? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HORR. Isit not a fact that the Postmaster-General establishes 
new offices under a special law, which does not have any bearing upon 
the amount appropriated in the regular Post-Office appropriation bill? 

Mr. MONEY. The appropriation bill has no effect upon the estab- 
lishing of new offices at all 

Mr. HORR. That is what I thought. 

Mr. MONEY. These new offices are established upon the request of 
the citizens themselves residing at the place, and the members here 
press them upon the consideration of the Department. The Post-Office 
Department then, if the grounds seem sufficient, establish rapt antares 
at such places, and establish them without any regard to the amount 
of money appropriated in the bill. The establishment of new offices is 
not governed by the amountin the appropriation bill; and in the prep- 
aration of the bill the amount of money appropriated is not limited 
with a view of curtailing the Department in the establishment of such 
offices. The Department will extend the number as they are needed; 
and, as I have read from the Postmaster-General’s report, the postmas- 
ters pay themselves out of the proceeds of their offices. 

Now, I stated that there would be a deficiency under this bill. There 
will be a deficiency for this fiscal year. There will be, because during 
this fiscal year up to the present date there have been established 4,000 
new offices, and for the further reason that the increase of business—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, obtained the floor and yielded his time 
to Mr. MONEY. 

Mr. MONEY. Iam very much obliged to my friend. As I was pro- 
ceeding to state, Mr. Chairman, there were over 4,000 new offices estab- 
lished in this fiscal year. The officers in charge of these pay themselves. 
out of the proceeds of their offices. Consequently, there will be no 
limit totheirnumber. In addition to that, the regularincrease of busi- 
ness is about 11 percent. per annum. As business increases, so, neces- 
sarily, increases the compensation of the postmasters. The figures show 
that their compensation keeps up with the total revenues of the postal 
branch of the Government pari passu; that is to say, that they average 
one-fourth of the total revenues of the Post-Office Department. It - 
makes no difference, therefore, what we appropriate, it goes just in that 
way, and you can not limit that expenditure. But if that isa fault, it 
is a fault which has beenshared by both sides of this House. The gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House reported for the last two fiscal 
years the appropriation bills, and there were deficiencies just as serious 
as any that come in under the operation of the present bill. While I 
am not disposed to criticise this bill in an unfriendly spirit, I should 


willingly vote for an increase of the appropriation in the amount to be 
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expended for the compensation of postmasters, for, necessarily, there 
will be an increase in the present fiscal year which will keep pace with 
the growth of the business of the country; and this will be found also 
in the next fiscal year. Still, it is a matter of no serious import. No- 
body loses by it. I think the discussion of no importance, but I was 
anxious to place these facts before the committee. 

Mr. HORR. Iwish to ask the gentleman from Mississippi if he is not 
satisfied that it will take every dollar my amendment names to pay 
these salaries ? 

Mr. MONEY. I think it will. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman from Mississippi permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. Will an overappropriation on this item by any possi- 

bility lead to extravagance? 
_ Mr. MONEY. I donot think it can, because it is not a matter in the 
discretion of the Postmaster-General except in the establishment of new 
post-offices; and these ffices are established, my experience shows, 
without any regard to theamount of money appropriated. Their estab- 
lishment is simply based on the necessities of the communities which 
require postal facilities. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire that there shall be no mistake as to this— 
i Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, who is recognized as having the 

oor? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] 


is ig, 

Mr. BELFORD. On yesterday the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SKINNER] alluded to the amount of revenues contributed by the West 
to the support of this Government. I desire to state that since its or- 
ganization New York and New England have received 90 per cent. of 
the money paid into the national Treasury by the South and the West. 
It is time that the South and the West cease to follow the banners of 
Eastern leaders, whether they belong to one party or the other. 

I represent what is called an infantile State. Let me call your at- 
tention, if I can, in the five minutes to which I am entitled to the floor, 
to a few facts which I have before me. Colorado last year contributed 
$473,864 tosupport the postal service. What was contributed by Louisi- 
cana, that was admitted to the Union under the administration of Thomas 
-Jefferson? What did she contribute to the postal service ?—$447,000; 
motas much as the young, vigorous, prosperous, and magnificent State of 
Colorado. Let us take Vermont. She contributed $339,000. West 
Virginia, $245,000. 

And yet, in view of these contributions made by the West to thesup- 
port of the Post-Office Department, we witness here a gentleman from 
the West standing up in the interest of Eastern Democrats to impair 
and contract the mail service of that country. Oh, you are doing it. 
You have reduced the estimates in this bill $4,000,000. You reduced 
the estimates on the naval bill $8,000,000. With a majority of seventy 
in this House you are afraid to vote on the bonded bill, which would 
‘keep out of the Treasury $70,000,000. That has been your history in 
every Congress in which you have had the majority; the history of a 
herd of re eunuchs, without manhood or virility. [Laughterand 
applause. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I can tolerate the jeers and amusement afforded 
the House by the gentleman from Colorado, for I have heard it often 
enough and seen enough of its influence on this floor to know it will not 
affect the vote on this amendment in any particular whatever. But I 
wish to take notice of the remarks made by one or two other gentlemen 
vho have spoken. 

In the first place, I assert that the bill presented by the Committee 
on Appropriations is the most liberal bill that was ever brought into 
this House for the postal service. It carries a larger amount of appro- 
priations than any other postal bill ever brought into this House. 

It was more fully appreciated and made a more liberal appropriation 
for the increase of the service than was done in the last Congress, at 
either session, or in any other Con; And I further maintain that 
an intelligent investigation of the facts and of the data that can be as- 
certained demonstrates that thisCommittee on Appropriations has pro- 
wided every dollar needed for the efficiency of the public service in the 
Post-Office Department. 

Now, I want to call attention to something I said on yesterday. One 
or two of the gentlemen who have spoken here this morning have com- 
mented on what by their course last session they forced us to do when 
they brought in a bill which they knew, because they were told of it 
on this floor time and again, lacked a million or more of the salaries 
required to pay the postmasters. And yet the gentlemen thenon the 
Committee on Appropriations on that side of the House took the floor, 
as I could show you here in this RECORD, and argued and insisted 
upon it, and the distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. His- 
©0cK] stood by and aided them in inducing this House to believe that 
oniy nine millions and a quarter were needed for the salaries of the 
postmasters. 

Mr. HORR. They were wrong, were they not? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. They were wrong and they knew it. 
aoe HORR. And you know you are wrongin this, and yet imitate 

em. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Why did they doit? That they might come 
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in here and play the rôle they play to-day; and that is to deceive the 
country and this House into the belief that there is a necessity for an 
enormous increase in this appropriation; that they might turn a lot of 
demagogues loose in the next campaign and point to the economy of 
the Republican House, and at the same time draw attention to the ex- 
travagance of a Democratic House. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we have given upon this item of this bill an in- 
crease of one million and a quarterabove what was given last year, and 
yet these gentlemen come in and ask us to increase the appropriation 
three millions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. REAGAN was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. Town- 
SHEND. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This gentleman comes in to-dayand asks us if 
it is worthy of us to appropriate what he believes to be a Jess amount 
than may be needed for the payment of salaries of postmasters. I ask 
him if it was not contemptible on the part of his own party and his 
committee in the last Congress to bring in a bill which they knew was 
insufficient to meet the demands of the public service and then at this 
session of Congress to come in here and arraign a committee whieh gives 
a million and a quarter more than they gave? I ask is that conduct 
worthy of the gentleman? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does not the gentleman know that he is trying to 
carry on the service for the next fiscal year upon the excess of appro- 
priations which were made by us in the last Congress? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am satisfied —— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does not the gentleman know that? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I know it was the policy of the gentleman and 
his committee in the last Congress to create a deficiency in order that 
this House might be put into the position of making large and excessive 
appropriations. 

Mr. HISCOCK. When the pension bill comes in there will be a re- 
appropriation of unexpended balances made by the last Congress. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman gets up here and pretends to 
be horrified at the idea that we are going to reappropriate a million of 
unexpended balances of appropriations for the several Departments, and 
would have us imagine that that is a crime. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, no. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Donotinterrupt me untill get through. And 
he does that in the face of the fact that he himself came into this House 
at the last session and asked for a reappropriation of $15,000,000 that 
lay unexpended. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I refuse to be interrupted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I refuse to be interrupted. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. BLOUNT). The Chair trusts the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] will be allowed to proceed without 
interruption. 

Mr. HISCOCK. May I ask a question? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Notnow. Iam notsurprised that the gentle- 
man is restive under the exposition of his conduct in the last House 
and also in this. I have only called attention to facts that can not be 
explained or disputed. 

I am asked here by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] and others 
this question: Suppose the appropriation for this p is too = 
suppose you appropriate too much money, what would be the effect of 
it? They seem to think that itis perfectly harmless to appropriate large 
and unnecessary sums of money. Such was the argument used when 
the star-route lobby was around this Hall laboring to secure large and 
extravagant appropriations. Extravagance leads to corruption, as has 
been demonstrated by the history of the past, and as will be demon- 
strated by the history of the future, if the members of this House are 
not true to the interests of the people and do not guard against extrav- 
agant appropriations. 

Mr. HORR. Permitmea moment. You do not claim that there is 
any similarity in that respect between the appropriations for the com- 
pensation of postmasters and appropriations for post-routes? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am only illustrating. 

Mr. HORR. But your illustration is not fair. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I repeat that extravagant and unnecessary ap- 
propriations lead to corruption. Ido not say that it would occur in 
connection with this particular item. 7 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman knows that no fair comparison can be 
made between the two items, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam opposed to extravy: t and unnecessary 
appropriations. Iam in favor of giving every d that is needed for 
the efficient discharge of the public service. But I am opposed on gen- 
eral principles to leaving temptations in the way of those who might 
be guilty of maladministration, somewhat upon the theory of the char- 
acter described by a novelist of an individual who, when he found any- 
thing lying around loose, always appropriated it to himself, upon the 
plea that if he did not do so somebody else would. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate upon the pending amend- 
ment has been exhausted. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move tostrike out the last word. I desire, with- 
out going outside of the question at issue, to invite the attention of the 
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gentleman in charge of this bill to a few official figures that I have re- | 


ceived from the Department to-day, and which I requested y y, 
in view of some of his statements. And first let me refer to the sta- 
tistics in connection with the compensation of postmasters. 

With reference to the strictures of the gentleman upon the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations of the last Congress let me tell him this: The Post- 
Office Department asked for $46,741,000, and the Committee on Appro- 
priations gave $45,477,000, a difference between the amount estimated 
for and the amount appropriated of $1,264,000. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. And that was the Forty-seventh 


Congress. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That was for the present fiscal year. 

Mr. HORR. That is right; go on. 

Mr. BINGHAM. This bill, according to the gentleman’s own show- 
ing in his summary of the bill, makes a difference of nearly $5,000,- 
000 between the amount estimated for and the amount appropriated. 
Yet he is calling the last Committee on Appropriations to account for 
laches and neglect, when, as I have stated, that committee appropriated 
within $1,264,000 of the amount requested by the Department. 

Now, another point with reference to the appropriation for the com- 

tion of postmasters. Iagree with the gentleman from Mississippi 

Mr. Money } that are paid under a fixed statute. Thelaw 

says that they shall be allowed to deduct their compensation from the 

receipts of their offices, turning into the Treasury only the net revenue. 
That is the law, and they are paid anyway. 

Now let me show you one thing: For the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1882, the Post-Office Department asked for $7,800,000 for compensation 
of postmasters, and the Committee on Appropriations gave what was 
requested. For the year ending June 30, 1883, the Department asked 
for $8,800,000, and the committee gave what was asked. For the year 
ending June 30, 1884, the Department asked for $10,134,000, and the 
Committee on Appropriations gave $9,250,000, a difference of $884,000. 
Condemn it if you choose. 

Mr. HORR. It was wrong. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Never mind that. I want tostop it right here so 
far as my vote is concerned. In this very bill, while you condemn the 
Committee on Appropriations of last year for giving $884,000 less than 
the estimate, you yourselves give $1,750,000 less than the estimate. 

It does not make any difference whether you appropriate the amount 
indicated or not; but I am showing the tendency of this neglect on the 
part of Congress to appropriate the amount required for the service of 
the Department. The deficiency of the appropriation last year, as com- 
pared with what the Department asked, was $884,000; this year the 
Committee on Appropriations proposes to give $1,750,000 less than the 
Department estimates to be n Let this matter stop right here 
and now. That is the only question we have toconsider; not whether 
we are appropriating enough, because it does not make any difference 
whether the appropriation for this item be $100 or $12,000,000. 

Mr. HORR. I hope we shall now have a vote on this amendment. 
There are fifty other amendments to be offered. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move to amend by striking out the 
last word. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I take the floor for the purpose of moving that 
the committee rise to close debate. But ifa vote can be taken at once 
I will not make that motion. 

Mr. HORR. I take it that gentlemen on this side will not insist on 
further debate upon this amendment. Discussion can be had on other 
amendments. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If there is to be a vote I withdraw my motion. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Horr to strike 
out ‘‘$10,500,000’? and insert ‘‘$12,250,000,’’ the amendment was not 

to; there being—ayes 74, noes 89. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I move to amend the pending paragraph by 
striking out all after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 22; the words pro- 
posed to be stricken out being the following: 

And no of n i as 
BE mer fab promenar ir mariat oiin poner ookei r 
per annum, 

Mr. Chairman, in the closing hours of the last Co we were con- 
gratulating ourselves upon the passage of a law which regulated the 
compensation of postmasters; and so far as it affected the first-class 
offices we were delighted with the change, as it was a simple recogni- 
tion of fidelity and responsibility. That law provided, among other 
things, that where the income of any post-office was from $450,000 to 
$500,000 the salary of the postmaster should be $4,000 perannum; that 
where the receipts were from $500,000 to $600,000 the salary should be 
$5,000 per annum; and where the income was $600,000 and upward 
the salary should be $6,000. The only exceptions made in that law 
were we reference to the New York office and the effice in Washing- 
to. Ah 

t enactment, Mr. i was a recognition of the business of 
these great offices and the responsibility that the at such 
offices are obliged to assume. It is believed that if in Government 
affairs we can transact our business in the same manner and with the 
same economy as our best business establishments, it will bea desirable 


result to accomplish. Now, inthe city of Chicago we find that men re- 
quiring no greater ability or responsibility than the postmasters of our 
large cities are receiving in private establishments much larger salaries 
than this bill proposes to allow to these postmasters. You can walk 
across the street from the post-office in Chicago and go into the first 
business establishment and you will find men performing duties which 
require no talent or responsibility than the position of postmas- 
ter of a great city, and who receive $8,000 to $10,000 per annum, You 
can into the banking establishments, into establishments such as 

Field & Co.’s, or the Farwells’, or Henderson’s, or Armour & 
Co.’s, or Carson, Pirie, Scott & Co.’s, and you will find men there—not. 
the proprietors, understand, but men in charge of departments, such as 
the silk department, the hosiery department, or men having charge of 
the credits of the establishment and those looking after the economy 
of the concern—who are receiving $6,000, $8,000, $10,000, and all the 
way up to $15,000. The salary of the secretary of the board of trade 
is $8,000 per annum. 

There is another reason why the postmaster in one of these large cities 
should receive some compensation for the responsibility which he as- 
sumes. You will find that the first act which one of these officers does- 
after he is appointed is to go before a court and furnish bond in the sum- 
of $600,000 to $1,000,000. The sureties upon this bond are required to- 
qualify in that amount. You may say that this is not a hard matter to- 
accomplish; but I call your attention to the fact that few men desire to 
go upon a s bond, for they guarantee not only the fidelity 
and integrity of the officer, but his ability to see that the amounts 
ing through the hands of his various employés, not appointed by him- 
self, are not made away with, but that every dollar is accounted for. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems singular that when a bill of this kind 
is before the House the men who attack it—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, obtained the floor and said: I yield my time 
to my colleague. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I thank my colleague for his courtesy. I 
say it is a singular fact that the men who oppose these appropriations 
come from localities that do not pay for this service in their own districts. 
We in Chicago are the parties who contribute this money for the sal- 
ary of our postmaster; and we claim that you should permit us to give 
encouragement and remuneration satisfactory to men of great fidelity 
and integrity, and somewhere near proportionate to the responsibility 
assumed, so that the best talent and ability may be called into this serv- 
ice and the service thereby made most efficient. 

Isubmit herewith a statement showing the States and Territories 
which pay a net revenue to the Government: 

The following seventeen States and Territories pay $7,360,553 net rev- 
enue, and the service there is more than self-sustaining: 

All the New England States and New York, New Saa. Pennsyl- 
yania, Dela Michigan, Ilinois, Wisconsin, Iowa, Minnesota, Da- 
kota, and the District of Columbia. 

The remaining thirty-two States and Territories have a deficit of 
$4,707,582, and the service is not self-sustaining. 

This bill by this provision is a direct blow struck at nine of the 
masters of the country, a blow at nine of the great cities, eight of which 
are the great commercial centers of the country. The total revenue 
last year from these nine cities was $12,326,066, one-fourth of the entire 
revenue. And the net revenue received in these offices is $8,113,019, 
or one-sixth of the total revenue of the country. 

I submit here a statement showing gross and net revenue and the 
amount of proposed reduction of salaries, 

The gross revenue of these nine cities and proposed reduction of 
postmasters’ salaries is as follows: 
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One-quarter or more of the total revenue from the entire country. 
The net revenue of these cities is as follows: 
New York... 
Chicago ,. 


One-sixth of the total revenue of the country. 
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That is not the only point in the matter. These men become re- 
sponsible forlargesums. They receive the funds of the money-order sys- 
tem, and the postmaster of the city of New York was responsible last 
year for money receipts, postal receipts, and money-order funds to the 
extent of $32,526,000. These nine offices last year received, in postal 
funds and money-orders, $75,449,543. 

I submit herewith a statement of the total amount of postal moneys 
(same being receipts and deposits of money-order funds) received 


postal à 
at these nine offices for the year ending June 30, 1883 : 


There is no call, Mr. Chairman, for this act; there is no petition 
here, there is no request here, there is no man, woman, or child who 
contributes one cent, directly or indirectly, in these great cities for the 
support of this service who asks this act to be done. They look upon 
the advancement of the salaries of these postmasters from $5,000 to 
$6,000 as something desirable for the service in giving these men en- 
couragement by granting to them salaries something like those paid in 
private life. 3 

I was surprised, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that a gentleman from my 
own State of Illinois should permit a law of this kind to be presented 
to this House. We strike at the postmaster of the chief city of hisown 
State, whose salary it is proposed to strike down by this bill. Does he 
not know that the income of that office pays for the service in that gen- 
tleman’s own district? If we were to make this postal service a self- 
sustaining one in each district there is not a man, woman, or child who 
resides in his district who would ever see a letter from one end of the 
year to the other. A ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will move to amend the text by adding the fol- 
lowing words: 

Except the salary of the postmaster of the city of New York, which shall be 
36,000. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the effect of this amendment is to re-enact the 
law just as it stood up to the last session of Congress. Up to that time 
the salaries of postmasters were limited to $4,000, with the exception 
of the State of New York, and there it was fixed at $6,000—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman from Indiana permit mé to 
interrupt him as to a question of fact? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The salary of the postmaster of the city ot New 
York was increased from $4,000 to $6,000 in 1864, and then from $6,000 
to $8,000 in 1875. We merely re-enacted in the act of 1883 what it was 
from 1875. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My amendment should be modified so as to make 
it $8,000 instead of $6,000, and then it will be what the law was up to 
the last session of Congress. At the last session of Congress, by a wholly 
unconsidered bill—and no man living to-day can tell what the salary 
of the postmaster of New York is under the present limitation—all 
these salaries were increased. I am willing the salary of the post- 
master of the city of New York should remain what it was and what it 
remained for years—what it remained during the whole period of the 
war, during the whole time of inflation, and as it stood at the last ses- 
sion of Congress when the law I have indicated was There I 
beg you to leave it with the limitation of the other salaries which was 
the law up to the last session. I earnestly hope there will be no change 
in that law as it stood for so many years. 

This side of the House is not responsible for that enactment. If I 
remember correctly they did not favor it. No man can tell the effect of 
the law, and if the Committee on Appropriations does not legislate— 
let me say that up to this time it has been impossible to tell exactly 
what the working of the law is. 

Gentlemen say these salaries are not enough at $4,000. You pay 
most of the governors of the States no more than $4,000, while a large 

rt of the supreme judges in the States do not receive salaries over 

,000. I am told here by gentlemen present that a majority of the 
governors of their States do not receive larger salaries. 

But it is said there is great responsibility imposed upon these post- 
masters. I wish to call the attention of the committee to the question 
of responsibility. Large bonds we are told are required. Under the 
present state of the law there is indeed no-responsibility, and I speak 
advisedly when I use that expression. Under the law of the last ses- 
sion of Congress there is no liability if the postmaster has the simple 
quality of integrity; no matter what defalcations may occur among his 
subordinates he is not responsible for them. Your Post-Office Depart- 
ment is authorized without appeal to Congress to relieve him entirely. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Only up to $2,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Department has the power to relieve him en- 
tirely. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. Only up to $2,000. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Up to $2,000, and then he may come to Congress. 


So I tell this committee there is no liability on the part of the post- 


master and has not been if he has the quality of integrity. I admit it 
is the most valuable one in the public service. He is without respon- 


sibility if he has the simple quality of integrity and nothing more. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

The Chair desires to ascertain of the gentleman from Indiana whether 
it is his intention to offer his amendment as an amendment to the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Dlinois or does he offer 
it as an independent amendment to perfect the text? 

Mr. HOLMAN. My amendment is an addition to the text of the 
bill 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Does the gentleman from Indiana mod- 
ify his amendment as to New York? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. I wish to restore that to just what it 
was last year. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, I had been instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads to make the motion made by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. It has been stated by the gentleman from Indiana, 
as a reason to guide us in fixing the salaries of postmasters at certain 
first-class offices, that the salaries of judges—supreme court judges of 
the various States—are fixed ordinarily at a much lower sum. I will 
respond to the gentleman by saying that those matters do not concern 
us atall. Iknow some of the great States of this Union do pay their 
governors only $1,000 a year, while some of the justices of the supreme 
courts in our States receive but from $3,000 to $3,500 a year. Butthat 
does not concern us. We are considering now a matter with which we 
have to deal and over which we have exclusive control. 

I want to show that there is something more of nsibility attach- 
ing to these various offices than the gentleman from tadison is disposed 
to admit. To-day there is a judgment, if it has not been revoked in 
the last few months, against the postmaster at New York and the late 
Postmaster-General, Mr. James, for about $70,000 because of the use 
in that office of a rubber stamp invented by a man named Campbell; 
and I venture to say that the gentleman from Indiana would not be 
willing to come in here and vote one dollar of the amount necessary to 
relieve his bondsmen in that case. 

In that city, Mr. Chairman, the postmaster is required to givea bond 
of $1,000,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Letmeinterrupt the gentleman to ask if that action 
was brought upon the bond of the postmaster or for a violation of the 
patent laws in the unauthorized use of a patented article? 

Mr. MONEY. It was for the reason I have stated. 

Mr. MORSE. Whatever it was, it was brought in the line of his duty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was for the unauthorized use of a patent; and I 
venture to assert that no gentleman present will say that the postmas- 
ter of that city is ever expected to pay that judgment out of his own 
pocket. 

Mr. MORSE. Then why do you not vote to strike out the bonds of 
the postmasters? It will make your own amendment more consistent. 

Mr. MONEY. Whatever may be the ground of the judgment, it ex- 
ists as I have said. 

I will say, Mr. Chairman, that the Government does not require its 
officials to give bonds of $1,000,000 unless it means something. It 
makes no difference, as my friend says, whether a man gives a bond or 
not if he is honest. If he is honest the bond is a mere nominal thing. 
If a man has the character and capacity in the community in which 
he resides to enable him to raise a bond of $1,000,000 his services are 
certainly worth more than $4,000 a year. 

Then there are seventeen postmasters affected by this clause. The 
revenue derived from these seventeen offices tes $14,500,000 an- 
nually. These seventeen postmasters are responsible for the collection 
and remittal to the Treasury of the United States of fourteen and one- 
half millions of dollars. The postmaster of the city of New York has 
under his control 1,500 clerks. Itis the largest post-office in the world. 
It isa larger office than the Saint Martin’s le Grand, in London. They 
handle 214 tons of mail matter on an av in New York every day; 
yet the compensation of the man in charge of all of this vast machinery 
is to be fixed by this bill at $4,000. The service is worth vastly more 
than you propose to pay for it. No man will question that fact. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, we havea number of other postmasters through- 
out the country not doing quite so large a business as in New York 
but worthy of far greater salaries than you propose to fix here. Take 
thecity of Philadelphia for instance; the business of that city amounted 
last year to $1,581,000. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. If I can obtain the floor I will yield to 
the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the time allowed 
for debate has been exhausted upon this amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I wish to ask a parliamentary question; if 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana is in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands it to be in order as an 
amendment to the text of the bill. A vote would be first taken upon 
that proposition. 
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Mr. MONEY. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are two amendments pending—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the gentleman has a right to amend the 
amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
is not an amendment to the pending amendment, but to the text, as I 
understand it. 

Mr. MONEY. Imove to strike out the last word. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I must insist upon a strict con- 
struction of the rule. 

Mr. MONEY. Have I the floor? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not wish to make the point of order on 
the gentleman from Mississippi, but I give notice that I will hereafter. 

Mr. MONEY. Does the gentleman make the point of order ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not at present. 

Mr. MONEY. It is the present that I am dealing with; I do not 
care for the hereafter. [Laughter. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman wishes it I shall make the 
point of order now. 

Mr. MONEY. Iam wholly indifferent to what the gentleman may 
do in the matter. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I makethe point of order that the amend- 
ment is not in order, as there are two pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi has a right to move 
to amend my amendment to the text. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Illinois has an amend- 
ment pending; then the gentleman from Indiana has made an amend- 
ment to the amendment. It is not in order now to entertain another. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No; the gentleman from Indiana moves an amend- 
ment to the text, as I understand it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But that is the pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi is in order. The proposition of the gentleman from Indiana is 
to amend the text. The gentleman from Mississippi moves to strike 
out the last word of that amendment. The amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Illinois, to strike out a part of the text, is in the 
nature of a substitute. 

Mr. MONEY. I have not the slightest interest in any increase of 
salaries of postmasters, because there is scarcely a single office of the 
second class in my State. I live in an agricultural State. But I know 
the best way to get the best service is to pay a reasonable price for it. 

Here is a list of officers in this city who are merely head clerks, who 
do merely routine business, and twenty-three of these gentlemen are 
paid as much as it is proposed to pay tothe postmaster at Philadelphia, 
who handles in a year $1,580,000. There are gentlemen in this city 
receiving salaries of $8,000, of $6,000, of $5,000—half a dozen of them; 
others $4,500. Here is an opportunity for the exercise of economy. I 
do not say they are getting too much. Butif the gentleman is to deal 
in comparisons he need not go out of the limits of this jurisdiction to 
hunt up the salaries of State officers. He can find them in this capital; 
officers who have to give no bonds, who have no responsibilities in the 
sense that these gentlemen have, who are the superiors of a number of 
subordinates and bureaus. 

There is nothing in this amendment which is obnoxious to a sense of 
soundeconomy. We will be entirely in the line of the precedents which 
a Democratic House has established of safe and sound economy if we 
give these postmasters the salary they are entitled to by reason of the 
character of their services, the amount of the bonds they have to give, 
the volume of business the and the degree of competency re- 
quired for the right administration of their offices. 

These gentlemen stand on their bonds and responsibility, and in my 
opinion it is an unwise reduction in their pay when we put it down to 
a figure at which no competent man can serve. You know the seduc- 
tions of great corporations have withdrawn the best brains of this coun- 
try from the public service. You have seen judges of United States cir- 
cuit courts going down from the bench to become attorneys of railroads. 
You find those corporations are gradually withdrawing from the public 
service the men most fit to grapple with the great questions which come 
before us for elucidation. Why is it? Because you do not providesuf- 
ficient compensation to encourage the highest talent, ability, and repu- 
tation of the country to remain in the public service. I say we will be 
unfaithful to our trust if we trim down in this way the salaries at the 
nine important offices reduced by this bill, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Nine only. . 

Mr. MONEY. I thinkseventeen; but I willsay nine. I donot care 
about the number. The only desire I have is simply to present the 
facts to this committee, that it may act intelligently. I have no interest 
in this amendment. care not whether you adopt it or not. But I 
say from my experience with this Department of the Government, from 
my information, which has become somewhat intimate in regard to it, 
that this is not a reduction which commends itself to the good sense of 
this House. 

Mr. HOLMAN rose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
of limiting debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish only a moment. 


I move that the committee rise for the purpose 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Very well. I withdraw the motion for the 


present. 


Mr. HOLMAN. [have listened now, I believe, to the first argument 
I have heard from this side of the House in favor of either of two things, 
extravagant salaries or that your Government shall compete with the 
railroad corporations in their corrupting tendencies. I have listened 
for the first time to an argumentin favor of either of those propositions 
coming from this side of the House. If it is true that the Democratic 
element of this country is proposing to rival and imitate the other side 
in their extravagant views touching the administration of our affairs, 
then the days of this Republicare numbered. If there is any one qual- 
ity necessary to preserve the very foundations on which our free insti- 
tutions rest itis honesty in your Government; and you will not have 
integrity unless you have economy. The terms “‘honesty in govern- 
ment” and ‘‘economy in government” are in our Republic convertible 
terms. They mean exactly the same thing. 

Why, sir, during the whole period of the war even the other side of 
the House, with your inflated currency, were willing to let these salaries 
stand at $4,000, with as high a responsibility attached to the offices for 
all practical purposes as now. And now in a Democratic House it is 
proposed that salaries increased beyond reasonable limits in the last 
Con shall be ratified and confirmed. 

e are told that this is following safe Democratic precedents. When 
has such a proposition, argued in the spirit in which this has been argued 
by my friend from Mississippi, been brought forward by any portion of 
the Democratic party either here or in the great States of this Union? 
I do say, sir, with that model of government furnished to you by your 
great States, which in the interest not only of public economy but of 
public meei provide that their salaries shall be moderate and rea- 
sonable, and fix the salaries of governors of great States and of supreme 
judges of great States at from $3,500 to $4,000, Congress in going be- 
yond this strikes a deadly blow at the purity and integrity of our pub- 
lic service. And all attempts at reform in that service will be found to 
be a delusion and a snare unless you strike at the real EA nari of 
the salaries paid by the Government in comparison with the salaries in 
private life. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to move an amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 75, noes 63. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. REAGAN haying taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 5459) making appropriations for the service 
of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, 
and for other pu’ and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and pend- 
ing that I move that all debate on the pending paragraph and amend- 
ments thereto be limited to twenty minutes. 

Mr. HORR. I am willing to compromise with the gentleman on 
forty minutes. This is a matter which affects nine large cities. I 
think my proposition is a fair one. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There are only some six controverted points in this 
entire bill, and I think more time should be allowed for debate on this 
one, which is of some importance. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Very well. In order to save the consumption 
of time in the discussion of the matter I am willing to concede thirty 
minutes, and will move that all debate upon the pending paragraph 
and all amendments thereto be limited to thirty minutes. 

The motion to limit debate was agreed to. 

The motion to go into Committee of the Whole was then agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole, 
and resumes the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill. By 
order of the House all debate upon the pending paragraph and amend- 
ments thereto has been limited to thirty minutes. 

Mr. POTTER. I agree generally with all that hasbeen said or that 
can be said by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] in favor of 
honesty and economy in the public service. But the cutting down of 
salaries so as not to be able to secure the kind of talent and ability 
which is necessary in the office to which the salary relates is not’ econ- 
omy, it is waste. 

I have had some occasion to know what is the value of such services 
as are required in the post-office of the city of New York and what 
amount of compensation would be adequate to secure the talent and 
ability necessary in the administration of that great office. The sa 
list in that office alone exceeds $800,000 a year. The postmaster is 
supposed to administer the force of that office, to regulate the com- 
pensation and manner of employment of his subordinates, and to sys- 
tematize the business of that entire office so as to economize and pro- 
duce the best results in that branch of the public service. And I aver 
that that talent can not be secured for $4,000 a year, nor for $6,000 a 
year; and I do not believe that $8,000 a year is an adequate compensa- 
tion for the services required in the management of that office. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Willthegentleman permit me toask hima question? 
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Mr. POTTER. Very well. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman expect by an increase of the 
salary beyond $8,000 a year to secure a more competent man as 
master of New York city than has heretofore occupied that office? 

Mr. HORR. This bill cuts his salary down to $4,000. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I understand the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAN] proposes $8,000 for the salary of the postmaster of the 


city of New York. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Just what was allowed at the last session. 

Mr. POTTER. I do not understand whether the salary now pro- 
posed is $8,000 or $6,000. 

Mr. HORR. The bill makes it $4,000. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] restores it to the present sum, 


$8,000. 

Mr. POTTER. I say that $8,000 a year is not an adequate salary for 
the responsibility and labor required in that great office; it ought to be 
more than $8,000. In reply to the gentleman’s question whether we 
can secure an adequate degree of talent for $8,000 I reply no, and I 

k with some knowledge on the subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow me? Has not the business 
of these various offices, including that of New York city, been well ad- 
ministered heretofore, and will he get those offices better administered 
by an increase of the salaries? 

Mr. POTTER. I know that some of the best men, those who have 
given the best service to the Government in the post-oflice at New York, 
have left the service and gone into private employment. And I wish 
to sa; 

Me. HOLMAN. Now—— 

Mr. POTTER. I do not wish to be interrupted further until I get 
through. I wish to say that the business of this great nation is in large 
measure at stake upon the promptness and certainty and correctness 
with which the mails in that great center of commerce are handled. 
The kind of talent which can administer that office most effectually 
for the good of the country would command in one moment in any 
other honorable private employment in the city $10,000 a year and up- 


ward. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MORSE. I have had some experience regarding the postmasters 
in some of the large cities, particularly in Boston. I knowthat the com- 
mission of the postmaster in Boston recently expired, and on account 
of the small salary received and the large amount of bonds required 
there were not five applicants for that office. When my friend from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] says that the bonds are of no consequence, I 
simply wish to state to him—although it may not be exactly fair tomy 
postmaster—that I have been asked to sign his bonds and have refused 
to do so from the experience I have had here of the responsibility of so 


doing. 
Mr. DUNN. And yet you would give the same man a bigger salary? 
Mr. MORSE. I would. 


Mr. DUNN. You think that the higher the salary the more honest 
the man ? 

Mr. MORSE. I know that my experience has been that the best 
lawyer and the best doctor are those who command the best prices. 

Mr. DUNN. Would you sign a bond for the same man if he hada 
bigger salary ? 

Mr. MORSE. I would most decidedly. A man who handles the 
property of the Government and turns into its Treasury $1,000,000 a 
year, and who signs bonds of $200,000 and gets a salary of only $6,000 
a year, to cut down his salary to $4,000 a year is simply a farce. No 
man in private business would expect to obtain a man for that amount 
of labor and responsibility for any such sum of money as that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Morse] while somewhat personal to myself are quite natural toa 
gentleman who hangs a little loosely on our side of the House. 

Mr. MORSE. I do on that question, certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And generally he is quite mild upon any Demo- 
cratic line of policy. When the question was put to him in the case he 
brought forward for illustration, whether or not he would have signed 
the bond if the salary had been greater than it was, his answer was fair 
and prompt. But that the character and conduct and integrity of a 
public officer shall be in any degree influenced by the question of the 
amount of his salary is marvelous, unaccountable. 

Why, sir, my friend from New York can not say that the present 
incumbent of the office of postmaster in the city of New York will per- 
form the duties of the office any better than his predecessors, who re- 
ceived a smaller salary. He will not say that the great post-offices of 
this country will be any better administered in consequence of giving 
larger salaries. When you pay $4,000 you have reached a large salary. 
Do gentlemen remember that the only effect of the increase of salaries 
is to impose heavier burdens upon that great body of our people whose 
individual incomes are but a few hundred dollars yearly ? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Where does this money come from ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It comes from the labor of our people. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Does it not come from those who pay the 
revenues of the Post-Office Department? Does it not come from these 


large cities? 


post- | officials, comes from the labor of the people. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I answer the gentleman by saying that the taxation 
of our people, out of which you pay the salaries of your Government 
It isdug from the mines; 
it is pounded into shape in your shops; it comes from labor. Yet gen- 
tlemen of this House, in order to pay handsome salaries, extravagant 
salaries, far beyond the compensation paid in private employments for 
corresponding service requiring corresponding integrity, are willing to 
tax the great body of the people whose earnings are but a few hundred 
dollars a year. 

One word further. Just as you have increased salaries—for, mark 
you, during the whole war period you did not make this increase—just 
as you have increased salaries the want of integrity in the administra- 
tion of your Government has begun to appear. 

Mr. HORR (to Mr. HOLMAN). Why do you not move to ent down 
Mr HOLMAN 

N. Iam willing to do it—perfectly willing. 

Mr. HORR. Well, why as yon not do a 7 j 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have tried to do it more than once. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the bill in the form 
recommended by the Committee on Appropriations is simply intended 
to restore the law to what it was before the act of the last Congress and 
to allow to postmasters generally in our large cities—making an excep- 
tion perhaps in the case of New York and possibly one other city—a 
salary of $4,000. The objection is made that competent and responsi- 
ble gentlemen can not perform the duties of postmasters in these cities 
for $4,000 a year. Mr. Chairman, the salaries of the governors of more 
than half the States of this Union do not exceed $4,000. Few of our 
State officials, whether governors, judges of supreme courts, or other 
officers, receive more than $4,000 a year. 

Mr. HORR. Will the gentleman let me ask—— 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir. When I have but five minutes I must de- 
cline to be interrupted. The gentleman makes it a rule to interrupt 
every one who speaks on this side of the House. I am trying in my 
five minutes to show why I propose to support the action of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations on this subject. 

Oneof the evils of our timeisimperialism. Everything tends in that 
direction, Thatwhich distinguishesthe English Government in theory 
from ours is its policy of imperial salaries—the enriching of the office- 
holding class, who receive extravagant salaries, while those whose labor 
pays are depressed in poverty. 

Here are members of this House called upon constantly to act on great 
questions affecting vital interests amounting to millions and hundreds 
of millions of dollars—men who in order to discharge their duties prop- 
erly should devote to them a life of labor and preparation—and our 
salaries are limited to $5,000. Go to the Departments and you find 
that almost every head of a bureau must have at least $5,000. Every 
official under the Federal Government must have an extravagant salary. 
The tendency of this system is demoralizing, and it would seem thatin 
proportion as salaries are high those who receive them are able to live 
without labor and employ others to do their work; for I believe under 
this Government there is generally one head man who has a clerk who 
gives directions to a man under him, who does the work. Thus it takes 
three officers generally to do the work of one, and the one who does 
nothing must have an extraordinary salary for doing nothing. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BINGHAM. With reference to the remarks of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] on the subject of the obligation of a post- 
master upon his bond, I wish to say that it was my honor to be for six 
years postmaster at the city of Philadelphia. I gave bond in $300,000, 
and during that time three defalcations oce in the office. 

Mr. HORR. By subordinates? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; by my subordinates. I was able from the 
bondsman of one to obtain the amount of the defalcation, but for the 
other two defalcations I had to go to my own pocket to pay them into 
the Treasury of the United States. Thatsame obligation exists to-day, 
and that is the reason why for the large amount of moneys handled the 
Government requires a large bond from the postmaster. 

Another point. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has 
lectured the House upon our duty as to economy. He comes in with 
this bill and proposes to save on postmasters’ salaries in nine cities 
$17,000, but knowing the intelligence, independence, and knowledge of 
business performed in New York city on the part of its Representatives, 
and the one before me especially, knowing he could not carry his side 
of the House if he proposed to cut-down the compensation of the post- 
master of that city annually to $4,000, instead of saving $17,000 on this 
bill, he gives to the New York postmaster the old salary of $8,000 and 
then comes in with a new proposition to strike down the salaries of the 
other eight postmasters of the great cities of the country, reducing their 
compensation to the extent of $13,000. Let me say you have just voted 
$10,500,000 for the payment of the salaries of the postmasters of the 
country. The nine post-offices do 27.3 per cent. of your entire business, 


and the salaries paid these men under the present law is $53,000. They 
do 27 per cent. of your entire business, and yet their compensation is 
only $53,000, while for the other 73 per cent. of the business your post- 
masters’ salaries amount to something over $10,450,000. And what 
do these officers do? They handle $12,300,000 of your $47,009,000. 


1884. 


In the money-order business alone they handle $41,000,000 of the 
$125,000, 000. 

As the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
at the last session of Congress I reported the bill which was then passed 
increasing the compensation of the postmasters of the country, and 
although the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] strenuously op- 
posed the bill, it nevertheless had the support of many gentlemen on 
the other side of the House. Ithad the support generally in the House 
of intelligent members and those disposed to do what was right toward 
these faithful officers of the Government. Only eleven members voted 


inst it. 

I wish to say that in 1864 we increased the compensation of the post- 
master of the city of New York from $4,000 to $6,000 a year, at which 
rate of salary that office remained until 1875, when, in consideration of 
the growth of the postal business in that city and the largely increased 
responsibility imposed upon the postmaster, Congress then increased 
the salary from $6,000 to $8,000 a year. best ore business in almost 
every one of the eight great cities has in until it is in fact equal 
to what it was in New York in 1864 when the salary of the postmaster 
ef that city was increased from $4,000 to $6,000. If it were right in 
1864 to increase the compensation of the postmaster of New York to 
$6,000 and in 1875 to $8,000 because of the increase of the postal busi- 
ness in that city, then by parity of reasoning it is only just and right 
on the part of this House, in view of the work done, in view of the 
bonded obligation imposed upon the ers, in view of the respon- 
sibility, and in view of the fact that one-fourth of the revenue of the 
Post-Office Department comes from those cities, to pay their postmas- 
ters compensation to the amount of $53,000. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I wish the House to understand 
the real question now pending before I make any general remarks. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DAvIs] moves to strike out the par- 
agraph so far as it places a limitation upon the salaries of 
while the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] moves an amend- 
ment to the text excepting from the operation of the paragraph the city 
of New York, and fixing the salary of the postmaster at New York city 
at $8,000 a year. If the committee shall sustain that amendment to 
the paragraph in the bill it will leave the law where it was before the 
act of the last session of Congress was If, on the contrary, the 
paragraph in the bill is thrown out, it will open the door to the payment 
of large and exorbitant salaries to these 

Mr. BINGHAM. Only 353,000. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, I donot believe, Mr. Chairman, we can 
get any better talent or any better service from the average member of 
Congress to-day than we got fifty years ago, when Clay and Webster 
were members here. I do not believe you get any better intelligence 
or any better service to-day in any of the Executive Departments of the 
Government than we had occupying those offices some years ago. And 
for one I am opposed to the payment of exorbitant salaries to the 
office-holders under this Government. When we pay salaries to Gov- 
ernment office-holders so much 1 than are paid elsewhere for the 
same character of service it inevitably leads to the establishment in our 
midst of an aristocratic class, and against the establishment in this re- 
publican form of government of any such class those who framed our 
Constitution made every provision within their power. Benjamin 
Franklin, the great philosopher and statesman, saw the danger which 
would arise from the payment of high salaries, and I will read a word 
or two from what he said in the debates in the Federal convention of 
1787: 

Besides these evils, sir, though we may set out in the beginning with moder- 
ate salaries, we shall find that such will not be of long continuance. Reasons 
will never be wanting for proposed augmentations, * * è Hence,as all his- 
tory informs us, there has nm in every state and kingdom a constant kind of 
warfare between the governing and governed, the one striving to obtain more 
for its support and the other to pay less. * * * Generally, indeed, the ruling 
power carries its point, the revenues of princes constantly increasing; and wesee 
that they are never satisfied, but always in want ef more. The morethe people 
are discontented with the proren of taxes the greater need the prince hasof 
money to distribute among his l aniem and the troops that are to suppress all 
resistance and enable him to plunder at pleasure, There is scarce a 
hundred who would not if he could follow the example of Pharaoh, 
the people’s money, then all their lands, and then make them and their children 
servants forever. It will be said that we do not pro to establish kings. I 
know it; but there is a natural inclination in mankind to kingly government. 
It sometimes relieves them from aristocratic domination. They rather have 
one tyrant than five hundred. It gives more of the equality among citizens, and 
that they like. I am apprehensive therefore, perhaps too apprehensive, that the 
government of these States may in future times end in a monarchy. But this 
catastrophe I think may be long delayed, if in our pro system we do net 
sow the seeds of contention, faction, and tumult by making our of honor 
places of profit. If we do, I fear that, though we do employ at first a number, 
and not a single person, the number will in time be set aside; it will only nour- 


ish the fetus of a king, as the honorable gentleman from Virginia very aptly 
expressed it, and a king will the sooner be set over us. 


Benjamin Franklin, sir, foresaw just what is transpiring here to-day. 
Excuses are constantly being brought up for an increase of the salaries 
of governmental officers. Until the last Congress no postmaster in the 
Union received a higher salary than $4,000, except in the city of New 
York, where special reasons existed for a rsum. 


Why gentlemen want to measure the salary by the amount of money | 


disbursed or the responsibilities belonging to the business. Do they 
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think that the duties of the postmasters at Chicago, or at Boston or 
Philadelphia, or New York are equal to the responsibilities resting upon 
the Postmaster-General? Hissalary islimited to $8,000. Take thesub- 
treasury agents in the different cities, in Saint Louis, Chicago, Philadel- 
phia, or Boston. They have under their control, in many instances, at 
least ten times the amount of public money that is disbursed by the 
postmasters. I do not know the amount of the bond that they give, 
but doubtless it ismuch larger thanany of the foi the Union. 
You can not measure, therefore, the salary by the amount of money that 
is disbursed. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, before the committee is called to yote 
upon the pending amendments I wish to say but a single word, so that 
the matter may stand squarely before us. 

The gentleman from Illinois moves to strike out the clause, which 
will leave the salaries of as they are now; that is to say, 
New York at $8,000, the other seven large cities at $6,000, and Wash- 
ington at $5,000. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] moves 
to amend the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois and leave New 
York city at its old figure, $8,000, but he leaves the other eight large 
cities as they are in the bill; that isto say, at $4,000each. Now, why 
the gentleman from Indiana should be partial to the city of New York 
is a mystery tome, except upon one ground. Why is he doing this for 
New York? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Am I doing so in restoring the old law of the last 
session ? 

Mr. HORR. I can see but one reason for this outburst of generosity 


‘toward New York, and that is thut New York city is the home of the 


New York Sun, which has just published his picture for the country. 
[Laughter.] Otherwise, I do not see why he would come before the 
House with an amendment undertaking to legislate in favor of New York 
and against the other great cities of this country. 

Now, what is his proposition? Ifthe gentleman from Indiana will 
say that that is his object, he has my hearty sympathy from this time 
on. But I wish the members of this committee to understand that here 
is an attempt to cut down the salaries of the postmasters at nine of the 
great cities, where we collect one-quarter of the postal revenues of the 
United States. It is not claimed that these men do not earn their sal- 
aries. Isay they are worthy of what theold law givestothem. I differ 
with my friend from Illindis [Mr. TOWNSHEND]. I believe the salaries 
of Congressmen are none too high at the present time. I try to earn my 
money. I can readily see, however, how aman who has a feeling of de- 
preciation about what he is doing might feel as he does. [Laughter. ] 
But if a man is conscious of doing his duty he ought to be conscious 
that he is earning the amount of the salary he receives. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time allowed for debate has expired. The 
question will now be taken upon the amendment proposed to the text 
of the bill by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That was notan amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. He simply suggested it to perfect the bill. The 
only amendment to the bill is that of the gentleman from Illinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana attempts to perfect 
the bill by an amendment. 

Mr. HORR. I submit that the vote should be first taken upon the 
resolution of the gentleman from Ilinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks otherwise. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I submit that it is the right of the gentleman 
from a to amend the text first, and that his amendment is first 
in order. 

Mr. HORR. I insist that the motion of the gentleman from Indiana 
is not to perfect the bill. If it was I would yield to him at once. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks otherwise. 

The Clerk will report the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 25 add the following: 

“Except the salary of the postmaster of the city of New York, which shall be 

000 per annum.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. I rise to a question of order. Can a gentleman 
without the authority of the committee perfect this bill ? 

The CHAIRMAN. This is no question about an attempt on the 
part of any gentleman to perfect the bill. It is a question to be sub- 
mitted to the committee. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 94. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe there is no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. HORR were appointed tellers. 

‘ae committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 50, noes 

So the amendment of Mr. HoLMAN was not agreed to. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I movea further amendment by insert- 
ing $6,000 instead of $8,000; the same amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana with the exception of the amount. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is inorder. The Clerk will report 
the proposed amendment. ‘ 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Except the salary of the postmaster at the city of New York, which shall be 
$6,000 per annum, 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 38, noes 101. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Davis], which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of the paragraph after the word “dollars,” in line namely, 
these words: “And no salary of any postmaster under the act enti tAn act 
to adjust the salaries of postmasters,’ approved March 3, 1883, shall exceed the 
sum of $4,000 per annum.” 

The question being taken onagreeing to the amendment, there were— 
ayes 106, noes 32. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No apie 

Mr. HORR. I hope the gentleman will not insist Ag. the pointas 
toaquorum. It only takes time to have a vote by tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must insist upon a quorum. This amendment 
takes an important feature out of this bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. It takes no feature out of the bill that 
ought to be preserved. It only leaves the law as it is. 

The CHAIRMAN . The point being made that a quorum has not 
voted, the Chair will order tellers, and appoint the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN] and the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Horr]. 

The committee again divided ;-and the tellers reported—ayes 117, 
noes 45. 

So the amendment was to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I give notice that in the House I will demand 
the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I trust you will. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph : 

For compensation to clerks in post-offices, $4,775,000. 


Mr. HORR. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 27 strike out “$4,775,000” and insert ‘ $4,900,000;"’ so that it will read: 

“ For compensation to clerks in post-offices, $4,900,000,” 

Mr. HORR. In offering this amendment I wish to say to the commit- 
tee that this item varies from the last one in this t, that if you 
fail to appropriate the money required we fail to get the service, The 
Post-Office Department get clerks where they are needed only in case 
that money is furnished to pay them with. 

My friend from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] who has charge of this 
bill has been very careful to state to this House that his bill appropriates 
more than the committee of the last Congress appropriated. Now, 
right here I wish to say to this committee that I do not believe that is 
a basis on which we can figureat all. Whethersome committee of some 
other Congress did right or wrong is no reason why we in this Congress 
should not do right. But in this instance, notwithstanding the im- 
mense increase in the demand for this branch of the public service, my 
friend from Illinois will notice that he has not given one shilling in 
excess of last year’s spproprieion. And yet the Postmaster-General 
will tell you, if you will inquire, that there will not be a dollar of last 
year’s appropriation left at the end of the year. I showed on Satur- 
day that there were already on file in the Departments 2,604 applica- 
tions for increase of this service. 

What is this service? It is to give clerks to men who live at the dis- 
tributing points on the various railroads and at points where the mail 
diverges and is separated,so that the postmasters who receive small 
salaries at those points can do that distributing. Many of them are at 
places where the offices bring in no revenue. 

Now, there were over 9,000 miles of new road built last year. Many 
clerks are needed for new places on these lines. Is there a member in 
this committee who has not somewhere in his district an office that 
needs an extra clerk? I doubtif thereis a man west of the Alleghanies 
or south of the Ohio River who has not a demand for extra service of 
this kind in his district. This bill does not appropriate one shilling for 
next year’s increase and growth; and if you refuse to give it you take 
it out of the service. It can not be thrown into a deficiency bill, as 
the former item could be. You cripple the service if you do not make 
the appropriation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HORR. I do not desire to occupy more time, and I think the 
committee should give this extra $125,000 without debate. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I heartily concur in what the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Horr] has just said. In place of having 
this item $4,775,000 itshould be at least $6,000,000. The poorest paid 
men in the service of the United States are the fourth-class postmasters, 
to whom so small an allowance is made for clerk-hire. I have made 
some inquiry concerning this, and the facts are simply startling. There 
are in the United States 45,956 ESE E POR OON, and the aver- 
age pay is $169.64. There are in the United States out of that entire 


number of fourth-class postmasters but 927 that receive any allowance 
for clerk-hire. To those that do receive an allowance the average is 
$244.32 per office. Now, sir, it strikes me that that is the place for us 
to make some improvement in the service. Is it any wonder that the 


fourth-class postmasters have no furniture sufficient to protect the mails? 
Is it any wonder when you step into the fourth-class post-offices to see 
such a laxity in the discharge of the duties imposed upon the post- 
masters by the Government? Do you not know that nearly all these 

may be called upon by the Pension Office to give important 
information to the Pension Bureau in regard to the credibility of wit- 
nesses? Do you not know that these men handle registered packages ? 
It strikes me, sir, that this state of affairs should not be allowed to con- 
tinue while we have so much money in our Treasury. I am not one of 
those like the gentleman from Colorado who want to throw it out any 
way so that you get it out. I am not one of those who can say with 
him that because the Democratic party refused to consider the whisky 
bill the other day therefore you put seventy millions more in the Treas- 
ury and therefore ought to be condemned for it. I am aware of the 
fact that we have fifteen hundred millions of debt. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CUTCHEON was recognized, 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. May I ask the gentleman to yield to me? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I am not one of those that are afraid 
of having too much money in the Treasury. Notwithstanding the 
character given to the gentleman from Colorado by my colleague from 
Kentucky [Mr. WmLLIs] with regard to his willingness to vote for the 
whisky proposition, I say all honor was due to those of the Democratic 
party who refused to consider that whisky bill. But, sir, when it is a 
fact we have $150,000,000 in the Treasury, when it is a fact we have 
money coming in more rapidly than our bonds are falling due, it does 
seem to me that we ought to pay men for their services when it is es- 
tablished that they performed the service. 

We ought to make in this bill asufficient appropriation to enable the 
Post-Office Department to give an allowance for clerk-hire to every dis- 
tributing office. There are 1,028 post-offices located at county seats 
where there is no allowance whatever for clerk-hire to aid in distribut- 
ing the mails. There are hundreds of post-offices on railroads where 
the canceled stamps amount to practically very little, and yet the work 
imposed upon the postmasters is more than that performed by any page 
on this floor or any messenger in our corridors, and more, perhaps, than 
that performed by half the clerks in the Departments, whose i 
do not exceed $1,000 a year. It seems to me that is a shame, a crying 
evil, and something ought to be done to do justice and equity to these 
hard-worked and inadequately paid fourth-classed postmasters. I thank 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHron] for his courtesy for 


yielding to me. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the committee now rise for the 
purpose of limiting debate. 

Mr. HORR. Oh, no; do not do that. 
on this paragraph. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND ; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 52, noes 58. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not require a quorum to determine the 
motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I call for tellers. 

fan were ordered; and Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. HORR were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 95, noes 68. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 5459) 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House again resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
further considering the Post-Office appropriation bill. Pending that 
motion, I move that all debate upon the pending paragraph and amend- 
ments thereto be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. HORR. I hope the gentleman will not do that. The pending 

ph is one of the most important in the bill, and goes to the 
efficiency of the entire service. There has been but a few minutes of 
time consumed in debating it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Make it thirty minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from New York [Mr. H1scock] 
suggests thirty minutes. I will agree to that. 

Mr. HORR. I move to make it forty-five minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I insist upon my original motion. 

Mr. HORR. I hope there will be no feeling about this matter. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will agree to the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Hiscock], and move to limit debate to thirty 
minutes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Make it thirty minutes on either side. 

Mr. HORR. Imove to amend so as to give forty minutes for debate. 

Mr. BISBEE. I move to amend so as to make it one hour. 


Let us have a little debate 
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The SPEAKER. One amendment at a time. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] moves to limit debate to thirty minutes 
and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Honk] moves to amend so as 
to make it forty minutes. 

The question was taken upon theamendment; and it wasnotagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon the motion to limit de- 
bate to thirty minutes. 

Mr. HORR. I move to make it one hour. 

Mr. BISBEE. That is right. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 78, 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HORR called for tellers. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum having voted, the Chair will order 
tellers, and appoint Mr. Horr, of Michigan, and Mr. TOWNSHEND, of 
Illinois, to act as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 43, noes 121. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Thequestion recurs upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] to limit debate to thirty minutes. 

Mr. HORR. I move to amend soas to make it fifty minutes. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 63, 
noes 76. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HORR said: Of course we are entitled to tellers, no quorum 
having voted. But I submit to the gentleman from Illinois that inas- 
much as there has not been twenty minutes of time expended in debate 
on this paragraph my request for forty minutes is modest. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In reply to the gentleman I will say that his 
side of the House has occupied fifteen minutes and this side has not 
occupied one minute, I am perfectly willing to give ia arti 
at the suggestion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock], 
and that it be equally divided between the two sides of the House. 
That will give the other side one-half hour of the debate and this side 
only fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suggest to the gentleman to make it forty min- 
utes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I insist upon my motion. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum having voted on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] the Chair will order tellers, 
and appoint Mr. Horr, of Michigan, and Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 

The tellers took their places and began the count, during which, 
ete O'NEILL, of Missouri, said: I move that there be a call of the 

ouse 


Mr. TALBOTT. I ask that my colleague, Mr. COVINGTON, be ex- 
cused on account of sickness in his family. 

There being no objection, Mr. COVINGTON was excused. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I desire to state that my colleague, 
Mr. HEMPHILL, is absent by leave of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The records of the House will show that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that further proceedings under the call 
be dispensed with. 

The motion wasagreed to; there being on a division—ayes 93, noes59. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. I 
ee to know, Mr. Speaker, what is the question now before the 

ouse. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] to limit debate in Committee 
of the Whole on the pending paragraph of the Post-Office appropriation 
bill and all amendments thereto to fifty minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. On that question I call for the yeas and na; 

Mr. HORR. Iask unanimous consent to make a statement, w 
ia inl but a moment. [Cries of ‘‘Objection!”’ and ‘‘ Regular or- 
der.” 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The question is 
upon ordering the yeas and nays on the amendment of the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. REED. I suggest to gentlemen on the other side that by grant- 
ing forty-five minutes [cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] they might save a 
great deal of time. 

The SPEAKER. The clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 41, nays 154, not vot- 
ing 125; as follows: 


Browne, T. M. Hiscock, Long, Skinner, C. R. 
Steel 


Dingley, Johnson, Payson, Weaver, 
Everhart, Kasson, Pettibone, Wilson, James, 


Harmer, Lacey, Potter, 
Hatch, H. H. Lawrence, Ryan, 


Alexander, Dunn Lewis, Seney, 
Arnot, Eaton, Lore, Seymour, 


hee deco ngage The House is now dividing and the tellers have | BAf'%;,... tor a Lowry Shelly, 
rted. Barbour, Ermentrout, cAdoo, ingleton, 
The tellers resumed and concluded the count; and reported that | Barksdale, Evins, J. H. MeMillin, Slocum, 
iene rete aes ah, OL Bennett, Findlay MAY Bove, 
Mr. VALENTINE. No quorum has voted. Blanchard, Follett, Mayo, ` Storm, ` 
Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I move that there be a call of the Aa Fores _ > J.F. Sasa, o. A 
House. yle, ` , , D. H. 
Sa: Breckinridge, Fyan, Mitchell, Talbott, 
Mr. VALENTINE. That is right. Broadhead, Geddes, Money, - Taylor, J. M. 
Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. It is now but 3 o’clock, and gentle- | Buchanan, M ‘Thom 


men ought to be here and attend to public business. 

The question was taken; and a call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the following members failed to answer 
to their names: 


Anderson, Dowd, Jones, J. T. Skinner, T. G. 

Bayne, Dunham, Jordan, Smith, y, Hardy, 7 Neece, 

Beach, Ellis, Kean, Springer, Clements, Hatch, W. H. Oates, Wellborn, 
Belford, Fiedler, Kelley, Stephenson, Cobb, Hewitt, A. 8. O'Neill, J. J. Weller, 
Blackburn, Finerty, Kellogg, Stewart, Charles Collins, Hewitt, G. W. Patton, Wemple, 
Bland, Graves, Laird, Stock: Hil 


Hoblitzell, 


ck 
7 Wilkins, 

Covington, Wise, G. D. 

Cox, S.S. Houk, Phelps, Worthington, 

Culbertson, W. W. Hurd, Randall, 

Davis, L. H. Hutchins, Russell, 


The SPEAKER. The doors will now be closed. 
Mr. MORRILL. Iask that my colleague, Mr. PETERS, be excused. 
He is detained -at his boarding-house by the serious illness of his son, 


NOT VOTING—15. 


who is sick with diphtheria, Anderson, Campbell, J. M.  Fiedier, © Hurd 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demand the regular order. Atkinson, Candler, Finerty, aaan 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. It is in order now to | Bat, bapa a ane et 
offer excuses for members who are absent. The gentleman from Kan- Beach. ae Bankban Keifer,” 
sas [Mr. MORRILL] asks that his colleague, Mr. PETERS, be excused | Belford, Clardy, Hancock, Kelley, 
Son attendance at the session to-day on account of sickness in his fam- poguem: Cornet fas a Kellogs, 
ily. Blackburn, Culbertson, W. W. Hemphil Laird, ’ 

Mr. VALENTINE. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] was | Bland, Davis, G. R. Hen ioa, D.B. Libbey, 
excused by order of the House this morning. powelle, Davis, L. H. M 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Kansas was 
nted leave of absence this morning. 

3 Mr. VALENTINE. Yes, sir; for the reason just stated by his col- 

eague. 
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Nelson, Rankin, Springer, WA 
Nicholls, Ranney, Stephenson, Wi 
Ochiltree, Ray, G. W. Stewart, Charles Washburn, 
O'Hara, Ray. í Stewart, J. ite, J. 
O'Neill, Charles Reed, Stockslager, hite, Milo 
Paige, Rice, Stone, Whiting, 
Parker, Robinson, J. S Struble, Wilkins, 
Payne, ell, Taylor, E. B. Wise, G. D, 
Peelle, S. J. Rowell, Taylor, J. D. Wise, J. 8. 
Perkins, Russell, Omas, Worthington, 
Peters, Skinner, T. G Townshend, Young. 
Poland, Smith, Tucker, 

ce, Snyder, Valentine, 
Randall, mer, Van Alstyne, 

So Mr. Hork’s amendment was rejected. 

During the roll-call, 


Mr. YORK moved to dispense with the reading of the names. 

Mr. WELLER objected. 

The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, for to-day. 

Mr. Houx with Mr. ROBERTSON, of Kentucky, on all political ques- 
tions, for to-day. 

Mr. ANDERSON with Mr. CovINGTON, on all political questions, for 
to-day. 

Me NICHOLLS with Mr. CHAOE, until further notice. 

Mr. Gorr with Mr. SNYDER, on all political questions, until further 
notice. 

Mr. BAYNE with Mr. CLARDY, until further notice. 

Mr. MorGAN with Mr. MORRILL, until further notice. 

Mr. PAIGE with Mr. HATCH, of Michigan, until further notice. 

Mr. HAYNES with Mr. GRAVES, until further notice. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, with Mr. SrocKSLAGER, until further notice. 

Mr. CANNON with Mr. MurcH ER, until further notice. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. WASHBURN. 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. RUSSELL, until the 13th instant. 

Mr. KercHam with Mr. HUTCHINS, until the 13th instant. 

Mr. JORDAN with Mr. STRUBLE, for three days from the-10th in- 
stant. 

Mr. ELLIS with Mr. KELLOGG, for ten days from March 3. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York, with Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, 
until March 30. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. SPRINGER, onall political ques- 
tions, until Friday, March 14. 

Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. BEACH, until Thursday next. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam paired with the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. WASHBURN], not to break a quorum. I believe there isa 
quorum voting, and I withdraw my vote. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HORR. Ishould like to makea statement, if gentlemen will per- 
mit. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope that will be done. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HORR. I do not wish to be put in a false ae before this 
House. I do not think gentlemen on the other side of the House un- 
derstand the negotiations which had taken place between the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] and myself or they would not 
have any feeling in this matter. I have not any at the present time. 
I think the gentleman from Illinois will bear witness, and I know the 
House will, that I have made no attempt at any time to prolong this 
debate unreasonably. 

There had been a twenty-minute debate on this important amend- 
ment when the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] said to me, 
“I am going to move that the committee rise.” I know the gentleman 
will correct me if I am at fault in my memory. Heasked, ‘‘ How much 
time do you want?” I told him there were eight or nine men on our 
side who wished to speak, and I wanted at least forty minutes, which 
would make it an hour and a quarter. He replied, ‘‘I can not give 
it.” Then I said, ‘‘ Make it an hour and I will try to shut some of 
our men out.” The gentleman was then called away, and we had no 
chance to negotiate further. He rose upon the floor and moved the 
debate be limited to ten minutes. I suggested to him to make it forty 
minutes, whereupon my friend from New York, not in a voice for the 
reporters to hear, but in sotto voce, said to the gentleman from Illinois, 
“í Make it thirty minutes.” The gentleman from New York knew 
nothing of the circumstances under which I was situated, and while I 
was asking for this small matter of ten minutes the tleman from 
Illinois at once took advantage of the statement of my friend from New 
York and insisted on thirty minutes. I merely asked for forty min- 
utes, one-half of what our people thought they ought to have. 

I say to the majority of this House I had no idea of getting up any 
feeling of the kind. If the gentleman from Tllinois and myself had 
been allowed to arrange this matter there would not have been one mo- 
ment of delay. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from 
Michigan is through, I desire to state that twenty minutes’ debate 
had been consumed upon this amendment by the opposite side of the 
House before I made the motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I think the gentleman is in error about that. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think not. Certainly fifteen minutes had 
been consumed. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Only twelve. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Fifteen minutes, I am sure. I will ask the 
Chair if I am not correct? 

The SPEAKER. The present occupant of the chair was notin the 
House at that time. 

Mr. VALENTINE. The Chair had recognized the gentleman from 
Michigan for five minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We will not contend about that, however. 
The time is not material, whether fifteen or twenty minutes. All the 
time had been occupied by that side. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I think we had better have the regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ido not think it would be entirely fair to de- 
mand the regular order until this matter is clearly understood. 

Mr. COSGROVE. We have already spent a great deal of time on this 
question. Let us dispose of it now. However, I will withdraw the 
demand for the present. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. After the entire time had been occupied by the 
opposite side of the House I went to the gentleman from Michigan and 
told him that it was my desire to move that the committee rise for the 
purpose of limiting debate, as it seemed there were still a number of 
gentlemen on that side who desired to be heard. We endeavored then 
to arrange the time. The gentleman has correctly stated the transac- 
tion between us. We were unable to agree upon the time. I consulted 
withsome of my friendson this sideand they were of thesame opinion as 
myself, that the debate should be closed in ten minutes; that there had 
been enough of debate on this item. My proposition, therefore, was to 
close the debate in ten minutes, one-half to be given to gentlemen upon 
the other side, which would have allowed them five minutes more, not- 
withstanding the fact that they had occupied all of the time previously 
in the discussion. Just as I was making the su ion to the gentle- 
man from Michigan the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock], 
who was the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations in the last 
Congress, a gentleman who I apprehend is as fumiliar with this bill as 
almost any member on that side of the House, suggested to me that we 
allow thirty minutes. I at once accepted his suggestion, being unable 
to agree with my friend from Michigan. I believe debate enough has 
already occurred ontheamendment. Every gentleman whospoke upon 
both sides of the House discussed this very item of the bill; and itstrikes 
me that having consumed already some fifteen or twenty minutes, the 
fifteen minutes additional I now propose is all that can be reasonably 
requested. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman overlooks the fact, too, that it has 
been debated for two or three days in general discussion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now demand the previous question. 

Mr. HORR. If the gentleman from Ilinois will give us twenty min- 
utes he may have as much time as he wants on that side. You may 
take another hour on that side if you want to. I am willing to con- 
cede anything. I do not want to wrangle over the time allowed for 
debate on this bill. 

Mr. GIBSON. You have already filibustered over an hour on it. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands the previous 
question upon his motion to limit debate upon this paragraph and pend- 
ing amendments to thirty minutes. 

The question was taken. The House divided; and there were—ayes. 
101, noes 22. 

Mr. HORR. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum has. 
voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. HORR and Mr. TOWNSHEND were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 150, noes 26. 

So the previeus question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the motion to limit debate to thirty minutes was agreed to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union was then to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all debate upon this par- 
agraph and pending amendments is limited to thirty minutes. The 
Clerk will report the pending amendment of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. Horr]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 27 strike out the words “seven hundred and seventy-five” and insert 
instead the words “nine hundred ;” so that it will read, ““ For compensation to 
clerks in post-offices, $4,900,000.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say a word or two in regard to this propo- 
sition. The committee will observe that the expenditures under this 
head for the last year amounted to some $4,367,079. That was the ex- 
penditure for the last year, and the proposition is to fix the amount 
by this bill at $4,775,000, an increase of over $400,000 upon the last 
year’s bill. The amendment proposes a still further increase, making 
it $4,900,000. 

I wish to state one of the motives, at least, which I think influenced 


1884. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 1821 


some gentlemen in fixing this amount at $4,775,000. That is, that the 
present efficient Postmaster-General issued an order during the past 
summer, which most of you gentlemen saw, in which he called upon 
postmasters who were allowed clerks to devote their own time to their 
respective offices. It can not be assumed that that order was issued 
without a motive. That motive was manifestly to break up a custom 
now so prevalent, and which has existed for years in those offices which 
are entitled to clerks or to which clerks are assigned, throwing the 
whole duty of the office on the clerks, the postmaster himself being 
seemingly a gentleman of elegant leisure. 

Now, when you add to the force employed under the expenditures of 
the present year $4,775,000—when you add to that the whole body of 
the postmasters themselves, who, upon the fair inference to be drawn 
from the order of the Postmaster-General, have not performed efficiently 
their duties, why you have a force for the next year greatly beyond 
what you have for the present year. 

There is another fact to which I wish to call the attention of the com- 
mittee, and especially of my friend from Michigan. This is an appro- 
priation in bulk, ina single item. The assignment to the story vl 
is the act of the Post-Office Department. That Department not only 
determines how many clerks shall be assigned to each office, but also 
fixes their compensation. Now Iadmonish gentlemen of this fact, that 
two things are to be apprehended in making this kind of appropriation: 
first, the improper increase of the number of clerks; and, secondly, the 
improper increase of their salaries, And there isno reason to apprehend 
but what any increase to the extent of $200,000 will be exhausted, not 
in the increased amount of clerical force, but in the increase of salaries. 
The bane and evil of your public service is this everlasting increase of 
salaries. Youarecreating in your public departments a mere mercenary 
sentiment in regard to public duty, instead of your officers being actu- 
ated by the higher motive of performing faithfullyea duty beneficial to 
the Government and to the whole people. I think the appropriation 
proposed of $4,775,000, with the additional service of the postmasters 
themselves, is a very ample appropriation. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I would be gladin the five minutes allowed me to 
have the attention of the committee while I attempt to discuss what 
is purely a business proposition from a business standpoint. Itseems to 
me if the Government were to act asa private individual or corporation 
would do under like circumstances, at a we have an agent in charge 
of any department of our business who makes estimates from the data 
in his possession, on those estimates we ought to act. In this case the 
Postmaster-General is the agent of the United States. He has better 
opportunities and better facilities for knowing what the demands of this 
Department will be than any of us have or can have. 

I speak from some experience in this particular line. Just prior to 
coming here I had charge of one of the leading post-offices in our State 
for a period of six years, and I state here what every man within the 
sound of my yoice knows, that there is not a second or third class post- 
office in any of our districts that does not demand ter clerk-hire 
now. Right here of all places in the world we touch the people. It 
does not make much difference that you voted down the amendment 
to the preceding paragraph. It will not affect any postmaster in the 
United States. His salary is fixed by law and is drawn out of the pub- 
lic revenues that pass through his hands. By youraction on that item 
you can not touch his salary; you only enlarge the deficiency bill of 
next year. But when you touch the clerk-hire you touch the service 
itself and cripple it. 

It is the clerk in the office who touches the people; it is the clerk who 
opens the packages of mail; it is the clerk who stands at the delivery- 
window and who separates and delivers the mails to the different star 
routes, and when you touch the clerk-hire you touch the very vitals of 
the system itself. When you reduce the appropriation below what is 
sufficient for clerk-hire you cripple the post-office system through its 
entire length and breadth. Ifyou refuse an appropriation for the post- 
master’s salary you do not prevent him from doing his duties and draw- 
ing his pay. But when you refuse an appropriation for clerk-hire your 
action does cripple the post-office system. 

Let us look at this from a business standpoint. You offer us in this 
bill precisely the same amount we had last year. Is that reasonable 
when we look at the progress being made by this country, with its pop- 
ulation increasing at the rate of one million four hundred thousand a 
year according to the estimate of the Government statistician? And 
yet you make no appropriation in this bill for that increase of almosta 
million and a half of population. Is that reasonable? 

There are on file in the Post-Office Departraent 2,604 applications for 
additional clerk-hire. And it is needed in every first and second class 
post-office in the country. Why, Mr. Chairman, there is not asingle 
first or second class post-office in my district that has not since I have 
been a member of this House applied for additional postal-clerk hire. 

Right here, as I have said, is the very vital part of our postal sys- 
tem. The people come to the post-office and are waited upon by the 
clerks. If you do not grant a sufficient appropriation for this purpose 
we are cut off from having additional clerks, and the people will have 
to wait for their mails. No fourth-class post-office and no third-class 
post-offise under the present system is allowed any clerk-hire at all, ex- 


cept simply for the separation of the mails. No other clerk-hire at ali 
is allowed. And I undertake to say that to-day one-half of the clerk- 
hire in second-class post-offices is paid out of the salary and out of the 
pocket of the postmaster himself. During my six years’ experience in 
that capacity, in spite of every effort I could make, I had to pay one- 
half of the clerk-hire out of my own salary. And I know that to be 
the experience of every second-class post-office in my district. 

I appeal to gentlemen, in view of the vast annual increase of our pop- 
ulation, in view of the extension of the post-office system, in view of 
the fact that there are 2,604 applications for additional clerk-hire, to 
grant the additional appropriation proposed by the amendment. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcH- 
EON] has asked that this question be settled upon a business basis, and 
I am willing to discuss it with that spirit and in that light. For 1883 
there was appropriated for this service $4,385,000; the expenditures 
amounted to only $4,367,900, and there was leftin the Treasury $17,920 
unexpended balance of the appropriation. Now in this bill we have 
appropriated $407,921 more than the expenditures of last year amounted 
to for this branch of the service. 

Mr. HORR. Do not mislead the House; youdonotmeanthat. You 
mean more than the expenditures in 1883, not in 1884. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is what Isaid; the expenditures of last 


ear, 
. Mr. HORR. Oh! Then I misunderstood the gentleman. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We give in this bill nearly a half a million of 
dollars more for clerks in post-offices than was expended last year. 

Now I want to ask the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON], 
as he seems to have based his argument for an increase of the clerical 
force of the Post-Office Department upon the fact that new offices are 
continually being opened and new postmasters required, if he forgets 
the fact that these new offices are only fourth-class offices and can not 
have any clerks? The increase in the number of post-oflices does not 
in any degree whatever increase the number of postal clerks required. 

Mr. HORR. What I claimed was that there were new distributing 
offices continually established, not that there were new post-oflices. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I was speaking of the gentleman’s colleague 
[Mr. CurcHEon]. I want now to call the attention of the Committee 
of the Whole to the real reason why there are applications coming up 
from some post-offices for more clerks. The reason is given by the 
Postmaster-General himself, and I will read you from his own report. 
The reason is that in some localities influential politicians, or influential 
persons at any rate, flock around the Department and by their influence 
secure a larger allowance for clerk-hire for some favored offices, to the 
detriment perhaps of other offices that do not have a sufficient allowance 
for clerk-hire. If they would disregard the influences brought to bear 
to secure a disproportionate number of clerks at certain offices, and the 
clerks were distributed in the proper manner, in my judgment we 
would not need to increase the appropriation for this purpose even as 
largely as we have done. 

Now listen to what is said by the Postmaster-General, who I have 
heretofore said is a fair and upright man and whose suggestions in my 
judgment are entitled to consideration. What does Postmaster-Gen- 
eral Gresham say? 

Postmasters, backed as many of them are by influential! friends, have in some 
cases been unreasonable in their demands for allowances, and it is not surpris- 
ing that some of them have received more than their share of the appropriation, 
while others have received less. 

There is the secret of it, gentlemen. Insome cities and places power- 
ful influences are brought to bear in order to secure an increase of the 
clerical force in the post-oflfices of those cities, while no doubt some 
other offices are left with a scant supply. That is the reason that there 
is this great demand for an increase in the clerical force. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire, as it was the last part of the speech of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], who, recognizing, as did 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] in connection with this 
bill, the just tribute which should be paid to the Postmaster-General, 
to say to the gentleman from Illinois that he should have read two 
paragraphs more of the report of the Postmaster-General, immediately 
following that which he did read. I will read them. 

The estimate for clerk-hire for the next fiscal year, it will be obeerved, is rela- 
tively smaller than theappropriations for previous years, 

I have directed a general revision to be made of the allowances for clerk-hire, 
and hope to be able to make some reductions without impairing the efficiency 
of the service. ' 

The subject to which the gentleman refers does not relate to the ques- 
tion of appropriations, but simply to the question of administration on 
the part of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Willmy friend allow me to interrupt him right 
here? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let me give my sequence, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Only to call attention to the fact—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Very well. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. To call attention to the fact that the last para- 
graph which the gentleman has read shows that the Postmaster-Gen- 
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eral by a revision of the service will be able to get along with even a 
Jess number of clerks than is now ided for. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not so; he for $125,000 more than he had 
last year, and then tells you what he does with what he has received. 
For the next fiscal year he wants $125,000 more than was given him for 
the present year, and he states that he is going to make a revision of 
that which is properly a question of administration. 

Another point made by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
was this: He stated that the Postmaster-General had given directions 
that the postmasters should themselves perform the services of their 
offices, and states that in that way there will be a great reduction in 
the expenditures for that branch of the service. That instruction had 
no reference whatever to the ordinary services of postmasters; it re- 
ferred only to the compensation of postmasters for transacting the 
money-order business. The Postmaster-General declares that the post- 
masters who did not do the money-order business themselves could not 
employ a clerk to do it and then the postmasters themselves draw the 
compensation. That matter we have now corrected by legislation. 

One point more. This appropriation for clerk-hire goes only to first 
and second class post-offices, numbering five hundred and eighty-seven, 
and to such third and fourth class post-offices as are se ing offices. 
Now, for the sake of illustration, how much of this appropriation of 
$4,775,000 do you think the post-office in New York city will receive? 
Over $800,000. 

The natural growth of the postal service each year is estimated at 10 
per cent., but on account of increased business resulting from the re- 
duction of postage it is believed the increase for the coming year will 
be from 17 to 20 per cent. Yet under this bill no office can raise the 
salary of a single subordinate, nor do you allow for the estimated in- 
crease of 20 per cent. during the next year a single dollar. 

It is here that I make my point against the Committee on Appro- 
priations—that they have conceded everything for material, that they 

ropose to give the public every opportunity to buy postage stamps, 
but in the offices in the great cities, in the five hundred and eighty- 
seven first and second class offices, you do not make provision for the 
employment of asingle additional man. The Postmaster-General tells 
you that he thinks by a revision he can secure greater economy in the 
service; but, having in view the increase of business, he asks on this 
item $125,000 additional, which you refuse. You laud him to a cer- 
tain extent, but you do not stand by him upon practical questions. 
Your laudation is not consistent with your acts. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, it does seem to me that when this 
amendment is understood no man here can for a moment believe that 
it is not in the interest of efficient service. My friend from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] states that the Postmaster-General has an idea that 
he can save some money by a certain cutting down. The Postmaster- 
General does so state; but he adds that after all this cutting down, after 
doing the best he can do, he will still need $125,000 additional for this 
service next year. 

Now, mark you, there has been forseveral years an increased expend- 
iture of about $350,000 a year. But this Postmaster-General, whom 
gentlemen on the other side praise so much, comes in and says: ‘‘I 
think I can prevent this large increase next year, and can make the 
service efficient if you will give me $125,000 over and above what you 
gave me last year.” He sayshe will undertake to rearrange the service 
so that you need not increase the appropriation more than $125,000. 
But my friend from Illinois while praising the Postmaster-General, 
proposes to deny him this $125,000 which he asks. While the Post- 
master-General is willing to undertake to do the same amount of work 
for less money you seek to prevent him from increasing the service in 
any manner, you propose to prevent him from making any provision 
for the new distributing post-offices which are springing up all over the 
West and the South. 

New railroads are being built; star routes are being started from new 
places. A who is receiving but $200 a year may need one 
of these clerks to distribute the mail and send it out in the different 
bags. In such cases the Post-Office Department has been in the habit 
of allowing these clerks. Youcan not ask the postmaster in such cases 
to employ a clerk at his own expense; his salary is too small. This in- 
crease which the Postmaster-General now says he needs is to provide 
for this service in the South and West—in the rural districts—not in the 
large cities. I admit that with the growth of our large cities an in- 
crease of business is to be But deny the appropriation now 
asked by the Department and you cripple this service all over the great 
West and South. 

I say that in a spirit of fairness we should not treat the Post-Office 
Department in this way. Gentlemen admit that from the postage 
paid by the people there is to be a surplus of over $2,000,000—it may 
amount to $5,000,000 in the fiscal year we are providing for in this bill; 
I mean that much more than this bill now aggregates; yet with this 
increased réyenue coming in, applicable to this very purpose, they pro- 
pose to cut down this necessary services Thus the Department is to be 
crippled, as gentlemen must know—what for? Idonot know. Why 
do you do it? I can nottell. IfI should tell what I think, I would 
have to impugn the motives of gentlemen here; and you who knowme 


know how slow I am to do anything of that kind. [Laughter.] No, 
no; I do not believe you gentlemen are going to vote to cripple this 
service. I say that this bill has not been drawn in a spirit of friendli- 


"ness toward the postal service, the service that lies nearer to the hearts 


of the American people to-day than any other service of the Government. 
Strike down this service, and you strike down the great interests not only 
of the large cities but of the rural population. These clerks are needed 
all over the United States. The Postmaster-General, in his frugality, 
has tried to reduce the expenses of this branch of the service so as to 
require but $125,000additional; and I do not believe this House is going 
to refuse him the very reasonable amount which he asks. No man can 
for a moment defend such legislation. This service is too sacred to be 
attacked in this way. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, to show how unfair some of our 
friends are on the other side in their treatment of the Committee on 
Appropriations, I again desire to call attention to the figures made by 
the Post-Office Departmentand tothe figures made by the last Congress. 

As I have already shown, the unexpended balance left in the Depart- 
ment on the 30th of June last was over $17,000, and they received an 
appropriation of $4,385. 

Mr. HORR. You do not claim that that $17,000 goes to this fund ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Just wait forone moment. Over and above 
the expenditures of 1883 we gave an increase of nearly half a million. 

Still a further fact stares you in the face. This same service was clam- 
orous in its demands upon the last Congress, just as itis now. What 
did the Committee on Appropriations do when these clamors were made 
for increase of the clerical force? The Department sent in an estimate 
last year insisting they needed and must have $4,850,000, or only $50,- 
000 less than the demand for this year. But what did the Committee 
on Appropriations then do? Did you then have the same respect for 
the estimates of your Department which Republican members have 
professed for them to-day? Oh, no; the Committee on Appropriations- 
of the last Congress disregarded the estimates of the Department. By 
its action it said to the Department: Your estimates are extravagant, 
are unnecessary, for your committee recommended and your Congress. 
appropriated only $4,775,000, whereas the Department said they could 
not get along without $4,850,000. I say they are compelled, in the 
face of their own record, to repudiate the estimates of their own De- 
partment. Is it fair for them to come in here and charge us with being. 
penurious and with being unfriendly to the postal service? It is un- 
fair on their part to use such arguments. 

I insist, sir, this bill which I hold in my hand isthe most liberal bill 
making appropriations for the postal service ever reported by any Com- 
mittee on Appropriations in the House of Representatives. Last year: 
you reduced the expenditures of the postal service below the expendi- 
tures of the year previous. This year we have increased the expendi- 
tures for the postal service $2,000,000 more than for the preceding year. 
I repeat, you cut down the appropriations last year below those of the 
previous year, while we have raised them $2,000,000, and yet youcome 
in here and clamor for a still greater increase. 

I understand you. In this you are only carrying out the programme- 
of the last session of Congress. I do not complain of your action, but 
I do complain of Democratic members, who went before the people pro- 
claiming themselves to be in favor of economy, coming in here and vot- 
ing on this floor against their pledges to their constituents, and aiding- 
gentlemen on the other side of the House in saddling upon us extrava- 
gant appropriations. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time fixed for debate is exhausted. 

The question recurred on Mr. HoRR’s amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 79, noes 111. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For t tol 
masts eae rt ea aera ote eee 
master-General, for the establishment, under existing law, of the free-delivery 
system in cities where it is not now established. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I move, in lines 29 and 30, to strike- 

out ‘* $3,600,000’? and in lieu thereof to insert ‘*$4,000,000.”’ 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move the committee rise. 
Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I will yield for that purpose. 


Mr. MILLS. You will have the floor in the morning. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If it is the wish to go on now I am content. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No; let us rise. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I am aware this amendment will 
excite debate and it can not be finished to-night, and I therefore move- 
the committee rise. 

Mr. WILLIS. We can sit an hour or so longer. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee ingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed. 
the chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union having had under consideration the Post-Office 
appropriation bill had come to no resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WELLER (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes. 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 


By Mr. BLANCHARD: Memorial of the Louisiana Educational So-" 


ciety, for national aid to the cause of education—to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. J. H. BREWER: Petition for a harbor of refuge at Atlantic 
City, N. J.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of workmen of Nashville, Tenn., rela- 
tive to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on’ Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. CALKINS: Resolutions of Nelson Post, No. 69, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Indiana, asking for equalization of 
bounties, &c.—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, petition of citizens of Winchester, relative to education in 
Alaska—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. 8. S. COX: Petition of 110 depositors in the Freedman’s 
Bank—to the same committee. 

By W. W. CULBERTSON: Petition of citizens of Concord, Lewis 
County, Kentucky, asking for an appropriation to build breakwaters at 
Ripraps—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition and protest of proprietors and em- 
ployés of J. M. Sharpless & Co., Chester, Pa., against any reduction or 
agitation of the question of reduction of tariff duties—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HANCOCK: Memorial of John A. Green and others, request- 
ing an increase of salary of the United States district judges of Texas— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HART: Resolutions of Moons Scroufe Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Mount Orab, Ohio, for increase of pension—to the Select 
Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petitions from members of the bar of 
Scott County, Iowa, asking an increase of pay of United States district 
judges—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOBLITZELL: Papers relating to the claim of W. P. Wood— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. KING: Petition of the bar of Monroe, La., for increase of 
salaries of Federal circuit and district judges—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. ‘ 

Also, bill making an appropriation of $20,000 for the improvement 
of the Tensas River, in the State of Louisiana—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, bili making an appropriation of $20,000 for the improvement 
of the Boeuf River, in the State of Louisiana—to the same committee. 

Also, bill appropriating $26,000 for the improvement of the Bayou 
Bartholomew, in the State of Louisiana—to the same committee. 

Also, bill making an appropriation of $100,000 for the improvement 
of the Ouachita River, in the States of Louisiana and Arkansas—to the 
same committee. 

Also, bill making an appropriation of $200,000 for the improvement 
of the mouth of Red River, Louisiana—to same committee. 

By Mr. LACEY: Memorial of Henry Willis, of Battle Creek, Mich., 
in favor of legislation obliging railroad companies to use uniform and 
safe car-couplers—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, memorial of Henry Willis, of Battle Creek, Mich., in favor of 
H. R. 4991, providing for survey of ship-canal from Lake Michigan to 
the Detroit River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McADOO: Petition of Matthew W. Berriman—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Resolution of the Knights of Labor of Canton, 
Ohio, relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of members of the Grand Army of the 
Republic posts of Franklin County, New York, in favor of more lib- 
eral pension laws—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. PETERS: The petition of Farragut Post, No. 37, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Burrton, Kans., for the passage of bill pension- 
ing ex-prisoners—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. H. ROGERS: Papers relating to the claim of Pryor N. 
Lea—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. W. F. ROGERS: Petition of workingmen of the city of Buf- 
falo, N. Y., relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STORM: Papers relating to the claim of Amos Stroh—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: Petition from citizens of Ohio, asking for the 
restoration of the duty on wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WAIT: Petition of H. H. Osgood and others, to promote the 
efficiency of the Revenue-Marine Service—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Petition of citizens of Peoria, Ill., rela- 
tive to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
the 25th ultimo, information in regard to the failure of the Central and 
Union Pacific Railroad Companies to comply with the requirements of 
the act of May 7, 1878, and the steps taken by him relative thereto; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Chamber of 
Commerce of the city of Tacoma, on Puget Sound, in Washington 
Territory, praying that the proposition before Congress to declare a for- 
feiture of the Cascade land grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany in aid of the construction of the Cascade division of its main line 

non-concurred in; which was referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands, 

Mr. CONGER presented the petition of William Greenough and 86 
other citizens of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., in favor of granting to the 
Catholic church of that place the strip of land lying between their lati- 
itude, 97°, and the Saint Mary’s River in case of the sale of the Fort 
Brady military reservation; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of George Johnson, of Detroit, Mich., 
praying compensation for wrongs, injuries, and losses suffered by him 
in consequence of the illegal and wrongful action of the military author- 
ities during the war of the rebellion; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented an affidavit to accompany the bill (S. 948) 
granting a pension to Emma A. Porch; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH. I present a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
the city of Tacoma, Wash., remonstrating against the forfeiture of the 
Cascade land grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. I ask 
that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Oregon that a memorial from the same chamber of commerce was 
sent to the Chair, which the Chair laid before the Senate and had re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DOLPH. I was not in when the Chair presented it. If the 
memorial presented by the Chair was not read I ask that this be read, 
so that it may go into the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon asks unan- 
imous consent that the memorial presented by him be read. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears no objection. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, as follows: 


Memorial to Congress against the forfeiture of the Cascade land grant. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled : 


Your memorialist, the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Tacoma, on Puget 
Sound, in Washington Territory, begs leave respectfully to represent to your 
honorable bodies: 

1. That the Northern Pacific Railroad Company was chartered to build a line 
of railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound; that it has built said line from 
Duluth to Wallula, in the eastern part of Washington Territory, from which place 
westward to Portland, in Oregon, its passengers and freight for all portions of 
Washington re 4 west of the Cascade Mountains are transported over the 
railroad and river lines of another company; that in continuation of its 
main line direct to Puget Sound across the Cascade Mountains it has built 
twenty-five miles of road westward from Ainsworth, near said Wallula, which 
road has been accepted by the President of the United States, and still carries on 
such building westward; that it has built one hundred and fifty miles of road 
from Portland to Tacoma, its western terminus; that from Tacoma eastward it 
has built thirty miles of its direct line across the Cascade Mountains, making in 
all fifty-five miles of its e division already built; that about two hundred 
miles of said Cascade division yet remain to be built, and that until the same be 
built the Northern Pacific Railroad will not have been completed from Lake Su- 
perior to Puget Sound. 

2. That the distance from Ainsworth, where said Cascade division connects 
with the main line, to the Puget Sound terminus of the road by the present route 
down the Columbia River is over one hundred miles longer than the distance 
between the same points by the uncompleted Cascade division. 

3. That the country through which the uncompleted portion of the Cascade 
division has been located is rich in timber, coal, iron, copper, and other minerals, 
and in a capabilities, which can not be developed until that division 
is completed. 

4. That the fuel and lumber which abound west ofthe Cascade Mountains are 
needed in the settlement and development of the fertile prairie country on the 
eastern side of that range, while the products of the latter need a d and 
csn outlet to the Pacific Ocean such as that division, when completed, will 


‘ord. 
5. That a railroad across the Cascade Mountains is demanded not only by the 
traders, but also by political 


considerations of the ho wee importance, since a real union of the eastern and 
western portions of Washington Territory is impracticable without such a road, 
and the existing relations these mountain-severed portions call for a 
cmap pence of the road. 

6. Washington Territory now has a population of not less than 125,000, 


interests of farmers, miners, lumbermen, and 
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which is increasing with great rapidity, and the varied interests of all classes of 
ere pulation will be greatly promoted by the completion of said Cascade 

v . 

7. That your memorialist is advised that there is before your honorable bodies 
a proposition to declare forfeited the grant of land across the Cascade Mountains 
made by the Government to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to aid in 
the construction of the Cascade division of that eras seer ina main line by reason 
of the non-completion of the road within the time allowed the company to 


build it. 
on behalf of 
the business interests of the city of Tacoma, and, as it believes, in the interest of 


the whole le of this Territory, to forbear declaring said forfeiture, and to con- 
tinue said Jan: ut to the Northern Pacifie Railroad Company for such further 
period as shall be deemed reasonably necessary to enable the company to com- 


hat the declaration by Congress of the forfeiture of the Cascade land grant 
would delay the completion of that road, and thus work enormous injury to the 
people of this Territory. 

10. That such a declaration would work ae! pore and ruin to the many thou- 
sands of people who came hither and embarked their lives and fortunes on the 
early development of this Territory by means of the completion of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad; and that on behalfof these people your memorialist earnestly 
aam perf protests against any declaration ef the forfeiture of the Cascade 

gran 

11. Thatthe present values of land and other property in this Territory are 
largely based upon the confident belief that Congress would not delay or pre- 
vent the completion of the Northern Pacific Railroad ; and that such is also the 
basis of a great number of time contracts throughout the Territory: for which 
reason the recall of the Cascade land grant from the Northern Pacific Company 
would effect widespread disturbance of the most important business interests. 

12. That the cost of constructing the remaining two hundred miles of the Cas- 
cade division must necessarily be very great; that in view of the present condi- 
tion of the money market and the violent fluctuations of railroad securities 
your memorialist has strong reason to fear that, unless Congress shall grant to 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company a reasonable extension of time within 
which to complete the road, that company will be unable te effect such comple- 
tion within the next three years, and that meanwhile the loss caused by such 
inability to the people of this Territory will be great and irreparable. 

erefore your memorialist, on behalf of the business interests of Washin, 
ton Territory, prays that the proposition to declare a forfeiture of the Cascade 
land grant may fail to secure the concurrence of your honorable bodies. 


By order of the chamber. 

J. W. SPRAGUE, President, 
Attest: 

STUART RICE, Secretary. 


Mr. DAWES. The citizens of that part of the city known as North- 
east Washington held a large meeting last evening to memorialize Con- 
gress in reference to the presence of steam railroads in that part of this 
city and to protest against the continuance of them there. They pray 
Con, fer their removal, and also favor the bill lately introduced by 
the tor from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] on that subject. I present 
their petition, and move that it be referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SAWYER. Ipresenta memorial of members of the International 
Institute for Preserving and Perfecting Weights and Measures and 
from other citizens of the United States in opposition to the French 
metric system and praying that it shall not be made legal in any Gov- 
ernment transaction. I am ata loss to know to what committee the 
memorial should be referred, but I suggest the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. MORRILL. Itshonld be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SAWYER. I donot care particularly to which committee it is 


referred. 

Mr. CONGER. The memorial itself refers to the use of the metric 
system in our river and harbor surveys by name, and refers to a great 
many matters connected with navigation and the improvements of rivers 
as well as to a great many other subjects. In the other House a similar 
paper was referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures. I think the memorial should go to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will merely say that the question has always 
heretofore been considered by the Committee on Finance. I have no 
sort of objection to its going te any other committee, but matters in re- 
lation tothe metric system as to coinage have always been referred to 
the Committee on Finance. I hardly think it would be wise to divide 
the jurisdiction of this question. j 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Wisconsin to withdraw his suggestion to refer the memorial to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAWYER. I said at first that I did not care particularly, but 
I am inclined to think the Committee on Commerce is the proper com- 
mittee to take charge of the memorial. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Wisconsin that the memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 907) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Mis- 
souri River at or near Sibley, in the State of Missouri, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, submitted a report 
to accompany the bill (S. 1153) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to deliver to the rightful owners the contents of certain boxes de- 
posited in the Department by the Secretary of War, heretofore 
reported from thatweommittee. 


Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1682) to enable the people of that part of the Ter- 
ritory of Dakota south of the forty-sixth parallel of north latitude to 
form a constitution and State government and for the admission of the 
State into the Union on an equal footing with the original States, and 
for other purposes, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. = 

TREASURY CATTLE COMMISSION REPORT. 

Mr. HAWLEY. By direction of the Committee on Printing I ask 

for the present consideration of the following order: 


Ordered, That 1,500 copies of the report of the Treasury Cattle Commission, 
transmitted to the House of Representatives by the Secretary of the Treasury 
December 21, 1883 (Executive Paranas No. 44, Forty-eighth Congress, first 
paneon House of Representatives), be reprinted, the supply having been ex- 

usted. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This comes within the rule. It is a small pam- 
phlet and pertinent to the discussion now going on in regard to pleuro- 
pneumonia. The supply is exha 

Mr. COCKRELL. How many copies does this authorize? 

Mr. HAWLEY. One thousand five hundred copies. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the cost? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The cost is probably four or five cents apiece. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ought we not to have more than that? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I think 1,500 copies will be enough. 
It isa very important document in relation to the foot-and-mouth dis- 
ease and pleuro-pneumonia, treating of the measures n to be 
taken to stamp it out. It was printed, and the supply has been ex- 
hausted. I think 1,500 copies will be enough. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1830) for the relief of Charles W. 
Biese; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1831) to provide for pre- 
liminary surveys and location of the Potomacand Chesapeake free ship- 
canal; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1832) for the relief of W. C. 

; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORGAN. I present with the bill a statement of the facts upon 
which the case is predicated. I move the reference of the bill, with 
the accompanying paper, to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1833) for the relief of Julius 
A. Kaiser; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SAULSBURY introduced a bill (S. 1834) granting a pension to 
Eliza C. Woodall; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The bill isaccompanied by the petition of Mrs. 
Woodall, who is the widow of Daniel Woodall, late colonel of the First 
Delaware Regiment. I move that the bill and petition be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. WALKER introduced a bill (S. 1835) for the relief of L. A. Mor- 
ris; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1836) granting a pension to Sarah 
Hague; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. PIKE introduced a bill (S. 1837) for the relief of George P. 
Howe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENDLETON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1838) for the 
erection of a public building at Akron, Ohio; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 75) making an ap- 
propriation to eradicate the foot-and-mouth disease; which was read the 
first time at length, as follows: 


Be it resolved, &c,, That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as is gpa dl 
be, and hereby is, appropriated, to be used under the direction of the Comm 
sioner of Agriculture and in co-operation with the proper authorities of the State 
of Kansas, in eradicating a contagious disease popularly known as the foot-and- 
mouth disease, now prevailing to an alarming extent among the cattle of that 
State; the expenditure of,the above sum, or any ip thereof, to be limited to 
the emergency now existing, and full report of such expenditure and the result 
thereof to be made to Congress by the Commissioner of Agriculture at the 
earliest practicable date. 


The joint resolution was read the second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
FORT WALLACE RESERVATION. 
Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior inform the Senate whether any 
and what railroad corporation is attempting to obtain a portion of the Fort 
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Wallace reservation, and that he furnish copies of correspondence alleging rea- | Mr, MILLER, of New York. In answer to the question of the Sen- 


sons for the same. 
CHEROKEE INDIAN ROLL. 
Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered, by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the of the Interior be directed to transmit to the Sen- 


ate the roll of the Cherokee jans east of the Mississippi River, made in ac- 
cordance with the act approved August 7, A. D. 1882, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr..CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had a bill (H. R. 4411) to 
amend section 101 of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to 
allow the chairman of a subcommittee of a committee of either House 
of Congress to administer oaths; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

COURT OF ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChair lays before the Senate the 
Calendar under the eighth rule, the first case being Order of Business 
139, which is the bill (S. 573) amending an act re-establishing the Court 
of Commissioners of Alabama Claims and for the distribution of the 
unappropriated moneys of the Geneva award, approved June 5, 1882. 

Mr. HARRIS. That seems to be an adverse report. Letit go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, it goes over. 


CATTLE DISEASE. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent to make a report from a 
committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the report will be received. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Committee on Agricultureand Forestry, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 75) making an appropriation to 
eradicate the foot-and-mouth disease, instruct me to report it back 
without amendnient and with the recommendation that it do pass. I 
am also instructed by the committee to ask for its present considera- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent that the joint resolution be now considered. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I should like to have it read. 

The PRESIDENT prò tempore. The joint resolution will be read at 
length for information. 

The joint resolution was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. SHERMAN. As I believe that the object of the joint resolution 
will be best accomplished by the passage of the House bill under con- 
sideration yesterday, I object for the present, and hope that the pleuro- 
pneumonia bill may be taken up and passed as quickly as possible, of 
which I am in favor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
and will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB, I give notice that I shall to-morrow move to take it 
up and consider it. After the notice that was filed yesterday by the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] and the manifest disposition to debate 
the pleuro-pneumonia bill I feel quite sure that the emergency which 
is now upon the people of Kansas and the whole Western country with 
reference to this most important interest will not be met by waiting for 
the passage of the House bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is obliged to state to the 
Senator from Kansas that debate is not in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. Isit in order to move to take up the joint resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is notin order. It was reported 
this day, and objection is made to its consideration. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


Mr. SEWELL. I move to lay aside the Calendar for the purpose of 
taking up the bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New Jersey [| Mr. SEWELL]. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Yesterday the public business was 
laid aside for the consideration of this bill, and now it seems to be the 
disposition of those pressing it to lay aside what we call the Private 
Calendar, or the unobjected cases. I feel bound to do what I can to 
prevent the bill from displacing all other business in the Senate. There- 
fore I move to lay the motion of the Senator from New Jersey on the 
table, and upon that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BAYARD. I should like to ask the Senator from New York 
whether the bill that he desires to press upon the consideration of the Sen- 
ate has been printed? I endeavored to comprehend yesterday the condi- 
tion of the measure he had in charge, but owing to the complex char- 
acter of the amendments that had been pro by him it was quite 
impossible to understand what the effect of the bill would be. There- 
fore an order was made by the Senate yesterday, upon the application 
I think of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], to have the amend- 
ments printed, in order that we should understand the precise tenor and 
effect of the measure. I will ask the Senator from New York whether 
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The joint resolution is objected to 


that has been done? I have failed to find the reprinted bill on my table. 
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ator from Delaware I will state that I understand the bill, with the pro- 

amendments, has been printed, and while it is not yet upon our 
tables, it is probably in the Capitol building at this time, or at all events 
it is on the way here from the office of the Public Printer. But my 
motion did not indicate that I to call up that bill. I moved 
to lay upon the table the motion of the Senator from New Jersey to 
proceed to the consideration of the Fitz-John Porter bill, but in defer- 
ence to the views of a number of Senators who desire to speak upon 
that question, and knowing that it must be met sooner or later, Iam dis- 
posed to give way to their wishes, and with the consent of the Senate I 
will withdraw my motion to lay the motion on the table, and let the vote 
be taken directly on the motion of the Senator from New Jersey to take 
up the Fitz-John Porter bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not hear the Senator 
from New York when he made the motion to lay on the table, and there- 
fore did not state it. The Chair is of opinion, in view of the previous 
practice of the Senateand the present rule so far as the Chair understands 
it, that a motion to proceed to the consideration of a particular bill is 
not subject to a motion to lay that motion on the table. That has 
always been the practice of the Senate and the decisions of its previous 
presiding officers during many years. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The decision of the Chair leaves the 
matter where my withdrawal would have left it, to proceed to vote on 
the motion of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. CONGER. AsIhavesaid before, I shall be willing to postpone 
this bill for the consideration of the public business, but Í understand 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGaN] is prepared to go on with his 
remarks this morning, and I hope that the bill may be taken up and 
disposed of. I shall vote for the motion of the Senator from New 


Jersey. 

Mr. SEWELL. I hope the motion will be agreed to, because certain 
Senators have arranged to speak to-day, and it is as much fortheir con- 
venience as anything else that I made the motion at thistime. Ithink 
the Senate ae to give unanimous consent to proceed with the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1015) for the re- 
lief of Fitz-John Porter. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, it is not with the expectation 
that I may be able to add anything of value to the already vast accu- 
mulation of argument brought to bear upon the bill for the relief of 
Fitz-John Porter that I crave the indulgence and attention of the Sen- 
ate. Gentlemen of distinguished ability occupying places at both ends 
of the Capitol, lawyers of great erudition whose reputation is national, 
soldiers of distinction whose names are ‘‘as familiar in our mouths as 
household words,” have spoken and written upon the theme until it 
seems almost worn threadbare. He who would glean in a field wherein 
such expert harvesters have worked their sickles of research and reason 
must needs be content with slender poil. 

It is not at all surprising that the interest of those who are to vote 
for or against this bill should remain unabated, nor is it astonishing 
that the general public should continue to be interested in the subject- 
matter. Since midsummer of 1862 this contest has continued. From 
the high noon of civil strife down through the eventful time to this 
peaceful eventide of national repose, through war and through 
this claimant has urged that he has been most unjustly dealt with, 
and prayed for vindication. If an individual, however humble, was 
to be seen in midchannel battling bravely with combating waves in a 
veritable ‘‘struggle for life,” with what deeply felt interest would the 
bystanders watch his efforts, their feeling intensified perhaps by the 
fact that they were powerless to help. ere, in the face of the world, 
for nearly a quarter of a century has p. a contest where the 
stake was dearer than life—a struggle to vindicate impeached honor, to 
clear smirched loyalty, to brighten tarnished reputation. What wonder 
is it, then, that the interest continues and that even the fledgelings of 
the Senate should desire to record the reasons that prompt their votes 
for or against this bill? : 

Let the conclusion of the observer of this contest be what it may, he 
can not but be struck with the persistency of this claimant for relief. 
His motto seems to have been, ‘‘ Hope against hope, and ask till ye re- 
ceive.” I for one would gladly reward such earnest endeavor. Nothing 
would delight me more than to say to this man pleading for restoration 
of good name and fume, ‘* You have been unjustly dealt with. The tri- 
bunal that pronounced you guilty of disobedience of the orders of your 
superior, of disloyalty to your chief, was mistaken in its findings of fact. 
Blinded by the passions of the hour, prejudiced by the desire for some 
victim upon whom to rest the stinging blame of defeat to our arms, you 
were sacrificed. The ‘sober second thought’ has shown how greatly 
you have been maltreated. Take what of reparation a sorrowful and 
now grateful country can afford to you. Be restored to all rights of 
which you have been deprived.” 

Senators, if I could say this to this claimant after full investigation 
and with determination todo my full duty, without bias or prejudice, I 
would not stop here. I would not be content with the half-way and 
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inadequate reparation provided in this bill. No, no! I would go fur- 
ther in the name of justice and the right and say, ‘‘ There shall be given 
to you, General Fitz-John Porter, fulland abundant righting of all your 
grievous wrongs. - Be restored to the position in the Army of the United 
States yours in the natural order of events if this gross injustice had 
not been inflicted upon you. We can not restore to you the years that 
are past, but with a nation’s apology to you we order that the only rec- 
ompense within earthly power to bestow—emolument, wealth—shall be 
yours.” I do not understand that the advocates of this bill base the 
argument for its passage upon the proposition that it is in the nature 
of clemency or pardon, but rather on the ground that it is a new find- 
ing of fact upon new trial had, in which the claimant’s entire innocence 
of the offenses heretofore charged has been fully established. If this be 
so, why stop with the inadequate and paltry reparation for wrong in- 
flicted provided for by this bill? : 

Mr. President, I came to the consideration of this case in a somewhat 
unusual manner. When elected to my seat in this honorable body I 
confess to an almost inexcusable ignorance of the history and merits of 
the Fitz-John Porter case. During those gloomy days in the country’s 
history when the court-martial assembled, in the fall and winter of 
1862, and, with General Hunter as president, and Generals Hitchcock, 
King, Prentiss, Ricketts, Casey, Garfield, and other distinguished mili- 
tary leaders composing the court, proceeded, under oath and with the 
sanction of the Constitution and laws, to try General Porter for dis- 
obedience of the orders of his superior and for shameful neglect to bring 
the troops under his command into battle, when other divisions of the 
Army to which he was attached were engaged, within distance where 
he could do great good, it was not my fortune to be where the news of 
the day was within reach. I was of the Army of the West, far re- 
moved from Washington, and where, by reason of our distance and the 
fact that we had usually sufficient on hand to keep us very busy, we 
knew but little of what was going on in the armies of the East. 

The war over, being engrossed with the duties and cares of civil life, 
the facts pertaining to the Porter case continued unknown tome. At 
last I entered upon its investigation from the standpoint of the accused. 
The first article presented to me and carefully read was the paper of 
General Grant, ‘‘An undeserved stigma,’’ published in the North Amer- 
ican Review; this was followed by the letters of Generals Grant, Terry, 
and others; then the defensive pamphlet of Mr. Lord, and the report 
of the majority of the Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate. This 
material, followed by numerous conversations with many gentlemen of 
the Army of the United States who are warm champions of the claim- 
ant, aroused in me much of sympathy for him and a strong bias in his 
favor. It was as though I had listened to the testimony of the defend- 
ant and heard the impassioned appeals of his counsel only. 

Evidently it was my duty not to stop here. The case of the State 
had surely been fully made out, else the conviction at the hands of the 
competent tribunal of 1862 would not have followed. I went, therefore, 
to its record, and have tried calmly, dispassionately, as a juror to sift 
all the evidence, or as a judge reviewing the testimony under the law, 
to reach my duty in the vote to be given upon this bill. I confess to 
a feeling of some disappointment when I say that my vote will bein 
the negative. I would gladly join the ranks of those who, from a de- 
sire to do justice as they see the course of justice, or from motives of 
mercy as they see it right to be merciful, will take the stain of over 
twenty years’ duration from this appealing old man; but, under the law 
and facts as I see them, whether this proceediog be one of judicial re- 
view or the exercise of clemency, this bill should not pass. 

Not at length, Mr. President, but in such brief words as I may, I 
desire to give the reasons prompting me to this conclusion. 

The report of the majority of the committee asks for ‘‘a revision of 
the action of the court-martial.” Adopting the language of the ad- 
visory board, it asks that the Congress shall “annul and set aside the 
findings and sentence of the court-martial in the case of Maj. Gen. 
Fitz-John Porter and restore him to the position of which that sentence 
deprived him.” In other words, Congress is asked to act judicially and 
review the action of the highest tribunal having jurisdiction of the 
person and offense . A most dangerous precedènt, truly, and 
one that, if followed, will surely bring greater evils in its train than 
even failure to give such vindication as the placing of Porter upon the 
retired-list of the Army, with the rank and pay of colonel, were he en- 
tirely innocent. 

What was the tribunal by which this accused was tried and found 
guilty? Ithas become ‘‘good form,” ‘‘in these piping times of peace,” 
to sneer somewhat at and belittle the court-martial. Will gentlemen 
inclined to do so recall the fact that, while no jury is called to pass 
upon the guilt of the party accused, it is the court where trial by one’s 
actual peers is more nearly approached than in any other tribunal? 
The judges of the law and fact are taken from the profession, the call- 
ing, and, as near as may be, are of the same station—rank—as the 
party accused. Under the safeguards thrown about it by the law and 
military custom the action of the court must needs be calmly delibera- 
tive. 

The accused may be heard in his own behalf and a latitude is given 
in the production and examination of his witnesses almost unknown in 
the civil courts. The prosecuting attorney of the civil law, keen for 
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conviction, alert for the State, merciless to the prisoner, aiming fre- 
quently by unfair means and tricks of the profession ‘‘to make the worse 
appear the better cause,” gives place to the judge-advocate, bound under 
his oath to be the counsel of the accused person, protecting his rights 
and required to see to it that noinjusticeor unfairness is practiced upon 
him. In the taking of the testimony nothing is left to the uncertain 
memories of those who are to pass upon it. All is written, that it may 
endure and pass to the reviewing authority. In casessuch as this no less 
a person than the President of United States forms the court of last 
resort, the tribunal finally to decide, and in this particular case the 
experienced lawyer, the sound jurist, the great patriot, the compassion- 
ate man—Abraham Lincoln—reviewed the action of the court. 

The Congress of the United States created this judicial system under 
the Constitution. Says Benét in his Treatise on Military Law: 


The Constitution of the United States empowers Congress "to raise and sup- 
port armies; to provide and maintain a navy,” and “to make rules for the gov- 
ernment and oe of the land and naval forces.” As an essential part of 
these powers it belongs exclusively to Congress to obtain or provide for courts- 
martial and define their jurisdiction; to make their sentences final and conclu- 
sive or subject toa hA Dade | authority; to desi by whom they shall be 
convened and then confirmed or disapproved, and generally to make such stat- 
utory provisions concerning them as in their wisdom may be deemed proper 
and necessary. 

A court-martial is the proper and sole tribunal for the trial of military offi- 
cers. It is a lawful tribunal, existing by the same authority that any other court 
exists, and the law military is a branch of law as valid as any other, and it dif- 
fers from the general law of the land in authority only in this—that it applies to 
officers and soldiers of the army, but not to other members of the body-politic, 
and that it is limited to breaches of military duty. 


Says the Supreme Court of the United States in case of Ex parte Reed 
(100 United States Reports, 13): 


The constitutionality of the acts of Congress touching Army and Navy courts- 
martial in this country, if there could ever have been a doubt about it, is no 
Higa an open question in this court. It is the organism provided by law and 
clothed with the duty of administering justice in this class of cases. Its judg- 
ments when suprove as required reston the same base and are surrounded by 
the same considerations which Five conclusiveness to the judgments of other 
legal tribunals, including as well the lowest as the highest under the circum- 
stances. 


Said Attorney-General Cushing in 1854, speaking of the reviewing 
power: s 


The decisions of the President of the United States in cases of thissortare that 
of the ultimate judge provided by the Constitution and the laws. Likethat of 
any other court in tne last resort of the law it is final as to the subject-matter, 


. This then the character of the court that tried Fitz-John Porter, and 
these the cirenmstances under which he was tried. A legally consti- 
tuted tribunal, composed of his peers, ‘“‘good men and true,” having 
jurisdiction of his person and the offense charged, upon full trial, under 
all the safeguards of law, finds him guilty as charged. The highest 
reviewing power inthe land examines the record and approves the find- 
ing. It is now proposed practically to usurp judicial powers by the 
legislative branch of the Government and “‘ revise and annul” the action 
of this court. It is a proposition that may well startle the student of 
our form and frame of government. The dangers to flow from en- 
croachment by one of the co-ordinate branches of the Government upon 
the rights and privileges of another have been depicted by all our great 
writers upon the Constitution. The Supreme Court in numerous ad- 
judications has often sounded the alarm. From a case that happens to 
be at hand I quote familiar law, but not the less important because it 
is familiar. Says the Supreme Court in 13 Wallace, page 147, in the 
case of United States rs. Klein: 


It is of vital importance that these powers (the legislative and the judicial) 
should be keptdistinet. The Constitution provides thatthe judicial power shall 
be vested in one Supreme Court and such inferior courts as the Congress shall 
from time to time establish. The same instrumentin the last clause of the same 
article provides that in all cases, other than those of original jurisdiction,” the 
Supreme Court shall have appellate jurisdiction both as to law and fact, with 
such exceptions and under such regulations as the Congress shall make. It has 
already poraa that the Supreme Court shall have jurisdiction of the judg- 
ments of the Court of Claims on appeal. Can it prescribe a rule in conformity 
with which the court must deny toitselfthe jurisdiction thus conferred, because 
and only because its decision, in accordance with settled law, must be adverse 
to the Government and favorable to the suitor? This question seems to us to 
answer itself. The rule prescribed is also liable to just exception as impairing 
the effect of a pardon and thusinfringing the constitutional power of the Execu- 
tive. Itis the intention of the Constitution that each of the great co-ordinate 
departments of the Government—the legislative, the executive, and the judi- 
cial—shall be in its sphere independent of the others. Tothe Executive alone is 
intrusted the power of pardon, and it is nted withoutlimit. Pardon includes 
amnesty. It blots out the offense pardoned and removes all its penal conse- 
quences. It may be granted on condition. * * * Now, it is clear that the 
Legislature can not change the effect of a pardon any more than the Executive 
can change a law. Yet this is attempted by the provision under consideration. 
The court is required to receive special pardons as evidence of guilt and treat 
them as null and void. It is required to disregard pardons granted by procla- 
mation on condition, although the condition been fulfilled, and deny them 
their legal effect. This certainly impairs the executive authority and directs. 
the court to be instrumental to that end. 


I can not refrain from quoting upon this interesting subject from a 
distinguished military writer: 

This distribution of powers affords another strongand almost im 
rier against danger from a standing army. If Con; controlled entirely, the 
military system would turn to despotism, If the Executive alone controlled, it 
would lead to oligarchy. The arrangement adopted harmonizes well with the 
theory of our institutions. It hasever been held of vital importance to separate 
as distinctly as possible the legislative from the executive power. 


Mr. President, if it should come to this Senate as an original propo- 


le bar- 


1884. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1827 


sition that, after conviction had by a sie court-martial and approval 
of its finding by the President of the United States, the Congress should, 
upon the record as made, or upon additional testimony, re-try the cause, 
or that, upon conviction of heinous crime by one of the circuit courts 
of the United States, Congressshould take to itself the rights of an ap- 
pellate court to review the record, afford a new trial, and increase the 
sentence or let the convicted prisoner go, theadvocates of this bill would 
stand aghast. It may be that Congress has the right to do indirectly 
that which it can not do directly. It may be that under its undeniable 
power to increase or decrease the Army of the United States it may re- 
quire the Executive to issue commissions to whomsoever it pleases, but 
for one I do not believe it. This bill trenches upon such dangerous 
ground that if I believed Fitz-John Porter all that the advisory board 
pronounce him, ‘a gallant soldier, unworthy of condemnation,” I 
would not support it. It is not only a usurpation of judicial power, 
but of the pardoning and appointive power of the Executive. : 

Mr. President, during the last twenty years I have been engaged in 
the practice of law As I look back along the path of my professional 
life Í see many wrecks. Frequently where I have been of counsel for the 
defendant, owing o the ignorance of courts, the imbecility of jurors, 
the perjury of witnesses, and I fear sometimes the incapacity of defend- 
ant’s attorney, conviction has resulted. The cases have gone to the 
courts of last resort under the law. The unfortunate victims of the ig- 
norance, the imbecility, the perjury, or the incapacity are confined 
within prison walls undergoing a ‘‘continuing sentence.’ Ifthis prece- 
dent is to be established, how gladly would I bring their cases to this 
new tribunal. Here are none of the uncomfortable barriers that hedge 
in a court. Lond and persistent asseveration will do here instead of 
testimony. Ev parte afiidavits will do better than living witnesses, 
Declamation may take the place of legalargument. The party lash may 
be able to accomplish more than the charge of a court. A member of 
this Congressional bench may play the rôles of witness, counsel, advo- 
cate, juror, judge, all at one time. Yes, if I am to correct the blun- 
ders and repair the misfortunes of my professional career, let me come 
with the causes of my unfortunate clients to this new tribunal, that 
has the power under this proposed precedent not only to construe but 
to make the law, that is bound by no rules of evidence, no code of pro- 
cedure, but may rk atl ‘t exercise its own sweet will.” 

If this legislative body is to revise the action of the Porter court- 
martial and its sentence, what if it should find him guilty as charged, 
and the degree of his guilt greater than found by the court? Shall its 
revision extend to the enlarging of the sentence as well? Under the 
provisions of the Articles of War, flowing from violation of the ninth or 
the fifty-second article, there may come the penalty of death. If we 
are to have new trial and new judgment, why not new sentence? The 
reviewing Executive evidently thought the punishment not commen- 
surate with the offense. How strong the testimony against this accused 
must have been when he with the kindest heart that ever throbbed in 
human breast could say, as Abraham Lincoln said, ‘‘ I have read every 
word in that record, and I tell you Fitz-John Porter is guilty and 
ought to be shot.’ Such was his language at the time as evidenced 
by that reliable gentleman, known to many here, the former law part- 
ner of Lincoln, Mr. Leonard Swett, of Chicago. He writes to the 
Chicago Tribune of date February 9, 1884, as follows: 

CHICAGO, February 9. 


As the question of Fitz-John Porter is now occupying public attention, a con- 
versation I once had with Mr, Lincoln upon the question seems pertinent. I 
was standing in his room in the White House, near the foot of the long table be- 
hind which he sat, he standing with me, and we talking upon some subject for- 
eign to the one he introduced when he called my attention toa ogy a record 
[pile of manuscript] lying near uson the table, “‘ That," said he, **is the record 

nthe Fitz-John Porter case.” The trial had then just closed, and the record ofthe 
evidence taken init was, as I understood, before him foraction. * You know,” 
said he, “if I know anything, it is what evidence tends to prove and when a 
thing is proven. I have read every word in that record, and J tell you Filz-John 
Porter is guilty and ought to be shot.’ He then added something the words of 
which I can not remember, but the substance was: “ He was willing the poor 
soldiers should die, while he from sheer jealousy stood within hearing of their 
guns waiting for Pope to be whipped.” I know nothing of Fitz-John Porter's 
case, but have deemed it my duty, as I happened to hear this conversation, to 
make it public. 

Yours, truly, 
LEONARD SWETT. 


Were corroboration of the statement of Mr. Swett needed it could 
be found in the sworn testimony of Hon. Robert T. Lincoln before the 
advisory board. He is testifying as to the statement of his father in 
regard to the Porter case, made shortly before his death; and I read a 
short extract: 

I recollect the distinct remark that he made, but at what period in the con- 
versation I do not now recollect. He said that the case would have justified in 
his opinion a sentence of death, 

Markit! I do not say that Fitz-John Porter deserved death. I do 
not believe that he was either a traitor to his country or a coward. Of 
what offense I believe him guilty, under the proof and all the proof, 
whether taken before the court-martial or the advisory board, I will 
seek to show before I get through; but what I insist upon is this: if 
we are to revise this trial, if the matter is to be heard by this Congress 
exercising judicial powers, if the case is to be tried de noro, we should 
have the right notonly to reward, but to punish; not only to reinstate, 
but to destroy; not only to confer rank and honor, but to take liberty 
and life itself, if such be even-handed justice after full trial. 


It would be most interesting matter for investigation to determine 
upon what rules we are now to determine the guilt or innocence of this 
convicted one. Is it to be because of error of law by the court-martial? 
If so, where is the assignment of error? Is it because the weight of 
testimony was in favor of the accused and not of the Government? We 
are taught by the books that a verdict or finding of facts should not be’ 
disturbed if there is any evidence upon which to found it; that the trial 
body that has had the benefit of seeing the witnesses who testified is 
better qualified to weigh the testimony and pass upon the truth or 
falsity of statements made under oath. Is it because of newly dis- 
covered evidence? None has been brought before this Congress. If it 
appears anywhere is it not merely cumulative in its character, and do 
not the authorities agree that a new trial should not be awarded be- 
cause of newly discovered evidence that is merely cumulative? Will 
it be claimed that we should overturn the finding of the court-martial 
and the approval of the reviewing President because three distinguished 
gentlemen, sitting without legal authority, proceeding without refer- 
ence to law or the rules of evidence, investigating sixteen years after 
the event, have given it as their opinion that Porter should not have 
been convicted? Appellate courts, reviewing boards do not usually act 
upon the unauthorized opinions of mere outsiders. And so we might 
go on in wearisome speculation as to what manner of thing this is that 
is presented here for judicial action by a legislative body. Thanks to 
the wisdom of the past, there is no precedent for the strange action asked 
of this Congress. I fear greatly the effect of the one likely to be here 
created. These considerations would prevent me from voting for this 
bill even did I believe Fitz-John Porter innocent of all that has been 
charged against him. 

Butishe so? In answering this question I do not propose to enter 
into any lengthy review of the testimony. He was charged with dis- 
obedience. of orders under the ninth article of war, and misbehavior 
before the enemy under the fifty-second article of war. Let us glance 
very hurriedly at the proof in the record sustaining these charges, and 
take them in the order they are given. 

On the 27th day of August, 1862, General Porter being the com- 
mander of the Fifth Corps of the Army of Virginia, commanded by 
General John Pope, received about 9.30 o'clock in the evening an order 
commanding him to start with his corps at 1 o'clock that night on the 
march from Warrenton Junction, where he was then encamped, to Bris- 
toe Station, a distance of nine miles. It is admitted that he failed to 
obey the order, and claimed as matter of defense thatin the discretion 
that rested in him he was not only excusable but justifiable in his dis- 
obedience. In the effort on the part of interested friends to exculpate 
this man from the charges made against him a new and most danger- 
ous doctrine is attempted to be introduced in military law, namely, 
that the inferior may deliberate upon an order received from his su- 
perior and disobey, if in his opinion such disobedience is the part of 
better wisdom or superior judgment. A monstrous doctrine, subver- 
sive of discipline, and one which, if carried into practice, will be fraught 
with dread disaster if this country should again engage in war. I sub- 
mit that such is not the law as written by the best military writers ; 
it has never been the practice where there was competent, efficient 
chieftainship. 

Obedience, strict, prompt, unquestioning, active, whole-souled, pains- 
taking, willing, cheerful obedience is the highest duty of the soldier. 
Let us get away from the glamour thrown around this case by prom- 
inent advocates anxious for the restoration of Fitz-John Porter, and 
see what the best writers say upon this subject. Says Hough, in his 
Precedents in Military Law: 


Disobedience of nati orders is highly criminal, and may arise either out of 
the refusal of the officer or soldier to act as ordered, or refusing to march whither 
ordered, or disobeying orders given on service relative to an attack upon the 
enemy. Whether the orders of the superior enjoin an active ora aa o S con- 
duct, the officer or soldier subject to them is equally obliged to obey; otherwise 
every maT opion or enterprise would be made to depend not on the 
prudence or wisdom of the commander, buton the will or caprice of the soldiery 
either for the success or defeatof itsobject. Prompt, ready, unhesitating obedi- 
ence in officers and soldiers to theirsuperiors is so necessary to the safety of the 
military state and to the success of every military operation or arrangement, 
that it would be highly injurious to the interests of the army were disobedience 
in any case’to be left unpunished. 


And again, on page 103 of his much-valued work, he says: 

Obedience to command is the chief military virtue, in relation to which all 
others are secondary and subordinate, and disobedience is reckoned among the 
principal military crimes, and is justly liable to the most exemplary punish- 
ment. The object of assemblingany force might be defeated if orders were not 
strictly obeyed even to the very letter. The operation of an army in the field, 
in which combination and concentration of its forces are so often required, 
might be frustrated if there should be any disobedience on the part of any offi- 
cer commanding a force destined to join and act with such army. 


Let me depart from the quotation for a moment to call attention to 
the statement of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], made 
yesterday, that his indictment against General John Pope was that he 
showed his utter lack of ability fo concentrate his army in the presence 
oftheenemy. Hedid lackthatability, but why? This record answers. 
His orders to his subalterns that would lead, if obeyed, to concentration, 
were, so far as Fitz-John Porter was concerned, persistently disobeyed. 


Here there must be no discretion allowed; one supreme head directs the 
whole of the motions of the force and of its component parts. Sogeneral isthe 
rule that the orders of the superior shall be imperative on the military inferior, 
that it will not admit of exception unless when the orders or the things com- 
manded to be done are directiy contrary to law. 


Now let us turn to De Hart’s Military Law, and on page 165 we read: 

Hesitancy in the execution of a military order is clearly under most circum- 
stances a serious offense and would subject one to severe penalties; but actual 
disobedience is a crime which the law has stigmatized as of the degree 
and against which denounced the extreme punishment of death, and accord- 
ingly an offense of this nature, from the great danger which might result from 
it, would be very nicely scrutinized by courts-martial ere a cation would 
be admitted upon the ground that there was no lawful authority for the com- 
mand given. In every case in which an order is not clearly in derogation of 
some right or obligation created by law, the commands of a superior must meet 
with unhesitating and instant obedience. 

So then, under the authorities I have read, there was no discretion 
resting in the commander of the Fifth Army Corps. The command to 
march was a lawful one, issuing from an unquestioned superior—the 
chief of the army to which he was attached. It gave the reason for 
the haste desired. It said: 

Start at 1 o’clock and come forward with your whole corps so as to be here 
by daylight to-morrow morning. Hooker had a very severe action with the 
enemy, with a loss of about three hundred killed and wounded, The enemy 
has been driven back, but is retiring along the railroad. We must drive him 
from Manassas, Send word to Morell to push forward immediately. Send word 
to Banks to hurry forward. It is necessary on all accounts that you should be 
here by daylight. 

Here was an order most explicit, filled with reasons for prompt obe- 
dience, and, as I think, must strike every one as filled with something 
else. This reiteration and urging to prompt obedience is convincing 
that the chief was fearful that it would not be promptly obeyed. The 
same urging to obey is found in every order issued by Pope to Porter 
during those dark days. It looks as though the chief felt some distrust 
of the fealty of his follower, and I submit that the truth of history 
shows that distrust to have had abundant foundation. Porter did not 
march at 1 o’clock. He did not arriveat Bristoe at daylight. He ar- 
rived about 10 o’clock. But it is claimed that he could not. The 
statement is not borne out by the proof. It is said the night was dark. 
There are those upon this floor who have marched infantry troops when 
the nights were as ‘‘dark as a pocket.” 

During the Atlanta campaign men moved for miles through the dense 
Georgia woods, without roads, when the course of the columncould only 
be tracked by the phosphorus of unburned matches rubbed upon the 
palm of the uplifted hand. It is shown that many commands, confed- 
erate and Federal, did march that night. There is the positive testi- 
mony of many witnesses that it was starlight, not raining, not cloudy, 
and troops marched without difficulty. The men were tired, it is said. 
The head of his column went into camp at Warrenton at 10 o’clock in 
the morning and his command was all up before dark. It is absurd to 
say that his head of column could not have started at 1 o’clock. It 
is claimed that the road was bad. Numerous witnesses say on oath that 
it was hard and dry. But it is suggested that it was blocked with 
wagons. The quartermaster in charge of the transportation swears that 
at 1 o’clock and from that time until daylight there were no wagons 
upon the road; that he parked them by the side of the road in the 
forepart of the night and moved them out again about daylight. At 
any rate, if Porter had desired to obey the order and reach Bristoe by 
daylight he could have taken his choice of roads, for the testimony is 
that there were two distinct roads, one on each side of the railroad, and 
on either one of the three roads troops could readily march. 

But it is claimed by the Senator from New Jersey that Porter was 
not needed, and such is the suggestion found in the report of the ad- 
visory board; that there was no necessity for his being there by daylight. 
I do not propose to reply to that argument, except to make this sugges- 
tion, that it would remind me somewhat of a defense that might be in- 
te by a burglar who, when brought to trial for a burglary, should 
say: ‘‘True, I broke into your house in the night season, but there was 
nothing there for me to steal.” 

No! He did not care to obey. He was indifferent to the wishes of 
his superior. He had no respect for his chief; and neglect of his desires, 
the frustration of his plans, was in accord with the real wishes of Fitz- 
John Porter’s heart. The criticising, ip, nee: disgruntled letters to 
Burnside written on those days show it. Even the complimentary and 
easily satisfied advisory board are compelled to ize it when they 
say in their report: ‘‘ It is our duty to say that the indiscreet and un- 
kind terms in which General Porter expressed his distrust of the capacity 
of his superior commander can not be defended.” 

Porter must have been familiar with the sixth article of was: “Any 
officer who shall behave with di toward his commanding officer 
shall be punished.” I take it he had read the language of that cel- 
ebrated writer, O’Brien in his work on American military law: ‘‘ There 
is no doubt that contempt or disrespect to any superior officer is pun- 
ishable. Many cases in point might be cited. It is as a general rule 
not deemed a justification that the disrespectful expressions are truly 
merited.” He must have been familiar with the law; yet, feeling 
distrust of the capacity of his chief, holding him in contempt, express- 
ing his feelings to General Burnside, and undoubtedly to others, he 
was guilty of that violation of his duty that even the advisory board 
is compelled to say ‘‘can not be defended.” It was so notorious that 
even General McClellan had to of him to be loyal to his commander. 

Yes, here is the key-note of all this unfortunate business. It explains 
the constant delay, the ever-recurring disobedience, the failure to fight 
upon the 29th. He held Pope in contempt. He was jealous of his 
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leadership. Hedreaded a victory that would advance him further. He 
did not desire defeat to our arms, but he was not anxious to see Pope 
win victory. Ah! the curse of this jealousy among the leaders of the 
armies of the East. McClellan, Hooker, Burnside, Meade, Pope—all 
fell as its victims. I thank God that the generals of the armies of the 
West knew not the base feeling. Generous rivalry there was between 
the divisions and corps composing the Armies of the Tennessee and 
the Cumberland, but among its great leaders, McPherson, Logan, Sher- 
idan, Thomas, Grant, Sherman, there were no heart-burnings from jeal- 
ousy, hatred, and ill-will. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

It is not my purpose to go into the testimony hearing upon the trans- 
action of the 29th of August. Suffice it to say that on that day a bat- 
tle was fought that raged from about 9 o’clock in the morning until 9 
at night. In that battle at different times and with varying intervals 
every part of the army commanded by General John Pope was engaged, 
except the Fifth Corps commanded by General Porter. He was within 
hearing distance of the booming of the artillery and the rattle of mus- 
ketry. He knew ‘‘the fight was on.” He did not participate, and his 
whole action during that day evidenced a determination not to join 
in the battle with the troops under his command, Had he joined the 
fighting line and given to the men of his gallant corps the opportunity 
to help their fellows the great disaster of the next day—the ill-fated 
30th of August, when he did fight and with the rest of the Army of Vir- 
ginia was worsted—might have been averted. 

I believe from careful examination of the testimony that, actuated 
by that distrust of and contempt for his commanding officer of which 
I have heretofore spoken, he deliberately and willfully disobeyed the 
order of the morning of August 29 urging him to march toward Gaines- 
ville. I believe it to be established that the order of 4.30 p. m. order- 
ing him ‘‘to push forward into action at once on the enemy’s flank, 
and if possible on his rear,” although much delayed in its delivery, 
yet reached Porter in time to have enabled him by vigorous effort to 
strikea blow with tellingeffect. But instead of giving willing, prompt, 
and unhesitating obedience he ordered two regiments to feel of the 
enemy, and before they had opportunity so to do caused their return 
to the resting, passive, unaiding line of his corps. And so it was dur- 
ing all those closing days of August, 1862. Neither entreaty nor order, 
the sight of battle in which his comrades were being worsted, nor the 
sound of guns, could prompt him to help with the strong arms of his 
ten thousand gallant men the commander whom he hated. He would 
help to weave no laurels for Pope’s inferior brow. No. Pope’s star 
must go down in disgrace and defeat. Read the significant dispatch to 
Burnside sent on the 28th, in which this envious subaltern says: ‘‘ My 
lucky star is always up about my birthday, the 31st, and I hope Mc,’s 
is up also.” ‘‘Mc.,’? whose star is to be in the ascendant, is General 
McClellan. This great soldier is shocked at Porter’s want of loyalty 
to his chief. 

Loek at this significant letter, written on September 1: 

I ask you for my sake, that of the country, and of the old Army of the Poto- 
mac that you and all friends will lend the fullest and most cordial co-operation 
to General Pope in all the operations now going on. The distresses of our 
country, the honor of our armsare at stake, and all depends now upon the cheer- 
ful co-operation of all in the field. This week is the crisis of our fate. Say the 
same thing to all my friends in the Army of the Potomac, and that the last re- 


quest I have to make of them is that for their country’s sake they will extend 
to General Pope the same support they ever have to me. 
>. > 


* w 
GEORGE B. McCLELLAN, 
Major-General. 
To Major-General PORTER, 


Imagine any one writing a letter to Sherman orSheridan or Thomas 
or McPherson to be true to Grant. 

But a few months before the day when Porter rested idly in the shade 
while the loud-mouthed cannon gave to him unheeded invitation, a far 
different scene was enacted in the West, and I would like to hold it up 
in contrast. The capture of Fort Donelson had opened clear pathway 
by water and by land to our forces, and Grant, with his army, was near 
Pittsburg Landing. The glorious victory of Thomas at Mill Springs, 
the fall of Bowling Green, and the surrender of Nashville had cleared 
Middle Tennessee for the marching columns of Buell. Along the beaten 
roads during the pleasant spring days they moved. On April 6, with 
the impetuous Nelson and the gallant Crittenden in the lead, the head 
of Buell’s army approached Savannah, on the Tennessee River. Theday 
was nearing its close and the tired men were longing for camp and rest. 
Suddenly the faint sound of a distant gun. Another and another in 
quick succession. Thestraggling lines of troops instinctively gathered 
in more compact form. Without command to that effect the marching 
step quickened. The sullen boom of the artillery was more distinctly 
heard as the distance lessened. The fact was apparent. Our brothers 
of the Army of the Tennessee were engaged. The battle was on, but 
miles away and across the deep and rapid river. A long and wearisome 
march had been made that day by these divisions. Tired and hungry 
and likely so to remain, for there were no cooked rations in the haver- 
sacks and the wagons miles to the rear and not likely to come up. The 
leaders of these commands need no orders to hasten on and let the rest 
be taken after the battle is lost or won. The ‘‘sound of the guns ”’ is 
all the orderneeded. The ‘‘old sea-dog’’ Nelson, taking to water natu- 
tally, I suppose, leaves the main road and leads his division over ashorter 
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onethroughaswamp. CrittendenhurriesontoSavannah. The waiting 
transports are loaded to the guards. The river is crossed, and Grant’s 
gallant troops, disheartened by the long day’s fight at fearful odds, 
welcome with glad shouts and tears of joy the leaders and men to whom 
the din of arms is an invitation and ‘* the sound of the *? an order. 
The rich reward is that on the next day the battle of Shiloh is con- 
tinued and won, victory is wrested from the jaws of defeat, and the rebel 
retreat to the South goes on. 

The honorable Senator from New Jersey who addressed the Senate on 
yesterday gave us several instances where subaltern officers had dis- 
obeyed orders and had not been punished upon trial had. Did it strike 
him as he read the account that all the instances of violation of orders 
mentioned by him were those where the alleged military offense was 
fighting without orders? Unfortunately Fitz-John Porter was not so 
charged. Were it so, he would have no need to be a suppliant asking 
Congress to ‘‘revise and annul’’ the sentence of a court-martial. 

Mr. President, I oppose this bill because of the law and the facts; be- 

cause of the dangerous precedent and the bad example; because it is 

destructive of discipline and injurious to the well-doing of our Army; 

because I believe tt to be eternally right so todo. [Applause in the 
eries. 

Mr. SAGAN. Mr. President, in 1865, when war had ceased, when 
our citizens were no longer aroused by the distant rumbling of artillery, 
when blood had ceased to flow, and the good women of our country, as 
ministering an, had ceased to smooth the brow of the weary and 
wounded soldier, when all breathed freely once more, we then had rea- 
son to suppose that all things necessarily connected with the prosecu- 
tion of the war against rebellion would remain undisturbed, and that 
all proceedings on the part of those in charge of national affairs which 
had been conducted in accordance with the laws axd the Constitution 
were settled forever upon principles of equity and justice. 

In the prosecution of the war against treason they believed they were 
preserving to future generations a great Government, and that all nations 
of thé earth might receive beneficial lessons from the course pursued 
by those who had maintained the national unity and supremacy. We 
did not believe that the history as it was then honestly made would be 
reversed, that the judgment of courts fairly, legally, and honestly 
entered would in after years find a Congress that would set them aside 
and rewrite the history of the trial; not only rewrite it, but write 
it down against those who preserved the Government and in favor of 
those who failed at a perilous moment, that, too, at a time when all the 
power and the patriotism should have been combined for the purpose 
of producing one grand result for the benefit of mankind. 


TRIED BY A LEGALLY CONSTITUTED COURT. 

Turning back the wheel of time to 1863 we find the trial of Fitz-John 
Porter by a legally constituted court for the disobedience of orders law- 
fully issued to him by his superior and commanding officer. In that 
trial forty-five days were consumed and many witnesses were heard. 
The court determined the case against him and dismissed him from the 
service of the United States. That court was composed of nine officers, 
a part of whom were learned in the law, and a majority of them learned 
in military science. That sentence was approved by the then President 
of the United States. 

But, sir, what is the scene presented to the American people to-day? 
It is not the trial of an officer for failing to perform his duty during a 
battle or for failing to observe an order issued by a superior officer. No, 
sir; but it is the trial before the Congress of the United States in 1884 
of the court that condemned this man; it is the trial of the President 
who signed the verdict, it is a trial of the living and the dead who per- 
formed their duties on that occasion. 


PORTER APPEARS AS A PROSECUTOR AGAINST THE COURT. 

Talk about this being a trial of Fitz-John Porter. Sir, he has been 
tried and convicted and twenty years have passed, but to-day he appears 
as a prosecutor before the Congress of the United States, against. court 
legally authorized, and against the martyred President of that time. It 
is the trial of those who are living; it is the trial of the graves of those 
who are dead with a charge that they dealt unjustly by him; that they 
dealt with prejudice against him; that they violated the laws in their 
verdict; that they misconstrued the evidence; that they rendered an un- 
just and an unjustifiable decision against him. These are the questions 
that we are called upon to-day to determine. 

In deciding a question like this it would seem at least that it should 
be examined fairly, impartially, and be understood according to the 
facts and the evidence on that trial, without either prejudice against 
those who tried or prejudice in fayor of the man who was tried. 

We find, however, on one side of the Chamber a solid vote in favor 
of this bill. Without desiring to criticise the vote of any one, I hope I 
may be, pardoned, however for making one remark. It is perfectly nat- 
ural that when those who engaged in rebellion against a great Govern- 
ment like this failed of success and had themselves been pardoned by 
the Government should, without any examination ofthe evidence in the 
case whatever, feel a sympathy for those who had been during the war 
dismissed the service of the United States. Why? Because they would 
naturally sympathise with them and say, ‘‘ I have been forgiven, there- 
fore I forgive everybody else for any dereliction during the war, no 


matter whether they were criminally guilty or not, especially when 
they were convicted for not marching or fighting against us.” 

I can understand the sympathy that existson that side of the Cham- 
ber for this man, but let me say that sympathy ought not to go to the 
violation of a great principle that underlies the very structure of our 
Government, and the regulating of the armies of the United States, 
their discipline and organization. 

APPLY THE EVIDENCE, 

I desire, however, to discuss this question first from a legal stand- 
point, applying the evidence thereto, and then ask the question whether 
any Senator in this Chamber, taking the whole case asit stands to-day, 
can lay his hand upon his heart and conscientiously say, “I am acting 
according to the jaw and according to the facts of the case’’ in voting 
to restore Porter? 

First, what is the law in reference to the obedience of orders? A 
portion of it was read by my friend from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], 
but I will read the law as it has been laid down in works that are re- 
ceived as authority both in England and America, in fact all over the 
civilized world, for the same principles apply everywhere so far as this 
question is concerned. You will find in the authority quoted by the 
Senator from Nebraska known as De Hart the same language that he 
zod, which I quote. De Hart says this as a rule laid down in military 

aw: 

Hesitancy in the execution of a military order is clearly, under most circum- 
stances, a serious offense, and would subject one to severe penalties; but actual 
disobedience is a crime whicli the law has stigmatized as of the highest d 
and against which is denounced the extreme punishment of death. (De Hart, 
page 165.) 

The same author says further : 

“In every case, then, in which an order is not clearly in derogation ofsome right 
or obligation created by law, the command of a superior must meet with unhes- 
itating ahd instant obedience.” So vital to the military system is this subordi- 


nation of will and action deemed, thatit issecured by the most solemn of human 
sanctions. Each officer and soldier, before entering the service, swears that he 


‘will observe and obey the orders of the officers appointed over him.” 


Pendergrast lays down the law relating to officers of the army in his 
revised edition in the following language: 

The duty of military obedience to the commands of superior officers is most 
fully ized by courts of law; and it has been held that disobedience never 
admits of justification ; that nothing but the physical get prgeraiy Ss of obeying an 
order can excuse the non-performance of it; and that when such impossibility is 
proved, the charge of disobedience falls tothe ground. The learning on this sub- 
ject is to be found in the ease of Sutton vs. Johnstone (1 Term Reports, 
548), which was an action by Captain Sutton, of his majesty’s ship Isis, against 
Commodore Johnstone, for arresting and imprisoning him on c of mis- 
conduct and disobedience to orders in the action with the French squadron under 
M. Suffrein, in Ponto Praya Bay, in the year 1782; and there the two chief-jus- 
tices (Lord Mansfield and Lord Loughborough) laid down the law in the follow- 
ing terms: 

RK subordinate officer must not judge of the danger, propriety, expediency, or 
consequence of the order he receives; he must obey; nothing can excuse him 
but a physical impossibility. A forlorn hope is devoted ; many gallant officers 
have n devoted; fleets have been saved and victories obtained by ordering 
particular ships upon desperate services, with almost a certainty of death or 
capture.” 


Mr. Pendergrast, in his citation, makes the reservation, always under- 
stood, that the order given is not manifestly and clearly illegal. 

The General of the American Army (Sherman), in referring to this 
principle of obedience to orders in action (24th February, 1870), re- 
enunciated the rule laid down by the two eminent lord chief-justices. 
He says: 

The eee the force of the enemy present at the time the officer received 
the orders, greater the necessity for him and his troops to pitch in, even if 
roughly handled, to relieve, pro tanto, the other forces engaged. 

That being the law, I defy any one to show that this has not been the 
rule since armies have been organized and since battles have been 
fought. It being the law that an order must be obeyed unless there 
is a physical impossibility to obey, the question before the court-martial 
was, what is the statute law of the United States in reference to punish- 
ment for disobedience of orders? You find that article 9 of the Articles 
of War as read yesterday afternoon by my friend from Iowa [Mr. Wi- 
son] is in the following language: 

Any officer or soldier who shall strike hls superior officer, or draw or liftupa 


weapon, or offer any violence against him, being in the execution of his office, 


on any pretense whatsoever, or shall disobey any lawful command of his supe- 
rior officer, shall suffer death, or such other punishment as shall, according te 
oe nature of his offense, be inflicted upon him by the sentence of a court-mar- 

The court-martial in examining the case find, first, what is the gen- 
eral law regulating armies; in other words, what is the common law 
Abie pe thecase? In thesecond place, what is the statute’ law of the 

nited States in reference to the obedience of orders? It isthat alaw- 
ful order from a superior officer must be obeyed. 
ries with it the penalty of death. 


THE QUESTION BEFORE THE COURT-MARTIAL. 


What had the court-martial that tried Fitz-John Porter to examine? 
What question was before them at the time they were organized for his 
trial? It was this: Did Fitz-John Porter receive a lawful order? Ne 
one has ever questioned that proposition. If he received a lawful order 


Its disobedience car- 


was it a physical impossibility for him to obey that order? If it was 
demonstrated that it was an impossibility for it to be obeyed, then, as 
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a matter of course, they had no right to convict him. It was his duty 
to show that impossibility. Did he do it? Does the evidence disclose 
any such state of facts? If so, I ask any Senator on this floor to point 
out to me wherein it was impossible for this order to have been obeyed. 

A question has been suggested in the argument here that he did not 
know the necessity for obeying the order strictly. I suppose that no 
Senator who has read the testimony will state that as a fact. Did not 
General Pope send him two orders prior to the 6.30 order of the 27th 
of August notifying him that the enemy was in a certain position and 
that he must be there as speedily as possible? He had received two 
orders prior to that giving him notice of the position of the enemy and 
requiring him to move as rapidly as possible. 

WHY GENERAL POPE ISSUED THE ORDER. 

The first proposition isto examine this case fairly, so that noone shall 
be deceived in reference to it, and to understand that General Pope issued 
not only a properorder, but one based upon good reasons at the time. It 
has been said that Pope managed the campaign badly; that the order 
was issued without good reasons; that there was no necessity for.this 
man Porter being there the next morning; that the necessity disappeared 
when he arrived. For the purpose of understanding properly this ques- 
tion as we go along let us examine the reasons that prompted General 
Pope to issue the order. You will find on page 13 of the sworn testi- 
mony before the court-martial this statement by Pope: 

General Hooker's division had had a severe fight along the railroad, com- 
mencing some four miles west of Bristoe Station, and had succeeded in driving 
the division of General Ewell back along the road, but without putting itto rout; 
so that at dark Ewell’s forces still confronted Hooker's division along the banks 
of a small stream at Bristoe Station. Just at dark Hooker sent me word, and 
General Heintzelman also reported to me, that he, Hooker, was almost entirely 
out of ammunition, having but five roundstoa man left, and that if any action 
took place in the morning, he would, in consequence, be without the means of 
making any considerable defense. : 

Without taking up the time of the Senate to read the evidence which 
has been given to the Senate time and again, I will briefly restate the 
situation as shown by the testimony. Jackson was at Centreville with 
his corps; Hooker’s division was at Bristoe Station engaged in a battle 
with Ewell’s division; Fitz-John Porter was ten miles away that night 
with his corps; Hooker’s division was out of ammunition, there 
ing but five cartridges tothe man. Why was this order issued? Is 
there a man on either side of the Chamber who understands anything 
about military operations who does not know that it is a! part of the 
science of war for every good general to take advantage of such a posi- 
tion and try to strike the enemy in detail? It was perfectly natural 
for Pope to expect that his division would be attacked at daylight next 
morning by Jackson, who was only a few miles away at Centreville, 
before the support would come from the rear. 

POPE DID INFORM PORTER OF THE NECESSITY OF A NIGHT MARCH. 

But it is said that he (Porter) was not sufficiently advised by Pope, 
and did not see the necessity of a night march. This is not true; he 
was notified both on the 26th of August and on the 27th, prior to the 
6.30 order, so that he was to be ready to move and act quickly. To 
show this I will merely give the two orders mentioned, which are as fol- 
lows. They tell their own story: 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Warrenton Junction, August 26, 1862—7 o’clock p. m. 

GENERAL: Please move forward with Sykes’s division to-morrow morning 
through Fayetteville to a point two and a half miles of the town of Warrenton, 
and take position where you can easily move to the front, with your right rest- 
ing on the railroad. Call up Morellto sie you ass ily as possible, leaving 
ante small cavalry forces to watch the fords. If there are any troops below, 
coming up, they should come up rapidly, leaving only small rear guard at Rap- 

hannock Station. You will find General Banks at Fayetteville. Lappend be- 

ow the position of our forces, as also those of the enemy. I do not see how a 
general engagement can be postponed more than a day or two. 

McDowell, with his own corps, Sigel’s, and three brigades of Reynolds’s men, 
being about at Hegel thousand, are at and immediately in front of Warren- 
ton; Reno joins him on his right and rear with eight thousand men at an.early 
hour to-morrow; Cox, with seven thousand men, will move forward to join 
him in the afternoon of to-morrow; Banks, with six thousand men, is at Fay- 
etteville; Sturgis, about eight thousand strong, will move forward by day after 
to-morrow; Franklin, I hope, with his co: will by day after to-morrow night 
occupy the point where the Manassas Gap Railroad intersects the turnpike from 
Warrenton to Washington city; Heintzelman’s corps will be held in reserve 
here at Warrenton Junction until it is ascertained that the enemy has begun to 
cross Hedgman’s River. You will understand how necessary it is for our troops 
to be in position as soon as possible. The enemy’s line extends from a point a 
little east of Warrenton Sulphur Springs around to a point a few miles north of 
the turnpike from Sperryville to Warrenton, with his front presented to the 
east, and his trains thrown around well behind him in the direction of Little 
Washington and Sperryville. Make your men cook three days’ rations and 
keep at least two days’ cooked rations constantly on hand. Hurry up Morell as 
rapidly as possible, as also the troops coming up in his rear. The enemy has a 
strong column still farther to his left, toward Manassas Gap Railroad, in the di- 


rection of Salem. 
JOHN POPE, 
Major-General, Commanding. 
Maj. Gen. FITZ-JOHN PORTER, 
Commanding Fifth Army Corps. 

This order of Pope on the 26th shows that Porter was thus early 
notified of what was expected. 

Also the following: 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Warrenton Junction, August 27, 1862—4 o’clock a. m, 
GENERAL: Your note of 11 p. m, yesterday is received. Major-General Pope 
directs me to say that under the circumstances stated by you in relation to your 
command he desires you to march direct to this place as rapidly as possible. 
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The troops behind you at Barnett’s Ford will be directed by you to march at 
once direct to this place or Weaverville, without going to Rappahannock Sta- 
tion. Forage is hard to get, and you must graze your animals as far as youcan 
do so. The enemy’s cavalry has intercepted our railway communication near 
Manassas, and he seems to be advancing with a heavy force along the 

Gap Railroad. We will probably move to attack him to-morrow in the neigh- 
borhood of Gainesville, which may bring our line farther back toward Wash- 
ington. Of this I will endeavor to notify youintime, You should get here as 
earl Eh the day to-morrow as possible, in order to render assistance should it be 
eae k 


I am, general, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
1 B Py a 
Maj. Gen. F. J. PORTER, ENN Fa 
Commanding Fifth Army Corps. 
Any discreet officer would have expected exactly what Popedid. So 
he says to Porter, ‘‘ You must come and be here by daylight.” He is- 
sued this orderand demand that Porter should come by daylight. Here 


is the order: 
HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Bristoe Station, August 27, 1862—6.30 p. m. 

GENERAL: The major-general commanding directs that you start at 1 o'clock 
to-night and come forward with your whole corps, or such part of it as is with 
you, so as to be here by daylight to-morrow morning. Hooker has had a very 
severe action with the enemy, with a loss of about three hundred killed and 
wounded. The enemy has been driven back, but is retiring along the railroad. 
We must drive him from Manassas and clear the country between that place and 
Gainesville, where McDowell is. If Morell has not joined you, send word to him 
to. push forward Pre ening Ad also send word to Banks to hurry forward with all 

to take your place at Warrenton Junction. It isn , on all accounts, 

that you should be here b; begs bag Isend an officer with this dispatch, who 
will conduct you to this aes sure to send word to Banks, who is on the 
road from Fayctteville, probably in the direction of Bealeton. Say to Banks also 
that he had best run back the railroad train to this side of Cedar Run. If he is 
not with you, write him to that effect. 

By command of Major-General Pope. 

GEO. D. RUGGLES 


Colonel and Chief of Staff. 

Maj. Gen. F. J. Porter, Warrenton Junction, 

P. S.—If Banks is notat Warrenton Junction Jeave a regiment of infantry and 
two pieces of artillery as a guard till he comes up, with instructions to follow 
you immediately. Banks is not atthe Pama iy lie ham Colonel Clary to run 
the trains back to this side of Cedar Run,and post a regiment and section of 
artillery with it. 

By command of Major-General Pope. 

, GEO. D. RUGGLES, 
Colonel and Chief of Staff. 

So it will be seen that two orders prior to that time had been issued 
notifying him of the fact that the enemy was in his front and that 
he must hurry without any delay, and yet it is said that Porter did not 
know this. He did know it, but if he did not it is not for the subor- 
dinate officer to know, itis for the officer who issues the order to have 
reason for issuing such an order, and if it is a lawful order it is the duty 
of the subordinate to obey. Oh, but, says the Senator from New Jer- 
sey, Porter’s officers told him that there was no necessity for obeying 
this order; that they could get therein the morning early enough. Aswe 
go along I propose to show that Fitz-John Porter did not intend to obey 
theorder. He did not notify his generals commanding his divisions of 
the necessity of this order being obeyed. General Sykes, who was the 
officer that commanded the regulars under Fitz-John Porter, in his evi- 
dence before the court-martial testifies as follows: 

Q. Do you remember whether you were made acquainted with the urgent 
language of the order— 

Speaking of the 6.30 order of the 27th of August, 1862— 
stating that by all means General Porter must be at Bristoe Station by day- 
ight the next morning? 

Now mark what General Sykes says: 

A. No, sir, I think not; for I am satisfied that if that ney had been made 
known to us we would have moved at the hour baben o hi 

Showing that this man did not even let the officers commanding his 
divisions know the urgency of his being there the next morning. Gen- 
eral Sykes had agreed with him that night to postpone his march in 
obedience to that order, but when he comes to testify he says that if he 
had known the urgency of that order he would have been in favor of 
obeying it and moving at the time. 

THE SURROUNDING CIRCUMSTANCES. 

Now let us examine for a moment another proposition. When aman 
is tried for an offense there is always something in connection with the 
circumstances surrounding the case that gives an idea to a jury or toa 
court of his intention. In order, then, to ascertain the intention of this 
man Porter, to show that he did not intend to obey the orders, I call 
the attention of Senators to the letters referred to by the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] that he wrote to General Burnside be- 
fore receiving these orders and afterward too, showing that at the time 
he had contempt for Pope, and if he obeyed Pope it would he because 
he was compelled to do so. Noman can infer anything from these let- 
ters other thaa that he did not intend to support Pope. 

DETERMINATION THAT POPE SHOULD NOT SUCCEED. 

Then, Mr. President, there is a long history in connection with the 
conduct of Porter, but I will not take the time of the Senate to read it, 
though I have order after order issued by General Halleck to General 
McClellan, just across the Potomac, to send Franklin and his command 
tothe support of Pope. When he was ordered to send them, when there 
was a necessity for it, he sent back for the reasons but was compelled 
to send the troops, but whensent they did not arrive, showing that there 
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was a combination and determination that this man Pope should not 
succeed. 

Take the conduct of Fitz-John Porter in front of Winchester at the 
beginning of the war, when General Patterson was ordered to move 
and attack General Joe Johnston—just before the first battle of Bull 
Run was fought and when he had nineteen thousand troops and Gen- 
eral Joe Johnston of the confederate side had but nine thousand. He 
was within ten miles, and when he was ordered to attack Joe Johnston 
to prevent him from joining the rebels at Manassas Junction, Fitz- 
John Porter persuaded Patterson, as the records, sworn to, show, to move 
twenty miles to the right, under pretense that it was the best move to 
make. So by this move Johnston was let loose and made his move on 
to Manassas and turned the battle against McDowell. So I charge 
here, and I defy contradiction, that Fitz-John Porter was the cause of 
the loss of the first battle of Bull Runand refused to fight in the second. 
{Applause in the galleries. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). No applause 
can be allowed in the galleries, and the Sergeant-at-Arms will be in- 
structed to arrest any person in the galleries who hereafter indulges 
in it. 

WAS IT IMPOSSIBLE TO OBEY THE ORDER? 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, Mr. President, let me call the attention of the 
Senate for one moment to the evidence and see whether or not it was 
an impossibility for this order, known as the 6.30 order, to be obeyed. 
The order was issued at 6.30 in the afternoon of August 27, 1862, when 
Porter was nine miles away. The order was delivered by Capt. Drake 
De Kay, one of the staff officers of General Pope, at 9.30 p.m. That 
order directed him to start at 1 o’clock precisely and be at Bristoe Sta- 
tion at daylight, which was about 4 o'clock. 

I ask what is the necessity for Senators here to say that darkness, 
trees, bridges, or anything was in the way of Fitz-~John Porter? 
Fitz-John Porter did not examine the roads, and there is no evidence 
to show that he did. Fitz-John Porter did not try to clear the roads, 
and there is no evidence to show that he did. He sent two officers to 
Pope and asked Pope to clear the road for him. Sir, it will not do to 
say that a man is excusable for disobeying an order when he does not 
try to obey it. He gave no orders to his commanding officers to move 
at1o’clock, he gave no orders for them to be ready to move at 1 o'clock, 
he gave no orders to them to be ready to move prior to 3 o’clock in the 
morning. The evidence of Drake De Kay shows that there were four 
miles of that road from Porter’s camp to where the teams were being 
parked, with no obstructionin the way. He did not attempt to move 
that four miles. The evidence of Frederick Myers, the quartermaster 
in charge, shows that the wagons were all parked out of the way by 2 
o'clock and the road was clear, and Porter still did not move; in fact 
he did not move until after sunrise the next moming. The head of 
his column touched the road at 4 o’clock right at his camp, and the 
evidence of one of the officers who was near Porter at that time shows 
that Porter was in his tent, and the sun was up before he mounted his 
horse; and yet Senators say that because he could not obey the order 
was the reason he did not do it. 

Why do not Senators say that he tried to obey the order, as an ex- 
«use? But they can not say this. He did not, and the evidence shows 
that he did not, If he did not try to obey the order, he certainly dis- 
obeyed it. No obedience is disobedience. If there was disobedience 
of the order, I ask any Senator here to-day, no matter on which side he 
may have plumed himself, to tell me what a court-martial could do on 
a trial of a man for disobedience of orders if the evidence disclosed the 
fact that he did not try to obey the order? What kind of a verdict 
would they find? I ask what kind of a verdict could a jury ora court- 
martial find? They must find, according to their oaths, that he did 
not obey the order. If he did not obey the order, then, as a justifica- 
tion for not obeying it, was there an impossibility ? The evidence does 
not show that fact. That being true, then I ask any man how he can 
vote to condemn that court-martial, the President who approved its 
judgment, and the whole country who approved it at that time, merely 
out of sympathy for this man because it is said he has been punished 
sufficiently? 

THE EVIDENCE AS TO THE CONDITION OF THE ROAD PREPARED FOR PORTER, 

Why, sir, I will give the evidence of twenty-one witnesses swearing 
to different points showing this state of facts to be true: That the road 
was open at 2 o’clock in the morning; that four miles of the road was 
open from his camp that night when he received the order; that he did 
not move until five hours after the order directed him to move; that he 
moved ata time when the were coming out of park, which was 
off the road, into the road; that the road became obstructed not while 
he could have moved, but after the time had expired when he was to 
have been at Bristoe Station. 

General Pope swore the road was in good condition, &c. 

Drake De Kay delivered the order at 9.30. 

OTHER WITNESSES. 

Chauncey McKeever, known as General McKeever, aman well known 
here by nearly everybody, testifies that there was nothing to prevent 
the troops being put in motion on that night of the 27th of August. 

Col. Robert E. Clary, who was sent by Porter to move the trains 


forward beyond Cedar Run, testifies that a proper force had been sent 
forward to clear the road; thatthere was nothing to prevent the troops 
from moving that night if a force had been sent to clear the road; that 
when he passed over it there was only a small portion of the road ob- 
structed. 

Solomon Thomas testifies that he moved out on the road in the morn- 
ing; that they lay there until 9 o’clock on the morning of the 28th be- 
fore they were moved forward; that the roads were in condition, 
and when they moved out there was no obstruction. He was part of 
this command. 

General Butterfield testifies that General Porter sent two aids to 
Pope that night to ask Pope to clear the road for him (Porter); that 
he did not know the urgency of the order, nor did he know whether 
any attempt had been made to clear the road. 

Captain Duryea testifies that he marched from Warrenton that night 
up to 12 o’clock, and experienced no difficulty whatever in marching. 

Capt. William W. Macy testifies that he marched that night until 10 
o’clock, and experienced no difficulty, and had marched many times 
on darker nights. 

Lieutenant Brooks testifies that he traveled that night from beyond 
Warrenton to Warrenton Junction, from Warrenton Junction to Bristoe 
Station, and from Bristoe Station along to Greenwich; that he had no 
difficulty in finding the road, and that the roads were good. 

General Thomas McCoy testifies that he marched all the night of the 
27th and until 1 o’clock in the morning with his command, and they 
experienced no difficulty in marching. 

Colonel Buchanan testifies that he was at Porter’s headquarters at 3 
o’clock in the morning; that there was no stirring in the camp; that he 
waited until after sunup before he could see General Porter; thatafter 
that time Porter asked him to send a detachment of his cavalry forward 
to clear the road, so that he could march his troops, which was done. 

William E. Murray testifies that he marched with his command that 
night until 10 o’clock; that the roads were dry and in good condition. 

William M. Campbell testifies that he marched that night, finding 
no difficulty in the roads or darkness of the night. 

Maj. William Birney testifies that he marched with his command in 
the direction of Bristoe Station on the night of the 27th; also marched 
again before daylight; that he experienced no difficulty on account of 
the character of the night or the roads, and that his entire brigade ac- 
companied him. 

J. H. Stine testifies that he marched with the whole brigade to which 
he belonged until after 9 o'clock at night, and found no difficulty either 
in the roads or in the darkness of the night. 

Capt. John P. Taylor testifies that he is well acquainted with that 
country; that he was over the read from Warrenton Junction to Bristoe 
Station frequently; that wagons could go on either side of the road; 
that it was an open country, so that troops could move either on or at 
the side of the roads without difficulty. 

The truth is, the evidence does show that there were but two little 
strips of wood from Warrenton Junction to Bristoe Station. It wasall 
open field, and the fences had been burned. There was no trouble what- 
ever in troops marching either on the road or outside of the road. 

Samuel G. Hill, of Gibbon’s brigade, testifies that his brigadé marched 
that night until 10 o’clock; that he was up until 3 o’clock in the morn- 
ing, and that the night was clear. 

Major Duvall testifies that he rode from Warrenton to Catlett Station, 
from Catlett Station to Bristoe Station; thence to Manassas Junction; 
that there were wagons in the road, but no particular obstruction; that 
he traveled from eighteen to twenty miles that night. 

James Haddow testifies that he marched with his command after sun- 
down from Catlett Station to Bristoe Station ; that the next morning 
(the 28th) he went from Bristoe Station back to Catlett Station; thence 
to Warrenton with three ambulances, and that they had no material 
difficulty in passing; that they met Porter’s troops on the way. 

Lieutenant Tiffany and N, P. h accompanied Haddow and testi- 
fied to the same. 

General Jubal Early testifies that he marched on the night of the 27th 
without experiencing any difficulty on account of the night. 

Henry Kid Douglass, adjutant-general of Jackson, of the confederate 
army, testifies that Jackson’s whole command moved away from Cen- 
treville up to near Groveton with all their brigade trains during the 
night of the 27th. 

General Myers, quartermaster who had charge of the trains, testifies 
that the road was from Warrenton Junction to Bristoe Station; 
that he parked the trains and kept them going into park, reducing the 
number all the time in the road; that there was a road on either side 
of the railroad; that there was nothing to prevent troops from moving 
that night; that he brought the head of the wagon trains into the road 
at daylight on the morning of the 28th. 

I follow this with the more extended testimony of these witnesses on 
these points. 

The evidence shows not only that ample provision had been made for 
the movement of Porter’s troops, but it also shows that the road was a 

one, that t over it that day, wagon trains passed over 
it that day; that the railroad had been repaired; that trains were run 
out all the way. The evidence shows that there was a road on either 
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side of the railroad. The evidence shows that these roads were open. 
The evidence shows that it was an open country all the way, except 
one or two little strips of woods that came down beyond his camp and 
one near Kettle Run, so that the troops could march outside of the road, 
and did so during that day. 

EXCUSES GIVEN. 

Mr. President, what is the excuse given by his friends? It is that 
it was a dark night. I will not take up time in discussing the ques- 
tion as to the darkness of the night, except to say that the evidence 
contradicts that statement. Suppose it was a dark night; does that 
make it impossible for men to march? I appeal to every Senator on 
this side of the Chamber who was in the Union Army, I appeal to every 
Senator on that side of the Chamber who was in the confederate army, 
if they would make such a statement; I would appeal to my friend from 
Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMS]. No matter how he may vote out of sym- 
pathy, he knows that the cry that a man can not move on account of a 
dark night when there was a road to go on is utterly false. 

SOME NIGHT MOVEMENTS THAT WERE MADE, 

I have never desired to give my experience or say what I have done, 
but I will say now to the Senator from New Jersey, when he defends 
Fitz-John Porter for not moving nine miles at night so that he amen 
fight a battle the next morning, that the records of our war show that 
I moved ten thousand men one night in a rain where we had to feel our 
way, ay, crossed the Mississippi River at daylight and marched fourteen 
miles, and came onto the battlefield in the midst of a heavy engage- 
ment, went into action at once with my men tired—but no matter, the 
soldiers went in with a will and turned the tide and the day was won. 

Tell me that you can not move at night! Why, sir, moving around 
Vicksburg we marched night and day. After the battle of Jonesbor- 
ough—I think my friend who spoke last [ Mr. M ANDERSON] was there— 
we moved to Lovejoy Station. In moving back, when the rain was pour- 
ing in torrents, I covered the rear of the Union Army when I could 
see neither road nor path. 

Take the marches at the winding up of the rebellion; take the 
marches in Virginia at the time Richmond was evacuated; take the 
marches of Sheridan and of Crook; take the marches of the Fifth Corps— 
this same Fifth Corps that Fitz-John Porter commanded and did notcom- 
mand to fight at the second battle of Bull Run, after he was relieved 
from its command, however—it marched night after night. The history 
of the rebellion shows that the Fifth Corps marched for five days and 
nights, almost incessantly, helping to fight battles, under a different 
commander. And yet Senators make an excuse for this man that he 
could not attempt even to march that corps, he would not even try to 
obey an order to march, because it was dark ! 

LITTLE SCRAPS OF HISTORY. i 

Sir, it might not be amiss right here to call the attention of Senators 
to some little scraps of history. We may go far back in the history of 
wars, we may travel back as long as battles have been fought of which 
history gives an account, and wefind night marches. Take, for instance, 
the battle of Arbela, fought by Alexander the Great against Darius. The 
night but one before that battle Alexander madethe march in the dark 
to get on the battlefield by daylight. So you may take many others. 
Take the battle fought by Dem enes at Syracuse. His assault was 
made in the dead of night by climbing around the crags on a pathway to 
theenemy. So, too, you may take the marches of Caius Claudius Nero 
when he escaped from the front of Hannibal and marched by night and 
day without ceasing to Metaurus, and there the battle was fought. His 
troops were hidden in the camp of Livius until the battle commenced; 
they won the battle after night and day marches, and the first that was 
known by Hannibal that Nero had escaped him was when he threw 
Hasdrubal’s head into his—Hannibal’s—camp. 

Sir, the battle of Waterloo is ized as a great battle, one of the 
fifteen great battles of the world. The battle of Waterloo was com- 
menced in early day, and fought far into the night. The charge that 
was made by Napoleon with his reserve guard on the Iron Duke was 
made after 8 o'clock, and at 9 o’clock Wellington moved with his whole 
line and dispersed and drove the French army from his front. Do you 
tell me that you can not move troops by night? History is full of it. 
Battles in history show that great victories have been won in thenight 
and that great marches have been made in the darkness and gloom of 
the night. 

For the purpose of calling my friend’s attention to the difference be- 
tween an officer in 1862 and one in 1572 I should like to have read for 
his benefit a little serap of history found in the second volume of Mot- 
ley’s Dutch Republic, on page 414: 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The Scheldt, flowing past the city of Antwerp and separating the provinces of 
Flandersand Brabant, opens wide its two arms in nearly opposite directions be- 
fore itjoinsthesea. Between these two arms lie the isles of Zealand, halffloating 

n, half submerged by, the waves. The town of Tergoes was the chief city 

South Beveland, the mostimportant part of this archipelago, but South Beve- 
land had not always been an island, Fifty years befere, a tempest, one of 
the most violent recorded in the stormy annals of that ex country, had 
overthrown all barriers, the waters of the German Ocean, lashed by a succes- 
sion of north winds, having been driven upon the low coast of Zealand more 
rapidly than they could be carried off through the narrow straits of Dover. The 


dikes of the island had burst, the ocean swept over the land, hundreds of 
villages had been overwhelmed, and a tract of country torn from the province 
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and buried forever beneaththesea. This“ Drowned Land,” as it is called, now 


se the island from the main. At low tide it was, however, possible for 
experienced pilots to ford the estuary, which had usu: the place of the land. 
The average depth was between four and five feet at low water, while the tide 
rose and fell at least ten feet; the bottom was muddy and treacherous, and it 
was moreover traversed by three living streams or channels, always much too 
deep to be fordable. 

Captain Plomaert, a Fleming of great pes goss and bravery, warmly attached 
to the king's cause, conceived the plan of sending re-enforcements across this 
drowned district to the city of Te: . Accompanied by two peasants of the 
country, well acquainted with the track, he twice accomplished the dangerous 
and difficult pasange, which, from dry land to dry land, was nearly ten English 
miles in length. Having thus satisfied himself as tothe possibility of the enter- 
prise, he laid his plan before the Spanish colonel, Mondragon. 

Thatcourageous veteran eagerly embi the proposal examined the ground, 
and after consultation with Sancho d'Avila, resolved in pesen to lead an expe- 
dition along the path suggested by Plomaert. Three thousand picked men, a 
thousand from each nation—Spaniards, Walloons, and Gernians—were speedily 
and secretly assembled at Bergen-op-Zoom, from the neighborhood of which city, 
at a place called Aggier, it was necessary that the expedition should set forth: 
A quantity of sacks were provided, in which a supply of biscuit and of powder 
was placed, one to be carried by each soldier upon his head. Although it was 
already late in the autumn the weather was pel sone the troops, not yet in- 
formed as to the secret enterprise for which they been sel swerealready 
assembled at the edge of the water, and Mondragon, who, notwithstanding his 
age, had resolved upon heading the ous expedition, now briefly, on the 
evening of the 20th October, explained to them the nature of the service. His 
statement of the dangers which they were about to encounter rather inflamed 
than diminished their ardor. Their enthusiasm became unbounded as he de- 
scribed the importance of the city which they were about to save and alluded 
to the glory which would be won by those who thuscourageously came forward 
to its rescue, The time of about half-ebb tide Hering arrived, the veteran, pre- 
ceded only by the guides and Plomaert, plunged gaily into the waves, followed 
be Bang army, almost in single file. The water was never lower than the breast, 
often higher than the shoulder. The distance to the island, three and a ha’ 
leagues at least, was to be accomplished within at most six hours or the rising 
tide would overwhelm them forever. And thus, across the quaking and uncer- 
tain slime, which often refused them a footing, that adventurous band five hours 
long pursued their midnight march, sometimes swimming for their lives, and 
always struggling with the waves, which every instant threatened to engulph 


them. 

Before the tide had risen to more than half-flood, before the day had dawned, 
the army set footon dry land again at the village at Irseken. Of the whole three 
thousand only nine unlucky individuals been drowned; so much had cour- 
age and discipline availed in that dark and perilous passage through the very 
bottom of thesea. The Duke of Alva might well pronounce it one of the most 
brilliant and original achievements in the annalsof war. The beacon fires were 
immediately lighted upon the shore, as upon, to inform Sancho d'Avila, 
who was anxiously awaiting the result at Bergen-op-Zoom, of the safe arrival of 
thetroops. A brief repose was then allowed, Atthe approach of ead bg they 
set forth from Irseken, which lay about four leagues from Tergoes. The news 
that a Spanish army had thus arisen from the depths of the sea flew before 
them as they marched. The besieging force commanded the water with their 
fleet, the land with their army; yet had these indomitable Spaniards found a 
path which was neither land nor water, and had thus stolen upon them in the 
silence of night. A panic preceded them as toy fell upon a foe much superior 
in number to their own force, It was impossible for 't Zeraerts to induce his. 
soldiers to offer resistance. The patriot army fled precipitately and ignomini- 
ously to their ships, hotly pursued by the Spaniards, who overtook and de- 
stroyed the whole of their rear-guard before they could embark. This done. 
the gallant little garrison which had so successfully held the city was re-enfo 
with the courageous veterans who had come to their relief. His audacious proj- 
ect thus brilliantly accomplished, the ** old Mondragon,” as his soldiers 
called him, returned to the province of Brabant. 

Mr. LOGAN. Here is an instance in 1572 where three thousand 
soldiers marched three leagues and a half, a distance of over nine miles, 
through an arm of the sea that came up to their chins, during the time 
when the tide was coming in, and they had to make the march by a certain 
time in order to reach the land. They did it, carrying their ammunition 
on their heads and saved the gairison. Yet you tell me that Fitz-John 
Porter with a corps refused to march nine miles at night when there was 
nosea there to overflow him, but because of the darkness of the night, upon 
a steady, firm road, and thatit was a physical impossibility for him to- 
march. Will an American soldier say that he can not do that which a 
Spanish, Walloon, or German soldier could do? Will an American. 
soldier say he can not march where a foreigner might march? Willan 
American soldier say he can not march on dry land nine miles when a 
foreigner marched three thousand men not on dry land but on a slip- 
pery bottom where the ocean’s waves came up to the chins of the soldiers, 
and he made that march in the dead of night when darkness was upon 
his army and saved the troops that he went to succor? In the name of 
all that is under and above the earth will Americans claim that they 
can not perform that which other men can do? 

Suppose Fitz-John Porter had been ordered to march through water 
four feet deep nine miles that night, he would have said it was a phys- 
ical impossibility, and you gentlemen who are voting to relieve him 
would have agreed with him; but here is a man who tells you that it 
was nota physical impossibility, for he did it, says this history, Ifan 
American Senator can excuse an American officer from marching nine 
miles in the night on a good road where there are two roads after hav- 
ing read this history, it ought to bring a blush to the cheek of every 
American. . 

No, sir, it is not because he was convicted in violation of law, it is not 
because he was unjustly condemned. That is not it. The court has. 
all passed away except three, I believe. Lincoln was assassinated; Gar- 
field was assassinated. Itis easy to denounce the action of the dead, for 
they can speak not; but it is not always well in a country like this to- 
denounce the conduct of good and true men in the performance of their 


duty for the benefit of men who failed to perform their duty. 
SOME RECENT HISTORY. 


I have a little history here to which I wish to call the attention of the 


1884. 
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Senate. Some who were major-generals of the Army have a history 
temselves. I discover some gentlemen very anxious to insist in word, 

, and vote that this man Porter was improperly condemned who 
should look well to their own record. I have the proceedings of fifty- 
one dismissals of officers from the Army copied from records of the War 
Department. Iwillread some of them. They were poor volunteer ofti- 
cers, that is true: 

Lieut. Henry C. Smith, “‘for insubordination, disrespect to his com- 
manding officer, and disobedience of orders.” He was dismissed. 

Lieut. James Walton, “absent without leave and disobedience of 
orders.” 

Capt. Henry D. Wishart, of Pennsylvania, dismissed for d 
his company during action. ‘‘The general commanding regrets that 
he has not the authority to inflict the sentence of death.’’ 

Senators are putting this on the ground of excuses for people. Here 
is a poor fellow who could not stand the racket and he dodged a little; 
he was dismissed, and the general says he regrets he has not the power 
to inflict the sentence of death. 

Seth L. Woodworth, of Illinois, was dismissed for skulking. 

Captain Paulus was dismissed for absence without leave. 

eaten Platt, lieutenant, was dismissed for “ misdemeanor when the 
regiment was marching against the enemy. 

I will not read them all at this time, but will ask to give them with 
my remarks. There are fifty-one cases, all dismissed; and I wish to call 
the attention of both sides of the Chamber to the fact that these fifty- 
one oflicers weredismissed by a commanding general without even giv- 
ing one of them a trial. Not one ever had a trial by court-martial, but 
were dismissed peremptorily by order of the general commanding, some 
for skulking, some for absence, some for disobedience of orders, and one 
for disrespect to his commanding officer. That general is a tender- 
hearted man, I presume. Would the Senator from New Jersey like to 
know who the general is that dismissed those fifty-one officers without 
giving them even the right to a court-martial. His name is signed to 
this order, and I wil! read it: “‘ By order of Major-General ROSECRANS.” 


General Orders No. 30. 


HEADQUARTERS fab abil OF THE CUMBERLAND. 
Murfreesborough, Tenn., February 24, 1963, 

By virtue of the authority delegated to Mlcersae dismissed the service by the 
Secretary of ty oid the he phowiag auses officersare the service of the 
United States fro aag tae posite their respective 

Maj. H.C. Sonera Fo Fourth tonic valry, from pease egy 25, 1362, for absence 
BE ss leave. 

ine James Ritt, Fourth Ohio Cavalry, from April 1, 1862, for absence without 


eT otk. afinn dre B. Straight, Fourth Ohio Cavalry, from September 12, 1862, 
for absence without leave. 
Sree pres Shade, Fourth Ohio Cavalry, from December 26, 1862, for absence 

thout leave. 

Hiean Agan Kunk, Fourth Ohio Cavalry, from September 6, 1862, for absence 
without leave. 

Lieut. Thomas D. Burdsal, Fourth Ohio Cavalry, from September 6, 1862, for 
absence without leave, 

Capt. J. W. Marvin, Third Ohio Cavalry, from January 21, 1863, for absence 

without leave, breaking his arrest, and drunkenness. 

Capt. Jo! hn Fenfrock, Sixty-fourth Ohio y otto from November 5,1862, 
for y ok his command while on the march. 

Second Lieut. James H. Duy, Fifth Kentucky Volunteers, from January 22, 
1863, for absence without lea 

Second Lieut. L. H. ‘Albert. Tna Indiana Volunteers, from January 
22, 1863, for desertion. 


ieut. Lorene 
witkout leave and for 
by contracting A him for military duty. 
Lieut. Henert C. Smith, , Eightieth 1 Illinois Volunteers, from January 22, 1863, 
for insubordination, disrespect to commanding officer;and disobedience oi 


orders. 
Second Lieut. James Walton, Ninety-fourth Ohio Volunteers, from January 
22, 1863, for absence without leave and disobedience of erders. 
Lient. A. C. Brown, Tenth Wisconsin Volunteers, from Jan 23, 1863, for 
regiment 


First Lieut. G. W. Riley. 1 Fifteenth Indiana Volunteers, from January 29, 1863, 
for bering disabled himself by contracting a disease which disqualifies him for 
military 

Second Lieut. E. Bierce, Thirtieth Indiana Volunteers, from January 29, 1863, 


for st himself to be captured. 
Capt We Corte, One undred na fins Ohio Voluntee: a: aen 
20.1 es, for disobedience of orcers ane neglect of duty E his 
onehundred and eight; -iour an 


train, apcositing of thirty-four es 
vnos charge of one kundred sixty-four men, to be surp; 

by beeke A superior force of the enemy, withoutany resistance ee The 
commanding general regrets his inability to inflict the extreme penalty of the 
law upon one so deserving an ignominious death. 

Surg. H. M. Crouse, Fifty-seventh Indiana Volunteers, from November 9, 1862, 
for absence without leave. 

Lieut. Col. Jacob Ruckstuh], Fourth Kentucky Cavalry, from January 5, 1863, 
for absence without leave. 

Capt. Henry Shaffer, Fourth Kentucky Cavalry, from January 5, 1863, for re- 
peated absence without leave. 

Capt. Patrick McGowan, Fourth Kentucky Cavalry, from January 5, 1863, for 
re absence without leave. 

aj. W. J. Clift, First Middle Tennessee Cavalry, from January 10, 1863, for 

absence without leave while his regiment was engaged with the enemy at the 
battle of Stone River. 

First Lieut. R. H. Shively, First Middle Tennessee Cavalry, from January 10, 
1863, for absence without leave while his regiment was engaged with the enemy 


at the battle of Stone River. 
Second Lieut. H. N. S. Ship: pp, 1 First Middle Tennessee Cavalry, from January 
10, 1863, for absence without leave while his regiment was eagaged with the 
enemy atthe battle of Stone River. 

First Lieut. S. L. Gregg, Nineteenth Indiana Battery, from October 27,1862, for 
absence without leave. 


reas Al Forty-second Illinois Volunteers, from 
disabling himself 


Col, O. S. Hamilton, Eighty-sixth Indiana Volunteers, from January 13, 1863,. 


for incompetency. 

Capt. John Burton, Fourth Indiana Volunteers, from January 13, 1863, for in- 
temperance. 

First Lieut. He Weck, Seventy-ninth Minois Volunteers, from January 13, 


1863, for cowardice in the face of the enemy at the battle of Stone River. 

Second Lieut, William C. Willard, Seventy-ninth Ilinois Volunteers, from Jan- 
uary 13, L for cowardice in the face of the enemy at the battle of Stone River. 

Capt. David Jamison, Twenty-ninth Indiana Volunteers, from January 13, 1863, 
a cowardice and deserting his command in the midst of the battle of Stone 

iver. 

Capt. W. W. Schuyler, Twenty-ninth Indiana Volunteers, from Jan 13, 
iyan ae rmeree and deserting his command in the midst of the eof 

ne River. 

Capt. S. H. Williams, One hundred and fifth Ohio Volunteers, from J. nuary 13, 
1883, for drunkenness while on duty, 

Lieut. John Mangold, Ninth Ohio Volunteers, from January 15, 1863, for absence 
without leave. 

First Lieut. Joseph J. Armatage, Eighty-sixth Indiana Volunteers, from Jan- 
uary 15,1863, for abandoning his company in the presence of the enemy at the 
batile of Stone River. 

n Klein, Sev: Sin eickh Pennsylvania Volunteers, from January 15, 1863, 
for absence without leave. 

First Lieut. E. H. Benedict, Seventy-ninth Indiana Volunteers, from January 
15, 1863, for cowardice and misbehavior on the battlefield. 

Capt. Duncan C. Reed, Sakata eine re Wisconsin Volunteers, from January 27, 
rege tele deserting his command while engaged with the enemy on the pretext 
of sickness. 

Second Lieut. Albert B. Forbes, Eighty-cighth Indiana Volunteers, from Jan- 
uary 17, 1863, for drunkenness on the field of battle. 

Second Lieut. Jesse Ball, Eighty-eighth Indiana Volunteers, from January 17, 
1863, for tendering his resignation, assigning as a reason that he was tired of the 
ee ae opposed to the President's proclamation. 

Col. W. B. Casselly, Sixty-ninth Ohio Volunteers, from December 31, 1862, for 
Paton Stork on the morning of the 3lst December, at the mosteritical) moment 
of the battle of Stone River, rendering him incapable of receiving or giving 
commands, thereby imperiling the safety of his entire iment, 
ge eet Watts. Seventy-second Indiana Volunteers, from January 19, 1863, 

isobedience of orders, gross carelessness, and neglect of duty while on 
cket. 

a" M. Noble, One hundred and first Ohio Volunteers, from January 21, 1863, 
for absence without leave. 

Second Lieut. O. L. Peck, One hundred and first Ohio Volunteers, from Jan- 
“yy 21, 1863, for absence Without leave. 

eut. S.G. Wright, FR Š assistant quartermaster Thirty-sixth Brigade, from 
November 21, 1862, for sign a false voucher. 

Surg. W. H. Myers, Thirtiei arns À Volunteers, from November 26, 1862, for 
stealing horses, abandoning his post when regiment was marching in the face 
of e enemy, he being the only medical officer on duty, and absence without 


lea’ 

Lieut, G., P. Stiles, Thirty-first Ohio Reraaierrh, from February 2, 1863, for ab- 
sence without leave for more than sixty days. 

Lieut. S. B. Conn, Sixty-fourth Ohio Volunteers, from February 2, 1863, for ab- 
sence without leave for more n sixty days. 

nd Lieut. Arthur Bennett, Seventy-seventh Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
from February 2, a. for absence without leave. 

Capt. Henry D. Wishart, Seventy-seventh Pennsylvania Volunteers, from Feb- 
ruary 2, 1863, for cowardly conduct in the face of the enemy and deserting his 
company during the action of December 31, 1862, at Stone River, under the dis- 

ful pretext of sickness. Thegeneral commanding regrets that he has not 
the ‘authority to inflict the sentence Sof death, 

Lieut. Seth L. Woodworth, Company B, Seventy-ninth Illinois Volunteers, 
from February 2, 1863, for skulking in the rearat the beginning of the battle, dis- 
obedience of orders, and pretending lameness. 

Capt. M. L. Paulus, Ninety-third Ohio Volunteers, from February 5, I 
being absent without leave and without sufficient cause from December 31 
to January 3, 1863. 

Lieut. Reuben Platt, Ninth Indiana Volunteers, from February 9, 
peated insubordination, absence without leave, and misdemeanor w. 
ment was marchin, g against the enemy. 

By command of Stajor-General 

C. GODDARD, 


Assistant Adjutant- General: and Chief of Staff. 


Without speaking of any member of the House of Representatives, I 
canspeak of the General. When he appeals to this country to reinstate 
Fitz-John Porter, who was tried by a court-martial, who was convicted 
by acourt-martial lawfully organized, and the sentence approved by the 
President of the United States, I ask him who appeals for the restora- 
tion of those fifty-one poor volunteer officers who were dismissed by a 
stroke of his pen without anything on the records as to what they were 
accused of except his own statement? I should like to see the tender 
heart turned toward the poor unfortunate volunteer as well as toward 
the man who happened to have been educated at the expense of the 
Government. Who pleads for those men? Whointroduces bills to re- 
store those men? No Senator, no Member of Congress, nobody pleads 
for them. Nobody asks that the tender heart shall turn toward them, 

without a court, without a trial, by merely the will of the 
commanding officer. Yet we are told that this is all right. They were 
mere volunteer officers. 


HOW TO-DAY’S RECORD STANDS. 


But, sir, that is about the way matters are moving in this country 
now. There isa class that must feed on the bounty of the Govern- 
ment; kicked out of the Army or not, it makes no difference, they must 
be put back and they must be supported by the Government. They 
are asking reinstatement by Congress every day. Why? Because at 
some time they performed service. They have been dismissed very true | 
(dishonorably), but no difference. 

Sir, there were two millions of men who performed service in this- 
country, volunteer soldiers, privates and officers, and no bill has ever 
passed the Senate to put one of them on the retired-list; and not a vol- 
unteer officer has ever been placed there, no matter how badly wounded 
or shattered or torn, it makes no difference. A man has to gothrough 
the portals of the regular Army te receive the bounty of this Govern-- 


ee 
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ment on the retired-list. Whether he be armless, without legs or eyes, 
it makes no difference. If he was a poor volunteer, kick him out of 
the service by an order, not bya trial, andit is all right; but if aman 
who happened once to belong to the regular Army fails in his duty, dis- 
obeys orders, shows his disobedience and his contempt for his superior 
officer, all that side of the Chamber come up in solid phalanx for him, 
and they generally obtain a few allies from our side for the purpose of 
* helping them along to reverse history. Men whoattempted to destroy 
the Government, when forgiven (and I say this with all due respect— 
they will not complain, for they did try to destroy the Government), 
come to you, and undertake to reverse history on your side of the case, 
and you rush forward to assist them in doing it, and expect to gain the 

laudits of the people of this country for so reversing history against the 

nion people of this Government; it is done on the ground of charity. 
‘Charity for what? Charity for your country? Charity for truthful his- 
tory? Charity foraperson. Therefore reverse the history of the case, 
turn the wheel backward, cast a stigma upon two dead Presidents, upon 
an honorable court-martial, for the benefit of a man who failed in the 
hour of trial to perform his duty toward his country. If that is the 
course that is going to be pursued it will not be long until all the his- 
tory of the war will in a certain sense be reversed. 

I for one, no matter what men may say, will follow my convictions 
of right. I am charged with following this man unnecessarily. I fol- 
low no man. I have my honest convictions and by my convictions I 
will stand. If I were the only man in this country who would stand 
in the Senate Chamber and defend the name and fame of Lincoln, Gar- 
field, and the men who condemned this man, I would say, solitary and 
alone, “I will stand here in defense of right against a man who tries to 
tear down the reputation of those men in order to build up one for him- 
self which he does not deserve.’’ 

THE SECOND BRANCH OF THE CASE. 

Mr. President, I now desire to call the attention of the Senate to the 
second branch of this case, which is in reference to the 29th of August, 
1862, and the orders on that day. I will not go over the testimony in 
full, for I propose by leave of the Senate to file the evidence in the case 
with my argument to sustain every proposition that I make. I have 
it compiled from the records as sworn to. f 

What is the case of the 29th of August? The Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] commenced his speech by having a letter read 
from General U. S. Grant. If there is any one in this country who 
has a higher admiration for the military genius of General Grant than 
I have, I do not know him. I served under General Grant for three 
ears. I went into the Army almost at the same time he did. I have 
known him for a great many years. I would not say one word that 
would deprive him of the great reputation that he has justly won be- 
fore the American people. I will take his letter as read by the Sena- 
‘tor on yesterday, and I propose to examine the paragraph for myself 
upon which he laid so much stress and see what I can make of it. 

THE BATTLE ON THE 29TH OF AUGUST 

The controversy in this case on the 29th is about three orders. The 
first order was issued about 6 o’clock in the morning; the second was 
the joint order ; and the third was the 4.30 order, which itis said he did 
notobey, nor, strictly, any of them. On that point the Senator from New 
Jersey makes the same mistake that all persons have made who defend 
Fitz-John Porter for the disobedience of that order. They insist that 
there was no battle onthe 29th. If there had been a battle on the 29th, 
then Fitz-John Porter was guilty; but inasmuch as there was no battle 
-on the 29th, he could not be guilty of violating an order to fight when 
there was no fighting to be done. That is the reasoning 

The proposition is this: If there was a battle on the 29th, and Fitz- 
John Porter failed to fight when he was ordered to fight, then he is 
guilty; if there was no battle, he is not guilty, as there was no fighting 
todo. Is not that it? 

Now, let us see if General Grant does not fall into the very same error. 
What does he say ? 

Until in 1881— 

Mark the language, and I call the Senator’s attention especially to it: 


Until in 1881, when I re-examined for myself, my belief was that on the 29th 
«of August, 1862, a great battle was fought between General Pope, commanding 
the Union forces, and General Jackson, commanding the confederate forces; 
that you, with a corps of twelve or more thousand men, stood in a position across 
the right flank of Jackson and where you could sally. get into hisrear ; that you 
received an order to do so about 5 or 5.30 o'clock, which you refused to obey be- 
cause of clouds of dustin your front, which you contended indicated an enemy 
in superior force to you; that you allowed Pope to get beaten while you stood 
idly looking on, without raising an arm to help him. With this understand- 


ing— 
Now mark the language— 

and without a doubt as to the correctness of it, I condemned you, 

+ What does he mean by thisstatement? He means that if there was a 
battle on the 29th and Porter stood there with twelve thousand menand 
did not fight and did not attempt to fight, he was guilty and Grant con- 
demned him ; but since he ascertained that there was no battle on the 
29th he has changed his opinion. That is the whole case as General 
Grant puts it. I will agree with Grant on that proposition. I agree 
right here that if the evidence does not show that there was a battle 
fought on the 29th that I may be wrong so far as the order to attack is 


concerned, and if I cannot show by confederate and Union testimony 
that there was a battle fought on the 29th, and not only that, but by 
the report of the Senator himself, who says in his report that he had 
to change one battalion of his regiment to the position of the other on 
account of exhausting his ammunition—that is substantially the lan- 
guage of the Senator’s own report—on the 29th, the battle was raging 
so furiously; in this I am not mistaken. 
CONFEDERATE TESTIMONY. 

Now let us see whether I am correct. These gentlemen do not like 
the evidence that was taken before the court-martial. Itdoes not seem 
toagree with theircase. They wantconfederatetestimony. Inasmuch as 
they want confederate testimony let me give them a little of it. I brin 
General Lee now to prove my side of the case as I state it. Genera 
Lee says—I read from his official report: 

Generals Jones and Wilcox bivouacked that night east of the mountain— 


That is the night of the 28th; I do not want to consume time in 
reading the whole report— 


and on the oore of the 29th the whole command resumed the march, the 
soundof cannon at Manassas announcing that Jackson was already engaged. 


That was at 9 o’clock in the morning. 


Longstreet entered the turnpike near Gainesville, and moving down toward 
Loreen the head of his column came upon the field in rear of the enemy's 
e 


That is in the rear of Pope’s left— 


which had already opened with artillery upon Jackson's right, as 

described. Heimmediately placed some of his batteries in pouon, 
he could complete his dispositions to attack the enemy withdrew, not, however, 
without loss our artillery. Longstreet took on {position ?] on the 
right of Jackson, Hood’s two brigades, suppo: by Evans, being deployed 
across the turnpike and at right angles to it. 


Now he goes on and gives the description, and winds up with saying: 
While this demonstration was being made on our right a large force advanced 
to assail the left of General Jackson’s panen, occupied by the division of Gen- 


eral A. P. Hill. The attack was received by his troops with their accustomed 
steadiness, and the battle raged with great fury. 


THE TESTIMONY OF UNJON OFFICERS, 


That is the language of Lee. The battle raged with great fury on the 
29th. Now, I can prove itby every report made by Union officers, and 
I have the names of the different ones making the reports and I will 


reviously 
ut before 


give them—— 
Mr. EDMUNDS. How far was Porter from that battle at that time? 
Mr. LOGAN. About two miles to the left. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Then he could have heard the cannon. 

Mr. LOGAN. The evidence all shows that his troops heard the ar- 
tillery all day. 

Now let me show you the number of reports of Union officers, and I 
especially call the attention of the Senate to them. They areas follows: 
General Pope, General McDowell, General Reynolds, General Schenck, 
General Robinson, General Grover, General Kearny, General Sigel, Gen- 
eral Milroy, General Stahel, Lieutenant Haskins, General Carl Schurz, 
Lieutenant-Colonel Muhleck, Colonel Kryzanowski, and divers other 
Union officers’ reports, and each and every one of them not only show a 
battle but heavy losson the 29th, and not only that, but I assert the fact 
and will put it in evidence that the battle was desperate and bloody. 
The fight was so severe that the confederate reports show that all the 
field officers of one whole command were lost save two. 

And yet with all these facts before the country and before this body 
Senators will say there was no battle on the 29th. 

I will now give the names of the confederate officers who made re- 
ports of that battle. Here is the report of the Senator from New Jersey. 
He was in the battle—I have quoted it—he says he was out of ammu- 
nition and changed one-half his command around in order to let the 
others have a chance, his ammunition being exhausted. The Senator 
knows this to be his report. That was on the 29th. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr.SEWELL. There is no question of the fact that there was severe 
fighting on that day. It was by isolated brigades, though; it was not 
a general battle. 

r. LOGAN. ‘‘Isolated brigades.” Yes, I should say there was 
one isolated command that didnot fightatall. [Greatlaughter.] But 
you may call it what you please. Sir, you know if you are a military 
man—and I do not doubt the proposition; you served honorably during 
the war—there never was a battle fought yet when all the troops on 
both sides were engaged at the same time, unless it was a mere small 
detachment. There is no man certainly who was in the Army but 
knows that battles were all fought by brigades and divisions, one fight- 
ing now and another again, and so on as different movements were made. 
There is my friend who has an honorable record as an army officer [ Mr. 
MILLBR, of California]; he knows that what I say is true. Every man 
who has served in the Federal or confederate army knows the same 
thing. On the 29th every man you had under Pope except Porter was 
engaged in battle that day, and yet you say it was not a battle, and on 
that ground General Grant says because there was no battle on the 29th 
Porter ought to be excused, but if there was any battle on the 29th he 
“ condemned him.” 
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WHAT GENERAL GRANT'S LETTER PROVES. 

Now, what does Grant’s letter prove? It proves exactly what you do 
not want proven. It proves that if there was a battle on the 29th Por- 
ter was properly condemned. You agree there was. Therefore he was 
properly condemned. There is the kind of argument that you have 
used in this case from the time it was first before Congress, denying 
that there wasa battle on the 29th, when Lee, Longstreet, Hood, Jones, 
Ewell, and Jackson, and the whole confederate forces recognize the fact 

-and report that there was a severe battle, a severe struggle on that day, 
which is corroborated by your own officers, and the excuse made is that 
there was no fight on the 29th, therefore Porter is not culpable because 
he did not fight, for there was no battle going on. 

If there was a battle on the 29th, Porter was guilty. I said I would 

-stake the whole case on that proposition and take General Grant’s letter 
to support my statement; and the very evidence that the Senator from 
New Jersey introduces to support his side of the case when the facts 

-are brought to light condemn his friend. 

ORDERS TO POPE. 


On the morning of the 29th General Porter was lying near Manassas 
Junction; he received a verbal order. Without referring to the date I 
will try to give it correctly, for I do not want to detain the Senate by 
reading it, but I will put these ordersin my remarks, I can state them. 
As I said, on the morning of the 29th General Pope sent a verbal order to 
‘General Porter, ordering him to push as rapidly as possible towards 
Gainesville; that if he did not move expeditiously we would lose much. 
-General Porter refused to obey that order because it was not in writing. 
I have a letter from the man that carried that order to General Porter. 
Porter admits in his own statement that he received that order, but he 
wanted it in writing. Then General Pope had to give him an order 
in writing. This is the order: 
HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Centreville, August 29, 5 
Push forward with your corps and King’s division, which you will take with 
you, upon Gainesville. I am following the enemy down the Warrenton turn- 
pike. Be expeditious, or we will lose much. 
JOHN POPE, 


Major-General, Commanding. 


The object of this order was to enable General Porter with a large 
force to intervene near Gainesville, on the Warrenton pike, between 
-Jackson and Longstreet, and thus regain the advantages lost by the re- 
treat of King and Ricketts early that morning. After that order was 
given in writing Pope issued what is called the joint order—the Me- 
Dowell and Porter order. That order directed McDowell and Porter 
to march in the direction of Gainesville until they moved far enough to 
throw the right down onto the left of the army of Pope and to be in 
posi ion that night, so that if they had to fall back to fall behind Bull 

un. 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, Centreville, August 29, 1862. 

GENERALS MCDOWELL AND PorTER: You will please move forward with your 
joint commands towards Gainesville. I sent General Porter written orders to 
that effect an hour and a half ago. Heintzelman, Sigel, and Reno are mov- 
ing on the Warrenton turnpike, and must now be not far from Gainesville. I 
-desire that as soon as communication is established between this force and your 
own the whole command shall halt. It may be necessary to fall back behind 
Bull Run, at Centreville, to-night. I presume it will be so on account of our 
supplies. I have sent no orders of any description to Ricketts and none to in- 
terfere in any way with the movements of MeDoweéll’s troops, except what I 
sent by his aid-de-camp last night, which were to hold his position on the War- 
renton pike until the troo; rom here should fall on the enemy's flank and 
rear. I du not even know Ricketts’s position, as I have not been ableto find out 
where General McDowell was until a late hour this morning. General Mc- 
Dowell will take immediate steps to communicate with General Ricketts and 
instruct him to join the other division oru oorpaar iaon as practicable. Ifany 
considerable advan: are to be gained by departing from this order, it will 
not be carried out, One thing must be held in view, that the troops must oc- 
cupy a ition from which y can reach Bull Run to-night or by morning. 
The indications are that the whole force of the enemy is moving in this direc- 
tion ata that will bring them here to-morrow night or the next day. M 
own headquarters will, for the present, be with Heintzelman’s corps or at this 


place. 
JOHN POPE, 
Major-General, Commanding. 
AN EXPLANATION OF THE JOINT ORDER. 

There ought to be an explanation of this order. It is not very en- 
tertaining to the Senate to deal with maps, but I used to have a good 
deal to do with them when I had charge of a corps and also of an army, 
and therefore I naturally take to them. Why was the order given in 
that way? It is very simple when understood, as it may be if any one 
will look at the military situation, and I will explain it in a moment. 

vackson had moved around from Centreville by Sudley Springs behind 
what is called the Independent Railroad, which was a cut, and formed 
his line in rear of the railroad cut, letting his right run up-in the direc- 
tion of the road that ran from Gainesville to Centreville. Bull Run Creek 
runs down in this direction [indicating]. They were to movefrom Daw- 
kin’s Branch up to Gainesville, striking this turnpikeroad. The inten- 
tion was to strike the turnpike, and the fact that Porter was told to be in 
acondition to fall back behind Bull Run shows that to be true, because 
on the road that he was then marching he could not fall behind Bull Run 
withont traveling clear around to Centreville, but by passing through 
and letting his right swing over to this road he would be on the turn- 
pike road which passed down across Bull Run to Centreville on this 
turnpike, That was the situation, and that is what Pope intended. 
After Porter had gone as far as Dawkin’s Branch, five miles away from 
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Gainesville, he says that, secing dust, &c., he concluded to stop there. 
I do not give his language, but that is the substance. He did sto 
there; he staid there the whole day; thatis, the head of his column did. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me a word ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWELL. The evidence of General Butterfield goes to show 
that he threw a brigade across Dawkin’s Branch, his line deployed, 
and he rode in advance of his brigade to look at the ground, when sud- 
denly his brigade was withdrawn, and he found McDowell and Porter 
together. It was on McDowell’s order that it was withdrawn, and he 
says, ‘‘ Put your troops in here to the right; you are too far out.” 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator had just waited a moment he would 
have gotten all the facts and more than he has given. I was stating 
that at Dawkin’s Branch he stopped. That is true, is it not? Mce- 
Dowell came up with him at Dawkin’s Branch. They had some con- 
versation. He says that McDowell told him to put his wee here. 
McDowell, he states, said this is no place to fight a battle. cDowell 
declares he did not say so; but that is immaterial. Porter said, ‘‘If I 
put my troops in I will get into a fight.” McDowell replied, ‘‘ That is 
what we came here for.” 

General Butterfield, of whom you speak, did not take his brigade, but 
he took part of it, went across the branch into open ground, and he 
says that he expected that an attack would be made, that he looked 
around and his whole regiment was gone, and he was left there by him- 
self. He says he does not know how his regiment gotaway. He does 
not know who ordered it away, and does not know anything about it 
except that he was left there with one staff officer. 

Mr. SEWELL. Give the rest of it. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will give the whole of it as I po aon General 
Porter went back to Bethel chapel, two miles and a half, or three, to the 
rear of Dawkin’s Branch, at the junction of the roads. There he staid 
the whole day; his corps was lying along that road with their arms 
stacked, and he never moved them one inch. Morell’s brigade was up 
to the front and he put skirmishers out, and the only order that Porter 
gave to Morell during that day was to deploya regiment, which he did. 
The next order he gave was to hide them in the woods, which he did, 
all except one battery, that Morell says he could not get in—Hazlett’s 
battery; he could not get it into the woods under cover. That was the 
only order he got until late in the afternoon, after 6 o’clock jn the even- 
ing, and Porter says that from the dust in the road he imagined or 
thought thata great force was marching down upon him, and therefore 
he hid his men in the woods. 

I want to take the argument the Senator made yesterday. He said 
the judicious and soldierly conduct of Porter saved that army from de- 
struction; that holding his troops in front of Longstreet kept Long- 
street from moving off against Pope and destroying Pope; holding them 
there so long as he could have them in view. He did not have them 
in view, because he hid his men in the woods so that Longstreet could 
not see them. He saysso and the Senator knows it. Instead of hold- 
ing them in view to deter Longstreet from moving on Pope, he hid them 
in the woods so that they could not be seen, and so let Longstreet move 
on Pope. Notonly that, sir, but before I get through, instead of your 
twenty-five thousand troops in front of Fitz-John Porter, I can demon- 
strate from the evidence that Longstreet had but six thousand that he 
could have used against Porter. He (Longstreet) never had twenty-five 
thousand troops under him present on that day, and I will prove that 
by Longstreet’s own statement. 

Mr. Porter, he says, obeyed the joint order. He was to go to Gaines- 
ville. Porter says, or the Senator says for him, that Porter could not 
fall over to the right; he could not move to the right so as to join Pope 
on the left. Why does he say that? Capt. James Stevenson, who is 
well known to many Senators here—he is connected with the Geologi- 
cal Survey—was a captain in a New York regiment. He was sent to 
Porter’s corps for the mail, and he crossed from Pope’s left through 
these very woods on horseback with the mail. During that very time 
that Porter says Longstreet had twenty-five thousand troops right in his 
front this man Stevenson rode by himself on horseback and carried the 
mail over to Porter’s corps. One man on horseback could pass through 
these woods unmolested, and Porter was afraid to go in there for fear 
he would be destroyed with his twelve thousand men. 

THE NUMBER OF TROOPS ENGAGED, 

Let us see for a moment how many troops were there. This map 
shows that Longstreet first formed his men on Pageland lane. Here 
[indicating] was Jackson’s right. Longstreet formed, throwing his left 
around on Jackson’s right. Here was Pope throwing his left up this road, 
the turnpike road [indicating]. Porter, then, by moving here, would 
have struck Longstreet on the right flank; and according to all the testi- 
mony and the maps that your own friends have made for you, if he had 
moved forward on that road he would have struck Longstreet on the 
right flank. There is Longstreet’s right flank, and there is the road 
passing up to the right of Longstreet. He could not have moved with- 
out striking him on the right flank. If Longstreet had met him he 
must have thrown his left around here [indicating] to face Porter in- 
stead of already facing him, as he is said to have been. Thisstatement 
about its being impossible for Porter to pass on to the right of the enemy 
is sheer nonsense. 
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Now, let us see if we can find about how many troops were in Por- 


ter’s front. I take General t’s report, General Lee’s report, 
General Wilcox’s, General Hood’s, General Anderson’s, and see what 
they state. Longstreet on the 29th had (General Wilcox’s brigade, 
Featherstone’s brigade, General Pryor’s brigade) six thousand three hun- 
dred men; General Hood (Texas brigade, Law’s brigade, Evans’s bri- 
gade) six thousand three hundred men—they average up very nicely 
according to their statements, I do not know how they got them so 
evenly; General Kemper (Kemper’s brigade, Pickett’s brigade, and 
Jenkins’s brigade) six thousand one hundred men; and General Jones 
(Drayton’s brigade and Toombs’s brigade) six thousand three hundred 

; making in all twenty-five thousand men. That is the number 
that General Longstreet gives. 

Now, let us examine the testimony fora moment. General Lee says 
in his report that General Anderson’s division came up in the evening 
of the 30th. General Anderson’s division was seven thousand men, ac- 
cording to the testimony. They came up in the evening of the 30th, 
and noton the 29th. Now, subtract that from your twenty-five thousand 
and how many have you? Take a pencil and make your figures. The 
Senator says there were twenty-five thousand in front of Porter; we 
have got them down to eighteen thousand. 

Now let us see what General Lee says and what General Longstreet 
says. They say that Wilcox’s division, Kemper’s brigade, Jenkins’s 
brigade, and Evans’s brigade, Hunton’s and Hood’s divisions went into 
action at Groveton at 4 o’clock, in all making over twelve thousand 
men taken from the eighteen thousand men, that went into action at 
Groveton at 4 o'clock. Lee had sent Wilcox’s division, he says in his 
report, over to support Jones. Jones’s brigade was over on the rail- 
road, near the Cole house, watching Porter, when he saw some move- 
ment made, and that was the same time Porter hid his men in 
the brush. Wilcox’s division was sent to support Jones; but Lee 
says, and so does Longstreet, that the column disap imme- 
diately; they do not say where, but Porter explains that they disap- 
peared in the woods. Then he says he withdrew Wilcox’s Division 
and threw it down to Groveton. There are twelve thousand men with- 
drawn from that eighteen thousand and sent to Groveton in action against 
Pope’s left; and Lon, t and Lee both say that they remained there 
until 11 o’clock at night before they withdrew from Groveton. Now 
how many have you left in front of Porter? Six thousand men, and 
that was Jones’s command and his support—but six thousand men. 
The evidence shows that Longstreet did not have another man there 
anywhere near Porter, and they were not in his front, they were over 
by the railroad; and that is the only command that Longstreet had any- 
where near Porter at 4 o’clock and during the whole time from 4 o’clock 
until 11 o’clock at night, and at 11 o’clock at night he says they with- 
drew to their line, which was at Pageland lane, and not in front of 
Porter, so that Mr. Porter, when he received the order, instead of having 
twenty-five thousand men in his front, had but six thousand men; notin 
his front either, but in a position where they could have probably been 
employed against an assault. 

The truth is, Stuart’s report shows, and so does Porter’s report, that 
the dust was thick; and Stuart says the dust was made by drawing brush 
along the road. I have repeated this before, and I do not wish to refer 
to it again; but that is the evidence in this case, and the evidence is 
what we must be guided by. 

WHAT PORTER SAID BEFORE THE COURT-MARTIAL AS TO THE FORCES IN HIS 
FRONT. 

In order to sustain what I say about that, suppose we take what Mr. 
Porter says. I want tocall the attention of the Senate to this fact: Mr. 
Porter and his friends insist that there were twenty-five thousand men 
in his front and that he knew it, and Pope did not. I believe that is 
the statement. Fitz-John Porter stated to the contrary before the court- 
martial, that there must have been from ten thousand to fifteen thousand 
men in his front. Now he says there were twenty-five thousand; the 
Senator says so, and he knew it then, he says; but yet in his statement 
before the court-martial Porter said there must have been from ten to fif- 
teen thousand men. How is it that he did not know then that there 
were twenty-five thousand, when he now claims that he did know 
it? If ten thousand, he (Porter) had more men than they had, for his 
morning report showed that he had thirteen thousand men for duty on 
the 29th. Twelve thousand five hundred is the estimate that is given 
by the witnesses. When he believed there were not more than ten or 
fifteen thousand he would not attack. Now, the Senators who try to 
excuse him say there were twenty-five thousand. When did they make 
this grand discevery? When you come to examine the reports of the 
confederates showing the number of men that they had in battle that 
day at Groveton, it turns out that Longstreet had but six thousand 
men anywhere near where Porter could have got at them at all. All 
the reports agree in this. Wilcox, who was here on duty in the Senate, 
makes the same statement as to the number moved to Groveton at 4 
o’clock. ` In all-the letters that they have written they donot pretend— 
that is dodged artfully—to state where their troops were that day. 

Six thousand men! He did not even know that. How could he 
know anything aboutit? He was back at Bethel chapel the whole day, 
five miles away from the enemy. 


Mr.SEWELL. Does the Senator want me to answer that question? 


Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWELL. You have a recollection of the Buford dispatch? 

Mr. LOGAN. I have, 

Mr. SEWELL. That covers the ground. 

Mr. LOGAN. Covers what ground? 

Mr. SEWELL. That the troops were there. 

Mr. LOGAN. Where? ` 

Mr. SEWELL. That they passed through Gainesville. 

Mr. LOGAN. Does that prove that they were in Porter’s front? 
hkl SEWELL. Certainly. It was the only way they could get 
there. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator isan artful man and I like these dodges. 


Now let me show the Senator the map. 

Mr. SEWELL. I know it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, you know it; but I will explain it to others who- 
do not know it. There is the road [indicating]. Buford says the 
were marching on down there. Here was Porter over here [indicating]. 
Seventeen regiments of infantry marched through Gainesville at 9 
o’clock, says Buford’s dispatch, but he never said they were marching 
in the direction of Dawkin’s Branch. He said they were marching’ 
on the pike, and that is the pike down to Groveton; and General Lee 
in his report says that they marched down the pike to Groveton and 
went into battle gg Pope’s left; but the Senator will insist on say- 
ing they were in front of Porter, while he can not find a scintilla of 
testimony that supports him in such a statement. 

Mr. SEWELL. You will find it in General Longstreet’s report and 
his evidence. 

Mr. LOGAN. You do not find General Longstreet saying any such 
thing. General Longstreet says his corps amounted to twenty-five 
thousand men, and I do not doubt that; but in his report he tells us 
that all his corps were in the fight at Groveton except one division. I 
know what Longstreet says. He says that he had twenty-five thou- 
sand men in his command, and if this man had attacked him any time 
after 12 o’clock he would have been terribly abused, but does not say 
his men were onthe ground. I have his evidence, and here is his report 
made as soon after as possible, which says that D. H. Anderson came 
up on the 30th late in the day. 

I ask the Senator whether he takes the report of a man made imme- 
diately after a battle? Mr. Longstreet and several other gentlemen 
who belonged to the confederate army have tried to make this matter 
as easy as possible for Fitz-John Porter; nobody doubts that. But I 
am taking their reports as they made them, the report of Lee, of Long- 
street, of Jackson, and the whole of them, and they all agree that these 
troops were in the battleat Groveton on the 29th and not in front of 
Porter. And will any Senator tell me that the reports of Jackson, of 
Longstreet, of Lee, of Wilcox, of Hood, of Evans, and of all these men 
who were under Longstreet and engaged in battle that day, made with- 
in the next few days, are not true, and that Longst: set, after loss of 
memory in twenty years, shall contradict the whole thing; which, how- 
ever, he does not do? No, sir; I defy any man to take the reports of 
the confederates themselves and disprove the statement I have made; 
they prove it, sustain it in every particular. And nowhere in the evi- 
dence of any of them do they contradict the fact that the troops I men- 
tion were engaged at Groveton on the 29th. 

THE 4.30 ORDER. 


Now let us examine the 4.30 order, which was as follows: 
HEADQUARTERS IN THE FIELD, August 29—1.30 p. m, 

MAJOR-GENERAL Porter: Your line of march brings you in on the enemy's 
right flank. I desire you to push forward into action at once on the asa A 
flank, and if possible on his rear, keeping your right in communication with 
General Reynolds. The enemy is m in the woods in front of us, but can 
be shelled out as soon as you engage their flank. Keep heavy reservesand use 
your batteries, keeping well closed to your right all the time. In case you are 
obliged to fall back, do so to your right and rear, so as to keep you in close com- 
munication with the right wing. 

JOHN POPE, 


Major-General, Commanding. 

General Pope was near the right of hisNine. General Ricketts was 
with him, and kept note of the movement of troopsonthatday. Gen- 
eral McDowell withdrew from Porter at about 12 o’clock with his di- 
vision, and he went from Bethel chapel up the Sudley Springs road 
until he struck the pike running to Groveton; he took that, and arrived 
there and put his division in battle on the left center. At the time 
he was going into battle, when he reported to Pope, he (Pope) had con- 
cluded to make a movement along the whole line and to assault the 
enemy at every point. So he sent an order to Porter then to assault 
and strike theenemy on his right flank or in the rear, that he must do it 
at once, and the men under McDowell moved forward; his whole army 
moved forward. It was about 6 o’clock, when it moved forward, and 
heexpected Porter todothesame thing. Instead of that, he (Pope) had 
Lo t’s whole corps, except Jones’s division, in his frontat Groveton, 
and Porter, lying with his arms stacked for three miles along the road, 
never moved nor did he fire a shot. Was there any excuse for that? 
They say he did not receive the order in time. When did he receive 


the order? He says at 6.30. The Senator said yesterday at 6.30. The 
evidence, however, does not bear him out in that statement. 
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I know the fact that when a Senator makes a statement it is some- 
‘times taken against the sworn testimony of the witnesses if it serves 
the purpose, but it does not serve mine so well. The evidence of 
Pope’s aid who delivered that order, the evidence of the orderly who 
went with him, is that it could not have been later than half after 
5 o’clock when that order was delivered. The sun on the 29th day 
of August, 1862, set at 6.36, and he received the order at half past 5. 
But suppose he did not receive it until6.30. Take that for granted for 
the sake of the argument. He had then nearly two hours of daylight 
in which to have made his assault; and will any man tell me that 
Longstreet was right in his front? If Longstreet was immediately in 
front Porter did not have far to go to strike the enemy, and why did he 
notdo it? Why did not that soldier—whom Senators speak of as being 
-æ grand soldier—strike theenemy? It may be very well forSenators to 
say that he was aman o ii ience; he was a man of great gen- 
ius; he knew more than Pope. tis the argument. Pope was an 
ignoramus and this man was a wise man; and therefore, a wise 
man, he knew better than to fight when he was ordered to fight, because 
the man that ordered him did not know as much as he did! 

Fitz-John Porter isa man of great imagination, and aman whothinks 
he can overturn the history of the country, and that he does find hel 
to doit I agree. He finds help on this side that he ought not to 5 
he finds men helping him who ought not to assist, but still they are 
found, 

WHAT PREVENTED THE ASSAULT? 

Now let us see for a moment whether he could have assaulted or not. 
I repeated a moment ago from history the fact that at the great battle 
of Waterloo the last assault made by Napoleon’s guards on the guards ot 
the Iron Duke (Wellington), was made after 8 o’clock on the 18th day 
of June, 1815, and there the order was given by Wellington that has 
gone down into history, ‘‘ Up, guards, and at them!” And at 90’clock 
Wellington formed his line and moved forward and broke the French 
army into pieces; and yet Fitz-John Porter could not move at 6.30, 
when the Senator says that he had his troops up at Dawkin’s Branch 
deployed ready to attack! Why did he not do it? 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly, 

Mr. SEWELL. The head of his column was deployed ready for an 
attaek, but his whole troops were not in line; the joint order did not 
contemplate the fighting of a battle at that place, but it contemplated 
going to Bull Run. He was in a position to hold himself to protect his 
own column on the road and to hold Longstreet there. 

Another item I would call the Senator’s attention to: the twilight 
at Brussels is entirely different from the twilight at Bull Run; it lasts 
about two hours later. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the gentleman would take two hours off we should 
have it exactly, and in doing that Wellington’s attack would, accord- 
ing to the Senator, be an hour after dark. So that does not help the 
Senator’s case. 

I wish to answer the Senator in the same way be tries to answer me. 
He says the reason was that the joint order did not contemplate an at- 
tack. That was the order issued inthe morning. I am talking about 
the order of 4.30, which directed him to attack at once; but the Senator 
says because the previous order did not contemplate an attack, therefore 
he had no right to obey the 4.30 order. In other words, to illustrate: if 
the rebellion is going on and I am ordered to move on Jackson, Miss., 
from Vicksburg and to be there at a certain time, because the troops at 
Jackson were going to attack, and I meetsome troops on the road, I say, 
‘ Well, I will not fight these fellows, because Iam ordered to go to 
J ackson before I fight.” [Laughter.] That isthe reasoning of the 

enator. 

Mr. SEWELL. The Senator drew a comparison between Wellington 
at Waterloo and Porter on Dawkin’s Branch. He is perfectly right 
about the time at Waterloo, but there had been a fight going on there 
all day in open sight, open view. 

Mr. LOGAN. So there had been at Bull Run since 9 o’clock. 

Mr. SEWELL. There I differ with the’Senatorin opinion, and I say 
there the Guard were in line and they could not help it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Thedifference is this: Napoleon’s Guard had not been 
in the battle at all at Waterloo, and they never engaged until 8 o’clock, 
when they were ordered to assault the guards of Wellington. Thatis 
just the position this man Fitz-John Porter was in. They were the 
reserve of Napoleon’s army and had not been engaged in battle, but 
they assaulted at 8 o’clock and Wellington assaulted at 9. The battle 
had been going on the major part of the day, and so had the battle of 
Bull Run from 9 o’clock in the morning until 9 o’clock at night, and 
yet your friend did not assault! No time in the day was proper for 
him to assault and no part of his column was in action. 

gt OUND: You mean that the cannon were still firing at half 

Mr. LOGAN. I mean the battle was still going on at 9 o’clock and 
‘did not cease until that time. I mean that McDowell’s corps com- 
menced its battleat 6 o’clock and continued to 9 o’clock, as the 
on both sides show. Assault after assault was made, and yet Porter’s 
Army Corps could not assault, but the confederates could. Lcagutinets 
<orps could assault at Groveton at 8 o’clock at night, moving down at 4 


o’clock to do it, but we could not doit. Oh, sir, it is a bandbox sol- 
dier that must only fight by sunlight. When did Sheridan ever ask 
for daylight, if necessary to save a battle? 

A FEW COMPARISONS, ‘ 

Ishould like to give a little experience here just for the benefit of the 
Senator. I do not know whether any of my friends on the other side 
were there or not. If they were, thty left early; they will remember 
that. At the battle of Resaca General Thomas R. Woods, the brother 
of Judge Woods, of the Supreme Bench, commanded a division, and Judge 
Woods commanded one of his brigades. They were in my command. 
At 9 o’clock at night at Resaca, under my orders, General Woods as- 
saulted the line of works of the rebels, a curtain running from the fort 
down to the river, and took it when it was so dark that you could not 
see where the line of works was. I sat on my horse and could only 
tell the position of either side by the flash of the guns. 

Talk about being destroyed! Iwill give you an instance of one bri- 
gade at the battle of Baker’s Creek, where thirty thousand of theenemy 
were opposed to two divisions of our troops. One brigade, a small 
brigade at that, under my orders marched two miles down a ravine and 
moved into the rear of those thirty thousand men and opened on them, 
seattered and dispersed them, and we captured much of their artillery 
and nearly as many men as the brigade itself had, Of course it took 
its chances; but it did it. If Fitz-John Porter had performed his duty 
as well as that little brigade did the Army of Virginia would nothave 
been depleted as it was on that day. 

THE POSITION PORTER OCCUPIED THAT DAY. 

Having , a8 I believe at least, of the question of the number 
of troops in front of Fitz-John Porter at that time, let us come back to 
the proposition for a moment and see the position he occupied durin, 
that day, to show whether he intended to engage in the contest. As 
said, his troops were lying on the road from three to four miles, with 
arms stacked, during theday. He had but two regiments deployed at 
any time during the whole day, and then he withdrew them and put 
them in the brush. Further than that, when he received that order, 
will the Senator insist that he ever told one of his officers, staff officers 
or anybody else, that he had received an order to attack? Theevidence 
shows that when that order was delivered to him he was lying down 
undera treeresting. The order was handed to him; he read it, folded 
it up, and putit in his vest pocket. General Sykes, who was sitting by 
his side, testifies that Porter never told him what the order was; that 
he never knew that Porter had received anordertoattack. Morell says 
the same. Every commander that he had who has given testimony at 
all testifies that he did not give them any information that he was di- 
rected to attack at any time or any place. So when he sent word to 
Morell to put his command in line, Morell says that he was deploying 
his regiment, and while he was deploying it he got an order to with- 
draw it and go into camp for the night. 

Fitz-John Porter wascharged with having allowed some of his officers 
to retreat during the day. That has been persistently denied. The 
evidence does show that when General Sturgis reported to him with his 
brigade and informed him that there was a battery being established in 
his front and called his attention especially to it, he said no, and gave 
Sturgis an order not to move forward and assaultthe enemy. But what 
was the order? To move back to Manassas and go into a defensive 
position. That was the order that Sturgis received, and the only one 
received that day from Fitz-John Porter. Sturgis went into the bat- 
tle, but he did not go in by the order of Porter. Hehimself moved his 
troops to the front and engaged with the enemy on the next morning. 

When Porter was ordered to bring his whole command on the battle- 
field, Griffith’s brigade, a part of Porter’s command, retired to Centre- 
ville, and remained at Centreville during the whole battle. It came 
there on the night of the 29th and remained there, and never fired a 
gun, Piatt commanded a brigade, and he makes the statement and pub- 
lishes it to the world that he received no orders at all. He reported 
that day, and the only way he got into the battle was by going on his 
own motion and engaging in the battle on the 30th. He received no 
orders whatever from Porter. In all the evidence an order can not be 
found that Porter ever gave to a solitary regiment, brigade, or division 
to engage in the battle, or even in a skirmish, with the enemy at any 
time during that day. 

Porter received the order I will say at 5.30 0’clock. The Senator says 
at 6.30 o’clock. What was the order? To move at once, and attack 
the enemy on the right flank and in rear, if possible, keeping his right 
well refused, so as to strike back on the left of Pope’s line, using his 
artillery freely. That was the order given to Porter. Will you tell me 
why he did not attempt toobey thatorder? There has not been an order 
given to Porter up to the present time that he obeyed, except to move 
forward, which he did to Dawkin’s Branch, and there stopped. Then, 
instead of starting at 6 o’clock in the morning when he was ordered, he 
did not start until 9 o’clock. In all this case I defy any friend of Fitz- 
John Porter to put his finger on one order requiring immediate action 
which he obeyed. He utterly refused to obey any order given to him 
either to move or to fight. 

ONE OF PORTER'S EXCUSES FOR REFUSING TO FIGHT. 
Suppose we take it for granted that Longstreet had twenty-five thou- 


Cease 


1838 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 13, 


sand men drawn up in line right in Porter’s front, what of it? Does 
a man always expect to fight inferior forces? Many times during the 
late war the confederates fought us with one-half the number we had. 
We fought them sometimes with one-half the number they had. The 
only rule of warfare that I know is to strike the enemy where you find 
him, if your army is en To say that a man shall not fight because 
heexpects to be whipped is something new in military science. It issome- 
thing that I have nevér been taught before. Since I came to the Senate 
I have learned that this is the idea of some gentlemen, but never dur- 
ing my little experience in the Army did I so understand it. 

Speaking of small armies assaulting great ones, the world’s history 
isfullofsuch cases. Atthebattleof Marathon the Athenians, a handful 
almost, in the afternoon assaulted the Persian hordes and drove them 
from the land, slaying six thousand of the Persians, when only about 
two hundred of the Athenians were slaughtered, owing to the impetu- 
osity of the assault. j 

Now let me contrast this man’s conduct on the 29th of August with 
the conduct of an officer at the battle of Marengo. ere, when the 
battle was lost, when the troops were leaving the field, when Dessaix 
said the sun was receding and the enemy advancing, that great sol- 
dier, who fell in that conflict, with six thousand men moved forward 
withont orders, assaulted the enemy, and turned defeat into victory. 
So, too, this man could have done if he had obeyed his orders; but he 
failed to do it, failed in every instance. 

I could name quite a number of victories won by an army inferior in 
numbers in our war. When Vicksburg was firstsurrounded with thirty 
thousand men inside its walls we had only twenty-seven thousand men 
to impale them there, and miles of our line were only held by a skirmish 
line. The enemy did not know it, however. It was a mere picket line, 
that they could have gone through any day or night. They supposed 
of course that there was a column of troops behind, but it was not true. 
In many instances throughout the late war cases of the kind occurred. 
Yet, forsooth, to-day a man with twelve thousand five hundred troops 
fails to assault an enemy for fear that he will be whipped. A manisa 
good commander who can possibly command more than that number of 
troops in a battle. He may command a corps with his division com- 
manders having their orders to manage their divisions; he may com- 
mand an army with his corps commanders having their orders, but the 
immediate control of twelve thousand troops in a battle will be satis- 
factory to the genius of almost any man in military affairs. 

THE REAL QUESTION IN THE CASE. 

There is but one more point in this case that I desire to discuss. The 
Senator from New Jersey has said that Fitz-John Porter was a good 
soldier prior to this time. I do not dispute it. He says he did well 
the next day. I do not dispute that. It was absolutely necessary for 
him to do something on the next day. After our army was broken to 
pieces perhaps he had to help. Nobody questionsthat. The question 
before the Senate is not whether a man has been a good soldier or a poor 
soldier. The question before the court-martial was: Did he disobey his 
orders; were they lawful; could they have been obeyed? 

THE LAST ORDER ISSUED BY POPE TO PORTER ON THE 29TH. 

General Pope, finding that it was impossible to have Porter obey any 
of his orders, finally issued the following order, directing him to march 
on the battlefield and report to him, with his command, in person, also 
to note the time of the receipt of the order, for the reason that Porter 
had avoided noting the time of the sending or receiving of any orders 
or dispatches during that day: 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
In the Field, near Bull Run, August 29, 1862—8.50 p. m. 

GENERAL: Immediately upon receipt of this order, the precise hour of receiv- 
ey App you willacknowledge, yon will march your command to the field of 
battle of to-day, and report to me in person for orders, You areto understand 
ergon are expected to comply strictly with this order, and to be 
the field within three hours after its reception, or after daybreak 
morning. 


resent on 
morrow 


JOHN POPE 
Major-General, Commanding. 

Maj. Gen. F. J. PORTER. 

The very issuing of the above is proof that Pope could not get Porter 
to obey any of his orders, and in fact this order was not literally obeyed, 
as Roster did not bring his whole command on the field of battle on the 
30th. 

With all these facts before us who can say that he was unjustly found 
guilty ? 

The maxim of Napoleon, ‘to always march to the sound of the ene- 
my’s guns,” was totally unheeded by Porter. 

To sum up his conduct on the 29th in brief: The battle began at 
Groveton at 9 o’clock the 29th; he was at Dawkin’s Branch at 12 0’clock, 
on a plain road to Gainesville, within two miles of Pope’s left, where the 
battle was raging; he had his troops stack arms along the road from 
Bethel chapel to Dawkin’s Branch, a distance of three miles; his troops 
did not move from their position of resting during the whole day. The 
sound of battle was heard by his command during the entire day until 
9 o’clock at night; he was ordered to move to Gainesville in the morn- 
ing—to push forward. He was ordered to join his right on Pope’s 
left; he was ordered to attack theenemy. He did not obey these orders; 
he did not try to obey any or either of them. He heard the shock of 


battle, the shouts of triumph and despair, but he moved not while 
the red-throated cannon belched forth missiles of death; while mus- 
ketry rattled as the long-roll on a thousand drums; while infantry as- 
saulted and cavalry charged; while men fell in death’s embrace and the 
wounded cried for help; while the blood of his comrades flowed like 
water. While his commanding officer and his fellow-soldiers anxiously 
listened for the sound of his guns, he lay beneath the shade of a tree, 
putting his orders in his pocket, without informing his officers what they 
directed him todo. Sir, does history record such action in any soldier- 
prior to thistime ? Where is the man other than Porter that ever lay 
with twelve thousand men who were panting to move to the aid ot 
comrades within two miles of a battle for nine weary hours without 
firing a gun or even trying to ascertain if he could be of any assistance ? 

Sir, no such case can found; and we are asked to condemn the 
court-martial that convicted him for his disobedience of orders. Was 
ever such request made by such a man? The only information sent by 
him during the day to his superiors was that he was going to retire or 
retreat to Manassas, and this was received just as the battle was hottest. 
Dust, sir, dust, was his only excuse. Men in buckram haunted him all 
the day. Let the many widows and orphans made that day and the 
many gravesof brave men who fell on that field bear testimony against 
him in all time to come. 

This thing of sympathy for a man because he has been punished for 
disobedience of orders is one thing, but the law and the just verdict of 
a court is another. You are not asked to sympathize with this man. 
You are asked to overturn the verdictof a court. You are asked to de- 
clare the law contrary to what the law was as expounded by that court. 
You are asked to reverse the verdict of a lawfully constituted tribunal. 
You are asked toreverse the record made by the President of the United 
States. I ask you whether you can do it as a legal proposition? You 
may do it in violation of the law, you may do it in violation of right and 
justice in reference to military conduct, but when you do that, do not 

lace it upon the ground that you sympathize with this man ‘and are 
justified in your action. 

Oursympathy goesout toall humanity. The poor down-trodden man 
in Europe has our sympathy. The poor man in this country has our- 
sympathy. The man who has to labor night and day should have our 
sympathy; the sick, the sore, and distressed should have our sympathy; 
and our sympathy should lead us todo what? To extend to them food 
or raiment, to give them employment or aid them in all proper ways, 
but not to do that which overrides law. It is not that which will. 
override justice; it is not that which will override the principles which 
underlie this Government, and destroy the morale of our grand little 
Army, that can be justified on the ground of sympathy. 

THIS BILL BSTABLISHES A DANGEROUS AND BAD PRECEDENT. 

Mr. President, when every day poor, unfortunate, crippled officers are 
having their bills to put them on the retired-list referred to the Mili- 
tary Committee reported against, and why? Because they were dis- 
missed from the service or because they resigned from the service, and 
therefore are not iwlaw entitled to be put back. That has been the 
rule in the Congress of the United States, and the exception to the 
rule is made in favor of a man who was dismissed from the service for 
wanton disobedience of orders in the time of a great battle. And this 
is to be made the exception. Why? Will some Senator tell me? 
Why are these appeals made? I ask when the soldier who sleeps in 
the far-off grave is forgotten, when only his name is known by the 
monument thatis above him, saying that he fought for his country, and 
that is all; when he is remembered by a poor little pension to his heirs, 
a man who stood with his musket in time of battle with courage against 
the enemy, this pittance is allowed to his heirs; for what? For his loy- 
alty, for being true to his Government, for obeying orders even to the 
loss of life. But here comes a man who failed his superior officers, who 
was dismissed from service, and asks to be reinstated; reinstated for 
what? For disobedience of orders; for failing when failure was dis- 
aster. He asks you to put him back in the Army, to be supported 
with a $3,000 salary as long as he may live. For what? Sir; if this 
man is to be restored, wheré is the Union officer that was wounded in 
battle, where is the crippled officer to-day, whether he belonged to the 
regular Army or to the volunteers, who would not be entitled to the 
same consideration? Yet the Senate would not vote forit. Itell you, 
Mr. President, make not these distinctions; make not this record. 
It is not one of honor, nor do I believe the country will so regard it. 


EQUALITY AND JUSTICE TO THE PEOPLE. 

I have tried to hurry through and not detain the Senate too long. I 
say, in conclusion, that the war for the Union was fought to preserve a 
great Government, to preserve the rights of citizens, to give them pro- 
tection under the law, and to secure equality of rights and justice be- 
fore the law. If this act of wrong, as I deem it, shall be perpetrated 
by the Congress of the United States, it will be declaring that those who 
failed in the hour of trial are those who shall be honored in the hour of ` 
triumph; it will be declaring to the world that the record of those in the 
Army who failed at the important time is as good as that of those who 
sustained the Government; that the honor and glory of the whole Army 
of the United States shall not be maintained alone by the honors it 
won, but shall be maintained by the honors lost by its unworthy mem- 
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bers. When we returned to our homes and our peaceful pursuits, when 
the armies of a million of men melted away into the paths of peace, we 


then , and ought to expect now, that nothing would be done by 
Congress at least that would mar that thought that should be in every 
man’s mind, that equality and justice should be done to all according 
to the laws and Constitution of our land, that justice should be done 
the living and that justice also should be meted out to the reputation 
of the dead. 

So then for the honor of this nation let not its representatives mar 
the record that loyalty made in behalf of this great Government and 
for the benefit of this people. 

I have deemed it to be my duty as a member of this body to oppose 
at all times a proposition of this character, because I believe it to be 
wrong in theory and certainly wrong in practice. I believe it will de- 
moralize the Army and have a demoralizing effect upon the country. 

DANGER OF THE FIRST STEP, 

I say in all kindness to the other side of this Chamber (it will perhaps 
have no effect), your course, assisted by a few of our side in this case, 
will prevent the people of this country as long as you shall proceed in 
this way from having confidence that you intend to administer the af- 
fairs of the Government fairly. The opening of the doors for Fitz-John 
Porter does not mean Fitz-John Porter. It means b: ing down the 
barrier, the wall between the good and the bad and those who failed in 
time of trial and those who did their duty. It means opening the door 
on the retired-list to Porter and to other men who failed us in our trials 
who shall follow in his wake. It means more. I do not care what a 
few gentlemen who were in the Union Army may say, I do not care 
what a few gentlemen who were not in the Union Army may say; but 
the great body of the American people do not believe in breaking down 
the barriers between the men who failed in time of need and the men 
who stood at their posts. 

When I say that, I am speaking of our loyal people. I mean that the 
people do not believe in your coming here to regulate courts-martial for 
us, that we settled during the war. They do not believe it is just; 
they do not believe it is right. Iam speaking the truth to you, and the 
people will emphasize it hereafter. Let your confederacy regulate its 
own courts-martial while it existed in opposition to this Union, but do 
not come here from under that flag with numbers suflicient to put dis- 
graced men back in the Army, to cast slurs upon our men who did 
their duty, to trample in the dust the authority that suppressed your 
confederacy. Let not your feelings go that far. If they do, I tell you 
that more years than you think will pass over your heads before you 
will have the confidence of the American people. 

There are some friends on this side of the Chamber who join with the 
other side. They are entitled to their views. I say to them, you will 
open the doors to danger in this country when you do this act. It is 
not an act of kindness to this man; it is an act of injustice to the Army; 
it is an act of injustice to the loyal people of this country; itisan act of 
injustice to the memory of Lincoln and those who were associated with 
him at the time; it is trampling under foot the law and the facts. You 
who were the friends in the hour of trial, you who stood by then, should 
not falter now. You are to-day doing that which you would not have 
done ten years ago. ` But to-day the consciences of some people are getting 
so easy that we must do everything that is asked for men who failed 
us in the hour of our greatest danger, for men who are entitled to noth- 
ing except what they received. We are asked in charity which is no 
charity to violate the law, to violate the proper rules of civil conduct, 
to violate the judgment of a court, to violate the order of a President 
made according to law and in justice, as shown at that time and now. 
I hope at least that men who have stood by the country in the hour of 
trial will not weaken in the hour of triumph in the interest of those 
whose triumph would have proved disastrous to the country. 

The conscientious feeling that I have performed my duty according 
to my honest convictidéns to my country, to the honor of our now 
faithful little Army, to my comrades in arms during the war, to the 
living and the dead that took part in the judgment of the court, to the 
loyal people that loved this country and helped to save it, shall be in 
my own breast through life my reward for my action in this case. 


APPENDIX. 
EVIDENCE, REPORTS, AND ORDERS IN THE FITZ-JOHN PORTER CASE, 

Badeau on the subject of marches, says: 

It was late in the evening before Grant reached Burkeville, where he found 
that Ord had moved to Rice’s Station and intrenched in front of Lee. The gen- 
eral-in-chief at once reported the situation to the Government. 

And here is his dispatch: ; 

The troops are pushing now, though it is after night, and they have had no 
rest for more than one week. 

That was the way General Grant moved armies, 

Now let me show what General Grant understands by an imperative 
order, by an order that means to be obeyed. Here is his language on 
page 586 of the third volume of the Military History of U. S. Grant by 
Badeau: š 

I am moving the cavalry column on Appomattox depot. There are eight 
trains of cars at that point to supply Lee’s army. Ev is being run out 


a Lbb toward Danville. Our troops are reported at Liberty. This must 
neman, 
When Crook received his orders to rejoin Sheridan he was very unwilling to 
obey, and went in person to Grant to complain. 


Crook did not disobey Sheridan's order, but he went to Grant. He 
was ordered by Grant to report to Sheridan, but was unwilling to obey, 
and he went to Grant; for what? To be excused from obeying the 
order. What did he say ? 

His troops— 

Crook said— 
were tired and worn; they had marched all day, forded the river, and fought a 
battle, in which they had n repelled. Nota thousand men were fit to move. 


What did Grant say ? 


But Grant was peremptory; the emergency was immediate; Sheridan had 
asked, and Crook was obli to conform. noorde: the cavalry crossed 
the stream again in the night and set out to rejoin Sh n. 


Now let me read again about marches day and night. On page 596- 
of the same volume you will find this: 


Ord marched his men froni Tegel soa on the &th until daylight on the 9th of ` 
April, halting only three hours on the road—a terrible march; but men un- 
d that they were conquering their enemy as epee gS by marching as 
by fighting, and did notmurmur. GriffindidaswellasOrd. His popi naroon: 
twenty-nine and bivouacked at 2a. m. on the 9th; then moved again at 4, 
and reached Sheridan’s position at 6, just as Lee was approaching in heavy force 
to batter his way through the cavalry, 

Again— 


Crook was soon hotly engaged. He ran his guns to the front and held his 
ground in spite of a heavy onset of the enemy, for the rebels must make their 
way through now orall was lost. Lee's force was infantry and greatly outnum- 

r bered Sheridan, and the cavalry leader soon sent back, urging Ord to en for- 
ward; atthe same time he directed Crook to fall back slowly and sacrifice no 
more men in trying to check this heavy force, Gibbon, Griffin, and a division 
of colored troops were ensconced in the woods waiting for orders toadvance. It 
looked asif Sheridan was deserting the field and meant to allow the rebel army 
topass, Lee'smen gave once more the battle-yell and quickened their pace and. 
doubled their fire, when suddenly, the cavalry having all retired, the infantry 

line emerged from the woods, and the rebellion was over. 


Now, let us go further, to show some of these marches: 


All night the Army of the Potomac marched, though it had been allowed no- 
rest for five full days and nearly as many ni ; marched without food; as its 
commander said, "As ready to die from fatigue and starvation as from the bul- 
lets of the enemy.” 


On page 622 of Badeau’s Military History of U. S. Grant I find: 


The marvelous marching, not only of Sheridan but of the men of the Fifth 
and Twenty-fourth Corps, was doing as much as a battle to bring the rebellion 
toa close. Twenty-eight, thirty-two, thirty-five miles aday in succession these 
infantry soldiers marched—all day and all night. From daylight till daylight 
again, after more than a week of labor and fatigues almost unexampled, they 
pushed on to intercept their ancientadversary, while the remainder of the Army 
of the Potomac was at his heels. 

GRANT'S OPINION OF THE PORTER CASE IN 1874. 
WASHINGTON, April 18, 1874. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: It is no doubt known to you that General Fitz-John Porter 
claims to have procured evidence since histrial, notattainable at the time, which 
would either acquit him of the crime of which he stands convicted or greatly 
modify the findings and sentence of the court-martial before which he wastried, 
and that he has embodied in a printed peniphies the kind and character of this 
evidence and what he expects to establish by it, together with an appeal fora 
rehearing of his case. 

It is widely asserted by those who sympathize with him, and probably believed 
by many who have no personal interest in his case, that influences hostile to him 
have restrained you from examining this statement of his case, and have thus 
worked great injustice, by preventing the Executive from considering state- 
ments or evidence which might vindicate his character. 

It isneedless to say to you that I have never used any influence with you, per- 
sonal or other, to prevent the investigation of his statements, nor even intimated 
to you in any manner that I objected to any action you might think proper to 
take in the matter. 

Nevertheless, as I do not wish even to seem to consent to any additional mis- 
conceptions concerning me or my action in this case, I beg (if you have not al- 
ready done so) that you will yourself, Mr. President, examine as fully into the 
question as you thin a or mercy demands; or that you will ordera board 
of competent officers of high rank, unconnected with the armies or transactions 
involved, to investigate fully the statements of this new evidence made by Gen- 
eral Porter, and report to you what, if any, bearing it would have upon the find- 
ings and sentence of his court-martial, even if it could be fully established, 

Tam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN POPE, 


Brigadier-General, U. 8S. A 
General U. 8. Grant, 
President of the United States, 


EXEcUTIVE Mansion, Washington, D. O., May 9, 1874. 

My Dear GENERAL: Yourletter of the 18th of April, in regard to your position 
in the matter of a rehearing of the Fitz-John Porter court-martial, was duly re- 
ceived. You are under the eens that I had not fully examined the case, 
or rather that the public so thought, and that you had means to prevent 
me from giving the subject fair consideration. 

In reply, I will make two emphatic statements: First, to the best of my recol- 
lection I have never had but one letter from you on this subject prior to the one 
Iam now answering,and that simply contained the request that, if I contem- 
plated reopening the case, [examine both sides. I read during the trial the evi- 
dence and the final findings of the court, looking upon the whole trial as cne of 

reat importance, and particularly so to the Army and Navy. When General 
Forter's subsequent defense was published I received a copy of it, and read it 
with care and attention, determined if he had been wronged and I could right 
him I would do so. My conclusion was, that no new facts were developed that 
could be fairly considered, and that it was of doubtful legality whether by the 
mere authority of the Executive a rehearing could be given. 
Yours, truly, 


U. S. GRANT. 
General Jonx Pore, U. S. A. 
True copies, 
Cc. S. ILSLEY, 
Captain and Aid-de-Camp, 
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PORTER'S ANIMUS TOWARD POPE, 
Porter received his order from Pope at about 9.30 at night. Prior 
to that time he wrote a letter to General Ambrose E. Burnside of this 
«character: 


WARRENTON, 27—p. m. 
To General BURNSIDE: 

Morell left his medicine, ammunition, and at Kelly’s Ford, Can you 
have it hauled to Fredericksburg and stored ? wagons were all sent to you 
for on and ammunition. I have sent back to you every man of the First and 
Sixth New York Cavalry except what has been sent to Gainesville. I will get 
them to you aftera while. Everything here is at sixes and sevens, and I find I 
am to take care of myselfin every respect. Our line of communication has 
taken care of itself, in compliance with orders. The army has not three days’ 

rovisions, The enemy captured all Pope’s and other clothing; and from Me- 

well the same, including liquors. No guards accompanying the trains, and 
small ones bridges. The wagons are rolling on, and I shall be here to- 


Good night! 
F. J. PORTER, Major-General. 


Porter was not satisfied with his first letter. At about 4 o’clock, 
August 27, 1863, the same day, he wrote another letter, as follows: 


WARRENTON JUNCTION, August 27, 1862—4 p. m. 
General BURNSIDE, Falmouth: 


I send you the last order from General Pope, which indicates the future as 
well as the present. Wagons are rolling along rapidly tothe rear asifa mighty 
power was propelling them. I see no cause for alarm, tho Ithink this order 
may cause it. McDowell moves on Gainesville, where Sigel now is. The latter 
got to Buckland Bridge in time to put out the fire and kick the enemy, who is 

ursuing his route unmolested to the Shenandoah or Loudoun County. The 

forces are Longstreet’s, A. P. Hill's, Jackson's, Whiting’s, Ewell’s, and Ander- 
son's = Huger’s) divisions. Longstreet is said by a deserter to be very strong. 
‘They have much artillery and long wagon trains. 

The raid on the railroad was near Cedar Run, and made by a ent of in- 

fantry, two squadrons of cavalry, and a section of artillery. The place was 

ed by nearly three regiments of infantry and some cavalry. They routed 
the ee ee atrain and many men, destroyed the bridge, and retired 
leisurely down the road toward Manassas. it can beeasily repaired. No troops 
are coming up, except new troops, that I can hear of. Sturgis is here with two 
regiments. Four were cutoff by theraid. The positions of the troops are given 
in the order. No enemy in our original front. A letter of General Lee, seized 
when Stuart’s assistant adjutant-general was taken, directs Stuart to leave a 
squadron only to watch in front of Hanover Junction, &c. cae hens pes 
moved upnorth. I find a vast difference between these troops and ours. But I 
suppose they were new, as they to-day burnt their clothes, &c., when there was 
not the least cause. 

I hear that they are much diso: ized, and needed some good isope ee 
them heart, and I think head. We are working now to get behind Bull Run, 
and, I presume, will be there in a few days, if strategy don’t use us up, The 
strategy is magnificent, and tactics in the inverse proportion. I would like some 
of my ambulances. I would like, also, to be ordered to return to Fredericks- 
burg and to push toward Hanover, or witha large force to strike at Orange Court 
House. I wish Sumner was at Washington, and up near the Monocacy with 

batteries. I do not doubt the enemy have large amounts of supplies po 
vided for them, and I believe they havea contempt for this Army of Virginia. I 
wish myself away from it, with all our old Army of the Potomac, and so do our 
companions, y 

I wasinformed to-day by the best authority that, in opposer to General Pope's 
views, thisarmy was pushed out tosave the Army of the Potomac, an army that 
-could take the best care of itself. Pope says he long since wanted to go behind 
the uan. I am in great need of ambulances, and the officers need medi- 
cines, which, for want of transportation, were left behind. I hear many of the 
sick of my corpsare in houses on the very sick. I think there is no fear of 
the enemy crossing the Rappahannock. The cavalry are all in the advance of 
the rebel army. At Kelly's and Barnett's fords much property was left, in con- 
sequence of the wagons going down for grain, &c, Ifyoucan push up thegrain 
to-night please do so, direct to this place. There is no grain here to orany- 
where, and this army is wretchedly supplied in that line. Pope says he never 
could get enough. Most of this is private. 

F. J. PORTER. 


But if you can get me away, please doso. Make what use of this you choose, 
` so it does good, a= 


GENERAL POPE'S TESTIMONY RELATING TO MOVEMENTS AUGUST 27, 28, AND 29. 


General Pope, the commander of that army, testified as follows: 
j Maj. Gen. John Pope was called by the Government, sworn and examined, as 
ollows: 
By the JUDGE-ADVOCATE: 
Q. Will you state to the court what position you occupy in the military serv- 


ice of the United States? 
A. [holda commission as brigadier-general in the regular Army and as major- 


general of volunteers. 

Q. t was your position and command and what the field of your opera- 

ions on the 27th of August last ? 
ne a Jon aeaa my military position as commander? 
es, sir. 

A. I commanded the Army of Virginia, which, as originally constituted, con- 
sisted of the army corps of McDowell, Banks, and Frémont, ese, by the 27th 
of August, had been re-enforced by a portion of General Burnside’s command. 


by General Heintzelman’s corps, and on the morning of the 27th by a part of 
General Porter’s co: A portion of my command also consisted of the troops 
under General Stu which had begun to come up to Warrenton Junction. I 
was myself on the morning of the 27th at Warrenton Junction. The field of 
Sporos of the army at that time covered the region of country between the 
arrenton turnpike and the and Alexandria Railroad. f 
Q. At what time on = 27th did you leave Warrenton Junction and in what 


direction did you 
A. I left Warrenton Junction before midday, I think, though the precise hour 
ig the movements 


Idonotremember, and moved east along the railroad, follo 
of Hooker's division, toward unction. 

At what time did General Porter arrive with his command, or the portion 
of his command of which you speak, at Warrenton Junction? 
[Se Keetak ewan the of 7 and 10 o'clock in the morning of the 27th of 


ugust. 
Q. How many troops had he then with him ? $ 
A. He reported to me that he had brought up Sykes's division of regulars, 
numbering forty-fiye hundred men. 

see his troops; and, if so, what was their condition ? 
saw them at a distance as they passed along; not sufficiently near 
to ascertain anything about that. 


Q. Did you, er not, after you left Warrenton Junction and proceeded along 
the road east, issue to Major-General Porter an order in reference to the move- 
ments of his troops; and, ifso, what was the character of that order? 

A. Lissued an order to General Porter late in the afternoon of the 27th, direct- 
ing him te move with his command at 1 o'clock that night to the position I then 
occupied at Kettle Run; that if General Morell, with his other division, was not 
up to Warrenton Junction when he received that order, to send back and hurry 

m up,and to come forward himself with the troops which he had. That is 
my remembrance of the order. I gave him some further directions concerning 
General Banks’s movement, the su ce of which I remember yery well, but 
not the precise words. 

Q. Will you look at this order, which is dated “ Headquarters Army of Vir- 
ginia, August 27, 1 6.30 p. m., Bristoe Station. To r-General F, J. Por- 
ter, Warrenton Jun on,” and state whether or not that is the order to which 
you refer in your answer? 

A. That is the order I issued. 

(The accused admitted that the order shown to witness is the order, a copy of 
which is set forth in the first specification of the first 

Q. Will you explai.. to the court the reasons for the urgency of the order, as 
indicated by the following words of the order: “It is necessary on all accounts 
that you should be here by daylight. I send an officer with this dispatch, who 
will conduct you to this b Sd 

A. General Hookers division had had a severe fight along the railroad, com- 
mencing some four miles west of Bristoe Station, and had succeeded in driving 
the division of General Ewell back along the road, but without putting it to rout; 
so that at dark Ewell's forces still confronted Hooker's division along the banks 
of a small stream at Bristoe Station. Just at dark Hooker sent me word, and 
General Heintzelman also reported to me, that he, Hooker was almost entirely 
out of ammunition, having but five rounds to a man left, and that if any action 
took place in the morning, he would, in consequence, be without the means of 
making any considerable defense. Asit was known that Jackson, with hisown 
and the division of A. P. Hill, was at or in the vicinity of Manassas Junction, and 
near enough to advance to the support of Ewell, it was alt er probable that 
if he should learn the weakness of our forces there he would unite and makean 
attack in the morning. It was for that purpose that I was so anxious that Gen- 
eral Porter’s corps should be perons by daylight, the earliest moment at which 
it was likely the attack would be made. 

Q. What distance would General Porter have had to march to have obeyed 
your orders? 

A. About nine miles. 

Q. And within what time; from 1 o'clock until when? 

A. He would have had until daylight. Ido notremember exactly what time 
daylight was; perhaps 40’clock, perhaps alittleearlier. I directed him to move 
atl settee in Ned to ke hip ory nen >i much ea to remain in See beds 
at ni as possible; su’ g would occupy him perhaps three hoursto 
get npon the und, ji had expected him there certainly by 4 o'clock. 

Q. You passed over the road along which he was required by this order 
to march; will you state its condition ? 

A. The road was in good condition everywhere. At most places along the road 
it was a double road on of the railroad track. Iam not sure it was a 
double road all the way; a part of the way I know it was. 

Q. Did General Porter obey that order? 

A. He did not. 

Q. At what time on the 28th did he arrive at Bristoe Station, the point indicated 
in your order? 

A. As the head of his column came to Bristoe Station I took ont my watch; it 
was twenty minutes past 10 o’clock in the morning. 

Q. Did he at that time, or at any time before his arrival, explain to you the rea- 
son why he did not obey the order? 

A. He wrote me a note, which I received, I think, in the morning of the 28th; 
very early in the morning, penans a little before rola, (9 I am not quite sure 
about the time. The note Í have misiaid. I can give the substance of it. Ire- 
ee the reasons given by General Porter. If it is necessary to state them I 
can GO 80, 

The accused asked if the witness had looked for the note. 

The Wrrness. I looked for it, but have not been able to find it. 

The JupGE-ApDyocaTE. I will not press the question. 

The Accusep. I do notobjecttoit. The witness says he has looked for the note 
and can notfindit. I only want to know when and where he has searched for it. 


By the JupGe-ADVOCATE: 


Q. What was the character of the night; was it starlight? 

A. Yes, sir; as I remember, it was a clear night; that is my recollection. ° 

Q. If there were any obstacles in the way of such a march as your order con- 
templated, either growing out of the night or the character of the road, will you 
please state them? 

A. There was no difficulty in marching, so far as the night was concerned. I 
have several times made marches with a larger force than General Porter had 
during the night. There was some obstruction on the road in a wagon train that 
was stretched along the road, marching toward the Manassas Junction, in rear 
of Hooker's division; not sufficient, in my judgment, to have delayed fora con- 
siderable length of time the passage of lery. But even had the roads been 
entirely blocked up, the railroad track was clear, and along that track had passed 
the larger portion of General Hooker's infantry. There was no obstruction to 
the advance of infantry. 

Q. Whatever obstacle, in point of fact, may have ‘existed to the execution of 
this order, I ask you, asa military man, was it, or not, the duty of General Porter, 
receiving this command from you as his superior officer, to have made efforts, 
and earnest efforts, to obey? 

A. Undoubtedly it was his duty. 
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A. Shortly after I 
railroad again just east of Cedar Run, and from that time until we reached Bris- 


Those 


th as we were going eastward, 
Bristoe Station during the 
night of the of August. 


Were there, to your knowledge, any nings in the track, such as to have 
made it rous for infantry to march along said track at night? 
A. Along road between Warrenton Junction to Kettle Run, which is 
miles west from 


haps three Bristoe k 
plang dpm Ae Bowe 27th of August i directed Ca 


tle which had been burned. He reported to me, on the nightof the 27th, 
that he done so; so that from Warrenton Junction to the b: over Kettle 
Run there was no obstruction on the railroad of any eget ape The bridge at 


Kettle Run had been burned; but a hundred yards above the bridge the road 
crossed the creek bya ford, and from there toward Bristoe the most of the coun- 
fact, nearly the whole of it—was open country. 


TESTIMONY OF CAPT, DRAKE DE KAY—OPERATIONS ON AUGUST 27-29. 


I now give the testimony of Captain De Kay, on page 43 of the gen- 
eral court-martial record: 


Capt. Drake De Kay was then called by the Government, sworn and exam- 

ined, as follows: 

By the JupGE-ADVOCATE: 

Will you state what position you hold in the military service? 

First lieutenant, of the Fourteenth Infantry. 

What position did you hold during the campaign of the Army of Virginia 
ander the command of General Pope? 

ne Aid-de-camp to General Pope. 

Q. Did you, or not, on the 27th of August last, bear a written order from Major- 
General Pope to Major-General Porter, who was then, I believe, at Warrenton 
Junction? 

A. Idid. 

Q. Do you RAN distinctly the character of that order, and would you be 
able to recognize it again upon Savion it read to you? 

A. Idid not read it. 

Q. Did you, or not, after its delivery to General Porter, learn from him its 
character? 


A. I was aware of its character by word of mouth, either from General Pope 
or from his chief of staff. 

~ Will Rah Se ou state itscharacter as you understood it? 

e was to proceed at 1 o'clock that night to move up to Bristoe Station 

with his command. 

Q ereh mean at 1 o'clock on the morning of the 28th of August? 

es, sir, 

Boe 2s what hour of the 27th of August did you deliver this order to General 

‘orter 

A. Between 9 o'clock and half past 9 p. m.; I think about half past 9; I could 
not say within half an hour. 

<€, Had you any conversation with General Porter at the time in relation to 
the order or the execution of the order by him? 


Q. 
A. 
Q. 


A. Yes, sir; some conversation. 
Q. Wili you please state i DAE PETOT OIR 
A. I arrived, as I have said, about R cop at his tent, and found 


General Porter and two or three generals there—General Sykes and General 
Morell, and, I rainard mere Butterfield, though I am not sure whether he came 
in not. I handed General Porter the order, which he read and then 
handed to pans vot th the generals, saying as he did so, ** Gentlemen, there is some- 
thing for you to sleep upon.” I then said that the last thing that General Pupe 
said to me on leaving Bristoe Station was that I should remain with General 
Porter and guide the column to Bristoe Station, leav: 
General there b him certainly to be there by daylight, or relied upon his 
bei y daylight; something of that nature; those may not be the exact 
wol the only give to the best of my recollection, of course. General Porter 
then asked me how the road was. I told him that the road was good, though I 
had had difficulty in getting down on horseback, owing to the number of wagons 
in the road; but I told him I had the e last wagon a little beyond Catlett 
Station from | vias direction. I told him that as they were moving slowly he 
would probab! ar be up with them by daylight. I also stated to him that his in: 
fantry could e the railroad track, as many small squads of men had gone up 
that way. These small squads, I would state here, though I did not state that 
to General Porter, were stragglers from usa ph s ied a I should think some 
six or eight hundred of them, which we ng down to Bristoe Sta- 
tion; they all took the railroad track as the sisoctens a and easiest road. 

Q. "What remark, if any, did General Porter make, either to youor to the gen- 
erals with him,in reply t to your statement in reference to the and the expec- 
tation of General Pope? 

A. He stated—I do not think to me; he spoke generally to all who were in the 
tent—that his troops conf ae got into camp; that they had been marched hard 
that day; that they would be good for nothing if they were started at that time 
of night; that if their rest was broken they would be good for nothing in the 
mont on coming up with the enemy. 

you, or DoE make known to him that you were there for the purpose of 
conducting him under the order of General Pope? 
= Dak he, or not, at the moment, announce any purpose either to obey the 
order or not to do so? 
A. 1 do not recollect precisely. 
Q. From the remarks made by General Porter in your hearing, in reply to 
_ these statements of yours, was or was not the impression made upon your mind 
that it was not his purpose to march in obedience to his order? 
‘Question os bjected to by the accused. 
he fadaoed vocate stated that he merely wished to arrive at the fact whether 
there was any determination made known to the witness in regard to this order 
in any way; he was not particular as to the form of the question to be asked. 

The accused withdrew bi his objection.) 

A. There was no order issued to my knowledge, of course, one way or the 
other. That would have been done through General Porter's assistant adjutant- 
general, I can only say thatI was aware of the determination notto start until 
da: light inasmuch as I laid down and went to sleep. 

à. Tordo I not understand you, tken, to say that there was an evident 
determination on the part of General Porter not to march until daylight? 


A. There was. 
knowledge as to the time at which his troops had arrived at 


Q. Have youan 
Warrenton Junction? 

A. Only the fact that the lars—Sykes's division—were in camp at Warren- 
ton Junction at about 10 o'clock in the morning of that day, which fact Iam 
aware of from having visited several officers of my nt in their camp. 

ot These regulars were a portion of General Porter’s command, were they 
not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q Have you any knowledge how far the troops under General Porter had 
marched on that day ? 

A. 1l have not. 

2 What was the character of the night of thox 27th of August? 

. To the best of my recollection it was a cloudy night, but not rainy. 

ra - What was about the distance between Warrenton Junction and Bristoe Sta- 
tion? 

A. I supposed it to be ten miles; they say nine miles, 

Q. What was the distance from B: Station to Catlett Station, where you 
os the last of the wagons? 

A. I can not tell you exactly; six miles, I should think. 
Q. At what hour did 
A. Half past 8 p. m., 


ou pass the last of those wagons? 
Should think, 
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Q. Did T remain overnight and wait until the march of General Porter's 
as eT he next day? 


¢ + ie hat hour, in point of fact, did he move from Warrenton Junction? 

A. I should think the head of the column left about 4 o'clock in the morning; 
I am not positive about the hour. 

Q. At what rate did the command march after it left Warrenton Junction? 

A. I could not say at what rate. We started at or about 4o’clock in the morn- 
ing, and marched along quietly, without ony ee. haste, meeting with no 
obstruction or detention, except that from the wagons we found in the 
road, The h of the column arrived Ptg ristoe Station about 10 o`clock, I 
should judge 

Q. At what point did you overtake the wagons, and how many of them do you 
suppose there were? 

A. Idonotrecollect. There wasa large park of wagons near Warrenton Junc- 
tion—about half way between Catlett Station and Warrenton Junction—which 
left for Bristoe Station atdaylight. We overtook those wagons. They were in 
pe when I passed down to Warrenton Junction tke previous renin: there- 

re I can not tell when we overtook the endof the cents: which I had passed near 
Catlett Station the evening before, 

Q. What is the meaning of the term “in park?" 

A. In camp. 

Q. Had General Porter's command marched atl o'clock in the morning would 
he or would he not have those wagons in camp? 

A. He would bave passed them in camp, probably. 

Q. Was or was not the march throughout at the usual rate at which troops 
move, or was it slower? 

A. It was at the rate at which troops would move if there was no necessity for 
rapid movement. 


TESTIMONY OF COL, FREDERIC MYERS, AUGUST 27, 


Col. Frederic Myers, of the Quartermaster’s Department, who is now 
dead, testifies (general court-martial record, page 106): 


Lieut. Col. Frederic Myers was then called by the Government, and sworn 
and examined, as follows: 
By the JupGE-ADVOCATE: 
Q. Will you state to the court in what capacity you served in the Arm 
Bar under Major-General Pope, during his late campaign, in July an 
? 


. I was chief quartermaster to General McDowell. 
&: Where were you on the night of the 27th of August last? 
I was with the trains of the army, about a mile and a half from where Gen- 
cat Hooker had his battle on the 27th. 


He was with the trains about a mile and a half from where General 
Hooker had the battle of the 27th. General Hooker’s battle on the 27th 
was at Bristoe Station, where these troops were to be marched that night. 


Q Did you, or not, receive any instruction from General Pope on that da: 
z: ting to your train along the road from Warrenton Junction to Bristoe Station? 

If so, state what they were. 

A. I was ordered to move the trains in rear of General Hooker. 
dark General Pope with his staff rode up, and I reported to him that General 
Hooker was in action ahead of me, andasked him if I should go into park with 
mytrains. He replied that I could do so or "GO on, as I thought best. 

What did you do; did you go into park or did you continue on? 
he went into park, "and gave directions to all the quartermasters to go into 


F At what hour on the following morning were those trains upon that road 
putin motion? 

A. The head of the train commenced moving just at daylight, 

Q. What was the condition of the between Warrenton Junction and Bris- 
toe Station at that time, so far as regards the passage of wagons, artillery, &c.? 

= was in excellent condition at that time. 

et bas) remember the character of that night—the night of the 27th of Au- 

phe If so, will you please state it? 

A. Iwas up nearly all that night. It was quite dark; there was no moon. 

Q. Did the night change in its character toward the morning or was it the 
same throughout? 

A. Itwas a dark night. I could notstate about it toward morning particularly. 

Q. In view of the condition of the road as you have described it, and also the 
character of the night, was or was not the movement of troops along that road 
practicable that night? 

A. Idonot know ofanything to hinder troops moving along the railroad there. 
There wasa road running each side of the railroad. Ishould think it would have 
been easy for troops to move along there, although I may be mistaken in that. 


FRANCIS S. EARL’S TESTIMONY AS ASSISTANT ADJUTANT-GENERAL, AUGUST 27-28, 


Francis S. Earl, the assistant adjutant-general of General Morell, 
swears as follows ‘(board record, pages 408-413): 


Q. When did you, as acting assistant adj nay terpenes for Major-General 
Morell, on the 27th of August, first receive intimation that you were to move 
the next morning? 

A. That was the day we moved to Warrenton Junction; I knew nothing of 
it until the next morning. 

Q. About daybreak? 

A. The order came to General Morell that we were to move in the morning; 
that was all I kpew—that we were to move in the morning. 

Q. When did you receive the first intimation that you were to move on the 
morning of the 28th? 

A. I could not say whether it was the night before or whether it was during 
the night. I think it must have been before, because I knew we were to move 
at 3 o'clock in the morning. 

x -Yerro up at 3 o`cl ock? 

was up at that time, and before, probably. 

& You are quite positive you were? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have a distinct recollection of it? 

Q. Yes; I recollect being up at that time. 

Q. At what time did you arrive at Bristoe Station? 

A. Ishould judge somewhere about 10 o’clock, between 9 and 10. 

Q. Do you know ofany orders having been given the night before or any effort 
—_ ka clear that road from Warrenton Junction to Bristoe Station? 

o, sir. 

Q. From your position, would you have been likely to have known? 

A. lft had really been acting as assistant adjutant-general of division, or 
feeling that I was in that position, I probably may have known of it. 

Q. You considered you were acting in that capacity ? 

A. I considered myself more acting as an aid to General Morell, because I had 
not been announced as assistant adjutant-general, 

Q. Who was acting as assistant adjutant-general ? 

A. Nobody but myself; he so considered me, though I had not been announced. 


os fade Vir- 


Just before 
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EVIDENCE OF GENERAL CHAUNCEY M'KEEVER, AUGUST 27-28. 


General Chauncey McKeever, chief of staff of General Heintzelman, 
on page 151 of the board record, as it is called. 
General McKeever says: 


Q. If a peremptory order had been received at Warrenton Junction to move 
from that place to Bristoe at 1 a. m, on the night of the 27th and 28th of August, 
is it your opinion, as a military man, that the troops at Warrenton could have 
been put in motion on the road to Bristoe in order to comply with such a com- 
mand? 

A. They could have been put in motion, I presume. 
vent their being put in motion. 

Q. Do you recollect about what time it was daylight on the 28th of August? 

A. [should think about 4 o'clock; maybe a little later—not much, 


COL. ROBERT E. CLARY TESTIFIES, AUGUST 27. 


Col. Robert E. Clary, called by accused, swears that he received a 
note from Porter about 10 o’clock to run the railroad trains east beyond 
Cedar Run; and in answer to question says, page 119, G. C. M. (court- 
martial record, page 118): 


Q. You speak of pushing forward the trains, 
the railroad or ordinary wagon trains? x 
A. I mean railroad trains, loaded with our own stores, and I think somesick 
and wounded. x = 
In your opinion, could or could not General Porter, after the receipt of his 
order to move, which receipt was at 9.30 p. m, of the 27th of August, have cleared 
the road entirely of wagons by 1 or 2 o'clock that night, so that his march would 
not have been much impeded? 

A, I think the troops could have passed over during the night had a sufficient 
force been sent in advance to have cleared the road of its obstructions, which, 
at the time I passed over it, extended only three miles, I think, When I passed 
over the road it was between 2 and 3 o'clock in the morning; what the obstruc- 
tions had been previously to that time I am unable to say. 

The examination by the judge-advocate here closed. 


Examination by the Court : 


Q. Will you state whether at 1 o'clock the character of the night and thestate 
of the road were such as, in your judgment, to render practicable the march of 
General Porter's troops to Bristoe Station to arrive at or about daylight? 

A. Not withoutthe preliminary steps which I have previously stated ought to 
have been taken. y 

Q. Were or were not the first three or four miles of the road from Warrenton 
unobstructed ? 

A. They were, as I passed over it. 


TESTIMONY OF SOLOMON THOMAS, AUGUST 27-28. 


Solomon Thomas, of the Eighteenth Massachusetts Regiment, Mar- 
tindale’s brigade, being a part of Morell’s division, swears, on page 841 
of the board record, as follows: 


Q. On the 27th of August where were you? 

A. We were moving on the Warrenton road toward BristoeStation. Ishould 
think that we were encamped on that night some six to eight miles from Bris- 
toe Station. We went in before sundown; probably the sun was an hour or an 
hour and a half high when we halted there, 

Q. When did you move from there? 

A. I was corporal of the guard that night, and was ordered to wake the men 
at 1 o'clock, which I did; and we were formed and moved out from our camp 
immediately after 1 o'clock. 

Q. At what time did you start on your march? 

A. We then started immediately from that, and marched a mile probably, 
when we were halted. 

Q. How long did you remain there before you proceeded on your journey ? 

A. I know at 9 o'clock we were still there. We had halted in the first place 
expecting to stop for a moment, and halted in position. Then we were ordered 
to rest at will, and did so, and then were ordered to lie down, and then we lay 

own, 

Q. That was the morning of the 28th? 

A. Yes, sir; and lay in that position, as we felt disposed, until, [should think— 
according to the best of my judgment it was 10 o'clock before we were called to 
company. Then we started and marched for Bristoe Station. 

Q. Do you recollect what the character of that night was, the 27th, and morn- 
ing of the 28th of August? 

A, Ido. IT recollect the roads were in good condition and that as we moved 
out there was no obstruction whatever in our way. 

Q. You were wounded on the 30th? 

A. On the 3lst, 


TESTIMONY OF GENERAL BUTTERFIELD, AUGUST 27, 
Extract from General Butterfield’s testimony (court-martial record, 
page 179): 
General Porter called two aids, and sent them off to investigate the condition 


of the road and to ask General Pope to have the road cleared so that we could 
come up. 


I know nothing to pre- 


Do you mean the trains upon 


PORTER ASKS POPE TO HAVE THE ROAD CLEARED. 


Q. Did you sce the order of the 27th from General Pope or know anything 
about the urgency of its terms? 

A. I did not read it. 

Q. Did you learn of Capt. Drake De Kay that General Pope had taken meas- 
ures to have the road cleared ? 

A. I did not, 

Q. Can you state that, in point of fact, the road had not been cleared by Gen- 
eral Pope's orders, or that at 1 o'clock at nipa and until Ister in the morning 
the road was all cleared; and can you state that the wagons that obstructed the 
road when you had not moved onto the road after daylight? 

A. I cannot; I have no knowledge upon that subject. 


STATEMENT OF CAPT. W. B. C. DURYEA, AUGUST 27. 
Capt. W. B. C. Duryea, called by the Government, and sworn and 
examined, as follows (court-martial record, page 113): 
By the JupGE-ADVOCATE: 


Q. What is your position in the military service? 

A. I am assistant adjutant-general to General Duryea. 

Q. Where were you and in what ponas on the 27th August last ? 

A. We were on the march from Warrenton, and on the night of the 27th of 
August we halted, I should think, some three or four miles this side of Warrenton. 

Q. At what hour of the night did you halt? 

A. About midnight. 

Q. In your march up to that hour did you experience any unusual difficulties 
growing oat of the character of the night? 

. No, sir. 


EVIDENCE OF WILLIAM W. MACY, AUGUST 27. 


In the board record, page 583, will be found the evidence of William 
W. Macy: 


í William W. Macy, called by the recorder, being duly sworn, testified as fol- 
ows: 
Direct examination : 


Q. Where do you reside? 

A. Winchester, Ind. 

Q. Were you in the military service of the United States in August, 1862; it so, 
in what capacity? 

A. I was in the military service at that time; a sergeant, I believe. 

Q. What regiment? 

A. Nineteenth Indiana Volunteers, Gibbon's bri e, King's division. 

Q. When you finally left the service, what rank did you hold ? 

A. I held the rank of captain, A Company, Twentieth Indiana, our regiment 
having become consolidated, 

Q. Where were youon the 27th of August, 1862? 

A. With Gibbon’s brigade, on the march most ofthe day from Sulphur Springs- 
toward the old Bull Run battle-ground. 

Q. How long did your brigade continue its march that day? 

A. About 10 o'clock, I think, or half past 10 that night. 

Q. You then arrived at what place, as near as you can recollect? 

A. [think it was called New Baltimore. We laid near a little town. 

Fen Whe was the character of that night—the night of the 27th and 28th of 
ugust? 

A. Rather a dark night; starlight dark night, 

Q. Do you know what the character of that night was toward morning? 

A. Iama little indistinct as to just the time, I was up at some time in the 
afterpart of the night, 

Q. Once, or more than once? 

A. Once that I recollect very distinctly, and I think only once. 

Q. What was the character of the night then, so far as distinguishing objects? 

A. I could see how to get a little way from the camp. I could see where the 
men laid as I went past the line where the soldiers were lying without running. 
over them. 

Q. How far could you see? 

A. I do not know that I could state how far I could see to distinguish things. 
I could see when I passed the wagon trains enough tostay away from the horses’ 
heels. I could see that the wagon teams were hitched up. 

Q. In marching that night up to 10 o’clock, what diMiculty, if any, did you ex- 
perience on account of the character of the darkness of the night? 

A. Most too dark to march pleasantly. We marched many nights as dark, 
though; some nights that were a good deal darker than it was that night we- 
were on the march; but of course itis unpleasant marching after night. 

Q. Your regiment, in the march, how was it as to keepingits formation ? 

A, Could keep the ranks, as far as that was sonosmmed: 

Q. What was the character of the roads, as to whether muddy or the reverse,. 
on the night of the 27th of August? 

A. They were not muddy unless we ran into a branch. 


LIZUT. EDWARD BROOKS TESTIFIES, AUGUST 27. 


Lieut. Edward Brooks called by the Government, and sworn and ex- 
amined, as follows (general court-martial record, page 112): 
By the JupGr-ADVOCATE: 


Q. What is your position in the rawi service? 

A. I am a first lieutenant of volunteers in the Sixth Wisconsin Regiment. 

Q. State to the court, if you please, whether or not you were serving with the 
Arme of Virginia on or about the 27th of August last. 

. I was. 

ee what place occupied by that army were you on the night of the 27th of 

ugust? 

A. I wasat Bristoe Station and at Greenwich. 

Q. Do you remember the character of the night; if so, will you state whether 
it was of usual or unusual darkness? 

A. It was not very dark; not so dark but what I could find my way through 
the woods. 

Q. Was or was not the night of sucha character as to offerany unusual difficul-- 
ties to the march of troops? 

A. It was not, 

Q. What was the general condition of the road from Warrenton Junction in 
the direction of Manassas Junction ? 

A. It was very good. 

Q. Did you have full opportunities of ascertaining the condition of that road on. 
the night of the 27th of August? 


A, Yes, sir. 
Q. What opportunities did you have? 
A. [traveled from beyond Warrenton to Warrenton Junction, from Warrenton. 


Junction to Bristoe Station; and after arriving at Bristoe Station I went across 
the country to Greenwich. 

Q. Have you, or not, frequently passed over the road? 

A. Very often. 


TESTIMONY OF COL, THOMAS F. M'COY, AUGUST 27. 
Board record, page 640: 


Col. Thomas F. McCoy, ealled by the recorder, being duly sworn, was exam- 
ined, and testified as follows: 
s La s * 2 = + 
Q. Whose brigade and whose division ? 
A. Duryea’s b de, Ricketts’s division, McDowell's corps. 
Q. What rank did you leave the service with? 
A. Colonel. 
Q. Were you brevet brigadier-general ? 
A. Yes, sir, 
Q. Where were you on the afternoon of August 25, 18627 
A. A little southwest of Warrenton, 
©. How late did you march that day and evening? 
A. The 2th? 


Yes. 
A. Idon't think we marched on the 2th. We marched on the 23d. 
Q. Until how late? 
A. About 10 or 11 o'clock. 
Q. On the 27th of August were you on the march late in the day? 


A, Yes. 
Q. Until how late did you then march? 
A. All night, until 1 o'clock. 
Q. What difficulty, if any, was experienced in prear § that night? 
A. We didn't have any difficulty in marching that night. There was a good 
deal of straggling among the soldiers. 


STATEMENT OF COLONEL BUCHANAN, AUGUST 27. 


Colonel Buchanan, of the Third Indiana Cavalry, on page 603 of th 


1884. 
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board record, in reference to Porter’s movement from Warrenton Junc- 
tion to Bristoe, testifies as follows: 
What conversation had you with General Porter before he started off to 


B: Station ? 
A. On the evening before hestarted soinebody gave mean orderto be in readi- 


ness to move at 3 o'clock in the morning, I was in front of General Porter’s 
headquarters at 3 o'clock in the morning, but I saw no one until after the break 
of day. Then some one came to meand told me to let the men get their break- 
fasts and let their horses be fed. That was done, and I immediately went back 
to the place I occupied. Some time afterward, after sunrise, I saw General 
Porter. I wanted to go back to Fredericksb to my regiment. I only had 
about ninety men with me, and I expected to go k the day before. Irode out 
with him in the woods, where he was in camp, until we got into an open field. 
He asked me to send a detachment of the command I had forward to clear the 
road toward Bristoe Station two or three miles. This wasdone. I waitedsome 
little time, and the infantry to move. About that time he handed mea 
letter, and directed me to give it to General Burnside, and told me I could go. 
I started toward Fredericksburg; he sent an aid after me and brought me back, 
and told me he was apprehensive that I might be captured. He told meto say 
to General Burnside—I can not get his language—but the idea was that there 
was no disaster that was very threatening as yet, and he hoped for the best. 


EVIDENCE OF WILLIAM E, MURRAY, AUGUST 27-28. 

Board record, page 586: 

William E. Murray, called by the recorder, being duly sworn, testified as fol- 
lows: 

Direct examination : 

Q. Where do you reside? 

A. Winchester, Ind. 

Q. Were you in the military service of the United States in the month of Au- 
gust, 1862; if so, in what capacity? i 

A. Yes; I was a member of Company C, Nineteenth Indiana Volunteers. 

Q. In whose brigade and division? 

A. Gibbon’s brigade, King’s division. 

Q. Where were you on the night of August 27, 18627 

A. The night of the 27th our regiment was encamped near New Baltimore; a 
little to the north, I think, of New Baltimore; that is, we stopped there about 
10 o'clock, perhaps. č 

Q oe had you been marching before you made that halt on that day 
of the 27th? 

A. We had been marching, I think, most of the day; not continuously, but 
back and forth. 

Eroma sunset, how much of that time had you been marching up to 10 

o'clock? 

A. Lam unable to state the distance. 

Q. Were you marching during that time? 

A. We were moving most of the time. 

Q. Did you keep to the road, or in the fields, or both? 

A. Generally to the road, except where we would meet obstructions in the 
way of cavalry or artillery; kept mainly in the roads. 

Q. How was it after dark? 

A. Much the same, 

Q. Do you recollect the character of the roads at that time, asto whether they 
were dry or muddy? 

A. I don’t remember ret tease I think they were erally 2 

Q. Do you recall what the character of the night of the 27th of August was? 

A. There was no moon, according to my recollection, but it was clear; we 
could see objects plain enough. 

Q. Ata great distance? 

A. A rod or so. 

Q. How much of that night were you up after coming to a halt at 10 o'clock ? 

A. I should think that I did not lie down till near midnight. 

Q. Up to that time do you recollect what the character of the night was, as 
far as distinguishing objects was concerned ? 

A. My recollection is that it was the usual starlight night. 

Q. Up to that time, during that night, what difficulty, if any, did you experi- 
ence in ing? 

A. No particular difficulty. 

Q. How was the regiment, so far as its formation was concerned, on that march 
after sunset. 

A. I think they kept their formation about as well as usual. 


WILLIAM M, CAMPBELL TESTIFIES, AUGUST 27. 
Board record, page 591: 
‘ ee M. Campbell, called by the recorder, was sworn and examined, as 
oi ws: 
Direct exa.nination : 

Q. State your residence, 

A, I reside in Randolph County, Indiana, 

Q. During the month of August, 1862, were you in the military service? Ifso, 


in what capacity ? 

A. I was in the military service, and in the Nineteenth Regiment of Indiana 
Volunteers, Gibbon’s brigade, King's division. 

Q. Where were you on the even ng of August 27, 1862? 

A. We were ma from the direction of Warrenton to Centreville, on a 
road that led in that direction, as far as I knew. 

Q. On what is called the Warrenton, Gainesville and Centreville pike? 

A. I think that was it; that is my recollection of it. 

Q. How late did you march? 

A. We marched until after night. I could not state how late it was, because I 
did not have any timepiece. wt was after night when we stopped. 


Q. What was the character of the night? 

A. It wasan ordinary night, without moonlight; that is my recollection about 
it; nothing extraordinary in any way; only an ordinary night, such as we had a 
good many of in Virginia about those times. 

Q. How far could you distinguish objects? 

A. We marched our regiments in companies, and 
culty that I recollect of. How far we could see I could not say. 

J. H. STINE EXAMINED, AUGUST 27. 
Board record, page 597: 


J. H. Stine, called by the recorder, being duly sworn, testifies as follows: 
Direct examination : 

Q. Where do yon reside? 

& iepen a Torea; Randolph County, gouin : Fis 

g the month of August, 1862, were you in the military service of the 
United States? Ifso, in what ment? X s s 
A. I was in Company C, Nineteenth Indiana Volunteers. 
Q. bt were you on the afternoon, evening, and night of the 27th of Au- 


ot along without any aifi- 


A. We started from Sulphur Springs near noon and marched north through 
there about 3 or 4 o'clock and on north toward the 
Bull Run battle-gro! 


Q. At what time did your regiment halt? 

A. We ma quite a time after 9. 

Q. Where was the rest of the bri e? 

A. The whole brigade was er. 

Where was the rest of the division? x 

A. I took a great interest in the history of the movement of troops, and ihat 
day we were understood to be going into battle; I don't positively recollect 
whether the whole of the division went into camp or not; I know the next day 
we were not together all the time. 

Q. In marching during that evening, what difficulty, if any, did you expe- 
rience in getting along? 

A. None, particularly. 

Q. Did you keep to the road? 

A. Mainly we did, though sometimes we did't. - 

Q. Do you recollect what the character of the night was on the 27th of August, 
1862. 

A. My recollection is that from, say, 8to 10 o'clock, it was maybe toward from 
8 to 11, it was not so light as afterward. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM RIENEY, AUGUST 27. 
Board record, page 683: 
William Birney, called by the recorder, being duly sworn, testified as follows: 
Direct examination : 

Q. Where do you reside? 

A. Washington a, 

Q. In the month of August, 1862, what rank did you hold in the service of the 
United States? 

A. I was major of the Fourth New Jersey Regiment; [commanded the Fifty- 
seventh Pennsylvania. 

Q. You finally left the service with what rank? 

A. Brevet major-general. 

Q. Early that month I believe you were taken rte 

A. No, sir; I was taken prisoner at Gaines’s Mill. 

Q. When did you assume command of the Fifty-seventh Pennsylvania? 

A. Immediately after my exchange. If my memory serves me, I was ex- 
chanpa on the 13th of August and took command about the 15th. 

Q. In whose division were you then? 

A. Commanding the Fifty-seventh ; I was in Kearny’s, Heintzelman’s Sore 

Q. Where were you on the night of August 27, 1862, and the morning of the 

A. I was in camp, a little north of the Alexandria railroad. 

Q. Did you march any that night; if so, when, and for what length of time? 

A. We marched that night, but the exact hour of starting I can not recollect. 
We marched some time before daybreak and in the direction of Bristoe Station. 

Q. How many hours is it your recollection, about, that you marched ? 

A. I can not now say, I recollect marching some distance. 

Q. What difficulty, if any, did you experience in marching that night, from 
the character of the night or the character of the roads? 

A. I recollect no particular difficulty about the road. 

Q. aae you then in command of the Fifty-seventh Pennsylvania? 

A. I was. 

Q. Did the entire brigade march with you? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you recollect about what time you came to a halt? 

A. Lean not remember whether we halted before we got to Bristoe Station or 
not. We got to Bristoe Station at a very early hour. 


EVIDENCE OF JOHN P. TAYLOR, AUGUST 27. 
Board record, page 861: 


John P. Taylor, called by the recorder, having affirmed, testified as follows: 
Direct examination : 
Q. Where do you live? 
A. Reedsville, Pa. 
Q. Were you in the military service of the United States in the month of 
August, 1862; if so, in what capacity ? 
A. I was captain ofthe First Pennsylvania Cavalry at that time. 
s 


2 Have you ever been over the road from Warrenton Junction to Bristoe 
ation ? 

A. Yes; quite frequently. 

: pes was the character of that road from Warrenton Junction to Catlett 
n ? 

A. Itis on the left side of the road from Warrenton Junction to Catlett. There 
isa stream that passes between Warrenton Junction and Catlett, I think at a dis- 
tance not to exceed a mile. 

Mr. Bu.uirr. Had the witness been over this road frequently before that? 

A. Yes; I encam at Catlett in the spring of 1862 for some three weeks 
immediately after the enemy vacated Manassas, We were there three weeks 
before the advance moved to Fredericksburg. 

Q. Go on and describe the character of the road as it then was from Warren- 
ton Junction to Catlett Station. 

A, There is a stream passes down between Warrenton Junction and Catlett 
and a railroad bridge crosses there, and some trestle-work, but above the bridge 
it is almost level country for some miles west. At that time there was a strip of 
woods that came down near Catlett—a narrow strip of woods. We had moved 
all over that ground for a mile west of the railroad. 

Q. Then coming from Catlett to Bristoe, what was the character of the road? 

A. That is nearly a vast plain most of the way. There are two streams, I 
think—small ravines—but the country is a vast plain. General G moved 
his division of cavalry a mile to the north of the railroad, in the night, from 
Bealeton to Auburn, about two or three miles north of Catlett. 

Q. Across the country ? 

A. Yes; across the country about a mile, where there was no road, 

Q. At that time could wagons go on each side of the road? 

A. There were roads some distance there on each side of the railroad, and 
wagons and troops moved frequently in column. 

Q. More than one road ? 

A. Oh, yes; the troops had made roads. Sometimes one road would bad, 
and they would off and make another road. The country was such they 
could have one almost any place. 

By Mr. BULLITT: 

Q. Were there any woods along the line of that road from Warrenton Juno- 
tion to Bristoe Station ? 

A. There isa strip of woods that comes down at Catlett or near Catlett. 

Q. Is that the only one? 

A. There may have been others. 


Q. I ask you, ran yous recollection, whether you know there were no others, 
or that there were ers? 


1844 


an: I don’t recollect any woods, that is to any distance; I know there was on 
e right. 

Q. you recollect whether there were any roads at that time that had been 
made by = army cutting through the woods and leaving stumps in the road? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you recollect anything of that sort? 

A, There were roads there in the spring of 1862 that the enemy had used dur- 
ing the winter of 1861-'62; fencing and everything was gone; it was an open 
country from Manassas to Warrenton Junction. 

Q. Then it was an open country all the way from Manassas to Bristoe, was it? 

A. Very nearly. 

STATEMENT OF SAMUEL G. HILL, AUGUST 27-23. 
Board record, page 589: 
Samuel G. Hill, called by the recorder, being duly sworn, testified as follows: 
Direct examination : 


+Q. Where do you reside? 
A. Arbor, Ind. 
Q. Were you in the military service of the United States during the month of 
August, 1862? 
A. Yes; I was a private in the Nineteenth Indiana, Company ©. 
Q. Gibbon’s brigade, King’s division? 


A. Yes, sir. 
‘he ‘ou on the afternoon oE kapun 27, 1862? 


e 


Q. Where were 

A. On the road from Warrenton to Gainesville. 

Q. How late were you marching? 

A. We were marching until 10 o'clock at night. 

Q. Do you recollect what the character of the night was? 

e How mosh of thet nigh did ha rtunity of noticing? 
ow much o; night you have an opportunity of n 

A. Until probably 3 o'clock of the morning of the 25th. 


SOLOMON THOMAS TESTIFIES, AUGUST 27-28. 


Board record, page 803: 
Solomon Thomas, of Morell's division, Porter’s corps, called by the recorder, 
being daly sworn, testified as follows: = 


Q. On the 27th of August where were you? 

A. We were moving along the Warrenton road toward Bristoe Station. I 
should think that we were encamped on that nightsome six toeight miles from 
Bristoe Station. We went in before sundown; probably thesun was an hour or 
an hour and a half high when we halted there. 

Q. When did you move from there? 

A. I was corporal of the guard that night, and was ordered to wake the men 
at 1 o'clock, which I did, and we were formed and moved out from our camp im- 
mediately after 1 o’clock. 

Q. At what time did you start on your march? 

A. Wethen started immediately from that and marched a mile, probably, when 
we were halted. 

Q. How long did you remain there before you proceeded on your journey? 

A. I know at 9 o'clock we were still there. We had halted in the first place 
expecting to stop for a Somes halted in position. Then we were ordered 
to rest at will, and did so, and then were ordered to lie down, and then we lay 
down, 

Q. That was the morning of the 28th? 

A. Yes, sir; and lay in that position, as we felt disposed, until, I should think— 
according to the best of my judgment it was 10 o'clock before we were called 
tocompany. Then we started and marched for Bristoe Station. 

Q. Do you recollect what the character of that night was, the 27th, and morn- 
ing of the 28th of August? 

A. Ido. I recollect the roads were in good condition, and that as we moved 
out there was no obstruction whatever in our way. 

Q. You were wounded on the 30th? 

A. On the 31st. 


+ s s 


TEsTIMOkY OF E. D. ROATH, AUGUST 27. 
E. D. Roath, called by the recorder, being duly sworn, testified as follows: 
Direct examination : 

Q. Where do you reside? 

A. Marietta, Lancaster County, Pennsylvania. 

Q. Were you in the military service of the United States in August, 1862? If 
so, in what capacity? 

A. I wasin the military service of the United States in 1862, ascaptain of Com- 
pany E, One hundred and seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, Dur- 
yea's brigade, Ricketts’s division. 

Q. You finally left the service with what rank? 

A. Captain, and was brevetted. 

Q. On the night of August 27, 1862, where were you? 

A. We were somewhere, I think, between Warrenton and a place called Water- 
loo; somewhere in the neighborhood of Warrenton. 

Q. Did you make a night march that night? 

A. We marched some; we were going from toward the Rappahannock across 
there. 

Q. How late did you march? 

a can not tell exactly what time we bivouacked. I know that we were all 
tired. 

Q. Have you any recollection with reference to midnight as to what time you 
came into camp? 

A. I could not tell, but I think it was somewhere near midnight; might have 
been 11 o'clock. 

Q. Do you recollect whether you experienced any difficulty in marching? 

A. No, sir; we did not. $ 

Q. What was the character of the night as to darkness? 

A. There was no moon; it was starlight; alittle hazy toward morning, I think, 


GENERAL JUBAL EARLY TESTIFIES, AUGUST 27. 

General Jubal Early, confederate, testifies (board record, page 812) that 
he marched on the night of the 27th, between 10 and 12 o'clock, in the 
direction of Manassas, by way of Blackburn’s Ford, and he experienced 
no difficulty whatever in marching. 

Board record, pages 702, 705, 707, 708. 

STATEMENT OF HENRY KYD DOUGLASS, AUGUST 27. 

Henry Kyd Douglass, staff officer to General Jackson, testifies (on 
page 685, board record) that General Jackson’s whole command moved 
away from Centreville on the night of the 27th, withall their trappings, 
up to the position, or near it, that they occupied on the day of the battle 
of the 29th. 
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I. H. DUVAL TESTIFIES, AUGUST 27. 


Board record, page 820: 

I. H. Duval, called by the recorder, being duly sworn, testified as follows: 

Q. Where do you reside? 

A. Wellsborough, W. Va. 

Q. Were you in the military service of the United States in the month of August, 
1862; if so,in what capacity? 

A. I was major of volunteers, First West Virginia Regiment. 

Q. Whose brigade and division? 

A. I was in the fourth brigade, Ricketts’s division. 

Q. Where were you on the evening of August 27, 1862, and what did you do? 

A. On the evening of A st 27 I was with m brigade. We were about four 
mae I think, northwest of Warrenton at that time—north or northwest—and I 
was directed by my colonel to carry a letter that he banded me from General 
Ricketts to General Pope. 

Q. Tow point? 

A. It was supposed to be somewhere near Centreville. That was my order 

Q. What did you then do? 

A. I started and made the trip and delivered the letter. 

Q. You left the camp about what time? 

A. Nearly dark; it was after sundown. 

Q. What road did you take? 

A. I came back to Warrenton, and I followed then the road running from 
Warrenton in the direction of Catlett Station. I was directed to go that way and 
keep out of the way of the eacmy. 

Did you through Warrenton Junction? 

A. No, sir; I struck the road at Catlett. 

Q. What direction did you then take? 

A. I took the road | ing from Catlett Station to Manassas Junction, by the 
way of Bristoe. 

Q. Where did you find General Pope? 

A. I found General Pope near Manassas Junction. 

Q. What was the character of that night? 

A. I don’t know that I recollect distinctly in regard to that. I rode all ni; 
though, until about3 o'clock in the morning, when I took a little rest. I 
particular difficulty in finding the way. 

Q. From Catlett Station to Bristoe did you meet with any obstruction to your 
movements? 

A. There were a great many wagons along the line; there were some troops; 
but I went along without any particular obstruction. There were no obstacles 
that p me from going. 

Q. Did yon have any escort with you? 

A. No, sir. 


t, 
no 


TESTIMONY OF MAJOR DUVALL, AUGUST 27. 

Major Duvall also testifies that he traveled eighteen or twenty miles 
that night. 

Board record, page 832, paragraph 875: 

JAMES HADDOW TESTIFIES, AUGUST 27. 
James Haddow, called by the recorder, being duly sworn, testified as follows: 
Direct examination : 

Q. Where do you reside? 

A. Barlow, Ohio. 

Q. Were you in the military service of the United States en the 27th of August, 
1862; if so, in what capacity? 

A. I was in the military service as orderly sergeant of Company F, *shirty- 
sixth Ohio Infantry. 

Q. When you finally left the service what rank did you hold? 

A. Captain. I wastransferred to Company E. 

Q. Where were you at sunset on the 27th of August, 186.; about that time? 

A. We wereon the road between Catlett Station and Bristoe. 

Q. Did you after that go toward Catlett Station ; if so, at what time and under 
what circumstances? 

A. We marched that night to Bristoe, arriving at Bristoe Station after dark 
some time; we remained there that night; on the following morning the regi- 
ment went on in the direction of Manassas; the company of which I wasa mem- 
ber was detached and ton in charge of a major of the medical department to go 
back in the direction of Warrenton with ambulances and obtain medical supplies; 
we returned to somewhere near Warrenton, passing Catlett Station at some dis- 
= on the morning of the 28th; we returned to Bristoe on the evening of the 

Q. At what time did you set out from Bristoe Station to go in the direction of 
Catlett Station? 

A. I could not give the hour, but pretty early in the morning—as soon as we 
got up and got breakfast. 

Q. Did you during that day see General Porter's corps? 

A. We met troops (it was a frequent habit to ask soldiers what troops they 
were), and they said they were General Porter's troops. Porter's troops lay at 
Warrenton Junction on the afternoon of the 27th, when we left there. 

Q. What difficulty, if any, did you experience on the morning of the 28th in 
taking this ambulance train from Bristoe Station to Catlett Station? 

A. I don’t think we had any material difficulty in ing through; we must 
have had at least three ambulances; we passed through trainsand passed troops; 
we must undoubtedly have made a march that day of sixteen miles; we could 
not have met with serious obstructions. 

Q. Doyou know what troops you met? 

A. They said they were General Porter's; we inquired freque: 
I was not acquainted with General Porter's corps; we had just 
from the West, and all troops were strange to me. 

Q. On the morning of the 29th where were you? 

A. After taking supper on the evening of the 28th, at Bristoe Station, some 
time after dark, we commenced mamhingagain and marched to Manassas Junc- 
tion, reaching there some time during the night; I don’t know what hour; so 
early in the night that we lay down and slept, however, and on the morning of 
the 29th we were at Manassas Junction. 


Board record, page 834, paragraph 878: 
STATEMENT OF LIEUT. A. F. TIFFANY. 


i LE A. F. Tifany, called by the recorder, being duly sworn, testified as 
ollows: 
` 


ntly; of course 
the East 
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Q. What difficulty, if any, did you experience in getting along in your march 
from Bristoe toward Warrenton? 

A. Nothing more than that which is common where there is a good many 
trains ing; sometimes the road would be full; sometimes we would pass 
around, then we would be on the road again; nothing so very unusual in the 
way of traveling. 

EVIDENCE IN REFERENCE TO THE ORDERS OF THE AUGUST 29, 1862—REPORTS OF 
UNION OFFICERS. 


In giving the following reports of Union officers I have been compelled 
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im many cases to use extracts, for the reason that in cutting from the 
reports I could not take the pages, it being printed on both sides. The 
same is also the case with the confederate reports. But all material 
points are included, and these extracts apply solely to the 29th of Au- 


gust, 1862: 
Report of Brig. Gen, John F. Reynold's division, attached to McDowell's corps. 


HEADQUARTERS REYNOLDs's DIVISION, 
Camp near Munson’s Hill, Virginia, September 5, 1862. 


E + = * > * s 

General McDowell joined the command at daylight, and directed my co-oper- 
ation with General Sigel. 

The right of the enemy's position could be discerned upon the heights above 
Groveton, on the right of the pike. The division advanced over the ground to 
the heights above Groveton, crossed the pike, and Cooper's battery came gal- 
lantly into action on the same ridge on which the enemy's right was, supported 
by Meade's brigade. While pressing fo: our extreme left across the pike, 
re-enforcements were sent for by General Sigel for the right of his line under 
General Milroy, now hardly pressed by the enemy, and a brigade was taken 
from Schenck’s command on my right. The whole fire of the enemy was now 
concentrated on the extreme right of my division, and, unsupported there, the 
battery was obliged to retire with considerable loss in both men and horses, an 
the division fell back to connect with Schenck. 

Later in the day General Pope, arriving on the right from Centreville, renewed 
the attack on the enemy and drove him some distance, My division was directed 
to threaten the enemy’s right and rear, which it proceeded to do under a heavy 
fire of artillery from the ridge to the left of the pike. Generals Seymour and 
Jackson led their bı es in advance; but, notwithstanding all the steadiness 
and courage shown by the men, they were compelled to fall back before the 
heavy fire of artillery and musketry which met them both on the front and left 
flank, and the division resumed its original position. King’s division engaged 
the enemy along the pike on our right, and the action was continued with it 
until dark by Meade’s brigade. 


Report of Brig. Gen. John C. Robinson, of Kearny’s division, Heintzelman’s 
3 corps. 


HEADQUARTERS ROBINSON'S BRIGADE, 
Centreville, Va., August 31, 1862. 
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On Friday morning I was ordered to ‘support Colonel Poe's brigade and to 
develop his line of battle to the right.” After baby Bull Run I moved for- 
ward in two li the first composed of the Sixty-third Pennsylvania and five 
companies of the Thirtieth Ohio, which were temporarily attached to my com- 
mand. Arriving on the groundassigned me, I remained for a considerable time 
exposed to a heavy artillery fire, which I took up my position on high 
ground farther tothe right. I was soon after directed by or-General Kearny, 
commanding division, to move to the support of Poe's left, when I formed the 
Sixty-third and One hundred and fifth Pennsylvania in line of battle on the 
Leesb' road, holding the Twentieth Indiana and Ohio Battalion in reserve. 
At this time there. was a heavy musketry fire to our left and front, and I was 
directed to move forward through the woods to turn the enemy and cut off his 
retreat through the railroad cut. 

On arriving on the ground with the Sixty-third and One hundred and fifth 
Pennsylvania, Twentieth Indiana, and Third Michigan, I found the railroad al- 
ready occupiedby ourown Suopenes the corn field in front filled with the enemy. 
I then deployes the Sixty-third and One hundred and fifth Pennsylvania along 
the railroad to the right of the co in position, directing the Third Michigan 
to protect my right flank, placing the Twentieth Indiana in reserve, and throw- 
ing skirmishers to the front. Soon after taking this position the regiments on 
my left sowar and passed rapidly to the rear out of the woods, leaving my 
le en y . 

As rapidly as possible I moved my command to the left to occupy the deserted 

und, but before my troops could get fairly into position I was fiercely attacked 
a superior force that had succeeded in crossing the road. I then threw for- 


ward my right wing, forming my line of battle at right angles to the phy po- 
sition, and checked the progress of the a At this time General Birne 
brought up and turned over to me his Fourth Maine. He afterward sent me h 


First, Fortieth, and One hundred and first New York Regiments. These troo; 
were deplo: to the right and left of the railroad,and pushed forward to the 
support of my regiments in front, which were baz penne d severely from a terrific 
fire of musketry and the enemy’s artillery posted on a hill to our right and rear. 
Our men now paas steadily on the enemy, and were driving him before them 
until he t up fresh masses of trocpelenneceed to be two brigades), when, 
with ammunition nearly expended, we withdrew to our second position, 


Report of Brig. Gen. C. Grover, of Heintzelman's corps. 


HEADQUARTERS First BRIGADE, Hooxer’s DIVISION, 
eptember 26, 1862. 
s > > * s $ . 

On the following day we continued our march for the plains of Manassas by 
the way of Centreville, and arrived upon the battlefield about 9a.m. The bat- 
tle had already commenced, and as my column moved to the front the shells 
fell with remarkable precision along the line of the road, but fortunately Uid no 


My brigade was temporarily placed under the orders of Major-General Sigel, 
whose troops were then engaging the enemy in the center. Under instructions 
received from him, I threw forward the First usetts Volunteers to sup- 
port his line, while my remaining four ments were drawn up in two lines, 
sheltered from the enemy’s fire by aroll of the field in front. This position was 
occupied until about 2.30 p. m. 

In the mean time I rode over the field in front as far as the position of the enemy 
would admit, After rising the hill under which my command lay an open field 
was entered, and from one edge of it gradually fell off in a slope to a valley, 
through which ranarnilroadembankment. Beyond thisembankment the forest 
continued, and the corresponding heights beyond were held by the enemy in 
force, supported by artillery. 

At 3 p. m, I received an order to advance in line of battle overthis ground, 
the embankment, enter the edge of the woods beyond, and hold it. Dispositions 
for carrying out such orders were immediately made; pieces were loaded, bayo- 
nets fixed, and instructions given for the line to move slowly upon the enemy 
until it felt its fire, then close upon him rapidly, fire one well-directed volley, and 
rely upon the papones to secure the position on the other side. 

We rapidly and firmly pressed upon the embankment, and here occurred a 
math sharp, and obstinate hand-to-hand conflict with bayonets and clubbed 
muskets. 


Report of Genera! P. Kearny (by General Birney), of Heintzelman’s corps. 
CENTREVILLE, VA., Auguat 31, 1862. 
. . = > a * 
On the 29th, on my arrival, I was assigned to the holding of the right wing, my 
left on Leesburg road. I posted Colonel Poe, with Berry's brigade, in first line; 


General Robinson, First Brigade,on_ his right, partly in line and partly in sup- 


port; and kept Birney’s most disciplin 
emergencies, 

Toward noon I was obliged to occupy a quarter of a mile additional on left of 
said road, from Schurz’s troops being taken elsewhere. 

During the first hours of combat General Birney, on tired regiments in the 
center falling back, of hisown accord rapidly pushed across to give them a hand 
to raise themselves to a renewed fight, 

In early afternoon Genera! Pope's order to General Roberts Was to senda pretty 
strong force diagonally to the front to relieve the center in woods from pressure. 
Accordingly I detached on that purpose General Robinson, with his brigade, the 
Sixty-third Pennsylvania Volunteers, Colonel Hays, the One hundred and fifth 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, Captain Craig, the Twentieth I aca ot Colonel Brown, 
and, additionally, the Third Michigan Marksmen, under Golonel Champlin. 
General Robinson drove forward for several hundred yards, but the center of 
the main battle being shortly after driven back and out of the woods, my detach- 
ment thus exposed so consi erably in front of all others, both flanks in air. 


That I might drive the enemy, by an unexpected attack, through the woods, I 
brought up additionally the most of Birney’s regiments,the Fourth Maine,Colonel 
Walkerand Lieutenant-Colonel Carver, the Fortieth New York; Colonel. Egan, 
First New York, Major Burt, and One hundred and first New York, Lieutenant- 
Colonel Gesner, and changed front to the left, to sweep with a rush the first line 
oftheenemy. This was most successful. Theenemy rolled up on hisown right. 
It Kaier. Je a victory for usall; still our force was too light. Theenemy brought 
oP. rapidly heavy reserves, so that our farther progress was impeded. General 
Stevens came up gallantly in action to supportus, but did nothave the numbers. 


Report of Maj. Gen. Franz Sigel. 
NEAR Forr Dr KALB, Vimcrnta, September 16, 1862. 


regiments reserved and ready for 


s $ 
Il.—Battle of Groveton, near Bull Run, on Friday, August 29, 1862. 

On Thursday night, augues 28, when the First Corps was encamped on the 
heights south of Young's ranch, near Bull Run, I received orders from General 
Pope to “ attack the enemy vigorously " the next morning. I accordingly made 
the necessary preparations at night and formed in order of battle at daybreak, 
having ascertained that the enemy was in considerable force beyond Nae by 
Branch, in sight of the hills we occupied. His left wing rested on Catharp’ 
Creek, front toward Centreville; with his center he occupied a long stretch of 
woods parallel with the Sudley Springs (New Market) road, and his right was 
ise on the hills on both sides of the Centreville-Gainesville road. I therefore 

irected General Schurz to deploy his division on the right of the Gainesville 
road, and, by a change of direction to the left, to come into position parallel with 
the SudleySpringsroad. General Milroy, with his brigade and one ry, was 
directed to form the center, and to take possession of an elevation in front of the 
so-called “stone house,” at the junction of the Gainesville and Sudley Spri 
roads. General Schenck, with his division, forming our left, was ordered to ad- 
vance quickly to an adjoining range of hills, and to plant his batteries on these 
hills at an excellent range from the enemy's position. 

In this order our whole line advanced from point to point, taking advantage 
of the ground before us, until our whole line was involved in a most vehement 
artillery and infantry contest. In the course of about four hours, from half past 
6 to half past 10 o'clock in the morning, our whole infantry force and near! 
all our batteries were engaged with the enemy, Generals Milroy and Bohute ade 
vancing one mile and General Schenck two miles from their original pear ena 
At this time (10.30 o’clock) the enemy threw forward large masses of infantry 
against our right, but was resisted firmly and driven back three times by the 
troops of Generals Milroy and Schurz. To assist those troops, so hard pressed 
by overpowering numbers, exhausted by fatigue, and weakened by losses, I or- 
dered one battery of reserve to take position on their bed tee posted two pieces 
of artillery, under Lieutenant Blum, of Schirmer'’s ry, supported By the 
Forty-tirst New York Volunteer Infantry, beyond their line and opposite the 
right flank of the enemy, who was advancing in the woods. 


. 

At 2 o'clock in theafternoon General Hooker's troops arrived on the field of 
battle and were immediately ordered forward by their noble commander to par- 
ticipate in the battle. One brigade, under Colonel Carr, received orders, by my 
request, to relieve the A erpai of General Schurz’s division, which had main- 
tained their ground against repeated attacks, but were now worn out and nearly 
without ammunition. Other regiments were sent forward to relieve Brigadier- 
General Milroy, whose brigade had valiantly disputed the ground against greatly 
superior numbers for eight hours. 

o check the enemy if he should attempt to advance, or for the purpose of 
preparing and supporting an attack from our side, I placed four batteries, of 
different albae ona range of hills on our center and behind the woods, 
which had been the most hotly contested Sak of the battlefield during the day, 
I had previously received n letter from jor-General Pope, saying that Fitz- 
John Porter's corps and ier-General King’s division, numbering twenty 
thousand men, would come in on our left. I did, therefore, not think it prudent 
togive the enemy time to make new arrangements, and ordered all the batteries 
to continue their fire, and to direct it prineipaiy nst the enemy’s position 
in the w before our front. Some of our troops placed in front were retiring 
from the woods, but as the enemy, held in check by the artillery in the center, 
did not venture to follow, and as at this moment new regiments of Gen 
Hooker's co: arrived and were ordered forward, we maintained our posi- 
tion, which Generals Milroy and Schurz had oceupied in the morning. 

During two hours, from 4 to 6 o'clock p. m., strong cannonading and musketry 
continued on our center and right, where General Kearny made a successful 
effort against the extreme left of the enemy's lines. 


Report of Brig. Gen. R. H. Milroy. 


HEADQUARTERS INDEPENDENT BRIGADE, 
` NEAR FORT ETHAN ALLEN, VIRGINIA, 
September 12, 1862. 
* + s = * s = 
On the Pano wing morning (the 29th) at daylight I was ordered to proceed in 
search of the rebels, and had not proceeded more than five hundred yards when 
we were greeted by a few straggling shots from the woods in front. We were 
now at the creek, and I just sent forward my skirmishers, when I received 
orders to halt and let my men have break fast. hile they were cooking, my- 
self, accompanied by General Schenck, rode up to the top of an eminence some 
five hundred yards to the front to reconnoiter. We had no sooner reached the 
top than we were greeted by a shower of musket-balls from the woods on our 
right. I immediately ordered up my battery and gave the bushwhackers a few 
shotand shell, which soon cleared the woods, Soon after I discovered the enemy 
in great foree about three-quarters of a mile in front of us, upon our right of the 
pike leading from Gainesville to Alexandria, I brought up my two batteries and 
opened upon them, causing them tofall back. Ithen moved forward my brigade, 
wie enya deployed, and continued to advance my regiments, the enemy 
ing back. e 
General Sehenck’s division was off to my left and that of General Schurz to 
my right. After passinga piece of woods I turned to the right, where the rebels 
had a battery that gave us a good deal of trouble. I brought forwerd one of my 
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batteries to reply to it, and soon after heard a tremendous fire of small-arms, and 
knew that General Schurz was hosty engagog to my rightin an extensive forest. 
l sent two of my regiments, the Eighty-second Ohio, Colonel Cantwell, and the 
Fifth Virginia, Colonel Ziegler,to General Schurz’s assistance. y were to 
attack the enemy’s right flank, and I held my othertwo regiments in reserve for 
atime. Thetwo Oi itor sent to Schurz were soon hotly engaged, theenemy 
paag behind a railroad embankment, which afforded them an excellent breast- 
work, 


Report of Brigadier-General Stahel. 
CENTREVILLE, September 1, 1862. 
$ = $ $ $ + $ 


With break of day on the 29th I followed the second brigade, first division, 
marching to Dogan’s farm, and took position behind thefarm. I remained here 
but a short time. * * * Herel founda numberof dead and wounded. Hav- 
ing re ed here a halfan hour, a heavy skirmish occurred at this point. 


Report of Lieut. Geor, B. Haskins, First Ohio Artillery, McLean's brigade, 
henck’s division, Sigel’s corps. 
HEADQUARTERS BATTERY K, 
5 & Buffalo Fort, f*roinia, September 17, 1862. 
La 


ka 
Fighting resumed next morning, August 29, and engaged the enemy until 
about lla, m., when weran out of ammunition, and, not being able to get more, 
were ordered to the rear, where we remained that and the following day, August 
30, until about 5 p. m. 


Report of Colonel Krzyzanowski, commanding second brigade, Schurz's divis- 
ion, Sigel’s corps. 
NEAR ARLINGTON HEIGHTS, September 3, 1862. 


At about half past 5 o'clock a. m. on the 29th of August I received orders from 
General Schurz to advance with my brigade. It was done in the following or- 
der: Two regiments in company column, left in front, and one regiment, the 
Fifty-fourth New York Volunteers, as reserve. On the right of me was Colonel 
Schimelpfennig with his brigade, and on the left General Milroy’s brigade, A 
line of skirmishers having been established, we advanced toward the woods 
through which the Manassas Gap Railroad runs. As soon as we entered the 
woods I dispatched my adjutant to ascertain whether the line of skirmishers was 
kept de on both wings, and finding such was not the case and that I had ad- 
vanced a little faster than General Milroy’s and Colonel Schimelpfennig’s col- 
umn, I halted my skirmishers to wait until the line was re-established. ow- 
ever, being informed that General Milroy wasadvancing, I sent the Fifty-fourth 

iment to take position on my right vog and try to find the lines of Colonel 
Schimelpfennig’s skirmishers, and then I advanced together with the former. 

Scarcely had the skirmishers over two hundred yards when they be- 
‘mme engaged with the enemy. For some time the firing was kept up; but our 
skirmishers had to yield at last to the enemy’sadvancing column. At this time 
I ordered my regiments up,and a general en; ment ensued. However, I 
soon noticed that the Fifty-fourth and Fifty-eighth Regiments had to fal! back, 
owing to the furious fire of the enemy, whobad evidently thrown his forces ex- 
clusively upon thosetworegiments. The Seventy-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, which up to this time bad not takau pari in this engagement, was (at 
the time the Fifty-eighth and Fifty-fourth retired) now nobly led on by Lieuten- 
ant-Colonel Mahler upon the right flank of the enemy, and kept him busy until I 
had brought the Fifty-eighth at a double-quick up to its previous position, when 
those two regiments successfully drove the enemy before them, thereby gaining 
the position of the Manassas Gap Railroad. 

The Fifty-fourth had meanwhile been ordered by General Schurz to take po- 
sition with the Twenty-ninth Regiment New York State Volunteers in the inter- 
val of my brigade and that of Colonel eajamnse kee? 

At this time I observed on my right the brigade of General Roberts, to whom 
I explained my position, after which we advan together a short distance; 
but he soon withdrew his forces, ascertaining that he got his brigade in between 
the columnsof ourdivision. We had occupied the above-named position only a 
short time when the enemy again tried to force us , but the noble conduct 
of my troops did not allow him to carry out his design, and hedid not gain one 
inch of ground. We were thus enabled to secure our wounded and some of our 
dead, and also some of the enemy’s wounded, belonging to the Tenth South Caro- 
lina Regiment. We held this position until 2 p. m., when we were relieved by 
a brigade of General Kearny’s division, and retired about one-fourth of a mile 
toward our rear, where we also encamped for the night. 


Report of Col. Joseph B. Carr, commanding brigade of Brig. Gen. Joseph Hook- 
er's division, Heintzelman’s corps. 
HEADQUARTERS THIRD BRIGADE, Hooker's DIVISION, 
CAMP NEAR Fort Lyon, | VIRGINIA, September 6, 
$ . = 

At 2 o'clock Friday morning, August 29, I received orders to march at 3 a, m. 
and support General Kearny, who wasin pursuitof the enemy. A march of ten 
miles brought us to the Bull Run battlefield. About 11a. m. was ordered in posi- 
tion to support a battery in front of the woods, where the enemy with General 
Sigel’s troops was e Remaining about one hour in that position, was 
ordered to send into the woods and relieve two ents of General Sigel’s 
corps. I sent in the Sixth and Seventh New Jersey Volunteers. Afterward re- 
ceived orders to take the balance of the brigade in the woods, which I did at 
about 2 p.m. 
two oars: holding my position until ourammunition wasall aed gy mt About 
4 o'clock we were relieved by General Reno and Colonel Taylor, but did not 
reach the skirt of the woods before a retreat was made and the woods occupied 
by the enemy. When I arrived out of the woods I was ordered to march about 
half a mile to the rear and bivouac for the night. 
Report of Col. J. W. Revere, Seventh New Jersey Volunteers, Carr’s brigade, 

Hooker's division, Heintzelman’s corps. 
In THE FIELD, NEAR CENTREVILLE, VA.. August 30, 1862, 

Sr: I have the honor to report that this regiment, being ordered into the 
woods with the Sixth New Jersey Volunteers, proceeding [proceeded] to occupy 
them, relieving a New York regiment of General Steinwehr's division on 
29th instant at 11 a. m. on the extreme right of the position of our part of the 
army. . y 

Advancing about fifty yards, we encountered the enemy’s pickets, and a spir- 
ited engagement ensued, with varying success; and having been relieved by the 
timely advance of the Sixth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers, we drove the 
enemy from his position, but having been strongly re-enforced, he regained it 
about 1 p. m. 

Report of Maj. F. Blessing, commanding Seventy-fourth Pennsylvania Volun- 
° teers, of first brigade, Schurz’s division, Sigel’s corps. 
= s * » + e e 

Atò o'clock a. m., August 29, we left this place, meetiig our brigade, com- 


Here I at once engaged the enemy and fought him for a space of 


manded by Col. A. Schimelpfennig, at 6 o'clock. After a rest of about fifteen- 
minutes the regiment was orde: to take its position on the extreme right of 
the army corps then advancing. Under cover of skirmishers in the front and 
right flank weadyanced in quick-time over an open field until we arrived at the 
center of the woods, where in an opening we halted. The skirmishers metthe 
skirmish line of the enemy, opened fire, and drove them into the woods. Forced 
by the heavy artillery fire of the enemy, we changed several times our positions. 
From the right flank came the report that a strong column was advancing, but 
that it was impossible to ize whether friend or foe. It was afterwardas- 
certained to be General Kearny’s corps for our relief. The regiment was then 
ordered to the left, where it took its position in the general battle-line, after ad- 
vancing about four hundred yards under the heavy fire of the enemy, driving 
the latter back and out of his positions, but by the withdrawing of a regiment 
stationed on the left of the Seventy-fourth the enemy took advantage, and, 
ou king us, we were forced back about one hundred yards. 

Forming again in column for attack, the regiment advanced in quiek-time to- 
ward the enemy, who gave way until he arrived at the other side of the railroad 
dam, Iere, in flanked by the enemy and under a galling fire of grape-shot 
and canister, the regiment had to leave its position, which it did by making a 
flank movement to the left, forcing the enemy to withdraw from the woods. 
We advanced over our former position, capturing an ambulance with two 
wounded officers, to the seam of the woods. At this point a heavy shower of 
grape-shot and canister pouring into us, we withdrew tothe railroaddam. After 
resting here forabout thirty minutes, we were ordered by General Schurz tosu 

rt a battery on the extreme right, keeping in that ition till the battery lek. 

We then again joined our brigade, Wearied and exhausted, we camped for the 
night on the same ground the enemy held the night previous. 


Report of Maj. Steven Kovacs, Fifty-fourth New York Volunteers, Second Bri- 
gade, Schurz’s division, Sigel’s corps. 
CAMP NEAR ARLINGTON HEIGHTS, September 12, 1862. 


Sır: I have the honor toreport that on the 29th of August, 1862, the Fifty-fourth 
Regiment New York State Volunteers was drawn up in line of battle at 6 o'clock 
a.m, at Manassas, and ordered for reserve by General Schurz; at 8 o'clock, by 
hisorders, was sent to the woods to drive out the enemy, and found them in large 
force. The regiment instantly became en „and it held the woods in spite 
of the superior numbers until 1 o’clock, when it was relieved by another i- 
ment. Inthis enga; ent the officers and men behaved themselves bravely, 
especially the second color-bearer, William Rauschmüller, who, seeing his com- 
rade (the first color-bearer) fall, instantly seized the flag, and atthe same time he 
cared for his wounded comrade, took him to the rear, and immediately returned 
again to his proper place. After this the regiment was ordered to fall back to 
another wood about half a mile distant, with the order to be in column by divis- 
oni to be ready for any emergency, and the regiment remained under arms all 
night. 


Report of Capt. F. Braum, commanding Fifty-eighth New York Volunteers, 
Second Brigade, Schurz’s division, Sigel's corps. 
CAMP NEAR ARLINGTON HEIGHTS, September 12, 1362. 
e $ . * < -= + 

The 29th instant the regiment was ordered into action, and marching over a 
plain ground soon was engaged with the enemy, which had taken position in 
the woods. The regiment held the enemy in check from §o'clock in the morn- 
ing till 12 o'clock p. m., when the regiment was relieved. The loss of the regi- 
ment was twenty-nine killed, wounded, and missing. 


Report of Col. William Blaisdell, Eleventh Massachusetts Volunteers, Grover's 
brigade, Hooker's division, Heintzelman's corps. 
CAMP NEAR ALEXANDRIA, VA., September 14, 1862. 
= + = ka = + * 

After supporting several batteries the regiment was ordered to move forward 
and engage the enemy. At about 3 p. m., advancing about one mile to the edge 
of a heavy wood, then deploying and moving forward in line of battle until 
within range of the enemy’s pickets, the line was halted, bayonetstixed. Again 
moving forward, driving the enemy’s pickets before it, the regiment came upon 
and engaged a heavy line of the enemy’s infantry, which was driven back and 
over a line of railroad, where the road- was ten feet high, behind which was 
posted another heavy line of infantry, which opened a terrific fire upon the regi- 
mentas itemerged fromthe woods. The Eleventh Regiment, being the battalion 
of direction, was the first to reach the railroad, and of course received the heaviest 
of the fire. This staggered the men a little, but recovering in an instant, they 
gave a wild hurrah and over they went, mounting the embankment, driving 
everything before them at the point of the bayonet. 

Here, for two or more minutes, the struggle was very severe, the combatants 
ezohengiog shots their muskets almost muzzle to muzzle, and engaging hand 
to hand in deadly encounter. Private John Sawler, of Company D, stove in the 
skull of one rebel with the butt of his musket and killed another with his bayo- 
net. The enemy broke in confusion and ran, numbers throwing down their 
muskets, some fully cocked, and the owners too much frightened to fire them, 
the regiment pursuing them some eighty yards into the woods, where it was 
met by an overwhelming forcein front, atthe same time receiving an ery 
fire, which enfiladed our left and forced it to retire, leaving the dead and many 
of the wounded where they fell. œ . 

It was near the railroad embankment that the brave Tileston, Stone, and Por- 
ter, and other gallant men received their mortal wounds. Being thus overpow- 
ered by numerical odds after breaking through and scattering two lines of the 


enemy, and compelled to evacuate the woods and enter into n fields be- 
yond, the enemy pursuing us hotly to the edge of the woods, I was greatly 
amazed to find that the regiment had been sent to engage a force of more than 


five times its numbers, strongly posted in thick woods and behind heavy embank- 
ments, and not a soldier to support it in case of disaster. After collecting the 
regiment together and moving back to our original position we encamped for the 
night. The officers and men of the i, ies fought with the most desperate 
bravery ; not a man flinched, and the losses were proportionately severe. Out 
of two hundred and eighty-three officers and men who participated in the fight 
three officers and seven enlisted men were killed, three officers and seventy-four 
enlisted men were wounded, and twenty-five missing, making an aggregate of 
ten killed, seventy-seven wounded, and twenty-five missing, all in the space of 
fifteen or twenty minutes. The regiment bivouacked on the field. 


General R. C. Schenck's report, by Colonel Cheesborough. 
Wasnmorox, D. C., September 17, 1962. 
= ~ = s 


On Thursday, 29%th ultimo, we left Buckland Mills, passing through Gaines- 
ville, and proceeded on the Manassas Junction pike to within some four miles of 
that place, and then turned eastwardly, marching toward Bull Run. The scouts 
in advance reported a force of the enemy, consisting of infantry and cavalry, in 
front. We were hurried forward and formed line of battle with our right toward 
Centreville. Some few shells were thrown intoa clump of woods in front where 
the enemy were last seen, brt without eliciting any response. Some two hours 
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e when heavy firing was heard on our left, which we concluded was from 
M well’s corps and the enemy who had worked around from our front in 
that direction. e were immediately, put in motion,and marched on the War- 


renton road and took position for the night on a hill east of the stone house, 
our right resting on the pike. 

On Friday morning early the ape was commenced by General Milroy 
on our right, in which we soon r took part, and a rapid artillery fire ensued 
from both sides. For some time Beary. columns of the enemy could be seen fil- 
ing out of a wood in front cree, pony ly falling back. They were within range 
of our guns, which were turned on them and must have done some execution. 
An hour after we received the order to move one brigade by the flank to the left 
and advance, which was done, We here obtained a good position for artillery, 
and stationed De Beck's First Ohio Battery, which did excellent service, dis- 
mounting one of the enemy’s guns, blowing up a caisson, and silencing the bat- 
tery. Unfortunately, however, they were poorly supplied with ammunition, 
and soon compelled to withdra A 

Our two brigades were now put in motion, General Stahel, comman first 
brigade, marching around the right of the hill to a hollow in front, was ordered 
to draw up in line ofbattle and halt, Colonel McLean advanced around the left 
of the hill under cover of the woods, pressing gradually forward until he struck 
the turnpike at a white house about one-half mile in advance of the stone house. 
General Milroy’s b: e arrived about the same time. We were halted, and 
sent back for General Stahel, who took the pike and soon joined us. We then 
formed our line of battle in the woods to the left of the pike, our right resting on 
the ,and then pushed on slowly. Milroy, in the mean while, deployed 
to the right of the road, and soon became engaged with the enemy. Our divis- 
ion was advanced until we reached the edge of the woods and halted. 

In front of us wasan open space (which also extended to the right of the road 
and to our right), beyond which was another w We remained here nearly 

an hour, the firing in the mean while becoming heavy on the right. Theenemy 
had a battery very advantageously placed on a high ridge behind the woods in 
front of Milroy, on the right of the road. It was admirably served and entirely 
concealed. Our position becoming known, their fire was directed toward us. 
The general determined, therefore, to advance, and so pushed on across the open 
space in front and took position in the woods beyond. We here discovered that 
we were on the battle-ground of the night before, and found the hospital of Gib- 
bon’s brigade, who hele the enemy. The battery of the enemy still con- 
tinued, e had no artillery. De Beck's and Schirmer’s ammunition having 
given out, and Buell’s battery, which had reported, after a hot contest with the 
enemy (who every advantage in position and range), was compelled to re- 
tire. It was now determined to flank the battery and capture it, and for this 

u General Schenck ordered one of his aids to reconnoiter the position, 
r ags returned, however, we were requested by General ornare to assist 
him, as he was very heavily pressed, General Stahel was immediately ordered 
to proceed with his brigade to Milroy's support. 

It was about this time, 1 or 2 o'clock, that a line of skirmishers were observed 
approaching us from the rear; they proved to be General Reynolds's, We com- 
municated with General Reynolds at once, who took his position on our left, and 
General rere Sugeno he no a battery to = an la the woods for 
the purpose of flanking the enemy. ey a position and were engaged 
with him about an hour, but with what result we were not informed, General 
Reynolds now sent us word that he had discovered the enemy Sapien, doara 
upon his left in heavy columns, and that he intended to fall back to first 
woods behind the cleared space, and had already put his troops in motion. 
We therefore accommodated ourselves tohis movement, It was about this time 
that your order came to press toward the right. We returned answer that the 
enemy were in force in front of us, and that we could not do so without leaving 
the left much ex; . General Schenck again asked for some artillery. 

General Stahel’s brigade, that had been sent to General Milroy’s assistance, 
having accomplished its object under a severe fire had returned, and soon after 
General Stevens reported with two regiments of infantry and a battery of four 
20-pound Parrott guns. With these re-enforcements we determined to advance 
again and reoccupy the woods in front of the cleared space, and communicated 
this intention to General Reynolds, He, however, had fallen back on our left 
some distance to the rear; he was therefore requested to make his connection 
with our left. The Parrottsin the mean while were placed in ponon and under 
the admirable management of Lieutenant Benjamin did splendidly., Two mount- 
ain howitzers also reported, and were placed on our right in the edge of the 
woods near the road, and commenced shelling the woods in front of the open 
spaces, which were now occupied by the enemy, our skirmishers having pre- 
viously fallen back. 

The artillery fire now became very severe, and General Schenck was convinced 
that it was very essential that he should have another battery, and so sent me to 
you to get one. I arrived to find one, Captain Romer’s, just starting. You also 
directed me to order General Schenck to fall gradually back, as he was too far 
forward; General Stahel on the left of the pike and Colonel McLean to the left 
of Stahel. I here state in my report that General Schenck, on receiving these 
re-enforcements, determined to advance again, and communicated hisintention 
to General Reynolds. I carried this message myself, and, after some difficulty, 
found General Reynolds, and requested him to halt and form on the left of Mo- 
Lean. He had fallen back, however, some distance to the rear of McLean’sline 
of battle, so much so that the enemy's skirmishers had actually flanked us, and 
in returning to the division I had n narrow escape from being captured. 

T also asked General Reynolds to ride fo to meet General Schenck, who 
had directed me to say that he would be at the extreme left of our line for that 

urpose. General Reynolds neither gave me any positive answer as to whether 
fe would meet General Schenck or any information as to what he intended to 
do. Ido not know if he complied with the uest to make his connection on 
our left, as, on my return to General Schenck, I was immediately sent to Gen- 
eral Sigel to represent our position; and when roaring again with the order 
to General Schenck to retire slowly, I met the command executing the move- 
ment, 


wW. 


My report was intended merely as a sketch of our movements for General 
Sigel’s nformation, and I endeavored throughout to be as concise as pamine 
and confine myself solely to the operations and movements of our division, I 
now submit the above statement, trusting that the explanations will be satisfac- 
tory to General Reynolds, 


Report of Maj, Gen. S. P. Heintzelman. 
A =. ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA, October al, 1862. 
s 


e 

At10a. m, I reached the field of battle, a mile from stone bridge, on the War- 
renton turnpike. General Kearny’s division had proceeded to the right and 
front. Ilearned that General Sigel was in command of the troops then engaged. 

Atll a.m. the head of Hooker's division arrived; General Renoan hour later, 
At the request of General Sigel I ordered General Hooker to place one of his 
brigades at General Sigel’s disposal, to re-enforce a portion of his line then hard 
pressed. General Grover reported, and before long became en, , and was 
afterward supported by the whole division. General Pope arrived between 1 
and 2 p. m. The enemy were driven back a short distance toward Sudley 
church, where they made another stand and again E grep a portion of our line 
back. Al this time General Kearny's division held its position on our extreme 
right. Several orders were sent to him to advance, but he did not move till after 
the troops on his left had been forced back, which was near 6 p.m. He now 


advanced and reported that he was drivin 
until after the renewed heavy musketry 
Hooker's troops and those he was sent tosupport back. They were greatly out- 
numbered and behaved with exceeding PT 

It was on this occasion that General Grover’s brigade made the most gallant 
and determined bayonet charge of the war. He broke two of the enemy's lines, 
but was finally repulsed by the overwhelming numbers in the rebel third line. 
It was a hand-to-hand conflict, using the bayonet and the butt of the musket. 
In this fierce encounter of not over twenty minutes’ duration the Second New 
Hampshire, Colonel Marston, suffered the most. The First, Eleventh, and Six- 
teenth Massachusetts and Twenty-sixth Pennsylvania were en; . The loss 
of this brigade, numbering less than 2,000, wasa total of 484, nearly all killed and 
wounded. I refer you to General Grover’s pee eae yee report. 

Had General Kearny aes the enemy earlier it might have enabled to 
have held our center and have saved some of this heavy loss, Kearny of t the 
right, with General Stevens and our artillery, drove the enemy out of the woods 
they temporarily occupied. The firing continued some time afterdark, and 
when it ceased we remained in possession of the battlefield. 


THIS DAY MUST NOT BE CONFUSED. 


These all speak of the 29th, not confused with the 30th, for the 30th 
is in a separate part of the reports. 

Lieutenant-Colonel Sewell, commander Fifth New Jersey, reports that 
on the 29th of August— 

I was soon obl; to relieve my right wing with m 
emptied their pieeo io hance ian xi an oo Sorta Saving 

His command had emptied their cartridge-boxes and one wing had to 
be relieved by the other for that reason. ^ 

Captain Weidrick, commanding Battery I, New York Artillery, re- 
ports in action from 10 o’clock 29th until 3 o’clock, when they had to 
retire on account of loss of ammunition. 

Captain Dilger, commanding battery, reports his battery engaged until 
his ammunition was expended and his battery relieved by anether. 

Colonel Thompson, One hundred and fifteenth Pennsylvania, reports 
continuous fighting until his command was relieved by fresh troops, sus- 
taining heavy loss. 

Col. G. C. Burling, Sixth New Jersey, was engaged until relieved by 
fresh troops. His loss was severe. 

NEW EVIDENCE FURNISHED BY CONFEDERATE OFFICERS. 

Fitz-John Portersays he found new evidence. What new evidence? 
The new evidence is produced by statements from officers of the con- 
federate army for the purpose of showing that on that day he was not 
required to fight because there was no battle. 


REPORTS OF CONFEDERATE OFFICERS, 

General T. J. Jackson, who cominanded the rebel forces on that day, 
in making his report April 27, 1863, or rather made, from the records 
he left, by his adjutant-general, says: 

My troops on this ey (29th) were distributed along and in the vicinity of the 
cut of an unfinished railroad (intended as a part of the track to connect the Ma- 
nassas road directly with Alexandria) stretching from the Warrenton turnpike 
in the direction of Sudley Mill. It was mainly along the excavation of this un- 
finished road that my line of battle was formed on the 29th [August]. 

Assault r assault was made on the left, exhibiting on the part of the enemy 
great pertinacity and determination, but every advance was most successfully 
and gallantly driven back. General Hill reports that six separate and distinct 
assaults were thus met and repulsed by his division, assisted by Hays's bi Y 
Colonel Forno commanding. By thistime the brigade of General G „which, 
from its position on the extreme left, was most exposed to the enemy's attack 
had near]. ees itsammunition. It had suffered severely in its men, an 
all its field officers except two were killed or wounded. 

About 4 o'clock it had been assisted by Hays’s brigade (Colonel Forno). It was 
nowretired tothe rea to take some repose after seven hours of severe service. 


After seven hours of severe contest it was relieved because the men 
were exhausted. 


And General Early’s brigade, of Ewell's division, with the Eighth Louisiana 
Regiment, took its place. 

On reaching his position, General Early found that the enemy had obtained 
possession of the railroad and a piece of wood in front, there being at this point 
A deep cut, which furnished a strong defense. Moving through a field he nd- 
vanced upon the enemy, drove them from the wood and railroad cut wiin great 
slaughter, and followed in pursuit some two hundred yards. 


They were driven back with great slaughter. 
Early kept his position there until the following morning. 


Now, to show that this was on the 29th let us see what he says in 
the conclusion of this report: 


Ata later period Major Patrick, of the cavalry, who was by General Stuart in- 
trusted with rding the train, was attacked, and, although it was promptly 
and effectually repulsed, it was not without the loss of that intrepid officer, who 
fell in the attack while setting an exampleof gallantry to hismen well worthy 


of imitation. Danag tho day the commanding general arrived, and also Gen- 
eral Longstreet with his command. 


theenemy. This was not, however, 
re on our center had driven General 


REPORT OF GENERAL A, P, HILL, 
Let me call attention to the report of General A. P. Hill, who was 
in that battle on the day of the 29th: 
The evident intention ofthe enemy this day was to turn ourleftand overwhelm 
Jackson's corps before Longstreet came up. ; 
The evident intention of the enemy, speaking of Pope’s forces, was to 
turn Jackson’s leftand overwhelm him before Longstreet could arrive. 


And to accomplish this the most persistent and furious onsets were made 
column after column of infantry, accompanied by numerous batteries of e 


lery. 

The enemy prepared fors last and determined attempt. Their serried masses, 
overwhelming superiority of numbers, and bold bearing made the chance ot 
victory to tremble in the balance; my own division exhausted— 


A. P. Hill’s division exhausted— 


by seven hours’ unremitted fighting, bardly one round per man remaining, and 
weakened in all things save its unconquerable spirit. Casting about for help, 
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fortunately it was here reported to me that the brigades of Generals Lawton and 
Early were near by, and sending for them, they promptly moved to my front at 
the most opportune moment, and this last charge met the same disastrous fate 
that had befallen those preceding. Having received an order from General Jack- 
son to endeavor to avoid a general engagement, my commanders of brigades 
contented themselves with repulsing the enemy and following them up but a 
few hundred yards. 


MOST FURIOUS ONSLAUGHTS ON HIS COMMAND. 


General Early reports the same thing in his report on the 29th of 
August, the time that he took his position, the time he was engaged, 
and reports it as a severe battle. So Taliaferro and so General Hood. 
Hood’s force was a part of Longstreet’s command. Now, what does 
Hol say? Speaking of the battle of the 29th, he says: 


About 4 o'clock in the afternoon the enemy made a fierce attack upon General 
Jackson, his noble troops holding their ground with their usual gallantry. 

At sunset an order came to me from the commanding general to move forward 
and attack the enemy. Before, however, this division could come to attention 
they were attacked, and I instantly ordered the two bri es to move forward 

ch; the enemy, which they did most gallantly, driving them in confusion 
infrontofthem. Colonel Law’s brigade, being engaged with avery heavy force 
of the enemy, captured one piece of artillery, three stand of colors, and one hun- 
dred prisoners, and the Texas brigade three stand of colors. It soon became so 
very dark that it was impossible to pursue the enemy any farther. At12 o'clock 
at night orders came to retake our position on the right of General Jackson. 


There was one of the divisions that General Longstreet had General 
Wilcox to support in the attack at Groveton. And yet he says at 12 
o’clock at night he was ordered to retake his former position. He staid 


there by Groveton. 
WHAT GENERAL WILCOX SAID. 


General C. M. Wilcox, of General Longstreet’s command, said: 


Pursuing our line of march, together with the division, we passed by Gaines- 
ville, and advancing some three miles beyond, my three brigades were formed 
in line of battle on the leftand at rightanglesto the turnpike. Having advanced 
near three-quarters of a mile, we were then halted. The enemy was in our front 
and not far distant. Several of our batteries were placed in position on a com- 
manding eminence to the left of the turnpike. A cannonading ensued and con- 
tinued for an hour or two, to which the enemy’s artillery replied. 

At half pe 4 or 5 p. m. the three brigades were moved across to the right of 
the turnpike, a mile or more, to the Manassas Gap Railroad. While here mus- 
ketry was heard to our left on the turnpike. This firing continued, with more 
or less vivacity until sundown. Now the command was ordered back to the 
turnpike and forward on this to the support of General Hood, who had become 
en; with the enemy, and had driven him back some distance, inflicting se- 
vere loss upon him, being checked in his successes by the darkness of the night. 

After reaching General Hood's position but little musketry was heard. All 
soon became quiet. Our pickets were thrown out to the front. The enemy’s 
eamp-fires soon became visible, extending far off to our left, front, and right. 
Remaining in this position until 12 o'clock at ni it, the troops were withdrawn 
rO frets of a mile to the rear and bivo! ed, pickets being left to guard 
our fron 


So that by 4 o’clock all the troops that were on the right of Long- 
street were turned back onto Groveton and engaged there at Groveton, 
and staid there until 11 or 12 o’clock at night, leaving nothing but 
Jones’s brigade in the direction of Porter. 


REPORTS OF LONGSTREET’S OFFICERS AND OTHERS. 


Report of Col. Edward L.Th commanding second brigade, A. P. Hill's 
division, Jackson’s command. 


HEADQUARTERS THIRD BRIGADE, LIGHT DIVISION, 
ze i October 26, 1862. 
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On Thursday, August 28, near Sudley Ford, this brigade was held in reserve 
by order of General Hill; was under fire, but took no active part, and after the 
enemy gave way moved forward and biyouacked for the night on the field. 
Early on Friday, August 29, the march was resumed, with directions to be pre- 
pared for an attack near the railroad. General Gregg’s brigade meeting the 
enemy there, this brigade advanced to his right, the regiments being thrown in 
saqeor ep until all became engaged. The enemy were in strong position on 

e road. 

We at once advanced and drove them from it. This position we were ordered 
to hold, and, if possible, avoid bringing on a general engagement, and held it 
against several attacks of the enemy in strong force during the day. In the af- 
ternoon an overwhelming force attacked us, now almost without ammunition, 
in front and on the left flanks, and forced us back a short distance, when Gen- 
eral Pender’s bi e advanced kopit and in fine order to the assistance of 
the third, most of which joined General Pender, and together they drove back 
the enemy some distance beyond our previous position, which was held until 
night, the brigade bivouacking on the field. 


Report of Brig. Gen, S. McGowan. 

HEADQUARTERS SECOND BRIGADE, 
A. P. HILL'S LIGAT DIVISION, SECOND ARMY Corps. 
Camp Gregg, Virginia, February 9, 1863. 
* + x x = : * 

Friday, the 29th, was the glorious but bloody day for the brigade. It may be 
allowed for us to claim that by holding the left steady on Friday we contributed 
to the success of the great battle on Saturday. The distinguished brigadier-gen- 
eral who commanded, and was present every where during the dayana exerting 
himself to the utmost, was himself spared only to fall upon another victorious 
field (Fredericksburg), but sang of our noblest and best officers and men fell 

. The aggregate of the killed and wounded of the brigade in this battle 
was six hundred and thirteen (613). 


Report of Brig. Gen. N. G. Evans, Longstreet’s command. 


HEADQUARTERS EvAns’s BRIGADE, 
Near Winchester, Va., October 13, 1862. 
* * + * * * * 

On the evening of the 29th of August the brigade engaged the skirmishers of 
the enemy in considerable force on the south side of the road near Groveton, 
and rendered efficient cc opasnon to the commands of General Wilcox on the 
left and General Hood on the rightin driving the enemy from his ition. The 
enemy falling back, and the darkness of the night concealing his movements, 
I formed my brigade in the camp of the enemy, until ordered to fall back by 
the jor-general commanding. Leaving a strong picket in my front, I with- 
drew ut a mile to the rear, 


Report of Lieut. Col. R. L. Walker. 

HEADQUARTERS ARTILLERY BATTALION, March 1, 1863. 
s è 2 s * s 2 

„On Friday, the 29th of Au , the batteries were placed in position on the 

ridge in rear and to the left of General A. P. Hill's division. Captain Brax- 
ton’s battery was engaged early in the forenoon on the extreme left, with the 
loss of some of his horses. Upon the cessation of the enemy’s fire ours ceased 
also. In the afternoon a section of Captain Pegram’s battery hotly engaged 
the enemy on the right, His position was in rear of General Field's and G 's 
brigades. The loss of this section was very heavy, and, the fire continuing with 
unremitted severity, it was withdrawn. Captain Braxton was then ordered to 
the position, and, with five guns, held it, with loss, under a terrible fire, until 
night closed in upon the field. Captain Crenshaw’s battery was also engaged 
during the day from a point in rear of General Pender’s brigade. 


Report of Col, J. B. Walton, of Longstreet’s command, of second battle of Ma- 
nassas. 


HEADQUARTERS BATTALION WASHINGTON ARTILLERY, 
November 30, 1862. 
- < + + - * * 
On the 29th La 1862, the four batteries composing the battalion were as- 
signed and serv asfollows: The fourth company, consisting of two six-pounder 
bronze guns and two twelve-pounder howitzers, under Capt. D. F. Eshleman, 
Lieutenants Norcom, Battles, and Apps, with Pickett's bri, e; thesecond com- 
pany, with two six-pounder bronze guns and two twelve-pounder howitzers, 
under Captain Richardson, Lieutenants Hawes, De Russey, and Britton, with 
Toombs’s brigade; the first company, with three 3-inch rifle guns, under Capt. 
C. W. Squiers, Lieutenants E. Owens, Galbraith,and Brown; and the third com- 
ny, with four light twelve-pounder guns (Napoleon), under Capt. M. B, Miller, 
eutenants McElroy and Hero, in reserve. 

About noon on the 29th, the two batteries in reserve having halted near the 
village of Gainesville, on the Warrenton and Centreville turnpike, were ordered 
forward by General Lengstreet to engage the enemy then in our front and near 
the village of Groveton. Captains Miller and Squiers at once proceeded to the 

tion indicated by the general and opened fire upon the enemy's batteries. 
mmediately in Captain Miller’s front he discovered a battery of the enemy, 
distant about 1,200 yards. Beyond this battery, and ona more elevated position, 
were the enemy’s rifle batteries. He opened upon the battery nearest 
him, and, after a spirited en; ment of th uarters of an hour, completely 
silenced it and compelled it to leave the field. He then turned his attention to 
the enemy’s rifle batteries and engaged them, until, having exhausted his ammu- 
nition, he retired from the field. 

Captain Squiers, on reaching his position on the left of Captain Miller's battery, 
at once opened, with his usual accuracy, upon the enemy’s batteries. Unfortu- 
nately, after the first fire, one of his guns, having become disabled by the blowing 
out of the bushing of the vent, was sent from the field. Captain Squiers then 
placed the remaining section of his battery under command of Lieutenant Owen, 
and rode to the left to place additional guns (that had been sent forward to his 
assistance) in ition. At thistime the enemy's infantry were engaged with the 
forces on the left of the position occupied by our batteries, and while the enemy. 
retreated in confusion before the charge of our veterans the section under Lieu- 
tenant et og poured a destructive fire into their affrighted ranks. Scores were 
seen to . 


Report of Maj. B. W. Frobell, chief of artillery of Hood's division, Longstreet's 
command, of second e of Manassas, 
CAMP NEAR FREDERICK, MD., September 9, 1862. 
s s = a ka + - 

At 11 a. in. on Friday I was ordered by General Hood to proceed to the right of 
the turnpike road and report to General Stuart. This I did, with Captain h- 
man's battery, Reilly being already in position on the left, and Garden having 
no long-range pieces. General Stuart had selected a position near the Orange 
and Alexandria Railroad. The battery was brought up and immediately opened 
with marked effect on a column of the enemy moving to the right, which at 
once changed direction, moving rapidly to the left. Fi: n rounds were fired, 
when, the distance being greatly increased, I ordered Captain Bachman to cease 
firing. At1o’clock p. m. Captain Reilly was ordered to the left of the turnpike 
and to take position with other batteries on a hill commanding the hills near 
Groveton House. 


Report of Col. E. M. Law, of Hood's division, Longstreet's command, of second 
battle of Manassas. 


HEADQUARTERS THIRD BRIGADE, September 10, 1862. 
+ $ + = = + $ 


Leaving Thoroughfare Gap at sunrise on the 29th the brigade marched ín the 
direction of Manassas Junction. At Gainesville, on the Warrenton turnpike, the 
line of march chan abruptly to the left along the turnpike in the direction of 
Centreville. On arriving about midway between Gainesville and the stone house, 
which is situated at the junetion of the turnpike and the Sudley Ford road, I was 
ordered by Brigadier- ood, commanding the division, to form the bri- 

lc in line of battle to the left of the keg ante and almost at right angles with 
it, the right resting on the road and the left connecting with General Jackson's. 


line. 
. s s. = * a - 


The opposing force of the enemy, as I learned from captured officers, consisted 
of General King’s division of four brigadesand a battery of howitzers. One piece 
was captured and about a hundred prisoners. Among the prisoners were Captain 
J bar assistant adjutant-general to General Hatch, and Captain Garish, of the 


Daring the night of the 29th, under orders from General Hood, I resumed the 
position to the rear of Groveton which I had occupied in the morning. 


Report of Brig. Gen. J. B. Hood of operations of his division, Longstreet’s com- 
mand, from Freeman's Ford. 
DIVISION HEAQUARTERS, September 27, 1862. 
> > a s * + s * 

On arriving at Thoroughfare Gap, the enemy were drawn up in line to dispute 
our passage. After a spirited little engagement with them by Gen. D. R. Jones's 
troops, on the evening of the 28th instant, our forces were able to bivouac for the 
night beyond the gap. The next morning, at daylight, the march was again re- 
sumed, with this division in the advance, Lieutenant-Colonel Upton, of the 
as Texas, in command of a party of select Texas riflemen, constituting the 

vance k 

Coming up with the rd of the enemy before sunrise, this gallant and 
distinguished officer drove them before him so rapidly that halts would have to 
be made for the troops in rear to rest. Early in the day we came up with the 
main body of the enemy on the plains of Manassas, engaging General Jackson's 
forces. Disposition of the troops being made, the Texas brigade advanced in 
line of battle down and on the immediate right of the pike leading to the stone 
bridge, and Colonel Law’s brigade on the 1 Arriving on a line with the line 


of battle established by Genera] Jackson, the division was halted by order of 
the general commanding. 
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About 4 o'clock in theafternoon the enemy made a fierce attack upon General 


Jackson, his noble troops Baai their ground with their usual lantry. 

At sunset an ordercame to mefrom the commanding general to move forward 
and attack the enemy. Before, however, this division could come to attention 
par fi were attacked, and I instantly ordered the two brigades to move forward 
and charge the enemy, which they did most gallantly, driving them in confu- 
sion in frontof them, Colonel Law’s brigade, being engaged with a very heavy 
force of the enemy, captured one piece of artillery, three stand of colors, and 
one hundred prisoners, and the Texas brigade three stand of colors. It soon 
became so very dark that it was impossible to pursue the enen:y any farther. 
oN 12 o’clock at night orders came to retake our position on the right of General 

‘ackson, 


Report of Major-General Stuart of operations immediately preceding and includ- 
ing the battle of Groveton. 


HEADQUARTERS STUART'S CAVALRY DIVISION, 
ARMY OF NORTHERN VIRGINIA, 
7 February 28, 1863. 
$ $ * 4$ $ * 


The next morning, 29th, in pursuance of General Jackson's wishes, I set out 
again to endeavor to establish communication with Lon t, from whom he 
had received a favorable report the night before. Just r leaving the Sudley 
road my party was on from the wood bordering the road, which was in 
rear of Jackson's lines,and which the enemy had penetrated with a small force, 
it was afterwards ascertained, and captured some stragglers. They were be- 
tween General Jackson and his baggage at Sudiley. 

I immediately sent to Major Patrick, whose six companies of cavalry were 
near Sudley, to interpose in defense of the baggage, and use all the means at 
hand for its protection, and order the at once to start for Aldie. Gen- 
eral Jackson, also being notified of this movement in his rear, sent back infantry 
to close the woods, Captain ihoerngr sree fs at the right placeat the right time, 
unlimbered his battery, and soon dispe that portion in the woods. jor 
Patrick was attacked later, but he repulsed the enemy with considerable loss, 
though not without loss to us, for the gallant or himself, setting the example 
to his men, was mortally wounded. He lived lon; enough to witness the tri- 
umph of our arms, expired thus in the arms of victory. The i was 
noble, but the loss to us irreparable. 

I met with the head of General Longstreet’s column between Hay Market and 
Gainesville, and there communicated to the commanding general General Jack- 
son’s position and the enemy’s. I then passed the cavalry through the column, 
so as to place it on Longstreet’s right flank, and advanced directly toward Ma- 
nassas, while the column kept directly down the pike to join General Jackson's 
right. I selected a fine position for a battery on the t, and one having been 
sent to me, I fired a few shots at the enemy's sup) position, which induced 
him to shift his position. General Robertson, who with his command was sent 
to reconnoiter farther down the road toward Manassas, reported the enemy in 
his front. pra repairing to that front, I found that Rosser’s regiment was en- 
gaged with the enemy to the left of the road, and Robertson's vedettes had found 

e enemy approaching from the direction of Bristoe Station toward Sudley. 

The prolongation of his line of ances would have passed through my position, 
which was a very fine one for artillery as well as observation, and struck Lo 
street in flank. I waited his approach long enough to ascertain 
at least an army corps, at the same time keeping detachments of cavalry drag- 
ging brush down the road from the direction of nesyille, so as to deceive the 
enemy (a ruse which Porter's report shows was successful), and notified the 
commanding general, then opposite me on the turnpike, that Longstreet’s flank 
and rear were seriously threatened and of the importance to us of the ridge I 
then held. Immediately upon the receipt of that intelligence Jenkins's, Kemp- 
er’s, and D. R. Jones's brigades and several pieces of artillery were ordered to 
me by General Longstreet, and, being placed in position fronting Bristoe, 
awaited the enemy’s advance. $ 

After exchanging a few shots with rifle pieces this corps withdrew toward 
Manassas, leaving artillery and Sree. to hold the position till night. Briga- 
dier-General Fitz Lee returned to the vicinity of Sudley, after a ERE Er pS 
dition, of which his official report has not been received, and was instru to 
co-operate with Jackson's left. Late in the afternoon the artillery on this com- 
manding ridge was, to an important dogres, auxiliary to the attack upon the 
enemy, and Jenkins’s brigade repulsed the enemy in handsome style at one vol- 
ley as ey advanced across the corn field. Thus the day ended, our lines hav- 
ing considerably advanced. 

General Longstreet, in his report, says: 
HEADQUARTERS NEAR WINCHESTER, VA., October 10, 1862. 
. + s 5 s = . 

Early on the 29th (August) the columns were united, and the advance to join 
General mwasresumed. The noise of battle was heard before we reached 
Gainesville. The march was quickened to the extent of our capacity. The ex- 
citementof battle seemed to give new life and strength to our aded. men, and 
the head of my column soon reached a position in rear of the enemy’s left flank 
and within cannon-shot. 

On Popron. ng the field some of Brigadier-General Hood’s batteries were or- 
dered into position, and his division was deployed on the right and left of the 
turnpike, at right angles with it, and supported by Brigadier-General Evans's 
brigade. Before these batteries could open the enemy discovered our move- 
ments and withdrew his left. Another | (Captain Stribling’s) was placed 
upon & commanding position to my right, which Say ber upon the rear of the 
enemy’s left and drove him entirely from that pert of the field. He changed his 
front rapidly, so as to meet the advance of Hood and Evans. 

Three bri: es, under General Wilcox, were thrown forward to the support 
of the left, and three others, under General Kemper, to the support of the ght 
of these commands. General D.R. Jones's division was p! upon the Manas- 
sas Gap Railroad— 

ONLY CAVALRY, BRUSH, AND DUST. 


Not on this road [indicating] that Porter was on— 


upon the Manassas Gap Railroad, to the right and in echelon with regard to the 
three last brigades. Colonel Walton placed his batteries in a commanding posi- 
tion between my line and that of Jackson, and engaged the enemy for 
several hours in a severe and successful artillery duel. At alate hour in the day 
Major-General Stuart reported the approach of the enemy in heavy columns 
against my extreme right. I withdrew General Wilcox with his three brigades 
from the left, and placed his command in position to support Jones in case of an 
attack against my right. After some few shots the enemy withdrew his forces, 
moving them around toward his front, and about 4 o’clock in the afternoon began 
to press forward against General Jackson's position. Wilcox’s brigades were 
moved back to thei“ wrmer goon; and Hood’s two brigades, supported by 
Evans, were quickly pressed forward to the attack. At the same time Wilcox’s 
saron brigades made a like advance, as also Hunton’s brigade, of Kempers com- 
mand. 

These movements were executed with commendable zeal and ability. Hood, 
supported by Evans, made a gallant attack, driving the enemy back till 9 o'clock 
at night. One piece of artillery, several regimental standards 


s, and a number of 
prisoners weretaken. The enemy's entire force was found to be messed directly 


in my front, and in so strong a position that it was not deemed advisable to moye 
on against his immediate mt; so the troops were quietly withdrawn at 1 
o'clock the following morning. The wheels of the captured piece were cut down, 
and it was left on the ground. The enemy seized that opportunity to claim a 
victory, and the Federal commander was so impudent as to dispatch his Gov- 
ernment by telegraph tidings to that effect. After withdrawing trom the attack 
my troops were placed in the line first occupied and in the original order, 


I now desire to call attention to the report of General Robert E. Lee 
of the first day, second Bull Run, August 29, 1862. It is as follows: 


The next morning, the 29th, the enemy had taken a positionto interpose his 
army between General Jackson and Alexandria, and about 10 a. m. opened with 
artillery upon the right of Jackson’s line. The troops of the latter were dis- 
posed in rear of Groveton, along the line of the unfinished branch of the Manas- 
sas Gap Railroad, and extended from a point a short distance west of the turn- 

ike toward Sudley Mill, Jackson's division, under Brigadier-General Stark: 

ing on the right; Ewell’s, under General Lawton, in the center, and A. P, Hi 
on the left. The Federal Army was evidently concentrating upon Jackson, with 
the design of overwhelming before the arrival of Longstreet. The latter 
officer left his ition, opposite Warrenton Springs, on the 26th, being relieved 
by General R. H. Anderson's division, and marched to join Jackson. Hecrossed 
at Kinson’s (Hinson’s) Mill in the afternoon and encamped near Orlean that 
night. The next uy e reached the White Plains, his march being retarded by 
the want of cavalry to ascertain the meaning of certain movementsof theenemy 
from the direction of Warrenton, who seemed to menace the right of his column. 

On the 28th, arriving at ere Gap, he found the enemy prepared to 
dispute his popoe General D. R. Jones's division, being ordered to force the 
passage of the mountain, quickly dislodged the enemy's sharpshooters from the 
trees and rocks and advanced into the gorge. The enemy held the eastern ex- 
tremity of the pass in large force, and a heavy fire of artillery upon the 
road leading through it and upon the sides of the mountain. The ground occu- 
pied by Jones afforded no opportunity for the employment of artillery. Hood, 
with two brigades, and Wilcox, with three, were ordered to turn the enemy’s 
right—the former moving over the mountain by a narrow path to the left of the 
pass, and the latter farther to the north, by Hopewell Pass. 

Before these troops reached their destination the enemy advanced and attacked 
Jones's left, under Brig. Gen. G. T. Anderson. Being vigorously repulsed he 
withdrew to his ition at the eastern end of the gap, from which he kept mpa 
active fire of artillery until dark and then retreated. Generals Jones and Wil- 
eox bivouacked that night east of the mountain,and on the morning of the 29th 
the whole command resumed the march, the sound of cannon at Manassas an- 
nouncing that Jackson was already Longstreet entered the turnpike 
near Gainesville, and moving down toward Groveton the head of his column 
came upon the field in rear of the enemy’s left, which had already opened with 
srne upon Jackson’s right, as previously described. Heimmediately placed 
some of his batteries in position, but before he could complete his dispositions 
to attack the enemy withdrew, not, however, without loss from our artillery. 

Longstreet took on ears pal on the right of Jackson, Hood’s two bri- 

gades, supported by Evans, being deployed across the turnpike and at right 
angles to it. These troops were supported on the left by three brigades under 
General Wilcox and by a like force on the right under General Kemper. 
R. Jones's division formed the extreme right of the line, resting on the Manassas 
Gap Railroad. The cavalry guarded our right and left flanks, that on the right 
being under General Stuartin person. After the arrival of Longstreet the enemy 
changed his position, and began to concentrate Gee Jackson's left, opening 
a brisk artillery fire, which was responded to with effect by some of General A. 
P. Hill's batteries. 

Colonel Walton placed a part of his artillery upon a commanding position be- 
tween Generals Jackson and Longstreet, ae of the latter, and engaged 
the enemy vigorously for several hours. n afterward General Stuart re- 
ported the approach of a large force from the direction of Bristoe Station, threat- 
ening Longstreet's right. The brigades under General Wilcox were sent to re- 
enforce General Jones, but no serious attack was made, and after firing a few 
shots the enemy withdrew. While this demonstration was being made on our 
right a large force advanced to assail the left of General Jackson's position, oc- 
cupied by the division of General A. P. Hill. The attack was received by his 
troops with their accustomed steadiness, and the battle raged with great fury. 

The enemy was repeatedly repulsed, but in pressed on the attack with 
fresh troops. Once he succeeded in pen an interval between General 

i 


atten paces. General Gregg, who was most exposed, 
b de, under General Forno, and successfully and gallantly resisted the attack 


fighting, Race brigade and the Eighth Louisiana Regiment. 
General 


engaged. 
on Hood’s left, and one of Kemper’s brigades, under Colonel Hunton, moved 
forward on his right. The enemy was repulsed by Hood after a severe contest, 
and fell back, closely followed by our troo) The battle continued until 9 p. m., 
the enemy ee he had reached a strong position, which he held with 
a large force. The ‘kness of the night puta stop to the engagement, and our 
troops remained in theiradvanced tion until early next morning, when the: 
were withdrawn to their first line. One piece of artillery, several stand of co! 
ors, and a number of prisoners were captured. Our loss was severe in this en- 
gagement. Brigadier-Generals Field and Trimble and Colonel Forno, com- 
manding Hays’s brigade, were severely wounded, and several other valuable 
officers killed or disabled, whose names are mentioned in the accompanying 
reports. 

FITZ-JOHN PORTER'S TESTIMONY. 

Fitz-John Porter himself gave testimony before the court of inquiry 
on General McDowell in Washington city. He appeared before that 
board and gave testimony as follows (page 1010, board record): 

By General MCDOWELL: 
Q. Under what relations as to command did youand General McDowell move 
from Manassas and continue prior to the receipt of General Pope’s joint order? 
A. I did not know that General McDowell was going from Manassas, and I 
have no recollection of any relations whatever nor of any understanding. 
Q. Was there nothing said about General McDowell being the senior, and of 


his commanding the whole by virtue of his rank ? 

A. Nothing that I know of. 

Q. What time did you take up your line of march from Manassas Junction for 
Gainesville? : 

A. The hour the head of the column left, I presume, was about 10 o'clock ; it 


1850 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


Marcu 13, 


may have been earlier. Ammunition had been distributed to the men or was 
directed to be distributed, and the command to be put in motion immediately. 

Q. When you received the joint order, where were you personally and where 
was your command? 

A. I was at the head of my column, and a portion of the command or the head 
of the column was then forming line in front. One regiment as skirmishers was 
in advance, and alsoa small party of cavalry which I had as escort, The remain- 
der of the corps was on the road. The head of my column was on the Manassas 
road to Gainesville at the first stream, as previously described me. 

Q. Please state the order of your divisions, &c., in the column at that time. 

A. Fi Morell’s; next, Sykes's; the other brigade, Sturgis's or Piatt’s, I know 
po are , having left it, in compliance with orders from General Pope, at War- 
renton Junction, with orders to rejoin as soon as possible. 

Q. Where was King’s division? 

A. I left King’s division getting provisions and ammunition near Manassas 

Junction. I gave, personally, direction to General Hatch, in command, to move 
up as goy as possible. I did not see General King at all. 
Q. The witness says he received an order from General McDowell, or what 
he considered an order, when General McDowell first joined him, which order 
ba did not obey; will witness state why he disobeyed what he considered an 
order? 

A. The order I have said I considered an order in connection with his conver- 
sation and his taking King’s division from me. I therefore did obey it. 

What did you understand to be the effect of General McDowell's conver- 
sation? Was it that you were to go no farther in the direction of Gainesville 
than Page then were? 

A. The conversation was in connection with moving over to the right, which 
necessarily would prevent an advance. : 

Q You state you did not think General McDowell's order (if it was one) a 
ppa one, and that for that reason you continued your movement as if you 

not seen the joint order. Is the witness to be understood that this was in 
obedience of what he has stated to he General McDowell's order? 

A. I did not consider that an order ^t that time, and have tried to convey that 
impression, but it was an expression o1 en which I might have construed 
as an order; but when General McDowell left me he gave no reply to my ques- 
tion; and seeing the enemy in my front, I considered myself free to act accord- 
ing to my own judgment until I received notice of the withdrawal of King. 


GENERAL POPE'S TESTIMONY REGARDING THE ORDER. 


General Pope testifies in reference to this order on page 14: 


Q. Will you state what orders, if any, you gave to General Porter, on the 29th 
of August, in reference to the movements of himself and his men and the grounds 
upon which those orders were ? 

A. In answer to that respi it will perhaps be aay’ A for me to state, at 
the 28th and during 


least partially, the condition of things on the afternoon of 
the night of the 28th and 29th of August, for the reason that the information from 
‘the front, upon which the dispositions of the army were made, varied at different 


riods of the day and night. And it was not until toward daylight in the morn- 
of the 29th thatI became thoroughly satisfied of the position of the enemy, 
and of the necessary movements of the troops to be made in consequence. The 


orders that I gave to General Porter on the 29th of August, as I remember them, 
— four. One of them was dated in the night [think ; I do not remember the 
me. 


That order I think mired him, in consequence of information we had re- 
ceived of the enemy’s forces beyond Centreville, to move upon Centreville, 
But about daylight in the morning I sent General Porter an order to take his 
own army corps, which was then at Manassas Junction, and which by my order 
had been re-enforced by the brigade of General Piatt, which had come up there 
in the command of General Sturgis, and King's division of McDowell’s corps, 
which had withdrawn to Manassas Junction or to that vicinity during the 
night of the 28th, and move forward in the direction of Gainesville, 

An hour and a half later I received a note from General McDowell, whom I 
had not been able to find until that hour in the morning, requesting that King’s 
division of his corps be not turned over to General Porter, but that he be allowed 
toconduct it himself. I then sent ajoint order to Generals Porter and McDowell, 
directed to them at Manassas Junction, specifying in detail the movement that 
I wished to be made by the troops under their command—the withdrawal of 
King’s division of McDowell's corps, which during the greater part of the night 
I understood to be on the Warrenton turnpike and west of the troops under 
Jackson. Their withdrawal to Manassas Junction, I feared, had left open Jack- 
son's retreat in the direction of Thoroughfare Gap, to which point the main por- 
tion of the army of Lee was then tending to re-enforce him. I did not desire to 
pursue Jackson beyond the town of Gainesville, as we could not have done so 
on account of the want of supplies—rations for the men and forage for the horses. 

os 4 order to Generals Porter and McDowell is, therefore, worded that they 
shall pursue the route to Gainesville until they effect a junction with the forces 
that are marching upon Gainesville to Centreville—the forces under Heintzel- 
man, Sigel, and Reno; and that when that junction was formed (as I expected 
it would have been very near to Gainesville) the whole command should halt, 
it being, asI stated before, not feasible with my command in the condition it 
was in, on account of supplies, to pursue Jackson's forces farther, During the 
whole morning the forces under Sigel and Heintzelman had kept up a skirmish- 
ing with the rear of Jackson’s forces, they retiring in the direction of Gaines- 
ville. They were brought to a stand at the little town of Groveton, about eight 
miles, I think, from Centreville, and perhaps five or six miles from Gainesville. 
When I rode onto the field of battle, which was about noon (having been de- 
layed at Centreville), I found that the troops had been sharply engaged, and 
were still confronting each other. 

General Sigel reported to me that he needed re-enforcements in the front; that 
his line was weak, and that his troops required to be withdrawn from the ac- 
tion. I told him (asI did General Heintzelman, who was present on the grood 
that I only wished them to maintain their positions, as the corps of McDowell 
and Porter were then on the march from Manassas Junction toward the enemy's 
right flank and ought in a very short time to be in such position as to fall upon 
that portion ofhisline, I desired them, therefore, only to maintain the positions 
they ocevpied. We waited for the arrival of Generals McDowelland Porter. At 
4 o'clock, or some little after that time (perhaps at half past 4 in the afternoon), 
finding that neither McDowell nor Porter made their appearance on the 
field, I sent an order to General Porter informing him generally of the condition 
of things on the field, and stating to him that I desired him to push forward and 
attack the enemy in flank, and, if possible, in rear, withoutany delay. This or- 
der was sent to General Porter about half past 4 in the afternoon. 

Finding that Genera! Porter did not comply with this order, and receiving a 
dispatch which he sent to Generals McDowell and King, stating to them that he 
was about to fall back or was falling back to Manassas Junction, and that he 
did so because he saw cloudsof dust, showing that, in his judgment, the enemy 
was advancing on the road he was cncapy ts ‚and stating that it appeared to him 
from the fire of the battle that he had n listening to that our forces were re- 
treating and the enemy advancing, and he had determined to fall back to Ma- 
nassas Junction, and recommended Generals McDowell and King to send back 
their trains also—receiving this note, purporting to be from General Porter to 
Generals McDowell and King, I sent an order to General Porter directing him, 
immedjat upon the receipt of the order, to march his whole command to the 
Geld of battle, and to report to me in person for orders, stating to him that I ex- 
sected him to comply strictly with that order. 


I put itin such form (perhaps not entirely courteous) because I had understood 
General Porter upon two several occasions to have disobeyed the orders that I 
had sent him. These are all the orders that I issued on that day and night to 
General Porter. I will state, in addition to what I have already said, that the 
first of these orders to which I have referred, being subsequently superseded, is 
not perhaps referred to here. I will also state that the co of Sigel, Heintzel- 
man, and Reno were formed in line of battle across the Warrenton turnpike, 
facing to the west, and near the little town of Groveton, or »t it, almost at the 
poai where the road from Manassas Junction to Sudley Springs—the Sudley 

ringa — I think it is called—crosses Warrenton turnpike a little in advance 
ol t road. 

(The judge-advocate stated that the first order, referred to by the witness in 
his answer to the last interrogatory is not referred to in the specifications, being 
superseded by a su uent order.) 

rt Excluding from view the first order given on the morning of the 29th of 
August,and which directed General Porter to fall back upon Centreville, and 
which, you say, was superseded by a subsequent order, are or are not the other 
three orders which you have enumerated in your last answer, ee to General 
Porter on that day, the same which are set forth in the second, third, and fourth 
specifications of the first charge preferred against him? [Handing witness the 
Charees and specifications. ] 

A. pie examining them.) They are the same orders. 

Q. Do you mean to say that the order set forth in the second specification, ad- 


— to Generals McDowell and Porter, is the one that superseded that first 
order? 
A. No, sir. There was one sent to General Porter previous to that time, giv- 


ing nearly the same directions, and which is referred to in that joint order as 
having been given an hour and a half before. I repeated that order in detail, 
because I was not sure that General Porter had received the order referred to 
there as having been sent to him an hour and a half before. 

Q. At what hour in the morning was this order issued, addressed to Generals 
McDowell and Porter, and setforth in the second specification of the first charge ? 

A. Ido not remember distinctly. I think it was somewhere between 8 and 9 
o'clock in the morning. 

Q. Was there any engagement then pending? 

A. Fighting was then going on along the turnpike that led from Centreville 
to Warrenton—fighting was going on quite any: 

Q. Did the march of General Porter’s command, as indicated in that order, 
lead him toward that battle? 

A. Yes, sir; it led him toward the flank of the enemy. 

PR As forces had he under his command that morning when that order was 
ued? 

A. He had, or should have had, at Manassas Junction the whole of his own 
corps, which, from his report to me at Warrenton Junction, I understood to be 
between 8,500 and 9,000 men. I had added to his command the troops forming 
the brigade commanded by General Piatt; tey were to belong to the division 
of General Sturgis, and I think they numbe about 3,500 men. Their exaet 
Bai 2 I donot know. That was the impression I got from General Sturgis. 

Q. What was his entire command ? 

A. That was his entire command, I understood him to have bad from 12,000 
to 12,500 men at Manassas Junction. 

Q. What was the distance between Manassas Junction and the scene of this 
en; ment of which you speak ? 
con tween five and six miles, I think, though I had not been myself over the 
road, 

Q. Do you know the character of the road? Had you passed over it? 

A. I had not passed over it. 

oo Dig General Porter obey the order addressed to him and General Mo- 
well? 

A. I do not know whether he obeyed it; he did not obey it fully; how far he 
obeyed it I am not able to say; he certainly did not obey the order fully. 

Q. If he had obeyed it, would it not have brought him up with the enemy be- 
fore half past 4 in the evening? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. On your arriving on the battlefield, where was he reported to you to be? 

A. I arrived on the battlefield at 12 o’clock, about noon, At 4.30 p. m, nobody 
on the field knew where General Porter was at all. 

Q. Did or did not General Porter obey the second order to which you refer, is- 
sued at four and a half o’clock on the 29th of August, directing him to engage 
the enemy in flank, and, if possible, in rear? 

A. He did not, so far as my knowledge of the fact goes. 

Q. You have no guetet y of his having made any attack then? 

A. I should have known it if he had attacked. 

Q. Will you state to the court and describe the condition of the battlefield at 
that hour and the importance of his obedience of that order to the success of your 


troops? 

A. Late in the afternoon of the 29th, perhaps toward half past 5 or 6 o'clock— 
about the time that I hoped that General Porter would bein his position and be 
assaulting the enemy on the flank, and when General McDowell had himself ar- 
rived with his corps on the field of battle—I directed an attack to be made on the 
left of the enemy's line, which was handsomely done by Heintzelman’s corps 
and Reno’s corps. The enemy was driven back in all directions and left a large 
pert of the ground with his dead and wounded upon it in our possession. Had 

eneral Porter fallen upon the flank of the enemy, asit was ho ,atany time 
up to 8 o'clock that night, it is my firm conviction that we should have destroyed 
the army of Jackson. 

. You have stated that General McDowell obeyed that order so far as to ap- 
pear upon the battlefield with his command? 

A. Yes, sir. He arrived on the battlefield, I think, about 5 o'clock, and im- 
mediately pushed forward his corps to the front; the division of General King 
having a very sharp e ment with the seny along the Warrenton turnpike, 
in advance of the ition that we had occupied during the day. 

Q. To reach the battlefield, had or had not General McDowell as great a dis- 
tance to march as General Porter? 

A. Yes, sir; I should think fully as great. 

9. I believe you have stated the distance from Manassas Junction to the bat- 
tlefield as about four or five miles? 

A. Five or six miles; I am not quite sure; that is my impression. 

Q. Is or is not that about the distance which the command of General Porter 
would have had to have marched to have obeyed your order? 

A. It would have had to march less than that, You refer, I suppose, to the 
order I issued about half past 4 in the afternoon. 

Q. Yes, sir. C 

A. General Porter was reported to me by the aid-de-camp who delivered him 
that order to be two miles or more from Manassas Junction, in the direction of 
the field of battle. 

Q. In point of fact, did or did not General McDowell, in obeying that order, 
pass General Porter and his command on the way? 

A. I so understood. General McDowell can tell that better than I can myself. 

Q. I will ask you now in regard to the last order, that which purports to be 
dated on the 29th of August, at 8.50 p. m., and is set forth in the fourth specifica- 
pan of the first charge. I willask you if General Porter obeyed that order or 

ot? 


A. General Porter ap 


himself on the field the next morning with a por- 
tion of his command. 


o brigades, however, were not present with him, but 


were reported by aid-de-camp to me as being at Centreville. 
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Q. Do you or not know at what point those brigades were separated from his 
command? 

A. Ido not. 

Q. What brigades were they? 

A. One was General Griffin's brigade; the other was General Piatt’s brigade. 
I would say, however, of the latter brigade, that when they reached Centreville 
and found there was a battle going on in the advance they marched forward to 
the field and made their n Ar on the ground and took part in the action 
late in the afternoon of the 30th of August. That is, the brigade of General 
Piatt. They did so without orders to that effect from anybody. 

Q. Do you know what became of General Griffin's brigade or where it was 
during the battle of the 30th of August? 

A. Of my own knowledge I do not know, except what was reported to me by 
anid-de-camp from Centreville, that the brigade was there. 

Q. It took no part in the action? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Will you state what effect, if any, was produced, or was liable to be pro- 
duced, on the fortunes of that battle by the nee of that force? 

A. A very great effect. I do not know the strength of General Griffin’s bri- 

e; but a brigade of four regiments and a battery of artillery, as I understand 
t. That was utterly withdrawn from the field; took no part in the action. 
General Piatt’s command got up very late; too late to do anything, except, in- 
deed, to contribute to enable us to ntain our ground until the darkness cl 
the fight. The presence of the other brigade would undoubtedly have been of 
immense benefit. 

Q. Did or did you not rd the withdrawal of these brigades from General 
Porter's command, under the circumstances, a clear violation of the order issued 
to him to report with his command on the battlefield? 

K uestion objected to by a member of the court.) 

e room was cleared, and the court proceeded to deliberate with closed doors. 
After some time the doors were reopened. Whereupon— 

The judge-advocate stated the decision of the court to be that the question 
should be propounded to the witness. 

Q. (Repeated,) Did or did you not regard the withdrawal of those b; des 
from General Porter’s command, under the circumstances, a clear violation of 
the order issued to him to report with his command on the battlefield? 

A. Undoubtedly. 

Q. Will you s:..te to the court whether or not you had made known to Gen- 
ral Porter the position of the enemy’s forces, and your plans and intentions so 
far and so fully that he knew the critical condition of your army and the im- 
portance of rapid movements and prompt and energetic action to secure your 
supplies and to guarantee success? 

A. Ithas been my habit totalk very cig 4 with all officers having com- 
mands in the army which I commanded. ow far I informed General Porter 
Iam not now able to say. But I should presume, from my habitual practice 
and from conversations that I had with him, that he understood pretty fully the 
condition of the army and the pontos of the various corps of the army. What 
I regarded as a necessity it is altogether possible he might have had a different 
Spon about. Therefore I can not say that he understood the necessity which 

understood. 


Major-General PORTER: 


GENERAL: Immediately upon receipt of this order, the pam hour of which 
you will acknowledge, you will march your command tothe field of battle of to- 
day, and reportto me in person fororders. You are to understand that you are 
expected to comply strictly with this order, and to be present on the field within 
three hours after its reception, or after daybreak to-morrow morning. 


GENERAL M'DOWELL TESTIFIES. 


General McDowell, in king of the order, says (court-martial 
record, pages 82, 83, and 84): 


That was the only order I received from General Pope that day. 

Q. How did you regard that order; as placing General Porter in subordination 
to you, or as indicating that you were to act independently of each other 
and each of you in subordination to General Pope? 

A. I can not say that at that time the order occupied my mind in connection 
with the question of subordination or otherwise. In starting out on this road, 
a8 I mentioned before, General Porter had started out ahead of me under the 
order he had himself received from General Pope to move with his corps and one 
of my divisions on a certain road, and I think for a certain purpose, though I am 
not certain as to that. Atthattime I conceived General Porter to be under me. 
When the joint order reached us we were doing what that pa order directed 
ustə do. That joint order found the troops in the position in which it directed 
them to be, That joint order gave a discretion to the effect that if any consider- 
able advantages were to be gained by departing from that order it was not to be 
strictly construed. 

I decided that considerable advantages were to be gained by departing from 
that order, and I did not construe it or strictly carry itout. That order contem- 
‘plated a line being formed which was to be joined on to a line that was to come 
up from the east to the west, and have troops on the Gainesville road to attack 
the flank and rear of the enemy, as I understood it, in moving along on the 
‘Gainesvilleroad. This long line of troops—those who were ahead of me, Gen- 
-eral Porter's UA o to a halt, I moved along and rode by his corps to the 
head of the column. On the way up to the head of the column received anote 
from General Buford, addressed to General Ricketts, and to be forwarded to me. 
“This note was ad primarily to General Ricketts, and then to myself, for 
Ido not think General Buford knew of Genera! Porter's being there at the time 
"he wrote it. I will read the note: 


HEADQUARTERS CAVALRY BriGADE—9.30 a. m. 


GENERAL Ricketts: Seventeen regiments, one battery, five hundred cavalry 
passed through Gainesville th uarters of an hour ago on the Centreville 
road. I think this division should join our forces now engaged at once. 


Please forward this. 
JOHN BUFORD, Brigadier-General. 


This was addressed to General Ricketts, who commanded a division. I do 
mot know whether it went to General Ricketts direct or came to me direct or 
came to me from General Ricketts. I infer it had reference to that division. 
‘General Buford belon; to General Banks’s corps, but had been temporarily 
rander my orders the day before, and had gone up to Thoroughfare Gap with 
Ricketts’s division at the time I expected a force of the enemy to come through 
tons pepi and he had fallen back with Ricketts, and at that time, as I under- 
st „occupied a position to our left and front. 

Q. Did you or not communicate to General Porter the contents of the note 
‘from General Buford, which you have read? 

A. Yes,sir; I did communicate it to him. 

Q. Where was General Porter’s command at that time? 

A. On this road leading from Manassas Junction by way of Bethlehem chapel 
-or church toward Gainesville. The rear of hiscolumn had passed by Bethlehem 
-chapel, which is at the junction of the Sudley Springs road with the road from 
Manassas Junction to Gainesville. 

Q. Bethlehem church enables you to identify that position? 

A. Yes, sir. It is at the junction, or the crossing rather, a litt'e beyond the 


crossing ofthe Sudley Springs. orGum Spring, or old Carolina road, with the road 
from Manassas Junction to Gainesville. The rear of General Porter's command 
was beyond that road, the head of it stretching out here in this direction [indi- 
cating on the map). 

Q. Can you speak with any confidence as to the hour of the day at which you 
communicated to General Porter the contents of this note from General Buford ? 

A. It was somewhere before noon, I think. Itis impossible for me to keep the 
hours of theday in my mind on such occasions. I have tried it severa! times, but 
have never succeeded except some important things, such as daylight and dark- 
ness. It was communicated a short time after it was received. 

Q. Did you or not, upon communicating this note, confer with General Porter 
in Peer yi to his movements and your own? 


Q. Will you state fully what occurred in that conference? 

A. On passing the head of General Porter's column, which was on the road I 
have before mentioned, General Porter was in advance of the head of his column 
1 heey on aslight eminence or knoll or rise of ground, with some of his staff 
near him. 

I rode up to him [Porter]; I saw that he had the same order as myself in the 
joint order. 

Soon after my attention was directed tosome skirmishing, I think some drop- 

ing shots in front of us. The country in front of the position where General 

orter was when I joined him was open for several hundred yards, and near, 
as I sup) , by seeing the dust coming upabove the trees, the Warrenton turn- 

ike, which was covered from view by the woods. How deep those woods were 

do not know. It did not seemat thattime to be a great distance to that road— 
the Warrenton turnpike. I had an impression at the time that those skirmish- 
ers where engaged with some of the enemy near that road. I rode with General 
Porter from the position he occupied, east , tothe right—thatis, the column 
being somewhat west of north, and I going cast, made an angle with the line of 
troops on the road. 

The joint order of General Pope was discussed between us—the point to be 
held in view, of not going so far that we should not be able to get beyond Bull 
Run that night; that was one point, the road being blocked with General Por- 
ter’s troops, from where the head of his column was back to Bethlehem church; 
the sound of battle, which seemed to be at its height on our right toward Grove- 
ton; the note of General Buford, indicating the force that had passed through 
Gainesville, and, as he said, was moving toward Groveton, where the battle was 
going on, the dust ascending above the trees, seeming to indicate that force to 

not agreat distance from the head of General Porter’s column, 

I am speaking now of that force of the enemy referred to by General Buford 
as passing down the Warrenton turnpike toward Groveton. Iunderstand this 
note of General Buford to referto a force of the enemy. The question with me 
was how soonest within the limit fixed by General Pope this force of ours could 
be applied spun the enemy. General Porter made a remark to me which 
showed me that he had no question but that the enemy was in his immediate 
front. I said to him: * You put your force in here, and I will take mine up the 
Sudley Springs road on the left of the troops engaged at that point with the en- 
emy," or words to that effect. I left General Porter with the belief and under- 
standing that he would put his force in at that point. 

I moved back by the shortest road I could find to the head of my own troops, 
who were near Bethlehem church, and immediately turned them up north on 
the Sudley Springs road to join General Reynolds's division, which belonged t» 
my command, and which I had directed to co-operate with General Sigel in the 
movements he (General Sigel) was making at the time I left him in the morn- 
ing. After seeing the larger of my troops on the Sudley Springs road F rode 
forward to the head of the column. 1 meta messenger from General Pope. I 
stopped him, and saw that he had an order addressed to General Porter alone. 
I do not recollect more than the general purport or tenor of that order, It was 
te the effect that he should throw his corps upon the right flank or rear of the 
enemy from the posune he then occupied. When I say right flank, I do so 
merely because of my knowledge of the position of the forces, not from any 
recollection of what that order contained on that point. : 

Q. Was or was not the messenger to whom you refer who bore that order a 
staff oflicer, Capt. Douglass Pope? 

A. I do not recollect; I do not think it was. 

Q. You did not meet on the way, or take from the hands of any other staff 
ao that day, an order from General Pope to General Porter except this 
one, you? 

A. No, sir; and I did not take this from his hands in one sense. I examined 
it, gave it back to him, and he went on his way. 

o Is Captain Pope nally known to you? 

A. Yes, sir; he is. iy impression is that it was not Captain Pope, but I will 
not be confident. I do not remember who it was. 

Q. I will read you an order which is set forth in specification 1 of charge 2. 
(The order was read accordingly.) Do you or not recognize that as the order 
which you saw and read? 

A. I can only say that the order that I sawin passing was of that same import. 
Whether that was the order or not I can not say. 

Q. You have said that the e an observation to you whichshowed 
that he was satisfied that the enemy was in his immediate front; will you state 
what that observation was? 

A. Ido not know that I can repeat it exactly, and I do not know that the ac- 

meant exactly what the remark micht seem to impl,. The observation 

was to the effect—putting his hand in the direction of the dust rising above the 

fone of the trees—‘‘ We can not go in there anywhere without getting into a 
ght.” 


Q. What reply did you make to that remark ? 

A. Ithink to this effect: * That is what we came here for.” 

Q. Were there any obstacles in the way of the advance onthe part of General 
Porter's command upon the flank of the enemy? 

A. That ea some upon what you would call obstacles. A wood is an obstacle. 

Q. I mean uperable obstacles, in a military sense. 

A. I do not think we so regarded it at that time. I did not. 

Q. Was or not the battle raging at that time? 

A. The battle was raging on our right; that is, if you regard tho line of the 
road from Bethlehem church to Gainesville to be substantially northwest, the 
battle was raging to the right and east of that line at Groveton. 

Q. At what hour did you arrive upon the battlefield with your command and 
take pen in the engagement? 

A. I can not say as to hours. 

Q. As nearly as you can? 

A, It was in the afternoon. I donot know at whattimethe sun set. I should 
not be able to fix the hour. Itmay have been 40’clock or 5 o'clock. One of my 
divisions, which had been the day before ap to Thoroughfare, and the day be- 
fore that on a long march extending to late in the night, and which had started 
that day, Friday, and had marched since 1 o'clock in the morning, had its rear- 

some distance behind, and that rear-guard did not get up to Manassas 

until the next morning, though it got within a couple of miles of that place. 
That was the rd of the bag! be in that instance a brigade 

meral Porter during that engagement of the 


Q. Did you or not afterward see 
29th. 


A. No, sir; I did not. 
Q. Did he or not, with his command, take any part in that battle? 
A. Ido not know of my own knowledge. 
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What would probably have been the effect upon the fortunes of that battle 
if, between 5 and 6 o'clock in the afternoon, General Porter with his whole force 
had thrown himself upon the right wing of theenemy, as directed in this order 
of 4.30 p. m. of the 29th of August, which has been read to you? 

Q 3 isa ere opinion that you ask? 

es, sir, 

A. I think it would have been decisive in our favor. 

Q. Did any considerable portion of the confederate forces attack General Pope's 
left on Saturday, passing over the ground that General Porter would have passed 
over had he attacked the enemy’s right on Friday? 

A. I can not say. They may have done so. Ido not know. y 

Q. All the 1 ities of which you have spoken in your testimony are in the 
State of Virginia, are they not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Examination by the judge-advocate here closed. 


Examination by the ACCUSED : 


Q. Will you say whether you found General Porter's corps in the position 
where you expected to find it when you joined him the first time you saw him 
on the 29th of August? 

A. I did not think anything about it; it was not a question with me, 

Q. State if, when you found him atthe place where the joint order required 
him to be, you stated to him, or thought, that you found in his front a different 
state of affairs than you had expected to find. 

A. Ido not recollect of such a statement. 

Q. Try to recollect if, upon that occasion, you did not say to him, in substance, 
that he was too far in the front, and that the position in which he was was not a 
position in which to fight a battle, or anything to that effect? 

A. I do not recollect. 

Q. Are yousure you did not? 

A. I have no recollection of any question about that place not being the one 
to fight a battle. Something may have been said about not going farther to- 
wi Gainesville, with reference to falling bebind Bull Run that night. 

Q. Ifanything was said in relation to the facility of getting back to Bull Run 
that night, do you remember whether it was that the a was too far in the 
front, or would be too far in the front if he moved farther on? 

A. It was hardly a question of going farther on. It was more a question of 
turning to the right and going against the enemy than passing down the War- 
renton turnpike, 

Q. You say that something might have been said by the accused about getting 
back to Bull Run; are you to be understood as saying from recollection that he 
was told to keep in view his ability to get back to Bull Run? 

A. That was the expression in the joint order, 

Q. Was it used by you? 

A. We referred to that point. 

Q. When did you first sce the order of which you have spoken in your testi- 
mony in chief, that of son: m. of the 29th of August, which directed the accused 
to turn the right flank and attack the enemy inthe rear? You have been un- 
derstood as saying that that was the effect of the joint order, That is not your 
meaning, is it? 

A. It was the effect of the joint order as modified by me, when I left General 
Porter, so far as I had the power to modify that order, and so far as the under- 
standing with which I left him at the time. 

Q. Are you to be understood as saying that before rod saw the order to General 
Porter of 4.30 p. m, of the 29th of August, you, under the discretion you sup- 
posed was reposed in you by the joint order to yourself and General Porter, had 
directed him to attack the enemy’s right flank and rear? 

A. To that effect, yes, sir; I knew I had that discretion; I did not suppose it. 
This is the clause under which I supposed, if you prefer that term, I had that 
discretion: ‘If any considerable advantages are to ined by departing from 
this order, it will not be strictly carried out.” That Joint order contemplated 
General Porter’s corps and my own to be employed differently from the way I 
had arran; when I left General Porter, which arrangement was to separate 
them, leaving him alone on the Gainesville road, while I went up the Sudley 

roa 


Q. Did you under that joint order suppose that you were authorized to take 
any part ef General Porter's command and place it in sucha ition that it 
would not have been in the power of hiscommand to reach Buli Run that night 
or the following morning? 

á irre n, if I understand it, did not come up in my mind. The order 
itself stated that one thing was to be held in view. I will read that part of the 
order, “One thing must be held in view, that the troops must occupy a posi- 
tion from which they can reach Bull Run to-night or by morning.” 

Was it your understanding of that joint order of the 29th of August that 
you could, under that order, direct General Porter to take his command into a 
position from which that “onething” could not be accomplished? 

A. Certainly not. The order does not say that I should disobey the order, and 
that is what the question amounts to. 

nA Have you any recollection that after you left the accused on the 29th, and 
took with you King's division, the accused senta message to you requesting that 
that division should be permitted to stay with his command ? 

A. I received no such message. 

Q. Will you say whether, in consequence of a message or otherwise, you sent 
a eee to the accused with your compliments, telling him that you were going 
to the right and should take King with you, and that he, the accused, should re- 
a where he was for the present, and if he had to fall back to do so on your 


A. Ido not recollect, 
Q. Are you able to say that you are certain that you did not send such a mes- 


That is my impression, that I did not, 

Q. What distance did you march with that portion of your command which 
you took to the battlefield from the point where you left the accused to the point 
upon the battlefield that you reached with that portion of your command? 

A. Somewhere about four miles.” 

Q. What road did you travel, ordid you travel any route known as a road? 

A. The troops went by the Sudley Springs road from Bethlchem church. 

Q. When you left the accused where you found him on the 29th of August, 
were you at that time advised that Longstreet's corps or any other corps of the 
confederate army was marching on to unite with the right of Jackson ? 

A. I did not know anything about Longstreet’s corps or Jackson’s corps. I 
have mentioned before that I received a note from General Buford that seven- 
teen regiments, a baro and five hundred cavalry were marching from Gaines- 
ville upon Groveton. To whom they belonged or to whom they were going was 
not a matter of which I was informed. 

Q. Do you know now whether the information given by General Buford in 
the note to which you have just referred was correct? 

A, Iknow nothing more now than I knew then; I believed it then to be correct. 

Q. Will you state, if the force to which General Buford referred in his note 
actually passed through Gainesville at thirty minutes past 9 o’clock on the 29th 
of August, how long you suppose it would ve taken to have joined the force 
in front, which, as we have supposed, was commanded by Jackson? 

A. It would depend upon how fast they marched. 

Q. I know that. 

A. Ido not know how fast they marched, so I can not tell. 


Q. How long would it have taken them if they had marched as fast as you 
think they could have marched? 

A. I have formed no estimate as to how fast those troops can march. 

Q. If those troops, in fact, marched as fast as you have marched your own 
troops upon any occasion, how long would it have taken them? 

FY 2 go from Gainesville? 

. Yes, sir. 

A. Without stops, without obstacles, formations, or checks of any kind, simply 
marching 2long the road? 

Q. The question has reference to the country as it is, a distance of, as you say, 
about four miles. 

A. It was somewhere between four and six miles. Troops march readily 
from two miles to two miles and a half an hour, if there is nothing to prevent 
them, if they are not disturbed by stopping up the roads with wagons, getting 
breakfast, or something of that kind. 

Q. From your knowledge of the actual condition of the country over which 
that force was supposed to be passing, can you tell whether there were any ob- 
stacles to their march, and, if there were any, what were they? 

A. Not having gone over the road, I do not know anything about the obsta- 
cles one way or the other. 

Q. Do you know what was the average number of the regiments of the con- 
federates—each regiment, I mean ? 

g a you mean the strength of cach regiment? 

es, sir. 

A. They consisted of all the way from two hundred, or even as low as one 
hundred and fifty, up to one thousand or even twelve hundred. Ihave takena 
great deal of pains at different times in crore g deserters, scouts, spies, ne- 
groes, and prisoners to ascertain that matter, and I find that nothing varies so 
much as the strength of the regiments on the other side. I have the impression 
that they were not very strong; that their average wascertainly notgreater than 
our own, if it was as great; but that it variesat different times, DBefore they had 
their conscription it was very low; after the conscription their regiments were 

uitefull. Ihave no personal knowledge of the matter at all, I give the sources 

rom which I obtained this estimate. 

Q. Have you a knowledge now of what was the actual force of the enemy un- 
der the command of Jackson, or did you know that Jackson was in command 
of the enemy? 

A. I did not know that Jackson wasthere; I have been told that he was there. 
I do not know what his force was. 

Q. And do you know or not what was the amount of the confederate force 
that was coming up: 

A, Coming up when and where? 

Q. As stated in the note from General Buford? 

A. Nothing more than he told me in that note. 

S: How long had you leftthe accused on the 29th of August when you saw the 
order dated at 4.39 p.m. of that day, which was handed you by some oflicer? 

A. I can not tell; I do not recollect. I rode from the head of his column back 
to the head of my own column, and as rapidly as I could get my troops into po- 
sition on the other road, and waited until the larger part of them had entered 
upon that road. Then, on riding by them to go to the head of my column on 
the Sudley Springs road, I met this messenger. I can not tell how long all this 
took. I can not fix the time when I left General Porter, and, of course, can not 
fix the time when I saw this messenger. 

Q. How often during this campaign of General Pope in Virginia, of whom you 
have spoken, had you seen the accused before you saw him on the 28th of Au; ? 
x I had not seen him during that campaign before I saw him on the of 

ugust, 

Q. How long were you together during that interview of the 29th of August? 

A. I can not fix the exact time. We rode together some di ce; perhaps a 
mile; peroane it may have been more; I do not recollect now. 

y s as ` ve, ten, fifteen, or twenty minutes? 

. Yes, sir. 


A. You may put it at fifteen minutes or at twenty minutes. 

Q. During that conversation, that interview, did the accused say anything or 
do anything from which you inferred har pa frock upon his part, or unwillingness 
to perona is duty under the command of General Pope? 

. No, sir; what he said was the reverse He professed to have but one feel- 
ing, which was i....i for the success of his country. This was said, I think, in 
reference to the embarrassment which I have before alluded to, about General 
PRS division oioi ander him, General Porter. It was not a question with 
me ut loyalty or loyalty i I never think of such things; what I mean is 
this: I assume everybody to be loyal; mysuspicions do not run that way. The 
pope nap that persons who hold commissions as general officers in the Army are 
disloyal does not occur to me. 

Q. It is not recollected what you said in relation to the embarrassment you 
speak of mowing oni of King’s division being under Goneral Porter's command. 
Will you state w it was t! you undersi him to refer to? 

A. The embarrassment was rather on my side than on his; the embarrassment 
I refer to was this: I came down to take King’s division and bring it up along 
with my other division, that is, with Reynolds's division, then engaged at 
Groveton. I found it with an order to go under General Porter in another 
direction; that was what produced the embarrassment. General Porter had 
nothing to do with that embarrassment; I may say that we were both embar- 
rassed, I at finding one of my divisions under his command and he at finding 
himself under my command. I do not know that “‘embarrassment”’ is the 

roper word to use; what I meant was that I found things different from what 
lor ected to find, 

When I spoke of one of my divisions going under him, he suggested that I was- 
the senior officer as between himself and myself, and that I could take the com- 
mand of the whole force—his corps and my own force—and we went forward at 
first in that way before the joint order reached us, I did not go to that place ex- 
poras to find General Porter; I wentthere to find my own division, and [found 

meral Porter there with an order to take one of my divisions under his com- 
mand. That was not foreseen by the general-in-chief of that army, who was 
absent, and the matter was solved in the way 1 have stated, I commanding Gen- 
eral Porter's corps and ee own division. We then received the joint order, 
wW. C: o e order wi 
hich directed the very things which we had ourselves done, The ord as 
sent by General Pope upon the receipt of a note from me in reference to tkis 
matter of my division. 

Q. Do you know from what point King’s division had marched on that day, 
or the day before, in order to get to the point where you found it on the 29th of 
August? 

A. It had marched from some point or some place on the Warrenton turnpike 
between Gainesville and Groveton, where it had an engagement with the ene- 
my, back to Manassas Junction, having left, as I was informed by General Rey- 
nolds, about 1 o’clock on the morning of Friday, the 29th of August. It had 
been ordered the day before to march from Buckland Mills, which is beyond 
Gainesville, to Manassas Junction. Before it had reached Bethlehem church 
it was orde to move on to Centreville, in compliance with orders from Gen- 
eral Pope, and had been sent from the road—or I do not know that it was on: 
any road, but from the position where the order reached it—nortn to the War- 
renton turnpike, and thence to move along that pike to Centreville. It had- 
become e with the enemy in the evening, and then, as I have before 
stated, fell back the next morning, starting at 1 o’clock, as I understood from. 


1884. 


General Reynolds. These facts I learned on the epost ony Teak Friday, the 29th, 


General Reynolds, who had been personally with King’s division ; had 


ridden over to it the night before. 


division had fallen back from Thoroughfare Gap. At the time I saw General 
Porter I had not got up with either of these divisions. I found them after my 
interview with him. 7 . 

Q. Did you then know that Generals Ricketts and King had met with the 
enemy, the one at Thoroughfare Gap and the other at or near Gainesville, and 
that they were then falling back in consequence of the enemy? 4 

A. I knew they had met the enemy the night before, but at the time I met 
General Porter I knew nothing of the details of the engagements which they 
had had with the enemy, nor do I recollect having said to General Porter, or 
having known, anything about the motives for General King's falling back 
to Manassas from this position on the road between Gainesville and Groveton; 
I have an idea that there was a question of supplies connected with the fallin 
back from that point. General Reynolds had told me that he had told Genera 
King that he would be alongside of him inthe morning. At the time I saw Gen- 
eral Porter the whole subject of the engagements of the evening before, except 
the mere there had been engagements, was unknown to me; I mean the 
details in regard to those e ents, 

Q. You have stated, or have n understood to have stated, that when you 
were with the accused, on the 29th of August, the battle was going on, and you 
could hear it. Will you stateif you heard any other firing than that of artillery? 

A. I do not recollect about that now. The noise was very decided and 
tant from where we were, I should sup about four miles. i 

Q. Do you know when the infantry firing on that day commenced; was it, or 
not, about 4 o'clock ? 

A. I think it was much earlier than that; I have only one thing to guide me, 
and that is General Foes pana report; I can refer to that and find out more par- 
ticularly if it is des; 5 

The examination by the accused was here closed. 

Thereupon the court adjourned to 11 a. m. to-morrow. 


The examination of Maj. Gen. Irvin McDowell was then resumed, as follows: 
Examination by the Court: 

Q. Did or did not General Porter 
‘by you, at the time he said he coul: 
into a fight? 4 
z Aa own knowledge I know nothing of what General Porter did after 

Q In departing from a strict obedience to the joint order of the 29th of August, 
did you or not extend that de ure beyond your own immediate command; 
that is, did you change the erder with a to General Porter's corps? 

A. General Porterand I started out from Manassas with the understanding that 
‘under the articles of war applicable to such cases 1 had the command of the 
whole force—his own and my own. We each of us received a joint order from 
General Pope, our then commander-in-chief, which order, while it did not at the 
time change the relations between General Porter and myself, seemed to imply 
that those relations were not to be constant, were not to continue. 

I decided, under the latitude allowed in that order, that General Porter should 
p his troops in to the right of where the head of his column then lay, and 

I would take mine away from the road on which our two commands then 

lay up the Sudley Springs road into the battle, in this way dissolving the joint 
rations of our two corps, and from the moment I left General Porter I con- 
ered he was no longer under my immediate control, or under my immediate 
command, or my direct orders, but that he came under those of our common 
commander-in-chief, we not then being on the same immediate und. The 
article to which I refer is the sixty-second article of war, which directs that 
when troops kappon to meet, the senior officer commands the whole. I con- 
sidered that article of warto apply up to the time that I left General Porterand 
broke my command away from his, after which I conceived that his relations 
were direct to the commander-in-chief; therefore, in answer to the question, to 
that extent I did interfere with his corps, by separating mine from it, and also 
by indicating where I thought his corps ought to be applied against the enemy, 

Q. Did you report to General Pope any change you had made in the opera- 
tions of that joint order? 

A. No further than by! singing my troops up, reporting to him that they were 
there, and receiving his orders. His order to General Porter direct met me on 
my way to join the main army. I did not know at that time that General Pope 
was at that particular 

Q. When tert the order from General Pope to General Porter, the one sub- 
sequer} to the joint order, did you give or had you given any order to General 
Paue which would interfere with obedience to it? 

A. None. 

Q. The orders you had given to General Porter were not in opposition, or at 
:east not of a different character from the one that came to him from General 


thistroopsin action at the pointindicated 
not go in anywhere there without getting 


Yope? 
A. They concurred. The arrangements that I Supposed to exist when I left 
General Porter concurred with the order which I afterward saw from General 


Popeto General Porter. They were tothe same effect, except as to details, which 
General Kope may have given. I gave no details, 

Q. Would or would not the presence of General Po 
command to both yourself and General Porter, render 
dle the article of war to which you have referred ? 

A. It would ee upon his presence, whether it was immediate or not. 

Q. Wes of such presence as existed then. 

A. Wedid notsoconsiderit. General Pope, according tothe note we received, 
was at Centreville, which I suppose was some six miles of, and we were going 
away from him, i will mention further that the day before nearly a similar case 
happened, when General Sigel and myself were together at Buckland Mills, and 
I commanded General Sigel. That was done by a direct order from General 
Pope, before given. Still, it would have been the same if he had not given that 


order, 

Q. Could the accused have engaged in the battle according to your order and 
according to the subsequent order of General Pope and still have fallen back to 
wots non within the time named in the joint order to yourself and the accused? 

. Yes, sir. 

Q. From your knowledge of the nature of the country between General Por- 
tr's column and forces en, on the 28th of August, was there anything 
to have prevented the accused from ing an attack upon the enemy’s right or 
rear, as directed by General Pope? If so, state what it was. 

A. My knowledge of the country is derived principally, first, from having gone 
over the railroad Manassas to Gainesville ina caror in a locomotive, which 
gave me but little idea of it, as I was en: while going over with matters 
which prevented m: ying attention to the country; next, in marching from 
Buckland Mills to paden pfp and from Gainesville east along the Warrenton 


, an officer superior in 
noperative or inapplica- 


turnpike for a mile or two—I do not remember the exactdistance—then turning 
off to the right and south, and going across the country to Bethlehem church, 
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and thence to Manassas; then from the fact that General 
which had the lead on the occasion that I refer to, going from 
Groveton, had gone farther on that road than I went myself, had turned to the 
right and gone toward Bethlehem church; and fromthe that General King's 
division, which had gone on that same road toward Groveton from Gainesvi 
and had turned down south of that road, had again gone north on to that road, 
had engaged the enemy at a certain place, had fallen back to Manassas from 
that place, which place I learned was nearly reached, if not quite, on Friday, the 
day of the battle, by the troops moving from Groveton west, and from the fact 
that the enemy's force had moved to the south on Saturday and turned our left 
on that day. These movements by two divisions of my corps, my own move- 
ments, and the movements of the enemy gave me the belief that troops could 
move through the country comprised between the Warrenton turnpike and the 
Sudley Springs road and the road from Bethlehem church to Gainesville. I will 
mention further that that country is a mixture of woods, clear ground, and hills, 
and that it is easy for troops to march without being seen or seeing the enemy. 

Q. Does the country which you have just described include that over which 
General Porter was required to march in obeying the order of 4.30 p. m. from Gen- 
eral Pope to attack the enemy? 

A. Yes, sir. I would say that I do not know that order by that hour. 

Q. Please state the und on which you formed the opinion thatif the accused 
had attacked the right wing of the rebels, as he was ordered, the bat le would 
have been decisive in our favor. 

A. Because on the evening of that day I thought the result was deadedly in 
our favor,asitwas. But, admitting that it was merely equally balanced, I think. 
and thought, that if the corps of General Porter, reputed one of the best, if not 
the best, in the service, consisting of between twenty and thirty regiments and 
some eight batteries, had been added to the efforts made by the others, the re- 
sult would have been in our favor very decidedly. 

Q. Was there anything besides mere advantage in numbers from which that 
result would have followed? 

A. And position, 

Q. What particular advantage in position was there ? 

A. The position in which that force would have been applied, while the main 
body was so hotly engaged in front, would have been an additional powerful 
reason for so supposing. 

Q. When the ace! said to you that he could not go anywhere there with- 
out ge‘ting intoa fight, did he or not appear to be averse to engaging the enemy? 

A. I can not say that it made that impression on me, though in giving my an- 
swer I took the view that he did so imply and made the remark; but F. did. not 
think he was averse to engaging the enemy. I mean by that that that was not 
seriously a question with me, for when I left him I thought he was going to 
en, and would engage the enemy. 

. Had General Porter taken part in the action of August 29 would you not 
have been likely to have known it? 

A. I heard that he did fire some artillery and I did not hear his fire; so that 
he might have gone into action without my knowing it at that time, because 
where I was there was a great deal cf noise; and the noise that his engagement 
might have made might have been ina direction which would have confounded 
it with other noise. 

Q. Up to what hour did the battle continue on that day and how long was your 
command engaged in it. 

A. It continued until after dark, or continued to such an hour in the evening 
when you could see the flash rather than the smoke. Of my command part of 
King's division was actively engaged to the front for, I should think, somethm; 
like an hour, it may have been more, before the battle terminated. I speak o! 
the active collision, 

GENERAL B. S. RORERTS’S TESTIMONY. 

This is the testimony of General B. S. Roberts (court-martial record, 
page 50): 

Q. What do you know, if anything, in regard to the order issued by General 
Pope to General Porter, set forth in the third specification of the first charge, 
Bai bane 4.30 p. m. of the 29th August? 

A. About 4.30 p. m. of the 29th of August it was supposed by General ts that 
General Porter was near the field of battle. The direction in which the first 
order required him to move would have brought him, as was ae hg near 
the field of battle before that hour; and I had noticed, in the direction where I 
knew General Porter was expected, the flash and the smoke from some pieces 
of artillery, and I inferred it to be artillery from General Porter, who was ex- 

to attack there about that time. But it very soon ceased, and General 

‘ope then wrote another order to General Porter, which, according to my recol- 
lection, stated that the direction of his movements would bring him on the ene- 
pra Ah t Tei or rear, and that he wished him to press forward and attack 

m tely. 

Q. Is or is not the order to which you now refer the one set forth in the third 
specification of the first charge? 

& ae is the corgin to Waen I ae ae iegurdl’te Genserni © 

. Will you state w. you know, if anything, in to Gene: orter’s 
having either obeyed or disobeyed those orders? 

A. I know that General Porter did not attack as he was directed to attack in 
that order. I wasonthatpart of the field several times, and was expecting every 
moment that the attack would be made, and was watching for it with a great 
deal of anxiety, but it was not made. 

Q. Did you continue upon the field until the engagement closed? 

A. I was on the field all day and remained on the field all that night. 

Q. What were the results of the battle when the night closed in? 

A. General Pope’s troops. when night closed in occupied quite a portion of 
the field from which the enemy had n driven, and in my opinion, although 
the battle was not a decisive one, the advantages of the day were in favor of 
General Pope's army. 

Q. In view of what the army had accomplished during the battle of the day 
in the absence of General Porter’s command, what do you suppose would have 

the result upon the fortunes of the battle if General Porter had attacked, 
as darad by the order of 4.30 p. m., either on the right flank of or the rear of the 
enemy 
he accused oe to the question. 
he court was thereupon cleared. 

Some time after the court was reopened the judge-advocate announced that 
the court determined that the question shall be answered. 

The question was again propounded to the witness, as follows :) 

Q. In view of whatthe army had accomplished during the battle of the day in 
the absence of General Porter’s command, what do you suppose would have 
been the results upon the fortunes of the battle if General Porter had attacked, 
as ordered by the order of 4.30 p. m., either on the right flank or the rear of the 
enemy? 

A. I eo not doubt at all that it would have resulted in the defeat, if not in the 
capture, of the main army of the confederates that were on the field at that time, 


GENERAL DANIEL BUTTERFIELD'S TESTIMONY. 


General Daniel Butterfield, one of his own commanders, testifies as 
follows: 
Q. State whether the point at which you were directed was on the same side 


ne See ep pees 
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of the Manassas Railroad or on the other side from the one upon which you 
were at the time. 

A. The point at which I was directed was across the railroad. 

Q. Which direction from the point from which you were moving? 2 

A. To the right, between Groveton and Gainesville; I understood it to strike 
between Groveton and Gainesville, keeping the movement toward Gainesville, 
covering this road that led up to Gainesville—a dirt road; and the leaning, if 
anything, was to be totheright rather than to the Jeft (road marked on the map). 
And in pursuance of that order I put my brigade in motion, saw that it started 
out, and then proceeded in advance myself with my staff to make a personal re- 
connaissance, to look up a ition and see whatever difficulties might be in the 
way. I understood myself not at liberty to bring on this engagement until the 
division could be deployed behind, unless I could gain a position, finding affairs 
that I could handle in front of me. 

I went out nally with my staff afterseeing the head of my column in mo- 
tion, leaving it in cha ofthe senior colonel, Lansing, of the Seventeenth New 
York. I proceeded until I came upin close proximity to the enemy’sskirmishers, 
when one of my staff officers asked me if I proposed to tackle the enemy alone. 
I said no, I troops behind; I turned around, and, to my astonishment, saw 
that my brigade that I had put in motion, and seen well out over toward this dry 
branch, were not there—had returned and were out of sight. I returned with 
Ags rapidity and considerabletemper. Idid not understand why my command 

left me; I came back and found that my brigade had moved off to the right 
in these woods; which were very thick. There was a little roadrunningalong 
here, and they were out in front of this and had come to a halt, That is, they 
were back of Dawkir’s Branch, back on the high land, on this side of the rail- 
road—south side of the railroad—in the woods. I asked my senior officer what 
it meant, his returning without any order from me; he said he had received 
orders directly to return and not to make the advance. 

ĮI was in no very pleasant humor about that method of proceeding. He of- 
fered as his excuse that the orders had come direct from a staff officer of Gen- 
eral Porter or from General Porter himself. lasked where General! Porter was. 
He said he had gone in this direction, in the woods, with General McDowell. I 
met one of General Porter's staff officers and entered a complaint against his 
order withdrawing my troops without the order coming from me when I wasin 
front. I received answer that it was a sudden movement in consequence of 
something that had occurred between General Porter and General McDowell. 

Q. You were informed by the staff officer that that was the reason it was 

ven? 

E That that was the reason the order was given. We then were moveda lit- 
tle farther to the right, then returned to the left; then we went upand took po- 
sition in under same order over on the same ground, and were withdrawn 
again. These different movements occupied until dark. Then we went into 
camp rather with the expectation, as I judged from what came to me from Gen- 
eral Morell, of an attack from the enemy upon us. 


COL. B. F. SMITH’S TESTIMONY. 
Col. B. F. Smith testifies: 


By the JuDGE-ADYOCATE: 

Q. Will you state your position in the military service of the United States? 

A. I am a captain of the Sixth Regular Infantry and colonel of the One hun- 
dred and twenty-sixth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers. 

Q. Will you state to the court whether you were serving with any part of the 
Army of Virginia, commanded by Major-General Pope, on the daysof the 27th, 
28th, 29th, and 30th of August last; and, if so, in what brigade and division? 

A. I was serving in Colonel Chapman's brigade, of General Sykes’s division. 

Q. In what direction did that brigade march on Friday, the 29th of August 
last? 

A. We had marched from Fredericksburg by way of Warrenton Junction, and 
arrived at Manassas Junction, I think, on the 29th of August, the day before the 
battle of Bull Run. We arrived exactly at the place where the railroad had been 
destroyed ; the wreck of the train was there, and there we halted. Late in the 
day, in the morning, we retraced our steps to the branch railroad running, I 
think, toward Gainesville or Manassas Gap, and followed the direction of that 
road some few miles. We then halted on some rising ground, where we could 
see the nae beyond, over the woods, the tops of thetrees. It was a wooded 
country. While we were halted there a battery of the rebels opened upon us, 
but fired some three or four shells only, I think; there may have been a half a 
dozen. Our brigade then marched intoa field and the regiments were placed in 
order of battle. I recollect that General Morell’s division was in our advance, 
on the lower ground. 

Some of our pieces replied to this rebel battery. I piece pornn from 
the commanding officer of my regiment to go toa more elevated piece of ground, 
a few rods distant, and while there I saw our batteries reply, A short time after- 
ward, probably a half an hour, we received orders to retrace our stepsand march 
back in the direction we had come. We then marched back to near Manassas 
Junction, and camped in the woods alongside this branch railroad I have men- 
tioned. That night I was placed on duty as the field officer of the pickets of 
Sykes’s division. About daybreak the pickets were called in, and we marched 
toward the battlefield of Bull Run, and were engaged in that battle. 


Q. What was the effect of the reply of your guns to this attack of the rebel bat- 
tery’ 

A. It seemed to silence that battery, and it withdrew. At least that was the 
impression I had at the time. 

Q. What amount of infantry force, if any, did there seem to be supporting this 
rebel battery? 


A. I did not see them. 

Q. Before you received orders to fall back and retrace your steps along this 
road, had or had not this rebel battery been completely silenced ? 

A. I think it had been. 

Q. Were there not at that time clouds of dust in view showing an advance of 
the enemy? 

A. Clouds of dust were distinctly visible farther over beyond the trees, Whether 
there were troops advancing or whether they were moving in another direction 
I could not tell. I could see distinctly the clouds of dust, asif there was a large 
body of troops moving. 

Q. Did you or not see the accused (General Porter) at the head of the column 
on that day? 

_ A. No,sir; I do pot recollect of seeing General Porter at all that day. 


TESTIMONY OF SOLOMON THOMAS, 


Solomon Thomas, called by the recorder, being duly sworn, testified 
as follows: 
Direct examination : 

Q. Where were you on August 29, 1862? 

A. With General Fitz-John Porter's corps, Eighteenth Massachusetts, Martin- 
dale's brigade, Morell’s division. 
Q. ps you recollect being at Manassas Junction on that day 7 
A. o. 
Q. Did you move off on the Gainesville road ? 

A. We moved up on the line of the railroad. Wemoved more in a direct line 
infront, though we were intending to move to the right. 

Q. How far upon that road did your regiment go? 


A. We went upon that road nearly to a small creek, or what had been origi- 
nally a small creek ; it was dry, or nearly so, at that time. 

Q. What did you do there? 

A. We then halted, and the Thirteenth New York, or a part of it, which was 
thrown out as skirmishers—a battery was planted in our front a little to our 
right—in the fields, and as the skirmishers of the Thirteenth advanced we were 
deployed to the right into the woods; our right rested inthe woods. We halted 
and ry Bao This was probably 10 o'clock in the morning I should say; 
might have been a little later. 

Q. How long did you remain there? 

A. We remained in that position—I should say it was half past 4 when we were 
called to attention and right-about-face, and moved out from that position, left in 
front, upon the same that we moved down on inthe morning. I don't know 
the distance, but we had been marching some time. 

Q. Back toward Manassas Junction? 

A. Yes, toward Manassas Junction; when an officer came ridin; 
Manassas Junction way, having a dispatch, and rode up to General Porter and 
handed him the dispatch. Then we were commanded to halt; wedid. General 
Porter dismounted, and sat down by the side of the road and leaned his back 
against a tree—quite a large tree—and read the dispatch, and went up and re- 
mounted and called us to attention and right-about-face. We marched back upon 
the same road we had come on, moving then right in front, until we came near 
the position of the road where we had moved into the woods on the right in the 
morning. We then moved out to the left into an open field, The artillery was 
brought into the field and parked in our front. We were formed in line, and 
ordered to stack arms; we did so. Orders were received that there should be 
no fires made to make any coffee; that we were to remain perfectly quiet. The 
adjutant received orders that if there were any orders received during the night 
he should deliver those orders to the commander of each regiment in person, so 
there should be no loud words spoken; and we were to remain. Meand some 
of my comrades spread our blankets and were pes ing to lie down for the 
night. As we sat down, before we got ready to lie down, we heard upon our 
right a shout, which we knew was a chargefrom theshout; then we heard mus- 
ketry discharges, 

Q. What did you understand at that time ¢ 

A. Ifelt at that time that we were expected to charge on the rear and flank incon- 
junction with what was going on in front. 

Q. About what time of the day, in reference to sunset, was it that you were 
paea no your way back to Manassas Junction and that an officer came up with 
a dispatch? 

A. I should judge from the position of the sun it must have been somewhere 
from 5 to half past 5 o'clock. 

Q. During the day did you hear any indications of a battle going on; if so, what 
were they and where were they? 

A. In our immediate front we heard an occasional discharge of musketry, and, in 
fact, there were pieces of railroad iron fired from a rebel battery right over our 
right and two pieces lodged in the rear of where I lay, probably forty feet in our 
rear, Some of the boys went and dug them up, and one of them was eighteen inches in 
length, the other was about fifteen, Wethought of bringing them home, but they were 
rather heavy, so we left them on the field. Then, while we were laying there, 
beside that we heard, upon our right, distant firing all day, but not continuous; 
there were intervals that we could hear artillery distinctly. 

Q. On the 27th of August where were you? 

A. We were moving onthe Warrenton road toward Bristoe Station. I should 
think that we were encamped on that night some six to eight miles from Bristoe 
Station. Wewentin beforesundown; probably the sun was an hour oran hour 
and a half high when we halted there. 

Q. When did you move from there? 

A. I was corporal of the guard that night, and was ordered to wake the men at 
1 o'clock, which I did, and we were formed and moved out from our camp imme- 
diately after 1 o'clock. 


TESTIMONY OF LEWIS B. CARRICO, 


Lewis B. Carrico, who resides on the battle-ground, called by Gov- 
ernment, testified as follows (board’s record, page 982): 


Q. Where do you reside? 

A. Prince William County, Virginia. 

Q. Where did you reside on the 29th of August, 18527 

A. Where I now reside, very near the Manassas Gap Railroad. 

Q. Were youthere on that day? 

A. Iwas. 

Q. Up to what hour in the day did you remain there? 

A. I was there until very late Friday evening. 

Q. During that day did you see any confederate forces? If so, where? 

A. I saw some cavalry scouts during that day, and in the evening there was a 
battery firing some seventy-five or eighty yards back of my house, just west of 
my house, and an officer came there and told me I was in danger, and to take 
my family and go back of the line. 

Q. Where did Ade go then? 

A. I went up the road about a mile to a farm owned now by Major Nutt. 

Q. Towards Gainesville? 

A. Between there and Gainesville. 

Q. Did you meet any confederate force on that trip? If so, about where? 

A. Isaw them a little beyond Hampton Cole's, a very small number. They 
were sitting down on the side of the railroad, and their battery, that was planted 
at the back of my house; that opened upon the Federal troops directly after I 
passed it; and when I got up there against them they got up and took shelter 
on the embankment of the railroad. 

Q. Did you at that time see any troops to the south of the railroad? 

A. None at all, except a little picket force that was a little to the south of the 
railroad, just above there; a small picket force. 

Q. Did any confederate force pass to the east of your house during the day? 
If so, in what direction did they go? 

A. Isaw none passtotheeastward. I saw some shelling from the back of what 
is called the Britt farm, and a disabled Federal wagon at the mouth of a lane 
called Compton's lane. 

Q. About what time in the day was that? 
I could hardly say; 12 or 1 o'clock, 

A 


from the 


* 


What do you mean by the expression “ evening?" 
I mean something like 3 or 4 o'clock; somewhere thereabouts. 
How do you fix the time? 
; aa fix the time by having to leave home and having to go the small distance 
id go. 
s 


A. 
* 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 


$ 2 

Q. What room did you stay in? 
A. I was all over the house; very often upstairs, looking out of the window. 
Q. Which way? 

A Toward Dawkin’s Branch. 

Q. What time was the cuunon posted there ? 

A. Possibly 4 o'clock. 

Q. You are positive about that? 

A. Lam not positive; but according to the best of my judgment it was proba- 
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| bly as late as 4. 


1884. 


Q. Was it earlier or later than 4° 
A. It was not earlier, I do not think; not earlier than 3, J am very sure. 
é s s = $ . 
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Q. Were there any soldiers of any description about your house except the 

battery? 

kon On Friday there was a Federal force in Mr. Lewis's ficld, to the east of my 
use. 


Q. Where was Lewis’s field? 
A. Within three hundred or four hundred yards to the cast of my house, 
Q. Were there any about your house? 
A. Yes; there were some of the Federal forces; two men that I had had some 
uaintance with, who were in my house when this wagon was disabled at the 
of Compton's lane. 
+ * s = kd d > 
Q. About where is the place where you carried your mong? 
A. Immediately at the Manassas Railroad, one mile past Hampton Cole's, 
Q. You say you did not meet any considerable body of the confederate force 
on your way there? 
A. Yes, I do say it; and I saw no considerable body there, as I stated to you 
and General Porter, if he was with you, until I got home next morning, about 
sunup. They came there to my house and destroyed a great deal. 


B. $. WHITE'S TESTIMONY. 


B. S. White, on August 27, 1862, held the position of major in the 
assistant i r-general’s department of the confederate Maj. Gen. 
J. E. B. Stuart’s staff (board’s record, page 983) : 


Q. That morning, after Major Patrick had those orders to charge, what did 

ou do? 
"f A. The enemy were driven away. 

Q. Then what was the next event that transpired? 

A. We moved off across the country to find out what had become of Long- 
street's corps. We moved off in this way toward Thoroughfare Gap. 

Q. Did you find General Longstreet’s column or corps advancing? 

A. We did, between Hay Market and Gainesville. 

Q. What did General Stuart then do? 

A. General Stuart then threw his command on Longstreet’s right and moved 
down with his right flank in the direction of Bristoe to Manassas Junction. 

Q. W did you then observe? 

A. We took the road leading directly down the Manassas Gap Railroad; there 
is a road running parallel with it. 

Q. How far down did you por 

A. General Stuart threw his command on the right of Longstreet, and 
down the Manassas Gap Railroad to about that point [west of Hampton Cole's; 
point marked “ W ”]. 

Q. Then what did you do? 

A. We discovered a column in our front—discovered a force in our frontcom- 

from the direction of Manassas Junction to Bristoe.> 
What sort of a point was that where you discovered this column coming, 

so far as observation is concerned? 

A. It was a good point for observation; a kigh pasaon, elevated und, We 
could see Thoroughfare Gap and Gainesville and all the sorrounding country. 

* + * 
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Q. When you got back to General Stuart, where was he? 
A. Where I left him, on that hill. 


Q. At that time where was General Lon ts command? 

A. They had come down and were fori here. {Witness indicates a point 
back westerly of Pageland lane. } 
a About what time of day was it that this affair occured at Sudley Springs; 
fore youand General Stuart started to cross the country toward Thoroughfare 


? 
A. Early in the morning. 
Q. At what would you 
A. I suppose § or 9 o'clock in the morning. 
k R Did you remain at this point with General Stuart after you got back on this 
b 2 


A. I did. 

Q. What became of this column of troops that you saw advancing? 

A, I don't know what became of them; they disappeared from our front. 

Q. Do you know of any other position being taken up by General Longstreet's 
sommand during the day in advance of the position that you have indicated? If 
80, Te and where? You indicated a position back of Pageland lane. 

A. o not, 

Q. How long were you down in the neighborhood of this hill which you have 
marked with a cross during that day; up to what time? 

A. We were down there the grea ter part of the day; we were on the extreme 


the time? 


rigbt all the time afterward. e cavalry remained on the extreme right until 
the morning of the 30th, 
What fine do you think you met General Longstreet between Hay Market 


and Gainesville? 
A. It was about LI o'clock. 
Q. Was General Longstreet at the head of his column? 
A. He was near the head of the column. 
Q. Were there many troops in front of his command? 
A. Not many. 
Q. Were they advancing ? 
A. ea f were. 
Q. Rapidly? 
A. They were marching at an ordinary peon 
Q. State the style of march; how many front ? 
A. They were marching in column. 
Q. How many front? 
A. Marching in column of regiments, perhaps four abreast. 
Q. Werethey in close order? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Would you swear it was 11 o’elock? 
A. 2 was canaus sitet ey 
‘ou are confident none of Jongstreet's forces had passed through 
Gainesville before 11 o'clock ? < 
A. a Stas they had. e 
ow they appear to you; to be on ofa hill, orin a depression, orin 
eie or by woods, or in an open feld? ig p 
A. The position we occupied was acommanding one, ofcourse. They were in 
a depressed situation from the position we occupied. We were on this hill and 
there were here. [Witness indicates, 
assas Gap Railroad ? 


Q. In column, marching along the 
A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Did you see the Manassas Gap Railroad right in their vicinity? 
A. The road they were marching on was parallel to the Manassas 


. 


p Railroad. 


Q Whos you came back to that position did you see any Federal troops any- 
where? 

A. wf 3. There were Federal troopsoff here [Indicating the lines of the regt- 
ments. s 4 N 
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Q. When you came back did you see Longstreet's command? 

A. I saw Longstreet’s command on my way back from General Stuart; tbey 
came and formed in here, [Pageland lane.] 

Q. Did you remain in that position all day ? 

A. We werethere most all day, Do you mean me individually? 


Q. Yes. 

A. No. Iwas backward and forwurd several times during the day. I went with 
escape Sr from Stuart to Lee and Longstreet and to Jackson. 

Q. Then during that whole day you were in the vicinity of Longstreet's 
troops and knew of their position ° 

A. Yes; we were on his right. 

Q. What time do you put it that you came back from General Jackson after 
being sent over by General Stuart ? 

A. Half past 2 or 3 o'clock. 

Q. Do you know of any action that oceurred along the Warrenton pike—in- 


mney ? 
A. I heard firing. 

Q. What time was that? 

A, In the evening. 

Q. About what time” 

A. General Jacksou's command was engaged all the time 

Q. Was Hood's command engaged at all? 

A. That evening they were. 

Q. What time that evening? 

A. Isuppose about 3 o'clock in the evening they were engaged; 4.30to3 o'clock. 

Q. Were they engaged vigorously? 

A. Quite a severe fight. 

Q. Describe the action so far as you observed it? 

A. I was not present. I didn’t see it. I heard the firing; it lasted, I suppose, 
half to three-quarters of an hour. 

Q. Wasit very vigorous? 

A. It was a very sharp fight. 

Q. Was that the ouly occasion in which Hood's command was engaged thas 
day to your knowledge? 

A. To my knowledge that is the only one until next morning. 

Q. You say it was 3 o'clock? 

A. Between 2 and 3o'clock. It may have been after 3. 
in position, 

Q. How long after he got in position? 

A. He got in position, I suppose, about 120r 1 o'clock. Thisengagementtook 
place about 2.30, or maybe 3 or 3.30. 

Q. Was it as late as 5? 

A. I can’t recollect. I don’t think it was. 

Q. What is your recollection about the time that that engagement took place 
upon the Warrenton turnpike by Hood's troops? 

A. I was away on the right. Of course there was fighting onthe line. Idon't 
know what troops were engaged but I know that Hood's troops had a fight there 
thatevening. Idon'tknow whether it was 3 or3.30; it may have been 5 o'clock. 
I know they had a sharp fight there, and I heard it. 

. $ + s s La bd 

Q. Assuming Hood's division to be in ag pcs you have indicated by W®, and 
suppose there been a battery placed on this rise of ground marked ©, would 
that have fulfilled what you understood was the position of a battery firing off in 
the direction of ** W5?" 

A. Yes. Just beyond a small branch there was a hill, a very fine position for 
pekinese it was firing off in the direction of * W5,” The ighest ground of 
that hill is where that battery was placed, orrathera park of artillery; nineteen 
or twenty of our guns werein that position. 

Q peg wes that the column of troops that you saw on that morning, or onthe 
noon 0} iday, August 29, had been coming up the dirt road from Manassas 
Junction to Gainesville and was in the neighborhood of Dawkin’s Run, would 
that have been the position of the column that you saw according to the map? 

(Objected to as leading.) 

A. The troops we saw approaching came more from the direction of Bristoe 
than from Manassas, 

Q. Therefore what road indicated on this map best fulfills the direction from 
which you saw those troops coming ? 

he, eng to as leading.) 

A. They were approaching more in the direction from Bristoe than from Ma- 


nassas, 

_Q. Therefore what road best of the roads you see on this map shows the direc- 
tion from which you saw those troops coming? [Map explained to the witness.} 
Now, where were the Federal pone 

A. I remarked a while ago that the column that wasadvancing advanced more 
a aaron of Bristoe than Manassas. 


It was after he had gut 


ere is Bristoe and there is Manassas. Now, where do you put it, what di- 
rection? Make a line indicating the direction, 

A. They must have come in here or in here. j 

Q. — you are not positive that you saw them on the Manassas Gap Rail- 


A. I never said I saw the Manassas aay Snag Non I said I saw them on the 
road running parallel with the Manassas Gap Railroad. They were not march- 
ing on the railroad. They were marching on a road that I supposed, from the 
position I occupied, was a line parallel with the Manassas Gap Railroad; they 
may have been on this road [from Gainesville to Stuart's Hill] and took position 
there [at +*.] From that position we saw the columns coming up, but they were 
not on the railroad. 
$ * xr * $ * s 


Q. Had you been to Bristoe that day? 

A. No, sir; we had been there the day before. 

Q. How do you know where Bristoe was? 

A. Beeause I have been there a thousand times since. 

Q. Could you see it from that position? 

A. I don't know that you could see the station, but I knew the general direction 
and had been all over that Soniy time and again. 

Q. Did you seeany of the shot fired fall near that column? 

A. Yes, sir. f 

Q. What did the column do? 

A. The column seemed to retire. 

Q. Did you see them retire? 

A. Yes; I saw them give back. 


Q. How did they retire? 


A. You know how troops retire. They gave back into a piece of woods; and 
just at that time I went off with a I stated 


message to 


message, as before—went off with a 
General Jackson from General Stuart. 
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By Mr. MALTBY : 


Q. You say that the artillery were stationed on the right of Jackson at the 
highest point on the ridge. Now, did Longstreet's line bend back from the line 
of Jackson, or did they make an angle more nearly approaching right angles? 

A. I had nothing to do with Longstreet's position. 

Q. But you saw it? Á 

A. I passed in his rear several times. ; 

Q. Take a pencil and mark Longstreet's line. kir 

A. There was an angle formed between Jackson and Longstreet's line; Jack- 
son’s line ran along here. [Witness indicates. ] 

Q. Draw itin pencil. There is the Independent line of the Manassas Gap Rail- 
road, [Indicated to the witness l i 

A. Jackson's artillery was posted on this stony ridge. 

Q. Draw a line where the nineteen or twenty guns were posted, x 

A. I had no connection with Longstreet's command or Jackson’s. I passed in 
‘the rear of both lines several times with messages. I did nutinspect their lines. 
I just speak from general recollection of their lines. ` 

Q. Then you do not recollect precisely where any one line was? 

A. Ido; yes. Ihave indicated there is Jackson’sline; hisartillery was posted 
on this range of hills; General Longstreet formed here. [Witness indicates the 
different positions.) Their lines did not join; there was an angle there, an 
opening, and there is where the battery of artillery was. 

Q. Draw Jackson's line and the cannon of Longstreet, A 

A. I have indicated it. |Witness indicates the line of the gar! Sere line of 
the Manassas Gap Railroad.] His line did not go down that far [indicating Sud- 
ley church); it went to about there. 

Q. Where do yon run Jackson’s line? = 

A. Jackson’s line ran about in this direction. [Marked with a pencil.] That 
ds about the direction of Jackson’s line. ee Soaps 

(The line indicated by the witness by means of a pencil is followed in ink by 
the recorder.) 

Q. Where were these cighteen or twenty guns of Jackson's? 

A. That did not have reference to Jackson’s command; Jackson’sartillery was 
posted on this range of hills back of his line of battle. This park of artillery is 
where W° is and W5, 4 5 

Q. You still say that Hood occupied that position, and that his right was where 
+ and + + are? j 

A. There is where Hood was; right there. 

REV. JOHN LANDSTREET'S EVIDENCE. 


The evidence of Rev. John Landstreet (board’s record, 996). He 
was a minister, called in both armies a chaplain; he was a chaplain in 
the confederate service belonging to this cavalry command. His resi- 
dence is in Baltimore County, Maryland: 


Bs What did you do or see there which has impressed itself upon your atten- 
‘tion? 

A. There was considerable dust in this direction [witness indicates] indicat- 
‘ing a body of troops; there was considerable down in this direction somewhere. 
At any rate, General Stuart ordered some of the Fifth Cavalry to go outand cut 
brush and drag it along the road. 

Q. (By Mr. Mautrsy.) Did you hear the order? ~ 

A. Yes; to drag the brush along the Gainesville road, so as to serve as a feint 
and to convey the impression that there was a force coming down the Gaines- 
ville road. It was given, I distinctly recollect, to a member of the Fifth Vir- 
ginia Cavalry. 

Q. Who was the colonel of that regiment? A 

A. T. L. Rosser. We frequently after that conversed about it. 

Q. —_ was done after that while you were in the neighborhood of Hamp- 
‘ton Cole's? 

A. There was some firing from this position {+ in the direction of this ap- 

roaching force; and from my recollection of it the force was a considerable 
distance down. If three inches indicatea mile here, and if it was a life and death 
ease, I would say that it was inside of a mile thatthey were off. 

Q. You should say it was a distance of about a mile? £ 

A. I should say it was inside of a mile. It was not beyond a mile, certainly. 
{Witness indicates from Hampton Cole's.] There were several shots fired from 
this point in the direction down there. 

Q. In what direction? 

A. That depends entirely upon where the man was standing at the time and 
what he waslookingat. I did not charge my mind much with this Manassas Gap 
Railroad, though I knew it very well. But I would not say whether it was here 
or there [whether right or left]. It was pretty much in line with this railroad 
{Manassas Gap Railroad), 

Q. What became of this column of troops upon those shots being fired? 

A. I did not see them. i 

Q. They disappeared from your sight? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did they remain in the position they were in when they were fired upon? 

A. No, sir. When my attention was directed tothem they were where I could 
see the column, ora considerable portion of it; and they were marching in good 
order, close column. ° 

Q. Do you recollect how many shots were fired at them? 

A, Ido not; but I am positive I didn't hear half a dozen; I know I did not. 

Q. How long did you remain in that position in the neighborhood of Hampton 
Cole’s that day? ç 

A. I was sent off after that to hunt up the First Virginia Cavalry, not very far 
from there at that time; and I paid very little attention, indeed, from that time. 
When Longstreet came and formed there, General Jackson being in pomon, I 
<ame out from the command, and I was not in any of the fight at all except in 
the cavalry movements—skirmishing. 

Q. Where did General Longstreet form his command? 

A. It seems to me I struck a portion of Hood’s command on General Long- 
street’s left before I got anywhere in the direction of Longstreet’s right. The; 
seemed to come in a good ways in the direction of General Longstreet’s lert, if 
they were not immediately on his flank. r 

Q. About where would you put them, north of the pike, across the pike, or 
south of the pike? 

A. Which? 

Q. Hood’s division of that command? - 

A. From my recollection there was a portion of Longstreet's command that 
crossed the Manassas Gap Railroad [the witness marks a point with a pen; 
crossed it, am sure, some distance, but how far I don’t know. I do not think it 
was far. It extended, I think, up in this way. Hood's was in front of it; part 
of it in the body of the woods. y impression is that Hood came in a little in 
advance of Longstreet's left. Iam certainthat I came to Hood before I came to 
Longstreet’s force in position. [Marked “Longstreet” and “ Hood.’"'] 

Q. What time of day was that that they were all in position? * * è 

A. It is my recollection that it was somewhere between 2 and 3 o’clock. 

Q. Do you know whether or not either Hood or the remainder of Longstreet’s 
sanoat were in advance to the east of Pageland lane at any time that day? 

. I do not. 

Q. Was your position such that you could see the location of Hood and Long- 

street during the afternoon? 
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A. Oh, yes; I could go where I pleased. 

Q. How long did this action of that day continue? 

A. The firing, to my recollection, continued up to about dark. It was near 
dusk. Attimes it was heavier than at others, and at times severer than I ever 
heard it in any engagement. 

Q. What were your opportunities during that da: 
vided General Hood had advanced east of Pagelan 
upon the map explained to the witness. } - 

A. My answer is, that if I had a desire to know it, I could have known it ve 
easily ; but I didn’t think about it at all. It was notin my mind. I was wel 
acquainted with Hood and his command, and that made the impression upon me 
in coming to this point. Icame from the direction where Jackson's command 
was, and passed this heavy battery at the time, though I think there were a few 
more guns there than I have heard stated to-day. 

Q. In which direction, as you stood at Hampton Cole's facing the enemy, was 
Longstreet’s command from you, with reference to your own person—to the left, 
right, front, or rear? 

A. Looking down in the direction from which the enemy were coming, a por- 
tion of it was in my rear and a portion of it was not. 

Q. At the time you arrived there at Hampton Cole's? 

A. No, sir. They did not get in this position at the time I arrived at Hampton 
Cole’s. I arrived at Hampton Cole’s about 10 or 11 in the morning. 

Q. Where were the guns stationed in reference to Hampton Cole's? 

A. The guns were pointed down a little to the left of the railroad. 

Q. How near were you to the guns? 

A. Right up by them. 

Q. How much of that column did you see? 

A. I could not say how many regiments there were. 
that it was the h of a considerable body of men, 

Q. What was that indication? 

A. They were marching in close column. 

Q. Would not a regiment march in close column? 

A. Might not in as close column as that, and in good order. 
the matter was that it was the advance of a large army. 

Q. Did you see a quarter of a mile of that column? 

A.’ No, sir. 

Q. An eighth of a mile? 

A. That is somewhere near it. 

Q. Was it marching ap a plain? 

A. I can not tell you that. It did not appear to me as if they were coming up 
a hill nor as if they were coming down a hill. 

Q. Asif they were marching upon a plain? 

A. It looked pretty much as if they were on a level. 

Q. Can you state whether any bushes were to their right or left or trees? 

A. No; I could not. My impression is that the country was pretty well open 
left and right of where I first saw them. 

Q. Did you see them in flank at all? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. I don't know whether it is a military expression or not. 

A. Do you mean did I see the rear of the enemy? 

Q. No, sir; I mean the side of the column as it advanced. 

A. No,sir; it was the shortest space of time before the firing eommenced here 
at Hampton Cole's before I saw them no more, 

Q. Was this column to your right or left? 

A. From the position I was in, it was almost directlyin my front. I think if! 
had advanced in a straight line I would have come up face to face with them. I 
was a little to the right of Hampton Cole’s and looking right straight down. 

Q. Did you see troops in the neighborhood of the Leachman house? 

AG I knew there were troops there, but how I knew it I am not now prepared 
say. 

Q. How didthey appear? Did they march out of sight in the rear or did they 
retire in the bushes? 

A. If you willlet me use an illustration: It wasa very common thing for a col- 
umn of cavalry to advance, and one shot into a column of cavalry would make 
them disappear in the woods and that was the end of it. I neversaw a column 
that got out of sight quicker than this column did, 

Q. How long did you remain at Hampton Cole's? 

A. I suppose I staid there until—well, it was just after the brush expedition; 
shortly after that; and I went in the direction of Gainesville from there. I don’t 
know but what I went right across to Gainesville; I think I did. 

Q. How did you go? 

A. I struck out on this Gainesville road that I had traveled hundreds of times 
towards Gainesville; pretty much along the line of the railroad. 

Q. How long did you say that it was ihat you were at Hampton Cole's? 

A. I said I was there until after 12 o'clock. 

Q. Were you there about an hour in all? 

A. I was there more than an hour; I was there fully an hour and a half. 

Q. You passed along the Manassas Gap Railroad? 

A.I — along the Gainesville turnpike. 

Q. What did you see on your route in the shape of troops? 

A. Lmetsome of, I think, Longstreet’s forces on the Warrenton pike. 

Q. Did you see any of Longstreet's troops? 

A, I have no recollection of seeing them. 

Q. Were there any troops marching on that turnpike? 

A. There may have been, I did not pay any attention to it. 

Q. How long did you stay away in the direction of Gainesville t 

A. I staid away until about 3 or half past 3 o'clock, I think, 

Q aran wass did you A ry ee 

. Then I returned to the First Regiment of Virgin’ valry, 

Q. Where was that? a 

A. If my recollection serves, it was between Hampton Cole's and Sudley. 

Q. Was thatthe detachment that had been sent Off to drag brush there thatday? 

A. No, sir. That was the Fifth Virginia Cavalry, commanded by Colonel 
Rosser. 


of knowing the fact, pro- 
lane? [Points of compass 


The column indicated 


My judgmenocin 


Q. When did you first see the place where Longstreet’s line was formed after 
you went off towards Gainesville? 

A. I saw it for the first timea little after 3 o'clock. 

Q. Was it then formed? 

A. Yes; it was then formed in good order. 

Q. All along the whole line? 

A. Well, I did not ride along the whole line. 

Q. Where were you? 

A. Icould not tell you how it wasalongthe wholeline. Irodeinalonghercand 
I passed on out here. I passed around on Longstreet’s left, and 1 found Hood's 
division in front of Longstreet, and rather extending beyond his left. [Witness 
indicates near Pageland lane.]} 

Q. Then what did you strike? 

A. I didn’t know what the name of the road was. I made for Sudley neigt- 
borhood, and there I met a portion of the First Virginia. 

Q. On Hood's left or Longstreet’s left did you find artillery? 

A. Yes, sir. 
Did Hood's line extend quite up to the artillery? 
No, sir; it did not. There was a gap. 
How much of a 


Q. 
A. 
Q. pp? 

A. I don't recollect how much it was, but it was a considerable gap. 
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Q. Halfa mile? 

A. I don’t know whether it was thatmuch, but it wasa considerable gap, a con- 
siderable elevation. 

Q. Do you know where thatartillery was in reference to the Browner or Doug- 


las house? 
A. No, sir; I know nothing about houses there. 
Q. Were the batteries in advance of Hood's line? 


A. Weill, rather. 
Much? 


A. No, sir; they were rather a little in advance of his left. 

Q. Was the distance between Hood's left and the right of the artillery as great 
as the ? 

A. TE to my recollection, the battery was pretty neariy in the center of 


the gap. 
9. Did the line of the battery run in the same direction that Hood's line ran or 
did Hood's line form an angie with the battery? 

A. It was at an angle. 3 

Q. Was the right of the battery much in advance of Hood's left? 

A. No, sir; it was not much in advance, but still it was in advance. 

Q. Was it a half mile in advance? 

A. Oh, no. 

Q. Was it a quarter of a mile? 

A. No,sir; I don't think it was that. 

Q. Or an eighth? 

A. I don’t think it wasthat. It wasa very short distance in advance, I would 
rot say Positively, that it was in advance at all. 


s s + 
Q. Avoni what time of day did you first see Longstreet’s troops in position 
after that? 
A. I saw them in position, I think, somewhere about 3 o'clock, or a little after 
3, or a little before 3. 


GENERAL ROBERT C. SCHENCK'S TESTIMONY. 


Robert C. Schenck, called by the recorder, and examined in the city 
of Baltimore, October 22, 1878 (present, the recorder, and Mr. Maltby, 
of counsel for the petitioner), being duly sworn, testified as follows: 


Q. Where do you reside? 

A. Dayton, Ohio; temporarily residing in Washington, D. C. 

Q. What rank and command did you hold in the military service of the United 
States on the 29th August, 1862? x 

A. Brigadier-general of volunteers, commanding the First Division, Sigel's 


corps. 

@ Finally you left the service with what rank? 

A. Major-general. I was promoted, to take effect A t 30, 1862. 

Q. In moving up to this position, did you have, in morning of the 29th 
August, any enemy in front of you? 

A. None that we felt. Throwing forward skirmishers and supposing the enemy 
was present somewhere, pretty early in the dey a force of the enemy was de- 
veloped upon this ridge where there were a number of batteries placed to our 

‘ht; that would be to the north of the turnpike road. 
. Do you recollect ing that lane, Lewis lane No. 1? 

A. I havea very indistinct impression of it. I have a remembrance pete | 
in my mind having crossed some road which was not the turnpike, but I don’ 
recall it distinetly. 

Q. At what time of the day did you reach your farthest 

A. I think it must have been somewhere about the mid 
a little earlier than the middle of the day. 

Q. Did you see General Reynolds's divisions during that day? 

A. No; but I understood he was off on wy left. 

Q. Did you see General Reynolds himself during the morning or afternoon? 

. No; I think not. I don’t recollect, 
How far did you get beyond the Gibbon wood, in which the wounded of 
the night before were? 

A. I don’t know that we got beyond the Gibbon wood. My remembrance is 
that the farthest point we reached was somewhere about the west edge of the 
Gibbon wood—that is, the wood in which Gibbon’s troops were en, e 
night before. We found there his wounded and the evidence of the e that 
had taken place. 

Q. Was anything dong with these wounded that you found there? 

A. I ordered all the men in that and the piece of woods this side of that, where 
there were, I think, a few scattered, to be sent to the rear and taken care of. I 
don’t know that that is the Gibbon wood; I mean the wood farthest in advance 


int in advance? 
le of the day; perhaps 


that I reached was the wood in which the engagement took place. My impres- 
sion is we did not at any period go farther in direction chan to perhaps the 
west edge of that wood. 

Q. Look atthe map. Which piece of timber is it that you consider to be the 


Gibbon wood? 

A. This I suppose to be the wood. [In which the word “ Warrenton” ends: 
marked “8S” on the Landstreet map.) That, I suppose. isintended for the wood 
in which Gibbon's engagement took place. 

Q. How long did your division remain in that wood? 

A. We must haye been in that wood, altogether, two or three hours. 

Q. Did you see any battery of the enemy while you were in that position? If 
so, where was it? 

A. There wasa battery off to our right somewhere which I recollect all the more 
distinctly because it seemed to me to be detached from the general line of the en- 
emy, and ` conceived the purpose of attempting to capture it, and sent one of my 
stai ove to reconnoiter with a view to see how it might be approached. But 
about that time Milroy, who was en with the enemy off to my right, com- 
municated with me, or General Sigel for him—I think the message came from 
Milroy himself— ng assistance, and I detached Stahel’s brigade to support 
AEN northeast of the pike, and then gave up the idea of attempting to capture 
tha itery. 

Q. That battery was in the neighborhood of where? 

A. It was on a hill on my right; to the right of the wood where Gibbon’s fight 
lead taken place. It was upon elevated gonad and seemed to be the spur of a 
J ill. Lthought we might by asudden and decisive movement upon it capture it. 

While you were up in this position McLean's brigade, I understand, was on 
tue left, What wasthe position of Reynolds's division of Pennsylvania Reserves 
as reported to you at that time in reference to your own position? 

A. I did not see them, but they were reported to meas erp Serta our left, and 
] may add thatit was repo to methatthey had stationed a battery somewhere 
in advance of Gibbon’s wood, I think Cooper’s battery. 

Q. In which direction was that battery operating? 

A. I did not see the battery. 

Q. At what time did you quit with your division this Gibbon wood? 

A. Ishou!d think, to the best of my recollection, somewhere between 1 and 3 
o'clock. I don’t think I can be more positive than that. My recollection is that 
it was some time after noon. ~ 

Q. To what point did you go then with your division? 

A. In consequence of reports made to me in reference to the movements of 
General Reynolds I thought it best for me to fall back, and I came into a strip 
of woods which I supposed to be these (south of the syllable “ville” in “ Gaines- 
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ville]. I formed in line of battle near the west edge of that woods. There we 
lay most of the afternoon. 

Q. Up to what time? 

A. I can scarcely tell you, Ishould think at least until the middle of the after- 
noon, perhapslater. 1 recollect withdrawing from that point from wood to wood 
as we Kad advanced. We found it quite late in the afternoon, or quite sunset, 
by the time I reached my original position. The whole distance, I should think, 
was about two miles from the point where westarted in the morning to the far- 
thest point to which we advanced. 

Q. While you were in the Gibbon wood, what enemy, if any, did you see in 
your immediate mt? 

A. Lean not say that I saw any enemy in our immediate front. There were 
skirmishers in that direction, and as my skirmishers were thrown forward we 
would have an occasional shot, but there seemed to me at that time to be no 
enemy in my front, in my immediate front. The first intimation that I had that 
the enemy in considerable force were upon our left was through Colonel Me- 
Lean, the commander of my second brigade, who told me that a messenger, or 
staff officer, or orderly, or some one from Reynolds, apparently with authority, 
had come to him, as he was in command of a bri le, and communicated the 
fact that the enemy were upon our left, and I think was coupled with the in- 
formation that Reynolds intended to fall back. I tried to communicate with 
Reynolds again, but did not succeed, but I thought there was no occasion for im- 
mediately falling back; but not finding any response from General Reynolds, I 
concluded to withdraw slowly to at least a short distance and then come across 
an open space into the next wood (into a little strip marked S°), where I rested 
the troops in line. 

Q. While you were holding position in that little strip of woods do you know 
whether or not the enemy obtained the pocession of the Gibbon wood? 

A. J am satisfied that they were not there in any force; they had their skir- 
mishers thrown forward as I had men toward the Gibbon wood, and there were 
occasional shots fired with or without pood cause for them, but there was no 
movement in force, nor was there indicated to me any presence of an enemy 


in force. 
Q. Can you fix with any degree of relative certainty the time in the afternoon 
when you quit the little fringe of woods marked “S?"; whether it was 2, or 3, 


or 4, or 5, or 6 o'clock? 

A. The days in August are Fees long. I should say it was at least the mid- 
dle of the afternoon or probably later. I reached my conclusion from measur- 
ing it by the movement forward and the gradual withdrawal of the troops. I 
should think it was after the middle of the afternoon. 


TESTIMONY OF GENERAL §, D. STURGIS. 


General S. D. Sturgis testifies that he moved on the Gainesville road 
August 29, 1862, with his command. (Board record, page 711.) 

Q. You say you went a mile and a half beyond Bethlehem church toward 
Gainesville? 

A. That is my recollection. 

Q. What did you then do? 

A. I reported to General Porter. I rode in advance of my brigade. I found 
troops occupying the road, and I got up as nearas I could get and then halted my 
command, and then rode forward to tell General Porter that they were there. 
He said, “ For the present let them lie there.” 

Q. What did you do then individually? 

A. Well, I simply looked about to see what I could see. I was a stranger to 
the lay of the land, and the troops, and all that; so without getting off my horse 
I rode about from place to piao watching the skirmishers, and among other 
things I took a glass and looked in the direction of the woods; about a mile be- 
yond which seemed to be the object of attention—beyond the skirmishers; 
there I saw a glint of light on a gun; and I remarked to General Porter that I 
thought they were probably putting a battery in position at that place, for I 
thonghs I had seen a gun. 

Q. State what the conversation was. 

A. I reported this fact of what I had seen to the general; he thought I was mis- 
taken about it, but I was not mistaken, because it opened in a moment—at least 
a few shots were fired from that place—four, as I recollect. 

Q. What force of the enemy did you see in that direction at that time? 

A. I didn't see any of the enemy at all. 

Q. Then what did you do? 

A. Then when they had fired, as near as I can recollect, about four shots from 
this piece, General Porter beckoned to me; I rode up to him, and he directed me 
to take my command to Manassas Junction and take up a defensive position, 
inasmuch as the firing seemed to be receding on our right. 

Q. What firing do you mean? 

A. I mean the Promos EVA naa had been going on for some time on our right, 
probably in the direction of Groveton. 

Q. How long had you heard that cannonading? 

A. I don’t recollect exactly when I heard it first. My impression has been 
that I heard it all along the march from Manasses to General Porter's position. 
I do not recollect distinctly that I did hear it, but I know I heard it all the time 
after I arrived there until I left. 

Q. What time of day was this that you received the order to move back with 
your command to Manassas Junction? 

A. I have no way of fixing the time of day. I have carried in my mind the 
impression that it was more about the middle of the day—about 1 o'clock. 

Q. What did you do when you received that order? 

A. I sent word to General Piatt to move back to Manassas Junction, and that 
I would join him there. - 

Q. Do you know whether your order was obeyed ? 

A. Yes; it was obeyed. 


EVIDENCE OF MARK J. BUNNELL. 
Mark J. Bunnell, on page 678 of the board record, says : 


I called to an orderly and stated to him what I wanted. He called Colonel 
Marshall, and they came down within a few paces of where I was, and Colonel 
Marshall then received his orders to deploy his regimentas skirmishers in front. 

Q. Did you hear the order? 

A. I stood right there so I could hear. 

Q. What were the orders that General Porter gave Colonel Marshall. 

A. I could not hear all the conversation, but to deploy his regiment as skir- 
mishers, as we were about ready to move out; not to onog ona general engage- 
ment, but the idea was that we had to do duty only as skirmishers. 


CAPT, A. P. MARTIN’S TESTIMONY. 
Capt. A. P. Martin, commanding the artillery of Morell’s division on 
the 29th of August, swears as follows : 
Examination by the COURT: 


Q. Do you know of any order having been given by General Porter to make 
an attack upon the enemy during that day? 

A. I did not. I received orders from him to put the batteries in position. 

Q. How long did the artillery firing continue? 

A. The firing of the first section of the enemy’s battery that opened from the 
woods in front continued perhaps twenty minutes; they fired very slowly. An 
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hour later, perhaps, there was a battery opened farther to our right, and they 
were engaged by Hazlett’s battery of Morell’s division. 

Q. At what distance from each other were these batteries that were engaged? 

A. I should think not over a thousand yards; it might have been a thousand 
or one thousand two hundred yards, p Š 

Q. Do you know whetherany effect was produced on either side by this artil- 
lery fire? z 

A. They were in the woods, and we could not see, except thatthe first battery 
that was opened wassilenced, I should think, in about twenty minutes or half an 
hour, 

Q. Was there any loss on our side? 

A. Yes, sir; one man was killed by the first shot that the enemy fired. Isaw 
him fall. 

Q. On which side of the Manassas Gap Railroad, north or south, were the ene- 
my’s batteries that you were then engaging? 

A. They were on the side toward us—the south side, I suppose, 

The examination of this witness was here closed. 


J. J. COPPINGER SWORN. 
J. J. Coppinger, called by the recorder, being duly sworn, testifies as 
follows: 
Direct examination: 

Q. State your rank and station. 

A. Captain, Twenty-third Infantry, and brevet colonel. 

Q. What rank did you hold in the month of August, 1862? 

A. Captain, Fourteenth Infantry. s 

Q. In whose brigade, division, and corps were you during that month? 

A. The first regular brigade, Sykes’s division, Porter's corps. 

Q. Do you recollect being at Fredericksburg in that month? 

A. Yes; at or near Fredericksburg. 

Q. Where did you move to from there? < 3 

A. We movedin a general direction toward Bealeton, on the line of the rail- 
road, from Rappahannock Junction to Alexandria, p 

Q. What sort of a march did you make in going up there to that point? 

A. The first afternoon we made a long march; we made good time, I could 
not give the distancein miles. Thenext morning we marched early a few miles, 
and to the best of my recollection countermarched, and were placed in line of 
battle at a short distance from the camp which we had left. After that our 
marches seemed rather spasmodic until we got to the 

Q. Near what point or at what point? 

A. Until we got near Bealeton, on the railroad, Ido not recollect whether we 
actually struck the track at Bealeton or Warrenton Junction, but we were near 
the railroad at Bealeton, and on it to Warrenton Junction. 

Q. Were you in Warreton Junction on the 27th of August, 1862? 

A, On or about, but I can not swear to the date. 

Q. Then you left there to go to what point? 

A. March along the line of the railroad toward Manassas Junction. 

Q. Do you recollect at what time of day you left Warrenton Junction to go in 
the direction of Manassas Junction? 

A. I cannot. My watch, I think, was broken, and I was very badly wounded 
a few hours after; so I donot recollect. I cannot give you the hours, 

Q. Youcame to a halt for the night at what place? 

A. Near Bristoe Station. 

Q. At what time of day did you arrive at Bristoe Station? s 

A. Early in the day; Icannotgivethe hour. The reason I say early in the day 
is that I recollect passing a good part of the evening with Smead, of the artillery, 
who was killed a few hours after. 

Q. The next morning you marched for what place? 

A. Manassas Junction, 

Q. From there what direction did you take? 

A. Toward Gainesville. 

Q. Do you recollect a place named Bethlehem church? 

A. Ihave an indistinct recollection of a small church on the leftof the road. 

Q. You wentouton thatroad, Do you recall any incident connected with that 
march out on the road toward Gainesville? 


A, Do you mean the of other troops? 

Q. You went out on chat road. When did you receive a command to halt? 

A. When, I think, about two shots close to the edge of a wood—two shots, I 
think, were fired; just about that moment our command halted, 

Q. From what direction? > 

e rena me giment and brigade do? 

. Then w. your regiment and brigade do? 

A. Halted, and were ordered to face about. 

Q. Then what? 

A. We were marched to the rear in column of fours. 

Q. To what point? s A 

A. I can not give zon the point; but the next point I recollect is being on aside 
road which leads off toward the battlefield of Bull Run, Perhaps it would be 
better if I were to say that my memory of that battlefield—I was left on the field 
between the lines senseless until the next day,and my memory of both those 
days is somewhat spasmodic. Some things I see as clearly as anybody I see in 
this room; and there are intervals of which I have a very poor recollection. 
Now, between the time of our being marched here and our being halted I don’t 
recollect. [Witness indicates points on the map.) 

Q. As to this point of fact—these shots being fired, and you countermarched to 
the rear—how soon after the shots were fired was the order for you to move to the 
rear? z 

A. I think almost immediately. b 

Q. Do you recall with any certainty how long or how far you marched tothe 

9 


A. We marched quite a distance to the rear; I think from one to two miles, if 
not more; but I am almost certain that the command was “ Halt, about-face ;” 
and within three minutes I think, and perhapsa shorter time, we were in motion 
to the rear. 

Q. During that day did you move to the front again; if so, when? 

A. We were moved ona cross-road, which led us the next day tothe battlefield. 
[Witness indicates in the direction of the Sudley Springs roa .] 

Q. When did you say you made that move at the cross-road ? 

A. I can not give the time, 
Q. Some time that day? 
A. In the afternoon, ? 

Q. Did you encamp there or did you go back again? 

A. We passed the night there; stacked arms, and I think lay down by our 
arms. 

Cross-examination by Mr. BULLITT: 

Q. You were then a captain? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Of what company? 

A. Company A, second battalion, Fourteenth Infantry. 

Q. Who was the commander of your regiment? 

A. General Stone was thecolonel. Our battalion was that day commanded by 


Captain McKibbon, who was wounded the next day. The senior officer on the 
ground was Captain O'Connor, who was also wounded the next day. 


Q. What brigade? 
A. The first lar brigade, temporarily commanded by Colonel Buchanan. 
The examination of this witness was here closed. 


TESTIMONY OF CAPTAIN GECKE, 

Captain Gecke testified as follows (hoard’s record, page 668): 

Right before me was a piece of wood and an open corn field between me and 
the woods, I remained and deployed my skirmish line outside of the ditch 
there. Atthesame time when I came there I saw skirmishers, dismounted 
cavalry, marching before me in that corn field. My men fired atthem and they 
fired over to us. Then they went back into the woods and I gave the command 
to cease firing. Then the adjutant of the regiment came up between 4 and 5 
o'clock with an order tothe commanding officer of theskirmish line. I stepped 
up, and he said I should find out immediately what was going on in the corner 
of the woods; so I took a sergeant and a file of men and went up there; and 
the sergeant went ahead and looked in that direction, and then we came down 
and reported to the adjutant that the enemy has been marching out of the 
woods, and that they were moving cannon and ammunition-wagons to form 
their proper companies, and turning to the left, A little while after this I heard 
a few shots fired over in that direction. 
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ba When you went out with the skirmishers and deployed your men, what 
orders did you have? 

A, I had no special order except to see what was going on. 
formed on the left; no line formed on the right. 

Q. When did you first observe the enemy coming down on your front? 

A. That was about 4 o'clock, 

Q. Up to that time what indications were there of an enemy in your front? 

A. I should say I saw a few of a skirmish line moving through the corn field 
into the other side of the wood. 

Q. During that day did you see any artillery firing? 

A. I heard artillery firing. 

Q. In what direction did you hear it? 

A. The fire of artillery that forenoon I heard on the front of us; in the after- 
noon on our right. 

Q. What was the character of that artillery firing that you heard? 

A. Itcommenced at 5 o'clock in the morning; then it was in the far distance, 
Then about 11 or 12 o'clock we heard it better; we heard heavier firing. Then 
between land 2 o'clock there was no firing whatever. Then from about 3o'clock 
and afterward there was heavy artillery firing and musket firing up to most 9 
o'clock at night and yelling by the enemy and cheering bythe Unionmen. We 
heard that off on our right. 

Q. Did you at any time during that afternoon undertake to feel the enemy 
and find out what their stren, was? 

A. No; Lonly carried out the order I had. 

Q. About what time in the day would you say you moved across Dawkin’s 
Branch to go forward with your skirmishers? 

A. About 3 o’clock. 

j apa you know the position of the enemy after you got up on the skirmish 
ne 

A. No; I didn’t see no other part of the troops except this dismounted cavalry. 

. * s * s s $ 


Q. This voting ope cheering that you heard by the enemy and the Union 
rhb ie that before or after you moved your skirmish line across Dawkin's 
ranc! 
A. Afterward, 
Q. How long after? 
A. That commenced about 5 o'clock or half past 5, and kept on until dark- 


ess, 
‘ Q. The yelling and cheering that you heard was between 5 o'clock and sun- 
own? 


The confederate General R. E. Lee’s official report of that action says 
that the battle continued until 9 o’clock at night (board’s record, page 
520). 


A. Up to 9 o'clock at night. 

Q. z d you make any report of that to anybody? 

A. No. 

Q. Do you mean to say that you did not send any message to Colonel Marshall 
at all that day? 

A. No; except this one, because I was not so far of from them. They could hear 
all these things going on themselves. 

Q. Then you could hear and he could hear? 

A. He could hearthe firing. It took meaboutten minutes, more or less, to get 
there from my position back. 


SERGT. FERDINAND MOHLE'S TESTIMONY. 


Sergt. Ferdinand Mohle, Thirteenth New York Volunteers (board’s 
record, page 676), a Government witness, has stated as follows as to his 
position to the front: 


A. I think we staid as skirmishers up toward night, and then we were with- 
drawn ontoa hill. It is kind of rolling country here. I think it was hollow 
along that way and then it raised again. “ 

Q. What did you see while you were on the skirmish line so far as the enemy 
was concerned ? 

A. Saw a couple of rebel pickets in front of us. 

Q. Infantry or cavalry ? 

A. I could not say exactly; I guess it was dismounted cavalry. 

Q. What other indications of an enemy did you see during the day; what 
naay did you see in front of you ? 

A. Í saw no enemy where I stood. I have just said it was a kind of hollow 
place where we went through, and we could not see many of the enemy except 
a line of pickets; they were not very active. We exchanged a couple of shots, 
and I recollect a couple of cannon shots flew right over our line and came, i 
guess, from our rear—our own men—two or three shots, 

Q. Was there any cannonading going on then? 

A. There was. 

Q. Where was that? 

A. That was to our right. 

Q. What was the character of it? 

A. It was heavier toward evening than the time we went up there. We heard 
the noise more in the evening—the noise of artillery and cheering—than when 
we first came up there. But still firing was going on. 

Q. When did the enemy come down in force on your front that day where you 
were? 

A. What do you mean by the enemy ; the line of pickets? 

Q. Yes, or heavy force. Did you see any heavier force in front of you? 

A. I could not see hny heavy force; I could hear more. I could hear moving. 
I did not know whether it wasartillery or cavalry, but I heard some words, some 
commands, 

Q. How late in the day was that? 

A. It was in the evening; toward night, I guess. 


I saw no line 
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Q. When you went out there on that line did you hear those commands and 
movements? 

A. Ican notremember. I did not hear any command at thattim: 
a couple of shots exchanged between the pickets; and finally, I think, the rebel 
pickets went back a little, and ho ay was brought to cease firi: 


but there was 


ng. 
Q. Neng dear hear any musketty firing in the afternoon where you were and 
try firing? 
A. Yes, I could hear that. 
Q. How long in the afternoon did you hear infantry firing. 
A. Ican not tell exactly when it commenced, but I could hear cannon firing 
when we were marching up there. 
Q. After you got up there was there any cannon firing? 
A. There was cannon firing at intervals; it ceased sometimes, and toward 
night it went on pretty heavy. 
Any musketry firing in the afternoon to your front or right? 
A. i think there was musketry firing, but we could not hear itso plain asin the 
evening. 
Q. About what time did you hear this cheering which you speak of ? 
A. About sunset, 
CAPT. JOHN 8, HATCH’S TESTIMONY. 


Capt. John S. Hatch, First Michigan Volunteers, Martindale’s bri- 
gade, Morell’s division, a witness for the Government, testifies as fol- 
lows (board record, page 600) as to what transpired at the front, near 
Dawkin’s Branch, on the 29th August: > 


Q. Tell what you saw when you got there at that point. 


A. When we turned off into the woods we were preparing to go into action, as 


I sup; . I think the pieces were loaded. Caps were let off the guns, and 
cartrid: examined and cartridge-boxes, and some such things as that. We re- 
mained in the woods a little time, and then we moved off toan eminence where 


we could look off into the depression or ravine; and then the Thirteenth New 
York was thrown out as skirmishers. 

Q. How long had this been after you had arrived at that point before the Thir- 
teenth was thrown in? 

A. It is my impression that we were gansi Leavy g reparing, as we sup- 
posed, to go into action. I recollect we were ing of it er; that it was 
about noon, I do not recollect looking ata watch. It was about 12 o'clock, I 
should say; not far from that an: 

Q. That the Thirteenth were 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You remained there during the day? 

A. Remained there all that day. 

Q. After the Thirteenth were thrown out what did roe see? 

A. We came out of these woods, I guess, almost entirely, so that we could see 
the Thirteenth New York maneuver, and see the ravine and woods on beyond. 
I think our arms were stacked—our brigade. * We lay there and saw the Thir- 
teenth New York moving; they kept moving on until they met with some little 
check on the otherside; there were some shots fired; then, some time after that, 
a solidshot cameover, General Porter was there with his staff. I do not know 
whether there were any other generals there or not, There was a little scatter- 
ing there and a little commotion all around, until pretty soon another one came 
over, and there was a piece run out of the woods where the Thirteenth New York 
had met with some opposition from the infantry; there was another shot fired 
soon after that, and we supposed the work was commencing. There were three 
shots, I think, or four shots fired. Wesupposed that they were firing at General 
Porter and his staff, because they were mounted and conspicuous. 

Q. Then what was done? 

A. There was nuthing done by usduringthatafternoon. We were lying there 
at ease until early ithe evening, when our brigade, a portion of it—my regiment 
at least—was thrown out, you might say, as skirmishers. We were thrown out 
to guard against n surprise that night—thrown outto the right of where the New 
York Thirteenth went down. 

Q. How long did you remain there? 

A. Two hours; about that. 

Q. What indications, ifany, did you observe of the presence of the enemy 
sone the day? 

A. We saw tighting going on on our right and front. , 

2. has kin ats pouan ba ahs 

a ere was heavy artillery firing. 

Q. How long did that continue? 

A. From the time we came out onto that eminence, out of the woods; there 
aise bye! all the afternoon, but not continuous; there was at times heavy firing, 
ra ng. 

3. From the character of the firing what were the indications? 

A. It was heavy artillery fire. 

Q. I understand you to say that you could see the connate À on? 

A. I could not see the troops that I recollect. I do not could, but the 

. smoke and the bursting of the shells could be seen, and we could hear the sound 
x e ery, and see the lines of smoke; towards evening we heard mus- 
etry ng. 

Q. How Tons was itafter the Thirteenth New York went out before you saw 
that gun run out that you of? 

ay hey had time to get down three-quarters of a mile or more—perhaps halt 
an hour. 

Q. During the day what enemy did you see in your front besides what you 
have mentioned at that time? 

A. Saw a line of dust on the left making toward Jackson, who we under- 
stood was opposing our forces. 

Q. At the time? 

A, At the time. 

Q. Did you see any enemy abet in your front? k 

A. These woods were there; nothing more than artillery. There were in- 
fan opposed to the Thirteenth New York. 

Q. How long did they remain there, artillery and infantry? 

A. I do not know that; they did not remain all the afternoon. 

Q. Had no more artillery firing from them? 

A. The artillery; three or four shots was all that bothered us. 

-  Cross-examination by Mr. BULLITT: 

Q. What time was it, in the afternoon or toward evening, that you heard that 
musketry firing? 

A. The day was well advanced. 

Q. Five or 6 o'clock in the evening? 

A. I should judge so; before sundown some time. 

Q. What you had heard, prior to that time, was all artillery firing? 

A. I do not recollect any musketry firing until toward sundown; perhaps the 
sun was an hour ortwo high. 

Q. What time was it that you were sent on that picket-line? 

A. The Thirteenth New York was sent out, and I was in thesame brigade with 


them. As Isay, we were preparing for action in the woods about 12 o'clock, I 
should think. 


rown out? 


MAJ, GEN, ROBERT C. BUCHANAN’S TESTIMONY. 


The late Bvt. Maj. Gen. Robert C. Buchanan, United States Army, re- 


tired, called by petitioner (board record, page 215), testifies as to the 
movements of the brigade he commanded in Brigadier-General Sykes’s 
division after they left Manasses Junction, on the 29th, as follows: 


Q. Which way did you move then? 

A. We had been moving by the right flank; we then moved by the left flank; 
we moved down by the pe which takes us near a church, which I have since 
heard called Bethlehem church, in the direction of Gainesville. 

Q. Where did you halt then? 

A, Near that church and in advance of it. 

Q. In what ition were your troops then? 

A. At that time directly on the $ 

Q. How were you formed when yon halted there? 

A. We were formed in line of battle immediately after we halted. 

Q. How long did you remain in that position? 

A. I can not tell you. 

Q. During the balance of the day, I mean. 

A. Wedid not leave that und that day except under various instructions 
that we got to countermarch ; from time to time we countermarched, of course 
on the same ground. 

Q. You did not leave that und? 

A. No; except toward night we changed our direction, I think onto a little 
d that led us off to the turnpike, 

. Practically, you remained in that position during that day? 

A. During that day. 

Do you recollect any stacking of arms? 

A. Yes; they stacked arms from time to time. 

Q. When you did that what position was your line in; stillin line of battle? 

A. Always; always ready. 

EDMUND SCHRIVER’S TESTIMONY. 
Edmund Schriver, called by the recorder, being duly sworn, testi- 
fied as follows: 
Direct examination : 


Q. State your rank in the Army. 

A. Inspector-general and brevet jor-general. 

Q. What position did you hold on the 29th of August, 1862? 

A. I was then on General McDowell's staff, when he commanded the Third 
Corps of the Army of Virginia. 

Q. Do you recollect being with him, on the 29th of Anam, at the head of Gen- 
eral Porter’s column, in the neighborhood of Dawkin’s Branch? 


A. Ido. 

Q. Where did you go then? 

A. Went out to the right with the generals, whose object was, I believe, to 
make some eg hheosem pina then returned to the place whence we started. 

Q. Where did General McDowell leave you, or did he not leave you? 

A. He left somewhere to the east or to his right looking out toward the railroad, 
my recollection is, 

. Which direction did he take when he left? 
A. I think he went in a southerly direction, off to where his divisions were. 
Q. Did you go with him? 


A. No, 

Q. Which direction did you take? 2 

A. I came a little to the left and went by General Porter’s headquarters, and 
then came down, if I recollect rightly, the road General McD owell went, through 
the woods; I did not go with bim. 

Q. You went down the Gainesville road then ? 

A. Yes, sir. s 

Q. Did you go back with General Porter or did you follow him? 

A. Ireally can not recollect that: I know we met again. 

Q. What transpired at that time when you met him there? 

A. I had a little conversation; I can not ong d recollect what it was, except 
the general said or expressed the belief that he might become engaged with the 
enemy and that he had no cavalrymen; he either then pro orl proposed 
or at any rate the arrangement was made, that he should have half of General 
McDowell's escort that was with me; it wasturned over, and I left. He wanted 


them to send m 
Q. At that time cy Oly were the enemy? 
A. I am sure I do not know. 


COL, JOHN 8. MOSBY'S TESTIMONY, 


John S. Mosby, formerly colonel of Maj. Gen. J. E. B. Stuart’s staff, 
testified as follows (board record, page 887): 


Q. When did that battle begin on the 29th; what time of day? 

A. Pretty early on the morning of the 29th there was heavy fighting. 

Q. How ong did that continue? 

A. My recollection is that there was heavy fighting during most of the day. 
Early in the rerai Be suppose I was about the rear of the center of Jackson’s 
line, and I suppose about 8, or 9, or 10 o'clock there came a report that our left 
flank had been turned, over in the direction of Sudley; I went over there with 
the First Virginia Cavalry, according to my recollection, for the purpose of 

ecking that, and we were there the whole of the day. 
ow yA ics of the action could you see and hear? Describe all that you recall of 

at action, 

A. We could not see the fighting. I was with this cavalry, and I suppose we 
were half a mile, or part of the time within a mile of it. 3 A the morning this 
regiment that I got with I suppose was not half a mile in the rear of Jackson's 
line; but when the report came that the Federal cavalry was over on Jackson's 
left, and there was danger of their capturing his wagons and ambulances that 
were in the rear of Sudley church, this cavalry was sent over there to protect 
Jackson's left, and I went with it. à A Š 


. 
ve to yon know what the losses of Jackson were in that action? 
. No, sir, 

Q. From 12 o’clock noon up to 3 o'clock in the afternoon, do you recollect the 
character of the fighting as far as you could ju from the sound? $ 

A. My general recollection of it is that most of the day there was heavy fight- 
ing. I cannot particularize. 

Musketry and artillery? 

A. Musketry and artillery. 


LIEUT. COL. THOMAS C. H. SMITH’S TESTIMONY. 
Attention is also called to evidence of Lieut. Col. T. C. H. Smith, 
afterward brigadier-general, as follows: 
By the JupGE-ADVOCATE: 


Will you state in what capacity you were serving in the Army of Virginia 
ein late campaign under General hos in ra, bar last? 
le-camp on the staff of General Pope. 
‘ou, or not, on the 28th or 29th of August, carry any orders from Major- 
ope to Major-General Porter which concerned his movements on those 


A. I was aid-d 

Q Did 
General 
days? 
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A. I did not. 

+ Did you, or not, see General Porter during either of the days of the 27th, 28th, 
and 29th of August? 

A. I saw General Porter on the afternoon of the 28th. 

Q. At what place and under what circumstances did you see him? 

A. I had been sent back tothe ammunition on the train at Bristoe and charged 
with its distribution. General Porter wished over four hundred thousand 
rounds; General Hooker something over ninety thousand rounds. About 2 or 
3 o'clock I had sent forward to General Porter some three hundred and twenty 
thousand rounds and had seized wagons to forward the balance, and left Cap- 
tain Piatt in charge. The business being then sufficiently forward, I went on to 
find Genera! Po; On getting to the point where I had left General Pope in 
the morning I found he had moved on, and, to inquire the road he had taken, 
I went to General Porter's headquarters, near the Manassas water station. I 
found General Porter in his tent, and asked him which road General Pope had 
taken, and he informed me. I had some ten minutes’ conversation with him. 
-One of his staff was present; I forget his name. 

Q. Will you state that conversation ? 

A. After asking him about the road, I told General Porter the amount of am- 
munition that I had sent forward to him, and also that the balance would come 
immediately forward. I asked him if he had received it, or made some remark ; 
I can not remember the exact expression. General Porter said that he had not; 
that was the substance of his reply—either that he had received hardly any of it, 
or none of it, if I remember aright. I expressed some surprise, and said that it had 
been sent forward to the front as ordered; and, eitherin reply tosome question of 
mine ortosome remark or of himself, he said that he had no officers to take charge 
of it and distribute it or to look it up, or something of that kind. I remarked 
that he could hardly expect us at headquarters to be able to send officers to distri- 
bute it in his corps; that it had been sent forward on the in the direction 
where his corps was. He replied that it was gone where it belonged ; that it 
was on the road to Alexandria, where we were all going. Ido not know as it 
is evidence to give the spiritin which this was said—the way it impressed me. 
Those remarks were made in a sneering manner, and appeared to me to express 
a greatindifference. There was then a pause fora moment, General Porter then 
spoke in regard to the remoyal of the sick and wounded from the field of Kettle 
Kun. Hesaid it would hurt Pope, leaving the wounded behind. I told him that 
they were not to be left behind; that I knew that a positive order—an a 
tive order—had been given to General Banks to bring all the wounded with him, 
and for that purpose to throw property out of the wagons if necessary. To this 
‘General Porter made no reply in words; but his manner to me expressed the 
same feeling that I had noticed before. This conversation, from General Porter's 
manner and look, made a strong impression on my mind. I left him,as I have 
said, after an interview of about ten minutes, and rode on, arriving at our head- 
„quarters on Bull Run just as we entered them and pitched our tents forthenight. 
After my tent was pitched, and I had had something to eat, I went over to Gen- 
eral Pope and reported to him briefly what I had done in regard to the ammu- 
nition. I then said to him, ‘General, I saw General Porter on my way here.” 
Said he, “ Well, sir?” I said, “General, he will fail you.” “ Failme?’’ said he; 
*‘what do you mean? What did he say?” Said I, * It is not so much what he 
said,though he said enough; he is going to fail you." These expressions I re- 

t. I think I remember them with exactness, for I was excited at the time 
m the impression that had been made upon me. Said General Pope, “* How 
can he fail me? He will t where I put ; he will fight where I put him ;” 
or, “He must fight where I put him; he must fight where I put him”—one of 
those expressions. This General Be said with a great deal of feeling and im- 
petuously, and perhaps overbearingly, and in an excited manner. I replied in 
the same way, saying that I was certain that Fitz-John Porter wasa traitor; that 
I would shoot him that night, so far as any crime ore was concerned, if 
the law would allow me to do it. I speak of this to show the conviction that I 
received from General Porter's manner and expressions in that interview. I 
have only to add that my prepossessions of him were favorable, as it was at head- 
quarters up to that time. I never had entertained any impressions against him 
until that conversation. I knew nothing with regard to his orders to move up 
an ge Run, I knew nothing of any failure on his part to comply with any 
orders. 
& State more distinctly the point where you saw General Porter on the 28th 
of August? 

A. He was encamped at the Manassas water station, between Bristoe and the 
junction. The water station was a short distance from his headquarters. [The 
witness indicated upon the map before the court where he thought the place to 
be.) I do not think the water station is more than one-third the distance from 
Bristoe to Manassas Junction. That is my impression; I can not speak posi- 
tively about it. 

Q. In the conversation tò which you refer, did or did not General Porter man- 
ifestany anxiety to get possession of, and have distributed in his corps, the 
ammunition of which you speak? 

A. No, sir =r thought he showed an utter indifference upon the subject; showed 
it very plainly. 

Q. At what hour of the day did this conversation between you and General 
Porter take place? 

A. I think it must have been about 4 o'clock in the afternoon; half past 3 or 
4 o'clock. 

Q. In anything that was said in that conversation, orin the manner of General 
Porter, wasthere evidenced any desire or any willingness on his part to support 
General Pope in the milit: operations in which he was then engaged? 

A. Quite the contrary to that. 

Q. Can you state whether the disinclination to support General Pope, which 

ou thought he manifested, was the result of disgust with the immediate serv- 

ce in which he was then engaged or of hostility to the commanding general, or 
upon what did it seem to rest? 

A. It seemed to me to rest on hostility. But I do not know that I could ana- 

ze the impression that was made upon me, I conveyed it to General Pope in 

e words that I have stated. I had one of those clear convictions that a man 
has a few times perhaps in his life as to the character and pi of à person 
whom he sees for the first time. No man can express altogether how such an 
impression is gained from looks and manner, but it is clear. 

Q. Had you passed over the road between Bristoe Station and Warrenton 
Junction on that day or on the previous day? : 

A. On the previous day, the 27th, I came over it after General Pope. 

Q. At what hour of the day did you pass over it? 

A. Ishould ny o I left our headquarters, about a mile from Warrenton 
Junction, about half past 4 or 5 o'clock in the afternoon. I should say it was 
past the middle of the afternoon. 

Q. What was the condition of the roads then? 

A. For the first mile and a half, until you got to Cedar Run, the road was bor- 
dered on either side by open fields or open woods, over which troops could march 
easily, in great part without going on the road. Indeed, I doubt whether there is 
any regular road a good part of the way up. The troops marched through the 
fields to Bristoe Station. 

Q. Were you or not present at the battle of the 29th of August? 

A. Yes, sir; I was present. 

Q. Throughout the en; ment? 

A. I left with General ops when he rode onto the field, but on the way out 
he sent me with an order off the road, so that I did not get on the field for two 
or three hours after that. 


Q. At what time did you regard the battle as commencing? 

A. The smoke wasrising over a considerable portion of ground, I should say a 
mile, plainly in view, when we were at Centreville; and there was some heavy 
cannonading. I should say it was about 10 or 11 o’clock when I first came to 
Centreville, and it was about 11 or 120’clock when I saw theappearance of which 
I speak—the sign of a heavy action,from the smoke rising. It was very plainly 
in view from Centreville; you looked right down upon it, and you could hear 
the sound of the guns. I did not ride up to the town at first, but finding that Gen- 
eral Pope had not ridden on, as I had supposed, I rode back to Centreville, and 
then it was I saw the appearance I spens of, about ll or 12 o'clock. I should 
mention, too, in order that it may be clearly understood in to theaction, 
that at the time I was sent off from the road, while General Pope was riding on 
the field, there was a cessation of cannon-firing for a considerable time, I should 
say for certainly a half an hour, ` 

Was or was not the battle raging at 5 p. m, on that day? 

A. Yes, sir; severely. 


WILLIAM L. FAXON TESTIFIES, 


William L. Faxon testifies as follows (board record, page 844): 


Q. State your occupation ? 

A. Superintendent National Sailors’ Home, Quincy, Mass. 

Q. Were you in the military service of the United on the 29th of August, 
1862; if so, in what capacity? 

A. I was assistant surgeon of the Thirty-second Massachusetts from the 2d of 
June, 1862, until along in August, 1863. . 
* s $ $ = s s 

Q. Where waeyon on the night of the 27th? 

A. In camp at Warrenton Junction. 

Q. In whose brigade and division? 

A. I was in the second brigade, first division, Fifth Corps, Morell commanding 
division, and General Griffin commanding the brigade. 

Q. At what time did you leave Warrenton Junction, and what direction did 
your regiment take? 

A. The bugle sounded for an early start, and it was quite dark. We got out 
just before daylight, and my brigade lay outside of the wood in which we camped 
until the sun was pretty high. 

Q. What direction did you take from there? 

A. We marched off a little to the left of the wood and crossed a little run, and 
went up to Catlett's, and from there to Bristoe; followed the general direction 
of the nge and Alexandria Railroad. 

Q. At what time did you arrive at Bristoe Station with your regiment? 

A. I judge about the middle of the afternoon. 

Q. During that time did you see General Porter? 

A. I saw General Porter only as I crossed the run at Bristoe. 

Q. Where was he at that time? 

_A. He was at a little house on the left hand of where I crossed; thatis, on the 
side toward Washington. He and his staff were at q little house; [think it was 
a kind of peach orchard; I think most of them were sitting down. 

Q. Describe what you saw and heard, so faras General Porter was concerned. 

A. As I crossed the run I heard General Porter make this remark : ‘Go tell 
Morell to halt his division ;” and he added, “ I don’t carea damn if we don't get 
there.” Iam very particular about those words, because I recollect them and I 
have spoken of them, 

Q. Onthe next morning where were you? 

A. I marched with the iment, and I think we went up about as far as Ma- 
nassas Junction, where we halted a short time; then the regiment turned off to 
the left, I believe, and crossed the road and came off on a road not exactly 
allel, but curving off and following the general direction of the Manassas Gap 
Railroad, I think. 

Q. Do you know the place where you halted? 

A. We halted on a small knoll; part of it overlooked quite a large valley ; 
quite a large part of it was cleared, and on the right I saw the line of the Manas- 
sas Gap Railroad. 

Q. This point that I have indicated on the map as Dawkin’s Branch? 

A. I should take the branch to be a little farther away. I should take the 
branch to be about a mile away from the place where we halted; there might 
have been a dry run atthe foot of this knoll, but I think not. 

Q. What did you do after you came to a halt there? 

A. I went down on the railroad, I went around generally in the woods and 
looked at the situation generally ; saw firing was going on along the right of us, 
over toward Thoroughfare Gap. 

Q. Did you see any indications of an enemy immediately in your front? 

A. I did not see any for a mile or more; I looked along through the field close. 
General Porter came up and borrowed a glass of me; he asked me what I had 
seen. I toldhim I thought there was a battery coming in about a mile from us 
on the Washington side of the road. Not very far from it I think there was a 
small house, and I saw something that led me to suppose that there were men 


going in there. 
Q you recollect what reply he made? 

A. I do not know that he made any reply to me. 

Q. Did that battery open upon you? 

A. It opened shortly afterward; of course I can not tell you how many min- 
utes, because I did not keep any note of thetime. I had no intention of making 
rar memorandum. It opened and fired before the troops were withdrawn ; Í 

nk not exceeding three, might have been four, possibly but two, shots. 

Q. Where did those shots strike? 

A. One of the shots struck a man in the front rank of the First Michigan In- 
fantry and passed through his abdomen, and struck the first man in the rear 
rank in the thigh. 

Q. You were there at the time? 

A. 1 was at the place and saw the men. They were sitting or lying just a little 
lower down on the slope of the hill in front of me. 

Q Then what was done? 

A. Shortly after that we withdrew. 

Q. What indications, if any, did you see of an enemy in your front or to your 
right and front or to zour right? 

A. To the right and front. 

Mr. CHOATE. I do not know that an assistant surgeon is a military expert. 

The RECORDER, I asked him what he saw. 

Mr. CHOATE. I have no Me engeren to what he saw. 

A. [Continued.) Beyond this general clearing to quite a large extent there was 
a smaller clearing, only a part of which could be seen; there was a small open- 
ing in the woods; across that opening there came a small body of men; the 
halted in the opening, where there was evidently a depression, but their heads 
and shoulders could be plainly seen. 

Q. About how many men? 

A. [should judge not over twenty. 

Q. t else did you see of an enemy in your front, orto yourright and front, 
or to pe right? 

A. Nothing. 

Q. Could you see anything that would indicate the march of troops; ifso, what? 

A. Icould see a large cloud of dust on the Warrenton turnpike moving towards 
Centreville. . 

Q. After that where did you go? 
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A. I went into camp with troops at night, after they withdrew. 
Q. Did they remain in this advanced position during the day ? 
A. They were withdrawn in the afternoon; the sun wasdeclining in the heay- 


Q. How far were they withdrawn? 

A. I should judge inside of a mile, r 

Q. More than half a mile or less? 

A. That I could not tell you; I could go to the t, to the place where they 
came, because we withdrew on the same road, and then came back and went into 
camp again after dusk. 

CAPT. DOUGLASS POPE SWORN. 


Capt. Douglass Pope was then called by the Government, and sworn 
and examined, as follows: 


By the JuDGE-ADVOCATE: 
Q. Will you state what is your rank in the military service? 
A. I am captain and additional entree ORO. 
Q. Were you withthe Army of Virginia in its late campaign under Major-Gen- 
eral Pope? 
was, 


Q. In what capacity ? 

A, As additional aid-de-camp to General Pope. 

Q. Were you or not on the field of the battle of Manassas on Friday, the 29th 
of August? ; 

A. Iwas. 

Q. Did you or not on that day bear any order from General Pope to General 
Porter; and, if so, what was its character, and at what hour did you bear and de- 
liver it? 

A. I received an order from General Pope, to be delivered to General Porter 
at half past 4 o'clock., The purport of the order I did not know at the time. i 
went directly to General Porter with that order, and it reached him by 5 o'clock, 

Q. Was or was not that the only order which on that day you had to General 
Porter from General Pope? 

A. It was. 

Q. Where did you find General Porter with his command? . 

A, I found him at the forks of the road leading from Manassas to Gainesville 
and Groveton, on the ra! K 

Q. What distance was that from Manassas Junction ? 

A. I donot know, of my own knowledge; but I have heard that it was between 
two and three miles. 

Q. What distance from the battlefield where the engagement was then pend- 


ing? 
S When I received the order I was to the right of the battlefield, and I sup- 
pose it was a distance of about three miles from General Porter. 


Porter was not with the head of his column, but back within two 
miles of Manassas Junction. 


Q É you or not, on delivering the order, learn its character? 

A.I not. 

Q. What statements, if any, did General Porter make to you in regard to the 
movements which the order contemplated he should make? 

A. Iv a conversation which I had with General Porter, after his reading the 
order, he explained to me on the map where the enemy had come down in force 
to attack him and had established a battery. I understood him to say that the 
enemy had opened upon him; but what he had done I do not now remember. 

Q. i aoe long did you remain with General Porter? 

A. About fifteen minutes, I suppose, 

While you were there, or at any time before you left, did you observe any 
orders given or any indication of preparation for a movement in the direction 
of the batttlefield? 

A. I did not. 

Q. In what condition were the troops there at that time? 

A. I saw only a portion of them; the portion that I saw I believed belo: 
to General Sykes's division. They were on the road between the forks of the 
road and Manassas—what small portion of the troops I saw that belonged to 
General Porter's corps. It was my impression they were halted there; Isaw the 
arms of some of them stacked. 

Q. They had their arms stacked? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was not the sound of the artillery of the battle then pending distinctly aud- 
ible at that point? 

. It was. 

Q. And was the sound of the small-arms distinctly audible at that point? 

A. In regard to the small-arms I do not remember; but I could hear the artil- 
lery very plainly, very rene 

Was it continuous, indicating a continued action? 

A. It was. 

Did or did not General Porter make any inquiry of you atall as to the con- 
dition of the forces then engaged in battle? 

A. There were inquiries made of me by an officer—one of General Porter's 
aids-de-camp, I think. Ido not think that General Porter said anything to me 
about it. 


Page 58, G. C. M.: 


Q. As you have paeo over the road and know the distance, will you state 
within what time General Porter and his command could have reached the bat- 
tlefield after the delivery of that order? 

A. To have reached where I had received the order would have taken him two 
or three hours, I suppose—that is, to the extreme right of our army. 

Q. Within what time would it have required him to reach the right flank of the 


enemy? 

A. rd could not state, because I do not know where the right flank of the enemy 
then was. My impression, though, from what General Porter said, was that the 
enemy were nearly in his front. I supposed them aboutamilefrom him. That 
was merely my impression from the conversation I had with General Porter. 

Q. Did you or not have another interview with General Porter after that time? 

A. Idid not. After receiving a written wor to the order I had delivered to 
General Porter I started on my way back, and I suppose I had gota mile ora 
mile anda half from where General Porter was when I was overtaken by an or- 
derly, who said General Porter wished to see me, I got part way back when I 
met an officer, I supposed an aid-de-camp of Genera! Porter, who said that Gen- 
eral Porter wished to see me. I went back, and this aid-de-camp told me I better 
wait a few minutes, I did not see General Porter then. 

Q. Had you, or not, seen this officer whom you supposed to be an aid-de-camp 
during your first interview with General Porter? 

A. Thad, and had had a conversation with him. 


Q. In the presence of General Porter? 
Aen While General Porter was writing the reply to the order I had delivered to 
m, 


Q. What seemed to be his rank? 
A. He was a first lieutenant, I think. 
Q. Did he, or not, perform any act or make any remark in the presence of Gen- 


eral Porter which induced you to believe that he wasan aid-de-camp? Ifso, state 
what that remark and what that act was. 

A. Ido not remember his making any remark to General Porter or General 
Porter saying anything to him, My impression is that he told me that he was 
an aid-de-camp. I firmly believed at the time that he was General Porter's aid- 
de-camp. I did not see any act indicating that, excepting that he wus associated 
with General Porter; he was very close to General Porter at the time I had 
sr conversation with him; within hearing of General Porter if he had listened 

t. 

Q. Do gen or not, suppose that his statement to yon, that he was an aid-de- 
camp of General Porter, could have been heard by General Porter if he had been 
listening to some conversation? 

A. It could. 

Q. Do I not understand you, then, to say that that conversation occurred in 
fact in the presence of General Porter? 

A. In the presence of General Porter; yes, sir. 

Q. Were you not charged by that officer with a message to General Pope 
that a scout come in reporting that the enemy were retreating through 
Thoroughfare Gap? 

A. I was, 

Q. Did you regard that message as given to you seriously or jestingly ? 

A. Seriously. 

Q. How long a time had elapsed from the time of your interview with General 
Porter until your return to General Porter's encampment? 

A, About uarters of an hour, I Bin peel between that and an hour, 

Q. On your return to hisencampment, did you or not observe any preparation 
on the part of his officers or of the troops for an advance upon the enemy? 

A. I did not. 

* = +% e e + $ 

Q. What was the dress of this officer whom you supposed to be an aid-de-camp? 

A. I do not remember. I do not know whether he hada staff officer's shoul- 
der-straps on or a line officer's. I do notremember now which it was, He was 


‘| in uniform. 


The examination by the judge-advocate here closed. 
Examination by the ACCUSED: 


Q. How does the witness fix the hourof the day when he left General Popeto 
bear the order? 
A. From the date of the order, which was dated at 4.30 p. m. 
Q. Was the road which you took to bear the order from General Pope to Gen- 
eral Porter direct or circuitous? 
A. red impression is that it was a direct road. 
Q. Did you pass through Manassas Junction? 
A. I did not; that is, in conveying the order to General Porter, I did not. 
Q. Did — go up the railroad toward General Porter? 
not; I met him right on the railroad. 
Q. You have stated how you fix the time when you received the order; how 
do you fix the time of its delivery? 
A, By the distance and the rate at which I carried the order, 
=o so fixing it, you determine the order to have been delivered at 5 
o'clock? 
A. Not precisely at 5 o’clock; by 5 o'clock. 
Q. You mean as early as 5 o'clock? 
A. Asearly as5o’clock. Itmay have been three or four minutes after5 o'clock. 
Q. We understand you to say that you make this judgmentas to the time from 
oe epee which you had to pass over and the rate you went? 
. Yes, sir. 
Q. When you first started to go back from General Porter to General Pope, 
= ee the same road back by which you had come to General Porter? 


TESTIMONY OF GENERAL GEORGE SYKES, 
On the original trial Brig. Gen. George Sykes swore, after saying that 
he was with the petitioner when an officer brought him the order from 
General Pope, as follows (G. C. M. record, pages 177, 178): 


By JupGr-ADVOCATE: 


Q. Did General Porter make known to you the character of that order? 
A. He did not. 

Q. Did he read it in your presence? 

A. Not that I know of. a A 


* ” ~ 
Q. How long did you remain with General Porter on that occasion, after the 


receipt of this order? 
A. I continued with him from that time all night. 
+ * è = $ * * 
Q. You had then, as I understand you to say, no knowledge thata itive or- 
der had been given by General Pope on that ‘afternoon for General Porter to 


attack the enemy on their right flank? 
A. I had no such knowledge. 


The evidence of General Sykes leads directly to the conclusion that 
the petitioner had no intention or desire to attack or he would have told 
his division commander then and there. 

Look at it in any light, there was no effort then, or at any time 
afterward on that day, to put Sykes’s division into position to support 
or participate in an assault. 

CAPT. GEORGE M, RANDALL’S TESTIMONY. 


Capt. George M. Randall, Twenty-third United States Infantry, a 
Government witness (board record, page 725), testified as follows: 
Direct examination : 
Q. On the 29th of August, 1862, where were you, and what rank did you hold 
in the service? 
A. Second lieutenant, Fourth Infantry, attached to Sykes's division. 
Q. Where were you on that morning? 
A. We were at Bristoe Station. 
Q. Moved up from there to Manassas Junction? 
A, Yes, sir; from Manassas Junction we took position on the Gainesville road 
beyond Bethlehem church. 
When you were at Manassas Junction were there any indications of an ac- 
tion? Ifso, what were they? 
A. Yes,Ithinkso, Iheard very distinctly heavy firing; asnearas I can recol- 
lect, it was about half past 9 or 9 o'clock in the morning. 
How long did you continue to hear that? 
A, I do not recollect; Lheard artillery firing during the day several times, and 
I think along about 3-or quarter to 4 o'clock in the afternoon I heaed it again; 
quite a brisk firing at that time. 
Q. How far did you get upon the Manassas and Gainesville road ? 
‘een think we moved about three miles, probably four miles, beyond the 
urch, 
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Q. Did you go up to the front? 

A. Very near it; sufficiently far that I could see the opening between our lines 
and where the rebels were sup) to be; atthat time we were in a belt of tim- 
ber; the head of the column, as near as I can recollect, halted at the edge of it. 

Q. What indications were there of an enemy in front of you? 

i A. I heard several shots exchanged, and also some few shots from the skirmish 
ne. 

Q. Anything more? 

A. That is all. 

Q. Did you see any enemy? 

A, I did not. 

Q. What did your brigade then do? 

A. I think sometime in the afternoon we countermarched, probably about two 
and a half miles, and then halted and bivouacked for the night. 


Cross-examination by Mr. BULLITT : 


Q. About what time did your company get up into the front? 
A, I think about 11 o'clock. 
Q. How near to the front were you? 
A, I suppose we were three-quarters of a mile from the front; sufficiently near 
so that we could see the open space. 
+% 
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Q. Did you change your position that day at all to the right or left? 
A. I think not. Finink we moved to the rear, 


Q. You have no recollection of being moved back into the woods? 

A, I think we halted in the woods, 

Q. The only move you made was to march back about two miles? 

A. Yes; that is all I recollect. 

= s . = s + . 

Q. How far back in the woods were you? 

A. We went back about two and a half milesor two miles, but the exact point 
it is impossible for me to mark; we may have moved up here [in the woods] and 
taken a zigzag. 

. * + * + La + 

Q. Then you took your position in the woods, and then you subsequently 
countermarched toward Bethlehem church. Now, I want to know whether 
you made any other movement after you had passed Bethlehem church and 

tup toward Dawkin’s Branch stopi first to march to the point where you 
first halted; then you got into the woods, and afterward countermarched about 
two miles back to Bethlehem church. Did you make any other movement dur- 
ing that day? 

A. No, sir. 

s 


* . ka $ 7 $ 
Q. Will you explain what you mean by countermarching in that particular 
instance? 


A. We marched to the front, and then faced the column aboutand went to the 


rear. 
Q. Did you countermarch by brigade? 
A, By regiments and bri es, as near as I can recollect. 
Q. By which; ments or brigades? 
A, By brigades, I think, 
Q. You were in the leading brigade as you went forward? 
A, I was in the leading segan; Sykes’s division. 
. When you countermarched and marched to the rear where werethe other 
o brigades of the division ? 
I think they were going to the rear. 
Q. You did not them? , 
. No, sir; I think not, 
Q. Did you march in the road going back? 
. Yes, as near as I can recollect. 


CHARLES DUFFEE SWORN, 


Charles Duffee (page 609, board record), called on behalf of the 
Government, being duly sworn, testified as follows: 


Direct examination by the RECORDER: 


Q. Where do you reside? 

A. Washington Court House, Ohio. 

Q. On the original trial in 1863 of the petitioner here you were called as a wit- 
ness for the Government, were you not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And testified as to the direction you took in delivering a certain order, 
commonly known as the *' 4.30 p. m, order?” 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where were General Pope's headquarters on Friday afternoon, August 29, 
1862, about 4 o'clock ? 

A. He was at the right-hand side of the stone house on the hill, 

Q. Do you know what that hill is called? 
A. I don’t recollect now. *I recollect the place very well. 

Q. Where were you at the time that Captain Pope received the 4.30 order? 

A. I was at General Pope’s headquarters, not over three or four rods from his 
headquarters, in the edge of the woods. 

Q. What were you doing there? 

A, Awaiting orders. > 

Q. What then transpired ? . 

A. Captain Pope called for his horse and mine and I fetched them up; Mr. 
Ruggles, I believe, gave him the order, He was giving him the directions of 
Porter's headquarters when I came up. I spoke up and told him I knew the 
road; I had been through there before. 

Q. How soon after that did you start? 

A. We immediately started. I think I was mounted when he was speaking 
about the road, if I recollect right. 

Q. Have pe since been over the route that you took at that time? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Recently? 

A. Last Tuesday. 

Q. Under my instructions? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In this conversation with Mr. Collins, when you pointed out the route on 
that map, did you not state that the route which you took was an old road, not 
used by wagons, but wagons could have traveled it? 

A. Yes; part of the road was, 

Q: I asked you what you said to him. 

A. I don't know whether I told him the whole road was so or not. 

I only asked you what you told Collins. Did you tell him that it was an 
old road not used by wagons, but ns could have traveled over it. 

A. Do you mean to say the whole distance? 

Q. Lask you what you said to him. 

A. I didn’t tell him the whole road; a part of the road. 

Q. You told him a part of the road? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you tell him that neither Captain Pope nor any other officer went with 
you, but that five or seven men went with you’ 


Q 
tw 
A. 
A 
A 


A. I did. I didn’t wanthim to know that Captain Pope was withme. Ididn’t 


care much about answering his questions, I was not under oath. 
pn Sea wes not under oath, and therefore you did not feel bound to tell him 

e truth? 

A, Thatis it exactly. I found out when he got to that point what he wanted, 
and I evaded the question. 

Q. You did tell him Captain Pope was not with you? 

A. I did,as soon as I mistrusted what his object was. 

Q. Did you tell him that you were ordered to leave three of the men with you 
at General Porter's if there were five, or four if there were seven, with you? 

A. I don’t recollect about the number. 

Q. Do you recollect telling him that you were ordered to leave any men with 
General Porter? 

A, I told him that was the direction; I don't know whether I told him I was 
so directed. 

Q. Do you recollect saying to him that you traveled slowly, for both you and 
your horse were worn out, and, besides, that you did not know but you might 
run into the enemy at any time? 

A. Not going; coming back. 

Q. Lask you what you said to him. Did youtell him that you traveled slowly, 
for both you and your horse were worn out? 

A. I told him we traveled slowly comig back. 

Q. Did you use the words, " We traveled slowly, for both Iand my horse were 
worn out?" . 

A. Coming back. 

Q. Did you say coming back? 

A. Yes; I did. 

Q. And did you say to him, "and, besides, I did not know but what we might 
run into the enemy at any time?" 

A. Yes; coming back. 

Q. You said ne back? ` 
eos Yes; that was the only time I suggested running into the enemy, coming 


A. Notat" E.” I supposed them to be Porter’s troops; but it was farther up 
this way; not as far down as that was, 

Q- a wee Deere. to the railroad than the letter E on the Collins map? 

. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you tell him it was about 6 p. m. when you delivered to General Porter 
the order? 

A. No, sir. He wanted me to say so, but I wouldn't do it. 
me to say it was half past 6, and I wouldn't do it. 

Q. You did not want to deceive him, then? 

A. I had an object in not letting him know about Captain Pope. I didn't want 
to be summoned. 

Q. Your object in not telling him that Pope was with you was in order not to 
be summoned here? 

A. No; I didn’t want to be summoned. 
eee was the reason you deceived him in reference to Captain Pope being 

you? 

A. That was one reason. 
, 2. You did not say that it was not earlier than that, but may have been alittle 
ater? 

A. How is that? Earlier than what? 

Q. “I think it was about § p. m. when I delivered the order to General Porter. 
It was not earlier than that, and may have been a little later.” 

A. No, sir; I did not say that, use I knew it was not so. I knew it did not 
take me any hour and a half to ride four and a half or five miles. 
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Then he wanted 


A $ 
By the RECORDER: 


Q. Who commanded the battalion of your regiment at the headquarters of 
General Pope? 

A. I don't know as I can tell. I was not with the company much; I was at 
onan front all the time; but I think Captain Jones, who was a lieutenant at 
that time. 

Q. Who was the lieutenant-colonel of your regiment? . 

A. T.C. H. Smith, who was then at Pope's headquarters, and I believe Menken 
had command of a squadron, but I don't recollect whether it was so or not. 

Q. Where did you first see this map called the * Collins map?” 

A. Ido not know. I saw one map at Columbus. Whether that is the same 
one or not I do not know. I haveno marks by which I can tell. 

Q. Who had it there? 

A. Francis Collins, 

. Have you seen him since that time? 
. I saw him here in the court-room ; met him at the door on Friday. 
Š wa yo make these marks on that map? [Red marks.] 
. No, sir. 
. Are you familiar with maps of that kind? 
. No, sir. 
Q. What is your occupation? 
A. Lam now inthe grocery business; my regular business is boots and shoes, 
. Were you acquainted with Mr, Collins before this interview that you had 
with him in Columbus? 

A. I saw him once before that, but I was never acquainted with him. 

Q. Was that the first interview that you ever had with him in reference to this 
case? 

A. [had another interview with him, but he did not tell me at that first inter- 
view what his object was, only that he wanted to see me, 

Q. How iy Oe is that? 

A. Ido not know as I can recollect just what year it was in. 
eighteen months or maybe two yearsafter the first trial. 

Q. What was the occasion of your going to Columbus from your home at Wash- 
ington Court House? 

A. Do you mean the second time? 


POrOro 


It was about 


es. 

A. I received a letter from Mr. Collins requesting me to come to Columbus; 
that he wanted a private interview with me. He stated it would be at his ex- 
pense if I came. I did not know what he wanted, I supposed it was the Por- 
ter case, and I dropped him a few lines and told him if he would send me $10 I 
would go, and gave him reference in Columbus that I would perform my part 
of the contract. In a few days the $10 came, and I went. 

Q. What did Mr. Collins say he wanted with you? 

A. He told me when I first went into his office that it was in regard to the 
= trial, We talked a few minutes, and he then invited me over to his 

ouse, 

Q. What did he ask you? 

A. It was in regard to the time when we left General Pope’s headquarters 
with that 4.30 order, the road that we traveled, and the time that we got there, 
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Q. Goon and describe, as near as you can, what questions he asked you, 

A. He asked me the road, asked me the point where General Porter's head- 

uarter’s were, and what time I thought it took me to travel the distance, what 
time I started, and the time I got there. Says he, ‘Can you recollect whether it 
was as late as half 6? Itold him no, Then he wanted to know if it was 
as late as 6. I told himit was not. 

WILLIAM B, LORD TESTIFIES, 
William B. Lord testifies as follows (board record, marginal page 

969): 
pa Nee i state substantially what that interview was and what General 

orter said? 

A. Lhad been directed by the judge-advocate of the court to proceed to the 
rooms of General Porter, and to look for some telegrams that had been introduced 
in evidence that day and that had been mislaid in some way. “While there look- 
ing oversome papers General Porter made the remark, I was not loyal to Pope; 
there is no denying that.” 

Q. Do you recall anything else that he said in that connection? 

A. I can not say that I do, and I doubt if I should recall that now but for the 

uliarity of the circumstance, and the fact that I made a record of it myselfa 
few days afterward; otherwise I think likely I should have forgotten it. 

Q That was during the progress of his trial before a general court-martial? 

. It was. 

The PRESIDENT or THE Boarp. The decision is that the letter is admissible 
for the purpose stated by counsel, namely, not to prove the fact, but to test the 
credibility of the witness, 


By the RECORDER: 


Q. You have stated in your cross-examination that the feelings which had act- 
uated you you exp: at the time you wrote that letter to your wife. Itwas 
not called for by the counsel for the petitioner; I will call for it. Please let me 
know what you stated on the subject, if you have that letter here. 

A. [Witness produces a book.] Shall I read? 

ust that part and no more, 
he witness read as follows: 

“I have been a little bothered about General Fitz-John Porter. I had to ge 
to his room on Monday to get some papers that belon, to the court that he 
had had to copy. One of the reporters of the New York Times was along with 
me. While in the room, after some conversation, General Porter made the re- 
mark, ‘ Well, I wasn’t loyal to Pope; there is no conving Oe Now, that is 
really the charge nst him before the court-martial—that he did not do his 
duty as an officer fore the enemy, and that hé did not act rightly toward 
General Pope, his commanding officer. General Porter said what he did in the 

vacy of his own room, without thinking of the effect of his words. After 
hinking it over I have concluded it better not to say anything about it now, 
though I would not promise as much for that newspaper correspondent,” 

Q i = is your letter-press copy of your letter to your wife? 

. It is. 

Q. Do you retain usually letter-press copies of your letters to your wife ? 

A, All of my pectin oe nee, 

Q. Do you know whether or not some one may not have heard the same lan- 
g at some other time oran affidavit made on the subject and communi- 
cated to Senator Chandler? 

A..I know nothing about that. 


WATERMAN L. ORMSBY CALLED. 
Waterman L. Ormsby (board record, page 638), called by the re- 
corder, being duly sworn, was examined, and testified as follows: 
Direct examination : 


Q. Where do you reside? 

A. Two hundred and forty-seven Putnam avenue, Brooklyn. 

. Do you know the petitioner? 

By reputation. 

I mean do you know him when you see him? 

I should not have known him to-day if he had not been pointed out to me. 
apogon recollect having seen him at any time during the month of Decem- 


. Where was it? 
. In his room in the city of Washington, at his residence. 
About what time in the month was it? 
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I have no recollection. $ 
t the time you saw him there were you accompanied by anybody? If so, 
om ? 
. By Mr. Lord, the official stenographer of the court-martial. 

What is his first name? 
think William Blair Lord is his name. 
Do you recall the purpose for which you went to General Porter's room ? 
. Yes. 
. Please state it. 
A. I went in company with Mr. Lord for the purpose of procuring some docu- 
ments which had been offered in evidence that day and which Mr Lord desired 
for the official record, and which I desired to be used in my report for the New 
York Times, which I then represented. 

Q. At that time do I understand that General Porter's trial was in progress? 

A. It was then in pi ` 

Q. Do you recollect conversation ? 

A. Only a small partof it. 

Q. Do you recollect any remarks made by General Porter? 
. Ido. One made a strong impression upon me at the time. 
. What had it relation to? 

It had relation to his feeling toward General Pope and General McClellan, 
. What was the remark which he made? 
“T wasn’t loyal to Pope; I was loyal to McClellan.” 

Q. What did you at the time understand that the remark had reference to? 
Plax CHOATE, That I object to. His understanding of the matter is unimpor- 

nt, 

The RECORDER. On the contrary, if he knows what the conversation is about. 

Mr. CHOATE. He should certainly be permitted to give all the conversation 
ae rs recollects, but anything outside of that y cannot be drawn from 

e witness. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE BOARD, Perhaps the recorder can change the form of 
the question so as to elicit the facts without its being subject to objection. 

The RECORDER. I will take the ruling of the board upon the question. 

Mr. CHOATE. We suppose that it is the board’s understanding of anything that 
General Porter may have been proved to have said and not the witness’s under- 


standing. 
to the recorder that it might be bet- 


The PRESIDENT OF THE BOARD. I 
en) to ascertain what transpired to produce an understanding on the part of the 


tness. 
The RECORDER, Then the question is overruled? 
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‘The PRESIDENT OF THE BOARD. For the present. -> 

Q. When that remark was made what was the conversation? 

A, It would be impossible for me to state another word of that conyersation 
positively. My recollection is that it referred to the testimony which had been 
givet ibat day and concerning which General Porter seemed to be considerably 
ex è 

EVIDENCE OF GENERAL GRIFFIN. 


Then take the evidence of General Griffin. General Griffin com- 
manded one of the brigades of Morell’s division. Griffin retired with 
his brigade to Centreville. He said: 


In the evening, a little after dark, there were some very heavy volleys of mus- 
ketry, the enemy evidently Revin our troops right before them. hat mus- 
ke was to our right and front, I should say two miles; maybe not so far, 
maybe farther. I should have stated, when I stated that I heard no other firing 
but artillery, that in marching we had some skirmish firing. 

Q. You spoke of having returned from the movement you made to the right 
in consequence of obstacles that ron encountered, was the er 
those obstacles and what efforts did you make to overcome them? 

ine bushes. We 


A. I led off my column. We ran up into some little thick 
halted there. The next order I got was to move back in. Some one re- 
poner that we could not get through. I made norecon ce whatever my- 
self. 


You say that you had failed to get through to the right during the day of 
hoak of j rae Will you state what efforts were rder by Soa or by r Mad 
eral Porter to get through on the right during that day? 

A. I merely obeyed orders. 


He does not say that he made any effort, but ‘‘I merely obeyed 


orders.” 
oh 
made I am not aware of. 
GENERAL MORELL'S TESTIMONY. 


General Morell, division commander of Porter, says: 


Colonel Marshall reports that two batteries have come down in the woods on 
our right toward the railroad and two regiments of infantry on the road. If 
this be so, it will be hot here in the morning. 

Q. Was that returned with this indorsement of General Porter: “ Move the 
infantry and eve ing behind the crest and conceal the guns. We must hold 
that place and make it too hot for them. Come the same game over them that 
they do over us, and get your men out of sight?” 

A. Yes, that was the next one. 

Q. When that was received by you, directing you to move your infantry and 
everything behind the crest and conceal the guns, where were your infantry and 
the other troops? 

A. Atthattime they were deployed in line, ooir two brigades, along the crest 
that leads to the descent towards Dawkin’s Branch. 

Q. It was from there that you were di to move? 

A, From there I was directed to put the men under cover. On this left-hand 
side of the road as we advanced it was all payee ground; on the right-handside 
bushes. One of my batteries, supported by a brigade, was on the right-hand side 
of the road, just on the crest of the ridge; the other battery on this side. When 
General Porter sent me that order I put them back into the pine bushes; andthe 
other two batteries on this side of the road were ona slight depression; I supposed 
the ridge in front wonld conceal them from theenemy. I had three batteries, and 
one was in position all the time. 


General Morell continues, on page 423, board record: 


Q Why is itthat on No. 30, the communication from General Porter to your- 
self, and on those that follow, there is no memorandum of the hour and minute 
of the receipt? 

A. It was always my practice to note the hour of the receipt, Two days pre- 
vious to that, on the march from Kelly’s Ford to the junction, I injured my 
watch, and then I had to guess at the time, 

Q. And you did not Mase on the guess? 

A. I did not put on agnor. 

Q. Will you state whether the indorsement of General Porter on No. 31 was 
received by you as appears upon it? 

A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Your communication to him is this: 

“GENERAL PORTER: I can move everything out of sighi except Hazlett’s bat- 
tery. Griffin is supporting it, and is on its Hihi pon eer See the pine bushes, 


ition was at the head of my brigade. What eflgrts General Porter 


on other batteries are retired out of sight. is w you mean by every- 

hing? 

= “GEO. W. MORELL, Major-General.” 
A. Yes, sir. 


The indorsement was read, as follows: 

“I think you can move Hazlett’s, or the most of it, and post him in the bushes 
with the others, so as to deceive. I would get everything, if possible, in ambus- 
cade. All goes well with the other troops.” 

The Wrrxess. Yes, everything was out of sight except Hazlett’s battery. 
That was exposed all day og 

Q. Then, on the receipt of No. 31 from General Porter, you did not succeed in 
getting Hazlett’s battery under cover? 

A. No, I didn’t attempt to. I wanted to keep one battery in tion. That 
was in front of the bushes, with a brigade immediately behind it. The other 
two brigades were massed in the rear of that. 

it GENERAL MORELL: Tell me what is passing quickly. Ifthe enemy is coming, 
hold to him, and I will come up. Post your men to repulse him. 

“F, J. PORTER, Major-General.” 

Q. What next? 


A. Then, I think, 35; which is a note from me to General Porter: 


t GENERAL Porter: Colonel Marshall reportsa movement in front of his left. 
I think we had better retire. No infantry in sight, and lam continuing the move- 
ment, Stay where you are, to aid me if necessary. AHORN 


“Colonel Marshall reports a movement in front of his left. I think we had 
better retire." 

What does Porter say? 

H GENERAL MORELL: I have all within reach of you. I wish you to give the 


enemy a good shelling without wasting ammunition, and push at the same time 
a party over to see si, is going on. e can not retire while McDowell holds 


his own. 
ee O Aid 


I desire in this connection to call the attention of the Senate to the 
following facts. General Morell, in his testimony, says: 


Q. Did the putting of those that were foremost under cover cause any move- 
ment of those behind them? 


—_ 
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A. Ithink not. I think those immediately behind Hazlett's battery remained 
where they were, and the others went to the rear, e 5 
Q. Will you look at the communication from General Porter to Generals Me- 
Dowell and King, on that day, which is printed on pase 243 of the original record? 

“ GENERALS MCDOWELL AND KING: I found it impossible to communicate by 
crossing the woods to Groveton. The enemy are in great force on this road, and 
as they appear to have driven our forces back, the force of the enemy having 
po teenie and ours retired, I have determined to withdraw to Manassas. I have 
attempted to communicate with McDowell and Sigel, but my messengers have 
run into the enemy.” 

Q. What I want to ask is, whether you had any knowledge of that communica- 
tion being made that day? 

A. I don’t remember it. 

Q. Did you receive or know o! any order indicating a withdrawal to Manassas? 

A. No,sir; nothing of the kind. 

Q. Or any movement in that direction? 

A. Nothing of the kind. 

Q. Will you look ata copy ofa communication from General Warren to General] 
Sykes, dated 5.45 p. m., August 29,1862, which has been putin evidence? [Paper 
shown witness.) In this General Warren uses these words. I will read the 
whole of it: 

“ GENERAL SYKES: I received an order from Mr. peer does advance to thesup- 

rt of Morell; I faced aboutanddidso. Isoon met G ’s brigade withdraw- 
ng, by order of General Morell, who was not pushed out, but reine I faced 
aboutand marched back two hundred yards or so; I met then an orderly from 
General Porter to General Morell, saying he must push on and press the enemy ; 
that all was going well for us and he was retiring. Griffin then faced about, and 
I am following him to support General Morell,as ordered. Noneof the batteries 
are closed up to me. 

“Respectfully, “G. K. WARREN.” 

Q. Do you know anything of that allusion to yourself in it? 

A. No, sir; I never gave General Griffin any order of that kind. 

Q. What kind? 

. A. That he should retire or retreat. There was no order to leave the front, 
except to get under cover of those bushes. 

Q. State whether during the whole of the 29th you had your whole division 
in rage ence re to meet any attack that might be made by the enemy. 

A. Yes; 5 

Q. Although they were under cover, as you have described? 

A. Within reach, at naif rate, of the batteries just at the other side of the road; 
within a few minutes’ call. 

Q. Were your advanced regiments and skirmishers in Lessard fer esp) in the 
neighborhood of Dawkin's Branch that if any movement to attacking you 
had been made by the enemy you would have known itin time to receive it with 
the whole of your division? 

A. I think so. 

Q. Will you state what action you took in obedience to No. 37, which directed 
you to push up two regiments supported by two others preceded by skirmish- 
ers, the regiments at intervals of two hundred yards, and attack the section of 
artillery opposed to-you—what you did with the four ments indicated, and 
what you did with the rest of your division in connection with what you did 
or what you ordered? R 4 A x 4 


A. When I received that order—the latter part says “the battle works well on 
our right ”— 
s $ $ = = e s 
“the battle works well on ourright; the enemy said to be retiring up the pike ”— 
I said immediately to the person who brought it that the order was given under 
a misapprehension. We knew the enemy were not retiring; and I believe I 
sent that message to General Porter. I immediately gave orders to move the 
whole of my division to the front to be in readiness to support the four regi- 
ments. Whilethat was going on I received a verbal order from Colonel Locke 
to make an attack. When I received this order it was quite late in the after- 
noon, just before sunset; the sun was almost touching the tops of the trees. 
And soon after that an order in writing, which is No. 38, “to put the men in po- 

sition and remain during the night.” 


General Morell’s attention was here called to Colonel Locke’s state- 
ment on court-martial trial, and then this follows: 

‘He (that is, the messenger from General Pope) handed the general a note, 
which I afterward ascertained was an order for him toattack the enemy at once. 
He very soon afterward ordered me to ride up to General Morell and direct him 
to move forward and attack the enemy immediately, and to say that he would 
be up himself right after me.” 

Then on page 223: 

“Toward the close of the day, when I was sent by General Porter to General 
Morell with the order for him to move forward his division and attack the enemy, 
on my way up to General Morell I passed Colonel (now General) Warren.” 

Is that, as you now understand it, the verbal order which General Locke finally 
brought to you to attack after you had received and were proceeding to execute 


0.37? 

A. Ithink now that it is, from conversations that I had had with Major Earle. 
At the time I knew nothing about this 4.30 order. 

Q. You merely received this written and verbal order directing an attack in 
succession? 

A. Yes; and when Colonel Locke came to me with that order I was engaged 
in getting my men up to the front, and I supposed it was rather supplementary 
to the written order, and perhaps to expedite the movement. After this inves- 
tigation was begun I tried very hard to recollect who brought me that written 
order to attack with four iments, and until I conversed with Major Earle and 
saw the letter of his I could not fix it, But upon talking with him I am very 
well satisfied now that he did bring the order, and that Colonel Locke's order 
referred to the 4.30 p. m. order. 

Q. Colonel Locke's order that he describes as being for you toattack with your 
division? 

A. As Colonel Locke states in his testimony, on 
positively, but, from conversation with Major Earle an 
no doubt that it is so. 


There is the evidence of his own staff officer showing that he saw him 
receive the order, and that he immediately sent an order to Morell to 
attack, and so soon as he gave the order for Morell to attack then he 
dispatched a written order to Morell directing him not to attack, but 
to remain in statu quo all night. 

Dispatches that passed between Porter and General Morell on the 
29th of August, 1862, while Morell occupied the position mentioned 
by him in his testimony, and while Porter was two and one-half miles 
hack at Bethlehem chapel: 


DISPATCHES BETWEEN PORTER AND MORELL. 
AUGUST 29, 1862. 
GENERAL MORELL: Push over to the aid of Sigeland strike in hisrear. If you 


223. I can not speak 
my recollection, I have 


reach a road up which King is moving and he has got ahead of you, let him 

but see if you can not give help to Sigel. If you tind him retiring, move 

toward Manassas, and should necessity require it, and you do not hear from me, 
ush to Centreville. If you find the direct road filled, take the one via Union 


ills, which is to the right as you return. 
F. J. PORTER, Major-General. 
Look to the points of the compass for Manassas. 


i GENERAL MoRELL: Hold on, if you can, to your present place. What is pass- 
ng? 
F. J. PORTER. 


GENERAL: Colonel Marshall reports that two batteries have come down in the 
woods on our right toward the railroad and two regiments of infantry on the 
road. If this-be so, it will be Aot here in the morning. 

GEO. W. SiorELL, Major-General. 
Indorsed as follows: 


Move the infantry and everything behind the crest and conceal the guns. 
must hold that place and make it too hot for them. Come 
them they do over us, and get your men ont of sight. 


We 
the same game over 


F. J. PORTER. 


GENERAL PORTER: I can move everything out of sight except Hazlett’s bat- 
tery. Griffin is supporting it, and is on its right, principally in the pine bushes. 
The other batteries and brigades are retired outof sight. Js this what you mean 


by everything? 
GEO. W. MORELL, Major-General. 
Indorsed as follows: 


GENERAL MORELL: I think you can move Hazlett’s, or the most of it, and post 
him in the bushes with the others, so as to deceive. I would get everything if 
possible in ambuscade. All goes well with the other troops. 

F. J.P. 


GENERAL MORELL: Tell me what is passing quickly. Ifthe enemy is coming, 
hold to him, and I will come up. Post your men to repulse him. 
` F. J. PORTER, Major-General. 


GENERAL PORTER: Colonel Marshall reports amovement in front of hisleft, I 
think we had better retire. No infantry in sight, and I am continuing the move- 
ment, Stay where you are, toaid me if necessary. 

MORELL. 


GENERAL MORELL: I have all within reach of yom I wish you to give the 

enemy a good shelling without wasting ammunition, and push at the same time 

é party over to see what is going on. We can not retire while McDowell holds 
own. 


F. J. P. 


AUGUST 29, 


GENERAL MORELL: I wish you to pushup two regiments supported by two 
others, preceded by skirmishers, the regiments at intervals of two hundred yards, 
and attack the section of artillery opposedto you. The battle works well on our 
right, and the enemy are said to be retiring upthepike. Givethe enemy a goog 
shelling as our troops advance. 

F. J. PORTER 


Major-General Command ing. 


GENERAL MORELL: Put your men in position to remain during the night and 
have out your pickets. Put them so that they will be ina position to resistany- 
thing. Iam about a mile from you. McDowell says all goes well, and we are 
getting the best of the fight. I wish you would send me a dozen men from the 
cavalry. Keep meinformed. bc as are passing up to Gainesville, pushing the 

ing. 


enemy. Ricketts has gone; also 
F. J. PORTER, Major-General. 


WARREN'S NOTE TO GENERAL SYKES, 
5 h. 45 m. P. M., Aug. 29, "62. 
GENERAL Sykes: I received an order from Mr. Cutting to advance and sup- 
rt Morell. I faced about and did so. I soon met Griffin’s brigade, withdraw- 
ng, by order of General Morell, who was not pushed out, but reumatu: i 
about and marched back two hundred yards or so. I met then an orderly from 
General Porter to General Morell, saying he must push on and press the enemy; 
that all was going well for us, and he was returning. Griffin then faced about; 
and I am following him to support General Morell, as ordered. None of the bat- 
teries are closed up to me, 
Respectfully, G. K. WARREN. 
It was denied that General Sturgis was under Porter’s orders ; here 
is the evidence : 
GENERAL STURGIS: Please put your command in motion to follow Sykes as 
soon as he starts. If you know of any other troops who are to join me, I wish 


you to send them notice to follow you. 
We march as soon as we can see, 


F. J. PORTER, Major-General. 


PORTER'S DISPATCHES TO M’'DOWELL AND KING. 
General MCDowELL or KING: 

I have been wandering over the woods, and failed to get a communication 
to you. Tell how matters go with you. The enemy is in strong force in front 
of me, and I wish to know your design for to-night. If left to me, I shall have 
to retire for food and water, which 1 can not get here. How goes the battle? 
It seems to go to our rear. The enemy are getting to our left. 

F. J. PORTER, 
Major-General Volunteers, 


GENERAL MCDOWELL: Failed in getting Morell overtoyou. After vending 
about the woods fora time I withdrew him, and while doing so artillery opene 
upon us. The fire of the enemy having advanced and ours retired, I have de- 
termined to withdraw to Manassas. I have attempted to communicate with 
McDowell and Tigel, but my messengers have run into the enemy, They have 
gathered artillery and cavalry and infantry, and the advancing masses of dust 
show the enemy coming in force. Iam now going to the head of thecolumn to 
see what is passing and how affairs are going, and I will communicate with you, 
Had you not better send your train back? 

¥. J. PORTER, Major-General, 


AUGUST 29, 1862. 

GENERALS MCDOWELL AND Kix: I found it impossible to communicate b; 
crossing the woods to Groveton. The enemy are in strong force on this road, 
and as they appear to have driven our forces back, the firing of the enemy having 
advanced and ours retired, I have determined to withdraw to Manassas. I have 


attempted to communicate with McDowell and Sigel, but my messengers have 
run into the enemy. They have gatheréd artillery and cavalry and infantry, 
and the advancing masses of dust show the enemy coming in force. 
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I am now going to the head of the column to see what is sing and how af- 
fairs nie. pd fad you mot better send your train back? I will communicate 
wath: you, F. J. PORTER, Major-General. 


I desire to call attention to the fact that none of the communications 
to Morell, McDowell, and King, or any other officer, by Porter, has the 
time of sending or receiving the same marked on that day—a very un- 
usual and_unmilitary proceeding 

DISPATCH OF GENERAL BUFORD TO GENERAL RICKETTS 
- HEADQUARTERS CAVALRY BRIGADE—9.30 a. m. 
GENERAL RI : Seventeen regiments, one battery, and fiye hundred cav- 


CKETTS: 
ary. passed through Gainesville uarters of an hour ago on the Centre- 
ville road. I think this division should join our forces now engaged at once. 


enna forward this. 
ee fae - JOHN BUFORD, Brigadier-General. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole was concurred in. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Before voting on this bill I should 
like to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill as amended will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


whatsoever prior to his appointment under 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Mr. President, I move to amend by 
striking out the words ‘‘in his discretion,’’ in the twelfth line. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not in order now. Thatis to amend an 
amendment which has been to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). The Clerk 
informs the Chair that these words are in the original bill and are not 
in the amendment as agreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Are they notin the bill as it stands? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They are not in the bill as it stands 
now, the Chair is informed. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Clerk now informs the Chair that 
the words mentioned by the Senator from California are in the amend- 
ment adopted by the Senate, but as the amendment has been agreed 
to itis not now open to amendment. 

Mr. SEWELL. Let the Secretary read the bill again. The bill as 
reported by the committee is the exact bill of last year verbatim. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to have the 
bill read again? 

Mr. SEWELL. Not unless there is doubt about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is open to amendment. If 
there be no amendment, the question is on ordering the amendment to 
be en and the bill to be read the third time. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I move, inthe twelfth and thirteenth 
lines, to strike out the words ‘‘on the” and insert ‘‘a,’’ and in the thir- 
teenth line to strike out the word ‘‘the’’ and insert ‘‘an additional.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment adopted as a substitute has been 
agreed to, and therefore it can not now be amended except by addition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is a point of order made against the 


amendment? 
Mr. CONGER. It now reads “and place him on the retired-list of 
the Army as of that grade.” My proposition is ‘‘an additional retired- 


list being hereby provided for that purpose.” 

Mr. SEWELL. I make the point of order that the amendment can 
not be amended now, it having been adopted by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds that the amendment 
reported by the Committee of the Whole to the Senate as a substitute 
having been adopted by the Senate isnot now the subject of amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Except by addition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Except by addition. 

Mr. CONGER. The object of my amendment was that we might not 
bring disgrace upon the honorable retired-list of the Army, but makea 
separate one for this class of cases. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, if I knew nothing more 
about this matter than what I have heard on this floor, I should pos- 
sibly feel with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Concer]. 

I do not deem it necessary to make any apology for the vote I shall 
cast. I was one of those who participated in what is known in one sec- 
tion of this country as the second battle of Manassas. Iwent through it 
all. I do know that on what is called in the history of the war and best 
known as ‘‘the railroad fight,” the troops of Fitz-John Porter were 
on one side of that railroad and the troops of him whom we yet call 
Stonewall Jackson were on the other. I do know that in that fight 
there were times when less than ten paces marked the distance between 
the banners of one army and the banners of the other. I do know, sir, 
that men who were shot on one side of that railroad rolled down its 
banks on that side, and men who were shot on the other side rolled 
down its banks on that. I do know, sir, as I say, that Fitz-John Por- 


ter’s troops fonght on one side and Stonewall Jackson’s on the other. 


That battle was after this so-called disobedience of orders; and what- 
ever may have been the disobedience, if you choose so to call it, of Fitz- 
John Porter on the 29th, it seems to me that every man who feels that 
he ought to do justice to him will estimate his patriotism and fidelity 
by what he did on the 30th, It was Butterfield’s division that con- 
fronted ours in that contest, and Butterfield’s division was in Fitz-John 
Porter’s corps. There could have been no treason in the heart of a man 
who commanded at that time the Federal troops against the then con- 
federate troops. 

I say, therefore, that in my judgment Fitz-John Porter ought to be 
restored. If he disobeyed an order and simply disobeyed it in the ex- 
ercise of what he thought was a proper discretion, God knows he has 
suffered enough. I can recall an instance almost similar to it when 
General Jackson told Garnett that he must go to the rear of his com- 
mand and suffer under arrest at Harrisonburg for withdrawing the Sec- 
ond Infantry from the stone fence at Kernstown, but yet within a year 
Garnett was restored, and he attested hig fidelity to what he believed to 
be right by the sacrifice of his life at the battle of Antietam. 

I hope, sir, that when we restore Fitz-John Porter we shall restore 
him wholly, and that we shall do to him that justice which in my judg- 
ment belongs to him and ought to have been done for him some years ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the engrossment 
of the amendment and the third reading of the bill. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yess and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. EE 

Mr. BECK (when his name was called). Iam paired on this matter 
with the Senator from Maine [Mr HALE], who is necessarily absent. 
If he were present, I would vote ‘‘ yea” and he would vote ‘“‘ nay.” 

Mr. BOWEN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Jones]. I should vote ‘‘nay ” if he were 
here and he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania | Mr. CAMERON]. I understand 
he is in favor of this bill, and I shall therefore vote, and will announce 
while Iam up that I understand the Senator from Pennsylvania is paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY] on this question. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when his name was called). Upon 
this question and on all questions connected with this bill I am paired 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. If I were not paired 
with him, I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. MILLER, of New York (when his name was called). On this 
question I am paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAM- 
DEN]. Ifhe werehere, he would vote ‘‘yea’’ and I should vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘* nay.’’ 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. If he 
were here, I should vote ‘‘nay ’’ and he would vote ‘‘yea.” 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. BOWEN. The Senator from Florida [Mr. Jones] having re- 
turned, I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—36. 


Bayard, Garland, Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, 
Brown, Gibson, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Butler, Gorman, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Call, Groome, McPherson, Sewell, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Maxey, Slater, 
Coke, Harris, Morgan, Vance, 
Colquitt, Hoar, Pendleton, Voorhees, 
Fair, Jackson, ike, Walker, 
Farley, Jonas, Pugh, Williams, 
NAYS—%5. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Logan, Platt, 
Allison, Edmunds, McMillan, Sherman, 
Blair, Frye, Manderson, Van Wyck, 
Bowen, Harrison, Miller of Cal., Wilson, 
Conger, Hawley, Mitchell, 
Cullom, Hill, Morrill, 
wes, Ingalls. Palmer, 
ABSENT—15. 
Anthony, Cameron of Wis., Lapham, Ransom, 
Beck, George, Mahone. Sawyer, 
Camden, ale, Miller of N. Y., Vest. 
Cameron of Pa., Kenna, Plumb, 


So the bill was i 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The doors will be closed and the gal- 
leries cleared. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. JACKSON. While the doors are being closed I desire leave to 


introduce a bill. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. “If there be no objection the Chair will 
receive the bill. 

Mr. JACKSON introduced a bill (S. 1839) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Chattanooga, Tenn.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1840) granting a pension to S. 
A. Riggs; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. HOAR. While the doors are being closed I ask leave to present 
a petition. 

Fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will receive it, unless ob- 
jection be made. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of John Fletcher, stepfather of 
Michael Fletcher, late private Company I, Twenty-second Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteers, praying to be granted a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. HAMPTON, it was 


Ordered, Thatthe pension papara relatingto Tenedore Ten Eyck be withdrawn 
from the files of the Senate to be returned to the Pension Bureau, 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 
Ordered, That the attorney for Perez Dickerson be permitted to withdraw the 
papers in his case from the files of the Senate. 
FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheChair, while having the Fitz-John 
Porter bill in hand, knew nothing about the preamble, and no question 
was put about the preamble. The bill contains a preamble on which 
the question has not yet been put. 

Mr. CONGER. Then of course the bill is not disposed of. Let it 
come up in regular session where it belongs. Neither the preamble nor 
the title has been acted on. 

Mr. SEWELL. I move that the doors be opened for the purpose of 
acting on the preamble. 

Mr. CONGER. I should like to have that come before the Senate 
another day. I think the notoriety given will be useful to the country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey moves 
that the doors be now opened. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 19, 
nays 37; as follows: 


I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The Senator from New York moves 


YEAS—19. 
Allison, Cullom Ingalls, Morrill, 
Blair, Dawes. McMillan, Platt, 
Bowen, Edmunds, Miller of Cal., Plumb, 
Cameron of Wis., e, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck. 
Conger, Hill, Mitchell, 

NAYS—37. 
Bayard, Garland, Jonas, Sabin, 

k, Gibson, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Brown Gorman, McPherson, Sewell, 
Butler, Groome, Manderson, Sherman, 
Call, re ea Maxey, Vance, 
Cockrell, rris, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Coke, Harrison Pendleton, Williams, 
Colquitt, Hawley, Pike, 

Fair, Toar, Pugh. 
Farley, Jackson, Riddleberger, 
ABSENT—20. 
Aldrich, George, Lapham, Sawyer, 
Anthony, Hale, Logan, Slater, 
den, Jones of Florida, Mahone, Vest, 
Cameron of Pa., Jones of Nevada, Palmer, Walker, 
Dolph, Kenna, Ransom, Wilson. 
So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SEWELL] moves that the preamble be agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What has become of the order of the Senate to 
proceed to the consideration of executive business ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not yet been reported to the 
Chair that the doors were closed. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senate ordered the doors to be closed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senate agreed that it would proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. Every door is closed. That was 
the order. True some routine business was received before the order 
was executed; but before a motion to open the doors can be made the 
order must be executed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to open the doors has 
not been considered and is not being entertained by the Chair. The 
motion to adjourn of course the Chair was compelled to entertain. The 
doorkeeper has not yet notified the Chair that the doors are closed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair can entertain no motion and lay no 
business before the Senate until the order to close the doors is executed. 

Mr. SEWELL. I move that the doors be declared open. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yon can not make such a motion now until the 
order is executed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been usual to receive business 


while the doors are being closed. The Chair now directs the full exe- 
cution of the order. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business, and 
after two minutes spent therein the doors were reopened. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The doors are now open. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not see the doors open. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that they are 
open. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the preamble of the pending bill be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SEWELL] moves that the preamble be to and the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] asks that the preamble be read. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. At the point where we are now with this bill again 
brought to the consideration of the Senate what is our condition ? 
The galleries were crowded with people when it was under considera- 
tion before, the reporters were here, the public were present before the 
Senate; but just at the time when you were approaching the most ob- 
jectionable part of it, and as to the disposition of which the public de- 
sired to be informed, and which some Senators desired to speak upon in 
the presence of that public, there was a motion to gointo executive ses- 
sion, and the American people were put ignominiously out of this 
Chamber lest they should hear what should Be said on this subject. 

The reporters are here now. The reporters will take down and make 
statement of this fact that the doors were closed and the public driven 
from this Hall before the consideration of the preamble was entered upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Michigan state 
his point of order? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CONGER. My point of order is that the doors leading into these 
galleries are not yet opened and were not opened when I commenced 
my remarks, not one of them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The doors are all open. 

Mr. HARRIS. The galleries are filling up. 

Mr. CONGER. I have at least detained the Senate long enough to 
have the doors opened. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The preamble will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the board of Army officers convened by the President of the United 
States by special orders numbered 78, headquarters of the Army, April 12, 1878, 
to examine into and report upon the case of Fitz-John Porter, late a major-gen- 
eral of the United States volunteers and a brevet brigadier-general and colonel 
of the Army, having by their report of March 19, 1879, sta’ that, in their opin- 
ion, “justice required at his (the President's) hands such action as may be nec- 
essary to annul and set aside the findings and sentence of the court-martial in 
the case of Maj.Gen. Fitz-John Porter, and to restore him to the positions of 
which the sentence deprived him, such restoration to take effect from the date 
of dismissal from the service ;"’ and 

Whereas the President, on the 4th day of May, 1882, remitted so much of the 
sentence of said court-martial remaining unexecuted as “forever disqualified 
the said Fitz-John Porter from holding any office of trust or profit under the 


Government of the United States: Therefore, that justice may be donethesaid 
Fitz-John Porter, and to carry into effect the recommendation of said board—, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
preamble. 

Mr. SEWELL. This preamble is the preamble passed by the Senate 
last year. 

Mr. CONGER called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suppose there is no use in making any appeal, but 
I should be very glad if the majority would excuse us from the pream- 
ble, confine the bill to reappointing General Porter, and not compel us 
to vote to annul the judgment of a court-martial, as lawful a court as 
the Supreme Court of the United States. That is all my speech. 

Mr. CONGER. J desire to say that this preamble was prepared for 
another bill and makes recitations which are not at all applicable to 
the bill which has been passed as amended. Now, sir, it is disgrace 
enough to have been a member of the body which passed the bill, if 
that be any disgrace, or honor enough if that be any honor; but to be 
compelled to see adopted a preamble of this kind should not be imposed 
on gentlemen who desire to be excused from the responsibility of pass- 
ing the bill or adopting the preamble. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been ordered 
on the adoption of the preamble, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BECK (when his name was called). 
ator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 1 was 
paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA], but I have 
transferred that pair to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN], who is 
absent from the Chamber for the time, and I vote *‘nay.”’ 

Mr. FARLEY. The Senator from Illinois is paired. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator from Illinois is paired with my colleague 
[Mr. Ransom]. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I transfer my pair anyhow. 

Mr. LAMAR (when Mr. GEORGE’s name was called). On this ques- 
tion the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON] is paired with my 
colleague [Mr. GEORGE]. 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). 


I am paired with the Sen- 


Iam paired on this question 


with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. WALKER]. 
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Mr. MILLER, of New York, (when his name was called). I am 


ired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. I should 
Tike to transfer my pair to some other Republican that is absent, as I 
desire very much to vote against the preamble. à 

Mr. VANCE (when Mr. RANsom’s name was called). I desire to 
say, in justice to my colleague [Mr. Ransom], that I understand he had 
a general pair with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN], and that 
impression was confirmed by the Senator from Illinois himself; but 
whether there was any exception of this case I am not able to say. 

The roll-caH was concluded. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Has the Senator from Rhode Islan 
(Mr. ALDRICH] voted or has a pair been announced for him? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairis informed that he did not 
vote and no pair has been announced for him. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I take the liberty, then, of transfer- 
ring my pair with the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. CAMDEN] to the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. My colleague [Mr. SAWYER] and I 
have got into some confusion about our pairs. He is paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. I was originally paired 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. I have transferred 
that pair to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN], so that the Senator 
from Illinois and the Senator from Mississippi are paired on this vote. 

Mr. DOLPH (after having voted in the negative). My colleague 
[Mr. SLATER] was absent when I voted. I am paired with him on 
all political questions. As the other side of the House are voting as 
an entirety for the preamble, I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—33. 
Bayard, Garland, Jones of Florida, Sabin, 
Brown, Gibson, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Gorman, McPherson, Sewell, 
Call, Groome, Maxey, Vance, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Mo: Voorhees, 
Coke, Harris, Pendleton, Williams. 
Colquitt, ‘oar, Pike, 
Fair, Jackson, . 
Farley, Jonas, Riddleberger, 
NAYS—22. 
Allison, Dawes, Ingalls, Palmer, 
Blair, Dolph, MeMillan, Platt. 
Bowen, un Manderson, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Wis., Frye Miller of Cal., Wilson. 
Conger, Harrison, Miller of N. Y., 
Cullom, Hawley, Morrill, 
ABSENT—2L. 

Aldrich, Hale, Mahone, Slater, 
Anthony, Hill, Mitchell, Vest, 
Beck, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, Walker. 
Camden, Kenna, Ransom, 
Cameron of Pa., Lapham, Sawyer, 
George, Logan, Sherman, 

So the preamble was agreed to. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title will stand as reported, un- 
less objection be made. ; 

Mr. SEWELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 13, 1884. 


The House met at12o0’clockm. Prayerby the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
§. LINDSAY, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIM—FREDERICK WILLIAMS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting the report of the Acting Commissioner of the 
General Land Office upon the private land claim of the representatives 
of Frederick Williams, of Natchitoches, La., with the accompanying 
papers; which was referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, asking an immediate appropriation of $20,000 to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the contingent of the 
Land Office for the fiscal year 1884; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. PEELLE, 

of Indiana, for one week, on account of important business. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave to withdraw papers was granted in the 
following cases: 

To Mr. ROGERS, of Ar papers relating to the claim of Watt. 
Grayson, a Creek Indian, for depredations upon his property in the 
Indian country, there being no adverse report; and 

To Mr. RAYMOND, to withdraw from the files of the House papers 
accompanying House bill 1690. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. KLEINER to print 
some remarks and statistics on the bill to pension soldiers of the Mexi- 
can war, [See Appendix.] 

CORRECTION OF A REFERENCE, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to correct a reference of a me- 
morial made on the 11th instant, for relief in connection with the 
floods in the Arkansas River, presented by the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas'[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. This was improperly referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. It should have been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

If there be no objection, the change of reference will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


AUTHORITY OF SUBCOMMITTEES TO ADMINISTER OATHS. 


Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 

the House Calendar from the further consideration of the bill 

(H. R. 4411) toamend section 101 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

States so as to allow the chairman of a subcommittee of a committee 

of either House of Congress to administer oaths and put the same upon 
its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read. It is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That section 101 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be amended by adding, after the word * Congress,” the words “ or of any sub- 
our of any committee of either House of Congress ;” so that the section 

Sec. 101. The President of the Senate, the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives, or a chairman of a Committee of the Whole, or any committee of either 
House of Congress, or of any subcommittee of any committee of either House 
of Congress, is empowered to administer oaths to witnesses in any case under 
their examination. 

Mr. HAMMOND. This is the unanimous report of the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 

, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HAMMOND moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pued; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MANUFACTURE AND SALE OF OLEOMARGARINE, ETC. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the House Calendar resolutions authorizing the Committee on Agricult- 
ure to make an investigation as to the manufacture and sale of oleo- 

rine and other imitation, artificial, or adulterated butters. I do 
not wish to debate the subject, but merely to ask that the authority be 
given to the Committee on Agriculture to make the investigation. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FIEDLER (from his seat). I object. ‘ 

Mr. PARKER. I make the point of order that no member has risen 
to object. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken. The Clerk will 


report the resolution, after which the Chair will ask for objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New York. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it is alleged that the interests of the American agriculturists and 
dairymen are greatly and unjustly injured by the manufacture, sale, and use of 
oleomargarine, butterine, suine, and imitation, artificial, and adulterated butters 
of different kinds, and of adulterated and imitation compounds and mixtures 
sold and consumed as dairy products; and 

Whereas it is alleged that fat and oils of hogs and cattle and of other animals, 
and also that vegetable oils are used in the making and Som peta of suine, 
oleomargarine butter, butterine, and adulterated and imitation dairy products, 
and also that such fats and oils are used and are imported and are exported to be 
used for the making and compounding of such artificial, adulterated, and imita- 
tion dairy products, and that such adulterated imitation compounds are surrep- 
titiously sold in this country and elsewhere in competition with genuine dairy 

roducts, greatly to the injury of the agriculturists and dairymen of the United 


tes; and 

Whereas it is alleged that the manufacture, sale, and exportation and dispo- 
sition of said compounds, materials, and commodities is soconducted as to avoid 
general publicity and to prevent the obtaining of accurate or desirable statis- 
tics in relation thereto, and to mislead and deceive the consumer as to the actual 
character, composition, and ingredients, thereof: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be, and hereby is, instructed to 
inquire into and investigate the said allegations and ascertain the facts relating 
thereto, and the facts and statistics of the adulterated and imitation compounds 
and mixtures of dairy products, and of the materials composing the same. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to add to the 
resolution the following: 

And to this end the said committee is hereby empowered to send for persons 
and papers. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FIEDLER. I object. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demand the regular order. 
Mr. COBB. I hope the gentleman from liınno:s will not insist upon 
the order, but allow me to present a report from the Commit- 


tee on Public Lands with reference to the investigation of a very im- 
portant subject committed to that committee. 
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Mr. STEELE. I demand the regular order. 
Mr. KEIFER rose. 
Mr. COBB. This is a privileged report. 
CONFERENCE ON MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has risen (as the Chair- 
man is informed) to submit areport from the Committee on Appropria- 


tions. 

Mr. KEIFER. I move to take from the Speaker's table the bill (H. 
R. 4971) making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes; that 
the House insist upon its non-concurrence in the admendments of the 
Senate thereto and agree to the conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChairwill name the conferees during the course 
of the day. 

LANDS GRANTED TO MICHIGAN. - 


Mr. COBB. Irise to present a privileged report from the Committee 
on Public Lands. I am instructed to report back with an amendment 
the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas by act approved March 3, 1865, Congress granted 200,000 acres of land 
to the State of Michigan to aid in the construction of a breakwater, harbor, and 
ship-canal to connect Lake Superior and Portage Lake, on Keweenaw Point, in 
said State of Michigan, and , by act approved July 3, 1866, made an ad- 
ditional grant of 200,000 acres more to said State for the same purpose; and 

Whereas said State of Michigan conferred said lands on the Portage Lake and 
Lake Superior Ship-Canal Company for the purpose of constructing said break- 
water, harbor, and ship-canal; and 

Whereas said acts required the lands granted thereby to be selected from the 
alternate and odd-numbered sections (except 50,000 acres, which were to be se- 
ected from the even-numbered sections) of the public lands nearest to said har- 
bor and canal; and 

Whereas it is charged and alleged that said lands were not selected as required 
by said acts, but that large quantities of very valuable lands were selected all 
over the Upper Peninsula of said State, in violation of said acts, and said canal 
company now claims to own said lands so selected, sous large quantities of 
them were not liable to be used to satisfy said grants; an 

Whereas it appears from reports of Government engineers that said canal com- 
pany never completed said breakwater, harbor, and ship-canai as contemplated 
and required by said granting act; and 

Whereas said canal company failed to complete said break water, harbor, and 
ship-canal within the time limited by the acts of Congress extending the time for 
the completion of the same; and rs 3 

Whereas it was provided in said granting acts that in case of the failure of the 
said canal company to complete said harbor and canal within the time so lim- 
ited the lands so granted should revert to the United States: Therefore, 

Beitresolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be, and is hereby, instructed 
to investigate all of said charges and allegations, together with all matters per- 
taining to said grants, and whether said grants, or any portion thereof, are now 
liable to forfeiture, with power to send for persons and papers, to administer 
oaths, and report to this House by bill or otherwise. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


Add, after the last words in the resolution, these words: 
“And said committee is hereby authorized to employ a stenographer, if it deems 
the service of one necessary.” 


Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to interpose any ob- 
jection—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not decided yet that this is a priv. 
ileged report. 


Mr. COBB. Itisa resolution, as I understand, which the rulerequires 
to be reported back within six days after reference. 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions which are required by the rule to 
be reported back within six days are resolutions of inquiry addressed to 
heads of Departments. Under the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] some time ago and adopted by the House, 
bills may be reported at any time by the Committee on Public Lands 
in relation to the forfeiture of certain land grants. Such reports are 
privileged. But this is not a resolution addressed to the head of a De- 
partment and is not a bill relating to a forfeiture of land grants. 

Mr. COBB. It is a resolution giving the Committee on the Public 
Lands power to inquire into the facts as to the land granted to a certain 
corporation. If it is.not privileged, I ask unanimous consent that it be 
considered at this time. It is important that the committee should be 
empowered to investigate this matter. There are 400,000 acres of land 
involved, and it is averred before the committee with great earnestness 
that not an acre of this land has been earned. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this is not a privileged report. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COBB] asks unanimous consent to 
have the resolution considered at this time. Is there objection? 

Mr. BELFORD. Ido notobject, but I should like to make a remark 
or two on this subject. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BELFORD. I ask the gentleman from Indiana to yield to me 
five minutes. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. Some 
moments ago the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] demanded the 
regular order. I insist we shall have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] de- 
manded the regular order, after which the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Coss] said he rose to make a privileged report, which would be 
of course the regular order. The Chair, however, decided the report 
submitted was nota privileged one, and thereupon the gentleman from 


Indiana [Mr. Cons] asked unanimous consent to make the report for 
present consideration, and no objection was made. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. But I make the point of order that, the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] having demanded the regular 
order, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COBB] can not ask unanimous. 
consent. 

Mr. COBB. I hope the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] will 
not insist upon the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the demand for the regular 
Was not insisted upon, because the Chair asked for objections and no 
objection was made. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The point of order I make is that the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] demanded the regular order and 
has not withdrawn the demand. 

TheSPEAKER. But the Chair expressly asked whether or not there 
was objection to the consideration of this report, and no objection was 
made; so that the report came properly before the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The point is this, that when a member 
rises and demands the regular order, then the regular order should be 
had unless the demand be withdrawn. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chairthinksso, too. Butthegentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Copp] secured the floor upon the statement, which he of 
course supposed was correct, that he was making a privileged report. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. And it is to correct such wrongful se- 
curing of the floor that I rise to make the pointof order. If nobody 
else demands the regular order, I demand it. 

The SPEAKER. The lar order is the consideration of the re- 
port presented by the gentleman from Indiana, although it came be- 
fore the House somewhat i larly. 

Mr. REED. I should like to make a suggestion to the Chair. It 
seems to me that when the lar order is demanded the demand ought 
to be considered by the Chair as subsisting, unless it is withdrawn. 
It appears to me we are gradually drifting into a practice which ren- 
ders it necessary that a man who demands the regular order should 
continue insisting upon it. It seems to me that such a thing oughtnot 
to occur. I make thatsuggestion to the Chair. P 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the suggestion a very good one, 
and the Chair endeavors to follow the course su ted. But in this 
instance the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Copp] secured the floor on 
the statement that he desired to make a privileged report. After the 
resolution was read and the Chair decided it was not privileged under 
the rule, the gentleman from Indiana asked unanimous consent to have 
it considered; and the Chair asked for objections and none were made, 
which the Chair considered to be a withdrawal or waiver of the demand 
for the regular order. 

Mr. REED. But the gentleman from Indiana had not the floor for 
the purpose of asking unanimous consent. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not like to hear the Speaker lectured 


in this way. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that he has been 
lectured. 

Mr. BELFORD. I want to know whether in this council of the 


nation that represents thirty-eight States one man or three hundred 
and twenty-five men control it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Colo- 
rado that any member on the floor has a right to demand the regular 
order and any member has the right to object to a request for unanimous. 
consent. That is a right which belongs to any one man on the floor, 
and the Chair has no control over it. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment reported by the Committee on the Public Lands. 

y Mr. BELFORD. The Chair is not to blame, but your rules are to 
ame, 

The amendment was adopted. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved thatthe motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order has been called for, which is the 
call of committees for reports. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the morning hour for the call of 
committees for reports be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. That will require a two-thirds vote. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 102, 
noes 9. 

So (no further count being called for) the morning hour was dispensed 
with—two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of further considering the Post- 
Office appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole, 


and resumes the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5459) making appro- 
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priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

The pending paragraph was the one appropriating $3,600,000 for pay- 
ment to letter-carriers, Kc. 

The pending amendment was the one by Mr. SKINNER, of New York, 


to strike out ‘*$3,600,000 ” and insert in lieu thereof ‘“‘ $4,000,000.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SKINNER] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Iwill yield to the gentleman repre- 
senting on this bill the Committee on Appropriations on this side of the 
House, the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. HORR. The amendment which I proposed, or which was pro- 
posed by the pouan from New York [Mr. SKINNER], but which 
was my amendment and read by mistake by the Clerk, is a proposition 
to increase the amount appropriated to letter-carriers to $4,000,000. 
In the outset I wish to read for the information of the House a short 
extract from a letter on this item of appropriation addressed by the 
Postmaster-General, dated February 12, 1884, to the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations of this House. In that letter he says: 

I find referring to 1 for 1 59, that in stating th 
ssncund which will be remained: for lan idap Pi ena d ea S PAN Tor the fueal peas 
beginning July 1, 1884, two important items were omitted, namely: $150,000 for 
additional letter-carriers in cities where the service is now in operation, and 
$20,000 for additional incidental expenses, making $200,000, I therefore advise 
that the estimate for this service for the next l year be increased from 
$3,800,000 to $4,000,000, 


Mr. FINDLAY. Will the gentleman yield to me fora moment? I 
would like to have read in this connection a letter ftom the postmaster 
at Baltimore, showing the necessity for this increase of the appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. HORR. I would like to have the letter read if itis pertinent. 

Mr. FINDLAY. It is pertinent, and shows the necessity of this in- 
«creased appropriation. 

Mr. HORR. If it will not be taken out of my time I will yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] will 
understand that it must come out of his time. 

Mr. HORR. Iam anxious that the letter should be read and will 
yield what time is necessary. i 

Mr. FINDLAY. I will endeavor to make a fair exchange with the 
gentleman when the opportunity presents itself. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


BALTIMORE Post-Orrice, Baltimore, March 11, 18%. 
DEAR Sir: I am informed that a strong effort will be made to reduce the Post- 
Office appropriation for the coming year very far below the figure reported by 
the Postmaster-General as necessary for the proper maintenance of the service 
and that it will be urged on the score of economy. 
In consideration of the great public interests involved in this question, and of 
the fact that the postal service is more intimately connected than any other with 
‘the community at large, I earnestly request you to use every legitimate effort, 
by vote and influence, to defeat a measure which experience shown me can 
not possibly be really economical in any sense. On the contrary, if this pio 
posed reduction isdetermined on, it will most surely resultin seriously crippling 
‘the free-delivery service of this city, and render futile my continual efforts for 
its increased usefulness. z 
In this connection it may not be out of place to say that in September last, 
with a view of obtaining an increase of our carrier force, I collected certain in- 
formation to prove its necessity, and wrote the Postmaster-General on the sub- 


ject. 
By weighing mail matter collected and delivered by our carriers for three 
da: eet that — it was found to amount to a total of 15,379 pounds, or over 
ms monthly. 
had at that time 105 carriers, and calculation proved that the number of 
linear miles traveled daily these men was 1,680, making an average of 16 
miles daily for each carrier. is service, it was pointed out, benefited directly 
-a population, age titi the Belt (which is within its limits), of fully 475,000. 

n addition to these facts it was shown that the increase of buildings erected 
in the city during 1883 was considerably more than the average of the erections 
for the two preceding years. 

I regret to say that the smallness of the appropriation was the only bar to my 
obtaining the additional force requested. 

Continuing, however, I may remark then when in addition to all this we con- 
sider that our city is progressive; that its area must inevitably grow larger, and 
that its population is steadily and rapidly increasing, is it reasonable to suppose 
that an efficient service can be maintained without a corresponding increase of 
-expenditure? Any idea that a sum barely-eufficient for the present year could 
be largely and ely curtailed for the service of the coming year will not, I 
think, bear investigation. 

If it is argued that the reduction is intended to operate only in the cutting of 
salaries, I have to say that as far as this office is concerned the force is now work- 
ing at as low rates as could well be expected, and I know that if from unavoid- 
able cause any part of it is obl to suspend work for a few days, necessitat- 
ing the employment of substitutes, the loss of pay entailed thereby is a frequent 


source of embarrassment. 
In conclusion, I trust this question may be divested of all approach to parti- 


sanship, and that it may be viewed as a measure that closely concerns the best 
‘interests of all. The community iseven now clamorous for extended mail facili- 
“ties, and the passage of a bill which would in effect reduce those they already 
“enjoy would not meet with any degree of favor. 


Very truly, 
HARRISON ADREON, Postmaster. 
Hon, Joun V. L. FINDLAY, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


During the reading of the letter the hammer fell, and Mr. FINDLAY 
obtained the floor.. At the conclusion of the reading of the letter, 
na FINDLAY said: I will yield my time to the gentleman from 

ic : 

Mr. HORR. The House will understand that in the year 1882 we 
passed a law which graded the pay of letter-carriers. That law was 
presented, I think—at all events its passage was advocated very stren- 
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uously—by the gentleman from New York[Mr. Cox]. That wasinthe 
earlier days, I will not say the better days, of his service. It was ata 
time when his mind was not agitated and exhausted by the mental 
efforts he now makes in his contest with my friend from Colorado [Mr. 
BELFORD] for mental superiority. [Laughter.] 

At that time the gentleman devoted a great deal of effort to securing 
the passage of that law. It was a just law and under it we fixed the 
compensation of letter-carriers. Not only that, but we provided for 
their promotion, so that after having served a certain length of time 
they obtained a higher grade, by process of law, and consequently got 
higher pay. 

I hold in my hand a letter from the Assistant Postmaster-General, 
who states that there are to-day, under that law, 1,985 carriers who 
receive $1,000 each per year, 891 who receive $850 each, 367 who re- 
ceive $800 each, and $645 who receive $600 each per year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I will take the floor and yield my time to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. HORR (to Mr. FINDLAY). Move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I would like to inquire how many times the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY ] can take the floor. 

Mr. HORR. I yielded my time to the gentleman. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. For the benefit of your side. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I do not recognize any sides on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Horr] to proceed. It is not strictly enforcing the rule, 
but the Chair is following the practice of the Committee of the Whole 
and will continue to do so unless the committee objects. 

Mr. HORR. To pay these 3,888 letter-carriers requires $3,422,950. 
Under the operation of the law to which I have referred there will be 
promotions of carriers on account of length of service during the next 
year sufficient to require in addition the sum of $220,000; making nec- 
essary for this branch of the service for the next fiscal year, according 
to the laws of the land, $3,642,950. 

This bill therefore in this particular lacks $42,950 of carrying enou 
money to pay the carriers now in the service what compensation the 
law fixes for them. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. And of the amount appropriated by the 
bill $45,000 is for the establishment of the free-delivery system in cities 
where it does not now exist. 

Mr. HORR. I understand that; so that there will be on this one 
item a shortage of $85,000 in spite of all you can do. The Department 
tells us that there will be needed three hundred additional carriers and 
$20,000 more than the first estimate for incidental expenses, which in- 
cludes pouches, boxes, and various other items, for which there was 
expended last year a little over $116,000. 

So that, in order to extend this service at all, you must increase the 
appropriation in this bill. New York city needs to-day forty more 
carriers simply to do her excess of business. There is not a large city 
in the United States that is not needing additional provision in thisre- 
spect. Smaller cities are in thesame condition. The town in which I 
reside needs three additional carriers. The service is not extended to 
two of the wards of our town because the carriers can not possibly do 
the work, and in that town they walk from fourteen to twenty-two 
miles every day that they are on duty. 

This is a question that affects the efficiency of this service. Unless 
you appropriate this money the service is at once crippled. I do not 
believe there isin any district represented on this floor a town large 
enough to be entitled to this service at all that does not need an in- 
crease of carriers. Weare unfortunate in the fact that my friend from 
Illinois, who has charge of this bill, lives in a district where there is 
no such service; but I hope he will not on that account undertake 
to cut down the appropriation for this service to $42,000 less than 
enough to pay the men now en, in this work. 

This is an important service. e cities where it exists need to have 
it made still more efficient. And what is the fact? The one hundred 
and fifty-nine cities now blessed with this free-delivery system furnish 
one-half of all the revenues obtained by this Government from the 
postal service. These cities pay one-half of all the postal bills of the 
United States. I say then we do not ask too much in insisting that 
this service shall be treated generously or at least fairly. This bill 
does not do that. My amendment will not give one dollar in excess of 


' what the service needs. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I trust that the Committee of the 
Whole will listen to a very brief statement of the condition of the ap- 
propriations for this service; and gentlemen who have had occasion to 
examine the history of this service in former years will, I believe, sus- 
tain my statement. 

It is admitted that the service is a valuable one in the greater cities 
of the country. It ought not only to be perpetuated, it ought to be 
steadily enlarged in all growing cities. Butit is very clear that in this 
branch of the public service, as everywhere else, the tendency is to 
unwarranted expenditure. For the last fiscal year the expenditures for 
this branch of the service were $3,173,306. The appropriation rec- 
ommended in this bill for the next fiscal year is $426,306 more than 
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the expenditures of last year—nearly half a million dollars more—and 
$100,000 more than the appropriation for the present fiscal year. Thus 
it will be seen that on the basis of the expenditures of last year and the 
appropriations for the present year there is for this particular branch of 
the service a very liberal enlargement of the appropriation—sufiicient 
to maintain in complete vigor this service in all the great cities and to 
provide for its reasonable enlargement. 

At the present time, as stated I believe by the gentleman from Mich- 
igan, there are 1,985 letter-carriers receiving a salary of $1,000 each—— 

Mr. HORR. As fixed by law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As regulated by the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. HORR. I beg the gentleman’s pardon—tixed by law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Andin conformity with law. There are 891 carriers 
receiving $850 each, 367 receiving $800 each, and 645 receiving $600 
each. The total amount of the salaries provided for under existing 
law and on the present basis is $3,422,950. So that even on this basis 
there is a liberal provision for the enlargement of the service. Now, 
what I insist on is this—— 

Mr. HORR. Will not the promotions next yeartake more than that 
amount right out? That is all I ask. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have occasion to answer that. 

Mr. HORR. But you have not done so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have occasion to answer that. I say that the ad- 
ditional sum here appropriated provides sufficiently for the enlargement 
of the system. 

Now, I object especially to a valuable branch of the public service— 
one that ought to be encouraged and maintained—heing seized upon for 
the purpose of laying the foundation of lavish expenditure, not only 
there but everywhere else. For gentlemen will observe that under our 
system of appropriations, if you seize upon some desirable and valuable 
branch of the public service for an increase, the same principle prevails 
all the way through, and if you are to have moderate economy in the 
administration of this Government—and I have never felt authorized in 
late years to plead for anything else—you mustdisplay it in every branch 
of your Government. While I am in favor of encouraging this branch 
of the postal service, I do ask that its advancement shall be moderate 
and reasonable, not such as to encourage general extravagance in ex- 
penditures. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the amendment 
by striking out the last word. As I understand, the number and pay 
of letter-carriers are fixed by law, and the amount of their aggregate 
com: tion is a mere matter of mathematical calculation. There 
should therefore be no deficiency in the amount appropriated. If the 
sum proposed in this item falls below the amount required to meet the 
expenditure as fixed by law, this Committee of the Whole ought at once 
to make the necessary increase. 

It has been alleged by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr], 
upon the authority of a letter of the Second Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, that the appropriation named in this bill falls $42,000 below the 
amount required by law. If this statement be correct, it seems to me 
the necessary increase should in fairness be at once inserted. Wher* 
ever the amount of any expenditure is fixed by law, it can be easily as- 
certained when attention is called to it; and the appropriation should 
be made accordingly. 

I desire to say a single word upon another point. There is no other 
class of men in the public service whose work is so hard as that of these 
letter-carriers. Their course is up and down stairs to the fourth and 
fifth stories of buildings. Theyare always on the go, the average num- 
ber of miles they travel being from fourteen to twenty-two. There is 
no class of employés in the Government service who is worked so hard 
as these letter-carriers and no class who are paid so small wages. 

I yield now the balance of my time to the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. Horr]. 

cia And I will yield it to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED]. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I confess to feeling a good deal of inter- 
est in the result of the debateon thisitem. In my own city I know we 
have not carriers enough to perform the public duties which are actually 
needed. I know that in order to make the system what it ought to be 
in my city it is absolutely necessary to have three more carriers. I know 
in addition to that of my own personal knowledge that there is no em- 
ployé in the service of the Government who works half as hard as the 
letter-carriers of the city where I live. It is such physical exertion re- 
sulting from a walk which aggregates twenty-five miles every day, it is 
no wonder the supply of officials is hardly equal to the demand. Itis 
very difficult indeed for the postmaster to obtain men who are willing 
to take the place and who at the same time are physically fitted for it. 

I submit to the House that the argument of the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HoLMAN] shows, on the facts which he has stated, it is the 
plain duty of this House to give the necessary increase of this item. 
There is such a recognition of theirservice on the part of merchants and 
men interested there are oftentimes contributions gotten up in order to 
keep them in the service. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The claim for the extension of the free-deliv- 
ery system and the argument made in favor of more liberal appropria- 


tion for letter-carriers at the free-delivery offices are based, so far as I 
have heard in this debate, upon the ground that itis a service which 
brings profit tothe Treasury. There is but oneother ground upon which 


it could be based, and that is public convenience. These are the only 
two grounds upon which it can be based. As I have said, the only 
ground heretofore urged in this debate is that this is a profitable serv- 
ice, and we are told time and again that several of this system of free- 
delivery offices defray the expenses of the general postal service in the 
country, in my own district as well as in other rural districts. 

I will first address myself to the first ground upon which they base 
this claim, that is, that it brings profit to the Treasury. The Postmas- 
ter-General in his report informs us there are but fourteen cities in this 
Union in which the local postage defrays the expense of the free-deliv- 
ery system. In no other cities in the Union, of the one hundred and 
fifty-four free-delivery offices, is there one that is self-sustaining. 

Mr. BINGHAM and Mr. DAvis, of Illinois, rose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do not interrupt me. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iwill get my own time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. You did address the House fully on the sub- 
ject, and I do not wish to be interrupted in my five minutes of reply to 
the speeches made on the other side. They have had fifty-five minutes 
on that side, while on this side we have only had five minutes, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thope the gentleman from Illinois will repeat what 
he has already stated, as the House did not hear it before on account of 
interruption. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish, Mr. Chairman, I could get the ear of 
the House, for this is another step in the direction of extravagance, and 
in my judgment it ought to be stopped right here and now. I repeat— 
and I hold in my hand the report of the Postmaster-General, which sus- 
tains every word I say by the facts which he spreads upon the public 
record—I repeat, sir, that out of the one hundred and fifty-four letter- 
carrier offices in this country but fourteen of them are self-sustaining. 
There are but ten States in this Union which maintain a self-sustaining 
free-delivery office. Many do not have a single self-sustaining free-de- 
livery office—not one, sir. Vermont has not one; neither has Rhode 
Island; nor, indeed, as I have already stated, have many other cities. 
But I have not time to particularize. Iowa has not a self-sustaining 
office, neither has Nebraska. Indiana has not a self-sustaining free- 
delivery office. There are but ten States in the Union that have self- 
sustaining free-delivery offices. Let me read the language of the Post- 
master-General, and I love to quote from him, because he is an honest 
and a fair man. I differ from him at times in regard to political ques- 
tions, but Iam willing to grant he desires as an honest man to discharge 
his public duties fairly and completely. What does he say on this 
question ? 

The free-delivery system was established on the Ist of July, 1863, leaving the 
drop-letter rate uniform at 1 cent at all offices. This rate was maintained until 
the act of June 8, 1872, increased it at carrier offices to 2 cents, in order to defray 
the cost of the carrier service. That cost had theretofore largely exceeded the 
receipts from local postage, though the system was confined to fifty-two of the 

rincipal cities. For the year ended June 30, 1872, the amount of postage col- 

ected on local matter was $007,351.93, and the expenditure of carrier service 
$1,385,965.76. If the charge for drop-letiers is made uniform atall offices, without 
regard to this service at a portion of them only, the cities and towns not accom- 
modated by carriers will not long remain quiet under the discrimination. It is 
true that, at the offices where the carrier service is in operation, the total post- 
age on local matter exceeds the total cost of the service; but to claim the entire 
receipts from local matter as due to the carrier system is manifestly unfair. At” 
the close of the last fiscal year that system was in operation at one hundredand 
fifty-four post-offices. The postage collected on local matter at these offices. 
during the year amounted to $4,195,230.52, and the total cost of the service was 
$3,173,336.51, an excess of ge of $1,021,894.01. 

At fourteen offices only did the local postage exceed the cost of the service, as 
shown in the following table: 
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[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will take the floor and yield my five minutes to- 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I thank the gentleman.. I hold in my hand 
here, Mr. Chairman, a statement which I prepared this morning, hav-- 
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ing the reports of the Postmaster-General and the Assistant Postmaster- 
General before me, showing how these free-delivery offices are conducted 
in different portions of the country. 

I will call attention to these figures to show what this service costs 
in some of these cities as compared with the receipts. The city repre- 
sented by my friend from Maine [Mr. REED] leads upon this list from 
that State. Portland costs the Government $8,995.22 a year, and the 
receipts from that service amount to only $6,030.53. Is that self- 
sustaining? Now, what is the situation? The gentleman from Maine 
at his breakfast table in Portland is receiving his letters through the 
letter-carrier system at the expense of my constituents and the constit- 
uents of every other member on this floor, all of whom are taxed to 
make up the delinquency created there in his city by the operation of 
this service. 

Let us look further, though, at Maine. 

Mr. HORR. How about Illinois? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will come to Illinois. I have some figures 
also from Michigan to which I will presently call the gentleman’s at- 
tention. 

Augusta, Me., the home of Blaine—— 

Mr. HORR. What did he do to you? [Laughter.] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. A costs $3,419.80, and the receipts are 
only $949.25. Mr. Blaine gets his letters at his breakfast table by the 
hand of a carrier at a cost to the people of this country of $2,740 more 
than the service produces. j 

Mr. RYAN. Would you strike down the service for that reason? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Don’t interrupt me now. 

Lewiston, Me., costs for this service $2,887.63, and they only pay 
$350.10 toward it; and yet gentlemen upon the other side claim that 
the service is self-sustaining ! 

«Mr. CALKINS. Let us have some figures from Illinois, now. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will come to Dlinois presently, but will ad- 
dress myself first to my friend from Indiana. His State, Mr. Chair- 
man, has nota self-sustaining free-delivery post-office within its borders. 
And now let us look at the city which is, I believe, the home of my 
friend who makes such an appeal for an increase of this service. He 
can get his letters delivered at his house, without wetting his feet on 
a rainy day, at a cost to the Government of $2,375.18, while the Gov- 
ernment receives from the service but $647.25. 

Mr. CALKINS. The gentleman is a little off, there. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, Mr. Chairman, I call your attention to 
Massachusetts, the center of intelligence; the State that it is said con- 
tains the ‘‘ hub of the universe’? within its borders. 

Mr. LONG. Give Boston first. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Gloucester, Mass.—the cost of the service is 
$346.08 per annum, and the receipts are—how much do you imagine? 
They are $79.97. What further in Massachusetts? But as my time is. 
limited I will give but a hurried glance at it, and print this table with 
my remarks. 

Mr. LONG. Don’t forget to give us the figures from Boston. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Well, that is the only city in Massachusetts 
where the free-delivery service is self-sustaining. It is the only city in 
the New England States, except, I believe, Hartford, Conn., that is self- 
sustaining. ù 

- Mr. LYMAN. Give us the figures from Boston. 

Mr. CHACE. And from Rhode Island. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There is nota single self-sustaining free-de- 
livery post-office in Rhode Island. 

Mr. CHACE. Oh, yes; Providence. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No; not one. 

Mr. CHACE. I think you are mistaken. Let us have the figures 
from Providence. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There is not one, sir, according to the report 
of the Postmaster-General. 

But now, Mr. Chairman, I am coming to Michigan. Where is your 
home in Michigan? 

Mr. HORR. East Saginaw. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is on my list; let me see what it says. 
East Saginaw: The cost of the free-delivery m, by which the gen- 
tleman can get his letters every morning at his breakfast table without 
wetting his feet on a rainy day, is $3,008.49, and you only pay $1,669.05; 
and yet he stands here day after day prating about self-sustaining free- 
delivery post-offices. 

Mr. HORR. How about Shawneetown? [Langhter.] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Next I come to New York. What town does 
my friend from New York represent; Binghamton, isn’t it? 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Watertown. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will give the figures. 

Mr. REED. Let us hear from Shawneetown first. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will say to the gentleman from Maine that 
Shawneetown does not tax this country one single mill for the free- 
delivery service. My people go to the post-office to get the mails them- 


selves. 
And it don’t begin to pay its own mail service at that. 
[Langhter. ] 


ae CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ilinois has ex- 
P 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope, as the greater part of my time has been 
taken up with interruptions, that some gentleman will yield the floor 


to me. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER obtained the floor and yielded to Mr. Town- 
SHEND. 

_ Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman from 
New York. 

Listen now to these figures. Here is the evidence of it, Mr. Chair- 
man, that I hold in my hand. What does Watertown do? My friend 
gets his letters delivered at his own house in Watertown at a cost of 
$1,080.29, and what does he pay? Mark the fi 52! 

Is there another city in the State that you desire to hear from? They 
all run in the same direction. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Let us hear from Illinois. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The city of Chicago, a Democratic city—— 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Notmuch. It has nota single Democratic 
Representative on this floor. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Chicago is the only city in Illinois that has a 
free-delivery system which is self-sustaining. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

Mr. DUNN. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNN. Iam very sorry that nobody on that side has any man- 
ners except those who do not say anything. It is impossible to hear 
this debate. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will be seated and not interrupt the 
gentleman who is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Thegentlemanshould notextendaservice to which 
he makes so much opposition. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam not talkingabout Pennsylvania now. I 
am talking of my own State. I repeat that outside of Chicago there is 
no other city in the State which has a self-sustaining free-delivery 
office. Noble and grand as she is, as grand as any State in this Union, 
paying as she does more internal revenue into the Treasury than any 
other State in the Union, she has but one free-delivery office which is 
self. re 

But let me call your attention again to New York. The truth is that 
New York, a Democratie city, is sustaining free-delivery offices in the 
Republican States of Michigan, of Minnesota, of Iowa, of New Hamp- 
shire, of Nebraska, of Vermont, of Maine, and of Rhode Island. 

Look at the figures from Democratic New York. New York, sir, cost 
the Government for its free-delivery service $522,889.80, and its local 
free-delivery system paid into the Treasury $1,475,533.38; nearly three 
times as much as the cost of the service is to the Government. 

Now, then, a word or two in conclusion upon this question. Mr. 

i , the reason why the free-delivery service is not self-sustaining 
is doubtless because from political pressure, from a desire to have drill- 
sergeants for the party in power in towns where there is no necessity 
for free delivery service, you have extended that service; you have 
placed it in towns where the whole business of the town is concentrated 
upon one main street, where no man has to go over half a mile or three- 
quarters of a mile to get his mail except those occupying a few scatter- 
ing residences on the suburbs of the town. I want to quote again from 
the report of the Postmaster-General. I can not at this moment put 
my finger upon the in the report, but the Pestmaster-General 
states the purpose for which the rate of postage on drop letters was 
placed at 2 cents was to make the free-delivery offices self-sustaining. 
That wasthe object. It wasnotself-sustaining anywhere in the country 
at its original establishment. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Without occupying any time in remarkin; 
upon the statement of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND 
when he spoke of Chicago being a Democratic city, the fact being that 
Chicago has no Democratic Representative upon this floor elected as 
such, I want to show how unfair, as I understand it, is the argument 
presented by that gentleman. He claims that because the 2 cents post- 
age that is paid on local matter in a city does not pay for the service, 
therefore it is not self-sustaining. When we first introduced the car- 
riers into Chicago we showed a cit, a great deficit, from the 2-cent 


postage. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
Tilinois has but one Democratic Representative ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. No, sir; I said that Chicago has no Demo- 
cratic Representative upon this floor elected as such. The service, as 
I was stating, was not at first self-sustaining. But the two hundred 
carriers in Chicago last year earned, in addition to their salaries, 
$135,000. 

The free-delivery system of this country is self-sustaining, and no one 
pays for it except those parties that receive their letters. And I do 
not distinguish the difference whether we shall have a carrier in Chicago 
go to the North Side, four or five miles, or whether we shall have a rail- 
way train running from Shawneetown to Chicago to deliver the letters. 
These carriers perform the same service as railroads. 

We desire more deliveries; we pay for those deliveries; and I know 
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of no reason why this Congress should limit the Postmaster-General in 
hiring the carriers except by the amount which they themselves earn. 

I desire to state a fact to the credit of the Chicago letter-carriers, 
that during the past year in Chicago they delivered 100,000 more pieces 
per carrier per mile than those of any other city, and at an expense of 
only 1 mill and six-tenths of a mill per piece; and they not only deliv- 
ered the local letters but every letter that came from Shawneetown 
and that came from all over the country, and which should bear part 
of the expense. I shall append to my remarks statements as to the 
work of the letter-carriers. s 

I wish now to call attention, Mr. Chairman, to this one point: This 
bill provides for the reduction of the carrier service of this country by 
more than 100. The deficit is $37,950. Ifyou confine it to 1,000 car- 
riers it requires the Postmaster-General to discharge on the Ist of July, 
1884, 87 carriers. If you take the $850 men it will require the dis- 
charge of 100 carriers. Unless this appropriation is increased the Post- 
Office Department, instead of being able to extend this service in a 
manner commensurate with the increase of this country, will have to 
cut down the carriers by 100. ERS 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. Horr]. : 

The following are the statements referred to by Mr. Davis, of Mi- 
nois, in his remarks: 

[From Postmaster-General’s report, December, 1883.] 

Number of letters, postal cards, and newspapers received and delivered at the 

following-named post-offices, the number per carrier, and the cost per piece, 

in mills, during the year. 


Pieces han- Per car- | Cost per 
Post-offices. | dled. rier. piece. 
Mills, 
New YOrK...:.ccccssscscssoncovesscsossnvecceosscnecnosesssooses 258 2.0 
cago ..... 547,545 1.6 
Philadelphia. 431,116 2.2 
Boston ........ . 553 2.4 
Saint Louis 338, 880 2.9 
Baltimore .. 42) 24 
Cincinnati . 563 | 3.1 
Francisco 343,441) 2.6 
Washingtón ~...0....ccacopnecccaceecopseecnccescozsncnsecerees 220,749 | 4.0 
375, 431 | 2.58 


With Washington, not a commercial city, omitted, the average per carrier for 
the eight cities would be 394,766, and the cost of handling 2.4 mills per piece. 

The total number of pieces of mail matter handled in the 154 free-delivery offices 
was 1,324,637,701; the average per carrier was 359,955; and the average cost per 
piece was 2.4 mills. 


Number of carriers now employed, and Seretse required by existing law to pay their 
salaries, 
1,985 carriers, at $1, 000.. . $1, 985, 000 


891 carriers, at 757, 350 
367 carriers, at $800... ; 
645 carriers, at 3600... X . 387,000 
For additional compensation to those who will be entitled to promo- 

tion by virtue of existing law during the year ..............::cccccseeeeeeee 220, 000 


Making a total of........ Soak Sapioa ton banged E E ES SEN STEE 3,642, 950 
to continue the present force, or $87, 950 more than is provided for in this bill. 
Itgives noincrease demanded by increase of business, but actually reduces the 
present force nearly one hundred. 

Mr. HORR. I am astounded that my friend from Minois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] should have claimed before this House, the members of 
which are supposed to know the multiplication table, that because the 
drop-letters in a city do not pay the expense of the free-delivery system, 
therefore that city does not provide money to pay it with. 

Mr. CHACE. That is the point. 

Mr. HORR. There is not a free-delivery city in the United States 
that does not pay a surplus of $20,000, and that goes to help carry the 
mails in the district where the gentleman from Illinois lives. I do not 
complain that his people are not up to the standard so that they do not 
write letters enough to pay for carrying their mail. I do not complain 
of that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will say to the gentleman that my district 
pays more than his district does. 

Mr. HORR. It is because your district is older and has more roads 
than mine. That part of the State of Illinois to-day does not begin to 
pay for the delivery of its mails, and the gentleman knows it. I doubt 
whether you pay the expense within $100,000. A sparsely populated 
district can not do it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. HORR. If the gentleman will wait a minute perhaps we can 

as to limiting debate. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I want five minutes. 

Mr. CALKINS. We can havean agreement, I think, without rising. 

Mr. HORR. We are willing to consent that debate on this para- 
graph shall close with three speeches on each side. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I say twenty minutes. 

Mr. HORR. I do not want to be captious, but I think the gentle- 
man should agree to thirty minutes. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I willagree to three speeches on a side. Let 
the understanding be clear that at the close of thirty minutes we are 
to have a vote on the paragraph and all amendments without further 
debate. 

Mr. HORR. We are content with that. 

Mr. MONEY. The statement which the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] has made about his calculations while in bed this 
morning I have no doubt is correct, although generally I am not dis- 
posed to give much credit to calculations made in bed. However, we 
will take it for granted that the statement is true. 

If that is a correct argument, then we will wipe out the entire post- 
office service in twenty-three of the States of this Union. My State 
does not pay one-half of the expenses of its postal service. There are 
only fifteen States in the Union that do pay their postal expenses. 

It is a mistaken idea that the cities which are now enjoying the free- 
delivery system are the sole beneficiaries of that service. The people 
of the country correspond with the people of the city, and it is just as 
important that the letters from the people of the country should be 
promptly delivered by letter-carriers to those in the city to whom they 
are addressed as it is that the letters written by those in the city to 
others in the city should be promptly delivered to their correspondents in 
thecity. Itis therefore asystem which in its benefits ramifies through- 
out the whole country. 

It is not worth while for any man to argue to the general intelligence 
of this House that the benefit of this free-delivery system is confined 
to the cities enjoying that service. Thereis not in my State a solitary 
free-delivery office, and there will not be so long as the service is crip- 
pled by deficient appropriations. The amount recommended for this 
service by the Committee on Appropriations is barely sufficient to con- 
tinue it as it now is; perhaps it is reasonable to believe that there will 
be a deficit. The pay of letter-carriers is fixed by law. They receive 
so much per annum, according to their grade and length of service. 
If a sufficient amount is not appropriated for that purpose, of course 
there must bea deficit. And inaddition to that let me say that under 
the operation of law as it now stands we are constantly increasing the 
number of free-delivery cities. We have already increased them this 
year by five, having now one hundred and fifty-nine free-delivery cities. 

Our whole postal system is a healthy outgrowth of a progressive 
movementin the service. We have borrowed this free-delivery system, 
as we have every other important feature, from the foreign service. We 
have taken nearly all our great improvements from the British postal 
system, and this free-delivery service is one of the latest and the best. 
It was not with us a matter of experiment. We have had the advan- 
tage of the experience of the system as it has prevailed in other coun- 
tries. 

I understand it is the purpose of the Department to extend the free- 
delivery system gradually. There is now a law upon the statute-books 
which permits the Postmaster-General to introduce the letter-carrier 
system into every city of 20,000 inhabitants or cities that have a gross 
revenue of $20,000 per annum. He has not extended the service to the 
limit allowed by law. 

Since this House has been in session, time and again I have had gen- 
tlemen come to me and urge me to prepare and recommend to this 
House some measure that would still further extend the operation of 
this system, in despite of the fact that the Postmaster-General is not 
to-day going to the limits permitted by the law, by reason of insufficient 
appropriations for the service. 

Does the House want to maintain the free-delivery system at its present 
standpoint, or is it willing that it shall be extended gradually, cau- 
tiously, and wisely? In other words, is the House prepared to go back- 
ward, for that would be the effect of the policy which seems to have 
been pursued in preparing this hill? The question is whether you will 
support this system by sufficient appropriations, or whether you will 
give it a backset by refusing the requisite amount of money? 

T can not be accused of having any sort of personal or local interest 
in this matter, for as I have said there is not a free-delivery post-office 
in the State of Mississippi. But looking at the fact that when we leg- 
islate for the post-office we legislate fora system embracing notonly the 
millions in this country but all who live in every country embraced in 
the postal union, I hold that we can not consider the matter item by 
item and be governed solely by the fact whetherit pays here or there; 
but we should govern our action by the fact whether the general results 
of thesystem are such that the receiptsare in excess of the expenditures. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. I had proposed to offer an amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. SKINNER] so as 
to increase this item of appropriation to $4,300,000. I shall, however, 
content myself with abiding by his amendment. 

I wish to say to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] that 
from a political standpoint I could not for my part ask him to do any- 
thing more agreeable than to curtail and cut down this free-delivery 
system, because, although it has been in operation but a comparatively 
short tiine, there is nothing in the whole administration of this Gov- 
ernment more cherished by the people of this country as a great con- 
venience than the free-delivery system. And no party can survive a 
blow at it, no matter under what pretext it is made. 
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I wish moreover to e. my surprise that the tleman from 
Ilinois has been lying in his bed making his calculations about what 
were the paying offices and what were not paying offices. Ifhe had been 
alittle wider awake he would have discovered that if we confine this 
free-delivery system to the paying offices his Democratic friends in the 
South would not have a ‘“‘ pea in the dish.” 

I stand here to-day in behalf of this letter-carrier system, asking 
that it be spared, that it be sustained, that enough money be appro- 
priated out of the public Treasury to make it a decent, well-adminis- 
tered, fairly paid, thoroughly organized, and fully sustained department 
of the public service. 

There is no more meritorious class of public servants in the Union 
than these letter-carriers. There has been introduced in this House a 
bil) proposing very properly to give these empora of the Government 
a reasonable furlough every year. To pass this bill curtailing the ap- 
propriation is to defeat thatin advance. They are to-day worked al- 
most to death. Within my own knowledge I have seen men of this 
class worked down like street-car horses, because they are so badly 
paid and so excessively worked. 

I want to see this system administered so that a letter-carrier under 
the United States Government will be treated at least like a human 
being, and have time enough, by way of furlough, to recuperate from 
the very severe labor that active service exacts. He should at least 
have as much consideration as a policeman, for he does ten times as 
much work, does not wear half so good-looking a uniform, and is not so 
well paid. 

All over the world, wherever men are employed in active daily labor 
of this sort, some period of relaxation and recuperation is allowed them 
every year. But such is not the case with letter-carriers, nor can it be 
if the appropriation is reduced as proposed. 

This system by every estimate requires to maintain and extend it 
properly an appropriation of $4,000,000. It is as a whole self-sustain- 


ing. 

The records show that the local postage in the cities where this sys- 
tem exists is more than $1,000,000 in excess of the cost of administer- 
ing the system. It is idle to sit here swapping two shirt-buttons for 
a coat-button in the calculation as to which office pays and which 
does not pay. The general system is self-sustaining; and the report 
might be made that if Augusta, Me., is not self-sustaining Augusta, 
Ga., is also not self-sustaining. I want to know why you should draw 
a comparison of the cost in any two cities. Why does the gentleman 
on the other side take Boston and New York, one Democratic city and 
ene Republican ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Both Democratic. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. What has such a comparison to do with the 
general proposition that the system is self-sustaining and the people 
demand it? 

I do not care what party it may be, Republican or Democratic, that 
strikes a blow at this system of free letter delivery, that party will be 
held responsible for it. I do not believe that the charge of hostility to 
the system can be laid at the door of the Democratic party as a party, 
because in the course of this debate I have time and again heard Dem- 
ocrats who were wide awake and fully aware of the consequences of pur- 
suing this parsimonious policy say that they will sustain an increase of 
this appropriation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the discussion of the proposition 
that the free-delivery system should be confined to cities where the 
system is self-sustaining does not appear to be a very profitable one. 
The whole postal system is maintained upon the principle that the gen- 
eral intelligence of a State is supposed tobe a matter of public eoncern. 
In other words, the diffusion of intelligence is a matter of common in- 
terest to the whole people, and should therefore be contributed to by 
all. But there is a consideration that can not be overlooked, and to 
which the attention of the Committee of the Whole has been called by 
the gentleman from Illinois. In but fourteen of these cities is the sys- 
tem self-sustaining; in all the others the burden of its maintenance 
must fall not only upon the whole people but upon people who in the 
main do not receive their mail as frequently as once a day, who in 
general do not reeeive mail matter more than three times a week. 

Now, take the city of New York; for it is admitted that in sucha city 
the system is of great value and must inevitably be maintained in its 
utmost efficiency for manifest publicreasons. In that city the number 
of daily deliveries is nine, ten, or eleven—I am not at this moment pre- 
pared to say exactly how many. Inall of these free-delivery cities there 
are deliveries several times daily. Now, think for a moment of the 
palpable injustice of delivering mail matter by carriers in comparatively 
small cities three or four times daily while millions and millions of our 
people have to be content with receiving their mails three times a week 
and are exceedingly gratified when their letters and newspapers come 
to them once each day of the week. x 

I concede that where a city is of sufficient magnitude and business to 
sustain the free-delivery system it is eminently proper to maintain the 
system there. ButI call upon gentlemen to inquire of their consciences 
whether it is right that in cities where the system has to be sustained 
by the general industry of the country the citizens should enjoy ex- 
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traordinary advantages, beyond what their business and population de- 
mand, at the expense of the rest of their fellow-citizens. 

I do not believe this is just; and while I am in favor of enlarging the 
system with moderation and keeping it in its full vigor, I do insist that 
considerations of local interest and local benefit should not override the 
larger consideration of the common interest of our people. My friend 
from Mississippi [Mr. MoNnrY] rises to an altitude which I am not able 
to reach. I can not forget my ewn people, of whom the more favored 
class obtain their mails only once a day; one-half of whom do not re- 
ceive their mails three times a week. The greater number of the peo- 
ple even in a populous region such as I have the honor to represent re- 
ceive their mails only once a week; and such a system is not deemed 
very oppressive. Yet my friend from Mississippi, without a single free- 
delivery office in his district, is perfectly willing that his State, to the 
extent of this burden, shall assist in maintaining three or four daily 
mail deliveries in cities where the population and business do not make 
it very inconvenient for the citizens to go to the post-office for their 
mails, While I am in favor of maintaining the system in its efficiency 
and moderately enlarging it, I object to the whole country being op- 
pressed for the benefit of certain favored localities. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BINGHAM. In answer to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] who hasjust taken his seat, and the gentleman from Illinois 
who has charge of this bill, and in reply to their proposition that this 
service should not be extended because as to a large number of the free- 
delivery offices the system does not pay its own expenses, I call atten- 
tion to the fact that this bill comes into the House with no legislation 
attached to it curtailing this service, but, on the contrary, providing 
that $45,000 of the $100,000 increase appropriated to this service shall 
be devoted to the establishment of new offices. In every part of the 
country where the letter-carrier service will pay it is already estab- 
lished; and, although the argument of gentlemen on the other side 
would require them to curtail the service because it does not pay in 
many parts of the country, I repeat that this bill appropriates $45,000 
for the extension of this service. So much for that. 

One thing more. The appropriation for clerk-hire reaches almost 
the condition of meanness. You gave for the next fiscal year what the 
committee has given for this year, but what do you do in this case? 
Under the law you are compelled to pay the salaries of the men who 
are now intheservice. Whatdo you do? You give $100,000 increase 
in the presentappropriation, yet the law itself gives these men $220,000 
more; so that you do not keep faith with the law. 

Again, if there is any division or branch of the postal service where, 
speaking from another standpoint—if you ignore the convenience and 
the business wants of the people—if from no other standpoint, you look 
atit merely from the standpoint of a commercial proposition, from 
that standpoint what do we witness? What was the appropriation last 
year? ‘The appropriation last year was $3,200,000. What was the re- 
sult? One millionand forty-nine thousand dollars clear profit. What 
was it this year? The appropriation was $3,500,000. The best esti- 
mates of the Department tell you that will bring forth a profit of 
$1,300,000. Giveus this appropriation for the healthy use of this serv- 
ice for the next year, and as a commercial proposition an appropria- 
tion of $4,000,000 will bring in as clear profit $2,000,000 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
man has remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. Two and a half minutes. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I believe it can be shown clearly to the 
American people that the free-delivery system is a success; not merely 
because there is a surplus of $800,000 in your city of Philadelphia, 
not because there is a surplus of $1,400,000 in New York city, but it is 
a success because it brings intelligence home to the people in many 
senses. It will pay in the aggregate. It does pay. That is not dis- 
puted. 

Now, I am in favor when a law has been made of making appropria- 
tions conform to thatlaw. We had enough trouble to bring up the sala- 
ries of the letter-carriers in this House. I see gentlemen around me 
who had considerable fighting on one side or the other. At last we 
got the law. And now all we demand is that the committee shall con- 
form to the law. If the law says so many letter-carriers shall be paid 
so much, let the appropriation conform thereto, otherwise not. I am 
told the gentlemen around me have indicated this appropriation bill 
does not conform to the present law. Whyshoulditnot? They make 
points of order on us when we make motions here in amendment be- 
cause we do not conform to the law. And now let the Appropriation 
Committee conform to the law and we will give them our trust and 
confidence, 

I know something of this letter-carrier system. I know how they 
work. They have no respite. Inthe winter snow, in the spring mud, 
under the hot summer sun, upstairs and downstairs, busy as bees 
when the buckwheat blows, they are coming and going with these 
missives between our people—— 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, the figures which I have pre- 


I do not know how much time the gentle- 
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sented from the statistics of the Post-Office Department seem to have 
driven the gentlemen on the other side of the House from their first 
and only position, as I understand them, which was that this system 
wasself-sustaining. Lest, however, there might be a lingering doubt in 
the minds of some gentlemen on that side as to whether it is self-sus- 
taining or not, I will give a few more offices of the country to show just 
exactly what is the condition there in this . I wish to call the 
attention of my friend from New York [Mr. Cox] who has just spoken 
to the fact that while it is true the Democratic city of New York is 
more than self-sustaining—three times more than self-sustaining—yet 
there are other cities in his State which fall far short of being self-sus- 
taining. Take the city of Oswego. There the expenditure for this 
service is $9,075.02, while the income is only $4,017.11. 

Mr. LONG. From what does that income come? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. From what the Postmaster-General says was 
originally intended to supply the expenses of the free-delivery system. 

Mr. LONG. Isit not from drop or local letters ? 

Mr.TOWNSHEND. Certainly; that is what it ought to come from. 

Mr. LONG. Well, the expense covered not merely the drop or local 
letters but the general mail. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ihave given you what you asked for. You have 
been comparing large receipts from some fourteen cities in the Union, 
and claiming from the aggregate of receipts from free-delivery offices the 
system is self-sustaining. 

Mr. CHACE. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I can not yield for an interruption now. I 
have but a very short time remaining. 

The city of Troy, N. Y.—look at that city, Mr. Chairman. It costs 
the Government $118,999.18 to carry on this free-delivery system, and 
yet the income from that office is but $12,270.95. It costs, therefore, 
nearly $107,000 more thanit produces. My friend here from New York 
on my left thinks this must be a mistake and that the figures must be 
at fault. But, Mr. Chairman, I read from the report of the Postmaster- 
General, which gives the figures, and I am satisfied on examination 
that they are correct. I will publish the whole table with my remarks, 
and refer only briefly now to a few of these cities. I know that inthis 
case it is startling that there should be such a difference and that it 
should cost nearly ten times as much as it produces, but itis neverthe- 
less true; and yet the gentleman from New York [Mr. SKINNER] in his 
speech the other day was claiming that this free-delivery service is self- 
sustaining. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. For the purpose for which it was 
established 

Mr. BINGHAM. Why, then, do you extend the service by your 
bill? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Take Uticanext, the home of Conkling. That 
costs the Government $10,597.48-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN took the floor, and yielded his time to Mr. Town- 
SHEND. 

Mr. HORR. Will the gentleman from Ilinois now permit me to in- 
terrupt him, as I yielded to him for a question? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes, but don’t make it long. 

Mr. HORR. All that I want to ask is, do you claim that the free- 
delivery service does not do any other work but deliver the drop-letters ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I claim that the object, that the purpose, as 
the Postmaster-General himself declares, in establishing these free- 
delivery offices was to make them self-sustaining from the delivery of 
drop-letters. 

Mr. HORR. Yes, but do they not also deliver all of the other mail 
as well? ; 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Of course they do. 

Mr. HORR. Very well then; should not that enter in as a part of 
the cost of the service? Does the gentleman state the argument fairly 
when he does not include it? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam simply now meeting the other argument 
which has been made on this floor as to these offices being self-sus- 
taining. 

Mr. HORR. Then you should meet it fairly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam doing so. 

Now take Utica, to which I was about referring; this costs the Gov- 
ernment in round numbers $10,500 and the receipts amount to $4,908. 
Why is it, sir? » I have no doubt that the influence of prominent gen- 
tlemen has had much to do with the establishment of the service in 
some of these places. Perhaps Mr. Conkling had something to do with 
its establishmentin Utica. Mr. Blaine, of Maine, had something to do 
with making Augusta a free-delivery office. The Postmaster-General 
charges bluntly that these things are done by means of pressure and 
influence. He says in his report : 

Postmasters, backed as many of them are by influential friends, have in some 
cases been unreasonable in their demands for allowances, and it is not surpris- 
ing that some of them have received more than theirshare of the appropriation, 
while others have received less, 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is with reference to clerk-hire. 

Mr. HORR. That has no reference whatever to the free-delivery 
system. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. But the same argument I say applies with 
reference to the establishment of free-delivery offices. 

Mr. HORR. But the gentleman must see that the language was not 
used with reference to the establishment of this service. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I donot yield to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. HORR. Then I repeat the gentleman should state the argument 
with fairness. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam perfectly fairin mystatement. I repeat 
the language of the Postmaster-General and apply it to the free-deliv- 
ery offices, and I say that they are established upon the same principle 
as clerks are allotted to post-oflices. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Byno means. It isan entirely different condition. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, Mr. Chairman, there is Mr. CAMERON, 
of Pensylvania. That gentleman of powerful influence in his own party 
gets his letters much cheaper than the man who has to walk for his. 
daily mail. And see what it costs the Government to deliver them. 
Take Harrisburg, Pa., the capital of the State. In Harrisburg the 
cost to the Government is over $6,000, while the receipts from the office 
are a little over $3,000—less than half of the cost. 

Another very powerful and leading Republican politician of this. 
country, a recent convert to that party, has illustrated his influence in 
the establishment of these free-delivery offices. I allude to that pow- 
erful and influential gentleman, lionized by the Republican party, who. 
sprang up lately among them, General MAHONE, of Virginia. How 
does he provide for his own State? Here is Petersburg on this list; I 
believe it is his home. The free-delivery system in that city costs the 
Government over $5,000 a year, while the receipts derived from it 
amount to $1,482.08. 

But I will append the remainder of this table to my remarks. It is. 
as follows: 


Cities. Cost. | Receipts. 
| 

Alban $29,208 92 | $13,106 97 
3,000 02 749 01 
2,404 32 702 40. 

esowee 4,659 69 | 620 7. 
Augusta, Me. .. 3,419 80 9 25. 
Gloucester, Mass. 346 08 79 99. 
Harrisburg ..... 6,307 31 8,355 69 
Jackson, Mic! 5,310 44 1,565 26. 
Jersey City.. 25,523 O4 | 8,453 44 
Kalamazoo, 8,000 28 | 722 21 
Knoxville... 480 15 78 76. 
5,713 85 1,694 92 
2,087 47 1,154 55 
4,252 40 1,165 08 
4,208 98 1,160 72 
2, 287 63 350 10 
1,411 20 324 24 
936 45 241 39. 
6,890 16 1,837 45. 
51,083 67 21, 48 71 
6,107 21 4,385 91 
5,085 10 1,482 08 
2,998 48 917 %5 
Oswego, N. Y .. 9,075 02 4,017 11 
Peoria, Ill. 8,680 04 2,472 43 
Portland... 8,995 22 6,030 53- 
Racine, Wi 3,632 98 761 OL 
Reading, Pa. 9,948 54 3, 490 06 
Sacramento. 5,617 65 1,346 65. 
Salem, Mass..... 6,718 06 2,423 41 
San Antonio... 38,940 88 703 34 
South Bend, In 2,375 18 647 25 
=k, pl 6,719 85 1, 837 50. 
Troy, N.Y... 118, 999 18 12, 270 95 
Watertown, N. 1,080 27 286 52 
York, Pa......... | 2,017 12 611 85 
Š 10,597 48 4,908 22 
i 2,348 76 1, 287 65 
1, 233 03 786 00 
6, 603 89 2,722 38 
4,022 53 1,449 50 
7,410 35 2,436 00 
36, 256 00 28,532 36 
6, 373 61 1,800 41 
8,008 49 1, 669 05 
7,497 9% 1,905 00 
Fall River, Mass.. 6,845 97 3,008 20 
Galesburg, Ill...... 910 85 221 16 


The time allowed for debate upon this proposi- 
tion has expired. The question will be taken upon the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. SKINNER], which the Clerk will - 


The CHAIRMAN. 


report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tn lines 29 and 30 strike out ‘$3,600,000 and insert ‘* $4,000,000."" 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 91, noes 55. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A quorum did not vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not haying voted the Chair will order 
tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNsHEND] 
and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr]. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 122,_ 
noes 55. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. I give notice that I will call for the yeas and 
nays in the House on this amendment. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: . 
Add at the close of the pending paragraph the following: 
“Provided, That periodical publications other than daily newspapers when de- 


livered within the city where they are published shall be charged with the same 
postage as is now im by law upon such publications when delivered else- 
where than in the city of publication,” 

Mr. HORR. I make the point of order that that amendment changes 
existing law. But I should like to hear an explanation by the gentle- 
man from New York, reserving the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. lask that the amendment be again reported. It 
was not distinctly heard. 

The proposed amendment was again read. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order except on the point of 
order. 

Mr, HORR. I should like to hear a statement from the gentleman, 

ing the point of order. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Iam very sorry that I can not make 
a statement in a tone of voice that will enable me to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the committee 
have concluded debate on the paragraph and amendments thereto. The 
Chair, however, is willing to hear the gentleman on the point of order. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. So I understand, and I understand 
that the point of order is reserved that I may by unanimous consent 
make a very brief statement. 

There is ananomaly in the law which requires that the postage upon 
monthly periodicals shall be paid on the piece, so to speak, in cities 
where they are published; but if they are sentinto cities from outside, 
then the postage is charged by weight. The fact of this provision is that 
parties desiring to evade the law make the place of publicationat some 
neighboring point; for example, in New York they go to Brooklyn or 
to Jersey City; in Boston they goto Cambridge or Brookline. And in 
this way the Government is compelled to transportall this mail matter 
an additional distance; whereas if the rule were thatthe postage should 
be the same, as it ought to be, whether the delivery is in the city of 
publication or outside the city of publication, the Government would 
save money and the individual would have his convenience promoted. 

Mr. HORR. As I understand this does not apply to daily newspapers? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Daily newspapers are expressly ex- 
cepted in the amendment. Weeklies are already provided for by law. 
The amendment applies only to monthly periodicals. 

Mr. HORR. I withdraw the point of order, for I think the proposi- 
tion is right. 

Mr. MONEY. I would like to have the amendment read again. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Thatisright. The amendment ought to be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is nôt in order. The point of order hav- 
ing been withdrawn, the Chair will submit the question on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. KASSON. I desire to move an amendment to the amendment, 
to which I think there will be no objection. The language is, ‘‘as is 
now imposed by law.” I think it ought to be, ‘‘as is now or may be 
im by law.” 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. 
ify my amendment accordingly. 

Mr. CALKINS. Is not this the same provision in substance as was 

by the last House? : 

Mr. BINGHAM. Itis. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York as modified by the addition of the words sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

For rent, light, and fuel, $450,000. 


Mr. HORR. I move to amend by striking out ‘‘$450,000” and in- 
serting ‘‘$480,000,” so as to make the amount correspond to what the 
Department asks. I do not desire to talk on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN proceeded to put the question on the amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point of order that the committee 
is dividing and that debate is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order if insisted 
on. 
The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there were— 
ayes 60, noes 79. 

So (farther count not being called for) the amendment was not agreed 
to. 


Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add after line 42 the following paragraph: 
“For allowances to post-offices of the third class for rent, $430,000.” 


I accept the suggestion, and will mod- 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis not authorized by any law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois will state what is 
his point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point of order that the amendment 
changes existing law and increases expenditure. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Is the gentleman from Illinois will- 
ing to waive the point of order for a moment? 

Ir. TOWNSHEND. I think not. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I confess the amendment changes 
existing law and increases the appropriation, and if gentlemen insist 
on their point of order it’ can not be entertained. I think nevertheless 
it is right. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

For office furniture, $30,000, 


Mr. MOREY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out ‘* $30,000" and insert “$40,000,” 


Mr. MOREY. The Department has recommended an appropriation 
of $40,000. It is for a purpose which concerns not only the conveniénce 
of the public, but the safety of the public funds. Under a law 
during the last Congress the Post-Office Department has adjusted claims 
resulting from burglary and other causes amounting to about $40,000. 
The First Assistant Postmaster-General in his report of this year calls 
attention to the fact that postmasters have already paid for safes which 
were ordered by the Department $5,722, and without this appropriation 
the Department will be unable to make payment for these safes. 

In my own city of Hamilton, where the gross revenue from the postal 
service is $17,445, the total expense of conducting the post-office there 
only $6,087, and the net revenue of the office $11,358, the Government of 
the United States does not own a fire-proof safe for the purpose of pre- 
serving its funds, and our r is compelled out of his own means 
to provide a place for the safe-keeping of the large revenues which pias 
through his hands. 

I submit that the estimate of the Postmaster-General for this item 
is reasonable. The Government ought in all such offices as this to pro- 
vide the means for the safe-keeping of the public funds: I hope the 
Committee of the Whole will restore the amount estimated for by the 
Postmaster-General. He tells you in his report that the Department 
has purchased safes and placed them in post-offices for which the De- 
partment has no money to pay, the appropriation having been found 
inadequate, and the postmasters, relying upon the faith of the Govern- 
ment and expecting that they would be reimbursed, have advanced the 
amounts necessary to pay for these safes, as did the postmaster in my 
city, in all amounting to $5,722. I ask, therefore, that the Committee 
of the Whole will restore the amount recommended by the Postmaster- 
General and adopt the amendment which I have offered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Some of the gentlemen on the otherside, and 
I think some on this side, of the House seem to have the impression that 
Congress has nothing to do with fixing the amounts of appropriations, 
but that we ought to concede the estimates of the Departments. If 
that is true, then it is useless for Congress to attempt to exercise any 
power over appropriations. That, however, was not the opinion of the 
last Congress. The Republican Congress, I notice, questioned these es- 
timates as readily as the Committee on Appropriations of this House 
has done. It is our duty to look over these items and see if the esti- 
mates are fair and reasonable. 

The Committee on Aporopeiiona of this House has investigated this 
matter, and there isa difference of opinion between the Post-Office De- 
partment and ourselves in regard to this as well asotheritems. I may 
say that the same difference of opinion existed at the last session of 
Congress. When the Postmaster-General said last year that he wanted 
$30,000 for this purpose, the Republican Committee on Appropriations 
and the Republican Con, did not hesitate a moment in saying that 
the estimate was too high, and they cut it down to $25,000. That was 
all that the Republican Congress said was needed for this purpose. 

The Committee on Appropriations of this House has shown more 
liberality than was shown by the last Congress, and it has raised the 
appropriation for this purpose $5,000 above that made last year, mak- 
ing it $30,000. We have given all that was thought necessary for last 
year by the Republican Congress, and yet gentlemen ask for more. I 
am aware that the Department has this year estimated for $40,000 for 
this purpose. And next year it may estimate for $50,000, and the year 
after for $100,000. Isubmit that having given $5,000 more than was 
given last year for this purpose, and no reason having been shown in 
any of the reports for even that much increase, this House ought not 
to sit here and allow extravagant appropriations to be made without 
stronger reasons urged for them than has been urged by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. MOREY]. 

It may be that in some little country post-office, such as he speaks 
of, there may be ascarcity of furniture. But what has become of the 
furniture which has been purchased from year to year? Twenty-five 
thousand dollars was given last year for that purpose and $25,000 was 
given the previous year. Now, it is proposed by the Committee on 
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Appropriations to give $30,000 more, Linsist that this item of the bill 
should not be disturbed. We have given $5,000 more than was given 
last year and $10,000 more than was spent last year for this purpose. 


We give for this item $10,000 more than it is shown was expended for 
this purpose for the year ending June 30, 1883. Yet gentlemen rise 
here and ask us to give $20,000 more than the Department expended 
up to last June, 

The amendment of Mr. MOREY was not agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 


For miscellaneous and incidental expenses of offices, including repairs, 
gas-fixtures, and telegrams, $80,000. Sate ven : 


Mr. MONEY. Iask thegentleman in charge of this bill to accept the 
amendment which I have here. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after the paragraph just read the following: 

“And the Postmaster-General is authorized to d postmasters at money- 
order post-offices as disbursing officers for the paymanna of salaries of officers and 
employés of the postal service and for such other payments as the postmasters 
are now authorized to make from postal revenues,” 


Mr. HORR. I hope that amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. MONEY. Does the gentleman accept that amendment? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not know that I have any objection to it. 
I will say that when the gentlemanshowed it to me a while ago it struck 
me that it should be a little more guarded. 

Mr. MONEY. That is a matter of regulation by the Department. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. So far as I am individually concerned I have 
no objection to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Postmaster-General is hereby authorized and directed to readjust the 
compensation to be paid from and after the Ist day of July, 1834, for transpor- 
tation of mails on railroad routes, by reducing the compensation to all railroad 
companies for the t rtation of mails 5 per cent. per annum from the rates 
for the tra rtation of mails, on the basis of the average weight fixed and 
allowed by the first section of an act entitled “An act makingappropriations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, 
and for other purposes,” approved June 17, 1878. The foregoing provision, and 
all of the general provisions of law touching the rate of compensation of railroad 
a for the transportation of the mails, shall apply to all railroad com- 

es whose railroads were construeted in whole or in part by subsidies in 
nds and public lands ted by the United States under the provisions of an 
act entitled “An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line 
from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government 
the use of the same for postal, military, and other purp@ses,’’ approved July 1, 
1862, and all acts and pare of actsamendatory thereof; and the said act, fand the 
sixth section thereof, and all acts amendatory of said act, are hereby altered, 
amended, and medified in conformity with and to conform to the foregoing pro- 
vision for the ustment of the compensation to be paid to railroad companies 
for the transportation of the mails, But nothing in this provision shall be con- 
strued in any wise to affect or impair the right of Congress at any time here- 
after further to alter oramend the said actapproved July 1, 1862, andthe actand 
acts amendatory thereof before referred to; and the foregoing provision shall 
be subject to alteration or amendment as in the opinion of Congress justice or 
the public welfare may require; and nothing herein shall impair any right now 
existing in favor of the United States; and the foregoing provision teuc r prs 
rates of compensation to railroads constructed under the provisions of said act 
of July 1, 1862, and amendment thereof, for the transportation of the mails, shall 
be held as in alteration and amendment of saidact and of the act amendatory 
thereof and of both of said acts: Provided, however, That all railroad compa- 
nies whose railroads were constructed in whole or in pin by a land grant made 
by Congress on the condition that the mails should transported over their 
roads, respectively, at such price as Congress should by law direct, or on the 
condition that such railroad should be subject to such regulations as Apa no 
might impose restricting the charges of Government transportation, shall re- 
ceive only 50 per cent. of the compensation authorized by this act to the other 
railroad companies for corresponding service. 


Mr. HORR. I move to amend by striking out in the paragraph just 
read the proviso beginning in line 119 and extending to the end of the 


paragraph. 
The Clerk read the language proposed to be struck out, as follows: 


Provided, however, That all railroad companies whose railroads were constructed 
in whole or in part by a land grant made by Congress on the condition that the 
mails should be rted over their , respectively, at such price as Con- 

should by law direct, or on the condition that such railroad should be sub- 

ect to such regulationsas Congress might impose restricting the charges of Gov- 

ernment transportation, shall receive only 50 per cent. of the compensation au- 
thorized by act to the other railroad companies for corresponding service. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, I make this motion because I consider 
that this proviso as it now stands is unjust toward ‘the railroad com- 
panies which received land ts. Some of the lawyers of this House 
who are more skilled in legal questions than I am can debate whether 
the provisions of existing law will permit Congress to adopt so high- 
handed a measure against these railroad companies. A large number 
of these roads—I have a list here, about fifty in number, covering about 
12,000 miles—were built by means.of donations of lands which were 
given by the United States Government to the different States to aid 
in the construction of railroads. Those States made such contracts as 
they saw fit with the companies, carrying out at the same time the 
trust of the General Government. 

I claim that when the Government retained the right to fix the 
amount that should be paid for carrying the mails on these roads it 
simply reserved the right to fix a just and equitable compensation for 
the work; and when this com tion has been fixed for other rail- 
roads of the country you have no right, legal or moral, to say that 


these land-grant railroad companies shall receive only 50 per cent. of 
what you have fixed as a fair rate for doing the work. 

Understand me, these lands were not given to these railroad compa- 
nies for the purpose of getting our mails carried cheaply. There is no 
such provision in the charters, there is no such reservation in the grants. 
Such an idea never crept into the debates. These Jands were given to 
enable railroad companies to build roads in sparsely populated and un- 
developed portions of the country where otherwise no money would 
have been invested and no road built. 

If you take this list and go through it, you will find that this bill as 
now drawn, without my amendment, takes off 50 per cent. of the com- 
pensation for carrying the mails from more than fifty roads, not over ten 
of which are to-day paying one cent of the money which was put into 
them when they were built. This bill does not touch the Union Pa- 
cific Railroad, the Central Pacific Railroad, or any ofits branches. Now, 
Task any gentleman to tell me what right we have to single out two 
little railroad companies in Florida—the Florida Transit Railroad Com- 
pany and the J ppg tag Ppa and Mobile Railroad Company— 
and say that we will first fix a rate of compensation for all the railroads 
in the country, and will then require these two roads to accept only half 
of what we give to the others. 

The land grant that those two roads received was made up of swamp 
lands in that State, and was designed to enable those companies to 
build roads which never could have been built withoutsuchaid. And 
since those roads have been built, as an examination will show, they 
have never earned one shilling of profit for the men who built them. 
You take the New York Central road, which makes its millions of dol- 
lars every year, and you fix the price for which it shall carry the mails, 
fixing it fairly with reference to what the service is worth; and then 
you turn to these little Florida roads and say, ‘‘ We have fixed the com- 
pensation for other railroads according to what the service is worth, and 
you shall take one-half of that rate.” Why? Because these compa- 
nies, in order to induce them to develop a country where the land was not 
worth anything, received some swamp lands. You do not propose to 
apply any such rule to the New York Central Railroad, whose fran- 
chise is worth $20, yes, $200 per mile where the franchise of either of 
these two roads is worth $1. I say it is not just toward these roads to 
adopt such a proposition here in the American Congress. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SHAW. Inanswerto the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr 
I wish to say that he is quite mistaken in supposing that Congress di 
not intend to retain any right of supervision over the railroad com- 
panies which were endowed with Government grants. The gentleman 
assumes that we have no right to fix their compensation for mail serv- 
ice at one-half what we pay roads which have not received public dona- 
tions. Regarding all railroads as public carriers, we have a right to 
have United States mails and troops conveyed over them at a reasonable 
price. This right belongs to the Government with respect to all roads 
which are public carriers. But in regard to railroad companies which 
we have subsidized, to which we have given a great domain, an empire 
of land, we wisely reserved the right to require them to carry the mails 
at such reasonable price as we may fix, and we have the right to say to 
such railroad companies, ‘‘ You shall not receive more than one-half 
what we pay as a reasonable price to roads that received no grants.” 

The gentleman says that these roads were built through a country 
having no value. I undertake to say that a man with only 50 cents in 
his pocket could have taken those grants and built the roads without 
any additional capital. When these companies ask the Congress of the 
United States to grant them lands, those lands are represented as being 
sterile, unproductive, and of no value. But when the road is built then 
you find the country flooded with pictorial cards and with other rail- 
road documents describing it asa Garden of Eden, the center of civiliza- 
tion, and the perfection of fertility. -[Laughter. ] 

I regard this measure as proper and just and what I hold the people 
have a right to demand, and that is that these great lines of transporta- 
tion should carry the United States mail at a reasonable price, to be fixed 
below that paid to those roads which have not been subsidized either 
with land or money. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I entirely agree with what the gentle- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SHAW] has said about the right of Congress to 
fix a reasonable rate for the transportation of mail by railroads whether 
subsidized or otherwise. I believe that the railroads are bound to carry 
our freight for a reasonable rate, but it doesseem to me that our power 
is confined to a reasonable rate whether we have the right to make a 
lower one or not. 

Leaving that question for a moment out of consideration, if we are 
going to settle the question of what our railroads are to receive we are 
bound to adopt a reasonable rate of recompense even if we have the right 
to adopt any we please. It then becomes on our part the exercise of 
what may be called a quasi-judicial discretion. It ought to be founded 
on reason and sense, and not upon prejudice. Because we have the 
strength of a giant we have no right to use it like a giant. We have 
then fixed on a certain sum as a reasonable compensation for the New 
York Central, and yet under this bill we purpose to say to every road 
that had a land grant, no matter whether it was a profitable land grant 
or not, that they shall take 50 per cent. of what we have declared to be 
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reasonable in regard to the New York Central. My friend from Mi- 
nois can not di with mein my statement that that position can 
net possibly be right. 

Mr. SHAW. Then why should Congress provide they should have 
any control over the price at all? } 

Mr. REED. Simply because Congress re-enacted what was its natural 
right, as a legislature very often does in a bill. Very oftensome mem- 
ber of the legislature gets up and says, “‘ Under this bill unless we put 
this in we shall not have power,’’ and the men who know you would 
have power without it have no objection to the reiteration of that power, 
and there can be no objection to it. But I say to the gentleman, even 
if he is right we are bound as honest men to fix reasonable compensa- 
tion. Even if he is right in his proposition that we may take into ac- 
count the fact we have given them a land grant, even then we are bound 
to take each road and consider the value of its land grant. We ought 
not to make a rule which covers a road in Florida, which got nothing 
out of it—— 

Mr. SHAW. Allow me to say,if we consider the value of the land 
grants we would not give them a dollar. , 

Mr. REED. That may be, but that can not be the case in regard to 
the Florida road, because nobody in debate has thus far questioned the 
fact those land grants were not valuable except as these men built these 
roads. Ithink the history of many land-grant roads would be that it was 
years and years before their projectors reaped any advantage from them. 

We are bound then, Mr. Chairman, to be just in whatever we do, 
whether the 1 position as to the right of Congress taken by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan be correct or not. Even on the basis of my ven- 
erable friend from Illinois [Mr. SHAw], who was here long years ago 
when this matter was originally brought up—I think even if you take 
his ground the amendment which is proposed can not be just in its op- 
erations. We ought not to go on about this business without giving 
the reasons in each particular case why such a thing is just. 

If we are going to take the land grant into account, my friend from 
Illinois thinks the land grants were so great that a man with 50 cents 
in his pockets might have built some of these roads. Yet the actual 
history is of one of them that a man with many million dollars in his 
pocket actually went on to bankruptcy before he reached one-quarter 
of the way across the continent, and another man supposed to be worth 
ten or a dozen million dollars bit the dust at the time the last spike 
was driven. ' 

[Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman from Maine allow me a question? 


Mr. REED. With pleasure. 

Mr. DUNN. I wish to know—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine has ex- 
pired. : 


Mr. HOLMAN rose. 
Mr. DUNN. Then I move to strike out the last word. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is entitled to the 


floor. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Iwill yield temporarily to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas. 


Mr. DUNN. If I am recognized I will yield a part of the time to 
the gentleman from Maine for an answer to a question with reference 
to one of the provisions of this bill. I wish te get his opinion as alaw- 
yer upon this point. Is it your opinion that by the operation of this 
bill the bond-subsidy roads, the Pacific railroads, will have their com- 
pensation reduced for the transportation of the mails 50 per cent. of what 
other roads are allowed that are not subsidized? That is to say, does 
the 5 per cent. reduction and the 50 per cent. provision of this bill ap- 
ply at all to the bond-subsidized roads ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It does, clearly. 

Mr. REED. I have not icularly examined the matter or made 
a personal study of that subject. I can only take the terms of the bill 
as they appear. 

Mr. RYAN. Let me interrupt the gentleman to say that the 50 per 
cent. provision does not apply to the Union Pacific Railway system at 
all. e general reduction of 5 per cent. applies to it. 

Mr. DUNN. Then I understand that it was not the intention of the 
committee to apply the 50 per cent. provision to the Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. RYAN. Your understanding is correct. 

Mr. DUNN. That it was not intended to so apply ? 

Mr. RYAN. It was not so intended. 

Mr. DUNN. Then I would like toask why that exception was made, 
and I will be glad if some member of the Committee on Appropriations 
would explain it. I suppose they had an object in view and understood 
what they were doing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mir. Chairman, I was very anxious the other day 
to explain the action of the Committee on Appropriations with refer- 
ence to this very proposition, and I took occasion then to state that up 
to this time the Union Pacific Railroads claimed the right to charge for 
the transportation of the mails whatever they might think proper and 
that they were claiming nearly twice the amount paid by the Govern- 
ment to other railroad corporations. Further, that it was not deemed 
advisable to extend to the Union Pacific corporations any other than the 
5 per cent. clause and to bring them under the general provisions of 
the law touching the transportation of the mails by railways. It was 


not deemed advisable to do so for this reason (and if the reason is not a 
sufficient one I shall not object to any gentleman making proper recom- 
mendations by way of amendment to this bill); but the reason was that 
that property is our own, and it must be protected by the United States 
in order to protect ourselves from heavy losses in the future. It is 
believed that this can be done through the instrumentality of the sink- 
ing-fund act, properly amended, better than by attempting to derive 
revenue to the Post-Office Department from the operations of the roads; 
and for that reason the Union Pacific system was left out of this pro- 
vision. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman yield to me now to reply to that? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; I will yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Donotmisunderstandme. Any gentleman who believes that through 
other instrumentality than through the operation of the sinking-fand 
act we can better save the Government from heavy losses in the future 
will have my cordial oa in support of any measure that will 
accomplish that result. But, as I have said, it was thought better to 
bring the operation of the Union Pacific system under the provisions or 
the general law touching the transportation of the mails and subject 
them to the 5 per cent. reduction provided for in the law, being a 20 
per cent, reduction in all since the passage of the act of March 3, 1873, 
than to seek to accomplish that result in any other way. 

That was the impression entertained by members of the Committee 
on Appropriations, hoping that the Committee on Pacific Railroad 
having a day set aled for the consideration of their business, woul 
present a bill on this subject, which would be the first from their com- 
mittee to be considered in the House; and that through the operation 
of the sinking-fund act the Government might be able to find some 
mode of averting the losses impending. And I apprehend for myself 
that the only effect of our attempting to embrace them in the 50 per 
cent. clause would be to embarrass the operation of that act. It was 
thought better, therefore, by the committee to adopt this method in 
dealing with these roads—— 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him to state the 
compensation which is allowed to the bond-subsidized roads for carry- 
ing the mails under existing law ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana has 
expired. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND was recognized and yielded the floor to Mr. HOL- 
MAN. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam very unfortunate, it seems, Mr. Chairman, in 
making myself clearly understood on this matter. There is no law, I 
will say in answer to the gentleman from Arkansas, except the sixth 
section of the act of 1862—— 

Mr. DUNN. Is not their compensation reduced to 70 or 80 per cent. 
under the existing law ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; theircharges are twiceas much, as I have just 
stated, as the charges of other roads for the same service. 

Mr. DUNN. Iam referring to land-subsidized roads. 

Mr. HOLMAN. You said the bond-subsidized roads. 

Mr. DUNN. I meant the land-grant roads. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then you have confused me by your question. I 
understood you to refer to bond-subsidized roads. 

Mr. DUNN. What I wish to inquire is, what is the compensation 
allowed to-the land-grant roads for carrying the mails? 

Mr. HOLMAN. They stand on exactly the same footing up to this 
time with the other roads for transporting the mails, except that they 
suffer a reduction of 20 percent. from the rates paid to the other roads. 

The proposition now is to increase the reduction 30 per cent. further, 
making a total reduction from their compensation, in view of the land 
grants which they hold and by which their roads were built, of 50 per cent. 

Mr. RYAN. I think the gentleman was mistaken in saying that the 
only difference is the 20 per cent. reduction for carrying the mails, be- 
cause in addition: 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am talking now of the transportation of the mails 
alone. I am not talking of the provision for transporting supplies and 
troops of the Government or anything else. 

Mr. BELFORD. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. BELFORD. It is utterly impossible to hear what is going onin 
the Hall. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


The point of order is well taken. 

The gentleman from Indiana will proceed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, I hope my friend will observe the fact that 
every one of the land-grant roads, except the Northern Pacific Railroad, 
received its grant subject to the conditions that the said road should be 
and remain a public highway for the use of the Government of the 
United States in the transportation of troops and supplies free of tolls 
or other charges. 3 

Under that we are now paying, strangely enough, under judicial de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court, 50 per cent. of the amount paid to the 
other roads. The other clause is as follows : : 


That the United States mail shall at all times be transported on said roads, 


under the direction of the Post-Office Department, at aT A prices as Congress 
may by law direct. 


Now, every grant that is made that is affected by this provision, ex- 
cept the Northern Pacific grant, is subject to these two conditions: first 
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that the railroads shall transport our troops and supplies; that they 
shall be a public highway for the transportation of our troops and sup- 
plies free of toll or other charge. But under that we pay 50 per cent. 


of the price paid to other roads. It is now pro to put the cost of 
transportation of mails on exactly the same basis and pay the roads 50 
per cent., which is a much larger amount than gentlemen who have not 
examined the subject would suppose. 

There are some 14,000 miles of these roads built by your bounty. 

Mr. BELFORD. Can you state the number of acres? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The number of acres likely to be patented runs up 
to 100,000,000, a body of land far more than necessary to construct the 
system—far beyond it on any reasonable basis of value of the lands. 
You have built these roads. You pay them 50 per cent., after having 
built them, for the transportation of your troops, under this ambiguous 
law, by decision of the Supreme Court. And now all you ask is that 
they shall transport your mails, in view of the grants made to them, at 
fair and reasonable rates; that is to say, 50 per cent. of the amount 
paid to other corporations. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. I shall be glad to have the attention of the com- 
mittee for the few minutes that I occupy in talking upon this amend- 
ment. I shall confine myself to the discussion of the amendment. 

Without turning to the acts making the grant of lands to these roads, 
I will say in general terms that the right to fix the pay for carrying the 
mails was reserved; also the other right that these roads should be pub- 
lic highways for the use of the Government for the transportation of 
troops and supplies, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SHAw] stated 
afew moments ago. I want to say further that while this power exists 
to fix the mail pay of these land-grant railways, I heartily concur in 
what the gentleman from Maine said, that it was contemplated then and 
should be the policy now that whatever rate is fixed should be a reason- 
able rate. 

Mr. SHAW. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; but my time is limited. 

Mr. SHAW. Has the Government a right to make a discrimination 
between those roads that have been subsidized and those that have not? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh! The Government has this power touching the 
land-grant railroads proper, and of course has the power to make a dis- 
crimination. Now, I undertake to say it is not equitable to fix the pay 
of these land-grant railroads at one-half of what the other railroads re- 
ceive. There are 12,000 miles of these land-grant railroads, in round 
numbers. The pay they now get on the average per mile per annum 
is $97; that is, for each mile of railroad that these mails are carried the 
pay per year is $97 only. 

Now, mind you, these roads have the trips tomake; they have their 
track to keep up; they have their rolling-stock to keep in repair; they 
have to deliver the mails in the eighty-rod limit. In the main they 
travel through a new country where they have not the passenger and 
freight traffic or the mail traffic either that the roads in the older country 
have. But while they receive the $97 per annum for carrying the mail, 

to the New York Central for example and see what it receives. From 
$1,000 to $1,600 per mile per annum—sixteen times as much as these 
new roads in the new country receive. Take the Pensylvania Central. 
It receives from $1,200 to $1,800 per mile per annum. 

Mr. SHAW. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him—— 

Mr. CANNON. I have but five minutes and can not yield. Now, 
then, I beg gentlemen to reflect that there is great difference in the 
business of roads in a new country and a well-settled country. With 
the land-grant railroads in the new country space is not the important 
thing in running a train. Itis the trip, the train-men, the cars, the loco- 
motive, the track—everything has to be furnished; not one-fourth part 
of the space in the cars is utilized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I should like to have a few minutes longer. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, was recognized, and yielded his time 
to Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. CANNON, In the older settled countries everything is run 
full—freight trains loaded down, passenger trains filled with passen- 
gers, there is no dead space comparatively speaking. The rate for 
transportation for passengers, if you please, in the old settled parts of 
the country is much lower than it is in the new settled parts. Why? 
Because all their space is utilized. 

Now, gentlemen, I want to talk to the members of this committee 
as business men for a moment. I ask you to keep in mind what are 
the factors in this proposition. Who is it that supports the land-grant 
railroad down in Florida, for instance? Who is it that pays for it? So 
you may say as to every other land-grant railroad and every other rail- 
road in the country. The men who ship the freight on the railroad, 
the men who travel on the road as passsengers, the people who live 
along the railroad, if you please, support these roads. Now, then, if 
you cut down the pay, I say to my friend from Illinois [Mr. SHAW], 
rich in years and experience, if you take away one-half of the little mor- 
sel of pay they receive it only imposes an additional burden upon their 
customers. 

It is charged over upon the other business the railroad does. The 
poor men who are ling for the necessities of life in a new country 
pay it in addition to the other burdens they bear, for they furnish 


the business that supports these roads. And yet statesmen like my 
friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and my friend from Illinois [Mr. 
SHAW] get up here and pose as the ians of the common people, 
when what they are doing is to take from him that hath not and give 
to him that hath. 

This is but a mere hint at what I could say upon this bill, for I have 
not time to amplify. Under the five-minute rule I can do nothing 
more than to call the attention of the committee to the matter and to ask 
the Committee of the Whole to see to it that when the cry is raised here 
against land-grant railroads and monopolies, the rights of the poor men 
of the country who support these roads are not in the main sacrificed 
by those who profess to serve them. y 

A long time ago, in the French revolution, when that magnificent 
woman fell a martyr who will be recollected through all the ages, just 
before the ax of the guillotine dropped she exclaimed—‘‘ Oh, Liberty, 
what crimes are committed in thyname!’’ I might well say here, Oh, 
people, what injustice is done ostensibly for your benefit, but in fact 
to rivet an additional chain about your necks by your self-constituted 
champions ! 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Do these land-grant railroads, including the great 
Illinois Central, built by the Government, and now owned by capitalists 
on the other side of the water—— 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman will hasten. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Do they make their charges any lower on account 
of their land grants for transporting the poor men of your country ? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. If I can be allowed time I will answer the question 
of the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
CANNON] has expired. 

Mr. MILLS. I will take the floor, and yield time enough to the gen- 
tleman to answer the question. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HoL- 
MAN] that the business of railroading in this country is just like any 
other business. If the managers of railroads transact their business for 
nothing, the companies must soon break. If they do business for half 
price for six months of the year, they will charge double price for the 
other six months. 7 

The law governing demand and supply operates between railroads 
and their customers just as it does between individuals and their cus- 
tomers in cases where railroads are not involved; and when you cut 
down the compensation of railroads for one kind of service, as the years 
roll around they must add the amount so cut down to the other busi- 
ness which they do; and any man with sense enough to set a hen can 
not fail to comprehend that proposition. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will not the gentleman answer my question? He 
has time enough. 

Mr. CANNON. Whatis it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Hasthe Illinois Railroad reduced its rates of trans- 
portation of passengers to the basis of other railroads in view of the fact 
of the land grant made to it? 

Mr. CANNON. Did it reduce its rates? 

Mr. HOLMAN. To the rates of other railroads? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, the Illinois Railroad was the pioneer railroad in 


Illinois. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will not the gentleman answer my question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly, if the gentleman will allow me to do so 
in my own way. The Illinois Railroad was built under that system, 
magnificent as it was when it was inaugurated, under the lead of the 
Little Giant of Illinois, Stephen A. Douglas. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman is consuming the time of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 

Mr. CANNON. Do not stop me midway in my answer. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman will not answer my question, I 
will yield the floor to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. CANNON. I will answer it to the gentleman’s heart’s content. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘Why not answer it directly ? 

Mr. CANNON. Let me answer it in my own way, and I will satisfy 
even you before I get through. . 

The Illinois Central Railroad was built through a then wilderness, 
where no accommodations were furnished to the people in the way of 
freight and transportation. It was the pioneer road, and the building 
of that road has led to the building up of kindred roads and the es- 
tablishment of other enterprises in that State, until to-day the State of 
Illinois stands the first in agriculture, the fourth in manufactures, and 
higher than any other State in tax-paying power under the internal- 
revenue law. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Can not the gentleman answer a very pertinent 
question? He has time enough to answer it. 

Mr. CANNON. I did not agree to furnish the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN] the necessary power of comprehending a legiti- 
mate answer to his question. It is not a question of what any railroad 
has charged heretofore, but the question is is the rate proposed to be 
fixed an equitable one? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, will not the gentleman answer the question? 


The time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] has two 
minutes. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to amend by striking out, in line 70, the word 
“‘five’’ and inserting ‘‘ten,’’ so as to provide that the reduction of the 
compensation of railroad companies for transporting the mails shall be 
10 per cent. instead of 5 per cent. 

When the present rates of compensation for carrying the mails were 
established the freights which those companies were charging te private 
individuals were 100 per cent. above what they are now. The compen- 
sation allowed for carrying the Government freight was certainly fixed 
with some sort of reference to the charges of the railroad companies to 
private individuals for similar service. I am perfectly willing to pay 
these companies a reasonable compensation for doing the work of the 
Government, but the law as it now exists pays them a compensation 
which I can not characterize by any other epithet than enormous. 

If members of the, House will take Poor’s Railroad Manual and turn 
to the reports of the railroad companies themselves of their charges for 
carrying the freight of private persons, they will see that the charges 
now paid average about one cent per ton per mile, taking the whole 
country. : 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I hope I shall be allowed a little more time. I gave 
all my time to other gentlemen. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thegentleman, I think, wasentitled to five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. He was; but the time was consumed largely by 
other gentlemen. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it was understood I think that the time was 
not to be taken from the gentleman from Texas. I hope he will be 
allowed his five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. .I hope the gentleman from Texas will have his time 
extended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
all his time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Illinois as taking the floor and yielding to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. MILLS. If we examine the statement made by the Post-Office 
Department when a bill of this same character was before the House 
some two years ago we shall see what the Government is paying these 
railroad companies per ton per mile for carrying the mails. It pays 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company 12 cents per ton per mile, 
while that company carries freight along its lines for the people of Ma- 
ryland, Virginia, and Ohio for 1 cent per ton per mile. The Govern- 
ment pays the New York Central and Hudson River Railroad Com- 
pany 8 cents per ton per mile for transportation of the mails, while 
that company carries the freight of private individuals for less than 1 
cent per ton per mile. Now when we come to those favored corpora- 
tions the Union Pacific Railroad Company and its branches we find 

* that the Government pays for this service on the Union Pacific $1.71 
per ton per mile; on another branch $2.03 per ton per mile; on others 
79 cents, 48 cents, and 37 cents; and the compensation runs down in 
some cases to 3 cents per ton per mile. The New Orleans, Saint Louis 
and Chicago Railroad Company receives 3.37 cents per ton per mile. 
Now, if it is reasonable and right to pay the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company $2 per ton per mile, it can not be right to pay the New Or- 
leans, Saint Louis and Chicago Company a little more than 3 cents 
per ton per mile. 

What makes this great difference in the rates of compensation? I 
ask the House, and especially gentlemen who have charge of this meas- 
ure, to examine this question, It seems to me that the compensation 
we are paying these roads is vastly in excess of what we ought to pay. 
This bill proposes a reduction of 5 per cent. on the present compensa- 
tion; my amendment will make a reduction of 10 per cent. I think 
the reduction might reasonably be 50 percent. When I presented this 
question two years ago it received but little consideration from the 
House. My friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] pooh-poohed my prop- 
osition, and said that I was mistaken when I presented a table fur- 
nished to me by the Post-Office Department showing what was being 
paid. We are paying these companies for carrying our mails 1,000 per 
cent. more in some instances than private individuals are paying for 
transportation service. The little road to which I have referred, the 
New Orleans, Saint Louis and Chicago Railroad, receives from the Gov- 
ernment 200 per cent. more than it charges to private individuals for 
transportation of freight; yet its compensation from the Government is 
only 3 cents per ton per mile, while the compensation in some other 
instances is as high as $2 per ton per mile. 

This bill proposes still to pay exorbitant prices for this service. I 
am told that some of these railroad companies, from the compensation 
which they receive for carrying the mails of the Government, pay their 
entire running expenses. I have heard that statement made—whether 
it is true or not Ido not know. Ido know that the Government is 
paying to these cempanies for mail-service rates vastly in excess of what 
it should pay. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. irman, I listened to the impassioned speech 
made by my distinguished friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. Prob- 
ably if he knew as much about Western railroad interests as I do he 


The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] took 


would be less enthusiastic on the subject. We built the Union Pacific 
road; we built the Central Pacific road. 

Mr. CANNON. This bill does not apply to them. 

Mr. BELFORD. They are land-grant roads. 

Mr. CANNON. It does not apply to them at all. 

Mr. BELFORD. Did we not make a land grant to the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company? 

Mr. CANNON. But this bill does not affect that road at all. 

Mr. HORR. It does not touch the Pacific railroad companies. 

Mr. BELFORD. Well, aside from all that, I say that it is the duty 
of this House, whether this bill applies or not to the Union Pacific and 
the Central Pačific Railroads, which we did practically construct by 
indorsing their bonds if we did not give them land ts—I always 
understood that we did give them land grants, and consequently I 
spoke of them as land-grant roads—— 

Mr. HORR. This bill purposely excepts those two roads, the Union 
Pacific and the Central Pacific. 

Mr. BELFORD. It does not except them in this provision. 

Mr. HORR. It does, because it applies to roads which have certain 
conditions in their charters, and these roads have a different charter 
entirely. 

Mr. BELFORD. I would like the gentleman to show me the lan- 

where the exception is made. 

Mr. HORR. I will do so: 

Provided, however, That all railroad companies—— 


Mr. BELFORD. I will read it: 
Provided, however, That all railroad companies whose railroads were con- 
structed in whole or in part by a land grant made by Congress— 


Mr. HORR. Now, observe the language that follows— 


on the condition that the mails should be rted over their roads, respect- 
ively, at such price as should by law direct, or on the condition that 


t Congress r 
such railroad should be subject to such regulations as Congress might impose 


restricting the charges of Government transportation— 

Now, neither of those restrictions is in the charter of the Union 
Pacific or the Central Pacific. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HORR. Wait a moment— 
shall receive only 50 per cent. of the compensation authorized by this act to the 
other railroad companies for corresponding service. 

These two railroad companies have been omitted purposely. 

Mr. BELFORD. They used to haveaschool of philosophersin Greece 
who were called esoteric and another who were called exoteric. The 
latter were public and general, while the former were specialists. They 
had knowledge peculiar and special. Now, these gentlemen belong to 
that esoteric school of philosophers, and they possess a knowledge that 
is special to them and which the rest of us do not have. I say that no 
man can read that provision and come to the conclusion announced by 
the gentleman. 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman does not know what he is talking about. 

Mr. BELFORD. You will see whether I do—I mean the gentle- 
man from Michigan. What is the fact? I introduced a bill in this 
House the other day reducing the rates of freight 50 per cent. because 
we built the roads. Jay Gould never put a dollar into their construc- 
tion, and yet he has received $900,000 income a year from them. And 
he was ready to dominate and direct the fortunes of political parties 
with them. I say that this Government built them, and the time 
is coming when members of both political parties should assert the 
power of this nation to control these transcontinental lines; and any 
party that has not the courage or manliness or vigor to assert and exe- 
cute that power will find itself in the vocative with the voting people 
of this Republic within two years. 

Whether I am right or wrong about some exception in that provis- 
ion which the gentleman says is mantled and covered up and blank- 
eted over, I do not know but it does contain one great substantive 
assertion, and that is the power of this Congress to regulate these cor- 
porations. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to the reason 
given by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] why the Pacific 
roads were not included in this provision by which the compensation of 
the land-grant roads is to be reduced to 50 per cent. of that allowed to 
other roads. He says thereason isthatthey areindebted tothe Govern- 
ment; that the Thurman act is to be so amended as to increase their 
sinking fund; and in order to increase their ability to repay to the Gov- 
ernment what they owe they are not to be placed on the same footing 
of compensation as other land-grant roads, but are to receive double the 
pay for carrying the mails that other land-grant roads receive. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not quite that. 

Mr. DUNN. That is the substance of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not quite the substance of i+ 

Mr. DUNN. That is taking money out of one pocket of the Govern- 


ment to put it into another. 
Several MEMBERS. That is it. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow me—— 
It is absolutely a gift to these roads to enable them to 
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pay waat they owe. Itis an additional subsidy in money never to be 
repai 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow me? 

Mr. DUNN. I regret that I have not time, and I know my time 
will not be extended. 

The fact is, Mr. Chairman, that the Pacific roads are land-grant roads, 
not subject to the same conditions expressed in the statute making the 
grants that other land-grant roads are, but they are subject to the same 
powers of the Government, ‘‘to regulate the postal service,’’ derived from 
the Constitution. They have received a greater consideration in lands 
as well as in bonds, and they are correspondingly under greater obli- 
gations to the Government. If they owe the Government a sum of 
borrowed money, they should be required to pay that out of their own 
legitimate and honest earnings and not out of the pocket of the Gov- 
ernment. 

But I have never yet heard a reason given on this floor which has 
satisfied my mind why those roads should not be placed on the same 
footing as other land-grant roads. I moved the amendments to the 
appropriation bills in the last Congress to fix their compensation for 
transporting mails, troops, and Government property at the same rates 
other land-grant roads were compelled to accept. These amendments 
passed the House, but failed in the Senate, and were lost in conference. 

They owe the Government a debt, and the Government has taken its 
own method to collect that debt. On that score they are under no ob- 
ligations to carry property cheaper for the Government than other roads. 
And when it comes to taxing the land- t roads, the weak land-grant 
roads, by a forfeitu..» of one-half of their compensation for carrying the 
mail and taking nothing from these powerful corporations, and th 
too, shown by the table read by the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. Mit1s} 
to be receiving larger compensation per ton per mile than any other 
land-grant roads in the country, I say there is no reason for that dis- 
crimination. The only amendment which ought to be made to the bill 
is to place all the land-grant roads on an equal footing, allowing them 
the same compensation for like services, and compelling the Pacific 
roads to pay their honest debts out of their own honest earnings, and 
not out of a roundabout additional subsidy granted tò them by the 
Government under the false pretenses of this act. Iregret that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] and I regret that the Committee 

` on Appropriations have taken that method. It has always been my 
rule to sustain the Committee on Appropriations when they are legis- 
lating in the line of economy; but in an act of manifest injustice of 
this character, for which no just reason can be given, I can not support 
them, and I regret it. 

I will vote for any amendment to the existing law which places these 
land-subsidy roads upon anequal footing. They have shared the Gov- 
ernment’s bounty—not equally indeed, but certainly very liberally and 
in common. What I complain of is that those that got the lion’s 
share of land are under this bill to receive the lion’s share of compen- 
sation for services also. The rich are to be made richer and the poor 
poorer. ‘There is neither law nor equity in the proposition. Ourcom- 
mon sense of justice revolts against it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON was recognized, and yielded to Mr. DUNN. 

Mr. DUNN. Now, Mr. Chairman, the Pacific roads are exempted 
from the operation of the statute which requires the other land-grant 
railroads to carry the troops and property of the Government at 50 per 
cent. of what other roads of the country are allowed to charge for 
similar service. The Pacific roads, these petted children of fortune, 
who have received rrom the Government a domain from its public lands 
large enough for an empire, are exempted on this plea of poverty and a 
large debt to pay. 

If these roads came into court with clean hands, if they had been 
just in their dealings with the Government, or had made an honest 
effort to deal fairly with the Government, there would be an argument 
in their behalf based upon the merit of honest purpose and effort. But 
they have resisted every requirement of duty imposed upon them by 
the law of their creation which emanated from Congress; they have 
evaded every condition on which they received and accepted the land 
grants and the bonds; they have avoided the payment of their just debts 
to the Government, resisting it through the courts, exhausting all the 
law’s delays, and the Commissioner of Railroads in his last report shows 
that these roads after getting a decision of the First Comptroller adopted 
by the Secretary of the Treasury to the effect that their leased lines of 
roads should not be subjected to the operation of the Thurman sinking- 
fund act, are making the leased roads do all the business and make all 
the earnings, and they are robbing the trunk roads, that are subject to 
the conditions of that act, of all profits, so as to reduce the sinking 
fund to a minimum. 

That part of their characteristic knavery is best told in the Commis- 
sioner’s own language, which is as follows; I read from his last report 
(page 14): 
panies, "forcibly expressed by Justice Davis, were held to be important ele 
ments in arriving at the true construction of their charters, ard are not now to 


be overlooked in considering their present relations to tke Government. All 
these porpoxes have been much more than realized, and it has been frequently 
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and officially stated that the actual savin; 
great! 


g, year by year, to the Government 
y ex the whole annual interest paid. 

Iam the more convinced that immediate action should be taken by Congress 
in this matter for the reason that each year demonstrates more clearly the fact 
that the present sinking-fund method is a practical failure, and I invite particular 
attention to the detailed report on the Central Pacific Railroad Com y, from 
which it will be seen that the earnings on the subsidized portion of the road di- + 
minished in greater proportion during the year 1882 than on the non-aided and 
leased lines. The average decrease on the entire system was $462 per mile; but 
on the aided portion it was at the rate of $553 per mile, as against $227 on the 
non-aided portion. 

But whether this falling off of earnings on the subsidized portion of the road 
is due to the natural changes in trafic incident to the opening of new and com- 
peting lines, or has been purposely diverted from one line to another, it works 
Squa y to the same result in reducing the gross earnings of the roads out of 
which the 25 per cent. of the net earnings required to be paid under the act of 
May 7, 1878,is to be derived. But from whatever causes the fact arises, it is not 
perceived how the Government can interpose to change the direction of trans- 
portation of either passengers or freights. Such inqu’ gerus be environed 
with almost insurmountable difficulties of both law and o 

The receipts of the Union Pacific also decreased, but the diminution of 
operating expenses left the 25 per cent. of net earnings sli, ro 8 increased. 

Under the decision of the First Comptroller, affirmed and adopted by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury in his circular of June 27, 1883, the Government is liable 
to pay in cash for all services rendered by the bonded Pacific Railroads Seri & 
portions of their road, owned, Jeased, or operated, which have not been subsi- 
dized in bonds. The total service for the Government rendered by the Union 
Pacific for the year 1882, over all its lines, was $1,139,709.38, of which $932,975.41 
was nse the subsidized portion, ering the sum of $206,733.97 as due the com- 
pany in cash. The Central Pacific rendered service during the same period 
amounting to $1,051,862.46, of which $403,754.26 was upon the subsidized line, leav- 
ing $648,908.20 as due the company in cash. The services of the Sioux City and 
Pacific amounted to $30,888.22, of which $10,231.05 was upon the subsidi. por- 
tion, leaving $20,657.17 as due the company in cash. The Central Branch Union 
Pacific performed services amounting to $35,287.42, of which $12,533.58 was on the 
subsidized portion, leaving $22,745.84 as due the company in cash, 

It is clear that under this ion, which is in accord with the decision of the 
Court of Claims in Union Pacific ca tag d Company rts, United States (16 Ct. 
Cis., 353), the companies have a manifest interest in diverting traffic from the 
subsidized portionsoftheroad. But if they accept the provisions of a bill which 
funds the indebtedness in long payments and directs that all moneys for services 
over the aided lines, or upon any lines owned, leased, or opera’ by them, be 
credited upon the books of the mury until the bond of redemption next to 
mature shall have been fully paid, the entire transportation of the Government 
over all these roads would be pledged and applied to the liquidation of the debt 
as it matures and insure its absolute pe cone within the limited time. 

Should the decrease in the earnings of the aided lines continue to even an ap- 
proximate proportion to the decrease of the last year, it will be readily perceived 
that the 25 per cent. of net earnings to which the Government is entitled would 
be so reduced as to render this increasingly inadequate as related to the vast 
magnitude of the dejt. 

At the rate provided for in the Thurman act it would require a century or 
more to accumulate a fund sufficient to discharge this debt, and with strong 
probability that by this method it can not be done. 


They are rolsbing, actually robbing, those portions of their systems 
that the Government has a hold upon, and smuggling their carnings 
over to the leased roads that the Comptroller strangely concludes are 
exempt from the operations of the law. The Comptroller reaches the 
remarkable conclusion that it is not the corporations, the companies, 
that owe these debts, but that it is only certain parts of their road-beds, 
tracks, and rolling-stock that owe it. They have always steadily re- 
sisted all the just demands of the Government, and if we are at last 
forced to sequester both the roads and their earnings, we will be taking 
a hive that has been already robbed of its honey and whose value has. 
already been destroyed. 

That, Mr. Chairman, is their manifest policy and intention. The 
facts are as I have stated. They are open to the observation of any who- 
will examine them. Shall we then exempt them from conditions and 
burdens that we put upon weaker roads which are less.able to endure 
them, roads which have received from us no such considerations, and 
roads that have faithfully performed the obligations imposed upon them 
as a consideration for their land grants, whatever else may be said of 
them, while these swollen and haughty corporations,, which: have re- 
ceived more than $60,000,000 in money and a veritalleempire in lands, 
have never willingly performed a single duty or obligation that they 
owe as a consideration for the bounty of the Government. 

Their minions and hirelings have infested these lobbies until they 
have grown gray in this wicked work. Members of Congress retire from. 
the public service to the cervice of these potentates on larger salaries. 
than the Government can give them, and they usually leave here laden. 
with spoils for their masters, already fabulously rich. 

We have heard here, and shall doubtless hearagain, much said about 
private property and vested rights and shall be told that Congress has. 
no power. Mr. Justice Davis, in delivering the opinion of the court in: 
ba States vs. Union Pacific Railroad (91 United States Reports, 79),_ 
said: 

The project of building the road was not conceived for private ends, and the- 
———- opinion was that it could not be worked out by private capital alone. 
twas an poosi onal work, originating in national necessities, and requiring nationa k 
The primary object of the Government was to advance its own interests, andi 


it endeavored to engage individual co-operation as a means to an end—the se- 
curing a road which could be used for its own purposes. 


The Constitution confers power on Congress to regulate commerce 
and the service. The Thurman act was an amendment of the 
charter of these roads, and its validity and constitutionality have’been 
fully sustained by the Supreme Court. 

I have never doubted our power to control the charges that they are 
to be allowed to make, but because we have the power I would not be 
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unjust either to them or to others, and under no circumstances would 
1 discriminate in their favor and against the weaker roads. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. LI really do not think there is any issue be- 
tween the gentleman from Arkansas and myself. The reason why the 
50 per cent. reduction was not applied to the Union Pacifice system was 
because of a difference of opinion existing between the members of the 
committee as to whether we had the power to do that. I believe the 
majority of the committee were willing to subject the roads of that sys- 
tem to the same rate of reduction; but owing to the peculiar language 
of tae charters of these roads and the decisions that have heretofore 
been made many of us doubted the power of Congress to subject them to 
the 50 per cent. reduction. If the gentleman from Arkansas, at the 
proper time, will offer an amendment bringing those roads down to the 
same basis as purely land-grant roads, I will support it if he will show 
that the law warrants it. 

I want to address myself now solely to the proposition presented by 
the only pending amendmentas I understand it, the amendmentof the 
gentleman from Michigan. The amendment he makes is to strike out 
that provision of the bill which reduces the compensation of the land- 
grant roads purely and simply. Now, upon that proposition, what is 
the situation? The land-grant railroads have received from the Gov- 
ernment in consideration of a clause in their charters conferring upon 
Congress the power to fix the rates of mail transportation at such a sum 
as Congress shall deem fitting—in consideration of conferring upon Con- 
gress the full, ample, and absolute power to fix their mail compensa- 
tion at just such a sum as Congress may deem proper—in consideration 
of that clause in their charters the land-grant railroads have received 
from Congress 133,324,730 acres of the homesteads of the American 
people. That is the consideration we pay for it. 

Take the Northern Pacific for instance. The grant to that road em- 
braces 43,000,000 acres of land, some of the lands being the finest the 
sun of heaven ever shone upon. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. And is not this Congress taking those lands 
away ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do not interruptme. Some of those lands, I 
understand, run up as high in value as $20 an acre. That road has re- 
ceived a donation of the homes of the peopleof 48,000,000acres. When 
they were about to receive the donation Congress required of that com- 
pany that they should contract and agree that they would convey upon 
their lines, that they would simply haul upon their regular passenger 
trains, one or more mail cars sufficient to carry the mail. No exclu- 
sively mail trains; not an additional dollar of cost was demanded of them 
to carry the mail. The simple privilege only was demanded that for 
carrying a mail-car, one or more, on their regular passenger trips they 
should give Congress the power to fix their rates of mail transportation 
at such terms as Congress may deem proper. They accepted the grant 
on that condition. 

Now the American Congress is called upon to exercise their judg- 
ment as to how much that road shall receive for carrying the mail. 
They got a donation from this Government which, if not forfeited, is 
estimated to be worth $150,00,000. Now, what does the committee 
say? Thatin consideration of the great and immense donations to these 
roads, the princely fortunes with which these roads are endowed, we 
simply demand that you shall carry the mails at one-half what we are 
paying roads that never received a dollar of help from the Government, 
that never received a dollar of bounty from the Government. Is that 
not fair if we give away the homes of the people to those roads? 

A further fact stares us in the fare, that the donation made by Con- 
gress if the grant is not forfeited on that line will pay for the building 
of the road and make it a free gift to the railroad company. 

_The CHAIRMAN. The timeof the gentleman from Illinois has ex- 


pired. 

Mr. REAGAN obtained the floor and yielded his time to Mr. TOWN- 
SHEND. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, Now, I know exactly what is in the mind of 
some of the advocates of these land-grant roads. They say to us, ‘‘ You 
propose to forfeit their grants.” If we do, this provision applies only 
to that portion of the road which has already received its grant. 

One gentleman said this Northern Pacific road had wrecked the fort- 
uses of Villard and Jay Cooke. Why did it wreck their fortunes? 
Simply because they watered the stock and the bondsof that road. It 
was by means of trickery and robbery of the investing public that they 
wrecked their own fortunes as well as the fortunes of others. 

My colleague from Illinois speaks of the French revolution. He did 
not tell us the cause of the French revolution. He dared not tell us. 
The cause of the French revolution was of the same nature as that 
which to-day impels the American people to rise up and demand that 
Congress shall not throw away their homesteads, shall not give away 
their public lands. It was legislation like that which endowed these 
Pacific railroads with these immense land-grants that caused the French 
revolution. It was robbery of the people. It was the favoritism 
of the crown. It was special legislation and the use of the powers of 


the executive to enrich the few at the expense of the many that aroused 
the masses and resulted in the bloodshed of the French revolution; and 
if you go on pauperizing the people, robbing them of their homes, driv- 


ing them into poverty by unjust and iniquitous taxation, the time may 
come when the grand mass of the American people will rise up and 
overthrow their rulers just as the French did in their revolution. 

My friend of the Illinois Central Railroad and gives praise to 
the ‘‘ Little Giant of Illinois.” Whatdidhedo? When Congress gave 
that princely endowment to the Ilinois Central Railroad did Mr. Doug- 
las leave it on the same basis that we left the Northern Pacific and other 
land-grant roads on? No, sir; Mr. Douglas wrote a provision in that 
charter which required the Illinois Central to pay 7 per cent. of its 
gross earnings into the treasury of the State of Illinois. The grant was 
made to the State of Illinois, and it was exacted of that road and it 
was compelled to pay and does pay to-day into the treasury of the State 
of Illinois 7 per cent. of its gross earnings. That was the kindof land 
grant that was made by a Democratie Congress. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman allow me te ask him a question? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have nottime. The Ilinois Central has soid 
enough of its land grants to realize three and one-quarter millions of 
dollars. I submit, in God’s name, that, having received three and one- 
quarter millions of dollars from the Government, we certainly ought to 
compel the road to convey our mails at the rate of 50 per cent. of what 
we pay roads that never received a dollar of bounty from the Govern- 
ment, and even then the road will receive enormous compensation. It 
will be found upon examination that these railroads charge the people 
in some instances fifty times as much for carrying the mails as they 
charge for carrying ordinary freight. And when the Illinois Central 
shall receive from 20 to 25 per cent. for carrying the mails, even after 
this reduction, more than it receives for ordinary freight, it seems to me 
it will not be unjust to reduce the compensation paid that road for this 
service. 

Mr. RYAN. Wehave been told, and correctly, that the Union Pacifie 
Railroad was constructed almost exclusively by means of aid from the 
Government. We have been told that te that system of railroads we 
made a grant of 37,000,000 acres of the public domain. We have beer 
told that to those roads we loaned the credit of the Government, by ° 
its bonds, to the amount of over $60,000,000. We have also been told 
that the original holders of the stock in that system of railroads never 
paid one dollar for it. Yet the Committee on Appropriations of this 
House proposes to pay this class of roads the original charter rates, 
that is, ‘‘ a reasonable compensation, not exceeding the highest ptice 
paid individuals for like services.” That committee undertakes here to 
make the 5 per cent. reduction apply to that road. If we have, under 
the law, the right to make the 5 per cent. reduction apply, if we have 
the right to amend the charter of these roads to that extent, pray tell 
why we have not the right to make the 50 per cent. reduction apply to 
them? The same power which enables them to do the one will enable 
them to do the other. 

To what roads do they make the 50 per cent. reduction apply? To 
that class of roads which have been aided by comparatively small land 
grants; roads which, with the exception of one, have not received a 
land grant exceeding two and a half million of acres in any instance. 

There were originally upward of seventy roads of this class, but they 
have been somewhat reduced in number by consolidations. With the 
exception of one road, the Northern Pacific, not one of them has re- 
ceived a land grant exceeding two and a half millions of acres. Fifty- 
two of these roads received each a grant of less than a million of acres; 
thirty of them grants each of less than a half a million acres; twenty- 
two of them grants each of less than 300,000 acres; seventeen of them 
grants each of less than 200,000 acres, and nine of them grants each of 
less than 100,000 acres. ’ 

It is proposed to make these roads which are carrying the mails for 20 
per cent. less than the roads constructed exclusively by Government 
aid, which are transporting all your troops and your Government prop- 
erty for 50 per cent. of the usual rates, suffer a further reduction of 30 
per cent., while you allow the other roads, constructed wholly by Gov- 
ernment aid, to receive full rates. Why? Is it because you have not 
the power under their charters to reduce their compensation ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Have you that power? 

Mr. RYAN. That has been answered by the proposition to enact 
legislation here to amend their charters so as to reduce their rates 5 

r cent, 
og TOWNSHEND. Will you vote to reduce the compensation of 
those roads 50 per cent.? 

Mr. RYAN. The proposition to reduce the compensation of those 
roads 50 per cent. came from the Committee on Appropriations at the 
last session of the last Congress, and was advocated here, I think, by 
every member of that committee except Mr. Caswell, and I was one of 
its members. When it came in here for discussion, it was finally deter- 
mined by the House to be reasonable, to reduce the compensation of 
these roads 20 per cent. and put them on the same terms as the other 
land-grant roads, and that reduction passed the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the committee rise for the purpose 
of limiting debate on this paragraph. 

Mr. KEIFER. Do not do that now. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
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Mr. ANDERSON. It is whether, when the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan has been voted upon, that will preclude 
the offering of an amendment at a prior point in the paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not. 

Mr. ANDERSON, I desire to offer a substantial amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the committee now rise for the 
purpose of limiting debate. 

Mr. KEIFER. Do not do that now; some of us want further time 
for debate. 

The question was taken on the motion that the committee rise; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 80, noes 48, 

So (no further count being called for) the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 5459) 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the Post-Office appropriation bill; and pending that motion 
I move that all debate upon the pending paragraph and amendments 
thereto be closed in one hour. 

Mr. HORR. I trust the gentleman will not insist upon that. I will 
say to him that this one item occupied at the last session by permission 
of the House two whole days. It is a matter that affects every part of 
the United States. I am willing to consent to anything reasonable: 
but I submit that he should not try to cut off debate in this way. I 
should be willing to agree to an hour and a half oneach side. I think 
that is not excessive. 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gent#eman from Illinois will allow me, I sug- 
gest that he make his motion to limit debate upon the pending amend- 
ment, not on the whole paragraph. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. On the whole paragraph. 

Mr. KEIFER. Not on the whole paragraph; for I know gentlemen 
on both sides who have very important amendments to offer to other 
portions of the paragraph. 

Mr. HORR. I hope the gentleman from Illinois is not seeking to 
prevent amendments to the balance of the paragraph. Several amend- 
ments are yet to be offered. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that the time be extended till 5 o’clock. 
That will be ample. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. At the suggestion of my colleague on the com- 
mittee [Mr. HOLMAN], I modify my motion so as to provide that de- 
bate terminate at 5 o’clock. 

Mr. KEIFER. Do you mean on the pending amendment? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. On the paragraph and all amendments. 


Mr. HORR. I am willing to consent to that limitation of time if | po, 


the gentleman will apply it to the pending amendment only. He 
ought not to seek to cut off other amendments. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I certainly think we have been very fair. We 
have allowed the debate to run an hour and a half already, and I am 
willing that it shall continue for an hour and a half more, making three 
hours upon a single paragraph of the bill. I certainly think that gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House ought not to demand further 
time. I insist on my motion and move the previous question upon it. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think the gentleman will save time by assenting 
to the arrangement suggested on this side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
demands the previous question upon his motion. 

Mr. HORR. I move to amend—and my proposition is not unreason- 
able—— 

The SPEAKER. Noamendment is in order. 
Illinois has demanded the previous question. 

On ordering the previous question there were, upon a division— 
ayes 72, noes 60. 

Mr. HORR. I demand the yeasand nays. I want to know whether 
we are to be cut off in this way. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman is wasting his own time. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 37 in favor thereof— 
more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question 
upon the motion of the gentleman from Illinois that all debate in 
Committee of the Whole on the pending paragraph of the Post-Office 
appropriation bill and all amendments hereto be closed at 5 o’clock 


The gentleman from 


y- 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Upon the paragraph and all amendments 
thereto. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated the motion. 
Mr. CANNON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. I want to see 
whether I understand this matter. The motion of the tleman from 
Illinois, as I understand, is to close debate at 5 PE to-day on the 


whole ri 
The SPEAKER. On the pending amendment and on the paragraph 
under consideration. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
141, nays 25, not voting 154; as follows: 


YEAS—1i41. 

Adams, J. J. Eaton Low: Shaw, 
Alexander, Eldredge, McA 00, Slocum, 

ley, Ermentrout, MeMillin, Spriggs, 
Ballentine, Ferrell, n Stevens, 

bour, Fiedler Miller, J. F. Charles 
Belmont, Findlay, ils, Sumner, D. H. 
Bennett, Follett, Mitchell, Talbott, 

ki Forney, Money, Taylor, J. M. 
Blanchard, Fyan, organ, Thompson, 
Blount, Geddes, Morrison, Th orton, 
Boy) Gibson, Morse, Townshend, 
Brockinri > Gree: Moulton, Tucker, 
Broadhead, Greenleaf, Muldrow, Turner, H. G. 
Buchanan, Halsell, Muller, Van Alstyne, 
Buckner, Hammond, Murray, Vance, 
Budd, Hancock, Neece, Wait, 
Burnes, Hardeman, Nicholls, ard, 
Cabell, Hatch, W. H. Warner, A. J. 
Caldwell Hewitt, A. S. O'Neill, J. J. Warner, Richard 
Camp bell, Felix Hewitt, G. W. ton, Wellborn, 

dy, Hill, ierce, Weller, 
Clements, Hoblitzell, Peel, S. W. iliams, 
Cobb, Holman, Potter, Willis, 

k, Hopkins, Pryor, Wilson, W. L. 
ouseman, Pusey, Winans, 
Covington Hunt, Rankin, Winans, John, 
Cox, 8. 8. Jones, B. W. n, Wise, J. S. 
Cox, W. R. Jones, J. H. s Wolford, 

4 Jones, J. K. Riggs, Wood, 
Culberson, D. B. King, Robinson, W. E. Wood 
Davidson, Kleiner, Rogers, J. Worthington, 
Dibble, Lamb, Rogers, W. F. Yaple, 
Dibrell, Lanham, York 

ory Le Fevre, Scales, 

Dorsheimer, Lewis, Seney, 
Dunean, Lore, Seymour, 
NAYS—2. 
Aiken, Everhart, McCormick, Smith, 
Atkinson, 4 utting, Tillman, 
B eae Henderson, D. B. he ‘ker, Weaver, 
urleig owey, n, Wilson, James, 
Campbell, J.M. Johnson, Price, 3 
5 Lyman, Ray, G. W. 
Dunn, cComas, 8 er, C. R. 
NOT VOTING—1é. 

Adams, G. E. Dunham, Kelley, Robinson, J. 8. 
Anderson, Elliott, Kellogg, Rockwell, 
Arnot, Ellis, Ketcham, Rowell, 
Barksdale, Elw Lacey, Russell, 
Barr, Evans, I. N Laird, Ryan, 
Bayne, Evins, J. H Lawrence, Shelley, 
Beach, Finerty, Libbey, Singleton. 
Bingham, Foran, Long, Skinner, T. G. 
Bisbee, George, Lovering, Snyder, 
Bland, Goff, McCoid, Spooner, 
Boutelle, Graves, McKinley, Springer, 

wen, Guenther, Maybury, Steele, 
Brainerd, Hanback, Mayo, Stephenson 
Breitung Hardy, Millard, Stewart, J. W, 
Brewer, F. B Harmer, Miller, S. H. Stockslager, 
Brewer, J. H. Hart, illiken, Stone, 
Browne, T. M. Hatch, H. H. Morey, Storm, 
Brown, W. W. Haynes, Morrill, a 
Brumm, Hemphill, urphy Struble, 
Calkins, Henderson, T. J. Mutchler. Sumner, C. A, 
Candler, Henley, Nelson, Taylor, EB. 
Cannon, Hepburn, Ochiltree, Taylor, J. D. 
Carleton, Herbert, y Thomas, 

3 Hiscock, O'Neill, Charles Tully, 

y, Hitt, Paige, Turner, Oscar 
Clay, Holmes, yne, Valentine, 
Colli Holton, Peelle, 8. J Van Eaton, 
Connolly, Hooper, Perkins, Wadsworth, 
Converse, orr, Peters, Wakefield, 
Culbertson, W. W. Houk, Pettibone, Washburn, 
Cullen, urd, Phelps, Wemple, 
Curtin, Hutchins, Poland, White, J. D. 
Cutcheon James, Pi White, Milo 
Davis, G. R. Jeffords, Randall, Whiting, 
Davis, L. H. Jones, J.T. Ranney, Wilkins, 
Davis, R. T. Jordan, Ray. ise, 
Deuster, Kasson, Reed, Young. 
Dingley, Kean, Rice, 

wd, Keifer, Robertson, 


So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. CURTIN. I ask leaveto have my vote recorded. I was in the 
House, but did not hear my name called. 

Mr. KEIFER. Was the gentleman listening? 

Mr. CURTIN. I was giving attention. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman is entitled to vote. 

Mr. CURTIN. Idid not hear my name called, and Iask leave to vote. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Ifthe gentleman from Ohio objected, the 
record nowhere shows his presence on this vote. Itshows he isskulking. 

The SPEAKER. This debate is all out of order. 

The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, with Mr. ROBERTSON, for to-day. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. CALKINS, for to-day. 

Mr. CoLLins with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, for to-day. 

Mr. ELLIOTT with Mr. BREWER, for to-day. 
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. CONNOLLY with Mr. WHITING, for to-day. 

. MILLARD with Mr. Post, of Pennsylvania, for to-day. 
. BARKSDALE with Mr. JEFFORDS, for to-day. 

. DUNHAM with Mr. CoNVERSE, for to-day. 

. BRUMM with Mr. MUTCHLER, for to-day. 

. COVINGTON with Mr. HOLTON, for to-day. 


ERRER E 


. COVINGTON. Not to break a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. So it is with all of them. 

Mr. MAYBURY with Mr. STEPHENSON, for to-day. 

Mr. CARLETON with Mr, LAWRENCE, till March 23. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. Gorr, till March 23. 

. CLARDY with Mr. BAYNE, till March 23. 

. MORGAN with Mr. MORRILL, till March 23. 

. PAIGE with Mr. HATCH, of Michigan, till March 23. 
. GRAVES with Mr. HAYNES, till March 23. 

. STOCKSLAGER with Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, till March 23. 
. TOWNSHEND with Mr. WASHBURN, till March 14. 

. HEMPHILL with Mr. RUSSELL, till March 14. 
HUTCHINS with Mr, KercHaM, till March 14. 
BEACH with Mr. BURLEIGH, till March 14. 

Mr. JORDAN with Mr. STRUBLE, till March 14. 

Mr. ELLIS with Mr. KELLOGG, till March 14. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York, with Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, 
till March 30. 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, till March 14. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. McKINLEY, till further notice. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to withdraw my vote. I am paired 
with the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], upon condi- 
tion, however, that my vote should not be given except it was necessary 
to make a quorum. 

Mr. WAIT. I move to reconsider the vote just taken; and I also 
move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. HORR. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I notify gentlemen that they are wasting the 
time that was proposed to be allowed for debate. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Michigan moves that the House 
do now adjourn. ; 

Mr. HORR. And upon that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 61, nays 156, not voting 
103; as follows: 


YEAS—461. 
Adams, G. E. Hanback, Laird, Ray, Ossian 
Atkinson, Harmer, Lawrence, H 
Barr i Libbey, ce, 
Bingham, Haynes, L; r Robinson, J.S. 
Bisbee, Hepburn, eCoid, Rowell, 
Bowen, Hiscock, McComas, Skinner, C. R. 
Brainerd, Hitt, MeCo: A Spooner, 
Breitung, Holmes, Morrill, Steele, 
Brewer, F. B. Hooper, Nutting, Taylor, J.D. 
Brown, W. W. Houk, O'Hara, ait, 
Cannon, Howey, Parker, Weaver, 
Culbertson, W. W. James, Peters, White, Milo 
Cutcheon, ohnson, Pettibone, a 
Dingley, ean, Poland, 
Everhart, Keifer, Ranney, 
Guenther, Lacey, Ray, G. W. 
NAYS—156. 
Adams, J.J. Duncan, Lovering, Seymour, 
Aiken, Dunn, McAdoo, Shaw, 
Alexander, ton. McMillin, Slocum, 
Anderson, Eldredge, Matson, Smith, 
Arnot, Ermentrout, yo, Spriggs, 
ley, Evins, J. H. Miller, J. F. Stevens, 

Ballentine, Ferrell, Miller, 8. H. Stewart, Charles 
Barbour, Follett, Mills, Stewart, J. W. 
Belmont, Forney, Mitchell, Strait, 
Bennett, Fyan, Money, Sumner, C. A 
Blackburn, Gedd Morey, Sumner, D. H. 

land, Gibson, Morgan, Talbott, 
Blount, G k, Moulton, Taylor, J. M 
Boyle, Green, Muldrow, Thomas, 
Broadhead, Greenleaf, Muller, Throckmorton, 
Buchanan, 1n, Murray, Tillman, 
Buckner, Hammond, eece, Townshend, 
Budd A Nelson, Tully, 
Cabell, Hardeman, Nicholls, Turner, H, G. 
Caldwell, Hatch, W. H. Oates, Turner, Oscar 
Campbell, Felix Hewitt, A.S. O'Neill, Charles Vance, 
campbell J.M. Hewitt, G. W. O'Neill, J.J. Van Eato) 
Cassidy, 1, Patton, Wakefield, 
Clements. Hoblitzell, Payson, Warner, A. J 
Cobb, Holman, Pierce, Warner, Richard 
Cook, Hopkins, Peel, S. W. Wellborn, 
Cosgrove, Hunt, Pryor, Weller, 
= nation, sai if Pusey, Wempie, 

x, W. ones, J. H. Reagan, iams, 
Crisp, Jones, J.K. Reese, Willis, 
Culberson, D. B. n, Rigen, Wilson, W. L. 
Cullen, King, Robinson, W.E. W 
Curtin, Kleiner, Rockwell, Winans; John 
Dargan, b, Rogers, J. H. Wolford, 
Davidson, Lanham, Rogers, W. F. Wood, 
Dibble, Le Fevre, Woodward, 
Henan. semie; Ryan, o 
Doc! ’ ng, , 
Dorea, Lore, Seney, on 


York. 


NOT VOTING— 103. 
Barksdale, . Dowd, Jones, J.T. Russell 
Bayne, Dun Jordan, Shelley, 

x Elliott, Kelley, Singleton, 
Belford, is, Kellogg, Skinner, T, G. 
Blanchard, Ellwood, Ketcham, Snyder, 
Boutelle, ILN. Wry. Springer, 
Breckinridge, Fiedler, McKinley, Stephenson, 
Brewer, J indlay, Maybury, Stockslager, 
Browne, T, M. Finerty, Millard, Stone, 
Brumm, Foran, Milliken, Storm, 
Burleigh, George, Morrison, Struble, 
Burnes, Gof, Morse, Taylor, E. B. 
Calkins, Graves, Murphy, Thompson, 
Candler, Hardy, Mutchler, Tucker, 
Carleton, Hatch, H. H. Ochiltree, Valentine, 
Chace, Hemphill, Paige, Van Alstyne, 
Clardy, Hen nm, D. B. yne, E Wadsworth, 
Clay, Henderson, T. J. Peelle, S.J. Ward 
Colli: Henley, Perkins, Washburn, 
Connolly, Herbert, Phelps, White, J. D. 
Converse, Holton, Post, Whiting, 
Cox,S.S. orr, Potter, Wilkins, 
Davis, G. R. Houseman, Price, Wilson, James 
Davis, L. H. Hurd, Randall, Wise, G.D. 
Davis, R. T, Hutchins, Rankin, Young. 
Deuster, Jeffords, Robertson, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

On motion of Mr. HAMMOND, by unanimous consent, the reading 
of the names was dispensed with, 

The following additional pair was announced: Mr. HARDY with Mr. 
HOLTON, for this day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion now recurs on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What side did the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut vote upon ? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman voted in the affirmative—with the 
majority. 

Mr. WAIT. Icall for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let the question be fairly stated. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Is the motion of the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut to reconsider the motion by which the House refused to adjourn ? 

The SPEAKER. No; that motion would not be in order under the 
rules of the House. There is no such motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let the question be stated. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Connecticut to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. The 
House by a vote ordered the previous question upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois. The gentleman from Connecticut moves to 
reconsider that vote, and to lay that motion on thetable. On the latter 
motion the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. WILLIS. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIS. I wish to know if a vote in the affirmative on this 
motion does not mean that we will get through this matter to-night? 

_ The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that is a parliamentary 
ing > 
The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 145, nays 13, not 

voting 162; as follows: 


YEAS—145. 
Adams, G. E. Duncan, Lovering, Singleton, 
Adams, J. J. Dunn, EE Smith, 
Aiken, ton McAdoo, Spriggs, 
Alexander, Eldredge, McMillin Stevens, 
Arnot, Ermentrout, n Stewart, Charles 
Bagley, Evins, J. H. Miller, J. F Sumner, C. A. 
Ballentine, Ferrell, ills, Sumner, D. H. 
rbour, Follett, Mitchell, Talbott, 
Belmont, Forney, Money, Taylor, J. M. 
Bennett, A Morgan, mpson, 
Blackburn, Morse, Th orton, 
nd, Gibson, Muldrow, Tillman, 
Blount, G Muller, Townshend, 
Breckinridge, Green. Murray, Tully, 
B head, Greenleaf, Turner, H. G. 
Buchanan, Halsell, Nicholls, er, 
Buckner, Hammond, Nutting, Van Alstyne, 
Budd, ancock, O'Neill, J.J. ance, 
Cabell, Hardeman Patton, an Eaton, 
Caldwell. Hatch, W. H. Pierce Warner, A. J. 
Campbell, Felix ey, Peel, S. W. Warner, Richard 
Cassidy, Hewitt, A. S. Pryor, Wellborn, 
y, Hewitt, G. W. Pusey, Weller, 
Clements, ill, Rankin, Wemple, 
bb, Hoblitzell, Reagan, Wiliams, 
x Holman, Reese, Willis, 
e, Hopkins, Ri Wilson, W. L. 
Cox, W. R. unt, Robinson, J. 8. Winans, E. B, 
Crisp, Jones, B. W, Robinson, W, E. Winans, John 
Culberson, D. B. Jones, J. H. Rogers, J. H. Wood, 
Dangan, Jones, J. K. Rogers, W. F. Woodward 
Davidson, King, Worthington, 
Deuster, Kleiner, Scales, Yaple, 
Dibble, Lamb, Seney, York. 
Dibrell, Lanham, Seymour, 
Dockery, Le Fevre, Shaw, 
Dorae, re, Shelley, 
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NAYS—13. 
Everhart, Pa: € Strait, Wilson, James 
Johnson, ce, Wadsworth, 
ayaan, 3 Skinner, C. R. Wakefield, 
cCormick, Stone, Weaver, 
NOT VOTING—162. 
Anderson, Dingley, Kasson, Potter, 
Atkinson, Dowd, Kean, Randall, 
ksdale, Dunham. Keifer, Ranney, 
5 Elliott, Kelley, Ray, G. W. 
Bayne, Ellis, Kellogg, Ray 
Ellwood, K 4 
Belford, » LN Lacey, Rice, 
Bingham, Fiedler, Laird, Robertson, 
Bisbee, Findlay, Lawrence, > 
Finerty, Lewis, Rowell, 
Boutelle, Foran, Libbey, Russell, 
Bowen, George, Long, yan, 
Boyle, Goff, McCoid, Skinner, T. G. 
Brainerd, Graves, McComas, Slocum, 
Breitung, Guenther, McKinley, Snyder, 
Brewer, F. B Hanback, Maybury, Spooner, 
Brewer, J. H. Hardy, Mayo, Springer, 
Browne, T. M. Harmer, Millard, Steele, 
Brown, W. W. Hart Miller, 8. H. Stephenson, 
Brumm, Hatch, ÊH. H. Milliken, Stewart, J. W. 
Burleigh, Hayn: Morey. Stoc! X 
Burnes, Hemphill, Morrill, Storm, 
Calkins, Henderson, D. B. Morrison, Struble, 
Campbell, J, M. Henderson, T. J. Moulton, Taylor, E. B. 
Candler, Hepburn, Murphy, Taylor, J. D. 
Cannon, Herbert, Mu a 01 
Carleton, Hiscock, Nelson, Tucker, 
Chace, Hitt, Oates, Valentine, 
Clay, Hol Ochiltree, Wai 
Collins, Holton, O'Hara, Ward, 
Connolly, Hooper, O'Neill, Charles Washburn, 
Converse, orr, Paige, White, J. D. 
Covington, Houk, er, hite, Milo 
Cox, S. S. Houseman, yne, Whiting, 
Culbertson, W. W. Howey, Peelle, 8. J. Wilkins, 
Cullen, Hurd, Per! Wise, G. D. 
Curtin, Hutchins, Peters, ise, 
Cutcheon, Jam: Pettibone, Wolford, 
Davis, G. R. Jeffo: Phelps, oung. 
Davis, L. H. Jones, J. T, Poland, 
Davis, R. T. Jordan, Post, 
After the second call of the roll, 
Mr. LORE asked unanimous consent that the reading of the names 
of members voting be with. 


Mr. REED and Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania, objected. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I should like to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in his seat listening for his 
name to be called? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I was in my committee-room at work, under 
leave of the House, 

The SPEAKER. 
gentleman’s request. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. CLAY with Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, for this day. 

The SPEAKER. Upon the question of laying on the table the mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote by which the previous question was ordered 
the yeas are 145and the noesare13. The Chair is bound to take notice 
of the fact that no quorum has voted, as shown by the record. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. s the time I had offered for debate in my 
motion has expired it is useless to continue the proceedings any further 
to-day. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. DUNN. I ask the gentleman to yield to me, that my proposed 
amendment may be printed in the RECORD. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The question being taken on Mr. TOWNSHEND’s motion, it was 


to. 
And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


The Chair can not upon that ground submit the 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and ae were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of citizens of Mobsrly, Mo., for re- 
striction of Chinese immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BELMONT: Petition of the Metropolitan Museum of Art 
of New York city, forthe removal of duty on works of art—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Art Students’ League of New York, asking pas- 
sage of House bill to remove duty on works of art—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Petitionof Asbury Struble, president of the Wool- 
Growers’ Association of Fayette County, Pennsylvania, for restoration 
of the wool tariff of 1867 and tor increase of duty on carpet wools— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. BRENTS: Resolutions of a mass-meeting held to discuss the 
rights of the people relative to railroads and the question of forfeiture 
of the Northern Pacific land grants—to the Committee on the Public 


Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Tacoma, 
Wash., against forfeiture of the Cascade land grant—to the same com- 
mittee 


Also, memorial of the Board of Trade of Port Townsend,. Wash., for 
public building—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. J. H. BREWER: Resolutions adopted by the senate of New 
Jersey February 25, 1884, against passage of Morrison tariff bill—to- 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Petition of F. Crawford, F. M. Case, and many 
others, citizens of Huron County, Michigan, forimprovement of Pigeon, 
River, at Caseville, Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. W. W. CULBERTSON: Petition of citizens of Rowan County,. 
Kentucky, praying that Ann McKenzie may be given a pension of 
per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Croxton Post, Grand Army of the Republic, No. 9,. 
of Kentucky, against passage of any law to change present mode of pay- 
ing pensions—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of E. L. Little and others, citizens of 
Alpena, Mich., in favor of education in Alaska—to the Committee on 
Education. 

Also, petition of citizens of Muskegon, Mich., asking for the estab- 
lishment of a soldiers’ home in Michigan—to the Committee on Mili-- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Holton, Mich., asking for the establish- 
ment of a soldiers’ home in Michi o the same committee. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: Petition of merchants and bottlers, for the adop- 
tion of a duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem on imported glass bottles—to- 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FERRELL: Petition of citizens of Guelph, State of Kansas, 
asking for amendments to Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on: 
Foreign Affhirs. 

Also, petition of citizens of New York city, asking for amendments. 
to Chinese restriction act—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GEORGE: Petition of citizens of Oregon, asking for a modi- 
fication of pilot and engineer license Jaw so that all citizens of the: 
United States can procure licenses—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial from the Chamber of Commerce of Tacoma, Wash... 
against the forfeiture of the Cascade land grant—to the Committee om 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GREEN: Resolutions adopted at a joint meeting of the Wil- 
mington (N. C.) Chamber of Commerce, Produce Exchange, and Board 
of Trade, held March 7, 1884—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Also, resolutions of the same meeting, asking for public buildings in 
the city of Wilmington, N. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings. 
and Grounds. 

Also, resolutions of the same meeting, favoring the of H. R. 
4483, entitled ‘‘A bill to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Marine 
Service ’’—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Memorial of the Kansas Cane-Grower’s Associ- 
ation, asking additional appropriations to enable Department of Agri- 
culture to continue its experiments in producingsugar from the sorghum 
cane—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MORSE: Resolutions of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 
relating to the repeal of so much of the internal-revenue law of the 
United States as authorizes the manufacture of vinegar from alcohol 
which has paid no revenue tax—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. : 

By Mr. O'HARA: Petition of the citizens of Craven County and ad- 
joining counties of North Carolina, for an appropriation for improve- 
ment of Trent River, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. PETERS: Resolutions of State board of agriculture of Kan- 
sas—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. POLAND: Petition of James C. Jones and 71 others, honor- 
ably discharged soldiers, praying for passage of S. 1, striking out limit 
as to arrears of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of George F. Holmes and others, citizens of 
Portland, Me, praying for a repeal of the act of May 15, 1520—to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of John D. Kennedy, for payment 
of salary, mileage, and expenses in Thirty-ninth Congress—to the Com- 
mittee on Elections. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: Joint resolution and memorial of the Maryland 
Legislature, petitioning Congress to repay to the State $72,000, with 
interest, it being the amount advanced to the Government by the State 
of Maryland in the year 1790—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VAN ALSTYNE: Petition of Sarah B. Jackson, widow of 
William B. Jackson, Company H, Ninety-first Regiment New York 
Volunteers, asking for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. J. D. WHITE: Petition for the relief of Elihu Robinson, late 
of Company C, Fortieth Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition for post-route in Kentucky—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Papers relating to the claim of B. F. Ander- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOOD: Resolutions of McHolland Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Kentland, Ind., praying for bounties, pensions, and land-war- 
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tants—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay. 
Also, petition of mariners and sailors, for harbor of refuge at Wolf 
Take, on Lake Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Also, petition of Thomas Green and others, citizensof Buffalo, N. Y., 


for a harbor of at Wolf Lake, Indiana—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Dennis Murphy and others, citizens of Oswego 
County, New York, for harbor of refuge at Wolf Lake, on Lake Mich- 
igan—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of John Baker, for harbor of refuge at Wolf Lake, In- 
diana—to the same committee. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of t Rawlings, asking compensa- 
tion for property taken and used by the United States Army during the 
Jate war—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, March 14, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


‘On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 
«Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in answer to a 
resolution of the 25th ultimo, a report of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
-eral Land Office regarding indemnity lands certified, patented, or do- 
nated to or claimed by railroad corporations in the State of Iowa; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting, in answer to a resolution of the 25th ultimo, 
-areport of the Commissioner of the General Land Office on the subject 
of the Arredondo grant, in Columbia County, Florida, and the lands 
claimed thereunder; which, on motion of Mr. CALL, was, with the ac- 
«companying papers, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
sand ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 4411) to amend section 101 of the Revised Statutes of 
‘the United States so as to allow the chairman of a subcommittee of a 
committee of either House of Congress to administer oaths was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


Mr. SEWELL presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of citizens 
-of Elizabeth, N. J., in opposition to the bill authorizing the construc- 
tion of a bridge over the Kill von Kull; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JACKSON. I present a petition of the national hanks of Nash- 
ville, Tenn., praying that the tax on national-bank circulation be taken 
-off. The petition is addressed to me personally, but is evidently in- 
tended for the Senate. I ask that it be received and referred to the 
‘Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the paper 
will be received and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of I. G. Harville and numerous 
other citizens of Hernando County, Florida, praying for the forfeiture 
-of the land grant in the State of Florida for the construction of the. 
Florida Railroad from Amelia Island to Tampa Bay. The petition 
states that these lands have been forfeited by reason of non-compliance 
with the requirements of the charter of the road, and prays that the 
same may be declared forfeited and subject to sale and entry. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was to. , 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a petition of old soldiers residing in the Sol- 
diers’ Home, in this District, two hundred and twenty-six of them, in 
which, ‘‘as citizens of the United States, feeling and deeply deploring 
the curse of the liquor traffic in the United States,” they “ respectfully 
petition your honorable bodies to enact a law prohibiting the manufact- 
ure and sale of all alcoholic beverages in the District of Columbia.” 
The petition is accompanied by a note from the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of this city requesting me to present the petition at my 
‘earliest convenience, in which they state that over half the inmates of 
the Soldiers’ Home have signed it. They state the number of signers 
at one hundred and fifty, but I see that the number of signatures on 
the petition is two hundred and twenty-six, from which I infer that the 
letter was written some time before the signatures were completed. 

I ask the attention of the committee on the affairs of the District of 
Columbia to this petition. It is well known, I may add, that the sol- 
-diers at the Soldiers’ Home are especially sufferers from the traffic in 


intoxicating liquors in this District. I move the reference of the peti- 
tion to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST presented a resolution of Mills Creek Grange, No. 1966, 
of Ralls County, Missouri, in favor of the of an act making the 
Bureau of Agriculture a department of the Government; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PUGH. I present a memorial of the Board of Trade of the city 
of Mobile, concurred in also by the Mobile Cotton Exchange, setting 
forth facts in connection with the supply of cheap coal from the War- 
rior coal basin, in Alabama, to the Gulf of Mexico. I move that the 
memorial be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present certain additional evidence to accom- 
pany the bill (S. 947) granting a pension to Powhattan B. Short, con- 
sisting of sundry affidavits and some records from the War Department. 
I move that the papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of a large number of officers 
of steam vessels, in favor of the passage of H. R. 4691, appropriating 
all moneys now remaining in the of the United States to the 
credit of the inspection service for the purchase of suitable lands for two 
snug-harbors, under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of Henry Lee, of Boston, and sun- 
dry other well-known and eminent citizens of that city, praying for the 
passage of a bill repealing the act of May 15, 1820, which is now em- 
bodied in certain sections of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
which fix the term of certain administrative officers to four years. I 
move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of George Brown, a citizen of the 
District of Columbia, formerly of Fauquier County, Virginia, praying 
compensation for certain property taken and used by United States 
troops under Generals Burnside and McClellan in 1862; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr, SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 39) correcting the military record of 
Wickliffe Cooper, deceased, late major Seventh Cavalry, brevet colonel, 
United States Army, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Post Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 13) to reappropriate 
and apply the amount appropriated by the act of Congress approved 
March 3, 1877, to pay certain Southern mail contractors, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. SLATER. The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 428) to forfeit certain public lands granted to the 
Oregon Central Railroad Company, in the State of Oregon and the Ter- 
ritory of Washington, direct me to report it with an amendment. I 
reserve the right to file a written report hereafter. 

PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing, to 
which was referred a resolution for the printing of extra copies of the 
bill reported by the select committee of the Senate appointed to inquire 
into the condition of the Indians in Montana and Dakota, to report it 
without amendment. I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the resolution was considered, and agreed to, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 1,000 copies of the bill 
reported by the select committee of the Senate appointed to inquire into the con- 


dition of the Indians in Montana and Dakota, together with the report of the 
committee and accompanying documents. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1841) providing 
additional pay for officers honorably mustered out under the act of 
July 15, 1870; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1842) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Hudson, N. Y.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BOWEN intsoduced a bill (S. 1843) to reduce postage on mail- 
able matter of the second class; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PENDLETON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1844) to require 
the Secretary of the Interior to place the name of Rolen T. May on the 
pension-list; which was read twice by its title, and, with the aecom- 

ying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. : 


pan: 

Mr. MILLER, of California, introduced a bill (8. 1845) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to set apart certain lands of Fort Bidwell military 
reservation for cemetery purposes; which was read twice by its title, 


and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 
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Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1846) granting a pension to Hattie 
L. Goss; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1847) to authorize the issuing of a reg- 
ister to John 8. McQuin and J. Warren Wonson for the schooner Druid; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1848) for the relief of James W. 
Harvey, as assignee of Joseph Parkins; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 1849) establishing life-saving 
stations on the sea and lake coasts of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 8, to the bill (H. 
R. 4971) making appropriations for the support of the Military Acad- 
emy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, 

to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. J. W. KEIFER of 
Ohio, Mr. W. H. FORNEY of Alabama, and Mr, E. J. ELLIS of Louisi- 
ana managers at the conference on its part. 


CATTLE DISEASE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no ‘‘ concurrent or other 
resolutions,’’ the Calendar, under the eighth rule, is in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the joint resolution (S. R. 75) making an appropriation to eradicate 
the foot-and-mouth disease, which I introduced yesterday, and which 
was reported back from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Has the joint resolution been printed? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It isin print. The question is on 
agreeing to the motion to proceed to its consideration. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. R. 75) making 
an appropriation to eradicate the foot-and-mouth disease. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have a dispatch, which I ask may be read, which 
conveys the latest information on the subject. I will state, however, 
that the papers from the West, including those of Chicago and Saint 
Louis, are full of accounts about the spread of this disease. ‘There is 
no doubt about its alarming character. A dispatch this morning in- 
forms us that the governor of Illinois is contemplating a quarantine 

inst the cattle of that section of country to prevent the introduction 
of the disease into that State. It is a time of the year when the cattle 
are being sett to market, and if they are to go at all, and go with safety 
to the sections of country through which they move, there must be some 
immediate and very stringent measures adopted to wipe out and erad- 
icate this disease. 

It is not a question affecting the State of Kansas except from the ac- 
cidental fact that it has broken out there, because it is a disease which 
can be carried with great rapidity, and is certain to be carried, into all 
sections in which cattle in the natural course of business go. I will 
ask that the dispatch be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Kansas asks that a telegram from the governor of the State 
of Kansas be read. If there be no objection it will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Hon. P. B. PLUMB, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. : 

The disease is spreading, and in short time will be beyond control. Reports 
not exaggerated ; two best surgeons on the ground, both in United States service. 
It will cost $50,000 and prompt action to stamp out the disease. When cattle go 
on grass its eradication will be impossible, and means the destruction of the cat- 
tle of Kansas, Colorado, and Texas. This is the judgment of the veterinary sur- 
geon and others. 

G. W. GLICK, 


Governor of Kansas. 


TOPEKA, KAxs., March 13, 1884. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move to strike out, in lines 6 and 7, the words 
“and in co-operation with the proper authorities of the State of Kan- 
sas.” My object will be apparent when the Secretary will report the 
amendment striking out the words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. j 

The CHIEF CLERK. Inlines 6 and 7 it is proposed to strike out the 
words ‘“‘and in co-operation with the proper authorities of the State of 
Kansas;’’ so as to read: 

That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as is necessary, be, and hereby is, 
appropriated, to be used under the direction of the Commissioner of Agricult- 
ere in eradicating a contagious disease popularly known as the foot-and-mouth 

Mr. SHERMAN. As a matter of course, without these words the 
Commissioner of Agriculture will co-operate with the proper authorities 
of any State; but if the disease exists in the United States at all it is 
liable to break out in any State, and consequently as this is a remedy 
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which will extend during the whole of the present session of Congress 
and probably the next, it ought to be applied to all the States. 

The truth is that this disease is scarcely known now by any medical 
authority. It hasdifferent names. The disease prevailsas well among. 
sheep and swine as among beef cattle. There has been a good deal 
written about it, I know, and a good deal of information ought to be 
communicated to the Senate by the debate on the subject. 

I desire, if this provision is to pass, that it shall be so broad that it may 
be applied in any State where this disease may occur. It exists in Can- 
ada, it exists in nearly every nation in Europe now, and is in danger 
of crossing at any time to Ohio, to Illinois, and across the whole coun- 
try. The people of Illinois are becoming very much alarmed about it. 
All I desire is that this appropriation shall not be localized in Kansas, 
but shall be made available wherever the disease may appear to exist 
at the time. 

Mr. CULLOM. As the Senator from Ohio has referred to my State, 
I desire to say that I have no information in reference to the condition. 
of affairs there except from the press, but I am satisfied that there 
ought to be something done. My judgment is that not only should 
the amendment of the Senator from Ohio be adopted, so that this mat- 
ter can be looked to in all the States, but that the amount should be 
increased. 

Mr. PLUMB. I propose to increase it. 

Mr. CULLOM. The joint resolution appropriates $25,000. I think 
the sum ought to be made at least $50,000, and I hope that such an 
amendment will be made. The Senator from Kansas says he proposes 
to amend it in that direction, and I hope he will make it at least that 
sum, and that it will be passed at once. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to sim- 
ply make a suggestion to him? We have before us a general bill that 
covers not only the foot-and-mouth disease but other diseases. It was 
under discussion day before yesterday, and the Senate considered it 
awhile. I t to the Senator from Kansas, might it not possibly be 
best to take up that bill and dispose of it instead of this joint resolution ? 
For the bill which has been before the Senate as it passed the House 
covers not only this disease but all other contagious diseases of a violent 
and destructive character. I think we can pass the general bill as soon 
as we can pass this resolution, and the bill will certainly receive more 
support, for it covers every body’s interest, than this measure, which is 
purely local. I make thesuggestion; Iam not moving an amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Theargumentin favor of the general bill is undoubt- 
edly re-enforced very largely by the condition of things now established 
to exist in the State of Kansas and elsewhere, but this is an emergency 
which will not permit of waiting upon the uncertain progress of a bill 
through this body and the other House as well. Notice was served the 
other day by two Senators on the opposite sides of the Chamber that 
the bill would not go through without exhaustive and protracted de- 
bate. I presume that will be the case, and not only that, but I have no 
desire that it should be otherwise. Whateveris done should be done 


with consideration, and for the purpose of preventing any attempt or . 


suggestion of an attempt to put through the general bill in response to- 
the existence of a particular emergency. I thought it was better, be- 
cause of the lack of time and for other reasons, that this joint resolu- 
tion should go through providing for this emergency, leaving Congress. 
to deliberate then upon the other measure at its comparative leisure. 

When I spoke of this question a day or two since I referred to the 
fact that this disease existed in the State of Maine now, and that local 
efforts had been made there to eradicate it and that it also existed in 
the State of New York. Iam advised through the public prints and 
by dispatches which I have received that it is supposed to have been 
conveyed into Kansas through a herd of polled Angus cattle taken to 
that part of the country during the last season. That class of cattle 
has been largely introduced all over the West—in Illinois, Missouri, 
Kansas, and Colorado. The investigation which the resolution pro- 
vides for will throw a great deal of light upon the general subject, 
which we shall discuss when we come to the general bill. 

I am not opposed to the motion of the Senator from Ohio, which will 
enlarge the purpose and scope of the resolution. When I drew it it 
was suggested that I should draw it covering a wider scope, but I pre- 
ferred to leave that, inorder that others who are interestedin the matter 
might make the suggestion themselves which has now been made. 
So far as I am concerned I have no objection to striking out the lan- 
guage the Senator from Ohio proposes to strike out. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator also offer an amendment increasing 
the appropriation? 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall do so at the proper time. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the adoption of the amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio would empower the Commissioner of Agriculture to 
go into any State and adopt such means as may to him seem proper for 
the suppression of the disease named in the joint resolution without 
reference to and in defiance of the exclusive rights of the States to exer- 
sav the police powers for the preservation of the health of their own 
cattle. 

Without saying how I shall vote on the joint resolution, I propose an 
amendment which will put it in a less objectionable shape, at least to 
me, ifitshould be passed. I call the attention of the Senator from Ohio. 
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to it. Ifin order I propose to amend his amendment by striking out 
the words ‘‘the State of Kansas,” in lines 6 and 7, and insert ‘‘the 
States in which it is used;” and also to insert the words *‘ by the con- 
sent of’’ after ‘‘ agriculture,” in line 5; so as to read: 

That the sum of $25.000. or so much thereof as is necessary, be, and hereby is, 
appropriated, to be used under the direction of the Commissioner of Agriculture 


by the consent of and in co-operation with the proper authorities of the State in 
which it is used. 


This amendment will leave to the State in which the Commissioner 
of Agriculture operates with this fund the discretion to accept or not to 
accept it as the State may see fit. Theauthorities of the States in which 
it is proposed to be used may have views of their own. They may be 
pursuing their own methods. They may prefer to exercise the police 
powers reserved to them by the Constitution rather than to have the 
aid of the National Government. If they do prefer it, I hold that they 
clearly have the right to exercise their jurisdiction to the exclusion of 
that of the General Government. The amendment which I propose to 
the amendment of the Senator from Ohio will simply call upon the States 
to say whether or not they desire the proffered aid. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will report the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. COKE. I will put it in writing. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I should be very sorry to seem to 
be captious about a matter of this description. It is not the sum of 
money involved that concerns me. We have here got into the habit 
of looking upon $25,000 and trifles of that sortas not worth a moment’s 
consideration, and they are small in comparison with the resources of 
the country and with the interestsat stake, I suppose. But Iam troubled 
by some old-fashioned notions on this subject, and I say now that I 
regret the disposition all over the country to appeal in case of almost any 
trouble directly to an exhaustless Treasury and an omnipotent nation. 

This is not the theory upon which the Government was founded, 
and the theory in my opinion was a just one, a wise one, the safest for 
the permanent conduct of this Government. The States did withhold 
to themselves with extraordinary jealousy, not only by the terms of the 
Constitution but by all contemporaneous expressions and subsequent 
legislation, the full control over a vast range of what are commonly 
called minor matters, but matters that come right into the daily life 
and substance of the people. 

I should resist and protest against Federal boards coming into the 
State of Connecticut to condemn cattle, and butcher cattle, and pay for 
cattle. We for many years have had our State board of agriculture. 
We have large herds of exceedingly valuable cattle; comparatively 
large; I do not, speak in comparison with the Texas herds; but I speak 
of wealthy men, farmers and others, who have devoted themselves 
for scientific reasons, for curiosity, and for profit to the raising of some 
of the most valuable breeds of cattle in the world. We have ourState 
board to look out for these very matters, and the moment it is an- 
nounced by the press or by the telegraph that any dangerous disease 
prevails, even to the extent of a single instance, the diligent chairman 
or other official of that board goes to the spot, and the State has its own 
machinery for examination, for condemnation, and for whatever of com- 
pensation there may need to be in the case. I think that a proposition 
to run to Washington if we heard that a disease prevailed would be re- 
ceived with a smile, I will not say with contempt, in the State of Con- 
necticut. 

I think that is the better way to manage these things. I do notsay 
what sort of appeal might be made to our pity and generosity in the 
case of an extraordinary calamity that should in its magnitude approach 
the recent great floods; but I am sure that in any ordinary case a State 
ought not to come here. I doubtour power to do anything whatever 
in the matter. I very greatly doubt it. I agree to and I assert the 
right of the Federal Government to regulate all intercourse between 
the States upon this and other matters, and I assert the duty of the 
Federal Government tọ protect us against importations from foreign 
countries and to regulate our intercourse with foreign countries in all 
this question; but in a matter purely within our own boundaries, that 
belongs to the States, that was jealously claimed and retained by them, 
I regret, I say again, to see the tendency to come here to save a few 
dollars, or as if there were not sufficient wisdom within the States to 
meet the occasion. 

So I am inclined to vote against these propositions in general and to 
vote against anything in the general bill that is before us which takes 
us within a State to regulate a matter entirely within its own limits 
and perfectly within its own jurisdiction, I may say chiefly for the pur- 
pose of getting the Federal Government to pay the dollars that the proc- 
oT T ton tho put 

n not eulogize the public spirit or enterprise or ify the 
wealth of the State of Kansas. Tampi say thet so far bgah so 
far as there is any information before us this morning, she is abundantly 
able and more than able to take care of all these things for herself. If 
she is in danger from the irruption of disease from other States, and 
some regulation of interstate commerce shall be thought necessary, I 
will meet the gentleman very cordially; but I am inclined to vote at once 
against all these purely local matters, unless I am driven by impulses of 


ity and benevolence to disregard States and figures, as in the 
case of large floods and overwhelming general calamities. 

Mr. COKE. I send to the desk the amendment that I proposed, 
which I have prepared. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Texas to the amendment of the Senator from Ohio will be 
read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out, in lines 6 and 7, the 
words ‘‘State of Kansas” and insert ‘‘in the States in which it may 
be used;” and also to insert, after the word ‘‘agriculture,’’ in lined, . 
the words ‘‘ with the consent of.” 

Mr. COKE. Now let it be read as amended. 

The Cuter CLERK. As proposed to be amended it will read: 


That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as is n: , be, and hereby is, 
appropriated, to be used under the direction of the Commissioner of Agricult- 
ure, with the consent of and in co-operation with the proper authorities of the 
States in which it may be used, in eradicating a contagious disease popularly 
known as the foot-and-mouth disease, now prevailing to an alarming extent, &c, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Texas to the reference to the cattle disease existing “‘to 
an alarming extent among the cattle of that State.” As his amend- 
ment applies to all States, the words “‘that State ” should be stricken 
out. 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall not quarrel with the terms of any amendment 
which accomplishes the purpose I have in view that the Senate may 
think a better disposition of the subject-matter. It is one of those 
emergencies in which there is no time, as I think, to quibble about 
words or about the question of authority. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] was generous enough 
to insinuate that the State of Kansas wanted this because it was too 
niggardly to pay for this service outof its own purse. I thank him for 
the compliment, and will return it when the time comes, as I have no 
doubt Ishall have abundant opportunity to do, before many years shall 
elapse at all events. I will say, Mr. President, that the State of Kan- 
sas is not only able, but willing, to bear up any burden that may be 
imposed upon it by any contingency which refers alone to its interest 
and the interestof its people. This is not, unhappily, one of that kind, 
The cattle of Kansas are marketed in almost all the principal markets 
of the world. They are going there every day in the progress of a busi- 
ness useful and beneficent. I read this morning of an account of the 
sale of a large amount of cattle in Chicago, and of the inquiries which 
arose from the fact that they were from Kansas, and the suggestion that 
grew out of that fact as to the danger that was liable to be incurred by 
the cattle of Illinois and the cattle of all the other States of the Union 
in that great market. In the first place, nothing that the State of Kan- 
sas will do, whatever it may do in regard to the eradication of the dis- 
ease, will be effective in settling the question in the public mind as to 
the non-existence of the disease among the cattle of that State. 

In the next place, this isa disease which peculiarly, almost more than 
any other disease, is communicable by ordinary methods, inevitable 
methods. The ing of wild animals across the range where these 
cattle are grazing or in the fields where they are fed, the transport of 
the cattle themselves, the transit of individuals from place to place, 
from places where this disease exists to other places where its does not 
exist, is sufficient to carry it. I have a dispatch on my desk from the 
agent of the Agricultural Bureau in Chicago, saying that in his opinion 
it was carried into Kansas by polled Angus cattle that went in there, 
and that is in accordance with the general diagnosis laying down the 
general character of the disease and the means of its communication 
recognized everywhere. 

It is therefore not a local question in any sense in which that term 
can be applied. It is not the sum of $25,000 that the State of Kansas 
wants. It wants the prompt, the energetic, the thorough, the compe- 
tent exercise of the authority of the General Government not only to 
reach it there but to reach it wherever it may be carried from there, and 
in such a way that when once it shall have been exterminated, if it shall 
be, that fact shall be known everywhere, so as to give security to all the 
persons who deal not only in the cattle of that State but in the cattle 
of the great ranges west and south and southwest who on their way of 
necessity pass through that State in their transit to market. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I find in this morning’s papers the 
following dispatch which I commend to the Senator from Kansas in 
reference to his own State: 


THE FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE. 
CHICAGO, March 13, 

. Rumors have been published of the appearance of the foot-and-mouth disease 
in Effingham County, Minois, but one or two isolated herds, which were sup- 
posed to be affected, when visited failed to show fs ayy of the real contagion, 
and no alarm is yet felt. Governor Hamilton, of this State, has been urged by 
the Wyoming Stock-Growers’ Association to quarantine the cattle in this State 
against the infected cattle in Kansas, and he declares that he will issue a procla- 
mation to that effect within one or two days, 


I should like to ask the Senator why it is that the governor of Kan- 
sas can not do the same thing. 

Mr. PLUMB. So he can; but who is to determine that question in 
that way? Perhaps the governor of Kansas can quarantine against the 
cattle of Texas and the cattle of Colorado and the cattle of New Mexico 
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and the cattle of Missouri and of theotherStates and Territories in that 
neighborhood. I do not say as to that; but what kind of a spectacle 
would it be, the governor of a State assuming to interfere with inter- 
state commerce, with the commerce ofall this country, and settling for 
himself and for his own locality questions which affect not only that 
locality but which affect the interests of all the people of the United 


States. 

Mr. BUTLER. I state to the Senator that the governor of a State 
has a perfect right to defend his State from the introduction of disease 
from another State by quarantine. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not say he has not the power, but I was speak- 
ing of the wisdom of the exercise of that power by the authorities of a 
State when the United States authorities can exercise it in such a way 
as to hold the balance evenly and prevent the unnecessary interruption 
of trade. 

Besides that, it is not a question of quarantine now against the cattle 
from outside the State, and therefore the governor of Kansas has no 
need to quarantine. It is a question about quarantining cattle from 
Kansas, and of course that means not only the cattle that belong in that 
State but the cattle which in the course of trade are brought through 
that State, and I think at least one-half of all the cattle shipped to 
market from Texas are shipped through that State; and a quarantine 
of that kind as a matter of course must operate against them. We are 
to have this whole question determined then on the basis of the local 
feeling in Kansas, the local belief there, without any means of de- 
termining from a larger standpoint and by means more widely at hand 
than can locally be nsed what the interest not only of that State but 
of all the States may be in this great question. 

I have a dispatch in regard to the same subject-matter which the 
Senator has called attention toin his reading from the dispatches in the 
morning papers which I will read: 

CHICAGO, ILL., March 13, 1834. 


Hon. GEORGE B. Lorine, 
Commissioner of Agriculture, Washington, D. C. : 


Our rs report foot-and-mouth disease at Effingham, Ill, We urgethat you 
send Dr. Sotuata toat once proceed inyestigate and report. Dr. Detmars is here 
and ready to go, ifordered, Answer, 


JESSE SPALDING, 
Collector Customs. 


There will grow out of that undoubtedly a great deal of apprehension 
that is unnecessary. I have no doubt that in some places the foot-and- 
mouth disease will be supposed to be in existence when it is not, Other 
diseases will be imputed to that, and it will contribute to a panic, toa 
feeling of insecurity, and to great loss unless we proceed systematically 
and thoroughly and by means of the national authority to settle defi- 
nitely and finally all this question, and it will not be settled by refer- 
ring it simply to the local authorities, the authorities of a county or of 
a State, but the great buying publie of New York, Chicago, Cincinnati, 
Saint Louis, and elsewhere wherever these cattle are marketed, have 
themselves some assurance on the subject which will enable them to 
deal in them with satisfaction, just as when we come to establish means 
of inspection, if we ever do, in regard to meats to go abroad, it will not 
need the seal merely of the State of New York; it will not need the ac- 
tion of any State authority, or at least that action will not be sufficient 
for the purpose, but it will need the action of the General Government, 
the seal of some officer of that Government in order to carry that guar- 
antee of soundness which is necessary to give our meats currency abroad. 
And so at home we want not isolated local action; we want general ac- 
tion; we want something that is competent in its jurisdiction to meet 
the case in all its magnitude and wherever it may be, not only in Kan- 
sas but in Illinois and in all the other States wherever it may appear, 
and for the purpose of investigating in the process of eradication in such 
a way that the existence or the non-existence of this disease may be 
definitely determined elsewhere as well. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should be very glad to co-operate with the Senator 
from Kansas in any reasonable way to prevent the spread of this dis- 
ease, but the Senator can not have forgotten that a very few years ago 
a disease broke out among the horses known as the epizootic, by which 
the omnibuses and street-car lines and all the modes of transportation 
in all the cities were almost entirely suspended, not only in one sec- 
tion of the country but all overit. A few years ago another disease 
broke out among horses known as pink-eye, which was transmitted 
from one part of the country to another. lt would be just as reasona- 
ble, and I think more reasonable, that some particular locality should 
come to Congress and ask twenty-five, fifty, or one hundred, or two 
hundred thousand dollars to stamp out that disease as is the measure 
demanded by the exigency in Kansas. That disease may prevail there 
I have no doubt, but my own opinion is that the alarm and injury to 
the cattle interest has been intensified immensely, and has cost this 
country millions and millions of dollars by this agitation of the ques- 
tion and these constant appeals to Congress to make appropriations to 
stamp out the disease. The hog-cholera and numbers of other diseases 
among animals are prevailing constantly in almost all the States, but I 
have never known until now an application to be made to Congress for 
an appropriation to get rid of a disease in a State when it has not ap- 
peared that it could not be got rid of by proper remedies there. 
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Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator advise me wherein the United States 
this disease could break out if it did not break out in some State? 

Mr. BUTLER. Of courseit would break outina State; and I think 
it very doubtful whether the United States Government has a right at 
any time in a case of that kind to appropriate money for the purpose of 
preventing a contagious disease among animals when the States them- 
selves have the ability, if they have the will, to do it. That is my ob- 
jection to all such measures as this. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I only desire to say a word. My 
own State has been referred to several times by Senators on the floor, 
the references being based upon a dispatch from Chicago in relation to 
the disease that seems to have broken out in Effingham County. I 
have no information in reference to it except what has been read to the 
Senate. But in regard to my own State, I am not here now asking 
anything of the General Government for the State. Our State has a 
law on this subject which was passed three years ago, and while I hap- 
pened to have the honor of occupying the position of governor of that 
State it was enforced, and enforced at very considerable expense to our 
people. Iam not here now asking the adoption of this resolution on 
account of anything pertaining to the condition of affairs in Illinois; 
but I am satisfied that this disease, which is now prevailing to some 
extent in this District and in Pennsylvania and Maryland and New 
York and other portions of this country and which is likely to spread 
all over, ought to be attended to and stamped out, if it can possibly 
be done, and that at as early a period as possible. 

The Senator from South Carolina refers to the horse disease that we 
had prevailing in this country a few years ago. I believe that if the 
Congress of the United States, when that disease first appeared in the 
East, had at once made an appropriation and taken steps to stop its ca- 
reer west by perhaps an appropriation of fifty or one hundred thousand 
dollars, millions of dollars might have been saved to the people of this 
country which they sustained the loss of by the death of horses all over 
the land. 

I am notasking for an appropriation for Kansas or Illinois, but in my 
judgment this great interestof the people of this country must be looked 
after. We have to-day forty million head of cattle in the United States, 
an interest that is superior to almost any other, and in my judgment 
the Congress of the United States ought not to hesitate a moment in 
making such an appropriation as will give our people information in 
reference to what ought to be done in protecting the cattle of this 
country from this disease which is liable to spread over every State in 
the Union. 

This question is not simply a question of an appropriation to apply 
to Kansas or Illinois or Ohio, but the purpose is to get information 
which will enable us to at least pass such laws as will protect the in- 
terests of the people by protecting the cattle of this country. It in- 
volves largely the question of interstate commerce, because everybody 
knows that the cattle of the country are being shipped from one por- 
tion of the nation to another, that great car-loads of them start from 
Texas or from the Territories and pass through Kansas, ‘pass through 
Illinois, pass through Ohio, and so on to the seaboard in the East, and 
that sort of transportation can justly and properly be regulated only 
under the provisions of a law pertinent to interstate commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. CULLOM, Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I would call the Senator’s attention to the provisions 
of this joint resolution. Itprovidesthat the sum of $25,000, orso much 
thereof as is necessary, shall be appropriated for the purpose of ‘* eradi- 
cating a contagious disease,” not forthe purpose of procuring information. 
I go as far as any Senator on this floor in appropriating the necessary 
amount to procure all the information on the subject we can get; but 
this assumes that a certain disease exists in advance of the information 
to which the Senator from Illinois refers as so desirable to be procured 
hy Congress. I will join in an appropriation to procure the information; 
but this goes further. 

Mr.CULLOM. Iunderstand that the resolution provides that money 
shall be expended in part perhaps for the purpose of eradicating the 
disease, but we must find out the facts in relation to the disease before 
we can do very much in the direction of eradicating it. In my judg- 
ment the great benefit to ensue from the passage of this resolution is to 
enable the Commissioner of Agriculture to ascertain what the condition 
of affairs is in this country, so that finally when the bill comes before 
Congress which has been reported by the chairman of the Committee 
on Agriculture we shall know best what to do with it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I would greatly prefer, ifthe Sen- 
ator from Kansas saw his way clear, to let this subject stand until the 
bill reported from the Committee on Agriculture is brought before the 
Senate, so that we may deal with this very grave and important ques- 

tion with the patience and gravity that it demands, 

Senators who look upon this as a mere local matter affecting a flock 
of cattle in Kansas underrate it enormously. About eighteen years ago 
pleuro-pneumonia, as it is called, a disease among cattle, first appeared 
in the United States. It had spread havoc and destruction in France, 
in Germany, and in Great Britain, and caused a loss of many millions 
of dollars, and it appeared pronen thatit would come into this country. 
Congress passed a law prohibiting the importation into this country ot 
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any cattle, and made such importation subject to Treasury regulations. 
I think it was about 1866. Under that law the United States has been 
able to prevent the spread of this disease across the Alleghany chain 
and confined it to the border States on the coast. So, fortunately for 
this country, pleuro-pneumonia has never appeared west of the Alle- 
ghany Mountains. That was the result of the act of Congress of 1866 
and the acts amendatory thereof. I have no doubt that if pleuro- 
pneumonia had crossed the mountains and appeared on the plains of 
Kansas or Illinois or in the West the amount of property that would 
have been destroyed would have extended to hundreds of millions of 
dollars. The wisdom of that policy has been demonstrated. Now a 
disease infinitely more contagious, more general, because it extends to 
all kinds of animals, is threatening our country by importation from 
Europe—the foot-and-mouth disease. I believe the technical name of 
it is aphthous fever, and it is now prevailing in several of the European 
states, and it has appeared several times in our country by importa- 
tion. I will read a letter from a very distinguished gentleman in Ohio 
which I think will give you in a few words the danger of this disease 
and the nature of it. This gentleman is connected with our agricult- 
ural department in Ohio, and is a very good lawyer as well as a very 
good farmer and stock-raiser. He says: 

In view ofthealarming outbreak of aphthous fever, or foot-and-mouth disease. 
in Kansas, it is my opinion that all importation of live-stock should be stopped 
for the present. Sheep and swine are subject to this as well as cattle. 
It is more dangerous than the pleuro, because more infectious, a prem- 
ises, ships, railway cars, litter, fodder, &c., while the pleuro, as the English veter- 
inary department of privy council holds, can only be communi by actual 
contact with the living di animal. Thedisease has several times appeared 
in Canada, once imported in a lot of sheep. The traders have denied its exist- 
ence and opposed all restrictive measures. A short timeago,asyou may have 
learned, a lot of Hereford cattle infected with foot-and-mouth t h 
Portland to Canada. Stock of all sorts is passing that way to all parts of t 
West, often all the way in Dominion cars. This should sto: until the 
alarming danger indicated by this outbreak in Kansas is past. It will be no 
hardship or injustice, as we are not allowed to send cattle to Canada. 

It seems to me the same measures should be adopted to prevent the 
importation of this disease into the West that were adopted in regard 
to pleure-pneumonia. If this disease has broken out in Kansas, it is 
the most unfortunate event that has happened to the people of the 
United States in ten years, and will be the most destructive. I doubt 
somewhat whether the disease known as the foot-and-mouth disease, 
the aphthous fever, has broken out in Kansas, whether it has broken 
out in Illinois ; but if that be the fact, and this is the fatal disease that 
has exterminated so many cattle and hogs and sheep in Europe, it is a 
fatal fact thatought to be dealt with withseverity, promptness, and de- 
cision. No State-right barriers agit to intervene in a question of that 
kind. The power of the United States ought at once to be exercised 
to stamp out that disease, cost what it will, because, let me tell my 
friend from Texas, if either the pleuro-pneumonia or this new disease, 
entirely different in character from pleuro-pneumonia, should break out 
in Texas, Texas would call aloud for help from the United States, and 
we would heed theircry. This ought to be dealt with asa national 
question, and not a State question. It is a national question. 

The Senator from Connecticut endeavored to make a constitutional 
argument about dealing with a local disease. If this was a mere local 

i confined to Kansas, or Connecticut, or even Ohio, I would not 
seek the aid of the General Government; but this is the importation of 
aforeign disease and must be dealt with as a national question. This 
disease, if it is here, has been introduced from foreign countries in some 
way, either by contact withanimals or by clothing. It was saidin one 
case it was introduced by theclothing of a Scotch herdsman. It is said 
that it has been introduced by clothes, forage, rags, blankets, and also 
by contact with infected cattle. At all events it isa foreign importation, 
and must bedealt with as the result of commercial intercourse with for- 
eign nations. 

All I have to say in regard to this measure of the Senator from Kan- 
sas, who is very desirous to pass it, is that if it is to be passed I wantit 
made general, extending to all parts of the United States. I wish to 
follow the amendment I offered with another amendment which will 
strike outanother clause limiting the effect of this appropriation to Kan- 
sas and makeit general. But my own advice would be and I would ask 
the Senator from Kansas to adopt it, and I think he would expedite mat- 
ters if he would allow this resolution to pass over and take up the 
pleuro-pneumonia bill, the general bill reported from the Committee 
on Agriculture, and ingraft on that some other provisions which ought 
to be added to it, so as to deal with this question as a great and im- 
portant question ought to be dealt with. 

I am afraid now that if this resolution is passed by the Senate and 
goes to the House, with the crowd of business that is pressing there on 
the House, the appropriation bills being pending, it will not be taken 
up and will not be promptly acted on, and thus the Senate will have 
dealt with the question in an imperfect way at one time in one bill and 
the House have dealt with it on another bill in another way after a long 
debate. It is better for us to take up the principal question, the House 
bill, and deal with it there, where not only this subject but other kin- 
dred subjects can be embraced. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The practical question raised here, it 
seems to me, is as to the Department which should have charge of 
this matter. This resolution provides that it shall be the Agricultural 
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Department. The Treasury Department is dealing with this subject 
particularly in respect to pleuro-pneumonia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think myself it ought to go to the Treasury De- 
partment. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The foot-and-mouth disease has ap- 
pored at Portland, Me., and it was imported from England, the cattle 

ving been brought there by an English ship. The disease has spread 
somewhat, and the Treasury Department has taken measures to extir- 
pate it there by quarantining those animals and doing all it can to 
stamp it out. Now the question arises whether there will not be two 
Departments of this Government operating against this disease at the 
same time, and whether there will not be a conflict and extra expense. 
The question is which ought to have charge of it. I submit thes> sug- 
gestions to the Senators who have the care of this measure, that we may 
be informed on the subject. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President, I think the Senator 
from California, when he considers this matter with full knowledge of 
the present condition of it, will see that what is proposed to be done by 
this resolution should not be committed to the keeping of the Treasury 
Department. Under a law now on the statute-book the Secretary of 
the Treasury quarantines all cattle imported to our country from foreign 
lands. That is done at the port of importation, and he has his officers 
in connection with the custom-houses for doing that. The quarantin- 
ing of cattle at our ports is entirely under the control of the Secretary 
of the Treasury through the customs collectors; but when we come to 
deal with a native disease, a disease which is certainly so far from our 
ports as to be found in Kansas, and perhaps in Ilinois, the Treasury 
Department has no machinery whatever at present organized for deal- 
ing with it. 

It may be said that the Agricultural Department has not sufficient 
complete machinery; but we propose to give it that by tlie bill which 
is pending before the Senate. The Agricultural Department, however, 
has correspondence with agents in nearly every county in every State 
in the United States, parties with whom the department is in constant 
correspondence. I have here a copy ofa letter which came to the 
Agricultural rtment the other day from Portland, Me., from the 
correspondent of the department there, showing the condition of the 
foot-and-mouth disease in the State of Maine and how it was spreading 
there. It has correspondents all over thiscountry. I think I am cor- 
rect in saying that the Agricultural Department has a correspondent in 
every county in every State, and it receives from these correspondents 
or agents early information in regard to any disease that may break 
out, and it is able at once to operate with its correspondents. The 
Commissioner of Agriculture, on the application of the governor of the 
State of Kansas, has already sent his veterinary surgeon belonging to 
the department, a very skilled officer, to Kansas to investigate this 
disease. The Treasury Department has no such officer; it has no power 
to employ any such officer; and is not at all able to reach this question. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Will the Senator yield to me fora mo- 
ment? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Iwas informed yesterday by one of the 
chief officers of the Treasury Department that that Department had 
sent a surgeon out to Kansas to investigate this foot-and-mouth disease. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. If so it is entirely without authority 
oflaw. There is no law authorizing the Secretary of the to 
do anything of the kind. Under the law authorizing the Cattle Com- 
mission which exists in the Treasury he is authorized to quarantine, 
and is compelled to quarantine, cattle coming into this country; but I 
submit that there is no law for any operation on this question by the 
Secretary of the Treasury as the statutes now stand. 
ee ee of California. One or the other Department ought to 

ve of it. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. We propose to put it fully under ‘he 
control of the Agricultural Department if the Senate shall copsur in 

ing the bill which has already passed the House. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Except in regard to importston. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Except in regard to foreign animals 
imported. That question is to be left with the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, where it now is; and as all the machinery in regard to the exports 
and imports of this country is in the hands of the Secretary of the 
Treasury it is undoubtedly much more economical that the matter of 
quarantining animals brought in from foreign ports should be left in 
the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury, where it can be attended to 
by the collectors of customs and their subordinates without any great 
additional expense. But when we come to the question of interstate 
commerce in cattle and the question of diseases in the Western States, 
I submit that it is in no way proper that it should be turned over to 
the Secretary of the Treasury. In -fact I think that ent is 
already overburdened, as some other Departments are, and rather than 
increase their duties there ought to be new departments organized and 
some of these important duties transferred to them. 

As to the question raised by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
I submit that if the foot-and-mouth disease of which he speaks is so 
dangerous and alarming in its character as he says it is—and I think 
he is correct about that—there is all the more need of the passage of 
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this preliminary joint resolution, as I will call it, for he will see that 
if we were to take up the pleuro-pneumonia bill this afternoon, as I 
hope we shall at 2 o’clock, and succeed in passing it through the Senate 
to-day and sending it back to the House with some amendments; or if 
we were to pass it simply as it came from the House, so that it would 
require no concurrence by the House in our amendments, it would be 
impossible to meet the exigency of the occasion under that bill alone, 
for, in the first place, the bill provides that the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture shall prepare rules and regulations in regard to the suppression 
of these dangerous diseases, and these rules and regulations are then 
to be submitted to the various State authorities, and they are to be 
called upon through their legislative bodies to pass legislation which 
shall enable the States to co-operate with the Federal authorities in the 
suppression of these diseases. It would be impossible in the ordinary 
course of legislation that any such co-operative action from the various 
States could be had within several months. In nearly all the Western 
States the Legislatures are not in session this winter. They have bien- 
nial sessions, and they would be compelled before the bill went into 
operation fully to call extra sessions of the Legislatures and pass acts 
and appoint commissioners to act in co-operation with the Federal au- 
thorities. Here comes an emergency. The disease has undoubtedly 
broken out in Kansas. We do not yet fully know how it was carried 
there, but the time is rapidly approaching when the cattle of Kansas 
and of all the Western States will go upon the ranges and go out to 
graze, and when that is done there will be no possibility of the Federal 
Government and of the State governments co-operating to prevent its 
spread, and its most dangerous spread, over the entire West. 

At the present time these cattle, of course, are herded together, and 
are in herds where they can be controlled. It needs prompt and im- 
mediate action. While I know that under the rules I can not speak of 
what the other branch of Congress may do or may have done, yet I 
state unofficially that I understand one of the committees of that body 
has agreed upon and will report to-day a measure, similar to this, for an 
immediate appropriation of money for this purpose, notwithstanding 
they have already passed the pleuro-pneumonia bill. I state this upon 
authority which I believe to be correct. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator a question, if he will 

t permission. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator say that he believes the House of Rep- 
resentatives will pass a resolution like this to enable the Commissioner 
of Agriculture to go into a State and extirpate a disease sup; to exist 
among cattle, after the vote already taken there, following an elaborate 
debate in the House on that question? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. It is not necessary that I should ex- 
pe an opinion as to what can be done or can not be done in the other 

ouse. My private opinion is that such a resolution should be 
and will be passed, for the vote upon the question referred to by the 
Senator shows that the majority against it was very small, 

But that is neither here nor there. Under this resolution, if it shall 
pass, there is no probability that the power given to the Commissioner 
of Agriculture under its general provisions would enable him to go into 
a State and to do acts which the State officers or private citizens might 
protest against. I think his action will necessarily be very much like 
the action of the Senate frequently, that is, by unanimous consent. If 
a State should resist, I have no doubt the courts, under the resolu- 
tion as it stands, might be called upon to enjoin him if he were doing 
anything it did not approve of. I have no idea that any such action as 
is apprehended will take place; I have no fear that there is any danger 
in that direction. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to vote for this resolution if it would ac- 
complish the extirpation of this disease, because my State is very inti- 
mately associated with Kansas; but I understand the resolution to give 
the power to the Commissioner of Agriculture to go into any State, into 
the State of Kansas specifically, and extirpate, by any means he may 
think proper to adopt, this disease. The amendment of the Senator 
from Texas makes it necessary that the State should consent and co- 
operate. If Iam in errorin regard to that, I want to be informed upon it. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The Senator will permit me to read 
the joint resolution: 

That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as is necessary, be, and hereby is, 
appropriated, to be used under the direction of the Commissioner of Agriculture 
and in co-operation with the proper authorities of the State of Kansas, 

Mr. VEST. Suppose the authorities of Kansas do not co-operate? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Then undoubtedly the entire opera- 
tions of the Commissioner in that State will fail, and you will have to 
wait until the pleuro-pneumonia bill is The governor of Kan- 
sas has already called upon the Commissioner of Agriculture to send a 
veterinary surgeon and other officers to make the examination, and 
there is no doubt whatever of the co-operation of the State authorities 
of Kansas. But under this resolution I submit there is no such 
as the Senator suggests; and if there were any I should not favor it at 
this time, because that question is an important question, and it should 
not be di of in so sw a manner as the joint resolution pro- 
poses. But I submit that the resolution is so well guarded that there 


is no danger that the Commissioner of Agriculture will do anything 
whatever under it except by consent of the authorities of the State 
wherever he may operate. 

Mr. VEST. There can be no objection, then, to the amendment of 
the Senator from Texas. All I desire is that I shall not be committed 
to the fifth section of the pleuro-pneumonia bill, to which I can never 
give my consent in any shape or form. If this resolution is passed to 
be operative only with the consent of the authorities of the State of 
Kansas, then it is not so objectionable; but I do not choose to be com- 
mitted in advance to the fifth section of the pleuro-pneumonia bill now 
before the Senate. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. There is no intention on my part or 
on the part of the Senator from Kansas to commit any one to the pro- 
visions of the pleuro-pneumonia bill; nor do I wish to have any one 
committed against it. Let that be settled when the bill comes up. 

Isubmit that any candid examination of this resolution will show 
that it is not subject to the objection which has been raised. The Com- 
missioner of Agriculture has no absolute power under it. He can ex- 
pend this money only in co-operation with the State authorities of the 
State in which he may operate; and if the State shall decline to co-op- 
erate, or shall fail even to ask the Commissioner of Agriculture for his 
assistance, under this joint resolution nothing can be done. It simply. 
meets this one emergency. The governor of Kansas has called for help, 
and it seems that the emergency is so great that we ought to pass this 
joint resolution at once and send it to the House; for, as I have already 
stated, if we wait for the pleuro-pneumonia bill to pass, and wait to 
have it fully put into operation by the co-operation of the various State 
Legislatures, it will be one, two, three, and perhaps in some cases more 
than six months before any co-operation can be had by the various State 
Legislatures, and then the will have been done. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why not adopt the suggestion of the Senator from 
Ohio that this joint resolution go over until after the consideration of 
the pleuro-pneumonia bill now before the Senate? The very identical 
question is there involved. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to remind the Senator from South Caro- 
lina that at 2 o’clock the bill to aid'in the establishment and temporary 
support of common schools in the country is the special order. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was not aware of that fact, but I understood that 
the friends of the pleuro-pneumonia bill would press its consideration 
to-day, and therefore I supposed it would be taken up. But it will be 
impossible to accomplish what has been stated as so desirable by the 
Senator from New York by this mere local resolution. The practical 
effect of this resolution will be to give the State of Kansas $25,000. 
Thatisall. If the State of Kansas wants $25,000, I am quite willing 
perhaps to vote it; but it will fail to accomplish what is thought to be 
so desirable in reference to this disease among the cattle. I therefore 
suggest that this resolution go over until after we have had time to con- 
sider deliberately and fully discuss what is known as the pleuro-pneu- 
monia bill, involving the very same questions and the very same prin- 


ciples. s 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I think the Senator from South Caro- 
lina could not have listened to what I said in reply to the Senator from 
Ohio on that same proposition, in which I attempted to make it plain 
to the Senate that the provisions of the pleuro-pneumonia bill would re- 
quire the co-operation of the State Legislatures, the making of new laws 
in nearly all the States of the Union, perhaps, in fact, in all of them. 
It may be necessary that there should be legislation in every State of 
the Union before that bill can go fully into operation. 

Now, the case as I understand it is simply this: There has broken out 
in one county in Kansas, perhaps in only one, two, or three herds—I 
do not know the exact number—a very dangerous and contagious dis- 
ease known as the foot-and-mouth disease. The cattle are now cor- 
ralled or are in herds. The State of Kansas has no legislation whatever 
upon the subject, and the islature is not in session. The governor 
of the State has appealed to Congress, through the Senators from that. 
State, and to the Commissioner of Agriculture for help. It is believed 
by those competent to judge that if the Federal Government shall ap- 
propriate instantly from $25,000 to $50,000, and shall authorize the 
Commissioner of Agriculture to use that money in co-operative action 
with the governor of the State of Kansas, this most dangerous disease 
may be stamped out at once, it costing only twenty-five or fifty thou- 
sand dollars to do it. If it gets out upon the ranges in the spring the 
loss, as stated by the Senator from Ohio, will amount to millions upon 
millions of dollars. I submit that if we are to wait until the pleuro- 
pneumonia bill passes, all the dangers which we desire to avoid and 
seek to avoid by this resolution may come upon us in their full force. 

There is nothing in this resolution which commits the Senate or the 
two Houses of Congress or any Senator to any proposition which can be 
at all objectionable, in my judgment. It avoids the constitutional ob- 
jection of the Federal Government coming in without the authority of 
the States. That is avoided by the language of the resolution. It is 
simply a question whether we shall put our money under the control of 
the Commissioner of Agriculture for this purpose at this time, and 
doubtless avoid great loss and danger to the entire Western portion of 
our country. 
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Mr. GARLAND. I was out of the Chamber when thisresolution was 
called up—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Arkansas kindly yield to me 
for a moment for what I may call an explanation? 

Mr. GARLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I dislike very much to be misapprehended, and I 
am sure the Senator from Kansas did, to a certain extent, misappre- 
hendme. I used nosuch expression in regard to Kansas as ‘“‘ niggardly,” 
nor did I imply that Kansas is not sufficiently enterprising, generous, 
and public-spirited to do her whole duty; indeed I think I intimated 
something to that effect; but I did reflect somewhat upon a tendency 
throughout the United States, which I think everybody understands, 
to come too frequently to the Federal Government and to be willing to 
overlook the proper constitutional restrictions if there only be some 
money connected with the legislation sought. That I applied to all 
parts, to my own State as well as tothe rest. I think it is a mistaken 
national tendency. 

A word more. Nor am I liable to the criticism made by the Senator 
from Ohio. I am willing to do all that the Federal Government should 
do in this matter with power and with generosity, provided we act with 
some respect to constitutional powers. If we act under the clause with 
regard to commerce with foreign nations and between the States, I will 
agree to every imaginable reasonable restriction as to the transportation 
of cattle between the States and as to the importation of cattle. In 
short—the Senate knows what I mean—I will exercise every power 
under that constitutional qualification; but I have an inclination to 
object, as the Senator from Missouri I see has, to this tendency to go 
within a State and assume to the Federal Government what the people 
ought to do themselves. I will co-operate, under constitutional regu- 
lations, with as much generosity as anybody. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, as I stated a moment ago, I was 
out of the Chamber when this resolution was called up, and I am not 
aware precisely how it was reached. I suppose, though, it is up now 
for consideration, and I think probably the Senate might as well con- 
sider it as anything else, for it opens up a very great question, greater 
than the resolution itself apparently imports; and then it has drawn to 
itself to a considerable degree the discussion of the bill called the pleuro- 
pneumonia bill. If it is the purpose of the Senate to consider it and 
get through with it, I wish now to say upon it what I have been think- 
ing of for some time in reference to this and kindred subjects. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before the Senator proceeds, will he state whether he 
isadvised of the amendment which the Senator from Texas has proposed 
and which is not objected to. 

Mr. GARLAND. Yes, sir. I am in favor of the resolution without 
the amendment of the Senator from Texas, and it is on that general 
subject raised by that amendment that I desire to be heard now, hav- 
ing lost the opportunity some time ago when the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. RANsSoM] withdrew his resolution for an appropriation 
for the afflicted people in North Carolina, South Carolina, Alabama, and 
Georgia, suffering from the recent cyclone. I intended then to make 
the remarks which I will make, now that this resolution is before the 
Senate. 

In view, Mr. President, of the constantly recurring demand, as in- 
dicated by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], to the Con- 
gress of the United States for legislation of the kind here proposed, it 
is quite important that we should have some general understanding 
about it; itis quite necessary that something should be done indicating 
the views of Congress upon this question on its merits, and not leave it 
to mere caprice or to mere sympathy orto mere condolence, as the case 
may be, upon each application that is made. 

Now, what is the case before us? As I understand it, the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUME], acting on the responsibility devolved upon 
him as a Senator from that State, has introduced a resolution, founded 
upon information communicated to him that there is a great emergency 
affecting one of the material if not the most material of the industries 
of that State, threatening in its aspect also to overtake and afflict like 
industries of other States. In view of that presentation of the 
the matter not being local at all, not being merely domestic to the State 
of Kansas, but, as indicated by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
in his clear manner of putting everything, if not stopped now it is likely 
to produce one of the greatest afflictions this country has seen for ten 
years, this information being communicated to the Senator from Kan- 
sas and he communicating it to the Senate, a committee of this body 
has reported back the resolution of the Senator from Kansas and it is 
now before the Senate. 

Whenever an affliction overtakes the people of this country that de- 
fies and overreaches, so to speak, the power of the local anthorities and 
goes beyond their means of relief, their capacity for remedy, my judg- 
ment is that Congress has the power, and having the power is the judge 
of the time to exercise that power, to relieve that particular calamity 
or affliction. This isone of cases, if understand the Senator from 
Kansas and the communications he has made. - This being so, I shall 
now undertake to show that upon a fair interpretation of the Constitu- 
tion it is within the power of bp Sis and upon a fair and reasonable 
interpretation of the precedents of Congress it is beyond any question 
within the capacity of Congress, to grant the relief. I think it can be 


shown, too, that it is not within the power of the States in the aspect 
in which it is presented here to interfere with this matter. 

It may not be very interesting, but it may be somewhat important for 
us to get down to the principle at the bottom of this proceeding. I 
may be a little tedious to the Senate in laying before it what I consider 
to be the basis on which this proposition rests, but I think it should 
be presented. 

In the first volume of Story on the Constitution, sectional page 978, 
commenting on the clause of the Constitution which provides for levy- 
ing taxes, imposts, &c., to pay the debts and provide for the general 
welfare, we find that eminent judge quoting with approbation the re- 
port of Mr. Hamilton on manufactures in 1791. He says: 


The terms “‘ general welfare” were doubtless intended to signify more than 
was expressed or imported in those which preceded— 


That is, to levy taxes for the purpose of paying the debts &c.— 


otherwise numerous exigencies incident to the affairs of the nation would have 
been left without a provision. The phrase is as comprehensive as any that 
could have been used; because it was not fit that the constitutional authority 
of the Union to appropriate its revenues should have been restricted within 
narrower limits than the general welfare, and because this necessarily embraces 
a vast variety of iculars which are susceptible neither of specification nor 
of definition. It is therefore of necessity left to the discretion of the National 
ure to pronounce upon the objects which concern the general welfare, 
and for which, under that description, an appropriation of money is requisite 
and proper. 
Then, in section 979, Judge Story says: 
Butthe most serge and elaborate view which perhaps has ever been taken 
of the subject will be found in the exposition of President Monroe which accom- 
ied his message ting the bill for the repairs of the Cumberland road 
4th of May, 1822). The following passage contains what is most direct to the 
present purposes: 
President Monroe, as quoted in sections 984 and 985, said : 


Sec. 984. I have dwelt thus long on this part of the subject from an earnest de- 
sire to fix, in a clear and satisfactory manner, the import of the second part of 
this grant, well knowing, from the generality of the terms used, their tenden 
to lead into error. Lindulge a strong hope that the view herein presented wi 
not be without effect, but will tend to satisfy the unprejudiced and impartial 
that nothing more was granted by that part than a power to appropriate the 
public money raised under the other part. To what extent that power may be 
carried will be the next object of inquiry. 

Src. 985. It is contended on the one side that, as the National Governmentis a 
government of limited powers, it has no right to expend money except in the 
performance of acts authorized by the other specific grants according to a strict 
construction of their powers; that this grant in neither of its branches gives to 
Congress a discretionary power of any kind, but is a mere instrument in its 
hands to carry into effect the wers contained in the other grants. Tothiscon- 
struction I was inclined in the more early stage of our Government; but on 
further reflection and observation my mind has undergonea change, for reasons 
which I will frankly unfold. 


Again in section 987 Monroe says: 

Had it been intended that Congress should be restricted in the appropriation 
of the public money to such expenditures as were authorized by a rigid con- 
struction of the other specific grants, how easy would it have been to have pro- 
vided for it by a declaration to that effect; the omission of such declaration is, 
therefore, an additional proof that it was not intended that the grant should be 


so construed, 
Story quotes Monroe with approbation. Then Monroe proceeds at 
his opinion. It is not 


length to give his views why he had changed 
necessary to read that. Now, in a note to this Judge Story says: 


There is no doubt that President Washington fully concurred in this opinion 
as his repeated recommendations to Congress of objects of this sort, especially oi 
the encouragement of manufactures, of learning, of a university,of new inven- 
tions, of culture, of commerce and navigation, of a military academy, abune 
dantly prove. 


The Senate knows that upon the strict construction theory the Naval 
Academy at Annapolis and the Military Academy at West Point were 
combated for years and years, until finally they were carried through 
by overwhelming majorities. In the building of these two academies, 
in the establishment of them, this construction was brought to bear 
and they rest upon no other basis. But now let me proceed with Story: 


Serc..991. In regard to the practice of the Government, it has been entirely in 
conformity to the principles here laid down. ap Acct gets have never been 
limited by Congress to cases falling within the specific powers enumerated in 
the Constitution, whether those powers be construed in their broad or their nar- 
row sense. And in an especial manner appropriations have been made to aid 
internal improvements of various sorts, in our roads, our navigation, ourstreams, 
and other objects of a national character and importance. In some cases, not 
silently, but upon discussion, Congress have gone the length of making appro- 
priations to aid destitute foreigners and cities laboring under severe mities, 
as in the relief of the Saint Domingo refu; in 1794, and the citizens of Vene- 
zuela, who suffered from an earthquake in 1812. An illustration equally forci- 
ble, of a domestic character, is in the bounty given in the cod-fisheries, which 
was strenuously resisted on constitutional grounds in 1792, but which still main- 
tains its place in the statute-book of the United States. 


In a later edition he gives a note to this, in which he says: 


It would be impracticable to enumerate all these various objects of appropri- 
ation in detail. f TAs of them will be found enumerated in President Monroe’s 
Exposition, of 4th of May 1822, 41 to45. The annual appropriation acts 
speak a very strong lan on this subject. Every President of the United 
States except President ison seems to have acted upon the same doctrine. 
President Jefferson can hardly be deemed an exce; 
already quoted (4 Jefferson’s Corresp., 524), he manifestly maintained it. In his 
message to Congress, 2d December, 1806, Wait’sState Pa rs, 457, 458), he seems 
to have denied it. In signing the bill for the Cumberland road, on the 29th 
March, 1806 (act of 1806, chapter 19), he certainly gave ita partial sanction, as well 
as upcn other occasions. Mr. Monroe’s Ex tion on 4th May, 1822, 

41. But see 4 Jefferson’s Corresp., 457, where Mr. Jefferson adoptsan op te 
reasoning. President Jackson has adopted it with manifest reluctance; but he ~ 
considers it as firmly established by the practice of the Government. See his 
pa message on the Maysville road bill (27th May, 1830, 4 Elliot's Deb., 333 to 


ion. In his early opinion, 
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Mr. President, as we proceed with the history of the subject it will 
be instructive to note somewhat the events of the times running in par- 
allel lines with these expositions. Whensome of us went down to Mont- 
gomery to erect the Southern confederacy, as it was called, having a 
dread of this ‘‘ general-welfare’’ power in the Constitution of the United 
States, which appears in the preamble to the United States Constitu- 
tion as well as in the part granting powers to Congress, that clause was 
omitted from the constitution of the confederate government, and the 
language used read thus: 

The congress shall have power to 4 and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises for revenue necessary to pay the debts and provide for the common 
defense— 

Here is where the ‘‘ general welfare’? comes in in the Constitution of 
the United States, but instead of it was inserted at Montgomery— 
and to carry on the government of the Confederate States, 

That was ingrafting on the constitution what a certain school con- 
sidered to be the meaning of the ‘‘general-welfure’’ clause in the Con- 
stitution of the United States; but the ‘‘ general-welfare’’ clause still 
stays in the Constitution of the United States; and how has it been 
interpreted and acted upon by every President save and except, accord- 
ing to Story, Madison himself? Directly we shall see dozens of in- 
stances almost, by the side of which, so far as the principle is concerned, 
the present application to Congress dwindles into utter insignificance. 
We have seen, according to Story, the construction which Mr. Monroe 
in his more mature years conceded and acquiesced in; we have seen 
that the Military and Naval Academies have been built and grown up 
on this power and on none other in the Constitution. 

I cite this provision from the constitution of the Confederate States 
for the purpose of showing that very essentially and materially differ- 
ent language is used to carry out the idea that is contended for by im- 

lication and construction, and grows out of the present language of the 
Constitution of the United States, Story says in quoting from these 
authorities that you could not in your Constitution specify minutely, 
in detail, the grounds that shall bring about a requisition upon Con- 
gress. That is left for the occasion calling for the exercise of “the gen- 
eral-weltare’’ power, Congress being the judge of that occasion. 

On the present occasion the Senator from Kansas presents the fact 
that, overleaping the local and domestic authorities of the State of Kan- 
sas, a disease there exists which threatens to become general in its char- 
acter over the whole country whose interests are bound up in this great 
industry. If the cod-fishery bounty was constitutional, as Story said, 
for the purpose of encouraging the formation of a hardy class of men 
who should be ready for the Navy, why is not this? Those bounties 
were granted, says Story, not silently, but after long debate on the con- 
stitutional theory involved, and passed as early as 1792. 

Mr. MORGAN. Allow me to inquire of the Senator from Arkansas 
whether he takes the position that it is the nature of the disease that is 
to overleap the boundaries of State authority? ; 

Mr. GARLAND. It is the nature, and character, and extent of this 
disease in threatening the destruction of this industry that is the point; 
and I will show directly, when I come to quote the legislative history, 
that no one who sanctioned the acts to which I shall refer can stop for 
a moment and hesitate to swallow this dose. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘There may have been a bad precedent. 

Mr. GARLAND. Itis not a bad precedent, I have the language of 
the commentator upon it, and even as great a man as Monroe said he 
had his views upon it, and he gave his reasons, which I could 
detail at length if it were necessary. 

Itis nota bad precedent. It isa good precedent when itis based upon 
anything of a general character, and it is not within the purview of 
Congress to go to the States and ask them how the Congress of the 
United States shall execute the powers delegated to it or which it per- 
forms in carrying out the delegated powers. That is a mistaken idea. 
The truthis, legitimately, properly, and constitutionally s; ing, Con- 
gress can not delegate its authority in any instance to a State official or 
a State agent to perform. 

Story states three or four instances, to which I have referred and on 
which I have commented somewhat. I have made an abstract of most 
of the subsequent acts for the information of the country. 

In 2 Statutes at Large, page 730, is ‘‘An act for the relief of the 
citizens of Venezuela,” approved May 8, 1812, which appropriated 
$50,000 for the purchase of provisions for the relief of citizens of Vene- 
zuela who suffered in the late earthquake. Under what power of Con- 
gress, if you are acting on a strict and rigid interpretation of the powers 

ted, did we get the authority to relieve the suffering people of 
enezuela? Thatmeasure was supported by some of the first men who 
ever stood in this country, whose names are not only historical but 
whose lives are classic. Even as early as the second volume of the 
Statutes at Large we have that precedent set, in the year 1812. 

Then in 3 Statutes at Large, page 211, we have ‘‘An act for the 
relief of the inhabitants of the late county of New Madrid, in the Mis- 
souri Territory, who suffered by earthquake.” That wasapproved Feb- 

_ Tuary 17, 1815, an act by which the United States gave the sufferers in 
the county of New Madrid who had bought scrip a like amount of land 
to that which was injured by that earthquake, they surrendering and 
by operation of law their right to the injured lands reverting to the 


United States. That was not an entire grant, but was supplemented 
by other acts, out of which has grown some of the greatest litigation in 
this country that has come to the Federal court of last resort. 

How by a strict construction of the powers of Congress could it have 
that authority? Here is a whole State that is about to be prostrated, 
a whole State that is about to be struck down by a calamity that can 
not, according to the experience of the ex-Secretary of the Treasury on 
this floor, be measured in its length and breadth, and which threatens 
to be not only general but national. We granted relief to the inhab- 
itants of one county that suffered from an earthquake, and yet we are 
told we can not rescue this great industry from a calamity that threat- 
ens to overthrow it and prostrate it forever ! 

In 9 Statutes at Large, page 207, is a joint resolution authorizing 
the employment of the ships Macedonian and Jamestown in transport- 
ing provisions for the famishing poor of Ireland and Scotland, approved 
March 3, 1847. 

In 14 Statutes at Large, page 369, is a joint resolution for the tem- 
porary reliefof the sufferers by the late fire in Portland, in the State of 
Maine, approved July 27, 1866. One town in the State of Maine that 
suffered by fire was relieved in 1866, one town not quite as big as the 
State of Kansas, nor quite as broad as the line between Missouri and 
Kansas; and yet we are told we can not relieve this calamity ! 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator from Arkansas say that was a con- 
stitutional appropriation of money ? z 

Mr. GARLAND. The act passed was constitutional. 


Mr. MORGAN. One hundred and fifty men were killed in a mine 
in remia yesterday. Can we appropriate money to support their 
families ? 


Mr. GARLAND. We can if it is shown here that the local and do- 
mestic authorities can not meet the emergency. I hope I have an- 
swered the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. To your satisfaction, not mine. 

Mr. GARLAND. I have answered the question directly. Idid not 
hope to satisfy the Senator from Alabama, but I have answered di- 
rectly and squarely. You present me a calamity that is general in its 
character, that the local and domestic authorities, so to speak, can not 
meet, and I vote to afford relief with as clear conscience as I ever voted 
for any measure. If I did not believe we had the constitutional power, 
there is no sympathy in my bosom—and I believe I am as sympathetic 
as most men, if not women—that would induce me to violate the oath 
I took at yonder desk to support the Constitution. I act according to 
my interpretation of that instrument which I have sworn to support. 
I was very sorry that the Senator from North Carolina withdrew his 
resolution the other day in reference to the cyclone in certain States. 

In 14 Statutes at Large, page 567, will be found a joint resolution 
authorizing the employment of a public vessel for the transportation 
of provisions to the people of the Southern States suffering from the 
failure of crops, approved February 22, 1867, approved on the anni- 
versary of the day General Washington was born. That was to relieve 
suffering from the failure of crops. Here is an industry now that is 
threatened with prostration which will be worse than the failure of 
crops to the people who suffer from it, and it is not worth while to say, 
‘t Wait till the blow is struck and the calamity done; then relieve it.” 
The sound of the fire-bell is always unpleasant, especially when you 
have to get up at night to go out to suppress the fire and endeavor to 
save life and property. We had better take precautions in adv: 
and not wait until these people come crippled here and say, ‘Our 
industry is gone.” Let us take time by the forelock with this threat- 

i before us. But let us proceed. 

On the 10th of February, 1871, was approved a joint resolution 
authorizing the use ofa naval vessel to transport breadstuffs to Europe, 
(14 Statutes at Large, page 596.) 

Then February 5, 1872 (17Statutesat Large, page 51), wasapproved an 
act for the relief of sufferers by fire at Chicago. That is very significant. 
There was another fire in a bigger town, with more people than Port- 
land; it was a calamity of a character not local or domestic, so that the 
State authorities could reach it, and the exigency called for the exercise 
of the power of Congress. 

In 18 Statutes at Large, 3, page 34, is an act to provide for the 
relief of persons suffering from the overflow of the Lower Mississippi 
River, approved April 23, 1874, which authorized the temporary issue of 
army rations and clothing. Then on May 13, 1874 (same volume, page 
45), was an act to enable the Secretary of War to carry out the act of 
April 23, 1874, which appropriated $70,000 for the purchase of supplies 
of food for sufferers by the overflow of lower Mississippi, described in 
the act of April 23, 1874. And still further, in the same volume, page 
287, was a joint resolution authorizing the issue of army provisions and 
clothing to the destitute people in the valleys of the Tombigbee, War- 
rior, and Alabama Rivers, rendered destitute by the recent inundation 
of their homes in those valleys. 

Again, in the same volume, page 230, the sundry civil appropriation 
act, approved June 23, 1874, appropriated $400,000 to carry out the act 
of April 23, 1874, and the joint resolution of May 28, 1874, and also al- 
lowed part of the money to be used for the relief of destitute people on 
the Tennessee River suffering from the recent overflow of that river. 

These are some of the precedents of Congressional legislation that I 
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have taken the pains to note. I undertake tosay that there is no case 
upon this list that is more important and urgent than the appeal now 
made to Congress. There is not one based on higher or more general 
considerations than this that we now have in hand. But these are not 
all. Where did we get the power to do these things? Where do we 
get the power to appropriate for educating the children, as we have done 
and probably will soon be called upon to do again ? 

Mr. President, under your gallant lead (Me HARKIS in the chair] 
Congress a few years since established a national board of health to 
guard against yellow fever and cholora and small-pox and all those 
ravaging diseases which afflict the human family. After long debate— 
every inchof ground was contested and fought a battleover—the Senate 
passed that bill. And what I advocate now is but the doctrine I stood 
upon then in urging the of that bill; and the same doctrine I 
advanced and argued for when we had the hard struggle over the ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the Mississippi River in this body 
some two years and more since. 

Mr. BUTLER. If I do not interrupt the Senator from Arkansas I 
should like to ask him a question in connection with the precedents he 
has presented to the Senate. : 

Mr. GARLAND. Certainly; I yield. 

_ Mr. BUTLER. My question is whether, in the Senator’s judgment, 
in the making of those appropriations by Co there was any inter- 
ference with the reserved powers of the States under the Constitution ? 

Mr. GARLAND. No; I do not think there was, and I do not think 
there is in this proposition. That is just what I am talking about. I 
do not think there is any interference with the reserved powers of the 
States here. But let us proceed. We shall have a little more directly. 

It is only a short time since, comparatively, when I was called upon 
and voted very freely and not grudgingly to supply the people who had 
been afflicted by the locusts in the Western country with money to buy 
seeds to replant. It is only a short time since, comparatively, when I 
voted money for the relief of sufferers from the overflow of the Missis- 
sippi Valley, in which I am directly interested. Where do you get the 
authority to do all this unless you get it from the power that I have at- 
tempted to discuss? It will not do to say that it is sympathy. There 
is not anything said in the Constitution about sympathy. I do not be- 
lieve that the word is in there, from A to Z. 

Where do you get the power to keep the flower-garden near your 
Capitol? What power in the Constitution is that necessary to execute? 
Or take the Library building that most of us voted for some time since; 
why is that? It is done for the general welfare of the people of the 
country. Wheredo you get the power to erect the statues of great men, 
men whose reputation in life has been won in killing their human 
brethren? You get it under this power, and nowhere else. It is not 
necessary to any war power or any naval power to erect these monuments 
or these statues. Where does the Senatorfrom Missouri get the author- 
ity to vote for sending books and pamphlets from the Agricultural De- 
pertoni or any other Department to his constituents in Missouri? Itis 

use itis for the ma. welfare, to educate the human mind. 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator from Arkansas permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. GARLAND. I will. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator from Arkansas relies, as I understand 
his argument, very greatly upon the authority of Mr. Justice Story in 
his Commentaries on the Constitution for his construction of the ex- 

ression ‘‘ general welfare.’’ I will ask him if Judge Story does not 

y it down in his work, after summing up as he has done all that had 
been said on both sides of the question, that the general-welfare clause 
is not an independent grant of power, but that it refers to the grants of 

wer set forth on the face of the Constitution, and not toa distinct and 
independent power; and I ask if the same position was not taken by 
Mr. Madison and others on the subject? 

Mr. GARLAND. I have read from their works and given the page. 
Judge Story indorses or approves what Monroe said in his more mature 
days and sums it up with a note, and says every President of the coun- 
try has signed bills and indorsed and approved them resting on this 
principle, except in the one case of Mr. Madison. It is from him that 
I get this language, that you can not specify and minutely detail the 
different objects for which an a elo can be made, but they are 
according to the occasion, and is the judge of the occasion. 

Mr. MAXEY. I should like to understand that point, because it is 
important. Thereisadifference between the Senator and myself. Does 
the Senator state that Judge Story lays it down that the clause of the 
Constitution relative to the promotion of the general welfare is a dis- 
tinct and independent grant of power, not referring to the express grants 
of power set forth on the face of the instrument? 

Mr. GARLAND. Judge Story lays it down that itis an independent 
power for Congress to judge of the occasion. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 0’clock having arrived, 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the special 
order, being the bill (S. 398) to aid in the establishment and temporary 
support of common schools. 

r. BLAIR. Ihaye no desire to interfere with the remarks of the 


Senator from Arkansas. In fact it would, of course, appear to be a 
discourtesy to him, and after a conference with the friends of the pend- 
ing joint resolution I have consented that the special order be laid aside 
informally, to be taken up when the pending measure is disposed of. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to laying aside 
the special order informally for the further consideration of the resolu- 
tion which has been before the Senate? The Chair hears no objection. 


CATTLE DISEASE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (S. R. 75) making an appropriation to erad- 
icate the foot-and-mouth disease, the pending question being on the 
amendment of Mr. CoKE. 

Mr. GARLAND. Responding a little further to the question pro- 
pounded by the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY], I say that not as I 
read Judge Story does he claim that the “‘general-welfare’’ power 
under the Constitution rests upon any other power or is connected with 
it; it is an independent power. I read from the constitution of the 
Confederate States where that was omitted for the express reason, as 
gentlemen of that school believed, that that power ought to rest upon 
other powers and be a dependent power upon others, and they incor- 

rated in that constitution what they considered was a fair and just 
interpretation of the Constitution of the United States upon this ques- 
tion. 

I state now, as I stated once before and probably oftener, that Judge 
Story, in assuming and adopting the language of Monroe and the other 
Presidents who had signed these papers and had approved these calls 
and appeals and demands, adopts the language first beginning with 
Mr. Hamilton in his report on manufactures in 1791, and even that of 
Mr. Jefferson himself, who was the father of what we understand as 
the State-rights school, who worshiped State rights as devotedly as ever 
the Persian bowed before the eternal fires of the sky. How did Jeffer- 
son himself buy Louisiana? How did he get possession of Louisiana 
except from the fact that he said it was essential to the general welfare 
of the country that we should have that territory, and that river, and 
the mouth of that river? 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me to inter- 
rupt him? . 

Mr. GARLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas if 
under his construction of the general-welfare clause of the Constitu- 
tion it would not be competent for a majority of the two Houses of 
Congress to levy and collect taxes and appropriate the money to any 
object which in the opinion of that majority would promote the gen- 
eral welfare, except of course such things as are expressly forbidden 
by the Constitution ? 

Mr. GARLAND. I can not be any more definite on that than I have 
been. So said Story, so said Monroe, so ‘said Jefferson, so said Wash- 
ington, so have said all of them, I believe, except Mr. Madison. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to add an additional 
question ? 

Mr. GARLAND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. If that construction be the proper one, is there any 
limit to the power of Congress to levy and collect taxes and appropri- 
ate the money at will to any object which will, in the opinion of Con- 
gress, promote the general welfare? 

Mr. GARLAND. Plenty, but it is not necessary for me to enumer- 
ate them. I could enumerate fifteen or twenty positive inhibitions, 
but it is not necessary for the purpose of this argument. I answer the 
question directly that there are plenty of inhibitions. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course I mean except in those cases where it is 
expressly prohibited. 

Mr. GARLAND. Diverting, then, for the purpose of answering the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] a little more fully, which is not 
entirely necessary to this argument, but still I will do so, it has been 
repeatedly decided in the courts of the States and the courts of the 
United States that no moneys could be raised or expended for any pur- 
pose except a public purpose. I have contended all along that this 
must be a public purpose; that it must be a general p ; and the 
testimonials offered here by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] 
make it public or it is nothing; it is a myth, it is a ghost, or it is gen- 
eral and public in its character. So the question is answered so far as 
my views of it are concerned. 

Now, following up the line of precedents, I will call them to mind 
simply from memory. Where did we get the authority to go and ex- 
hibit ourselves at the Centennial Exposition? That was debated here 
at length before I came into the Senate. It was debated for days, and 
the Senate, I believe by a unanimous vote, said that we should appropri- 
ate money for it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. There was one vote against it. 

Mr. GARLAND. There was one vote against it, I am informed. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I donot say that there wereno more votes than 
one against it, but there was one at least against it. 

Mr. GARLAND. Iwasonly speaking from memory. Suppose there 
were any quantity of votes P E it, yet the measure was carried, and 
I believe the nation and, I think by legislative action in one way ang 
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another, all the States approved it. There is no express grant of power 
in the Constitution under which you could say you got that authority. 
You got it because you believed it to be for the general welfare, for im- 
provement in the arts and sciences and the development of the human 
intellect and a generous high-toned emulation with the world that we 
should expend money in that way, and we did it. 

But a short time since we went down to Yorktown and made speeches 
and enjoyed ourselves very much. Where did that authority come 
from? That was not the war power, although we went there to cele- 
brate a victory. Where did we get the authority to send off the ex- 
pedition that we voted a short time since to hunt Greely and his lost 
crew? Going further back, where did we get the power to donate the 
swamp lands to the States, as we did by the act of September 28, 1850? 
This was a donation pure and simple. So of the grant of lands to aid 
agricultural colleges, and the grant for the benefit of insane asylums. 

Before leaving this topic one thing more occurs tome. We are pur- 
chasing the papers of greatmen, We bought Jefferson’s works in times 
gone by; we bought Mr. Adams’s works, and Mr. Madison’s; and since 
I have been in the Senate we have passed a resolution through both 
Houses to buy the papers of a distinguished French gentleman. The 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] who sits to my left introduced 
but a short time since a resolution to purchase the papers of somebody 
else. Where did we get all this authority and this power ? 

Now, it is time, if we can not do this, to call a halt. But imbedded 
and concreted as this action is in the very theory of our Constitution as 
interpreted by some of its best lights and expounders, interpreted and 
applied by Presidentafter President, piled almost as high as Pelion upon 
Ossa, it is too late in the day for us to say we can not doit. We must 
turn back the history of this country almost a century, and reverse its 
whole order. When I cite the precedents here and the interpretation, 
I cite that which is legitimate, because, as Sir James Mackintosh said, 
“No government has ever been made, but governments grow.” 

We have construed the Constitution, we have interpreted it, we have 
applied it time after time, day after day, month after month, and year 
after year. It is too late now to say that we can not apply it in this 
instance, when our country is threatened with cattle disease, as we have 
it from gentlemen who are familiar with the subject and whose duty it 
is to speak of it. It is too late, I say, to question the authority. Itis 
there; it is written in the text, for what is understood in the text is a 
part of the text. It is written in the precedents which have become a 
part of the law of the country. 

Repeating what I started out with, I favor the resolution as it is in- 
troduced and reported, without any amendment. When you come to 
this other matter that has been brought in about the quarantining of 
sections infected with diseases of cattle, it is very questionable indeed 
how far the authority of the States to act in that matter extends. 

I wish to call the attentiop of the Senate very briefly to the decision 
of the Supreme Court upon a question of this character, in the ninety- 
fifth volume of United States Reports, the Railroad Company vs. Husen. 
Missouri attempted to pass a law something like what has been inti- 
mated here as the measure that should be passed. Some one, I do not 
know who it was, intimated that the governor of Illinois was going to 
do a certain thing. In that case the Supreme Court decided it could 
not be done affecting the commerce in cattle between the States. They 
held the ordinance of the Legislature of Missouri to be invalid under 
the Constitution because it was interfering with the commercial power 
of Congress. That case was upon the very question of cattle disease 
and cattle complaint. The court said it was no part of the police power 
of the States. There is where the fault of this matter comesin. It is 
no part of the police power, says the Supreme Court, that you can use 
the inhibitions to prevent the importation of cattle and the commerce 
from State to State. That is the language of the Supreme Court in 
that case, which I will not detain the Senate to read, but there it is on 
page 465, ninety-fifth volume of United States Reports. 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator from Arkansas will permit me, I will 
ask him if the Supreme Court did not decide in that case that the State 
authorities could quarantine against diseased cattle ? 

Mr. GARLAND. They do not decide that, as I understand. They 
decide that the States can not do anything in reference to the transpor- 
tation of cattle as between States; that it is wholly a commercial power, 
with which the States can not interfere, and which they can not exer- 
cise atall. That was the broad decision, and upon that decision the 
argument was mainly based for the establishment of the National Board 
of Health, and the doctrine now advocated generally by me is but sub- 
stantially what I said in the debate on the national quarantine and 
board of health bill four years ago. Following that decision almost 
within a few pages is the case of Hall vs. De Cuir, in the same volume. 
A statute of Louisiana having been passed to regulate licenses, &c., the 
Supreme Court declared that to be an infringement of the commercial 
power as between the States, and held the statute of Louisiana to be 
invalid and unconstitutional. 

When we deal with this subject it branches into questions affecting 
commerce between the States. If we could by some kind of means, by 
some magic power, say that the cattle of Kansas alone should be affected 
by this measure and of no other State we might get a resting-place for 
the argument; but that can not be done, because it is a contagious dis- 


ease, as mentioned in the resolution, and as spoken of by the Senator from 
Ohio, with his experience and his observation and investigation of the 
matter. : 

I am not speaking now in reference to any particular section of the 
pleuro-pneumonia bill and the power of Congress to go into the States 
to do thus and so, for I have not examined that bill; I am speaking of 
the general authority and the general power and the general jurisdic- 
tion of Congress over this matter. That has been drawn into this dis- 
cussion in advance at least of the final consideration of the bill on the 
subject of pleuro-pneumonia. 

Mr. President, I have cited some authorities, and they could be dupli- 
cated, they could be trebled and quadrupled from the same court. In 
the ninety-sixth volume of United States Reports, in the Pensacola tele- 
graph case, the Supreme Court went the full length of the whole argu- 
ment into this commercial power. Many good lawyers believe that 
decision is not law, but I am speaking of what has been decided and 
how this constitutional power has been interpreted and applied. 

I favor the resolution as reported from the committee as it stands, 
without the amendment of the Senator from Texas. I think it is wise 
and just if the facts are as they are presented here, and they must be, 
because they would not be presented by the Senator from Kansasif they 
were not, and we have other corrobation of them which he has not pre- 
sented but which has been stated, and which seems to me to put the ques- 
tion entirely beyond any doubt. I for one shall support the resolution. 
When we come to consider the pleuro-pneumonia bill with the general 
propositions applying to that measure, I shall investigate it and see 
whether or not any ofits sections are objectionable in my mind. 

As I said before, I have taken this occasion to give my views on this 
proposition somewhat more at length than I am in the habit of detain- 
ing the Senate in doing; but it is a proposition that recurs and comes 
back upon us, and sometimes we see a Senator hasten from his desk 
and run somewhere hunting up the authority to do some such act as 
this, and yet not find it. I have attempted to show that we have the 
authority under a fair, legitimate construction of the Constitution, and 
that by the precedents it is put beyond any cavil or dispute. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, so far as the resolution of the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] is concerned the argument of the Senator 
from Arkansas |Mr. GARLAND] answers itself, because I understand 
that Senator to state that the Congress of the United States even under 
his latitudinarian construction of the Constitution could only interfere 
where the authorities of the State gave the General Government or Con- 
gress to understand that the calamity was so great and general as to be 
beyond the power of redress or assistance on the part of the State. 

The facts in this case show that the governor of Kansas has made no 
such official statement to Congress or to the Government of the United 
States. He has sent telegrams here, but so far from there being an of- 
ficial enunciation of the facts necessary to support the legal arguments 
of the Senator from Arkansas, they do not exist. 

But over and above the question of the appropriation of $25,000, I 
beg leave most earnestly to protest against the doctrine asserted here 
by a gentleman belonging to the same political party with myself. If 
the position of the Senator from Arkansas be correct, there is no differ- 
ence between theold Federal school and the Democratic school to which 
he and I profess to belong. If his position be correct here, then the 
General Government can do what it pleases, without regarding any 
limitation in the Constitution, under the general power to provide for 
me common defense and the general welfare of the people of the United 

tates. 

The Senator has quoted high authority, that of Monroe and Story 
upon the Constitution. I deny that either Mr. Monroe or Mr. Story 
ever asserted any such doctrine or anything that approximated to it. 
The Senator from Arkansas challenges proof upon that question, and I 
will proceed to give it. He quoted a portion of the message of Mr. 
Monroe, but he did not quote the concluding part of it, which is abso- 
lutely and entirely in conflict with the position of the Senator from 
Arkansas. Let us first take the statement of Mr. Story in his Com- 
mentaries on the Constitution, the text-book which is put into the hands 
of every student of the law, which is taught in the universities, but to 
which I have never myself given the greatest weight and authority. 
As the Senator has appealed to it, I will proceed now to read what Mr. 
Story says upon this question, and I appeal to fair-minded gentlemen 
upon both sides of the Chamber to say whether in this treatise upon 
the Constitution there is one scintilla of authority for the statement 
made here by the Senator from Arkansas. In chapter 14o0f Story upon 
the Constitution, in reference to the powers of Congress, he proceeds to 
discuss this question as follows : 

Src. 907. Before proceeding to consider the nature and extent of the power 
conferred by this clause and the reasons on which it is founded it seems neces- 
sary to settle the grammatical construction of the clause and to ascertain its 
true reading. Do the words “to lay and collect taxes, duti gp ste ana ex- 
cises” constitute a distinct, substantial power, and the words “ to pay the debts 
and provide for the common defense and general welfare of the United States" 
constitute another distinct and substantial power? 

That is the question between the two schools of politicians of the 
United States, and which the Senator from Arkansas has not met. That 
is the great question, whether the clause in regard to the general 
welfare is a substantive and distinct clause of granted power in the 
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Constitution. 
lows: 

the latter words connected with the former, so asto constitute a quali- 
fection avan them? This has been a topie of political cooo reniy, and hasfur- 
nished abundant materials for Popma eclamation and alarm. If the former 
be the true interpretation, then it is obvious that under color of the gener- 
ality of the words to “ provide for the common defense and general welfare’? 
the Government of the United States is, in reality, a governmentof general and 
unlimited powers, notwithstanding the subsequent enumeration of specific 
powers; if the latter be the true construction— 

That is, that it is connected with the taxing power and not a substan- 
tive, distinct, and independent power— 
then the power of taxation only is given by the clause, and it is limited to ob- 
jects orn Kanoni character, “ to pay the debts and provide for the common de- 
fense und the general welfare.” s 

Sec, 908. The former opinion has been maintained by some minds of great in- 
genuity and liberality of views. The latter has been the generally received 
sense of the nation, and seems supported by reasonimg at once solid and im- 
pregnable, 

That is to say, it is not a distinct and substantive power, but is con- 
nected with the taxing power and with the limitation the Constitution 
puts upon it. : 

The reading, therefore, which will be maintained in these commentaries is 
that which pe owe the latter words a qualification of the former; and this will 
be best illustrated by soppiyin the words, which are necessarily to be under- 

0) 


stood in this interpretation. ey will then stand thus: “The Congress shall 
have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excise, in order "'— 


Says Mr. Story, interpolating the words— 


in order to “ pay the debts and to provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States ;" is, for the purpose of Laney, batter phen 
and providing for the common defense and general welfare of the United States. 
In this sense has not an unlimited power of taxation ; but itis limited to 
specific A pran Pierani of the public debts and pernan for the common 

efense and general welfare. A tax, therefore, laid by Congress for neither of 
these objects would be unconstitutional, as an excess of the | lative author- 
ity. In what manner this is to be ascertained or decided will be considered 
hereafter. At present the interpretation of the words only is before us; andthe 
riser sca by which that already suggested has been vindicated will now be 
reviewed, 


I ask the attention of the Senator from Arkansas to the subsequent 
section. Says Mr. Story: 


Sec. 909. The Constitution was, from its origin, contemplated to be the 
frame of a national government, of special rot enumerated powers, and not of 
neral and unlimited powers. This is apparent, as will be presently seen from 

e history of the proceedings of the convention which framed it, and it has 
formed the admitted basis of all le tive and judicial reasoning upon it ever 
since it was > into operation by all who have been its open friends and advo- 
cates, as well as by all who have been itsenemiesand opponents. Ifthe clause 
“to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and jeneral welfare of 
the United Siates" is construed to be an independent and su ntive grant of 
power, it notonly renders wholly unimportant and unnecessary the subsequent 
enumeration of specific powers, but it plainly extends far beyond them, and 
creates a general authority in Congress to pass all laws which they med eem 
for the common defense or general welfare. Under such circumstances the Con- 
stitution would practically create an unlimited national government. The enu- 
merated powers would tend to embarrassment and confusion, since they would 
only give rise to doubts as to the true extent of the general power, or of the 
enumerated powers, 

Sec. 910. One of the most common maxims of interpretation is (as has already 
been stated) that, as an exception strengthens the force of a law in cases not ex- 
cepted, so enumeration weakens it in cases not enumerated. But how could it 
be applied with success to the interpretation of the Constitution of the United 
States if the enumerated powers were neither exceptions from nor additions 
to the general power to provide for the common defense and general welfare? 
To give the enumeration of the specific powers any sensible place or operation 
in the Constitution it is indispensable to construe them as not wholly and nec- 
essarily embraced in the general power. The common principles of interpreta- 
tion wouldseem to instruct us that the different parts of the same imstrument 
ought to be so expounded as to give meaning to Sr eee which will bear it. 
Shall one part of the same sentence be excluded altogether from a share in the 
meaning, and shall the more doubtful and indefinite terms be retained in their 
full extent, and the clear and precise exp: ions be denied any signification? 
To what purpose could the enumeration of particular powers be inserted if 
these and all others were meant to be included in the precedin, Speen power? 
POAR is more natural or common than first to use a general phrase and then 
to qualify it by a recital of particulars. But the idea of an enumeration of par- 
ticulars which neither explain nor, qualify the general meaning and can have 
no other effect than to confound and mislead is an absurdity which no one 
ought to charge on the enlightened authors of the Constitution. It would beto 
charge them either with premeditated folly or premeditated fraud. 


In other words, if the English language has any signification or mean- 
ing, this Government is one of limited and enumerated powers, and the 
clause in the Constitution to provide for the general welfare must be 
taken in connection with the power to levy taxes, and is not a substan- 
tive and independent and separate power of itself. 

But the Senator has referred to the message of President Monroe. 
He read the first portion of it, but he left out the concluding part in 
which Mr. Monroe summarizes his opinion upon this subject. After 
giving his reasons for modifying his opinion as originally entertained 
in regard to the general-welfare clause of the Constitution, Mr. Monroe 
says: 

“Tf, then, the right to raise and appropriate the public money is not restricted 
to the expenditures under the other specific grants, according to a strict con- 
struction of their powers vely, is there no limitation to it?” 

Can you go on and give money to burned houses; can you give it to 
sufferers from an overflow; can you appropriate money to any local ob- 
ject that the sympathy or humanity or mercy of Con may be in- 
duced to operate upon? That is the question. Mr. Magnes proceeds; 


Have Congress a right to raise and appropriate the public money to any and 
to every Meee haa arn e their l and pleasure? They certainly have 
not. The Government of United States is a limited government, instituted 
for great national purposes, and forthose only, Other interests are committed 


Mr. Story proceeds to discuss the great question as fol- 


to the States, whose duty it is to provide for them. Each government should 
look to the great and essential purposes for which it was instituted, and confine 
itself to those purposes. A State government will rarely, if ever, apply money 
to national purposes without making it a charge to the nation. The people of 
the State would not permitit, Nor will Congress be apt to apply money in aid 
of the State administrations, for s strictly local, in which the nation at 
large has no interest, although the State should desire it. The people of the 
other States would condemn it. They would declare that Congress had no right 
to tax them for such a pu , and dismiss at the next election such of their 
representatives as had voted for the measure, especially if it should be severely 
felt. I do not think that in officesof this kind there is much danger of the two 
governments mistaking their interests or their duties. I rather suspect that 
they would soon have a clear and distinct un of them, and moveon 
in great harmony. 

I do not understand that Mr. Monroe assumed the position taken here 
by the Senator from Arkansas. Upon the other hand he held to the 
Democratic doctrine that the Constitution of the United States is one of 
enumeratedand limited powersand thatstrict construction is to be given 
to those clauses of the Constitution which create and confer those powers. 

Mr. President, Ido not propose to discuss the bill in regard to pleuro- 
pneumonia in discussing this resolution and the position of the Senator 
from Arkansas. I will say, however, that the decision of The Railroad 
Company vs. Husen, in 5 Otto, to which the Senator has alluded, does 
not touch the question now before the Senate and could not possibly do 
so. Iwas originally of counsel in the cases in which that decision was 
rendered in the Supreme Court of the United States. The State of Mis- 
souri had passed what was known as the Texas cattle law, and that stat- 
ute in so many words excluded Mexican, Spanish, Indian, and Texas 
cattle from the State of Missouri during eight months of the year, whether 
they were diseased or not. 

The Supreme Court of the United States affirmed our position in the 
court below to the effect that no State had the right to exclude cattle 
that came from another State unless it did so under the police 


wer 
and because those cattle were diseased and endangered the health of 
cattle within the domain of the State that the legislation. That 


is the whole of it. In other words, the court held that the States had 
no right to exercise any powers or functions under that clause of the 
Constitution of the United States which gave the right to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations and among the States to Congress alone. 
That was the whole extent of the decision. But does that touch the 
question in this resolution and in the bill in regard to pleuro-pneu- 
monia? Here we have it not in direct termsin the resolution, we have 
unquestionably in the bill a specific grant of power from the General 
Government to go into a State with theright to segregate a single county, 
to put it under quarantine, to kill its cattle, to usurp the functions of 
the State authorities, and this is defended under the power given, says 
the Senator from Arkansas, to the Congress of the United States to pro- 
vide for the general welfare. 

But I do not propose now to discuss that question. I only rose to 
protest against the doctrine that under the clause relative to providing 
for the general welfare these grants of money are constitutional. It is 
true that the Senator has given a number of precedents in regard to 
towns that have been burned and in to sufferers from overflow. 
The only case in which I voted that I recollect for any grant of money 
was when the governor of the State of Missouri and I believe the gov- 
ernor of Arkansas applied for money. As I said before, in this specific 
case the governor of Kansas has made no such application. The basis 
of action is made up of statements, made it is true from the highest 
sources, by the Senator from Kansas, and we are expected now to exer- 
cise this doubtful power undera construction of the Constitution which 
I hold to be utterly variant to the construction put upon it by the party 
to which I belong. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, during the very able remarks of the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] I took occasion to ask him if 
I should understand him to state to the Senate that the construction 
placed by Judge Story upon the clause in section 8, article 1, to pay the 
debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare of the 
United States wasa distinct, substantive, and independent power. He 
said, as I understood him, that he so understood Judge Story. Ire- 
marked that I did not so understand that learned commentator. I had 
not read Judge Story for some time upon that subject, but to my mind 
his teaching upon that point was as clear as the noonday sun. My 
recollection was entirely clear that he had taught that the clause in the 
eighth section of the first article, ‘‘ to lay and collect taxes, duties, im- 
posts, and excises, to pay the debt and provide for the common defense 
and general welfare,” was properly construable to read, ‘to lay ana 
collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises in order to pay the debt and 
provide for the common defense and general welfare.” I sent to the 
Library and got his commentaries to see if I was so fearfully mistaken 
in my reading of Judge Story, and I find that the Senator from Ar- 
kansas has gone far beyond the ablest Federalist judge who had ever 
construed the Constitution of the United States according to his views. 
I find in section 906 of Story’s Commentaries the following: 

Sec. 906. The Constitution was, from its very origin, contemplated to be the 
frame of a national government of special and enumerated powers, and not of 
zona and unlimited powers. This is apparent, as will be presently seen, from 
the history of the proceedings of the convention which framed it, and it has 
formed the admitted basis of all legislative and judicial reasoning upon it, ever 


since it was put into operation, by all who have been its open friends and advo- 
cates as well as by allavho have been its enemies and opponents, If the clause 


“to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare of 
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the United States” is construed to be an independent and substantive grant of 

power, it not only renders wholly unimportant and unnecessary the subsequent 

enumeration of specifie powers, but it paints extends far beyond them, and 
o pass 


creates a general authority in Congress laws which they may deem 
for the common defense or general welfare. Under such circumstances, the 
Constitution would practically create an unlimited national goyernment. The 
enumerated powers would tend to embarrassment and confusion, since they 
would only give rise to doubts as to the true extent of the general power or of 
the enum powers. 


So Judge Story goes on with the most able and exhaustive reasoning, 
and he comes down to section 923, which I beg to read, stating first 
that Judge Story furnishes to the reader the ablest arguments presented 
by the advocates of the doctrine that the clause referred to is a substan- 
tive, distinct grant of power, as well as the arguments of those who be- 
lieve, as I maintain, that the clause is not a grant of power at all, but 
a statement of the objects to which the grant of power to lay and collect 
taxes, duties, “op and excises must be directed. Inshort, the power. 
is to lay and collect taxes, &c.; the purpose is to pay the debts, &c. 
One is power, the other purpose. 

Section 923 reads: 

Sec. 923. The argument in favor of the construction which treats the clause 
as a qualification of the power to lay taxes has, p parneps, never been presented 
in a more concise or forcible sha) in an official opinion deliberately given 
by one of our most distinguished statesmen. “To lay taxes to provide for the 
general welfare of the United States is,” says he, "to lay taxes for the purpose 
of providing for the ponera welfare. For the laying of taxes is the power, and 
the general welfare the pu for which the power is to be exercised. Con- 


gress are not to lay taxes ad libitum for any purpose they please ; but only to pay 
the debts or provi 


le for the welfare of the Union. In like manner they are not 
to do anything they please to provide for the general welfare, but only to lay 
taxes for that purpose. Toconsider the latter phrase, not as describing the pur- 
pose of the first, but as giving a distinct and independent power to do any act 
they please which might be for the good of the Union, would render all the pre- 
ceding and uosa enumerations of power completely useless. It would 
reduce the whole instrument to a single phrase, that of institgting a congress 
with power to do whatever would be for the good of the United States, and 
as they would be the Sows Sacer? of the good or evil, it would also be a power to 
do whatever evil i . Itis an established rule of construction, where 
a phrase will bear either of two meanings, to give that which will allow some 
meaning to the other parts of the instrument, and not that which will render all 
Rio others useless. Certainly, no such universal power was meant to be given 
them, 


The above citation is from the master-mind of Mr. Jefferson, and I 
call the attention of the Senate to the closing of Mr. Jefferson’s able 
and conclusive remarks on that point: 

It was intended to lace them up strictly within the enumerated powers, and 
those, without which, as means, those powers could not be carried into effect. 

Upon that what does Judge Story say? He says: 


Src. 924. The same opinion has been maintained at different and distant times 
by many eminent statesmen. It wasavowed, and apparently acquiesced in, the 
State conventions called to ratify the Constitution; and it has been, on various 
occasions, adopted by Congress, and— 


And what? 


and may fairly be deemed that which the deliberate sense of a majority of the 
nation atall times supported. This, too,seems to be the construction main- 
tained by the Supreme Court of the United States. 


How far was I wrong, then, when I had the temerity to ask the 
question if Judge Story had laid down the proposition that the clause 
to pouce for the common defense and general welfare was a distinct 
and substantive power? Itis not. He distinctly, clearly shows that 
itis not. It has never been momy by the great party to which I be- 
long. On the contrary, the whole teaching has been, as Mr. Jefferson 
stated, that the power of Congress should be laced up strictly within 
the enumerated powers. : 

Then I say, in respect to the measure which is pending, the granting 
of $25,000 for the purpose of investigating the character and nature of 
diseases of cattle is one thing, but the power to appropriate the money 
of this Government to destroy cattle and pay out of the people’s Treas- 
ury for the cattle thus destroyed is a power which I boldly assert in my 
grogner ay are has not and never was designed or intended to have. 

t can not be found in any one of the enumerated powers. It can not 
be drawn from any one of the enumerated powers. It is not linked to 
or coupled with any enumerated power, and therefore it does not exist. 

Neither can you go inside a State and assert the right of eminent 
domain over the property of the people of that State without their con- 
sent and deprive them of their property by strange and heretofore un- 
used methods, because you can not deprive a man of “‘life, liberty, or 
property without due process of law.” What due process of law is has 
been long since judicially settled. I ask ifthe arbitrary, autocratic, and 
dictatorial power which is p to be conferred upon the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture to go without a trial, without evidence taken in any 
mode known to the law, without a judicial investigation, and destroy 
a man’s property is due process of law? Nor, if it be assumed that the 
property is taken for the public use, can it be done without just com- 
pensation. There is no judicial condemnation, no judicial ascertain- 
ment of its value, no provision for ascertaining the value, and no appeal 
from the condemnation, nor from the value fixed, however inadequate. 

Sir, this is simply the advance guard, the skirmish line, of the pleuro- 
pneumonia bill. Weare starting out upon the most dangerous route in 
my judgment that this country ever traveled. Twenty-five thousand 
dollars is a mere bagatelle in this matter compared with a startling 
precedent. You give that. You make it the duty of this Government 


to pay for the property which is destroyed by disease in this country 
out of the common , and yoursurplus revenue will soon vanish, 
and the country will be taxed untold millions of dollars. 

I do not fancy the manner in which this measure has come in, right 
upon the heels of the great stock-destroying bill now pending, the most 
dangerous bill upon our Calendar. The resolution is supported by a 
certain class of dispatches, and the true inwardness of those dispatches 
may be seen by reading but one of them: 


BURLINGTON, KANS., March 8, 1884. 
Senators PLUMB and INGALLS, Washington, D. C.: 


Ata meeting of citizens of Coffey County a resolution was passed asking you 
to use your best efforts to have the pleuro-pneumonia bill so amended as that 
the Government will pay all the nse, and have it immediately, asan 


eme a exists which calls for prompt action; or, if not amended, have it 
ape as itis, Answer at once and tell us what the prospect is for its immedi- 
ate passage. 
J. A. KENNEDY, Secretary. 
i JOB THROCKMORTON, Chairman. 


HARRISON KELLEY. 


Here is an attempt to run deep the arm into the public Treasury and 
take out the money of the people for diseased cattle destroyed by leg- 
islative decree. When hog-cholera has been through this country cer- 
tainly since I was a boy, when pleuro-pneumonia, as shown by the very 
papers brought forward in support of this measure, has been in exist- 
ence in this country for forty years, and when the Spanish or Texas 
fever, as itis called (though that isa misnomer), has been in the country, 
as shown by their own papers, for one hundred years, suddenly there 
is sprung upon us this attempt to go out upona line of legislation which 
will wind up and end up in the cost to this Government of untold mill- 
ions of dollars. Why this haste? 

Believing as I do that the expression ‘‘to provide for the general wel- 
fare” is not a distinct, independent, substantive power, and that the 
whole case rests upon that, and that the authorities, both Federal and 
Democratic, are directly the reverse, I can see no reason why the reso- 
lution pending should pass this body. I see no power in the Constitu- 
tion to warrant its 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I think discussions of this 
kind are somewhat wholesome, but I donot propose to detain the Sen- 
ate very long in respect to this question. , It is one that has embarrassed, 
I am free to confess, some of the best minds in the country in days gone 
by, but I believe that the accepted view of the question at the present 
time is that stated by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

I do not know any safer way to reason than by analogy. When we 
come to reflect upon the powers contained in the Articles of Confeder- 
ation when the present Constitution was adopted, it will be found that 
the general-welfare clause was incorporated into the Articles of Confed- 
eration just as it was in the present Constitution with reference to tax- 
ation. Every lawyer who has investigated this subject must admit that 
Congress, in the exercise of its powerunder those regulations, had noth- 
ing but what was expressly given. Article 2 of the Articles of Confed- 
eration reads as follows: 

Each State retains its sovereignty, freedom, and independence, and every 
power, jurisdiction, and right, which is not by this confederation expressly dele- 
gated to the United States in Congess assembled. 

The trouble with the old Articles of Confederation was that they re- 
stricted the powers of the Government so much that it was without 
authority to do many things necessary for the general welfare accord- 
ing to a more extended delegation of powers. Under this very system, 
when it comes to taxation, almost the identical language is employed 
with reference to taxation that we find in the present Constitution. 
Says article 8 of the Articles of Confederation: 

Alle! of war, and all other expenses that shall be incurred for the com- 
mon defense or general welfare and allowed by the United States in Congress 
assembled, shall be defrayed out of a common treasury. 

Nobody ever pretended that the general-welfare clause in the Arti- 
cles of Confederation could have been construed to go beyond the ex- 

ress delegations of power given in that instrument. When our present 

nstitution was before the people forratification, when it was assailed 
fiercely by its enemies and advocated with equalability by its friends, 
it was distinctly avowed by the celebrated writers in the Federalist 
that this power did not mean what the Senator from Arkansas says it 
means. 

It is very well known that with respect to all the great powers of 
government there was no difference of opinion between Alexandér Ham- 
ilton and Mr. Madison at that day. Both felt it to be incumbent upon 
them to defend the proposed constitution in advance of its ratification, 
and I presume that they intended to deal honestly with the American 
people when they repelled the accusations brought against it by that 
large class of liberty-loving men who imagined that it was fraught with 
dangers to the liberties of this people. The very subject to which the 


Senator from Arkansas referred a while ago agitated the public mind, 
and Mr. Madison did not conceive it worthy of a moment’s thought. 
He said the fears with respect to the indefinite power proposed to be 
given under the general-welfare clause had no foundation in reason. I 
will read what he said in the Federalist on that subject. This was be- 
fore the Constitution was adopted, and it is known to have received the 
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sanction of Mr. Madison, because I think their papers were all prepared 
on consultation. Mr. Madison said: 
A power to destroy the freedom of the press, the trial by ju regu- 
late the course of descents, or the forms of conveyan must be very singularly 
expressed by the terms “to raise money for the general welfare,” 2 

ut what color can the objection have, when a specification of the objects 
alluded to by general terms immediately follows, and is not even sepa- 
rated by a longer pause than asemicolon? If the different parts of the same 
instrument ought to be so bay, gen asto give meaning to every part which 
will bear it, shall one part of the same sentence be excluded altogether from 
a share in the meaning, and shall the more doubtful and indefinite terms be re- 
tained in their full extent, and the clear and precise expressions be denied any 
signification whatsoever? For what vei oy could the enumeration of particu- 
lar powers be inserted if these and ers were meant to be included in the 
preceding general power? Nothing is more natural or common rst to 
use s eral phrase and then to explain and i esá it by a recital of pordo 
lars. But the idea of an enumeration of particulars which neither explain nor 
qualify the general meaning and can have no other effect than to found and 
mislead is an absurdity w as we are reduced to the dilemma of charging 
either on the authors of the objection or on the authors of the Constitution, we 
must take the liberty of supposing had not its origin with the latter.—The Fed- 
eralist, No. XLI, pages 224, 225. 

Mr. President, that is all I propose to say. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I do not propose to detain the Senate 
with aspeech. I desire simply, in the strongest possible manner and 
with the greatest emphasis I can command, to express my dissent from 
the argument and the conclusions respecting constitutional construction 
and the powers of this Government announced in the elaborate and ap- 

rently well-considered speech of the honorable Senator from Arkansas 
Pirr. GARLAND]. The clearness and force with which that justly dis- 
tinguished Senator always presents his views strongly characterized his 
remarks to-day. There can be no misconception or misconstruction of 
his meaning. I therefore feel the less hesitancy in declaring my convic- 
tions of the fallacy of his argument, as well as the unsoundness of its 
results. T have heard no argument, no course or line of reasoning pro- 
nounced in this body during the seven years I have been a member of 
the Senate further off, more alien to what I have been taught was the 
true theory of this Government, than that embraced in the remarks of 
the honorable Senator. To say that I was surprised and astonished is 
but a feeble expression of the emotions with which I listened to his 
powerful and plausible presentation. 

Coming, as this expression does, from a distinguished and honored 
member of the party to which I belong, and subversive as I believe it 
to be of the oldest, most deeply rooted, time-honored principles of that 
party, I would not be true to myself or my constituents did I fail here 
and now to challenge and take issue with it. I have been taught 
to believe that this Government is one of enumerated and delegated 
powers; that the Constitution is a limitation upon the powers of the Gov- 
ernment; that only granted powers, and those necessary or convenient 
for carrying into effect the granted powers, can be exercised; that the 
“í general-welfare’’ clause, in section 8 of article 1 of the Constitution, 
is a dependent of the clauses following, which limit and control its 
meaning, and not an independent per se grantof power. I had learned 
from article 9 of the amendments to the Constitution that ‘‘the enu- 
meration in the Constitution of certain rights shall not be construed to 
deny or dispa: others retained by the people.” And from article 
10, that ‘‘the powers not delegated by the Constitution nor prohibited 
by it to the States are reserved respectively to the States or to the peo- 

e” 

z These things I had learned from the Federalist, from the Constitu- 
tion itself, from the decisions of the Supreme Court from the time of 
Marshall down, from the debates of the convention which framed the 
Constitution, from the great commentators on the- Constitution like 
Kent and Story, from the writingsand utterances of great party leaders 
and the platforms of political parties, and from what I have believed 
to be the uniform and unbroken and unquestioned creed of the great 
Democratic mny Indeed, Mr. President, I believe I can, strictly 
within the boundsof truth and accuracy, say that all the great political 
parties which have ever existed in this country have subscribed sub- 
stantially to these propositions, and that divisions between them have 
never called these doctrines into question. 

If, Mr. President, the honorable Senator from Arkansas is right in the 
views he has announced to-day, I have always been wrong, and have 
the teachings of a lifetime to unlearn. Instead of the power of Con- 

being limited to that which is expressly or by implication granted 
in the Constitution, the honorable Senator from Arkansas takes the 
broad ground that under the ‘‘general-welfare’’ clause Congress may 
do anything not prohibited by the Constitution. Why enumerate, as 
the Constitution does, the powers which Congress may exercise, if un- 
der that clause all powers not prohibited may be exercised? "The hon- 
orable Senator, in order to establish his position, has collected and 
enumerated in his remarks a list of precedents in which Congress appro- 
priated money at various times for various sentimental and charitable 
purposes, for which he says no authority can be found in the Constitu- 
tion save in the ‘‘ general-welfare’’ clause. These in my judgment ut- 
terly fail to give aid or comfort to his argument. 

The debates when these appropriations were made uniformly show 
that the constitutional power to make them was gravely doubted and 
these doubts were frankly admitted by many who voted for them. They 
were made usually under the most patriotic and praiseworthy impulses, 


„Or even to 


and voted for by many who felt as a distinguished member of the House 
did, who is reported to have said, when he voted for the appropriation 
for the Ohio flood sufferers a few weeks ago, that it was a violation of 
the Constitution to do it, but such a one as God Almighty would for- 
give. All these cases referred to by the honorable Senator are excep- 
tional, and a thousand more of them would not fortify his argument. 
Infractions of the Constitution many of them doubtless were, but one 
notable fact exists with reference to all of them, and that is, that if 
unconstitutional not one of them invaded the reserved rights of the 
States. Not one of them violated any one of the rights of any of the 
States. If wrongful, the wrong consisted simply in an improper ap- 
propriation of money out of the public Treasury. 

The argument of the haonkble Senator proves too much. If Congress 
may do anything required by the ‘‘general welfare” and is the sole 
judge, as he says, of what the general welfare does require, if, as he 
says, the prohibitions of the Constitution are the only limitations upon 
the power of Congress, then we have practically a government in which 
the will of Congress is supreme. The Constitution contains very few 
prohibitions; it is made up almost entirely of grants of power, its au- 
thors seeming never to have dreamed that this new construction could 
be placed upon it. If Congress may, in violation of the police power 
of a State, send the Commissioner of Agriculture with his deputies 
there to ‘stamp’? out cattle disease because the ‘general welfare” re- 
quires it, why may not Congress establish a system of common schools 
in all the States, and place them in charge of Federal officials; why may 
not marriage and divorce, the descent and distribution of property, and 
other domestic affairs of the State also be regulated by Congress? The 
Constitution of the United States and the laws made in pursuance 
thereof are supreme over this country, and if Congress may do every- 
thing not prohibited by the Constitution which in the judgment of Con- 
gress the ‘‘ general welfare” requires, the States may be stripped of the 
power to manage their domestic affairs, and this Government becomea 
grand consolidation of all the political power in this country. 

Mr. President, Iam a devout believer in the Constitution of the United 
States, and in the right of local government in the Statesas well. They 
with me are of equal sanctity. They have their separate spheres of ac- 
tion. Each is necessary to the other. Either without the other would 
be shorn of the major part of its excellence. Whoever strikes either in- 
jures both. Neither can be impaired in efficiency without injuring the 
other. I will stand by both, for together they constitute one unrivaled 
plan of government. I will claim for the National Government all the 
power a just, liberally just, construction of the Constitution will give, 
and for the States the powers reserved to them in the Constitutiont 

I offered an amendment to the resolution of the honorable Senator 
from Kansas simply providing that the Commissioner of Agriculture 
should not go into a State and exercise authority with reference to dis- 
eased cattle without having the consent and co-operation of the authori- 
ties of the State. The honorable Senator from Arkansas says that he 
will vote for the proposition of the Senator from Kansas without such 
an amendment. 

Now, Mr. President, I hold that the States have some powers, that 
they have some rights. I have here a decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States that ought at least to be somewhat persuasive. I 
have also Cooley’s Constitutional Limitations. Judge Cooley is a great 
constitutional lawyer. He says, quoting an eminent judge: 


“This police power of the State,” says another eminent judge, “extends to the 
protection of the lives, limbs, health, comfort, and quiet of all persons, and the 
protection of all propert thin the State.” è è è And again: f this 
‘ general police power of the State persons and property are subj to 
kinds of restraints and burdens in order to secure the general comfort, health, 
and propana of the State, of the perfect right in the Taaito to do which 
pe per on ever was, or upon acknowledged general principles ever can be, 

e so far as natural persons are concerned.” 

Again, says Judge Cooley: 

In the American constitutional the power to establish the ordinary 
regulations of police been left with the individual States, and can not be as- 
sumed by the National Government. Neither can the National Government, 
through any of its Departments or officers, assume any supervision of the police 
regulations of the States so long as they do not invade the sphere of national 
sovereignty and obstruct or impede the exercise of any authority which the 
Constitution has confided to the nation. 

He refers to a decision of the Supreme Court, which I have here, ina 
note: 


So decided in United States vs. De Witt (9 Wallace, 41), in which asection of the 
internal-revenue act of 1867—which undertook to make it a misdemeanor to mix 
for sale naphthaand illuminating oils, or to sell oil of petroleum inflammable at 
a less temperature than 110° Fahrenheit—was held to be a mere police regula- 
tion, and as such void within the States. 


Can anything be clearer than this? Can anything be clearer than that 
the State of Kansas has all the police power necessary to enable her to 
deal with all questions arising within her borders, and that the United 
States Government has no power over the subject? The governor of 
Kansas, we are informed, hasissued his proclamation convening the Leg- 
islature on the 18th of this month to provide the necessary ways and 
means for suppressing the disease which has broken out among the cat- 
tle of that State. The State of Kansas has taken the initiative for the 
exercise of her jurisdiction, which the Supreme Court says is exclusive 
over the subject. My amendment only proposes that the money appro- 
priated by this joint resolution shall not be expended in any State with- 


out the consent of that State, for the obvious reason that without such 


consent the Commissioner of Agriculture would be a trespasser. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I shall vote for the amendment of the 
Senator from Texas, and I shall also support the resolutior introduced 
by the Senator from Kansas, and I shall endeavor in a very few words 
to state the reasons why I shall support the resolution, inasmuch as 
there has been a criticism in regard to the constitutional power of the 
Senate to adopt such a resolution. : 

I agree with the Senators on this side of the Chamber in the theory 
of the strictest construction of the Constitution and with the authori- 
ties which have been read; but the question is not the one they have 
presented. The powerof appropriation hasat every period of the history 
of this Government been ed as not confined within the special 
grants of power in the Constitution; and these Senators can not find 
in the strictest of the school of construction one of the statesmen of this 
country who has maintained that the power of appropriation was re- 
stricted within the special grants contained in the Constitution. That: 
is the explanation of the whole difference, and whether they agree with 
the Senator from Arkansas in the very clear speech that he has made 
or do not agree with him upon this much controverted question does 
not concern the conclusion upon which this resolution stands. Let us 
see, They have all quoted from Story and from Mr. Monroe. Theau- 
thority on this subject is entirely plain, so plain that there can not be 
even any controversy in to it. I read section 987 of Story on 
the Constitution and extracts from Mr. Monroe’s Exposition: 


conditional, or restricted to ig err purposes, the =e pps must have cor- 
responded with it; for none 


p! it would be useless and improper to raise more than would be adequate 
to those pu: 
been care 


Says Mr. Monroe— 
that the expenditures under this grant— 

That is, the power of appropriation— 
should be restricted to the construction which might be given of the mond, Jarred 
such restraint, pants oo the most innocent, could not have failed to have had an 


injurious effect on the vital principles of the Government, and often on its most 
important measures, 


Here is the specific question whether the power of appropriation was 
to be confined by the construction placed upon the other grant of power 
in the Constitution, and the express affirmation that to have so regarded 


it would have been to have deprived the Government of a vital principle. 
Again: 

Many considerations of great weight operate in favor of this construction, 
while I do not perceive any serious objection to it. If it be established, it fol- 
lows that the words “to provide for the common defense and general welfare’ 
have a definite, safe, and useful meaning. The ideaof their forming an origina? 
grant with unlimited power, superseding every other grant, isabandoned. They 
will be considered simply as conveying a right of appropriation, a right indis- 
pensable to that of raisinga revenue and necessary to expenditures under every 

t. By it, as already observed, no PAW aided will be taken from the States, 
the money to be appropriated being rai under a power already granted to 
Congress. By it, too, the motive for giving a forced or strained construction to 
any of the other specific grants will in most instances be diminished and in 
many utterly destroyed. 

Again says Mr. Monroe: 

Have Congress a right to raise and appropriate the public money to any and 
to every purpose ea iaa to their will and pleasure? They certainly have 
not. The Government of the United States isa limited government, instituted 
for great national purposes, and for those only. 


I now read from the views of Mr. Monroe on internal improvements, 
transmitted in his message to the House of Representatives of May 4, 
1822: 


It is believed that there is not a corporation in the Union which does not ex- 
ercise great discretion in the application of the money raised by it to the pur- 
of its institution. It would be strange if the Government of the United 
tes, which was instituted for such important purposes and endowed with 
such extensive powers, should not be allowed at least br na discretion and 
authority. The evil to be particularly avoided is the violation of State rights; 
shunning that, it seems to be reasonable and proper that the powers of Con- 
gress should be so construed as that the General Government in its intercourse 
with other nations and in our internal concerns should be able to adopt all such 
measures lying within the fair scope and intended to facilitate the direct objects 
Fale: powan as the public welfare may require and a sound and provident 
ctate. 
Phe measures of Congress have been in strict accord with the view taken of 
the right of appropriation, both as to itsextent and limitation, as will be shown 
by a reference to the laws, commencing at a very early period.—Annals of Con- 
gress, Seventeenth Congress, first session (1882), volume 2, page 1843. 


He declares the entire consistency of the proposition which gentlemen 
have maintained with the proposition that the power of appropriation 
of the public money is not restrained by the other and express grants 
of power, for the reason that the power of appropriation is one which 
must be left to the discretion of thesovereign Legislature, restrained alone 
by their judgment of the necessities within the constitutional power of 
the Government. This has been illustrated by the history of the Gov- 
vernment and is established by Mr. Monroe in the elaborate exposition 
which he made of the acts of appropriation. 

Reference has been made to the appropriation for the Venezuela suf- 
ferers, to that to aid destitute foreigners, to that for the relief of San 
Domingo, to the bounty to the cod-fisheries, to the appropriations in 
aid of the public health, and forthe relief of the sufferers upon the Mis- 
sissippi River by the flood—none of these things affecting the vital 
autonomy of the States nor their powers under the Constitution. 

I shall vote for this resolution upon the authority of the entire past 
history of the Government affirming the consistency of appropriation 
for what? Not to enter into the State of Kansas with the strong hand 
asserting the power of the Government to condemn cattle, but to pro- 
tect the cattle throughout the whole country in its interstate commerce; 
and if in the exercise of that authority for the regulation and protec- 
tion of the general commerce of the people in their interstate relations 
it is necessary or useful for the Government of the United States to 
appropriate public money to be expended in the State of Kansas in 
purchasing and killing the diseased cattle which are to be or may be 
carried out into other States, thus affecting a great commercial interest 
throughout the country, the State of Kansas consenting, I can see 
objection. That is what the resolution proposes to do. 

If it is necessary to purchase and kill diseased cattle, the State au- 
thorities of Kansas not objecting but asking for the exercise of this 
power in the interest of the general commercial relations and interstate 
commerce of the country, there can be no invasion of the State sover- 
eignty in the State of Kansas consenting to this exercise of power in her 
territory and none in Congress appropriating money for the regulation 
and protection of the interstate commerce of the United States. The 
interest is certainly one of the greatest magnitude and national in its 
character. The commerce in cattle between the States can not exist if 
there is no power to stop in transit infected cattle. 

If it be lawful to stop them in transit in aid of commerce, why not 
before they have started (the State consenting)? If they are detained 
or killed in the interest of the commerce of all the States, why should one 
of the States be compelled to pay for them, when the sacrifice is made 
forthe benefitof all the States? Mr. Monroe, in vetoing the Cumberland 


toad bill, on a theory of construction so strict that it denied the power 


of Congress to make internal improvements and construct and main- 
tain roads in the States without their consent (a strictness now al- 
together disregarded by the Senators who oppose this resolution), main- 
tained the power of Congress to make an appropriation for this p 

and insisted,that the absence of power to enter the State and exercise 
power therein for the purpose of making internal improvements was no 
restriction on the power to appropriate money for this purpose. 

The argument of Mr. Monroe was, the appropriation of money must 
be for the “common defense and general welfare,” but ‘shunning, ” 
to use his expression, any interference with the rights of the States, 
Congress conld determine what was required for the common defense 
and general welfare. In the resolution of the Senator from Kansas 
any interference with the rights of the States is “‘shunned”’ by re- 
quiring the ‘‘co-operation’’ of the authorities of Kansas. There is 
therefore no conflict between the propositions of Senators who oppose 
this resolution on this side of the Chamber and those who support it; 
and the question is only one of expediency, of the magnitude of the 
danger and injury. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hoan in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKE], 
which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, after the word “agriculture,” it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘with the consent of,” and in line 6, after the word 
‘f authorities,” to strike out ‘‘of the State of Kansas” and insert ‘in 
the State in which it may be used.” 

The question being put, a division was called for; and theayes were 19. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, Iam apprehensive that eventually 
we shall be called upon to make a very large appropriation to extirpate 
foot-and-mouth disease from the Democratic party, for it begins to be 
apparent that they very seldom open their mouth without putting their 
foot in it. [Laughter.] I want tosay to the Senator from Texas that 
the State of Kansas will waive its privileges under the Constitution 
and make no point about the invasion of its rights by an appropriation 
of the kind that is mentioned in this bill. 

The doctrine of State rights and State sovereignty dies hard, but I 
think it is moribund and in the course of time will eventually be 
buried. Ifany Senator upon the opposite side of the Chamber can tell 
me what power a majority of Congress can not exercise under the Con- 
stitution according to the recent decision of the Supreme Court in the 
legal-tender case I shall be very much instructed. 
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The Senators appear to be ignorant of the march of events during the 
last twenty-five years when they insist that whenever a majority of the 
people or a majority of their representatives in Congress believe that 
any appropriation is necessary for the general welfare, or for the exer- 
cise of any of those rights which are named in the Constitution, no mat- 
ter what it may be, they can not accomplish it. The political history 
of this country from the foundation of the Government has moved inan 
orbit whose course has been defined by the identical struggle that is 
presented upon the floor of the Senate to-day, and that is the question 
as to whether the nation, a majority of the people of all the States, is 
supreme, or whether one State has a right to negative and veto the ex- 
pressed wishes of a majority of all the people. And, Mr. President, 
those who preach to-day the doctrine of State rights and State sover- 
eignty, and insist that in any great question involving the interests of a 
majority of all the people a single State can interpose its objection suc- 
cessfully to the accomplishment of the national will, havé read history 
and the events of the last twenty-five years to very little advantage. 

But, Mr. President, I do not propose to be drawn from the considera- 
tion of the main topic under discussion by debate upon an exploded, 
abandoned, and defunct interpretation of the Constitution. The ques- 
tion that is before the Senate is whether or not this appropriation in the 
light of the knowledge before the Senate is one that is fit to be made 
in view of the t exigency that threatens the general welfare. 

The live-stock of this country according to the census, including 
cattle, horses, sheep, and hogs, was something in excess I believe in 
yalue of $1,500,000,000, a trifle more than the entire amount of the 
national debt I think. It therefore becomes an important and inter- 
esting question to ascertain in view of this fact what is the relation of 
the General Government to this vast interest. I admit that so far as 
the amount appropriated in this bill or resolution is concerned the $25,- 
000 that is mentioned, if this is a great national exigency, is entirely 
inadequate. If $25,000 is sufficient to deal with this question, then 
those people interested in this stock or the people of the community 
where the difficulty exists ought to appropriate it. It would be idle 
to say that an interest represented by the vast sum of money that I 
have named, $1,500,000,000, could not appropriate the petty and paltry 
sum of $25,000 to avoid the danger of the total destruction of that enor- 
mous value. 

The United States Government does not stand as the guarantor, as 
the insurer of the live-stock of this country, any more than it does of the 
shipping of this country, of the buildings of this country; and it would 
be as idle to say, because there is difficulty threatening isolated herds, 
because there is danger threatening a locality in Kansas, that the Gov- 
ernment should pay that from that fact alone, as it would to say that 
in case of a co} tion or the loss of a ship at sea the Government 
should be called in to make the loss of the person who had been 
damnified. No, sir; this bill, if it rests upon any solid foundation, 
rests upon broader ground than that. It must rest either upon the 
right of Congress to deal with this question as one of interstate com- 
merce, or under the clause providing for the general welfare, and it 
must be apparent that if there is a disease, if there is a danger that 
threatens an interest involving such stupendous sums of money, and 
that might be of such serious and momentous result to the commerce 
of this country, to the food of this country, and to all its interests, we 
can be called upon not only to make this appropriation of $25,000, but 
whatever may be necessary to extirpate the disease and save the coun- 
try from the difficulty that threatens it. 
` I am inclined to think, Mr. President, that the actual danger that 
menaces the country at this time from the irruption of this disease has 
been ex: ted. I believe that to a very great extent by the action 
of the people of Kansas and by the action of those who are interested 
in this property and who own the stock the danger that threatened the 
country is very largely under control. The people there have held pub- 
lic meetings ; the men interested in this stock have assembled ; they 
have instituted the mostrigid quarantine. The country in which these 
infected herds exist has been isolated ; are placed along the en- 
tire frontier; and the governor of the State, acting in response to a gen- 
eral demand, has issued a proclamation calling upon the Legislature to 
assemble in special session on Tuesday next, the 18th instant, for the 
purpose of considering what is necessary to be done to farther guard 
against the difficulty that threatens this vast interest. 

So I say, sir, that there is no necessity of acting in any trepidation in 
this matter. The people of Kansas have taken precautions; the men 
who are interested in this property have associated themselves together 
for the purpose of guarding against the spread of this disease. But that 
does not relieve the Congress of the United States from the necessity of 
considering whether or not it is appropriate for the nation to unite with 
the State in taking such measures as may be necessary to prevent the 
further spread of this disease. 

I should doubt, as a distinct and independent proposition, very much 
whether it was within the legitimate exercise of the powers of Con 
to appropriate money for the purchase of these infected herds and their 
destruction. Iam told that in dealing with this question in Massachu- 
setts, when the valuable herds of that State were threatened with pleuro- 
purtumonia or lung-plague, a commission was created by the Legislature 
and a report made by that commission, and a sum of money, perhaps 


nearly $100,000, expended by the Commonwealth for the purchase and 
destruction of those herds that were infected or that had been exposed 
to contagion. But, sir, if we are to be called upon to inaugurate that 
principle as a matter of legislation by Congress, it involves vastly more 
than that. If the money that we propose to appropriate by this bill 
could be spent for the purchase and slaughter of one infected animal, 
then. by an irresistible process of reasoning, if all the animals in this 
country are infected, or if they have been exposed to contagion, the 
Government may be compelled to purchase or pay for the entire live- 
stock in this country, ameunting, as I said a while ago, to a sum in 
excess of the entire aggregate of the national debt Iam not prepared 
to commit myself to that proposition. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] asks me where I will 
stop. I will not begin, Mr. President, and. that is where I will stop. 

Mr. DAWES. If you are under obligation to do anything, you are 
under obligation to go the whole length. 

Mr. INGALLS. I will not commit myself to that proposition, and 
there is where I will stop. I say that the Government of the United 
States, so far as the value of this property is concerned and its owner- 
ship, is no more bound to guarantee and insure the live-stock menof this 
country against loss than it is the owners of houses orships against loss. 
The only thing that the Government can legitimately do in my judg- 
ment is to co-operate with the owners of the property and with the 
local authorities and with the State governments in such measures as 
will prevent the spread of the disease and to that extent eradicate it. 

Mr. DAWES. Suppose it is necessary to destroy somebody’s herds ? 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Massachusetts asks me, ‘‘Sup- 
pose it is necessary to destroy somebody’s herds?’? When a great 


‘conflagration is raging in a city and it becomes necessary to blow up a 


building in order to arrest the progress of the conflagration, upon whom 
does the loss fall? 

Mr. DAWES. The owner of the building. 

Mr. INGALLS. It does not fall upon the State. There is no more 
reason for saying that because this danger threatens this industry the 
Government stand as guarantor between the men who own the 
property and loss than there is in saying that it shall stand between any 
other citizen in any other enterprise whom disaster overtakes 
against loss by his calamity. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not want to interrupt the Senator; I do not want 
to throw any obstacle in the way of his argument;. but he tells usthat 
it does not fall on the State. If he has a conviction about it, will he 
be kind enough to tell us on whom it does fall? 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam not called upon to discuss side issues or inci- 
dental questions. I should be glad to illuminate the entire horizon of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, as I have no doubt I should upon oc- 
casion be able to do were it necessary; but that is not a question in- 
volved in this controversy. 

But for the purpose of showing that the danger does exist and that 
there is a special reason why the action that is now invoked of Con- 
gress should be taken, I wish to invite the attention of the Senate to 
one other consideration, and that is this: A very large proportion of the 
cattle that are in Kansas are what may be properly designated as tran- 
sitory herds. They are not owned there; they do not belong there. 
Those who are familiar with the movements of these herds know that 
during the early part of the season they start from Texas; by easy stages 
they are driven northward through the Indian Territory; they passinto 
Kansas in the western half of the State; through that State they pass 
slowly during the summer season still farther northward through Ne- 
braska, grazing as they go, until at last they reach the great plains and 

zing regions of Wyomingand Montana, site they are finally fattened 
and shipped to the markets of the East. When it appears that a very 
large proportion of the stock thatis in Kansas atany one given time is 
not owned there, does not belong there, when the ownership is in citi- 
zens of other States, it would be obviously unjust tocompel the citizens 
of that State to bear the entire expense even of these remedial meas- 
ures. i 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in the course of his remarks 
expressed some doubt whetheror not the disease that has appeared upon 
the soil of Kansas in the eastern portion of the State was really of the 
kind and type that has been designated and described. For the pur- 
pose of setting that matter at rest I will ask the Secretary to read ex- 
tracts from reports that have already been made upon this subject by 
Dr. Holcomb, the Army veterinary surgeon at Fort Leavenworth, who 
on the 4th of March was summoned to General Augur’s headquarters 
on a telegram from the governor of Kansas requesting that a surgeon 
be sent to Neosho Falls for the purpose of examining diseases that had 
broken out there among cattle, and also from the report of Dr. Trum- 
bower, who was sent out as veterinary expert by Commissioner Loring, 
of the Agricultural Department. They will be found between the 
marked lines of the paper which I send to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Dr. Holcomb, Army vete: su: n at Fort v i 
the Aih SE Mareli ho eran PAATE AA bo General pees Aei Kag puree 
shown a telegram from the governor of Kansas requesting that a veterinary 
EE rset sent to Neosho Falls, Woodson County, to examine a disease that 


broken out among the cattle. In com y with the governor and Major 
Sims he arrived here, and though thoroughly convinced in his own mind before 


1900 ; 
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arriving here that the cattle could not be afflicted with the foot-and-mouth dis- 
ease he had on the closest examination become convinced, and could not de- 
clare the disease anything else but the dread contagion, the foot-and-mouth dis- 
ease. The doctor then went on to say he visited Mr. Keith’s herd, five miles 
north of Neosho Falls, and found the disease there in all its Atypical case 
was that of a two-year-old steer three or four days aff . He was lame in 
the left hind foot. The doctor examined it, and after cleaning out the cleft of 
hoof there found a vesicle which when ruptured left a well-defined oblong ulcer, 
true and typical of the disease. The animal's temperature was from 100° to 102°, 
Another case was of two weeks’ duration. Thetemperature was 103°, and when 
the ani defecated the excrement had a small ulcer on it, as well as blood. 
This case was of a yearling, and he was lame in the right hind foot. 

The last case was thatof one with only a ree the fetlock with a deep scab 
under it, and a swelling on both hind legs up to the hock joint. Thedoctor said 
some animals had lost one toe, others two, again others a foot to the top of the 
hoof, and others were on stumps half way to the hodk joint. He had seen all 
four feet gone, which was a new feature of the disease and showed its virulent 
character. In the Goodrich or Hindman herd mouth lesions or ulcers were 
pany shown, and covered the mouth from the lipsto the larynx. These cattle 

d been well protected, sheltered, and were away above the average condition 
of stock cattle. Beard’s herd had been infi by a cow introduced from 
Keith’s herd, which showed the contagious character of the disease. A 


> 

Dr. Trumbower, sent out asa veterinary expert by United States Commissioner 
Loring, of the Agricultural Bureau, next made a report. He agreed in all par- 
ticulars with Dr. Holcomb and gave his experienee with cases similar to those 
related by Dr. Holcomb. The incubation of the disease took from twenty-four 
hours to four days, and at that stage the vesicles about the mouth appeared. 
Sometimes only the mouthsymptoms and not the foot symptoms appeared, and 
vice versa. When the mouth symptoms alone appeared the recovery of the 
animal, if he recovered at all, was more speedy than when the foot is affected. 
The fatality of the disease is not so great as might be surmised, and in the se- 
verest cases on record of the bch, gop the losses have never exceeded 30 per cent., 
and have been as low as 3 per cent. of the cattle directly affected, not those ex- 
posed as well, but many survived as cripples and so poor in flesh that they cost 
= much again to recuperate them, The disease is undoubtedly mouth-and-foot 


Mr. INGALLS. In corroboration I will ask the Secretary to read the 
dispatches which appear in the telegraphic news of this morning from 
Chicago, dated yesterday, from Neosho Falls and from Topeka, ofthe 
same date, showing the condition of affairs yesterday. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE—THE TROUBLE EXTENDING—SEVERAL CASES RE- 


PORTED IN ILLINOIS. 
CHICAGO, March 18. 


The Tribune’s dispatches to-night regarding the cattle disease show the sit- 
uation to be in the highest degree alarming and indicate that the live-stock 
men at the Union Stock-Yards whose views were given yesterday have either 
ignorantly or intentionally belittled the case. The prevalent in Kansas 
has made its appearance in the southern and central part of Illinois. Reports 
from Effingham and Cumberland Counties tell of symptoms so closely corre- 
sponding with those in Kansas as to leave no doubt that the disease is the 
same, though milder in form. In one herd in Effingham County twenty cattle 
were found in the several staga of the plague. Out of forty-six yearlings in 
another herd nearly half were found to be diseased. Similar reports from other 

see in the same section show that the plague has gained a firm foothold in 

nois. 


NEOSHO FALLS, Kans., March 13. 


Several new cases of the foot-and-mouth disease were reported to-day, only 
one new herd being affected, however. It appears to be spreading rapidly in 
the herd on Owl Creek, and as the owner has sold several head since the disease 


lature. 


TOPEKA, KANS., March 13. 

In obedience to the almost universal demand from every part of the State, and 
in view of the enormous interest at stake, Governor Glick has issued a procla- 
mation convening the ure in ion on March 18 to consider the 
cattle-plague and to adopt measures whereby it may be absolutely stamped out. 

Mr. INGALLS. It will be apparent from the reading of the last 
dispatch that it is a matter of indifference to the representatives of 
Kansas whether or not the amendment of the Senator from Texas pre- 
vails, because it will be entirely within the power of the Legislature of 
that State to give its consent within the next week; there will be ample 
time in which to co-operate with the national authorities; but if that 
amendment is adopted, except in those States where a law now exists 
or in which the Legislature is now assembled to take the necessary 
measures for co-operation, the resolution offered by my colleague, if 
adopted, will be entirely inoperative. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COKE. Let me suggest to the Senator from Kansas that I am 
willing to modify my amendment so that the governor of the State may 
act. 


Mr. INGALLS. But what right has the governor to act for a State 
without legislative sanction? If the Senator from Texas can give me 
any information on that point I shall be gratified. 

Mr. COKE. Well, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIAMS] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not rise to respond to the argument of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] nor to criticise anything he has 
e pay I rise to congratulate him and to congratulate the farmers of 
the West and the stock-raisers of the West that within three years he 
has totally changed his opinion on this subject. I recollect three long 


years ago, when I was urging on Congress the passage of some restrictive 
measure so as to prevent animal diseases, the Senator was the most for- 
midable opponent of my efforts. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator permit me to make an observa- 
tion? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Let me get through. 

Mr. INGALLS. Very well. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I remember with what violence he fought the 
measure, how he denounced it as impolitic and wrong and unconstitu- 
tional. He came down on me like a thousand of brick. With lance 
well poised, he came dashing down like the commander of a company 
of Kansas jayhawkers upon a band of border ruffians and he unhorsed 
and floored me, and my bill was sent back to the committee that had 
reported it. I congratulate him upon the change that has come o’er 
the spirit of his dream. I do not want to twit him for his change of 
front, but I congratulate myself on the support he now gives, not only 
to the principles of this resolution but on his approval of the bill that 
is on our Calendar, and I congratulate him again and the people of his 
State, for I recollect I said on that occasion that he might see the time 
when his whole State and the whole of the great Northwest and all 
these boundless plains over which there then roamed in perfect health 
millions of cattle would be infected with this plague. I said that per- 
haps his own State might be the very first of all to be infected. I do 
not want to claim to be prophetic; but as the event has come I can not 
but confess that I am a little gratified that of all the Western States 
Kansas has been firststruck. I hopethe blow may beaverted. I know 
it is a great calamity; but the very prophesy that I made three years 
ago has been fulfilled. 

I am glad to welcome the Senator as an ally in support of a measure 
which I think is second to none in importance of any which has been 
before Congress since I have had the honor of a seat on the floor of the 
Senate. It involves greater interests, it affects more people than any 
pe measte that has been before Congress since I have been a mem- 
ber of it. 

What I have to say in regard to this whole subject I shall say here- 
after when the main question on the passage of the bill to protect our 
domestic animals against infection comes forward. Upon this resolu- 
tion I shall say nothing but vote forit. I think it is a step in the right 
direction, and I shall vote also for the bill. It strikes me, however, 
that we might have settled the whole question on the bill as well as we 
can settle it on this resolution now; but its friends seem to differ, and 
Iam for the resolution, and I shall be for the main measure when it 
comes up, and what I have to say on the general principles and on the 
constitutionality and propriety of the whole measure I will reserve 
until the main question comes before the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, it has been observed by some wise 
philosopher that there are but two classes of men who never change 
their opinions, and those are the dead men and the fools, and to neither 
class do I profess to belong. 

The Senator from Kentucky is in the condition of the gentleman who 
jumped before he got to the stile. If he had reserved his observations 
until his pleuro-pneumonia bill came before the Senate he would find 
that I have abated no jotor tittle of my objections to it, and I think if 
I came down upon him as he says, with somewhat chaste classicality 
of lan; , like a thousand of brick, he will find when that bill comes 
up that I will come down upon him like a five-story edifice. [Laugh- 


ter. 

ie. WILLIAMS. Iam sorry that I congratulated my friend from 
Kansas too soon. Ishall regretand the whole country will regret if he 
adheres to his former position. 

Mr. VEST. Is it proposed to take a vote on this resolution this after- 
noon? 

Several SENATORS. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. Do I understand the Senator from Kansas to object to 
the amendment? 

Mr. PLUMB. No, sir; I stated more than an hour ago that the 
amendment was entirely satisfactory to me, that I had in framing the 
resolution designed entirely to avoid any of the discussion that has arisen 
by putting in that provision which required everything that was done 
by the Commissioner of Agriculture to bedone in co-operation with the 
State authorities, and I did not see how anything could be done in 
co-operation with them that was not done with their consent. However, 
there has been a debate about that, and I am willing to admit that the 
amendment of the Senator from Texas, being a little more satisfactory to 
those who are sticklers about that question, as Iam not, covers the case 
more fully, and so far as I can give any consent to it I shall consent that 
itgoin. I myself do not believe that consent is necessary, but this is an 
emergency in which as I believe we ought not to debate about ques- 
tions which are not material, and thisis not material because in the emer- 
gency now before the country that consent which is provided for in 
the amendment will be had, and the purpose which I had in the intro- 
duction of the resolution will be fully accomplished. I do notsee how 
any one who has any regard for the t interest at stake can feel that 


now guarded as it will be by the adoption of the amendment of the 
Senator from Texas there can be any objection to the resolution if there 
is any emergency whatever calling for Congressional action. 


1884. 
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Mr. VEST. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] can not over- 
state in my opinion the importance of the exigency if there is any danger 
of pleuro-pneumonia. His colleague [Mr. INGALLS] has made astate- 
ment in regard to the amount of cattle. The report of the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture shows the amount of cattle in the United States 
in 1883 to have been in value $1,008,106,514; in 1884, $1,106,715,703. 
The value of the cattle in Texas was $91,356,301; in Iowa, $85,301,255; 
in Ilinois, $71,977,766; in Kansas, $55,541,873; and in the State of 
Missouri, $49,087,375. ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me a mo- 
ment? Those figuresshow the value of the cattleand the numberof cat- 
tleas reported by our officers. Our reports are made by subordinates in 
the States, and they do not include the town or city cows atall. The 
number is much greater than is estimated in the census and the value 
nearly twiceas great. These things I know myself. The census reports 
as to the numberand value of our live-stock are notatall reliable. For 
instance, in some of the States the cattle are put down at $9 a head. 
There never was a calf in my State that was not worth more than that. 
The cattle of my own State are put down at $23 a head, and they are 
worth a great deal more. The farmers in giving in their stock are not 
particular, so that statistics obtained for taxation purposes are not very 
accurate. These reports are not reliable at all. : 

Mr. VEST. Iam not ing from any census report; I am reading 
from the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The figures ought to be doubled. 

Mr. VEST. By the report of the Commissioner I notice thatthe value 
of the cattle in New York is $77,975,913, while the value of those in 
the State of Iowa amounted to $85,301,255, in Kansas to $55,541,873, 
in Nebraska to $44,116,092, in Missouri to $49,087,375, and in Illinois 
to $71,977,766. 

I refer to these figures to show that the statements usually made on 
this question of the values are incorrect. If the amendment of the 
Senator from Texas is adopted and incorporated in the resolution there 
is but one difficulty in my mind in the way of voting for it, and that 
is that there is nothing before the Senate either in the statements of the 
Senator from Kansas or in the documents that have been read here to 
show that the authorities of Kansas asked for this money at all. _ If it 
is voted now by Congress it is voted out of hand on our own volition. 
I understand the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] thinks to-day 
that the amount and magnitude of the disease have been ted. 

Mr. PLUMB. I can appreciate the position of the governor to some 
extent in not preferring himself directly a request, because a request 
of the governor would practically be a request from an individual unless 
he were authorized by the statute of the State to prefer it. The re- 
quest of the dispatches I read this morning was in answer to oneI sent 
to him, stating that I had introduced a resolution for this purpose and 
statingits terms generally, and inquiring of him whether there was a 
necessity for action and whether the reports had been exaggerated or 
not; and his reply is expressly that there is necessity for action, that 
the reports have not. been exaggerated, that the disease is spreading, 
that the emergency is very great, and that unless something is done im- 
mediately for the purpose of stamping it out the disease will extend to 
all herds west of the Missouri River. I can not conceive how he could 
with propriety have gone further than he did. He was not authorized 
in any way to address Congress on the subject, but he expresses his 
opinion in the most emphatic manner in regard to the subject-matter 
now before the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. I was pleased with the remarks of the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. I was gratified to hear such opinions 
expressed from that side of the Chamber. Iam glad toknow that there 
are members of the Republican party who believe in the old-fashioned 
construction of the Constitution; and I honestly believe, as I believe 
in my own existence, that the downfall of this country will date from 
the day when local self-government and the rights of the States are 
trampled upon. Whenever the General Government becomes a t 
poema and national government, as the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 

GALLS] by his speech indicated, it is the downfall of republican 
government on this continent; it is the end of it. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] said that the question was 
whether one State shall nullify the action of all the States. Thatis not 
the question. The question is whether, under the Constitution of the 
United States, there is any power given to the National Government 
to go inside of the States and interfere with their domestic affairs. When 
the act of 1879, establishing a National Board of Health, was argued 
here, in most emphatic terms I expressed my opinion on this question 
that nowhere in the Constitution of the United States was the power 
given to the Federal Government to go inside of the States to interfere 

for health or any other purpose with the domestic affairs of the States. 
That is the position; and until a State comes here and tells the Gen- 
eral Government that it can not protect itself, either from domestic in- 
surrection or disease, the General Government can notinterfere. There 
is too much of this interference to-day in local and domestic affairs, and 
the people, instead of looking, as the fathers of the Constitution did, 
to their domestic governments in the States, are too apt to turn their 
eyes to the great national luminary. They are beginning tə look here 
for everything. I deprecate it. 


$ 


When the governor of my State a year ago appealed to Congress, sent 
a telegram to my ope and myself asking the General Government 
for aid to the people of South Missouri, Missouri was perfectly compe- 
tent to take care of her own people in that contingency just as the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON] said in regard to the Ohio River 
overflow that Ohio was perfectly competent to take care of her own 
people. And yet we are to-day indoctrinating the people with the idea 
that they must look away from the States, that they must look to Con- 
gress. ‘They should look first to their own States and trust to the power 
of the people. It springs up from individuals to the family, from the 
family to the State, from the State to the Union. But to-day the peo- 
ple are being taught to look first to the National Government and after- 
ward to the States. It may be that when the Democratic party opens 
its mouth it always puts its foot in it. The difference between us and 
the Republican party is that when it opens the Treasury it always puts 
its hand in. Iam willing to stand on the difference. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, it seems that there were some other , 
Senators on the floor a few years ago who entertained very much the 
same opinion with my friend from Missouri [Mr. Vest]; and inasmuch 
as the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMS] did not read from the 
eloquent speech of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], I will do 
so. I find in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD containing the proceedings 
of February 19, 1881, the following: 

Mr. IxGaLis. Mr. President, it is unnecessary for me tosay that I sympathize 

cordially with the ostensible purpose of this bill, Ihave read the measure 
with a great deal of care, and I desire to speak with deliberation and with cau- 
tion; but I feel impelled to say that it is without any exception the worst bill 
that I everread uponany subject. Itisbadin ice Re itis bad in theory; itis 
bad in policy, and worse in detail. Pleuro-pneumonia is unquestionably a great 
evil; butthis remedy is worse than the disease. The bill is a confused, conflict- 
ing, incoherent, and incongruous medley and jumble of provisions, every one 
of which, in my judgment, is directly at variance with the Constitution and is at 
war with reserved rights of the States and of the people. 


Mr. INGALLS. So I say still, and when that bill comes up I will 
say that again. 

Mr. BUTLER. He used the words “reserved rights of the States and 
the ie.” 

Mr. INGALLS. When that bill comes up I will say it again. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, Mr. President, when the Senator does so, I 
should like to contrast that with what he has uttered to-day 
for the purpose of calling attention to what struck me as being a won- 
derfully marvelous variance from his language on that occasion. How- 
ever, he said further—— 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator will allow me—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina is 
entitled to the floor and can not be interrupted without his consent. 

Mr. BUTLER. I always yield to the Senator. Thatis the reason 
why I am able now to show how far the Senator is from where he was 
on February 19, 1881. He said of the bill then pending: 

It creates a monstrous and anomalous machine, unknown to the Constitution 
and the laws, composed of the Commissioner of Agriculture— 

Just as this resolution does— 
the National Board of Health, commissioners, inspectors, municipal and State 
and local police authorities, the Navy of the United States, and the Secretary 
the , responsible to no one and committing the vernment to an in- 
definite and enormous expenditure for all coming time. It would be difficult 
for human ingenuity to devise within so narrow a com a contrivance that 
embraced more principles that appear pernicious and doubtful and doctrines 


that commit this Government to measures that are fraught and pregnant with 
immeasurable for the future. 


Further on the Senator said: 
Pleuro-pneumonia— 
Or I suppose he would have said ‘“‘ foot-and-mouth disease” if that 
had been before the Senate at that time: 
Pleuro-pneumonia, as I said, is undoubtedly a great evil; but it is after alla 
oaoa. of pams loss to individuals and to communities, and as such itis to be 
ealt with like other private calamities; and I am curious to know upon what 
theory of the Constitution or of the functions of Government this select com- 
mittee have pro) ill when they attempt to establish the principle that 
the Government shall purchase every sick and unhealthy animal in this country 


sooper for it two-thirds the value of a well one, when everybody knows that 
a animal has no market value at all. 


Those were the sentiments of the Senator from Kansas on February 
19, 1881, and yet, unless I misunderstood him, he has stated to-day 
that there was no restraint upon the majority of the people of this coun- 
try as represented u the floors of the two Houses of Congress, the 
Senate and House of Representatives; none whatever except their will. 
I confess I was very much surprised at that statement of the Senator’s 
opinion in view of what he had uttered when the pleuro-pneumonia 
bill was under consideration a few years ago. 

This resolution, in my humble judgment, is just as objectionable sub- 
stantially, with the exception of the details of that bill, as the bill itself. 
It says that there shall be $25,000 appropriated—for what purpose ? 

To be used under the direction of the Commissioner of Agriculture, in co- 
operation with the proper authorities of the State of Kansas— 

In doing what?— 
in eradicating a contagious disease popularly known as the foot-and-mouth 


Which the Senator said, in speaking of pleuro-pneumonia, was purel. 
and simply a local matter, and like all local calamities should be dealt 
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with by the local authorities; and as the Senator from Missouri has 
stated, I have heard nothing from any official source in the State of Kan- 


sas saying that this appropriation of $25,000 isn I have heard 
nothing from any official source stating that the local authorities of Kan- 
sas may not deal with the question and effectually stamp out the dis- 
ease in the locality where it exists. 

There have been some telegrams read from the newspapers; I believe 
one from the governor of Kansas. I do not understand the governor to 
say that itis not entirely within the power of the State of Kansas to con- 
trol this matter. It seems to me, therefore, that this resolution in 
principle is as objectionable as the bill to which the Senator from Kan- 
sas referred in the remarks which I have read; and I say to you, sir, 
frankly, that on that occasion I not only sympathized with him but 

in every respect with him that Co was going entirely out- 
side of its constitutional power in passing the bill which was then be- 
fore the Senate, and I think it is equally beyond its constitutional 
power to pass this joint resolution. 

* The precedentscited by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] 
this morning do not go to the extent of this joint resolution. Thereis 
nothing in the appropriation which Congress makes to buy seeds, to es- 

ish an agricultural bureau, to build a military academy, to build a 
naval academy and support them, tosend expeditions to the North Pole 
for the relief of Greely, or for the relief of sufferers from a flood or a 
fire or an earthquake or any other great national calamity—there is 
nothing in those appropriations which trenches upon the reserve pow- 
ers and rights of the States. Still, Mr. President, I think they are of 
very questionable constitutional authority. 

The Department of Agriculture was originated on an appropriation 
bill about the year 1842 or 1843, beginning with an appropriation of 
$3,000; and from that it has grown to an annual appropriation of half 
amillion. I believethe Military Academy at West Point was originated 
in the same way upon an appropriation bill. But, Mr. President, all 
of those questions relate to the whole country at large. Here is a propo- 
sition to go intoa State to interfere with something purely local, which 
the State has the authority and the power and the ability to control 
under its powers to regulate its police and quarantine; and yet we are 
asked to appropriate $25,000 to send into Kansas to deal with a disease 
proving, arna I submit, notwithstanding the scoffings of the Senator 
from Kansas in relation to the Constitution, that this Congress has no 
right whatever to do it; but, as has been said by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, when we reach that point in the history of this country when 
this and this central power assume to control the local internal 
affairs of the States and the people, the alarm-bell will have sounded 
which will ultimately destroy the liberties of this people and repub- 
lican institutions upon this continent. 

I will go as far as any Senator upon this floor and as far as my vote 
can go to relieve the people of this country when a great national ca- 
lamity overtakes them which extends beyond the power and the ability, 
or, if you please, the will of the local authorities to control; but further 
than that I am not willing to go; and although the amendment of the 
Senator from Texas relieves this joint resolution of some of its objec- 
tions, I can not vote for it even with that amendment adopted, because 
I believe it is wrong in principle and is adding another to the long line 
of dangerous precedents which the Senator from Arkansas read this 
morning. Hence even if, as I said, the amendment of the Senator from 
Texas should be adopted I shall be constrained to cast my vote against 
this resolution until there is more evidence before the Senate that the 
exigency demands that Congress shall make an appropriation. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall vote against this resolution if it comes to a vote 
to-day, because I do not think there is yet sufficient evidence that this 
disorder has assumed national proportions. As has been already said, 
we took care of a case apparently quite as bad in my own State with- 
out appealing to Congress for help, and I understand the Kansas Legis- 
lature is to be in session next Tuesday, and that Legislature will de- 
termine whether it finds the difficulty beyond its control or whether it 
is something which comes from interstate causes relating to interstate 
ecommerce, which it can not be expected to expend the resources of that 
State in dealing with. I therefore move that the further consideration 
of this resolution be postponed for one week. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the further consideration of the joint resolution be post- 
poned until Friday next. The question is on that motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I believe a motion to postpone indefinitely takes pre- 
cedence, does it not ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does. 

Mr. HARRIS. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the resolution be postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CONGER. Is that debatable? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. CONGER. I think, Mr. President, that I am called upon to vote 
in favor of this resolution, this preliminary effort to ascertain whether 
in fact there is in this country so threatening a disease, and if there is, 
to have reports upon it as early as possible. 

Now, sir, without one word of discussion, or with but little discus- 
sion, we have seen resolutions passed here by almost unanimous con- 


sent appropriating thousands and hundreds of thousands of dollars, and 
succeeded the next day by other appropriations appropriating other 
hundreds of thousands of dollars on exactly the same principle and for 
exactly the same reason that this little appropriation is asked, to inquire 
into and attempt to stop the spread of a disease which it is alleged will 
destroy thousands and millions of dollars’ worth of the property of the 
good people of these United States, And, sir, every man here that op- 
poses this measure rushes with untold speed to hide himself under the 
common old shadow of the Constitution. How they gather behind it! 
How men shelter themselves there after having voted for the appropri- 
ation of hundreds of thousands of dollars to meet and avert some great 
public calamity! When this question comes up for the appropriation 
of a paltry $25,000 to meet a calamity which, if it does portend as much 
wrong and injury to the people of the United States asis claimed, would 
be equally disastrous, equally injurious, equally destructive of prop- 
erty and of comfort and of health and of p ity as the measures 
against which the appropriations were aimed for which these gentle- 
men voted without a word, they shelter themselves under the Satin 
of the Constitution ! 

I took occasion the other day to say that it seems to me from my 
observation in the Senate that any bill whatever that looked to some 
protection of some agricultural interest in this country was met either 
with sneers or with frowns or with votes opposed to it, no matter in 
what shape it came. This is a measure affecting the vast agricult- 
ural interest; it is to posd against a danger threatening the interests 
of a large majority of the people of these United States directly and 
of all the people of the United States as a whole indirectly. There is 
no pretense but that as much of $25,000 as may be necessary to in- 
quire into and eradicate, if possible, a great oncoming and threatening 
evil may be appropriated; and that is all this simple resolution does; 
it appropriates a small sum in itself, and only so much as is necessary 
of that, to answer the call of the governor of a great State, to bring to 
the assistance of that people and of the whole people whatever knowl- 
edge in regard to such a disease is in possession of the Government, so 
as to stop this great threatening evil. 

Sir, I do not wonder sometimes that when we are appropriating for 
ornament, when we are appropriating thousands of dollars to gratify 
taste, when we are appropriating thousands of dollars to gratify senti- 
ment, when we are appropriating thousands of dollars from sympathy, 
and when this little pittance is asked in the name of the farmers of the 
United States, of the cattle-raisers of the United States, it is met as 
these propositions uniformly and continuously are in this body—I say 
I do not wonder that there is a growing feeling of distrust among the 
common people of the United States of their representatives here. I 
do not wonder that granges are formed all over; that men following 
the quiet and peaceful avocations of life, finding their plans thwarted, 
their petitions cast carelessly aside, their demands upon their repre- 
sentatives treated with silent contempt or with open scorn—I do not 
wonder that, as the best means which occurs to them, the people try to 
combine together in granges, or even in political associations, to find out 
whether there are enough of them among the great mass of the people 
of the United States to demand and have a reasonable hearing before 
the representatives of the nation, 

That feeling exists; it iş spread all over this country. It crops out 
in petitions to this Congress, in communications to the press, in the 
State Legislatures, in the reports of committees, in the discussions be- 
fore agricultural and other societies, in the granges which have been 
formed and are forming all over the country, and the agricultural com- 
munity will inquire whether any proposition affecting their interests, 
whether any answer to their inquiries, whether any petition which they 
Spry here can receive a fair hearing. The man that says anything 

or it is charged with appealing to the prejudices and to the passions of 
a class. The man that speaks of the treatment of the agricultural com- 
munity when they present their petitions and ask for the of 
laws here is usually called by these high-toned gentlemen that I see 
around me, or by many of them, a demagogue, appealing to passion, ap- 
pealing to prejudice. It has got so that from the sacred precincts of the 
scholar’s library no sympathy comes to that vast class of the people who 
control the prosperity of our country. It has got so that from the poli- 
tician no word of approval for any of these propositions comes until the 
political prosperity of the party or the person is endangered. 

Now, sir, there has been no proposition which seemed to me demanded 
such immediate and direct action of this body, almost without delay 
and almost without discussion, as this little, simple proposition, a fore- 
runner to the propositions and to other means which could be more 
carefully devised to ascertain whether an alarm that is spreading all 
through the country, given new impetus, given aggravation by recent 
events, is well founded or not. 

I am not responsible for the action of othersin this House. I am not 
responsible for the action of those who cast ruthlessly aside and will 
not even permit a vote to be taken upon this question direct, but first 
move to cast it aside for a moment, and next to cast it aside forever. 
We all have the right to judge for ourselves of the propriety of our con- 
duct, but I desire to vote directly upon this question, and there are no 
lions in the way. 

There are no grim shades and monsters of State rights to prevent my 
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voting in favor of the passage of a resolution which in its tendency is 
to protect the whole American people, directly or indirectly, from the 
threatening invasion of a plague and a scourge that seems to be more 
disastrous to the property and the prosperity of our people than any 
other that has been threatened for years, a scourge which compels the 
nations of Europe to shut down the gates to their boundaries and pre- 
vent the passage back and forth of the ordinary transportation of ani- 
mals of all kinds—a scourge like other scourges and diseases among 
cattle which have brought to the people of the United States a loss 
already in the fancy or views of foreign governments of millions of dol- 
lars by preventing the transportation of our product, our meats, to the 
Old World. The people of that the beef and the pork 
and the meat raised in the United States are diseased, are injurious to 
health, so much so that foreign governments shut out our meats from 
their markets; they compel us to keep at home these products which 
we used to send abroad, and for which we received so much in return 
in former years. 

With the papers full of the progress of disease, with the published 

appeals of the governors of States, with the gathering together here 
within the last few weeks of hundreds of representatives of the agricult- 
ural classes of the Northwest imploring Congress to act upon this ques- 
tion—with all these things ih view, we say to the authorities of the Old 
World, who by a resolution or by an ordinance destroy our prosperity, 
“Be assured there is a disease here destroying our a parat threatening 
our prosperity; be assured there isa disease spreading contagion, not 
only infecting the meats we offer, but alarming our whole people by 
their contagion; still what is that to you and t is that to us, if you 
do withhold the purchase of millions of our property? You are sover- 
eigns, and while we would like to protect the property of our people, 
while we would like to pass laws restraining the spread of infectious and 
contagious diseases that you fear, while we would like to help the great 
body of the American people, the farming population, in their efforts to 
protect their property, as we give protection toall other subjects, yet we 
happen to live in a land upon which the shadow of our Constitution 
falls, and that prevents us from aiding our own people or removing the 
cause of your alarm.” That is the attitude we hold to-day; that is 
the position that this discussion assumes, a rivalryin zeal between Sen- 
ators here to show what the Constitution does mean to a ‘“‘t™ and to a 
dot, and to show what it does not mean. 

The contagion spreads; the telegrams are read over and over again 
showing that destruction is on the wing, and the tempest and the storm 
sink into insignificance before the spread of the pestilence and the plague. 
But having given to it that due and calm deliberation which becomes 
the highest assembled legislative body in the world, having ransacked 
the past and the present for examples and for precedents and for opin- 
ions, having brought up clothed with the cerements of the grave the 
former philosophers and statesmen of the land with their books, and 
read the musty records of the past with confused notions and confused 
ideas of what this resolution means and whether it comes within State 
power or the power of the General Government; having exhausted our- 
selves and bewildered our minds, and uncertain what we believe our- 
selves, the only remedy for our trouble is to postpone till we have time 
to rally and collect our thoughts and see what the Constitution really 
means, and then perhaps those who think they never can arrive at a 
satisfactory conclusion of it wish to postpone this subject indefinitely. 

Sir, I hope it will not be postponed. I hope wemay come upon this 
little resolution, fraught with so much meaning, toa direct vote, and if 
the Senate by a vote refuses to pass the resolution and make this paltry 
appropriation, let the people of the country understand what they may 
expect now and in the future when calamities come uponthem. Let 
them see that where the tornado strikes, tearing down houses, destroy- 
ing property, men are willing to rush forward with appropriations; 
where the rains have descended and the floods have risen and driven 
people from their homes to higher land and to safer places, the Senate is 
willing to appropriate $300,000 one day and follow it by two or three 
hundred thousand dollars another day to send them food and blankets 
and clothing and comforts—bills for which I voted mostcheerfully; but 
when the agriculturist, the, farmer, the stock-grower sends up his cry 
for help, for something to find out what kind of a disease is sweeping 
like a pestilence among his cattle and his property, that isa thing to be 
postponed, to be scorned, and, as this has been, to be ridiculed out of 
the Senate Chamber of the United States. 

Bes VOORHEES. Mr. President, may I ask that the resolution be 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again read if 
there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I do not believe it competent for Con- 
gress to pass this resolution, and I desire to offer an amendment which 
will, as far as I conceive it competent for Congress to act, assist in ob- 
taining information as to the means of cure’and the arrestation of this 
disease. I have no doubt that it is fully competent for the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture to collect information on this subject and for Con- 
gress to disseminate it. I do not believe it is in its power to enter the 

. States and eradicate the disease, which means by taking the lives of the 
diseased cattle and paying certain prices either as we shall fix by agree- 
ment with the owners or as they shall be awarded under some system of 


appraisement not disclosed by this bill. I can perfectly well imagine 
the operation of such a measure as this in some of the Eastern States, 
Connecticut, Massachusetts, New Jersey, Maryland, Delaware, Pennsyl- 
vania, where very choice herds of expensive cattle exist and which are 
re more to be protected from this dire disease than the cattle that roam 
pee prairies of the West, and I can imagine a very large expendi- 
incurred under the authority of the United States for the pur- 

ae ot pe preventing the spread of diseases of this character. 

But that, sir, is not to be stated in a moment nor to be computed in 
along time. I desire to offer an amendment and to discuss it and the 
powers of Congress in dealing with this important subject; and to that 
end, as it is near the proper period of the adjournment of the Senate, I 
move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No amendment is at present in order, 
as the motion pending is to postpone the bill indefinitely. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will withdraw the motion to indefinitely postpone 
if the Senator from Delaware desires. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question now is on the 
motion of the Senator from Delaware that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If the Senator from Delaware will allow me I 
should like to make a report from a committee. 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro siaione Does the Senator from Delaware 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly, for the purpose of allowing the Senator 
from Nebraska to present some formal business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent the report 
may bereceived atthistime. Isthere objection? The Chair hears none. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Claims, to ‘whoo was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 902) for the relief of Peter Targarona, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had yes- 
terday approved and signed the act (S. 616) to establish a standard of 
time in the District of Columbia. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1850) to change the name 
of the Marsh National Bank of Lincoln, Nebr., to that of the Capital 
National Bank of Lincoln; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

PEREZ DICKINSON. 

Mr. HARRIS. With the permission of the Senator from Delaware 
I will state that yesterday morning I took an order that Perez Dickin- 
son should have leave to withdraw the papers on file in respect of a 
claim of his, upon the conditions imposed by the rule. I was requested 
to-day instead of having the papers withdrawn to ask that they be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, on the conditions imposed by the 
rule. I do not remember whether there has been a report in the case 
at this session or not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the order of 
withdrawal will be made. 

Mr. HOAR. Has there not beenareport at this session of Congress ? 

Mr. HARRIS. I just stated that I did not remember whether there 
~ been a report. Oh, yes; there have been reports in favor of the 

m. 

Mr. HOAR. I think a report was made at the present session. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Not at the present session. There 
was an adverse report made at the last session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed at the desk 
that the matter now spoken of has been reported upon at the present 
session, and the bill was indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is correct, I take it, for I read the report. 

Mr. HARRIS. At this session ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
day of January. 

Mr. HARRIS. My request was ‘‘subject to the rule.” Of course 
the papers can not be transferred under the rule, but I was not aware of 
the fact that the report had been made at this session or that any re- 
port had been made. 

NAMING OF A PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. BAYARD. I renew my motion that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before putting the motion, the Chair 
asks unanimous consent to say that it is quite probable the Chair will 
be obliged to be absent for two or three days of next week, and although 
the rule permits the Chair to name day by day in writing a Senator to 
perform the duties, the Chair prefers to ask unanimous consent that 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] may, if the Chair is obliged to 
be absent, occupy the chair for three days, Monday, Tuesday, and 
Wednesday of next week. Is there objection? The Chair hears no 
objection, and it is so ordered. The paride is on the motion of the 
Senator from Delaware that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed! to; and (at 4 o’clock and 51 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourn: 


The report was made on the 23d 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 14, 1884. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
8. LINDSAY, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

GOOSE RAPIDS, RED RIVER. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report on Goose Rapids (Red 
Riverof the North) improvement; which was referred to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

GEORGE S. COMSTOCK. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting additional papers in relation to the claim 
of George S. Comstock on account of depredations committed by the 
Cheyenne and Sioux Indians in Nebraska in 1864; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
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Mr. REED and Mr. STEELE. Count the other side. 

The negative vote being counted, there were noes 95. 

The SPEAKER. The affirmative being more than one-fifth of the 
entire vote, the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to state that the motion does not in- 
clude the evening session. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am imformed by a number of members that 
they do not understand the question before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
moves to dispense with the consideration of private business for to- 


day—— 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. In order to take up the Post-Office appropria- 


tion bill. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair can not state what the gentleman’s pur- 
pose is. That is no part of the motion. The Clerk will proceed to call 


the roll. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 128, nays 117, not 
voting 75; as follows: 


YEAS—1238, 
By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: Adama: I.T, awn Fone J E Scales 
To Mr. JONES, of Alabama, till Tuesday next. Aiken,’ Dunn, Jones, J. K. Seymour, 
To Mr. WHITING, till March 24, on account of important business. AERONA a Een, Shaw, 
To Mr. HART, for ten days, on account of important business. Erro A EILAS ing,” Singleton 
To Mr. CovyINGTON, until Wednesday of next week. E lis, * Kleiner, Slocum, ` 
To Mr. TUCKER, until Saturday next. Blanchard Evine JH. fo aco O A 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. Blount, j Ferrell, Libbey ; Sumner, D. H. 
On motion of Mr. HUNT, by unanimous consent, leave was given to Pecahan Follett, M Peri ri Teor rt 
withdraw from the files of the House the papers in the claim of Fanny | Bue , Foran, n Thompson, 
Maury, there being no adverse report thereon. Bockner, DaT. : Mitohell a Tillman — 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. Burleigh, =i ok, rat $ sown end, 
urnes, reen O! n, ’ 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for the regular order. Calkins, Greenleaf, Morse, arn, H. G 
Mr. DIBBLE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Build- Soret Felix Gunia Moslems Cee Oscar 
ings and Grounds to offer the resolution which I send to the desk and | Giaray,’ Tarana. ata’ Van Eaton, 
to request its immediate consideration. Clay, Harmer, Nicholls, Wadsworth, 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I must insist on the regular order. I would | Cicments, Hatch, W H Fason, aa OA 
be glad to accommodate all the gentlemen that desire to ask unanimous | Converse, Hewitt, AS. Pusey, Warner, Ri 
consent. i Cook, emit, G.W. Rankin, Wonton, 
an? r ; ad i Pg 
Miaa? Pani This is reported by the unanimous instruction of the Goar WR. Hotiiteet, aan s Wills, z 
td 3 , n, 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. But there are at least forty members who de- Douster, Hooper, Robertson, Wi aa BB 
S A * * 9 ra ey, 0) ns, rs, J. s 
A eo thing ; and if I commence yielding a great deal of time Docke > K Horr, Rogers W.F Worthin ons 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. i 3 EY: es 
The SPEAKER. The Chair names as the conferees on the part of 3 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. peran aches eine More sonal 
R. 4971) making appropriations for thesupport of the Military Academy Barksdale, Fyan, Morrill, Spooner, 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other pu , Mr. | Barr, grason; -r mete Pret 
KEIFER of Ohio, Mr. FORNEY of Alabama, and Mr. ELLISof Louisiana. Bel forà, Hanback, Nelson, Stevens, o, ; 
ESS ancock, u * , Char! 
‘ie eit PAL Sony Boutelle, Henderson, T. J. Ontea, Stewart, iW. 
. HANCOCK. cted_—— wen, enley, s ne, 
i ich i Brainerd, H k, OH Strait, 
on noraen Be regular order is demanded, which is the call Breitung, i Hitt, O'Neill Charles Talbott, 
` er, F. š g J.J. ‚J. D. 
Ma TOWNSHEND. I move to dispense with the morning hour. | Browne, T. M. Houk, Parker, Thomas, 
The question being taken on Mr. TOWNSHEND’S motion, there were— | Brown, W. W. Houseman, Payson, Valentine, 
ayes To 29 Cabell, Howey, Perkins, Van e, 
Mr STEELE. I call for tellers. our’ Sonat Pettibo Wakefield 
3 . ‘ohnson, e ne, akefield, 
The SPEAKER. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will order ema d one ly w pea won 
es at ie ae ene | eee iia pric, en 
e . u n, r e y o 
The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 107, noes 18. | Cullen. Le Fevre, Ray, G. W. il 
. Mr. STEELE. I withdraw the point as toa quorum. =’ ners cme aye oen L. 
So (further countnot being called for) the motion was agreed to—two- | Davidson, Lyman, Rice, Wolford, 
thirds voting in favor thereof. Davis, G. R. MeCoid, Robinson, J. S. ood, 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appro- | Bisnis 7 Poets See S AS; 
priations to move to dispense with the consideration of private business, Dibrell, Millard, ' Rosecrans, 
the object being that wp er proceed with the consideration of the Milliken, Rowell, 
Post-Office appropriation bill. : NOT VOTING—%5. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I hope that will not be done. Anderson, Dunham, Kelley, Phelps, 
Mr. McMILLIN. We have but one day in the week for private | Atkinson, Elwood, Kellogg, Potter, 
business and only five hours on that day. I hope that the considera- cieatred toes Teer Rendell: 
tion of private business will not be dispensed with. Bingham, Goff, Lawrence, Seney, 
The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. Blackburn, Graves, ea Skinner, T. G 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think it is important that the consideration | Bone 7. Mok inley Amel 
of the appropriation bill should be proceeded with. Brewer, J. H. Hatch, H. H. Maybury, zer, 
TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Nlinoismovesthatprivatebusi- | Brumm, Hayn Mayo; Storm, 
ness be di with for to-day, which requires a vote of two-thirds. Snare LM a D.B rca H. Piron; 
The question being taken, there were—ayes 65, noes 55. rog pewa Herbert, .' ` Murphy, Washburn, 
gne PARATE Ewona oari not voted in the affirmative. Canatan, Holas oei white, J.D. 
T SHEND. I call for ers. tchi , . 
Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. - A Covington, Poras si Pe wae a 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. In order to save time, I ask for the yeas and | Davis, L. H. Jones, J. T. Peel, S. W. Young. 
Duncan, ordan, Peelle, 8. J. 


nays. 


So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the motion of Mr. TOWN- 
SHEND was not agreed to. 


The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there were 
ayes 33—more than one-fifth of the last vote. 
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The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. McKINLEy, until further notice. 
Mr. SNYDER with Mr. Gorr, until further notice. 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. BAYNE, until further notice. 

Mr. MORGAN with Mr. MORRILL, until further notice. 


Mr. PAIGE with Mr. HATOH, of Michigan, until further notice. 

Mr. GRAVES with Mr. HAYNES, until further notice, 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER with Mr, PEELLE, of Indiana, until further notice. 

Mr. ELLIS with Mr. KELLOGG, until further notice. 

Mr. CARLETON with Mr. LAWRENCE, until March 23. 

Mr. BeEAcH with Mr. BuRLEIGH, until March 15. 

Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, with Mr. SKINNER, of New York, 
until March 30. 

Mr. COVINGTON with Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, until March 19. 

Mr. JORDAN with Mr. WHITING, until farther notice. 

Mr. MAYBURY with Mr. HART, until March 24. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am paired on all political questions with Mr. 
WASHBURN, of Minnesota; but as this is not a political question, I 
have voted. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had with an amendment, in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested, a bill of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, and requested 
the concurrence of the House in, a bill of the following title: 

A bill (S. 1819) to print certain eulogies delivered in Congress upon 
the late Thomas Allen. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Inow movethat the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering business on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DIBRELL. Does not the unfinished business of Friday last 
come up now for consideration? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that inasmuch as the previous 
question was not ordered on the bill to which the gentleman refers, it 
will not come up until after the House shall have come out of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to-day. It will then come up as an unfinished re~ 
port from the Committee of the Whole, and will be the first bill to be 
considered. 

The motion of Mr. MCMILLIN was then to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering business on the Private Calendar. The 
Clerk will report the title of the first bill. 

The first bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 999) grant- 
ing a pension to the sole surviving grandchild of the author of the 
Declaration of Independence. 

Mr. BAYNE. A bill was called up in Committee of the Whole last 
Friday and partially considered, and is the unfinished business in the 
committee. It is the second bill on the Calendar and can be disposed 
of in a moment. 

MYRON E. DUNLAP. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct. The unfinished busi- 
ness will now be taken up. 

The unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 1389) for the relief of 
Myron E. Dunlap, reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment. 

Mr. BAYNE. The bill and the report were read last Friday and 
the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for the reading of the bill and the amend- 
ment. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas Myron E, Dunlap, late first lieutenant of Company E, Fourteenth 
Regiment New York Heavy Artillery, was cashiered from the service for tend- 
ering his resignation; and 

Whereas said dismissal was based upon insufficient grounds: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, &c., That the said First Lieut. Myron E. eigen late of Com y 
E, Fourteenth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery, be, and he is hereby, hon- 
orably discha from the mili service of the United States, with like effect 
and with the same rights and privileges in all en gp as if he had been regu- 
larly mustered out with said Fourteenth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery 
on the 26th day of August, 1865; and the Secretary of War is hereby directed to 


enter upon the proper records of the War Department the corrections made b; 
this act of the military record of said officer, 


The amendment was to strike out the words ‘‘ with said Fourteenth 
Regiment New York Heavy Artillery on the 26th day of August, 1865,” 
and to insert in lieu thereof the words “‘ of the military service of the 
a ee e ee I ay amatgtd 

e 2 t ameni t been ado; 
the. Committee of the Whole. piani agate 

Mr. STEELE. I move to further amend by adding the proviso which 

I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
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The Cleérk read as follows: 


Provided, That by the passage of this act the said Myron E. Dunlap shall have 
no right or claim to any pay or allowance of any kind under it, 


Mr. BAYNE. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no further amendment, the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


SEPTIMIA R. MEIKLEHAM, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill reported by 
Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, from the Committee on Pensions, entitled 
a bill (H. R. 999) granting a pension to the sole surviving grandchild 
of the author of the Declaration of Independence. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to place the name of Septimia Randolph Meikleham, widow of David S. 
Meikleham, deceased, and the only surviving grandchild of Thomas Jefferson, 
author of the Declaration of Independence, on the pension-roll, and pay hera 
pension, during her natural life, at the rate of $5,000 a year, from and after the 
passage of this act. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Pensions was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out before the word “dollars” the words “five thousand” and insert 
“two thousand five hundred,” and at the end of the bill add “anad that it be 
made payable quarterly in advance.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the report of the majority 
of the committee, and also the views of the minority. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill yx R. 999) grant- 
ing a pension to the sole surviving grandchild of the author of the Declaration 
of Independence, res lly. ropo as follows: 

Thomas Jefferson had six children, only two of whom arrived at the age of 
maturity. Mary Jefferson, his fourth child, married John Wayles Eppes, who 
was a Representative and Senator in Congress from Virginia, and one son, 
who is long since dead, Martha, his oldest child, married Thomas Mann Ran- 
dolph, jr., afterwards governor of Virginia, and had twelve children, all of whom 
are dead but the eleventh child and seventh daughter, Septimia Randolph Meikle- 
ham. Her brother, Thomas Jefferson sashes: died in 1875, and her sister, Vir- 
ginia Jefferson Randolph Trist, died in Washington in 1882, leaving Septimia the 
only living grandchild of Jefferson. She was born under her illustrious grand- 
father’s roof, at Monticello, on the 3d day of January, 1814, and is therefore now 
in her prone sag year, She married Dr, David Scott Meikleham, whois long 
since dead. She had two daughters, both of whom live with her and are unmar- 


Mrs. Meikleham’s mother, Martha, was Jefferson's favorite daughter and 
housekeeper. All her children but three were born at Monticello, and one at 
the White House while her father was President and her mother the mistress of 
the Executive Mansion. Her children received the particular care and love of 
their grandfather, and received much of their education from him, Mrs. Meik- 
leham was 12 years old when he died, and was present when his eyes closed in 
death, She had imbibed and still retains much of his spirit and inherited much 
of his genius, and retained his striking features, refined by a ul woman- 
hood. Though in comparative want, she has made no appeal to her grandfather's 
country, through its representatives, for aid. It was only recently that a mem- 
ber of the committee heard of her existence, and, without consultation with her 
or request from her, introduced the bill for her relief. The committee are grati- 
fled that this movement in her behalf was commenced without her knowledge, 
for they feel that the country would regret if an educated, high-minded repre- 
sentative of the Randolphs and Jeffersons, the only living descendant (born in 
his house) of the author of the Declaration of Independence, herself a widow in 
straitened circumstances and delicate health, venerable in years and beloved by 
all who have known her in hersolitude, with her two amiable daughters, should 
be allowed to make an Speal for aid to the Congress of a nation which he so 
largely contributed to create. 

Dur ng the first session of the last Congress the widows of Presidents Tyler, * 
Polk, Lincoln, and Garfield were each granted a pension of $5,000 a year, and 
one of them had given to her a gratuity of nearly $50,000. The daughters of 
other eminent men have been liberally pensioned. It will not be denied that 
Jefferson rendered as important service to his country as any of these distin- 
guished Presidents, and none of their descendants stood so much in need as the 
only living representative of his household, During the same session Congresa 
voted $10,000 to erect a monument to Jefferson’s memory in the solitude and 
ruins of Monticello, now owned by strangers. 

While we take pride in monumental honors to the illustrious dead, it is be- 
lieved that an equally appropriate monument to his memory would be to make 
the humble cottage of Georgetown radiant in the light with which this pension 
would adorn it. All the cold marble that a thoughtless world could chisel amid 
the secluded shades of Monticello would not outlive the record of a nation’s 
generosity and gratitude to his suffering grandchild. 

The only objection that can be made to grantinga pension to Mrs. Meikleham 
is that it might form a precedent for others’ claims. This objection does lie to 
the pensioning of the wife of any President, but in this case no argument can 
be founded for similar grants, unless we have another author of our Declaration 
of Independence or another of his grandchildren should rise from the grave. 

Nor do your committee recommend this pension on the ground that she is 
merely a descendant of the author of the Declaration of Independence. Itisfor 
the only living descendant that now or ever can claim that she was a member of 
his own immediate family, born in his own house, receiving and returning his 
caresses, fondled on his knee, and blessed with hisdying breath; nay, more, for 
whom he made the most touching prayer ever breathed by patriot from the 
brink of the grave to a country in the creation of which he signally aided by 
contributing with unstinted liberality, time, unexcelled ability, and patriotism. 

Five months before his death, this lady, then a thoughtful and beautiful child 
of 12 years of age, with a wealth of his own sunny hair, was comforting his sad 
heart when he penned the following appeal, which your committee present to 
this House as if addressed to every member individually. He saw the ruin of 
his fortune. He saw the loss of his chosen mountain home; hisonly living child 
and her children, whom he loved as his own, left in destitute circumstances. He 
saw the increasing glory of a country whose Declaration of Independence his 

n had written. He saw the swelling number of States carved out of the great 

rritory of Louisiana, which he had purchased for a mere trifle. He knew that 
he was the only signer of the Jaration then lingering on earth save John 
Adams and Charles Carroll, the former so soon to accompany him to another 
world, and the latter to linger for some years in venerated and sainted age, and 
he penned that sad epistle in which he thus appeals to us in behalf of this his 
only living grandchild: 

“For myself I should not regard a prostration of fortune, but I am over- 


1906 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marca 14, 


whelmed at the prospect of the situation in which I may leave my family. My 
dear and beloved daughter, the cherished com ion of my early life and nurse 
of my age, and her children fof whom Mrs. Meikleham is the only one alive 
when this appeal shall be laid before Congress], rendered as dear to me as if my 
own, from having lived with me, left in a comfortiess situation, hold up to me 
nothing but gloom.” 

If Thomas Jefferson should rise from the tomb at Monticello and present him- 
self to this House to beg for this favor to his grandchild he could not speak in 
more direct terms than by that voice from the gloom of his opening grave. Can 
any member of this Congress read that petition from him who contributed so 
much to the independence and wealth of the country, and see the gloomy fore- 
boding of hissinking heart verified in the situation of his darling grandchild, 
the only living member of the family for whom he pleaded, now living in her 
lonely and cheerless little cottage in Georgetown, hired at $20 a month, the rent 
of which is paid by the toil of a devoted daughter, and refuse to grant this favor 
to her, alone surviving of all for whom he pleaded? 

It will probably take but little from the comers: One of those to whom we 
voted a pension last Congress of $5,000—though younger than Mrs. Meikleham— 
hasalready passed away; butno matter how briefa time she may enjoy the ben- 
efit we extend to her, it will be a credit to us to have tendered it. Itisbelieved 
that the brightest page in the history of this Congress will be that on which this 
good deed shall be recorded. There are three grounds on which we can nt 
this pension: First, through gratitude to the author of our Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, who ap ed to us from the brink of the grave that we should 
not let this grandchild suffer from want in the closing of her honored life; sec- 
ond, as a donation to the only living representative of an illustrious President, 
at whose death it would have been in accordance with recent custom to grant 
substantially a year’s salary to his surviving representative; and, third, in com- 
memoration of and gratitude for the purchase of Louisiana. is 

During the last session of the last Congress a bill granting a pension of $5,000 
a year to Mrs. Meikleham was introduced into the House and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, On the 12th day of February, 1883, the committee re- 
ported back the bill with an amendment reducing the amount, but unanimously 
recommending that, as amended, it do pass. This report was made so near the 
close of the session that the bill was not reached and no action was taken upon it. 

Your committee believe that when we have granted liberal pensions to the 
living representatives of several of our recent Presidents,who were not in need 
and for whom these dying Presidents asked no relief, she, the only living rep- 
resentative of one of our most illustrious Presidents (and shall we not say the 
most illustrious signer as well as the author of the Declaration of Independence), 
for whose relief he begged with almost his last breath, should not be forgotten 
but that she should be permitted to feel a throb of sympathy from the great and 
generous heart of the American Penge eens whose representatives in Congress as- 
sembled will not allow her rapidly eget days toendingloom. Your com- 
mittee believe that the American people would not be gratified by any exhibition 
on our part of parsimony or niggardliness, and that the claim of her friends to 
put her name among the most favored of America’s daughters will meet 
approbation of a prosperous, generous, and grateful poopie ` 

our committee therefore report back the bill, with an amendment strikin; 
out the words “fiye thousand” and inserting “twenty-five hundred,” and add- 
ing the words “and that it be made payable quarterly in advance,” with the 
recommendation of the committee that it do pass as amended, 


The ‘‘ views of the minority” of the Committee on Pensions were 
read, as follows: 


The undersigned, a minority of your Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 999) granting a pension to Septimia R. Meikleham, the 
only surviving grandchild of Thomas Jefferson, being unable to agree with the 
majority, who report in favor of the passage of the bill with sundry amendments, 
panis the following as their views and their objections to the passage of the 

ill: 

The grounds upon which the committee report in favor of the passage of the 
bill are the illustrious services of Thomas Jefferson to the Government and the 
people, and the age, infirmity, and need of Mrs. Meikleham. 

However illustrious were the services rendered by Thomas Jefferson to the 
Government and the people—and we certainly have no disposition to jenna a 
his services or his greatness—they were purely of a civil character,as contrad 
tinguished from military or naval. 

It is not contended that any legal or equitable grounds exist for granting the 
pension asked for. That the only surviving grandchild of this illustrious Ameri- 
can, who rendered such valuable services to this Government and to humanity, 
is inour midst, aged, feeble, and in want, would naturally appeal Sones, to 
our patriotism and our sympathies. The undersigned are as deeply moved by 
our sympathies as the majority could possibly be; but what authority have we 
to vote money out of the public Treasury—the people’s money—to objects of 
charity which may appeal to our sympathies? Certainly no warrant can be 
found for such action, and we can not consent that it shall be done without en- 
tering this our solemn protest. 

That under the shadow of this Capitol, with all its wealth and dazzling splen- 
dor, this good old lady should be permitted to be in want, isa disgrace to our 
people and should notexist fora day, Butthis furnishes no reason, in our opin- 
ion, why the Government should grant her a pension, It is not the business of 
Government to pension all who happen to be in need. It is not the amount of 
money which would pro! y be drawn from the Treasury by this bill so much 


as itis the principle involved and the precedent which it would establish, It is 
simply and purely a civil pension, without disguise. 
We fully recognize the right and duty of the Government to grant military 


and naval pensions under proper restrictions and in proper cases. This has been 
done by the Government since its foundation, but we are unalterably op 

to granting civil pensions upon any pretext whatever. We regard it wrong in 
principle, utterly at variance with all our ideas of republican government, and 
dangerous and subversive in its tendencies. If persisted in, it will fasten upon 
us, as pensioners for life, first one class,and then another a little less meritori- 
ous, and continue on and on, adding class after class, always quoting precedent, 
until finally we may witness the legislative department of the Government vot- 
ing pensions to its own members. From that point to the making of the masses 
little better than *“ hewers of wood and drawers of water” for the favored classes 
who repose in regal splendor, a sign of universal corruption and debauchery 
and the final overthrow of the Republic, would be, in the light of the history of 
the other republics of the world, but a few steps indeed. 

Let us imagine, if wecan, Jefferson, withall his love for pure republican sim- 
plicity, and his hatred of all class legislation, favoritism, and monarchical tenden- 
cies, a member of this House—ay, of this committee—and a similar question 
before it; does any one doubt what his course would be? His seal of condem- 
nation would be placed upon the principle involved in such forcible and un- 
mistakable language as we sincerely regret we have not the ability to employ in 
the condemnation of this measure. 

We regret to say that the majority of your committee have been able to cite a 
few precedents in this country which tend to sustain the principle involved in 
this bill. Had they gone to England and other monarchical governments. 
which are overloaded with their rapidly growing civil pension lists, they could 
have found numerous precedents. Happily for us, on yro important prece- 
dents appear: one the pensioning of the Federal ju ciary, passed in 1869, 
and the other the act to pension widows of deceased idents, passed at the 
last Congress, o 


We desire to again hry ayers our oj tion to the whole vicioussystem, and 
to earnestly urge that it be not extended, as this bill seeks to extend it, to the 
grandchildren of dec Presidents. The readiness and earnestness with 
which these precedents are pressed upon us in the report of the majority of 
your committee should admonish us that, if we but pass this bill, and establish, 
as it will do, this precedent, it will be seized upon in the near future and madea 
pretext for extending the same privileges to all the children and grandchildren 
of deceased Presidents. Then, indeed, will we be aping our foreign protot; 
and have a “royal family ” provided for to the latest generations at the public 
expense. Believing thus, we would recommend that the bill and the amend- 
ments do lie on the table. 

8. M. STOCKSLAGER, 

G. W. HEWITT. 

G. D. TILLMAN. 


TYRE YORK. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Mr. Chairman, on the 5th day of 
June, 1882, I introduced ‘‘a bill ting a pension of $5,000 a year to 


the sole surviving grandchild of the author of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence,” and on that bill I made a speech, which was published in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of July 15, 1882, from which I shall take 
the liberty of making few a extracts upon the present occasion, as they 
state the case as clearly as I could hope to state it now: 


In a humble cottage, rented at $20a month, in a secluded part of Georgetown, 
in this District, lives E OREA orga Meikleham, widow of Dr. Meikleham, 
daughter of Martha Jetferson and only surviving grandchild of Thomas Jeffer- 
son, with her three children, depending mostly upon the exertions of a delicate 
and dutiful daughter for their apport She was born at Monticello, beneath her 
illustrious grandfather's roof, on the 3d day of January, 1814. She wasthe seventh 
daughter, and hence called Septimia, and, I believe, the youngest child but one 
of Governor Thomas Mann Randolphand Martha Jefferson. They had twelve 
children, five sons and seven daughters, all born in Jefferson’s home at Monti- 
cello except Mary Jefferson and Benjamin Franklin, who were bornat Edge Hill, 
and James Madison, who was born at the White House, in the city of Washing- 
ton, when her mother was the mistress of that establishment. 

Thomas Jefferson was the prene and founder of American bie aor ey 
the father of the University of Virginia, the author of the statute of Virginia for 
religious freedom, and of the Declaration of American Independence. A few 
minutes past noon on the 4th of July, 1826, just half a century after the adoption 
of his immortal Declaration, he and his great compeer, John Adams, one the 
second and the other the third President of the United States, of whose independ- 
ence they had been among the stoutest champions, winged their flight to another 
world on the same day, in the term of the sixth President, the son of the second, 
John Quincy Adams, each supposing that the other survived him, leaving the 
country whose liberties they so largely contributed to establish trebled in popu- 
lation, with all the signers of her independence dead but one, the first gentle- 
man of the world, Charles Carroll of Carrollton, who for six years longer lived 
to enjoy the Leorenees, of the entire country, and then to pass away and follow 
them to the starry home of the good and great. 

Jefferson had five children. His wife was five years younger than he. They 
were married on the Ist day of January, 1772; he at 29, she at 24 years of age. 
Ten gos after they married, and four months after the birth of their fifth chiid, 
she died. No dying wife ever received such attention or was followed to the 
grave with such anguish from her husband. Their children were : 

Martha Jefferson, born September 27, 1772, at 1 o'clock a. m.; married Thomas 
Mann epee orn jr., February 23, 1790; died October 10, 1836, 

Jane Randolph Jefferson, born April 3, 1774, at LI o’clock a. m.; died in Sep- 
tember, 1775. 

A son (nameless), born May 28, 1777, at 10 o'clock a. m. ; died June 14, the same 
year, at 10 o’clock p. m. 

Mary Jefferson, born August 1, 1788, at half past 1 o’clock a. m. ; married John 
Wayles Eppes, October 13, 1797; died April 17, 1804, between $ and 9 o'clock 


a.m. 

A daughter (nameless), born in Richmond, November 3, 1780, at a quarter be- 
fore 11 o'clock p. m.; died April 15, 1781, at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Lucy Elizabeth, born May 8, 1782, at 1 o'clock a. m.; died 1784. 

Martha's husband, who was afterward member of Congress and governor of 
the State, died in 1828; Mary's husband in 1825 (Lanman says 1823). Mr. Eppes 
wasa distinguished Representative and Senator in oe Their son Francis 
was their only child living at Jefferson's death, but is long since dead. His de- 
scendants now reside in Florida. 

Martha had twelve children, whom I shall here name in the order, I believe. 
of their birth: Ann Cary Randolph married Charles Bankhead, of Virginia, an 

ed the same year with her grandfather; Thomas Jefferson Handolp died in 
1875; Eleonora Wayles Randolph died in 1795; Eleonora Wayles Randolph (sec- 
ond) married Joseph Coolidge, of Boston, and died in 1876; Cornelia Jeiferson 
Randolph died in 1871; Mary Jefferson Randolph died in 1876; Virginia Jeffer- 
son Randolph married Nicholas P. Trist, and died in Washington during the 
year 1882; James Madison Randolph died in 1834; Benjamin Franklin Randolph 
died in 1871; Merriwether Lewis Randolph died in 1539; Septimia Randolph 
married Dr. David Scott Meikleham, of Glasgow, Scotland, now deceased; and 
George Wythe Randolph died in 1867. 

Jefferson's daughter Martha, Mrs. Meikleham's mother, and her children re- 
ceived the particular care and love of her father. When she was only ll years 
of age, a year younger than Mrs. Meikleham was at Jefferson’s death,and one 
— after the death of her mother, he left her at school in Philadelphia with 

. Hopkinson while he journeyed to Annapolis. November 28, 1783, he wrote 
her a letter, informing her that he had arrived at Annapolis safely “after four 
days’ journey.” He tells herto improve her opportunity for education, as that 
would console him for having to part with her and would prevent the diminu- 
tion of his love; it could not be increased. He asks her to consider her teacher 
as her mother, with whose loss Heaven had been pleased to afflict her; that 
should she do anything to incur her teacher's disapprobation she should think 
no concession too much to regain her good-will. e suggested the distribution 
of her time: 

“From § to 10, practice music. 

t From 10 to 1, dance one day and draw another. 5 

“From 1 to 2, draw on the day you dance and write a letter next day. 

“From 3 to 4, read French. 

“From 4 to 5, exercise yourself in music. 

“From 5 till bed-time, read English, write,” &c. 

He wanted her to write to him by every post, and to tell him what books she 

, What tunes she learned, and to inclose to him her best copy of every les- 
son in drawing; to take care and never spell a word wrong. It is great praise 
for a lady to spell well, He had placed cer wat on seeing her good and 
accomplished ; and no distress which this world could now bring would equal 
her disappointment of hishopes. A fortnight after, he wrote her a letter warn- 
ing her to d rumors then prevalent about the end of the world. The 
Almighty never had told anybody when He would end it. The best way to be 
pre forthe end of the world or for death, which wasa more certain event, 
was.never to doorsayabadthing. Ten days later he wrote her on the subject 

f He wanted her to have fine but not gay She should see that 


o dresses, 
her clothes were clean, whole, and properly puton. She should, from the mo- 
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ment she rose till she went to bed, appear as cleanly and as properly dressed as 
at dinner or tea, so that she could at any time be seen by any gentleman with- 
out a pin being amiss. 

On the 5th of. July, 1784, Mr. Jefferson sailed on a diplomatic mission to Europe 
from Boston for Cowes, in England, taking with him his beloved Martha, leav- 
ing his two younger daughters, Mary and Lucy, éand 2 years of age, behind 
him, never more to see the latter, as died during the year. They made the 
voyage in three weeks. Martha was then J2 years of age, and was placed 
at a convent school in Paris, L’Abbaye Royale de Panthémont, the most fash- 
ionable and select seminary in France. To this school many letters from him 
were directed to her. In one of them he says: 

“The more you learn the more I love you; and I rest the happiness of my life 
on seeing you beloved by all the world, which you will be sure to be iftoa 
heart you join those accomplishmentsso peculiarly pleasing in yoursex. Adieu, 
my dear child. Lose no moment of improving your h nor any opportunity 
of exercising your heart in benevolence." 

In another letter, when she was 15, he lectures her on the evils of idleness. In 
another he tells her that her sister “ Polly” (Mary), then 9 years old, was com- 
ing, Roa prsh ms must act the mother to her youngersister, then his only other 
surviv: 4 
ss Mor 8 her above all things to be good, because without that we can neither 
be valued by others nor set any value on ourselves; her to be always true; 
no vice is so mean as the want of truth and at the same time so valueless; teach 
her never to be angry; anger only serves to torment ourselves, to divert others 
one alienate their esteem; and teach her industry and appli n to useful pur- 
suits.’ 

It was no wonder that Martha (his Patsy) grew up to be, asone of her eulogists 
described her— 

“The most dutiful of daughters, the most attentive of learners, possessing a 
solid understanding, a judgment ripe beyond her years, a most gentle and gen’ 
temper, and an u g modesty of demeanor which neither the distinction 
of her position nor the flatteries that afterward surrounded her ever wore off in 
the least degree; she was the idol of her father and family, and the delight of all 
who knew her.” 

These beautiful accomplishments of womanhood I may here say without fear 
of contradiction she transmitted in their full value to her now only surviving 
child, Mrs. Meikleham. Martha had now grown up to be a lady of 17; she 
had imbibed a strong love for the school in which she was secluded and for 
the holy sisterhood of Panthémont. She wrote to her father in April, 1789, for 
his permission to remain in the convent and to dedicate herself to the duties of 
a religious life. To this letter she received no answer, but in a day or two aft- 
erward his carriage came to the door. He met his daughter with the kindest 
smile and warmest love. He had a private interview with the abbess, and a 
few minutes afterward the carriage with Mr. Jefferson and his two daughters 
drove away from the quiet seclusion of a home in which she had grown to young 
womanhood adorned with every virtue and accomplishment. 

Neither Martha nor her father, then or ever afterward, referred to the subject, 
but in after years, when he was gone, she Ere of it to her children with appro- 
bation of her father’s course. It should observed that for several months 
before this request of his daughter he contemplated taking them from the con- 
vent to return to the United States. Indeed, in a letter to Mr. Francis Eppes, sr., 
he had fixed the date of his intended de ure for the United States about the 
very day on which hetook his children from the convent. He left Paris on the 
26th of Setember, 1789, and on the 23d of October left England with his two 
daughters, and in due time arrived with them at Monticello, where they had a 
princely reception from his numerous servants, who took the horses from the 
corsage and drew their master and his daughters to their welcome mountain 

ome. 

While they were yet at sea Washington had written to Jefferson tendering 
him the ag “oper pene of Secretary of State. 

On the of February, 1790, three or four months after her return to the United 
States, Martha was ed to Thomas Mann Randolph, jr., eldest son of Col. 
Thomas Mann Randolph, of Tuckahoe, Virginia. Itis worth noting that both Jef- 
ferson’s daughters married their cousins, and that the husbands of both, while 
young men at college, and before contemplating such pleasant relationship, had 
written to Mr. Jefferson, at Paris, for advice as to their course of life. Young 
pe was a student at the University of Edinburgh, and ited Paris in 
1780. Ihave already given a description of the mother Sf Mrs. Meikleham; a 
portrait of her father by the same hand will not be out of order: 

* He was tall, lean, with dark, expressive featu and a flashing eye, com- 
anci in carriage, e! as steel, and had that sudden sinewy strength which 
it would not be difficult to fancy he inherited from the forest monarchs of Virginia. 
(He was descended by several different strains of blood from Pocahontas). He 
was brilliant, versatile, eloquent in conversation when he chose to be, impetu- 
ous and imperious in temper, chivalricin gonca a knighħt-errantin courage, 
in calm moments a just and at all times a high-toned man. His education was 
a finished one; his Aparans eg extensive and varied; his fortune was amplein 
prospect, and would have n immense but for the change effected in the Vir- 
ginia statutes of descent by the efforts of his father-in-law.” 

In a week after the marriage Mr. Jefferson set out for New York to take his 

lace in President Washington's Cabinet, and rented a house at No. 57 Maiden 


e. 

On the 9th of Feb: , 1791, he writes to her and says: *“ Your last two letters 
are those which have given me the greatest pleasure of any I ever received from 
you. The one announced that you had becomea notable housewife ; the other, 
amother, This lastis undoubtedly the keystone ofthe arch of matrimonial hap- 

iness. Accept my sincere ihm pment gs for yourself and Mr. Randolph.” 

neeforth his letters contained frequent mention of his grandchild and re- 
quests that his daughter “‘ kissthe little Anne for me.” In one of his later letters 
posi ei 15, 1792) he expresses his desire to be at home with them, “and dear 
ittle Anne, with whom even Socrates might ride ona stick without being ridic- 
ulous,” At a still later date, May 17, 1798, he anticipated much pleasure in 
Seat daa home to her children from Philadelphia to Monticello “the game of 

e goose,” 

One extract more from his letters to this beloved daughter is all I shal] notice. 
It is dated at Monticello, March 27,1797. He had ed home from the Vice- 
ener chair and found both his daughters absent on an estate of Colonel 

ndolph : 

“I value the enjoyments of this life only in proportion as you participate them 
with me. All other attachments are weakening. and I approach the state of 
mind when nothing will hold me here but my love for yourself and sister and 
the tender connections you haveadded to me (his grandchildren). I hope you 
will write to me, as nothing is so pleasing during your absence as these proofs of 

our love. Beassured, my dear daughter, that you possess mine in its utmost 

mits. Kiss the dear little ones for me; I wish we had one of them here.” 

And thus through many letters during his Vice-Presidency he expressed his 
longing to get away from the turmoil of politics to his quiet home, to enjoy the 
society of his two daughters, their husbands, and children. Mary he loved. She 
was like his departed wife, whose death so much affected him; but Martha was 
a Jefferson, and was like her father, as his only living dchild is. Few 
women could have secured such a compliment as John ndolph paid her. 
When, notwithstanding his quarrel with her husband and father, her health was 
proposi ata tableof —— among whom he wasa guest, he rose with glass 

n hand and said, “I drink, gentlemen, to her—to the sweetest woman in Vir- 
ginia.” During her brief presidency of the White House in her father’s Presi- 


med iny nation she had onechild added to the seven then born, all but one 
at Mont: o. 

Two days before her father’s death he handed her a little casket, in which. 
on opening it after his death, she found some papers written by him, in one of 
which he says: .** The last pang of life is in parting with you;’’ but he would 
bear her love to her mother and sister, “two seraphs long shrouded in death.” 
On another paper were written the following lines from Thomas Moore: 


“It is not the tear at this moment shed, 
When the cold turf has just been laid o’er him, 
That can tell how beloved was the friend that’s fled, 
Or how deep in our hearts we deplore him. 
*Tis the tear through many a long day wept, 
Tis life's whole path o’ershaded ; 
Tis the one remembrance, fondly kept, 
When all lighter griefs have faded. 


“ Thus his memory, like some holy light, 

Kept alive in our hearts will improve them, 

For worth shall look fairer, and truth more bright, 
When we think how he lived but to love them. 

And as fresher flowers the sod perfume, 
Where buried saints are lying, 

So our hearts shall borrow a sweetening bloom 
From the image he left there in dying.” 


Jefferson was fond of Moore's poetry, notwithstanding the ridicule which the 
thad heaped upon him in writing from Washington during Jefferson's Presi- 
ency. It is said Mrs. Meikl ’s mother shared with the ee 
resentment at Moore’s attack upon him, but upon the publication of his Iri 
Melodies, about the time of Mrs. Meikleham's birth, she showed him a copy. 
“Why,” said Jefferson, “this is the little man that satirized me ;” and on read- 
ing some of the melodies he exclaimed: * Why, he is a t, afterall!" From 
that till his death Moore’s works were favorites at Monticello. Moore, in visit- 
ing this country, came across the ocean with a pompous British minister and his 
more pompous wife, Mr. and Mrs. Merry. Federal party and the Repub- 
lican party been and were then in bitter hostility. The British minister sym- 
thized with tle Federalists. Moore fell in with the same set and lJampooned 
he Republican party, 
Which courts the rabble’s smile, the rabble’s nod, 
And makes, like Egypt, every beast its god. 


Jefferson had very decided republican ways with him, and he failed to make 
much demonstration on the reception of Mr. Merry and Mr. Moore, and the lat- 
ter, ina letter to his mother, dated June 13, 1804, says: 

“IT stopped at Washington with Mr. and Mrs, Merry for near a week, The: 
have been treated with the most pointed incivility by the present democrat 
President, Mr. Jefferson, and it is only the precarious situation of Great Britain 
which could possibly induce it to overlook such indecent, though at the same 
time petty, hostility.” 

Itseems that Mr. and Mrs. Merry were invited to dine at the White House, and 
when dinner was announced the President gave his arm to Mrs. Madison, the 
elegant wife of his Secretary of State, when Mrs. Merry thought it should have 
been offered to her, and they were going to have war over the insult. 

I have dwelt upon the love of Thomas Jefferson for his eldest daughter and 
her children to Smp the confidence with which I appeal to this Congress 
for relief to the only living member of his family, now in our midst. She has 
made no appeal for assistance. An educated, high-min representative of the 
Jeffersons and Randolphs of Virginia o t not to be allowed to wait till she 
appeals. Neither by her nor by any friend of hers, either directly or indirectly, 
was any suggestion made to me to introduce this bill. I arg tonite to learn, 
through the Lge a r rE of President Monroe, who live in the same 
street where I reside in this city, that the granddaughter of the author of the 
Declaration was living in Georgetown, and without her knowledge, of my own 
sense of justice, propriety, and patriotism, I introduced this bill. 

I have a pride in this Congress, and believe that on no page of its record will 
so proud a monument be perpetuated to its credit as that on which will be regis- 
tered the of this bill. Ihave known personally every President of the 
United States since Monroe save only Jackson, and highly as I esteem the priv- 
ilege of having known as friends all our Presidents since then, including John 
Quincy Adams, who has frequently walked these streets leaning on my arm, I 
would count it Lay Sree honor to contribute to the comfort and independence 
by my single vote here, which is all that I can give, to save the only living de- 
nt of Jefferson, who was born in his house and was the loved object of 
his affection, from poverty and want. I summon from his grave to plead for 
her the author of the Declaration, and the man who secured to us the undis- 
puted possession of the Mississippi Valley and its exit to the sea. 

Jefferson looked ua from the depths of the gloom that was settling around 
him. He had justly hoped that his country would come to his rescue and clear 
away the cloud that was settling on his home and all that he loved dear. Or if 
too late to come to his rescue and save Monticello, they would not let his grand- 
children beg bread or toil in old age through a country whose independence 
was the child of his own brain. Fiye months before his death he wrote to Mrs. 
Meikleham’s brother this mournful message : 

“For myself I should not rd a prostration of fortune, but I am over- 
whelmed at fer penis of the situation in which I may leave my family. My 
dear and beloved daughter [Mrs. Meikleham’s mother], the cherished companion 
of my early life and nurse of far age, and her children, rendered as dear to me 
as if my own from having lived with me, left in a comfortless situation, hold up 
to me ary | but gloom,” 

Of all that family none remains but one, and the voice which I summon from 
the grave pleads now for her in tones which I think this Congress can not re- 
fuse to hear. When he wrotethat gloomy message now to you, my 
fellow-members, Mrs. Meikleham was beside him trying to lessen his grief by 
words of womanly sympathy from girlish lips that pressed their warm kisses 
on lips that first pronounced our independence, then growing cold in the gloom 
of approaching death. 

She was then 12 years of age. She was the pet and solace of his later years. 
She was as like him as a beautiful girl could be to one of the rougher sex. His 
head of gold had turned to silver and her wealth of sunny hair recalled the glory 
of his own in his earlier manhood, and the hand that penned the noblest instru- 
ment ever written by man loved to play among its tresses. She sat upon his 
knee; she climbed upon his chair to play with his whitening locks, and brought 
many a smile to chase away the gloom and many a solace to succor his sinkin; 
heart. Is there any Representative here who can read the message which 
have just quoted from the brink of his grave and see his foreboding of the dis- 
tress of the only living member of the family for whom he pleaded verified in 
yonder lonely cottage, whose humble roof is kept above her only by the toil of 
a devoted daughter? Who will hesitate to vote for this relief, too long delayed. 
but still in time to save our honor if we act promptly and generously? It will 
take but little from the Treasury, for her lite in the common course of things 
can not be long. 

You have within the last month or two given, by « nearly unanimous vote by 
both Houses, $10,000 to raise a monument tô Jefferson’s memory in the deserted 
ruins of Monticello. Think you that this pension which I ask of you for his 


grandchild who is living in our midst, and who deserves to haye each member 
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of Congress and the Cabinet and the President call upon her at least once a 
year while she lives—think you that this pension will not prove a more acce) 
able monument to his memory than shahs of marble or decorations over his 
grave? Think you if Thomas Jefferson's spirit can bend from the celestial 
abode of departed patriots and note what is occurring in this Capitol of his coun- 
try that he would not a thousand times prefer to see that humble Georgetown 
Per where dwells the only relative now living whom he ever saw on earth 

Ided by your munificence than all the marble you could pile upon his ashes at 

onticello? You have during the present session given the same amount I ask 
for her to Mrs. Tyler, Mrs. Polk, Mrs. Lincoln, and Garfield; none of them 
so well deserving as she deserves, Nor is there any danger of setting a 
dent for other similar grants. We shall never have another living member to 
care for of that family circle which gathered around the dying couch of the 
author of the Declaration of Independence. 

Thissole sonny grandchild of our illustrious statesman and patriot, born 
in his house, fondled on his knee, carried in his arms, kissed by his lips, is now 
living in this District in straitened circumstances, a widow, with her delicate 
House, where her 
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cific, to ratify their verdict by a unanimous vote in favor of this bill. 


Soon after the publication of that speech I received numerous letters 
from eminent citizens of our Republic thanking me for bringing the at- 
tention of the people to their long-neglected duty; many of them from 
distinguished ladies and gentlemen, proposing public subscription if 
the nation should longer neglect its duty; some of them worthy of 
publication in this connection. I can make room for only one. It is 
from my distinguished colleague, Mr. POTTER, of New York, whose gen- 
erous heart is even la’ than his immense fortune, and written im- 
mediately after reading a recent letter of mine favoring this pension. 

New York, January 4, 1854. 

‘ou,as thousands more will, for your 
ap; in behalf of the granddaughter of Thomas Jefferson. It is im) ble to 
believe that in sight of the national Capitol the sole surviving grandchild of the 
author of the Declaration of Independence shall be left to languish in want by 
the Government whose powers he, more than any other man, compacted and en- 
dowed with immortal strength,to make sure forever to his countrymen self- 
government and commend it through them to mankind. 

I send you my check of $250, which please use toward the end you seek. If 
the country shall refuse your request, call upon me for whatever you may need 
to this end, and while I have means a grandchild of Thomas Jefferson shall not 
want. 

Most obediently and truly, yours, 


Hox. WiLLIaAM E. Rosrnson: I thank 


0. B. POTTER. 


That check I had the pleasure to present to her as she was celebrat- 
ing her seventy-first birthday, and it hasrelieved her from want till the 
people’s representatives can come to her more abundant relief. 

I am sorry, sir, that we have a minority report on this bill, as I think 
its authors will yet be that they ever offered it. I wish I could get 
my friends who have presented it even now to withdraw it; but asit is 
here I must reluctantly pay my respects to it. It is signed by four of 
the eleven members of the Committee on Pensions, the gentleman from 
Indiana [ Mr. StocKsLAGER], the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEW- 
ITT], the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], and the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. YORK]. 

Their first objection to this bill is that the services of Thomas Jeffer- 
son, however illustrious, ‘‘were purely of a civil character, as contra+ 
distinguished from military or naval.” The lesson here taught us is 
that the Republic must not recognize the pen and brain, but that the 
sword and bayonet must be allowed to monopolize its honors. I dissent 
from this doctrine. Ido not believe that republics should degrade the 
pen and glorify thesword. They are twin agencies in a country’s inde- 
pendence. However brilliant Washington’s sword was on all our bat- 
tlefields, the pen of Jefferson designated the cause for its flaming splendor, 


and both instruments are equally honored by all who are worthy of the 
liberties which they jointly achieved. Thecrowning glory of the nine- 
teenth century should be in its statesmanship as well as in its heroism. 

But as a second objection the minority informs us that while they are 
moved to the bottom of their generous hearts at the illustrious services 
of Thomas Jefferson and at the moving appeal of his beloved child, 
they challenge us to show by what authority we could vote money out 
of the public Treasury, the people’s money, for the uses contemplated 
in this bill, and they gravely informus that they can not consent that it 
shall be done without entering their solemn protest against it. They 
fully recognize the right and duty of our Government to grant military 
and naval pensions, but they proclaim themselves as ‘‘unalterably op- 

to granting civil pensions upon any pretense whatever.” 

Now, without consenting to this second attempt to glorify the sword, 
let us turn to the record of the last Congress and see how consistently 
and potently they protested against and opposed the granting of civil 
pensions. Here is a volume containing the public and private statutes 
of the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress, of whichall the gentle- 
men joining in this minority report were members, excepting alone the 
gentleman from North Carolina. I find the first public statute enacted 
by that Congress reads as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., Thatall mail matter carried by post to Lucretia R. Garfield, 
widow of the late James A. Garfield, or sent by her, under her written auto- 
graph signature, be conveyed free of postage during her natural life. 


It will be seen that by this bill Mrs. Garfield is entitled to receive 
and send under her frank all mail matter for her natural life. Now, 
mail matter includes letters, newspapers, books, cards, engravings, mod- 
els, ores, metals, minerals, paintings, merchandise, and almost every- 
thing in the world, if not dangerous to other mail matter or above a 
certain weight; and under that bill she might tax the country with 
thousands of dollars yearly. Neither the President nor any member 
of Congress has the right which she enjoys, and this was a purely civil 
gift or pension, not naval nor military, and these minority gentlemen 
were present when it was introduced into this House on the 19th of 
December, 1881, by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY], for it 
was bill day, and they are all reported as introducing bills; and yet not 
one word of protest nor a single objection, which would have been suf- 
ficient to prevent its passage. It was passed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The a willallow me to say-—— 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. The gentleman will pardon me. I 
want to get through in order to give a chance to others who are to follow 
me. With all due respect, I say firmly that I will not yield to any- 
body. I would gladly hear and answer the gentleman from Alabama 
at any other time, but now I want to get through. 

Now, I consider this bill giving such a sweeping franking privilege 
to Mrs. Garfield much more objectionable than this bill to pension Jef- 
ferson’s granddaughter. But the minority may reply, in defense of 
their apparent inconsistency, that this was not a pension, but only the 
franking privilege. Well, if you show me in the Constitution where 
we have the right to grant the one, I will easily show you the right to 
grant the other. But I next call attention to a purely civil pension. 
I turn to the first page of the private statutes in this volume of the 
laws of the Forty-seventh Congress, and the first act reads as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to pay to Mary Lincoln, whose name is now on the roll as the widow of 
Abraham Lincoln, deceased, late President of the United States, the sum of 
$15,000 forthwith, as pension money, in addition to any sum that may have ac- 
crued on her existing pension under the act of July 14,1870; and from and after 
the passage of this act the Secretary of the Interior is to pay to the said 
Mary Lincoln, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving under the act afore- 
nn A pores at the rate of $9,000 per annum during the remainder of her nat- 
u e 

Mrs. Lincoln had been receiving a pension—a purely civil pension— 
of $3,000 a year from July 14, 1870, and this bill increased it to five 
thousand a year and gives her a gratuity of $15,000. 

It had passed the Senate unanimously and came before this House on 
the 26th of January, 1882. Itwas called up by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], who asked unanimous consent 
for its immediate consideration. All these minority gentlemen were 
present, as I find that they are all recorded as taking part in the pro- 
ceedings of that day. Now here was a bill much more liable to all the 
objections made by the minority to the present bill; one single objec- 
tion would have prevented its All were called for their ob- 
iections and not a single dissenting voice! And when the gentleman 
from Illinois challenged the House that if any further explanation was 
wanted he was ready to give it, the RECORD informs us that there 
were cries of ‘‘Oh! no, itisnot necessary;”’ and so this purely civil pen- 
sion of $2,000 a year, received by this lady for twelve years previously, 
was increased to five thousand a year with a gratuity of $15,000, and 
all these gentlemen who are making such a noisenow were present and 
not a whisper nor a whimper of objection. How can they strain at this 
gnat when they swallowed that camel? 

Well, sir, I turn again to the statutes of the first session of the Forty- 
seventh Congress, and at page 6 of the private statutes I find the fol- 
lowing act: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 


rected to place the names of Lucretia R. Garfield, widow of James A. Garfield, 
deceased; Sarah Childress Polk, widow of James K. Polk, deceased, and Julia 
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Gardner Tyler, widow of John Tyler, deceased, on the eron arr of to 
each of them a pension during their respective natural lives at the rate of $5,000 
a year from and after the 19th day of September, 1881. 

EC. 2. That the pension of $5,000 granted by this act to Julia Gardner Tyler 
shall be in lieu of the pension heretofore granted her by Congress. 

This bill was introduced into the House on the 16th day of February, 
1882, by a gentleman who, if he were not immediately in front of me, 
I would call the most illustrious member of this House. I mean m. 
distinguished colleague now in the chair [Mr. Cox, of New York]. 
[Applause on both sides.] It proposed to give a pension of $5,000 a 
year to Mrs. Garfield alone from and after the passage of the act. This 
was purely a civil pension and open to all the objections made by the 
minority to the present bill. The Speaker asked if there were any ob- 
jections, but none were made, and the bill passed unanimously. There 
sat these three gentlemen who sign this minority report and not a whis- 
per of objection. Where was their ‘‘solemn protest” then? 

The bill then went to the Senate, where it was immediately passed by 
a unanimous vote, adding, however, as an amendment, the names of 
Mrs. Polk and Mrs. Tyler. Mrs. Tyler had been forsome time receiv- 
ing a pension of six hundred a year, and by this amendment it was in- 
creased to five thousand, and Mrs. Polk, who had not asked and did 
not need it, had a purely civil pension of $5,000 a year given to her. 
‘The Senate also amended the bill so that these large pensions should 
date back over six months, giving each of these ladies a gratuity of 
$2,500. 

Thus this objectionable purely civil pension bill, rendered still more 
objectionable by the Senate additions, came back to the House, and Mr. 
House, of Tennessee, on the 29th day of March, 1882, moved to take it 
up outofits orderand passit. This required unanimousconsent. Here 
was a chance for indignant protest, and here sat these three gentlemen 
who now protest when the name of Jefferson is mentioned, and not a 
syllable of protest or a symptom of objection, and it passed unanimously. 
It was ten times more objectionable than the present bill, doubly liable 
to all the objections urged in this minority report. It was twice before 
the House, the last time much more liable to objection than at first, and 
these protesting gentlemen were present, and it met unanimous ap- 
proval, every member, Democrat and Republican, voting unanimously 
for it, and not asnarl nor a growl nor a bark from any watch-dog of the 
Treasury. It seems as if all were allowed to help themselves till the 
needy and worthy representative of Thomas Jefferson appeared. 

But, sir, I turn again to this instructive volume of the statutes of the 
Forty-seventh Congress, and at page 77 of the private statutes I find an 
act which reads as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money not otherwise appropriated, to 
Mrs. Lucretia R. Garfield, widow of James A. Garfield, late President of the 
United States, or, in event of her death before payment, then to the legal repre- 
sentatives of the said James A. Garfield, the sum of $50,000, less any sum paid to 
said James A. Garfield or to his widow or representatives on account of hissalary 
as President of the United States. 

This bill was introduced by Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio, on the 14th day of 
July, 1882, immediately after a long discussion on the payment of the 
medical attendance on thedead President. It had to be introduced and 
go through its first, second, and third readings, its engrossment and pas- 
sage by unanimous consent, and notasingle objection wasraised. Itthen 
went to the Senate, where, on the 22d day of July, 1882, it passed unan- 
imously, without amendment, on motion of Mr. ALLISON. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, am I not at liberty to ask these three signers of 
this minority report for some explanation of their action? There were 
five applicants at the doors of your Treasury during the last Congress 
for whom aid in the way of pensions and gratuity was asked. First of 
all in every sense, the beloved and widowed child of Thomas Jeffer- 
son, the sole surviving member of the household of the author of the 
Declaration of Independence, suffering uncomplainingly at your door, 
in straitened circumstances, whose pensioning can not possibly create 
any precedent unless we have another Declaration of Independence and 
another granddaughter of its author one hundred and eight years after 
its declaration. Second, the widow of John Tyler, the tenth Presi- 
dent, who had been for some time receiving a pension and was not in 
want, but a brilliant light at receptionsin Washington society. Third, 
the widow of James K. Polk, eleventh President, comparatively wealthy 
and in comfortable circumstances, not asking or even thinking of a pen- 
sion. Fourth, the widow of Abraham Lincoln, sixteenth President, 
suffering from sickness but not in need, and who for twelve years then 
past had been drawinga princely civil pension of $250 a month, and whose 
son was then and is now Secretary of War. And fifth and last, the widow 
of James A. Garfield, twentieth President, who was wealthy, almost a 
millionaire, and in no need of a pension. 

Now you say in this minority report that you can not stand by and 
see the people’s money voted for civil pensions without entering your 
solemn protest. You were all three members of the Forty-seventh 
Congress. You were present and saw the door of the opened 
while Mrs. Garfield helped herself to a gratuity of $50,000, less what her 
husband had already drawn, while she was helped to the franking privi- 
lege of thousands of dollars of taxes on the American people, and finally 
toa princely civil pension of $5,000 a year for her natural life of likely 
forty years, or upward of $200,000, with an additional gratuity of $2,500, 
and your solemn protest was silent acquiescence! You stood at the door 


of your open Treasury and saw Mrs. Lincoln hel to $5,000 a year 
of a civil pension after she had received $15,000 dollars as a gratuity 
and an additional gratuity of $2,500, added to the $36,000 of a purely 
civi] pension which she had already received, and your solemn protest 
was unheard. You stood at the “‘gates ajar’’ of the United States 
Treasury while Mrs. Polk was helped to $5,000 a year for her life, witha 
gratuity of $2,500, and you stood as mute as lambs in place of watch-dogs 
of the Treasury. ‘‘And Tyler, too,” you saw his widow, moving in 
fashionable circles at brilliant receptions in this gay city, helped out of 
the ‘‘people’s money’’ to $5,000 a year for her life, with a gratuity of 
$2,500, without a word of objection or solemn protest. And all these 
sums voted to widows of Presidents knowing that we should have other 
Presidents leaving widows, and therefore making unmistakable prece- 
dents for a long succession of similar purely civil pensions. 

But when the name of Jefferson, not as President, but as the author 
of our Declaration of Independence, is called, and his venerable, wid- 
owed, and beloved child appears to ask but a comparatively trifling sum 
compared with what these other worthy ladies have received, you rudely 
slam the door in her face. Pay and pensions and presents by the tens 
and hundreds of thousands of dollars to all the living representatives 
of our dead Presidents, but to the venerable representative of the illus- 
trious author of our national charter alone you deny the homage of 
grateful hearts and a generous people, and yet all three of you claim 
to be Democrats. Oh, sir, with what bitter irony I could here retort 
on the minority talking of “‘ royal families.” All the royal families 
were allowed freely to help themselves. It is only when the poor and 
needy but still noble and worthy representative of the democratic re- 
publican author of our independence appears that conscience is quick- 
ened into solemn protest and the command promulgated that the doors 
of the overflowing Treasury are to be closed. Why do you strain at 
this gnat when you have swallowed so many camels? Shade of Jeffer- 
son, what have you done, to what democratic republican idea have 
you been unfaithful, that you should be considered less worthy of a na- 
tion’s grateful remembrance than Garfield and Lincoln, Polk and Tyler? 

I might referto other pensions granted. Mrs. Admiral Farragut has, 
I think, a pension of two thousand a year; the widow of Lieutenant 
Black, twelve hundred; Mrs. Fletcher Webster, twelve hundred, Mrs. 
General James Shields, twelve hundred; President Taylor’s daughter, 
six hundred; Mrs. Meacham, six hundred; Mrs. General Anderson, fif- 
teen thousand cash and a pension of six hundred a year; Mrs. Rawlins, 
ten or fifteen thousand cash and a pension of six hundred; the Supreme 
Court judges and other Federal judges, from five to ten thousand a year, 
and hundreds of military and naval officers retired on pensions of five 
to ten thousand a year. It was but last Friday that you passed in this 
House unanimously, I believe, a pension to the widow of General Jud- 
son Kilpatrick of $360 ayear. Some of these were purely civil pensions 
and none of them granted or grantable under our pension laws, lib- 
eral as they are. 

I stand here to plead for equal honor to the most illustrious claimant 
at the door of the Treasury. I demand that it shall remain open till 
she receives her share or till the others return what they have received. 
I demand room for Jefferson in the vestibule of American sympathy, in 
the bounding impulse of national gratitude. I demand in the name of 
the American people equal, if not superior, consideration for the only 
living widow of his Monticello household. She alone remains hitherto 

ized before your Treasury, not seeking for herself in her un- 
complaining poverty; but I, as a humble member of this House and 
of the majority of its committee, demand for her equal recognition with 
other favored daughters of the Republic. She is the grandest link that 
connects the infancy of our Republic with its maturity. She is, above 
all others, the first living lady of America, the most distinguished of 
earth’s living daughters. I stand here to plead her cause and defend 
her claim against all comers. Around her venerable form I draw the 
sympathetic circle of American womanhood! Put but a hostile foot or 
cast but an unkindly glance within that sacred circle, and on your heads 
I launch the awful curse of an indignant people! 

Mr. Chairman, if I could have my way this nation should do itself 
the honor of acting much more liberally with this lady than we are 
likely todo. A paltry pension of twenty-five hundred or five thousand 
a year would be but a small portionof the gift I would give her. Never 
before and never again on earth can such coincidences exist. Thata 
nation of 60,000,000 of freemen, grown so great that it far excels any 
nation in the history of all time, should be so blessed by the Almighty 
maker of heaven and earth as to be allowed to contribute to the living 
heir and representative of the family circle of him whose pen created 
its nationality was never before and never will again be known. I 
should have this nation buy back Monticello at any cost. I wouldre- 
pair its ruins, restore its library, decorate its walls, and supply it with 
every necessity and comfort of life, with her grandfather's horses and 
carriages, with help to wait upon her and anticipate her every want 
and wish. I would make it obligatory on the Presidentand his Cabinet, 
with every Senator and Representative, to call upon her on the Fourth 
of July every year to lay the congratulations of the nation at her feet, 
and I would give her a blank check upon the Treasury to draw all the 
money necessary to sustain the dignity of the nation’s daughter. 

Mr. Chairman, I represent upon the floor of this House a peculiarly 
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patriotic population. I think death on the battlefields of the recent 
war made more widows in my district than in any district of the country. 
The patriotic people of Brooklyn poured their wealth from the purses of 
her merchants, and their blood from the hearts of her workingmen who 
left their daily toil in their workshops to die upon the bloodiest battlefields 
ofhistory. It has been and is now my daily duty to plead for pensions 
to the widows and orphans of hundreds of heroes who died for the sal- 
vation of their country. Many of them are poor and needy and hungry 
and homeless, weary, waiting for the pittance which their country owes 
them for the premature death of their hero husbands and fathers. And 
yet I do not believe there is one widow or orphan for whom I am daily 
seeking relief who would not gladly give precedence to the widowed 
grandchild of Thomas Jefferson. Can I not pledge forall the members 
of this House and their generous constituents similar deference to this dis- 
tinguished lady; for the hearts of the American people and of their 
chosen representatives are above all other peoples noble and generous 
and grateful. 

Provoking as it is to be compelled to answer the objections of this mi- 
nority report, there is a gleam of truth in it—one sentence worthy to 
be quoted with approbation. It is the opening sentence of the fourth 
paragraph and in these words: 

That under the shadow of this Capitol, with allits wealth and dazzlingsplen- 
dor, this good old lady should be permitted to be in want is a disgrace to our 
people and should not exist fora day. 

Bravely spoken! That is the sentiment of the American people, ‘‘a 
disgrace to our people.’’ Will you suffer it to exist for a day longer? 
“A di to our people.” Who shall make atonement for a people 
but the people’s representatives? You can not blot it out by looking 
to private redress. ‘‘A disgrace to our people” is the concern of a 
nation. I thank the minority for that sentence. It is the condensed 
summing up in favor of this bill. It is the people’s cry to save them 
from further disgrace by prompt and liberalaction. On thatone sentence 
alone I would risk and rest this whole question. The people feel that 
it is a national disgrace which they want to see instantly wiped out, 
and they will hold those who delay or oppose its atonement for a day 
or for an hour as guilty of fastening disgrace upon them. 

But the minority appeals to Jefferson himself in these words: 

Let us imagine, if we can, Jefferson, with all his love for pure republican 
simplicity and his hatred ofall class legislation, favoritism, and monarchical tend- 
encies, a member of this House—ay, of this committee, and a similar question 
before it. 

Well, Isuppose this minority wants to know what would be his advice, 
and I think I can tell. 

Mr. Chairman, order the page in the room behind you to connect the 
House telephone with Monticello and call Thomas Jefferson. I shall 
hear and repeat his words. Theaged patriotcomes forth leaning on his 
staff and his gray hair flutters in the beam. The sun appears in the 
west after the steps of his brightness have moved behind a storm. He 
speaks to the minority: - 

‘t You have called me from my grave to ask me if I were a member 
of this House what I would do with this application for relief to my 
darling and long-suffering child. My soul is full of other times. I 
stand in the cloud of years; few are its openings toward the past, and 
when the vision comes it is but dim and dark. Fifty-eight years ago 
the eighth day of February this darling child sat upon my knee in 
my Monticello home, which I had fondly hoped to leave unencumbered 
to my family, but which I saw was passing away from me in my finan- 
cial difficulties. She noticed the dark cloud of sorrow that settled 
on my forehead from which her soft and loving hand was chasing its 
shadow and fondling with the gray hairs that carelessly fell upon its 
gloom. I had tried to sell my property by lottery to save something 
out of the wreck of my fortune for her and my other grandchildren, 
but even that hope was disappointed and its shadow sat sullenly upon 
my face. She inquired the cause of my sadness. I asked her to bring 
me and.ink and I would state the cause of my grief to her brother. 
She did so, and then and there I penned the saddest letter I had ever 
read or written. I shall repeat from its sorrowful pages only a few 
words: ` 

‘** MONTICELLO, February 8, 1826. 

***My DEAR JEFFERSON: I duly received your affectionate letter of 
the 3d, and perceive there are greater doubts than I had apprehended 
whether the Legislature will indulge my request to them. Itisa part 
of my mortification to perceive that I had so far overrated myself as to 
have counted on it with too much confidence. I see in the failure of 
this hope a deadly blast of all my peace of mind during my remaining 
days. You kindly encourage me to keep up my spirits; but oppressed 
with disease, debility, age, and embarrassed affairs, this isdifficult. For 
myself I should not regard a prostration of fortune, but I am over- 
whelmed at the prospect of the situation in which I may leave my 
family. My dear and beloved daughter, the cherished companion of 
my early life and nurse of my age, and her children (one of whom, 
your sister Septimia, is now with me gazing with tearful eyes into my 
saddened soul), rendered as dear to me as if my own, for having lived 


with me from their cradle, left in a comfortless situation, hold up to 
me nothing but future gloom, and I should not care were life to end 
with the line I am writing, were it not that in the unhappy state of 
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mind which your father’s misfortunes have brought upon him I may 
yet be of some avail to the family. Their affectionate devotion to me 
makes a willingness to endure life a duty as long as it can be of any use to 
them. My difficulties have been produced by my devoting my time 
to the service of my country. Perhaps I have no right to complain, as 
misfortunes have been held back for my last days when few remain to 
me. I have gone through a long life with fewer circumstances of af- 
fliction than are the lot of most men—uninterrupted health, a compe- 
tence for every reasonable want, usefulness to my fellow-citizens, a good 
portion of their esteem, no complaint against the world, which has suf- 
ficiently honored me, and above all a family which has blessed me by 
their affections, and never by their conduct given me a moment’s pain; 
and should this, my last request, be granted I may yet close with a 
cloudless sun a long and serene day of life.’ 

‘This and more the minority may find in the third volume of my 
biography by Henry S. Randall, at page 531, but no writer can depict 
the pain with which I gazed into the tearful eyes of my dear Septimia 
trying to cheer her despairing grandfather. My heart was filled with 
anxiety about her. Might she not be the last of my dear Martha’s chil- 
dren left alive to suffer want, and when her friends might appeal to 
Congress for such recognition as was given to others, might not some ` 
minority party wait till all others were helped and then shut the door 
in her innocent face? 

‘* Nine days afterward I wrote a letter to my friend ex-President Madi- 
son, from Monticello, in which I said: 

‘tI must sell everything here, perhaps considerable in Bedford, move 
thither with my family, where I have not evena log hut to put my head 
into, and whether ground for burial will depend on the depredations - 
which, under the form of sales, shall have been committed on my prop- 
erty. * * * Ifever the earth has beheld a system of administration 
conducted with a single and steadfast eye to the general interest and 
happiness of those committed to it, one which protected by truth can 
never know reproach, it is that to which our lives have heen devoted.’ 

“ Death was rapidly approaching, but my friends did not forsake me. 
Individuals and newspapers protested against allowing my property to be 
taken from myself and my family to pay my debts, the amount of which 
they averred my countrymen owed me ahundred-fold. Generous offers 
ofreliefcame from various parts of the Union. Philip Hone, then mayor 
of New York, sent eight thousand dollars, Philadelphia sent five thou- 
sand, and Baltimore three. I then believed that my debts would be paid 
and my hearthstone would descend to my children. ‘I had spent three 
times as much money as would have relieved my estate front embarass- 
ment and had given my whole life to my countrymen, and they will 
save an old servant from being turned, like a dog, out of doors.’ In that 
pleasing belief I died; but, alas! all my property was sacrificed. - 

‘‘Just before my death an invitation came to me from General Weight- 
man to attend the celebration of the fiftieth anniversary of the Declara- 
tion of Independence in the national capital. There were living then 
only three of its signers—myself, and Adams, and Carroll. In answer 
to that invitation I wrote my last letter on earth, dated June 24, 1826, 
and at fifty-five minutes past meridian of the day on which I wished to 
die I closed my eyes, and this my now only living grandchild was among 
the last objects of my affection that faded from my view, and you sum- 
mon me back to ask me what I shall say of her. I have not forgotten 
her features, for they reflect my own and mirror the memory of her 
mother on my heart; nor is her voice strange to me, for its loving tones 
were the last notes of music which I heard on earth and her loving eyes 
the last glimpse of light that flashed upon me from a receding world. 

“At the moment I passed away thousands of patriotic orations pro- 
nounced my name. Bells were ringing, cannons booming. Aged men 
were talking of the sword and pen of America, and mentioning my 
name with Washington’s. Young menand maidensand children were 
singing songs of freedom together in which I was not forgotten, while 
they did not know that I had seen my last day on earth. 

“And now, at the end of fifty-eight years, I find the angel of my life 
whose cradle I rocked, who sat upon my knee and lightened my heart 
in its latest beatings, living in the capital of my country and suffering 
from want. I know her angel form again, though faded in its bloom 
and bending over its grave. I see the wealth of golden hair turned to 
gray. I recall her from Monticello with her silver voice and holy smile 
and girlhood innocence, born beneath my roof-tree to the light and glory 
of my mountain home. 

“And you have called me to say what I would do with this applica- 
tion for her relief. Iam informed that in your last Congress there were 
five applicants for national relief placed before your committee, one my 
own beloved grandchild, the other four widows of four of my successors 
in the Presidency. You ask me what I would do with them; I answer 
I would treat them all alike. You ask me if I would refuse to her in 
her sufferings and sorrow the boon which was granted to all the others; 
I answer I would not. I can not speak of my own services to the Re- 
public, nor weigh the merits of my labors when putin comparison with 
those of Garfield, and Lincoln, and Polk, and Tyler. I stood over your 
cradle; I wrote your charter of independence; I served in your places 
of power; I was your servant and your President; I saw your coming 
glory; I secured for atrifling sum your great empire of the Minii 

died in poverty and I appealed to you with my last breath that this 
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my child, should not be allowed to die in want. I find her now in the 
comfortless condition which I dreaded. If myghostly hand could hold 
out assistance to her she should not continue an hour longer in that 
gloom nor beg at the door of your Treasury. But alas, I am ess 
and powerless! I have read your minority report in such light as the 
Shades of Monticello afforded me, and Iam amazed that its authorsshould 
have heaped wealth upon all the living widows of Presidents andshould 
protest only when they come to my darling widowed child. Youseem to 
dread disasters from civil pensions, but not from military or naval pen- 
sions. This is a false idea. A free pen and honors paid to civil bene- 
factors never endangered republican institutions. Those who trampled 
down their country’s freedom were the Cæsars, who gloried in the sword, 
Are my services as the author of your Declaration of Independence less 
valuable than those of the brave soldiers who fought to sustain it at Tren- 
ton and Princeton, at Monmouth and Yorktown? Why paralyze the 
pen to sanctify the sword? 

‘t Whether you now listen tomy prayer for her relief will not be of 
much moment for any length of time. A few months or weeks or days 
may bring her to my side at Monticello, where I am waiting for herin 
my old home, now owned by strangers. You have in your last Con- 
gress voted $10,000 to erect a monument over my grave. If you can 
not give my child any relief from the , pull down your monu- 
ment and sell the material for her relief, of which she is in more need 
than Iam of monuments. Take it away, for while she is left to suf- 
fer this monument is a mockery and an offense. It is resting heavy 
on my heart and is crushing my bones. I asked for bread and you 
gave me astone.’’ 

Rest, perturbed spirit, rest! Your services are not forgotten and 
your darling child shall not be allowed to die in want. A nation’s 
heart is throbbing in sympathy and a nation’s purse is open to relieve 
her. 

The closing paragraph of the minority report seeks to evade the ques- 
tion by stating that this bill seeks to extend pensions to President's 

ndchildren. It has no reference to any President or his descendants. 
f they will read the title of the bill as itis printed in the Calendar be- 
fore them they will see that it is “ʻA bill granting a pension to the sole 
surviving grandchild of the author of the Declaration of Independ- 
ence.” Is there any Representative here from Massachusetts, whose 
illustrious son accompanied Thomas Jefferson to heaven on that mem- 
orable fiftieth anniversary of our immortal declaration, who will refuse 
to pay this small sum, this just debt, to his memory? Is there a son 
of Virginia here, whose fame he created, whose liberties of person and 
of conscience he secured, whose university he founded, who will hesi- 
tate to vote this tribute to his memory? Is there any member of this 
Congress from generous New England, or the impulsive South, gr the 
thriving Atlantic States, or the wealthy communities throbbing with 
unrivaled life on the shores of the Pacific, or the boundless empire of 
the intermediate mountains, plains, and valleys, secured to them by 
his purchase of Louisiana, who will not rejoice at the opportunity of 
linking his name by this act to the fame of the Sage of Monticello? 
is can make their individual names immortal by passing 
this bill. Whatever may be said against our acts here, and we all de- 
serve more or less censure, this deed will plead for us on the Day of 
Judgment. However dark the record which the Angel of Time may 
carry up to heaven’s chancery against us, the light which will play 
upon the page where this deed is registered will brighten up and glorify 
the entire volume with luminous splendor. Your vote to-day will see 
Liberty write, with a pencil of light 

That illumined her pages, her Jefferson's name. 

I would rather that my children and their children’s children should 
read my name in the affirmative on the yeas and nays on this ques- 
tion than on any measure passed by Congress since the Declaration of 
this good lady’s grandfather was adopted. Blot out everything else 
I have done or shall do in Congress, but preserve for me and for my 
children, my pride and their glory, that their father voted this con- 
tribution to the spirit of ’76, connecting the heroic past with the glo- 
rious present. I paraphrase the language of Dr. Samuel Johnson, 
in his visit to the Hebrides, wandering amid ruins far less interesting 
than those of Monticello: ‘‘ Whatever makes the past, the distant, or 
the future predominate over the present advances us in the dignity of 
thinking beings. Far from meand from my friends be such frigid phi- 
losophy as may conduct us indifferentand unmoved over any ground 
which has been dignified by wisdom, bravery, or virtue. That man is 
little to be envied whose patriotism would not gain force upon the plain 
of Marathon, nor grow warmer amid the ruins of Monticello.”’ 

In asking this House to pay tribute to this granddaughter of Jeffer- 
son I call attention to a similar act in one of our original States. 

Johnston Biako was brought by his parents from Ireland when 2 
years old, and with them settled at Wilmington, in North Carolina. 


1884. 


Atseventeen he was appointed a midshipman in the United States Navy, 
and went with Commodore Preble tothe Mediterranean. In1814, during 
thesecond war with England, he sailed from Portsmouth, in New Hamp- 
shire, in the United States ship of war the Wasp, and on the 28th of 
June of that year, at the entrance of English ports, challenged his 
majesty’s sloop of war the Reindeer to combat, and in nineteen min- 
utes silenced her guns and lowered her flag above the gory deck on which 
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her captain and first lieutenant lay dead and blew her up to save her 
from recapture. Again, in August of that year, he met and conquered 
his majesty’s ship the Avon, and in two weeks of that month met and 
captured fifteen Englishships, at the rate of onea day. But he neverre- 
turned to his adopted country. Whether in disaster at nightorin storm 
at sea he went down with his gallant ship and all her daring crew toa 
limitless grave was never known. Six months before he fought the 
Reindeer he was married to Jane, daughter of William Hooper, one of 
North Carolina’s signers of the Declaration of Independence. A daugh- 
ter, whom he never saw, was born to him and was named Udney. Be- 
fore she was two years old the Legislature of North Carolina unani- 
mously resolved to make her the ward of the State. She was educated 
and brought up by the State till she was married. Such is the example 
set by one of the old thirteen to the modern United States, now trebled 
in numbers, and few are the pages that are brighter in the history of 
the State than that which records this tribute of a State to the child of 
its benefactor. 

Let there be no niggardliness, no parsimony. Remember that the 
sum you give is to a certain extent the index of the value you set upon 
your independence, and, in another sense, the value you put upon the 
Louisiana territory, that bountiful and boundless territory of fruitful 
valleys and lofty mountains, north and west, between the Mississippi 
and the Pacific and up to the British territory, expanding into limit- 
less production of Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, Iowa, Minnesota, 
Nebraska, Kansas, and other States. The wildest generosity and lib- 
erality of your grateful hearts can not make the sum too great which you 
will give in part payment to the grandchild of him who gave yousuch 
extensive territory and boundless freedom. The eyes of the whole 
American people are upon you, and they will mark with their disap- 
probation any hesitancy or parsimony in this business. One of your 
daily papers of this city has well said that— 

This theme is rich in glorious reminiscences and patriotic suggestions. The 
country is immeasurably the debtor of Thomas Jefferson. There is no pariy on 
faction that does not honor his memory. Congress has voted money too tardily 
to erect a monument over the grave of Jefferson. 
it will be to put up a marble column in illustration of the nation’s love, while 
this great, rich, and prosperous nation permits Jefferson's only living grand- 
child to spend the little remainder of her days in poverty, The peor e of this 
country are not niggardly. They are far more generous in their impulses than 
many of their representatives suppose them to be. They would vote, were it in 
their power,a pension sufficient to make the closing years of this y’s life 
happy, dispelling every su n of poverty. are has granted many 
pensions on grounds far less tenable than those on which it is proposed to pen- 
sion this sole surviving grandchild of the Sage of Monticello. 


But what a solemn mockery 


I beseech the kindly consideration of this House, I invoke its gen- 
erosity, I pray for its unanimity, in paying this debt of justice and grat- 
itude. The worth and beauty of Washington are looking upon you 
from your galleries; and far above them, in the boundless blue that 
overarches this magnificent Dome, I see the sacred forms of Washing- 
ton and Jefferson bending over us and blending the light of their pen 
and sword to illumine the page on which shall be written the record of 
this glorious deed. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, Mr. Chairman, we have listened to a 
very extraordinary speech, especially when we remember that it has 
fallen from the lips of a Democrat. The speech which has just been de- 
livered by the gentleman from New York [ Mr. ROBINSON] is a condem- 
nation of Thomas Jefferson and Thomas Jefferson’s political career, 
around which his glory clusters. It is a condemnation of every word 
that Jefferson eyer wrote upon political subjects. It is a censure of 
Jefferson’s whole political life and of all his writings upon the subject 
of government. And, sir, he who votes for this bill to-day, instead of 
honoring the memory of Thomas Jefferson, votes a condemnation of 
Thomas Jefferson’s views upon the powers of the Federal Government. 

I know that there is a large party in this country that does not believe 
in the doctrines which were taught by Thomas Jefferson. The mem- 
bers of that party can vote consistently for this bill. Men who hold that 
this Government isa government of absolute power, without limitation 
save the will of Congress, can very well vote for this bill. But men 
who believe in the doctrines which were taught by Thomas Jefferson, 
and which are held by the great Democratic party of this country to- 
day—that is, that this Government is a government of limited and 
delegated powers, that it can not exercise any power not granted or 
delegated to it, and which is not necessary to carry out the granted pow- 
ers—men holding these views of our Constitution and Government can 
not support this measure without doing violence to their consciences and 
trampling under foot their professions of faith. 

The gentleman from New York appeals to precedents in support of 
his bill; and he has said that when the bills to pension Mrs. Garfield, 
the widow of President Garfield, and to pension Mrs. Lincoln and Mrs. 
Polk and Mrs. Tyler were passed, I and others who have signed this 
minority report did not raise our voices in opposition to these measures. 
Sir, those bills, it will be remembered, passed the House by unanimous 
consent. My recollection is that they were reported—at least two of 
them—by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], who in making 
the report consulted more his heart than the Constitution. Under 
unanimous consent the bills were passed without discussion and with- 
out deliberation. So far as Iam concerned, Iam avery humble and by 
the way a very modest member of this House. Ido not raise objection 
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when a large majority here are in favor of a measure, because I am one 
of those who believe that a majority ought to do the legislation of Con- 
gress. But when those bills were passed by the House I voted against 
every one of them. Iam as much op to them to-day as I was 
then; and I have no doubt that a large number of members of the House 
to-day are of the same opinion. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. 
but will he allow me a moment? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Yes, sir. The gentleman refused to 
allow me to interrupt him, but I shall return good for evil. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. If the gentleman will allow me, I 
will say that I have looked over the RECORD, and there was no oppo- 
sition to any of those bills—for Mrs. Tyler, Mrs. Polk, or any of the 
others. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. But the gentleman remembers very 
well that there was no yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Well, there should have been, if 
any members considered the bills wrong. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman himself 
who has quoted these precedents condemns them in his speech; he does 
not favor them; he has not told you that they were right; but his argu- 
ment is that because we did wrong then we should continue to do wrong. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the precedents which the gentleman has quoted, 
bad as they are, are not precedents for this bill. Each and every one 
of the cases to which the gentleman from New York has referred was 
to pension the widow of a President. This bill passes over the widow 
of Thomas Jefferson, passing over the daughters of Thomas Jefferson to 
come down to the grandchildren and establishes an extraordinary prece- 
dent—a civil pension for life to the granddaughter of a President. 

If you are ready to establish this extraordinary precedent let us stop 
for a moment to see what it means, What does it mean? There are 
other men believed by some people to have done great service for this 
country, civil as well as otherservice. I ama believer in Thomas Jef- 
ferson. I believe in Thomas Jefferson’s political sentiments; I believe 
he was one of the greatest as well as one of the best men this country 
has ever known. But, asI have said, there are others who believe the 
services of Abraham Lincoln were as great if not greater than those of 
Thomas Jefferson or any other. If you pass this bill, thenare we to put 
all the children of Abraham Lincoln and all his grandchildren upon 
the pension-roll? Yet by passing this bill we would establish a prece- 
dent which would command sucha pension for all the descendants of Mr. 
Lincoln and other Presidents. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. No, I wish only to make this pro- 
vision for the granddaughter of the author of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. There are many great and illustrious 
men who adorn American history and who have rendered invaluable 
service to their country, and whose children and grandchildren may 
now be in penury and want. Pass this bill, and you would establish a 
precedent by which all these could be pensioned. 

When Congress passed a bill pensioning Mrs. Polk and Mrs. Tyler 
and Mrs. Garfield they only intended to pension those widows, but 
they are cited as a precedent by the gentleman from New York to jus- 
tify his support of this bill. They are seized upon as a precedent for 
the passage of a bill to pension the granddaughter of Thomas Jeffer- 
son. You have claimed them as a precedent all the way through. 
They are set out as such in the report of the majority of the committee, 
and the gentleman from New York has referred to them to-day in his 
speech as precedents for this bill. 

Now, where will you stop? If we are to pension a granddaughter 
of Thomas Jefferson, why not a great-granddaughter? Why not put 
on the pension-roll all the descendants of all the men who have per- 
formed great civil service for the country? Why should you select the 
grandchild of Thomas Jefferson and leaveall the others unprovided for ? 

Pass this bill, Mr. Chairman, and this House will establish a precedent 
by which, if you follow it hereafter, you will put not only the children 
but the grandchildren and the great-grandchildren of all the Presidents 
we have ever had upon the pension-roll. 

You talk about precedents. You need not say, ‘‘Oh, no,” for you 
seized upon the other cases as precedents for thiscase. This necessarily 
follows from those, and I appeal to every thinking man here to-day to 
pause and ponder this matter. I ask them not to allow their sympa- 
thies to run away with their judgment. Sympathy has been the fruit- 
ful source of much vicious legislation. Sympathy is not within the 
powers conferred upon Congress by the Federal Constitution. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us look for a moment whether we have any 
power under the Constitution to vote this bill. Let us lay aside these 
bad precedents which the gentleman has appealed to and which he ad- 
mits himself to have been wrong, and let us inquire whether there is 
any power under which we can do the thing which is here proposed. 
Now, what are the powers conferred by the Constitution upon Congress ? 
Congress has the power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises. This power is expressly conferred by the first clause of the 
eighth section of the first article.of the Constitution. Now, for what 
purpose has Congress this power of taxation? Thomas Jefferson taught 
us that this power to lay and collect taxes was limited and confined to 
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the objects specified in the other enumerated powers. This was the 
view also held by Mr. Madison. When we examine the other enumer- 
ated powers we fail to find any power to pension a person who has ren- 
dered no public service, military or civil, to the country. But if we 
take the view of this eighth section held by Monroe and Jackson and’ 
the great body of Democrats of to-day we will fail to find any power to 
pass this bill. The first clause of the eighth section of the first article 
of the Constitution was construed by Mr. Monroe as giving Congress 
full power to lay and collect taxes, to pay debts and provide for the 
common defense and general welfare; that the power thus to collect 
taxes is limited to these specific purposes. The common-defense-and- 
general-welfare clause is not a power to lay and collect taxes, but is a 
limiting and restraining clause on the taxing power. It is also the 
power, and the only power, granted for the appropriation of money. 
Mr. Story says: 

The power to lay taxes for the common defense and general welfare of the 
United States is not in the common sense a general power. Itis limited to those 
objects. It can not constitutionally transcend them, If the defense proposed 
by the tax be not the common defense of the United States; if the welfare be 
not general but special or local, as contradistinguished from national, it is not 
within the scope of the Constitution. 

It will not be contended that Congress can constitutionally appro- 
priate money from the national Treasury to an object for which a tax 
could not be constitutionally laid and collected. There are but three 
purposes for which Congress may lay and collect taxes. It may collect 
taxes to pay the debts of the United States. There is no claim that the 
Government owes this granddaughter of Jefferson one cent. Taxes 
may be collected for the common defense of the United States. It will 
hardly be contended by any one that this pension is to be granted for 
any such purpose. We may also collect taxes for the general welfare. 
No one has been so bold as to contend that this bill would in any way, 
should it pass, promote the general welfare of the people. Then where 
will be found any authority under the Constitution by which Congress 
can grant the pension proposed by this bill? If there is no power 
granted to the Federal Government for taking money out of the Treas- 
ury and giving it as a gratuity to a citizen who has in no way rendered 
any public service to the country, then there is no authority for this bill 
and it should not be K 

The gentleman from New York has around the venerable form of 
Jefferson’s grandchild drawn the holy circle of American womanhood, 
and launches the curse of anindignant people at him who sets a hostile 
foot or casts an unkind glance within that sacred circle. Sir, no man 
has a higher regard for Jefferson’s granddaughter than I have or who 
reveres the great name of Jefferson more than I do. He wasone of the 
most illustrious men of this or any other country; butas much as I love 
and respect his memory, I love the Constitution of my country more; 
and I draw around that grand instrument the sacred circle of freedom’s 
safeguard and bulwark, and launch the curse of the American people 
at him who dares to invade it with hostile intent. 

I now yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Post]. 

Mr. POST. Mr. Chairman, if I were to be governed by the prompt- 
ings of sympathy or deterred by the natural dislike of being subjected 
to the possible charge of a lack of gallantry, I should certainly not rise 
to oppose this bill. But, impelled by a sense of duty, I am led to ask 
the indulgence of the committee, that I may briefly present the reasons 
which induce me to refuse my support of the measure so ably, eloquently, 
and pathetically advocated by my distinguished and venerable friend 
from New York. That flesh is weak is proverbial, and the truth of this 
is forcibly brought home tome when I see a man of ripe experience, and 
who has grown gray in the advocacy of Jeffersonian democracy, blinded 
in his judgment and setting at naught the tenets of his political faith 
under the influence of a generous impulse. To my mind, Mr. Chair- 
man, the growing tendency toward sentimental legislation is a serious 
evil and one which should arrest our attention. 

If I read the early history of my country aright and understand the 
principles which actuated the founders of the Republic, it was never the 
intention to make the Government an eleemosynary institution, nor 
was the Federal Treasury expected to be on tap for the relief of indigent 
people, however deserving. 

The report of the Committee on Pensions recommending the grant- 
ing of an annuity to Mrs. Septimia R. Meikleham is most creditable 
to the hearts of the gentlemen of that committee, and the eloquent 
language in which the tender relations existing between Mrs. Meikleham 
and the author of the Declaration of Independence are portrayed is in- 
deed touching, but as the representatives of the people, charged with the 
protection of the interests of a great nation, with our functions specifically 
defined by the Constitution, I assert that we have no right to gratify our 
personal philanthropic impulses at the public expense. 

Sir, I yield to no man in my admiration of the pure statesmanship 
and magnificent public services of Thomas Jefferson, and I believe that 
if the public servants of the present day would follow more closely in 
the footsteps of that illustrious statesman in the discharge of official 
duty we would have better legislation, fewer sinecures, and an entire 
absence of profligacy in the expenditure of public funds. Certain it is 
that no such measure as is now pending would have met his approval. 

The only apology offered in defense of this bill is that it is intended to 
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put on record in substantial form a mark of our a eat eee the exalted 
character and public services of the author of the tion of Inde- 
dence. 
eee we, as members of the American Congress, desire to show our ap- 
reciation of and respect for the services of Thomas Jefferson? Then 
et us strive earnestly to emulate his lofty example and in our official 
conduct demonstrate our veneration for his memory. Let us reduce 
the number of useless offices, compel employés of the Government to 
render a full equivalent in labor for the compensation drawn, cut off 
every needless expenditure, trample under foot any and every attempt 
to erect an official aristocracy, and wage an unceasing warfare against 
all kinds of corruption and maladministration in Government affairs. 
This was the Jeffersonian standard, and the adherence to these princi- 
ples it was which rendered him a model public servant whom coming 
generations will admire. Ae à 

Knowing as we do from a study of his life his abhorrence of anything 
that savored of favoritism or misappropriation of the people’s money, 
I ask in all sincerity, is it consistent, is it right, is it desirable to seek 
to honor his memory by the paisage of an act he would have denounced 
as unwarranted and dangerous? e are told, Mr. Chairman, that our 
nation is rich, prosperous, and generous, and that it would be niggardly 
to refuse to grant the annuity provided for in this bill. Why, sir, this 
is the cry set up upon any and all occasions by enterprising patriots who 
meditate an assault upon the surplus revenue. f 

When a measure is brought forward calling for aliberal appropriation 
and for which there does not appear any warrant of law, itis considered 
by many to be a sufficientanswer that the Treasury is full, the country 
is rich, therefore the money must be spent. Under the cry that the 
Government is rich all mannerof raids are made upon the Treasury, and 
from all quarters come pouring in upon Congress plausible and cun- 
ningly devised schemes to relieve the public purse of its plethoric con- 
dition. $ 

We must not forget, however, that this money is not our personal 
property, and that when we go outside of the path of constitutional 
duty to appropriate money for purely benevolent purposes, and in re- 
sponse to no other appeal than that of absurd sentimentality, we are 
guilty of an absolute breach of fidelity to the trust reposed in us. 

Because we are in official position we have no right to compel the 
people to foot the bills for our spasms of generosity; but if we find a 
worthy case where pecuniary assistance is proper and desirable, let us 
in a manly way make our contributions from our own resources, rather 
than shoulder the burden upon the Government whose purse-strings we 
happen temporarily to hold. To illustrate this point: I presume that 
nearly all of the members of this House when they came here left varied 
interests in the hands of subordinates to be conducted in their absence. 

Now, these agents or representatives are empowered by you in your 
absence to perform certain acts necessary for the proper conduct of your 
business affairs, and when you return home you will demand a full 
and detailed statement of all transactions carried on, and particularly 
will you scan the items of disbursements. What would you think if 
among the disbursements you should find an item showing the pay- 
ment of $500 to Mrs. Jones, and upon demanding an explanation you 
were blandly informed by your representative that Mr. Johnson, one 
of the men who assisted in erecting, in fact who planned, the building 
wherein your place of business is located had died several years ago in 
rather straitened pecuniary circumstances leaving a grandchild of whom 
he was very fond, who was present when he passed away, and who in 
addition was of a wealth of sunny hair; that the grand- 
child had been found by your representative to be in feeble health and 
poor, and he, in view of the services rendered by Mr. Johnson in erect- 
ing an edifice wherein you carried on business, had been so moved and 
touched by the sad plight of Mr. Johnson’s granddaughter that he had 
given her $500 of your funds to relieve her embarrassment, and further 
that he proposed to continue paying a like sum yearly. Well, now, I 
imagine there would be somewhat of an exhibition of temper at such 
a monstrous perversion of your funds. 

I will venture to say that in good set terms you would insist, and 
rightly, too, that if your representative was such a tender-hearted fel- 
low and so generous he should not use your money to accomplish his 
benevolent purposes, but that whenever his feelings were so wrought 
upon that nothing save a donation of cash could satisfy his large heart 
he should pnt his hands into his own pocket and disburse for charitable 
purposes money earned by and belonging to himself, and not that left 
in his charge for altogether different uses. 

Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that the bill under consideration pre- 
sents an analogous proposition. ‘‘ Giving away what isn’t yours looks 
generous, but it is not expensive;’’ and this is a pastime that is indulged 
in too frequently of late among legislators for the purpose of posing 
as big-hearted humanitarians, whose generosity is only limited by the 
amount of wealth in the national coffers. 

I am opposed, Mr. Chairman, to all civil pensions. Unfortunately 
precedents have been established, butit is high time to retrace our steps 
in this matter, get into the habit once more of expending the people’s 
money for the legitimate expenses of Government, leaving all purel, 
charitable enterprises to be sustained by the liberality of private indi- 
viduals. And the history of our country has proven conclusively that 


no movement having in view the establishment of a deserving charity 
has ever failed to meet a ready and generous response. 

Bad as the precedents heretofore established may have been, there 
was yet something more substantial upon which to base them than is 
now presented. The proposition to pension Mrs. Meikleham simply 
because she is the sole surviving grandchild of Thomas Jefferson is 
utterly indefensible, and is a step, if taken, which, as a logical result, 
must open the door for the admission of innumerable claims of a sim- 
ilar flimsy nature, and tend to build up in our midst a favored class 
(based upon the accident of birth), which is repugnant to the spirit of 
our institutions. 

Where will this end? Whereshall the line be drawn? The United 
States have been prolific of grand, illustrious men who have filled with 
credit and benefit to the conntry the highest official stations within the 
giftof the people. Theirservices, however, were purely civil, and their 
elevation to office the result of contests with other distinguished and 
worthy citizens, and the responsibilities incident thereupon were will- 
ingly assumed in order to attain the coveted distinction. No dangers 
to life or limb were faced, no privations endured, no sacrifices made; 
but raised to the pinnacle of political eminence by the partiality of en- 
thusiastic and devoted partisans, they tasted the sweets of preferment, 
ran their race, passed from the stage of action, and have gone the way 
of all living. In this they differed not one whit from Jefferson, and 
their grandchildren are equally deserving with his. 

It may be that Jefferson was the wisest of our statesmen and the 
purest, but wisdom comes from God, and its possessor is thrice blessed 
and thereby qualified for increased usefulness by the Creator, while 
purity of life and character surely bring sufficient reward of themselves, 
without the necessity of affixing hereditary pensions as a recompense 
therefor. I can conceive of no reason based upon sound common 
sense whereby, under our form of government, the granting of pensions 
for civil service can be justified, and particularly where it is sought to 

t such pension to one solely because of the service of her grand- 
ather, and for which he in his lifetime received the highest possible 
homage, and who was honored to the full power of his countrymen. 

I desire to indulge in a comparison of the condition of Mrs. Meikle- 
ham with that of a soldier’s widow whose life-companion was slain 
while in the defense of his country. 

On the one hand we see a lady surrounded by a host of friends and 
admirers, with such a halo of ancestral glory enveloping her that she 
need have no fear of coming to want, as is demonstrated by the state- 
ment of the gentleman from New York citing the generous donation of 
Hon. O. B. POTTER. Iam informed that she has two children employed 
in the Government offices. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Will the gentleman allow me a 
moment? I do not like to interrupt him, but I am satisfied he will 
not object to being interrupted when I tell him that that statement is 
absolutely without foundation. It is not true. This lady has a sickly 
daughter who has a little place that she is scarcely able to, attend to, 
and totters to it from day to day to keep her old venerable mother 
from dying of starvation. That is all. 

Mr. POST. Iamglad, Mr. Chairman, to have had the opportunity of 
showing this courtesy to the gentleman from New York who refused 
so emphatically to be interrupted while he held the floor. I am satis- 
fied, with all due respect to the gentleman, that his fertile imagination 
and florid rhetoric have painted the condition of the estimable Mrs. 
Meikleham much worse than the actual facts will warrant. I grant you 
that she is not living in opulence, but I am confident that she is abso- 
lutely in the possession of every actual requirement for personal comfort, 
atleast as much so as thousands of other widows of limited means, and 
differs from them only in the fact that her grandfather was the author 
of the Declaration of Independence. She has suffered or sacrificed 
nothing for the public weal. 

On the other hand we see the noble, heroic woman who gave to her 
country her companion, supporter, and the father of her children. Oh! 
the anguish of soul she has suffered as she has waited for the return of 
her husband who came not, but who yielded up his life, so dear to him 
and his family, for the good of the land he loved so well; how she has 
struggled all these years to rear her family. Often hasshe been in want 
and her little ones deprived of the necessaries of life. Thrown upon 
her own resources, frail and desolate in her loneliness, she has toiled 
and endured untold hardships, from which she would have been spared 
had she not bade her husband go to the rescue of the Union. Freely 
and cheerfully she had made this great sacrifice that her children might 
enjoy hey blessings of liberty and that the Union might not be disin- 
t ` 
Which of these women say you is the more deserving of the consid- 
eration of this Government? Yet here is a proposition to give to the 
one the annual sum of $2,500, equal to the income of men charged with 
the conduct of important business interests, while according to the laws 
of the land the paltry sum of $8 per month is considered sufficient com- 
pensation for the other. Out.upon such an injustice! I spurnsuchan 
insult to the soldiers’ widows of this country. 

- Scattered all over this broad land.are brave men who responded to 
the call of duty when the safety of our institutions was imperiled, who 
were wounded, who languished in prison-pens, who are broken in health 
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and incapacitated from gaining a livelihood for themselves and families, 
but who, by reason of the strict requirements of law and the construc- 
tion placed thereon by the pension authorities, are unable to obtain a 
favorable consideration of their claims for recognition, and are to-day 
denied that to which they are in equity entitled; and I consider that it is 
unbecoming in the Congress of the United States and those 

with the execution of the laws to haggle over fine technicalities when 
dealing with the application of a needy veteran for a pension and at the 
same time undertake to pour money in the lap of a person who has no 
claim fer recognition whatever except absurd abnormal sentimentality. 

Let us be just to the men who fought our battles and their depend- 
ents before we are generous to the descendants of any statesman, how- 
ever great. So long, Mr. Chairman, as widows of the nation’s dead 
receive but $8 per month, so long as one maimed, poverty-stricken, 
and suffering soldier who stood the shock of battle and amid the leaden 
hail of the rebel musketry upheld the honor of his country’s flag is with- 
out proper recognition and refused a place upon the pension-roll by 
reason of hair-splitting technicalities and requirements impossible to 
comply with, I shall not favor the seeking out of grandchildren of civil- 
ians, no matter how brilliant their achievements, upon whom to shower 
the bounty of this nation. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Will the Chair be kind enough to state 
how much time I have remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama has twenty-eight 
minutes left. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I yield five minutes to my friend from 
Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The five minutes allowed me by the courtesy of 
the gentleman from Alabama will be altogether sufficient for the ex- 
pression of my position with referrence tothis bill. Itstands before us 
upon no other grounds than the alleged poverty of the applicant and 
the fact thatshe is the granddaughter of Thomas Jefferson. Heralleged 
poverty is put as strongly as it could be by the report of the committee 
in these words: ‘“She is comparatively in want.” So are all whencom- 
pared with many others. We take it that had she been in real want 
they would have left out the qualifying adverb ‘‘ comparatively.” 

But if she were in want it would make no difference on principle. 
The only other argument that is urged in support of the billis that she 
is thegranddaughter of agreat man. There are a thousand such in this 
land—ten thousand—perhaps not the grandchildren of as great men, 
but certainly of as deserving men; for Jefferson did only what they did. 
Each did all he could for the honor and glory of the country. Some 
allusion having been made to the widow of President Tyler, my memory 
was called to the action of my own State many years ago as to the wife 
of his predecessor, General Harrison. The Legislature of the State of 
Georgia in 1841 was peculiarly Democratic. Robert M. Echols was the 

resident of the senate, William B. Wofford was the speaker of the 
bos of representatives, and Charles B. McDonald was the governor 
of the State. Every one of them swore by Jefferson as his political god. 
Yet because the extra session of Con, had passed a bill giving to Mrs. 
Harrison, widow of President Harrison, $25,000, they regarded that ac- 
tion of Congress as important enough to be denounced by a solemn joint 
resolution in these words: 

Resolved, That in our opinion the act passed by the present Congress, at the 
late extra session, making a donation from the public of $25,000 to Mrs. 
Harrison, is unconstitutional, unequal, and oppressive, and calcu to lead to 


the establishment of a civil-pension list, wittoh will eventually saddle the peo- 
ple of this country with an unjust and enormous debt, 


Perhaps some may think the danger was not so great as they appre- 
hended. Butthe objection that that was unconstitutional, unequal, and 
oppressive, when urged by the authority of such an assembly as that, all 
Democrats, must be certainly taken as a strong argument against the 
passage of this bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I now yield eight minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. MILLARD. ] 

Mr. MILLARD Mr. Chairman, I thank the distinguished gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Hewitt] for granting me a portion of his time in 
which to be heard upon the question under consideration. 

it seems to me, Mr. i , that this bill ought not to pass. If I 
understand the provisions of the bill correctly it proposes to place the 
name of the grandchild of Thomas Jefferson upon the pension-rolls of 
the Government for the sole reason that she happens to be his only sur- 
viving descendant. I have examined the majority report of the com- 
mittee with great care, and if any other reason is given or stated I have 
been unable to find it. 

Now, sir, I have no doubt but that the person named in the bill and 
to whom it is proposed to pension for life at the rate of $2,500 a year 
is a very intelligent and worthy person. The fact that her eause is 
championed upon the floor of this House by my venerable friend and 
colleague from New York [Mr. Rosryson] is sufficient evidence of the 
fact, and while I fully appreciate the value and importance of the serv- 
ices which the author of the Declaration of Independence rendered his 
country, and while I agree with him in all he has said or can say in 
praise of the great virtues and distinguished talents of Thomas Jeffer- 
son, I still think the bill under consideration wrong in principle, and 


if allowed to pass would establish a precedent that would give this 
House much trouble in the future. 

Sir, this measure is not only without a precedent, but is in violation 
of the Constitution and opposed to the lifelong teachings of Thomas 
Jefferson himself. Pass this bill, and your Private Calendar will be 
crowded with thousands of just such measures as this; pass this bill, 
and the dream of the distinguished member from Colorado [Mr. BEL- 
FORD]'would be realized, and you will have paved a way for unlocking 
the vaults of the national Treasury. No; the bill is wrong in principle 
and without a precedent in the history of the legislation of this country. 

My distinguished friend from New York [Mr. ROBINSON ] says that 
the last Congress voted the widows of Lincoln and Garfield each the 
sum of $5,000. The gentleman is correct in his statement, but I assert 
that in this action of the last Congress he can find no precedent for 
the passage of this bill. Lincoln and Garfield died in office. They 
fell at their post of duty. Had the American Congress neglected or 
refused to acknowledge in some such way the debt of gratitude it owed 
Abraham Lincoln and James A. Garfield it would have justly mer- 
ited the condemnation of every civilized nation upon the face of the 
earth. Sir, while this bill may arouse our sympathies it has not even 
the merit of private or public service, but as I have stated, en- 
tirely in the fact that the claimant is the last of a noble race and the 
sole surviving descendant of one of the founders of the Republic. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of giving pensions, and liberal pen- 
sions, but not civil service. A civil pension is a gift to be bestowed 
at pleasure, buta military and naval pension isa debt. Pensions should 
be given as a reward and compensation for naval and military service 
rendered. A pension is a nation’s acknowledgment and recognition of 
the highest possible loyalty. It says to him who receives it: ‘‘ While 
it is true that as a citizen you owed your services and your life to your 
country, that you received a stipulated sum as pay for your labor and 
exposure, yet as an acknowledgment of my gratitude and an induce- 
ment to your fellow-countrymen to emulate your patriotism and loyal 
deyotion I bestow this bounty.” 

Yes, sir; I am in favor of pensions, and this Government, with its vast 
wealth and almost unlimited resources, with its hundred and thirty 
millions surplus, can not afford to be niggardly or ungenerous. I would 
vote to-day to give every disabled Federal soldier of the late war a pen- 
sion, whether his disability was incurred in or since the war. These 
men have a claim upon the gratitude of this nation that can not be esti- 
mated in dollars and cents. It was no common struggle. The very 
life and existence of the nation was threatened. The actual individual 
enlistments during the war were 2,063,391; of this number more than 
one-half have applied or been pensioned by the Government. Nearly 
300,000 have died leaving no pensionable relatives. Why not provide 
for the remainder of these veterans? It is now nearly twenty years 
since the close of the war, and what better use could be made of the sur- 
plus in the Treasury? It would be only a partial payment for services 
and sufferings that saved the nation from absolute destruction. 

It seems to me that if my friend and colleague is sincere in his de- 
sire to reward those who really deserve the gratitude of their country- 
men he is putting himself to unnecessary trouble in his search for a 
pensionable person. I want to say to him that it is no disrespect to 
the person named in the bill or to the gentleman himself who has so 
earnestly and eloquently urged its passage to say that there are thou- 
sands of men who fought in the war of the rebellion and hundreds and 
thousands of widows and children of men who fell in that struggle, who 
as yet receive no pensions, whose claims upon the gratitude of this Gov- 
ernment are superior to those of this claimant. 

The gentleman from New York says that Jefferson was the author of 
the Declaration of Independence, the father of equal rights. Grant it; 
but what equality orjustice would there be in giving this claimant $2,500 
a year while you give the widows of the Union soldiers the paltry sum 
of $8 per month? This was not the equality or justice that Thomas 
Jefferson taught, or I have failed to read his life and teachings correctly. 

Mr. Chairman, I was one of the members upon this side of the House 
who voted last week against the passage of what was styled as the Mexi- 
van-war pension bill, a bill, Mr. Chairman, in my judgment not only 
wrong in principle, but more objectionable than the measure under con- 
sideration. It was nota bill to place upon the pension-rolls of the Gov- 
ernment the names of the soldiers and sailors who were disabled in the 
war with Mexico, as that had already been done, nor was it a bill to 
place on the pension-rolls of the Government the names of the widows 
of the men who had fallen in that war. They had all been pensioned. 
Such was not theobject of the bill. Had such been its purpose or had it 
been a measure to reward those who had actually seen military service 
and only those, it would have met with no opposition from me; on 
the contrary, I should have voted for it, for I would not say that the 
men who fought under Taylor and Scott may not have been as brave 
and patriotic as those who fought the battles of the Union under Grant 
and Sherman. I voted against the passage of the bill for the reason it 
placed upon the pension-rolls of the Government the names of thou- 
sands of men who had seen no military service whatever, not even 
thirty days, while it made no provision for the surviving veterans of the 
late war, and who had seen not days but years of the severest military 
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hardships. It proposed to pension men for life who had never shed a 
drop of blood or trod a foot of Mexican soil. I voted against the pas- 
sage of the bill for he reason it was legislation exclusively in the inter- 
est of the able-bodied, while it excluded the surviving Federal soldiers 
of the war of the rebellion. F 

Now, sir, if we are to be magnanimous let us be just. The bill was 
not only wrong in principle, unjust in its discrimination, but can not 
be defended upon the ground of precedent. The pensions granted by 
the acts of 1818 and 1820 were in the nature of payments for long years 
of heroic service upon the field and in the face of the enemy, and 
limited to those in reduced circumstances. The act of 1832 had a sim- 
ilar object in view, and was in the nature of the performance or fulfill- 
ment of a contract forservices. The recipients of the pensions granted 
by that act had trod the bloody fields of the Revolution from Lexing- 
ton to Yorktown. 

Mr. Chairman, there was another reason which compelled me to 
oppose the passage of the bill, and in referring to it I trust I may not 
be charged with a desire to arouse sectional feeling or awaken party 
prejudice, for I care not from what section of the country the soldier 
comes if he has fought the battles of his country. Patriotism is the 
same the world over, but the Mexican pension bill not only placed upon 
the pension-rolls men in comfortable circumstances and who rendered 
but little if any military service whatever, but it pensioned for life men 
who were disloyal during the late war, and who, after having been ed- 
ucated by the Government and at the Government’s expense, joined 
ina rebellion that for years carried sorrow, suffering, and death to nearly 
every household throughout the length and breadth of this fair land. 
What nation has ever pensioned the men who betrayed and for years 
sought its destruction? It may forgive and restore the once disloyal to 
citizenship. This, sir, it has done, and I rejoice at the mutual good 
feeling that every day puts farther away the recollections of the war, but 
for this House to say that the men who fought against their country 
are as much entitled to its gratitude or to be placed upon the pension- 
rolls as those who exposed their lives to preserve the integrity of the 
Union and the honor of the flag, is the enunciation of a proposition as 
unjust as it is monstrous. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a word further and Iam done. From the re- 
port of the United States Commissioner of Pensions, Mr. Dudley, I find 
that on the 30th day of June last there were pending in his department 
upward of 180,000 applications for pensions, and these applications were 
not from soldiers in good health and comfortable circumstances, but 
from men who had lost their health and limbs in the late civil war. 
Sir, what I desire to say is this, that so long as these claims are pend- 
ing undetermined or unadjusted I do not think I would be justified in 
voting to place the name of any able-bodied person upon the pension- 
rolls of this Government, even though that person be the sole surviving 
descendant of Thomas Jefferson. [Applause.] 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. How much timehave I remaining ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. REAGAN. As I shall vote against the bill under consideration 
I desire to say a word inreference to it. We are asked to pass this bill 
because the proposed beneficiary of it is said to be poor and is the 
granddaughter of Thomas Jefferson, the author of the Declaration of 
Independence. 

If we are to pension people because they are poor our bounty should 
be impartially distributed to all those in like condition, and our list 
would be a very large one. I doubt not there are a million of women 
in the United States as poor as the one whose bill is before the House, 
whose sufferings are as great, probably greater, and whose necessities 
appeal in each individual case to the sympathies and to the charity of 
every one present. But because that is the case, because we sympathize 
with the poor, because we would relieve their misfortunes, that is not 
a sufficient reason for proposing to vote money out of the public Treas- 
ury for such a purpose. As suggested by the distinguished gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Post], this Government is not an eleemosy- 
nary establishment; it is not a charitable institution. Public charities 
throughout the country are provided for very amply in most of the States 
ofthe Union. Laws for taking care of the poor who are unable to take 
care of themselves have been enacted in the various States of the Union; 
but if we attempt to provide for the needs of the poor here we shall not 
long be complaining of an overfull Treasury. 

As to the argument that we should pass this bill because it is for the 
benefit of the granddaughter of Thomas Jefferson, I desire to say in the 
first place I do not suppose there is a living person who has a more pro- 
found veneration for the great ability, for the great patriotism, for the 
originality of genius, and the powerful grasp of intellect possessed by 
Mr. Jefferson than I have. 

He is the political teacher whom I would follow as closely as I could 
and whom I have tried during my life to follow in most things as closely 
as I could. And if the doctrines taught by him, if the principles enun- 
‘ciated by him in his political career could this day be applied to the 
Government of this country, instead of seeing one vast seething pool of 
corruption, we should see the Government purely administered accord- 
ing to the Constitution and in the interest of the people. 


Mr. Chairman, it is not testifying our respect for the memory of Mr. 
Jefferson to do what we know he would not have done. Who is there 
here who does not feel in his heart thatif Mr. Jefferson were alive and 
here on this floor to-day he would vote against this bill? Who believes 
that if he were President now as he was in the past and such a bill 
should be passed by Congress and sent to him he would not veto it? 
If we wish to show respect for his memory we should follow the sub- 
lime doctrines that he taught and ineuleated. 

Among the great principles which he laid down was this, that we 
should have no privileged classes, no aristocracy, but that all men 
should be equal in their political privileges and their rights under the 
Constitution. Yet we are now asked to build up a civil-list in this 
country which will sap the foundations of the Government and create 
a class having no claim upon the bounty of the Government more than 
have thousands of others to be supported by the toil of another class 
poorer perhaps than themselves. That is one of the things which Mr. 
Jefferson sought to avert. It was his object to strike down all classes, 
titles, and special privileges, and to place all men on an equality as to 
their political rights under the Government. 

But there is another principle which we should bear in mind when 
we are asked to transfer the property of one person to another, for that 
is what this proposition amounts to. We collect taxes from the people 
and pay them out for public purposes. Weare asked to take the prop- 
erty of the tax-payers and devote it to a purpose other than was in- 
tended. There is no power in this Government to use the money of 
the public Treasury for private purposes disconnected with public ne- 
cessity and requirements. We have no power to take the property of 
one citizen and give it to another because we may think that other 
is in needy circumstances. i 

Private property can never be taken except for public uses and upon 
justcompensation. I donot know how far this principle may be strictly 
applicable to this case, but itis an illustration of the argument that we 
must apply our power as legislators to the collection of taxes for the 
support of the Government and the payment of its debt, and not to be 
devoted to private charity. 

It may be urged that we grant pensions to soldiers, and why not 
grant a pension in this case. There is a broad distinction between the 
two. The soldier who is maimed in battle or disabled by disease con- 
tracted while in the service of his country so as to be disqualified from 
earning a living, or the widow of a soldier who has fallen in the service 
of the country, and is deprived thereby of the means of support for her- 
self and family, hasa right to look to the Government for some measure 
of protection and assistance because of the loss thus incurred in defense 
of the country and the support of the Government. 

But this is not a case of that kind. It is a case not distinguishable 
from that of any of the millions of poor people in this country who may 
desire to have property taken from others and bestowed upon themselves. 
I regret to have to do anything which any one might think was not a 
compliment to the memory of Mr. Jefferson, and I shall not doit. I 
do not believe it to be a compliment to the memory of Mr. Jefferson to 
pass this bill. I believe it would be a reproach upon his memory to 
violate the Constitution to the preservation of which he attached so 
much importance. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, I will inquire, Mr. Chairman, how much 
time I have remaining ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five minutes of his hour left. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I will yield that time to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Matson], the chairman of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Mr. MATSON. Ido not care to discuss the question of the consti- 
tutional power of Congress to pass the pending bill. I will waive that, 
because it has already been thoroughly discussed by others. I propose 
to look at the subject merely from the standpoint of expediency. 

This bill is a very clear proposition to deliberately begin the estab- ` 
lishment of a civil-pension list. It has been said that we have 
precedents, that the bills which were passed so unanimously by the 
Forty-seventh Congress giving pensions to widows of ex-Presidents are 
precedents, and that the passage of this bill will not be the establish- 
ment of any new precedent, 

Sir, the circumstances under which those bills were passed were not 
such as to make them the deliberate precedents of this House. They 
were passed in the early part of the year 1882, before the country had 
recovered from: the shock of the tragic death of one of its Presidents. 
The person for whose benefit the act was at that time was a per- 
son toward whom the sympathies of the whole world had been moved. 
The passage of that bill, granting a pension to the widow of President 
Garfield and pensions to the widows of two or three other Presidents, 
was not the deliberate action of this House, but was simply a sort of 

h on our part. As was stated by the gentleman from New York 
fur. ROBINSON], the bills passed without any objection; without the 
yeas and nays being called upon them at all. 

But here to-day we are confronted with a serious question, pressed 
upon us, after debate and after viewing the matter, to begin the estab- 
lishment of what no one can deny is a civil-pension list. It remains 
for this House to say whether it will enter upon so vast a scheme as 
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that. As suggested by my friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], where is 
it toend? How much of a step will it be from the passage of this bill 
to pensioning some one who has served the Government in a civil capac- 
ity for a long term of years? It is not avery great step from that 
which you are now asked to take to the other. Whenever a single 
civil officer is pensioned because of his civil service to the Government, 
then thousands and tens of thousands of others must follow. 

I have not time to discuss fully the question of the creation of favored 
classes under this Government; I wish I had time to go into that. I 
think that this bill can be clearly shown to be in the direction of estab- 
lishing a favored class. 

Something has been said concerning the gnenn who presented the 
views of the minority of the committee against this bill. Some of 
those gentlemen are here to defend themselves, but my colleague, Mr. 
STOCKSLAGER, is not here. I wish to say for him that so far as the 
passage of bills pensioning the widows of ex-Presidents is concerned, 
they were passed at a time when his party were in the minority in this 
House, and he had no responsibility for such measures. 

I wish to say for another gentleman who signed the minority report, 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. YORK], that he was not a 
member of Congress at the time when those bills were passed; so that 
the criticism upon that gentleman is certainly unjust. 

Mr. STEELE. The criticism applies toall who were members. The 
whole House was to blame, if anybody was. 

Mr. MATSON. I accept to a certain extent what the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. ROBINSON] has said. I think we ought to be 
scolded for having passed those bills pensioning the widows of Presi- 
dents. I believe it ought not to have been done. We deserve a scold- 
ing for our action in that respect. ButI think it may be said for some 
gentlemen who were members that they were not responsible, because 
they were in the minority. They certainly were not so much respon- 
sible as those who were in the majority and who had the control of 
legislation here. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. For the purpose of making a motion in the House 
to limit debate I move that the committee rise. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!’’] 

~The question being taken, there were on a division—ayes 74, noes 41. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do not desire to delay proceedings by 
making the point that no quorum has voted; but I do think that after 
some gentlemen have had the opportunity of speaking as long as they 
pleased—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. This vote does not require a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ona motion that the committee rise it is not 
necessary a quorum should vote. The Committee of the Whole may 
rise because there is no quorum. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I call for tellers. 

Mr. STEELE. [Itis too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain the call for tellers, and 
appoints the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. MCMILLIN, and the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, Mr. BROWNE. 

The committee proceeded to divide; but before the count by tellers 
was concluded, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, said: I withdraw the call for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The call for tellers being withdrawn, the motion 
that the committee rise is agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House having had under consideration the Private Calendar had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move that the House again resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the Private Calendar; 
and pending that motion I move that general debate in Committee of 
the Whole on the pending measure terminate at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman ought to allow at least an 
hour. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move to amend the motion of the 
gentleman from ‘Tennessee [Mr. McMILLry] so as to close debate at the 
expiration of two hours. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If that be agreed to this bill cannot be disposed 
of before the which will be at 5 o’clock. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is a very interesting subject. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
If the motionof the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] should 
be agreed to, would not the gentleman having the management of the 
bill be entitled at 4 o’clock to one hour? I do not wish to occupy my- 
self more than two or three minutes; but I presume I should be en- 
titled to close the debate. 

The SPEAKER. That is a question for the decision of the chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House, not a question for determi- 
nation by the presiding officer of the House. 

Mr. WOLFORD. There are a great many of us who wish to 
on this important question. Gentlemen on both sides want time. I 
move to amend the amendment of the gentlemen from Alabama [Mr. 
HEWITT] so as to provide that the debate be continued for three hours. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WOLFORD, 
there were, on a division—ayes 31, noes 67. 

Mr. COSGROVE, I make the point that no quorum has yoted. 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WOLFORD and Mr. MCMILLIN were 
appointed. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 23, 
88 


noes 88. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum, I believe, has voted. I suggest that 
two hours be allowed for furtherdebate. A number of gentlemen wish 
to be heard. Two hours I presume will be satisfactory. 

Mr. McMILLIN. A fact which members of the House probably do 
not bear in mind is that this is a pension claim, and under the rule de- 
voting Friday-night sessions to business of this character it would, if 
not disposed of before the recess to-day, come up to-night as unfinished 
business. Am I not right in that respect? 

. The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If gentlemen wish to occupy the evening session 
with this bill I have no objection. I desire that we shall come to some 
conclusion on the matter if possible, but if it is desired that the bill go 
over till the night session for debate upon it, I have no objection what- 
ever. 

The SPEAKER. Is the point insisted upon that no quorum has 
voted ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not insist upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is not agreed to. Does the Chair 
understand the gentleman from Tennessuc to accept the suggestion that 
there shall be but two hours of debate? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to know whether it is agreed the bill shall 
come up to-night? If the gentleman is willing to consent to that, then 
I have no objection. I do not wish to have it go over to some other 
Friday and consume the time that should be devoted to other bills on 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STEELE. I move to close all debate in thirty minutes. 

Mr. YORK. Mr. Chairman, the members who signed the minority 
report desire to be heard on this question before the vote is taken on 
the bill. I wish to be heard, and shall be content with five or ten 
minutes to reply to the gentleman from New York [Mr. ROBINSON], 
who has chosen to attack me. SoI can get five or ten minutes, I do not 
care. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing was received from the President, by Mr. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announcing that the President had approved 
and signed bills and a joint resolution of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 5462) making appropriation to supply deficiency in 
amount required for expenditure to June 30, 1884, for examination and 
surveys required by acts of March 3, 1875, and June 19, 1878, to ascer- 
tain depth of water and width of channel of South Passof Mississippi 
arira also for gauging the water of the Mississippi River aad its trib- 


ree act (S. 616) to establish a standasd of time in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 191) for the printing of certain eulogies de- 
livered in Congress upon the late Dudley C. Haskell. 


SEPTIMIA R. MEIKLEHAM. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I propose to the other side that this de- 
bate be allowed to continue until 5 o’clock. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Make it half past 4, so we can get action on the 
bill after we come back into the House. I am willing to agree toany- 
thing if we can get action to-day; but I do not wish to use up the day 
with this debate and not come to some conclusion. 

Mr. STEELE. If we can close debate at half past 4 I will withdraw 
my amendment. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If it bedesirable the vote shall be taken 
before the recess, "Lam for one willing that this debate shall be closed 
at fifteen minutes to50’clock. That would allow time for the roll-call, 
and I believe it would be satisfactory to both sides. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think it should be, as it will enable us to get 
action this evening. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is, general debate? 

The SPEAKER. Is that satisfactory ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. State the proposition. 

The SPEAKER. That debate be closed at fifteen minutes to 5 

o'clock. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. All debate? 

The SPEAKER. All general debate. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. And that time to be equally divided 
between both sides? 

The SPEAKER. That can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That is what I propose. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House it is not in order to 
limit the five-minute debate before that debate has begun. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am aware of that, and I have pro- 
posed that all debate, all general debate, shall be closed at fifteen min- 
utes to 5 o’clock. 

Mr. STEELE. All debate; not all general debate. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That will give a chance for action to-day. 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to that arrangement? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered by the House. 


1884. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 1917 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar (Mr. 
Cox, of New York, in the chair). 

The CHAIRMAN. Thecommittee resumes the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 999) granting a pension to the sole surviving grandchild of 
the author of the Declaration of Independence. By order of the House 
all debate will close on this bill at a quarter to 5 o'clock. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. And it is the understanding that time 
is be equally divided between those in favor and those opposed to the 


bill. 

Mr. LYMAN. That is understood. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will divide the time between the two 
sides. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Who will control the time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to control it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And be under the five-minute rule? 


The CHAIRMAN. No; but general debate. 

Mr. LYMAN. It is hard to say why my friend from New York has 
asked me to speak on this question; for if he can not carry a measure 
with the strength he must derive from his Samsonian locks, what is to 
be expected from the feeble efforts of one whose head has been polled 
by that cruelest of all Delilahs, Time? Perhaps he thinks it wise to 
draw asoldier from the camp of the enemy; for he knows full well that 
I am of Federalist tradition and a Whig by birth, and that there must 
therefore be great merit in his bill to persuade me to favor a descend- 
ant of Thomas Jefferson. Nevertheless, I honor the memory of Jeffer- 
son, albeit his political philosophy appears to me to have been wrong. 
My friend from New York has recounted the services of Jefferson as a 
statesman, as President of the United States, and as framer of the Dec- 
laration of Independence; but he performed one service greater than all 
these: he founded an opposition party, and founded it on principles 
which, whether right or wrong, were philosophical principles. They 
were the rights of individuals and of localities as against the rights of a 
central government, or, as afterward formulated, State rights against 
Federalism. 

These two opposing theories of government hung like a positive and 
a negative thunder-cloud over this country. The slavery question 
brought them in contact, and there followed the storm which we call 
the war of the rebellion. That storm has cleared the air and we now 
know what powers properly belong to local governments and what to 
the central Government. Thomas Jefferson rendered a great service by 
bringing into being a party which, in its early days at any rate, did bat- 
tle for beliefs which are natural to mankind. Itis fit that the Congress 
should remember him in the person of his last surviving grandchild; 
such acts of recognition should not be frequent and can not be frequent; 
butitis wise public policy occasionally to do honor to names that are great 
in the nation. This policy isillustrated in thestatues we erect, the cen- 
tennials we celebrate, and the special pensions we occasionally grant. 
It is a policy pursued by every civilized nation, and thisis a case which 
certainly comes under it. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE rose. 

Mr. LYMAN. Iwill yield the remainder of the time allotted to those 
in favor of this bill to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JoHN S. WISE]. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the bi 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia is recognized. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I understood that the time was to 
equally divided between the friends and opponents of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that of the time allowed for 
debate thirty-seven and one-half minutes will be allotted to those in 
favor of, and the same time to those who are opposed to, the bill. The 

tleman from SE Ne is now entitled to the floor. 

Mr. JOHN 8. WI Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to speak 
upon this subject until I was requested to do so by the gentleman who 
has presented the bill. But I accept, sir, the responsibility which that 
request imposes upon me. The task is a most grateful one and the 
compliment gratifying. 

We are here to-day asked to ize in this act the memory of the 
illustrious Thomas Jefferson. Of all the historic figures of the Revolu- 
tion, I undertake to say that Thomas Jefferson stands pre-eminent as 
the type and the embodiment of republican democracy. About George 
Washington, the greatest of all, there ever lingered an element of lace 
and powder, suggestive of an aristocracy, which has no place in oursys- 
tem or in the sympathies of our people. About Hamilton, great and 
proud as he was, in all his thoughts and in all his deeds there was an 
eternal inclination toward centralization, which always repelled the 
idea of a pure democracy in that early day of the Republic. But Thomas 
Jefferson, from his red head to his homespun socks and red waistcoat 
was a democratic republican, pure and simple intus et in cute. And 
what has America ever done to perpetuate his memory? An inexpen- 
sive shaft in the wilderness of Monticello; now and then a counterfeit 
presentment of his noble lineaments, that reflect honor on those who 
put them up rather than to his memory; and occasionally a fulsome 
eul of Thomas Jefferson, who needed no eulogy to make him mem- 
orable in the hearts of the American people. 


These constitute about the sum and substance of our recognition. 

These, Mr. Chairman, constitute the whole acknowledgment of his 
illustrious service by the people of the United States. And here again 
to-day we have the idea presented that in granting this recognition on 
the part of this Government to his sole surviving grandchild we are 
granting a civil pension. I can not conceive how it is a civil pension 
when granted in right of the Commander-in-Chief of all the armies and 
naviesof the Union. Weare told that this grant is outside of our power, 
that this little one-horse Government, as it is described, and as they 
would have us understand it to be, has not power inall the broad grant 
of jurisdiction contained in the chart to give to this sole surviving grand- 
child of Thomas Jefferson, for eight years Commanuder-in-Chief of all the 
armies and navies of the Union, some acknowledgment of his pre- 
eminent services and abilities. Weare told that the precedent is das 
gerous. Mr. Chairman, this people have waked up at last, after sixty 
years’ sleep, to find they never did have but one Thomas Jefferson and 
will probably never have another. Until they do they need not be 
alarmed about the precedent. 

Why, sir, looking around for a moment at the pensions that have been 
already granted by this Government, what will this country say of a 
Congress that declines to help this poor old lady? What was Thomas 
Jefferson? Who was he? 

Sir, there is not a feature in all the history of the Government but 
what to-day bears the stamp and impress of his greatness. The child 
of the wilderness, in his mind’s eye, in his visions of the future, he peo- 
pled this land with the teeming millions and boundless industries which 
now make it the greatest and the most powerful of earth. He adapted 
every law that his great mind drew to the condition of greatness to 
which the country has grown. Though he has been dead for sixty-odd 
years, to-day there is not a feature of government but what Thomas 
Jefferson foresaw. Wherever we turn and see the church-steeples point- 
ing to heaven and hear the voices of the people assembled together 
without let or hinderance to praise God in their own way, with no one 
to oppress or make them afraid, let them not forget that the wizard mind 
of Thomas Jefferson foresaw that upon religious liberty was to be based 
the foundations of the fabric which he reared—the foundations of the 
future greatness of this country. Let them bearin mind that no other 
hand than Thomas Jefferson’s wrote the statute of religious freedom. 
Wherever merry children are gathered together to receive instructions 
and be made civilized Christians instead of starving, naked heathen, let 
them bear in mind that none but the mind of Thomas Jefferson first 
conceived the idea of a system of general education in America. 

Let it not be forgotten that although aslave-holder himself and in the 
midst of slave-owners, he, with godlike prescience, foresaw the dan- 
gers and curse of slavery, and that before even Wilberforce or Macaulay, 
before Adams or Phillips, Thomas Jefferson advocated emancipation. 

Let it be remembered, Mr. Chairman, that Thomas Jefferson in the 
wilderness sat down and penned the greatest chart of human liberty. 
He penned a story of human wrongs and human aspirations that gave 
to the coming a government the greatness of which he never lived 
to witness, but the like of which has never existed from the dawn of 
civilization until the present time in the history of the world. These 
are but brief episodes snatched from the life of Jefferson. And yet 
when these things are remembered gentlemen on the other side talk 
about the dangers of establishing a precedent by the of this bill. 
When they can show that there is a danger of having another Thomas 
Jefferson there may be something in their suggestion. 

Ihave heard to-day expressed by gentlemen upon the other side a 
strange misgiving about these principles. For my part I have no fear 
about stretching our constitutional powers too far. If we stretch our 
powers a little too far we can justify it by the precedents of Thomas 
Jefferson, who stretched his arm out and brought to this land the splen- 
did territory of Louisiana, which is able to pay the bill we now propose. 

Sir, if you will look about you to-day and see the pigmies who have 
come up and put their hands into the Treasury, I say it seems like puer- 
ile waste of time to raise this question about the power of this great 
Government to succor this poor, lone, feeble old lady, the last surviving 
eens of the greatest—the only Thomas Jefferson that ever 

ved, 

How does she come here to-day? The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Post] said this was not an eleemosynary institution; that we do 
not keep a Government poor-house. I accept the statement. Thank 
God, this gentle, pure, and noble old woman does not come here like a 
genteel mendicant. It was not of her motion the bill was offered. It 
was the spontaneous offering of other people. Sir, she has had too 
ee experience of the gratitude of republics to come here asking for 

ms. 

It is not the best-beloved daughter of Thomas Jefferson who comes 
here. For fifty years that true and beloved child of his old age has lain 
forgotten in her grave, and the Government never gave her one penny. 
Itis not the quaint, little, old-fashioned grandchild who stood by Thomas 
Jefferson’s dying-bed, and perhaps when his grand soul burstits earthly 
bonds saw for the first time the pent mystery of life and death. No, - 
this nation did not go to his illustrious bedside and lead that little 
weeping girl away and claim her as the nation’s ward. Sixty years 
have gone by since that day, and the little child has grown up to be a 
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woman, wife, mother, widow. Springs, summers, falls, and winters 
have come and gone; half a century of years has passed on; and to-day, 
schooled in the neglect of the Republic, she doubtless would be surprised 
at this act of charity, as she sits feeble, old, dying, with never one penny 
of succor to him or his heirs from this Government for services that 
stand up as proud and pre-eminent as the Dome of this Capitol stands 
amid the other structures by which it is surrounded. 

So far as I am concerned I do not claim that I would have originated 
this bill. I do not claim that if it had been left to me alone I would 
have conceived the idea of passing such a bill. 

But Ido ask this House to-day in no sectional spirit and from no par- 
tisan standpoint, I ask all men here present, regardless of party, to make 
this Presidential year remembered Ee putting upon the highway of our 
travels this splendid milestone of gratitude on the part of the American 
Republic to the greatest politician, the greatest statesman, that this coun- 
try ever produced, and whose memory never has been properly acknowl- 
edged in all the years that have gone by since he died. [Applause. ] 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. We now want to hear from the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, Colonel WoLrorp. And I want to ask the 

_Chair to reserve for me till the end of the debate four minutes. Iyield 
the rest of the time allotted in support of the bill to Colonel WOLFORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from New 
York that the time allotted to the supporters of the bill will expire at 
74 minutes after 4 o’clock. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, the proposition to pension the grand- 
daughter of Thomas Jefferson is not unconstitutional in my humble 
judgment, as has been intimated by some able gentlemen upon this floor. 

tt it were, it would have been unconstitutional to donate $500,000 to 
feed the sufferers by the floods. One is as much unconstitutional as the 
other. And in fact, sir, every pension that was ever voted by the United 
Statesis unconstitutional, if this is unconstitutional. In the brief time 
allotted to me to speak upon this subject I do not propose to waste any 
of the time I have upon the question of the constitutionality of this 
measure. 

It has been said that republics are ungrateful. Are we to have that 
proposition demonstrated here to-day? When we have here before us 
this claim on behalf of the granddaughter, poor, penniless, of one who 
has done as much for his country as any man who ever lived in the 
United States of America, when we know all the friends of civil liberty 
throughout the world admire the principles and views of Thomas Jeffer- 
son, when the friends of liberty everywhere in the United States and 
throughout the world are listening to hear what the Governmentof the 
United States will say upon the question of giving a small pension to 
the only remaining granddaughter of Thomas Jefferson, are we to stop 
and argue about the unconstitutionality of a thing which has been set- 
tled by all the acts which have been passed by this Congress granting 

ions? 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hewrrr], the chairman of the 
committee which reported this bill, voted to pension the Mexican sol- 
diers on the ground of service. I do not object to pensioning the wid- 
ows of Presidents. I believe, sir, that every man thatdoes great service, 
that brings his mind and soul and heart to the service of his country, 
ought to be remembered. I am as much in favor of pensions for civil 
service as I am in favor of pensions for military service, provided that 
service is as great, provided it is as good, provided it is rendered for a 
common country and the common interest. 

When the world recognizes the great intellect of this our illustrious 
statesman, when mankind everywhere recognizes it, are we to say that 
because we are in a republic we will not recognize these great services? 
When the widow of Abraham Lincoln was pensioned Congress did right. 
Congress did right also to pension the widows of other ex-Presidents be- 
cause of their great services. In that Congress set an example well 
worthy of imitation. 

But I do not care about precedents. Were Ia judge I would want 
a law and a precedent. But when I come here to legislate for my con- 
stituents, to legislate for 50,000,000 of freemen, I want no precedents. 
What I want to know is the right or the wrong of any proposition pre- 
sented tome. I apprehend that this Congress has sense enough to take 
care of itself on every question that may come before it. And I appre- 
hend also that those who will come after us will have equal sense to 
decide whether they will follow precedents or act according to their own 
judgment of right and wrong. This is simply a question of right and 
wrong. 

At the crowning point in our history, when it was thought that we 
as a nation could not survive; at a time when the independence of the 
Colonies had never been thought of except by a few great, far-seeing, 
wise patriots like Thomas Jefferson; at the crowning time when the 
world thought that our fathers would be overwhelmed in their efforts 
to establish on this continent a nation founded upon freedom and jus- 
tice, Thomas Jefferson stepped forward and indited that t docu- 
ment which has challen; the admiration of friends of freedom every- 
where, that great charter of our freedom, of equal rights and equal 
privileges, the Declaration of Independence. His whole life, as has 
been said by the eloquent men who have preceded mein this discussion, 
was devoted to the good of his country and to the happiness of his fel- 
low-citizens, 


Who can read the history of Thomas Jefferson in connection with the 
history of our country, I care not whether he be a Republican or a Dem- 
ocrat—who can read his history in which is recorded the fact that he 
rose above all little prejudices and little obstacles, and with a great mind 
and a great heart grasped the right and the wrong of every question as 
he did when he obtained for us that empire, Louisiana, and like a states- 
man rosé above all partisan feelings—who can read that history and be 
willing to tell the world by his vote to-day that he will not with heart- 
felt gratitude remember the distinguished services of Thomas Jefferson ? 

I have not time to discuss this question as I would like to discuss it. 
But if you say that you will not pass this bill, that you will not per- 
form this act of simple justice, that you will let the granddaughter of 
Thomas Jefferson remain in poverty, the world will understand what 
you have done. Ay, more; the world will see that this Republic is so- 
afraid of giving a little money, is so afraid of—I was going to say of 
doing right, but I will use the language of the distinguished gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] and say is so afraid of doing wrong—that 
it will not vote a pittance to the granddaughter of Thomas Jefferson. 

Take the history of our country and examine it, and you will find 
there the records of great men, who upon important occasions have 
arisen equal to the emergency; you will find numbers of them. But 
gentlemen say, this will open a door. I hope the door will be opened. 
I hope that we will have a door opened when men perform great services 
to be remembered through all ages and for alltime. My distinguished 
friend who stands before me says that he remembers with heartfelt 
gratitude the distinguished services of Thomas Jefferson. And I am 
told by him and others that if Thomas Jefferson was here he would not 
vote for this bill. 

Sir, I do not believe it. I believe he would vote for a bill like this, 
and I know of nothing in the Constitution of the United States that 
would prevent his voting for it. I never saw anything in any of his 
writings that would lead me to believe he would not vote for such a bill 
as this. 

If it had so been that General Washington had a grandchild and 
Thomas Jefferson was sitting here in the Congress of the United States 
when a bill granting her a’pension was presented for the action of Con- 
gress, do you believe that Thomas Jefferson would say, ‘‘ Well, George 
Washington, your name was illustrious; you were first in war, first in 

, and first in the hearts of your countrymen. Oh, how I admire 
you. Oh, how I love you; yet there is something, I can not tell what, 
it is not in the Constitution of my country, it is not in the history of 
the past (and, thank God for that), it is not in the history of any party 
in this country; but there is something, I can not tell you what, which 
prevents my voting for this bill. I want tosave the public money. I 
want to go before the world as a man who holds fast by the public 
Treasury; as a man who stickles for constitutional rights, and there- 
fore I can not vote a pension to your granddaughter?” 

Do you believe he would say that? Do you believe he would say, 
“í The world may look with amaze and wonder at the vote that I shall 
give; but I, Thomas Jefferson, the great philosopher, the great advo- 
cate of equal rights and equal privileges, the great friend of free gov- 
ernment, the lover of America, the friend of education, will sit here- 
and, although my heart swells almost to bursting (like some distin- 
guished gentlemen who on this occasion have argued on the otherside), 
although I love the memory of Washington, although I lovethe grand- 
daughter of the illustrious Washington, yet I can not vote for this bill 
and his granddaughter must starve?’’ Ido not believe Thomas Jef- 
ferson would ever have said any such thing. 

If we reject this bill and refuse to the granddaughter of Thomas 
Jefferson a pension, the world may know that the American Congress 
has not risen to the high point of saying that the distinguished services 
of Jefferson for his country will never be forgotten. 

The constitutional right to pass the bill is clear; the precedents are 
clear, and, as I have said, I hope those precedents will be followed. I 
trust that in every case where our country has received such services as 
those of Thomas Jefferson, if the patriot rendering those services should 
have a granddaughter in want, the Government will come forward and 
say to that grandchild, ‘‘ You arethe daughter of this nation; the people 
of the United States love you; the Congress of the United States, the 
representatives of the people, testify their affection, and with fraternal 
care take you by the hand and say, you shall not suffer want.” We 
thus refute the slander that republics are ungrateful; we forever put 
that cry to silence. We do remember such great and lasting services as. 
those of Thomas Jefferson. 

But gentlemen say, ‘‘We havesomany great men.” Tadmit, sir, that 
in the constellations of our political and military sky there are a great 
many brightand shining stars. I thank God for it. Iwould that they 
were like the sands of the sea, that they could not be numbered. I 
would remember every one who has done his duty faithfully. But in 
the galaxy that shines forth in our national firmament there is only one 
name greater and higher than that of Thomas Jefferson. Theimmortal 
Lincoln must be placed below him, though in an emergency he made him- 
self great by doing what he believed to be his duty and violating the 
Constitution, as he said he did, for the good of the nation. Others have 
done well; but I say there is only one name in our roll of Presidents that 
can be placed_above that of Thomas Jefferson. I mean, of course, George- 
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Washington, the Father of his Country— first in war, first in peace, 
first in the hearts ” of the American people; Washington, whose repu- 
tation was as pure as it was brilliant, whose career was as great and 
grand as it was good. Next to him, I say, stands Thomas Jefferson. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. ROBIN- 
SON] has four minutes remaining. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Iwish to reserve my time until the 
close of the debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN obtained the floor, and said: I yield to the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. YORK]. 

Mr. YORK. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Committee on Pen- 
sions I was one of those who signed the minority report on this bill, 
but I had not intended to take part in this discussion, and I would not 
do so if I had not been attacked in the course of the debate. My friend 
from New York [Mr. ROBINSON] has seen fit to step aside to assail me. 
He has said that gentlemen who signed the minority report were here 
in former Congresses when bills were passed pensioning widows of 
Presidents, &e. As his remarks would appear to include me among 
that number I want to say to the gentleman that this is my first session 
in Congress, and I had nothing in the world to do with the passage of 
the bills referred to. 

The gentleman from New York has said further that while the other 
gentlemen of the minority occupy a certain political standpoint, yet as 
to myself he does not know where to find me. I want to say to him 
that he will always find me on the side opposed to civil pensions. So 
far as my political record is concerned I p: to beon the side of the 
laboring people of this country, and I am opposed to taking their money 
and voting it in this way. 

Weall acknowledge the great services of the patriot Thomas Jefferson. 
In the ‘‘hour that tried men’s souls” he was faithful to his country. I 
would be willing to do almost anything in honor of the memory of 
Thomas Jefferson; but I can not so far step aside from the duty which 
I owe to my country and my people as to vote for acivil pension, even 
though the recipient be a grandchild of Jefferson. 

Let the Forty-eighth Congress pass this bill, and it will be the enter- 
ing wedge for hundreds and thousands of propositions of the same char- 
acter which will follow in its track. I know that this case appeals to 
the sympathy of every man on this floor; I know we all feel impelled 
to do what may be in our power for this poor helpless woman. But 
still the obligation which we owe to our constituents forbids us to ini- 
tiate a policy of granting civil pensions. 

In this country, Mr. Chairman, we have but few precedents for this 
step. There have been bills granting relief to the widows of some of 
our deceased Presidents, But in Europe the civil list is weighing down 
the people, crushing them to the earth; and I feel that if the American 
Congress should pass this bill to-day its tendency will be inevitably in 
the direction of the creation of an oppressive civil-pension list in this 
country. 

Gentlemen talk about the services of Thomas Jefferson. But, sir, 
we have the same right to talk about the services of those gallant sol- 
diers, those patriots who stood by the flag of the country in the Revolu- 
tion, who gave us the liberties which we to-day enjoy. If those serv- 
ices had proper recognition, would not the children of those men be 
receiving pensions to-day ? They have gone to their graves in sorrow, 
pinched by hunger and in want. They were granted no pension during 
their lives. Here to-day, notwithstanding such has been the case in 
the past, it is attempted to establish a precedent by which we would 
give in the future a civil pension to the grandsons and granddaughters 
of everybody who had served the public. I say that I am opposed to 
the establishment of any such system in this country. 

I have risen only to state the grounds of my opposition. If I had 
not been attacked by the gentleman from New York [Mr. ROBINSON ] 
I would not have opened my mouth. As other gentlemen desire to be 
heard I will yield the time I have remaining to the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, this bill appeals to our sympathies. 
All of our sensibilities are aroused in behalf of this claim; but, sir, sen- 
timent is a poor guide in legislation. The great nation from whom we 
descend, from whom we have derived our precedents, our literature, 
our language, ay, from whom we have inherited our liberties, is gov- 
erned by judgment, by enlightened self-interest, and not by sentiment. 
The misfortune of the gentleman who introduced this bill is that he 
and his nation (Ireland) are too much governed by sentiment. 

Sir, there is no authority in the Constitution to grant this pension. 
Jefferson himself, in the Declaration of Independence, says all men are 
bornequal. Would it be equality to pension his granddaughter and not 
pension other men’s granddaughters? 

The Constitution also says private property shall not be taken for pub- 
lic use without just compensation. Now, the taxes we collect from the 
people are private property appropriated for public use, and what com- 
pensation would the people get for the taxes they would yield to be 
turned over to this good lady, if the bill shall pass, except the indul- 
gence of a sentiment? 

The Constitution also says that Co: shall have power to lay and 
collect taxes to pay the debts of the United States and to provide for the 


common defense and the general welfare. It provides for the common 
defense by granting military and naval pensions, but how it can pro- 
vide for the common defense by pensioning Jefferson’s or any other man’s 
granddaughter I fail to see. 

Mr. Chairman, we ought to grant liberal naval and military pen- 
sions. Ishallso long as I hold a seat on this floor be ever ready to vote 
pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the United States, even those in 
the late civil war who conquered the South. But, sir, while in favor 
of just and liberal military and naval pensions ,I can not and never will 
vote for civil pensions to anybody. : 

Soldiers and sailors risk their lives. They risk their health. They 
may be disabled by disease or wounds. They may become disabled 
from supporting themselves, much less their wives and children. If 
they lose their lives in the service of their country, that country should 
do something to supply the place of the parent toward the sustenance 
and establishment in life of their children as well as toward-support- 
ing the widows. 

When men enter the military and naval service of their country they 
enter it voluntarily it is true, but they are slaves of the Government, 
bound to obey its orders as long as the contract they made shall continue. 
They have no choice but to obey and risk their health and their lives, 
and they should be pensioned when disabled, and when killed their 
widows and children should be pensioned. But where is the man in the 
civil service of the country who did not enter and remain in it volun- 
tarily, and who, therefore, has no right to claim a pension, no matter 
what he does for his country? 

Why, sir, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JoHN S. WISE] said 
Jefferson had no reward. Was it no reward to be made President of 
the United States? What isit moves the men who are here and the boys 
who will take our places in a few years? Honor. It is the pursuit of 
honor that makes statesmen. It is gratified ambition that rewards a 
life of daily and nightly toil, and careful regard for one’s private char- 
acter and public conduct that makes statesmen in this or any other 
free country. And when the highest honor the people of the United 
States could bestow was given to Jefferson, was that nothing? 

And, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman also said that Jefferson had re- 
ceived no pension, that his family had received none. ` Sir, he only con- 
fesses his ignorance of the legislation of his country when he said it. I 
assert that Jefferson and his family have received over $40,000 in pen* 
sions from the United States. Why, sir, in 1814-15 a debate came up 
in both Houses of Congress about the purchase of his library. This 
was after the Capitol and Congressional Library had been burned by 
the British. Congress appropriated $23,950 for his library as an act of. 
charity, for it was notorious he had no skill in finance and that he was 
very poor. There was great opposition to it inthe debate. It was car- 
ried only by a vote of 81 to71 after a prolonged discussion. It was as- 
serted and admitted that his library was worth very little for public pur- 
poses, becanse it was mostly of works in the French and other foreign 
languages and in the abstruse sciences, for he was a very scientific man. 
Therefore it was held that they were comparatively worthless as a library 
for Congress; and another objection was that his library was full of 
works of imagination and atheistical and infidel books. But, sir, owing 
to the veneration that they had, and the admiration and the gratitude 
they felt, for him they voted that sum of money to support him in his 
declining years, as he did not die until 1826. It was also conceded in 
the nature of a pension, although given ina lump sum to Mrs. Ran- 
dolph, who was the daughter of Jefferson and the mother of this lady. 

Again, in 1848 Congress appropriated $20,000 to purchase the manu- 
scripts of Mr. Jefferson. That was carried, after a protracted discus- 
sion, by a vote of 58 to 60, being a majority of only two in favor of it. 
Why? Because the representatives of the people said that every pub- 
lic paper of Jefferson that was of any value had been already published. 
Still a majority, out of the gratitude and admiration which prevailed 
for him, as I have said in regard to his library, concluded that they 
would vote the $20,000 more for this very lady who is asking this pen- 
sion here, and her brother, Thomas Jefferson Randolph, who was named 
for his grandfather. Six thousand dollars more was appropriated to pub- 
lish the manuscripts, and the heirs have had the benefit of it. So that 
Jefferson, you may say, was pensioned, his daughter was pensioned, and 
his granddaughter, and her brother, his namesake, were pensioned to 
the amount of $50,000 when money was worth twice as much as it is 
now. Hence so far they have all been pensioned. Now, in the name 
of justice and democratic equality, is there to be no end to the applica- 
tions here asking us to unlock the Treasury doors to pension Jefferson’s 
descendants? 

Sir, I wish my time was not limited. There are a great many gen- 
eral principles involved in this question and a good many facts which 
I could present, but I have not the time. I will simply say that I can 
very well account for the position taken by a good many gentleman on 
my right (Republicans) who are supporting this measure. It is be- 
cause, like the sentimental gentleman who introduced this bill and the 
too-tender hearted but brave Kentuckian [ Mr. WOLFORD] whoadyocates 
it, they believe the powers of Congress are limited only by the discre- 
tion of Con; There would never have been any use to have had a 


written constitution if our forefathers had been willing to concede that 
doctrine; and every patriot of common sense I think must admit that 
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no man who knows human nature in all of its aspects would be will- 
ing to intrust his rights to the discretion even of an angel from heaven, 
much less to poor, fallen, sinful man. But the discretion of Congress 
in the pursuit of the general welfare is too often the guide, I fear, of 
my friends on my right; and I do hope that none on this side will ap- 
prove such a principle. I believe that a great many, even over on the 
other side, will not follow a bad precedent in support of a measure merely 
because it excites our profoundest sympathies. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman be good enough to 
tell me to what party the committee belongs that reported this bill? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I believe to three parties. [Laughter.] One of 
Independent proclivities, like the gentleman on my right from North 
Carolina [Mr. YORK]. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. But to what side—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Please do not take up my time. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. But my colleague [Mr. MATSON] as- 

serted a While ago that the majority was responsible for the legislation 
of Congress. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I think the majority of the last House set a very 
bad example by pensioning the widows of the Presidents, although that 
was not as bad as pensioning the superannuated Federal judges in 
1869, because there was some justification in pensioning the widows of 
Lincoln and Garfield in particular, as these latter were each Commander- 
in-Chief of the Army and Navy when they were assassinated, and as- 
sassinated because they were Commander-in-Chief. Hence those pen- 
sions were in one sense military. 

If we ever open the door as proposed by this bill to grant a pension 
to a President’s granddaughter, then there will at no distant day be in- 
numerable applications from all quarters to grant pensions to other Presi- 
dents’ granddaughters and great-granddaughters, just like the members 
of Washington’s family made application to be interred in the burial 
vault erected for the Father of his Country. The guide-books tell us 
that nearly every member of the Washington family, even to the re- 
motest degree, thought he or she was worthy of being buried alongside of 
the illustrious man who was “‘ First in war, first in and first in the 
hearts of his countrymen;’’ and they were buried there until the nui- 
sance became so great that the key to the vault had to be thrown into 
the Potomac to stop the sacrilege forever. 

Thirty Washingtons in name and kindred blood were laid away in 
that vault for the reason that example is contagious, and a demand for 
equality is planted deeply in the human breast. What is only an actin 
this generation becomes a practice in the next, a custom in thenext, and 


then it gets to be law. 
Tennyson has truly said 
Freedom broadens slowly down 
From precedent to pi lent. 


He might have said as much of tyranny, luxury, or corruption, since 
every virtue or vice broadens and lengthens, deepens and strengthens 
with repetition. 

I repeat, grant this civil pension, and you will but follow the prece- 
dents of the pensions you granted to the Federal judges in 1869 and 
the other pensions you granted to the Presidential widows in the last 
House. You confine this bill to the granddaughter of Jefferson, it is 
true, now; but it will go on, and on, and on, generation after generation, 
in respect to Jefferson’s posterity, and soon other great civilians’ fam- 
ilies will be successively pensioned, until our Treasury shall groan under 
the burden of its civil-pension list as is the case with every effete gov- 
ernment in Europe. The United States has a larger military and naval 
pension-roll than all the governments in the world put together; but, 
thank God, as yet the pettiest kingdom abroad has a larger civil-pen- 
sion list than we have. Do not, I implore you, add civil pensions to 
our present and still rapidly growing enormous Army and Navy pen- 
sions. 

Mr. Chairman, as we all claim to be democrats, all republicans, all 
patriots—I say as the door leading to the Treasury by which civil 

msioners can enter has been opened only to admit Federal judges and 

residential widows, I hope we will agree on both sides of the House 
to lock the civil-pension door of the Treasury for the future and throw 
the key into the Potomac. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. WARNER. ] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, somebody has said that it 
is in the name of the Lord that all evil begins. The old Latin maxim, 
freely translated, is that all bad precedents have their rise in be- 
ginnings. That has always been the case. That this bill would estab- 
lish a precedent new in its character in the history of this country 
nobody I think will deny; and it is proposed to establish this precedent 
by the force of the great name of Thomas Jefferson. 

Itrust I am not lacking in appreciation of the great services of Thomas 
Jefferson, the man who beat down the doctrines of entail and primogeni- 
ture, who established religious freedom, and penned that great paper 
which I hold to be the most important state paper in the possession of 
man—the Declaration of Independence. The services of such a man 
Democrats, at any rate, I trust appreciate. But that is one thing, and 
the proposition to make use of a great name to establish a bad prece- 
dent is quite another thing. 


Upon what ground is this claim fora pension based? hy upon the 
ground of need or want, coupled with the great services of a grandfather. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, that is precisely the ground -upon which the entire 
civiland hereditary pension-lists of England now rest; thatis, want and 
services to the state, or, if a hereditary pension, then the services of an 


ancestry of greater or less distinction. It was on that ground that the 
doctrine was based that a king had a right to alienate the revenues of 
the crown and to select persons whose ancestors had been distinguished, 
or who themselves, perhaps, had rendered distinguished services, and 
place them upon a civil-pension list. 

Undoubtedly there were excellent precedents for the beginning of 
the present permanent pension-lists in European countries, which now 
amount to millions of dollars. There were precedents for pensioning 
the descendants of the Duke of Marlborough, or the Duke of Cornwall, 
or the Duke of Grafton. Precedents were doubtless followed in estab- 
lishing the long pension-roll I find here in the book that I hold in my 
hand. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe that every gentleman upon this floor, 
certainly every Democrat here, will agree that all the teachings of 
Thomas Jefferson are opposed to the principle of a civil-pension list on 
any plea whatever. I want to read, Mr. Chairman, a few words taken 
from Randall’s Life of Thomas Jefferson, and quote a few lines from his 
own writings on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Ithink I have not had the five minutes as- 
signed me, if the time be allowed which was occupied by the Chair in 
bringing the committee to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair allowed half a minute for that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time have I remaining ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Eleven minutes. By order of the House debate 
will be closed at a quarter before 5. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield to my friend from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] 
three minutes more of my time. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, It is well known that Thomas Jefferson’s 
estate became seriously involved on account of his obligations in con- 
nection with the failure of Governor Nicholas. Mr. Randall, his biog- 
rapher, says in the Life of Thomas Jefferson: 

Those who knew how determinedly he has refused to accept, under any cir- 
cumstances or in any form, a donation from the State had felt some interest to 
know how he would receive the proposal to have his debts paid by a popular 
subscription. Instead of wounding, it gratified his feelings. It struck him in 
the light ofa purely filial offering. ‘ i have spon three times as much money and 
given my whole life to my countrymen,” he declared, “and now they nobly 
come forward in the only way they can to repay me and save an old servant 
from being turned like a dog out of doors. No cent of this,” he exclaimed, “is 
wrung from the tax-payer; itisthe pure and unsolicited offering of love.” These 
feelings “closed with a cloudless sun a long and serene day of life.” - 

I suggest that it would be much more appropriate if the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. RogrNsoxn] would circulate the hat here and take 
up a contribution; that such a proceeding would be much more in ac- 
cordance with the precepts and principles of Thomas Jefferson than 
to levy a tax or to use the power of the Government to appropriate 
money to his descendants. 

If the door be opened by the passage of this bill where will we stop? 
With the granddaughter? Why not go on to the great-granddaughter? 
Thatis the principle of hereditary pensions. Why not include the de- 
scendants of Washington, Adams, and Franklin? Is there any real 
reason why on a like plea a like pension should not be given to any 
descendant of a distinguished ancestor? Show that there is need on 
the one hand and great services on the other, and with this precedent 
a claim to a pension is established. Then where will we stop? I say 
to you gentlemen this is the beginning of a civil-pension list, the end 
of which no one can predict. In my opinion they honor Thomas 
Jefferson most who carry out the principles which he established, and 
who say ‘‘no’’ to this proposition. To do that will be establishing a 
precedent of the greatest possible value, for if a pension be denied to 
a granddaughter of Jefferson it will be granted to no one in the civil 
service or for the distinguished services of any ancestor. No doubt 
this case appeals to our sympathies, but it is not safe to legislate from 
such motives. There is nothing so unsafe as emotional legislation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Wehave passed through the first century of our his- 
toryasa Government. Webhave fairly entered upon our second century. 
The great principle of the civil compact announced by Thomas Jeffer- 
son, fully recognizing the inalienable right of the individual man and 
the natural equality of men as the only just foundation of government, 
has through all this period guided the fortunes and controlled the ad- 
vancement and directed the forces of this Republic. And it is at least 
a cause for profound gratitude that it was not until the opening years 
of the second century of the Government that such a measure as this, in 
absolute defiance and reversal of the doctrines he taught, has come 
fore the American Con The presence of this measure in this House 
is a remarkable event, but it is still more remarkable that it is here in 
this House controlled by the representatives of the great party founded 
upon the great principles of the apostle and champion of human rights. 

What a commentary on human affairs! The greatname of Jefferson— 
great because he broke into fragments the old idea of government rest- 
ing on privileged and favored classes with rights transmitted through 
the blood of successive generations, and founded free institutions, a liv- 
ing government, on the natural equality and equal rights of men—is 
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appealed to in behalf of his own posterity for going back on the great 
thought that has made his name immortal ! e name of Jefferson in- 
voked in behalf of a civil-pension list in consideration of rights founded 
in and resulting from descent and transmission of blood! What sacri- 
lege! Every student of history has found right there the germ and 
origin of the aristocracies of the Old World. that is not the basis 
on which the privileged and aristocratic classes of the Old World rest, 
then history teaches no lesson to mankind. 

The name of Thomas Jefferson is invoked in a House of Representa- 
tives controlled by his avowed disciples, by men professing to be con- 
trolled by his grand yet simple maxims of government, in behalf of a 
civil-pension list not even resting on personal merit or public service, 
but on hereditary claim—a civil-pension list an outgrowth and support 
of monarchy, a privileged class living on the labor of others; a feature 
of the Old World’s institutions the most abhorred by our fathers, yet 
now being gravely disenssed by the American Congress, and the name 
of Jefferson invoked in its support. It is sacrilege to appeal to his name 
to support this measure. Among his first utterances when he came to 
be President of the United States was this: 

Still one thing more, fellow-citizens: A wise and 1 government, which 
will restrain men from injuring one another, which will leave them otherwise 
to te their own pursuits of ind and improvement, and which 


shall not take from the mouth of labor the it has earned—this is the 
sum of good government, and this is necessary to close the circle of our felicities, 


And yet it is the illustrious statesman who could utter sentiments 
like those whose name is invoked in a Democratic Congress to plant 
here the germ from which the aristocracies of the world have sprung. 
An early historian has said that when it was proposed in the conven- 
tion which framed the Federal Constitution to embrace in it an article 
to prohibitthe establishmentof a civil-pension list one of the great states- 
men of that convention rose to his feet and said: ‘‘ No; put nosuch pro- 
vision as that in your Constitution, for whenever the people of the gov- 
ernment we are forming are prepared to establish a civil-pension list and 
permit a favored class to live on the fruits of their labor, then the very 
foundations upon which a republic rests will have already perished.” 

Yet at the beginning of our second century it is proposed to begin 
this movement for a civil-pension list, by which in the progress of time, 
following the example we are now asked to establish, growing with the 
years, broadening and deepening and widening as time shall advance 
and opportunity shall occur, you will fasten upon the labor of this 
country a privileged class, the existence of which in the Old World filled 
the land with poverty and wretchedness and peopled our shores with 
multitudes seeking shelter from oppression. 

I protest against the begging of a civil-pension list in the name of 
Thomas Jefferson. ‘I protestagainst it on the authority of every immor- 
tal truth he uttered. I protest that the history of that great and illus- 
trious champion of human rights shall not be appealed to to justify a 

. most dangerous and subtle precedent, which, growing with years, sanc- 
tioned by time, borne up by great names, sanctified by noble deeds and 
memories which our people will delight to cherish, may and will inflict 
fearful wrong upon our free institutions. Already your civil-pension 
list, the outgrowth of the last fifteen years, ought to excite the attention 
and alarm of our people; but here for the first time, and in behalf of an 
estimable lady, and in the name of one of the mostillustrious champions 
of human rights and the foremost and grandest builder the world has 
produced, the right and claim are based solely on inheritance and de- 
scent. ere and on such an appeal all personal considerations should 
disappear and the effort to establish a dangerous and subtle precedent 
should be firmly resisted. . 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. ROBINSON] for four minutes. 

Mr. ROBINSON,»of New York. I have but a few minutes to say 
what I desire to say upon this occasion. The gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. CALKINS] desired to speak on this question, but I do not see him 
here, otherwise I would yield to him. © 

I am sorry that Iam limited to four minutes to answer such eloquence 
as we have had prea out here against this benevolent act. The pen- 
sion of Thomas Jefferson, which was referred to by my venerable friend 
from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], was simply the purchase of his 
books. Does that gentleman propose thatthose books shall be brought 
out and burned if Thomas Jefferson’s friends do not pay back what they 
cost? Does he intend to take away the property which Jefferson had 
in those books and of which his family received very little? If so, then 
let us know it. R 

I say that Mrs. Meikleham never received a penny of pension, and 
that anything which has been obtained by the Government from the 
descendants of Jefferson was of more value than the amount paid for 
it and is now of ten times the value. 

The fathers of this Republic have been quoted here. If I had time 
I could show that Mr. Monroe, while minister to France, was applied 
to about S pona for a descendant of Benjamin Franklin, and he was 
ın favor of it, and so stated in a book which a member of his family 
showed me the other day and which I have now in my possession. He 
would have been in favor of granting a on to the descendant of 


Penjamin Franklin if it had been shown that she was in need. 
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Gentlemen on the other side say that we must draw the line some- 
where. Do so, but for God’s sake do not draw your infernal line across 
the face of Thomas Jefferson. You gave to the widows of Lincoln and 
Garfield, and all those men who did so are here. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes; but it was because they were killed while in 
office, and because they were the Commanders-in-Chief of the Army and 
Navy, doing their duty toward the Government. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I have no time to be interrupted. 
I say thatall those gentlemen were here in Congress and voted for pen- 
sioning the widows of those Presidents. I say draw the line, but draw 
it this side of Jefferson, so that this poor old lady will be inside of it. 
As was suggested by my friend from Virginia, Jefferson was Commander- 
in-Chief of the Army and Navy, and served in that position longer than 
these other men did. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But he was not killed while in office. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. There were other things to which 
I have not time to refer. Some question has been made about my hav- 
ing sympathies. I rejoice that I have some sympathies, that I have 
some Irish sympathies. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have, too, for Iam part Irish myself. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. When Montgomery fell at Quebec, 
when Stark rescued your honor on the battlefield, when Morgan went 
down South and rescued you honor at the Cowpens, which was somuch 
in need of rescuing; whenever you wanted a friend and appealed to 
Irish sympathy, Irishmen poured out their blood and treasures in order 
that the American Republic might be able to-day to give a small pen- 
sion to the most illustrious lady living in the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time for general debate has expired. The 
bill will now be read for amendment and discussion under the five- 
minute rule. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Pensions were read, 
as follows: 

Strike out, before the word “dollars,” the words “five thousand” and insert 
in lieu thereof " twenty-five hundred.” 

Add to the bill the following: 

“ And that it be made payable quarterly in advance.” 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to ask whether it is in order 
now to offer a substitute for the bill? E 

The CHAIRMAN. When these amendments are disposed of a sub- 
stitute will be in order. 

The amendments were a to. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move to strike out the enacting 
clause of the bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry; 
whether it is in order at this time to offer a substitute ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not while the motion to strike out the enacting 
clause is pending. That takes precedence. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Hewitt, of Alabama, 
there were—ayes 129, noes 60. x 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered; there being only 11 voting therefor. 

So the motion of Mr. HEWTTT, of Alabama, was agreed to. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move that the committee rise to report to the 
House the bills on which we have acted. 

The motion was agreed to. 

‘The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar had directed him to report the bill (H. 
R. 1389) for the relief of Myron E. Dunlap with a recommendation that 
it be pased with amendments; and the bill (H. R. 999) granting apen- 
sion to the sole surviving grandchild of the author of the Declaration 
of Independence with a recommendation that the enacting clause be 
stricken out. 

SIDNEY HENDERSON. 


The SPEAKER. The first bill in order is the unfinished business 
coming over from last Friday, the bill (H. R. 3522) for the relief of 
Sidney Henderson, executrix. 

Mr. GEDDES. I desire to offer a resolution with reference to re- 
committing this bill. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the bill as amended 
to be en and read a third time. 

Mr. DIBRELL. The resolution of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GEDDES] is to be offered by agreement and its adoption will save some 
time. 

_ The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That House bill 3522, for the relief of Sidney Henderson, executrix 
of John Henderson, deceased, with the substitute therefor adopted by the House, 
be recommitted to the War Claims Committee, with instruction to report the 
same back to the House within ten days from this date, with the amount that 
they think should be paid on said claim; and that when said report is made this 
claim shall not lose its place upon the Private Calendar, but shall be placed 
where it now stands for action by the House. 

Mr. DIBRELL. Mr. Speaker, upon examination of the papers and 
evidence-in this case I find that every statement I made to the House 


1922 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 14, 


in regard to it is corroborated; but in order to prevent any delay it has 
been agreed that, this resolution be adopted. 
The resolution was adopted. 


MYRON E. DUNLAP. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1389) for the relief of Myron 
E. Dunlap. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
were to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BAYNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SEPTIMIA RANDOLPH MEIKLEHAM. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 999) granting a pension to the 
sole surviving grandchild of the author of the Declaration of Independ- 


ence. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been reported from the Committee 
of the Whole House with the recommendation that the enacting clause 
be struck out. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. On that question I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being only 10 voting in 
favor thereof. 

The question being taken upon agreeing to the recommendation of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar that the 
enacting clause of the bill be struck out, it was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. This recommendation of the Committee of the 
Whole House having been concurred in, the bill is rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT SAN FRANCISCO. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House now take a recess till half 
7 o’clock this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, before putting that question, if there 
be no objection, will lay before the House a message from the President 
of the United States, and also several requests of members for leave of 
absence. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from 
the Secretary of War, of the 12th instant, and accompanying papers, requesting 
an sppronrimion of $230,869.44 for the erection at the idio of Francisco of 
additional buildings at heaquarters, military division of the Pacific, rendered 
necessary in consequence of the proposed increase of the garrison by removal 
of troops from points in San Francisco Harbor. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 14, 1884. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, indefinitely, on account of the de- 
struction of his dwelling-house by fire; ‘ 

To Mr. POTTER, until Thursday next; 

To Mr. HOUSEMAN, for ten days from to-morrow; 

To Mr. Cox, of New York, until Wednesday next; 

To Mr. CONVERSE, until Monday next, on account of sickness; 

To Mr. KELLEY, until Tuesday next; and 

To Mr. BENNETT, for to-day, on account of sickness. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DUNN. Iask unanimous consent to have printed in the RECORD 
an amendment which I desire to offer to the Post-Office appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The hour designated by order of the House for the 
recess has arrived. The gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. MCMILLIN, 
will preside at the evening session. The House is now in recess until 
half past 7 o’cleck p. m. 


EVENING SESSION, 
At 7 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m. the House resumed its session, 
Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
Mr. MATSON moved that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 
The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, Mr. 
Harca, of Missouri, in the chair, 


The CHAIRMAN. Under the order of the House the committee re- 
sumes the consideration of pension cases on the Private Calendar. 


MRS. ELLEN M. FLAGG. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3238) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen M. Flagg. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
nsion laws, the name of Mrs. Ellen M. Flagg, widow of the late William H. 
Fins, late a member of the Fifty-seventh ent usetts Volunteers. 


The report was read, as follows: 


Ellen M. Flagg is the widow of William H. Flagg, Company G, Fifty-seventh 
Massachusetts Infantry. He enlisted February 27, 1864, and was honorabl y dis- 
beng at May 31, 1865, for wounds received in service. He was granted an in- 
vali nsion (certificate No. 49183). His wounds were received at the battle of 
the Wilderness, a ball shattering both bones of left forearm, rendering it always 
after useless; and he also had two ribs fractured and the lung perforated, the 
ball passing around to his side, near the spine, where it was afterward found and 
extracted. Inthe same battlea ball through his capand overthe cranium, 
producing a concussion, from the effect of which he ever rward suffered, 
causing him severe painsin the head and to become unconscious for hours. Re- 
covering from these at he would be prostrated and weak. He finally died 
in the infirmary at Cleveland, Ohio, January 1, 1880, whither he was taken, from 
his room at a hotel where he was stopping, in an unconscious condition, and re- 
maining so until his death. His widow filed an application for pension June 26, 
1880, which was rejected on the ground of lack of sufficient medical evidence 
that the soldier's death was the result of wounds contracted while in service. 

The evidence in the case is as follows, namely : 

rah Eliza Randall certifies that— 

= Flagg was in good health before enlistment, &c.; complained of great pain 
in head at times after service ; suffering extreme agony, oktimes becoming un- 
conscious; never had these attacks before the war.” 

James E. Robbinscertifies : 

“Lived in same house with Flagg two years; saw him every day; wasin r 
health ; he would often fall from his chair, and while at work, suffering from 
the pains in his head, would be unconscious for hours, and after such attacks 
be prostrate for days.” 

Dr. Horatio W. eee, testifies: 

“ No brain trouble before enlistment; always healthy,” &c. 

Martha P. Clapp corroborates the above. 

Alexander Flagg certifies : 

“Soldier was in good health at enlistment. After discharge had frequent at- 
tacksof acute brain disease and paroxysms of pain; never had brain trouble- 
before enlistment.” 

B. W. Holliday, M. D., and Thomas Rome, steward at the Cleveland city in- 
firmary, certify that— 

“Flagg was admitted to the institution December 30, 1879, in an insensible 
condition, and remained so until he died, two days later; that, as no post-mortem. 
examination was made, the real cause of death was unknown, as well as a his- 
tory of the illness, to any one here,” y 

There is no evidence showing treatment for this disease in civil life; but the 
indications are that, as the trouble was permanent and by him considered in- 
curablė, he endured it as best he could until death relieved him, 

We think the evidence of neighbors and acquaintances as to the extent and 
frequeney of his paroxysms of pain and insensibility, supported as it is by the 
manner of his death, as certified Bae Holliday and Steward Rome, show a 
condition which, a post-mortem n had, would have demonstrated that the 
cause of death was nearly connected with and had its origin in the injury to 
brain at the time the bullet passed through his cap, cutting into his hair, & 

The committee therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CHRISTOPHER P. DAVIDSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2252) 
for the relief of Christopher P. Davidson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That Christopher P. Davidson, who served as a su n's 
steward in the United States Navy, be allowed and paid out of the Batal pone 
sion fund the amount at ponon that would have been due him if he had been 
an enlisted perSon inst of an appointed one, as provided in section 4756 of the 
Revised Statutes, namely, one- the pay of his rating at the time of his dis- 
charge. 


The report was read, as follows: 


Christopher P. Davidson, of Boston, Mass., served in th® Marine Corps of the 
United States from October 3, 1836, until April 2, 1853, at which time he was hon- 
orably discharged. He was immediately appointed a surgeon’ssteward, United 
States Navy, serving in that capacity from April 2, 1853, until April 30, 1860. He 
was again appointed surgeon’ssteward December 15, 1862, and served until May 
20, 1864, his total years of service being twenty-four. In August, 1879, he made 
an application for servitude pension under section 4756 Rev: Statutes, which 
allows pension for twenty years’ service in the Navy of the United States and 
honorable discharge therefrom. His claim was rejected for the reason that he 
did not come within the meaning of “ enlisted man” as referred to in said sec- 
tion. So by technical construction he lost all benefits which should and would 
have accrued to him by reason of his faithful and meritorious service for eight 
years. 

The Navy Department, ergs ogee) the injustice by this discrimination be- 
tween hospital stewards and the other petty officers of same grade, have since 
issued cireulars (6 and 10) which in effect abolish this distinction and place all 
petty officers on the same footing. But Davidson, not being in the service atthe 
time said circulars were issued, is precluded from enjoying the benefits arising 
thereunder. Your committee are of opinion that he has a claim in equity, and 
that he should be entitled to the same benefits he would have been had the last 
“en years of his service been under an enlistment instead of an appointment. 
They therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill with the fol- 
lowing amendment: “ This act shall take effect upon its passage.” : 


The amendment was agreed to; and as amended the bill was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 
GEORGE OVERMIRE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1756). 
granting a pension to George Overmire. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George Overmire, formerly captain 
Company F, Thirtieth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, and pay him a pension as 
of the rank of ca) from the date of his from the military service of 
the United States, in lieu of the pension allowed him, under the general pension 
law, of the rank of sergeant of said company and regiment. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1756) granting a pension to George Overmire, having had the same under con- 
sideration, he: report and recommend that said bill be amended by striking 
out the words “from the date of his discharge from the military service of the 
United States” from the eighth and ninth lines, and also striking out the words 
“under the eral pension law, of the rank of se t of said company and 
regiment” roms the tenth and eleventh lines, and also by adding thereto at the 
end of said bill the words “ from the date of poet mage of this act;” and font 

its 


and 
The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid aside 
to be réported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


THEODORE C. HAWKINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3838) 
granting a pension to Theodore C. Hawkins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it eon é&c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Theodore C. Hawkins, late a pri- 
vate in Company C, Fourth Wisconsin Volunteers, and late an employé in the 
United States Quartermaster’s Department. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
SIMPSON HARRIS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 433) to 
increase the pension of Simpson Harris. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to ap eng tome Nene T Simpson Harris, a soldier of the war 
of 1812, and who now holds pension certificate numbered 3706, tothe sum of $50 
per mon 


The report was read, as follows: 


That Simpson Harris served in the war of 1812 as a private in Capt. James Gra- 
ham's Company, North Carolina Militia, from November 28, 1814, to February 
a 1815; that he was honorably discharged, and was placed upon ae pene 
rolls as a pensioner at the rate of $$ per month under act of February 14, 1871. 

Your committee further report that the petitioner is probably the oldest = 
sioner on the pension-rolls, being now over 104 years o. It alas m 
the affidavit of Dr. Samuel A. Hinton, the clai t's family physician, that for 
more than five years he has been sorely afflicted; that he has suffered from pa- 
ralysis since 1866; that he has steadily wh WoO! other diseases interven- 
ing, until, since 1880, he has been entirely helpless. e has not been able to 
perform manual labor since 1868, and is poor and needy, and a charge upon 
the charity of his family and friends. He uires the services of an atten t 
atall times. In view of these facts your committee are of opinion that said claim- 
ant should receive the same pension which he would be entitled to if rated by 
the Pension Department for his disability, and report the bill back with a recom- 
mendation that it pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


RUDOLPH JOHN MARTI. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4697) for 
the relief of Rudolph John Marti. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and to place on the pension-roll the name of Rudolph John 
Marti, late of Company A, Sixty-third ent Pennsylvania Volunteers, at 
#20 per month, in lieu of $8 a month now received as pensioner of the late war. 


The report was read, as follows: 


Rudolph J, Marti’s immediate trouble, by reason of which he was placed upon 
the pension-roll, was inguinal hernia. e testimony of four thoroughly 
competent physicians the character of the ia is such avery strong truss 
has to be employed to confine it, Marti is a laboring man, witli a dependent 
family, and toiling, confined by the truss, it has produced v veins in his 
legs by retarding circulation, until he is utterly inea; tated for work. He has 
exhibited his person to the committee, and his condition is truly pitiable. We 
recommend the passage of the bill at $24 per month instead of $20as in the bill. 


The amendment wasagreed to, and the bill as amended was laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN 8. WEAVER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
for the relief of John Swearer. 
The bill was read, as follows: s 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of John Swearer, 
late a private in Company C, First United States Artillery, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the general pension law. 


The report was read,.as follows: 


The Me EET rp ve a shell wound of the left leg, at Fort Sumter, South Caro- 
lina, p 13,1861, The only cause for rejecting claim was that the records 
of the War Department do not show him to have been in the military service of 
the United States when wounded. He wasa laborer, employed in the engineer 
department; was located at Fort Sumter, and it is shown by the records of the 
Surgeon-General United States Army that he was badly wounded by the explo- 
sion of a shell from the brabary ses battery, and was admitted to hospital April 19, 
1861. He has been examined by a proper board of examining surgeons, who 


(H. R. 4717) 


him one-half disabled by reason of shell wound of left leg. The Commissioner 
of Pensions recommends his claim. 

We recommend allowance of his claim and passage of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the reccm« 
mendation that it do pass. 


CAROLINE SHEWARD. 


The next business on the Private Calender was the bill (H. R. 4718) 
for the relief of Caroline Sheward. 
The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Caroline Sheward. 
widow of N. D. Sheward, late a teamster in the United States Army, who died 
in the prison of the enemy, subject to the provisions and limitations of the gen- 
eral pension laws. : 

The report was read, as follows: 


N. D. Sheward, aenppees by the records of the Quartermaster-General’s Office 
was a teamster in the United Statesservice; was captured February 12, 1864, and 
died October 24, 1864, while a prisoner of war. 
Under the law his widow, Caroline Sheward, can not obtain a pension without 
ial relief. Her claim is certified as meritorious pane tamir of Pen- 
m eg who recommends that her name be placed on the pension-rolls, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the general pennon. laws, 
The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation thatit do pass. 
WILLIAM W. DAY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4188) 
granting a pension to William W. Day. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be itenacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-ro}l, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of William W. Day. father of Cornelius 
V. Day, late a private in Company D,One hundred and fifty-sixth Regiment 
New York Volunteers, and that there be paid to him, at the rate of $8 per month 
commencing December 12, 1863, the amount allowed Abbie A. Day, mother of 
the said soldier, under pension certificate numbered 198859. 


The report was read, as follows: 


William W. Day, father of Cornelius V. Day, and husband of Abbie A. Day, 
deceased, asks to be paid the pension granted to his wife, but of which she re- 
ceived no part, owing to her death occurringa short time prior to the completion 
of the case by the Pension Office. The son, Cornelius V. Day, died of disease 
while in the service of the Government, in the late war, at Baton Rouge, La. 
The evidence in his case was deemed conclusive as to his ease A and the 
pension was nted tothe mother, The evidence shows that both father and 
mother were y dependent upon the son for support, and that he sent tkem 
money while in the Army. 

The father, the petitioner, is now about 75 years of age and is quite infirm, and 
entirely unable to gain a living and wholly dependent upou others. Had the 
mother lived to have received the pension granted her it would have inured to 
the benefit of the father also, although her death had occurred a day after its 
reception. 

As the father was equally dependent with the mother, it seems that he should 
not be cut off from the benefits awarded by the law to the mother, death inter- 
vening to prevent her enjoyment of it. Your committee think the father should 
receive the pension, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill H. R. 4188. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Does this not provide for an arrearage, and, if 50, 
should that not be struck ont in accordance with the action at the last 
Congress ? 

Mr. BAGLEY. This is an exception to ordinary arrears of pension. 
The pension certificate in this case was granted to the mother, but before 
it was received by her she died. The father is75 years old. Had she 
lived and received the certificate he would have had the benefit of it. 
When the son died these old people were supported by the daughter, 
who taught school. She is now blind and her father is blind. It is 
only just this pension should date back to the original issue. Had the 
mother lived to have received the pension granted her it would have 
inured to the benefit of the father also, although her death had occurred 
a day after its reception. This is not the case of an ordinary arrear of 

ion. 

aT MCMILLIN. Before she died wasthe pension certificate issued 
to her. 

Mr. BAGLEY. It was issued, as stated by the report, ashort time 
prior to the death of the pensioner. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The certificate then did issue? 

Mr. BAGLEY. I understand it did issue. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This is to allow what had been previously 
granted by the office. 

Mr. BAGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Chairman, I can answer the question of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, as I happen to know something of the circum- 
stances of this case. 

A little over two years ago, when I first entered upon my duties here, 
a very respectable neighbor of this aged couple called my attention to 
their destitute condition and requested me to expedite a claim which 
the mother was prosecuting in the Pension Office. 

I was satisfied then that it was avery meritorious case, and gave pat- 
ticular attention to it, and did all that I could to hasten its adjudica- 
tion; but, owing to the delays with which the members here are all fa- 
miliar, it was perhaps a year before I succeeded in getting it out of tlie 
Pension Office. The office decided in favor of granting the pension and 
the certificate was issued in favor of the mother. This certificate was 


forwarded to the claimant, who was a resident of Sullivan County, New 
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York, one of the counties I have the honor to represent. It reached 
there, however, too late. She had died a few days before, perhaps some 
ten days prior to the arrival of the pension certificate. 

This bill simply gives the father the right to draw the money which 
the mother would have drawn under the original certificate issued by 
the Pension Office if she had lived ; and here let me say that the father 
was entitled equally with the mother to the benefits of this pension. 
The very fact that the certificate issued to the mother was evidence 
that the father could not support her, and that both were dependent 
upon the son who had been killed. 

For a long period after the death of the son this aged couple was sup- 
ported in a scant and meager manner by the exertions of their daugh- 
ter, who taught school in a small country village. The father is now 
deprived of that source of support, because the daughter has gone abso- 
Intely blind. So we have the father and sister of a gallant soldier who 
gave up his life on the battlefield in the service of his country, the oneap- 

roaching his fourscore years, the other hopelessly blind, both of them 
in a state of abject poverty, helpless themselves and unable to help each 
other, with no living relative to assist them, asking us to give them the 
money which had been declared to belong to the mother, but which she 
could not make available because the hand required to indorse the 
papers was laid still in death when they arrived. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I see from the statement of the gentleman from 
New York that this does not embrace the arrearage feature which I 
thought it did, but which has not been granted by Congress in these 

ial acts. 


Mr. BAGLEY. 


Mr. MeMILLIN. I thought it proper that this explanation should 
be made. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the bill will be laid asideand 
reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


SAMUEL C. WRIGHT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2267) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel C. Wright, with an amend- 
ment. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel C. Wright, Tate a t 
of Company E, Twenty-ninth nt Massachusetts Volunteers, at the rate 
of $50 per month, instead of $24 per month, which he has heretofore been receiv- 
ing; said increase to date from the passage of this act. 


The report is as follows: 


Samuel C. Wright enlisted at Plymouth, Mass., May 6, 1861, into an unattached 
eompany, which afterward was attached to the Twenty-ninth Massachusetts In- 
fantry and lettered E. He was February 3, 1865, serving some three 
years and nine months. The history of this soldier discloses a list of wounds 
and casualties the effects of which, increasing with years, render him at the 
present time unfit for and unable to perform any manual labor. 

His record shows that he was wounded in the head at White Oak Swamp 
Jan 30, 1862, by a fragment of shell. He was next wounded at Antietam 
September 17, 1862, in the left leg, at knee, while volunteering with some sixty 
others to pull down the fence previous to the charge into the ** Corn field,” so 
called; and, though told by his officers to go to the hospital, refused so to do, 
and kept with his regiment, receiving treatment from the surgeon of the regi- 
ment, 

In June, 1863, he became worn down by hard marching and fell by the road- 
side unconscious, from which condition he did not recover until some two 
weeks after, when he found himself in Overton hospital, Tennessee, sick with 
typhoid fever, from the effects of which he has never fully recovered. 

To October, 1863, while returning to his regiment from Overton hospital, and 
while in line of duty, he was run over by a six-mule team and army wagon 
near Camps Nelson and Dick Robinson, which broke the bones and cords of the 
left foot, injuring him also internally, and from the effects of which he is lame 
to-day, besides being compelled to wear a truss for support of his bowels. He 
was next wounded at Cold Harbor in the left arm by a ritle-ball, and was treated 
at his regiment by the surgeon. 

r) “battle of the mine” he was wounded again by a rifle-ball, 
which destroyed his right eye, the ball passing through to the back of his head, 
was left for dead on the field, and so reported. (See Adjutant-General’s report, 
Massachusetts three years’ volunteers.) He was taken from the mine on a 
stretcher to his home, and was in bed under the doctor’s care for eighteen months 
of the next two years, spending in that time $2,000 for physicians, surgeons, and 
opticians in the endeavor to save his other eye. 

He is borne on the pension-roll at $24 per month (certificate No. 39469), which 
he felt was not commensurate with his increasing disability. He applied for an 
increase, which was rejected for the reason that he was receiving the full amount 
he was entitled to under the law. 

In February, 1882, he had a partial stroke of paralysis (certificate of doctor 
filed) on the left side, rendering his leg almost useless, and since which time he 
has been compelled to accept a minor position from that in which he had been 
employed, and at a loss of $540 per year to him, and that the duty he now per- 
forms is one requiring but one hour in writing per day, and which he only suc- 
ceeds in accomplishing by the effort on his part, sometimes being com- 
pelled, as testified to by those in the office with him, to lie down several times 
while doing the hour’s work required in making his return, such is his pain and 
suffering from his wound in head. 

The evidence in this case is, namely : 

Dr. Underwood reports: 

“Claimant unable to do any labor.” 

Dr. Jackson certifies : 

“ Ball entered right temple, passing through the brain to back of cranium 
whence it was extracted t ugh original wound. ofrighteye. Woun 
occasionally opens to discharge small pieces of bone. The least effort is at- 
tended with severe pain in head ; and a continuance of effort increases the sever- 
ity of pain until partial loss of use of limbs results, with confusion of intellect. 

least deviation from a strictly quiet life is followed by suffering.” 

The board of examining surgeons at on, Mass., certifies: 

“He has. practically loss of right eye, and deficient vision of left eye. It is 


It does not. 


impossible to rate separately the eye and wound of the head, as they were both 
caused by same ball,” 

It seems that he is estopped under the law from receiving more than £24 per 
month for the reason that, while practically disabled for performance of manual 
labor, he does do light work requiring but one hour per day, but accomplished 
with great pain and suffering, and which he is uired to do by force of circum- 
stances to o subsistence for his wife and family. 

ms egy is a copy of a letter of Brig. Gen. Joseph H. Barnes, former com- 
mander of Sergeant Wright's regiment. 

Your committee are sati that this is a most deserving case, and one which 
it is impossible to do justice to under existing laws. They therefore recommend 


the passage of the bill with an amendment to substitute “ $40" instead of "$50" 
per month, as printed in the bill. mo 


Certificate of Dr. J. H. Barnes. 


This is to certify that Samuel C. Wright served in the Twenty-ninth Massa- 
chusetts Volunteer Infantry during the war of the rebellion. 

His record in the Army was peculiarly eventful and honorable. He entered 
the service inthe month of May, 1861, and was discha in March, 1865, serving 
continuously in one regiment nearly four years. He participated in many of 
the most important campaigns of the war; was present at the four famous sieges 
of Richmond, Vicksburg, Knoxville, and Petersburg, and was engaged in 
twenty-one pitched battles. He was four times wounded in action, namely, at 
the battle of White Oak Swamp, in the head bya shell; at Antietam, in leg by 
a shell; at Cold Harbor, in arm by a rifle-shot; and at the battle of the mine, 
yey badly in the head by a rifle-shot. Here he was left on the field for dead, 
and wasso officially reported. His wounds, which are plainly visible, still cause 
him much suffering. 

He was twice promoted for gallantry in action, and he certainly wasin every 
oor one of the very best soldiers in the pie Pee faithful, and reliable 
under all circumstances, and always prompt and cheerful in the performance of 
any duty, however hazardous or arduous. 

During the ter portion of Mr, Wright's term of service, and in each of the 
battles in which he was wounded, I commanded the regiment in which he 
served, and have theréfore an intimate personal knowledge of his entire record 
in the Army, and I do not hesitate to say that whatever credit is to be awarded 
to the best soldiers of the Republic, or whatever consideration they are to re- 
ceive, belongs in the fullest sense to him. 

J. H. BARNES, 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
reported by the committee. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I want to say, sir, that I am op- 
posed to the amendment. It seems to me that if there could possibly 
be a case where a private soldier is entitled to a pension of $50 a month 
this is the case. I repeat it, sir, if it is possible for a case to be made 
up by evidence so strong as to entitle a private soldier to a pension of 
$50 a month this case is that one. For that reason I am opposed to the 
amendment. 

It seems that this man has been wounded again and again, six or 
seven times, until his constitution is entirely destroyed; that when he 
undertakes to perform the slightest duty, of an hour’s work per day, 
that duty is performed with pain so excruciating that he has to postpone 
his labors for long periods of time, so as to enable him to get in evena 
single hour’s work during the day. Now, it seems to me that a man 
who has performed such service for his country, who has been wounded 
in almost every part of his person, should be rewarded with a pension 
from his Government large enough so that he shall not be compelled 
to labor at all, since it has to be done in great pain, in order to support 
his family. What I would like to see in this case is the granting of a 
pension of $50 per month, so that the excruciating pain through which 
this man has to pass every day of his life in order to obtain a livelihood 
for himself and family may be avoided, and that he may be spared the 
necessity of attempting it. ; 

Mr. MATSON. The amendment proposed by the committee is to 
increase this pension from $24 to $40 per month, instead of $50 as origi- 
nally proposed by the bill. That is the judgment of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. If this soldier was so wounded as to require the 
regular aid and attendance of another person, or was so disabled in any 
way as to be in that condition, he would be entitled to a pension of $50 
per month and need not come to Congress for any relief. The commit- 
tee deem that an increase of the pension from $24 to $40 per month is 
all that is warranted by the facts in the case. 

There is no rate of pension between $24 and $50 per month—a strik- 
ing defect in our pension laws; so that unless he has reached that de- 
gree of helplessness as to require the aid of another person, he has to 
come to Co to get the relief that he asks. If he had been in such 
a condition as other soldiers who get $50, as I have said he need not 
have come to Congress for a special act, because the pension could have 
been granted under the operation of the general law directly througy 
the office. But it was decided by the office, as is manifest by this re- 
port, that he was not in such condition as to warrant the granting of 
the pension. Instead of being in a condition to require the attendance 
of another person he is able to work, it is true with some effort, perhaps 
with considerable pain, but he is able to work an hour every day; his 
suffering is no doubt very great, having been shot through the head, 
bat $40 a month is all that the committee deem it right to allow him 
in view of the pensions that are granted to other soldiers under similar 
circumstances. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the tleman 
from Indiana a question. I did not listen attentively to ail the evi- 


dence that was read, but I gathered it would be necessary, even with 
the $40 a month—the amount proposed—that this man, in order to get his 
living, should perform the service, which the evidence shows to be pain- 
ful in the extreme? Mr. Chairman, it seems to me a cruelty that a man 
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so wounded, who can not exercise his brain or any part of his body with- 
out producing agony, should be compelled tolabor. I therefore ask the 
question I have stated, whether he could support himself and his family 
on $40 dollars a month without labor. 

Mr. MATSON. I do not know if that question is touched upon in 
the report. The question in this case is purely one of disability and 
of the rate fixed for such disability. There are men on the pension- 
roll who are drawing much less than $40 per month who were wounded 
and by reason of their wounds can not perform labor without pain. So 
far as that is concerned scarcely any man who has been severely wounded 
can exert himself much in labor without suffering considerable pain. 

1 do not think this sum can be increased without doing an injustice 
to other classes of pensioners. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I desire to express my sympathy with what has 
been said by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown]. I dis- 
like very much to take any position here that is at allin antagonism to 
that of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. I take pleasure in making 
this observation, that I believe the Committee on Invalid Pensions are 
giving very earnest and conscientious work to the matter of examina- 
tion into these cases and reporting upon them. I have been especially 
pleased with the work that committee has done, and I have been greatly 
pleased by the ability, the fairness, and the honor which have actuated 
the chairman of that committee in conducting this business assigned to 
him and his committee by the House. 

But it seems to me, as has been said by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, that this is a case in which to reject the proposed amendment 
and allow the bill to pass fixing the rate at $50 per month will not be 
regarded by the Committee on Invalid Pensions as indicating any dis- 
position whatever to criticise their action. I believe they have acted 
in this case honorably, fairly, and conscientiously. But it does seem 
to me that this poor cripple ought to be entitled to more than $40 a 
month, and that he ought not to be compelled to labor in the condition 
in which it is stated he does labor, suffering thereby the most excru- 
tiating pain. It has been suggested that contrasting this with the rate 
of other soldiers it may seem to be somewhat unfair toward them. But 
let us decide this case as it is presented tq us upon the facts, and when 
other cases are presented of like strong claims let us meet them ina 
spirit of fairness, as I believe all the gentlemen in this committee and 
all the gentlemen who constitute the Committee on Invalid Pensions are 
disposed and are endeavoring to do with reference to all the cases they 
have considered. 

I am opposed to the amendment and am in favor of sustaining the 
original bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I sympathize also with the soldier 
in the condition in which this one is alleged to be. But at the same 
time we should not lose sight of what the chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions says as to preserving the equity in this case. Take 
the case of a soldier who is not only entirely disabled from performing 
any manual labor whatever but absolutely requires the assistance of 
some person constantly to assist him, and you only give him $50 per 
month. If you give a soldier who does not require the assistance of 
any person $50 a month, are you going to increase all the pensions of 
that class of cases where the personal attendance of somebody else is 
required? It seems to me that you must necessarily arrive at the con- 
clusion that if you give $50 a month in cases of disability where no 
personal attendance is required you ought to give more where it is. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I have said nothing in this case, 
Mr. Chairmsn, with the view of criticising the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. Far be it from me, sir, todo so. I see what commends itself 
to my mind in the action of that committee all the way through, and 
especially in the action of its chairman. 

I have nothing to say against the report in general. I want to say, 
however, upon this question of equity that I think in this pension busi- 
ness we have got a million of miles away from equity, and I want to act 
in all cases as they come up before me as the merit of each case de- 
mand. We can not undertake to score a line of equity thatisto make 
this case entirely coincide and be equal in all respects in the range of 
equity with preceding cases with what has been done in the Pension 
Office or in this Congress. Why, sir, only a few days ago this House 
voted to put men on the pension-roll of this Republic who had been 
borne on the muster-rollsonly for sixty days. Now that is so faraway 
from equity, when we take into consideration the suffering that comes 
upon men who have received wounds in the defense of their country 
and have lost their health—it is so far away from equity in that com- 
parison that they are not to be named together. We can not get gen- 
eral rules of equity in this matter. Here is a case that demands of us 
that we should give enough to this soldier tosupport him. And I say 
to argue anything else is to ask this Congressto do that which is cruel. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will my friend from Pennsylvania be pleased to 
inform me what evidence there is that this amount of $40 a month will 
not support this soldier? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I think it is almost impossible for 
a man in these times to support himself on less than $50 a month. 

Mr. McMILLIN. A great many do it. 


Mr. MORRILL. The average wages of laboring people in the United 
States is not $40 a month. 


Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown] 
is making his argument on the hypothesis that the amount here pro- 
posed by the committee will not support this man. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I want to know what evidence the gentleman has 
of that? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I make my argument on that hy- 
pothesis, for I do not believe that a man can support himself reasonably 
well, without having want staring him in the face half the time, on less 
than $50 a month. I know that a great many of us have worked for 
less than that amount in our time, but not in the present time. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Just on that point a word. I have always 
thought that the proper standard by which to measure the relief to be 
given in cases of total disability is the average earning power of a labor- 
ing man in the United States, and that in cases where the services of 
another are required then the measure of relief should be double that 
amount. | 

Now, what is the average earning power of a healthy laboring man in 
the United States? The census report of 1880 shows us that on the aver- 
age the laboring classes of this country, those who produce the wealth of 
the country, earn less than $300 a yeareach. That includes, of course, 
all the laborers in ourmills and factories, including the women and chil- 
dren. It shows, however, that the average earning power of a healthy 
man, one who toils all day, is less than $400 a year; that is the average. 

Now, it seems to me that ought to be the measure of relief for total 
disability. At anyrate it would seem that as much would be required, 
if not somewhat more, to support a man who labors all day as to sup- 
port a man who does not labor, for the one who labors would at least 
require somewhat more in the way of food and clothing. At any rate, 
if we take as our measure of relief for total disability the amount which 
a-laboring man on the average can earn, we come as near a correct 
standard as it is possible for us todo. The $40 a month proposed in 
this case by way of amendment to the bill comes very near that stand- 
ard; a little above rather than below it. 

Mr. COLLINS. I did not intend, Mr. Chairman, to take any part 
at all in this discussion. I introduced this bill for the benefit of one 
of my constituents, and it has been reported from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions by my colleague, Mr. LOVERING. This constituent 
of mine does not agree with me politically, but I recognize a brave 
aor TIE I see him and a deserving case whenever it presents 
itself. 

The original bilt provided for a pension of $50a month for this man. 
As reported from the committee it provides for $40 a month. I donot 
intend to set up my own judgment of what ought to be done against 
the judgment of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

I desire, however, to answer my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] by giving a reason why 340 a month will not support this 
man and his family. Helives within a half mile of me, and I find very 
great difficulty in supporting myself a cannon’s shot distance in finance 
on $40 a month. ; 

But it may be, as my friend from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] says, that the 
standard of relief in these cases is what a laboring man in the United 
States may be able to support himself upon. And it may also be, if 
we leave out entirely an element which I think ought to be considered, 
that a laboring man will require more than a non-workingman. This 
man is asick man, and his doctor’s and surgeon’s bills may amount 
some months to more than $40. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is no ground for increasing the pen- 
sion. 

Mr. COLLINS. That, it strikes me, is a sufficient ground. This 
man was shot all through and through; he is a mere physical wreck 
and almost blind. If this great nation to which he gave all can not 
afford to give him $50 a month, then he is thrown partly at least upon 
charity. : 

I do not stand here to antagonize the report of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. But I do say that I think the original bill provided 
little enough. I trust this House will not allow this man to go away, 
as it were with the brand of $40 a month on him, when his surgeon’s 
and physician’s bills may some months amount to more than that. As 
I have said, he is a neighbor of mine; I know he has a wife and family. 
I know too that $40 a month will not support him and his family; I 
am sure that $50 a month will not. But $50 a month is probably as 
far as we can go, and I beg the Committee of the Whole to. be a little 
generous in this case. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 
this man has a wife and family. 

Mr. COLLINS. Yes; a wife and three children. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Are you advised of that? 

Mr. COLLINS. Iam very well acquainted with the man, and I am 
advised that he has such a family. I do not know the precise ages of 
his children or whether they are able to earn anything or not. 

Mr. MATSON, After all that has been said upon the subject, as to 
whether $40 per month will support this man or not and what ought 
to be the real basis of our action, the fact is that men who are blind in 


As I understand the gentleman, 
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both eyes, men who are totally helpless so that they can not move in 
bed and require the constant aid and attendance of other persons, get 
but $50 per month. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Seventy-two dollars a month. 

Mr. MATSON. Fifty dollars a month. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, The rate of pension for a person who has 
lost both eyes or both hands or feet is $72 a month. 

Mr. MATSON. Butthat applies only to those who were on the roll 
at the time of the enactment of the law. Those whose pensions have 
been granted since get only $30. 

Gentlemen here attempt to erect a standard for fixing the rate of 
pensions by determining how much it is going to take to support aman 
and his family in a given case. Why, sir, no more uncertain standard 
than that could be adopted. The expense of supporting a person is 
dependent very largely upon the manner in which he lives, where and 
how he lives. The only admissible basis for fixing the rate of pensions 
for disability must be the disability itself. 

Now, after all that has been said, here is aman who is able to go out 
without an attendant. When the pensioner requires the constant aid 
and attendance of another person he gets only $50 a month. Ought 
the present applicant to receive as much? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Is not $50a month altogether too 
small a pension for a man who requires a servant to go about with 
him ? 

Mr. MATSON. I am not discussing that question. We are not here 
to amend the general pension law, and in these special cases we ought 
certainly to be governed by the rates fixed in our general laws; because 
in a great majority of cases persons receiving pensions are obliged to 
accept such rates as the general law fixes. When a person comes to 
Congress asking the favor of a special act ought he to receive more than 
one who goes to the Pension Office, proves his case, and gets his pen- 
sion through the regular channel ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the 
law which provided that those who had lost the sight of both eyes or 
lost both hands or feet, and required an attendant to assist them, should 
receive $72 a month—I wish to know whether that law has been re- 

led. 

Mr. MATSON. It has not been; but that law applies only to those 
who were on the rolls at the time of its 

Mr. DAVIS, of Ilinois. The later law, as I remember, provided that 
persons under such disability who were on the rolls at $50 a month 
should receive $72. But I think it will be found that to-day a person 
who obtains a pension for the loss of the sight of both eyes receives $72. 

Mr. MATSON. Iam quite sure the gentleman is mistaken on that 
proposition. When he comes to examine the law he will find thatthe 
pension of $72 applied only to those who were on the rolls at the time 
of the enactment of the law, not to those who have obtained pensions 
since. A person under this degree of disability, applying now fora 
pension, gets only $50. 

The question being taken on the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions to strike out ‘‘$50°’ and insert ‘‘ $40,” it 
was agreed to, there being—ayes 42, noes 19. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
a favorable recommendation. ; 

Subsequently, Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, said: I ask unanimous con- 
sent to occupy but a moment in reading the law to which I referred a 
moment ago, in order that I may put myself right before the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suppose the House will give the gentleman due 
credit for legal information. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection to allowing the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to make a brief statement. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I wish merely to read the law of June 17, 
1878. 
sailors Sho have lost either both thelr hands or both thair fast, ox the sighs of 
both eyes, in the service of the United States, shall receive, in lieu of al n- 
sions now paid them by the Government of the United. States, and there shall 
be paid to them, in the same manner as pensions are now paid to such persons, 
the sum of $72 per month. 

Mr. MATSON. That has been construed to apply only to those per- 
sons on the rolls at the time the act was passed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Who,gave the law that construction ? 

Mr. MATSON. The Secretary of the Interior. j 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. I will state, in support of the position 
taken by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Davis], that I know in- 
stances where soldiers have within the last two years been placed on 
the pension-rolls at $72 per month. 


PATRICK DRONEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 759) 
nting a pension to Patrick Droney, reported from the Committee on 
nvalid Pensions by Mr. LOVERING. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized und directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Patrick Droney, 


son of Matthew Droney, late a pavis marine in the United States Navy, and 
pay him a pension at the rate o 


$8 per month. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.759, 
granting a pension to Patrick Droney, having had the same under considera- 
tion, report as follows : * 

It appears from the evidence before this committee that the petitioner, Patrick 
Droney, is the son of Matthew Droney, late a private marine in the United States 
Navy, on the Miami, and who died on the 3d day of August from a gunshot 
wound received in action while in the line of duty. 

On the 7th of March, 1865, Margaret Droney, widow of said Matthew Droney, 
was allowed a pension at the rate of $8 per month, which sum she received up 
to May, 1879, at which time she died. 

Said petitioner is over the age of 16, but isa helpless cripple in both feet, utterly 
unable to perform labor of any kind, and can barely walk with the aid of 
crutches, He was supported during the lifetime of his mother by her Jabor and 
with the aid of the small pension she received from the Government. Herdeath 
left him wholly without the means of support, nor has he any relatives who are 
able in any degree to contribute to his maintenance. He is now an object of 
public charity in Marlborough, Mass, 

The general pension laws give pensions to the children of soldiers who died 

by reason of disabilities incurred in the military service of the United Statesand 
while.in the line of duty, provided said children are under the age of 16 years, 
proceeding upon the assumption that children under that age are incapable of 
maintaining themselves by their own, effort. 
_ While it is true in this case that the petitioner is over the prescribed age, it 
is nevertheless a fact that he is more helpless than a child under that age. If 
his father were living he (the petitioner) would be wholly dependent upon him 
for his maintenance. 

Taking all the facts into consideration, your committee are of opinion that, as 
the father lost his life in the service of his country, thus depriving this unfortu- 
nate cripple of the means of support, it is nothing more than justice that some 
provision should be made by Congress to keep him outof the almshouse, They 
therefore report the bill favorably, with an amendment, namely, that the act 
take effect on its passage. 


The amendment reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was read, as follows: 
Pcs to the bill these words: ‘‘ To take effect from and after the passage of this 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
a favorable recommendation. 


JOHN T. MARSHALL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.3663) 
granting a pension to John T. Marshall, reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions by Mr. LOVERING. i 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John T. , late a seaman in 
the United States Navy. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 
3663) granting a pension to John T, Marshall, respectfully submit the following 
report: 

he petitioner asks to be pears on the pension-roll on account of disease 
contracted in the service, while in the Navy of the United States, in the war of 
the rebellion. The committee find that Joha T. Marshall enlisted in the Navy 
April 30, 1861, at which time he was rugged and sound; in July of the same year 
he was taken sick from exposure and lay sick with fever in the hospitals until 
the latter part of September, when he was discharged, as aresult of his exposure 
and sickness, and from which he has never recovered. Chronicdiarrhea ensued 
which has attended him ever since,in attacks of from a few days to several 
months’ duration,and which have seriously impaired his health and under- 
mined his constitution, forcing him to abandon his calling—that of following the 
sea—and take up a trade (shoemaking) pted to his enfeebled condition, in 
the prosecution of which, from frequent attacks of his disease, he incurs much 
lost time. He applied for pension in September, 1880, but his claim was rejected 
on legal grounds, “No record of all disability in the service, and inability 
to show origin of same in service and line of duty.” Since his disc he has 
not employed physicians regularly, but has treated himself with simple reme- 
dies, which were checking in their nature. 

The fact that he has been affected with chronic diarrhea since his iara, 
taken into consideration with the fact that he was rugged and healthy when he 
entered the service, presumes that the said chronic disease since discharge was 
owing to his exposure and consequent fever incurred while in service and line 
x a Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the accompany- 

ng bill, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 
ISABELLA I, RAMSDELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4981) 
granting a pension to Isabella I. Ramsdell. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $8 per month. 
to date from September 24, 1877, the name of Isabella I. ell, on account of 
the death of her husband, David D, Ramsdell, a sailor and marine of the United 
Haa service for over thirty years, who died of disease superinduced by said 
service, 


The report was read, as follows: 


The committee find, from the petition and rs filed in the original pension 
claim, that the petitioner is the widow of David D. Ramsdell, who was a mem- 
ber of the United States Marine Corps for thirty-one years eleven months and 
eleven days, who, having been discharged the service, was admitted to a pension, 
and subsequently he was admitted to the naval asylum at Philadelphia as a 
beneficiary. His history will appear more fully from the following letter grant- 
ing him admission to the institution above named: 


BUREAU or YARDS AND Docks, NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., October 14, 1876. 
Sre: Referring to your application of the 12th instant, and the Fourth Auditor 
having verified your services as*seaman and marine thirty-one years eleven 
months and eleven days in the plat oa penon is herewith granted for your ad- 
mission to the naval asylum at Philadelphia, which please find inclosed. The 
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governor of the asylum has been notified accordingly, and upon presenting your- 
self with this permit and the delivery of e pension certificate will receive 
you as a beneficiary of the institution. Inclosed also is your pension certifi- 
ca 


te. 
Respectfully, 
$ J. C. HOWELL, Chief of Bureau. 
Davip D. RAMSDELL, United States Marine, 


It further jp po in evidence that this pensioner, David D. Ramsdell, died in 
the Naval Asylum hospital at Philadelp! on the 24th day of September, 1877, 
of disease contracted in the service. 

‘The petitioner has minor children and is destitute. 

In view of the fact that the ioner, David D. Ramsdell, died of disease 
caused by the service, and of his long service as a marine, your committee believe 
oe enana, Isabella J. Ramsdell, is a proper person to be placed on the pen- 
sion-rolls, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MERLIN C. HARRIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2136) 
granting an increase of pension to Merlin C. Harris. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Merlin C. rris, captain 
of POS gored O, Ninety-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, from the 
amount now paid him as sergeant to the aes a first lieutenant, as the 
disability for which he was pensioned was incu while serving as first lieu- 
tenant; said increase to be computed from date of discharge, 


The report was read, as follows: 
We find that claimant enlisted October i es in a Company K, Ninety-sixth 


enlisted as a veteran; he! a 1864, he was promoted 
battle of Fort Harrison, Vir; 
in his right leg. 

On the 27th of October, 1864, while in command of his company, he was again 
taken prisoner while en, in assaulting the outer line of works around Rich- 
mond. He wasconfined in Libby prison until November 5, when he wasremoved 
to Danville, Va., where he was held in an old tobacco warehouse without win- 
dows and without bed or bed-clothing, except a scanty blanket, which he shared 
withacomrade. The torture of the long cold nights of starvation and pain words 
are inadequate to describe. On the 5th of February, 1865, after suffering weeks 
of torture, he esca by crawling into an oven, where, after remaining nine hours 
in a cramped and exceedingly painful ition, he got out and started for the 
Union lines, which he finally reached r several nights’ travel. 

The testimony shows that he was a brave and gallant soldier; his colonel 
says, “the bravest man in my command.” June, 1865,he was made captain. He 
is now allowed a pension of $4 per month, being one-half rating as a private sol- 
dier. The disease with which he suffered was greatly aggravated, if notentirely 
caused, by his last confinement in the rebel prison without proper food and cloth- 
ing. In view of his long and faithful service, his brave an lant conduct, and 
his terrible suffering during his confinement asa prisoner of war, your com- 
mittee believe he isjustly entitled tothe pension allowed a lieutenant, and would 
therefore recommend the passage of the bill, amended by striking out all after 
the word “lieutenant,” in the seventh line, 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out these words: “As the disability for which he was pensioned was 
incurred while serving as first lieutenant; said increase to be computed from 
date of discharge." 


The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 

JOHN A. CROZIER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1965) 
granting a pension to John A. Crozier. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
‘thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John A. Crozier, of Madison, Ind., 
late second-lieutenant of Captain Fowler's company of artillery, attached to 
Ninth Regiment of the Indiana Legion, who lost an arm in the military service 
while on as such lieutenant during the late war, and grant hm a pension as 
such second lieutenant from and after the approval of this act. 


The report was read, as follows: . 


The militia force of the State of Indiana was Sg capac during the war of the 

rebellion to repel the invasion of that State, and this DEVISO force was sub- 

ject to the orders of the governor of the State to do military duty within the 

ee of that State and in aid of the Government in putting down said re- 
ion, 

Among other organizations, a company of artillery was organized at the cit: 
of Madison, in said State, which wasattached to what was known as the Nint 
Regiment of the Indiana Legion. > 

After the fall of Vicksburg the governor of said State issued an order requir- 
ing all the military companies then in said State to fire a salute in celebration 
of said event, 

John A, Crozier was second lieutenant of the artillery company o ized 
at the city of Madison as aforesaid, and in pursuance to the order of the gov- 
ernor as aforesaid, and the orders reereny made by his superior officers, was 
on the 8th day of July, 1863, en; n firing said salute. 

Because of some defect in the piece of artillery, and not because of any fault 
or negligence on his part, the gun was prematurely disc , and Crozier’s 
right arm was blown off and the sight of his right eye was destroyed. These 
facts are established by the testimony of the colonel of said Ninth iment of 
the Indiana Legion and that of the captain and first lieutenant of said artillery 
company. He was not mustered into the service of the United States, but was 
an officer in an auxiliary force tothe Army of the United States. He has never 
received any pension or other compensation for the injuries above stated, and 
in view of the foregoing facts this committee recommend the passage of said 
wal, yn ne Sowas amendment: Strike out all after the word “ Legion,” in 

ne 8 of sa. 2 


The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out these words: “ who lost an arm in the military service while se 
as such lieutenant during the late war, pep Head him a pension as such 
lieutenant from and after the approval of act." 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. I should like to inquire what there is in the 
testimony in this case to show wherein the militia force of Indiana in 
its relation to the General Government differed from the militia force of 
any other State. 

Mr. MATSON, I can only say in answer to the gentleman that In- 
diana at that time was on the border and near military operations. 
About that time it will be remembered there was a raid into Indiana 
and Ohio by John Morgan. This company was organized with a view 
of repelling that invasion. It was used as a force auxiliary to that of 
the United States. It wasdifferently situated, therefore, from the mili- 
tia of States not exposed and not in danger. 

The fact is stated that the company was regularly organized in the 
city of Madison, on the Ohio River, andon the border. It was engaged 
to operate at the time as circumstances required, and this accident oc- 
curred while firing a salute over the victory of Vicksburg. The order 
made by Governor Morton was exhibited to the committee as well as 
the order issued by the captain, showing that this man was acting only 
in obedience to the orders of his superior officers. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Hasnot the United States recognized this service 
by reimbursing the State of Indiana? 

Mr. MATSON. Of course Indiana has made some war claims, but 
whether this is included among them Iam not prepared to say. There 
is no question about the fact stated in the report that this force was 
operating in connection with the Federal force. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
if it is not the fact that this man was not in the service, the military 
service, of the United States at all? 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. The report shows that to be the fact. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And that this service in which he was engaged 
when he received this injury was not in the line of the military opera- 
tions of the Government at all? 

Now, I remember during the last Congress a case even worse than 
this was presented and championed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND], where a salute was ordered to be fired by such an organi- 
zation as this, if I remember correctly, and where the applicant had 
both arms shot off, and yet in that case Congress refused to grant the 
pension. I know of no instance where we have gone to the extent de- 
manded here. If there are any such cases I should like to be informed 
of them. But I donot believe it to be proper to grant pensions on such 

unds. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. Mr. Chairman, for my part I can seeno reason 
why this applicant is entitled to receive a pension for an accident any 
more than many others who were injured under similar circumstances. 

There was not a State north of the disputed territory that did not have 
these militia organizations during the war. Very many of these or- 

izations from time to time aided in repelling invasions of their own 
tates or by going into the neighboring States for thatspecific purpose. 
If the accident in the present instance had occurred while the soldier 
was , being a member of a militia force in any one of the States, 
in repelling an invasion, I think he would be in a position to come be- 
fore the Congress and ask the favor which he nowseeks. But, sir, that 
was not the fact. He was simply engaged, and itis not pretended other- 
wise, in firing a salute, rejoicing over the victory that had been ob- 
tained at Vicksburg. 

Many occurrences of like character could be cited from the State of 
New York. We had our militia force there, and they did not remain 
at home during the entire war. They went nighuntothefront. They 
went where danger threatened. They went into the State of Penn- 
sylvania to assist in repelling the invasion of the confederates into that 
State. But it never occurred to a member of the militia of the State 
of New York who received an accident in firing a salute, rejoicing over 
a victory that had been obtained by the Federal arms, to come and 
seek at the hands of the Government a pension, as we find in this case. 
I think myself, sir, that it is opening a very wide door when we extend 
pensions to such cases. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, this is again drifting outside of the 
latitude where our duties as Representatives lie. Here isa man who 
happened not to be mustered into the service of the United States, but 
he is in an actual military organization acting in concert with the sol- 
diers of the United States, and while thus situated he is, in the dis- 
charge of a duty imperatively imposed upon him by the orders of his 
superior officer, injured in the manner that renders him a cripple for 
life and entitles him to a pension. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Was he shooting for fun? Was that his duty 
when he met with the accident? 

Mr. HOUK. He was obeying his orders when he was wounded; 
orders that he was bound to obey and for the disobedience of which 
orders he could have been punished. His superior officer had directed 
him to perform this duty. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. His superior officer was not in any sense 
connected with the Army of the United States. 

Mr. HOUK. The man was discharging a military duty, for the dis- 


1928 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 14, 


obedience of which, asI have said, he could have been court-martialed, 
and I adhere to the position that I have laid down all the time upon 
this subject, that Congress in trying pension cases is not bound by strict 
legal principles. We are not bound by legal rules in dealing with such 
cases. The reason that the Department does not allow pensions in 
such cases is that they are governed by rules and must adhere to the 
legal technicalities. These intervene, so that pensions are refused and 
the applicants must come to Congress, where the powerof this tribunal 
is able to do equal and exact justice, without regard to technicalities. 
In this case I propose to vote, as I would in any other case where a 
soldier has been injured in the discharge of his duty, for granting the 


pension. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Indiana a question. Was the company or regiment to which this sol- 
dier belonged at the time that this accident occurred afterward mus- 
tered into the service of the United States? 

Mr. MATSON. I do not think it was; but I am not sure. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It was in the State’s service at the time? 

Mr. MATSON. Yes, sir. a 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Was this company called out by the gov- 
ernor of Indiana to defend the State against an invasion ? 

Mr. MATSON. They were called out to repel an invasion of the 
confederate forces under Morgan. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Thatis whatImean. Was, then, the com- 
pany at the time the accident occurred in the service to that extent, be- 
ing under the call of the governor to protect the State against a raid? 

Mr. MATSON. The gentleman will remember that this occurred 
just at the time of the Morgan raid. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I understand that. I was simply saying 
that while I believe we have not extended the provisions of our pension 
laws heretofore to the case of accidents that have occurred in the firing 
of salutes—and I think that is going a little too far—nevertheless we 
have in this as in all former wars extended the provisions of the pension 
laws to all soldiers, whether in the regular service or the volunteer serv- 
ice of the General Government of the United States or whether they 
were in the militia service, if, belonging to the militia, they were called 
into service in the war inany way so that they were employed at the 
time in any way in connection with the troops of the United States. 
Now, I did not understand if this was a case going quite so far as 
that or if it was a case simply where the soldier was disabled by an ac- 
cident while firing a salute. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, at the time the Indiana and Ohio 
militia were called into the service of the United States—and to my 
personal knowledge they were so called—General Burnside, at the re- 

uest of the President of the United States, Mr. Lincoln, who was the 
mmander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States, when 
General Morgan started to invade Indiana and Ohio—and I know about 
that, for I followed him and helped to capture him in the State of Ohio— 
General Burnside, I say, called upon the authorities of Indiana and Ohio 
to place their militia in the service of the United States. It was a war 
of the United States against the Confederate States in which every State 
in this nation was involved. And the militia of those States did come 
into the service of the United States all along that line as we followed 
General Morgan every day along the line. 

I can say to the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] 
the militia of Indiana, as long as General Morgan was in the State of 
Indiana, met him and fought him and delayed him while we were hang- 
ing upon his rear and fighting him all the time until he was capt b 
They followed him out of the State of Indiana into Ohio. And they 
were then soldiers of the United States. They were in the service of the 
United States. They were performing service for the United States. 
They followed Mo: out of the State of Indiana into Ohio and all 
along the line in Ohio, And the Ohio militia also came to the front and 
joined with us in the fight, and fought sometimes before we got there 
so as to delay and hinder him in his march, until he was captured. 
auy did great service to the United States. 

r. WARNER, of Ohio. And when in that service this man was 
disabled ? 

Mr. WOLFORD. Yes; while called into that service. That is the 
very proposition I want to make. They were called into the service of 
the United States according to the Constitution of the United States by 
the President of the United States. The militia can be called into 
the service of the United States and then they are under the command 
of United States officers. That is in accordance with the Constitution. 
That is exactly what was done. While they were thus engaged in 
fighting for their country, fighting in the common cause in which we 
were all engaged and in which everything was at stake, they met to- 
gether and fired a salute. Now the question, Mr. Chairman, is, would 
a soldier mustered into the service of the United States—and the posi- 
tion would be exactly the same there as in this case—would a soldier 
mustered into the service of the United States, while a soldier of the 
United States, if he was ordered to fire a salute, be in the line of his 
duty? It is not necessary to argue such a question as that. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. What was the date of the fall of Vicksburg? 

Mr. KLEINER. The 3d of July, 1863. 


Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. 
into Ohio? 

Mr. WOLFORD. He left for Ohio on the 3d of July, 1863, and we 
followed him right there, and we found those men belonging to the 
militia who were called out under the President’s orders to fight and 
who did fight. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I quite agree if these troops were employed 
in attacking the common enemy, although not uader the orders of 
United States officers, there would be reason for sustaining the report 
of the committee; for it has been the practice to extend the privilege of 
the pension laws to men employed in the service of the United States 
in that way. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The reason I made the statement I did was that 
it seemed from the report that these men were not in the actual service 
of the United States. If they were, the case would be different of course. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
reported by the committee. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House. 


LEROY C. RANKIN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4431) 
granting a pension to Leroy C. Rankin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Leroy O. Rankin, who was wounded 
while engaged in battle fighting for the Union in the ranks of the Eighteenth 
Kentucky Volunteers, but not regularly mustered in the service. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred thè bill (H. R. 
4431) granting a pension to Leroy C, Rankin, have had the same under consid- 
eration, and beg leave to make the following report: 

That Leroy O. Rankin wes a private soldier in the Harrison County Home 
Guards, in the State of Kentucky; that his company was temporarily attached 
to the Eighteenth Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, commanded by Lieutenant- 
Colonel Landram; that while in the service and in the line of duty, under the 
immediate command of the said Landram, and that while engaged in repelling 
an attack made by the rebel forces commanded by General John H. Morgan, on 
the city of Cynthiana, in the State of Kentucky, on the 17th day of July, 1362, 
received a gunshot wound in the left shoulder. These facts have been proven 
by the officers and the surgeon of the Eighteenth Kentucky Regiment to the 
entire satisfaction of the Pension Office, and the claim rejected wholly and upon 
the only ground that he had not at the time of receiving said wound been mus- 
tered into the service of the United States. The committee therefore recom- 
mend the pasage of the accompanying bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the Honse with a favorable 
recommendation. 


And when was this raid made by Morgan 


BRIDGET SHERLOCK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 439) 
granting a pension to Bridget Sherlock. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Bridget Sherlock, mother of Stephen 
lerto; late of Company F, Fifteenth Indiana Volunteers, upon the pension- 
roll, 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
439) granting a pension to Bridget Sherlock, have had the same under consider- 
ation, and beg leave to report as follows: 

Stephen Sherlock enlisted as a private soldier in Company F, Fifteenth In- 
diana Volunteers, on the lth day of June, 1861, and served as such until the 23d 
day of November, 1862, when he was honorably hones sap by the order of Gen- 
eral Rosecrans upon a certificate of disability given to him as the result of a se- 
vere injury received during the siege of Corinth, “resulting in scrotal hernia 
and numbness and difficulty in using the lower extremities. His case is one of 
very scrotal hernia, caused by a fall over a log, May 10, 1862, in front of 
Corinth, while carrying a heavy load of rails upon his shoulder for the purpose 
of building a road over which to pass theartillery and wagons during that mem- 
orable siege.” The above is the language of the certificate. He was the son of 
Patrick and Bridget Sherlock, who were at the time of his enlistment quite old 
and feeble, and depended largely upon said Stephen for a ny eg After his 
d he returned to the home of his nts, at Bedford, Ind., and within 
afew months took employment on the Louisville, New Albany and Chicago 
Railroad, as the conductor of a freight train. It is clearly shown by the testi- 
mony of the family physician that his disability continued until his death, and 
that it approached a condition of paralysis that would probably have rendered 
him totally helpless. $ 

While in the employ of the railroad company, as aforesaid, in leaving the train, 
and because of his disability contracted in the Army, he fell under the wheels 
of the train, and was so injured that his left foot was amputated. By reason of 
the weak and enfeebled condition of his blood erysipelas resulted, and he died 
of that disease. ‘ 

Because he did not die of the injury which he received in the Army his 
mother's claim for pension was rejected. His father is dead, and his mother is 
now nearly 80 years of age and has no property. The evidence of her depend- 
ence at the time of his death is clear and convincing. 

This committee think that, under all the circumstances, she should be pe 
sioned. If the son had not met his death he would have been pensioned long 

o upon the record made by the Government as to his injury in the service. 

e did not get any pension; his mother should; and the committee therefore 

recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the bill will be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. CRISP. I object to that until I hear some other explanation. 
I desire to ask the gentleman who reports this bill why this pension 
should be allowed? 
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„Mr. MATSON. The bill proposes to pension the mother of this sol- 


er. 

Mr. CRISP. Does not the report state that he did not die of any in- 
juries or wounds received in the service? 

Mr. MATSON. That is the fact. But the reportshows that thein- 
juries he received in the service contributed to his death. The fact is 
he received severe injuries while in the service, producing partial paraly- 
sis, caused by falling over a log while at work upon a road at the siege 
of Corinth. 

Mr. CRISP. Iam not inclined to be illiberal, but it does seem to 
me the committee is going a great length in this case. 

Here is a man who it appears fell over a log and injured himself.. I 
do not know what he was doing, whether he was there by order of his 
commanding officer or whether he was out on some nocturnal expedi- 
tion; it does not appear. But he fell over a log and hurt himself, and 
years afterwards he fell under the cars and was killed, and the com- 
mittee say that the original fall might have contributed to the injury of 
which he died. 

Mr. MATSON. The gentleman misconceives the case. 

Mr. CRISP. IfI do, [should be glad to be corrected. 

Mr. MATSON. The gentleman, of course, does not know anything 
about the facts. But here isa gentleman who sits by menow who does 
know. The certificate of disability upon which this man was dis- 
charged was given by order of General Rosecrans. 

Mr. CRISP. I suppose he gave thousands of such certificates. 

Mr. MATSON. And the certificate itself upon which he was dis- 
charged states that he received thisinjury while in the line of his duty; 
that he was carrying a heavy load of some kind, some piece of timber 
of which breastworks were being built, at the memorable siege of Cor- 
inth. The certificate given by General Rosecrans attests the fact that 
the injury was incurred in that way, and that this paralysis of one foot 
resulted from that fall. Very shortly afterward, while partially help- 
less from that injury, this accident on the carsoceurred. Now itis not 
an unreasonable or far-fetched conclusion at all, but a reasonable one, 
to infer from the circumstances attending this case that the injury re- 
ceived while in the line of his duty contributed very largely, to say 
the least of it, if not directly, to the death of the soldier. 

The other facts are very clearly proven, of the dependence of this 
mother on her son for support; she was entirely dependent upon him. 

Mr. CRISP. What evidence is there that the ultimate death of this 
soldier was at all attributable to the injury he received while in service? 

Mr. MATSON. That is supported by facts testified to by his neigh- 
bors and friends; that he was so disabled by that injury as to be almost 
helpless as regards one foot, and that at the time he fell under the cars 
it was from no other cause than that he was disabled in that foot. A 
person who saw him fall says that it was because of that injury that 
he fell under the train. I think the testimony is satisfactory on that 


point. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. It is proper for me to say that when I assumed 
the command of the troops to which this person belonged I found their 
sanitary condition notatall good. I established what we called a con- 
valescent hospital, to which all sick and disabled persons were trans- 
ferred. I directed the surgeons in charge to carefully watch the cases, 
and when they were satisfied that there was no chance of recovery in 
any particular case to inform me of the exact facts, so that such incura- 
bles might be properly discharged. This man appears evidently to have 
been one of those cases. The facts were carefully ascertained in the 
convalescent hospital and brought to my notice by the physicians. I 
state this to show the precautions which were taken by meso that there 
might be no mistakes made. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Indiana a question. i 

Mr. MATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Is it not true that this soldier was 
receiving a pension at the time of his death? 

Mr. MATSON. He was not. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I thought the report stated the fact 
that he was entitled to a pension. 

Mr. MATSON. There is no doubt that if he had lived he would 
have received a pension long ago, for the record evidence establishes 
the fact that he was entitled to a pension; but he was killed before the 
pension was granted to him. E 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. 

WILLIAM M’KEAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5257) 
repealing an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of William McKean; ” 
reported by Mr. BAGLEy from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows; 

Be itenacted, &c., That chapter 97 of the laws of the Fortieth Co: second 
session, approved June 25, 1868, entitled “An act for the relief of William Mc- 
Kean,” be, and is hereby, repealed. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred bill 5257, submit 
the following report: 
By an act of Congress approved June 25, 1848, entitled “An act for the relief of 


William McKean,” the Secretary of the Interior was authorized and directed to 
place the name of said McKean upon the pension-rolland pay him the pension 
allowed to persons having lost the sight of both eyes in the military service of 
the United States. 

The Pension Bureau refused to nt a pension on the ground that the disa- 
bility was not received in the service. McKean claimed that it occurred while 
he was engaged in recruiting for Company I, Ninety-second iment New 
York Volunteers, by a cinder getting in one of his eyes, and being much in- 
flamed, involved the other, so that total blindness ensued. Application was 
made for a special act, which was passed and approved, as above stated. On 
the 5th of November, 1878, payment of pension was suspended, because of evi- 
dence discovered that the disability was occasioned by venereal disease, of 
which fact several affidavits of physicians are on file, taken at a special examina- 


tion in October, 1878. The pensioner, however, declares on oath, emphatically, . 


that he never had vene disease. The proof seems to be againsthim. He 
never performed any services except recruiting for a short time. The commit- 
tee think the act granting the pension should be repealed, and therefore recom- 
mend the of the accompanying bill, on the ground of fraud in obtain- 
ing the bill granting the pension. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. 
PLLEN HORGAN 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4164) 
for the relief of Ellen Horgan, reported from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions with amendments by Mr. BAGLEY. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Ellen Horgan, to be paid a pension ing 
on the 30th day of April, 1874, and to continue during the remainder of her life. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4164) 
granting a pension to Ellen Horgan, having had the same under consideration, 
beg leave to submit the following report: 

he petitioner, Elen Horgan, mother of William Horgan, deceased, asks to 
be oo upon the pension-roll for reasons given in her memorial to Congress, 
and which are corroborated by the affidavits of good and reputable persons who 
have been acquainted with her for many years, and have known her circum- 
stances during that time. She says substantially as follows: That she is the 
widow of Jeremiah ges, pries the mother of William Horgan, deceased; that 
her son William was e and mustered in as major in the Eighty-cighth 
Regiment of New York Infantry Volunteers during the late war some time dur- 
ing the year 1862, to serve for three years; that at that time she was wholly de- 
pendent on her son for support, being a widow and deprived of all other means 
of obtaining even the necessaries of life. 

On the 13th of December, 1862, her son was engaged in the battle of Freder- 
icksburg, Va., where he received a gunshot wound through the head, which 
caused instan 


t death. He lefta widow and two children. The widow drew . 


a pension for about ten months, when she died, and the children continued 
to draw the pension until they arrived at the of 16 years, which occurred 
in 1875. The mother represents that since the death of her son she has been 
without the means of obtaining the necessary comforts of life; that she is in ex- 
treme old ; is dependent, and has no relatives who can afford to supply her 
with the relief her helpless condition demands. She is debarred from prosecut- 
ing her claim before the Pension Office by section 4707 of the Revised Statutes, 
now in force regarding such claims. 

William Horgan’s widow and children received a pension of ey month, 
commencing September 14, 1864, and ending December 22, 1875. e evidence 
in the case granting the pension to the widow and children was conclusive as 
to the services and manner of death of the soldier. The committee are of the 
opinion that as the mother was entirely dependent upon her son for support 
and that she is now entirely destitute, and of such extreme age that she is un- 
able to maintain herself, she should receive some help from the Government, 
and therefore recommend the passage of H. R. 4164 with the following amend- 
ments, namely: Strike out all after the word ‘* Horgan,” in the fourth line, and 
insert, after the words “ pension-roll,” in the fourth line, the words “ sub- 
ject to the limitations and provisions of the pension laws;" and after the word 

* Horgan,” in same line, the words “ mother of William Horgan, major Eighty- 
eighth Regiment New York Volunteers,” 


The amendments reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
were to strike out and insert so as to make the bill read as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Ellen Ho: , mother of William Horgan, late major of the Eighty-eighth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers. 


The amendments were agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 

aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
ANN M’LAUGHLIN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3737) 
granting a pension to Ann McLaughlin, reported by Mr. BAGLEY from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann McLaughlin, mother of Byron 
McLaughlin, late of the gunboat Southfield. F 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2737} 
granting a pension to Ann McLaughlin, having had the same under considera- 
tion, beg leave to submit tħe following report : 

Bryan McLaughlin, son of the petitioner, enlisted January 4, 1862, in the United 
States naval service, and was engaged on the steamer Southfield as a first-class 
fireman. The Fourth Auditor reports as above, and also that he was borne on the 
roll March 31, 1364, the roll of the Southfield, and that his account was paid 
to August 16, 1864, 

Adjutant-General United States Army reports him as a seaman or fireman on 
steamer Southfield, and that he was admitted to prison hospital at Andersonville, 

, August 26, 1864, where he died the next day of scorbutis. 

The Southfield was sunk by the rebels April 20, 1864, at Plymouth, N. C., ac- 
cording to the report of the Secretary of the Navy for 1864. 

Prior to his enlistment in the service Bryan contributed to the support of the 
family by his labgr and earnings ina small express business, in which he was. 


with his father. The father being afflicted with rheumatism, and un- 
able perform heavy work, attended to the lighter part, such as looking up 
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“business and collecting the pay, while Bryan did the heavy work of driving the 
horse and handling the s. Theearnings from thissource were used forthe 
Soppar of the family, the son receiving no specific wages. Hence, the results 
of his labor went into the common fund for the benefit of all. 

After Bryan went into the service, the father, being unable to continue the 
business, earned a very precarious living with a hand-cart, frequently earning 
but 75 cents a day, and it is shown by medical evidence that the father has been 
rauch of the time an invalid, and is suffering from rheumatism and general de- 
bility. After enlisting in the Navy, letters from the son show that he contribu- 
ted the most of his earnings to the support of his parents. One of March 27, 
1862, indicates that he sent $20 to his father, directing him to give it “to mother, 
-and tell her to buy some clothing for herself and brother Patrick.” March 30, 
1862, he sends $20 by express. July 17, 1862, he writes, “on the Ist of October, 
I will send you $50, if I am alive; I can get it no sooner."’ October 24, he sends 
$25 and says, “I tried to get fifty, but they would not give it tome.” Andon 
the 17th April, 1863, he says, ‘‘I have sent you the half-pay, and you will get it 
at the navy agent's the Ist of May. You will get $12 per month on the Ist of 
every month.” 

Fourth ipso “pd allotment-roll signed for $12 per month, on which $108 
was paid to James McLaughlin, New York. This clearly indicates that Bryan 
McLaughlin contributed largely to the support of the family. 

The petitioner filed her application for mother’s pension December 14, 1874, 
which was rejected January 21, 1876,on the ground, * rejected, as the father was 
not unable to support his family at date of his death.” 

This ition is sustained by two affidavits of persons who claim to know Me- 
Laughlin, but a number of affidavits, the family physician being one, show that 
he was disabled and unable to form hard work. 

The committee are satisfied that the son contributed largely to his mother’s 
he abe — that she is now destitute, and therefore recommend the passage of 


There no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. 
WILLIAM J. BARKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 825) 
granting a pension to William J. Barker, reported from the Committee 
«on Invalid Pensions by Mr. WINANS, of Michigan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be gonadak $o.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
‘thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William J. Barker, late of Company 
A, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Volunteers. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 825) 
granting a pension to William J. Barker, have considered the same, and report: 
That William J. Barker was private in Company A, Eleventh Michigan Vol- 
unteers, He claims a pension ; disability, the effect of sunstroke incurred while 
in line of duty. The affidavit of Lieutenant Marsh states that claimant, about 
July 1, 1863, while on skirmish line near Elk River, Tennessee, was injured by 
sunstroke and carried to the rear by hisorder. Affidavit of Dr. Spalsburg shows 
hysical soundness at enlistment, and Dr. Cashman shows treatment since 1866. 
Zvidence of neighbors who have known said soldier the past sixteen years tes- 
tify to his suffering from the effects of sunstroke. He was treated in hospital, 
but there is no record of the occurrence of sunstroke. 

It would seem that Mr. Barker is entitled to relief, as he has furnished evi- 
-dence of soundness before enlistment, of origin of disability in service and line 
of duty, of treatment from 1866, and testimony of neighbors for a longer period. 
The absence of the record of his misfortune is not his fault, but due to the neg- 
ligence of his superior officers. Your committee therefore recommend that the 
Dill do pass. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. 

THOMAS CHESHIRE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5258) 
granting a pension to Thomas Cheshire, reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions by Mr. WINANS, of Michigan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


e 
Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Thomas Cheshire, 
late a scout under General Burnside during the late war, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, as though he had been regularly mus- 
‘tered into the United States Army. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the communication 
-f the Commissioner of Pensions in relation to the claim of Thomas Cheshire, 
late a scout under General Burnside in the late war, submit the same to the 
House, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 30, 1884. 

Sm: Under the provisions of the joint resolution of Congress approved May 
29, 1830, I have the honor to transmit herewith the papers in the case of Thomas 
Cheshire, late scout under General Burnside during the late war (application 
283049), to consider the propriety of placing his name upon the pension-roll by 
special act, inasmuch as it appears that his claim is a meritorious and deserving 
one, which can not be admitted under ie general law. 

The claimantalleges that he was enrolled July 2, 1863, as an independent scout, 
at Cincinnati, Ohio, by General Burnside, and that while in the line of duty at 
Tellico Plains, North Carolina, about September 21, 1863, he was taken prisoner, 
and was not released until October 16,1864; and that while confined in prison at 
Danville, Va., he was afflicted with scurvy. n 

The claim has been rejected because the records of the War Department do 
not show that claimant was in the military service of the United States when 


captured. 

The report of the Adjutant-General of the United States Army shows that 
Thomas Cheshire was paid as a scout on secret service from August 1, 1863, to 
December 10, 1864, by John Potts, esq., chief clerk War Department, on a letter 
of Maj. Gen. A. E. Burnside, a copy of which is embodied in the report, and 
which is to the effect that Thomas Cheshire was engaged by him at Cincinnati, 
Ohio, in the spring of 1863, to act as scout in Kentucky and Tennessee for the 
Army of Ohio, and wan pale at the rate of $60 per month, and was taken prisoner 
about September 18, 1863, while in the performance of his duties, and was held 
fourteen months as a prisoner of war, when he escaped, The testimony of 
Dr. Israel Wilson shows that claimant was suffering from scurvy and rheuma- 
tism when he returned from the Southern prisons; that he was sound and healthy 
aed to enlistment, and that since his return he has been about one-half dis- 
A . 


I therefore submit the claim to your consideration, with my opinion that the 
same should be allowed by special act of Congress, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the general pension laws. 

Very respectfully, 


W. W. DUDLEY, Commissioner. 

Hon. C. C. MATSON, 

Chairman of Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
House of Representatives. 

Your committee have carefully considered the recommendation of the Com- 
missioner, and likewise believing the claim to be meritorious, although not ad- 
missible under the general law, for the reasons set forth in his letter, recom- 
mend the passage of the accompanying bill. 

The question was upon ordering the bill fo be laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

Mr. LYMAN. I should like to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions [Mr. MATsoN]in regard to this bill what has been 
the custom of Congress in reference to such cases as this. If we grant 
a pension to this person, who was a scout, there will be a great many 
other cases which may come up for similar relief; for example, military 
telegraph operators who, as the members of the House know, were en- 
listed, just as quartermasters’ men were enlisted, not in the military 
service proper, but as civil employés. Scouts were hired in a similar 
manner. Like the telegraph operators, they received higher pay than 
thecommon soldiers. It is true that both classes fyere exposed to great 
peril. Many telegraph operators were wounded during the war. But 
it is only lately that persons of this class have applied to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs to be recognized as regularly belonging to the 
military service. They have now no military status. 6 

I desire to ask, first, what has been the custom of Congress in cases 
of this kind; and, secondly, if we grant this man a pension do we not 
open the door for a great number of similar cases? 

Mr. MATSON. In reply to the inquiry of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. LYMAN], I will say that this question was thoroughly 
discussed in this House two weeks ago to-night, when the case of Lee 
was under consideration. It was then shown, I believe, that a large 
number of cases like this are already upon the rolls. I think it was 
shown in that discussion that these cases had been placed upon the roll 
because of the extreme peril to which these men exposed themselves in 
the service. In this respect they differed from other employés of the 
Government who were not regularly musteredin. I think it may safely 
be said that the duties performed by this class of men were the most 
hazardous in the military service. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Was not Lee’s case passed over informally ? 

Mr. MATSON. It was. ` 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then I suggest it would be proper that this case 
take the same course, 

Mr. MATSON. Before that action is taken, I wish to say that this 
case differs from that of Lee. This bill has been reported by the com- 
mittee upon the recommendation of the Commissioner of Pensions, 
The bill to pension Lee was introduced here without any action on the 
part of the Commissioner. This case was brought to the attention of 
the committee because the man had applied to the Pension Office and 
his application had been rejected on the ground that he was not mus- 
tered into the military service. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In former Congresses and in this it has been, I 
believe, the custom that cases of this kind involving the question of 
admitting a new class of pensioners to the rolls should be laid aside to 
receive the actionof a full House. Iask that this bill take that course. 

Mr. HOUK. The gentleman is mistaken in saying that this bill 
creates a new class of pensioners. There are already numbers of this 
same class. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN ] 
moves that this bill be passed over informally. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now, Shall the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. My suggestion a few moments ago was made. as 
I stated, because it has been the custom that propositions to pension 
persons who were never enlisted in the military service should at these 
evening sessions be passed over informally, that such questions should 
not be determined by a mere handful of members. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill can not be passed over except by a ma- 
jority vote or by unanimous consent. 

Mr. McMILLIN. We will save time by it. 

Mr. HOUK. Ifthe gentleman means that he intends to insist ona 
quorum, we must of course agree to pass the bill over. 

The question being put on laying the bill aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation, there were—ayes 47, noes 17. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no disposition whatever to obstruct legis- 
lation here at any time, and I will not now raise the question of a 
quorum on this case. I want it understood, however, that hereafter, 
when there are no more than two or three dozen members present, we 
are not to be expected to dispose of cases of persons who were never in 
the military service. 

Mr. GOFF. When are we going to pass upon such cases? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I draw a distinction—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is notin order. The bill has been laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
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Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. GOFF] 
has asked me a question, and I hope I shall have unanimous consent 
to answer it. During my service here, as I now remember, I have 
never raised the question of a quorum "against a bill pensioning any 
man who had been in the military service. But against bills propos- 
ing to pension those who had not enlisted I have made the point; and 
I give notice that I shall do so again. 

Mr. HOUK. Cana man be en in any more perilous military 
service than when acting as a scout in the Army? 

Mr. McMILLIN. As the discussion has gone thus far, I will say 
that probably no service in the Army is more perilous than that of a 
spy or a scout; but there is this distinction to be drawn: the person 
who acts in this capacity never places himself in such a position as to 
be continually subject to the command of superior officers; the duty he 
performs is one which he can avoid or take up at his option. If he 
wishes to place himself in such a position as to be entitled to a pension 
he can enlist. When he sees fit not to do this, he does so at his own 

ril. 

E, HOUK. How can a person doing this duty avoid placing him- 
self under command of his officers? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thereis nothing before the committee. The bill 
has been disposed of. 

WILLIAM L. SLOAN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3681) 
granting a pension to William L. Sloan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


, &e., That the Secretary ofthe eaa and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Wi L. Sloan, late a corporal of 
Company B, Regiment Minnesota Volunteers. 


The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred bill H. R. 3681, 
granting a pension to William L. Sloan, having had said bill under considera- 
tion, hereby repor in favor of the same, recommend its passage, and ask that 
said committee be discharged from further consideration thereof. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. No facts are given in the report showing why 
the pension should be granted, and I should like to have some explana- 
tion of it. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin. I will make a brief statement. The 
claim for pension was disallowed on the ground that the disease existed 
at the time of the enlistment. Such was the claim of the Pension Office. 
The report of the committee is unanimous upon the testimony presented 
to them in favor of granting this pension. After the case was presented 

eto the Pension Office an examiner was appointed and sent to examine 
witnesses as to this man’s disability, and on his report the claim was 
rejected. It was rejected upon the sole ground that the disability was 
_not incurred in the service, but that the disease existed before 

Now, the testimony shows this soldier enlisted, and after his term 
expired re-enlisted, and that both times he was ‘examined by Army 
surgeons, and that no disease was discovered which would prevent him 
from being mustered. But it was alleged by the Pension Office exam- 
iner that this man had sore eyes for three years when he was 17 years 
of age, that his sister had scrofula, and that his mother had sore eyes 
at the time of his birth. And that is the testimony upon which the 
-claim was rejected. This man, having been twice examined and twice 
mustered into the service, and having served the country for four years, 
-and nothing having been discovered during that time to prove he suf- 
fered from disease, and it further appearing that he is now blind, re- 
‘sulting from exposure, the opinion of the committee is that he should be 
granted the pension provided for in this bill. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Is there anything in the testimony to 
show the cause of this disability ? 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin. Yes; itappearsin January, 1865, after 
a long march, he took a severe cold, which resulted in intermittent 
yas and that he was sent to the hospital and treated therefor until 
the following April. I move the bill be laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House had, according to the special order 
of the House, had under consideration the pension bills on the Private 
Calendar, and had directed him to report back sundry bills with various 
recommendations. 


Be it enacted. 


BILLS PASSED. 


Billsof the following titles, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar without amendment, were severally 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, | 
they were accordingly read the third time, and ‘passed: 

A bill (H. R. 3238) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen M. 

A bill (H. R. 3838 ting a pension to Theodore C. Hawkins: 


A bill (H. R. 4717) for the relief of John Swearer; 
granting a pension to William W. Day; 


A bill (H. R. 4188 


. R. 433) to increase the pension of Simpson Harris; 
. R. 4718) for the relief of Caroline Sheward; 
- R. 3663) granting a pension to John T. Marshall; 
bill (H. R. 4981 granting a pension to Isabella I. Ramsdell; 
bill (H. R. 4431) granting a pension to Leroy C. Rankin; 
H. R. 439) granting a pension to Bridget Sherlock; 
H. R. 5257) repealing an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of 

McKean;’’ 
bill (H. R. 3737) granting a pension to Ann McLaughlin; 
H. R. 825) granting a pension to William J. Barker; 
bill (H. R. | granting a pension to Thomas Cheshire; and 
A bill (H. R. 3681) granting a pension to William L. Sloan. 

Amendments reported to the following bills were severally Reread toy, 
and the bills as amended were severally ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the 
third time, and 

A bill (H. R. 2252) for the relief of Christopher P. Davidson; 

A bill (H. R. ion granting a pension to George Overmire; 

A bill (H. R. 4697) for the relief of Rudolph John Marti; 

A pon (H. R. 2267) granting an increase of pension to Samuel C. 
Wright; 

A Abii (H. R. 759) granting a pension to Patrick Droney; and 

A bill (H. R. 2136) granting an increase of pension to Merlin C. 
Harris. 
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JOHN A. CROZIER. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A bill (H. R. 1965) granting a pension 
to John A. Crozier has been reported back with an amendment. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Imovethat bill and amendment be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. The case is not what I 
thought it was, and I think it should be recommitted. 

Mr. MATSON. Iam perfectly willing to let it go over to be voted 
on when a quorum is present. 

Mr, WARNER, of Ohio. This isthe case where a man lost his arm 
in firing a salute. It is stretching our pension laws beyond all prece- 
dent. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I hope that will be done, especially 
in view of the fact that there was some misunderstanding as to what 
the vote was being taken upon when the question was submitted to the 
committee. The question wasactually put twice, and it mixed matters 
somewhat. I hope, therefore, it will be laid over, as suggested by the 
chairman of the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio to recommit the bill to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Mr. MATSON. Upon that proposition I wish to say that the com- 
mittee have considered this bill carefully and passed its judgment upon 
it. There can be nothing made by a recommittal of the bill. I have 
no objection to its going over. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the gentle- 
man from Indiana to t that it be laid over informally? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I make that motion, if necessary. 

Mr. MATSON. We are perfectly willing for that. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I am quite willing that the bill be passed 
oot informally, if that meets the concurrence of the gentleman from 

ndiana. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
taken. ~ 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

ELLEN HORGAN. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.4164) for the relief of Ellen Hor- 
gan, with amendments. 

The bill was considered, the amendments severally agreed to, and 
the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the votes by which the several 
pension bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MATSON (at 9 o’clock and 55 minutes p. 
m.), the House adjourned. 


Without objection that course will be 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of S. G. Shaw and others, citizens of Pitts- 
burgh, asking that all Indians not now under the Indian government 
of the Indian Territory be granted lands in severalty—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of 8. P. Wolf, representing 450 members of the Union 
Methodist Episcopal church of Allegheny, Pa., for the education of the 
Indians—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of the Women’s Christian Association of Pittsburgh 
and Allegheny, Pa., representing 220 members, for the education of the 


Indians—to the same committee. 
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By Mr. BELMONT: Petition of property-owners and residents on 
Staten Island, for the passage of a bill for the construction of certain 
bridges over Staten Island Sound—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr, BOUTELLE: Remonstrance of Albert H. Frost Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Maine, against transfer of pension agencies 


to Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAINE: Petition of Zion’s Co-Operative Mercantile Institu- 
tion, William Jennings & Sons, and others, merchants of Salt Lake City, 
Utah, asking that provision be made to pay rebate on tebacco at an early 
date—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Margaret Kimble, asking for bounty—to the Select 
Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: Petition of Bartley Estelo and 53 others, Henry 
Wiseman and 52 others, Thomas L. Lewis and 34 others, David Edwards 
and 56 others, and James Saunders and 92 others, all of Perry County, 
Ohio, for amendments to the Chinese restriction act so as to prevent 
Chinese immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON;: Petitions of citizens of Hersey, Mich., asking 
for the establishment of a soldiers’ home in the State of Michigan—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: Petition of J. M. Foley and 15 others, for 
amendments to Chinese restriction act—to the Committee 6n Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Memorial of Maysville Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, asking for bounty and back pay in certain cases—to the Select 
Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, petition of Maysville Post, Grand Army of the Republic, for 
equalization of pensions and back pay—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Petition of 8. P. Harmer and 25 others, of Te- 
cumseh, Mich., for a branch soldiers’ home to be located in Michigan— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of William J. Purman, for payment of ex- 
penses incurred in contesting a seat in the Forty-fifth Congress—to the 
Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition and protest of the proprietor and em- 
ployésof the Riverview Hosiery Mills, Linwood, Delaware County, Penn- 
sylvania, against reduction of customs duties on imports or agitation of 
any change of existing tariff rates—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition and protest of proprietors and employés of James Irv- 
ing & Son, Irvington, Delaware County, Pennsylvania, against reduc- 
tion of customs duties on imports or agitation of any change of existing 
tariff rates—to the same committee. 

Also, petition and protest of proprietors and employés of H. Blake- 
ley & Sons, Chester, Pa., against reduction of customs duties on im- 
ports or agitation of any change of existing tariff rates—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. FORAN: Petition of District Assembly No. 47, of Cleve- 
land, Ohio, and of Phenix Assembly, No. 790, of Cleveland, Ohio, for 
the passage of H. R. 5128, providing for the regulation of marine and lake 
shipping—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of Assembly No. 1910, Knights of Labor, and 500 cit- 
izens of Canton, Ohio, for the passage of H. R. 2549 and 2550, provid- 
ing for the creation of a department of industry and to prohibit the im- 
portation of foreigners under contract—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. GREEN: Bill amending section 4414 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, bill to continue the improvement of Cape Fear River from 
Wilmington to Fayetteville, N. C.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, bill to continue the improvements of Cape Fear River from the 
ocean to Wilmington, N. C.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HANBACK: Petition of 100 citizens of Kansas, asking for 
further legislative restriction of the Chinese—to the Committee on For- 


eign Affairs. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of Sophia C. Gray, of Sioux, Taylor 
County, Iowa, asking for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KASSON: Petition of citizens of Iowa, for further restriction 
of Chinese immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Petition of Robert Num Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic of Indiana, asking for equalization of pay, bounty, &e.— 
to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 


Pay. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of W. S. Massy, for repayment of 
commutation-money—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition of citizens of Vinton County, Ohio, and papers in the 
case of Moses J. Robinson, for repayment of commutation-money—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of citizens of Mahoning County, Ohio, 
against any reduction of the tariff—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petitions of William E. Hadlock and others and 
of E. L. Harmer and others, for change in the law regulating the home 
port of vessels—severally to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Petition of William H. Smith, late private Com- 


pany B, Sixteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteers, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEECE: Petition of citizens of Monmouth, Ill., for the en- 
actment of amendments to the Chinese restriction act—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 

By Mr. NELSON: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Saint 
Paul, relating to the Congo River, in Africa—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. O'HARA: Memorial of the citizens of Jones County, North 
Carolina, asking for an appropriation for the improvement of the Trent 
River, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Resolutions of the Vessel-Owners and 
Captains’ Association of Philadelphia, Pa., for the passage of the Ding- 
ley pilotage bill—to the Select Committee on American Ship-building 
and Ship-owning Interests. 

Also, resolutions of the Vessel-Owners and Captains’ Association of 
Philadelphia, Pa., for the bill giving vessel-owners the right to sue the 
Government in cases of collision with United States vessels—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PRYOR: Petition of citizens of Franklin County, Alabama, 
praying for the erection of public buildings at Decatur, Ala.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of citizens of Marion County, Alabama, praying for the 
erection of certain public buildings at Decatur, Ala.—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, petition of citizens of Winston County, Alabama, praying for 
the erection of certain public buildings at Decatur, Ala.—to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition of citizens of Madison County, Alabama, praying for 
the erection of certain public buildings at Huntsville, Ala.—to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lauderdale County, Alabama, praying for 
the erection of certain public buildings at Decatur, Ala.—to the same 
committee. x 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Thomas 8. Smith and others, officersof the 
Revenue Marine, for the passage of H. R. 4483—to the Committee on 
Commerce. . 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition from citizens of Kaufman: 
County, Texas, for an appropriation for continuing the work of harbor 
opravami at Sabine, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

TS. 

Also, petition of citizens of San Angustine County, Texas, on the same 
subject—to the same committee. : 

By Mr. STRAIT: Petition of H. A. Park and 12 others, citizens of , 
Red Wing, Minn., praying that their claims for rebate of the tobacco 
tax may be speedily adjusted and that Congress may make an appropri- 
ation for the employment of sufficient assistance to complete the work 
without further delay—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Petition of L. T. Montgomery and 36 others, 
citizens of Monroe County, Ohio, asking for restoration of the tariff of 
1867 on wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Samuel Berry and 35 others, citizens of Ohio, ask- 
ing for the restoration of the tariff of 1867 on wool—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. RICHARD WARNER: Petition of citizens of Marshall County, 
Tennessee, praying for an appropriation of $50,000,000, to be distributed. 
among the several States and Territories, to support a school system—to 
the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Papers relating to the claim of James G. Moore— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John McDowell—to the same 
committee. É 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 15, 1884. 


The Clerk of the House, Hon. JOHN B. CLARK, jr., at 12 o'clock m. 
called the House to order and directed the reading of the following 
communication: 


SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, March 15, 1884. 
J. B. CLARK, jr., 
Clerk House of Representatives : 


I hereby appoint Hon. J. ©. S. BLACKBURN to perform the duties of the chair- 
during this legislative day. 
J. G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
Mr. BLACKBURN accordingly took the chair as Speaker pro tem- 


pore. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JoHN S. LINDSAY, D.D. 


Pica Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of yester- 
y. R 

Mr. BELFORD. I move to dispense with the reading of so much of 
the Journal as applies to the pension bills passed yesterday and last 
night. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the motion 
to suspend the reading of the Journal is notin order. The Chair is also 
informed that there is but a small portion of the Journal remaining un- 
read. 

Mr. BELFORD. It has been customary to submit this motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can only be done by unanimous con- 
sent. There is no such motion i 

The remainder of the Journal was read and approved. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to withdraw 
from the House Calendar the bill (H. R. 5670) to authorize a retired- 
list of privates and non-commissioned officers of the United States Army 
who have served for a period of thirty years and upward with a view 
to having it reprinted, there being a clerical error in the bill as it now 
stands. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that this bill isin 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union and there is a cler- 
ical error in the printed text as it now appears. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts asks that an order be made for a reprint of the bill in a 
-corrected form. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


HORSE FOR ADDITIONAL RIDING-PAGE. 


Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit a privileged reso- 
lution from the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized to pay, out of the contin- 

nt fund of the House, to the Doorkeeper of the House the sum of $114, for the 

of one horse for the use of the additional riding-page for the remainder of 
the current fiscal year. 

Mr. HANCOCK. [ask the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HANCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demand the regular order. 
Mr. MILLS. I ask the gentleman to permit me to have referred a 
resolution to the Committee on Rules. ' 
` Mr. TOWNSHEND. I regret that I am unable to accommodate gen- 
tlemen who are making such requests around me, but I must insist 
upon the demand for the regular order. 

Mr. BELFORD. Will the gentleman from Illinois not consent to 
give us at least thirty minutes for the transaction of such business as 
can be done by unanimous consent ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I would like to gratify the wishes of gentle- 
men by yielding further to these requests for unanimous consent, but 
the importance of the bill that is pending demands of me that I shall 
return an answer in the negative toallofthem. If I yield to one mem- 
ber there will be thirty or forty demanding the same thing. I must 
therefore insist. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Is this debatable? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I insist upon the regular order. 
that the morning hour be dispensed with. 

Mr. BELFORD, I want to appeal to the gentleman from Illinois to 

_give us thirty minutes to call up important bills for consideration be- 
fore that order is insisted upon. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am unable to yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BELFORD. I give notice then that no business shall be trans- 
acted by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is not subject to debate. 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois to dis- 
pense with the morning hour. 

The question wastaken. The House divided; and there were—ayes 

90, noes 33. 

So (two-thirds having voted in the affirmative) the morning hour 
was dis with. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
considering general appropriation bills. 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BLOUNT] will please take the chair. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Before that I desire to say that I have reached 
an agreement with the gentleman from Michigan with reference to the 
debate on the pending paragraph of this bill—that we allow ten minutes 
debate on the pending amendment and on each substantive amendment 
to be offered thereafter, the whole debate on the paragraph not to ex- 
ceed one hour. With that understanding I hope the announcement will 


be made. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not within the power of the Chair 


-after the order of the House to make such an announcement. 


I move 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I desire to ask unanimous consent that 
this ent be ratified. 

Mr. BISBEE. I object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I move to reconsider the vote by which. 
the House agreed to go into Committee of the Whole, in order to have 
the question fully and satisfactorily settled. 

The motion to reconsider was to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
considering general appropriation bills, pending which I move that all 
debate upon the pending paragraph and all amendments thereto be 
closed in one hour. 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman allow a suggestion? If thegen- 
tleman will allow forty minutes for general debate and then ten minutes 
on each substantive amendment I think there will be no objection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We have reached an agreement which I believe 
to be satisfactory and any alteration of it will create confusion. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman from Michigan is satisfied with 
the agreement, I will make no objection so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. HORR. Theagreement is precisely this: that we go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on this bill; that we should take one hour for de- 
bate on this paragraph; that ten minutes on a side would be allowed 
on the pending amendment, and ten minutes thereafter on each sub- 
stantive amendment to be offered to the bill; that there should be no 
pro forma amendments offered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And thatthe debate should not extend beyond 
an hour. 

Mr. HORR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLS. All amendments to this paragraph ? 

Mr. HORR.» Yes, sir. p 

Mr. KEIFER. This is a long paragraph. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is the agreement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the motion to 
limit debate in accordance with the agreement stated by the gentleman 
from Illinois and the gentleman from Michigan. 

The motion to limit debate was to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union was agreed to. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House, in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, resumes the consideration of the unfinished 
business, being the bill (H. R. 5459) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885, and for other purposes. 

The pending paragraph was that relating to the readjustment of com- 
pensation to be paid for transportation of mails on railroad routes. 

The pending motion was that of Mr. Horr, to strike out the conclud- 
ing proviso of the paragraph, which is as follows: 

Provided, however, That all railroad companies whose railroads were constructed 
in whole or in part bya land grant made by Congress on the condition that the 
mails should be transported over their roads, respectively, at such price as Con- 
gress should by law direct, or on the condition that such railroad should be sub- 
ject to such regulations as Con; might impose restricting the charges of 
Government transportation, shall receive only 50 per cent. of the compensation 
authorized by this act to the other railroad companies for corresponding service. 

An amendment was also pending, offered by Mr. MILLS, to strike out, 
in line 70, the word ‘“‘five’’ and insert *‘ten;’’ so as to provide that 
the reduction of compensation of railroad companies for transporting 
the mails shall be 10 per cent. instead of 5 per cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN] is 

ized. 

Mr. DUNN. Irise toa point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to know what amendments are pending to the 

ph under consideration and what is their order. I understand 
there is a motion to strike out the proviso and that there is an amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 

Mr. HORR. That is all. 

Mr. DUNN. I wish to know if there is any other. 

Mr. HORR. One also has been indicated by the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] and one by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. BINGHAM]. 

Mr. DUNN. Ihavenot been able to get the floor to offer my amend- 
ment or even to have it printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. HORR. The first thing, as I understand, is to debate the pend- 
ing amendment to strike out and to dispose of it, receiving no other 
amendments till we are through with that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
rises to offer an amendment. That is in order. 

Mr. DUNN. Regardless of the agreement entered into by the House 
before we went into Committee of the Whole? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand there was any 
agreement which interferes with that at all. 

Mr. DUNN. I presume the clerks have the agreement, and I leave 
the question to be settled by their record of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There was no agreement that there should be no 
amendments made to this paragraph. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the agreement applied 


only to the time for debate, not to the number of amendments that 
might be offered. The gentleman from Indiana is in order and will 
roceed 


p $ 

Mr. HORR. The distinct agreement was that we should proceed 
with and finish the first amendment, ten minutes a side being allowed 
for debate, and that thereafter on other amendments that should be 
offered-there should be debate of ten minutes on a side. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair presumes the House did not intend 
by any such agreement to prevent amendments designed to perfect the 
bill being offered. ‘ 

Mr. DUNN. Is the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana in- 
tended to perfect the bill or to change an amendment offered by some- 


body else ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands it to be in the nature of 
a substitute. 

Mr. DUNN. The amendment I desire to offer is to perfect the bill. 


Mr. HORR. If the amendment proposed by the gentleman from In- 
diana is in the nature of a substitute I submit that that is in violation 
of our ment ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifasubstitute, is it notstillanamendment? Is not 
a substitute an amendment ? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The proposition of the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Horr] is to strike ont the whole of the proviso. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; and now I move to amend by perfecting 
the portion proposed to be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana moves toamend by 
striking out all after the word ‘‘t rtation,’’ in line 116, and insert- 
ing other language, which isin the nature of an effort to perfect the bill, 
and is in order. 

Mr. BELFORD. Irise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BELFORD. The confusion in the House is such that it is utterly 
impossible for us at this end of the Hall to hear what the chairman says 
or what is said by the gentleman from Indiana or any other member of 
the House. I ask the Chair to bring the committee to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. The commit- 
tee will be in order. 

Mr. HORR. Does the Chair determine the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana has « right to come in at this time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so decided. 

Mr. HORR. I do not think the gentleman from Indiana intends it, 
but it seems to me the result or effect of this is to cut us out from de- 
bate on the pending amendments and those yet to be offered. I do not 
think the gentleman would introduce this for that purpose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No,sir. The gentleman from Michigan has madea 
motion to strike out. I move to amend that. That is all. 

Mr. HORR. If you do not take any time to debate it it may be all 


right. 
The gentleman from Indiana is recognized and 


The CHAIRMAN. 
will proceed. . 

I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. HOLMAN. 

Strike out from the word “t rtation,” in line 116 to the end of the para- 
graph, these words, “shall receive only 50 per cent. of the compensation au- 
thorized by this act to the other railroad companies for corresponding service,” 
and insert as follows: 

“Or whose railroads were constructed in whole or in part by subsidies, in 
bonds and lands nted and issued by the United States, under the provisions 
of the act entitled ‘An act to aid inthe construction of the and telegraph 
line from the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Gov- 
ernment the use of the same for postal, military, and other god eye approved 
July 1, 1862, and all acts ae tio therzof, shall receive only 50 per cent. of 
the compensation authorized by this act to be paid to the other railroad com- 
panira for corresponding postal service. And the above-entitled act, approved 

uly 1, 1862, and the sixth section thereof, and the act amendatory of said act, 
approved July 2, 1864, are hereby amended to conform to the foregoing pro- 
visions fixing the rate of compensation to be paid to railroad companies whose 
railroads were so constructed in whole or in part by subsidies, in bonds and 
lands, under the provisions of said act for the transportation of the mails; and 
said acts and each of them shall be held to be alte and amended accordingly ; 
and the foregoing provisions, and each of them, shall be subjectto amendment 
as in the opinion of Congress shall be just and required by the public welfare. 
But no right now existing in favor of the United States in relation to said rail- 
roads or either of them, or in relation to said grants or either of them, shall be 
deemed impaired or waived.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HOLMAN] for five minutes. 

Mr. HORR. I wish to reserve all points of order on that amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. HORR. I desire to reserve it for the present until I can hear 
the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order must be made at this time. 

Mr. HORR. My point of order is that the amendment proposes to 
change existing law, and I am clear that it will not save any money 
to the Government. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In answer to the point of order I would state that 
it reduces the cost of transporting the mails upon a certain class of rail- 
— 50 per cent., and that heretofore has been held to be in order, I 

eve. 


Mr. DUNN. A word onthe pointof order. I am satisfied that the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is perfectly correct; I have 
no doubt that this amendment will reduce expenditures, and I desire 
to congratulate the gentleman from Indiana upon his graceful surrender, 
and the Committee on Appropriations upon their graceful surrender, 
at my suggestion made day before yesterday, and which I had formu- 
lated into an amendment that I had intended to offer at the request of 
very many gentlemen on the floor, and I shall, if permitted, offer a sub- 
stitute yet. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam glad my friend from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] 
congratulates the Committee on Appropriations for perceiving the pro- 
priety of this proposition. Iwill say to him that it is offered in some 
degree on my own responsibility, although in concurrence with the 
views of the majority of the members of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, for the reason that it did not seem to be the will of this Commit- 
tee of the Whole that the original idea should be adhered to, that this 
subject can be better controlled by the funding process under the Thur- 
man act than by theinstrumentalities proposed by my amendment. 

I wish to say farther that there can be no doubt whatever about the 
power of Congress to enact this provision, the Supreme Court in the 
funding cases having settled that beyond question. I took occasion the 
other day to call the attention of the Committee of the Whole to the 
fact that the Supreme Court has passed directly upon that point and 
decided that Congress had retained the unqualified power, both in the 
original act of 1862 as well as in the amendatory act of 1864, to alter, 
amend, or repeal those acts. It seems impossible that the Supreme 
Court could have decided otherwise than that under that power the 
sixth section of the act of 1862 or any other provision of that act might 
be altered, qualified, or amended. 

The CHAIRMAN (interrupting). 
speaking to the point of order only? 

Mr. HORR. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall occupy but a moment further. I beg the 
pardon of the Chair for having, upon the point of order, indulged in 
some remarks touching the substance of the amendment I have offered. 
I was thoughtlessly led into doing so by the remarks of the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN]. 

It is very clear, laying aside the question of reaching the Union Pa- 
cific roads through the funding act, that this proposed amendment is 
very proper. I think no gentleman can question that as to the Union 
Pacific railroads, ail of them, including the eastern branch of the Union 
Pacific as well as the Sioux City and Pacifice—— 

Mr.DUNN. And the Kansas Pacific. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That of course is embraced in the Union Pacific 
Railroads, six of them in all. There is no question that inasmuch as 
those roads were built by the Government (and more than built, for 
there was invested in those great roads by the Government more than 
they cost for construction) there is reserved to Congress, under the power 
to amend the sixth section of the act of 1862, a power to amend any 
provision of either the act of 1862 or the act of 1864; and it is eminently 
proper that Congress should either require the transportation of the 
mails and the property of the United States without charge or should 
pay therefor no more than is paid to other roads of the same class. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HORR. I yield three minutes of my time to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] proposes to pay the land-grant and bond- 
subsidy roads—known as the Pacific Railroads—one-half of the amoùnt 
for carrying the mails that we pay other railroads. It makes no prac- 
tical difference to the United States whether this amendment passes or 
not, under the facts and existing legislation the road will be thrown 
upon the hands of the Government at the maturity of the bonds in 
either event. 

But I want to call the attention of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HoLMAN], the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN], and the gentle- 
men on the other side of the House to the fact that under the Thurman 
act, sustained as it is by the decision of the Supreme Court, the sinking 
fund will not yield a sufficient amount to indemnify the Government 
at the maturity of the bonds. s 

Mr. DUNN. And that is explained in thereportof the Railroad Com- 
missioner—it is because of knavery on the part of the roads. 

Mr. CANNON. Icannot yield time outof my three minutes. When 
these bonds shall mature, when the Government shall be entitled to be 
indemnified, the sinking fund proper will not be sufficient for the pur- 
pose. I wish to say that if you gentlemen on that side of the House, 
with your seventy majority, want to do a just thing and an effective 
thing, then, instead of amending the Thurman act and taking nothing 
by it, you will come into this House with an amendment increasing the 
sinking fand under wise provisions, so that when the bonds shall ma- 
ture there will be a sufficient amount in that fund to indemnify the 
Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to have a moment longer. 


Is the gentleman from Indiana 


Mr. HORR. I will yield the gentleman another minute. 
Mr. CANNON. I undertake to say that notwithstanding this cheap 
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parade before the country as against the Pacific Railroads, a measure 
which, after you have adopted it, gives no substantial harvest, you will 
not be held blameless by the people for failing to su proper sub- 
stantial legislation under which a sinking fund might be realized suf- 
ficient to indemnify the Government. You reduce the sinking fund in 
this way without keeping it up in any other way. 

Mr. DUNN. Does the gentleman think the sinking fund ought to 
be supplied from the Treasury of the United States? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; butyou have the power to come in here by 
legislation, and instead of taking 5 per cent. of the gross earnings of 
the roads, to take 10 per cent. and putit into thesinking fund. Instead 
of doing that, you clip the sinking fund to a paltry extent by cutting 
off half the compensation of these road for carrying the mails; and you 
fail to provide by apt and proper legislation for an increase of this sink- 
ing fund from the gross earnings of the companies. Therefore I say 
that in effect this Iegelation is a sham and a fraud—an attempt to de- 
ceive the country. You fail to do what is in your power by apt legis- 
lation, following the precedent set by the Thurman act, sustained by the 
Supreme Court. 

You propose to decrease their mail pay, which amounts to but little, 
while you fail by substantial legislation to take 10 or 15 per cent., or 
whatever amount is n , of their gross earnings and hold it ina 
sinking fund to indemnify the Government at the maturity of the bonds. 
In other words, you set the machinery in motion but do not grind the 


grist. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman, one fact which must be kept in 
mind in our legislation on this subject is that the Government of the 
United States built the Union Pacific and Central Pacific Railroads. I 
declared the other day that land grants were made to aid in the con- 
struction of these roads, and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HORR] 
disputed that statement. I now assert again that the Government not 
only made land grants to aid these railroad companies, but indorsed 
their bonds to the amount of millions. 

Mr. HORR. I call the gentleman to order. He hasno right, in my 
time, to speak in favor of the proposition he is advocating. 

Mr. BELFORD. Iam not speaking in the gentleman’s time; I am 
speaking in my own time as a Representative on this floor. I would 
like to know whether the Representative of a State here has a right in 
his own time to speak upon a great public question, or whether one 
man from Michigan can dictate the law to this council of the nation. 

What I said the other day was that the Union Pacific and Central 
Pacific Railroads had received large land grants. I repeat that state- 
ment, and say farther that the Government not only gave those com- 
panies large land grants, but indorsed their bonds. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a question of order. I desire toknow 
in what time the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] is speak- 
ing ? 


ing ? 
ihe CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood that ten minutes on each 
side were to be allowed on any amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rose, Mr. Chairman, to debate this question 
as representing the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand that the gentle- 
man from Illinois desired to speak, and recognized the gentleman from 
Colorado, not understanding that the time was under the control of any 
one. But the Chair has no objection to its being controlled. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If this course be pursued the committee may 
not have a hearing. 

Mr. BELFORD. I hope my friend from Illinois will allow me to 
make a few observations on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not consider it his duty to ask 
whether any gentleman representing the committee desired to speak, 
but as the gentleman from Colorado claimed the floor he was ized. 

Mr. BELFORD. I want to say that these great transcontinental 
lines charge the people 10 cents a mile for transportation. How is it 
with the New York Central and Hudson River Railroads which have 
been referred to in this debate? The Legislature of the State of New 
York has taken control of this subject and reduced the rates charged by 
those corporations to at least 3 cents a mile. Yet while vast corpora- 
tions are grinding and oppressing our people almost to death gentle- 
men stand up here to defend them on the ground that corporations 
which are charging 10 cents a mile for transportation can not take care 
of themselves ! 

I say that that amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana, 
and which I offered a week ago as an original bill and which is before 
the Pacific Railroads Committee, ought to be passed. Is there a man 
connected with this great transcontinental railway system that has not 
become suddenly enriched? Enriched in what manner? Out of the 
profits of that great enterprise. 

If you will permit me one more sentence I will say that the two po- 
litical parties of this country are barren of issues, except the tariff. 
But there is one shining over the horizon that is to trouble the people 
in this country. It is the constantly growing and swelling power of 
these gigantic monopolies that this nation has called into existence and 
yet has not the courage to control. 

Mr. HORR. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, in the five minutes re- 
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maining on this side that the amendment of the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN], as I understand it, seeks simply to put the Union 
Pacific Railroads and the Northern Pacific road on the same basis with 
all of the other roads, and then to cut the whole series down 50 per 
cent. Am I right? É 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the effect of it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The steal is now made large enough: 
to be an object. 

Mr. HORR. I do notdesire now, Mr. Chairman, to discuss the ques- 
tion as to the extent of our legal power over these roads or whether we- 
have the authority to do what the gentleman proposes. I must admit, 
of course, that that amendment on its face is a fairer proposition than 
the way the bill first came into the House. But I do say to you that 
if you adopt that amendment and deprive the roads of that proportion 
of their earning to apply it to the sinking fund, you thereby destroy 
all the power of the Government to get its pay in that manner. 

Now the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] proposes an amend-. 
ment much fairer in my judgment than this one, and I do hope that, 
whether the committee adopts the amendment of the gentleman from. 
Indiana or not, you will then vote for my amendment to strike out this 
50 per cent. business and leave the bill in such shape that you can in- 
sert an amendment of the character of that suggested by the gentle- 
man from Arkansas, which I deem very just and very fair. 

I do not consider this vital; but I wish to reply a word to the gen- 
tleman from Colorado, who seems to have, as usual, spoken and then 
run. No, I see he is behind me. [Laughter.] He seems yet to be in 
the dark with reference to this bill. He seems yet to think that the- 
original bill included the Union Pacific and Northern Pacific roads. 

Mr. BELFORD. I understand that it includes all the branches of 
the Pacific roads. i 

Mr. HORR. Very well. What was the figure of speech that the 
gentleman used in reference to this matter the other day? Was it 

‘esoteric’’ or ‘‘exoteric?’’ What did you mean? 

Mr. BELFORD. The gentleman from Michigan, who is so elegant 
on this subject, can probably comprehend what I meant. 

Mr. HORR. Even to a mind which can be convinced by exoteric 
proof the bill does not include those roads; because in the very act 
and title of the act there is an omission as to the charters of the Union 
Pacific and Central Pacific and Northern Pacific roads. There was a 
clear distinction, and they were omitted. 

Judge HOLMAN, with his shrewdness, draws this bill to cover the 
whole case. Now, if the gentleman is right, there is no reason for mak- | 
ing his amendment. 

Mr. BELFORD. That is a piece ot jugglery. 

Mr. HORR. It is not jugglery if a man’s mind is clear and serene. 
[Laughter. ] 

The first bill was drawn on purpose to omit these roads; and I take 
it that the House will stop and consider well before, by this species of 
legislation, it will destroy the good effects of the Thurman bill to secure- 
the nation with reference to its rights in these roads. And as I said, if 
you are to keep the 50 per cent. clause in, then I prefer that the pro- 
posed amendment of the gentleman from Indiana should go in, but on 
the principle only that it will make the whole bill so vicious that nobody: 
will support it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask permission to modify the amendment by in- 
serting three or four words additional to the end of it which were omit- 
ted in making up the copy. 

Mr. HORR. What are the words? 

The Clerk read as follows: 


This act or any provision thereof. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the modification of the 
amendment? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HORR. Let the amendment be again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

The question was taken; the committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 85, noes 56. 

So the amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I now send to the desk an amendment to strike 
out, after the word ‘‘roads,’’ in line 68, down to and inclading—— 

Mr. KEIFER. Isit not in order now to amend this in another place 
before moving to strike out? 

Mr. HORR. My motion to strike out the entire proviso is the pend- 
ing proposition. I make that point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the action of the commit- 
tee to be to substitute the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana. 


Mr. REED. It could not be a substitute. 
The CHAIRMAN. An amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
Mr. REED. It could not be a substitute for a motion to strike ont. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair on examining finds that the gentle- 
man from Maine is correct. The Chair will submit the motion of the 
gentleman from Michigan. 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. The motion then of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan is open for discussion. 

- The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Michigan 
as amended by the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana is now 
pending and open for discussion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let us have the debate on it. 
Mr. HORR took the floor and yielded to Mr, CUTCHEON. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I would not ask for a moment of the time of this 
committee were it not for the fact that this proviso strikes a blow at 
one of the largest interests of the district which I represent, there being 
but one interest there that could be more seriously affected than this. 
Its importance to my district arises from this fact, that almost the en- 
tire railroad system of the district consists of two land-grant railroads: 
the Grand Rapids and Indiana Railroad, which rans through the en- 
tire length of my district, north and south, two hundred miles; and 
the Flint and Pere Marquette Railroad, which crosses it from east to 
west, one hundred miles. 

When these land grants were made to these roads that entire part of 
the State of Michigan was an unbroken wilderness. These railroads 
by means of those grants were pushed forward into this wilderness, and 
they have left behind them civilization, they have left behind them large 
manufacturing towns, they have left behind them blooming farms and 
flourishing towns; and that which twenty years ago was an unbroken 
wilderness to-day constitutes two populous Congressional districts in 
the northern part of the Lower Peninsula of Michigan. 

For this reason I stand here to protest against this proviso which 
strikes down those railroads, and for the reason given by my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] that when you strike at the earnings of 
these roads by taking away from them the pay, the just, legitimate, and 
equitable pay, for the transportation of the mails they must and will 
lay the difference of rate over on the transportation of the freights of 
all the poor farmers, mechanics, and other people who live along the 
line of those roads. The estimates for railroad transportation made by 
the Second Assistant Postmaster-General have in this bill been cut 
down $2,035,000: 

Mr. DUNN. May I ask the gentleman from Michigan a question? 

Mr. CUTCHEON,. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUNN. Have freights diminished or been increased since 1876? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. They have diminished upon the whole, I think; 
but as the result of competition and the great increase of business. 

Mr. DUNN. In 1876 the compensation of these roads for transport- 
ing the mails was reduced 20 per cent. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope the gentleman will not occupy the short 
time allowed me. 

This cutting down of the estimates has been accomplished, first, by 
a general reduction of 5 per cent. and another reduction on the top of 
that of 50 per cent., leaving to these land-grant roads but 474 per cent. 
of the compensation they have heretofore received. This is based upon 
the ground that these roads were constructed in whole or in part by 
means of land grants made by Congress. And it makes no difference 
whether constructed in whole or in part; if they were constructed in 
however small a part by means of land grants, this bill strikes them 
with the 50 per cent. reduction clause. If only one-tenth part was 
built by land grants, under the provisions of this bill they are struck 
by the 50 per cent. clause. 

This is done, furthermore, without regard to the service performed, 
without regard to the earnings of the road, without regard to the equities 
of the case. I say, Mr. Chairman, with all due deference to the com- 
mittee, thatis highwayman’s law. Itistheroadagent’s demand, ‘‘Stand 
and deliver,” simply because we have the power. It is putting the 
blunderbuss of the law at the head of these corporations and demand- 
ing they shall surrender their private property for public use without 
compensation. In other words, it is confiscation, pure and simple, of 
the property of these two roads. One of them—the Grand Rapids and 
Indiana—has I believe never yet paid one dollar to its original stock- 
holders; and, according to the last official annual report published by the 
railroad commissioner of Michigan, it fell short $29,000 of paying their 
current expenses and the interest of their bonds ona capital of over $15,- 
000,000invested. The other railroad—the Flint and Pere Marquette— 
four years ago went through the hands of a receiver and was sold at the 
receiver’s sale at about one-half its original cost, never having paid a 
dollar to its original stockholders. And to-day it only pays 6 percent. 
on its preferred stock of six and one-half millions, which represents the 
original first-mortgage bonds, while its common stock pays nothing. 

I say, then, if you have the right to strike these roads down to 50 
per cent. you can reduce them 75 per cent. ; and if you can reduce their 
compensation 75 per cent. you can reduce it 99 percent. I say thatis 
robber’s law. It is highwayman’s law, which says to these railroads, 
simply because we have the power under the letter of the statute, with- 
out regard to its spirit, without regard to equity, without regard to 
what is reasonable compensation, ‘‘ We will rob you, we will take from 
you your just compensation.” I say that is not law; I say it is not 
equity; and the courts never can sustain such legislation as that. The 
courts will infer that what the United States will pay for these services 
under the condition of the grants is to be a reasonable compensation. 
The very statement of the proposition that if you can reduce them 50 


per cent. you can reduce them 99 per cent. is the only answer it seems 
to me is required to be given to it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN, This railroad in Michigan to which my friend from 
Michigan [Mr. CurcHron] refers was built through one of the most 
fertile portions of the Northwest, except that portion of it which 
through the pine barrens, and that passes through one of the most val- 
uable bodies of timber land on this continent. I think the gentleman 
will hardly deny that the land granted by the Government at a com- 
paratively late day, it being one of the last grants made, was enough 
to build that road two or three times over. It has made fortunes for 
afew men. The Government reserved the right to fix the rate of trans- 
portation of its mails and property—upon what basis and for what pur- 
pose? It reserved the right to fix the rate of trai ing the mails in 
consideration of the grant of land. Now, notwithstanding the Govern- 
ment made this magnificent land grant to these railroad corporations 
and reserved this right to fix the rate of transporting the mails, it is 
held by gentlemen to be robbery to insist that a road built by the 
bounty of the Government shall transport the property of the Govern- 
ment at a lower rate than is paid to other roads built by private en- 
terprise and private capital. Now, the strongest argument which 
you can make on this subject is the mere statement of the facts; that 
is the most unanswerable argument that you can present. You have 
built these roads by your bounty; you have made a few men wealthy; 
you have given them overgrown fortunes; and you did that upon con- 
dition that they should transport your property on such terms as you 
might fix. And now it is said that the wealth thus granted, the favors 
thus extended, shall not be taken into account in determining what, 
under the circumstances, is a reasonable compensation for the services 
to be rendered. 

Gentlemen get up here and indulge in brilliant generalities; speak of 
the wrongs which will be done to these corporations by this provision. 
The first time I ever passed over that road in Michigan to which the 
gentleman refers I stopped at a little way station in the woods early 
one morning. I found there a citizen complaining in bitter terms that 
land which he thought he was entering, long in advance of the loca- 
tion of the railroad, had fallen within the limits of the land grant, and 
he was threatened by the railroad corporation to be deprived of his 
property. It is not simply the wealth you have granted to these cor- 
porations; that is not the most important item to be considered. It is 
the wrongs which you have done to your people by this system. If you 
should require every one of these roads which have been built by your 
bounty to transport your property, troops, and mails free of charge you 
would not then begin to recompense the people of this country for the 
wrong done, for the injury inflicted upon them by depriving them ulti- 
mately of cheerful and prosperous homes. 

Mr. BUDD. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. i 

Mr. BUDD. You have given this matter a great deal of study? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Some little. 

Mr. BUDD. Would a reduction of 50 per cent. upon the rates now 
paid by the Government leave the compensation less than the cost of 
transportation ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not less than the cost of transportation. 

Mr. HORR. A great deal less. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not less than the costof transportation. 'The con- 
troversy in connection with the right of the Government to fix the cost 
of transporting the property and troops of the United States went to 
the Court of Claims, from that court to the Supreme Court, and from 
the Supreme Court back to the Court of Claims, and it was there set- 
tled that 50 per cent, upon the amount which had been paid would be 
a reasonable compensation. This part of the bill is based on the same 
idea; I do not myself think it goes far enough. $ 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] has expired. 

Mr. BUDD. I did not get an answer to my question. 

Mr. HORR. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLARDY]. 

Mr. CLARDY. I have listened to the arguments for and against the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] and 
those on the pending amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] with a view of arriving at a conclusion just alike to the peo- 
ple and to the railroad companies to be affected by the proposed legis- 
lation. It appears to me that by the passage of this bill with that part 
which the gentleman from Michigan seeks to strike out in it, or if 
amended as is proposed by the gentleman from Indiana and then passed, 
we shall subject ourselves to the very just criticism of having not only 
countenanced the principle of unjust discrimination in rates for trans- 
portation by common carriers but of having put into practical opera- 
tion that principle in its most odious form. - 

We are told that the power of Congress to compel certain railroad 
companies to accept one-half the amount paid to the other railroad com- 

ies of the country for the transmission of the mails of the United 
tates grows out of a right reserved by Congress in the acts donating 
portions of the public domain to aid in the construction of railroads. I 
submit that it was foreign to the purpose of Congress in making dona- 
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tions of public lands to aid in the construction of railroads to require 
the owners of such roads to render to the Government an equivalent in 
services or to exact any service without paying a reasonable compensa- 
tion therefor. 

The object of the provision which is regarded as the source of our 
power to reduce the amount to be paid to the land-grant roads, as they 
are called, below that paid to other roads for the transportation of the 
mails was, in my opinion, first, to emphasize a right which would have 
existed in the absence of such provision—the right to compel railroad 
companies, as common carriers, to transport the property of the Gov- 
ernment for a reasonable compensation; and, secondly, to put it in the 
power of Congress, in order to prevent unjust exactions on the part of 
the beneficiaries of the grant, even temporarily, to fix reasonable rates. 
It was certainly not the purpose of Congress to require the railroad com- 
panies to recompense the Government for what purported to be a dona- 
tion. Now, the amount to be paid the railroad companies that have 
received no bounty from the Government has been determined by act 
of Congress upon the theory, I suppose, that the service to be performed 
by them is reasonably worth the amount to be paid. The service to be 
rendered by the land-grant roads is equally valuable, and there should 
be no discrimination against them. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HORR. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from Flor- 
ida [Mr. BISBEE], reserving one minute for myself. 

Mr. BISBEE. I do not desire to be considered in any sense the 
champion of railroad companies. But there are about three hundred 
and seventy-five miles of railroad in the State of Florida which will 
come within the operation of this proviso, and I think it will operate 
very unjustly upon them. 

Those roads were built before the war, and built by the aid of a land 
grant. The roads were mortgaged, the lands were mo , and the 
roads have been twice sold since then under foreclosure of mortgage, 
and the lands have also been sold, which were under a separate mort- 
gage. The lands have been of no benefit to the roads except as a basis 
of credit to the companies to enable them to raise money for the con- 
struction of their roads. - 

The region of country through which the roads run embraces land that 
was not worth paying taxes on when the roads were built. Those lands 
are of more value now, but they are not owned by the people who own 
the roads at this time; they are owned by people scattered all over the 
United States, who have invested money in those lands within the last 
ten years. 

It is in the interest of the people of my State that these railroad com- 
panies should not be discriminated against. What the roads will lose 
under this provision, if it shall become a law, in the way of compensa- 
tion for carrying the mails, they will be obliged to make up in addi- 
tional freight charges and charges for the transportation of passengers. 
And I presume what I say in regard to these roads is equally true in 
reference to several other roads in the Southern States. It is wrong, 
it is nothing else than an outrage, to say to those companies arbitrarily 
that because a company way years ago received a grant of land which 
was practically worthless, it should now receive just half the compen- 
sation which other railroad companies receive for carrying the mails. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HORR. The point which I desire particularly to bring to the 
attention of the House in my brief time is that this proposed reduction 
of 50 per cent. on the rates for carrying the mails reduces the pay for 
this service 15 per cent. below its actual cost, according to the testi- 
mony of all experts. You propose to compel these companies to do 
this work at less than it actually costs. 

Again, by this proposition you commit the Government of the United 
States to the policy of doinga dishonest thing. After you have fixed the 
rate of compensation for all other roads upon a fair and just basis, it is 
not honest to compel these poorer companies which received these lands, 
not with the view of reducing their compensation for carrying the mails 
but to enable them to build roads where otherwise none could have 
been built—it is not right or honest after fixing a fair rate for other 
roads to step in and compel these land-grant roads to submit toa hori- 
zontal reduction of 50 per cent. Sir, the Union Pacific Railroads are 
carried on under a contract. We can not violate that contract. To 
undertake to enforce this policy is simply dishonest toward those roads. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. We do not intend to violate any contract. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I have but five minutes, and I 
hope I shall not be interrupted during the course of my remarks. We 
are now abont to vote upon a proposition which will test the question 
whether railroad companies which have received from the Government 
subsidies of bonds or lands can exercise a stronger power and influence 
in this House than the interests and rights of the people. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] says that this proposition 
is not honest. Sir, we have precedent for it—precedent established by 
his own party when it was in power in the last Congress. They incor- 
porated in the Post-Office appropriation act a provision for the exercise 
of this power reserved to Congress to fix just such rates of compensation 
on these roads as Congress might deem proper. In the last Congress the 
roads which had been subsidized by bonds were brought upon a level 
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grant roads, and the right of Congress was asserted to 
fix justsuch compensation for those roads as Congress might deem proper. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] says that this measure 
will reduce the compensation for this service below the actual cost of 
transportation. I deny it. The railroad companies to-day are receiv- 
ing in some instances for carrying the mails fifty times as much as they 
charge to private parties for ordinary transportation of freight. I as- 
sert that after this reduction of 50 per cent. shall take effect these rail- 
road companies will receive for mail trainsportation more than they are 
receiving for carrying express matter. They incur no extra ex 
whatever in this mail transportation; they put no additional brakeman 
or conductor uponamail-car. They simply supply steam to the engine 
to haul the mail-car, and there is no expense beyond that of handling 
the regular passenger trains. 

Mr. HORR. If that is true—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Illinois has stated that he 
is unwilling to submit to any interruption. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ihave but a minute or two, and there is very 
much that I desire to say. 

One gentleman talks about ‘“‘robbery,’’ and the term “ highway- 
man” has been used. Yes, sir; there has been robbery committed— 
legislative robbery. By means of a subsidized lobby, by means of a 
political power which has ever oeen the willing tool of monopoly, laws 
have been passed here robbing the people of over one hundred millions 
of acres of the public domain. Land to the value of hundreds of mil- 
lions has been voted by Republican Congresses to these land-grant roads. 
You have voted enough to the Union Pacific and the Central Pacific 
Railroads to build these roads and make them a free gift to the stock- 
holders, leaving $26,000,000 of profit in their pockets in addition to a . 
gift of the stocks of the roads. The lands given to all these railroads 
have been on the average sufficient to pay for the roads and make them 
a free gift to the stockholders. 

In return for this grand bounty, for this empire which has been voted 
to these roads, we have simply reserved the right to fix the rate of com- 
pensation they shall receive for carrying the mails. This is all we get 
in return. But after the people have been plundered of their home- 
steads, and when we undertake to exact this poor return for the bounty 
of the Government, gentlemen come in here with specious arguments 
and plausible pretexts to prevent us from exercising this power which 
has been reserved to Congress, Gentlemen insist that we should allow 
the same rate of compensation to these roads that is paid to roads which 
never received one dollar from the Government. Sir, what might bea 
reasonable rate for a road which has never been subsidized would be an 
unreasonable rate for a road which has been built from the bounty of 
the Government. 

I insist, sir, that we in fixing a reasonable rate should take into con- 
sideration—it is the solemn duty of the Representatives of the peo- 
ple—to take into consideration the bounties and vast sums that this 
Government has already given to these roads. 

I will not stop, sir, to argue the question of our power. The power 
of Congress is admitted on every hand clearly and distinctly. 

Mr. OATES (from his seat). It was a part of the contract. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. As my friend from Alabama reminds me it was 
a part of the contract, a part of the conditions imposed by the Govern- 
ment for granting its aid in the construction of these roads, that it 
should have the right to exercise that power. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Michigan as amended by the gentleman from Indiana, 
which is to strike out all of the proviso as amended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the language to bestricken out was 
embraced in the original proposition, bexinning with the words, ‘‘ pro- 
vided, however.” That was what the gentleman from Michigan moved 
to strike out. My amendment was to substitute for the words stricken 
out the text of the amendment which has been already adopted. 

Mr. HORR. Ibeg the gentleman’s pardon. His proposition wasan 
amendment to my original motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already so held. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman’s motion embraced the text of the 
bill from the words “‘ provided, however.” 

Mr. HORR. The motion was to strike out the whole of that part, 
with the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairthinks there is no difficulty about the 
matter. It is not debatable. The Clerk will report the words pro- 
posed to be stricken out by the amendment of the gentleman from 
Michigan. 

The amendment of Mr. Horr was again read. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 62, noes 92. 

Mr. HORR. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Horr and Mr. TOWNSHEND were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 79, noes 
98. 

So the amendment was not 


agreed to. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I now move, for the purpose of perfecting this sec- 
tion—— 
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Mr. BINGHAM. 
fore the committee, my amendment having been set aside temporarily by 
the point of order of the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall occupy but a minute, simply with a view 


Mr. Chairman, I claim that I had a standing be- 


of perfecting this section. After the word ‘‘eight,’’ in line 77—— 
Mr. HORR. I insist that the gentleman from Pennsylvania should 


be eh ae under our arrangement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair states that the agreement contem- 
plated the offering of otheramendments. The gentleman from Indiana 
is clearly in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My motion is to strike out, after the word “‘ eight,’’ 
in line 77, down to and including the word ‘‘acts,’’ in line 108. 

It is hardly necessary to explain that it is necessary to strike out this 
in order to make the amendment already adopted consistent. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I now offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, after the words “railroad routes,” in line 68, down to and includ- 
ing the word “ miles,” in line 71, the following words: ‘‘ By reducing the compen- 
sation to all railroad companies for the transportation of mails 5 per centum per 
annum from the rates for the transportation of mails,” 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, the entire debate covering this para- 
graph of the section has had reference to the land-grant or subsidized 
railroads and the compensation that is considered just and fair to them 
for carrying the mails. By the provision just passed you have reduced 
their compensation, according to the statement of the gentleman from 
Indiana, $1,100,000 per annum. By the first section of this bill you 
made a horizontal reduction of 5 per cent. upon every other railroad 
of the country in carrying the mail under the provisions as applied to 
the subsidized or land-grant roads. It is to the injustice and unfair- 
ness of that proposition that I desire to address my remarks. 

It will affect the railroads carrying the mails $600,000 per annum in 
the reduction of their compensation. No gentleman in this debate, ex- 
cept the gentleman from Illinois who presented the bill, in his first 
speech, refers to the justice of this reduction, and he placed it upon this 
basis: 

The railroads are at present carrying passengers, express, and freights far 
cheaper than they were carrying them at the period of the last reduction. The 
cost of material, of wages, and the orana expense of running railroads are 
cheaper than they were at that period. We feel, therefore, that Congress can, 
without being charged with injustice to the railways, reduce this rate of com- 
pensation to the extent provided here. 

That is the only reason given in this debate why the railroad com- 
paņies are to be reduced 5 per cent. Isay to the gentleman and to the 
committee that there is a marked injustice in the proposition for this 
horizontal reduction of the compensation allowed to railroads. The 
mails are not to-day what they were in 1873, when you passed the law 
carrying the mails under absolute weight. The railroads to-day are 
carrying the mails with due frequency and speed, but underthe statute 
of the last Congress, re-enacted in this appropriation bill, we find that 
they are to carry them on the fastest trains running out of their re- 
spective depots. Not only that, but they are ranning mail trains now 
from thirty-two to thirty-eight miles an hour, Then they were run at 
from twenty-two to twenty-five, and every facility that the Government 
has demanded has been generously increased and broadened. 

Your entire postal-car service in that time has almost doubled, and 
the transportation that these great trunk lines give your railroad clerks, 
if placed upon the basis of a commutation of one and a half cent per 
mile of carriage, would amount to almost $3,000,000. 

But the point I desire to make most distinctly before the committee 
is that the roads which give you the largest facilities you strike at most 
seriously. The remarks of the gentleman from Texas made two days 
ago were pertinent to this proposition. The roads that carry less than 
a ton per mile receive thirty-three, thirty-four, and thirty-seven cents 
per ton per mile. The great roads that carry your postal-car service, 
like the New York Central and the great Pennsylvania road, only receive 
a fraction over eight cents per ton per mile. Therefore, when you come 
to your horizontal reduction you strike roads like the Pennsylvania 
$25,000 to $30,000 per annum, and roads like the New York Central 
the same amount, the roads which give you the broadest and largest 
facilities; while the roads carrying less than a ton per mile you scarcely 
make any impression upon, for the reason that they receive four and a 
half times greater compensation than the great trunk lines. Now in 
1873 you passed this law adjusting the compensation for inland mail 
transportation on your railroad routes. In 1876 you reduced it 10 per 
cent. In 1878—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] is recognized. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If no other gentleman on this side desires to argue 
this proposition I should like a few minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. If it appears that other gentlemen on that side 
do not desire to be recognized the Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 

Mr. KASSON. IfI can be recognized now I will yield my time to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 


The 


Mr. HOLMAN. Do gentlemen on the other side propose to take 
their whole ten minutes at once? 

Mr. KASSON. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania so much 
of the time accorded to me as he requires. 

Mr. BINGHAM. As I was saying, the roads that give the largest 
convenience and facilities, that transport your mails on the fastest trains, 
on the fast trains running from forty to fifty miles an hour, are by this 
horizontal reduction the railroads most severely and unjus#y treated, 
while the smaller roads, giving you but limited facilities and conven- 
iences, are scarcely or not perceptibly injured by your reduction. 

You propose by this to strike these roads $600,000 in their annual 
compensation. What was the result in 1876 when you made the reduc- 
tion of 10 percent. ? The New York Central Railway and the Pennsyl- 
vania Railway gave notice to the Post-Office Department that they would 
not transport the mails upon their fast trains. What was the result? 
Indignant petitions and remonstrances came up from all sections of the 
country, until at the next session of Congress you were forced to legis- 
late for that which had before been unknown in your legislation with 
reference to mail transportation; and that was to increase the compen- 
sation of railroads for what was known as special mail facilities. 

That went up from the first year, when it was $150,000, until two 
years ago it reached the appropriation of $600,000. To-day itis$175, 600. 
Nothing is given in this bill as a provision for special mail facilities. 
But the committee submit this proposition without reason, without ar- 
gument other than that given by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND], who states that because passenger and freight rates are 
reduced, therefore the cost of mail transportation should be reduced. 
I say to the gentleman that he has not given to this House any reason 
why 5 per cent. should be the standard of the reduction. Why could 
it not have been 10 per cent.? Why could it not have been the same 
in the provisions of this bill in reference to the general transportation 
roads as you have applied to the subsidized or bounty roads? Simply 
because you have felt that the great railroads without indignation or 
rebellion would accept this 5 per cent. reduction, whereas they would 
have rebelled and would have positively refused to carry your mails if 
the reduction had been larger. 

I desire to say to the gentleman that already, in view of the presenta- 
tion of this bill to this House, the great trunk lines have filed their 
protest with the Post-Office Department with reference to the treat- 
ment deservedly condemned and opposed by them that this House is 
asked to inflict upon them by carrying through this legislation. 

The gentleman had before his committee a well-digested and carefully 
prepared plan, the result of a thorough and complete investigation of 
this entire subject. More than a million of dollars could have been 
saved under the legislation thus proposed. Your Post-Office Commit- 
tee has submitted that legislation with a favorable report to this House, 
and when they come before this House and ask its approval it will be 
a request based upon information in every detail in contrast to the 
simple general declaration of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Town- 
SHEND] that because freight and passenger rates have been reduced, 
therefore the mail-transportation rates should be reduced. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We have got back now to the only point re- 
mainingin this provision, and that is to the question whether there shall 
be any reduction of the cost of general rail way mail transportation. The 
cost of railway mail transportation has grown marvelously and astound- 
ingly. Within the last ten years it has nearly doubled in cost. The 
cost of the railway mail transportation is nearly $19,000,000, and I warn 
this Congress now if another great scandal shall afflict the postal service 
of this country it will grow out of the very question that is now under 
consideration. ` 

My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] seems to have grave 
apprehensions that these trunk lines will throw up the service of the 
Government; that they will refuse to carry the mails. 

Mr. BINGHAM. They have given notice. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. [tell you that the Government or the mail 
can get along better without the railroads than the railroads can get 
along without the mail. 

Their throwing the Government mail off their roads will affect the 
prosperity of those roads far more than it will affect the interest of the 
Government. No such idle threat as that ought to be allowed to influ- 
ence the action of a single sensible member upon this floor. Is there 
any danger that these railroads will give up the most profitable traffic 
which they have to-day? Look at the facts. They are charging for 
ordinary freights from five-eighths of 1 cent to about 2) cents per ton 
per mile. What are they getting for carrying the mails? The Post- 
master-General tells you that they are receiving for transporting the 
mails, on the average, 10.45 cents perton per mile, the compensation 
ranging from about 6 cents per ton up to as high as $2 per ton per mile. 
Yet the gentleman tells us that these railroads will protest and refuse 
to accept the most profitable portion of their traffic. It is idle to use 
such arguments here. 

Does this House forget the fact that ten years ago the maximum cost 
for carrying the mails by rail was only about $300 per mile per year? 
What is it to-day? It runsupas high, in some instances, as $1,600 per 
mile. On the average the mail traffic is more profitable to the railroads 
than its freight, its express, and in many instances than its passenger 
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traffic; yet the gentleman says that there is danger if we cut down the 
compensation for carrying the mails 5'per cent. that these railroads will 
throw off the mails. There are roads in this country that really are 
mainly sustained by the compensation paid them for carrying the Gov- 
ernment mails. 

Mr, CANNON, 
tion? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ihave not the time. 

Mr. CANNON. Only a question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Very well. 

Mr. CANNON. Itisrightin point. Ifthe railroads receive somuch 
more pay for carrying the mails than they do for carrying anything 
else, why is it that the gentleman contents himself with cutting down 
the mail compensation only 5 per cent.? Why not cut it down lower? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is it. S 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will answerthequestion. In 1876 the com- 
pensation for carrying the mails was cut down 10 per cent. ; in 1878 it 
was cut down 5 per cent. At the present time, taking into consider- 
ation the higher cost of the service, the greater cost of materials for 
building the roads, and the greater compensation paid to employés, 
which at the time the former reductions were made were in the neigh- 
borhood of from 5 to 10 per cent. greater than at the present time—in 
other words, taking into consideration the fact that the cost of the rail- 
way service has been reduced over 10 per cent. since the last cut was 
made, I would have been willing to have cut them down now 10 per 
cent.; yea, I would have been ready to do so if I could have hoped 
that I would carry this House with me on the proposition. But we 
were moderate in our demand, feeling justified in asking that there be 
at least 5 percent. reduction. Wemight have cut deeper without doing 
injustice. 

We were willing to content ourselves with the reduction of 5 per 
cent. this session. Perhaps at the next session we may cut deeper, as 
we may see that we can justify ourselves in doing so. And in the next 
Democratic Congress, which I certainly believe will be sent here by the 
people at the next election, we will cut down toa point where the com- 
pensation for carrying the mails will be more reasonable than it is 
now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] has expired. 

Mr. oe . Inow yield to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Dunn]. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe there is but five minutes of time remain- 
ing for debate, and I will yield that to the tleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, I thank my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] for his courtesy. + The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BINGHAM] arraigns the committee for the proposed b per cent. reduc- 
tion of the compensation to be allowed all railroads for transporting the 
mails. He has been well answered by the gentleman from Illinois Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] who has the bill in charge. In addition to what he 
said, however, I wiil call attention to the significant fact that there has 
never been any reduction in the charges for transporting the mails vol- 
untarily made by the railroad companies. Every reduction of those 
charges that has ever been secured has been arbitrarily made by Congress. 
This circumstance is all the more significant when considered in connec- 
tion with the steady and continuing reductions of freight and passenger 
rates that have been and are being voluntarily made by all the railroads 
throughout the country. These latter reductions in rates are made by 
reason of competition and steadily reducing cost of operating the roads. 
But they deny to the Government all the benefits of these considerations. 
There is no competition as to the business of the Government. They 
all unite and make common cause against the Government, which in 
this case is required to ‘‘ stand and deliver.” There is nothing left 
for the Government to do except to assert its power and enforce reduc- 
tions in the compensation allowed for transporting the mails, troops, 
and public property. 

Mr. Chairman, I am gratified to have this opportunity to explain 
my position as to the pending paragraph as amended, for I perceive 
that it is misunderstood by some. The objection that I took to the 
bill of the committee on day before yesterday was that the Pacific 
railroads were not included in and subjected to the provisions of the 
bill fixing the rates of compensation to be allowed to the other land- 
grant roads for transporting the mails. I made no other objection to 
the bill. Iam very much gratified to observe that the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], on the part of the majority of the committee, 
has this morning brought in an amendment, which has been adopted 
by the committee, to bring the Pacific roads under the operation of 
these provisions and subject them to the same conditions imposed upon 
the other land-grant roads. So understanding this amendment, I am 
satisfied with the paragraph and shall support the committee and their 
bill very cordially. 

‘Knowing as I did that the Pacific railroad systems had received 
more of the Government’s bounty than any other roads in the country, 
I naturally felt shocked to see that the committee had deliberately 
framed a bill for the revision and reduction of the compensation to be 
allowed for transporting the mails on the railroads, and should have 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 


exempted the land-grant and bond-subsidy Pacifie roads from the pro- 
visions reducing that compensation. I could not understand why the 
Union and Central Pacific roads and their branches, which had received 
$64,000,000 in the bonds of the Government, now increased to over 
$100,000,000 by unpaid interest, and over 40,000,000 acres of its public 
lands, should be exempted from the conditions imposed upon roads that 
had received less. This provision of the bill as now amended is en- 
tirely consistent with the long-established policy of the Government 
and well founded in constitutional authority. 

Section 4001 of the Revised Statutes provides that— 

All railway companies to which the United States have furnished aid by grant 
of lands, right of way, or otherwise, shall carry the mails at such prices as Con- 
gress Nog ardan and until such price is fixed by law the Postmaster-General 
may fix the rate of compensation. 

Section 4002 fixes a scale of maximum rates, graded according to the 
average weight of the mails carried, according to which the Postmaster- 
General is authorized and directed to readjust the compensation there- 
after to be paid for the transportation of the mails on said railroad 
routes. 

This power was first exercised in 1850 (9 Statutes, 466) granting the 
right of way and public lands to the State of Illinois in aid of the con- 
struction of the Central Railroad, which is said to be the first land grant 
to aid in the construction of a railroad. ; 

Prior to 1862 there seems to have existed a statute in the following 
words: - F 

The Postmaster-General is authorized to fix the rate of compensation to land- 
grant roads in the absence of a price fixed by law. 

This was re-enacted in 1872 in ‘‘An act to revise, consolidate, and 
amend the statutes relating to the Post-Office Department,’’ approved 
June 5, 1872 (17 Statutes, 309). From that act it was transferred into 
the Revised Statutes, as above quoted. 

I first address myself to the subject of the power of the Government 
to regulate and fix absolutely the compensation to be allowed for trans- 
porting the mails upon the railroads. 

Article I, section 8, of the Constitution confers upon Congress the 
“power * * * to regulate commerce with foreign nations, and 
among the several States, and with the Indian tribes ; * * to es- 
tablish post-offices and post-roads,’’ &c. 4 

In the case of Munn rs, Illinois (94 United States, 130) Chief-Justice 
Waite, delivering the opinion of the court, said: 

Common carriers exercise a sort of public office, and have duties to perform 
in which the public isinterested. Their business * * * is therefore affected 
with a public interest, within the meaning of the doctrine which Lord Hale has 
so forcibly stated. * * è Enough has already been said to show that when 
private property is devoted to a public use it is subject to public regulation. 

In the case of the Pensacola Telegraph Company vs. Western Union 
Telegraph Company (96 United States, 9) the Chief-Justice, delivering 
the opinion, said: 

Since the case of Gibbons vs. Ogden (9 Wheaton, 1) it has never been doubted 
that commercial intercourse is an element of commerce which comes within the 
regulating power of Congress. Post-offices and post- are established to 
facilitate the transmission of intelligence. Both commerce and the postal serv- 
ice are placed within the power of Congress, because, being national in their 
operation, they should be under the protecting care of the National Govern- 
ment. 

It is therefore manifest that there is ample authority for the exercise 
of this power to regulate and control this important branch of the pub- 
lic service. The power to absolutely fix the price which should be paid 
for transporting the mails upon railroads other than land-grant roads 
was not exercised prior to 1850, possibly not before 1872, but ‘‘ the non- 
user of a power does not disproveits existence.” (Kohl et al. vs. United 
States, 91 United States, 373.) 

It is insisted that the railroad companies are entitled to reasonable 
compensation for this service, and that the companies or the courts must 
determine what is a reasonable compensation. 

This assumption also is erroneous. In Munn vs. Illinois (94 United 
States, 133): 

It is insisted, however, that the owner of property is entitled to a reasonable 
compensation for its use even though it be clothed with a public interest, and 
that what is reasonable is a judicial and not a legislative question. As has 
already been shown, the practice has been otherwise. In countries where the 
common law pre it has been customary from time immemorial for the legis- 
lature to declare what shall bea reasonable compensation under such circum- 
stances, or perhaps, more properly Spealcing, to fix a maximum beyond whichany 
charge e would be unreasonable. * * If there are no statutory regula- 
tions upon the subject, the courts must determine whatis reasonable. The con- 
trolling fact is the power to regulate at all. If that exists, the right to establish 
the maximum of c as one of the means of regulation isimplied. * * * 
Rights of property which have been created by the common law can not be 
taken away without due process, but the law itself as a rule of conduct may be 
chan at the will, or even at the whim, of the legislature unless prevented by 
constitutional limitations, Indeed, the great office of statutes is to remedy de- 
fects in the common law as they are developed, and toadaptit to the changes of 
time and circumstances. To limit the rate of c for services rendered ina 
public employment or for the use of property in which the public has an interest 
is only changing a regulation which existed before. It establishes no new prin- 
ciple in the law, but only gives a new effect toan old one. We know that this 
is a power which may . But thatisno argument against its existence, 


For protection against abuses by legislatures the people must resort to the polls 
and not to the courts. 

Again, in Peik rs. Chicago, &c., Railway Company (94 United States, 
178), the court say: 


As to the claim that the courts must decide what [rates of pander arte Lees 
reasonable and not the Legislature, this is not new to this ease. It has n 
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fully considered in Munn es. Hlinois. Where property has been clothed with a 


public interest the Legislature may fix a limit to t which shall in law be rea- 
sonable for its use. This limit binds the courts as well as the people. Ifit has 
been cap sien fixed, the Legislature and not the courts must be appealed to 
for the ge. 

In the Sinking Fund cases (99 United States 719), speaking of the 
Union Pacific Railroad, the court says: 

This corporation is a creature of the United States. It isa private corporation 
created for public purposes, and its property is to a large extent devoted to 
public uses, It is, therefore, subject to legislative control so far as its business 
affects the public interests. 


Undoubtedly that may also be said of all railroads, and perhaps no 
more accurate description of the extent of the power of regulation and 
control can be given. I therefore thinkit may be confidently assumed 
that we have control over this question as to all railroads independently 
of the specific reservations contained in the acts making grants of lands 
to the land-grant railroads, and independently also of the reserved right 
to ‘‘alter, amend, or abolish,” the acts granting charters, public lands, 
and bonds of the United States to the Pacific roads. 

In the exercise of this power Congress has steadily fixed maximum 
rates of compensation for the transportation of the mails upon all roads. 
When the general postal code was enacted fixing certain general prin- 
ciples and regulating the rates for railroads which had received no land 
grants or subsidy bonds Congress declared what they thought was at 
that time a reasonable compensation for this service, and they desig- 
nated 80 per cent. of that as a just, reasonable, and proper compensation 
for the land-grant roads, making by that enactment no discrimination 
between the roads that had received grants of land only and those that 
had received grants of both land and bonds, and placing no additional 
burdens upon the latter on account of such additional subsidy. 

The land grants were all made upon the condition that roads should 
always transport the troops and property of the United States free of 
toll or other charge, and the mails at such price as should be fixed by 
Congress. 

The grants to the Pacific railroads were upon the condition that the 
Serene! should pay their bonds and interest at maturity, and build 
and keep their roads in repair, and transport mails, troops, munitions 
of war, and Government property whenever required to do so by any 
Department of the Government, giving at all times the preference to 
the Government in the use of the same, at fair and reasonable prices, 
not to exceed those charged to other persons for like services. These 
were the contracts, so to . The Post-Office Department, in the 
performance of its lawful duties, construed and put into effect the gen- 
eral postal code which I have before referred to, fixing and limiting the 
rates of compensation allowed to these different classes of roads for 
rting the mails and undertook to enforce it. 

All the railroads in the country accepted the terms and rates fixed 
by Congress except these Pacific roads which had received both lands 
and bonds. They appealed to the Supreme Court against the construc- 
tion of the Department, and by the decision of the court they were re- 
lieved from the construction put upon the law by the Post-Office De- 
partment upon the naked ground that Congress had not in the act fixing 
the rates expressed the legislative intention to alter and amend their 
charters, which had emanated from Congress and constituted a contract 
between the Government and the companies which must stand as there 
expressed until ‘‘altered or amended’’ by the express intendment of 
Congress. The court held that they were land-grant roads, but sui gen- 
eris, having received not only their land-grants but also their charters 
from Congress. 

In the act granting these charters Congress reserved the right to 
“alter, amend, or repeal this act,” so that the legislative authority over 
them rests not alone in mere assertion of constitutional power to regu- 
late, but the Government expressly reserved to itself this right. 

Now, sir, having declared by law, under the sanction of the authority 
that I have shown, what were reasonable rates for general railroads and 
what were reasonable rates for land-grant railroads and having en- 
forced them without serious resistance, we now come to declare what 
are reasonable rates, in the light of the vast subsidies they have re- 
ceived in both lands and bonds for these Pacific roads, and it is this 
time put in the form of an express amendment of theircharters, carry- 
ing with it the expression of the legislative intent to amend them in 
oe to avoid the point of discrimination that was made and sustained 
by the Supreme Court. 

We are now again met by two or three objections. We are told that 
we have no power to doit; that when Congress granted this charter to 
these railroad companies and gave to them the benefit of the munificent 
grantsof land and bonds that I have mentioned, and expressly reserved 
to itself, for the public good, the rightto ‘‘alter, amend, orrepeal’’ that 
charter, there are vested rights in the companies which will prevail to 
prevent Congress from doing whatit reserved the right todo. It would 
seem to be a sufficient answer to say that ‘‘there can be no vested right 
in a rule of the law,” or in a constitutional power given alone to the 
Legislature. 

There is no ‘‘vested right’’ in this case in the sense in which the 
term ‘‘vested right’’ is used by lawyers and in the courts. 


The only ‘‘ vested right’’ is that which is vested in Con, to regu- 


late and control, and to ‘‘alter, amend, or repeal’’ at 


This power is both inherent and reserved, and was reserved in the 
very charter granted to the companies. In the Sinking-fund cases (99 
United States, 724) the court says: 

The United States occupy toward this corporation a twofold relation—that 
of sovereign and that of creditor. Their rights as sovereign are not crippled 
because they are creditors, and their privileges as creditors are not enlarged by 
the charter use of their sovereignty. 

In the same case the court says: 


It is unnecessary to decide what power Congress would have had over the 
charter if the right of amendment had not been reserved; for, as we think, that 
reservation has n made. 

In the act of 1862, section 18, it was accompanied by an lanatory statement, 
showing that this had been done “the better to accomplish the objects of this 
act, namely, to promote the public interest and welfare by the construction of 
said railroad and telegraph line and Keeping. the same in working order, and 
to secure to the Government at all times (but especially in times of war) the use 
and benefits of the same for postal, military, and other Lk! ape and by an 
oaa that it should be used with due regard for the rights of said compa- 
n 


es. 
In the act of 1864, however, there is nothing except the simple words (section 
22) “that Con; may at any time alter, amend, and repeal this act," 

Taking both acts together, and giving the explanatory statement in the act of 
1862 all the effect it can be entitled to, we are of the opinion Congress not 
only retains but has given ee notice of its intention to retain full and com- 
plete power to make such alterations and amendments of the charter as come 
within the just scope of its legislative power. 

Justice Field was even more explicit. In Tomlinson vs. Jessup he 
said: 


The reservation affects the entire relation between the State and the corpora- 
tion, and places under legislative control all rights, privil . and immunities 
derived by its charter directly from the State. * * è Gi full effect to the 
principles which have thus been authoritatively stated,we think itsafe to say that 
whatever rules Congress might have prescribed in the o 1 r for the 
government of the corporation in the administration of its affairs it retained 
the power to establish by amendment. 

There can therefore be no doubt as to the power. Ought we to do it? 
If it is just and right to reduce the compensation of the railroads which 
have received only grants of land, it is certainly just and right to simi- 
larly reduce the compensation of these roads which have received both 
lands and bonds, and, too, more than twice as much land as any other 
railroads have received, except the Northern Pacific and Atlantic and 
Pacific roads. The same rule of justice by which the land-grant roads 
were required to take less than the non-land-grant roads for transport- 
ing the mails would justify the reduction of the compensation of these 
Pacific roads still below that allowed to the land-grant roads, making 
the measure of subsidy received by each the guide. 

But when in addition to this consideration the further fact is con- 
sidered that these favored roads now charge and receive twice as much 
compensation for carrying the mails as the roads that never received 
any land grants or subsidies receive, there would appear to be no longer 
a doubt as to our duty. It is said to beactually true and ascertainable 
by the figures that these lavishly subsidized Pacific roads that have 
received over one hundred and fifty million dollars’ worth of lands, 
seventy-five million dollars’ worth of which have already been sold, and 
$64,000,000 in bonds of the Government, now grown to a debt of over 
$100,000,000 and still increasing, do now actually receive twice as much 
for carrying the mails as the roads that have never received any land 
grant or other subsidy. They receive annually near $1,000,000 for 
carrying them, and yet their constant cry is for more. 

I fully agree with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] that their 
compensation, as now allowed, is unreasonably high, and every considera- 
tion of public duty and justice demands its immediate reduction as pro- 
vided in this bill. 

Another plea is that this reduction will take so much out of the sink- 
ing fund which the Thurman act provides for. I havealready shown 
in my remarks on this paragraph day before yesterday that to allow 
them greater compensation than other land-grant roads is to give them 
additional and continuing subsidies in money never to be recovered. 
Nay, more; it will amount to a persistent and perpetual robbery of 
the Government, for the Commissioner of Railroads has shown in his 
report that these companies have entered upon a systematic method of 
robbing the so-called sinking fund, so that it has already ceased to bea 
sinking fund, and has become a mockery and adelusion. When we re- 
duce their compensation one-half we will then have only brought them 
actually to what other roads receive if it is true, as said, that their pay 
is now double that of others. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate on the pending paragraph 
and amendments thereto has expired. The first question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], which 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out after “ railroad routes,” in line 68, the words down to and including 
“ mails,” in line 71. 

The amendment was not to. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I offer the amendment whieh I send to the 
desk, to come in after the word *‘ receive.” 

The CHAIRMAN. That has been stricken out. This amendment 
may come in after the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Very well; let it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Shall receive such per cent. of the compensation authorized by this act to 
other railroad companies for corresponding service as to the Postmaster-Gen- 
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of the compensation allowed for corresponding service on other roads. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: ‘ 

For inland transportation by steamboat routes, $600,000. 


Mr. HORR. I move to amend so as to increase the appropriation in 
this paragraph to $625,000. In my general remarks on this bill I ex- 
plained the reason for this proposition.. The steamboat service at pres- 
ent exhausts every dollar of the appropriation of $600,000. Itis desired 
on the part of the people in Florida to have a fast-steamboat line on the 
Saint John’s River from Palatka to Enterprise. They needit. Steam- 
boat transportation is also needed upon a little route from Beaver Island, 
in Lake Michigan. 

In addition to that the Postmaster-General tells us that he needs a 
small sum to draw upon in case of overflow. During the great over- 
flow of the Mississippi he used several thousand dollars to enable people 
who were cut off from railroad transportation to get their mails by water. 
He was obliged to do the same at certain places on the Ohio River dur- 
ing the last overflow. The Postmaster-General says that without this 
little margin of $25,000 he will not have anything to go and come upon 
for purposes of thiskind. I am not going to talk er on this amend- 
ment. I give the House the facts. I think the amendment ought to 
be adopted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, it is undoubtedly well known 
to the House that the steamboat service is steadily diminishing every 
year. Asrailroads are constructed they supersede steamboat service. I 
reside in a town on the Ohio River, and there is scarcely a month in the 
year in which I do not take notice of this diminution in the amount of 
steamboat service. The expenditures for the last few years demonstrate 
this reduction. In 1880 there was expended on this service $887,000; 
in 1881 the expenditure ran down to $753,000; in 1882 the expendi- 
ture was only $574,000. We propose to give in this bill $600,000—more 
than $25,000 in excess of the expenditure of 1882. Last year, by reason 
of some exceptional causes, the expenditure ran up to $607,000. ButIam 
confident that the $600,000 proposed by the committee will be found 
ample for this service. I therefore oppose the amendment. 

Mr. BISBEE. Mr. Chairman, the argument of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] has in my judgment no application to this 
matter. The question is not how much has been spent in the past, but 
what is really necessary for the coming fiscal year. Now, the fact is 
that a railroad has been completed within a few weeks from Jackson- 
ville, Fla., to Palatka, the time being about two hours. From Palatka 
to Sanford the distance is one hundred and thirty-five miles by water. 
From Sanford to Tampa the distance is about one hundred and twenty- 
four miles by a railroad recently completed, and it is about fourteen 
hours by steamer from Tampa to Key West. 

Now, thisservice which the Department desires to put on from Palatka 
to Sanford, one hundred and thirty-five miles, is of more than merely 
local importance. It enables the Department, with the fast trains now 
running from New York to Florida, availing itself of these new rail- 
roads and a fast steamer on this river for a distance of one hundred and 
thirty-five miles, to put the mails into Key West from New York two 
days earlier than it is done now. Therefore it is a matter of more than 
merely local importance to the people living on the Saint John’s River. 
It is important to the Government, it is important to the Navy Depart- 
ment, and is of special value to the underwriters of New York and other 
Eastern cities. I hope the committee will then so far forget its passion 
for economy as to allow this small appropriation for the continuation of 
this service. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment just read. . 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 33, noes 51. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For inland transportation by star routes, $4,600,000, together with the further 
sum of $1,000,000, which is hereby reappropriated, out of any un nded bal- 
ance of the appropriation for inland transportation by star routes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1883. 

Mr. HORR. I move to strike out the word “‘fonr,’’ in line 123, and 
insert the word “‘five;’’ and then strike ontall the paragraph after the 
word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 124; so that it will read, if adopted: 

For inland transportation by star routes, $5,600,000. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, I ask the attention of the committee 
for a few moments while I proceed to show that the present provision 
of this bill isof no value as a practical measure, and in fact is utterly 
impossible. It can have no effect and is of no value. It means noth- 
ing. 

I am very sorry that the gentleman from Illinois is not in his seat, 
but I perceive that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is pres- 
ent, and I wish to direct his attention to this matter. Now, this at- 
tempts to appropriate precisely the amount of money needed for the star- 
route service. But in order to do that it ee $4,600,000, and 
then reappropriates $1,000,000 from the surplus that is claimed to exist 
in the year 1883. 


Now, what are the facts? The appropriation for the Post-Office De- 
partment differs from the appropriations made for any other branch of 
the Government. We appropriate only the money that comes from the 

tal service so long as that money lasts. In 1883 we appropriated 

.000,000 more for this service than was used; that is, for the star- 
routeservice. Butthis bill is built upon the theory that the $2,000,000 
stands to the credit of that fund and is actually in the Treasury. This 
is not true. Let me show you why. In the Post-Office Department 
your bills read as this one does, that you shall exhaust the money 
coming from the postal fund. When they open their books they open 
an account with each one of these different appropriations. They open 
an account with this star-route service. But they put to the credit of 
that service the amount that Congress gives to them. They also open 
a general account with the Post-Office fund. When the year ends you 
may have a certain item like this where there seems to be $2,000,000 
standing to its credit, when in point of fact there is not a dollar of this 
money in the Treasury available for that purpose; not a dollar. That 
was the case in 1883. While this fund had a surplus of $2,000,000 the 
postmasters had a deficit of $1,515,000. Now, that deficiency was kept 
out by the postmasters themselves, and consequently when you went 
to the general fund it was all exhausted, although there seemed to be 
some money belonging to this item. In point of fact there was not a 
dollar of itin the Treasury. Let meillustrateit, for I do not think that 
even my distinguished friend from Indiana wants to have this House 
placed in a ridiculous position in making an appropriation of a fund 
which has not a cent in it. 

Mr. Chairman, let me simplify it by supposing a case which is not 
involved with a large number of items. Suppose a man undertakes to 
establish a stage line between two points. He determines—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK took the floor and yielded to Mr. Horr. 

Mr. HORR. He determines that the receipts for that service from 
the stage line shall pay all of the expenses. He has bought all of the 
teams, all of the plant and equipments, and asks no interest on it, but 
he will run it for the benefit of the country. That is the way our post- 
offices are run. He proceeds to make his bargains, he hires his team- 
sters on the following terms: on each trip which the teamster shall 
make where the receipts are $1 or under, he is to have the whole of 
that; where the receipts are up to $2, he is to have the first dollar and 
40 per cent. of the balance; where they are over $2, he is to have $1.40 
on each trip and 20 per cent. of the balance. That is precisely the man- 
ner in which our postmasters are paid. 

Now, then, he sits down and he says, ‘‘I will arrange to know how 
this business runs; I will allow for my teamster $375 for the year; I 
think he will get that much; I will allow for my teams, the feed of 
them, $500; I will allow for incidentals $50; I will allow for an agent 
to do the business $200.” At the end of the year he comes in to settle 
up. He has opened an account with each of these items to see how it 
will stand. He finds he has received $1,120 in all during the year. 
But the postmaster—in this case it would be his teamster—under the 
agreement gets $420; he has retained that outof the moneys in his hands 
justas the postmasters do. He finds in lookingat his feed account that 
there is $50 surplus there; on incidentals he has got $5 more. 

Now, how does it stand? You find if you add them up there are only 
$5 left in that account. But this item of feed seems to have $50 in it. 
It has not got a dollar, because the original amount earned and the 
money which came in are not there. Now, what would you think if 
that man in making preparations for the next year should fix, as you 
have done in this bill, the amount needed for feed, $450, the amount 
used the year before, saying, ‘‘ I will take $50 out of what was saved 
last year?” The man would say, ‘‘ You can not do that; there is not 
any $50 saved; there was in the whole business only $5 margin.’’ 

Now, I willsay to my friend from Indiana, you can not possibly get 
this money in the way you are proposing to do it. The only way you 
can do is to provide in your hill that you shall go to the Treasury of the 
United States, take a million dollars and place it back to the fund of 
star-routes for 1883, and then appropriate against it. It isa mere mat- 
ter of book-keeping, but as it is now you utterly defeat what you try 
todo. They have not a dollar of this money at the credit of that fund. 
And when the time comes, when two years have elapsed, what takes 
place? Under the statute this money goes back into the Treasury. + 

But let me say to the gentleman from Indiana that in the post-office 
business not a dollar back. They simply credit up the fund and 
balance it, and there is nota shilling of money passes one way or another. 
You havesimply by this bill attempted to draw against something where 
there is not a dollar in the Treasury to meet it. 

With that explanation I donot believe there is a man here who will vote 
to retain that provision inthebill. I can see no earthly reason why we 
should do it anyway. Why not appropriate the amount we intend? 


‘Why attempt to do a thing simply to make your bill small? I know 


the 7 geared from Indiana will not claim there is any sense or reason 
in that. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. HORR. Now I would like to hear the gentleman from Indiana 
ly to that if he can. 
ir. HOLMAN. I think the gentleman from Michigan has had 
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enough of experience in public affairs to know that in ten minutes the 
fact of this balance not being available, if such were the fact, could have 
been shown to the House by the official authorities. In half the time 
indeed that he has occupied on the floor he could have ascertained from 
the Postmaster-General whether two and one-half millions of the ap- 
priations made for the last year are in fact available for this purpose. 
He could have ascertained that fact in ten minutes of time, and it has 
been some three weeks ago since this bill was reported to the House. 

Itappears from the reports made by the Postmaster-General that there 
were two and one-half millions of the appropriations of the last year 
unexpended and available to be reappropriated and applied hereafter, 
and the Committee on Appropriations simply appropriate a million of 
that. The committee will understand there is no difference as to the 
amount to be expended for the next fiscal year. 

Mr. HORR. Not a bit. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We all agree on $5,600,000. Finding a surplus re- 
maining over from last year of two and one-half millions or a little more 
than that, we appropriated $4,600,000, and did what has been donea 
thousand times within my experience. 

Mr. HORR. Never in an appropriation bill for the Post-Office De- 
partment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In my own experience it has been done over and 
overagain. We simply reappropriated a part of that two and one-half 
million dollars to make it applicable to the expenses of the next fiscal 
year. If it shall appear in fact that there is no such fund available, it 
will be the easiest thing in the world to make the amendment. Why 
did not the gentleman come fortified by authority ? 

Mr. HORR. I took my statement right from the books of the chief 
of the Department, I knew there never had been such an appropria- 
tion in the Post-Office bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is the gentleman informed by the Sixth Auditor or 
any other officer of the Department that there is no such fund available? 

Mr. HORR. I have been to the very man who makes all the entries, 
and I am informed there is not a dollar in that fund; that it has all 
been exhausted by the excesses of the postmasters, and there is not a 
shilling to draw against; and that the only way to get at it was the 
way I said. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Who made that statement? 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Smith, the officer in charge, who keeps the books. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Did the Sixth Auditor make that statement? 

Mr. HORR. Not the Sixth Auditor. 

Mr, HOLMAN. He is the one who has charge of that department. 
We have the right to assume from the reports made to this House, and 
which have gone to the Committee on Appropriations, that there is a 
surplus from the appropriations made last year of $2,599,000. 

We have done what has been very commonly done, what was done 
especially at the last session, and repeatedly done at former sessions; 
we have reappropriated what appeared to be unexpended balances of 
appropriations according to reports made to Congress, I will say this, 
that we do not differ about the amount. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
change it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. We do not differ about the amount. If it occurs 
that the Sixth Auditor shall report that there is not available that mill- 
ion of dollars, then the correction can easily be made. But I insist 
that the House shall for the present assume that the reports made to us 
are correct and that that balance is available. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose from the remark made by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] that this reappropriation in this bill of an 
unexpended balance is founded upon a precedent set by the last Con- 
gress; at least I understood him to say so. 

Now, the fact isthat when the pension appropriation bill came in here 
in the last Congress it provided for an appropriation of $100,000,000. 
I was dissatisfied with that amount; I thought it was too much. When 
the bill came up for consideration I think I made a motion to reduce 
the amount to eighty or eighty-four millions of dollars, I was called 
to account by gentlemen on the other side and charged with proposing 
a deficiency, with proposing to reduce the appropriations below the 
amount required for the service. I remember very distinctly what 
took place. 

. To meet that suggestion, knowing that there,was for the current year 
an unexpended balance of appropriations for pensions, knowing also 
that there was no need forit, I put in the bill a provision that the un- 
expended balance might be used if necessary. It never has been used; 
and in giving $80,000,000 we gave more than will be used for this year. 
Our appropriation originally was excessive, but out of abundant cau- 
tion, and to answer the criticism of gentlemen on the other side, I put 
in a provision that the unexpended balance should be reappropriated. 

Now I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. HoLmMAN], and I wish the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Town- 
SHEN? | were in his seat, so that I could also call his attention to the ap- 
propr.ation bill of last year and to the facts of the case as I understand 
them. The Post-Office approp anon bill of last year appropriated cer- 
tain s ıms of money from the postal revenues of the United States. The 
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appro »riation from which it is now proposed to reappropriate the un- 
expe ied balance was made from the postal revenues for the year. I 


ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] if he does not know 
that there will be a deficiency in the postal revenues for this year? I 
hope the gentleman is listening to me. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly I am. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman answer that question to the 
HONA Does he not know that there isa deficiency in the postal reve- 
nues 

Mr. HOLMAN. The report of the Postmaster-General shows that 
for last year, taking into account all the postal revenues and all the 
expenditures, the estimated surplus of revenue over the estimated total 
cost of the service for the year is $1,001,281.83. That is to say, there 
is remaining in the Treasury to the credit of the fand $1,001,281.83 
surplus revenue for last year. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish the gentleman would state those figures 
again. If he ciphers out a surplus—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Estimated surplus of revenue. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, ‘‘estimated”’ surplus. Give the facts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Estimated surplus of revenue over estimated total 
cost of the service for the year, $1,001,281.83. 

Mr. HISCOCK. From what report is the gentleman reading ? 

Mr. HOLMAN, From the report of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. HISCOCK. For what year? 

Mr. HOLMAN. For the year 1883. 

Mr. HISCOCK. When was it transmitted to Congress? 

Mr. HOLMAN, It isdated November 19, 1883, and was transmitted 
to Congress'at the commencement of this session. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is not the estimate for the year covered by the 
appropriations from which you are reappropriating what you claim to 
be unexpended balances. 4 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is for the year 1883. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman knows that that estimate is incor- 
rect for this year. He knows that there is a deficiency. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is not correct ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. You know perfectly well that there was a defi- 
ciency in the postal revenues; that the postal revenues were insufficient 
to discharge the appropriations made last year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me read this again: ‘‘ Estimated surplus of 
serena over estimated total cost of the service for the year, $1,001,- 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now let mesettle that question. In the appropria- 
tion bill for last year we placed a provision that if the revenues of the 
Post-Office Department should be insufficient, then the sum of $1,201,- 
077.90, or so much thereof as may be necessary, should be appropriated 
from any money not otherwise appropriated in the Treasury. 

Now, I understand the fact to be that this contingent fund is entirely 
exhausted. y 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RYAN obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And, mark you, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of 
the committee, the last appropriation to which I have called attention 
was to be expended only if it should be found necessary. Not a dollar 
of it can be used unless there be a necessity for such use; and it being 
unnecessary to use the whole appropriation for the star-route service, it 
was unnecessary to draw upon this contingent fund. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is only one pu here, and I desire to 
call to it the attention of gentlemen on the other side. The object isin 
some way to reduce the amount of the appropriation, so that you may 
go to the country and say that your appropriation bill is so much less 
than the estimates. Upon your own theory, if you are correct, this 
money can be used; and you propose to cheat the people of the United 
States by making them believe that you have given $1,000,000 less for 
the support of the star-route service than you really have appropriated. 
Gentlemen certainly rise to the plane of statesmanship when they do 
this. Having made perfectly clear your intention in this matter, we 
shall invite you all to go between the tellers and emphasize it. Every 
one of you will be called on to indorse this cheat if you are willing to 
do so; for I have no doubt that there will be a sufficient number on 
this side to secure tellers on this question. And if you dare by your 
votes to keep the bill in this form, it shall go over to the Senate; and 
it shall be advertised that there is concealed in this bill this little cheat, 
this little trick. It shall be advertised that the gentleman from Illinois, 
who has brought in and championed this bill, a gentleman who has the 
interests of the people of the United States so near his heart, a gentle- 
man who stands pre-eminent in advertising himself as so honest and 
moving upon so high a plane, has concealed within these lines this little 
trick. Iam anxious, Mr. Chairman, to have him and the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] defend it upon this floor. The case is 
one which, the more you emphasize it by defending it, the more patent 
you make it. I invite gentlemen on the other side to insist that this 
provision shall go through in this form. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. . I think that if the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock] had simply an honorable purpose to correct a mistake he 
would not have worked himself into such a fury; he would not have 
become so intensely excited. Why, sir, when my friend from New York 
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was blandly and quietly reappropriating million upon million last year 
and the year before there was no excitement about it. He was “child- 
like and bland,” not only in the expression of his face but in the 
tones of his utterances. Yet here, upon what is all to have been a 
mere mistake in an appropriation bill, the gentleman es himself into 
a fury. 

Now. let us see what are the facts about this matter. If the gentle- 
man will turn to 608 of the report of the Postmaster-General for 
the last year he will find that $7,250,000 was the amount appropriated, 
$4,661,526.75 was the expenditure, and $2,588,473.25 was the surplus 
on the last fiscal year. This, it seems to me, speaks more loudly than 
the gentleman from New York can speak. ; 

Now, how does the case stand when we come to the general applica- 
tion of the fund? Conceding just what has been said about the appro- 
priations being applied to the current expenses of each branch of the 
Department, I desire to read from the report of the Postmaster-General: 


Balance available for outstanding Habilities...........cc..cccecseeseeeeeseeene $2, 691, 992 05 
Deduct estimated amount of outstanding liabilities for the year... 775,000 00 
Estimated balance after discharge of outstanding liabilities..........._ 1,916,992 05 
Deduct amount credited to the Pacitic railroad companies for mail 
transportation for the year..........cs0ccseesees SMe Ea 915,710 22 


Estimated surplus— 


This is the estimated surplus of revenue on all accounts, a part of 

that surplus being upon appropriations for the star-route service— 
e 
Estimated surplus of revenue over total cost of the service for th $1,001,281 83 

If there can be any possible question about this matter, I would 
simply suggest a single amendment to this paragraph by striking out 
the words “‘ appropriated for the star-route service’? and inserting ‘‘ for 
the postal service for the last fiscal year;’’ for there is this balance, if 
the report of the Postmaster-General] is correct. 

Mr. HORR. Itis not there. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, the Postmaster-General says it is. 

Mr. HORR. My friend from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] is still mis- 
taken, and I will show him why. This isamere matter of book-keep- 
ing. In the last part of 1883 there was the amount left which he states, 
but the Post-Office Department keeps an account of its own receipts, 
and never goes to the general Treasury for a dollar so long as there is 
any ‘Post-Office money in the Treasury. 

At the close of 1883 that sum was left in the general fund for the 
next year and spent during the year, having been drawn against for the 
purpose to which I have already alluded within the terms of the law; 
and to-day every dollar of it is exhausted. You can not go to the gen- 
eral Treasury for any money to make up the Post-Office fund until the 
general fund of the postal receipts is exhausted. That fund is now ex- 
hausted, and, as I have stated, on an examination it will be found that 
there is not a dollar of that fund to-day to be reappropriated, althongh 
you undertake to reappropriate it. And you can not get any money for 
this item except by making an appropriation from the general Treas- 
ury and carrying it back to 1883. 

I wish to say to my friend from Ilinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] that I 
do not want to go into the question of politics. You will all bear me 
out in the statement that during this debate I have left political mat- 
tersentirely out of thequestion. I have not touched on politics except 
when driven to it by an interruption. I know my friend from Illinois 
in the general debate talked for half an hour or so about the corruption 
of the Republican party, making the same speech which some of us have 
heard so many times before. It has been delivered several times on 
this floor. I know there is a large number of new members here who 
never heard it; and I was glad to have him deliver it again for their 
benefit, although I could name several bills on which he has delivered 
this same speech before. Though so excellent at first, it is getting a lit- 
tle tame to some of us. Now I could say just about as many hard 
things about the Democratic party as he says about the Republicans, 
for I have been treating that party for years [laughter], but I will not 
do so on an appropriation bill; and I suggest to my friend from Illinois 
that he should not get into such political agony over a mere matter of 
book-keeping, an appropriation simply for the mail service. Besides, 
let me suggest that your speech lacks a littlesomething. It isnot quite 
the highest point of art. It would improve it to tone it upa little with 
accuracy and down alittle in frenzy. [Laughter.] As you are in the 
habit of delivering it, it is difficult for an outsider, even though he be 
a skillful observer, to determine whether you are suffering from con- 
victions or convulsions. [Great laughter and applause on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 

Now, on an appropriation bill you should not attempt to get into such 
ecstasies. You should not get up such political spasms. It has no con- 
nection with the subject. This, as I have said, isa mere matter of book- 
keeping. You are simply trying to draw a million of dollars out of a 
fund that has no money from which to draw. I am not going in to ex- 
pose you as to your object, for that would be entering the field of poli- 
tics again, and I do not want to do that. Butas to this little matter of 
arithmetic, the gentleman will find thatall that is necessary to set him 
right in the matter is to take into consideration the ordinary rules of 
addition, subtraction, and multiplication. The rule of three will help 


you, my friend, out of your trouble. 
appropriate money out of a fund that has no funds. 


{Laughter.] Youundertake to 


How are you going to get it? At the end of the year 1883 the Post- 
master-General said there was some money belonging to the Post-Office 
fund; so there was, but that has been drawn against from that time on, 
and the whole amount of it is now exhausted. The expenditures have 
exceeded the receipts so farthisyear. The payment ofthe postmasters’ 
salaries has taken a large portion of this money, because you permit 
them to do so by law. ‘This last year we have drawn the balance, so 
that to-day the general Post-Office fund is without any money, and it 
must come to the general Treasury to be replenished. You do not take 
this into consideration, though you may undertake to reappropriate a 
fund which is gone. And what do they do under your law? When 
you draw this money out of the Treasury that does not go into the ap- 
propriation for 1883, but they put it into the general fund; and there 
is not one cent to-day in the Treasury that belongs to that fund to meet 
this appropriation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is not a political question. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, when I go to the circus there 
is one individual with whom I never attempt to break a lance, and that 
is the clown. I give him unlimited away in his folly. Now, the gen- 
tleman from Ee indulged in a great deal of jest during the de- 
bate on this bill. But it seems to me that he has never risen to his 
true level until to-day. In the first place, the purest jest that he has 
made was a denial that he had indulged in any political discussion 
upon the subject or made any political reflections upon this side of the 
House. Why, sir, he was the first one who indulged in any political 
debate on this bill, and I appeal to the RECORD in support of what I 
havesaid. I had been discussing the question without the slightest 
allusion to politics whatever. I was rating the bill purely upon busi- 
ness principles, and had nothing to say of politics. But as soon as the 
gentleman from Michigan took the floor he set out almost in the begin- 
ning of his remarks witha denunciation of the Democratic party and of 
its policy, and to parade the virtues and beauties of the Republican party 
even while discussing one of the worst scandals that has ever afflicted 
this country, brought about by the maladministration of his own party. 

Mr. HORR. You forced metodo that in reply to you. I was driven 
to it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman says that I do not understand 
the rules of addition, division, and subtraction, and that is one of the 
difficulties with which I have to deal in order to understand his view 
of this question. Sir, there is another rule of which we have heard a 
great deal lately, and with which his party friends are better acquainted 
than any one on this side of the House, and that is the rule of addition, 
division, and silence; and that is the rule that has been practiced pretty 
heavy upon this country in the items for the star-route service. This 
rule with reference specially to this service has been more prevalent on 
that side of the House in the administration of governmental affairs 
than with any other party that has ever been in existence in this country. 

Then there is the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscocx.] I 
venture the assertion that that gentleman can better put on an air of 
assumed virtue without having any of it [laughter] than any other 
member on this floor. He isconstantly coming in hereand ina pathetic 
tone of voice, with an air of assumed virtue, excuses and pleads for the 
Republican party. Why, gentlemen, if there ever was a party on God's 
earth that needs pathetic appeals for forgiveness it is the party he rep- 
resents. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do notdisturb me. Iam notsaying anything 
about the gentleman from Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois declines to yield. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I want now to come to the facts and show the 
House how plain a tale can put these gentlemen down. 

What are the facts? Facts relating to its administration always hurt 
that side of the House when mentioned When we came to consider this 
bill we found that the unexpended balance remaining over from 1883 to 
the credit of the star-route service was $2.588,473. Now, if youdeduct 
from that amount the amount that is estimated as required to pay for 
contracts which had not been settled at the end of that fiscal year, you 
will find just what ought to be in the Treasury, unless the star-route 
thieves have gone again into the Treasury and stolen this money. When 
the Postmaster-General made this report in December last the money 
was there, as he has certified over his name. And I tell you now again 
the Postmaster-General is not that kind of a man—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. REAGAN obtained the floor, and yielded his timeto Mr. Town- 
SHEND. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I conceive that General Gresham would not 
certify falsely. What does he certify to? Let the Clerk read what I 
send to the desk. There is the statement of the Postmaster-General 
showing what was the revenue, what was the expenditure, an¢ what 
was the surplus left over—— 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman now yield to me? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will not answer any question whatever, for 
my time is rapidly slipping away. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
FINANCIAL STATEMENT. 
The revenues of the Department for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1883, 


amounted to $15,508,692.61, as follows: 
Ordinary postal revenue........-..cerccecceseeseeere renane ane ssena nn 
Net revenue from money-order business........... s.s.s. 


woe $45, 097, 073 24 
a 411, 619 37 


45, 508, 692 61 
The expenditures on account of the service of the year, not in- 
cluding amount credited to Pacific railroad companies. 42,816,700 56 


Balance available for outstanding liabilities...........-cccseseeceseeserees 2, 691, 992 05 
Deduct estimated amount of outstanding liabilities for the year... 775, 000 00 


Estimated balance after discharge of outstanding liabilities......... 1,916, 992 05 
Deduct amount credited to the Pacific railroad companies for mail 
transportation for the year.....sees..eeserrsrersrsseeereneeerneseesnsesrernnnnnenen ie 915,710 22 


Estimated surplus of revenue over estimated total cost of the serv- 
ice for the YOAP.........ccseeesevsseresssesessnrenacansanees sanecsrsesesnsassssssensovsveene 1,001, 281 83 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mark that last statement: 

Estimated surplus of revenue over estimated total cost of the service for the 
year, $1,001,281.83. 

I ask whether the Postmaster-General or the gentleman from Michi- 
gan knows most about the facts. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But that goes back into the Treasury. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Thatis the statement by the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral; and finding that surplus, we have reappropriated it. 

Mr. HORR. I hope the gentleman will yield to me for a single mo- 
ment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
more. 

Mr. HORR. I know the gentleman will permit me—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If it does not come out of my time. 

Mr. HORR. I will give you all my time, if necessary. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Michigan has made his 

h, and now I want to make my point. 

Mr. HORR. I answered the gentleman’s questions every time he 
addressed them to me. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do not make aspeech, but ask your question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I yield for a question. 

Mr. HORR. Do you not know that that amount stated by the Post- 
master-General is carried, every dollar of it, right to the general fund 
for the next year and drawn against, and so isusedup? Do you know 
that or do you not? I do. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will answer the gentleman from Michigan. 
. This report of the Postmaster-General shows there was a surplus left 
over after the payment of the star-route service of over $2,000,000. 
Why was it left over? Because a reform had been inaugurated in that 
Department. Why was that reform inaugurated? Because a Demo- 
cratic House had investigated the rascality of the star-route thieves. 
We forced an investigation, and after that investigation was completed 
the departmental officers saw they could save over $2,000,000 of the 
appropriations made for 1883. Those $2,000,000 remained there. When 
we came to prepare this bill we found those $2,000,000, and out of 
them we reappropriated this amount of $1,000,000. 

The gentleman from New York would have us believe that it is a 
trick to reappropriate an unexpended balance. The same gentleman, 
as the record will show, came into this House in the last Congress with 
a bill reappropriating an indefinite amount of money to pay pensions, 
He said it would amount only to $15,000,000 But when the year’s 
books were settled up it was found thatin one or two lines of his bill he 
had reappropriated $39,000,000. Was that a trick, when you made 
an appropriation of $39,000,000 more than the face of your bill shows? 
The gentleman says it is a shameful trick for us to reappropriate this 
million of dollars. If so, was not his reappropriation a much more 
shameful trick? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I shall spend no time in again explaining the ap- 
propriation or the reappropriation of an unexpended balance of the 
pension bill; I have been over that once. 

Now I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND], the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], and 
of the committee—lI desire to call their attention to the provision in 
the Revised Statutes. I read section 4054: 

The money required for the postal service in each year shall be appropriated by 
law out of revenues of the service. 

Not out of the revenues of that year, and it has never been the cus- 
tom to limit it to the revenues of that year. 

Now look at the Post-Office appropriation bill for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1883, and what do you find? It begins in this way: 

That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, appropriated for the 
service of the Post-Oftice Department for the year ending sf une 30, 1883, out of 
any money in the Treasury arising from the revenues of said Department in 
conformity to the act of July 2, 1836, as follows: 

It does not say ‘‘ from the revenue of that year.’’ As the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Horr] well says, thereis no division made between 
the revenues of one year and the revenues of another when you come 
to draw on the revenues of the Post-Office Department to pay the ex- 


If you oceupy my time I will require to have 


penditures of that Department. That is the answer I make. If I was 
wrong in my statement that the revenues for that year were insufficient 
to meet the expenditures, that is a matter of no consequence. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] in charge of this bill will 
not claim but what all of the revenues of the Post-Office Department 
up to date have been drawn upon and expended, as the Post-Office De- 
partment had the right to draw upon them. 

Now I have one word to say in reference to this star-route matter. 
I saw a Democratic House day after day investigating the star-route 
frauds; I saw its Committee on Appropriations investigating them; I 
saw that committee bring in a bill here which would have remedied 
that evil and cutout that ulcerous sore; and I saw a Democratic House 
refuse to stand by that committee. 

I was about to say, but I will not do so, however, that I was almost 
inclined to appeal to the RECORD in order to find out how the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] voted in that Democratic House 
upon the report which was brought in by its Committee on Appropria- 
tions. I hope his record was right. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My record is always right on this question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Democratic House was unable to cope with 
those men and they abandoned the effort. Democrats here upon this 
floor stood forth as their champions, and the Democratic organization 
was insufficient to master and conquer this evil. 

a Mr. TOWNSHEND. What did the Republicans of that Congress 
0? 

Mr. HISCOCK. And it was left to a Republican administration, un- 
aided by Congress, by the force of its own power and by its own honest 
efforts, to correct that evil. No credit is reflected upon a Democratic 
House, none upon a Republican House, except that it supported, in- 
dorsed, and sustained the administration. The measures for correcting 
this evil were conceived by a Republican administration, were executed 
by a Republican administration, and reflect glory and honor upon that 
administration. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. After the Democrats had exposed the fraud. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, ‘‘ Democrats exposed the fraud!’? Do not talk 
to me about Democratic exposures. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say that from what little examination I 
have been able to give to the matter of difference between the gentle- 
man from Illinois [ Mr. TOWNSHEND] and the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Horr] I am inclined to agree with the latter, and therefore shall 
favor his amendment, 

I want to say aword touching one other matter which I should have 
held my peace about had it not been that this is not the first nor the 
second but I believe the third time the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] has taken special credit to himself and his side of the 
House for the exposure of the star-route frauds. In 1880, before the 
last Presidential election, a Democratic Houseand a Democratic Senate 
received an estimate for a deficiency appropriation of $2,000,000. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Made by whom? Made by your Postmaster- 
General. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; made by the Postmaster-General on the 
recommendation of the then Second Assistant Postmaster-General, 
Brady. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Both Republican officials. 

Mr. CANNON. Do not interruptme now; you will have your time. 
That estimate came to a Democratic House and went to a Democratic 
Committee on Appropriations. I had the honor to be a member of that 
committee and so had the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes; we know all abont it. 

Mr. CANNON. That committee investigated the matter, and the 
members of that committee, Democrats and Republicans, stood as a 
unit in recommending that the service be cut down on one hundred 
star routes which had been let at $900,000 per annum in 1879 and 1880 
and had been expedited to cost $3,000,000. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. By Republican officials. 

Mr. CANNON. That was a unanimous report. I had the honor to 
stand here with the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], with 
the present occupant of the chair [Mr. BLOUNT], with General Haw- 
LEY, of Connecticut, and others who were then members of this House, 
and denounced that estimate of the Second Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral and his action on these star routes. 

A Democratic House and a Democratic Senate absolutely refused to 
follow the unanimous report and recommendation of a Committee on 
Appropriations. The service on those one hundred routes, let originally 
at $900,000 per annum and expedited to $3,000,000 per annum, was 
left as it was by the votes of a Democratic House and the votes of a 
Democratic Senate, be it said to the discredit of that House and that 
Senate which held their session in 1880. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Whatwere you Republicans doingin the House 
and the Senate at that time? You were supporting those routes. 

Mr. CANNON. With many other Republicans I stood fighting it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. You did; but your party did not. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, then, the gentleman comes in and pleads the 
baby act. But you were responsible for legislation; you had control 
of the House and the Senate; you can not say that the minority was 
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responsible. You had the earnest help of an undivided minority of 
the Committee on Appropriations to cut that ulcer out by the roots, 
You refused to do it. You gave the matter your indorsement, and the 
then Second Assistant Postmastmaster-General quoted the indorsement 
ofa Democratic House and Senate to the discomfiture of Republicans who 
agreed with the Committee on Appropriations. 

This ulcer remained with the practical indorsement of a Democratic 
House and Senate until General Garfield was inaugurated as President, 
when by his action and that of his successor the increase on these one 
hundred routes from $900,000 per annum to $3,000,000 per annum was 
cut off, thereby accomplishing by executive action what a Democratic 
Congress refused to do by legislative action in the spring of 1880. 

Yet the gentleman, although he was here and knows these facts, gets 
up and in season and out of season airs himself, claiming that his 
party is par excellence the party of reform. 

I should not have undertaken to post these books at this time—for 
it would require more than five minutes to post them completely—were 
it not that the gentleman has come here day after day and sought to 
appropriate to his party that which does not belong to it. [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I did not until now suppose 
there was any man sitting on the opposite side of the House who had 
the boldness—I will not say the audacity—to stand up here and even 
discuss this loathsome ulcer which is the outgrowth of the maladmin- 
istration of the gentleman’s own political party, and ata time, too, when 
an investigating committee of this Congress is calling before it those 
who were the highest officers under a Republican administration, and 
who in their own language publish the infamy of that party in regard 
to these star-route frauds. 

It is said, sir, that this infamous crime—perhaps one of the foulest 
stains upon the escutcheon of our country—has been more far-reaching 
than simply plundering the Treasury of millions. A gentleman who 
has held one of the highest places under a Republican administration— 
I believe it was Mr. James, who was Postmaster-General under Presi- 
dent Garfield, or Mr. McVeigh, who was Attorney-General—went be- 
fore that committee and swore that outrages perpetrated by this mal- 
administration had gone further, had resulted in the murder of a 
President. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do not interrupt me. I can not sit patiently 
here when I see the Treasury robbed, and the advocates of a party 
which is guilty stand upon this floor and defend this star-route busi- 
ness. Why, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman alludes— + 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does the gentleman remember another President 
who was murdered? Does he remember who killed him? [Cries of 
* Order !??] 

The CHAIRMAN (rapping loudly and drowning the voice of Mr. 
MILLIKEN). The gentleman from Illinois declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman asks me, 
do I know who killed the President? Yes, sir; he was a ‘‘ Stalwart” 
Republican; and he said he was forced to do it by the ‘‘Stalwart’’ 
element of his À 

Mr. BINGHAM. He said, ‘‘by the hand of God.” 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Go tothesworn testimony of your own Cabinet 
officials; I assert here that which is supported by sworn evidence. 

But, Mr. Chairman, coming down to the remarks of my colleague 
[Mr. CANNON], he has stated that in the Congress prior to the election 
of 1880 a Democratic House and Senate failed to sustain the Committee 
on Appropriations in exposing this star-route thievery and refusing to 
allow the deficiency appropriation which was asked for. How did the 
political parties stand in this House at that time? There was a Demo- 
cratic majority of only five. Where wereall the Republican votes? If 
you look at the RECORD it will be found that you can almost count upon 
your fingers all the Republicans who voted against that deficiency appro- 

riation. It was recommended by your Postmaster-General, who based 

is recommendation upon that of the Second Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral; and it would not have passed Congress if your party had not stood 
up almost solidly in support of it, defeating, with the aid perhaps of a 
few Democrats, the action of the Democratic Committee on Appropria- 
tions. The Republican side of the House, which was nearly solid in 
support of the appropriation, had the assistance perhaps of a few mem- 
bers on this side-who had been deluded and misled. By the votes of 
almost the entire mass of the Republicans on this floor the action of the 
Committee on Appropriations failed of support. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that there has been enough discussion on 
this proposition, and for the purpose of closing debate I move that the 
committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
taken the chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union having had under consideration the 
Post-Office appropriation bill had come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union; and pending that 
motion I move that all debate u this proposition and any amend- 
ments to the same be concluded in two minutes. 


Mr. HORR. Oh, no; put it ten minutes on each side. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well; I will accept the modification, and make 
the motion to close the debate in twenty minutes. 

The motion was to. A 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. BLOUNT in the ehair. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all debate upon the pend- 
ing paragraph and amendments thereto is limited to twenty minutes. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, as to this item of the appropriation 
bill under discussion, I think it will be agreed on all sides that it has 
been exhaustively discussed. The amount, however, is not affected by 
the amendment, and it is only a question as to how it should be ap- 
propriated. 

I do not agree with gentlemen on the other side that it is not within 
the authority of the Postmaster-General. It is within his right, and 
can be madeavailable. But that is not here nor there. I think that 
there is no trouble about reaching the fund and making it available. 

But this discussion has taken a very wide range. It has been the 
pleasure of some gentlemen to bring up the star-route investigation and 
the matter of the recommendation of the Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General with reference to the extravagant increase in the star-route 
service. Ido not think the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
can take any very great credit to his party out of that matter, whatever 
may be the fact as to his own action and his connection with the sub- 
ject. I wish now to call the attention of this committee very hurriedly 
to a few facts connected with the matter. In the Forty-fifth Congress 
a subcommittee of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, of 
which I was the chairman, was ordered to investigate the question of 
these star-route expenditures. After pursuing the investigation for a 
while it was found to have such a wide range as to require the whole 
committee, and the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, oi 
which Mr. Waddell, of North Carolina, was then chairman, undertook 
the investigation. We published a report embracing a great volume of 
testimony, and I may be permitted to say that I made right here on the 
floor of this House the first speech that was made assailing the Second 
Assistant Postmaster-General on that contract basis and the increase of 
that service. And I recollect the fact that time and again I was called 
to order by the gentleman from Illinois because I was not, as he alleged, 
speaking to the bill in hand, but was assailing the system as adminis- 
tered by the Assistant Postmaster-General. It was only by the indul- 
gence of my friends on this side of the House, who under the rules took 
the floor and yielded to me their time, that I could get time enough to 
discuss as I desired to do the question that was then presented. At 
that time this matter came to the attention of the House for the first 
time. 

The subject was continued during the Forty-sixth Congress, and 
an investigation was started by the subcommittee of the Committee on 
Appropriations, and that committee went over the same track that had 
been gone over by the committee to which I have before referred. They 
had some new matter, which had transpired since the former investiga- 
tion. But, gentlemen, when that appropriation came here, as stated 
by the gentleman from Illinois, the recommendation of the Committee 
on Appropriations was disregarded; and for what reason? Not for the 
reason stated by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], but 
the fact that there was an order from Postmaster-General Key, an offi- 
cial order, telling the members of the House that the whole star-route 
service would be cut off by the 3d of March unless the amount was 
appropriated. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
expired. 

Mr. MONEY. I hope I will be permitted to occupy some additional 


time. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the Chair will recognize me and I will yield to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to say what I have to say on this sub- 
ject after the gentleman from Mississippi has concluded. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi has exhausted 
five minutes—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman can get in at the conclusion, 
after he has heard from the other side. 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave only asingle word to say now, Mr. Chairman. 
The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MONEY] in his remarks refers to 
an investigation made before General Brady was Second Assistant Post- 
master-General, at least I am certain before the contracts were let on the 
one hundred routes spoken of at $900,000 in the aggregate and ex 
dited to $3,000,000 per annum, and seeks to confuse an investigation 
made in 1878 with the one made by the Committee on Appropriations 
in 1880. The two investigations were about wholly different matters, 
made at different times. 

I do recollect in 1880 that the gentleman then chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads voted against the legislation 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations cutting off the expedi- 
tion on these one hundred routes, amounting in round numbers to 
$2,000,000 perannum. I do not propose to read him a lecture on that 
account. He acted on his responsibility and is responsible to his con- 


The time of the gentleman from Mississippi has 
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stituents. Iact on mine. I hal not referred to him, and should not 
have done so if he had not sought to confuse these two investigations. 

I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED]. 

AG REED. Mr. Chairman, I think there are some of us here who 
have some desire to go on with the public business in some suitable way. 
The fact of the case is that a Republican Assistant Postmaster-General 
stands charged before the world and in the opinion of most of the world 
was guilty of crimes against the Government. It isalsoa fact thattwo 
Republican administrations have pursued that man with all the re- 
sources which the law of the land allows them to use against a criminal. 
Every time that we find a scoundrel within our ranks we punish him. 
[Derisive laughter on the Democratic side.] There is no question about 
that as a fact. You all of you know it. 

Now the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] arises in his 
place and makes attacks upon us. And for what p ? He does 
it for the purpose of stirring up your partisan feeling. And why does 
he do that? It is to conceal his ignorance of the subject which is under 
debate. This is a question of book-keeping. It is a question whether 
this appropriation of a million dollars is really an appropriation at all. 
The facts and figures show that there is no million dollars to be appro- 


priated. : 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. REED. Then I will now take the floor in my own right. 
Mr. HORR. I will take the floor and yield to the gentleman from 


Maine. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I raise the question of order. The debate was 
limited to ten minutes on each side. My colleague from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] occupied five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; I only occupied half of my time and gave 
the other half of it to the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I withdraw the question of order. 

Mr. REED. Now, when the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Town- 
SHEND | undertakes to charge the Republican party with the improper 
conduct of any member of it, it is retorted upon him that a Democratic 
Congress-stood by that man. Now, how did it happen? Was it be- 
cause a Democratic Congressman or a Republican Congressman here 
believed in that rascality at that time? Notso. You all of you know 
that this Congress was surrounded by men who undertook to mislead 
us, and the vote shows they succeeded in doing it—the Democratic 
Congress, as well as some Republicans that were in it. 

Everybody knows these facts. Every man whom I address knows 
that no party would sustain rascality of that kind if they knew it or 
believed in it; and the moment it was shown to the people of the United 
States, without distinction, with no distinction except that of common 
honesty and common dishonesty, the people rose determined to punish 
those men. Why, then, is this talk on the one side or the other about 
the responsibility for that? We all of us know we are ready to strike 
down that sort of thing wherever we find it. And I inquire again why 
is it that the gentleman from Illinois keeps repeating that speech of his 
about corruption. I say it is because he wants to distract your atten- 
tion from the facts connected with this bill. He wants to disguise the 
unfairness, to disguise the unstatesmanlike character of it. He wants 
you to back him up in diminutions of the public service under pretense 
of saving the public money. 

Now, I say to you you are just as much bound to rise up against that 
kind of dishonesty as you are to rise up against any other kind. You 
are bound to look after the public service and see you are not misled by 
any partisan talk to prevent you from doing justice to a deserving pub- 
lic service that comes home to the business and bosoms of the people of 
this country as no other service does. You ought not to allow your- 
selves to be led aside by this kind of discussion, which he perpetually 
and continually foments. 

Think of a man in charge of a bill containing forty-six millions of 
the people’s money, spent upon the subjects dearest to them of anything 
they have, entertaining this House day after day as he has done with 
these discussions. Nor can he plead the poor excuse that somebody 
else does it. That somebody else is not in charge of the business of 
this House. He ought to attend to that business above all other men, 
and yet he is, above all other men, engaged in fomenting this kind of dis- 
cussion. 

I ask you to stand by your duties as Representatives, and let us go on 
with the public business with reference not to ch of political feel- 
ing but with reference to our sense of public duty. [Applause on the 
Republican side. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, the disclaimer of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] that he did not intend to impugn my motives 
was entirely unnecessary. I never suspected he was doing anything 
of the sort. But when he goes back as he did to charge a Democratic 
House and Senate with having passed a deficiency against the recom- 
mendation of the Committee on Appropriations for star-route frauds, 
the gentleman should be answered by one who knows something about 
it. I state on my responsibility as a member of this House that the 
vote which was passed here on the recommendation of the Committee 
on Appropriations was because of the fact that the Postmaster-General 
declaren the whole star-route service would be cut off on the 3d day 
o i 


There was no consideration other than a desire on the part of Repre- 
sentatives to preserve the mail service of the country upon the star- 
routes. There was a universal condemnation of the rascality in that 
Department, which, as I said, was first brought to light in an investiga- 
tion begun by myself, and I will state that the gentleman is at faultin 
his recollection. The committee to which he and I both belonged had 
under consideration the very contracts let by General Brady and no 
others; that was the subject-matter brought to our attention by the 
order of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Does thegentleman mean the contracts from the one 
hundred routes which were expedited and which gave rise to all this 
scandal ? 

Mr. MONEY. The gentleman made the statement that we investi- 
gated no matters with which General Brady had anything todo. I 
challenge that statement, and on the contrary assert that the very acts 
to which his name was appended were brought to our notice by the 
Post-Office Department and the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have no confusion about the matter. 


Mr. MONEY. Allow me to proceed. 
Mr. CANNON. The gentleman will not purposely misrepresent me. 
Mr. MONEY. Not at all. 


Mr. CANNON. I said that these one hundred star routes which had 
been expedited, and which were the routes I was speaking of, were in- 
vestigated by the Committee on Appropriations in 1880, and they had 
not been let at the time the investigation was made to which the gen- 
tleman refers. 

Mr. MONEY. My charge is that the whole system of the contract 
service, vicious and rotten from core to cuticle, had been investigated 
by two committees of this House, and that the officer whose recom- 
mendations you said ought to have been disregarded was the very man 
investigated by the committee of which the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN] was chairman, and by the committee on the Post- 
Office of which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and myself 
were members. 

I simply wish to vindicate the members of this House in that Con- 
gress and the members of both Houses, who felt in duty bound to their 
constituents to preserve that service. They did it notwithstanding the 
recommendation of the Committee on Appropriations, and they insisted 
at the same time that the investigation should be pushed to its ultimate 
conclusion, and if anybody was guilty of wrong or corruption he should 
be punished. 

The two questions are as far apart as the poles. The one was the 
question of prosecuting an executive officer for malfeasance and corrup- 
tion in office, and the other was the question of appropriating money to 
preserve the star-route service in the country. And I say to-day that 
the men who voted to preserve that service are not to blame. All they 
did was to discharge their duty to their constituents as they conceived 
itto be. I have nothing to explain or to apologizefor. Idonot suppose 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] or any other man will im- 
pugn my personal motives in any of my official acts here. But I have 
made this statement in justice to the members of the House and of the 
Senate, who voted as they did on that matter to preserve the star-route 
service in the country, and not to hinder or to prevent an investigation 
of the frauds in the Department. 

I now yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. eile A 

Mr. BLACKBURN. How much time is there remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Two minutes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is impossible in two minutes to answer the 
statements that have been made here. I had hoped thatin the course - 
of this debate I might have been allowed to make a statement, from 
which I am sure neither the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
nor the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] would dissent. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman have time 
to proceed. 

Many MEMBERS. All right. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the Chair will not inter- 
rupt the gentleman in his statement. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I thank the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
for his courtesy. What I desire to say isthis: Whether it be germane to 
the question under consideration or not, this investigation of the star- 
route service as far back as 1878 has been lugged into this disenssion; I 
will not pause to ask by whom or for what purpose. 

I happened to be identified with that investigation. I chanced at that 
time to be the chairman of the subcommittee on appropriations charged 
with the preparation of the Post-Office appropriation bill. It happened 
that I was the man in this House who refused to recommend an appro- 
priation for the postal service until the deficiency in the star-route serv- 
ice had been explained. We had appropriated for that service $5,900, - 
000; every dollar of the estimate of the Department had been granted; 
there was no cutting down of the estimate which had been made for 
that service; yet before six months of the fiscal year had expired we 
were confronted by a communication from the Post-Office Department 
informing us that there would be a deficiency for that service for that 
fiscal year of over a million of dollars. 

Mr. CANNON. Of two and a quarter millions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I accept the correction of my friend from Illi- 
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nois [Mr. CANNON], of two and a quarter*millions of dollars. A com- 
mittee of investigation was raised; it consisted of members of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and I chanced to be the chairman of that 
committee on investigation. On that committee was the honored gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] and his distinguished colleague, 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

We entered upon that investigation and it stretched over weeks and 
over months. We brought a report into this House, and in the advo- 
cacy of that report, to the honor of that committee be it said, not a single, 
solitary member, Republican or Democrat, failed by his vote and by his 
voice upon this floor to give it support. An honored Senator in the 
other wing of this Capitol, then a member of the Committee on Appro- 
priations and of the subcommittee and of the committee on investiga- 
tion, spoke the sentiments of every member of the committee when he 
declared upon this floor, and it has passed into ineffaceable print, that 
that officer of the Government had either been guilty of deliberate, will- 
ful, wasteful extravagance in the handling of public money, or, what 
was worse, he was himself a plunderer of the public Treasury. 

It was the conviction reached by that committee; and I am borne out 
in this statement by the utterances and yotes ofevery Republican mem- 
ber of the committee at that time, and I see several of them sitting be- 
fore me now. That the fundsof this Government were not economically, 
carefully, or honestly administered by that official was an open secret 
known to all men who belonged to that committee. 

It is late in the day for the gentleman from New York [Mr. His- 
COCK] or the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to make any point 
on party lines now. When the Senate amendment came back to this 
House proposing to eliminate the remedial legislation which we had 
offered sixty-five Republicans voted for concurrence and only twenty- 
six Democrats. I find by the RECORD that sixty-six Democrats voted 
against giving the shield and protection of the law to this public male- 
factor and only seventeen Republicans were found in their places to 
aid us in that honest effort. The members of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations stood together. Not only by their votes but by their 
voices they declared that this public official had been guilty of crimi- 
nal waste in the disbursement of the public money, profound ignorance- 
in the discharge of his duties that amounted to crime, or what was still 
more flagrant, an absolute assault upon the revenues of this Govern- 
ment in the interest of thievery. That that man should have been in 
the penitentiary instead of in the place of the Second Assistant Post- 
master-General of this country not a member of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, without regard to politics, entertained a reasonable doubt. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thetime allowed for debate on the pending para- 
graph and amendments thereto has expired. The question is first on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr], which 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 123, strike out “4” and insert “5,” and strike out all following the 
word “dollars,” in line 124; so that the paragraph will read : 
“ For inland transportation by star routes, $5,600,000.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, in line 127, the words “inland transportation by star routes" and 
insert “the postal service;’’ so that the pa: ph will read : 

“ For inland transportation by star routes, $4,600,000, together with the further 
sum of $1,000,000, which is hereby appropriated, out of any unexpended balance 
oe appropriation for the postal service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 


Mr. HISCOCK. Will not the whole difficulty be remedied by the 
Hoon? of the amendment of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 

ORR]? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think not. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Suppose there is no unexpended balance? 

Mr. HORR. There is none; not a dollar. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In this provision we give every dollar estimated 
by the Department. 

TORI But there is no unexpended money to draw upon; not 
a dollar. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN, it was 
agreed to; there being—ayes 101, noes 67. 

The question recurring on the amendment of Mr. Horr, it was not 
agreed to; there being—ayes 75, noes 106. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For railway post-office clerks, $4,000,000, 

Mr. MONEY. I move to amend the paragraph just read by making 
the appropriation $4,295,000, thus bringing it up to the estimate of 
the Department. I wish to state some reasons for this motion. I ho 
there will be nothing political injected into this little discussion. This 
is a matter of pure business, affecting the whole mail transportation of 
the country, a vast percentage of which goes upon railroads. As the 
House will understand, a great deal of money is saved annually by this 

„expenditure, without which more than this amount would be consumed 
every year in separating offices. But the wholesystem of the separation 
and delivery of the mails has been changed by the traveling post-offices 
of the country, The appropriation made last year for this service was 
$3,970,000. The pi sab bill at present under consideration in- 
creased that amount only , 000. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Twenty-three thousand dollars. 

Mr. MONEY. Twenty-three thousand dollars. It is evident, Mr. 
Chairman, and must be to anybody, that that-is not sufficient to meet 
the increased service of the country, both the increase of the business 
and the increased railroad mileage. There is scarcely any necessity for 
a discussion of the matter. It is self-evident. I hold in my hand a 
letter from the superintendent of this service, and he tells me: 


Referring to our conversation, permit me to say that at the close of business 
iekarot Bey a a were 4,025 railway postal clerks, the annual cost of the 


same be! ig $4, . 

The mails are much lighter in summer than in winter; ent when 
the cfiN wear becomes available (July 1) it is the practice to withhold as 
much of the appropriation as possible to increase the force during the winter 
months when the mails are very heavy, which will account for the present ag- 
gregate expenditure being greater than the appropriation ($3,977,120) for the 
present fiscal year. 

He tells you it will be seen that the annual cost of the railway postal 
clerks is $4,026,141. That is the present annual cost, leaving out any 
provision for increase. It is asum greater than that which the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations recommend for the service by this bill. That 
leaves every consideration of increase of the service out of view. 

The superintendent goes on to say : 

The good of the service at the present time requires three hundred and sixty- 
eight additional clerks, of which number one hundred and forty-three should 
cera to new lines on which there are no postal clerks. I could have given 

he lines in detail, but I did not think you would care to be burdened with it. 

Now, we are told in the report of the Postmaster-General for the last 
year: 

The estimate was based on an increase of 7.20 per cent., which experience has 
demonstrated was hardly sufficient to meet the rapid extensions and growth of 
theservice. This year I have estimated the increase at 8 per cent., which in- 
creases the se. ey shear $318,169.60. The increase in the mails handled is 15.96 
per cent., and the increased number of miles of railroad service is 9,264. While 
this may seem large, I am clearly of the opinion that it is none too much so, and 
that the amount will be absolutely necessary to properly maintain, extend, and 
continue the wants of a rapidly growing service. 

Here it is seen that at the date of this report there were 9,264 miles 
added to the railway mail service, and yet the committee does not re- 
port as much as the service actually costs now, notwithstanding that 
increase. Further than that, 2,000 miles have been added since this 
report was prepared, making about 11,000 miles of new service which 
must be supplied. In addition to that, you must also take into con- 
sideration the increased growth of the service. Will this House de- 
liberately attempt to cripple this service? Will they use such means 
here as will defeat the ends for which it was created? These men, by 
their employment and in the distribution of the mails while in transit, 
actually save, as can be readily shown, a great deal of money to this 
Government. Itisimportant to give for the service all that it requires, 
and it is impossible to continue it unless the appropriation is brought 
up to the requirements of it. Now, I have been seeking for some time 
to have the service put on two roads in my State of Mississippi which 
have recently been completed, but have been always met with the an- 
swer that the appropriation is gone. 

Mr. KASSON. Will the gentleman from Mississippi allow me to 
state that there is a road in my own district which is in that same con- 
dition? We can not get the service for the reason that he states. 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly; and here, in this same book, the report 
of the Postmaster-General, you will find appended a table giving the 
number of miles of increase and the roads where this service has been 
put on during the last year, and it shows.an enormous increase. It 
has been distributed all over the country, from Maine to California, in 
sections that have not before enjoyed it. My own State built last year 
over four hundred miles of railway, and the people are asking that the 
service shall be placed upon it. They are justified in demanding it. 
It is not true economy to refuse it. I think the Committee on Appro- 
priations have made a mistake in appropriating only the amount that 
they specify here. It does not, as I have said, come up to the actual 
present expenditures, and makes no provision whatever for increase. 
You allow nothing for the new roads or the increase of service on the 
old roads; and you succeed only, in my judgment, in crippling the busi- 
ness if you fail to appropriate the amount necessary. 

I know of my own personal knowledge, after traveling thousands of 
miles upon these postal cars, that the force even now for distributing 
the mails upon them is insufficient. I have seen the mails carried by 
towns for the reason that the force allowed on the train was not suffi- 
cient to distribute the mail in time to deliver it. 

In view of all these facts, Mr. Chairman, which I haye thus hur- 
riedly stated, and which can not be contradicted, facts which appear 
from the reports of the Post-Office Department, this House will not be 
justified in giving for this service less than the amount estimated. It 
is money well expended, and I hope the committee will support the 
amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN rose. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ized the gentleman from 


3 recogn 
Kansas [Mr. Ryan]. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!’"] 

Mr. RYAN. Ifa vote is wanted I will yield for that purpose heart- 
ily. But if there is to be further discussion I want to make some re- 
marks 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Monry] 


has 
ana [ Mr. HOLMAN] ought to be permitted to speak in defense of the 


ken in behalf of the amendment, and the gentleman from Indi- 


committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. If no gentleman desires to be recognized —— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to be recognized on behalf of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. RYAN, I only yield the floor if the committee is disposed to vote. 

Mr. DUNN. I want to hear the explanation of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] before I vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] will 
proceed. 

Mr. RYAN. If the Chair will recognize me subsequently, I will 
give way to the gentleman from Indiana, that the House may hear his 
side of the case. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the gentleman from Kansas proceed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘The committee is op to this amendment, 
and I think in justice they ought to be heard in reply to the gentleman 
who offered it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no purpose to do injustice to any- 
body, and an opportunity will be afforded to present the other side of 
the question. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will an opportunity be afforded at any time to vote 
finally on this bill? [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ryan] will 


proceed. 

Mr. RYAN. I heartily concur in the remarks made by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi. I am in favor of economy inthe public expend- 
itures, and, whether in the committee-room or on this floor, I shall 
always advocate what I believe to be a just and rational economy in all 
the appropriations that are made by this House. Butaneconomy which 
is arbitrary, an economy which is irrational, which ignores the needs of 
the public service and disregards the public welfare, is, to say the least, 
unpatriotic. 

The fact is, that this item as reported in this appropriation bill is 
less than what is absolutely required to maintain the service as it is, ig- 
noring all increase whatever. This arises from the fact that about four 
hundred of those now employed in this service are in their probationary 
period of $400 per annum; very soon their probationary period will ex- 
pire and they will go on at asalary of from $900 to $1,000. In making 
an increase above the expenditures of the present year of but $26,000, 
our committee have failed to meet the demands on the present footing 
of the service with the force at present employed. 

In addition to that there are many new lines of railway now upon 
which service ought to be placed, and could be placed with economy 
and advantage to the public service, reducing the star-ronte service to 
that extent. I believe one hundred and forty-three men are required 
for that immediately; and yet thereis no available money, no provision 
in this bill for even that increase without taking into consideration the 
increase otherwise that must follow in the service for the next year, 
which I believe is estimated to be above 8 per cent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish simply to say this: You appropriate for com- 
pensation of clerks in post-offices, in all the post-oflices of the country, 
less than $5,000,000. For the post-office clerks on the postal cars by 
this bill you appropriate $4,000,000, being an increase of $322,000 over 
last year, and $23,000 over the appropriation for the present year. The 
Committee on Appropriations have examined this subject quite care- 
fully and are thoroughly convinced that the amount recommended will 
maintain that department in all of its efficiency even beyond its present 
condition. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
of limiting debate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 5459) making appropriations for the serv- 
ice of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the Post-Office appropriation bill; and pending that motion, 
I move that all debate upon the pending paragraph and amendments 
thereto be closed in one minute. $ 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Makeit ten minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentlemen on the other side have already 
had ten minutes of debate. h 

Mr. WELLER. I move that the House do now adjourn. ` Itis now 
late on Saturday afternoon, and I think we will resume the considera- 
tion of this bill in a better spirit after having passed through the salu- 
tary influences of the Lord’s day. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois that when the House in Committee of the 
Whole House resumes the consideration of the Post-Office appropria- 
tion bill all debate on the pending paragraph and ‘amendments thereto 
be limited to one minute. 


I move that the committee rise for the purpose 
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Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I move to amend by making the 
time ten minutes. 

The amendment was not 

The motion to limit debate was to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole House on thestate 
of the Union resumes consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill, 
By order of the House all debate on the pending paragraph and amend- 
ments thereto is limited to one minute. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In that one minute I desire to say that the 
other side have had ten minutes and we have had only two or three of 
these minutes. 

Mr. J. D. TAYLOR. I object to the gentleman’s division of the 
time. The gentleman has had several hours while many gentlemen 
on this side have not had any time. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a question of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish merely to say that the committee have 
allowed $23,000 morethan was appropriated last year; and in the judg- 
ment of the committee every dollar has been appropriated that is needed 
for this service. The expenses for 1883 were but $3,688,032; we have 
given $4,000,000, being nearly $400,000 more than was expended for the 
year ending June 30 last. Now I ask fora vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the pending amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 124 strike out ** $4,000,000” and insert *‘ $4,295,000; so that it will read: 

“For railway postal clerks, $4,295,000.” 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 95, noes 76. 

Mr. HORR. I call for tellers. . 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. Horr were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 95, noes 108. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following: 


For mail messengers, $900,000. 


Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I move to amend the paragraph just 
read by striking out ‘‘$900,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$1,000,000.'’ [Cries 
of “Vote!” ‘* Vote!’?] Iam as anxious for a vote on this bill as any 
other gentleman here. But when the liberal time of fifteen or twenty 
minutes has been apportioned out for the consideration of an item in- 
volving $4,000,000 and affecting the mail service in every part of the 
country, I think we can afford to stop a few minutes at this point. 

My principal purpose in rising at this time is to take notice of a re- 
mark made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] on 
Thursday last, which I think deserves some attention, at least from a 
representative of the State of New York. He said that we had on 
our side abandoned the proposition that the free-delivery service is self- 
sustaining. He planted himself upon the ground that it was not self- 
sustaining. 

Let me point to therecord. We have not receded from our position. 
We say that the free-delivery service is self-sustaining, because last 
year it yielded a surplus revenue of over a million of dollars. We say 
that the Post-Office Department is self-sustaining, because last year it 
yielded a surplus revenue of over $2,000,000. 

We would say that the business of a private individual was self-sus- 
taining, even if he lost $50,000 on calico but made $100,000 on silks. 
So it is a very weak argument to point the finger of scorn at Represent- 
atives on this floor living in free-delivery cities and say that their local 
postage amounts toso much, while the expense of the free-delivery serv- 
ice in their cities is three or four times as much. I tell you that we 
have a right to consider the grand total in regard to the free-delivery 
service, as much so as the grand total in regard to the receipts and ex- 
penses of the Post-Office Department. 

I care very little for the ridicule which the gentleman endeavored to 
throw upon some of the cities in my State. I know that the free- 
delivery service in my own city is not of itself self-sustaining, but I do 
know that the total service in that city yields a revenue to the Govern- 
ment of $24,000 a year. Every single city which he named yields a 
revenue from ten to twenty times as much as the cost of the free- 
delivery service. When he struck at the city of Troy, N. Y., he said 
that the free-delivery service there cost $118,000, while the income was 
only $12,000. Let me quote from his remarks just what he said: 

My friend here from New York on my left thinks this must be a mistake and 
that the figures must be at fault, But, Mr. Chairman, I read from the report of 
the Postmaster-General, which gives the figures, and Tam satisfied on examina- 
tion that they are correct. 


Now, on pages 116 and 117 of the report of the Postmaster-General . 


to. 


he will find the table giving the figures which he undertook twice to re- 
produce in his remarks. But if he will look at page 746 of the report 
of the Postmaster-General he will find a detailed statement of the costs 
and receipts of the free-delivery system which will reduce the expendi- 
tures of that office $100,000. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. One word only in reply. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I desire simply to finish my state- 
ment, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iwill yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. All right. By that statement on 
page 746 it will be found that the expenses of the free-delivery service 
in Troy, N. Y., is $18,000; an error of only $100,000 in the calculation 
of the gentleman. When the gentleman says that he prepared that 
statement in bed before he got up, I submit that with his books and 
estimates which he took to bed with him he ought to have had an 
“eye-opener” at the same time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I simply say that we have in this item given 
$50,000 increase over the appropriation for last year, and the appro- 
poeson last year was $50,000 more than the appropriation for the year 

fore; we have kept up the same ratio of increase. We have given 
nearly $140,000 over the expenditures of the previous year. 

Now, I desire to say that when we shall have passed two or three 
more items we will get down to the part of the bill making appropria- 
tions for the office of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General. In that 
portion of the bill we have given the full amount estimated for by the De- 
partment, and there will be no contest over that whatever. If gentle- 
men will remain here only a short time after the usual hour of adjourn- 
ment we can finish this bill and have a final vote upon it to-night. I 
ask the House to remain until that is done. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I want to say a few words. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have made no speech on this item. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But I want to speak on it. : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the committee rise for the pur- 
pose of closing debate. 

Mr. HORR. Ifthe gentleman thinks that by cutting off ten or fif- 
teen minutes of debate he will gain time—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We have occupied but two minutes on this 
matter; but I am willing to give the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. HORR. I submit to the gentleman—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Go ahead. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pending amendment has been 
exhausted. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to strike out the last word. I think it is 
necessary to an intelligent consideration of this paragraph of the bill 
that the House should know what services the mail messengers perform. 
By your own act, not by a general appropriation, but by a horizontal 
reduction of the 5 per cent. on inland mail transportation, you have 
given to the Post-Office Department exactly what they asked for rail- 
road transportation. You give exactly what has been asked for steam- 
boat transportation. You recognized the growth of the service in those 
two respects for the next fiscal year. In order that those appropriations 
may be fully and completely applied, you must make a corresponding 
appropriation in the mail-messenger service. Let me tell you what 
these mail messengers do. I read from the regulations of the Depart- 
ment: 

In connection with railroad and steamboat routes, mail messengers are desig- 
nated to carry the mails to and from post-offices not at the termini of routes, 
when such post-offices are more than eighty rods (one-quarter of a mile) from 
the steamboat landing or railroad station. 

In the appropriation for railroad service you have recognized the 
growth of postal business; but in this appropriation for carrying the 
mails from the point of delivery by steamboat or railroad to the post- 
offices you have failed to make a corresponding increase. The appro- 
priation for the present fiscal year was $900,000. The Postmaster-Gen- 
eral asks for the next year $1,100,000. Gentlemen on the other side 
have landed his estimates. Now will they listen to what he says in his 
report ? 

‘he tap wa; 1 the ex f 
as pthc aS oa y service has added largely to the expenses o; 
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The mail-messenger service— 


so that the av: cost of new service during the last four months has been at 
the rate of $100,000 perannum. This rate of expenditure will make necessary 
a deficiency appropriation of $75,000 for the current year. 


The Postmaster-General tells you that there is now a deficiency 
of $75,000, and he asks for the next fiscal year an appropriation of 
$1,100,000. You have made appropriation to carry your mails on rail- 
roads and steamboat routes; now you must appropriate the necessary 
amount to carry the mails from terminal points on such routes to the 
post-offices. The appropriation proposed in this bill will not suffice. 
Unless you make the appropriation asked for by the Postmaster-General 
for carrying the mails from the points where they are deposited by the 
railroad companies and steamboats to the post-oflices the mails must 
be left just where the steamboats and railroads dump them. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We will not consume time by discussion on 
our side. We want to vote. 

Mr. HORR. I will occupy but a moment. I desire to emphasize 
what my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] has said. This 
messenger service is subject to variations. Itis notdone, as is the star- 
route business, by contract. The bulk of it has to be hired by the 
postmasters. They are getting it done now at very low rates. The 
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Postmaster-General tells you that the service will be crippled unless an 
appropriation of $1,100,000 be made; but we propose in the pending 
amendment to allow only $1,000,000, instead of $900,000, as proposed 
in the bill. Any man who will inform himself as to the work done by 
these messengers must come to the conclusion that $1,000,000 will be 
too little rather than too much. 

There is no use, however, for me to talk to you gentlemen about it. 
You seem inclined to vote simply for the crippling of this service, and 
what I say seems to be of no use. I will repeat, however, that any 
reasonable man who will sit down and examine these reports, as I have 
done, can not fail after such examination to recognize the necessity of 
Tae 1 appropriation at least $1,000,000. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” 

ote! 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SKINNER, of 
New York, to strike out ‘‘ $900,000’ and insert ‘‘$1,000,000,’’ it was not 
agreed to; there being, on a division—ayes 77, noes 100. 

: Mr. BISBEE. I move to amend by inserting after line 130 the fol- 
owing: 

For special facilities on trunk lines, $600,000. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a point of order. This amendment 
increases expenditures, and there is no law authorizing it. No esti- 
mate is made for this service at all. 

Mr. BISBEE. There is now on the statute-book an appropriation 
for this very purpose. For this service Congress appropriated for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, $600,000, At the last session $185,000 
was appropriated for the same service for the present year. If I re- 
member correctly, when the proposition to appropriate money for this 
service was made one year ago the point of order was made upon it and 
overruled on the ground that there was a law authorizing the expend- 
iture. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman will allow me to correct him. It 
was in the Forty-sixth Congress that the point of order was overruled 
by a Democratic chairman of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BISBEE. Then I am correct as to the fact, but not as to the 
time. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, this is an appropriation for the postal service of 
this country; and it is no mofe subject to a point of order than any other 
appropriation embraced in this bill. It is for the mail service and a very 
important branch of the mail service, Under the appropriation made 
by the last Congress a large portion of the country is now enjoying a 
service which I do not believe this House, if it understands the matter, 
will refuse to continue and extend from Maine to Texas. 

I understand from the gentleman from New York that when the 
point of order was made it was in the Forty-sixth Congress, but was 
overruled by a Democratic chairman. I think, therefore, that it will 
hardly be sustained now. ; 

Mr. CALKINS. I desiretosaya word on thepoint oforder. Idonot 
think it is subject to the point of order, for the reason that it is the law 
now. ‘The appropriation bill passed several years ago made provision 
for special mail facilities, and it has been recognized in every one since. 
In the last Congress there was a fight made, as perhaps the chairman 
of the committee will remember, by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Ropryson], which fimally prevailed, but I do not recollect exactly 
the points that he made against it or-the precise appropriation. I do, 
however, recollect that in the Forty-sixth Congress the same point was 
made against the mail facilities and overruled; and I donot now recall 
an instance since I have been a member of this body where the point 
of order was made and sustained. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. For this service there has been no estimate 
whatever submitted by the Department. There is no law authorizing 
it. Ican notimagine how gentlemen can expect to bring it in order in the 
face of the rule, which expressly and emphatically declares that no 
amendment shall be in order unless authorized by law or that retrenches 


expenditures. 
Now the gentleman said further that this point had been overruled, 
I think, in the last House—— “a 


Mr. CALKINS. No; in the Forty-sixth Congress. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In the Forty-sixth Congress, and that there 
was an estimate. viel” 

Mr. CALKINS. That makes no difference. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now I do not care whether a former mémber 
of this committee decided it to bein order or not. I put the question 
simply to the Chair, who is famitiar with the rulings and practice of 
this House upon the subject, whéther this is authorized by any law in 
existence; and since it does notrttrench expenditures, whether it can 
be held to be in order? nahay we 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to say simply a word, to call the attention of 
the committee to clause 3 of Rate! XI It provides: 

Noa io il ported ři i ri bill, 
A e n oR eap apie o Paer Er ERA 
by law, unless in contin of. appropriations for such publie works and ob- 
jects as are already in pro; eaten 


Now, there was an appropriation made last year and for several years 
prior for these G e mail facilities, and this point of order has been 
raised before. he ruling of the Chair has been uniformly, according 
to my recollection, that an amendment such as this now proposed is in 
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order, because itis only a continuation of the objects for which the prior 
appropriation was made, and of which the Chair will take official notice. 

Mr. REED. It seems to me that the point of order can not be sus- 
tained against such an amendment, and that it can be put upon broader 
grounds, because it is a part of the very work or business of appropri- 
ating money to carry on the mails in which we are now engaged. In 
making such appropriations we have the right to appropriate the money 
for any purpose deemed necessary to carry the mails, unless of course 
such appropriations shall be in contravention of some existing law. 
Nothing of that sort can be said by any possibility in opposition to the 
proposition made here. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The point of order can be decided in a moment by 
reference to a single fact. It can not be denied that an increase of the 
appropriations for the postal service by railroads would be in order, for 
that is in continuance of an established public service or public work, 
so to speak, under the rule. t 

But here is an independent proposition, appropriating asum of money 
with a view, not to the general transportation of the mails in the or- 
dinary way, but by other and different facilities. I concede that if 
there had been original legislation upon the subject, and independent, 
such an appropriation might be made if in the pursuance of existing 
law. But I submit this is not properly in continuance of a public work 
already authorized, but of a new and independent public service in con- 
nection with the Post-Office Department. In that sense it is not au- 
thorized by law. 

Mr. CALKINS. It is in pursuance of a recognized rule which has 
been established for years by law. You may say that you can not in- 
crease the appropriations for carrying the mails in mail-cars, as well as 
to say that you can not increase the appropriations for special mail 
facilities. You might as well say that you can not increase the appro- 
priations for the star-route or railroad service on the same ground. The 
carrying of the mail is the very purpose of this bill, and it is for you to 
determine the method. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose, Mr. Chairman, that this item, the pro- 
posed amendment, would come within the rule which has been adopted 
with reference to a great many appropriations; for instance, we will 
take other appropriations specified in this bill, or, as you will readily 
recollect, appropriations which are frequently made in connection with 
the Indian service. There is no treaty obligation to make it necessary 
to appropriate the money. There is no statute which renders it oblig- 
atory upon you to appropriate it, but it is an appropriation in continu- 
ance of a policy already adopted. It is a part of the great sum which 
is to be appropriated for the running and carrying on the affairs of the 
Government. Take, for instance, this bill. There are other items in 
it to which I have referred, where the statutes do not require you to 
make the appropriation. You have here an appropriation for mail 
locks and keys of $25,000. I am not aware of any general law provid- 
ing for the purchase of mail locks and keys. But in pursuance of the 
purpose which you have in view in making appropriations for carrying 
the mails, it must be appropriated for the care and safety of the mails 
while in transit. 

Take, again, this item: 

” For mail-bags and mail-bag catchers, $230,000. * 


Now, I do not understand there is any general statute that provides 
a certain number of mail-bags and mail-bag catchers shall be appropri- 
ated for every year. Ido not understand there is any law upon the 
subject, but each annual appropriation bill carries a sum of money that 
may be devoted to that purpose. And thus it is with reference to this 
item. Itis apart of the postal service of the country. It has been 
adopted as such. When it was first adopted there might have been 
some question raised; this point of order might have have been urged 
then with far more propriety than now. The point of order was first 
raised in the Forty-sixth Congress, and it was then very fully discussed. 
I donot know who presided, but it was doubtless a gentleman of recog- 
nized ability. And then the work commenced. And this is now but 
a continuation of what is well recognized as a branch of the postal serv- 
ice. It seems to me ifis not subject to the point of order. . 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to sustain the point of order, 
and has very little difficulty in coming to this conclusion. The legis- 
lation of Congress provides for the transportationof mails. It prescribes 
that the railway companies shall be paid so much by weight for their 
transportation. Provision has already been made in another part of the 
bill for that purpose. The proposition now is to give in addition to 
that a sum of money forspecial facilities. There is no law providing for 
special facilities. It is urged by gentlemen that it should be allowed 
under the idea that it is a continuation of some public work or object. 
The Chair does not understaniithat part of the rule toapply to this case. 
In the case of a public building, in the.case of barracks, in the case of 
fortifications, where the work was‘commenced the Chair would under- 
stand it would be competent to ay raees complete the work. 

The gentleman from New York [ Mr. Hiscock] says that there is no 
law in the case of mail locks and kéys, yet we continually appropriate 
for this. That is true; butin the caseof the transportation of the mails 
the law expressly provides how much shall be paid to the companies 
for that purpose, and that excludes the idea of their being paid in any 
different manner. 
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The gentleman from New York alleges that during the Forty-sixth 
Congress this question was ruled on otherwise. The Chair does not so 
remember. The recollection of the Chair is that the question came up 
in a different form and was dis of on a mere technicality. But 
the Chair remembers that in prior Congresses it had been ruled other- 
wise; and even if it had not, the proposition is so clear to the mind of the 
Chair that he would be forced to the conclusion to sustain the pointof 
order. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

For mail locks and keys, $25,000. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 131 insert as follows: 

“For suitable furniture and for safes for separating offices of the third and 
fourth classes, $263,500,” 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point of order on this amendment. 
There is no law authorizing furniture for third-class offices; and if there 
was, the amendment is offered at the wrong part of the bill. We have 
passed from that portion of the bill relating to this subject. And the 
same amendment was offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MOREY] 
and was ruled out. 


I offer the amendment which I send to 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to strike out the last word of 
the paragraph. 


There are in the United States 2,193 first, second, and third class post- 
offices. For the compensation of postmasters by this bill as reported 
by the committee we appropriate $10,000,000. For that purpose dur- 
ing the last fiscal year there was appropriated $10,315,394. 46, an aver- 
age of $4,710.16 to each one of those first, second, and third class post- 
offices. In the United States there are 45,956 fourth-class post-oflices. 
To those post-offices there is no allowance made except to 927 of them 
for even clerk-hire. There is no appropriation for safes in which to lock 
up the registered packages. There is no appropriation made for farni- 
ture, even of the simplest kind. There are in the United States of the 
third and fourth elass post-offices but 2,108 that receive allowance for 
clerk-hire. 

Now, sir, I think the committee ought to do something for this class 
of men. They ought to do something for the public service that is in- 
trustedtothem. They have to guard these registered packages, and yet 
they have no safes provided. They are compelled to distribute the 
mails, and yet there is no allowance for tables—no allowance for any 
furniture that is necessary. 

We make an appropriation, Mr. Chairman, every year for the first 
and second class post-offices of this country. We fail every year to hear 
the appeals of these 46,000 fourth-class postmasters. They can not 
come here, and if the members on this floor who represent them in a 
general way present their case the committee will not give attention to 
them. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for a vote. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

For mail-bags and mail-bag catchers, $230,000. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to strike out the last word. 

I want to call the attention of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] to the fact that we have made appropriations for special 
steamboat service. If he would go before the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post- Roads he-would find that in times a do not speak 
for the present—it has not been unknown to the Department that an 
officer in the Sixth Auditor’s Office would contract with a man who owns 
steamboat lines to give mail service not in the ordinary way but in con- 
sequence of his lobbying in that Department. These fourth-class post- 
masters have no chance to get any part of the appropriation. I will 
not say the item is putin this bill for the benefit of the men who own 
steamboat lines. But I do assert that in times past there have been 
found willing tools in the Sixth Auditor’s Office to get the service for the 
owners of those steamboat lines. 

We have put in this bill all that has been asked for that service. We 
have given to the men who do service on the railroad trains, not only 
to the men who own the trains but to the clerks on those trains and to- 
the mail messengers, the la amount of compensation asked for them. 
But for the 46,000 fourth-c Ts we give only the small pit- 
tance which they will receive by the allowance for the amount of stamps. 
canceled. 

Now we owe it to ourselves, we owe it to the Post-Office Department, 
we owe it to our constituents, we owe it to these men to make an ap- 
propriation which will give to each one of these fourth-class postmasters 
whose offices are designated as distributing offices a safe in which to 
keep valuable packages and funds. We should give to every one of 
them a small amount for the necessary furniture to enable them to per- 
form their duties properly. A man receiving $100 a year for doing a 
thousand dollars’ worth of work does not want to spend $50 for the fur- 
niture necessary to enable him to properly perform his duties. [Here 
the hammer fell.] I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. HORR. I move to amend the paragraph just read by striking 
out ‘‘$230,000 ” and inserting ‘‘$250,000.” 
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Mr. CANNON. Iask the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] 
to yield for a motion that the committee rise. We can not finish this 
bill to-night. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ihope not. We can finish this bill in a few 
minutes. There is but one more item over which there will be any 
controversy; every other item is according to the estimates. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the committee now rise. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the committee will not rise. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. There are a dozen men here who 
want to speak on this bill. 

The motion that the committee rise was not agreed to, upon a divis- 
jion—ayes 62, noes 91. 

The question recurred upon the amendment of Mr. Horr to increase 
the amount ‘‘for mail-bags and mail-bag catchers” to $250,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] 
desire to be heard on his amendment? 

Mr. HORR. I do; not for the purpose of delay, but because I think 
it isan amendment which should be adopted. I hold in my hand a 
letter from the Post-Office Department, sent to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations since the preparation of this bill and since it was reported 
to the House. In this letter he tells usthat the Department needs the 
entire amount of $280,000 in order to have bags sufficient to provide 
for the necessities of the service. 

I have not from the start moved an amendment to this bill which I 
did not think was justified on good, sound business principles. The 
Department informs us that the supply of mail-bags on hand is now 

salmost exhausted. It isa habit of the Department to keep a supply 
on hand. It is impossible to have these articles made up in a month 
or in two months, because they are made from a peculiar material, and 
the contract has to be given out in advance, so that the material may 
be manufactured. 

The Postmaster-General informs us and the House that the supply of 
mail-bags on hand has been constantly decreasing forthe last few years, 
until now it is well-nigh exhausted, and he is liable at any time to re- 
ceive a requisition for this important article in theservice which he will 
not be able to fill. He sends to us here an itemized account showing 
just every dollar that he needs and what he needs it for, the kind of 
bags needed in the service, the whole amount for this item being esti- 
mated at a little over $249,000. He insists that the good of theservice 
and the safety of the mail matter demand that we should give him the 
full amount that he has asked for. 

I do not want to take up time unnecessarily, but I state these facts, 
which the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], who I know has 
received the same communication, will admit’ to be acorrect statement 
from the Department. I think the House ought to heed this statement 
and that we ought as business men to give the amount asked for. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I want to say only one word. [Cries of 
““Vote!’’ “Vote!’’] Well, I will let the vote be taken. 

The question was taken upon the amendment moved by Mr. Horr; 
and it was not agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 


For the manufacturing of postal cards, $268,000, 


Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, I wish—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise for the purpose—— , 

Mr. HORR. I do not know but what the gentleman from Illinois 
wants to move the same amendment that Ido. The Postmaster-Gen- 
eral recommends a decrease in this item, and I suppose the gentleman 
is going to move that decrease, though I must say I fear it will be a 
dangerous step for him to take. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Postmaster-General recommends a de- 
crease in this item of $36,000; that is, to reduce the amount named in 
the bill to $232,000. I wish to say while I am on my feet that every 
estimate for the Third Assistant Postmaster-General’s Office has been 
given by the Committee on Appropriations without reducing it one 
cent. In this instance the Department itself asks for a reduction. 

Mr. HORR. I want to say a word onthisitem. [Cries of ‘* Vote!” 

“**Vote!’’] Oh, gentlemen, be quiet. I am in perfect good nature, but 
I am not to be choked down. [Cries of ‘Go on!’’] 

I want to say to my friend from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] that this 
is the first item in this bill where, since the bill has been framed and 
reported to the House, the Postmaster-General comes in and tells us 
that he can get along with less money than his first estimate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is very remarkable. 

Mr. HORR. He does so in this instance, and you now seem to have 
perfect confidence in him; you are willing to take his word. Yet in 
the item just before this he told you that the safety of the mails and 
the good of the service demanded an increase of a few thousand dollars, 
and you ignored his recommendation. 

What I wish to say is that I fear you areabout to tread on dangerous 
ground. It doesseem to me that you should stand by the bill as origi- 
nally reported from the Committee on Appropriations, for I have as yet 
seen no evidence of any desire on your part to reform or improve this 
bill. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” “Vote!” 


_ Well, when I get through you will vote, and not before; I am talk- 
ing now. It is so difficult to vote when a man is speaking, you know. 


I wish to say that I amin favor ofthe amendment which the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] pro because I believe the Post- 
master-General hdnestly recommends it and that the service will bear 
the proposed reduction of this item. But I claim that you ought to 
have exercised just as judgment on previous items, and followed 
the recommendations of the Department just as cordially. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I merely wish tosay, Mr. Chairman——[Cries 
of “ Vote!” *‘ Vote!’’] I will not sit down until I have made myself 
heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to remind members that busi- 
ness will proceed much faster if order is preserved, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to say that I have sent an amendment 
to the Clerk’s desk— [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’”’] Iwill wait until mem- 
bers on the others side learn better manners. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. As it appears that the other side of the 
House does not propose to hear debate, I move thatthe committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ihave sent to the Clerk’s desk an amendment 
proposing an alteration of the bill in strict accordance with the recom- 
mendation of the Postmaster-General, and I ask that the amendment 
be 


read. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
mittee rise. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have not relinquished the floor, and until 
my amendment is read the gentleman can not make that motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 149 strike out “ sixty-eight" and insert *' thirt 
the appropriation for the manufacture of postal cards 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I now move that the committee rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Forengraving, printing, and binding drafts and warrants, $2,500. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by strik- 
ing out the lastword. I desire to resume the statement in which I was 
interrupted when laston the floor. During the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1883, there were 2,139 postmasters of the first, second, and third 
classes, receiving compensation amounting to $10,315,394.96—an aver- 

e of 34,710.16. And to this aggregate compensation there should be 
added about $7,000,000 for expenses. Postmasters of the fourth class 
numbered 45,717, receiving compensation aggregating $2,006,568.31— 
an average of $175.56. The postmasters of the second and third classes 
collected revenue amounting to $33,535,253.95, while those of the fourth 
class collected $11,614,746.05. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope that I have shown to the committee—— 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘‘yote!’?] Mr. Chairman, I call for order. I have 
been trying to show to the Democratic side of the House that they are 
in no state of mind to hear argument. What they need is stimulation. 

Laughter.] What they require is something to strengthen their nerves. 
Cries of ‘‘ Votel” ‘‘ Vote!’’?] Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to pro- 
ceed without order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appeals to gentlemen to preserve order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I want to call attention to another mat- 
ter. I find by section 739 of the postal laws and regulations for 
1879— 


I insist on my motion that the com- 


-two ; ™ so as to make 
,000. 


Mr. VALENTINE. I hope we may have order so that the remarks 
of the gentleman from Kentucky may be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair trusts that order will be preserved 
so that the business of the Committee of the Whole may proceed. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I hope this confusion will not come out 
of my time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HORR. Itis utterly impossible for gentlemen on the other side 
of the House to hear the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied that if 
those gentlemen on the other side had had their dinners they could 
listen with patience. ’ 

Under the section to which I have referred the railroad companies 
are required to take the mails from and deliver them to terminal post- 
offices and all intermediate post-offices located not over eighty rods 
from the line of the road. But do we not know that these railroad 
companies do not do this? They have deliberately gone to work in 
scores of cases, and it is a part of their business, to have their surveyors 
locate every one of those ffices—— 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. VALENTINE obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to know whether the gentleman from 
Nebraska can yield his time to the gentleman from Kentucky as he 
pro) ? They areboth on the same side. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will 
learn some manners. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Thegentleman from Nebraska can take the floor 
and yield his time, provided he is ized as entitled to the floor. 


Under the rule, unless the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky 
is withdrawn, the Chair must recognize some gentleman in opposition. 
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Mr. VALENTINE. I desire to yield my time to the gentleman from 
Kentucky, and I want to know if it is the ruling of the Chair at this 
late hour that I can not take the floor and yield to him. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is perfectly competent for the gentleman to 
reach his purpose by making a pro forma amendment. The rule is 
that an amendment must be debated five minutes on either side. The 
Chair does not think it would be proper, however, to entertain a pro 
forma amendment while there is one pending. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I withdraw the pro forma amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I move to strike out the last two words, and 
yield my time to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is perfectly competent. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I thank the gentleman from Nebraska. 
I was about to call the attention of the committee to a clause in the 
postal laws; and I want to say furthermore that the committee has al- 
ready made a specific appropriation to pay for the mail-messenger serv- 
ice which is in the future to be put on these routes between the terminal 
points or between the roads and the post-offices adjacent to them. In 
other words, we make an appropriation to relieve the railroad compa- 
nies of that which they are required to do by the tions. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Doesnot the gentleman from Kentucky know that 
there is no law on the statute-books that requires the railroad corpora- 
tions to deliver the mails in the manner he suggests? [Cries of ‘‘ Vote”? 
s Vote m 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is entitled to the 
floor, and the Chair hopes he will not be further interrupted. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I hope that this will not come out of 
my time. I shall answer the gentleman. But there are some gentle- 
men over on the other side who do not desire this discussion to proceed 
and could not hear his question. I am aware that the whisky bill 
wants to come up directly. You had just as well have adjourned an 
hour ago; you are not going to get that up. [Langhter.] Now, in an- 
swering the gentleman from Pennsylvania I will say to him that I am 
perfectly well aware of the fact that there is no such law on the stat- 
ute-books; but I ask him this question: Will he deny that there is a 
regulation to that effect? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is a different question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Does not that regulation of the De- 

ent have the effect of law? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It does not. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. That is the opinion of the gentleman. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It has the effect of law upon the Post-Office offi- 
cials and not upon the people who carry the mails under a general 
statute. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The gentlemanis helping me out. He 
contends that you have done for the railroad companies what they had 
a right to before. 

Now let me read the law: 

Railroad companies are uired to take the mails from and deliver theminto 
the terminal post-offices and to all intermediate post-offices located not over 
eighty rods from the line of road, and the distances from the terminal depots to 
the fices where the railroad companies deliver the mails are paid for by 
the Feparunent as a part of the length of the road. 

Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania get up and say that there is 
no “‘law”’ in view of that regulation? Here is the postal regulations, 
which have all the force and effect of law; and what I want to show is 
that this bill relieves the railroad companies and not the employés. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky has 
expired. 

Mr. COBB. I move to strike out the three last words, and will 
yield my time to the gentleman from Kentucky. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I thank the gentleman from Indiana. 
I knew, sir, that he would be with me on this proposition against the 
railroads. [Laughter.] If thereisanything inthe world thatthe rail- 
roads want that the gentleman from Indianais not opposed to I do not 
know what itis. [Laughter.] I gothis far, however, against therail- 
roads, that when they take a mail contract it is their duty to perform 
the service just as honestly as it is that of the man who proposes to carry 
the mails on a horse or stage-coach or on asteamboat. But under this 
bill, as I have said, you propose to relieve the railroads. I now, Mr. 
Chairman, ask a vote on the amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are two pro forma amendments pending 
which would be first voted upon unless they are withdrawn. 

Mr. COBB. I withdraw mine. 

Mr. VALENTINE, I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill and read the second sec- 
tion, as follows: 

Sec. 2, That section 4002 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and 


the same is hereby, amended as follows: In line 21 of said section strike out the 
word "less ” and in lieu thereof insert the word " more.” 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now move that the committee rise. I think 
there is nothing now left in the bill that will give rise to debate. 

Mr. CANNON. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifa motion is not now made to strike out section 2 
will it be in order when the committee resumes the consideration of the 


bill to make such a motion? If necessary I will enter that motion now, 
and will then yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
for the motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. HIS I have not examined closely the provisions of this 
section, and desire to reserve points of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] can not enter his motion. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But the point of order can be reserved. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If there isany point of order to be made I hope 
it will be made now and decided. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is any point of order to be made the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] insists that it shall be made 
at this time. The gentleman has the right to do so. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let it go over until Monday. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to know whether or not con- 
sent is given that points of order on this section are reserved until the 
committee resumes its sitting. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam willing to agree to that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And the right, of course, to offer amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course. 

The motion that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose: and Mr. BLACKBURN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 5459) making appropriations for the service 
of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, 
and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WELLER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. HENLEY. I desire to submit a privileged report. [Cries of 
‘“ Regular order !’’] 
Mr. WELLER. I withdraw the motion to adjourn for the present. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California [Mr. HENLEY] to submit a privileged report, the mo- 
tion to adjourn having been withdrawn. 

FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported a 
bill (H. R. 5897) to declare forfeited certain land grants to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad from the Central Pacific Railroad in California 
to Portland, in Oregon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. OATES. I desire to submit the views of the minority, includ- 
ing an amendment to the bill, and desire to have them printed with the 
report of the majority. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

SEMINOLE INDIAN LANDS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, in answer to a resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of March 8, 1884, transmitting report of Acting Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office in regard to survey of lands purchased 
of the Seminole Indians; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

TIMBER DEPREDATIONS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a letter from the 
Acting Commissioner of the General Land Office asking appropriation 
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for depredations on public 
timber and for salaries and commissions of registers and receivers for 
1884 of $8,500 and $2,700 respectively; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER FLOODS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, in response to a resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives adopted March 5, 1884, requesting him to furnish the House 
from time to time with information of the progress of the floods in the 
valley of the Mississippi, and to report if at any time in his judgment 
there exists such suffering in consequence of such floods as to justify 
measures of relief by Congress; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ADAms, of New York, for one day; 

To Mr. Evrns, of South Carolina, for ten days, on account of sick- 
ness in his family; and 

To Mr. HOBLITZELL, for the remainder of this day, on account of 
sickness. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

_ Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I move that the House do now ad- 

journ. 
The question being taken, 
TheSPEAKER pro tempore stated that the ‘‘ayes’’ appeared to have it. 
Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. 


I demand a division. Ihave here acom- 
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munication from the Secretary of the Treasury which I desire to have 
inted. 
Pr The House divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 36. 


So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 30 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAGLEY: Petition of Betsey Crandall, for increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. W. W. CULBERTSON: Petition of B. T. Hayden and others, 

raying for pay for an independent company’sservice in Bath County, 
Kantucky—x0 the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of members of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Ottawa, Ill., against any change in the law establishing pen- 
sion agencies, and for the continuance of such agencies as they now 
exist—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. A 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition and protest of proprietors and em- 
ployés of Yeadon Mills, Chester, Pa.—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition and protest of proprietors and employés of the Irving 
and Lieper Manufacturing Company, of Chester, Pa.—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, petition and protest of the proprietors and employés of the 
Griswold Worsted Silk Company (limited) of Darby, Delaware 
County, Pennsylvania—to the same committee. ; 

By Mr. FERRELL: Petition of citizens of Bridgeton, N. J., asking 
legislation on therestriction of Chinese immigration—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HALSELL: relating to the claim of Wooten 
& Co., for compensation for property taken and used by the United 
States Army during the late rebellion—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. HANBACK: Petition of members of the bar of Kansas, ask- 
ing for increase of salary to judges of district and circuit courts—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers relating to H. R. 3191—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Towa, asking legislation for the suppression of pleuro-pneumonia—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Memorial and joint resolution of the General 
Assembly of the State of Iowa, relating to the prevention and suppres- 
sion of pleuro-pneumonia in neat cattle—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KASSON : Petition of Post No. 17, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of Iowa, for passage of an act granting one hundred 
and sixty acres of land to all honorably discharged soldiers of the United 
States—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Petition of C. C. Mason Post, No. 235, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Grand View, Ind., asking for bounty, back 
pay, and land-warrants—to the same committee. $ 

Also, paper relating to the bill to grant a pension to John Coombes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of C. V. R. Pond and 45 others, citizens of 
Quincy, Mich., in favor of the establishment of a branch of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers in the State of Michigan—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition protesting against the present coinage of 
the silver dollar—to the Committee on Coi Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petition of Michael Murphy and others, citizens 
of Muscatine, Iowa, asking an appropriation for the employment of 
sufficient clerical assistance to enable the early payment of claims for 
rebate of tobacco tax—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Delmar Junction and of Maquoketa, in 
the State of Iowa, for the amendment of the Chinese restriction act— 
severally to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial and joint resolution of the General Assembly of 
Towa, ing for eh wept to prevent and suppress pleuro-preumonia 
in neat cattle—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, joint resolution of the General Assembly of Iowa, requesting 
the enactment of a law providing that judgments in the Federal courts 
shall not be a lien upon the property in any other counties than those 
in which such judgments may be recovered unless a transcript shall 
be filed in the county where it is sought to makesuch judgments liens— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution of the Iowa General Assembly, requ leg- 
islation to regulate and control the transportation of freight pas- 
sengers on all lines of railroads in the United States engaged in inter- 
state commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of members of the bar ofSumner County, 
Kansas, asking for increase of salaries for United States judges—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition, of similar import, of members of the bar and others of 
Pawnee County, Kansas—to the same committee. 
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Also, petition, of similar import, of members of the bar and others 
of Wyandotte County, Kansas—to the same committee. 

By Mr. OSSIAN RAY: Papers relating to the claim of Lieut. Col. 
James C. Duane—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. REED, petition of 200 firms, ship-owners, ship-masters, and 
poon, and others interested, praying for the restoration of Portland 

ead light—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition, of similar import, of 28 fishermen and ghip-owners of 
Peak’s Island, Maine—to the same committee. i 

Also, petition, of similar import, of 25 ship-owners of Saco, Me.—to 
the same committee. 

Also, petition, of similar import, of 55 ship owners and masters of 
Millbridge, Me.—to the same committee, 

Also, petition, of similar import, of 22 ship owners and masters of 
Castine, Me.—to the same committee. 

Also, petition, of similar import, of 39 ship-masters and ship-owners 
of Eastport and Lubec, Me.—to the same committee. 

Also, petition, of similar import, of 56 ship-owners, &c., of Kenne- 
bunkport, Me.—to thesame committee. 

Also, petition, of similar import, of 111 ship-owners, &c., of Bath, 
Me.—to the same committee. 

Also, petition, of similar import, of 40 ship-owners, &c., of Bangor, 
Me.—to the same committee. 

Also, petition, of similar import, of ship-owners, &c., of Rockland, 
Me.—te the same committee. 

Also, petition, ofsimilarimport, of 55 ship-owners, &c., of Booth Bay, 
Me.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STONE: Petition of mayor of Salem, Mass., for improve- 
ment of harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: Memorial of sundry citizens of South Carolina, 
praying for an additional appropriation to complete the improvement of 
the Big Salkehatchie River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Petition of 437 citizens of Minnesota, for a 
constitutional amendment prohibiting disfranchisement of United States 
citizens on account of sex—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of Mrs. L. Mary Wheeler and others, 
citizens of Minnesota, 95 women and 94 men, for a sixteenth amend- 
ment—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Mary E. Campbell and others, citizens of Min- 
nesota, 144 women and 129 men, for a sixteenth amendment—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Resolutions of George H. Thomas Post, No. 6, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Louisville, Ky., protesting against changing 
i present method of paying pensions—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, March 17, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 
companying report, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed, as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from 
the Secretary of War, of the 12th instant, and accompanying rs, requesting 
an appropriation of $230,869.44 for the erection at the Presidio of Franciscoof 
additional buildings at headquarters military division of the Pacific, rendered 
necessary in consequence of the proposed increase of the garrison by removal 
of troops from points in San Franciso Harbor, 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, March 14, 1854. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate acommunication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with 
the provisions of section 194 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, a list embracing the names of the clerks and other persons em- 
ployed in the several bureaus in that Department during the calendar 
year ended December 31, 1883, and showing the time each was actually 
employed, and the sums paid to each. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be printed if there 
be no objection, and with the accompanying list—the Chair does not 
feel authorized to direct the printing of the names of these persons— 
be referred to the Committee on Finance. If the committee think it 
desirable to print the list, they can report accordingly. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting report of the Chief of Engineers, submitting a re- 
port from Maj. W. R. King of the results of surveys made to ascertain 
the costof placing locks and dams on the Cumberland River from Nash- 
ville, Tenn., to the Cincinnati Southern Railroad in Kentucky, made 
in compliance with the requirements of the river and harbor act of 
August 2, 1882; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


CHESTER A, ARTHUR. 
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He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report from the Chief of Engineers, submitting 
a report from Maj. A. N. Damrell of the results of a survey of the har- 
bor at Cedar Keys, Fla., and of the shoal between Dauphin Island and 
Cedar Point, Ala., made with a view to the improvement of navigation 
between the waters of Mobile Bay and other places on the Gulf of Mex- 
ico, to comply with the requirements of the river and harbor act of Au- 
gust 2, 1882; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 

mmittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication froni the 
of the Interior, transmitting, in answer to a resolution of the 14th ultimo, 
a letter of the Acting Commissioner of the General Land Office, with 
copies of the principal reports and correspondence on file in his office 
upon the subject of the unauthorized fencing of the public lands; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SAWYER presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce ot 
Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of repealing the law authorizing the coinage 
of silver dollars; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly 
of Iowa; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry, as follows: 

(Joint resolution No. 7.] 


Memorial and joint resolution of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, re- 
lating to the prevention and suppression of pleuro-pneumonia in neat cattle, 


Whereas the disease in neat cattle known as pleuro-pneumonia or Jung-plague 
has been shown by the experience of foreign nations to be a virulent poison of 
the most contagious character; and - 

Whereas it has destroyed the business of cattle production and desolated the 
cattle interests in Australia, the Cape of Good Hope, and other British posses- 
sions, as well as in many European nations from which it has not been excluded 
by the most stringent police regulations; and 

Whereas this disease is known to have gained a foothold in several of the 
States east of the Alleghany Mountains, and to-day threatens, through the com- 
merce in cattle between Eastern and Western States, not only the cattle 
renee of the Western Territories, but the millions of capital jnvolved in the stock 

usin 


ess of the West: Therefore, 
Resolved, That our Senators in Co: be instructed and our Representatives 


ngress 
in Congress be requested to do their utmost to secure | ation to preventand 
supress pleuro-pneumonia in neat cattle in the United tes, and especially to 
prevent its pepe | from districts now infected to the cattle-producing fields 


Beet Trot tin cocotary f state be uested to furnish f this 

o req urnish a copy oi me- 
morial to each of the Senators and Representatives of the State of plis 
Approved March 6, 1834. 


I hereby certify the foregoing to be a true and correct copy of the original on 
file in this office. 

Witness my hand and the great seal of the State by me affixed. 

[BEAL] JAS. HULL, Secretary of State, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented resolutions adopted by the 
Chamber of Commerce of the city of Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of the 
passage of the pending bill to promote the efficiency of the Revenue- 
Marine Service; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I present a petition of the Citizens’ 
Association of Sacramento, praying Congress to instruct the Secretary of 
War to expend the $250,000 already appropriated for the improvement 
of the Sacramento and Feather Rivers, California. I desire to ask the 
attention of the chairman of the Committee on Commerce to this peti- 
tion, and I would suggest, as it is a matterof considerable importance, 
that it would be well perhaps for the committee to confer with the Sec- 
retary of War and to know his reasons for not ex) ing the sum which 
has already been appropriated. I merely e that suggestion. I 
move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of B. G. Boardman, George D. 
Dodd, Henry J. Lazor, and others, merchants and representatives of 
varied commercial interests in the city of Boston, Mass., representing 
the alarming condition and extent of the coinage of silver at the pres- 
ent time, and praying for the repeal of the law in relation thereto; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of Warin A. Sutherland, M. 
E. Collins, Mrs. E. D. Chapman, Mrs. E. R. Brace, A. B. Gordon, and 
others, 42 citizens of Minnesota, praying for the passage of a sixteenth 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting the 
States from disfranchising citizens on account ofsex; which was referred 
to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of nearly 200 citizens 
of Albany, N. Y., praying for the suspension of the coinage of the stand- 
ard silver dollar; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of Mrs. R. M. Young, Phoebe 
Cole, Mrs. Sarah Richardson, William Richardson, B. C. Sargent, Mrs. 
R. M. Kelly, and 366 others, citizens of the State of Michigan, pray- 
ing for the of a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States prohibiting the States from disfranchising citizens on ac- 
count of sex; which was referred to the Select Committee on Woman 
Suffrage. 

Mr. GARLAND presented a petition of 700 citizens of Eureka Springs, 
Ark., and a petition of members of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
at Eureka Springs, Ark., praying for the establishment of a soldiers’ 
home at that place; which were referred to the Committee on Military 


Mr. VEST presented resolutions of the Merchants’ Exchange of Saint 
Louis, Mo., and of a meeting of bankers, capitalists, and others, citizens 
of that place, in favor of 1 tion extending the bonded period on 
whisky; which were to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of public officers and citizens of Jackson 
County, Missouri, praying that a pension be granted by act of Congress 
to Robert Baxter, an ex-Union soldier; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Samuel A. Ballard, of Gentry County, 
Missouri, praying for legislation extending the time for filing claims for 
arrears of pensions; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of William H. Corbaley and 
64 other ex-Union soldiers of Indiana, praying for the equalization 
of their bounties and other measures of relief: ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Charles W. Heath Post, 
No. 109, Grand Army of the Republic, of Enterprise, Switzerland 
County, Indiana, and resolutions adopted by the George W. Rader Post, 
No. 119, Grand Army of the Republic, of Middletown, Ind., in favor 
of the equalization of the bounties of the soldiers of the late war and 
other measures for their relief; which were referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the petition of Mary A. Kendall, Mat- 
tie J. Campbell, Laura H. Lewis, F. F. Campbell, and others, 78 citi- 
zens of Arlington, Nebr., praying for the adoption of a sixteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting the States 
from disfranchising citizens on account of sex; which was referred to 
the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of George Tilden and other citi- 
zens of Keene, N. H., praying an appropriation for education in Alaska; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CONGER. I present the petition of Mary A. Darling, of Vicks- 
burg, Mich., praying for the adoption of a sixteenth amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States prohibiting the States from dis- 
franchising citizens on account of sex. ‘This petition is from a lady of 
Michigan who represents the views of a considerable number of my 
constituents on this subject. I move that it be referred to the Select 
Committee on Woman Suffrage, and ask that it may have early con- 
sideration. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the poirion of Virginia L. Minor, Fannie 
M. Bagby, E. S. Fish, Rev. Joseph H. Foy, Dr. H. Tyler Wilcox, Dr. 
M. Adelaide Greennan, Dr. E. U. Scott, J. B. Merwin, Margaret A. 
Merwin, Mrs. E. P. Johnson, and 310 other citizens of Saint Louis, 
Mo., praying for the adoption of a sixteenth amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States prohibiting the States from disfranchising 
citizens on account of sex; which was referred to the Select Committee 
on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. BROWN. I present resolutions unanimously adopted by the 
GeorgiaState Agricultural Society. At its late session at Savannah the 
society resolved unanimously: 

That this convention of delegates, representing the agricultural associations 
of the State of Georgia, with an earnest desire to elevate the pursuit of agricult- 
ure on a full and ized equality in civil and political character with any 
and all honorable jsa faa and professions of eH goen paa do hereby most re- 
Sere N A oe 
with cars and all of the Executive partments of the GEADAS oe 

I move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 214) for the relief of Maria E. Warfield, to re- 
port adversely thereon, and I ask that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to have that bill placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be placed on the Calendar, 
objection being made to its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. VEST. Let the bill go on the Calendar. 

Mr. BECK. I made a mistake. I thought I introduced the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 663) to pay to Julia A. Nutt, widow and executrix of Haller 
Nutt, deceased, the amount of money reported by the Quartermaster- 
General to be due her, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a 
bill (S. 1851) for the relief of Julia A. Nutt, widow and executrix of 
Haller Nutt, deceased; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed Lo Bae Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which were committed sundry bills raising and readjusting the salaries 
of the judges of the United States district courts and pace, doe petitions 


and communications in regard to the same subject, to report an original 
bill. 
The bill (8. 1852) fixing salaries of the several judges of the United 
States district courts at $5,000 per annum was read twice by its title. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, 
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Mr. HOAR. I desire to say before the bill is di ef that from 
a majority of the judicial districts of the United States there have 
been petitions and letters and other communications, addressed either 
to the Senate or to individual Senators, in to the matter of the 
judges’ salaries. In the last Congress the Judiciary Committee caused 
letters to be addressed te the various judges in the United States, with 
a view of learning the amount of business, the number of cases, and the 
numberof days occupied by the judges in their several courts; and when 
that information came back the committee reported a bill which was 
based on the theory of raising to $5,000 the salaries of those judges who 
seemed to be occupied in the labors of their office substantially the 
whole year and leaving untouched nearly or quite all the others. In 
one or two instances there was an increase of salary pro from $3,500 
to $4,000. The present salaries are all at the rate of $3,500 or $4,000 a 
year, with the exception of the district judge in California, who re- 
ceives $5,000 a year. The judge of the southern district of New York, 
where there is a vast admiralty jurisdiction, where if there should be a 
war the prize jurisdiction would be chiefly exercised, and the judge in 
Boston and in Philadelphia and in New Orleans each receives only the 
sum of $4,000 a year. 

The committee, having reported a bill on the principle which I have 
stated, receive from a good many districts from which no information 
had come additional information, and it turns out that in certainly 
thirty-four of the fifty judicial districts of the United States the judges 
employ substantially the whole year and in a great many of them the 
assistance of judges of other districts is imperatively required. There 
are two or three districts in regard to which the committee have not 
information which would justify them in declaring that the judges are 
ocoapying their whole year; still from those districts there comes a 
pressure for an increase, So there are only about thirteen or fourteen 
districts which do not seem to require on the poner stated the in- 
crease of salary to $5,000. Now, in regard tothose districts it is urged 
with great force on the part of the judge that he is liable at any time to 
have cases of great magnitude, interest, and intricacy, requiring the 
same judicial capacity and AAEE weight, confidence in the 
community toward the judge which is required in those districts where 
the judges employ the whole year, and these judges are also under the 
law liable to be called upon to go to other districts to aid judges who 
are fully employed all the year round and who are not able to dispose 
of their business themselves. 

Then in addition to that the district judge is always expected to en- 
gage in no other business. Of course he can not practice law; and it 
would be considered a greatimpropriety forhim to en; in any manu- 
facturing, commercial, or other business; so that his life is set aside and 
ee for this particular duty. 

t has seemed therefore to the committee, there so small a num- 
ber of judges now unemployed any part of the year, that it was proper 
to raise the salaries of all the district judges to $5,000 per annum. That 
is the bill which has been reported, and I understand that in another 
legislative body for whose determination we have great respect the Ju- 
diciary Committee have come to the same conclusion. 

I thought it proper, as there was so general an interest in the subject, 
to make this explanatory statement at this time. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 504) for the relief of John 
Bilsby and others, purchasers of the “‘Weaver tract” lot of land in 
the city of Selma, State of Alabama, to report it adversely and move its 
indefinite nement. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask that the bill go on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1303) to grant the right of way over the public 
lands of the United States to the Lost Lake and Mount Hood Improve- 
ment Company, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1695) relating to lands in Colorado lately occupied by 
the Uncompahgre and White River Ute Indians, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1543) for the relief of Wilbur F. Steele, reported 
it with an amendment. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1331) making appropriation for the relief of the First 
National Bank of Newton, Mass., reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1472) to permit the owners of certain vessels and 
cargoes to sue the United States in the Court of Claims, reported it with 
amendments, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1076) granting to the district judge of the eastern district of Virginia 
specific compensation for specific services rendered by him, reported ad- 
versely thereon; and the hill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. GARLAND. Iam alsodirected by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill ( S. 1320) for the relief of Mrs. 


Emily Miller, to report it back adversely. I ask, in the absence of the 
Senator who introduced the bill [Mr. LAMAR], that it may go on the 
Calendar. This report is made in accordance with reports on the same 
matter heretofore made, but if the Senator can show any reason why 


the case should come out of the rule, we are willing to hear it. I ask 
that the bill be pans on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1312) providing for two additional associate jus- 
tices of the supreme court of the Territory of Dakota, reported ad- 
versely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1096) for the relief of Daniel H. B. Davis, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports there- 
on, which were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely : 

A bill Be 542) for the relief of John Fletcher; e 
A bill (S. 831) for the relief of Dr. Robert Carter; and 

A bill (S. 758) for the relief of William L. Nance. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I am also directed by the Commit- 
tee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 381) for the relief of 
William R. Testerman, to report it adversely. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be placed on the Calendar until I can 
examine the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1397) for the relief of George Maxwell, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 401) for the relief of the Protestant orphan asylum of Natchez, 
in the State of Mississippi, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 896) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of Memphis, 
Tenn., reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
492) for the relief of Sallie Jarratt, executrix of G ry Jarrett, de- 
ceased, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report there- 
on. 
He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. 754) in regard to the conveyance and devise of 
real estate in the District of Columbia, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1625) for the relief of William Bowen, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1485) to amend the laws relating to land titles in the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the J naie to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1326) to compel the prosecution of proceedings in 
bankruptcy to a final decree, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1047) for the relief of Wesley Montgomery, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE RULES. 


Mr. HARRIS. I am directed by the Committee on Rules, to whom 
was referred Miscellaneous Document No.61, beinga resolution to amend 
the rules, to report it with a recommendation that it be adopted, and 
I ask for its present consideration. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the seventh rule of the Senate be amended by adding thereto 
the following words: 

“The presiding officer may at any time lay, and it shall be in order at any time 
for a Senator to move to lay, before the Senate any bill or other matter sent to 
the + frame TEAS ERORO the ser tory OT CARETO and -eny Toun 

a e S . 
Shall be determined without debate.” > ° PUTpose. Any motion so 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Benator from Tennessee asks for 
the present consideration of this resolution. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam directed by the same committee to report back 
with a recommendation for its adoption the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the eighth rule of the Senate be amended by adding thereto the 
following words: 

“All motions made before 2 o’clock to proceed to the consideration of any mat- 
ter shall be determined without debate. 

I ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HOAR. I think that is an amendment to the rules. 


I hope it 
will lie over one day. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. It is a very important matter. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam directed by the same committee to report the 
following resolution: 


Resolved, That the tenth rule of the Senate be amended by adding thereto the 
following words: 


“And all motions to change such order shall be decided without debate.” 


I ask the consent of the Senate to consider at this time this resolu- 
tion, if there be no objection. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this resolution ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Why not have that go over? 

Mr. HARRIS. Letthe Chief Clerk read the last clause of Rule X 
and then read the amendment made by the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be reported first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read for information. 

The CHTER,CLERK. If amended as proposed the last clause of Rule 
X would read: 

2. When two or more special orders have been made for the same time they 
shall have F ce according to the order in which they were severally as- 
signed, and that order shall onl 
motions to change such order shall be decided without debate. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that one of the proposed changes in the 
rules was to without debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The one in reference to laying papers 
from the President or the other House before the Senate at any partic- 
mlar time was to. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to have them all go over oneday. Ihave 
no doubt they are all right, but there may be some addition suggested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This resolution will go over. Does 
the Senator from Massachusetts move to reconsider the vote agreeing 
to the first resolution? 

Mr. HOAR. No; I can make the motion to-morrow if it is necessary. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 1853) to consolidate the present col- 
lection districts in the United States, and for other purposes; which was 
mead twice by its title. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say a word in relation to this bill, to carry 
‘out what was recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury in his last 
‘annual report. After a careful examination of that report, and after 
‘consultation with the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, the 
‘Senator from Minnesota [Mr. MCMILLAN], and also the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
son], the Department was sent to for information as to the best mode 
of accomplishing the object. A proper officer was sent by the Secretary, 
and after a good deal of examination by the Senator from Iowa and my- 
self we determined to ask the Department to draw such a bill as was 
‘thought competent to Ee the purpose. The Senator from Min- 
mesota, the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, believed that all 
-such bills went to his committee. We thought so too. AN T desire to 
-say now is, and I am requested to say that by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, that we hope prompt action will be had by 
tthe Committee on Commerce in regard to the bill, because until some 
Jaw is passed, if it is thought best to pass any, nothing can be done by 
the Committee on Appropriations to provide for the changes here made 
until the districts are fixed by the Committee on Commerce. 

I move the reference of the bill to the Committee on Commerce. It 
thas been prepared at the Treasury Department, as I have stated. 

The motion was to. j 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1854) granting a pension to Will- 
iam D. Esley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
‘Committee on Pensions. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1855) granting a pension to John F. 
Hickey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1856) for the relief of Francis J. 
Wheeler, assignee of William Schafnagle; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 


on Claims. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1857) appropriating one mounted 
brass field gun to the city of Wyandotte, Kans., in lieu of one taken by 
the United States Government in the year 1861; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. : 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1858) to increase the pension of 
Henrietta A. Lewis, widow of Capt. Robert F. R. Lewis, United States 
Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1859) granting a ion to Clarinda 
S. Hillman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ir. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1860) for the relief of Rich- 
ard Pheenix; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


be changed by direction of the Senate; and all 


Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1861) for the relief of the Atlantic 
Alcohol Company, of Atlantic, State of Iowa; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1862) for the relief of the heirs of John 
W. West; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

_ Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (S. 1863) for the re- 
lief of Robert C. Murphy; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENT TO AN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 7314) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. WILLIAMS presented the credentials of JosepH C. S. BLACK- 
BURN, chosen by the Legislature of Kentucky a Senator from that 
State for the term beginning March 4, 1885; which were read, and or- 
dered to be filed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A bill 
A bill 
A bill 
A bill 
A bill 
A bill 
A bill 


z R. 759) granting a pension to Patrick Droney; 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H 


ting a pension to Theodore C. Hawkins; 

A bill . 4164) for the relief of Ellen Morgan; 
A bill (H. R. 4188) granting a pension to William W. Day; 
A bill (H. R. 4431) granting a pension to Leroy C. Rankin; 
A bill (H. R. 825) granting a pension to William J. Barker; 
A bill (H. R. 1389) for the relief of Myron E. Dunlap; 
A bill H 1756) granting a pension to George Overmire; 

H. 
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Harris; 
2252) for the relief of Christopher P. Davidson; 
bill (H. R. 2267) granting an increase of pension to Samuel C. 


2 ior granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen M Flagg; 


A bill 2136) granting an increase of pension to Merlin C. 
? 

A bill (H. 

A 
Wright; 

A bill (H 

A bill 4697) for the relief of Rudolph John Marti; 

A 4717) for the relief of John Swearer; 

Ab Le . 4718) for the relief of Caroline Sheward; 
A bill (H 4981) granting a pension to Isabella I. Ramsdell; 
A bill (H. R. 5257) repealing an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief 
of William McKean;’’ and 


A bill (H. R. 5258) granting a pension to Thomas Cheshire. 
UNDISPOSED OF PENSION CLAIMS. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask for the present consideration of the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to re 
the names of all pendin; Spans for pensions in which 


cations have been pending for more than two yi 
same, and reasons why the same have not been finally disposed of. 


Mr. INGALLS. I think that had better lie over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The resolution will lie over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ill the Senator who offered that resolution have 
it referred to the Committee on Pensions? I should like to hear their 
opinion on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will come up to-mor- 
row, objection being made to its consideration to-day. 


i 
bill (H. 
il 
ill 


HERE pp 


p 


rt to the Senate 
original appli- 
with the condition of the 


Mr. HAWLEY. I will make the su ion to-morrow. 
Mr. INGALLS. Iwithdraw the objection if it is desired to refer the 
resolution. 


Mr. HOAR. Itseemsto me the resolution might as well be dealt 
with at one time asanother. I suppose there is no member of the Sen- 
ate, and probably but few members of the House, whose mail is not 
filled—I have sometimes half a dozen or a dozen a day—with applica- 
tions for information in to the condition of old pension claims. 
We have relieved that somewhat; but still the applications come. A 
man says, ‘‘I filed my application ten years ago and I have not heard 
of it for three years,” or ‘‘I did what I was directed by the office to do 
two years ago, and since then I have heard nothing;’’ and so on. 

I know this will be a matter of some cost to the Department, but not 
a great deal. It seems to me that there should be made this list of 


pending applications, all those which are more than two years old. 
The statement simply ‘‘ awaiting further evidence,” or whatever brief 
statement the Commissioner will find necessary to convey to us why the 
matter is not disposed of, will give great relief to the Senate, great relief 
to the Department, and great relief to the pension applicants. If the 
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Senator from Connecticut will see that his committee deals with it at 


once—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am not upon the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, HOAR. Orif any member of the Pension Committee will at- 
tend to it, I have no objection to the reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
if in his opinion it would not be well to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions in order that that committee may inquire and as- 
certain at least an approximate estimate of the amount of clerical labor 
that would be involved in answering his resolution, in order that we 
may determine whether or not we can better afford the inconvenience 
of the inquiries he suggests than to require that report to be made by 
the Pension Office. ‘ 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection to that fact being ascertained and 
inquired into if any Senator thinks best. In my judgment it is notat 
all necessary to do that, because every Senator must know there is some 
limit to the expense. But it makes no difference what the expense is; 
it would be cheap at $50,000, and it certainly can not cost $5,000 to have 
this thingdone. Then all the applicants for pensions whose applications 
are more than two years pending will know the condition of their par- 
ticular claim by sending to us and getting a copy of this document, and 
a Senator can at once answer by looking at the document. If it were 
to cost $25,000 the salutary effect and relief to the Senate and relief to 
the pension claimants would be very great. 

There are few things in this world more tragical than the history of 
these pension cases. There is not any tragedy which can be put upon 
the s which ought to move the feelings of a right-minded man, and 
pice oe of an American legislator, like the stories which come to us 
day after day and week after week and month after month and year 
after year, of the hope deferred, of the poverty, the sorrow, the agony 
of those men and the widows and orphans of the men who have given 
their life and health and strength and the best part of their manhood to 
the safety of this country. 

We have done something to relieve this pressure in the Pension Office, 
but it still continues, and it is a reproach and disgrace to American leg- 
islation and American administration thatit does continue. I impute 
no fault to the Commissioner of Pensions or to the Secretary of the 
Interior; but whether this cost $50, or $50,000, or a million dollars, it 
ought to be done, in my judgment. If any Senator thinks he will be 

repared to vote more intelligently by knowing whether it will cost 
5,000 or $7,500, I make no objection to the reference. 

Mr. HARRIS. For one I would prefer the resolution going to the 
Committee on Pensions and being investigated by that committee, but 
I shall make no motion if the Senator who moves the resolution prefers 
that it should not be referred. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it had better be referred. 

Mr. BLAIR. What the Senator from Massachusetts says is very true 
that this is a subject of national disgrace and it is in fact and emphat- 
ically a system of prolonged murder inflicted by the nation by a process 
of slow starvation upon these people. That is very true; but the reso- 
lution which he has introduced here calling on the Pension Office for an 
account of the status of all the claims filed more than two years ago will 
I think delay the adjudication and adjustment of the pending cases. 
The resolution must cover at least two-thirds, probably three-fourths, 
of the pending cases—225,000 or 250,000 cases atleast. It would I was 
about to say prevent the adjudication of existing cases by a delay of 
several months, in my belief. 

I think if the Senator has observed the replies which the Pension 
Bureau makes to the letters of inquiry which are so touching and to 
which he alludes, he will have seen that very considerable time is neces- 
sarily expended in reviewing the condition of each case and writing 
with that precision which is necessary if any good is to be done its ex- 
act condition. It is no use for us to send out in a big book that can be 
published probably in the course of a year a general statement of the 
condition of these cases, nothing is of any service to anybody 
unless it eva to each specific applicant concerned that sort of informa- 
tion which will enable him to remedy the deficiencies of testimony 
which delay his case; that is, so far as the applicant is concerned. But 
then there is the amount of labor that would be imposed on the office. 
I think it would employ their entire clerical force for three months to 
prepare this information if it was to amount to anything, and it could 
not be circulated throughout the country in less than six months or a 
year beyond that. 

But, Mr. President, the real trouble is in our legislation and in the 
provision which we have made for the adjudication of pension claims. 
Some years ago an effort was made in the Senate to radically change 
the method of investigation, which becomes more and more indispensa- 
ble if we are ever to perform this duty as time wears on, in the kind 
of evidence which we rely upon and in the methods of its collection and 
consideration. In the adjudication upon questions of fact as they arise 
there is so much that is radically wrong, so contrary to the spirit of the 
common law and to those great principles which are applicable every- 
where to the just investigation of questions of fact, that for my own 
part I have no patience whatever with the system. 


Those who are charged with the administration of this system are 
able men. The personnel of the office is of a very superior quality. It 
is, as I think, indefatigable in its labors. There is no more competent 
gentleman in the country than the one who is now at the head of this 


bureau. He and his assistants do the uttermost that can be done with 
the system which they administer and with the difficulties which they 
encounter and with the amount of help which is provided. In order 
to relieve the Senator and other Senators from these piteous appeals,, 
in order to do half justice to those who have legal claims under the pen- 
sion laws against this Government, it would be necessary with the ex- 
isting system to at least treble the force, and then thousands of these- 
people would die from the effects of pain, starvation, and disease before- 
their cases would be adjudicated. The resolution that is before the: 
Senate, however, would make everything worse, if we adopt it and call 
upon the existing Pension Office force to comply with the request or 
demand of the Senate. 

I do not believe there is any advantage in sending it to the Pension 
Committee for consideration, because the difficulties are patent to one- 
who knows anything whatever about the system. But as it is sug- 
gested, I have no objection to the reference. Asa member of the com- 
mittee I think we might as well act on it at the present time. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no doubt we have all experienced the trouble 
alluded to by my colleague and are all disposed like him to do what 
we can to meet the demand upon us by impatient and wearied appli- 
cants for pensions; but I think the great difficulty in which these appli- 
cants find themselves arises from the existence of claim agents about. 
the city of Washington, who have gathered the applications by the thou- 
sands into their control, thousands and thousands, There are offices in 
this city that employ dozens of clerks and occupy large suites of rooms. 
They have sent out circulars all over the country to applicants for pen- 
sions or to those who thought possibly they might have a claim for pen- 
sion, and have gathered them in and got control of more than they can 
manage, more than they can look after, and they have disappointed the 
applicants by the necessity which is upon them to put them off with 
general statements until at last they send out printed circulars to them 
telling them to call upan their member of Congress and ask him to go 
personally to the office or make personal application in some way, and 
intimate to them that the member of Congress can not decline their 
application. Thus they roll the work which they have assumed and 
for which they have received the legal fee upon the member of Con- 
gress, and the member of Congress is very glad to do it, and would be 
very much more willing to do it if he had been permitted to do it from 
the beginning. But the applicant has been led along by these general- 
ities and professions of interest in his case into complex and conflicting 
and embarrassing statements of his claim, until the agent here, over- 
whelmed with his work, finds himself arraigned in the district court or 
before the Secretary of the Interior for malfeasance or negligence, and 
his work comes upon the member of Congress. 

I do not know how practicable this measure of my colleague is, but 
I wish we could condense if not obliterate this system of claim agencies 
here in the city, and let the applicants for pensions, as those who have 
just and proper claims to press, understand and realize that they have 
a right to claim that their member of Congress can attend to such mat- 
ters better for them than any claim agent who advertises for their pa- 


tronage. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I do not see that the resolution 
of the Senator from Massachusettes [Mr. Hoar] will accomplish any 
good. Sup the status of these claims is made public on the Ist 
day of Apri!. Within three months the status of a great many of these 
claims will have been changed, The information we get will be simply 
the present condition of the claims, whereas in the course of two or 
three months there will be an entire change in a great many of the 
claims. 

I have not found any difficulty when I have been written to in ref- 
erence to these claims. I simply refer the letter of inquiry to me to 
the Commissioner of Pensions, and then I receive from him invariably 
a full statement in reference to the condition of the claim, which is 
inclosed to the petitioner, and it has never been a great deal of trouble 
tome. I donot have to run to the Pension Office todo that. I simp] 
refer the letter I receive. I then get a response to that, which I mail 
to the party, giving him full information in reference to his claim. 

But if we pass this resolution and expend this $25,000 or more or 
less, as it may require, it will accomplish nogood except for the present. 
moment, because the clerical work of that office will change the status 
and condition of many of these claims within thirty days thereafter, 
and then you will not have to know exactly what is the condition of 
the claim at that subsequent date. So I do not think anything good 
is to be accomplished by this. 

I concur with what was said by the Senator from Massachusetts who 
last addressed the Senate [Mr. Dawes], that much of the difficulty 
has originated from the claim agents and pension agents, who want to 
use the members of Congress to facilitate the business in their hands. 
I agree that if we could dispense entirely with these claim agents in 
reference to pensions there would be less difficulty. I want to say, 


however, that so far as I have had any business with the Pension Burean 
under its present management or under its late management I have 
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always found the officers courteous and ob , and when I have made 
an inquiry they have as promptly as they could replied to it and given 
meall the information necessary, which information I have transmitted 
to the party interested, and he is then put in possession of the status 
of his case fully. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I do not know that I have any seri- 
ous objection to the resolution, but I think the more important thing 
for Congress to give its attention to in connection with the pension busi- 
ness is to make an appropriation that will enable the Commissioner of 
Pensions to more rapidly dispose of the cases that are now appealing to 
him for decision. I believe it is true that he has already called upon 
the Congress of the United States to make an appropriation sufficient 
to give him one hundred and fifty additional special examiners in the 
field. In my opinion we can do nothing better than to make a suffi- 
cient appropriation to give the Commissioner all the force that he needs, 
that he can work to any advantage, so that these cases may be disposed 
of, not only the cases which are in the hands of the claim agents scat- 
tered about the country, but there are hundreds and thousands of per- 
sons who are appealing to members of directly from their 
homes in the different States and are not depending upon their employed 
agents, because in their opinion they have done as much for them as 
can be done. 

The important thing is that we shall make a sufficient appropriation 
to enable the Commissioner of Pensions to send out into the field hun- 
dreds of men capable of disposing of these cases, to take the proof and 
make the examination, so that they can be disposed of, and whoever 
is entitled to a pension may get it without further delay. It is true 
that there are hundreds and thousands of these people who have been 
appealing for years for what they believe to be their due from the Gov- 
ernment; and yet the Department here is so overwhelmed with the 
work that it is necessary for it to do that the Commissioner is not able 
to immediately send out an agent to make the examination, so as to de- 
termine whether the claimant is entitled to a pension or not. 

It seems to me that the resolution offered by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts would involve the office in a vast amount of work, and as 
the Senator from Delaware has said, it would amount to very little ex- 
cept for a very brief period of time. These things would come back 

in. The claimants would again appeal, after they had seen what 
the condition of their cases might be, after the report was made, and 
substantially it would be no benefit to the members of Congress in get- 
ting rid,of the work that is imposed upon them by the claimants for 
pension. 

I insist, as a member of the Committee on Pensions, thatit is the duty 
of Congress, without delay, to make such an appropriation as will give 
all the people who are entitled thereto a hearing and an examination, 
so that they can have their pensions allowed if they ought to be. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to refer the resolution to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHERMAN in the chair), The 
Senator from Kansas moves that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. - 

Mr. INGALLS. I dothis, Mr. President, in absolute friendliness to 
the object that the Senator from Massachusetts avows, and, as it is not 
necessary for me tosay, to the pensioners whose claims are pending. 

In the first place, this information, ifit could be obtained, would con- 
stitute a volume so bulky and inconvenient as to be practically inac- 
cessible. A vast amount of time would be consumed in its preparation, 
great expense would be required to have the volumes printed and dis- 
tributed, and when they were ready for distribution they would be 
worthless, because the condition of these cases is changing day by day. 
It is probable that in some of them additional information, evidence, 
affidavits, reports from agents in the field, are added to the files, so that 
to have any value as an authentic record of the condition of the casesit 
must be changed from day to day, like the Calendar of business before 
the Senate. 

In this connection I wish, as one member of this body, in behalf of 
Congress and in defense of the Commissioner of Pensions, to absolutely 
disavow and repel the allegation that in consequence of the neglect or 
omissionor carelessness or indifference of Congress or the Commissioner 
large numbers of those who deserveto receive pensions are starving and 
going to their death without a pension. No nation on earth has ever 
been so extravagantly generous in every particular connected with the 

ion-list as the Government of the United States. No nation ever 

a pension-list on which was such a number of pensioners. No 
vernment ever had a pension-list that required such a vast annual 
Sistribution. To my knowledge the Commissioner of Pensions has 
never made a demand upon Congress for an appropriation no matter 
how large, for additional help in his office no matter to what extent 
it might go, that Congress has not immediately and actively responded 
with generosity and with alacrity. If the Commissioner of Pensions in 
his report recommends additional help, I have not the slightest doubt 
that if the Committee on Appropriations would submit to-day an appro- 
priation forthat purpose it would be promptly acted upon by Congress. 


It is unjust, sir, it is without foundation, to allege that in conse- 
quence of the neglect of Congress thousands of men who are entitled to 
pensions are starving to death because we do not make the necessary 


appropriation. It creates a impression in the mind of the 
country. It creates a wrong impression in the mind of applicants. It 
is within the recollection of many upon this floor that within the last 
two years we made an annual appropriation for the payment of pen- 
sions that was forty or fifty million dollars more than could be ex- 
pended under the increased force of the Commissioner of Pensions. So 
far as that officer is concerned I believe I am justified in saying that 
the current work of the office where the evidence has been furnished 
is practically not delayed; that there is not a case pending where the 
demands of the office for evidence have been complied with that can not 
be disposed of and either rejected or allowed within a space of one 
week thereafter. 

The truth is that the great bulk of the original pension claims that 
are undetermined remain in that condition from the failure of the a) 
plicants to furnish the necessary evidence to support their claim and 
consequence of the character of the evidence that is furnished through 
the various agencies which are soliciting pension claims for allowance 
here in this city and elsewhere. Such has been the extent to which 
this action has gone that the Commissioner of Pensions has been com- 
pelled, in sifting out and examining the evidence that hasbeen furnished 
in order to ascertain whether it is entitled to confidence or not, to send 
out from the office a large number of men into the field to the locality 
or neighborhood where the pension applicant resides and where the 
witnesses are examined, to ascertain whether or not the facts justify 
and warrant the application that is on file. But in all the cases where 
the evidence has been furnished, where the affidavits and testimony 
that are required in support of the claim have been sent forward and 
placed on the files, there is no delay, and I trust that these allegations 
as to the ingratitude of this Government, as to the insufficiency of ap- 
propriations and the inefficiency of the Commissioner, will not be re- 
peated, because they are without foundation and unjust. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Senator’s experience, obtained by 
way of correspondence and his observation, is very different from mine 
if he is not aware that thousands and thousands of applications, just 
applications, too, for pensions have failed to be allowed during the life- 
time of the applicant. His knowledge upon this matter is different 
from mine if he does not understand that thousands of cases are pend- 
ing now before the Pension Bureau five, ten, and even fifteen years old. 
It is a matter of every-day occurrence that applications for a pension, 
either for an invalid pension or a widow’s or dependent mother’s pen- 
sion, simply fail to secure an allowance by reason of the death of the 
applicant pending the effort to furnish the evidence or to comply with 
the rules of the office. 

I do not think that the Senator means to be understood that the evil 
and the suffering among the pension applicants (I mean those who have 
a justright to pension, to the bounty of the Government) does not exist. 
I sympathize fully with him in all that he says in vindication of the 
efficiency, the faithfulness, and zeal of the force whichis employed; but 
I do say that upon the country (whether upon either branch of Congress 
particularly) does rest the onus of the principal difficulty in the case. 
‘When by law we provide these people with a legal right to the bounty, 
if you choose so to call it, of the Government, though I think it is but 
a just compensation for services rendered to the Government, we are 
bound to give them a practical system by the administration of which 
they can secure that right. We have not done that. 

In the first place, alluding to the matter of theclaim agents, their con- 
gregation in this city and in other large places, and their gathering to 
themselves to a great extent, massing in their own hands the control of 
these applications largely, that is primarily the fault of the Government, 
because we have denied to every one of these applicants the right of 
counsel; and how have we done that? We have said to the applicant, 
‘* You shall pay compensation,” and to the counsel, ‘‘You shall receive 
compensation,’’ only to a certain and a limited amount, such as will 
not give to any bona fide and competent assistant of these people in the 
locality where they live 25 or 50 cents per diem for the labor necessary 
to be expended as an agent of the applicant in the preparation of the 
case. Very many of these pension cases come to be as intricate and dif- 
ficult of prosecution as ordinary lawsuits, and yet we say to them prac- 
tically, ‘* You shall have no counsel.” Large numbers of them are an 
ignorant class of people, utterly incapable of complying with the re- 
quirements of the office which are necessary, as they deal only with 
written testimony, and oftentimes of a technical character, in order to 
secure, as far as they can, reliability in the testimony. They are utterly 
incapable to prepare their cases, and we say to them practically, ‘‘ Un- 
less you can get assistance in the way of charity from local attorneys 
you shall have none whatever.’’ In that way we lay the foundation of 
the primary difficulty. Isee that my time hasabout expired, and there- 
fore I shall not go on to other points. 

Mr. HOAR. There is not any limit of time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will remind the Senator 
from New Hampshire that he is not limited in time by rule. 

Mr. BLAIR. I supposed that the five-minute rule was applicable. 

In depriving these people of their constitutional right to counsel, which 
I say we do practically when we say that they shall not compensate 
their counsel properly, we lay the foundation for the first jain serious 
difficulty, and we pave the way for the putting of these claims in the 
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hands of irresponsible agents, as they are practically in the great cities. 
There is the real evil. They publish these circulars. These people 
get no help at home because they can not pay competent attorneys, and 
they become at once the victims of the firms who perpetrate their 
frauds at large upon this immense and poor clien 

But to leave that point, and itis capable of very full elaboration and 
elucidation and it is one of the primary difficulties I think of the 
whole case, the system itself is very faulty. By reason of the lapse of 
time, and for many other reasons that t be enumerated, it is ex- 
ceedingly difficult for the applicant to reese with the requirements 
of the office in obtaining proof for the establishment of his claim. 

Then, again, the tribunal which has to pass upon the questions of 
fact is located in thiscity. Almost every one of these cases is of double 
the importance of the average litigation of the country. For the liti- 
gation of the country we have thought it essential to provide some home 
tribunal, some tribunal before which the parties themselves can appear, 
and the witnesses can appear and can be subjected to the test of cross- 
examination and the iae methods of ascertaining the truth of alle- 
gations of fact. We have made no such provision as that in this case, 
and the resultis that occasionally a fraud is perpetrated upon the Gov- 
ernment. When that fraud is sles by reason of the minute 
machinery that is employed it is almost absolutely sure of detection 
and it is published, heralded all over the country as a most extraordi- 
nary thing that in the prosecution of a ion case there should have 
been some fraud and some wrong, and the imputation is cast upon the 
whole body. Thus there grows up a strong popular suspicion of this 
class of applicants for justice from the Government. It is an entirely 
unwarranted suspicion, in my belief. The Commissioner of Pensions, 
I think, told me that at least four-fifths, two-thirds certainly, of the 
applications after the most accurate and thorough examination are al- 
lowed. It isnot a fact that plaintiffs recover two-thirds of their cases in 
our ordinary courts, and there is more reason to charge upon the com- 
mon litigants of the country fraud in the setting up of their claims 
than there is to make a similar charge upon the applicants for pen- 
sions. 

There is an absolute and almost impassable inherent difficulty in as- 
certaining the truth when the tribunal relies simply upon written evi- 
dence coming fromall parts of the country, unable to see the applicant, 
unable to judge as between conflicting testimony or affidavits. Hence 
it comes to pass that the office itself considers the evidence filed before 
it with a sharpness and circumspection which often leads to the perpe- 
tration of injustice on the partof the Government. I solemnly believe 
that the Government to-day perpetrates upon applicants for pensions 
vastly more wrong by the rejection of claims which are in themselves 
just than do the applicants for pensions inflict upon the country in the 
establishment of claims which are unjust, and that out of no fault on 
the part of the tribunal. Oftentimes the worst case is the best pre- 
pared; the most formal affidavit is often the most false; and the igno- 
rant applicant, unable to obtain counsel at home, sends in the best case 
supported by the most informal, and therefore the most likely to be re- 
jected, evidence. Oftentimes the evidence comes in the form of a letter 
which the pponcent supposes is sufficient. The office rejects it. In 
the press of business it is impossible for the applicant to find out some- 
times, [ had almost said for years, what the difficulty is with the case, 
and when the applicant gets a letter it simply specifies, and the office 
does all that it can, a series of almost insurmountable propositions, in- 
surmountable to him, because he is more helpless in view of the neces- 
sary work and preparation of his case than is a common client in a 
court of law. 

We shall never reach justice in these matters unless we provide a 
local tribunal to upon the questions of fact, some tribunal like an 
auditor, like a judge of probate, possibly a jury; certainly some tribunal 
should be established such as I first indicated, that can go from town 
to town and from place to place, and can learn from personal contact 
with witnesses, with the applicants, with the substantial citizens who 
know the reputation that has surrounded the applicants themselves from 
the time they rendered service down to the present time, and in those 
ways thata man of common sense takes to find out the truth when he 

into a community for any purpose whatever. We shall never do 
justice until we provide some such method of investigation as that. It 
is entirely p! cable and feasibleto doso. Themain questions of fact 
are to be settled where the applicant himself lives. There are certain 
examinations of record which are made here at Washington, and an ap- 
plicant should be dealt with, in my belief, in this way: The matters 
of record are in the possession of the Commissioner, and he should ex- 
amine the case and should specify the propositions of fact which must 
be established by ordinary evidence. Those should besent to the local 
tribunal, to the agent of the Department, if it be an agent (we have a 
few of those, and they are doing excellent work, and they are 
out this idea to a certain extent), or it should be sent to the local court 
or whatever local tribunal is provided, and they should investigate and 
report upon those questions of fact, and their finding should in ordinary 
cases be final; atall events, the appeal should be made to some tribunal 
which will review with that effort and with that capacity to attain jus- 
tice which appertain to ordinary boards or courts of review provided in 
other cases. Whenever the facts thus found are brought to the home 


office the Commissioner has his whole case. He has the matters of record 
already in his possession, with the finding of the local tribunal upon 
the propositions of fact necessary to be established; he has the whole 
case, and he would be likely to decide it right. 

We have as yet done nothingof thiskind. Asto the machinery that 
we have provided the Senator from Kansas is entirely in fault when he 
says we have provided a sufficiency of it. If we have doneso, whatis 
the reason these cases have not already been decided? The truth is that 
if these cases are to be decided within a reasonable time there should 
be a threefold increase of the existing force. Even then the system 
would be faulty, and the wrong and the suffering would continue. I 
am not inclined to acquiesce, however pleasant it might be, in the asser- 
tion that there is no fault on the part of the Government in this matter. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I did not introduce this resolution for the 
sake of relieving Senators or relieving myself from any labor. I feel as 
every other member of the body no doubt does feel, that we can never 
be more usefully or more pleasantly employed than in accomplishing 
something for the benefit of a soldier or his widow or orphan. It is not 
to relieve the members of this body from any labor, and certainly I do 
not impute to the Government or any branch of it any indifference to 
the just claims of the pensioners. It is true that the American people 
have been generous in dealing with their soldiers beyond any other his- 
toric example. It was said by a great Frenchman that when France 
had done with her soldier she left him to perish like a weed by the wall, 
and that no improvement had been made in the method of dealing with 
the soldier in the French service for more than a hundred years. That 
was said about five years ago. 

What the nation has done the States have supplemented. My own 
State has expended a sum nearly equal to $19,000,000 in supplementing 
by State aid the pension system of the United States. Her whole pres- 
ent State debt and more is represented by what she has paid outin aid 
to her own soldiers in the war. 

But still the fact remains that, twenty-one years and more on an av- 
erage having elapsed since these pensions were due under the promise 
of the Government, when I ask that the Senate may be informed as to 
the reason for not disposing of the pension cases now two years old, the 
answer is made to me by the most experienced member of the Pension 
Committee that it will take the entire force of that office more than 
three months and cost nearly a quarter of a million dollars to do it. 
The Senator from Kansas may talk as he pleases about this matter; it 
is nota question of elegant phraseology; it is not a question of senti- 
ment; it is a question of hard fact which these pension claimants and 
their widows and orphans feel, that when we ask to have the informa- 
tion furnished twenty-one years after the promises were made, twenty- 
one years on an average after the military service has been performed 
and the military disability encountered, and when we ask why it is 
that claims more than two years old are not disposed of, we are answered 
that there are more than ,000 of them, and that it will take the 
Pension Office more than three months to make up a list of them and 
give the reason why they are not disposed of. 

I know that the present Commissioner of Pensions is a humane and 
most intelligent man, and I have no doubt a most efficient and admira- 
ble officer. I have heard nothing to the contrary. The fault is not 
with him, but the fault is somewhere unless the statement made 
the Senator from New Hampshire be totally wild and untrue; and it 
is a statement which is supported by my own experience. 

The Senator from Delaware, with a State not equal in population to 
a single Congressional district elsewhere, may find that there is no con- 
siderable difficulty with his State, near as it is to the seat of Govern- 
ment, but it is not true of Massachusetts and it is not true of other 
States. There are a vast number of them, where the petitioner 
has done all that he can on the best information that he can get to com- 
ply with the requisitions of the Pension Office, and where his applica- 
tion has been pending for years without his hearingfrom it. I get fre- 
quent letters, and I presume I should not exaggerate if I asserted that 
the Senator from Illinois, with his relation to the soldiery of this coun- 
try, must get them sometimes by the dozen in one mail. 

Mr. LOGAN. By the hundred, you mean. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator corrects me and says by the hundred I 
mean. There is a fault somewhere, and if the ascertaining what the 
fact is and the reason for the fact is not the first step in the legislation 
of this country in correcting the fault, I wish somebody would tell me 
what is the first step. I think that sucha list would be of large serv- 
ice to the applicants for pensions and would be of great service to the 
Pension Office itself in turning the attention of Congress to the evil and 
the remedy, and would lead to the proper appropriation. If the mul- 
tiplying the force in the Pension Office by three or by tenis the proper 
remedy, let us apply that. Let us at least know what the fact is and 
what the reason, for it is, 

Now, I consent, as far as my consent will go, that the matter be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, Ihave no purpose of detaining the 
Senate, but I desire to present a few figures which the Senate will find in 
the last annual report of the Commissioner on Pensions that are to my 
mind satisfactory on this question. The reason given by the Commis- 
sioner and set forth upon pages 9 and 10, in connection with a table 
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given in the latter part of his report, satisfies me that there is no blame 
to be cast upon the Commissioner of Pensions. 


Mr. HOAR. Nobody casts it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I did notstate that any one had cast any blame 
upon the Commissioner, but I was about to follow that by showing 
that the blame properly rests upon the claimants themselves, according 
to the statistics in this report. The Commissioner went over this mat- 
ter very carefully by an actual examination of all the claims on file in 
his office, and it must be borne in mind that the number is very large. 
Since 1861, 886,137 claims for pensions have been filed, and 510,938 
had been allowed at the time this report was presented. Therefore 
there were pending at the time this report was prepared, according to 
the statement which is made upon page 10 of the report, 244,505 cases 
undisposed of. If Senators will examine it they will find that of this 
number, according to the reportand acareful examination under the di- 
rection of the Commissioner, the blame rests upon the claimants in 
204,299 cases; the delay results from the want of proper reply in the 
Adjutant-General’s office in 9,935 cases; from delay in the Surgeon- 
General’s office in 2,902 cases; from the delay of affiants to answer 
office letters in 3,846 cases; and delay to be attributed to the officeitself 
in 23,523 cases. Then the Commissioner goes on to explain why the 
delay in these 23,523 cases has occurred, and it appears that 14,391 of 
those cases have been referred to special AEEA EA who have goneinto 
the neighborhood where the claimants reside, under the act of Congress, 
to make examination. It also appears that other cases are delayed for 
want of answer to letters sent to postmasters and others in order to 
get information from the localities where the claimants reside. This 
is thought to be necessary in order to a proper determination of the 
cases; and the Commissioner says at the conclusion of the subject in 
this report: : 

This apc | demonstrates that the Pension Office is practically up with cur- 
rent work, and that further delay in the settlement of pension cla: will be 
properly Say age to the laches ofthe claimantsin producing the necessary evi- 


dence called for, but not yet filed, or to the inability to produce said evidence, 
and not to the Pension Office. 


Mr. President, I think it would be very unwise in us to pass this reso- 
lution for other reasons than appear in this report of the Commissioner. 
When Congress authorized the publication of the list of pensioners a 
year or so ago and the list was published, the pension attorneys, as they 
are sometimes called, took it upon themselves to write to the claimants 
for pensions all over the country and to soldiers very generally, saying 
to them that they were entitled to pensions, or, if they were drawing 
pensions, that they were entitled to an increase of pension, and if they 
would forward a dollar or two they would secure an allowance for them 
in this behalf. The Commissioner informs me that immediately after 
that list was published these letters were sent out by the thousands 
and hundreds of thousands. I talked to a printer in this city and he 
stated to me that he printed, I think, over 100,000 of these circulars for 
one firm in this city. The Commissioner said that the applications for 
increase multiplied so rapidly that they came in for several months at 
the rate of 5,000 a month after the publication of that list. 

I have no doubt that these pension sharks, as they ought to be called, 
instead of pension attorneys, for they are causing the great difficulty to 
this Government and the claimants for pensions, are responsible for 
this condition of affairs more largely than anybody else by imposing 
upon the Departmentin this and in other respects. If we pass this reso- 
lution and delay the work of the Pension Office in order to make out 
this report they will have another good opportunity to present such 
false claims, to the misleading of honest claimants for pensions. 

I trust the resolution will not be passed, and thatif the Senate is dis- 

to consider it further it will be referred to a committee, who shall 
inguire of the Commissioner of Pensions on the subject and get his 
views. I know that all Senators desire expedition in this work, as I 
certainly do, and I believe that the operation of this resolution would 
be to retard the work very greatly, and that the result of it would be 
to ascertain what the Commissioner of Pensions has set forth sufficiently 
to satisfy me fully that the delay now is chargeable not to the Pension 
Office, not to the law for the settlement of pension cases, but to the 
claimants themselves in being slow in presenting the evidence required 
in their cases. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion to re- 
fer the resolution to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


POSSESSION OF PUBLIC LANDS BY FOREIGNERS. 
Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be directed to inquire in what 
manner large quantities of public lands become transferred to, or possessed by, 
foreign corporations or syndicates, and what, if any, legislation is advisable to 
prevent such transfers or possession. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIOMS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the following order be made: 


Ordered, that the Committee on Appropriations have authority to print for the 
use of said committee such papersand documents relating to the several appro- 
priation bills as may be necessary for the proper consideration of said bills, 


It is important that it should be done now in connection with the 
naval appropriation bill, which we are now considering. 
The order was agreed to. 
COURT OF ALABAMA CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further resolutions the 
Calendar, underthe eighth rule, is newinorder. The first bill in order 
will be stated. 

The bill (S. 573) amending an act re-establishing the Court of Com- 
missioners of Alabama Claims, and for the distribution of the unappro- 
priated moneys of the Geneva award, approved June 5, 1882, was an- 
nounced as first in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is an adverse report in that case. I suggest 
that the bill go over, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill will 
be passed over. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 247) to extend the duration of the Court of Commissioners of 
Alabama Claims, and for other pu: 

Mr. GARLAND. Although the Senator who reported the bill [Mr. 
LOGAN] is not in his seat I think we can dispose of it in a short time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments reported from the 
Committee on the Judiciary will be read. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary 
was, in section 1, line 10, to strike out “‘ eighty-five ” and insert ‘‘ eighty- 
four;’’ so as to read: 

That the existence of the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims, re-estab- 
lished by the act entitled “An act re-establishing the Court of Commissioners of 
Alabama Claims, and for the distribution of the unappropriated moneys of the 
Geneva award,” approved June 5, 1882, be, and the same is hereby, continued 
and extended to the 3lst day of December, in the year 1884, with the same effect, 
and no other, as if said last-named day had been named in the said act for the 
termination of the powers of said court; and said act is hereby continued in 
foree during the period of extension hereby authorized, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word “‘authorized,’’ in line 14 of 
section 1, to strike out the following words: 

And should it be found impracticable to complete the work of said court be- 
fore the day last named, the President, in his discretion, may extend, by procla- 
mation, the time of the duration thereof to any period not exceeding one year 
beyond the extension hereinbefore authorized; and in such case all the provis- 
ions of the acts of Con, applicable to said court shall be taken and held of 
like force and effect as though the continuance of said court had been originally 
fixed by this act at the limit to which it may be then extended, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, after the word ‘‘award,’’ in 
line 10, to strike out ‘‘and interest;’’ so as to read: 

And as soon as the said court shall be satisfied that the regate of all the 
poenas of the first class, with interest added at 4 per cent. from the time the 

oss occurred to the 3lst of March, 1877, will not exceed the unappropriated 
amount of the Geneva award remaining in the Treasury after the deduction of 
all lawful expenses, the said court shall report a list of the several tgs r ex of 
the first class then rendered, to the Secretary of State, who shall thereupon 
tran$mit the same, or a copy thereof, to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 16, after the word ‘‘shall,’’ 
to insert ‘‘out of the unexpended balance of said award;’’ so as to read: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury shall, out of the unexpended balance of 
said award, without unnecessary delay, proceed to pay the said udgang of 
the first class so reported and transmitted, with interest as aforesaid, upon such 
notice and in such manner as he shall prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendnient was, in section 3, line 29, after the word ‘‘ Treas- 
ury,’’ to insert ‘‘received from said award;’’ so as to read: 

And ich be to id jud ts of the fi 
clase, with interest thereon aswforesaid, is hereby appropriated out of any moneys 
in the Treasury received from said award not othe’ appropriated. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear a little statement of the ob- 
ject of the bill. 

Mr.GARLAND. Under the Jast bill that was passed in reference to 
the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims that court will soon ex- 
pire by limitation, and a great many cases have not been acted upon at 
all. Further time isdeemed by the judges n to accomplish the 
business, and this bill simply extends it until next December—Decem- 
ber, 1884. We amend the law by extending it now to the end of the 
current year. Congress will be in session then and will be the best 
judge of whether it is necessary to extend it further. It is absolutely 
necessary to pass something of thissort so as to finish the pending busi- 
ness that is unsettled. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. . 

The bill (S. 140) to establish a bureau of statistics of labor was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. Before we proceed with that I would 
whether Order of Business 139 might not be disposed of by indefinite 

mement. 

Mr. GARLAND. I suppose so. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM] to Order of Business 139, 
being Senate bill 573. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] in- 
troduced the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York wasun- 
derstood to have expressed a desire that no action should be taken on 
it until his attention was called to it. If no motion is made it will 
retain its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. INGALLS. Unless some Senator desires it to be retained, I 
would move its indefinite postponement, so as to clear the Calendar. 

Mr. LAPHAM I hope not. 

Mr. INGALLS. Very well. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Itisa bill that can not be discussed under the five- 
minute rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would call the attention 
of the Senator to the fact that Order of Business 140, being Senate bill 
247, has just been passed by the Senate. Does the Senator desire to have 
the preceding bill remain on the Calendar? 

Mr. LAPHAM. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
it closes this order of business, and the Chair, under the new rule, sub- 
mits to the Senate bills from the House of Representatives. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 1389) for the relief of Myron E. Dunlap was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The following bills were severely read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 3238) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen M. Flagg; 

A bill (H. R. 3838) granting a pension to Theodore C. Hawkins; 

A bill (H. R. 4717) tor the relief of John Swearer; 

A bill (H. R. 4188) granting a pension to William W. Day; 

A bill fE R. 433) to increase the pension of Simpson Harris; 

A bill (H. R. hin for the relief of Caroline Skeward; 

A bill (H. R. 3663) granting a pension to John T. Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 4981) granting a pension to Isabella I. Ramsdell; 

A bill (H. R. 4431) granting a pension to Leroy C. Rankin; 

A bill (H. R. 439) granting a pension to Bridget Sherlock; 

A bill tH. R. 5257) repealing an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of 
William McKean;’’ 

A bill (H. R. 3737) granting a pension to Ann McLaughlin; 

A bill (H. R. 825) granting a pension to William J. Barker; 

A bill (H. R. 5258) granting a pension to Thomas Cheshire; 

A bill (H. R. 3681) granting a pension to William L. Sloan; 

A bill (H. R. 2252) for the relief of Christopher P. Davidson; 

A bill (H. R. 1756) granting a pension to George Overmire; 

A bill (H. R. oer} or the relief of Rudolph John Marti; 

A bill (E R. 2267) granting an increase of pension to Samuel C. 
Wright; 

A bill (H. R. 759) granting a pension to Patrick Droney; 

A bill (H. R. 2136) granting an increase of pension to Merlin C. 
Harris; and 

A bill (H. R. 4164) for the relief of Ellen Horgan. 

CATTLE DISEASE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will now lay before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, being the joint resolution (S. R. 75) mak- 
ing an appropriation to eradicate the foot-and-mouth disease. 

Mr. BLAIR. The President will perhaps remember that the bill (S. 
398) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common 
schools, the first of the special orders, was placed before the Senate on 
Friday, and laid aside informally in order that this resolution No. 75 
might be considered. I ask unanimous consent that the special order 
be now laid before the Senate and then laid aside informally as before, 
in order that the Senator from Kansas may proceed with his resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. I donot think there is any necessity of going through 
any process of that kind. This resolution is entitled to come up as the 
unfinished business, and it is a matter of immediate importance. I do 
not mean to depreciate the value of the measure proposed by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator does not understand me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
ae yield to the Senator from Kansas? The Chair assumed that he 

id so. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwish to correct the misapprehension that the Senator 
is evidently laboring under. I merely wish that the special order re- 
tain its position, and that it be laid aside informally as before, in order 
that the discussion may go on upon the Senator’s resolution, as I un- 
derstand he desires. I merely wish to save my rights, that the bill 
may be in order as soon asthe resolution is disposed of. That is all. 

Mr. PLUMB. The understanding was, if I remember, that the bill 
which the Senator from New Hampshire has an interest in should be 
laid aside to come up when this resolution was disposed of. I do not 
understand that any further order is n 
is done about it so that the present order is not displaced either now or 
at any other time until it shall have been completed. 
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Mr. BLAIR. I have not the slightest idea of that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that when the 
unfinished business is disposed of, the first special order will be laid be- 
fore the Senate, being the bill to which the tor from New Hamp- 
shire has referred. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Chair understand it is in precisely the same 
situation as though laid before the Senate at this time and then inform- 
ally laid aside in order that this resolution may be disposed of? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In precisely the same situation. The 
President pro tempore informed the Chair that that was the order of busi- 
ness, and he is now acting on that information. Senate joint resolu- 
tion No. 75 is now before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask whether there is an amendment pending to 
that resolution ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a motion pending to indefi- 
nitely postpone it and another motion to postpone it for a week. 

Mr. BAYARD. I thought the motion for indefinite postponement 
had been withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not so understand. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] was 
about withdrawing it, I am sure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee intimated 
that he would withdraw it, but he did not actually withdraw it, as the 
Chair understands. 

Mr. INGALLS. The RECORD of Saturday, at the foot of page 2023, 
shows the condition of that motion: : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, No amendment is at 
motion pending is to postpone the bill indefinitely. 

Mr. Harris. I will withdraw the motion to indefinitely postpone if the Sen- 
ator from Delaware desires. A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerks inform the Chair that the 
motion was not withdrawn according to the Journal as it stands. There 
was merely a proposition to withdraw. The Journal shows. that the 
motion to postpone indefinitely is still pending. The question is on 
that motion. 

Mr. BAYARD. Is a motion to indefinitely postpone debatable ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, there isa more extended measure 
than this resolution immediately to follow, I think what is called the 
pleuro-pneumonia bill, and as I hold that the resolution now before 
the Senate is open to very much the same character of objection that 
the general bill placing the cure or the eradication of these formidable 
diseases in charge of the Commissioner of Agriculture, it is a matter of 
indifference to me whether my objections are expressed upon one meas- 
ure or the other. I would not care to repeat them upon both; but I 
suppose ‘that, the motion to indefinitely postpone being debatable, I 
may as well say what I have to say on the subject on that motion. 

The magnitude of the interest involved in this question must grow 
upon the mind of any one who duly considers it. The sketch given 
by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKE] the other day as to the spread 
of this disease, its communication by cattle not apparently themselves 
infected by it, that by a kind of physical paradox they are the agents 
to communicate a disorder which they do not themselves possess, and 
yet the fact remains, I believe, true that animals not subject to pleuro- 
pneumonia or Texas fever can communicate it to those who are sound, 
and create great disaster without being victims to the disease them- 
selves. 

Mr. President, I believe this is the first time in the history of the leg- 
islative precedents of this country that the assumption of such powers 
over the internal condition of a State has been pro; to becommitted 
to the agencies of the General Government. Any definition of the police 
powers of a State will be found to include the care of the health of its 
inhabitants, the prevention of the spread of disease, as any other, or more 
than any other, one head of jurisdiction known in the constitution of what 
are known and recognized as the police power of the States. There is 
not a decision of any court known to me, either State or Federal, that 
does not commit the quarantine power, whether it be over animals or 
over persons, to the discretion and control of the State that supposes itself 
tobein danger. There is no powerimaginable calling for more diligent, 
careful, and summary execution than the power controlling health regu- 
lations, and the definition and limitation of those powers is as difficult 
as any imaginable. How you shall deal with disease, what you shall 
do to arrest or eradicate it, is a question that experience day by day must 
dictate; and one thing is certain, it must be dealt with in a most un- 
questionable, summary, and oftentimes arbitrary manner in order to be 
efficient. 

It will be seen, therefore, that in considering this power we are a 
proaching one of great difficulty, and what strikes me on the face of this 
resolution is the utter inadequacy of the appropriation proposed to the 
object in view. 

Ihave read with a great deal of interest and apprehension the accounts 
from the cattle-raising districts in the West and of the alarm they have 
excited, and justly, among all poms owning such property there and 

persons owning property of a similar character everywhere in the 


present in order, as the 


country, for the contagion may spread and be equally fatal in one dis- 
trict or in all. But to talk of the sum of $25,000 in connection with 
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the eradication of an epidemic disease or a disease of the dangerous 
character and the contagious nature, affecting the thousands and tens of 
thousands of heads of these animals, the millions and the tens of millions 
of dollars invested in their ownership—the mere suggestion of the vast- 
ness of the interests involved and to be considered and the petty na- 


ture of the appropriation proposed will show that even if segs Por is 
authorized in making it such an appropriation is not worthy of being 


made atall! It is a mere drop in the bucket in proportion to the 
necessary expenses and the still more enormous responsibilities. 

But the truth is, sir, that so far from having $25,000 appropriated 
Congress may as well now recognize that upon the most le cal- 
culation the $25,000 that may be spent in the ‘‘eradication,’’ as it is 
called, will be followed by an appropriation of $2,500,000 to pay for the 
results of the eradication. Why, sir, a more dangerous opening for 
| rasan liability was never, in my mind, made before Congress. 

is resolution, relating to a subject so vast and important as this, pro- 
poses nothing but the discretion of a single officer, a most respectable 

tleman, the Commissioner of Agriculture, and a very competent man 
f doubt not to deal with the subject—gives to him alone the authority 
to cause to be killed (for that is the meaning of it), to be ‘‘ eradicated ” 
by slaughter, such cattle as are affected by these diseases or as he may 
suspect or think liable to be affected by these diseases, as may be neces- 
sary to prevent the spread of the disease. Such a range of jurisdiction, 
such a scope of responsibility is scarcely calculable, and I think the 
Senate wif pause long before they enter upon such a field of pecuniary 
responsibility, not to say of the dangerous assumption of the powers of 
local self-government heretofore vested solely in the States and never 
vested in the Government of the United States which this measure in- 
volves. 

Why, sir, te meet this case official machinery ought to be provided, 
as any man will see, whether it is to be State or Federal machinery. 
First, medical and scientific experts must be chosen competent and fit 
to ascertain the cause of disease and instructed in its pathology. Then 
you must have a corps of traveling and informing agents who shall by 
inquiry and observation tell you where and in what quarter disease is 
to be found, and thus information having been brought to the knowl- 
edge of the medical experts, they shall after due examination order 
the destruction of the infected cattle. One thing must precede this 
authorized slaughter of the animals. There must be a board of ap- 
praisal, a board of assessment, who shall take in invitum the private 
property of the citizen and condemn it for public use; and how must 
that be done under our law? Only upon rendering just compensation 
to the private owner for the value of the property of which he is thus 
deprived for public use. 

So that you here have now proposed a crude and entirely new scheme, 
a new field of governmental operation requiring a vast and: unascer- 
tained expenditure, the assumption of most indefinite and peculiar pow- 
ers of government, and dealing summarily with a matter that is after 
alla mere experiment as toitssuccess. Upon that ground alone I should 
say this money was thrown away to start with $25,000 in this way 
without having something like proportion of means to the end. This 
resolution provides nothing of that sort. I have p an amend- 
ment which I will send to the desk showing how far I would be will- 
ing to go, how far I think wisely and practically the Senate can go in 
this direction, and I shall presently show how far I think Congress has 
the constitutional power to go in the direction of assuming care over 
the flocks and herds of the people of the different States of this Union. 

I propose to strike out, on lines 6 and 7, the words: 

And in co-operation with the proper authorities of the State of Kansas in 
eradicating. 

And to insert: 

To obtain and disseminate information in relation to the treatment, cure, 
and prevention of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair). The amendment is not now in order, but can be read for in- 
formation. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will therefore simply say that I shall propose this 
when it is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
read for information. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire of the Senator from Delaware 
whether his amendment confines the inquiry to the State of Kansas 
alone? 

Mr. BAYARD. No; I strike out the name of the State of Kansas. 
The words I strike out are: ‘“‘And in co-operation with the proper au- 
thorities of the State of Kansas in eradicating,’’ so that my amend- 
ment if adopted will let the resolution read thus: 


That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as is necessary, be, and hereby is, 
appropriated, to be used under the direction of the Comm! mer of Agriculture. 
to obtain and disseminate information in relation to the treatment, cure, an 
prevention of a contagious disease popularly known as the foot-and-mouth dis- 
ease, 

There will be also a slight verbal amendment there to make my 
amendment applicable to cattle anywhere in the United States, because 
we are not legislating for the benefit of the State of Kansas alone, but 
to assist in the procurement and dissemination of information that shall 


enable the people of the United States everywhere to prevent the spread 
of these various di whatever they may be, which are dangerous 
not only to animals but so largely to the health of the inhabitants who 
use them as food. 

Now, Mr. President, I have said all I care to say in regard to thein- 
completeness of this measure to reach the end designed. It will be a 
waste of money asI think, tospend so much as $25,000, but if you mean 
to make it efficient and have the power to make it efficient, it must 
take a far wider range and be presented in a much more specific and 
determinate manner. But there is something much beyond that. This 
assumption of power by the Government of the United States of what 
may be called the quarantine laws, the laws of the protection of the health 
of the various communities embraced within the Union is now being 
claimed for the firsttime. I have here a decision of the Supreme Court 
made some four or five years ago reiterating something like a definition 
of the police powers and to what they refer. That these powers were 
always held subject to State control is a historic and constitutional 
fact. There is no exception to that. That has been the line of decis- 
ion and the accepted opinion of all legislatures and courts: 

Whatever differences of opinion may exist as to the extent and boundaries 
of the police power, and however difficult it nes be to render a satisfactory 
definition of it, there seems to be no doubt that it does extend to the protection 
of the lives, health, and property of the citizens, and to the preservation of 
order and tie public ch Ag Phe Legislature can not, by any contract, divest 
itself of the power to proves for these objects. They be ong emphatically to 
that class of objects which demand the application of the maxim salus i 
suprema lex, and they are to be attained and provided for by such approp: 
means as the legislative discretion may devise. That discretion can no more be 
ae ae away than the power itself. (Boyd vs. Alabama, United States—7 

And fhat legislative power and legislative discretion is the legisla- 
tive discretion and power of the several States of this Union. It is 
essential for them, or else local self-government must wither and die, 
and without local self-government I take it there can be no such gov- 
ernment in this country as is worthy the name of a free and constitu- 
tional government. I know the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] 
said on Friday that—— 

The doctrine of State rights and State sovereignty dies hard, but I think it is 
moribund and in the course of time will eventually be buried. If any Senator 
upon the opposite side of the Chamber can tell me what power a majority of 
Congress can not exercise under the Constitution according to the recent decis- 
a SK ine Supreme Court in the legal-tender case, I be very much in- 

I do not hold that it is the part of Senators on this side of the Cham- 
ber or the other to answer political conundrums, but rather to meet with 
constitutional reasons and objections assumptions of power which they 
believe to be dangerous and fatal to the principles of our Government. 
If the doctrine announced by the Supreme Court goes to the extent that 
the Senator from Kansas has indicated, the promulgation of their opin- 
ion to that effect can not be limited to the mere decision of a single case, 
but it would be in effect a proclamation of revolution that completely 
overturns and ends the Government of the United States as it was orig- 
inally designed by the written charter of its powers, as it has up to this 
time been judicially and legislatively defi and as it has been inter- 
preted and construed by every one known to me who has undertaken 
to write or speak or vote in relation to its nature, constitution, and 
powers. 

Sir, Iam not prepared to accept so fatal and disastrous a definition 
of a decision of so respected a tribunal. It is perfectly plain that ac- 
cording to every thi of the construction of plain wo: read in the 
light of their historical use, either on the theory of liberal construction 
or of strict construction, under the definition of either or of those hold- 
ingeither view there was always the fundamental acceptation that the 
residuum of powers not delegated by the Constitution was reserved to 
and belonged not to the Government of the United States but to the 
States respectively or to the people of the States; and that in seek- 
ing authority to enact Federal legislation it was incumbent to show 
affirmatively that the power either was granted expressly or was in- 
cluded by necessary implication from an express grant, and that if it 
was not so to be discovered it was forbidden to be exercised and it was 
usurpation to attempt to exercise it. 

And, sir, when that fundamental rule shall be departed from, when 
that rule shall be abandoned, then the true and only government of 
this country has been forsaken, has been abandoned by those who owe 
it at all times their allegiance, their obedience, and their steady su 
port. If this nation is to be, as I pray God it may be, an indestructible 
union of indestructible States, then the plain and manifest principle 
must be applied and the test put to every law proposed to Congress. 
All just power is delegated and granted expressly or by necessary im- 
plication; for if it be not, it isreserved to the States respectively or to 
the people, and Congress can not lawfully assume it. This was the 
difference between the Government founded by our ancestors, and under 
which it has been our good fortune to be born and live, and other gov- 
ernments. Most of them claim to exercise all powers not withheld or 
reserved from them, but the United States Government, on the contrary, 
is founded upon a different principle. It can exercise no power not 
conferred by the Constitution expressly or by necessary implication. 

Mr. President, it seems a strange thing, and it certainly is a sad 
thing, that at this day, at this point of our history, the assertion or the 
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reassertion of such manifest truths and such essential and admitted 
principles should be made necessary in the American Co: ; and 
Fhile T make them, itis from a sense of simple and ever-abiding duty, 
but not without a feeling almost akin to despair. 

Other interpretations have been heard in this debate of a most lati- 
tudinarian description guided by an illusory benevolence to be exercised 
in behalf of ‘‘ the general welfare,” as itis termed. I never knew that 
there was even a school of constitutional constructionists who claimed 
that in the mere preamble of the Constitution and a recital accompany- 
ing one of the grants of enumerated powers delegated to the Congress 
of the words ‘‘the general welfare” there was contained a grant of sub- 
stantive or distinct power. According to the reasoning we have heard 
lately, the fact that these two words are found in the preamble to the Con- 
stitution and afterward found accompanying the grant of the power to 
lay taxes and collect them, the mere presence of those words in the text 
being established, the rest of the Constitution with all its provisions and 
inhibitions was mere mocking superfluity, having ne power to restrain 
the unlimited grant that is supposed to be contained within the phrase 
‘í provide for the common defense and general welfare.” 

But, sir, I aver that it is and has been almost the only opinion of 
men who have dealt with the construction of the powers of this Gov- 
ernment that these words as found not only in the preamble of the 
Constitution but in the eighth section of the first article were and are a 
mere statement of the object for which Congress shall have power to 
lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises. 

It was a mere statement of the object for which taxes were to be laid. 
“To pay the debts, to provide for the common defense and general wel- 
fare of the United States; it was for that purpose that these powers 
were given and the object isstated, but it is not the grant of a distinct 
and substantive power, and to admit that it was would at once loosen 
and remove every limitation upon power of which the Constitution is 
so full, and which were intended to preserve in this country the great 
-and essential school of liberty and of American citizenship, local self- 
government by the people and the control of their home affairs. 

Why, Mr. President, the quarantine power affecting the health of the 
citizen, no matter from what cause and in what way health may be en- 
dan; whether it was from the immigration of human beings con- 
taminated by disease or of cattle or of clothing or of any article calcu- 
lated to spread pestilence, the power to quarantine was always left to 
the State. And when it was provided that no State should lay any im- 
posts or duties upon imports or exports it was also expressly provided 
that its inspection laws should be executed, and that that power should 
remain to the States. What is the definition of ‘‘i ion” as com- 
monly applied to articles of merchandise? Applicable, reasonably so, 
to theimportation of cattle or merchandise, alive or dead. Sothat when 
it is sought to empower the Federal Government to deal with this class 
-of internal powers of the States, you can discover in the Constitution no 
power express orimplied that they should exercise it, but you do find by 
this exception in the inhibition to the States of the power to lay dutieson 
imports and exports express power to pass inspection laws; therefore by 
express grant of power to the State governments, as well as by the res- 
-ervation to the States, you find at once a want of authority in the Fed- 
eral Government to enter on the subject of power indicated by this res- 
lution, and also manifest indication that it belongs to the States respect- 
ively. 

Mr. President, I think I have said enough to indicate the general 
views I held which would restrain me from voting for this measure, 
beneficent as is its design. Iam heartily anxious to assist so far as in 
my power not only the people of Kansas but the people of any other 
State in that kind of aid and protection to their interests which it is 
within the power of the Federal Government to bestow; but I am cer- 
tain that not only does this resolution fail to provide practical machinery 
for the purpose, even conceding the right to pay its cost from the Fed- 
etal Treasury and to assume control of it, that there is nothing in this 
resolution at all in proportion with the importance of the trouble we 
are considering, and as I said before not $25,000 but a fund probably 
‘amounting to two and half million would be a moderate and reasonable 
estimate to begin upon. 

But suppose the Federal Government had the power and coupled 
with the power the duty to arrest this disease where it could, either by 
skillful prophylactics or by absolute destruction and eradication by 
killing all the animals supposed to be infected or in danger of being in- 
fected, I would still prefer greatly that the local machinery, that the 
State governments should have the power to put the remedy in force. 
I have never yet known a question of the execution of the public power 
that was not more efficiently and more economically performed by the 
State than by the Government of the United States. I do not care to 
what question the test may be applied, whether it be public education 
or public benefit in any form that may be devised. There are some 
things of course in which not only is the power of the General Gov- 
ernment paramount, but itis exclusive, and must be so, simply because 
there is no function and no machinery in our system for a local gov- 
ernment to extend its operations over the entire Union; but I mean to 
say that practically, wherever you can commit the execution of a power 
involving judgment and economy to the machinery of State law and 
State control, you secure its performance more efficiently and at a 
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much less rate of expense to the people than you do where you confide 
it to Federal power. 

There is not abranch of publice diture in which I can not demon- 
strate that fact to be true, whether it be the judiciary of the country, 
the Legislature of the country, the performance of any of the public 
duties consigned either to State or Federal power. A comparison of 
the figures and of the outlay of the taxation required to support it—the 
whole taxation of all the States—would be found to amount toabout one- 
eighth of the taxation by the Government of the United Statesand that 
without considering the more important question of incidental taxation 
which arises under the form in which taxes are now collected by the 
laws of the United States. 

Why, Mr. President, consider for a moment the practical operations 
of this law. If the Government of the United States shall authorize 
the eradication of this disease by the slaughter of herds, any animal 
either suffering from the disease, or which the Commissioner or his agents 
may think likely to suffer from the disease, is under this law subject to 
his control. seo, the Eastern States—for the law would be ap- 
plicable to them as well as to the Western States—countless herds of 
what are known as fancy cattle exist, Jerseys, Alderneys, Herefords, 
and shorthorns all held at the most fabulous and in my judgment imag- 
inary prices by their owners. Look at the report of auction sales; thou- 
sands of dollars paid for a single cow, I believe one as high as $47,000 
in the State of New York. 

Mr. MAXEY. Eight thousand dollars paid by Alexander for one. 

Mr. BAYARD. The prices are fabulous, and the fact is that there 
is a cattle mania, just as much so as the tulip mania in Holland about 
a hundred years ago. Yet this disease is no of costly and 
highbred cattle. It is just as ant to fall among them as those of a 
lower grade, and these prices are fabulous, and it may be that a great 
many gentlemen in possession of these herds would be only too happy 
to have the disease break out among them, that they mightfind a ready 
market, to be paid for out of the United States Treasury. I think you 
would find it very hard to obtain such a discretion from any State Legi 
lature. Bring this matter home to the people of the State, who w 
they are asked to pay their tax-bills can inquire for what those taxes 
were laid, and not pay them, as they now do, in the increased cost 
upon all that they consume, and therefore with a kind of unconscious- 
ness, But looking at this question, at the vast field of power it would 
open, at the unlimited expense to which the Treasury may be subjected 
by it, I would say that we have no proper ascertainment of the extent 
to which this power can be exercised or of the cost to the publicat which 
it may be exercised. 

I hesitate, therefore, until I know more. But independent of that, for 
the reasons I have stated, I hold that there is no power under the Con- 
stitution in Congress to pass such a measure as this. Hereafter, and 
perhaps very soon, there may be in this Chamber, and must be among 
the people of this country, a realization of the necessity and a reasser- 
tion of the rights of local self-government. There must be an examina- 
tion of the foundations upon which our Government stands, and when 
that comes I shall endeavor, with a preparation worthy of the subject, 
to speak upon those limitations of power under which I am well satis- 
fied civil liberty alone can find refuge and protection. 

I can not vote for this measure, not only as incomplete and inefficient 
for the end for which it seems to have been designed, but I believe it 
to be unwarranted under the Constitution which we are all solemnly 
bound to support. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President, I should like to be advised by 
the Chair what has become of the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. COKE] to the amendment offered by my colleague 
now in the chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHERMAN in the chair). The 
Chair will state the order of the questions as they will be presented. 
First on the motion of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] toin- 
definitely postpone the joint resolution; next upon the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to postpone it for a week; third 
upon the amendment to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. COKE], and fourth upon the amendment proposed by the 
occupant of the chair. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I ask that the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Texas may be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Texas will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of line 5, after the word ‘‘ Agricult- 
ure,” it is proposed to insert ‘* with the consent of,” and in lines 6 and 
7 tostrike out ‘‘State of Kansas ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words 
‘tin the State in which it may be used;’’ so as to read if amended: 

That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as is necessary, be, and hereby is, 
appropriated, to be used under the direction of the Commissioner of Agricult- 
ure, with the consent of and in co-operation with the proper authorities of the 


State in which it may be used, in eradicating a contagious disease popularly 
known as the foot-and-mouth disease. re 


Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President, I dislike very much to vote 
against the amendment offered by the Senator from Texas, and yet I 
have not been able to bring my ju ent clearly to the conclusion that 
it is wise to insert itin this resolution. Ido not object to the language 
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of the amendment; I do not object to its substance in one view of its 
effect and meaning. I think it might be very well to have the assent 
of the State in which this money is to be used to operate by way of 
estoppel of any complaint that may hereafter be made by the State, in 
case of a disappointing result of the effort about to be made to mitigate 
the evils which seem to be upon us. If that were the only view that 
could be taken of the amendment! should give it my cordial approba- 


tion. 

But I think I have discovered during this debate a suggestion stated 
with more or less distinctness by several gentlemen, that the assent of 
the State to the expenditure of this money in the way proposed by the 
resolution will eke out an insufficient power given by the Constitution 
to the Government of the United States. I think I see a su ion 
that there is an absence of ample power to do fairly and y the 
thing contemplated by the resolution, and that if the assent of the 
State or of many States in which the Commissioner is to act can be 
gotten there will be a supply of the deficiency of that power as it exists 
under the Constitution. 

Now, sir, to any suggestion of that kind I enter my entire dissent. 
I protest against it. It is because it seems to me that this amendment 
taken in connection with the views expressed by several gentlemen on 
the floor may become a precedent in the direction I have just indicated 
that I find my difficulty in voting for it. Either the Congress of the 
United States has authority to pass this resolution and enter upon this 
course of action or it has not. If it have the power, the assent of the 
States to the exercise of it within their boundaries is entirely un- 
necessary; and being superfluous, it seems to me a subject of very great 
doubt whether it is wise to suggest or ask the assent of the States. It 
seems to me there is no doubt that we ought not to let our action de- 
pend in any degree upon whether that assent is given or not. If, on 
the other hand, the Government has not the power to do what this 
resolution contemplates, then no assent of a State, no assent of any 
number of States given in this way, can supply the deficiency. It is 
absolutely inefficient in that direction. 

There are but two cases under the Constitution where Congress is re- 
quired to ask the assent of the States to the exercise of any of its powers. 
They are, first, the case in which Congress shall seek to exercise exclu- 
sive legislation over places within the limits of a State purchased for 
the erection of forts, magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, and other need- 
ful buildings. There the assent of the State to the purchase is essen- 
tial to the acquisition of the power of exercising exclusive legislation. 

And, second, the case where new States may be admitted into the 
Union by Congress. If they are to be carved out of any other State or 
are to be formed by the junction of two or more States then the assent 
of the States interested is essential. But these are the only two cases 
in whieh the assent of a State is required for the exercise within its 
own boundaries of the powers conferred by the Constitution upon Con- 
gress. I should be glad to have the assent of the States to every act 
that is passed by Congress even within the sphere of its undoubted 
powers, yet I am opposed to asking that assent, I am opposed to sug- 
gesting that it be given, I am opposed to doing anything which recog- 
nizes in any degree the assent of a State as essential to the exercise by 
Congress of any of the powers clearly given to it by the Constitution. 

It would be a very good thing to have in all cases the co-operation 
of the States with the action of the Government of the United States; 
but when that co-operation is effected, it must be by the States and the 
Federal Government acting as independent bodies, exercising undoubted 
powers each within its own sphere of power and action; they must each 
exert a complete and independent function, having no dependence on 
each other, except only so far as co-operation to a common end would 
give greater efficiency to their separate means. 

I am too gooda State-rights man, too strict a constructionist to admit 
that in any case the action of a State other than in the prescribed form 
of ratifying amendments to the Constitution and in the two cases ex- 
pressly provided in the Constitution can enlarge the powers of the Fed- 
eral Government. If there be authority in the Federal Government to 
pass this legislation and te enter upon this course of action, then the 
assent of the State is unnecessary. If there be nosuch authority, then 
the assent of the States is entirely valueless, I would not willingly do 
anything which could be tortured into a precedent or even into an ar- 
gument for its efficiency, and therefore I have had much doubt whether 
it would be wise to insert the provision indicated by the Senator from 
Texas, although I am in entire sympathy with the motive which I know 
prompted its presentation. 

In this discussion we have heard a good deal said, and it hasseemed to 
mein aspiritofrather querulous complaint, of the interposition by States 
to prevent the consummation of the wishes of the majority of the people. 
The honorable Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] stated the other 
day that the question is whether the nation, whether a majority of the 
people of all the States is supreme, or whether one State can negative 
and veto the expressed wish of the majority of the people. He stated 
that the question is whether in measures involving the great interests 
of a large number of people, or perhaps a majority of the people, a single 
State could interpose successfully against the accomplishment of the 
national will. 

I submit this is not the question. I submit that this statement is 


a great misuse of terms, if it is not a confusion of ideas. I submit 
that it isan illustration of the art of putting things of which the Senator 
isan accomplished master; and that by a subtle and not entirely fair 
use of that art he has sought to draw an argument in favor of the views 
that he entertains rather from the passion than from the reason of his 
hearers. I submit that this is not a question whether the States shall 
in their authority, whether the States shall interpose an obstacle 
to the action of the Federal Government. Under the provisions of the 
Constitution and within the limits from which revolution is excluded 
there is no such power in a State, and there can never arise an oppor- 
tunity or a necessity for the exercise of such power by a State. 

A State may lie perfectly quiet; it may be perfectly inactive; it may 
do nothing; it may not interpose the least possible obstacle; and yet 
the accomplishment of the national will and the wishes of the majority 
of the people, as the Senator expresses it, can not be accomplished. 

The United States have no power except that which is granted to 
them by the States and expressed in the Constitution. They have no 
original power, no inherent power, no power arising from necessity, 
however stringent that necessity may be. The ment ab inconveni- 
enti ab necessitate, even though the alternative be its life or death, has 
no place in the just consideration of the powers of the Federal Govern- 
ment. > 

‘f This Constitution, and the laws of the United States which may be 
made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties made, or which shall be 
made, under the authority of the United sete her be the supreme 
law of the land; and the judges in every State shall be bound thereby, 
anything in the constitution or laws of any State to the contrary not- 
withstanding.’’ These are the supreme law. There is no other su- 
preme law. There isno other validlaw. There is no law except that 
which is made in pursuance of the grants to the Federal Government 
contained in the Constitution. 

This was the Constitution submitted by the convention to the States 
for their ratification. It had passed the conventions of Delaware, New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Georgia, and Connecticut. It came to Massa- 
chusetts. Massachusetts had always been fearful of the power of the 
throne. She had always been jealous of her colonial rights; she had 
always been sensitive to the least danger, even afar off, to the liberties 
of her people. She remembered the causes out of which sprung Con- 
cord and Lexington. She had been trained in the school of the stamp 
act and the non-importation act and the incident of the tea in Boston 
harbor. Feeling as much as any State all the necessity for the estab- 
lishment of a federal government, she ratified the Constitution in the 
full faith that the amendments she suggested would be adopted, lest, 
to use her own language, ‘‘undue administration” should enlarge the 
powers given by the Constitution to the Federal Government and per- 
vert the purpose for which those powers were given. It was on hersug- 
gestion, under her lead, that the ninth and tenth amendments to the Con- 
stitution were passed, which from the mere abundance of caution de- 
fined more accurately and strictly the nature and scope of the powers 
of the Federal Government. The tenth amendment declared ‘‘ the 
powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution nor pro- 
hibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to- 
the people.” 

The Constitution contains grants to the Federal Government and 
limitations upon the powers of the State governments. It contains 
nothing else, except possibly those amendments which were in the 
nature of a bill of rights, and they were limitations upon the powers of 
the State governments. In form, in substance, in spirit, by affirmation, 
by negation, by contemporaneous construction, the Constitution con- 
tains the grants of powers to the Federal Government, to the United 
States. It is not in any sense, by any interpretation, in any word, in 
any clause, either in its spirit or in its letter, a limitation upon the 
powers of the Government of the United States acquired or possessed 
otherwise than by virtue of the Constitution itself. 

We call this a government of limited powers, and we call it so with 
entire accuracy, but its powers are limited only because other and larger 
powers were not given to it. The Constitution is an instrument of 
grant and not of limitation. Every limitation contained in the ninth 
section of the first article of the Constitution is an exception carved out 
of antecedent grants of larger powers made by the Constitution itself. 
Every limitation contained in that ninth section refers to other and 
larger powers already granted to the Federal Government by the Consti- 
tution. 

If the Federal Government seeks to establish a policy, or to pass a 
law, or to do an act, search must be made amid the grants of the Con- 
stitution, and if no grant can be found, if none exist, either express 
or by implication, then there is no power; then the Government fails; 
the policy can not be carried out; the law can notbe passed, or if passed 
can not be executed; and the act can not be performed. 

The States do not move; they take no action; they interpose no ob- 
jection; they throw in the way no obstacle; they negative nothing; 
they veto nothing; they are perfectly quiet—acquiescent if you please;- 
but the United States can not move, not because an obstacle is inter- 
posed, but because of an inherent defect of power to move in that direc- 
tion. Ifa man has no eyes he can not see; not because there is an 
obstruction placed in his line of vision; not because some one extin- 
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guishes a light or immures him in ad ; but because of inherent 
defect of power to exercise the faculty of sight. If a man has no legs 
he can not walk, not because some one prevents him from walking, 
but because the power of locomotion does not exist in himself. An en- 
gine without steam does not move, not because some one obstructs its 
way, but because the motive power does not exist. So it is with the 
Federal Government; it does not fail in its operation by reason of an 
obstacle interposed by the States, but because under the Constitution it 
has not the power even if no obstacle exists. 

If gentlemen wish the Federal Government to dosomething and can 
not find the authority in the Constitution to do it, let them cease toim- 
pute the inability on the part of the Federal Government to obstruc- 
tions laid in its way by the States; let them turn their anathemas upon 
the fathers who did not give to the Government the]. powers which 
their descendants, wiser in their own conceits, think it ought to have. 
If gentlemen wish a particular line of policy to be pursued and can not 
find authority for it in the Constitution, let them cease their maledic- 
tions of States’ rights; let them cease to invoke the spirit of States’ 
rights which always affrights their timid souls, and boldly declare that, 
with authority or without authority, they will obey not the supreme 
law of the Constitution, but the will of the natio If the Federal 
Government has the poren performs its functions hout the limits 
of the States. If it not the power it is not prevented by the States, 
but by an original and inherent defect of constitutional authority. 

Mr. President, I am a strict constructionist in the straightest sense. 
I believe that it is wise and expedient and safe to limit the powers of 
the Federal Government within the narrowest lines consistent with the 
purposes of its formation. I know that there are precedents in another 
direction. They were read to us by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
GARLAND] the other day. He might, as he well knows, have cited many 
others. In the main the precedents which he cited and others of a cog- 
nate character answered appeals to the generosity of Con; and the 
pome They responded to prayers, that out of the superfluity which a 

neficent Providence and a bounteous nature had given to us something 
ht be spared to relieve the suffering poor whom that same Providence 
afflicted. They satisfied appeals to help those who were suffering 
from earthquake in Venezuela, those who were suffering from famine in 
Ireland, those who were overwhelmed by fire and ficod in our own coun- 
try. They were acts of that charity which makes all mankind akin. 
‘These do not come within the strictest line of constitutional power as I 
read the Constitution. They stand as great exceptions; I prefer that they 
shall stand as exceptions rather than that by a loose and a forced con- 
struction of the Constitution we shall make them the rule; I prefer 
they should stand as the exceptional, and, if you please, the unconsti- 
tutional results, which we can not in strictness justify, of appeals to 
aid our fellow-men in the phenomenal emergencies of their extreme suf- 
fering, over which, as we could not prevent them, at least ‘‘One human 
tear shall drop and be forgiven.’’ 

I am, as [ said, in favor of a strict construction of the Constitution. 
I believe in State rights, and State powers, and home rule. I believe 
in this framework of government as I think our fathers made it, leav- 
ing with the States separately the administration of all the matters 
which concern their domestic interest, and uniting them only in so far 
as is necessary to their existence among the nations of the earth. Iam 
in favor of confining the Federal Government to the fewest possible 
subjects necessary to preserve peace at home and respect abroad, and 
to the least possible powers consistent with the accomplishment of 
those purposes. ` 

In this system alone there is safety; in this system alone there is 
hope for a continuance of our Government and the maintenance, ay, 
and the indefinite expansion of our territory. In this system alone 
there is the hope for that prosperity of material interests and that fra- 
ternal peacefulness of relations which constitute us one people. When- 
ever for the few and simple powers to be sparingly administered, vested 
by the Constitution in the simple and severe government of a confed- 
eration of republics, there shall be substituted the powers, the duties, 
the excessive revenues, the lavish expenditures, the splendors, the cor- 
ruptions of a consolidated imperial republic, there will have struck the 
hour which announces its incipient disintegration—to be consummated 
through the successive agonies of despotism, oppression, war, separa- 
tion; there will have struck the hour of our doom as a peaceful people 
and as a free government. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate but a few 
moments. What I shall say will be applicable perhaps as much to the 
bill which has been before the Senate as to the pending resolution. 

As I view it, if we have the power under the Constitution to pass the 
joint resolution now before the Senate, we have the power to pass the 
bill reported by the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture. 

The resolution provides for an appropriation of money, to be used 
under the direction of the Commissioner of Agriculture, in co-operation 
with the authorities of the State of Kansas, in eradicating the foot-and- 
mouth disease in that State. It should be amended, as I think, so as to 
extend to all portions of the United States, and to include not only the 
disease specified in the resolution, but any other of the contagious dis- 
eases among the stock of the country. 

The chief opposition to the resolution, as also the bill, is on the ground 
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that it interferes with the domestic affairs of a State government, and 
that it is unconstitutional. While I do not desire to be understood as 
favoring every measure that comes up that would seem to take charge 
of, or in any way to interfere with, the affairs of a State government, 


yet*l think there are instances where it is the duty of the Congress of 
the United States to take some responsibility, if the Constitution will 
rmit it. 

Pe While I do not feel absolutely certain that my view of the power of 
Congress underthe Constitution is correct, yet, after the remarks of the 
gentleman from Arkansas last Friday, and after the references by him 
to the views held by Hamilton, Monroe, Story, and other great men in 
the earlier history of this country, I feel much more free to support 
this measure than before. 

It seems to me that under the provision of the Constitution provid- 
ing for the general welfare and other provisions giving Congress au- 
thority to regulate commerceamong the several States, we are justified 
in going as far as the exigencies of the times demand in our efforts to 
extirpate, if possible, the contagious diseases that afflict the cattle and 
wi, o the country. 

ese contagious and communicable diseases, as I look at it, can not 
be extirpated by any action that is likely to be taken by local govern- 
ments. 

It seems to me to be utter folly to suppose that this country now, 
according to reports, suffering from pleuro-pneumonia or lung-plague 
in several of the States of the East and in the District of Columbia, 
and with foot-and-mouth disease developing among cattle in two or 
three of the Western States, with constant trade going on, moving stock 
from one section of the country to another—to suppose that contagious 
diseases will ever be extirpated by the action of State or Territorial 
governments. Hence, in my judgment, it is the unquestionable duty 
of Congress to provide means for its immediate extinction. 

Agriculture is the foundation of all the material interests of this 
country. The farmer feeds the people, and hence all other interests are 
dependent upon that. No nation has so large a relative portion of its 
wealth in domestic animals as the United States. We have in this 
country, according to the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for 
1884, 42,547,302 head of cattle, valued at $1,106,715,703; of horses and 
mules, we have 13,083,809, valued at $994,949,396; of hogs and sheep, 
94,827,519, valued at $366,203,845, making a total of value of horses, 
mules, cattle, sheep, and hogs, $2,467,863,924. These four classes of 
animals aggregate in value an amountof wealth which is almost fabu- 
lous to compute. 

All these animals, according to authorities of this and other countries, 
are subject to contagious diseases, and it seems to me that they repre- 
sent such vast interests in the aggregate that the Government of the 
United States would be negligent of its duty if it did not do whatever 
it has power to do, under the Constitution, to protect these interests 
from being destroyed by diseases which can not be controlled by local 
authority. 

We have to-day about 120,000 miles of railroad, affording facilities 
for transportation and commercial intercourse from one section of the 
country to another daily. The people of this country are not in the 
condition that they were twenty-five or fifty years ago, before the days 
of railroads and before the days in which importations of stock had be- 
gun in this country. These contagious diseases among stock could have 
been easily dealt with by the local authorities of the nation thirty or 
forty years ago. It has not been long since cattle, horses, and sheep 
were brought into this country from other nations to any considerable 
extent; it has not been long since the transfer from one section of the 
country to another of large herds of cattle and sheep was engaged in; 
so that in those early times the stock of the country was in the main 
kept where it was raised until sent to the markets of the country for 
sale. 
An entirely different state of affairs exists now. Men and companies 
are engaged in bringing stock into this country from abroad. They are 
engaged in bringing it into one portion of the country and shipping to 
another constantly, so that this disease has gained a foothold in this 
country to such an extent that it seems to me impossible to control it 
or get rid of itexcept by the power of the National Government. With 
our thirty-eight States and eight or ten Territories acting independently 
of each other, and each without reference to the action of the other and 
largely necessarily so, how can the desired result be reached? 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON ] says that he would not ask 
the State; and then he says that the Constitution of the United States 
gives us no power. I should like to know of him (for if he stated his 
views on that point I did not catch them) how he proposes that this 
evil which is destroying so much property in this country is going to 
be gotten rid of. Here are thirty-eight States and eight or nine Terri- 
tories, each with its separate government, each acting for itself; one 
acting to-day, another to-morrow, and another next month or next 
year. While these irregularities of action are going on, this disease, 
which is beginning in one State and going from State to State and from 
Territory to Territory, will have spread all over this country and our 
property by the hundreds of millions will be destroyed; and we sit 
here and say that we have no power under the Constitution to help it. 

It seems to me that we have the power under the Constitution of the 
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United States to do whatever is necessary to protect the people and the 
property of this country from this dire disease. It is like a common 
enemy, as I believe some of these reports state. I say it is like a com- 
mon enemy going intothe different States and destroying our property, 
and weare sitting here as Senators of the United States and say we have 
no power under this Constitution of ours to do anything to prevent it. 
If we have not the power, it seems to me it is high time that the Con- 


stitution should be amended so that Congress shall have the power. 

This is nut an ordinary disease that breaks out in one community 
and there stops. It is a contagious or communicable disease that will 
sweep over the land if it is not checked at the outset. Look at my own 
State. Illinois is not here asking anything of the Government to-day. 
Chicago is the great grain and product market of the world, I may say. 
Cattle, hogs, horses, and grain of all kinds, all the food products of the 
country, center in Chicago. Car-loads of cattle, calves, and animals of 
all sorts and ages and sizes are coming there by the tens of thousands 
almost every day, not only to be marketed for beef or pork but to be 
Tena throughout the length and breadth of the Western States 
especially. 

It is no small affair to undertake to institute a system of inspection 
and quarantine in the State of Illinois that will protect the people of 
this country. As I said the other day, when I had the honor of occu- 

ying the position of governor of the tate there was a law passed giv- 

us some power over that question, and I instituted a sort of quar- 
antine, a sort of inspection, but it was the merest trifle with all that 
we could do, Cattle would come through. We could not interfere 
with the commerce of the country sufficient to protect the interests of 
our farmers. 

I submit to the gentlemen who are especially opposed to these meas- 
ures because of their constitutional scruples whether one State has the 
right to set itself up and say that in the case of those train loads of 
stock that are moving from one portion of the country through the State 
of Illinois, for instance, whether that State has the constitutional power 
under the Constitution of the United States to stop those trains and in- 
spect the cattle and hogs and horses that may be in them? I do not 
believe we have it. It is true we have a sort of quarantine power, I 
believe it has been so decided, but one State has no right to interfere 
with the traffic going on, the commercial intercourse, between the sev- 
eral States of the Union. I submit whether we are not standing here 
splitting hairs upon this question while the property of our people is 
i t peril from these contagious diseases referred to. 

he Senator from Ohio says that we occupy the position of a man 
without legs, who can not walk, not because nobody is willing to help 
him, but because he has not got the legs to walk. If we have not got 
legs enough to walk on in this country, so that we can protect the 
prope y of the country, we had better find some as soon as we can. 
e Senator from Ohio says that it is true we have voted measures 
ee an inspiration of generosity and sympathy for different people 
in this and other lands. I say that it was all right that the Congress 
of the United States should manifest a little generosity once in a while 
toward people who are suffering, but while we are doing it may it not 
soon occur that the people of this land, suffering as the result of the 
loss of their property from these contagious diseases, will be calling upon 
him then to vote appropriations to keep them from this destractiv e evil 
that is liable to spread over the country? 

So far as I am concerned I want the Government of the United States 
to extirpate, if possible, these diseases at once and protect the people of 
this land from having their property destroyed. The longer we higgle 
about it the more expensive it will be, and my word for it the time will 
come when tie Congress of the United States will be compelled to do 
it if they are unwilling to do it to-day. It is but a drop in the bucket 
to-day. This pleuro-pneumonia or lung-plague, as it is called, is break- 
ing out in a few places in the country. It has not reached the West 
yet. The disease referred to in the resolution of the Senator from Kan- 
sas, the foot-and-mouth disease, has broken out in two or three places 
in the West, we are told. If we will take prompt measures to-day and 
make such appropriations as are n y, we can get rid of all these 
contagious diseases. In my judgment it is the duty of the Congress of 
the United States to pass such laws as will prevent the recurrence of it 
by the importation into this country of cattle and animals of all sorts 
without the most thorough inspection before they are landed upon our 
shores. If you let it goon from day to day, or month to month, and 
ge after year, it will be but a little while before every State in this 

nion that has cattle in it will be complaining and appealing to the 
Congress of the United States for relief. 

If every State in the Union and every Territory could by some sort 
of joint action agree that they would do whateverisnecessary to promptly 
stamp out these diseases I would say that Congress had better leave it 
alone, because I am not in favor of interfering or taking hold of meas- 
ures where it is not our bounden duty todo so. But they are not going 
todo that. Illinois, as I said, might be willing to doit; Kansas might be 
willing to doit. Massachusetts might or might not be willing to do it. 
Massachusetts has been doing something in that direction, I believe, al- 
ready. Whether they have got rid of pleuro-pneumonia entirely I do 
not know, but it is absurd, in my opinion, to suppose that all the States 
and Territories are going to act ointly and promptly together for the 


purpose of stamping out these contagions diseases. Let this thing go 
on until springtime comes, unti) grass upon the plains begins to grow 
and the herds begin to spread over them, and then allow these conta- 
gious diseases to get among the cattle upon those puna and instead of 
requiring $500,000 as an appropriation to get rid of it, it may cost us 
hundreds of millions of dollars. 

There isanother view still, Mr. President, which I will merely allude 
to before I take my seat. We have to consider during this Congress. 
the action of foreign ern with reference to certain exportations 
from this country. e are complaining of England, France, and Ger- 
many on accountof the action of those governments with reference to the 
hog products of thisland, and, as I think,complaining with great cause 
on account of the interdiction by those governments of American pork. 
I do not believe myself that those nations have any substantial ground 
for the course that they have pursued with reference to our products, 
based upon the allegation that it is unsafe to the health oftheir people 
to permit the use of pork in those countries. 

I think it has been shown beyond all doubt that the pork and beef 
exported to foreign nations have been in as healthy and pure condition 
as that of any country in the world. But it isa fact that the existence 
of these contagious diseases among cattle and hogs gives an excuse to 
those governments to exclude these animals, and the trade of our people 
in those products with the people of foreign nations is much reduced 
on account of the condition here. Isee by reference to a pamphlet 
placed in my hands that the exports in 1880 and 1881 were 368,463 
animals; those of 1882 and 1883 were 212,254; a reduction in the num- 
ber of the last year below the former of 156,109 animals and in value 
$11,506,000, in two years. The exports of fresh beef for two years were 
less by 40,076,167 pounds and in value by $2,191,190. 

The value of pork decreased in the same time $3, 563,993. This re- 
duction of the amount of exportation of beef and pork i is largely due 
to the action of Germany and France and the belief on the part of the 
people of those and other countries that our meats are in an unsound 
condition and not fit to be used. 

So, Mr. President, in any point of view in which this subject can be 
considered, it seems to be of great importance to the people of this 
country that something be done immediately that will get rid of these 
contagious diseases and that will result in such action as will prevent 
the reappearance of such diseases and as will satisfy other governments 
of the fact that our pork and beef and live-stock are as sound and as 
safe to be used as are those from any other portion of the world. 

Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate further than to say that 
while I desire to keep within the purview of the Constitution as closely 
as any Senator on this floor, I am not willing to throw myself behind 
technical constitutional provisions and say that we can not do any- 
thing for the relief of the people of this country in this emergency. I 
think we have the power to do what is proposed, and I am in favor of 
doing it without delay. 

.Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate but a sey 
few minutes. I wish to state some things that I deem n to go 
in the RECORD with the remarks made a while ago by the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLE- 
TON]. I have said, so far as I am concerned, upon all the points in- 
volved in this measure all that I desire. Istated on Friday that when 
the bill properly called the pleuro-pneumonia bill shall again come be- 
fore the Senate I may have something further to say, and I will cite 
some instances in the action of Congress of a more recent date, that I 
did not take the time the other day to detain the Senate with—instances- 
that were not purely matters of sympathy any more than were the cen- 
tennial exhibition and the Yorktown celebration. The Senator from 
Ohio seemed to plant himself upon the matter of appeals to sympathy, 
if not as a vindication at least as a plausible excuse for the precedents 
that have been cited. Those are two that did not ap to amy par- 
ticular sympathy that I know of. Nobody was suffering for an exhi- 
bition of either sort. But I have some precedents of recent date 
which will be more practical and more applicable and that it will be 
refreshing to the Senate to hear, and when the bill relating to pleuro- 
pneumonia comes up I will detain the Senate by calling attention to 
them. 

I am a State-rights man myself, but I understand State rights ina 
very different way from the Senator from Delaware and the Senator 
from Ohio as applied to this particular question. There is where the 
difference is. They complain of the latitudinarian or loose construc- 
tion that I have put upon the Constitution. My judgmentis that the 
construction that they put upon it as applied to this icular subject 
and kindred subjects is entirely too constipated, and it would bind Con- 
gress up so that it never could do anything for the good of the people- 
if that doctrine was carried out. 

But the purpose that I rose specially for was to call attention to what 
the Senator from Delaware cited as a decision of the Supreme Court. 
The Senator from Delaware would have made a complete citation if he 
had read a little further and cited the whole opinion of the court. The 
question was about stopping the sale of liquor ina State. The Su- 
preme Court held very properly that that was a police regulation, and ib 
was something that the party who suffered under could not appeal to- 
the Supreme Court of the United States to reverse as being against the- 
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Constitution of the United States, for the Constitution of the United 
States had nothing to do with it. But, now, what do the court say? 
After stating what the Senator from Delaware very properly cited, the 
court proceed: 

Of course— 

Said the court in the case of Beer Company vs. Massachusetts, (97 
United States Reports)— 

Of course we do not mean to lay down any rule at variance with what this 
court has decided with regard to paramount authority of the Constitution 
and laws of the United States relating to the ation of commerce with for- 
eign nations and among the several States or otherwise. 

They cite Brown vs. Maryland, (12 Wheaton, 419, the old case); the Li- 
cense cases, (5 Howard,504); the Passenger cases, 7 Howard; Henderson 
vs. Mayorof New York, (92 United States Reports, 259); the Chinese case 
from California, Chy Lung vs. Freeman, (92 United States Reports, 275); 
and what is the next case they cite ?—the Railroad Company vs. Husen 
(95 United States Reports, 465), which I read to the Senate the other day, 
in which they said that while they did not undertake to interfere with 
any police regulations, yet the matter of commerce between the States 
(and it was cattle in that case) it would interfere with, and so they repeat 
that and cite it as the last casein the opinion that the Senator from Dela- 
ware read to the Senate. That leaves the proposition exactly where 1 
left it last Friday. 

I do not desire to detain the Senate any longer. The Senator quotes 
from Wharton's new work on American law. He commends the course 
there based entirely on this decision and the others, running back to 
the case of Gibbons vs. Ogden, in 9 Wheaton, in which the question is ex- 
actly as I leftit. Police regulation is one thing; commerce is another. 
It is the whole discussion that we had upon the yellow-fever quaran- 
tine here, when we not only interfered with the States, but sponged out, 
obliterated, and destroyed State authority; and that act was passed by 
a very large majority after a long discussion through the month of May 
and a part of June. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, so far as I can understand the posi- 
tion of the Senator from Arkansas, he does not differ from me or from 
that portion of the case I cited decided by the Supreme Court as to the 
police powers of the States; but he does now undertake to place the 
power in Congress to pass the resolution under consideration upon the 
power to regulate commerce between the States, I take it that the 
power to regulate commerce between the States given to Congress is the 
same precisely, in the same frame of words and in the same association, 
as the power to regulate commerce with foreign nations. The clause 
reads: 


The Congress shall have power * * * to commerce with foreign 
nations, and among the several States, and with Indian tribes. 


I take it that the grant of power in the same words, in the same as- 
sociation, is equally broad to regulate commerce between the States. 
But what is the power of Congress to regulate commerce? Like all 
other powers, it is to be considered with others that are granted or with- 
held. There is no such thing as the grant of absolute power from the 
beginning to the end of this delegation of powers. They are all limited, 
all relative, and they areall to be construed asa general whole to produce 
a consonant result. While Co: is given the power to te 
commerce with foreign nations and among the several States, it is not 
an absolute power, but it is coupled with this provision: 
erh all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United 


And further, that— 

No tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from any State. 

No preference shall be given by any on of commerce or revenue tothe 

of one State over those of another; nor shall vessels bound to, or from, one 
, be obliged to enter, clear, or pay duties in another, 

What is the effect and what is the natural result of the power now 
claimed? That there is to be a discrimination between the States; that 
there is to be a local imposition of check and obstacle upon the exports 
and trafiic of some States that is not imposed upon others. 

When the Congress of the United States passes a law regulating com- 
merce it must apply to every State alike and it must be uniform. If 
it were not so, sectional aggression, sectional preponderance would nec- 
essarily occur. The weight of population, the weight of property would 
soon render this what it never was intended to be, a Union of unequal 
States, with favoritism as to rune and how long would that en- 
dure? How long among American freemen ought it to endure? No, 
sir; this resolution and this proposition is not founded and it can not 
be proposed to be founded under the regulation of commerce between 
the States, simply because it is not, in the first placé, a regulation of 
commerce. The States necessarily have, the communities necessarily 
have, that first pewer, essentially the power of self-preservation, and it 
is for that reason that the quarantine power was given originally, or 
rather reserved, and has been always exercised in the history of this 
country by the localities to be affected by it. 

Who shall judge of the condition of disease and of health but the 
community to be affected by it? Who can judge of the danger? The 
very nature of things requires, the very distances of this great territory 
over which our National Government extends require, local self-govern- 
ment for the purpose of local self-protection. There can not be wise 


legislation without knowledge; and mere space in this country alone, 
the vastness of space, prevents the acquisition of that knowledge neces- 
sary for the purpose of meeting the case with justice and with efficiency. 

Therefore, I submit with due respect to the Senator from Arkansas 
that the power to regulate commerce between the States would be de- 
feated by a proposition that would create unequal regulations in regard 
to this, that, or the other State. It would act on the State of Texas, 
which is the great fountain-head from which so much of the food sup- 
ply of this country emanates; it would act on that State and not on 
those to whom by the natural course of demand and supply this great 
body of animals moves. Therefore we should have an utterly imprac- 
ticable condition of things, the apparent necessity of the case Ponant 
regulations not uniform in character and the Constitution of the Uni 
States forbidding that they should be imposed. 

So, therefore, I submit that there is nothing in the authority or noth* 
ing in the decision just read or the part that I omitted toread. Ithas 
nothing to do with the point for which I cited the case. I cited it 
merely to show that by a late expression of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, reviewing the period of decision of nearly one hundred 
years, defining as well as they could define the meaning of the words 

‘ police ’’ and “ police power,” they had adjudged, as all their prede- 
cessors without exception had adjudged, that the police power of the 
State, essential te the State and capable only of being exercised by the 
State and unreservedly deposited with the State, included among other 
things and chiefly the health of the people. If anything can be more 
directly connected with the health of the people of the State than the 
food which the people are to consume, I am at a loss to imagine it. 

There can be no illustration affecting the health of a people more 
strongly than infected, unwholesome, unmerchantable meats. It is 
punished in every State I know of; it was punishable by the common 
law of England; it is punishable in every State of this Union to sell 
food that is deleterious to human health or what is termed unmerchant- 
able. What power there exists which has always been exercised must 
exist, and can in the nature of things only exist and be reposed in the 
local power of self-government of the people, and can not be exercised 
under the name or by the pretense of regulating commerce between 
the States, or by assuming a power for which the Federal Government 
has no warrant in the Constitution and which it never can competently, 
economically, or justly exercise. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, Ido not propose to rehearse the well- 
known doctrine in relation to the State and Federal Governments any 
further than to state my view in two or three sentences. 

The United States Government has all the powers that are granted to 
it. All the other powers are reserved in the hands of the people or the 
States. A State may exercise all powers, rights, and duties that are not 
forbidden to it by the Constitution of the United States, and its Legisla- 
ture, as representing the people of the State, may do this unless it be 
further restrained by the State constitution, and under that, as the Sen- 
ater from Delaware has said, work of the description we are talking 
about begins primarily with the States. 

One distinguished Senator has asked us what we can do if we can not 
pass bills like those that have been under consideration in this and pre- 
vious Congresses. If he will kindly giveme his attention I think I can 
show very briefly what we can do. 

A statute of the State of Connecticut providing for a State board of 
agriculture is contained in ten sections. I will read sections 6 and 7: 

Sec, 6. For the pu: p of peeraa the spread of contagious diseases amon; 


domesiie animals, may, when in its judgment publicsafety ananas 
prohibit the introduction of any such animal into this State. 


That the State has a right to do. 


prohibit any animal from passing on or over any of the highways near the place 
Dioro are pig bees 


ca Feng tobe 
make all investigations and ons neces- 
sary for the prevention, treatment, cure, and extirpation of such disease. 
Sec. 7. The board may appoint suitable persons to inquire into and report to 
it all violations of law and of any regulation made by it, and may also appoint 
commissioners on diseases of domestic por By who shall have all the 
powers of the board in regard thereto. 


That act was supplemented a few years afterward by this one, di- 
rectly applicable to the case in question: 


Srcrion 1. The State board of agriculture, or in case said board have or shall 
appoint commissioners on diseases of domestic animals under the provisions of 
section 7 of the act to which this is an addition, then said commissioners may. 
when in their judgment the public good shall require it, cause to be killed, and 
to be disposed of afterward as in their judgment may be expedient, any animal 
or animals which in their judgment are infected with or have been exposed to 
and are liable to communicate to other animals any contagious disease, 

Src. 2. The said board of commissioners, after notice to the owners of such 
animals, or, if the owner does not reside in the town where such animals are, 
to either the owner or keeper of such animals, shall cause all animals, before be- 
ing killed nnder the provisions of the preceding section, to be appraised at their 
asse: value in their res ive towns by the assessors, or a majority of them, 
of the town where such animals are kept; and it shall be the duty of the assess- 
ors of the several towns to make such appraisal upon the request of said board 
of commissioners, and two-thirds of such appraised value of such animals, if 
killed, shall be paid to the owner thereof by the State, upon the approval of the 
governor. 

Mr. President, that covers, within the limits of Connecticut, the whole 
case. It prevents the bringing in adiseased animal; it takes care of 
the diseased animal after it is brought in; if need be it kills itand pays 
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the owner two-thirds of the appraised value, it being proper enough 
that he should lose something of it for various reasons, that he may be 
cautious for himself, that he may have not a motive to impose upon the 
State, &c. 

This having been done, what else remains for the protection of the 
State? Certain work that is clearly and indisputably, by the assent of 
both sides and every Senator, within the Federal jurisdiction; and that 
is to watch over all diseased animals upon the navigable waters and 
upon vessels coming from abroad and guard their transportation between 
the States. 

There is not a lawyer here who will disagree upon the provisions of 
a bill embracing only these points that I have referred to, because they 
are clearly provided for in the section of the Constitution concerning 
commerce with foreign powers and between the States. Therefore my 
answer to the Senator who asked what we shall do if we can not pass 
these billsissimply this: Let each State do what I am happy to say my 
own State has done, and then we shall agree upon the pending bill con- 
cerning these diseases with one section out of it, and the whole subject 
will be completely and satisfactorily covered. 

The P IDING OFFICER. The questionis on the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to indefinitely postpone this joint 
resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall discharge my duty on this measure in a very 
brief way. When I drew the resolution, as I did somewhat hastily 
at my desk, I thought it wasa very incomplete paper; I thoughtit con- 
tained a very innocent proposition, one that I did not conceive would 
be the subject of any extended debate in the Senate as involving any 
question of the exercise of doubtful power. It has led to a discussion 
which has been very instructive and learned, but which, it seems to 
me, has been apart from the true issue in this case. 

I am not competent to enter upon that branch of the discussion with 
anythinglike authority, but to negative the idea contained in this resolu- 
tion is to say that the Federal Government must remain absolutely power- 
less, although all the cattle andsheep and hogs of this country should be 
actually decimated. No matter how inadequate the local authorities 
might be, the Federal Government, according to the theory advanced 
by the Senator from Delaware and the Senator from Connecticut, is ab- 
solutely estopped from doing anything whatever. So long as the dis- 
ease exists in any State there can be no power in the Federal Govern- 
ment anywhere to do any single thing which shall even tend to the 
protection of the public interests by way of eradicating the disease or 
preventing its spread. 

When, afew years since, there was a su ion of yellow fever at New 
Orleans or Memphis, theSenate, under the leadership of the Senator who 
made the motion to indefinitely postpone this resolution, passed a meas- 
ure designed to and giving to the President of the United States and to a 
national board of health created by national law arbitrary power, with 
or without the consent of the States in which that disease might be 
found, to take effective measures to stamp it out. It was no more a 
national question if it existed in two States than if it existed in one. 
There can be no umbilical cord connecting two localities and sections. 
There can be no connection between the disease existing in one State 
and another State which gives it an interstate character which it does 
not possess if it exists in one State alone. The character of the disease, 
the liability to its spread, the general consequences of destruction, the 
great fears to be suggested by its spread, are the consequences of the 
eme cy which make itanational question, or it never can be made so. 

The State of Connecticut has stamped out certain diseases, as we have 
been informed, in that State, and paid the damages out of its own 
treasury. It has done all this by a machinery which it has itself pro- 
vided, and we are invited to follow that example. Mr. President, this 
is not a question that now affects the State of Kansas any more nearly 
than it does the State of Missouri, the State of Illinois, the State of 
Towa, or the State of Texas. The circumstances existing west of the 
Mississippi River, and in fact west of the Alleghany Mountains, in all 
the t States where cattle-raising is a business, and where it is the 
means of livelihood of a large proportion of the people, and where it is 
one of the greatest interest not only there but by reason of its great im- 
portance to the entire country, are entirely different from what they 
are in Connecticut. 

There the cattle are few in number. The man who owns fifty head 
of cattle is a man of note. The cattle are usually kept in confined 
quarters, in stalls, in small pastures, in stables. They are domestic 
cattle, kept for milking purposes. They do not come in contact with 
other cattle; they are not driven hither and yon; they do not find their 
way to distant markets; they are kept at home, and they lack giving 
a full supply of meat to the people of that State; but the cattle of Kan- 
sas are to-day on the prairies of Kansas and to-morrow they are in Mis- 
souri, and the next day in Illinois, and the day after that perhaps they 
are in New York, and so with all the cattle of all that country. 

At the time when the grass springs up and cattle are turned out 
upon the ranges they range five and ten and fifteen and twenty and 
tifty miles, coming in contact with other cattle belonging to different 
persons, and those in turn go ten, fifteen, or fifty miles farther beyond, 
frequently driven across half a continent; and the existence of disease 
among herds of cattle thus bound to be widely dispersed is an entirely 


different thing, and constitutes an emergency far different from what 
the outbreak of any disease could be in States in which the circum- 
stances are such as they are to-day in the State of Connecticut. 

After the firstalarm it is to the interest of the people in the locality 
where the disease occurs to belittle it. It is to theirinterest to belittle 
it until they can get rid of their cattle, until they can send them away. 
So the very moment the disease is well defined in any locality the men 
ship the cattle off. The men in Kansas send theircattle into Missouri, 
getting them away not only for the purpose of sale but, even if they 
design to continue their ownership, to get them out of the reach of in- 
fection. Insodoing they may save the cattle ortheymaynot. Instead 
of saving their cattle they carry the infection in among other herds, 
and this very dispersion, the very cessation of the disease in the locality 
where it springs up, is a suggestion of added danger everywhere else 
where the cattle may go. 

The situation, as I regard it, is not the only serious cause of the out- 
break of this disease, but on account of the time of year. Within the 
next thirty days these cattle will be on the ranges. They will go into 
the Indian Territory, they will gointo Texas, they will go into Nebraska 
and Missouri and Colorado, and in all that great space west of the Mis- 
sissippi River wherever this contamination extends and gets among the 
cattle on the ranges there will be an absolute physical inability to 
eradicate it. 

That this subject has received consideration at the hands of the offi- 
cials of the Government is evidenced by the report of the United States 

Cattle Commisson made to the Secretary of the Treasury on 
the 2ist of July last, in which, after stating the susceptibility of cattle 
to the disease and the great interests at stake, the commission go on to 
say: 

In this connection it may be well to state that the invasion of the foot-and- 
mouth disease that swept from Canada over Northern New York and New Eng- 
land in 1871 created something closely approaching a panic. The agricultural 
papers were full of the subject, State boards of agriculture convened and dis- 
cussed the question, a convention of delegates from different States met at Al- 
owe N. Y., and it was the engrossing theme for every local farmers’ tates: 4 
the line of infection. This invasion, imported into Montreal with two Engl 
cows, fortunately occurred in autumn, and the long seclusion of the herds dur- 
ing the ensuing winter virtually stamped. it out, the infection not having ex- 
tended beyond herds in inclosed pasturages or buildings, Most of our farmers 
are as ignorant of the disease to-day as they were in 1871, and any new invasion 
could not fail to produce a similar excitement and consternation. 

It should be added that our connection with the States, as well as the United 
States, brings us constant complaints of diseases sup; to be contagious, but 
we have not found any evidence of the actual existence of the foot-and-mouth 
disease at any point among our home herds. 

That occurred in the fall and winter. This occurs at the very sea- 
son of the year when the damage is liable to be the greatest, when the 
opportunity for its spread is the most considerable, and consequently 
when the opportunity for stamping it out is at the minimum. 

Now suppose that in a given case the State can stamp it out. The 
National Government can do it easier and better and more effectually. 
It is not simply that it shall be stamped out, but it is the absolute 
knowledge so far as that can be imparted by any human agency that 
it has disappeared. The moment the State of Kansas, for instance, 
spends a little money and goes through some performance designed to 
stamp this disease out and notifies the world that it is done, at once 
there would bea cry of incredulity; men would say at once ‘‘ that is the 
suggestion of self-interest; they do not want to be embargoed.’’ 

The other day when the governor of Illinois caused it to be announced 
that he would probably quarantine cattle from the State of Kansas, at 
once dispatch was sent to him that the disease was not as bad as it was 
supposed to have been. There at once interest comes in, the interest of 
the individual, the interest of the locality, and the interest of the State, 
to so prevent interruption of trade in cattle, to so prevent quarantine 
against cattle from that locality as to enable the men owning infected 
herds to get rid of them. 

The little finger of the General Government in a matter of that kind 
is thicker than the loin of the State. It needs a power that can not 
only go to the locality itself, but can follow the infected herd across 
the line of the State. Every herd that has left the State is infected. 
They can seize upon it if it is infected everywhere that it may mani- 
fest itself, and while one State is acting the disease is communicating 
itself to the cattle of another, and so on all the way round, until State 
action will be futile, because as fast as it may be stamped out in one 
State or thought to be stamped out the contagion existing in other re- 
gions will be communicated again, and there is no possibility of joint 
action which will be absolutely effective. 

It has been suggested by the Senator from Delaware that we are lay- 
ing the foundation for expending two and a half million dollars or per- 
haps more. As the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMS] suggests, 
suppose we do; if the emergency is equal to the expenditure, the ex- 
penditure ought to be made. But that was coupled with the ungen- 
erous suggestion which I understood to have been drawn out of the 
statement of the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY] that behind all 
this was some covert idea or expectation on the part of cattle-men un- 
dertaking to sell their cattle to the Government. That was unworthy 
of the Senator who made it, if I understood him aright, and especially 
unworthy as I think of the Senator from Texas, representing as he does 
the cattle-men of that State, who have looked to him so long as their 
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able representative on this floor. He knows they do not need any Gov- 
ernment purchase of their cattle, that sags Son's as good as gold in the 
market oF the world as long as they are healthy, and nobody would 
prefer the Government as a purchaser of his cattle. There is.no basis 
or foundation for an insinuation of that kind. 

But, Mr. President, there is no necessity even for the Government to 
be committed toa large expenditure. If this thing is taken now in its 
infancy, inits first stages, a few thousand dollars will do what some hun- 
dreds of thousands would probably notdointhenextmonthortwo. The 
agent of the Commissioner of Agriculture, or the Commissioner himself, 
can go to the place where the disease exists; he can direct the segrega- 
tion of infected cattle in various ways, putting them into stables, in 
herds and pens, enforcing simply by his suggestion, by his command, 
perhaps, butacommand which he will not need the authority of troops 
or any other physical force to enforce, whereby there can be absolute 
non-intercourse with the infected districts. Any suggestion that he 
will make will be heeded and carried out; he will not need to purchase 
the cattle, perhaps not a single head of them. The men will them- 
selves submit to have the cattle which he, in his judgment, will say 
are n to be destroyed, and will submit to losses of that kind 
gladly rather than stand there and wait until they have to submit by the 
spread of the disease to greater losses. It is not committing to him a 
dangerous power. As we do not give the machinery, so we do not put 
it in his power to exercise that power which some would imply. 

So far as concerns the question of the creation of claims against the 
Government hereafter, I propose hereafter, if we shall ever come to that 
point, to move an amendment expressly excluding anything of that 
kind, amounting to a direction, to a notice that the General Govern- 
ment is not to be responsible beyond the amount appropriated in the 
resolution. The amount is small, I know. That is made the subject 
of complaint. It can be enlarged. I think it ought to be greater, be- 
cause since this debate there is notice here of the outbreak of this 
disease in Illinois, notice of the outbreak of the disease in Iowa, and if I 
am not mistaken a Senator on this floor has a dispatch from the gov- 
ernor of Missouri calling the attention of that Senator to what he sup- 

to be an outbreak of the disease in that great State. I know 
Fispatches were published in the newspapers of yesterday stating that 
the disease had broken out in one of these States, and if this debate 
shall continue for a few days longer I think the necessity for it will be- 
come more and more apparent; and as the necessity grows so also does 
the responsibility for delay. 

What is the interest which is represented by the hundreds of mill- 
ions of dollars involved? Itis of immense consequence not only to a 
few States but to the nation in the te. Itisa question which 
involves the dependence, the ind ence of the people of the United 
States. While I would not for that reason have Congress enter on 
doubtful or dangerous ground, certainly in view of the precedents we 
have, those we have ourselves made, it can not be that the investment of 
a comparatively small sum of money to be used in.co-operation with 
the authorities of such States as may feel the need of that co-operation 
in any way violates the Constitution of the United States. If it islaw- 
ful by the Federal authority to destroy and stamp out the yellow-fever 
in the city of Memphis and the city of New Orleans, it is as lawful for 
the General Government to enter into its sacred precincts and in com- 
pany with the State itself stamp out any disease which by its spread 
threatens the vital interests of the people of the United States. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator accept an amendment to strike out 
‘í the State of Kansas” and insert ‘‘the States in which the same may 
be used?” X 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly, so far as I can accept it. I said the other 
day, I said from the beginning, that I was entirely willing to have its 
scope extended. I did not want in drawing it to make the suggestion, 
or be responsible for it, that the disease existed elsewhere. I that 
to be made hy oparien interested. Iam notonly willing but anxidus 
that it shall extend everywhere. As I said, it is not to-day a question 
that concerns the State of Kansas any more than it concerns the State 
of Missouri, and it no more concerns the State of Missouri than it does 
the State of Connecticut, because of this interest which builds up the 
great commercial interests of the country and feeds the people. While 
we may all be too suspicious, and this may not prove as serious as has 
been anticipated, it may prove a great deal more serious; and the mere 
suggestion, however faint it may be, that the herds of this country are 
threatened with this disease, or with any other contagious disease, and 
that there is not one single line of authority on the statute-book of the 
United States authorizing anything to be done and not one single dol- 
lar of money that can be applied, ought to be enough of itself to cause 
Congress to hasten, not delay, to the adoption of every measure that 
may be necessary, and which is consistent with a fair judgment as to 
what the power is, to put in motion the machinery to stamp it out and 
arrest the evil. 

But, Mr. President, I believe the danger is greater than any antici- 
pation that has yet been formulated about it. I have a letter in my 
pocket from one of the most intelligent cattle-men of my State. He 
says it is impossible to get a quarantine while every man wants to get 
his stock away, di ing the public safety and everything but hi 
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estimated or imagined, and he fears that no machinery that will be ap- 
plied from the single standpoint of the immediate locality in which the 
danger exists willever meet the case. As I said the other day, we want 
a national government that can equalize this, that can say whether Illi- 
nois shall quarantine against Kansas and New York against Illinois, 
and when it shall be said autheftically that the disease has disap- 
peared, that, it has been stamped out, it should convey that news in an 
authentic manner to every place where it is material to know the fact. 

Mr. President, one of the reasons why Great Britain is legislating 
against our meats has been the fact that it has been understood there, 
or at least ithas been assumed to be understood, that the foot-and-mouth 
disease existed in the United States. The report of this same cattle 
commission contains the orders of the privy council of Great Britain on 
this subject, orders based upon the alleged existence of foot-and-mouth 
disease in this country. It isa question that affects our foreign com- 
merce. 

It affects the ability of the people of the United States to export their 
cattle to the markets of Great Britain. We are liable at any time on 
account of this to have an entire embargo upon all this great interest; 
not merely an embargo on the part of one State against the cattle of 
another State, but an embargo against our export of cattle by the en- 
tire civilized world. And in view of these great interests possibly to 
be affected, probably to be affected, nay, affected now directly, as we 
ourselves know, it seems to me that we ought to hasten at once to the 
remedy that we can provide, in order, first, that the truth may be 
known; in order, second, that the cure may be applied, andin the next 
place that the world may be advised of what we have done and its effect 
upon this great interest, in order that our commerce may once more go 
along, as it has heretofore, unquestioned. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I certainly should not have troubled 
the Senate with a single word in respect to this measure if it had not 
been for the allusion made by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] 
a moment since to the fact that the motion to indefinitely postpone was 
made by myself, and to the fact that a few years since a bill that I had 
the honor to introduce and which was passed into a law, known as the 
act of the 2d of June, 1879, he seems to as a precedent for the 
legislation sought by his joint resolution. I only rise now for the pur- 
pose of calling the attention of that Senator to the fact that they are by 
no means similar or kindred propositions. The bill to which he refers 
had but one single object and purpose, and that was to so regulate com- 
merce as to prevent the introduction of contagious or infectious diseases 
from foreign countries into this country or from one State into another— 
simply and wholly.a regulation of commerce with foreign nations and 
among the several States. Not a single feature of the bill to which the 
Senator referred as introduced and advocated by myself proposed to 
authorize the National Board of Health to go into a State and deal with 
a disease confined to the limits of that State, except so far as the deal- 
ing with it might become an absolute necessity to prevent its introduc- 
tion into other States from ae eee State infected. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is p y what this measure intends to do, 
eradicating it so that it can not be imported elsewhere. It is not for 
the relief of the persons who are particularly interested in the sense of 
having cattle infected. There is nothing plainer than that, I think. 

Mr. HARRIS. The difference, as I think, between the bill to which 
the Senator refers and the pending measure is this: One, as I have 
already explained, simply proposed to regulate commerce soas to prevent 
the introduction of contagion from foreign countries into this or from 
one State into another, while if I understand the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas it is a distinct proposition to take from the Treasury 
asum of money for the purpose of dealing with a disease that is de- 
scribed as existing in a single State, and not to the matter of its trans- 
mission from one of the States to another State. In other the 
bill to which he refers as advocated by myself was purely intended to 
be no more nor less than aregulation of commerce. Ican hardly think 
the Senator from Kansas will treat his resolution as a commercial reg- 
ulation. > 

But I do not propose to go into the discussion of the merits of the 

uestion. Believing, as I believe, that we have no power to take money 

m the Treasury of the United States and appropriate it to dealing 
with this disease in a single State, I shall vote to postpone indefinitely 
the Senator’s resolution, and if that motion shall not prevail, when it 
comes upon the question of its passage I shall vote against it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to postpone the 
further consideration of the joint resolution indefinitely. 

Mr. CONGER. On that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 
ie ras and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. BOWEN (when" his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Jones]. If he were present, he would vote 
“yea” and I should vote ‘‘nay’’ on this motion. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY]. I do not 
see his colleague here and I do not know how he would vote on this 
proposition. I therefore refrain from voting. If at liberty I should 
vote “ yea.” 


Mr. VAN WYCK (when Mr. MANDERSON’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. MANDERSON ] would vote ‘“‘ nay,” but he is paired with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from New York 
vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. SLATER (when his name was called). 
paired with my colleague [Mr. DOLPH]. 
vote “yea.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
15, nays 32, as follows: 


I am paired with the 
[Mr. LAPHAM]. If he were here, I should 


On this question I am 
If he were here, I should 


YEAS—15. 

Bayard, Colquitt, Jackson, Ransom, 
Brown, Farley, Maxey, Saulsbury, 
den, Gorman, Pendleton, Vance. 

Coke, Harris, Pugh, 
NAYS—32. 
Allison, Edmunds, Logan, Plumb, 
Blair, Frye, Miller of Cal. Sawyer, 
Call, Garland, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis., George, Mitchell an Wyck, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Morrill, 9 
Conger, Hill, Palmer, Voorhees. 
Cullom, Hoar, Pike, Williams, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Platt, Wilson. 
ABSENT—29. 

Aldrich. Gibson, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Anthony, Groome, Lamar, Sabin, 
Beck, Hale, Lapham, Sewell, 
Bowen, Hampton, McMillan, later, 
Butler, n, McPherson, Walker. 
Cameron of Pa., Jonas, Mahone, 
Dolph, Jones of Florida, Manderson, 

ir, Jones of Nevada, Morgan, 


So the Senate refused to indefinitely postpone the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar] to postpone the further 
consideration of the joint resolution until Friday nekt. 

Mr. HOAR. I made this motion last week, in the absence of any 
authentic information, in order to gain some brief postponement. That 
has already happened. That is, three days of the seven contemplated 
in the original motion have already expired; and while I am not my- 
self informed as to the necessity of this matter sufficiently, yet the 
Senators representing the States affected claim to be, and I withdraw 
the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to, postpone is with- 
drawn. The question recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. COKE] to amend the paragraph proposed to be stricken out 
by the motion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to renew the motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, merely to state briefly why I should vote for such a prop- 
osition if it was pending. I do not wish to consume time. 

I am not troubled at all by the constitutional scruples which have 
been stated on the other side of the House. I do not care to discuss 
them, although I could no doubt repeat old arguments and answer old 
arguments again that have been discussed time out of mind. My objec- 
tion to this resolution and the reason why I should like to have it post- 
poned is that it is totally inadequate and impracticable; that we ought 
to deal with this question, not by piecemeal, not in small sums like this, 
not with undefined powers, but by some practical measure of legislation 
which will enable effective action to be had to stamp out infectious dis- 
eases among domestic animals. I am yet in hopes that the Senator 
from Kansas, seeing that this debate on his little resolution of $25,000 
has drawn out all the fire of the adversary, will allow the real question, 
the real bill, to come up, and if he chooses to ingraft this proposition on 
that bill, I would vote for it with the greatest pleasure. 

But for us now to have wasted one or two legislative days in consid- 
ering a measure so imperfect as this, when we have before us a propo- 
sition so important as the pleuro-pneumonia bill, it seems to me is a 
wasteful loss of time and making a needless controversy with the House. 
They have sent us a bill which, imperfect as it is, is an important one, 
and can be made vastly more important by suitable amendments that 
I hope the House will agree to; but now if we, having their bill on our 
table reported to us, send them a joint resolution involving only a sin- 
gle disease, much less important than pleuro-pneumonia, and appro- 
priating only a small sum, without defining the powers of the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture, it seems to me we are trifling with a great and 
important subject. : 

Mr. President, my hope is that, the Senator from Kansas having made 
his demonstration, and it appearing that there is really no pressure now 
in Kansas, in Missouri, or in Illinois that can not be dealt with by the 
local authorities, he will allow this resolution to’stand over a while and 
take up the more important question of the general bill. 

Let me state one or two practical objections to this measure. This 
authorizes the Commissioner of Agriculture to spend $25,000. What 
is he to do with that money? If it is merely wanted to inquire into 
the fact whether or not the foot-and-mouth disease exists in Kansas he 
has already $25,000, appropriated last year, now in the Treasury, for 
that very purpose, and the same provision is made in the bill this year. 
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Last year there was $25,000 appropriated to enable him to investigate 
into the causes and all about these diseases, and that money is still un- 
expended, available at this moment for investigation. What more can 
he do under this resolution now pending than is authorized to be done 
under the existing annual appropriation that is made for this purpose ? 
Nothing, unless he has the power to go in and kill diseased cattle. It 
is confined now; it ought to extend to sheep and hogs, because they are 
subject to this foot-and-mouth disease as much ascattle. Is there power 
under this provision as it stands for the Government of the United States. 
to seize the private property of individuals? How can he act in the 
absence of all law defining the mode of seizing on this property, the mode 
of paying forit, the mode of ascertainingits value, and all the various par- 
ticulars that are essential to a practical measure? It is impracticable. 
All he can do if this resolution passes is to inquire into the existence of 
the alleged disease in Kansas and when it is extended to the other States, 
but he dare not seize and kill a man’s cattle, because he has no le; 
authority to do it unless some provision is made for payment for the cat- 
tle, because the Constitution in its plain provisions does come in and de- 
clare that private property shall not be taken for public use, to prevent the 
extension of the disease into other herds, unless it is paid for. Unless 
some provision is made for its payment it would be a usurpation on the 
partof the National Government toseizea man’s private property. Itcan 
not do anything with it at all until some provision is made to pay for it. 
How shall it be ascertained? How far would $25,000 go to stamp out 
an infectious disease in a herd of cattle? How many cattle would that 
kill? One thousand, perhaps, at $25 a head. 

This shows that the measure is totally inadequate for the purpose; 
that it has not the necessary provisions to carry it into effect. Thereis 
a still graver feature in regard to these infectious diseases. Cattle may 
be imported from all the countries of the world now under the provis- . 
ions of the existinglaw, subject only to be put in quarantine, but I very 
much doubt whether the quarantine, although it was established on 
my order, is authorized by the existing law. I doubted it at the time. 
There is very grave doubts of it when you come to examine the power 
conferred by Congress, until the last two or three years, to establish 
quarantine. Now, there is no power in this Government to kill or de- 
stroy any animal imported into this country although it has the mouth- 
and-foot disease. The Secretary of the Treasury and the proper officers. 
of the Government have communicated to Congress over and over again 
that he is in that dilemma; that ifa herd of infected cattle are brought 
into this country there is no power given to that Department or to any 
Department of this Government to destroy those cattle, although they 
are plainly covered with disease. There is no law authorizing it. He 
may put them in quarantine, but where an imported herd is brought 
here and put into quarantine it does disseminate the disease. There 
is no power to destroy the herd or a single head of the herd, 

With this imperfect state of the law on the subject of quarantine on 
the subject of contagious and infectious diseases, why is it not better to- 
take up the bill sent to us by the House and ingraft on it such addi- 
tional provisions as will enable the measure to be effective, and in the 
two days we have wasted on this debate we might probably have 
passed a law that would stop the terrors that now threaten the whole 
Western country. 

Under its quarantine the Treasury Department prevented the exten- 
sion of pleuro-pneumonia across the Alleghany range. It has existed 
for many years; it has been imported into this country, and ever since 
1866 it is admitted that pleuro-pneumonia has existed in the District 
of Columbia, in Maryland, Pennsylvania, and allalong the coast. Mas- 
sachusetts.is the only State that seized upon it and stamped it out, as. 
they say. Connecticut no doubt has passed very wise laws on the sub- 
ject. But the pleuro-pneumonia has existed now for sixteen years in 
all these States, but it has never crossed the Alleghany Mountains. 
Suppose it should cross that mountain range, suppose a single herd, yes, 
a single ox or a bull or one of these valuable cows thatare brought over 
from Europeshould be affected with pleuro-pneumonia which prevails 
in almost every country of Europe, and convey by contact that disease 
to our herds in Ohio and Kentucky, which, although not so numerous 
as the Western herds, are immensely more valuable per capita, because 
they are more highly bred and much more valuable in many respects. 
Suppose you get pleuro-pneumonia into that region, nothing in the 
world would prevent its extension westward. Why? Because the 
regular course of merchandise is for the Western dealers to go to Ohio 
and Kentucky and all these high-breeding States and take out cattle to 
improve their stock; and if we should once get this disease into Ohio it 
would be carried into Indiana, Illinois, and so on to the Western plains; 
and once get a single herd in the plains diseased, and there is no power 
under heaven except the destruction of vast herds that could stop that 
terrible evil. 

Mr. President, I say therefore that we are wasting time in consid- 
ering this resolution, because it does not reach the magnitude of the 
evils that threaten our country, although it is just as natural as can be 
for the Senator from Kansas to seize upon a single diseased herd in 
probably a single county in the State of Kansas and rush here to ask 
us for $25,000 to help stamp out this foot-and-mouth disease which, 
although probably worse in some respects than the pleuro-pneumonia, 
is not so dangerous, is not so destructive. According to the English 
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authorities it has never carried away 10 per cent. of any herd, and 
usually not more than 2 or3 percent. It is a disease that expires in 
six days. It is like comparing the chicken-pox with the small-pox, 
when you compare the foot-and-mouth disease with pleuro-pneumonia, 
which destroys immense herds and has actually made it impossible to 
raise cattle in certain parts of Australia. 


It seems to me that we ought to deal with the greater question, and 
then we can by simple provisions of law prevent the importation of 
diseased cattle and provide for their destruction. There can be no ques- 
tion of authority upon that subject, because that is plainly a regulation 
of foreign commerce, and we can prevent the dissemination of the dis- 
ease through our own ports. There can be no question about it. Al- 
though I do notsee any reason why I should not vote for this resolution 
if it shall be pressed to a vote and sent to the House because I am in 
favor of a stronger measure, at the same time I am in hopes the Senator 
from Kansas will allow us to take up the other bill and proceed with 
that and finish it. I hope in that way we shall get a practical measure 
in a safe form to send to the House, and we shall probably have a law 
passed much sooner than it will be if passed in the form of the present 


resolution. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] moves that the further consideration of the resolution be post- 


poned until Friday next. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say for one week. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me ask the Senator from Ohio, if we can not get 
all we want, must we not have anything? I do not claim that this is 
adequate to a great emergency or perhaps equal to the emergency that 
is on us now; but we havehad notice filed upon us here that the bill of 
which he speaks and which he thinks ought to be passed, as I do, will 
be debated at great length. There is no probability that the bill will 
become a law inside of three weeks. It may not become a law inside 
of a month or six weeks, and perhaps even not at all, as is suggested 
from the other side. 

This resolution is at least a step in the right direction. If it does 
not do all that is required, it must be remembered that it commences 
at the incipiency of the disease. If it does not meet the emergency in 
the State of Kansas where the disease has broken out in the most viru- 
lent shape, it may eradicate it in States like Missouri and Illinois 
where it is just getting a foothold. It can not do any hurt. 

If the Senator from Ohio thinks the amount appropriated is not large 
enough, Iam sure the Senate will listen to him while he moves to make 
it larger. If we do not give the Commissioner of Agriculture the power 
which he says he ought to have, we at least give what many gentlemen 
on the other side of the Chamber hold to be an unconstitutional power, 
and we put him in the field to do what he can do and what now he can 
not do. We shall at least have added something, and that too imme- 
diately, to what now exists, or rather we shall have put in the place of 
nothing something which can not but give the Commissioner the au- 
thority to do something at least to alleviate the danger and to prevent 
its further spread. 

In addition to that, Mr. President, the bill which the Senator men- 
tions provides elaborately for the drawing up of rules and that they 
shall be submitted to the State authorities, and nothing can be done 
under that bill until all this machinery has been provided, and that 
will take months longer. Certainly we shall not under ordinary cir- 
cumstances get into operation under that bill before next fall. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Ohio state 
whether his motion was to postpone until Friday or for a week? 

Mr. SHERMAN. For one week. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator to 
renew the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts. The Senator 
from Ohio moves that the resolution be postponed for one week. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I intend to vote for that motion, but before doing 
so I wish to explain that it is because I am quite willing to vote to take 
up instantly the general bill and proceed with all haste to perfect it and 
adopt it. I will do anything within reason to prevent this evil from 


spreading. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In order to test the sense of the Senate, I will 
move, without desiring at all to take charge of the bill, to take up the 
House bill at this time. That is perfectly in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. I raise the point of order that that motion can not 
be made at this of parliamentary proceedings. . 

7 oe SHERMAN. To postpone this resolution and take up the House 
ill? 

Mr. INGALLS. That was not the motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Butthat was the motion I designed to submit. I 
do not desire to antagonize this measure; but thisis an imperfect meas- 
ure, and I think it would be wise for the Senate to do what I propose. 
I therefore submit the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is under the impression 
that this bill, not being a special order, a motion to take it up comes 
under the provisions of motions under Rule IX. He intimated a dif- 
ferent opinion the other day; but he issatisfied on further examination 
that on the suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
the Chair was in error strictly on that point. - 

As this measure is not a special order, and as it is now after 2 o'clock 


and the bill is on the Calendar, the Chair thinks Rule IX does apply 
to it; and if it does, then the second provision of the rule that ‘‘a mo- 
tion to proceed to the consideration of any other bill on the Calendar 
may be made”’ applies, and such a motion hasall the privilege of a ques- 
tion of order, so that the motion is to be decided without amendment 
and without debate. The Chair will entertain the motion of the Seng- 
tor from Ohio. 

Mr. BLAIR. It does not seem to me that the pleuro-pneumonia bill 
can at this time, as a matter even of good faith, be brought before the 
Senate for discussion, certainly not without the opposition of every 
friend of the pending measure. 5 

The bill relating to common schools was before the Senate for discus- 
sion as a special order and laid before the Senate. It had the right of 
way. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME] had introduced this res- 
olution and it was being discussed in the morning hour, at least prior 
to 2 o'clock. By an explicit arrangement and understanding between 
ourselves I assented to the informal laying aside of that bill in order 
that his resolution might be disposed of, he saying that if that was 
done the pleuro-pneumonia bill proper might be postponed without any 
opposition from the friends of this resolution, and in fact they would 
aid in securing the immediate consideration of the school bill. Now 
that being the fact, the matter went on under this order of the Senate 
made by unanimous consent: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore— 

At 2 o'clock on Friday— 

The hour of 2 o’clock haying arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay 
before the Senate the special order, being the bill (S. 398) to aid in the establish- 
ment and temporary support of common schools. 

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr.GARLAND] was thenspeaking. Irose 
and said: 

I have no desire to interfere with the remarks of the Senator from Arkansas, 
In fact it would, of course, appear to beadiscourtesy to him, and after a confer- 
ence with the friends of the pending joint resolution I have consented that the 
special order be laid aside informally, to be taken up when the pending measure 
is disposed of— 

It might be during that day, or it might be during to-day, but when- 
ever the pending measure was disposed of the school bill was to be 
taken up— 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Is there objection to laying aside the special 
order informally forthe further consideration of the resolution which has been 
before the Senate? The Chair hears no objection. 

Contrary to the expectation of the friends of the resolution, or I think 
any one else, it consumed the entire day in debate, but with the un- 
derstanding on my part, and I think it must have been on the part of 
everybody, that the school bill was simply laid aside informally, the - 
matter went over until to-day. To-day at 2 o’clock, while the honor- 
able Senator who has made this motion was in the chair, I called up 
the matter again and stated the circumstances; he placed the school bill 
before the Senate and it was put in that way, that by declaration of the 
Senate, unanimous consent of the Senate, it stood the same as though 
again informally laid aside, and it has now the right of way, and by a 
single objection I suppose the further consideration of this resolution 
could be prevented and the school bill become at once in order. 

I hope under these circumstances the Senator from Ohio will not press 
his motion. I do not think it would be an act of good faith under all 
the circumstances. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In consideration of the fact that the Senator from 
New York [Mr. MILLER] who has charge of the pleuro-pneumonia 
bill states that his purpose is to bring it up as soon as possible before 
the Senate I withdraw thé motion to postpone, and shall make no 
further opposition to what I regard as an insufficient measure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio with- 
draw his motion to postpone for a week? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Chair’s intimation will not stand asa ruling 
of the Chair, because I would desire to call the Chair’s attention to 
some considerations connected with it if it were to be a question of or- 
der. , Of course I shall not take time to doso now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] to amend the h proposed 
to ee out by the motion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN |]. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word ‘‘agriculture,’’ at theend of the 
fifth line, it is proposed to insert ‘‘ with the consent of;’’ and, in lines 6 
and 7, to strike out ‘‘ of the Stateof Kansas” and insert ‘‘ of the State 
in which it may be used.” 

Mr. DAWES. Is that all one amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is strictly two amendments in 
two different places. ' 

Mr. DAWES. Iask for a division of the question. There seem to 
be two independent propositions. I should be very glad to vote for the 
latter one but not for the former. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the Senator has a 
right to have the question divided, as there are strictly two separate 
amendments. 
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Mr. DAWES. Iask for a division of the question. Ido not want 
any such State-rights doctrine as is implied in the first part of the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will then put the question 
on the first amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas, which is 
to insert after the word “‘ agriculture,” in the fifth line, the words 
‘with the consent of.’’ 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I regret very much that the Senator 
from Massachusetts should be compelled to express himself on any 
occasion in fayor of the rights of the States against the Federal Gov- 
ernment, for I have no doubt that the Senator from Massachusetts, rep- 
resenting an ancient Commonwealth, has brought himself to the con- 
clusion that there is nothing that the United States may desire to doin 
respect to the matters which rest properly in charge of the States that 
it may not do. 

“Mr. DAWES. I do not consent to concede to any other Senator any 
more solicitation for the just rights of the States than myself. No 
Senator here will go further than I will go to defend the States in all 
the rights they have, but I do not propose by any action of mine to set 
a State up above the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. The State of Massachusetts will not be set above 

- the United States, nor will the State of Kansas, by my consent, except 
in respect to those powers that belong peculiarly and exclusively under 
the Constitution to the States; and within those powers I haveno doubt 
that I have the sympathy and the concurrence of all the real, well-in- 
structed publicists in this body when I say that the States are just as 
supreme within the line and limit of their own sovereignty as the 
United States is within the limits of its sovereignty. 

But the alarm which the Senator from Massachusetts seemed to take 
at the language which the Senator from Texas desires to strike out of 
the resolution and incorporate in lieu thereof was based on the idea 
that it contained some suggestion of State rights. This measure, Mr. 
President, has undergone a considerable investigation upon questions 
of constitutional law that are supposed to be involved in it. I do not 
propose to review the grounds that have been taken, or to undertake 
to vindicate either of the opinions of Judge Story in his commentaries 
as expressed on both sides of this question, as he has I believe on both 
sides of almost every question that he ever indulged in a commentary 
upon. So far as his authority goes it is certainly very high, very emi- 
nent. It leaves every man who is to follow him in discussion and in 
making up his opinion to his own right of private judgment upon every 
constitutional question. Perhaps that is the best disposition he could 
have made of it after all, for I do not think any set of jurists have ever 
existed in this country who could arrogate to themselves the absolute 
right of defining in advance and for all coming generations what should 
be the construction of the Constitution and its application in every par- 
ticular to the emergencies as they might arise in the course of national 
administration or State administration in the United States. 

I am very glad that our Constitution has an opportunity of growth, 
something similar to that which has taken place in the constitution of 
England, predicated upon the solemn judgment of bei pono as they 
progress from stage to stage and from year to year in civilization and in 
the remarkable development of science, of energy, and of prosperity. 
The words of the Constitution were left purposely to a large extent in- 
aac eo that we might find in their subsequent application, as I 
think, that there was not too much friction in any portion of it, but that 
we were left to a just and fair interpretation of its powers according to 
the general intent and purpose as expressed in the instrument at large, 
all its parts being taken together. Ep 

While, therefore, I am a strict constructionist of the Constitution in 
those parts particularly which define the jurisdiction of the two gov- 
ernments which we have to deal with here, the State governments and 
the National Government, I still am not disposed to deny to the Gov- 
ernmentof the United States those inherent and necessary powers which 
belong toit as a government. Ifind that inherent and necessary power 
to exist for the purpose of defeating an invasion of an enemy, and for the 
purpose also under some conditions of providing for the general welfare 
and common defense, and many other matters which might be defined if 
I chose to take time to do so. 

We have, however, two governments here, one a State government, 
with its peculiar jurisdiction, another a National Government, with its 
peculiar and separate jurisdiction; and the difficulty that seems to be 
presented in this case is whether we are bringing these two governments 
into collision as to their respective powers by the language of the reso- 
lution that we propose to adopt. To my apprehension we are doing 
this; we are und ing to and to execute through an act of 
Congress powers that belong exclusively to the States. I would not go 
to the extent of saying that the Government of the United States can 
not appropriate money for the purpose of arresting or, as it is said, of 
stamping out some great existing or threatening danger to the food sup- 
ply of this great country; but I would say that the execution of the 
power of stamping out, repressing, or preventing this disease and its 
spread is undoubtedly in my opinion confided to the States as a police 
or, if you please to say so, as a quarantine regulation. 

ing thus confided to the States, it is the duty and is the right 
of the State to take charge of the subject, as has been done in the 


State of Connecticut so clearly, so forcibly, in its statutes, and in Mas- 


sachusetts, and also in other States of the Union. Let the States pro- 
vide the means by which this disease is to be arrested, provide for the 
condemnation and destruction of whatever property it may be neces- 
sary to destroy in order to reach the evil, and then let the United 
States come in, as it has a perfect right in my opinion to do, and vote a 
subvention to the States to enable them to pay the part of the expense 
of this operation which ought justly to be defrayed by the people at 
large in consideration of the benefits they receive. 

I would not object to that; and although my State owes $10,000,000 
and is severely crippled by the results of a terrible civil war, and al- 
though we have an enormous population to educate in Alabama who 
have no-property and scarcely the means of earning anything of that 
sort, and although we feel the burdens of local government upon us per- 
haps very much more severely than the splendid young State of Kansas, 
which owes but a million of dollars, and has had very large and splen- 
did contributions from the Government of the United States of public 
lands, &c., I still would vote to tax my people to raise a subvention for 
the benefit of the State of Kansas if it can be made to appear here that 
the State of Kansas needs the Government aid of the United States to 
the extent of raising $25,000. If that does appear here, I will vote it; 
if it does not appear here, I can not justify myself in giving that vote, 
for all I can doin my judgment of my constitutional powers and rights 
is to vote the money of the United States to aid a State which is in- 
capable of aiding herself to the extent required by the calamity thatis 
presented. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator from Alabama yield for a motion to 
adjourn? 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not expect to speak longer than a moment. 
I do not care about detaining the Senate further. I have stated as far 
as I have aright to go. I hold no commission here to legislate for 
Kansas, and Ihave no right to gointo that State and have cattle killed, 
and therefore I donot want to doit, Iwant the Legislature of Kansas, 
that I understand is about to be in session, to take entire charge of this 
matter. It is said here that the resolution requires that that shall be 
done, because what we do here is to be done in co-operation with the 
State of Kansas. Why, sir, we have no more right to co-operate with 
the State of Kansas than we have to legislate for her in a matter that 
belongs to her jurisdiction. 

When we send out our Commissioner of Agriculture into Kansas to 
co-operate with that State we send him out perhaps as a servant, a 
subordinate, of the State of Kansas to do what? If he does co-operate 
with the State, only to pay over the money. That is all he can do. 
He can not co-operate in passing a law to buy cattle at the great prices 
su by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMS] as being paid 
for Kentucky cattle. That would soon exhaust the appropriation. There 
is only enough to pay for three Kentucky bulls in this bill. When he 
gets there with his $25,000, what will he do? He will first, in order to 
co-operate with Kansas, find out what Kansas has done. Well, Kansas 
has not done anything as yet on this subject, because it seems she has 
no law like Connecticut has, and therefore we must wait until Kansas 
legislates. If you were to send your Commissioner of Agriculture to 
Connecticut to co-operate with the State authorities there with $25,000 
he would understand precisely what he had to do. The sovereign Com- 
monwealth of Connecticut having enacted her laws on this question, 
and having a full corps of officials for the purpose of executing them in 
a lawful and proper way, the co-operation of the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture in that State would be simply to hand over $25,000 to the Con- 
necticut authorities to be expended according to the Connecticut laws. 

Now, it is precisely the same case or will be the same case in Kansas, 
because if Kansas does nothing we can not co-operate except in doing 
nothing. Ifshe does something by the enactment ofa law we co-oper- 
ate and enable her to carry that law into effect. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Allow me to remind the Senator that the Legisla- 
ture of Kansas will meet to-morrow. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the very proposition I had in view. She 
has no system as yet. To-morrow she will meet to make a system. 
After welearn what her system is and what her necessities are, then if 
it is necessary and proper we can vote a subvention to Kansas to help 
her to do this thing; or we might pledge her in advance now that we 
will assume such a portion of this expense as may be properly put to 
the national account, if there is any portion of it that should go prop- 
erly to that account. That is the whole case as I understand it. 

Now, Mr. President, I am opposed to this calamity legislation. I 
have been worried to death almost listening here every time a tornado 
passed over one portion of the country or a rain-storm over another, a 
hurricane somewhere at sea, or acattle disease, hog-cholera, trichinosis, 
or the like, and finding Senators rising in their places and proclaiming to 
the world that their country was laboring under a great calamity, and 
that it was necessary for us to hurry up and vote money very quickly in 
order to stop the invasion of some disease or some great evil about the 
country. 

Mr. MAXEY. Suppose that when the Legislature of Kansas meet 
to-morrow they should assume that the repression of this cattle disease 
fell within the police power or police regulation of the State of Kansas, 
and were to proceed to make laws regulating that, would this Govern- 
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ment have any control over those laws or could we interfere with that 
right of the State? i < 

Mr. MORGAN. Not a particle in the world; and if she were to 
make such regulations it would only establish, so far as Kansas under- 
stands it and as we all must understand it, that she has a right to pass 
those regulations; and if she have the right to pass these police regula- 
tions I do not see where we get the power to doit. We can aid her 
with money, but we can not aid her with legislation. We can furnish 
her any supply of money that is in the Treasury of the United States 
that may be necessary, but we can not furnish her with any law to 
manage the thing within her own borders. That is the point I make. 

About three or four weeks ago there was sent to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations a very just series of resolutions relating to the fact 
that our meats had been excludeđ from foreign countries because they 
were alleged to be diseased with trichinosis. That committee have had 
that subject under consideration, and I hope will be very soon able to 
report upon it. The Senate debated that subject for a day or two—a 
very important question. The legislation that was proposed here was 
upon the hypothesis that we had not been fairly dealt with in foreign 
countries in of the estimate those countries put upon meats we 
shipped abroad; that there was a false clamor over there about this busi- 
ness. Ishould like to know, after the debate that has been carried on 
in the Senate for two days upon this new calamity, how much injury 
have we inflicted upon the actual value of the cattle that are to be ex- 
ported to foreign countries. Why, sir, it will rate by millions of dol- 


lars necessarily; and yet while we are doing this one of the Senators | Call 


from Kansas informs us that he believes the whole subject is much 
overstated; he believes that there is not any great ground for appre- 
hension as to the exigency or the extent or the importance of this inva- 
sion of disease among the cattle in Kansas. I hope that that Senator 
is correct about it, and I am very strongly inclined to believe that he is. 

Twenty-five thousand dollars is sought to be appropriated by this 
resolution to stamp out this enormous national calamity. Why, sir, 
the nations abroad will laugh at us if they believe that we are in earnest 
in assuming that there is such a calamity visiting the cattle of this 
country when we stop the appropriation at $25,000. They, I hope, will 
come to the conclusion that a good deal of this clamor has originated in 
an earnest desire on the part of Senators to express themselves favorably 
to theinterestofa very powerful voting population in the United States— 
the farmers. I hope they will come to that conclusion, for if they 
should not I think our steamships—not ours, but some other body’s 
steamships—that have been loaded with cattle across the Atlantic for 
years past will not have cargoes to foreign countries after a while. 

If we had let this matter alone and allowed the State of Kansas or 
Missouri or wherever else this disease may exist to deal with it as the 
people of Alabama deal with the cotton-worm and as the other visita- 
tions upon the crops of the country are dealt with by the States, we 
should ine served our country very much better than to bring in a 
resolution for $25,000 to stamp out a disease which is said to be national 
in itsimportance. If this disease ought to be stamped out by Congress, 
this bill ought not to stop at $25,000. That is paltering with the sub- 
ject. It ought to be a million dollars perhaps; it ought to be a sum 
large enough so that the whole resources of this Government as far as 
may be needed can be concentrated on the purpose of stamping out 
this disease and so that the nations of the earth will understand that 
that is exactly what we are doing. 

The people of Alabama have no particular interest in whether the 
poise Sy andes disease is in Kansas or not so faras the consumption of 
beef is concerned, for we get little or perhaps no supply of beef from 
that quarter; and so there are very few people outside of the large North- 
ern and Northeastern cities that have any concernin this matter. The 
real concern about the existence of this disease after all, so far as it 
affects the particular market, is beyond the water. 

Now, sir, if we allow these questions to go to the departments where 
they properly baong the governments of the different States, and allow 
them to deal with these questions without continually hauling them 
up in Congress for the purpose of making the world understand how 
many calamitous visitations there are upon our cattle, we shall serve our 
country to a very much better purpose than we can ibly do by pass- 
ing resolutions of this kind or assuming doubtful jurisdiction over ques- 
tions of this kind. 

I will not, Mr. President, stop now to debate the constitutional 
questions which have been involved in this controversy any further 
than I have; merely stated my personal opinion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the first amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let the amendment be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert the words “with the 
consent of” after the word ‘‘agriculture,’’ in line 5. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BECK (when his name was called). I am paired on all matters 
connected with this question with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], 
who is necessarily absent. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). On this vote I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. If present, he 
would vote ‘‘ yea’’ and I should vote ‘‘nay.’? 


Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). I am paired witlthe 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY]. 

Mr. MANDERSON wen his name was called). On this resolution 
I was paired with the tor from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. If 
present, I understand that he would vote ‘‘yea’’ on this amendment. 
I transfer my pair, however, to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH], and vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

Mr. VAN WYCK (when his name was called). Iam paired for the 
day with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR]. He is opposed 
to the resolution and I am in favor of it. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (after having voted in the affirmative). 
I agreed to. pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Jackson]. I 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. My pair with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
LAPHAM] is transferred to the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas], 
who is absent. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. CAMDEN. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. KEN- 
NA], who is absent, is paired on all political questions with the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 24; as follows: 


n YEAS—18, 

Brown, Colquitt, Hawle Ransom, 

Se Farley, Ingalls,’ Vest, ` 
Camden, George, ey, Williams. 

1, Gorman, Mo: A 
Coke, Plumb, 
NAYS—2, 
Allison, Garland, Miller of N. Y., Platt, 
Bayard, Hill, Miller of Cal., Pugh, 
Blair, Hoar, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Conger, oo Morrill, erman, 
Cullom, Me. ilan, Pendleton, Voorhees, 
Edmunds, Manderson, e, Wilson. 
ABSENT—H, 
Aldrich, Fair, Jones of Florida, Sabin, 
Anthony, ©, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
= Gibson, Kenna, Sewell, 
Bowen, Groome, 7 Slater, 
Butler, e, Lapham, Vance, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton, McPherson, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Mahone, Walker. 
Dawes, Jackson, Palmer, 
Dolph, Jonas, Riddleberger, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore., The question recurs on the second 
amendment 'proposid by the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], on which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 6 and 7, after the word ‘ authorities,” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ of the State of Kansas” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words ‘‘of the States in which it may be used.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not understand that the yeas and nays have 
been ordered on this amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays, as the Chair 
understands, were ordered on the whole amendment, which was treated 
as one at that time, of the Senator from Texas; but the matter being 
divided, the Chair supposes the order for the yeas and nays applied to 
both parts. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I ask unanimous consent that the order direct- 
ing the yeas and nays to be taken on this amendment be rescinded. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the suggestion? 
The Chair hears none, and the order for the yeas and nays is rescinded. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now recurs on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to strike out the words 
which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The words proposed to be stricken out are: 
And in co-operation with the proper authorities of the States in which it ma 
be used in eradicating a con ous disease popularly known as the foot-and- 
mouth disease, now prevailing to an alarming extent among the cattle of that 
State ; the expenditure of the above sum, or any part thereof, to be limited to 

the emergency now existing. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think the object of the Senator from Ohio is accom- 
plished by the adoption of the latter portion of the amendment of the 
Senator from Texas. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And striking out in lines 8 and 9 the words: 

Now prevailing to an alarming extent among the cattle of that State. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the part 
proposed to be stricken out on the motion of the Senator from Ohio. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 6 and 7 it is proposed to strike out 
“and in co-operation with the proper authorities of the State of Kan- 
sas. A 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The words following ought to be stricken out by 
common consent: 


Now prevailing to an alarming extent among the cattle of that State. 
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The Senator from Missouri has the 
Does the Senator from Missouri yield to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio to strike out the words— 

Now prevailing to an alarming extent among the cattle of that State. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
floor. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Now I move to insert, after the word ‘‘disease,’’ in the 
eighth line, the words: 

So as to prevent the spreading of said disease to other States or Territories. 


Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest) 

Mr. MORRILL. If the Senator from Missouri will withdraw the 
words ‘‘ to other States or Territories” I think he will accomplish all his 


purpose. 

Mr. VEST. I have no particular choice about the language. I do 
not believe Congress has the right to legislate as to a disease inside of a 
State except to prevent its spreading to other States or Territories. That 
is the whole of it. If that is the purpose of the resolution, as the mover 
says it is, I can see no objection to putting in this language, so as to put 
that construction beyond a doubt. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT]. f 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Now, Mr. President, as we have got through with 
the various amendments, it would be in ing to know precisely how 
the resolution reads at this time. Iask that it may be reported in full 
as it has been amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read as 
amended if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, &c., That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as is necessary, be, 


and hereby is, appropriated, to be used under the direction of the Commissioner 


of Agriculture and in co-operation with the proper authorities in the States in 
which it may be used, in eradicating a contagious disease popularly known as 
the foot-and-mouth dis so as to prevent the spreading of said disease to 
other States or Territories; the expenditure of the above sum, or any part thereof, 
to be limited to the emergency now existing; and a full report of such expendi- 
ture and the result thereof to be made to Congress by the Commissioner of 
Agriculture at the earliest practicable date. 

Mr PLUMB. I move tostrike out ‘‘ twenty-five ’’ and insert “‘fifty;”’ 
30 as to make the appropriation $50,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope that will be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. BAYARD. I sent to the desk an amendment some time since 
that I should like to have now considered. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Delaware proposes 
an amendment which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 6 and 7 it is proposed to strike out: 

In co-operation with the proper authorities of the States in which it may be 
used, in eradicating. 

And insert in lieu thereof: 

To obtain and disseminate information in relation to the treatment, cure, and 
prevention of. 

Mr. PLUMB. That would destroy the measure. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will state that I am perfectly willing that this 
amount shall be given for the purpose of gaining all the information 
that may be necessary (probably a great deal of which may be difficult 
to obtain by State means) to instruct the people of this country in the 
proper manner of arresting the disease and preventing its inoculation; 
but I am not willing, under this process of eradication, to commit the 
Treasury of the United States, as it will be committed by this resolu- 
tion, not to the $50,000 appropriated; that will be but a drop in the 
bucket; it will be a mere Rea. bite com with the damages that 
must be paid out of the Treasury, should this amount of $50,000 or 
$25,000 or any other sum be appropriated as the entering-wedge to the 
responsibility of the Treasury of the United States for the destruction 
of cattle under the system of eradication which is proposed by this 


measure. 

That is all I propose to say by way of explanation. Iask for the yeas 
and nays on my amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when Mr. ALDRICH’s name was called). Ian- 
nounce the pair of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. I understand 
the Senator from Rhode Island would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. BECK (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Maine [ Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. 


Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I announce the pair 


between the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM] and the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas]. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MITCHELL. My pair with the Senator from West Virgi 
[Mr. KENNA] has been transferred to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 


HARRISON]. I vote “nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 28; as follows: 
YEAS—14. 
Bayard, Colquitt, Jackson, Pugh, 
Brown, Farley, Maxey, Vest.’ 
Camden, Gorman, Mo: ý 
Coke. i Pendleton, 
NAYS—23. 
Allison, Edmunds, MeMillan, tt, 
Blair, Garland, Manderson, Plumb, 
Call, Miller of Cal. Sabin, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Miller of N. Y. Sawyer, 
1l, ill, Mitchell, Voorhees, 
Conger. Ingalls, orrill, Williams, 
Cullom, Logan, Pike, Wilson. 
Aldrich, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Anthony, Gibson Kenna, Sewell, 

A Groome, M Sherman, 
Bowen, Hale, Lapham, Slater, 
Butler, nel ec McPherson, Vance, 
Cameron of Pa., m, Mahone, Van Wyck, 

wes, Hoar, Palmer, Walker. 
Dolph, Jonas, Ransom, 

ir, '  JonesofFlorida, Riddieberger, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. PLUMB. I offer the following amendment, to come in at the 
close of the resolution: 

Provided, That no action of the Commissioner of Agriculture hereunder shall 
commit the Government beyond the amount herein appropriated. 

The amendment-was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments made as in Commie of mo Whole were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was to be engrossed for a third i 
and read the third time. te 

Mr. BAYARD. Iask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
resolution. á 
t fi and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY]. I should vote ‘‘nay”’ 
were he present. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when Mr. HARRISON’s name was 
called). The Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] has been called 
home by pressing professional business. During his absence he is paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. He requested me 
to announce the pair. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iwas paired with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], but the pair has been 
transferred to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. I vote 

yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I announce the pair 
between the the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM] and the Sena- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas]. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. KENNA] is 
paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Harrison ]. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Allison, Garland, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Blair, Geo Miller of Cal. Vest. 

K Hawley, Miller of N. Ý., Voorhees, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Mitchell, Williams, 
Qo > poet aia Wilson. 

nger, Inga! e, 
Cullom, Loran, Plumb, 
Edmunds, McMillan, Sabin. 
NAYS—14. 
Bayard Colquitt, Jackson, 7 
Brown, Farley, Maxey, Ee m. 
Camden, Gorman, Mo . 
Coke, Harris, Pendleton, 
ABSENT—33. 
Aldrich, ©, Kenna, Sew 
An A Gib, Lamar, te A 
Beck, Groome, oem, s 
Howen; Hale, McPherson, pe n; ek, 
utler, Hampton, Mahone, an Wy 
Cameron of Pa., on fom Palmer, Walker. 
Jonas, Platt, 
Dolph, Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, 
Fair, Jones of Nevada, bury, 


So the joint resolution was passed. 
AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 
Mr. BLAIR. I ask that the regular order be laid before the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshi 
calls for the regular order, which is the first special order, being the bill 
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(5. 398) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common 
schools. 
Mr. CONGER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
NAMING OF A PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Before putting the question the Chair 
again asks unanimous consent of the Senate, if the Chair shall be obliged 
to leave town to-morrow, that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
may preside for the next three days. Is there objection? The 
hears no objection, and it is soordered. Itis moved that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 51 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, March 17, 1884. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
$. LINDSAY, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and approved. 
ANNA ROSELLA BRUMIDI. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
State, transmitting a dispatch from the consul-general of the United 
States at Rome in relation to the rights of Anna Rossella Brumidi, 
widow of Constantine Brumidi, fresco painter of the Capitol building, 
with inclosure accompanying the same; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


CALIFORNIA AND OREGON RAILROAD. 


Mr. BELFORD. I ask consent to submit my individual views as one 
of the minority of the Committee on Public Lands upon the bill reported 
last Saturday from that committee to declare forfeited certain land 

ts to aid in the construction of a railroad from the Central Pacific 
ilroad in California to Portland, in Oregon, and that it be printed 
with the report of the majority. 

There was no objection; and the views were received and ordered to 
be printed with the report of the majority. 

JEANNETTE ARCTIC EXPEDITION. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. By instruction of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
I ask consent to submit for present consideration the resolution which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Ĉlerk of the House of Representatives be directed to pay 
out of the appropriation for contingent expenses of the House all the 
ineurred by the Gommittes on Naval Affairs under the resolution to investigate 
the conduct of the Jeannette Arctic ex ition upon vouchers approved by the 
chairman of said committee: Provided That all such expenditures under this 
resolution shall not exceed the sum of 35,000, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be some explanation as to whether 
it is believed any further investigation is required. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will permit the explanation to be made 
subject to the right to object to consider the resolution at the present 
time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. On the motion of the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. WASHBURN] the House adopted a resolution directing the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs to investigate the conduct and management of 
the Jeannette Arctic expedition, and that resolution was sent to the 

"Committee on Naval Affairs, Nothing can be done in that investiga- 
tion until an appropriation has. been made to pay the expenses; not one 
single solitary step can be taken until this resolution or some other is 
adopted providing for paying the expenses of the investigation. That 
is the object of the resolution, and it limits the expenditures to $5,000. 

Mr. CHACE. Is there any possibility that the expenditures can 
approach the sum of $5,000? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I do not know what the investigation will cost. 
The witnesses are scattered, and the expense of bringing them here will 
be t. 

Mr. CHACE. There can not be many witnesses in the case. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. We have notice already of fourteen or fifteen. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. What is the necessity for making this 
investigation ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It is not for me to say anything as to the pro- 
priety of making the investigation; the House has already ordered it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I desire to say that I introduced the resolu- 
tion referred to, and it was based upon a memorial of a very reliable and 
intelligent citizen of my own district. In that memorial he makes very 
grave charges, and states that the investigation which was undertaken 
by the Navy Department a yearand a or two years ago was a sham. 


I think it but justice to the living and to the dead that this investi- 
gation should be made, and made thoroughly, and made atonce. We 
are now about sending out another expedition to the Arctic regions, and 
I think it is well for the country to know how such expeditions have 
been managed in the past. I hope the resolution will be adopted and 
the necessary funds supplied to meet the expenses of the investigation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from Min- 


nesota [Mr. WASHBURN] whether he himself has investigated the sub- 
ject sufficiently to be satisfied that the investigation made by the com- 
mission appointed by the Navy Department was not thorough and able? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I have. 

Mr. HOLMAN. You think it was not. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I thinkit was not; I think it was a whitewash- 
ing affair. x 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution which has been read ? 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the resolution is not before 
the House. 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. BUCHANAN said: I ask that the resolution which I submitted 
in reference to expenses of the investigation of the Jeannette Arctic ex- 
pedition may be referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. At the request of the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] I withdraw my objection to the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
the resolution is before the House. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALASKA COMMERCIAL COMPANY. i 


Mr. HENLEY, by unanimousconsent, submitted the following; which 
was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 


Whereas on the 3d day of August, A. D. 1870, the Acting Secretary of the 
Treasury of the United States, under an act of Congress approved July 1, 1870, 
made and entered into a contract or lease with the Alaska Commercial Company, 
acting through its president and agent, General John F. Miller, whereby for a 
term of twenty years from the date thereof the Government of the United States 
leased to said company, foran annual rental of $50,000, the exclusive right to en- 

in the business of taking fur seals from the islands adjacent to the Terri- 
tory of Alaska and pertaining thereto, limiting in said lease the number of skins 
to be taken to 100,000 ann y, for which company was to pay to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States the st m of $2 per skin; and 

Whereas from the contents of Executive ment No, 83, first session of the 
Forty-fourth Con and from SEON presented to the House of Represent- 
atives on the — day of March, A. D. 1834, and from the market reports of the 
prices of sealskins in London, the following facts seem to exist: 

First. That said lease and contract in its operations constitutesa monopoly of 
the most odious character, and is therefore inconsistent with the spirit of Amer- 
ican institutions and inimical to the interests of the United States Government, 

Second. That the said Acting Secretary of the Treasury, in making said lease 
with said company, was guilty of favoritism and misconduct in that only twelve 
days’ notice was given to those desiring to bid for said lease, the same being 
pa pably insufficient to afford parties time and opportunity to make prepara- 

ion to put in the bids required. That the terms upon which said bids were 
received were embraced in the memorandum of which the following is a copy : 


Ws “ OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, July 20, 1870. 


“ Memorandum in reference to bids for the exclusive right to take fur seals 
upon the islands Saint Paul and Saint George, read before the persons present 
at the opening of the bids at 12 o'clock noon, July 20, 1870: 

“1, The successful bidder will be required to deposit security, within three 
days, to the amount of $50,000 in legal money or bonds of the United States, for: 
the due execution of contracts agreeably to an act to prevent the extermination 
of fur-bearing animals in Alaska, approved July 1, 1870. 

“2. It being apparent from the language employed in the act aforesaid that it 
was the intention of Con; to give a preference to the Alaska Commercial 
Company in the award of their contracts, I think it proper to state before the 
bids are opened that the contract will be awarded to said company if their pro- 
posals shall be not more than 10 per cent. below that of the highest bidder. 

"3, No bid will be accepted unless made by a responsible party acquainted 
with the business or skilled in kindred pursuits to such an extent as to render 
it probable that the contract will be so executed as to secure the results contem- 
plated by the lease.” 

Third. Thatsaid company made a bid for said lease of $65,000 per annum, which 
was the lowest bid out of fourteen which were made. That notwithstanding the 
fact that all of the fourteen bids were higher than that of the Alaska Fur Com- 
pany, said company was awarded the said lease. 

Fourth, That the cost of laying down sealskins in London, including the 
Government royalty, price of killing, salting, shipping, freight to Europe, &c., 
amounts to about $5 perskin. Thatthe ave value of raw, undressed seal- 
skins is, at public auction, in London, about per skin, leaving a net profit 
of about $20 per skin. These figures represent the profit of this company, 
providing the company in London put their skins up and sell them at publie 
auction; but if they choose to pay for the dressing, dyeing, and general pre 
aration of the skins and putting them in condition to be immediately fash- 
ioned into garments, the net profit per skin must necessarily be not less than $30. 
From the fo me ipd y it will be seen that if the company has hitherto lim- 
ited itself to the taking of the hundred thousand sealskins provided for in the 
lease, or has, in other words, dealt honestly by the Government, its net profits 
have annually been from $1,000,750 per year to $3,500,000 per year. 

Fifth. That under the law regulating the supervision of this lease and the 
manner in which it is executed by said company there are only three agents of 
the Government in the Territory of Alaska; one on the island of Saint Paul; 
one on the island of Saint George, and one presumably visiting both islands 

odically, whose duties are to count the skins which are taken and shipped 

y said company, each one of these agents being paid by the Government a 
small compensation ; so that it will be seen that between any di tion onthe 
part of this company to exceed the number of skins permitted to be taken under 
the lease and the rights of the Government there stands practically but one 
man, whose integrity is thus assailed by the temptation of millions of dollars. 

Sixth. That from the allegations of the petition hereinbefore referred to and 
from current newspaper rumor it is alleged that said company does take as 
many skins as it chooses in excess of the number limited in said lease. 

Seventh. That if it be consistent with American institutions to continue this 
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that the Government should be realizing at 
least $1,000,000 nstead of, as at present, ,000: Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Speaker of the House of Representatives be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and instructed to appoint a committee of five members of 
the House, whose duty it shall be to inquire into the truth of the statements here- 
inbefore recited, and whether or not said lease is monopolistic in its character 
and was procured through corruption or favoritism, and whether such lease is 
conducive to the best interests of the Government of the United States, and 
whether it would be just and e ient for the Government to terminate the 
same and to take charge of said islands, and to take upon itself the care and cus- 
tody of the seal life on said islands and of the waters of Alaska Territory; and 
that said committee shall, when so constituted, be authorized to employ a ste- 
nographer, with full pores to send for personsand papers, and to sit during an 
interim between the first and second sessions of the Forty-eighth Congress. 


EMPLOYES IN DOORKEEPER’S DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. SHELLEY submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts is hereby authorized to take into 
consideration the advisability of adjust: the salaries of the officers and em- 
ployés in the Doorkeeper's department, House of Representatives, with the 
view of pa: ing toian the same compensation now paid tothe officers and em- 
plo; in the te of the United States performing similar duties and respon- 
sibilities, and thereby place them upon an equality with the same, and to report 
to the House by bill or otherwise. 


CONSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. CONNOLLY submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed to inquire into all matters pertaining to the 
——— and furnishing of all material for the construction of public build- 

gs, and the manner of constructing the buildings of the United States under 
the different ig patron ado} by the Government of the United States, and to 

ouse by bill or otherwise what legislation is necessary to secure 
and good and suitable work; and said committee are further in- 
structed to inquire into all expenses pertaining to the erection of the public 
buildings of the United States, and to make all such further inquiries as they 
may deem proper. And said committee are further authorized to send for per- 
sons and papers and to administer oaths; and said committee are further au- 
thorized to employ a stenographer, and to secure the services of one or more ex- 
perts, and such clerical aid as may be uisite; and said committee are further 
authorized to appoint a subcommittee of its own members for the purpose of 
pursuing these investigations, said subcommittee when appointed to have all 
the powers conferred by this resolution; and said committee or its subcommit- 
tee may make its investigations either in the city of Washington, oratany other 
city or other place where public buildi are be: erected, or where any ma- 
terial has been or is being prepared, if they may deem proper; and said com- 
mittee or its subcommittee may sit during the sessions or recesses of Congress; 
and the expenses attending the carrying out of these investigations shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House of Representatives, not to exceed $5,000, 
and the Clerk of the House of Representatives is hereby authorized and directed 
to pay the same. 


character of monopoly, it is plain 
each year i 


CALL OF STATES. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the Chair will proceed with 
the call of States and Territories for the introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions for printing and reference to their appropriate committees. 
Under this call memorials and resolutions of State and Territorial Leg- 
islatures are in order; also resolutions calling for executive information 
for reference to their appropriate committees. . 

JEREMIAH JOHNSON. , 


Mr. SHELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5898) for the relief of Jer- 
emiah Johnson, of Dallas County, Alabama; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MOUNT SAVAGE IRON COMPANY. 

Mr. SHELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5899) for the relief of the 
Mount Savage Iron Company; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. A. MILEHAM. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Ar introduced a bill (H. R. 5900) to refer 
the claim of J. A. Mileham to the Court of Claims; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

THOMAS DAVENPORT. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5901) to 
refer the claim of Thomas Davenport to the Court of Claims; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALBERTINE COCKRUM. 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 5902) for the relief 
of Albertine Cockrum; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

L. M. THOMPSON. 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5903) for the 
relief of L. M. Thompson, of the State of Arkansas, for property fur- 
nished the Army of the United States during the late civil war; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed.. 

TOBACCO. 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5904) to allow 
producers of tobacco to sell the same in the leaf, hand, or twist with- 
out internal-revenue restriction or tax; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 


THREE MONTHS’ PAY OF VOLUNTEER OFFICERS. 


Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a bill (H. R. 5905) to extend the bene- 
fits of section 4 of an act of March 3, 1865, making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the year ending June 30, 1866; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


QUARTERLY RETURNS BY RAILROAD COMPANIES. 


Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 5906) to provide for the mak- 
ing of quarterly statements of earnings and indebtedness to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury by certain railroad companies herein designated; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 


REGULATION OF VESSELS. 


Mr. MITCHELL introduced bill (H. R. 5907) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act relating to vessels not propelled by sail or internal motive- 
power of their own, and for other purposes,” approved June 30, 1879; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM H. SMITH, 


Mr. MITCHELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5908) granting a pen- 
sion to William H. Smith; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY ORGANIZATIONS OF THE REVOLUTION. 


Mr. SEYMOUR presented the following resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Connecticut, relating to the history of the military or- 
ganizations of the war of the Revolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD: 


GENERAL ASSEMBLY, January Session, A. D. 1884. 
Relating to the history of the sine Anca of the war of the Revolu- 
ion. 

Whereas the greater part of the original rolls and orderly books of the Con- 
necticut officers and soldiers of the Continental army in the war of the Revolu- 
tion are on file in the Pension Office, Department of the Interior, at Washington, 
D. C., where they are practically inaccessible to the citizens of this State, having 
been loaned to the General Government after the destruction of the War Depart- 
ment in 1800; and 

Whereas the same is believed to be true of the Revolutionary rolls of all the 
thirteen original States; and 

Whereas these rolls furnish the only official evidence in existence of the names, 
services, and military careers of the officers and soldiers of the Revolutionary 


war; and 

Whereas it is a matter of great historic interest that these records should be 
preserved in a durable and accessible form, as well as a due measure of justice 
1o Ms any of the patriotic men who achieved our national independence: 

refore, . 

Resolved by this Assembly : 

SEc. 1. That our Senatorsand Representatives in Co: be requested to use 
their best efforts to cause Con; to adopt the recommendation of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions and make provision for collecting materials for and for 
ae a complete history of the military organizations of the war of the 

volution. 

Sec. 2. That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, directed to forward a 
erna copy of this resolution to each of our Senators and Representatives in 


ingress. 
House of Representatives, February 20, 1884. 
Senate, passed February 27, 1884. 
STATE OF CONNECTICUT, ss: 
OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, 


I hereby certify that the Seog: is a true sony on file in this office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set m; d and affixed the seal of said 
State at ford this 7th day of March, A. D. 1884. 

[sEaL.] D. WARD NORTHROP, 

Secretary of State. 

Mr. WAIT presented a resolution of the Legislature of the State of 
Connecticut, relating to the rolls and record books of the State now in 
posin of the United States, that show the officers of the Revolution 

m Connecticut; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

TIMOTHY D. LYNES. 

Mr. HAMMOND (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5909) to ap- 
propriate money to pay the claim of Timothy D. Lynes, of Georgia, for 
tobacco sei during the war; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be prmted. 


CONSULAR BUILDINGS IN SHANGHAI, CHINA. 


Mr. HARDEMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the State Department: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be instructed to furnish the House of 
Representatives with copies of all pepers and correspondence on file in the De- 
ment of State between the said Department of State and Mr. Young, United 


tates minister at Pekin, O. N. Denny, esq., late United States cons neral 
at Shanghai, and George F. Seward, esq., while consul-general of the United 
States to China, having reference to the present premises owned or | by 


him, together with all circular notices and instructions issued by the said State 
Department within the last eighteen months ng the use and occupation 
of consular premises, including the dwellings of consular officers in China and 
the nses thereto by the consularofficers in China; alsoa copy of the letter 
of resignation of said O. N. Denny, late United States consul-general, resigning 


his said office, and letter accompanying the same, and of the answer of the De- 
statement of all 
oad o rme ad of State for the rent of the present con- 
i, China, for the past nine years. 


W. H. REYNOLDS. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 5910) 


partment accepting such resignation, as well as with a detailed 
moneys paid by the said 
sular premises at Shanghai 
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for the relief of W. H. Reynolds; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
CYRENUS BEERS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois (by request), also introduced a bill (H. R. 
5911) for the relief of Cyrenus Beers or his mal representatives, and 
alsothe personal representatives of Vail and Robinson; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH SEXTON. 

Mr. THOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 5912) for the relief of Joseph 
Sexton by removing the charge of desertion from his record; which was 
read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on Military Af 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANKLIN N. CRIDER. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5913) granting a pension 
to Franklin N. Crider; which was reada first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA G. M’KINSTRY. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (H. R. 5914) for the relief of Eliza 
G. McKinstry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES M. PEABODY. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 5915) granting a pen- 
sion to Frances M. Peabody; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HARRIET N. PEABODY. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5916) granting a 
pension to Harriet N. Peabody; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

- W. ©. DODGE. . 

Mr. RIGGS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5917) for the relief 
of W. C. ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

HERMAN REIFENRATH. 

Mr. ELLWOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 5918) granting a pension to 
Herman Reifenrath, brother of Charles Reifenrath; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEADS TO SOLDIERS. 

Mr. WOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 5919) granting homesteads from 
the public lands to the soldiers of the late war; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM VAN BLARICORN. 

Mr. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5920) granting a pension to 
William Van Blaricorn; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MAJ. JOHN C. HANNUM. 

Mr. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5921) granting a pension 
to Maj. John C. Hannum; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

GEORGE D. GUTHREY. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. 5922) for the relief of George D. 
Guthrey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RUTH STRATTAN. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 5923) granting 
a pension to Ruth Strattan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. i 

WILLIAM N. CLIFT. 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. 5924) for the relief of William 
N. Clift; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET A. BERRY. 


Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5925) granting a pension to 
cog sie A. Berry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN MALONEY. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R, 5926) ting a pension 
to John Maloney; which was read a first and sient things referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT UNITED STATES FISH COMMISSION. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 203) providing 

for the publication of 5,000 copies of Special Bulletin No. 176, United 


States Fish Commission; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


BOUNTY LANDS FOR SOLDIERS. 

Mr. CALKINS. I hold in my hand a petition signed by several 
thousand ex-Union soldiers of the State of Indiana—— 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order at this time under this call. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to make this statement before submitting 
the bill at the request of the signers of this petition. As I was saying, 
this is a petition signed by several thousand ex-Union soldiers, asking 
for the passage of a bill granting lands from the public domain to hon- 
orably discharged soldiers and sailors, and I ask that one of the peti- 
tions, the heading only accompanying it, be printed. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not in order at this time to make that re- 
quest. 

Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 5927) granting one hundred 
and sixty acres of land to all honorably discharged soldiers and sailors 
who served in the recent war of the rebellion; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

C. M. NITTIG. 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (H. R. 5928) for the relief of C. M. 
Nittig; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABIGAIL HONEY. 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (H. R. 5929) for the relief of Abigail 
Honey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DISEASES OF CATTLE. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, submitted a joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Iowa, relative to diseases of cattle; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

ANNIE M. BRODERICK. 

Mr. RYAN intoduced a bill (H. R. 5930) granting a pension to Annie 
M. Broderick; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MILES BARBER. 
Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 5931) granting an increase of 


ion to Miles Barber; which was read a first and second time, re- 
Kared to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
GEORGE W. WHITE. 

_ Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 5932) granting a pension to 
George W. White; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC DILLEY. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5933) to increase the 
pension of Isaac Dilley, late of Company K, One hundred and thirtieth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

M. V. B. WINKLER. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 5934) granting a pension to 
M. V. B. Winkler; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. LANDAN. 

Mr. HALSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5935) for the relief of John 
A. Landan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. j 

BENJAMIN H. COURSY. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5936) for the benefit of 
Benjamin H. Coursy; which was read a and second time, referred 
to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

NANCY COONS. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced’a bill (H. R. 5937) for the relief of 
Nancy Coons; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JULIA A. MARCUM. 

Mr. WOLFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 5938) to pension Julia A. 
Marcum; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRIETTA FISHER. 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5939) granting a pension 
to Henrietta Fisher; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

L. M. FLOURNOY AND W. F. NORTON. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 5940) for the relief of L. M. 
Flournoy and W. F. Norton; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA LAWSON. 
Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 5941) for 
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the relief of Martha Lawson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ISAAC ULLERY. 


Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5942) 
for the relief of Isaac Ullery; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN NORMAN. A 

Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5943) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin Norman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HIRAM K. CHOATE. _ 

Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 5944) granting a pension to 
Hiram K. Choate; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS I. WHEELER. 

Mr. TALBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. 5945) for the relief of Francis 
I. Wheeler; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ADAM SHOWER. 


Mr. TALBOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5946) for the relief of 
Adam Shower, of Carroll County, Maryland; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SCHOONER ADDIE B. BACON. 

Mr. FINDLAY introduced a bill (H. R. 5947) to refer the claim of 
the owners of the schooner Addie B. Bacon to the Court of Claims; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

; MANUFACTURE OF VINEGAR FROM ALCOHOL. 

Mr. ROCKWELL presented resolutions of the Legislature of Massa- 
chusetts, relating to the repeal of so much of the internal-revenue law 
of the United States as authorizes the manufacture of vinegar from al- 
cohol which has paid no revenue tax; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

REBECCA WALCOTT. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. 5948) granting a pension to 
Rebecca Walcott, mother of James A. Walcott, late of Company E, 
Second Vermont Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FACTORY SYSTEM OF LABOR. 

Mr. LONG introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 204) for printing 
1,000 copies of the census report on the factory system, for the use of 
the author; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. SNOW. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. 5949) for the 
relief of William P. Snow; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID STRUNK. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5950) grant- 
ing a pension to David Strunk; which was read a first and second time, 

erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABEL J. LEWIS. 

Mr. YAPLE introduced a bill (H. R. 5951) granting a pension to 
Abel J. Lewis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT REFORM SCHOOL. 

Mr. ELDREDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 5952) to prevent certain 

paas being received into the Reform School for the District of Co- 
umbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ZENAS HAMILTON, 

Mr. LACEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5953) granting a pension to 
Zenas Hamilton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

à JAMES HEALY. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, introduced a bill (H. R. 5954) for the 
relief of James Healy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARTHA E. HELM AND WILLIAM B. HELM. 


Mr. SINGLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 5955) to refer the claim 
of Martha E. Helm and William B. Helm tothe Committee on Claims; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE C. HARPER. 


Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5956) for the relief 


of George C. Harper; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES T. HYDE. 


Mr. MONEY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5957) for the relief 
of Charles T. Hyde; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SPECULATION IN CORN, WHEAT, COTTON, ETC. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Isubmit by request the resolution which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask that it be referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. Isit a resolution of inquiry? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. It is a resolution calling upon the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture for certain information. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will admit the resolution, although the 
Commissioner of Agriculture is not the head of a department. The 
Chair supposes the information would come to the House through the 
Secretary of the Interior, to whom the Commissioner would report. 

The preamble and resolution, as follows, was received, and referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture: 

Whereas it is publicly c dand almost universally known that the weekly 
speculative or option sales of wheat are largely in excess of the annual surplus 
amount of that cereal produced in this country; and 

Whereas it is also charged that the effect of such sales of wheat, corn, cotton, 
and other products of industry have reached such an extent as to control their 
price in home and foreign markets, to compel farmers to compete with scores 
of crops each year, when but one is actually produced ; to force consumers to pay 
unreasonable prices for such property after it has passed out of the hands of those 
who toil to produce it, to encow a spirit of gambling, hazardous to business 
men, dangerous to youth, destructive to society, and otherwise demoralizing in 
its influence: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Agriculture be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to examine into and report to this House at his earliest con- 
venience all facts relating to the questions above referred to; also whether any 
combinations of home or foreign capital has been or is now being used to detain 
any of such property at certain points, through discriminating nst 
its shipment or otherwise, calculated to convey a wrong im jon regarding 
the amount on hand or its actual value before another crop is produced. 

Second. Said Commissioner is further authorized to send for persons and papers 
and to do all things necessary to obtain information for this House and the coun- 
try on the effect of such sales and combinations on the market value of such prop- 
erty and their influence on producers, consumers, and society. 


DAMAGES FOR STREET IMPROVEMENTS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BUCKNER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5958) for the 
relief of Sarah Wimsatt, J. H. Johnson, T. O’Brien, C. Harrison, J. W. 
Yates, J. Winfield, J. P. Hall, A. W. Hall, M. Eckloff’s heirs, and E. 
Binnix, all of Washington, D. C., for damages to their several proper- 
ties by reason of public improvements in said District; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANKS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5959) to amend section 
4146 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. 

? GEORGE ZIEFLE. 

Mr. ALEXANDER introduced a bill (H. R. 5960) granting a pension 
to George Ziefie; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

“ ANDREW J. DALLEY. 
. Mr. FYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5961) granting a pension to An- 
drew J. Dalley, Company C, Fifteenth Kansas Cavalry; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
MRS. ELIZA HICKS. 

Mr. FYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5962) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Eliza Hicks, motherof Rufus A. Hicks, Company G, Twelfth Ili- 
nois Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS M. BROWN. 

Mr. FY AN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5963) to rerate the pension 
of Francis M. Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC TAYLOR. 

Mr. BURNES introduced a bill (H. R. 5964) granting a pension to 
Isaac Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ZELORA CRUMPACKER. 


Mr. FYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5965) rerating the pension 
of Zelora Crumpacker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL BANK OF LINCOLN, NEBR. 

Mr. WEAVER introduced a bill (H. R. 5966) to change the name of 
the Marsh National Bank of Lincoln, Nebr., to that of the Capital Na- 
tional Bank of Lincoln; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Bankingand Currency, and ordered to be printed. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEBRASKA CITY, NEBR. 


Mr. WEAVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5967) for the erection of 
a public building at Nebraska City, Nebr.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public vee and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES COURT IN NEBRASKA. 


Mr. WEAVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5968) to provide for the 
holding of a term of the district and circuit courts of the United States 
at Nebraska City, Nebr.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERIC S. RICH. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, introduced a bill (H. R. 5969) increas- 
ing the pension of Frederic S. Rich; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FRANCES M. SMITH. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5970) 
granting a pension to Frances M. Smith; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY G. COLBY. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5971) 
granting a pension to Mary G. Colby; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to oe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ASENTH TURNER. 

Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, introduced a bill (H. R. 5972) increas- 
ing the pension of Asenth Turner, surviving widow of a Revolutionary 
soldier; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE T. DUDLEY. 


Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5973) 
for the relief of George T. Dudley; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HERMON KRAUSS. 

Mr. FIEDLER introduced a bill (H. R. 5974) for the relief of Her- 
mon Krauss; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD P. HARMON. 

Mr. FIEDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5975) for the relief of 
Richard P. Harmon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE WEISS. 

Mr. FIEDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5976) for the relief of 
Catherine Weiss; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HIRAM H. DE GROFFT. 


Mr. FERRELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5977) for the relief of Hiram 
H. De Grofft; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SILVER DOLLAR. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 5978) to sus- 
pend the coinage of the silver dollar for two years and to prohibit the 
printing and issuing of the one and two dollar Treasury notes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. As this is a bill proposed by the 
Chamber of Commerce of New York, I ask that it may be read at length. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Pres hy enacted by the Senate and House of eee see United States of Amer- 
in Congress assembled, That on and after the of this act the coinage 
ott the standard silver dollar shall be suspended for oe period of two years. 
Sec. 2. That it shall be unla for the the Treamary to print and 
issue Treasury notes of the denomination of one 25, two dollars. 
cea That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby re- 
REVENUE-MARINE SERVICE. 

Mr. COX, of New York (by Mr. HEWITT, of New York), introduced 
a bill (H. R. 5979) to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Marine 
Service; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MILITIA. 

Mr. SLOCUM introduced a bill (H. R. 5980) to promote the efficiency 
of the militia of the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 

APPOINTMENTS IN NEW YORK CUSTOM-HOUSE. 

Mr. SLOCUM also submitted the following resolution; which was 

referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasui pe end ha boven: requested to 
Fanaa the ee with the correspondence, if an any, now pen: ding with subordi- 

officers of customs at New York as interpretation an: nstruction 
of section 1754 of the Revised Statutes and the civil-service law with reference 


to the preference given by the aforesaid section and law to honorably discharged 
soldiers and sailors. 


SEPTIMIA RANDOLPH MEIKLEHAM. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 5981) for the 
relief of Septimia Randolph Meikleham, sole surviving grandchild of 
Thomas Jefferson, author of the Declaration of Independence; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. This bill proposes to give this lady 
adonation. I am not sure to what committee it should be referred. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MRS. EMERANCY A. REED. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 5982) for the 
relief of Mrs. Emerancy A. Reed, widow of John Reed, Company K, 
Ninety-seventh New York Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ADDITIONAL PAY FOR ARMY OFFICERS MUSTERED OUT. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 5983) providing 
additional pay for officers honorably mustered out under the act of 
July 15, 1870; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. SAMUELS. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5984) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary A. Samuels, widow of Lewis Samuels; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER KRAFT. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 5985) for the relief of Peter Kraft; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FRANKLIN CARRIS. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 5986) for the relief of Franklin Carris; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARLES MEAL. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 5987) for the ‘relief of Charles Meal; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HAMILTON BOUGHTON. 

Mr. BAGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5988) for the relief of Ham- 
ilton Boughton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH A. SPRINGSTEED. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 5989) for the relief of 
Elizabeth A. Springsteed, widow of David A. Springsteed, late a private 
in Company B, Seventh Heavy Artillery, New York Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DELAWARE INDIANS. 

Mr. STEVENS introduced a bill (H: R. 5990) to pay the Delaware 
Indians the value of certain lands in Kansas in compliance with treaty 
stipulations; which was read a first apd second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5991) to pay the Dela- 
ware Indians the amount ascertained to be due them for stock under 
the provisions of the fourteenth article of the treaty of July 4, 1866; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

STAR-ROVTE MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. GREEN introduced a bill (H. R. 5992) to secure greater efficiency 
in the star-route mail service by requiring contractors to be residents of 
the State in which the route is located; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on "the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

E. COHEN. 

Mr. O’HARA introduced a bill (H. R. 5993) to refer the claim of E. 
Cohen to the Court of Claims; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHEROKEE INDIANS, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. YORK (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5994) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to reimburse certain funds and to sell cer- 
tain lands belonging to the North Carolina Cherokees, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH CRAIG. 
Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5995) for the relief of Joseph 
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Craig, of Canton, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
WILSON KING. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5996) for the relief of 
Wilson King; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS M. COX. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5997) for the relief of 
Francis M. Cox; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LIEUTENANTS GILES B. HARBER AND WILLIAM SCHUETZE. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 205) to 
credit Lieutenants Giles B. Harber and William Schuetze with sea-duty 
and sea-pay while in the search for Lieutenant Chipp and 
party, and also for the time employed in bringing home the remains of 

ieutenant-Commander De Long and party; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JONATHAN C. HARRISON. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 5998) granting 
an increase of pension to Jonathan C. Harrison, late private of Com- 
pany B, Fifty-second Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

. GEORGE H. FLUKE. 

Mr. WILKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 5999) granting additional 
pension to George H. Fluke, late private Company K, Nineteenth Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

COL, WILLIAM MUNGEN. 


Mr. SENEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6000) for therelief of Col. William 
Mungen, Fifty-seventh Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FREDOLINE RENTZ. s 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6001) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Fredoline Rentz, One hundred and seventh Ohio 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CONDEMNED CANNON, TIFFIN, OHIO. 


Mr. SENEY also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 206) grant- 
ing condemned cannon to Leander Stem Post (Tiffin, Ohio), G. A. R.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CINCINNATI INDUSTRIAL EXPOSITION. 


Mr. FOLLETT introduced a bill (H. R. 6002) to admit free of duty 
articles intended for exhibition at the Cincinnati Industrial Exposition; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS TRIPLETT. 


Mr. FOLLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 6003) for the relief of 
Thomas Triplett, late of Company K, United States Colored Troops, 
now a resident of Cincinnati, Ohio; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. . t 
E DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. 6004) donating two condemned 
cast-iron cannon and two cannon-balls to Jacob Banker Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Middletown, Ohio; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HENRY C. STEWART. : 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6005) granting a pension 
to Henry C. Stewart; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CONRAD JOSEPH KELLER. 


Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6006) restoring the name 
of Conrad Joseph Keller to the pension-roll and increasing his pension; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM R. PATTERSON. 


Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6007) increasing the pen- 
sion of William R. Patterson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the’Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANNA NATION. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6008) ting a pension 
to Anna Nation; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ISAAC 8, MINSHALL. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6009) granting a pension 
to Isaac 8. Minshall; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JESSE M. BOND. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. 6010) granting a pension to Jesse 
M. Bond; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT CAREY. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6011) granting a pension to 
Robert Carey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JONATHAN DORSEY. 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. 6012) granting a pension to 
Jonathan Dorsey; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ALEXANDER. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (H. R. 6013) for the relief of John 
Alexander; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Se- 
lect Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and 
ordered to be printed. 

P. E. RAIGER. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6014) 
granting a pension to P. E. Raiger; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
LEWIS ROTHERMEL,. 

Mr. CURTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 6015) for the relief of Lewis 
Rothermel; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WIDOW OF FRANCIS U. FARQUHAR. 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6016) to increase the pen- 
sion of the widow of the late Maj. Francis U. Farquhar, of the United 
States Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH W. FISHER. 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6017) for the relief of Jo- 
seph W. Fisher; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE TAPP. 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6018) to increase the pen- 
sion of George Tapp; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY ROBB. 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6019) granting a pension 
to Henry Robb; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. CATHARINE OTTO. 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6020) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to issue to Mrs. Catharine Otto a duplicate 
check in payment of her pension claim in lien of one lost; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANK OF MIDDLETOWN, PA. 

Mr. BARR introduced a bill (H. R. 6021) to authorize the National 
Bank of Middletown, Pa., to its location; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB JOHNSON. 

Mr. DUNCAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6022) for the relief of Jacob 
Johnson, of York, Pa.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

OLIVER M. BLAIR. 

Mr. DUNCAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6023) for the relief of Oliver 
M. Blair, administrator of Thomas P. Blair, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EAST WASHINGTON PASSENGER RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. BOYLE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6024) to incorpo- 
rate the East Washington Passenger Railway Company; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES B. GROOMES. 


Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6025) to restore James B. 
Groomes to the pension-roll; which was read a and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6026) to provide for the 
payment to James B. Groomes all the pay and allowance of an assist- 
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ant surgeon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


J. K. ROOK. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 6027), grant- 
ing a pension to J. K. Rook, latea private of Company G, One hundred 
and ninety-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. LYDIA HAMELSINE. 


Mr. ATKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6028) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Lydia Hamilsine, mother of David Hamelsine, late private 
Company D, Eleventh Pennsylvania Cavalry; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JEREMIAH M’CARTY. 


Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (H. R. 6029) for the relief of Jere- 
miah McCarty; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN R. READ. 


Mr. DIBBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 6030) for the relief of John R. 
Read; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN H. BRUNING. 


Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6031) for the relief of 
John H. Bruning; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY RENFRO. 


Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. 6032) granting a pension to 
Mary Renfro; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


W. T. MANSON. 


Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 6033) for the relief of W. T. 
Manson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MOSSY CREEK COLLEGE, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 6034) for the relief of the 
trustees of Mossy Creek College, of Mossy Creek, Tenn.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

H. H. HAGGARD. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 6035) granting a pension to 
H. H. ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


J. R. THORP. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON introduced a bill (H. R. 6036) to refer the 
claim of J. R. Thorp to the Court of Claims; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT TEXARKANA. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
207) providing for the erection of a public building at the city of Texar- 
kana, situate on both sides of the boundary line between the States of 
Arkansas and Texas; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 


printed. 
AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. MILLS submitted the Ponowne proposed amendment of the 
rules; which was read, and referred to the Committee on the Rules: 

After the Ist day of Feb: every year each House shall proceed to the 
consideration of such bills and joint and concurrent resolutions and amend- 
ments thereto as 1l have the other House; and precedence shall be 
given to appropriation and revenue bills in the order named; and after that all 
other business shall be taken up and dis of in its regularorder. After ŭis- 
pea of all business which originated in the other House as above prescribed, 

t proceed to dispose of business on its own endar. 


Mr. MILLS also submitted the following proposed amendment to 

the rules; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 
On ry Toan Yoye i and Thursday during the remainder of this 
session, a! the reading of the Journal, the House s! devote one hour to the 
consideration of such bills as shall be called u 2g a Member or Delegate, in the 
following order: the roll shall be called alphabet cally, and any member, when 
his ealled, may call up any bill on any of the calendars of the ‘House 
y by a committee, or any bill that has the 


five minutes’ debate for and five minutes’ against th: 

st as by the House. The roll shall be proensa with 

eman and Delegate has called up one bill and had the same disposed of by 
e House. 


CUSTOMS DISTRICT OF WEST POINT, VA. 


Mr. MAYO introduced a bill (H. R. 6037) to amend and re-enact 
section 2, chapter 106, acts of 1880, and to establish the customs dis- 
trictof West Point, Va.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


LICENSE TAX ON NON-RESIDENT DEALERS. 


Mr. GEORGE D. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. 6038) to prohibit 
the imposition of a license tax on non-resident dealers and their agents 
in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. Mr. Speaker, a bill similar to this was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

The SPEAKER. The bill belongs, under the rules, to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia; but if the gentleman desires to make 
a motion for another reference, the Chair will entertain it. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. No, sir; I have no preference in the mat- 


ter. 
The bill was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


BILLIARD PLAYING, ETC., BY MINORS. 


Mr. GEORGE D. WISE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
6039) to prohibit the playing of billiards, pool, and games of like char- 
acter in the District of Columbia by persons under 18 years ofage; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. - 

ARMORY PROPERTY IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: 


Mr. BARBOUR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6040) to exempt 
from taxation the armory property of the Washington Light Infantry 
and the National Rifles, military organizations of the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM T. HARRISON. 

Mr. LIBBEY (by Mr. Bowen) introduced a bill (H. R. 6041) to re- 
fer the claim of William T. Harrison to the Court of Claims; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM DILLON. 

Mr. GOFF introduced a bill (H. R. 6042) for the relief of William 
Dillon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. BATTEN. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 6043) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin F. Batten; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH PIGEON. 

Mr. WOODWARD introduced a bill (H. R. 6044) granting a pension 
to Joseph Pigeon; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE OVER CHIPPEWA RIVER. 


Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 6045) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge over the Chippewa River, in the county of Pepin, in the 
State of Wisconsin: which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM THATCHER. 


Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6046) granting a pension to 
William Thatcher; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REFUND OF DIRECT TAX OF 1561. 


Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6047) to credit and pay the 
several States and Territories all moneys collected under the direct tax 
levied by act of Congress approved August 5, 1861; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ALBERT HURD. 

Mr. STEPHENSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6048) for the relief of 
Albert Hurd; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES HOFFMAN. 

Mr. GUENTHER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6049) for the 
relief of Charles Hoffman, late of Company A, District of Columbia 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Commitiee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. MANZANARES introduced a bill (H. R. 6050) for the comple- 
tion of a public building at Santa Fé, N. Mex.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MANZANARES also introduced a bill (H. R. 6051) for the con- 
struction of an Army and Navy hospital at Las Vegas Hot Springs, in 
the Territory of New Mexico; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. MANZANARES also introduced a bill (H. R. 6052) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Albuquerque, N. Mex.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
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LAND GRANTS IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. MANZANARES also introduced a bill (H. R. 6053) to confirm 
certain land grants in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT CORNELL WHITE. 

Mr. MANZANARES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6054) 
for the relief of Robert Cornell White; which was read a first and sec- 
ond sone referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM RUTHERFORD, 
.Mr. MANZANARES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6055) 
for the relief of William Rutherford; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 


Mr. POST, of Wyoming, submitted a joint resolution and memorial 
of the Eighth Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Wyoming, rela- 
tive to the establishment of an independent postal telegraphic system of 
intercommunication, to be owned, operated, and controlled by the Fed- 
eral Government; which was referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY, WYOMING. 
Mr. POST, of Wyoming, also submitted a memorial and joint reso- 
lution of the Eighth Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Wyoming, 
raying for an increase of compensation; which was referred to the 
bon ttee on the Territories. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This completes the call of States and Territories. 
If there be no objection the Chair will recognize, for the purpose of in- 
troducing bills and joint resolutions those gentlemen who were notin 
their seats when their States were called. 

There was no objection. 

JOHN CHILDERS. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 6056) for the relief of John 
Childers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FRAUDS IN THE STAR-ROUTE SERVICE. 


Mr. SPRINGER also submitted the following resolution of inquiry; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Justice: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General, in further compliance with the reso- 
lution passed by the House on the 17th day of February, 1884, be requested to 
furnish the House of Representatives with copies of the correspondence between 
the Department of Justice and the Post-Office Department in reference to frauds 
iù the star-route mail service. 


JOSEPH MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. TULLY introduced a bill (H. R. 6057) for the relief of Joseph 
Montgomery; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THE TRADE-DOLLAR. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT submitted the following resolution of inquiry; 
which was read, and rèferred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to communicate to 
this House, if notincompatible with the public interests, any information in ae 


on of the Department of the ane | relative to the purchase by for- 
eign brokers of silver trade-dollars of the United States. 


CLARINDA HUNT. 


Mr. EATON introduced a bill (H. R. 6058) granting a pension to 
Clarinda Hunt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE A. WASHBURN. 

Mr. EATON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6059) granting an increase 
of pension to George A. Washburn; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES W. BRINK. 

Mr. EATON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6060) for the 
relief of Charles W. Brink; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EXECUTIONS, UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. COSGROVE introduced a bill (H. R. 6061) to repeal section 916 
of the Revised Statutes and amend section 986 of the same, in relation 
to the issue of executions from United States circuit and district courts; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES HONE. 


Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6062) granting a pension 
to James Hone; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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HARRISON T. MARTIN. 


Mr. BUCHANAN y (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6063) for the 
relief of Harrison T. Martin, executor of Robert Martin; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


IMPORTATION OF OPIUM. 


Mr. BUDD introduced a bill (H. R. 6064) to prohibit and punish the 
importation of opium; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM HUNTINGTON. 


Mr. BRENTS introduced a bill (H. R. 6065) for the relief of William 
Huntington, of Washington Territory; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LOUIS A. THORNBURG. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 6066) granting 
a pension to Louis A. Thornburg; which was read ‘a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SALLIE A. PALMER. 

Mr. LE FEVRE introduced a bill (H. R. 6067) granting a pension to 
Sallie A. Palmer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH ROMISER. 


Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 6068) to grant a pension to 
Joseph Romiser; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS A. WESTON. 


Mr. AIKEN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6069) for the re- 
lief of Thomas A. Weston; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES RYAN AND CORNELIUS 0’CONNOR. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 6070) to amend 
the records of the War Department; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CATHERINE MEHAN. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6071) for the 
relief of Catherine Mehan; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LAND OFFICE MAP OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr.O’ NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
208) providing for printing additional copies of the Land Office map of 
the United States for distribution by Senators and Representatives; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE SULLIVAN. 


Mr. RANNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6072) to grant a pension to 
Catherine Sullivan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WELLER. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent to have an 
order to print in the RECORD, and as a document, for the information 
of the House, a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
dispatch from Mr. Lowell, American minister at London, concerning 
measures which have been introduced into the British Parliament for 
the prevention of foot-and-mouth disease in the United Kingom. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri unless the demand for the regular order is 
withdrawn. Is the demand withdrawn? 

Mr. WELLER. I insist on the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This being the third Monday of the month, the 
regular order is the call of committees for motions to suspend the rules. 
The call rests with the Committee on Claims. 

No motion tosuspend the rules was made by the Committee on Claims. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. MULDROW. I am instructed by the Committee on Private 
Land Claims to move that the rules be suspended and that the resolu- 
tion which 1 send to the desk be adopted. 

Mr. WELLER. Understanding now the nature of the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH], I withdraw the demand for the 

lar order. 
he SPEAKER. Itis too late forthe tlemantodoso. Theregu- 
lar order is now proceeding and there is a matter before the House. 
The Clerk will report the resolution sent up by the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. MULDROW]. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Senate bill No. 19, to provide for ascertaining and settli; 


private 
land claims in certain States and Territories, be made aspecial order for 


uesday, 
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April 15, after the morning hour, to continue from day to day until d 
not to interfere with regular appropriation or revenue bills, or the co: 
of reports from the Committee on Public Lands, or prior o; 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe this order is confined to one bill? 

Mr. MULDROW. It is. 

TheSPEAKER. No second having been demanded, the question is 
on suspending the rules and adopting the resolution. 

The rules were suspended (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) and the 
resolution was adopted. 


STANDING ASIDE JURORS. 


Mr. OATES. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws to move that the rules be suspended and that the bill (H. R. 
3346) to amend section 819 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
and regulate the standing of jurors to the foot of the panel be taken 
from the House Calendar and passed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That section 819, of title 13, chapter 15, of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States be amended so as to read as follows, capa Fe 

* When the offense is treason or a capital offense the defendant shall 

_ be entitled to twenty and the United States to five peremptory challenges; and 
the United States in such cases, and in no other cases whatever, shall also, in 
conformity with the practice in any State, have the right in that State to stand 
jurors aside and not show the cause of disqualification or challenge until the 
venire be gone through. On the trial of any other felony the defendant shall 
be entitled to ten and the United States to three peremptory challenges; andin 
all other cases, civil and criminal, each party shall be entitled to three peremp- 
tory challenges; and in all cases where there are several defendants or several 
plaintiffs the parties on each side shall be deemed a single party for the pur- 

poses of all challenges under this section. All challenges, whether to the array 
or panel or to individual jurors, for cause or favor, shall be tried by the court, 
without the aid of triers.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I call for a second. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the second be con- 
sidered as ordered, so as to avoid the necessity of a vote by tellers. 

The SPEAKER. Is there unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered ? i 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
Alabama, Mr. OATES, and the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 117, noes 57. 

So the motion to suspend the rules was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules thirty minutes will be allowed for 
debate, fifteen in support of the motion to suspend the rules and fifteen 
in opposition to it. The gentleman from Alabama, Mr. OATEs, has 
control of the time in support of the motion and the gentleman from 
Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN, if he is opposed to the bill, will control the 
time in opposition. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not say I ought to control the time. My pur- 

ose in calling for a second was simply to obtain an explanation why so 
lars a diserimination is made between the Government and the de- 
fendant in this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair then will give the control of the time in 
opposition to some gentleman who desires to oppose the bill. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to oppose it. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana, Mr. CALKINS, will 
control the time in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. OATES. I ask for the reading of the report, which, if gentle- 
men will give attention to it, will fully explain to them the object and 
purpose of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The reading of the report comes out of the time 
allowed for debate. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, submitted the 
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following report (to accompany bill H. R. £ 
¢ Committee on the Revision of the Laws, to whom was referred bill H. R. 
3346, submit the following report: 

The amendment of section 819 of the Revised Statutes proposed by the bill is 
in these words: 

"And the United States in such cases, and in no other cases whatever, shall, 
also, in conformity with the practice in any State, have the right in that State to 
stand jurors aside and not show the cause of disqualification or challenge until 
the venire be gone through.” 

This standing of jurors aside is a sort of temporary objection to them, which 
does not preclude the prosecution from afterward accepting those once 
at the foot of the panel. The practice of standing aside jurors originated in 
Great Britain after the enactment of thirty-third of Edward the Third, which 
took Srey oan the crown altogether the right of peremptory challenge-of 
jurors, and it still prevails in some of the States of the American Union as com- 
mon law. This rule, however, is applicable only in capital cases. The spirit 
and intent of the judiciary act were to require the courts of the United States to 
adopt, as far as practicable, the rules of judicial procedure in the States where 
such courts are held. The practice of standing aside jurors now prevails but in 
a small number of the States, and in these the rule is never applied except in 
the trial of capital felonies. In these States, however, the committee are unan- 
imonusly of the opinion that the practice, if resorted to at all, should, with uni- 
formity, be applied in the courts of the United States; but when thus applied or 
invoked it should be limited to the trial of cases of treason or felonies punish- 
able capitally. To extend such a practice to the trial of misdemeanors and fel- 
onies not punished capitally in the courts of the United States, from whose judg- 
ments of conviction there is no appeal, would be in some cases tantamount to 
denying the defendant a fair and im ial trial by a jury of his peers. 

The practice of standing jurors aside is one of limited and questionable utilit; 
at best, and the purpose of the bill is to so amend section 819 of the Revised 
Statutes as not to permit the district attorney to apply that rule in the trial of 
offenses of less magnitude than felonies punished capitally. 

This is in the interest of the liberty of the citizen. Its tendency is to secure a 
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fair trial. The powers and jurisdiction of the judiciary are for the protection 
and maintenance of the integrity of the Government. 
The committee therefore recommend that the bill pass. 


Mr. OATES. The practice which obtains in some of the States, the 
older States of the Union, of standing jurors aside—that is, for the 
prosecuting attorney, when jurors are called and are otherwise compe- 
tent, to interpose a mere temporary objection and stand them aside for 
the time being—never did obtain except in the trial of capital offenses. 
Now, this practice has been adopted in the courts of the United States 
in some of these States and made to apply to misdemeanors. When a 
party is on trial for a misdemeanor they have gone through the venire 
and challenged jurors temporarily and stood them at the foot of the 
panel. It is a practice which is unwarranted, and this bill is merely 
for the purpose of regulating it and making the practice in the United 
States courts conform to the common-law practice, so that it shall only 
prevail in the trial of capital offenses. 

Mr. REED. Whatkind of misdemeanors does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. OATES. That does not make any difference. Ifit is made to 
apply to misdemeanors at all it is not in accordance with the common- 
law practice. 

Mr. REED. What harm has it done hitherto? 

Mr. OATES. Its tendency in such cases is to give an unfair advan- 

to the prosecuting attorney. Š 
r. REED. Will the gentleman be kind enough to specify in what 
class of cases that has occurred ? 

Mr. OATES. They have applied it to any class of cases. 

Mr. REED. What particular class of cases has there been any com- 
plaint about? 

Mr. OATES. I do not know that I can particularize the class of 
cases. I understand the practice is of general application in the courts 
where it prevails. 

Mr. REED. This does not arise out of any particular kind of cases? 

Mr. OATES. Not that Iam aware of. I think the practice of the 
United States courts in this regard ought to be made to conform to the 
practice in the State courts, and that the rule, which I think is not a 
very good one, ought to apply only in the cases of capital felonies; and 
this is the sole object and purpose of the bill as I understand it. How 
much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). 
the gentleman desire to reserve his time? 

Mr. OATES. _ I reserve that time until I hear from the other side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will now recognize the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] to control the time in opposition. 

Mr. CALKINS. Ll yield five minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE. I think that the principle involved in this bill is an 
incorrect one, whether applied to the courts of the United States or to 
State courts. In the State of Pennsylvania our supreme court has de- 
cided that in all criminal cases the Commonwealth may stand aside one 
juror after another until a jury shall have been impaneled in each case 
which shall do justice not only to the prisoner but also to the Common- 
wealth. I think the principle as applied in Pennsylvania is a correct 
principle to be applied in any State court orin the United States courts. 

I think it has a special application and force when you come to try 
cases of a political nature and involving political questions and political 
ideas. Isay this, not as a partisan, not as representing any party, but 
in justice to both parties. We do not know what party will triumph 
in this country or what party may be represented by the prosecuting 
officer. The justice of the principle applies equally, whether the one 
party or the other be in power. 

For instance, in some of the States South where political crimes, or 
rather crimes that involve political prejudices and opinions, are tried, 
if the Democratic party should be in power, if the prosecuting officer 
of the Government should be a Democrat, how would that prosecuting 
officer like to have a jury composed of persons wholly adverse to the 
Government in that prosecution, a jury adverse to the Government? 

The interest of the prosecuting attorney is not that of a biased pros- 
ecutor, but according to the old traditions of the common law, and ac- 
cording to all the experience of courts of adjudicature throughout the 
world, the prosecuting counsel stands in a quasi-judicial capacity; and 
when he presents facts to juries he is presumed to present nothing but 
the simple truth, and to desire that nothing may influence the verdict 
of that jury but the simple truth. 

Now, I contend and I believe that if this bill shall become a law just- 
ice can not be secured in the trial of many cases in many of the States 
of this Union, when it would be secured under the present law I sup- 
pose that this bill originated very largely from the fact that in the State 
of Georgia a number of men were tried and were convicted for violat- 
ing the United States election laws, and in the trial of those cases a 
number of jurors were stood aside by the prosecuting officers of the Gov- 
vernment, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Doesthegentlemansay that was donein Georgia? 

Mr. BAYNE. In Georgia. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. BAYNE. Probably it was in South Carolina. I refer to the 
cases that were tried by Hon. Emory Speer. 


Ten minutes. Does 
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Mr. CALKINS. It was done both in Georgia and South Carolina, 
and that is what the bill strikes at. 

Mr. BAYNE. Done both in Georgia and South Carolina. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The gentleman is mistaken in reference to South 
Carolina. 

Mr. BAYNE. To the credit of that community in South Carolina 
and to the credit of that community in Georgia which furnished these 
jurors men were convicted of offenses involving political prejudices. 
I have not seen or heard anything in the history of the country for 
many years past that did greater credit to the people of the communi- 
ties interested than these convictions, for it is of interest to every citi- 
zen of those States as well as of the States north that men who violate 
the laws of the country shall be convicted and punished. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to say that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BAYNE] is mistaken as to jurors having been set aside in 
Georgi 
Mr BAYNE. Not ‘‘set’’ aside, but ‘‘ stood ” aside until the panel 
was secured. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Neither in South Carolina nor in Georgia. 

Mr. BAYNE. It is possible I may be mistaken as to the particular 
State, but I know there were such trialsin South Carolina, and I thought 
the same rule was applied in-Georgia, where jurors were set aside until 
the panel was obtained. 

Mr. CALKINS. I do not want to occupy much time this morning, 
for I am not in a condition to be able to speak at any length. I want 
toask my friend from Alabama [Mr. OATES] whether this bill is framed 
in reference to correcting a practice brought to the attention of the 
country by the late trials in South Carolina? 

Mr. OATES. The bill was introduced by a gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. BENNETT], where the practice also prevails. 

Mr. CALKINS. My question is whether this bill is not intended to 
rectify and correct that practice ? 

Mr. OATES. Itis simply to do away with the practice which pre- 
vails of standing jurors aside under the common law, which in the 
United States courts in some of the States is applicable to capital felo- 
nies; I do not know that it is in all the States. The bill is to prevent 
the extending of the practice to misdemeanors. 

Mr. CA S. But in the State courts they go right along under 
that practice and you would deny it to the Federal courts. 

Mr. OATES. The State courts can go no further under this bill than 
the United States courts. If in the State courts jurors can be set aside 
in capital felonies, then under this bill it can be done in the United 
States courts. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman be kind enough to state to the 
House why it is that this practice which he regards as just and proper 
in capital cases becomes unjust and improper in cases of misdemeanors ? 

Mr. OATES. Only because the administration of criminal law ought 
to be uniform. 

Mr. REED. Yet you propose to permit this practice in capital 


cases. 

Mr. OATES. Wheretherule prevailsinsuch casesin the State courts 
there isno objection to its prevailing in similar cases in the United States 
courts. 

Mr. REED. Then there is no evil resulting from the application of 
the rule? All that the gentleman desires is to promote uniformity. 
Is that it? 

Mr. OATES. There is an evil resulting from it. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman state what itis? What called his 
attention to the matter? 

Mr. OATES. The bill called my attention to it, and the committee 
has reported in favor of the bill. 

Mr. REED. Is not this bill presented on account of late cases—— 

Mr. OATES. In the State courts this practice does not extend to 
cases of misdemeanor; and we think the United States courts ought 
not to extend the rule to such cases. 

Mr. REED. What harm has been done? What is the evil? 

Mr. OATES. In cases where the defendant has a very limited num- 
ber of challenges it enables the prosecuting attorney to select just such 
jurors as he wants. 

Mr. REED. And you allow that in capital cases? 

Mr. OATES. There the defendant has such a number of challenges 
as will protect him. 

Mr. REED. But the same thing is allowed in the State courts. 

Mr. OATES. Where the practice in the United States courts con- 
forms to that of the State courts it is satisfactory. 

Mr. CALKINS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Florida 
[Mr. BISBEE]. 

Mr. BISBEE. Stripped of all disgnises, the object of this bill is 
further to emasculate the power of Federal courts in the Southern States 
to try and convict men for stuffing ballot-boxes. That isthe object, if 
this side of the House wants to understand it. That is the sole object. 
In the Forty-sixth Congress the Democratic party passed a bill stuffing 
the jury-boxes with politics, providing that a commissioner should be 
appointed of oppe politics to the clerk, and that these two officers 
should alternately select the persons from whom jurors aredrawn. The 


result is that each of these persons—the clerk and the commissioner— 
believes that he represents a party, and selects pronounced partisans to 
serve as jurors. 

The further result is that even in the most flagrant cases you can 
not to-day get a jury in the Southern States that will convict a man 
for stuffing ballot-boxes, though the evidence be such that the jury 
ought to convict without leaving the box. 

ow it seems to me the Democratic party ought to be satisfied with 
the law as itis. Butit appears that a case recently arose in theSouth- 
ern States where the Federal Government availed itself of a local law 
to get a little better jury—one that would do justice between the Fed- 
eral Government and the accused in the execution of the laws of the 
United States. There is no such thing known throughout the South- 
ern States as a State court trying and convicting any one for the stuff- 
ing of ballot-boxes. Democratic frauds may run riot at each election. 
Half a dozen of the States in the South are honey-combed with fraud 
from one end to the other; and it is approved of, not condemned; and 
no man engaged in it has yet visited the penitentiary for it. 

As I have remarked, the law enacted by the Forty-sixth Congress 
has emasculated the power of the Federal courtsin theSouthern States, 
and now, forsooth, because a method has been discovered by which the 
Government, availing itself of local statutes in some of the States, may 
perchance be able to try ballot-box stuffers with some prospect of con- 
viction, this bill seeks to tear up that remedy by the roots. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. CALKINS. I reserve that portion of my time... 

Mr. OATES. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from North Car- 
olina [Mr. BENNETT]. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, it is important that we should un- 
derstand the present state of the law in order to obtain an intelligent 
comprehension of the matter now under consideration. 

Section 819 of the Revised Statutes reads as follows: 

When the offense c is treason or a capital offense, the defendant shall 
be entitled to twenty and the United States to five ptory challenges. On 
the trial of any other felony, the defendant shall be entitled to ten and the 
United States to peremptory challenges; and in all other cases, civil and 
criminal, each party shall be entitled to three peremptory challe j;andinall 
cases where there are several defendants or several plaintiffs, the parties on 
each side shall be deemed a single panty for the purposes of all challenges under 

el r 


this section. All challenges, w to the array or panel, or to individual 
jurors for cause or favor, shall be tried by the court without the aid of triers. 


This act was passed June 8, 1872. The measure now under consid- 
eration does not change in any particular the law regulating challenges, 
peremptory or for cause. Gentlemen here will please understand that 
if the ting bill reported by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES] should command the approval of this House, the law of chal- 
lenges, peremptory or for cause, which obtains in the United States 
courts will remain identically the same as now. 

The only change proposed by the pending bill is in these words: 

And the United States in such cases— 


That is, cases of treason or other capital offenses— 


and in no other cases whatever, shall also, in conformity with the practice in 
any have the right in that State to stand jurors aside and not show the 
cause of on or challenge until the venire be gone through. 


That is the only change. I have nothing to conceal. The bill is 
my handiwork. The practice of standing jurors to the foot of the panel 
grew up in England after the passage of the statute of 33 Edward I. 
That statute took away entirely from the crown the right of peremp- 
tory challenge, and, therefore, when the crown was confronted with 
a subject charged with an offense against the law, the crown stood at 
this disadvantage, that it did not have the right of peremptory chal- 
lenge, while the subject, standing for his life or his liberty, as the case 
may be, enjoyed that privilege. The judges who held their office 
during the pleasure of the crown and their own good behavior always 
inclined to give their official support to the power that appointed and 
fed them. To their eternal disgrace be it said that on great occasions, 
when the liberty of the subject trembled in the balance, those who 
should have held the scales of justice with unfevered hand, succumbed 
to the blandishments of power, and yielded to the sway of those who 

the power of life and death over them. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from North Carolina 
has expired. 

Mr. BENNETT. I should like to have a few moments additional 
time. 

Mr. OATES. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman from North 
Carolina. 

Mr. BENNETT. The origin, therefore, of this practice to which I 
have just alluded does not commend it to the philosophic student or 
the impartial lawyer. 

The moving cause for the present bill is just this and nothing more: 
Unfortunately in the Southern States frequent prosecutions have been 
instituted for violation of the election laws of the General Government, 
and judges holding the ceurt before which a party thus charged and 
confronted is on trial, if not native and to the manner born, have not 
hesitated to permit the attorneys who prosecute for the Government ta 
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stand jurors to the foot of the panel until they could assort the lot; and 
thus it is in some instances that innocent men have been convicted, and 
are to-day, or have been, undergoing punishment for offenses of which 
they were never guilty. 

The practice in my own State confines the standing of jurors to the 
foot of the panel to capital offenses. The recent act, passed by Con- 
gress I beliéve in 1875, which regulates the practice in the courts of 
the General Government, requires that that practice shall conform to 
that which obtains in the State courts. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from North Carolina 
has expired. 

Mr. OATES. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes. 

Mr. OATES. I regret that I can not yield any more time to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina as I have promised the remainder to the 
gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. BENNETT. Then Ishallask consent to placein the RECORD that 
portion of my remarks which I had desired to make in this connection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OATES. I now yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE]. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I rise, Mr. Speaker, in the brief time remaining for 
this discussion, to correct some misapprehensions which would naturally 
arise from the remarks made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BAYNE] regarding the political cases recently tried in my own State. 
He is in error when he asserts that in South Carolina there were con- 
victions for violation of the election laws. The truth of the case is 
merely this: That the panel was so constituted in those trials that mem- 
bers of the election committees of the party in accord with the admin- 


istration were sworn as jurors upon the panel. In addition to that, the 
districtattorney, exercising this right of standing aside jurors, postponed 
every one except those that were in alliance with his own political party 


to the foot of the panel. Further, the defendants’ right of challenge 
was exhausted, and the juries were composed entirely of those who 
were in political sympathy with the prosecution. Butso frivolous were 
the cases presented that in one instance, under instructions from the 
judge, the jury brought ina verdict of not guilty, and in the other cases, 
with juries packed by the prosecution in the manner I have stated, 
there was absolute failure to convict. There was not a single person 
belonging to the political party of the defendants upon either one of 
the juries. They weremade up in the manner I have stated, from their 
political opponents. 

I wish now further to correct a misapprehension under which the 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. BISBEE] seems to labor. Nota single 
one of these cases, Mr. Speaker, was for the offense of stuffing the bal- 
lot-box. No such charges were presented. There were no grounds for 
such charges; and the frivolous charges made were for other causes. 

Now, the law of the State of South Carolina does not permit in cases 
of misdemeanor the standing aside of jurors. It is only in cases of 
capital offenses—felonies—and in such cases the protection of the de- 
fendant is that he has twenty peremptory sheliengee: and therefore the 
officers of the State control the presentation of the jury, the standing 
aside being equivalent to the twenty SE, ted on the part of the de- 
fendant. Butin cases of misdemeanors, as under this act, the defendant 
has but three challenges; and to give to the prosecuting officer, in addi- 
tion to three challenges, also the right to postpone jurors to the foot of 
the panel is equivalent to so many more challenges allowed to the Gov- 
ernment. 

I contend, Mr. Speaker, that such nl menage of power in the 
prosecution in organizing juries is radically wrong, irrespective of any 
question of party or of politics. It is wrong in principle. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who spoke last but one 
treated us to some ancient history, but this question relates to modern 
history. There is a plain pu in this bill, and it is in connection 
ay other bills and actions which have developed themselves hereto- 

ore. 

The jury has been politically divided, as has been stated by the gen- 
tleman from Florida Ptr. BISBEE]. Not content with that neutraliza- 
tion of juries in cases of this kind, an attentp} was made in another com- 
mittee of this House to divide in politics the deputy marshals who were 
to enforce these election laws. To-day the gentleman from Alabama 
[ Mr. OATES], representing the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, 
has presented another insidious attack the enforcement of the 
penalties for stuffing ballot-boxes at elections. And the gentleman was 
well chosen. He is so a man himself that he never suspected what 
this was intended to effect. And nothing has influence in this House 
like a good man making a good statement in a good way. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. REED. I have only two minutes. 

Mr. OATES. What the gentleman states is wholly incorrect, and 
this is a unanimous report from the committee. 

Mr. REED. Iunderstand not. I say that this is a following out of 
the unjust attempts which are being made to destroy the very little 
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pone which the United States has to punish violations of election laws, 
ection laws are violated there continuously, and an attempt is being 


made now to take away the very little remedy we have. That is the 
secret of this matter. Of course the gentleman from Alabama did not 
know it. He did not understand the class of cases to which this re- 
ferred. Ifhe had he would not have been selected to present it. But 
the gentleman who spoke the one before the last did understand it, and 
unfortunately has let it out to the House. , 

The SPEAKER. The time allowed for debate has expired. The 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 110, noes 66; two-thirds 
not voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. OATES. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 153, nays 92, not 
voting 75; as follows: 


YEAS—153. 

Aiken, Dibrell, Lanham, Seney, 
Al ier, Dockery, Le Fevre, Seymour, 
Arnot, Dorsheimer, Lewis, haw, 
Ballentine, Dowd, re, Shelley, 
Barbour, Duncan, Lovering, Singleton, 
Barksdale, Eaton, tf Slocum, 
Beach, Eldredge, MeMillin, Springer, 
Belmont, Ermentrout, tson Stewart, Charles 
Bennett, Fiedler, Miller, J F Sumner, C. A. 
Blackburn, Findlay, Mills, Sumner, D. H. 
Blanchard, Follett, Mitchell, Talbott, 
Bland, Foran, Money, Thompson, 
Blount, Forney, Morrison, Throckmorton, 
aocha Ga Moulte Townes 

reckin: 7 es. oulton, o b 
Buchanan, Glascock, Muldrow, Tucker, 
Buckner, Graves, Muller, Tully, 

urnes, Green. Murphy, Turner, H, G. 
Cabell, Greenleaf, Murray, Turner, Oscar 
Caldwell, ll, Mutchler, Van Alstyne, 
Candler, Hammond, Neece, Vance, 
Cassidy, cock, Oates, Van Eaton, 
Clardy, Hardeman, O'Neill, J. J. Ward, 
Clay, Hatch, W. H. Paige, Welborn, 
Clements, Henley, Pierce, Wenpe, 

bb, Herbert, Peel, S. W. Wilkins, 
Collins, Hewitt, A.S. Post, Williams, 
Converse, Hewitt, G. W. Pryor, Willis, 

k, Hill, Pusey, Wilson, W. L. 

ve. Hoblitzell, 5 Winans, E. B. 
Cox, W.R. Holman, Rankin, Wise, G. D. 
fe Hunt, Reagan, Wolford, 
Culberson, D.B. Hutchins, Reese, ‘ood, 
in, Jones, J. H. Riggs, Woodward, 
Š Jones, J. K. Robertson. Worthington, 
Davidson. Jones, J. T. Robinson, W. Yaple. 
vis, L. H. ordan, Rogers, W. F. 
T, Kleiner, Rosecrans, 
Dibble, x Scales, 
NAYS—9. 
Adams, G. E. Everhart, Lyman, Ray, Ossian 
Anderson, Guenther, cCoid, Reed, 
Atkinson, Hanback, McCormick, Rice. 
` Harmer, McKinley, Robinson, J. S. 
Bisbee, Hatch, H. H. Mayo, Rockwell, 
Boutelle, Henderson, D.B. Millard Rowell, 
Bowen, Henderson, T.J. Miller, $. H. Russe 
Breitung Hepburn, orey, Smith, 
Browne, pr, M. Hiscock, Morrill, Spooner, 
Brown, W. W. Hitt, Nelson, Steele, 
Calkins, Holmes, Nutting Stephenson 
Campbell, J. M. Holton, O'Hara, Stone, 
Cannon, orr, O'Neill, Charles Taylor, E. B. 
C v Houk, Parker, Taylor, J. 
Culbertson, W. W. James. Payson, Wadsworth, 
Cullen, Jeffords, Perkins, Wait, 
Cutcheon, Johnson, Peters, Wakefield, 
Davis, G. R. Jones, B. W. Pettibone, Washburn 
Dingley, Keifer, Phelps, Weaver, 

n Ketcham, Poland, White, J.D. 
Elliott. Lacey, Price, White, Milo 
Ellwood, Laird, Ranney. Wise, J.S 
Evans, L N. Long, Ray, G. W. York. 

NOT VOTING—%5. 

Adams, J. J Ellis, Kellogg, Snyder, 
Bagley, Evins, J. H. King, p s 
Bayne Ferrell, Lawrence, tevens, 
Belford. Finerty, Libbey, Stewart, J. W. 
Bingham, George, cAdoo, toeks! r, 
Brainerd, Gibson, McComas, Storm, 
Brewer, F. B. Goff, Maybury, Strait, 
Brewer, J. H. Hardy, Milliken, Struble, 
Bi head, art, Morgan, Taylor, J. M. 

fs nes, Nicholls, Thomas, 
Budd, Hemphill, Ochiltree, Valentine, 
Burleigh. a ra Patton, Warner, A. J. 
Campbell, Felix Hopkins, Payne, Warner, Richard 
Carleton, Houseman, Peelle, S. J. Weller, 
Connolly, Howey, Potter, Whiting, 
Covington, Hurd, Rogers, J. H. Wilson, James 
Cox, 8. 8. n, Ryan, Winans, Jobn 
Davis, R.T, Kean, Skinner, C. R. Young. 
Dunn, Kelley, Skinner, T.G. 


a TR rules were not suspended—two-thirds not voting in favor 
ereof. 

After the second roll-call, ? 

Mr. , of New York, said: When my name was called I heard 


Roe a tah fal oe eee 
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it on both roll-calls, but I thought I was paired with Mr. Kasson, of 
Towa. It turns out he is paired with another gentleman. I desire to 
vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York states he refrained 
from voting because he thought he was paired with the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Kasson], but has since learned that Mr. KAsson is paired 
with another gentleman. He asks unanimous consent to vote. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I vote ‘‘ay.” 

On motion of Mr. LAMB, by unanimous consent, the reading of the 
names of members voting was dispensed with. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. ELLIS with Mr. KELLOGG. 

Mr. STocKSLAGER with Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. 

Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, with Mr. HAYNES. 

Mr. MORGAN with Mr. MORRILL, 

. SNYDER with Mr. GOFF. 

. HOUSEMAN with Mr. WHITING. 

. SKINNER, of North Carolina, with Mr. SKINNER, of New York. 
. CARLETON with Mr. LAWRENCE. 

. COVINGTON with Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey. 

. MAYBURY with Mr. HART. 

. DUNN with Mr. RYAN. 

. KING with Mr. GEORGE. 

. ROGERS, of Arkansas, with Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, 
. NICHOLLS with Mr. Kasson. 

. Evans, of South Carolina, with Mr. VALENTINE. 
. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. HOWEY. 

. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. LIBBEY. 

. GIBSON with Mr. BRUMM. 

. Cox, of New York, with Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. KEAN with Mr. MCADOO. 

The SPEAKER. On this vote the yeas are 153 and the nays are 92. 
Two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative, the motion to suspend 
the rules is not to. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations have unani- 
mously agreed upon a deficiency appropriation bill. I expected that 
upon the call of committeesthe Committee on Appropriations would 
have been reached to-day, when I would have reported the bill. It 
will give rise to very little debate. The necessities of the Government 
are immediate, and I ask consent to report it now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman to ask con- 
sent to report at this time from the Committee on Apprepriations a 
deficiency appropriation bill without waiting for the regular call of 
the committee; and the gentleman gives notice that he will move to 
pass the bill under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. RANDALL. That isthe request. Ihave been instructed unan- 
imously by the committee to report the bill, and I shall move thatit be 

under a ion of the rules. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is right, and I hope there will be no objection 
on this side of the House. Itis an important bill and should be passed 


at once. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I will ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] if it includes the deficiency for examining 

ms ? 

Mr. RANDALL. It does. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Doesit include the appropriation asked for by the 
Secretary of the Treasury for printing one and two dollar notes? 

Mr. RANDALL. I does not. 

Mr. BUCKNER. All right, then. 

There being no objection, 

Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. 6073) to provide for certain of the most urgent deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill was read at length, as follows: 


Beit enacted, &c., That the following sums, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, be, and the same are hereb: , appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise Roroa. for the objects hereinater expressed, for the 
service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1854, and prior years, namely: 

PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 

That from the Sopro agar for public printing and binding for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1884, the Public Printer is hereby autho: to transfer to the 
alletment of the Treasury Department an amount not exceeding $50,000, to the 
allotment of the Navy Department an amount not exceeding $20,000, to the al- 
lotment of the War Department $15,000, and to the allotment of the Post-Office 
Department an amount not exceeding $30,000; but the aggregate amountappro- 

riated for the public printing and binding for the year en June 30, 
Tess, shall not be exceeded because of the transfers hereby autho: 5 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


For the transportation of subsidiary silver coin as authorized by law, $5,000. 

For fuel, lights, water, and miscellaneous items required by the janitors and 
firemen in the proper care of the betidings,. furniture, and heating apparatus, 
exclusive of personalservices, for all public buildi under the control of the 
Treasury Department, inclusive of new buildings, $105,000. 


For furniture and repairs of cies tarp hoy Ba blic buildings und: 

the control of the Treasury ent, $100,000. ee oe 
a, gia all > blie Srt inm der in reer eT Departenent er 

conn n u under con Treasury 

outside of the District of Columbia, $56,000. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

For post-office and court-house at Philadelphia, Pa.: For completion of the 
building, $61,000. g 
i For paalo Koisa at Saint Louis, Mo.: For completion and furnishing òf the 

uilding, $25,700. 

For custom-house and post-office at Albany, N. Y.: For completion of the 
building, $55,000. 

For custom-house and post-office at Cincinnati, Ohio: For construction of the 
ig yee buildings at Memphis, T F letion of 

‘or mi e-hospi at Memp! enn.: For com m of S 

proaches, fencing, terracing lot, heating and laundry apparatus, $30,000. = 

Forheating, hoisting, and ventilating apparatus for public building, $16,000. 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 
Expenses of the tenth census: 
For current expenses, $20,000. 
For outstanding liabilities, $5,000. 
Contingent expenses of land offices: 
For incidental expenses of the several land offices, $10,000. 
For expenses of depositing public moneys, $5,000. 
PENSIONS. 

For fees and expenses of examining surgeons, $500,000. 

For fees and expenses of examining surgeons, $253,533.11, being a deficiency 
on account of the fiscal year 1883. 

For per diem when absent from home on duty for ial examiners or other 
persons emplo: in the Pension Office detailed for purpose of making spe- 
to the Pension Bureau, in lieu of ex- 


cial investigations of matters pertainin 
penses for subsistence, not exceeding S per day, and for actual and necessary 


——— for transportation and assistance, $40,000. 

tthe Secretary of the Interior is authorized to transfer from appropriations 
for the Freedmen's Hospital and Asylum for the fiscal year 18S4any un nded 
balances and apply the same to purposes for which Aprop aaan br said 
institution for the current ear are exhausted; but the aggregato amount 
approp: for the expenses of the Freedmen’s Hospital and Asylum for the 
fiscal year 1834 shall not be exceeded because of the transfer herein authorized. 

INDIAN OFFISE, 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay the employés temporarily em- 
loyed and rendering service in the Indian ce up to and including July 15, 


100. 

And hereafter no De; ent or officer of the United States shall accept vol- 
untary service for the Government or employ personal service in excess of that 
authorized by law. 

NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
F onl bee pene ely rie Chaser rtation of enlisted d bo; 
‘or expenses of recru' , and forthe tra no! men an: 
at home and abroad, $15,000. ii 
Bureau of Construction and Repair: 

For preservation and completion of vessels on the stocks and in ordinary; 
purchase of materials and stores of all kinds; labor in navy-yards and on for- 
eign stations; preservation of materials; porse of tools; wear, tear, and re- 

r of vessels afloat, and for general care, increase, and protection of the Navy 
n the line of construction and repair, and incidental expenses, namely, advertis- 
ing and foreign postage, $224,000. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

That $1,200 of the sum appropriated by the act of March 3, 1883, be, and the same 
are ety’ transferred from the second to the third school division, without in- 
creasing the aggregate expenditure therein provided. 

For janitors and care of the several school buildings, $3,900; for current repairs 
to school buildings, $2,500; one-halfof said amounts to be paid from the revenues 
of the District of Columbia for the current fiscal year. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Teper Mary E. Herndon, widow of the late Hon. T. H. Herndon, the amount 
of salary and allowance for stationery for the unexpired term of his service as 
a member of the Forty-eighth Congress, $8,875. 

To pay the mother of the late Hon. W. F. Pool the ameunt of salary and al- 
lowance for stationery for the unexpired term of his service as a member of the 
Forty-eighth Oougress, $7,737.66. 

Toray the widow of the late Hon. E. W. M. srann A eg amount of salary 
and allowance for stationery for the unexpired term of service as a member 
of the Forty-eighth ry eae $5,586.67. 

To pay the widow of late Hon. D. C. Haskell the amount of salary and 
allowance for mil and stationery for the unexpired term of his service as a 


jeage 

member of the Forty-eighth brags PRA 715.97. 
To pay the widow of the late Hon. ‘E. Cutts the amount of salary and al- 
lowance for stationery for the ees term of his service as a member of the 


Forty-eigh Nay, Tews $7,652. 

le the Clerk of the House to pay Alexander B. Thomas and Wilson 
Grice for services rendered, under resolution of the House, from March 4 to De- 
cember 3, 1883, at $60 per month each, $1,080. 

Mr. RANDALL. Inow move to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 
I ask for a second on that motion, so that any one who may desire to 
make inquiries about the bill may have an opportunity to do so. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection the second will be con- 
sidered as ordered. s 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rose for the purpose of demanding 
a second myself, but I am willing to have it considered as ordered. 

There being no objection, the second of the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill as read was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the motion to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill which has been read. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. In the last Congress I gave notice that 
in the future I should object, however ungracious that duty might ap- 
pear, to the allowance to families or representatives of deceased mem- 
bers of any sum beyond the amount due at the time of their death. At 
that time there were several propositions of that character pending 
before the House, and I believe that on a vote of the House all such 
appropriations were stricken from the bill. I will inquire of the gen- 

eman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] if that is correct. 


1884. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 1987 


Mr. RANDALL. I think not, but I will examine and see. I find 
by reference to the bill of last session that Pp anon were made to 


pay certain allowances to the widows of Mr. Orth, of Mr. Lowe, and 
some others. I think the gentleman alludes to those cases. In the bill 
there were propositions to give $6,000 to the representatives of members- 
elect who had died. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And who had not entered upon the 
duties of their office. 

Mr. RANDALL. I find in the appropriation bill of last year that 
there were appropriations for unexpired terms of service in the case of 
Mrs. Orth, Mrs. Lewe, Mrs. James Q. Smith, and Mrs. Shackleford. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And they received an amount beyond 
the sum due them at the death of the members. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will read one of the clauses: 

To pay Mary A. Orth, the widow of the late honorable Godlove S. Orth, the 
amount of salary and allowances for stationery for the unexpired term of his 
service as a member of the Forty-seventh Congress. 

That is the exact language employed in this bill, except that we say 
“t Forty-eighth Congress ” instead of ‘‘ Forty-seventh Co. g 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Upon that point I have a word or two 
to say. 

Me KEIFER. If the gentleman will yield to me a raoment I will 
state that a few years ago in the cases of Mr. Schleicher, of Texas, of 
Mr. Fernando Wood, of New York, of Mr. Rush Clark, of lowa—I think 
there were no others—the precedent was established of paying to the 
representatives of deceased members the salary for the term for which 
such members had been el: but upon which they had not entered 
before the time of their death. In those cases Congress made appropria- 
tions of the salary for the whole term, although it had not been entered 
upon. That I think is what the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. BROWNE] 
has in his mind. 

Mr. MILLS. And the policy began with the case of Mr. Schleicher, 
of Texas. 

Mr. KEIFER. That policy was afterwards reversed and the rule 
established which is recognized in this bill, to pay the salary for the 
remainder of a term after it had once been entered upon, whether the 
member had been sworn in or not; in other words, if the member lived 
until the time for the commencement of the term had come, it was 
treated as though he had entered upon the term and the whole salary 
for that term was paid to his representatives. In the other cases which 
I have named we went one step beyond that. There is no such case in 
this bill now. 

Mr. RANDALL. There was the case of Mr. Herron, of Louisiana, 
a member-elect to the Forty-eighth Congress, but who died before the 
beginning of his term. We do not include that case in this bill. 

Mr. KEIFER. Iam not sure whether we ought not to have appro- 
priated something for that case, but we have left it out. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire simply to call the attention of 
the House to the character of appropriations of this kind as they now 
stand in this bill. 

It has not been very long since the practice of paying the unearned 
salaries of deceased members began. t we now propose to do is to 
pay an unearned salary—to pay for services that have never been ren- 
dered and for a term that never began—I mean so far as the right to 
payment is concerned. 

I do not doubt, and indeed as a legal proposition there can be no con- 
troversy about it, theright of the member or his family to receive salary 
up to the time of his death. But why is it on principle that a mem- 
ber having served a day or a week or a month or a year, if you please, 
in the Congress of the United States should receive the salary for the 
entire two years? Certainly if the employment were a private employ- 
ment the heirs of the employed would not receive compensation from 
the employer for services which had never been rendered. 

It has always seemed to me—I presume the notion isan ‘‘old fogy” 
one, antiquated now, and not entitled to the confidence or respect of 
anybody here—that the Congress of the United States ought to run the 
Government on business principles; that we are servants of the people 
entitled to somuch compensation as we earn—no more than that. We 
have gone beyond that, however. I do not complain of the practice 
which has grown up of paying from the Treasury of the United States 
the funeral expenses of a member dying during his term, and paying 
those expenses without regard to the pecuniary condition of the family 
of the deceased and without regard to the expense incurred, if the ex- 
penditure be proper and the sum reasonable. These expenses are paid 
by Congress, I presume, as a testimonial of respect to the deceased 
member. It certainly is a precedent which has no reason behind it. 
Bueh legislation is only justifiable because it is in pursuance of a prece- 

ent. 

Now I know it is ungracious, as I said in a former Congress, to raise 
these questions. Ido not expect to raise the question in after it 
has been submitted formally to the consideration of the House and it 
has resolved upon this practice. But I assume as a representative of 
my people that the Congress of the United States ought not to pay an 
unearned , no more to a Representative in Congress than to any 


other Government contractor contributing his services under the em- 
ployment of the nation, no more than to a clerk in one of the Depart- 


ments, no more than to a messenger or a doorkeeper of the House. 
There is no more principle behind the one case than the other. These 
practices, pernicious in my opinion, have grown up and have passed 
into our legislation without enge. 

Now, if these allowances were confined to the families of members 
whowere in such a pecuniary condition as to need the money, I should 
not object. But we have established the precedentof appropriating 
these sums to all, regardless of the circumstances of the persons to 
whom the money may go. I desire in this way, kindly and respect- 
fully, to enter my protest inst the continuance of this precedent. 
Ungracions as it may seem, I am willing to go before a generous con- 
stituency—a constituency that would contribute in charity as much as 
the constituency of any gentleman in this House—and stand upon the 
position I have taken. 

Having said this much, Mr. Chairman, I repeat that it is the last 
time I shall bring the question to the attention of the House if it shall 
now establish the precedent that in all these cases we are to appropriate 
for the entire term, regardless of everything else, by Fee of pecuniary 
condition, regardless of time served andail that. I think Congress acts 

erously when it appropriates to pay the funeral expenses of deceased 
presentatives, and itshould stop there. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, in my judgment it is desirable that 
Congress should adopt some general law touching this subject; but the 
Committee on Appropriations, as I have stated, has in this matter con- 
formed to the practice which been established; hence the instruc- 
tion under which I act to-day in reference to this matter. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to ask the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. RANDALL] whether or not this bill includes any allowance or 
salary for the family of the late Andrew G. Herron, who was elected a 
member of this Congress from the State of Louisiana? 

Mr. RANDALL. The bill does not contain any such allowance, and 
I will state to the gentleman the reason. Mr. Herron never entered 
upon his term at all. As has been stated, allowances in like cases were 
stricken out last year. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I wish to ask the gentleman further whether 
Mr. Haskell or Mr. Herndon, both deceased members of the House, 
ever entered upon the discharge of their duties? 

Mr. RANDALL. They did not die until after their term of office 
had begon, they were both kept from their seats by illness. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Isit nota fact that they never entered upon 
the discharge of their duties as members of the House? 

Mr. RANDALL. They drew their pay upon the Clerk’s certificate. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
allow me to say that upon the logic of this bill the case of the deceased 
Representative from Louisiana ought to be inclu because the logic 
of the measure is that the shorter the time the member has served the 
greater the compensation given. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Herron never entered upon his term as amem- 
ber of Congress and he never was sworn in. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am aware of that; but the logic of 
this case is that if a man serves a week we should appropriate to his * 
family $10,000, the salary for the whole term, but if he serves a year 
and eleven months the appropriation is only for a few weeks. 

F Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman has no right to draw any such de- 
uction. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The more time a man serves the less 
money his family receives. 

A MEMBER. Because he draws his own salary while he lives. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If it be in order I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. No amendment can be offered. The motion is to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

xT RANDALL. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
Non]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say only a word in reply to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE]. As the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations [Mr. RANDALL] has well said, there is 
an absence of law touching these appropriations, except so far as we fol- 
low the precedents in like cases. For several years the uniform practice 
has been, where a member has had the misfortune to die during his 
term, to pay to his widow or legal representatives the salary for the 
balance of the term. 

I do not appreherfll that the House at this time is going to reverse 
those precedents. I do not think that it ought to reverse them. In 
my judgment they were right—right then and right now. 

The gentleman says that it may work hardship in some cases to the 
Government. The gentleman must remember that there is no law or 
general practice that does not work hardshipin some cases. Take the 
case of Mr. Haskell, or his widow, for instance; and I speak of that be- 
cause I happen to be familiar with it. Here was a man who had served 
his constituency long and faithfully on this floor. He died leaving his 
family in straitened circumstances, with scarcely anything left to live 
upon, as I am informed; a man who absolutely worked himself to 
death in the public service, and doing valuable service to his constitu- 
ency and to the country. He died within a year anda month after his 
election. He died nine months after his term commenced. In that 
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case and in similar cases I believe that justly, honestly, and equitably 
his family ought to have the salary for the balance of the term. I be- 
lieve that I have not a single constituent, and I do not believe that any 
other gentleman on this floor has one, who would not be willing to say 
that this is an equitable provision; that the salary was justly and fairly 
due and ought to be paid. 

Mr. WELLER. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 

Mr. CANNON. No complaint has ever been made because of thi 
practice on the partof Congress. We followed the precedent of the last 
Congress and preceding Congresses, and I hope the appropriation will 
be made. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman let me ask him a 
question before he takes his seat? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. What I wish to ask is this: What equi- 
table reason is there for paying a man his full who lived four days 
after the 4th day of March, which does not apply to the case of a man 
who died three or four days prior to the 4th day of March, bothof whom 
had been duly elected, one dying shortly before his term begins and 
the other shortly afterwards 

Now I want to iar nan the “‘equity’’ to which the gentleman 
refers, and I would be glad to have an explanation. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman puts a case that does not exist. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. It does exist. 

Mr. RYAN. A hypothetical question. 

Mr. CANNON. Itis time enough to answer a question of that char- 
acter when it comes up. It is not presented here. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. It is presented in this very case. 

Mr. CANNON. It is a question with reference to a fact that does not 
exist. But further in reply to the gentleman from Ohio and to his 
question I will say that the Co: before the last did establish a prec- 
edent in Mr. Schleicher’s, and one or two other cases—Mr. Fernando 
Wood and others who died before the Congress commenced to which 
they had been elected. The last Congress reversed that precedent after 
full and free consideration, and the Committee on Appropriations in 


recommending this appropriation adhere to the precedent set by the last | y 


Congress. 
Mr. WELLER. Will the gentleman answer me a question? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is entitled to 


sthe floor. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I want to correct the gentleman from 
Tilinois. 

Mr. WELLER. Will the gentleman from Illinois answer my ques- 
‘tion? s 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir; certainly. What isit? 

Mr. WELLER. My question is this: If the rule has been wrong in 


the past and the precedent under the rule has been reversed, why not 
as well reverse the rule now as before ? 

Mr. CANNON. In the first place, I say it is not wrong. This ap- 
‘propriation is in the line of precedent, and the rule is right, not wrong, 
and I am going to vote for the appropriation. 

Mr. WELLER. Is it any more fair to pay the representatives of a 
member of Congress who dies an unearned salary than it is to pay any 
other employé of the Government? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr, RANDALL. I will yield to the gentleman. How much time 
is there remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Five minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Five minutes of the entire half-hour? 

The SPEAKER. Five minutes of the time belonging to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I wish to make a parliamentary in- 


uiry. 
3 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Is not this as unconstitutional asa 
gift to Mrs. Meikleham ? 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, it appears from this ‘pill that pro- 
vision is made to pay the heirs of Mr. Mackey, deceased, the heirs of 
Mr. Cutts, deceased, and the heirs of Mr. Haskell»deceased, the full 
amount of the salaries to which they would have been, respectively, en- 
titled had they lived their full terms as members of the Forty-eighth 
Congress, and the same provision has been made for Mr. Herndon, of 
Alabama. But for two other members of the Forty-eighth Congress, 
who went through all the, and annoyance of a campaign, to 
wit, Mr. Updegraff, of Ohio; and Mr. Herron, of Louisiana, the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations have made no provision and have left them entirely 
out of the bill. What I wish to say is that I can not regard this as fair. 
I say it is not fair to pay to these gentlemen, who were members of the 
Forty-eighth Congress, and who drew a part of their salary as such, the 
total amount that would have been due to them had they lived, and yet 
not provide a cent to pay those who were elected to the Forty-eighth 
Congress but had the misfortune to die before the term of service began. 

That is the condition of things that is presented by this bill, and I 
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would like to have any sufficient reason given by any member of the 
Committee on Appropriations or by no gentleman on this floor for this 
distinction and discrimination. I wish to know why it is that a man 
who died before his service commenced, after his election, is placed 
upon a different plane from the man who died afterward. All that 
they did in the world, I am reminded, was to draw their salaries— 
those gentlemen whose names were incorporated in this ‘bill. Those 


this | gentlemen who died and whose names are not incorporated in the bill did 


not have the pleasure of drawing any portion of their salaries, but the 
Committee on Appropriations without rhyme or reason make this dis- 
tinction between these classes of members, those who died after and 
those who died before the term of service 

Mr. RYAN. Will the gentleman yield to me for one moment? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RYAN. Judging from my own experience a member has nearly 
as much work to do when Congress is not in session as when Con 
is in session. I personally know that my late colleague, Mr. Haskell, 
labored assiduously in the discharge of his public duties from the time 
of the commencementof his term of office until he was finally prostrated. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I do not yield further. In view of the fact 
that this distinction and discrimination has been made, and made in my 
judgment unjustly and without sufficient reason, I will ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to incorporate a provision in the bill which 
will pay to the legal representatives of the late Andrew G. Herron, of 
Louisiana, and the late Mr. Updegraff, of Ohio, $5,000 in each case. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have noinstructions from the committee to con- 
sent to any amendment. 

Mr. KEIFER. I am ready to vote for that proposition but can not 
do it on this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Louisiana has the power him- 
self to initiate a measure for that purpose at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gentle- 
=a Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] to suspend the rules and pass 

e 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Upon that question let us have the 
eas and nays. 
aa TURNER, of Kentucky. I rise to make a parliamentary in- 


qui 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Do not the rules of this House require 
that without special order of the House the yeasand nays shall becalled 
on this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The rule requires that the yeas and nays shall be 
taken upon the of all general appropriation bills. This is a 

ial deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. A deficiency appropriation bill has 
been held to be one of the general appropriation bills. 

TheSPEAKER. And, besides, this is a motion to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. The rules have not yet been suspended. 
It is only a motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill, and the ques- 
tion is how the vote ought to be taken. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think this is a general appro- 
priation bill within the meaning of the rule; nor has it been so held, 
so far as the Chair has been advised. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I think the Chair has always held 
since the adoption of the new rules that such a bill as this comes within 
the rule. If the Chair will look at the rule he will find it applies as 
much to this appropriation bill as to any other. I had the honor to 
offer the amendment to the rules requiring the yeas and nays to be 
taken on the passage of all bills making appropriations. That was 
restricted on the report of the Committee on Rules to general appropri- 
ation bills. But the Chair has uniformly held that a deficiency bill was 
a general appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. A special deficiency bill is not a general appropri- 
ation bill, because it isa bill which may or may not be presented to the 
House, according to the necessities of the Government. The general 
appropriation bills are bills which require to be passed each year for the 
oi of the Government. 

Ir. TURNER, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I can not agree that your 
ruling iscorrect. Ithink, with due deference, that the Chair is clearly 
in error, as I propose to show. I offered the amendment to the rules 
requiring the yeas and nays on appropriation bills on the 19th day of 
February, 1880, and made the only argument in favor of the amend- 
ots that was made. (See CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, second session 

Forty-sixth Congress, volume 41, page 1022.) Immediately after the 
argument, the House, being in Committee of the Whole, adopted the 
amendment which I offered by a vote of 103 yeas to 19 nays. Now, 
sir, what was the evil sought to be remedied by the amendment which 
I offered to the rules as reported by the Committee on Rules and what 
were the arguments used to induce the adoption of the amendment ? 
Let the argument which I then made speak for itself. It was in these 
words: 

Mr. Oscar TURNER. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
“Amend Rule XXI by adding as a sixth clause the following: Upon all bills 
or resolutions appropriating money or creating a charge or debt upon the peo- 
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le the yeas and nays shall be taken on the final passage of such bills in the 


ouse and entered on the Jo mgs i 

Mr. Oscar TURNER. Mr. Chairman, as I argued this question at the time I 
gave notice that I would offer this amendment, I do not feel again inclined to 
trespass upon the time of the committee; but as there may be some members 
present who were not then, I shall briefly refer to the points that strike my mind, 
showing conclusively that this amendment, or one embodying the same prin- 
ciple to some extent at least, ought to be adopted. Bills making appropriation 
of ublic money have for many years been by this House without the 
call of the yeas and nays. Ind the journals show that they are rarely called 
unless there is some political rider upon the bills or extraneous legislation in 
them. The result of this is that frequently, in the hurry of legislation and 
the noise and confusion, although the attention of members is invited by the 
Speaker to these bills, very few vote upon their . Itisa fact well known 
to every member of this House that many bills appropriating millions of the 
public money pass here by the votes of perhaps four or five members, it may be 
the votes only of those constituting the committee from which the bills come. 

These are facts that no gentleman willdeny. Now, sir, this is all wrong. No 
appropriation of money ought to unless the attention of members is 
drawn directly to the of the and no such bill ought to pass without 
it is voted for by a matority. of all the members elected. Now, how are you to 
effect this result? I know of no way except to require the yeas and nays upon 
all bills appropriating public money. It is no new idea. Look, Mr. Chairman, 
at the array of States in this Union that have adopted this provision in their 
constitutions, I referred in my remarks before to seven States; since then I 
find that the provision is incorporated in the constitutions of the following States, 
twenty-two in number: New York, Pennsylvania, Virgin: saat Sage Min- 
nesota, Wisconsin, Alabama, Arkansas, California, Colorado, Florida, Illinois, 
Indiana, K . Missouri, Nebraska, Nevada, New Jersey, North Carolina,Ohio, 
Oregon, Tennessee. 

Kentucky requires yeas and nays on all billsappropriating over $100. Many 
of the old States had tried for over half a century to do without this safeguard 
of the people's money, but it would not do; they were forced to amend their 
constitutions and incorporate this provision in them. I will refer to the great 
States of New York and Penusylvauia, which adopted this provision in 1873, and 
Kentucky and Virginia in 1850 and 1851. Now, sir, if it is right in the State con- 
stitution why is it not right here’ Are the taxes less burdensome on the peo- 

»le when imposed by Congress than by the States? Sir, there is greater reason 

or it here, for where the Legislatures of the States vote away hundreds of dol- 
lars we vote away millions, all coming out of the pockets of the toiling masses 
of the country, 

I have heard but one member een a reason against this amendment, and that 
was that it would take too much time. Are the ple to be told by us that we 
have not time to call the yeas and nays upon bills appropriating their money? 
We are paid by the year; ict us take the e. Why, sir, the yeas and nays are 
called hund of times every session upon unimportant questions, frequently 
even upon the question of daily adjournment. Yet we are told upon these im- 

portant bills we have not the time. Mr. Chairman, this may be good logic 
re, but I apprehend men will find it bad logic on the stump before their con- 
stituents. But, sir, the truth is it would not take an unreasonable amount of 
time, There is too much special | lation here. It is bad enough in the State 
Legislatures, but it is worse here, t us general laws poe remedies 
for claimants, and let them resort to the Departments and bureaus and courts, 
and bring their cases within those laws, If they can not, then let their claims 
fall as they ought to,and not come here to get their through where we 
have not the time to investigate the proof and where they frequently pass as a 
sort of favoritism, 

Mr. Chairman, this is all wrong, in my judgment. Why, sir, there are now 
over two thousand private bills for pensions before the Congress already; and 
God knows how many more will be offered, for they come in by hundredsevery 
bill-day ; yet we have a pension bureau and laws designating who are entitled 
to pensions and under what circumstances. If the general laws granting pen- 
sions are insufficient, let us change them and the grounds for pensions, but not 
sit here as a great pension bureau instead of attending to general legislation for 
the public good. If these views were carried out we would not have so many 
bills appropriating money. 

have made these remarks in no partisan spirit, and, sir, I appeal to gentle- 
mento support the amendment or offera better one. Let the le know who 
it is that votes away the money. No man will shrink from it when it is a just 
appropriation, and if it is not the peeple have a right to know who voted for it. 

r. Chairman, if this amendment is adopted it will save millions of dollars. It 
has done it in the States and it will doit here. Ihope the amendment will pre- 
vail. Iam not afraid to put myself on the record on such bills. Special legis- 
ae and private bills are a curse in the State Legislatures and they are a curse 

ere, 


Now, Mr. Speaker, does it not clearly appear according to the rules 
of interpretation laid down by every law writer that the whole object 
was to guard the public money and fix the responsibility upon those 
who voted it out of the Treasury by recording their votes so as to show 
to the people who was responsible for malappropriations of their money, 
just as it has been done in the constitutions of twenty-two States, as I 
then showed, and, perhaps, in others since. This was my intention, 
clearly indicated, I think, in offering the amendment, and theintention 
of the House in adopting it. Afterward the Committee on Rules lim- 
ited the amendment to general appropriation bills; and in doing this 
I think committed a grave error, almost destroying the intention of the 
amendment and of the Committee of the Whole as expressed when my 
amendment was adopted. Sir, why ought not this safeguard to be ap- 
plied to this bill and the opportunity given to myself and others to put 
our names on record against it, containing, as it does, some bad prece- 
dents and items? 

How does the fact of calling it “‘a deficiency bill” or ‘‘a special de- 
ficiency bill ” change its character and take it out of the rule? If the 
items of this bill are right, ought they not to have been in the appro- 
priation bills of last year? Clearly so. If they had been, then, under 
the ruling of the Chair, the yeas and nays would have been necessary 
to have taken this money out of the Treasury, amounting to millions 
of dollars; but because these items were left out and are now put in a 
bill called ‘‘a deficiency bill,” we are told no yeas and nays are neces- 
sary to pass the bill; and all members voting for it are to escape respon- 
sibility, and those desiring to put themselves on record against it are de- 
nied that privilege. 

Sir, the rule, limited as it is, is a good one, and in a case of doubt it 
ought to be extended instead of restricted in its operation. The bill 


approp: 
have been included in the last year’s general appropriation bills. The 
fact of leaving it ont ought not to exempt it now from the operation of 
the rule requiring the yeas and nays. Mr. Speaker, the amendment 
as offered by myself and adopted by the Committee of the Whole on the 
19th of February, 1880, was in the line of retrenchment and reform. 
and in the interest of the tax-payers of the country, and I hope may yet. 
be adopted as it was first offered. It oughtat least to be applied to all) 
bills appropriating over $10,000. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I think there is a misapprehension on. 
the part of members as to the condition of the question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the yeas and nays om 
the motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The point I wish to make is this: There 
are some gentlemen who think that if the vote be taken on the suspen- 
sion of the rules, that does not pass the bill, and that to pass the bill 
requires another vote. 

The SPEAKER. If two-thirds vote in the affirmative the rules are 
suspended and the bill is passed by a single vote. The question is on 
ordering the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let us see how many are afraid to vote. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only nineteen members having 
voted therefor—not one-fifth of the last vote. 

The question being taken on the motion to suspend the rules, the 
Speaker stated that in the opinion of the Chair the ayes had it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 157, noes 15. 

So (two-thirds having voted in the affirmative) the rules were sus- 
pended and the bill was passed. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


The Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice was 
called. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am instructed by the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Justice to move to suspend the rules and 

the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be requested to cause to be made such 
ike inp sang by the examiners as may be desired by the Committee on Expend- 
itures the Department of Justice, provided such examination shall not in- 
terfere with the current business of the Department; and that such examiners 
while engaged in making the sameshall be paid their usual per diem bo tages 
out of the contingent fund of the House on vouchers to be approved by the 
committee, 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. CALKINS. 
planation. 

The SPEAKER. A second has been demanded by the gentleman 
from Indiana on the right [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

TheSPEAKER. Under the rule thirty minutes are allowed for de- 
bate, fifteen in support of the resolution and fifteen in opposition to it. 
The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. SPRINGER] will control the time in 
support of the resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The resolution amounts to this, that the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice having had some re- 
quests made to them from different localities for special investigations 
to be made in regard to court expenses have called on the Attorney-Gen- 
eral to use the force in that Department for the purpose of making those 
investigations, and the proposition is that during the time they are so 
employed at the instance of the committee their expenses, the same as 
they get in the Department, shall be allowed them, to be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the House on vouchers to be approved by the 


committee. 
Is that agreed to by all the committee ? 


riates a large amount of public money which of right ought to 


I demand s second. 
I demand a second simply because I want an ex- 


Mr. REED. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itis the unanimous report of the committee. 

Mr. CALKINS. Out of what fund are these officers to be paid ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Out of the contingent fund of the House; the rea- 
son being that during the time they are thus ag ih they are attend- 
ing to matters on behalf of a committee of the House. 

. CANNON. Do they not get their lar salary ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. They will not while being employed at the in- 
stance of a committee of the House. 

Mr. CALKINS. Will the gentleman permit me further to inquire 
whether these men are being paid by the Department of Justice at this 
time? 

Mr. SPRINGER. For the time that they will be en in per- 
forming service for the committee they will not get anything as em- 
ployés of the Department of Justice. 

Mr. CALKINS. Why should not the Department give us the infor- 
mation without our having to pay their employés out of our contingent 
fand? 

Mr. SPRINGER. This resolution contemplates calling upon the 
Attorney-General for information and have him assign some one in his 
Department to make the investigations which the committee may desire 
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to have made, and during that time these pana min be the employés 
of the committee and not of the 

Mr. CHACE. Do I understand that it is A, that the commit- 
tee shall employ the persons to be assigned to this duty ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The committee will direct the character of the 
investigation to be made or request the Attorney-General to make cer- 
tain investigations, and during the time his Department is making those 
Si einige at the instance of the committee the expenses of the em- 
ployés of the De ent engaged in the investigations are to be paid 
out of the fund for the committee. 

Mr. CALKINS. Why should not this resolution give the committee 
power to employ a sufficient force to make the investigation and let the 
persons making the investigation be the employés of the House? 

Mr.SPRINGER. The House hasappropriated a certain sum of money 
for this purpose. It would not be right to ask the Attorney-General to 
use the funds of his Department for this particular purpose at the in- 
stance of a committee of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CALKINS. That would be true in regard to every other Depart- 
ment. 

Mr.SPRINGER. This question has been carefully considered by the 
committee, and I believe this resolution has received the concurrence of 
all the members of the committee after very mature consideration. 

Mr. CALKINS. I think the resolution should be amended so as to 
peas the Department to give us this information through its own em- 
ployés. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
MILLIKEN] to make a statement, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I desire to say to the House that the Department 
of Justice has offered to place its examiners where the committee shall 
designate them to go, and while they are employed upon such service 
as the committee shall designate they are to be paid out of the fund 
which has been provided for the committee. The resolution covers 
simply that point. 

The first proposition of the committee was that the Department of 
Justice should place these examiners under the charge of the com- 
mittee; that the committee should have entire control of them. The 
Department of Justice did not seem willing to do that, but it was 
willing that the committee should designate them, and while so em- 
ployed their services should be paid for out of this fund. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN.. I understand that authority was given to the com- 
mittee to expend $5,000 in pursuing the investigation they were charged 
with. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iso understand it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now is it proposed to add to that $5,000? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. No; it is proposed to pay these examiners out of 
the $5,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Have younot authority to do that now under the 
resolution heretofore passed by the House? 

Mr. CHACE. I understand that the proposition is to pay these men 
out of the contingent fund of the Hode not out of the $5,000. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Ido not so understand it. 

Mr. CHACE. Will the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 

lease state whether that is so or not? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I understand that the $5,000 itself comes out of 
the contingent fund, and the payment of these examiners is to be made 
out of that. 

Mr. CHACE. Then this is in addition to the $5,000? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I do not so understand it; not necessarily so. 

Mr. CHACE. I ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
that question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the question? 

Mr. CHACE. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] claims 
that the expense of these examiners is not to bein addition to the $5,000 
which the committee is already authorized to expend. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state to the gentleman that very little of 
the $5,000 already voted has been used; less, I think, than $500. When 
we shall have exhausted the $5,000 heretofore appropriated, if we have 
not then concluded our investigation we will come to the House and 
ask for more; and if the House does not want us to proceed it can refuse 
to grant any more. 

Mr. CHACE. Why not go on and exhaust the $5,000 before you 
ask for more? You have $5,000 now, and yet you are putting your 
harfd into the Treasury up to the elbow for more, when you have not 
yet spent $500 of the $5,000 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will be patient. Weare not 
going to put our hands into the Treasury in connection with this matter. 

Mr. CHACE. You are asking us to do it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Whatever is done in the way of expenses in this 
matter will be for the purpose of purifying the service and not for the 
purpose of plundering the public Treasury 

Mr. REED. I do not think the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
py ray aeons the question of the gentleman from Rhode Isl- 
an s n 


. SPRINGER. I understand it perfectly. 


. REED. Will the gentleman t me to repeat the TAE 
. SPRINGER. This will be a part of the $5,000. 

. REED. That is not the effect of the resolution. 

. SPRINGER. I think it is. 

REED. You should modify the resolution. 

SPRINGER. I will state that when the $5,000 shall have been 
expended, if we desire more we shall come to the House and ask for 
more. 

Mr. REED. Do you intend to take this expenditure out of the $5,000? 

Mr. SPRINGER. We do. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I ask that the resolution be again read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection, if pina desire it, that 
it shall be stated in the resolution that the expenditure to be author- 
ized by this resolution shall be paid outof the $5,000 heretofore appro- 
priated for this investigation. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. CHACE. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is clear that this resolution in 
its present terms will take an additional sum out of the contingent 
fund. I t to the gentleman from Illinois that he modify it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If there be no objection I will modify the reso- 
lution by adding the words, ‘‘ which money shall be paid out of thesum 
heretofore appropriated for the use of. the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Department of Justice.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the proposed modification of 
the resolution? The Chair hears none. The question is now on the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois to suspend the rules and adopt 
the resolution. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I ask that the resolution be again read. 

The SPEAKER. It has just been read. It will be read again if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. DUNN. I object. 

Mr. CHACE. I ask whether this committee has not now the right 
to spend for the purposes of this investigation the $5,000 already ap- 
propriated from the contingent fund and to employ whomever they 
please in making the investigation. If the committee has this right, is 
it not mere surpl to reaffirm it by the adoption of this resolution? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If the committee has the right now to spend the 
money in the manner indicated by this resolution its adoption can do 
noharm. I understand, however, that the Department of Justice hesi- 
tates to employ its examiners at the designation of the committee with- 
out the power proposed to be given to the committee by this resolution. 
Any surplusage that there may be will not cost, if the resolution be 
adopted, so much time as to debate it if we attempt to contend about 
the matter. According to the statement of the gentleman from Rhode 
Island [Mr. CHACE] himself the resolution can do no harm. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. SPRINGER to suspend 
the rules and adopt the.resolution, it was agreed to—ayes 127, noes 
6; more than two-thirds voting in the affirmative. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed a bill of the following title, in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 247) to extend the duration of the Court of Commissioners 
of Alabama Claims, and for other purposes. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MILLS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion, there were—ayes 67, noes 93. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for tellers. 

TO N WES ee aad Mr. WILKINS were ap- 
pointed. 

The Heuse divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 86, noes 96. 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING, 


Mr. SINGLETON. By instruction of the Committee on the Library, 
I move to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution which I send to 
the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
sone That the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
from the further consideration of Senate bill No. 1139, an act au- 
maiin e construction of a building for the accommodation of the Congres- 
sional Sods and that the same be made the special order in the House after 
the morning hour for Thursday, April 3, and from day to day thereafter until 
disposed of, but not to interfere with revenue and Spncopriation bills and re- 
pos pag consideration of bills from the Committee on Public Lands and prior 
orders 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
rules. 


BRRERRE 


I call for a second on the motion to suspend the 


Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. SINGLETON were appointed tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 149, noes 33. 

So the motion to nd the rules was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. nder the rule minutes are now allowed 
for debate—fifteen minutes in support of the resolution and fifteen 
minutes in o; 

Mr. SINGLETON Mr. Speaker, I had not supposed it would be 
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necessary to say one word on this subject. I believe this House is ready 
to fix a day for the consideration of this bill. The resolution now pre- 
sented does nothing more than allow the bill to come before the House 
for consideration on the day named therein. 

It cannot be necessary for me at this late hour of the day to go into 


any discussion of the particular provisions of the bill. The simple 
question for the consideration of the House is whether we shall give 
reasonable accommodations for the Congressional Library, or whether we 
shall make a bonfire or otherwise dispose of the books which have ac- 
cumulated and are still accumulating and for which at present there is 
no sufficient provision. The most potent argument which can be 
brought to bear upon the minds of intelligent men who desire to dojus- 
tice to this subject is a visit to the Library itself. There isnot a junk- 
shop in this city which is to-day in the same confused condition as we 
find the Congressional Library. Yet gentlemen here, from some false 
notions of economy, seem determined to destroy or at least to interfere 
with the usefulness of that Library by making no proper provisions for 
the books, periodicals, &c., which are so valuable and ought to be pro- 
vided for. 

We have now inthe Congressional Library and in different rooms about 
this Capitol 513,000 volumes of valuable books, 170,000 pamphlets, 
400,000 musical publications, 9,000 maps, and about 300,000 engrav- 
ings. These are now lying about in almost every nook and corner of 
the Capitol. In the Library itself and attic over it there are now stored 
away a number of newspaper files, which are constantly endangering 
the safety of this building. A fire in the Library would entail the de- 
struction not only of these books, pamphlets, periodicals, &c., many of 
which could never be replaced, but also the Capitol itself, at least the 
central- portion of it. About 8,000 volumes of law books are annually 
added to the Library, and in all 30,000 come in each year. The stock 
of books yearly added must constantly increase in ratio. Where are 
you going to put them? Gointo the crypt under the Rotunda and 
you will find nine rooms there stored with these books. Do you in- 
tend they shall remain there? Or shall we, like other great nations 
of the world, have asuitable Library building for their proper a 
ment and accommodation, a Library which is to be a part of the glory 
of this country? e 

Why, Mr. Speaker, I need not consume more time upon this subject. 
If you have visited the Library, if you have examined its condition, 
you will agree with me that it is useless to waste time in the discussion 
of a question which represents a case of such urgent and absolute neces- 
sity as confronts us. 

I will not undertake to discuss the location and general plan of the 
Library. That will come up properly when the House determines to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill. I will reserve the remainder 
of my time until I hear from the other side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twelve minutes remaining. 

Mr. NUTTING. Mr. Speaker, the resolution before the House is an 
important one. It is a request to the House that the bill for the erec- 
tion of a library building be taken from its present place on the Calen- 
dar, where it now has little chance of being reached, and that a day 
certain be fixed for its discussion and consideration. Any measure 
which looks to the preservation and protection of literary works, any 
measure which has for its object the building of a great national library, 
is worthy of the attention of all who desire the advancement, educa- 
tion, and refinement of the people. 

This proposition would be truein any government; but, Mr. Speaker, 
it is eminently true in the case under discussion. In governments man- 
aged by the few for the many books and li productions are use- 
ful perhaps. But allow me to say that in a nation like ours, governed 
by the whole people; education begotten of the familiarity with books 
and papers and literature generally is absolutely necessary. Itis nec- 
essary that a free people should be educated in order that free institu- 
tions be perpetuated. Ignorance is the father of crime. Ignorance of 
the masses is dangerous to the safety of our form of government. We 
must gather, protect, and distribute books. America, with all its great 
success, with all its grand achievements, must look to the intelligence 
of the people to maintain and perpetuate it and send it forward as it 
ought to goin the future. Ifa nation of 55,000,000 of people, if a nation 
thatis noted the world over for its culture and intelligence, and which 
is rich beyond measure in the developments of the future, if such a 
nation is to be preserved and perpetuated it must give consideration 
to its libraries, to its educational facilities. The people are asking 
why we do not erect a building to protect the great Library which 
we now have. The people are demanding that the Congress give its 
attention to this subject. Heretofore they have asked im vain. 

Mr. Speaker, our Library has already grown to large proportions; it 
has outgrown its present quarters; and it is a shameand di to Con- 
gress that this subject has so long been neglected. This House ought 
to be willing, and I believe it is willing, to give this bill a day or days, 
that this subject so near the hearts of the people and so important to 
their welfare may have discussion and consideration. It will be an 
injustice to refuse this uest, and the people will hold all who lend 
their votes or give their influence to an effort to bury this bill toa 
strict account for their action. 

Who is so economical as not to blush when he visits the present Li- 


brary quarters, when he sees valuable books piled on the floor, piled in 
corners, stacked in the cellar, and tucked away upin the attic? This 
question has not received the attention that it deserved. 

I am not here to say this House ought to adopt the plan of the build- 
ing or the site chosen by the committee, but I am here toask that you 
give us a chance to be heard upon this important subject. If we con- 
tinue to collect books and literary productions in the future as we have 
in the past it will be but ashort time before we will be obliged to store 
books outside in other and separate places. Every man on this floor, 
every man in the city, and, in fact, every man, woman, and child in 
the land, and the coming generations are interested in this bill. 

Is it true that the House of Representatives, with its three hundred 
and twenty-five members, representing 55,000,000 people, will refuse at 
this time to give us a chance to discuss this question, to discuss the ques- 
tion whether weshall have a building worthy of a great people, worthy 
of the subject, worthy of and satisfactory to an intelligent country? It 
can not be! 

Under the provisions of the law of copyright you must provide room 
for the yolumes obtained from authors and publishers. You are trust- 
ees of these volumes. You will-be unfaithful to your trust if you do 
not provide a proper and worthy place for them. ‘These books are treas- 
ures, and they are now mere heaps of rubbish. Give them a place. 
Give the people a chance to read them. Let the people know you are in- 
terested in this worthy project, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to know whether the gentleman is 
speaking in the time allowed for the opposition to this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a question of order. The gentleman, 
as the Chair understands, is advocating the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand that the time is being consumed 
in opposition. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announced to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. SINGLETON] that twelve minutes of the time remained 
in favor of the resolution, Thereupon the gentleman from New York 
took the floor in advocacy of the resolution. Of course that comes out 
of the twelve minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It does not come out of the time in opposition? 

The SPEAKER. Of course not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I raised the question because there seemed to 
be some misapprehension about the time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will proceed. 

Mr. NUTTING. Mr. Speaker, I hope that this House will stop for 
a few moments and consider the importance of this resolution. The 
committee has examined the bill passed by the Senate in all its details 
and has reported it to this House without amendment. It is now the 
duty of the House to allow it to be considered. You owe it as a duty 
to the great mass of books now decaying. You owe it to yourselves, 
and, above all, you owe it to the people. 

You may reject the plan and the place and perhaps you will reject 
the bill, but do not reject this resolution and refuse to meet the ques- 
tion fairly. Give us such a building in such a place as your wisdom 
dictates, but give us a building. e should have a great national 
library. We must have such a library; and yet we can not have it 
unless we have a place to put it. There is no such place now, and you 
know it. Many pamphlets, papers, maps, pictures, and even books, 
which are invaluable and could not be replaced are fast going into 
decay. What are you going to do about it? Will you sit still and let 
this disgrace fasten itself on Congress? I hope not. 

I have said sufficient on this subject until this bill shall come up for 
discussion and I hope final passage. We now ask simply a fair oppor- 
tunity to present to the House what we believe to be an important 
measure. It is a subject on which I feel earnestly and sincerely, and 
am willing here and now, and in fact for all time to come, to place my- 
self on record in favor of the erection of a building which will be a pro- 
tection to our Library, a pride to our people, and worthy of a p 
among the national library buildings of the world. 

Mr. SINGLETON. How much time is left. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has six minutes remainin 

a SINGLETON. I will reserve that until I hear from 
side. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course every gentleman understands the ingeni- 
ous method by which this scheme has been worked up during the last 
two years, in which the very efficient and competent Librarian has played 
a very important part, and every gentleman understands very well how 
their library and their books have been employed to work a given re- 
sult. Every gentleman understands what is known to the whole coun- 
try touching the lands to be condemned for the purpose of a site for the 
proposed library building. You have five or six hundred acres of lands 
of reservations within the limits of this city. And every one under- 
stands that a measure which that side of the House was not willing to 
pass during the last Congress is pressed now on this side of the House. 

Now, what are the facts? You are called upon to abandon your Con- 
gressional Library, which was intended to be right under the eye of 
Congress, within the reach of every member of the House and every 
member of the Senate; a library of Congress, intended for the use of 
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Congress and to aid Congress in the discharge of the great duties which 
devolve upon the respective Houses. 

Has anybody opposed the building of a library wherever the city of 
Washington may desire to have it built and the placing in that library 
of such works as you could properly spare from your great collection, 
reserving those only which are appropriate for your own use? I have 
heard of no one opposing that proposition. The question is whether 
instead of having your library in this building convenient of access you 
are to pay for a site for it away from this building half a million of 
dollars out of the Treasury when you have five or six hundred acres of 
ground from which a site could be selected if one were necessary. You 
are called upon to indorse a scheme involving the expenditure of half a 
million of dollars on real estate and eight millions more for the con- 
struction of the building. 

And every gentleman understands further that the vote now to be 
taken is the test vote. If by a two-thirds vote a day can be fixed for 
the consideration of this measure when it can pass by a majority the 
scheme may be successful, and a measure which the other side of the 
House was not willing to assume the responsibility for in the last Con- 
gress will be passed through this Congress. 

I indulge the hope that this measure will not pass. Notwithstanding 
the vast accumulation of money in your Treasury vaults, the people still 
demand the same rigid economy in the administration of your Govern- 
ment as they required when your Treasury was comparatively empty, 
instead of overflowing as now; and that means that integrity in man- 
aging the public Treasury will be demanded just as sternly of this House 
as it woald have been if you were dealing with an empty instead of a 
full Treasury. 

I trust, sir, that this motion will not prevail. I trust that a scheme 
will ultimately be devised by which, leaving the Library of Congress 
where it is, you will erect such a building for the city of Washington 
for such portion of the library as you do not require to keep here, and 
sustain and support that library liberally out of the public Treasury. 
I have no objection to your building up that library, at the same time 
leaving your Congressional Library as it has been for generations past, 
within the reach of every member of this House and every member of 
the Senate. Putitin a building on those grounds which are proposed 
to be condemned or anywhere else and it ceases to be a Congressional 
library within the reach of members of Congress. 

Mr. OATES. Has the gentleman inquired what authority we have 
for establishing a publie library for this city ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not wish to discuss the constitutional question 
at this time. I am discussing only the question of expediency. And 
I trust, in view of what has already transpired, the House will refuse 
to suspend the rules and fix a day for the consideration of the measure. 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam as heartily in favor of a proper building in 
which to place the books now belonging to the Congressional Library 
and those which may hereafter accumulate as any member can be, but 
I wish to see that done with some reference to propriety and economy. 

My difficulty about supporting this measure grows outof the fact that 
it seems no measure to aceommodate the necessities of a Congressional 
library can be got up here that does not havea job init. What is the 
need, sir, of selecting ground east of this Capitol away from the central 
part of the city and condemning important property of great value in 
order to build a Congressional library? It is true, sir, it may give 
some people two or three times the full value of their property, and to 
them the scheme commends itself as a valuable speculation. But we 
need not do that unless we wish to facilitate and set forward private 
speculation. 

We have here, sir, several hundred acres of public grounds extending 
from this Capitol to the Potomac River. We have in the vicinity of the 
Smithsonian Institute, the National Museum, and the Agricultural De- 
partment building as appropriate grounds as could be selected in the city 
orits vicinity—beautiful ground, ample room, and ata more convenient 
distance to the great body of the population of the city than the place 
would be east of the Capitol—and nothing to pay for it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentlemanallow me to ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If we consider the question at the time 
proposed to be assigned for the consideration of the bill may we notthen 
amend the Senate bill and provide for the erection of a library building 
on one of the public reservations? 

Mr. REAGAN. It may be that we can; but I want now, while it is 
on its boom, to strike the first blow at the scheme. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will say tothe gentleman from Texas, 
I shall vote against the location east of the Capitol as well as himself. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam glad to hear the gentleman sayso. As Ihave 
said, we have beautiful grounds with ample surroundi and better 
located in every way than those near theCapitol. The building which 
we are to construct away from the Capitol will simply be fora national 
library. The books for Congressional use will undoubtedly be retained 
in the Capitol. The building here proposed is for a national library, for 
that is what it is going to be. 

Mr. CRISP. And that is what it is termed on the design here, 
“‘National Library.” 


Mr. REAGAN. Ibelieve that isso. When we havereserved for the 
use of Congress such books as may be needed, the building to contain 
the balance of them ought to be located as conveniently as may be for 
the use of the citizens of the capital and those who may visit the cap- 
ital with a view of examining the books in the Library. We have 
ample grounds, handsome grounds, for that purpose, already paid for, 
and the object will be better served by erecting a building on such 
grounds than it will be by this proposed bill. 

It seems to be difficult to do anything in connection with appropria- 
tions for this city that shall not have some private speculation in it. 
We should remember that we are here not merely representing the city 
of Washington and the interests of private property-owners here, but 
we are representing our constituents at home, who are at least interested 
in having our expenditures made with due reference to economy and 
common honesty. . 

I should not have said a word on this bill but for the fact that I agree 
with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], that the demonstra- 
tion already made here is such that the adoption now of this resolution 
by an overwhelming majority will be deemed as substantially determin- 
ing this question. I desired to avail myself of these few minutes to pro- 
test against the scheme which is presented to the House by this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield the remainder of my time to my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND]. Before doing so I ask him to allow 
me to say that the National Association of Libraries of this country in 
three successive national conventions have condemned this entire scheme. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I would inquire how much time there is left 
to me? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam in favor of erecting:a national library 
building, one that will be an honor and a credit to the national capital 
as well as tothe Republic. I will not pass any criticism upon the char- 
acter of the building which it is proposed by this bill to erect, because 
I am not a sufficient judge of itecture to be able to form a correct 
opinion on that subject. And I have no doubt Mr. Smithmyer has de- 
signed a suitable building for that important purpose. 

But I am opposed to this bill upon the same grounds that I have here- 
tofore opposed such bills in past Congresses. It is because of the per- 
sistency on the part of the Senate in requiring the purchase, at ex- 
travagant price, of a site for the location of this building which in my 
judgment, in the first place, will not bea proper one; and, in the second 
place, because it is entirely unnecessary for the Government to pur- 
chase any ground for the building. 

I can point out locations in this city where the Government owns 
acres of land much more suitable than the site selected by this bill, 
and where the Library building ought to be erected. Iam willing to 
vote for erecting a building on some such ground which will be ample 
for the purpose and a credit to the country. But I am utterly opposed 
to, and shall ever oppose, the project of purchasing these blocks of build- 
ings east of the Capitol at an unnecessary expense to the Government. 

Mr. RICE. Willthe gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not now; I have but a minute or two; the 
gentleman will have his own time. 

There is the location known as Armory Square, lying just east of the 
Smithsonian grounds. I do not know how many acrestherearein the 
Armory Square; probably twenty acres. It is an eligible location, one 
well situated for this purpose, and it will not cost the Government 
one cent to have the building located there. Now, if you purchase the 
blocks of buildings east of the Capitol, or only one-half of what was orig- 
inally comtemplated, it will cost the Government over a half million of 
dollars, and when you have bought it the Library will be in an incon- 
venient situation. 

To what use do you propose to dedicate this building? To the use 
of members of Congress? Notatall. It is to be a library for the use 
of the public; therefore it should be located in the center as near as 

racticable—the center of population in this city. If you locate it on 
Capitol Hill it will be inconvenient for the mass of the people of this 
city. 

If yousimply want a Congressional library, every book that is needed 
for the use of Congress can be stored in that portion of the Capitol where 
the present Library is located. We need only a parliamentary and po- 
litical library for the use of Congress. We have no use for Byron, or 
Pope, “i Ovid, or for light literature and works of that character in this 
Capitol. 

In the moment or two left me I desire to say that when gentlemen 
will bring in a bill here proposing to locate this Library building at 
some convenient point in the city, on ground already owned by the 
Government, I will join hands with them and endeavor to secure the 
passage of such a bill. And I am in favor of appropriating a sufficient 
amount to make such a building ample for the purpose and one which 
will reflect credit and honor both upon this city and upon the nation. 

I want it distinctly understood that I base my opposition to the adop- 
tion of this motion upon the belief that when is bill is brought before 
us we shall not have as fair an opportunity to defeat the proposed loca- 
tion of this library as we have now. The first bill brought in here 
designated Judiciary Square as thesite. There was then in that square 
some forty acres of vacant land, in the very center of the population of 
the city. That site had been examined by engineers of the Army and 
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declared te be suitable for the purpose. By it seems that persons own- 
ing this property east of the Capitol were determined that the Library 
should not be located upon a Government reservation. It is said that 
their property is not profitable and that they want to unload it on the 
Government. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know what is 
the question before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the. motion of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON ] to suspend the rules and adopt the 
resolution. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I understood that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] was discussing the merits of the bill. Was 
that in order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has taken his seat, 
and if the point of order were well taken, itis too late. What the gen- 
tleman from Illinois has said can not now be corrected upon a point of 
order, [Laughter.] 

Mr.SINGLETON. Mr. Speaker, the remarks of gentlemen who have 
opposed this resolution would seem to imply that if the rules be sus- 
pended and a day fixed for the consideration of the bill, that settles the 
question as to the location of the Library and the style and character of 
the building that is to be erected. Now, gentlemen know better than 
that; and the whole object of introducing that kind of argument at this 
time is to defeat entirely the consideration of the bill. This, in my 
judgment, is not a fair method of o ing the measure. The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND | who has just spoken knows per- 
fectly well that when this bill comes to be considered the House will 
have an opportunity to decide upon the location and adopt such other 
amendments to the bill as it may think proper, or if the House should 
so desire the bill may be rejected entirely. 

There is no reason why this interesting public question should not be 
considered by this House. It has been an unsettled question for many 
years past. It is time we should let the country know whether we in- 
tend to take care of these books, establish a creditable national library, 
or allow these books to be destroyed and the country left without a grand 
repository for them. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. Asthegentleman from Illinois [ Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
has a green badge on his breast, in honor of St. Patrick’s day, this may 
be with him an Irish bull. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SINGLETON. I think that very likely, as from some cause the 
gentleman has switched off the track entirely. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I did not hear the remark of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. NICHOLLS]. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I yield the residue of my time to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. WOODWARD], my colleague on the committee. 

Mr. WOODWARD. Mr. Speaker, I beg members of the House, and 
especially those on this side, to consider that a vote against this prop- 
osition is practically a vote against the maintenance and continuation 
of this Library. The remarks made by my colleagues on the commit- 
tee, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] and the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. NUTTING], sufficiently indicate that the 
Library of Congress in its present condition is a shame and a scandal; 
and, sir, it concerns the dignity and convenience of this House and in 
no,small degree the dignity and honor of the American people that we 
shall speedily do something to take away this reproach. 

Mr. Speaker, one gentleman says that he is in favor of a national 
library. Another gentleman, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN], says that he is opposed to a national library and will have none 
of it. I say to gentlemen that the opposition, which is specially based 
upon the character of this bill, is an opposition to all libraries. It ap- 
pon to be the design of the.gentleman from Indiana, distinguished as 

è is, to connect the Democratic party in some way with hostility to 
libraries. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is true, as stated by my colleague on the com- 
mittee, that the vote upon adopting this resolution does not in any 
manner determine the result of this bill. If the House should decide 
that this bill shall not be taken up for consideration, when shall we 
have proper provision for our Library? When will opportunity be given 
for members of this House to determine what shall be done with these 
books? If no provision is to be made for the Library, we might as well 
lock up the books or put them down in the coal-hole. 

As to the pending bill, I have only to say that during the last eight 
or ten years every committee of this House and every committee of the 
Senate that has had the subject under consideration has practically ap- 
proved of this measure. As to the location of the Library, that is a 
matter which will properly be considered when the bill comes up. At 
that time we will show the House, by descriptionsand surveys of every 
Government reservation in this city, that there is no eligible location for 
the new Library building upon any Government reservation. But if 
this House should think differently, let the bill be amended. Let the 
House reject the bill if it will and send the subject back to the com- 
mittee. Let the House indicate what kind ofa bill it is disposed to 
pass. In the present condition of the Library it is not so much a ques- 
tion what we shall do as an imperative necessity that something be 
done to take away the present scandal and reproach. 


The SPEAKER. The time for debate having expired, the question 
is now on the motion of the gentleman from Mississippi to suspend the 
rules and adopt the resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. RANDALL called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 181, nays 61, not vot- 
ing 78; as follows: 


YEAS—ISI. 
Adams, G. E. Everhart, McComas, Seney, 
Aiken, ‘errell, McCormick, Seymour, 
Alexander, Follett, McKinley, Shelley, 
Anderson. Foran, Matson, Singleton 
‘Arnot, Fyan, Millard, Skinner, ©. R. 
ley, Geddes, Miller, J. F. Smith, 
entine, j Milliken, Spooner, 
Barksdale, ff, Mills, Spriggs, 
Graves, Mitchell, Springer, 
Green, Money, Steele, 
Belmont, Greenleaf, Morey, Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Guenther, organ, Stevens, 
Bowen, Hanback, Morrill, Stewart, Charles 
Brainerd, Hatch, H. H, Moulton, Stewart, J. W. 
Breitung, Hatch, W. H. Muldrow, Stone, 
Brewer, F. B. Henderson, D.B. Muller, Struble, 
Brewer, J. H. Henderson, T.J. Murphy, Sumner, C.A. 
Browne, T. M. Henley, Mutchler, Sumner, D. H. 
Brown, W. W. Hewitt, A.S. Nutting, Talbott, 
B er, ewitt, G.W. Ochiltree, Taylor, E. B. 
Budd, iN, "Hara, Taylor, J.D. 
Burleigh, Hi A O'Neill, Charles omas, 
Burnes, Hitt, O'Neill, J.J. à 
Calkins, Holton, > Tucker, 
Candler, o) Parker, CA 
Cannon, Horr, Perkins, Van Alstyne, 
Cassidy, Houk, Peters, Vance, 
Chace, Hunt, Pettibone, Wait, 
glay, James, Phelps, Wakefield, 
Collins, Jeffords, Poland, Warner, A.J. 
Cox, W.R. Jones, B. W. Post, ve 
llen, Jones, J. H. Price, Weaver, 
Cutcheon, Jones, J.T. Pryor, Wellborn, 
i Rankin, Wemple, 
Davidson. Keifer, Ranney White, J. D. 
Davis, G. R. Ketcham, Ray, G. W. White, Milo 
Davis, L. H. et; Ray, Ossian Wilkins, 
Dibble, Laird, Reed, Wilson, W. L. 
Dingley, Lamb, Rice, Winans, E. B. 
Dockery, Robertson, Wise, G.D. 
Dowd, Lawrence, Robinson, J. 8S. Wise, J.S. 
D Lewis, Robinson, W. E. Woodward, 
Dunn, Long, Rogers, W.F. Yaple. 
Eliw Lovering, Rowell, 
Ermentrout, hares Russell, 
eCoid, Ryan, 
NAYS—46L 
Barbour, Curtin, Lo » Slocum, 
Bennett, Deuster, M in. Strait, 
Blanchard, Drell, Miller, S. H. Throckmorton, 
Bland, Duncan, Murray, Townshend. 
Blount, Eaton, Neece, Turner, H. Ġ 
c " Eliott, Oates, Turner, Oscar 
Cabell, Forney, Patton, Weller, 
Caldwell, Halsell, Payson, Wiliams, 
Clements, Hammond, Pierce, 
Cobb, Hard Peel, S. W, Winans, John 
Connolly, Hoblitzell, RandaH, Wolford, 
Converse, olman, Reagan, ood, 
Cook, Jones, J. K. Reese, Worthington. 
Cosgrove, Jordan, Riggs, 
Crisp, Le Fevre, Scaies, 
Culberson, D. B. Lore, Shaw, 
NOT VOTING—78. 
Adams, J. J. Eldredge, Hurd, Rockwell, 
Atkinson, Ellis, Hutchins, Rogers, J. H. 
yne, Evins, J. H. Johnson, 
Belford, Fiedler, n, Skinner, T.G. 
Bingham, Findlay, Kelley, yder, 
s Finerty, Kellogg, Stockslager, 
Blackburn, George, ing, rm, 
Boyle, Gibson, Kleiner, ‘Taylor, J. M. 
Breckinridge, Han $ Libbey, Thompson, 
head, Hardy, McAdoo, Valentine, 
Brumm, Harmer, Maybury, Van Eaton, 
Campbell, Felix Hart, Mayo, Wadsworth, 
Cam J.M. Hayn Morrison, Ward, 
Carleton, Hem; 74 Morse, Warner, Richard 
Clardy, Hepburn, Nelson, iting. 
Covington, Herbert, Nicholls, Wilson, James 
Cox,8. 5. Holmes, Payne, York, 
Culbertson, W. W. Hooper, Peelle, S.J. Young. 
Davis, R. T. Houseman, Potter, 
Dorsheimer, Howey, 


So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the resolution to. 

On motion of Mr. SKINNER, 
the reading of the names was di 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. BISBEE with Mr. MoRsE, for to-day. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, for to-day. 

Mr. KEAN. Iam paired with my colleague from New Jersey on 
pee questions; but, not regarding this as a political question, I have 
ve - 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BLOUNT. Imove that the House do now adjourn, 


of New York, by unanimous consent, 
with. 
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The SPEAKER. Before that the Chair desires to lay before the 
House some executive communications and personal requests of mem- 
bers. 

COMMISSIONED AND WARRANT OFFICERS OF THE NAVY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of the Navy, in response te a resolution of the House of 
Representatives of March 1, 1884, requesting certain information con- 
cerning the employment of the commissioned and warrant officers of 
the Navy at the date of the compilation of the last Naval Registers; 
which was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] asks 
leave to have printed as a document the following communication, the 
title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Letter from the Secretary of State, inclosing a letter from Mr. Lowell, Ameri- 
can minister at London, concerning measures which have been introduced into 
the British Parliament for the prevention of the foot-and-mouth disease in the 
United Kingdom. 


The SPEAKER. This communication will be printed and referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman from Missouri asked also 
that it be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Yes, printed in the RECORD for the in- 
formation of the House. That was the request I made. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The communication is as follews: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, March 12, 1884. 
Sır: I have the honor to inclose herewith, for the information and considers- 
tion of your committee, a copy of a dispatch to this Department from Mr. Lowell, 
the American minister at London, concerning measures which have been in- 
troduced into the British Parliament for the prevention of foot-and-mouth dis- 
ease in the United Kingdom. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant. 
FRED'K. T. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
Hon. Wirii1am H. HATCH 


Chairman of the A 
oe Cm apni. 


LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, 
, February 26, 1884, 

Sır: The recent prevalence of foot-and-mouth disease in the United Kingdom 
has not only caused great losses and greater apprehensions among the farming 
population, but has been adroitly used by the friends of protection and the ene- 
mies of the party in power for the ee ey of bringing to the surface and ren- 
dering active a certain amount of political discontent. It is assumed that though 
this malady may be originated in other less favored quarters of the slobe, yet 
that the soil and climate of England have been endowed by the Creator with 
some divine immunity in this respect; and it has not been difficultto persuade 
_ the cultural classes that their losses have been due to the unwise and even 
culpable laxity of the government in the admission of foreign cattle. Looking 
round in their irritation for some object on which to vent it, the farmers have 
naturally selected the ministry as the most obvious and attainable. As many 
of the liberal members of Parliament are largely interested in the question as 
landholders and represent rural constituencies, the question has assumed so 
much political importance as to give some anxiety to the government. 

The matter was notalluded to in the qoa from the throne, but was thougbt 
so urgent that a bill was introduced in the house of lords by Lord Carlingford, 
president of the council, to define more precisely and in some respects to enlarge 
powers already by the privy council with Topan to the importation 
of cattle. The bill, amended on motion of the Duke of Richmond, with the in- 
tention of making it obligatory on the privy council to prohibit such importa- 
tion from any country in which they were not satisfied t the disease did not 
exist, will now f° to the house of commons. 

What will be its fate there it is of course impossible to foretell; but from all I 
hear I should think it hardly likely that it will leave the commons with any 
abatement of its more rigorous provisions, The wish and hope of the farming 
interest is abselute exclusion, but this will be difficult of attainment, because 
the ers both here and in tland are fully sensible of the advantage they 
would gain by the free admission of cattle on the hoof. 

Hitherto the privy council have performed a very difficult and complicated 
duty with great fairness, and with a leaning, if there was any, toward the most 
liberal ragged cepa FN of the law. 

But the or is so loud and so persistent that they may find themselves 
forced to measures which, in principle, they would oc gible The question 
has grown to such dimensions that one of the persons most competent to give an 
opinion assured me that he thought it to be politically the most important 
which would confront the ministry in any election that might occur in an agri- 
cultural constituency. 

Should the protectionists and farmers’ friends succeed in bringing about any- 
thing like the exclusion of foreign cattle, there would soon be an even more 
powerful reaction brought about by the hon ord prices of meat that would in- 
evitably doer tte and w. it is the thinly ed object of the agricultural inter- 


est to p uce, 

Though it might be almost impossible in a cing 3 so vast as ours to prevent 
the occurrence of sporadic cases of foot-and-mouth disease, it occurs to me that 
it might be feasible scraping to disinfect and k disinfected certain routes 
and ports of shipment by a rous inspection and an unswerving resolution 
in stamping out every spark of existing contagion. 

Were such a course persevered in it would produce conviction here as noth- 
ing else, especially no amount of argument, ever could or will, 
I have the honor to be, with great respect, your obedient seryani 


J. R. LO 
Hon. F. T. FRELINGHUYSEN, 
Secretary of State. 


REPRINT OF A REPORT. 


Mr. WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent that an order be made for 
the reprinting of report No. 495. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. What is that? 


No. 720.] 


Mr. WILLIS. It is upon the educational question. The report has 
been exhausted, and there is a great demand for it from all quarters. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the order to reprint the 
report specified will be made. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. O'HARA, for six dy on account of important business. 

To Mr. ATKINSON, for three days from to-morrow, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, for two days, on account of ill-health. 

The motion of Mr. BLOUNT was then to; and accordingly (at 
5 o’clock and 12 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: ay 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petitionof Philip Wellford, asking that the Gov- 
ernment refund to him the value of certain cotton cloth taken from him 
by the Government authorities in Virginia—to the Committee on War 
Clai ~ 


ms. 
Also, papers relating to the claim of Horace L. Kent—to the same 


committee. 

Also, petition of p cmne masters, &c., for breakwater on the 
3 eos River from Norfo! a.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition, of similar import, from captains and pilots—to the same 
committee. 

‘By Mr. BOYLE: Protest of Charles L. Cruzan and others, citizens of 
Westmoreland County, Pennsylvania, against the passage of any law to 
copy ight news—to the Committee on Patents. 

y Mr. BRENTS: Papers relating to the bill for the relief of William 
Huntington, of Washington Territory—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. BROADHEAD: Petition of Francis Minor, John A. Smithers, 
Fred. H. Ingalls, Mary Russell, Mary Tracy, and 209 others, citizens 
of Missouri, asking for the passage of a sixteenth amendment prohibiting 
the States from disfranchising citizens on account of sex—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Resolutions of the George W. Rader Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, at Middletown, Ind., on the subject of pen- 
sions, and protesting against the appointment of a commission to revise 
the pensions laws—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, petition of 40 women of Indiana, for an amendment to the Con- 
stitution conferring the right of suffrage on women—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUCKNER: Petition of Sarah Wimsatt, J. H. Johnson, and 
others, of Washington, D. C., for compensation for sustained 
by reason of public improvements—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: Petition of James W. Burbey and 38 others, 
citizens and wool-growers of Eureka, Mich., praying for a restoration of 
the wool tariff of 1867 and remonstrating against the passage of the Mor- 
rison tariff bill—to the Committee on bake de and Means. 

Also, petition of similar import of M. Van Gieson and 8 others, citi- 
zens of Michigan—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of similar import of I. N. Hathaway and 79 others, citi- 
zens and wool-growers of Mi to the same committee. 

Also Panay of similar import of L. E. Fellows and 37 others, citi- 
zens of onia County, Michigan—to the same committee. 

tition of similar import of S. C. Lombard and 25 others, citi- 
wool-growers of Addison, Mich.—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of similar import of E. H. Rogers and 5 others, citizens 
and wool-growers of Michigan—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of similar import of Samuel Stewart and 100 others, 
citizens and wool-growers of Michigan—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Paper relating to the claim of Lewis Rothermel— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of officers of the Eighteenth Infan- 
try, in regard to organization of infantry regiments—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Petition of certain Army officers, for a reorgani- 
zation of the United States Army—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: The petition of Samuel A. Ballard, asking for 
an extension of the time allowing claims to be filed under the arrears- 
of-pension act—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. DORSHEIMER: Petition of W. Carr, Edson W. Bolster, 
Chas. Howland, Agnes M. Carr, Mrs. M. A. Saxton, Alice J. Hamblin, 
and 17 others, citizens of Barre, Orleans County, New York, asking for 
the passage of a sixteenth amendment prohibiting the States from dis- 
franchizing citizens on account of sex—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
By.Mr. ELDREDGE: .The petition of A. O. James and 39 others, 


Also, 
zens an 
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citizens of Hillsdale, Mich., praying for the establishment of a branch 
soldiers’ home in Michigan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of P. E. Raiger, praying for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition and protest of proprietors and employés of William 
Arrott & Co., of Darby, Pa., against any legislation tending to the re- 
duction of customs duties on imports—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, d 

Also, petition and protest, of similar impozi of proprietors and em- 
ployés of Cardington Mills, Upper Darby, ware County, Pennsyl- 
vania—to the same committee. 

Also, petition and protest, of similar import, of Patterson Mills, Ches- 
ter, Pa.—to the same committee, 

By Mr. FOLLETT: Petition of laboring men of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
for legislation to prohibit the importation of laborers under contracts 
made abroad—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. FYAN: Petition of Francis M. Brown, forarrears of pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Petition of Mrs. H. L. Canfield and 138 others, 
residents of Jefferson Township, Richland County, Ohio, for the 
‘of a sixteenth amendment prohibiting any State from disfranchi any 
citizen on account of sex—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Papers relating to the claim of John A. Landon, 
for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of officers of the United States Army, in 
favor of the of H. R. 2613—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HENLEY: Petition of certain citizens of the State of Cali- 
fornia, for the abrogation of the lease from the Governmentof the United 
States to the Alaska Commercial Company, dated August 3, 1870—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of California, praying for increase 
of the tariff on raisins and dried fruit—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of certain citizens of the State of California, praying for 
the raising of the tariff on raisins—to the same committee. 

By Mr. A.S. HEWITT: Petition of citizens of Madison County, New 
York, urging the passage of the Senate bill to the act of June 
14, 1879, relating to vinegar factories established and operated prior 
to March 1, 1879—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HILL: Paper relating to the claim of John C. Landreau—to 
the Committee on Foreign i 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Charles W. Heath Post, No. 109, 
Grand Army of the Republic, State of Indiana, for the equalization of 
bounties and for other measures beneficial to the Union soldiers of the 
late war—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay. 

Also, the petition of Matthew E. Jackson, of Decatur County, Indiana, 
for an honorable discharge from the military service of the United States 
and affidavits in support thereof—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLTON: Papers relating to the claim of rec Forrest, of 
Saint Mary’s County, Maryland—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition from the Yearly Meeting of Friends in land, ask- 
ing for the passage of a bill providing for the appointment of a commis- 
sion to investigate the alcoholic liquor traffic in its relation to crime, 
-&c.—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition from the Yearly Meeting of Friends in Maryland, ask- 
ing for a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, im- 
ee and sale of all alcoholic beverages throughout our national 

main—to the same committee. 3 

Also, petition from the Yearly Meeting of Friends of Maryland, ask- 
ing Congress to pass a prohibitory liquer law for the District of Colum- 
bia—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the claim of James and William 
White, of Hawkins County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. HUNT: Papers relating to the claim of Caroline L. Maury— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. T. JONES: Memorial of Mobile Board of Trade, for im- 

rovement of Warrior River above Tuscaloosa—to the Committee on 
ivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. JORDAN: Petition of Frank Becker and others, citizens of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for legislation to prevent the importation of for- 
eign laborers under contracts made abroad—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. KEAN; Resolutions adopted at a meeting of citizens of Eliza- 
beth, N. J., in opposition to the bill authorizing the construction of å 
bridge across Staten Island Sound—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of ©. W. Armstrong and 65 others, members 
of Withey Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Barry County, Michi- 
gan, in favor of granting to each Union soldier, sailor, and marine one 

undred and sixty acres ef land—to the Select Committee on Payment 
of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. LAIRD: Petition of Minnie McConnell and others, of Ne- 
braska, asking for a sixteenth amendment securing the political rights 
of women—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of ex-soldiers of Nebraska, 

ting pensions to prisoners of war—to 
‘ensions. 


ing for passage of act 
e Committee en Invalid 


Also, memorial of James Shields Post, No. 33, Grand Army of the 
Republic, for equalization of bounties, and for other p to the 
Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Pay. 

By Mr. LONG: Resolution of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 
relating to the repeal of so much of the internal-revenue law as au- 
thorizes the manufacture of vinegar from alcohol which has paid no 
tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Martha Wroe, for relief—tothe Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Hamilton Downs, of Washington County, Maryland, 
for payment for property taken and used by the United States Army— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition and papers relating to the claim of 
Robert Woodbridge, of Sri chong hio, for expenses incurred in de- 
fending suit brought against him as Indian agent—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Henry Tod and 100 citizens of Youngstown, Ohio, 
praying for a public building at Youngstown, Ohio—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MONEY: Papers relating to the claim of Charles T. Hyde, 
for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: Memorial of officers of the United States in- 
fantry, praying for the passage of a bill to reo’ ize the infantry of the 
United States service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Papers relating to the claim of John 
A. Wagner, for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition of board of directors of the Mer- 
chants’ Exchange of Saint Louis, requesting of Willis bill ex- 
tending bonded period on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Saint Louis school board, asking for distribution 
of public moneys for educational purposes—to the Committee on Edu- 
cation. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions adopted by the stock-raisers of Riley 
County, Kansas, requesting an appropriation for preventing the spread 
of the foot-and-mouth disease—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PETERS: Paper relating to the claim of John R. Gillam, for 
arrears of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition for increase of pension for Mary Lemmon and affidavit 
relating thereto—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of Robert P. Moore, for removal of 
oe of desertion and for pay and bounty—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John Scudington’s heirs—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Andrew Floyd, for a discharge from Company F, Bec- 
ond New Hampshire Regiment Volunteers—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. POLAND: The proceedings of a board of officers convened 
by Special Orders No. 228, Headquarters Department of Washington, 
September 13, 1864, upon the claim of Catharine Carberry for loss and 
damage to property sustained by her during the rebel raid of July, 
1864; and of the same board upon similar claim of Richard Lay—sev- 
erally to the same committee. 

By Mr. PRICE: Memorial of the supervisors of Saint Croix County, 
Wisconsin, for the passage of an act to regulate railroad charges—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PUSEY: Memorial and joint resolution of the General As- 
sembly of the State of Iowa, relating to the prevention of pleuro-pneu- 
monia in neat cattle—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RANKIN: Remonstrance against passage of H. R. 5128—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. S. ROBINSON: Memorial of 900 citizens of Marion County, 
Ohio, in favor of an appropriation of $40,000 for removing obstructions, 
sand-bars, and dams in the Scioto River, in the State of Ohio—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, bill to appropriate $40,000 to improve the channel of the Scioto 
River, in the State of Ohio—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of citizens of Kansas, relative to the Chinese 
restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of soldiers of Barbour County, Kansas, for pay equal to 
~~ while in service and for equalization of bounties—to the Select 

mmittee on Paymentof Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. SLOCUM: Petition of officers of the Army, for of bill 
wi reorganize the infantry of the Army—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Major May Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Anderson, Ind., praying that Mrs. May be placed upoa 
the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Lieut. Col. John J. Coppinger and 40 others, officers 
of the United States Army, praying for reorganization of the Army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of N. A. Meeker, adjutant Grand Army of the Republic, 
Portland, Ind., asking that arrears-of-pension law be extended—to the 


Committee on Pensions. $ 
Also, petition of Hon. J. B. Kenner and 100 others, favoring the 


passage of a sixteenth amendment allowing women to vote—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Milwaukee, Wis., recommending the passage of the bill H. R. 4483, 
entitled “A bill to promote the efficiency of the revenue-marine serv- 
ice’’—to the Comamittee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the same body, relative to the coinage of silver 
dollars—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of kR. Moore, proposing to 
cut the Galveston Bay ship-channel for a certain sum of money—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
city of Saint Paul, Minn., in relation to the free navigation of the 
Congo River—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: Paperrelating to the claim of Francis I. Wheeler— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of H. E. Williams and others, pray- 
ing for the restoration of the wool tariff of 1867—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: Petition of John McCulley and 160 others, 
asking for the restoration of the duty on wool—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of N. R. Morgan and 25 others, asking for the restora- 
tion of the duty on wool—to the same committee. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Paper relating to the petition of Mrs. Helen A. 
De Russy, widow of General De Russy, United States Army—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of city of Cairo, Ill., for certain appropriations for the 
improvement of the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. VAN ALSTYNE: Papers relating to the claim for pension of 
Elizabeth Springsteed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of N. D. Wendell and 150 others, citizens of Albany, 
N. Y., praying for the repeal of the act authorizing the coinage of the 
silver dollar or to suspend the coinage thereof—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. J. D. WHITE: Petition for post-route from Manchester to 
Delaney, Ky.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of C. A. Hamenstafer, Charles Tim- 
mans, C. S. Brady, and 100 others, citizens of Newark, Licking County, 
Ohio, relating to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOD: Publication containing the resolutions of Burnham 
Post, No. 276, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, 
requesting the of bills for the equalization of bounties and 
granting land-warrants—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, petition for the e of an act granting a pension to William 
Van Blaricorn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Petition of the Misses Harriet and Fran- 
ces Peabody, praying for a pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. YAPLE: Petition of George H. Smith, Herrick Hodger, and 
others, citizens of South Haven, Mich., for the passage of a certain 
bill for the establishment of a Mi branch of the National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of similar importof J. G. Peck, C. B. Reese, and others, 
citizens of Berrien Centre, Mich,—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of similar import of J. H. McLaughlin, Charles H. 
Woolsey, and others, citizens of Kalamazoo County, Michigan—to the 
same committee. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 18, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 6073) to pro- 
vide for certain of the most urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, 
and for other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HILL. I present the memorial of the Denver Chamber of Com- 
merce on the subject of the retirement of small Treasury notes, and as 
it is a brief document and an able ent, I ask that it may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado presents 
a memorial of the Denver Chamber of Commerce on the subject of the 
retirement of small Treasury notes, and asks that the memorial be read. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have no objection to the reading except the time 
that is consumed. I have no objection to an order to printit. Ishould 
like very much to hear it, but I do not think it is the custom or the 
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popes thing in the Senate to have memorials read unless they come 
m the Legislature of a State, when by courtesy they are read. This 
paper is evidently several folios long. 

Mr. HILL. I notice that within the past few days exceptions have 
been made and that such papers have been read in the Senate. If this 
document can be printed in the RECORD I have no objection to letting 
it take that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado asks that 
this memorial be printed in the RECORD. Is there objection? 

Mr. INGALLS. What advantage is gained, I will ask the Senator 
from Colorado, by having it printed in the RECORD, cumbering up our 
proceedings and making a vast bulk thatisalready so unwieldy as to be 
almost ble? If the Senator thinks that any advantage will 
be gained, or that the evil will be remedied any sooner by putting this 
publication in the RECORD, I have no objection; butit seems to me the 
same object would be attained by having it printed as a document, if 
he desires it laid on our tables, where it will be accessible. 

Mr. HILL. It will not occupy more than about one column of the 
RECORD. It will encumber it toa slight extent, and I think it is very 
important that such an able and clear presentation of a subject of par- 
amount importance should be made a part of the permanent record of 
Congress, I ask to have it printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the printing of 
this memorial in the RECORD? The Chair hears no objection, and itis 
so ordered. 

The memorial, which was referred to the Committee on Finance, is 
as follows: 

MEMORIAL. 


The Denver (Colo.) Chamber of Commerce to the Congress of the United States. 


Whereas the Secretary of the Treasury has notified your honorable body of 
the immediate necessity of an appropriation of $150,000 to defray the expense of 
a new issue of one and two dollar Treasury notes; and 

Whereas there is now in the Treasury of the United States $147,000,000 of silver 
coin; Therefore, 

We, the people of Colorado, through the Denver Chamber of Commerce, would 
earnestly petition your honorable y to enact a law or laws authorizing the 
Treasurer of the United States to call in and redeem in silver all Treasury notes 
of the denominations of ones and twos now outstanding, and to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to discontinue any further issue of Treasury notes 
of a like denomination, and that in the future no paper money of less denom- 
ination than $5 be allowed to be issued or paid out by the Government or any 
national bank. 

And we would further call the attention of Congress to the following reasons 
(among others) for urging at this time the granting of this our petition : 

First, Gold and silver is the constitutional currency of the country. 

Second, The United States produces a quantity of these metals, and for 
all purposes of business and cl (under $5) gold and silver is as convenient 
for the people, more satisfactory to them, and much less expensive to maintain 

the paper money known as “small p 

Third. That it is the paramount duty of the Government to do everything jn 
its power to make the money of the nation—gold, silver, and paper—equal, uni- 
form, and invariable. 

Fourth. That silver has not been fairly dealt with by the capitalists of the 
East nor the General Government, and that no sincere effort has been made by 
the Government to give silver coin (of which there is $240,000,000 in the United 
States) its proper place, value, and usefulness with the other money of the coun- 


try. 

Fifth. That in evidence of this fact in 1879 Congress passed an act preventing 
the national banks from issuing any more one and two dollar bills, At that 
date there was nearly eight millions outstanding of these small national-bank 
bills, besides forty millions of the same denomination in Treasury notes; but 
Congress did not stop the issue of ones and twos by theGovernment. And what 
has been the result? The national-bank notes were taken up until there now 
remain less than one million outstanding, while the Government has issi an 
additional seventeen millions since 1879, thus tey increasing the outstanding 
ones and twos from about forty-eight millions to fifty-eight millions, the amount 
then outstanding. ury notes, as well as the national-bank notes, 
been withdrawn at that time and not reissued and silver substituted therefor, it 
would not only have brought the fifty-eight millions of silver into circulation, 
but gone far toward placing silver in the same useful, convenient, and valuable 
position it had occupied during the first eighty years of our Government, 

Sixth. That all paper money of a less denomination than $5 should be with- 
drawn as speedily as possible and forever and silver substituted therefor, Eng- 
land, the greatest enemy of silver, has no paper money of less amount than 
$25; Germany has no bills of less denomination than $7.50. The bank of France 
has only about $1,000,000 of paper of less denomination than $10 outstanding. 
All these countries use silver for change, France is the country most like our 
own in her government and in her ponton as to silyer money and in the 
amount of reserve held. She now has in her treasury $395,000,000 coin and bull- 
jon, $208,000,000, or 51 per cent., being in silver, and this besides the large amount 
& onan; and its prosperity is only second to our own in all the countries 
of the world. 

Seventh, That there is now in the United States Treasury $375,000,000 of gold 
and silver (coin and bullion), 41 per cent. of which (or $147,00,000) is in silver, 
and that there is to-day a little less than $100,000,000 of silver in circulation in 
the United States, or about $2 to each inhabitant—a people that do five times 
the business on the same capital of any ple in the world. 

Eighth. That there is no sort of justi tion in the course pursued aguinst 


“silver by the Eastern States of the Union, and they have been and are strongly 


suppone in their war upon it by the present administration. 

Ninth, That however unwise (which we do not admit) the large tengo of 
silver may be it now exists, and the Government is the actual owner of three- 
fifths of the silver in the United States; that the product of gold is now, and 
has been, gradually decreasing for the past ten years; that the product of sil- 
ver is not increasing. It behooves the Government and ple to adopt such a 
course as will restore and maintain the value of silver throughout the world. 

Tenth. That the reserves required by law at this time of the national banks 
of the United States is in round numbers $235,000,000, and in addition the Gov- 
ernment hoy lane the banks to deposit a redemption fund of $15,000,000, which 
makes $250,000,000 of reserve (and this amount will not vor much in the future), 

y the national banks 


and must be held at all times and under all circumstances 

and the Treasurer of the United States for them. Now, if Congress will so 
amend the national-bank act as to require these national banks to hold 10 per 
cent, of their legal reserve in silver coin for their redemption fund, this would 
permanently dispose of, say, $40,000,000 of the floating silver of the country, and 
the banks could, without much difficulty, manage their part of it. Thisamount, 
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added to the silver coin necessary to take up the one and two dollar bills, would 
dispose of, say, $100,000,000 of silver in a manner that would give ee to this 


metal, and would relieve the Government, strengthen the 
eral satisfaction to the masses throughout the Union. 
the Aey raip aai d wax sentenced by the committee on finance, and 
Eiai da adopted by the Denyer Chamber of Commerce, Denver, Colo., 
ata meeting held February 28, 1854, and ordered to be sent to Hon. N. P. HILL, 
United States Senator from Colorado, for presentation to eo 
JOHN L. D. Y, Secretary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the memorial and joint resolution of the 
Eighth Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Wyoming, in favor of 
additional compensation for the members thereof; which was referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of John L. Wilson, president of 
the Library Association, A. Anderson, secretary, of Saint Augustine, 
Fla., and various other members of that association, praying for a grant 
of a lot of land belonging to the United States, known as Governor’s 
Garden, situated within the limits of the city of Saint Augustine, Fla., 
for the erection of a free public library and reading-room. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I also present the petition of M. R. Cooper, J. W. Hen- 
derson, and a large number of other citizens of Saint Augustine, Fla., 
visitors and others, praying Co to grant the petition of the presi- 
dent and officers of the Library Association of the city of Saint Augus- 
tine for the donation of a lot of land known as Governor’s Garden. I 
desire to state, Mr. President, that for two hundred years these lots 
have been open to the use of the city and people of Saint Augustine 
under the Government of Spain, and that they are not needed by the 
Government of the United States forany purpose. I move that the pe- 
tition be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I present a petition of citizens of New Jersey, 
praying for the passage of a bill providing for the construction of cer- 
tain bridges across Staten Island Sound. As it appears to be a bridge 
for railroad purposes, I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Railroads. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a memorial of the Vessel-Owners and 
Captains’ Association of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of the right to sue 
the Government for damages resulting from collisions at sea with United 
States ships, and move that it be referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce, 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Chair will suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania that the Committee on the Judiciary reported 
yesterday a bill upon that subject. 

Mr. MITCHEL Perhaps the memorial had better lie on the table. 

ane PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I presenta memorial of the Commercial Exchange 
of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the extension of the grain- 
shovel patents. As that question is before the Senate, I move that the 
memorial lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a memorial of the Vessel-Owners and 
Captains’ Association of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of what is known 
= the Dingley pilotage bill; which was referred to the Committee on 

mmerce. 


He also presented a petition of H. A. Ross Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Lebanon, Pa., officially signed, and a petition of Daniel 
H. Bee and 49 other members of John Pollock Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Pennsylvania, praying for the equalization of bounty 
and other relief to ex-Union soldiers; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Lawrence County, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the repeal of certain laws permitting the use of vapors 
of alcoholic spirits in manufacturing vinegar; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. - 


Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 280) granting a pension to Wesley Morford, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SABIN. Iaminstructed by the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the petition of Dr. P. W. Bradbury, praying for a pension, 
to report adversely thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the report 
will be agreed to and the committee discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the Senator made a written report? 

Mr. SABIN. Yes, sir; a report is filed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Allright. There is no bill with that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no billreported. There is 
an adverse report on the petition. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then it can not go on the Calendar under therule. 

Mr. SABIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 


ve gen- 


the bill (S. 605) grantipg a pension to Capt. Sanderson H. Rogers, sub- 
mitted an adversereport thereon, which wasagreed to; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 531) granting a pension to Caroline M. McDougal, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMDEN from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 512) for the relief of citizens of Oregon, Washing- 
ton, Idaho, and Montana who served in connection with the United 
States troops in the war with the Nez Percé Indians and for the relief 
of the heirs of such as were killed in such service, and for other pur- 
poses, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
345) for the relief of certain officers in the Medical Department of the 
United States Army, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was 

to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4779) to change the name of the West Water- 
ville National Bank of Oakland, in the State of Maine, to that of the 
Messalonskee National Bank, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. That is a bill to which there can be possibly no oppo- 
sition, and the bank directors are very anxious that it shall receive 
early consideration. I shall ask after the morning call is through that 
it be taken up. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1058) explanatory of an act directing the Sec- 
ond Auditor to settle the pay and bounty acconnt of John Ammahaie 
(or Ammahe), passed June 30, 1876, submitted an adverse report there- 
on, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 536) for the relief of Nicholas J. Bigley, to 
submit an adverse report thereon. I call the attention of the Senator 
from Indiana to this report. 

Mr. VOORHEES. [I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar with 


the adverse report. 
The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
endar with the adverse report. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1420) to increase the efficiency of the 
Army of the United States, to report it with amendments. I ask that 
a letter from the Secretary of War in reference to the bill be accepted 
as the report of the committee, and that it be printed with the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois, from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, asks that a letter from the Secretary of 
War to the committee on the subject of this bill be printed for the use 
of the Senate. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1745) for the relief of former occupants of the pres- 
ent military reservation at Point San José, in the city and county of 
San Francisco, in the State of California, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Claims; which was agreed to. 

PENSION LEGISLATION. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pensions 
to ask the Senate to adopt an order for the printing of the hearing of a 
committee of the Grand Army of the Republic who lately appeared be- 
fore the Committee on Pensions and presented their views on the sub- 
ject of pensions. It is not long and it isa matter of public interest. I 
therefore present the following order for printing the report of the re- 
marks made on that occasion: 


Ordered, That the remarks ofthe committee of the Grand Army ofthe Republic 
before the Committee on Pensions of the Senate on the 8th instant, in relation 
m proposed legislation on the subject of pensions, be printed for the use of the 

nate. 


The order was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1864) to allow John Winchell 
arrears of pension; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 1865) granting a ion to Mrs. 
Minna Haeberle; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1866) granting a pension to John T. 
Rudy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1867) restoring to the pension- 
roll the name of Samantha Harriman; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 1868) for the relief of Francis 
Masich, of Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, introduced a bill (S. 1869) granting a 
pension to Kate C. McDougal, widow of the late Commander Charles 
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J. McDougal; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers 


on file relating to the case, referred to the Comittee on Pensions. 
Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1870) to amend article 103 of the 


Rules and Articles of War; which was read twice by its title, and re- | read 


ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [I introduce a bill and I beg that it may be read in 
full, as it is short. 

The bill (S. 1871) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to offer a 
reward of $25,000 for rescuing or ascertaining the fate of the Greely 
expedition was read the first time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secre: of the Navy be, and heis hereby, author- 
ized and directed to make proclamation immediately, and cause said proclama- 
tion to be published and distributed as thoroughly as may be in such foreign 
ports as are interested in navigation and traffic in the Arctic seas, that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States will pay a reward of $25,000, to be equitably paid or 
distributed tosuch ship or ships, person or persons, not in the military or naval 
service of the United States, as shall discover and rescue or satisfactorily ascer- 
tain the fate of the Greely expedition. 

The bill was read the second time by its title. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This matter has been discussed a great deal among 
seafaring men and others, and it is known that from many Eurepean 
ports, English, Norwegian, Swedish, and others, there are vessels, strong 
vessels, manned by Wardy and skillful officers and crews, that are prowl- 
ing through the Arctic seas constantly. Iam sure that even a reward of 
$25,000 would cause them many times to turn aside a little from their 
cruise and make a brief exploration of the shore where they might 
hear news or see signs. It is quite possible that this might result 
favorably. Ifitshould, nobody would care for the $25,000. Ifitshould 
not, there would be no $25,000 lost. I commend this tly to the 
immediate consideration of the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
I move its reference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1872) granting 
lands in aid of the erection of a monument commemorative of the 
homestead law; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 467) to provide fora settlement with the Indians 
who were parties to the treaty concluded at Buffalo Creek, in the State 
of New York, on the 15th day of January, 1838, for the unexecuted 
stipulation of that treaty; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr, HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Newton C. Perkins, administrator of 
tlie estabe Of J.J, Teed, deceased, he FAKSA from the files of the Senate and re- 
erred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE RULES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
original resolution reported yesterday by the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. HARRIS] from the Committee on Rules, which was objected to 
and went over. 

feo HARRIS. As the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] at 
whose su 
sent from the Chamber this morning, I will allow all these resolutions, 
with the permission of the Senate, to lie over until to-morrow, when 
that Senator may be present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem 
jection, will be placed on 
the morning hour. 

CHANGE OF NAME OF A BANK. 


Mr. FRYE. I now ask unanimous consent to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill reported by the Finance Committee this morning 
changing the name of a bank, as it is a matter to which there can possi- 
bly be no objection. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 4779) to change the name of 
the West Waterville National Bank of Oakland, in the State of Maine, 
to that of the Messalonskee National Bank, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, the bill (H. R. 6073) to provide for cer- 
tain of the most urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of resolutions is now 
closed. The Chair lays before the Senate the Calendar, beginning at 
Order of Business No. 142, under Rule VIII, being Senate bill 140. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 140) to establish a bureau of statistics of labor. 


The resolutions, if there be no ob- 
e Calendar. They can be moved during 


ggestion the resolution went over yesterday morning is ab- | bill 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND], which will be 


The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and insert the following: 

Add, after section 342, as follows: 

“Src. 343. The Chief of the Bureau of Statistics shall, under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, annually collect and report to 
Congress the statistics relating to marriage and divorcee in the several States 
and Territories and the District of Columbia, and pertinent information relating 
to all departments of labor and production in the United States, especially touch- 
ing the pecuniary, industrial, social, educational, and sanitary condition of the 
laboring , and to the permanent p: rity of the productive industry of 
the whole country; and the salary of the chief of such bureau shall be $3,500.” 


Mr. BLAIR. Iwas about to say that, this being the bill which was. 
reported by direction of the Committee on Education and Labor, and 
there being in order at 2 o'clock, as the unfinished business, a bill to aid 
in the establishment and temporary support of common schools, which 
is also reported by direction of the same committée, if it would suit the 
convenience of the Senate I would deem it a personal favor if this order 
could be laid aside informally, not losing its place on the Calendar, and 
that I be permitted to proceed with the special order. I have consid- 
erable matter that I should like to lay before the Senate and desire te 
commence earlier in the afternoon than 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the bill now under consideration be passed. 
over, retaining its place at the head of the Calendar under Rule VIII. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I shall be compelled to object to the 
order of procedure proposed, for I gave notice several days ago that as 
soon as the resolution passed yesterday was disposed of I should then 
move to take up the pleuro-pneumonia bill proper. I shall be com- 
pelled to make that motion when the proper time arrives. I do not 
desire to make it at this time, Sor T have no desire to an mize the 
regular order of business of the Senate, and therefore prefer that the 
Calendar should goon. I su that we proceed with the 
order, the consideration of the bill which has been laid before the Senate, 
and which the Senator from New Hampshire reported, until 2 o’clock, 
and then the Senate can decide for itself whether it will take up the 
other bill which he mentions or the pleuro-pneumonia bill, which I 
shall move to take up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not understand that the Senator objects, or if he 
does I will ask that he give me his attention and withdraw his objection 
so far as proceeding to consider the unfinished business is concerned at* 
present until 2 o’clock, in order that I may proceed with my remarks 
upon the bill. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I donot know that I quite understand 
the question of the Senator. Does he propose to proceed with the con- 
sideration of the present bill ? 

Mr. BLAIR. No; the school bill, until 2 o’clock. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I donot desire to interpose any ob- 
jection to prevent the Senator from having the floor to speak upon that 


Mr. BLAIR. I desire to proceed until 2 o’clock, if there is no objec- 
tion, and then the motion which the Senator proposes to make can be in- 


te 
The Chair understands that the Sen- 


Objection is made to the request of 


Tposed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ator from New Hampshire desires to be heard upos the bill uow under 
consideration. 

Mr. BLAIR. No; on the school bill, until 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire, 

ding the question on the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 
Eat. GARLAND], asks unanimous consent that the Senate to the 
consideration of the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 398) to aid 
in the establishment and temporary support of common schools. Is. 
there objection? 

Mr. VEST. I should like to understand what is to be the result of 
this request of the Senator from New Hampshire. I have no disposi- 
tion inthe world to object to hearing the Senator from New Hampshire; 
but suppose he discusses the education bill until 2 o’clock and then the. 
Senator from New York wants to take up the pleuro-pneumonia bill ? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The Senator from New Hampshire 
desires to occupy the time of the Senate on the educational bill, and at 
2 o’clock the Senate will decide whether we shall go on with that bill 
or take up the pleuro-pneumonia bill, which I propose to move to take 
up at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from New Hampshire proposes to occupy 
the floor until 2 o'clock, and after that we are to take up the pleuro- 
preoa bill and proceed with that; and then does the educational 

ill come up again ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairis unable to hear the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course, if the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire shall not have corfcluded his remarks when the hour of 2 o’clock 
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arrives, according to the usage of the Senate, to which I do not at all 
object and which I think very proper, he will be allowed to go on and 
complete hisremarks. Then do we take up the pleuro-pneumonia bill, 
and, if so, when we finish the pleuro-pneumonia bill do we resume the 
consideration of the educational bill ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That depends upon the will of the 
Senate as expressed by its vote or by unanimous consent. It isin order 
for the Senator from New Hampshire to move at any time to proceed to 
the consi#eration of the educational bill, which is the unfinished busi- 
ness, and if unanimous consent be given him now to speak upon it with- 
out its being formally laid before the Senate, that can be done; but 
when 2 o'clock comes the educational bill will be before the Senate 
as the unfinished business and can only be displaced by unanimous 
consent or by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move, then, that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire have unanimous consent to proceed with his remarks upon that 
bill in the same manner as if it was regularly taken up by the Senate. 


That will ebviate any trouble. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 


from New Hampshire proceeding with his remarks on the educational 
bill, it not being yet before the Senate? The Chair hears no objection. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I suppose the reading of the bill will be 
first in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. The Chair did not lay the bill before the Senate on account of 
unanimous consent being given to the Senator to proceed. The bill will 
be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill (S. 398) to aid in the es- 
tablishment and temporary a te of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. I see that the Chief Clerk is reading the original bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asked that the bill be read. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is the fault of the Senator from New Hampshire. 
I desire that the bill as reported by the committee be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment recommended by 
the committee? 

Mr. BLAIR. There is a substitute reported by the committee for 
the entire bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment recommended by 
the committee will-then be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which was to strike out all 
after the enacting clause of the bill and to insert the following: 


That fer ten years after the passage of this act there shall be annually appro- 
priated from the money in the Treasury the following sums, to wit: e first 
year the sum of $15,000,000, the second year the sum of $14,000,000, the third year 
the sum of $13,000,000, and thereafter a sum diminished $1,000,000 yearly from 
the sum last appropriated until ten annual appropriations shall have been made, 
when all appropriations under this act shall cease; which several! sums shall be 
expended to secure the benefits of common-school education to all the children of 
the school age mentioned hereafter living in the United States. 

Sec. 2. That such money shall annually be divided amongand paid out in the 
several States and Territories in that proportion which the whole number of 
persons in each who, being of the age of ten years and over, can not read and 
write bears to the whole number of such persons in the United States; and 
until otherwise vided such computation shall be made according to the ofli- 
cial returns of the census of 1880, 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Interior, at the close of each fiscal year, shall 
ascertain the total amount ofthe school fund to which the States and Territories 
and the District of Columbia are entitled under the provisions of this act, and 
shall certify the same to the Secretary of the Treasury. That upon the receipt 
of such certificate the Secretary of the Treasury shall, on or before the 3lst day 
of July of cach year, apportion the said total sum so certified among the several 
States and Territories and the District of Columbia upon the basis of popula- 
tion and illiteracy specified in the second section of this act. 

Sec. 4. That the amount so apportioned to each State and Territory and tothe 
District of Columbia shall be paid, upon the warrant of the Commissioner of 
Education, countersigned by the Secretary of the Interior, out of the Treasury 
of the United States, to the treasurer of the State, Territory, or District, or to 
such officeras shall be designated by the laws of such State, Territory, or Dis- 
trict to receive, account for, and pay over the same tothe several school dis- 
tricts entitled thereto undersaid apportionment, The term “school district” as 
used in this section shall include cities, towns, or such other corpora- 
tions as by law are clothed with the power of maintaining common schools: 
Provided, That such distribution or payment, after the receipt of said fund by 
the State, Territory, or District, may be made to any officer designated by the 
laws of the State, Territory, or District for the disbursement of the school funds 
to the teachers employed in such schools. 

Sec. 5. That the instruction in the common schools wherein these mone 
shall be expended shall include the art of reading, writing, and speaking the 
English language, arithmetic, phy, history of the United States, and such 
other branches of useful knowledge as may be taught under local laws, and shall 
include, whenever practicable, instruction in the arts of industry, and the in- 
struction of females in such branches of technical or industrial education as are 
suited to their sex, which instruction shall be free to all, without distinction of 
race, color, nativity, or condition in life: Provided, That nothing herein shall 
deprive children of different races, living in the same community but attending 
separate schools, from receiving the benefits of this act the same as though the 
attendance therein were without distinction of race. 

Sec. 6. The money appropriated and apportioned under the provisions of this 
act to the use of any Territory shall be am to the use of common and indus- 
trial schools therein by the Secre! of the Interior, 

Sec. 7, That the District of Colunibia shall be entitled to the privileges of a 
Territory under the provisions of this act, but its existing laws and school au- 
thorities shall not be affected by the operation of this act. The Commissioner 
of Education shall be charged with the duty of superintending the distribution 
oe ite sllomeaeas and shall make full report of his doings to the Secretary of the 

erior. 

Sxc. 8. That the design of thisact not be to establish an independent system 
of schools, but rather to aid forthe time g in the development and mainte: 


nancegf the school system established by local government, and which must 
eventually be wholly maintained by the States and Territories wherein they 
exist, it is hereby provided that no part of the ee ian gearige see under this 
act shall be paid out in any State or Territory which not, during the first 
five years of the operation of this act, ann y expend for the maintenance of 
common schools at least one-third of the suna which shall be allotted to it under 
the provisions hereof, and during the second five years of its operation a sum 
at least equal to the whole amount it shall be entitled to receive under this act, 

Sec. 9. Thata part of the money apportioned to each State or Territory, not 
exceeding one-tenth thereof, may yearly be applied to the education of ers 
for the common schools therein, which sum may be expended in main‘ 
institutes or temporary training schools, or in extending opportunities for nor- 

or other instruction to competent and suitable persons, of any color, who 
are without n means to qualify themselves for teaching, and whoshall 
agree in rising to evote themselves exclusively, for at least one year after 
leaving such t: ing schools; to teach in the common schools, for such compen- 
sation as may be paid other teachers therein. 

Sec. 10. That no part of the educational fund allotted to any State or Terri- 
tory or the District of Columbia shall be used for the erection of school-houses 
or school buildings of any description, nor for rent of the same. t 

Seo, 11. That the moneys distributed under the provisions of this act shall be 
used in the school districts of the several States and Territories in such way as 
to provide, as near as may be, for the equalization of school privileges to all the 
chidren of the school age prescribed by the law ofthe State or Territory wherein 
the expenditure shall be made, thereby giving to each child an opportunity for 
common-school and, so far as may be, of industrial education; and to this end 
existing public schools, not sectarian in character, may be aided, and new ones 
may be established, as may be deemed best, in the several localities. 

Src. 12. That any State in which the number of persons 10 years of age and 
upward who can not read and write is not over 5 per cent. of the whole popula- 
tion thereof shall have the right to receive its allotment and to apply the same 
for the promotion of common-school and industrial education, or the education 
of teachers therein, in such way as the ture of such State shall provide. 

Src. 13. That the Secretary of the Interior shall receive from the governor of 
each State and Territory a report, to be made by or through such governor on or 
before the 30th day of June of each year, giving a detailed account of the yayo 
ments or disbursements made of the school fund apportioned to his State or Ter- 
ritory and received by the State or Territorial treasurer or officer under section 
4 of this act, and of the balance in the hands of such treasurer or officer with- 
held, unclaimed, or for any canse unpaid or unexpended, and also the amount 
expended in such State or Territory as requi. by section 8 of this act, and 
also of the number of public, common, and industrial schools, the number of 
teachers employed, the total number of children taught during the year and in 
what branches Fastraad, the average daily attendance, and the tive num- 
ber of white and colored children, and the number of months in year 
schools have been maintained in each school district, and such other information 
in relation to the use of the school fund and the condition of common-school 
education as the Secretary of the Interior may require. And if any State or Ter- 
ritory shall misapply or allow to be misapplied, or in any manner appropriated 
or used other than for the pu herein required, the funds, or any part 
thereof, received under the provisions of this act, orshall failto oompiy with the 
conditions herein prescribed, or to reportas herein provided, through its proper 
officers, the disposition thereof, such State or Territory shall forfeit its right 
to any subsequent apportionment by virtue hereof until the full amountso mis- 
applied, lost, or misappropriated shall kave been replaced by such State or Ter- 
ritory and applied as eset required, and until such Da ser shall have been 
made: Pro , That if the public schools in any State it pupils not within 
a specified it shall not be deemed a failure to comply with the con- 

ons herein. 

Src, 14. That on or before the Ist day of September of each year the Secretary 
of the Interior shall report to the President of the United States whether any 
State or Territory or the District of Columbia has forfeited its right to receive its 
apportionment under this act, and how forfeited, and whether he has withheld 
such allotment on account of such forfeiture ; and each State and Territory and 
the District of Columbia from which such apportionment shall be withheld shall 
have the right to appeal from such decision of the Secretary of the Interior to 
Congress; and if the next Co: shall not direct such share to be paid, itshall 
be added to the eral educational fund for distribution among the other States 
and the Territories and District of Columbia which shall be entitled to the ben- 
efit of the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 15. That the Secretary of the Interior shall be charged with the practical 
administration of this act in the Territories and the District of Columbia, through 
the Commissioner of Education, who shall reportannually to Co: its prac- 
tical operation, and briefly the condition of common and industrial education as 
affected thereby throughout the country, which report shall be transmitted to 
Mover tf the Secretary of the Interior, accompanying the report of his De- 

en 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, this is, in my judgment, among the 
most important public measures which have been considered by the 
Senate since the close of the war. Itis, in fact, the logical consequence 
and true conclusion of the war. Had common schools been universal 
throughout the country there would have been no civil war; for intel- 
ligence among the masses of the people would have abolished the causes 
which led to it, and the chains of the bondmen would have dissolved 
like the mists of the morning in their warmth and light, instead of 
awaiting to be broken by the terrible hammer of Thor. Knowledge and 
virtue are the indispensable conditions of free government, and virtue 
without intelligence is of no avail, for while virtue is the natural if 
not universal fruit of knowledge, yet good intentions without knowl- 
edge are by aprofound philosophy pronounced to be the very pavement 
of hell. So the restoration of the Union and the reconstruction of 
States with governments republican in form will be found to be but a 
bitter delusion unless the people throughout the whole country shall 
be made and kept sufficiently intelligent to know and to maintain 
their rights generation after generation. 

As the National Government is republican in form, so its own exist- 
ence depends upon the same conditions as the existence of the States; 
consequently in self-defense and in self-perpetuation it must secure 
directly by its own act or indirectly through other agencies the intelli- 
gence of its citizens, who are themselves the Government. 

Beyond this, one of the most important constitutional functions of 
the General Government is its obligation to guarantee a republican 
form to the States. 

If the General Government commits suicide by neglecting the edu- 
cation of the people, how can it fulfill its constitutional guarantee ? 


And how..can that guarantee of government republican in form be 
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made and kept good to the people of a State who are too ignorant to be 
ble of self-government. 

i T E and the discharge of its constitutional obligations com- 

pel the National Government to educate the people, who are the com- 

mon citizens of both the nation and the State, whenever the local com- 

munity fails to discharge this primary duty of a free people. 

Mindful of the time of the Senate, and having in the last Congress 
discussed this subject at some length, and having embodied somewhat 
of that discussion in the report of the committee on this bill, I shall 
confine myself on this occasion, unless the course of the debate shall 
hereafter render it necessary to do otherwise, to a statement of the facts 
in the existing situation of the country, which, in my opinion, require 
the appropriation of large sums of money by the nation to the temporary 
aid of common schools throughout the country, and to the explanation 
of the provisions of this bill, which undertakes to provide a suitable 
remedy for the alarming and increasing ignorance existing among the 
people at the present time. 

First, then, of the evil. 

The bill proposes to give temporary aid to common schools in all the 
States and Territories. 

Common schools are the means everywhere adopted to educate the 
masses of the people, and the instruction and discipline obtained in them 
constitute all the preparatory school training which twenty-four twenty- 
fifths of the American people receive for the practical duties of public 
and private life. Isay public life with no reference to the incumbency 
of political office. By the public life of an American citizen I refer to 
his life as a sovereign; to his constant participation in the active gov- 
ernment of his country; to the continual study and decision of political 
issues which devolve upon him whatever may be his occupation; and to 
his responsibility for the conduct of national and State affairs as the 
primary law-making, law-construing, and law-executing power, no mat- 
ter whether or not he is personally engaged in the public service as 
policeman or President, as any State official whatever, member of Con- 
gress, Chief-Justice of the United States, or a humble justice of the 

In republics official stations are servitudes. The citizen is king. 

But, since knowledge is power, it is obvious that the degree of edu- 
cation which the citizen must acquire is commensurate with the char- 
acter and dignity of the station which he occupies by the theory of 
the government of which he is a part. By so much and so far as he is 
deficient he will fail, and either become a nonentity or a source of dan- 
ger and misrule. The indispensable standard of education for the peo- 
ple of a republic, then, is far above the mere capacity to read and to 
write the language in common use in a limited or perfunctory way. The 
education obtained in the common school and imparted, if necessary, 
with compulsion by the State should be such as to enable the citizen sov- 
ereign to obtain and interchange ideas and knowledge of affairs as well 
as to transact intelligently and safely all matters of business in the 
avocations of life. Measured by this not too exacting standard, the de- 
gree of disqualification for the duties and opportunities of citizenship 
actually existing is far ter than is indicated by the common stand- 
ard, which is consid to be the nominal capacity to read and write. 
This test is the one resorted to in taking the census as a test to measure 
the intelligence of the people; and its use for this purpose by the Gov- 
ernment and its adoption as the condition of the exercise of the suffrage 
by some States have served to fix in the public mind a very low stand- 
ard of education compared with that which should be set up in thecom- 
mon school. I am heartily in favor of universal suffrage, for a partially 
i t people, with a free ballot actually secured to them, will govern 
hemaatees better than they will be governed by kings and aristocracies. 

But I desire to remind the American people that the more they know 
the greater will be their personal power and the better will they govern 
themselves. 

If the American people suffer from innumerable and bitter ills which 
they can never remove until they know how it may be done, their first 
great step is so far to educate themselves as to obtain the knowledge 
from which will result the power to remove the evils of their civil, so- 
cial, and industrial condition. It is therefore at once apparent that 
tabulated statements, such as we obtain from the census and like sta- 
tistical processes, fall far short of completeness as indications of the 
actual educational condition of the people. It is certain that the school 
facilities which have hitherto existed have been wofully insufficient, 
since more than one-ninth of the adult citizens of the country are un- 
able even to read and write. What unknown margin of ignorance lies 
above this indication and yet below the true standard of competency 
and educational qualification for the duties of citizenship we are left 
without definite means of judging, but we know that it is very great. 
This dark belt of indefinite width which, like an unsurveyed desert, 
lies beyond the well-defined boundaries of ignorance and incompetency 
should be constantly borne in mind as we proceed with the considera- 
tion of the subject. 


During the decade from 1870 to 1880 the population of the United 


States increased from thirty-eight to fifty millions. A like percentage 
of increase since 1880, a period of four years, would give a present pop- 
ulation of about 56,000,000 of people. 

By the census of 1880 there were in the United States 36,761,607 per- 
sons 10 years of age and upward. 


In round numbers now there are 41,000,000. In 1880 there were, over 


10 years of age, who could not read, 4,923,451 persons, or 13.4 persons 
in a hundred, and now there are 5,500,000. In 1880 there were 
6,239,958 persons over 10 years of age who could not write, or 17 per- 
sons in a hundred. Now there are 7,000,000 who can not write. 

In 1880 there were 32,160,400 white persons in the United States, of 
whom 3,019,080, or 9.4 per cent., could not write. Now there are 
3,500,000 white persons in this country who can not write. 

In 1880 there were, of colored persons in the United States, 4,601,207 
10 years old and upward, of whom 3,220,878, or 70 persons of every 
hundred, could not write. Now there are 3,600,000 colored persons in 
the United States over 10 years of age who can not write. 

In 1880 there were white persons, over 21 years of age, 21,984,202; 
persons of whom 2,056,463, or 9.4 of every hundred, could not write. 
Now there are 2,313,521 white persons in the United States who can 
not write. 

In 1880 there were 11,343,005 white males over 21, of whom 886,659, 
or 7.8 per cent., could not write. Now there are 1,000,000 white 
adults who can not write. 

In 1880 there were 2,937,235 colored persons in the United States 
over 21 years of age, of whom 2,147,900 could not write, or 73.1 per 
cent. of every one hundred. There are now probably 3,500,000, as the 
colored population increases by births 7 per cent. faster than does the 
white from births and immigration. 

In 1880 there were colored males over 20 years of age, 1,487,344, of 
whom 1,022,151 could not write, or 68.7 per cent. Now there 1,150,000 
or more, all voters. 

In 1880 there were white and colored male persons over 21 years of 
age, 12,830,349; of whom could not write 1,908,810. Now there are 
males over 21, 14,500,000, of whom 2,150,000 can not write. These 
include the voting population. Unnaturalized persons over 21 should be 
deducted. The average of immigration is now, however, as intelligent 
as our own population. That is a thought not familiar to our national 
contemplation. One voter in seven can not write. The percentage of 
illiteracy is something less among males than among the other sex, or 
there would be one voter in five unable to write. Of those who can 
write a large number can only, with great painstaking, contrive even 
to write their names. It is greatly to be doubted whether more than 
three-fourths of the voting population is capable of reading or writing 
with such facility as to make those arts a source of intelligent suffrage. 

Nearly three-fourths of the illiterate voters of the country are in the 
sixteen Southern States. The same States contain about one-third the 
entire population. Iowa has 18,886 voters who can not write in a pop- 
ulation of 1,624,615. Georgia has 169,505 voters who can not write, 
and a total population of 1,542,180—nearly ninefold illiterate 
in about the same population. In proportion to population, notwith- 
standing the great cities within her borders, New York has only one 
voter who can not write to five in South Carolina. 

I take the following from the very able report made in the last Con- 
gress by the House Committee on Education and Labor: 


The last census shows that there are 6,239,958 people of this country above the 
age of 10 years who can not write—12.44 per cent., or about one-eighth of our 
entire population. The census further shows that 4,715,395, or 75.56 per cent. of 
them, are in the recent slave States, which contain but 36.8 per cent. of the pop- 
ulation of the country. In six of those States one-third or more of the populi- 
tion above the age of 19 years are illiterate, while in the Territory of New 
Mexico nearly one-half can not write. Ofthe white population of the country 
only 6.96 per cent, can not write, while 47.7 per cent. of the colored population 
are in that condition. More than one-fourth of the entire population of those 
States is illiterate.* 

The committee call attention to the illiteracy of the voters in the late slave- 
holding States. The following table has been furnished the committee by the 
Superintendent of the Census. It shows the total number of persons of 21 years 
of age and upward, and also the number of that age and upward who are illit- 
erate: 


ee 
sok 

F:} = Number of males of 21 years of ageand 

E 3 E upward who can not write. 

States. AE 4 ~ 

aeot 

es z & Ps White. Colored. Total. 
Alabama,...............cccsere sees | 259, 8H 24, 450 96, 408 | 120, 858 
Arkansas. 182, 977 21, 49 34,300 55, 49 
Delaware. 38, 298 2, 955 3, 787 6, 742 
Florida, 61, 699 4,706 19,110 23,816 
Georgia 321, 438 28,571 116, 516 145,087 
Kentucky. 376,221 54,956 43,177 98, 133 
Louisiana. 216, 787 16, 377 86, 555 102, 982 
Maryland 232, 106 15, 152 30, 873 46, 
Mississippi... 238, 532 12,473 99, 068 111, 41 

ELIE PEAS 541, 207 40, 655 19, 028 59, 
North Carolina.. | 294,740 44,420 80,282 124,702 
South Carolina, | 205,789 13, 924 93, 010 106, 934 
Tennessee .. } 330, 305 46, 948 58, 601 105, 49 
Texas........ | 330, 476 23, 085 59, 2,754 
Virginia... | 334,505 31,474 100,210 131, 6% 
West Virginia. | 139, 161 19,055 3, 
ORR a EA | 4,154,125 410, 550 944, 424 1,354, 974 


*The ability to write is considered by statisticians the true test of illiteracy, as 
many persons rae shame will not admit they can not read, but are not so 
likely to claim that they can write. Besides, a person who can read and not write 
is essentially an illiterate. 
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The following statem: sho the ratio of illiterate males of 21 of 
followin; ent, over 
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ee ratio of illiterate males of the ages named in the above States is 


Of the above illiterates 69.7 per cent. are colored, and 30.3 per cent. are whites. 
In ten of the above-named more than 30 per cent. of the voters are illit- 


erate. 
In six of them the illiterates are about 50 per cent. 
In South Carolina 52 per cent. are illiterate. 
The State of Alabama has 120,858illiterate voters. Its popular vote in 1880 was 


151,507. 
jan en State of Georgia has 145,087 illiterate voters, Its popular vote in 1880 was 


beige of Mississippi has 111,541 illiterate voters. Its popular vote in 1880 
was 117,07 

The — of Louisiana has 102,932 illiterate voters. Its popular vote in 1880 
was 97,201. 

While it is true that in many of the States not one-half of those entitled to vote 
actually did so, yet the wonderful nearness of the number of illiterates to the 
number of those who exercised the right of suffrage is startling. 

The truism that no government which rests upon universal suffrage can long 
continue unless the su ists are intelligent, in the light of the above facts 

reases itself upon ourattention with renewed force. The words of James Mad- 

n, uttered in 1526, are a present warning: *A La aes government without 
popular information or the means of acquiring it t a prologue to a farce or 
tragedy, or both.” Nearly half a million of the whiteand ost a million of the 
cloned enters in the South can not read the ballots which they cast. But thirteen 
years have elapsed since the latter class was given the ballot. At that time all 
of them were grossly ignorant not only of letters, but also absolutely devoid of 
all knowledge of the rights and obligations of citizenship. During the last ten 
‘years the number of illiterates in the country has increased about 400,000, though 
he percentage of illiteracy to the whole population has decreased nearly 2 per 
cent. ov would, however, take forty years to dispel this illiteracy at this rate of 

ution. 


There are 145,000 illiterate voters in North Carolina, and 117,000 in 
South Carolina. I clip the following from the National Republican of 
last winter: 


The percentage of illiteracy to the votin ulation of the Garfield States in 
1880 was less than 6; in the Hancock States Ii was 29, 


About five times greater. 

It is true that about 69 per cent. of the illiterate voters in the old slave States 
are Republicans, but it is also true that nearly that per centum of the illiterate 
vote was supp! b 

Suppressed, it is true; but it could net have been if intelligent. 

Alabama has 120,858 illiterate voters; the popular vote of that State in 1880 was 


151,507. Georgia has 145,087 illiterate voters; the popular vote there that year 
was 155,651. Mississippi has 111,541 illiterate voters; her ular vote in 1880 was 
117,078. Louisiana has 102,938 illiterate voters, and cast 1 votes. 


Mr. MORGAN. I suppose the Senator from New Hampshire knows 
that the great body of the illiterate men in Alabama voted for Garfield, 
and not for Hancock. 

Mr. BLAIR. Istated that. The Senator will find as I go on that 
my remarks are not prepared with any idea or feeling of self-glorifica- 
tion for the section of country that I belong to. I have endeavored to 
simply state the facts. 

By the Census (table 40) Compendium, page 560, it appears that the 
total number of white males over 21 years of age in the country in 1880 
was 11,343,005; native-born, 8,270,518; foreign-born, 3,072,487; col- 
ored, including Japanese, Chinese, and Indians, 1,487,344; making a 
total of 12,830,349. 

The question of the suppression of the Republican vote in the South 
is one that I did not propose to introduce into the debate, and it is one 
on which there is something perhaps to be said on both sides, if it were 
before us. 

In 1880 there were 105,465 Chinese, 148 Japanese, and 66,407 civil- 
ized Indians. Iam aware of no means by which the actual number of 
voters in the United States can be ascertained, but if we add to the total 
of male population over 21 years of age one-eighth of the total of 1880 
we have 1,603,793, and in all at this time 14,434,142. Assuming one- 
half the foreign-born males of voting age to be naturalized, we have 
a voting element as follows, making allowance for increase of one-eighth 
in each element since the census was taken: Native-born white voters, 
-9,203,332; foreign-born white voters, 1,728,274; colored (excluding Chi- 
mese, Japanese, and Indians), 1,479,739; total voting population of the 
United States in 1884, 12,411,345; or in round numbers there will be 
fea men whose ballots will or may decide the next Presidential 
election. 

The percentage of illiterate white males over 21 years of age by the 
‘census of 1880 is 7.8, and of colored the rate is 68.7. There is no per- 
-ceptible change in this percentage for the better, judging from the fact 
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that the illiterate population increased, according to a statement of the 
Commissioner of Education, between thè years 1870 and 1880, 581,814 
persons. There is some confusion in the data, but I think there was 
an increase during that period substantially as estimated by the Com- 
missioner. We have then atthe present time an illiterate white voting 
population of 852,665; illiterate colored voters, 1,016,580; total illiter- 
ate voters, 1,869,245. 

Generally the number is placed at more than 2,000,000. Such esti- 
mates can never be more than approximately correct, but they are in 
my belief practically greatly understated, because the technical qual- 
ification of being able to write one’s name, however crudely, is very 
slight evidence of capacity to comprehend political issues or to dis- 
criminate intelligently between candidates for public positions. 

This observation derives special significance when it is still further 
considered that the enumeration must of necessity rely generally as to 
the possession of even this qualification upon the verbal statement of 
the party concerned, who is not likely to make an unpleasant admis- 
sion of incapacity against himself. 

I do not believe that more than two-thirds, or at the most three- 
fourths, of the voting population of this country is to-day in possession 
of a degree of proficiency in the arts of reading and writing that quali- 
fies them, through the use of those arts, to exercise the right of 
more intelligently than do total illiterates. The school education of 
great multitudes is nominal, not real. 

I purposely omit further data as to the distribution of the illiterate 
vote. Ifit were uniformly dispersed it would be less dangerous. But 
concentrated as it is in masses at points along the line, while intelli- 
gence can never be toostrongany where, and considering that a majority 
of one in Florida or in Oregon may decide the most important of na- 
tional elections and determine the future history of the whole country, 
I for one find it impossible to sleep in peace over this volcano. 

As will be seen by reference to tables in the report of the committee 
and to the census the school age varies greatly in different States. In 
some it is from 5 to 15, in others from 4 to 21, and with great diversity 
between those extremes. In a speech in support of a measure, sub- 
stantially the same as this, made in the Senate June 15, 1882, after 
careful consideration, I stated the number of our population who should 
be in schools as, in my opinion, 18,000,000. I believe it to be now 
20,000,000. By the census of 1880 the number within the school ages 
was 15,303,535. Of this number were then enrolled, that is, their 
names were on some list of pupils, 9,780,773, leaving 5,522,762 not at- 
tending school anywhere. But there were 567,160 enrolled in private 
schools, making a total of 10,347,933 enrolled in all schools of the 
country, both publie and private, and leaving 4,955,602, or nearly one- 
third, of the legal school population not attending either public or pri- 
vate places of instruction. 

If, now, the total enrolled in public and private schools be increased 
one-eighth, as in previous calculations, we have a present school popu- 
lation in process of mental training of 11,641,424. IfIam substan- 
tially correct in assuming a present population of 20,000,000 who should 
be either in publie or private schools, from our total of at least 56,000, - 
000 now living in this country, there will remain 8,358,576 who do not 
attend schools of any kind whatever, unless it may be of liberal or pro- 
fessional training. Making all allowances which can be reasonably 
claimed, there must be 8,000,000 of less than 21 years of age who are 
not enjoying school privileges of any description whatever. But look 
still further, in order that we may judge of the efficiency of our sys- 
tem in dealing with those actually enrolled. By the census, out of the 
9,780,773 on the public school registers, there was an average daily 
attendance of 5,804,993; so that the real fact is thatthe net educational 
result is the same as though the latter number had attended the whole 
school period yearly, which is perhaps five months of the twelve in the 
whole country, and 9,499,542 had not received a single hour of school 
instruction for the year. 

If the present average daily attendance in public and private schools 
be ascertained by adding one-eighth to the aggregate of 1880, to wit, 
5,804,993, plus two-thirds the enrollment in private schools (which we 
may fairly assume to be the average daily attendance, or, to be liberal, 
400,000 pupils), we have 6,204,993 increased by 775,623, or a total of 
6,980,616, or say 7,000,000 in round numbers. Deducting this number 
from 20,000,000, and we have the same general result upon the edu- 
cational status of our school population as though 13,000,000 of the 
20,000,000 did not attend school at all. 

Of course this calculation is of little value save as it affords a means 
of comparing our real condition with what it would be if the whole 
school population should attend constantly five months yearly between 
the ages of 4 and 21 years. Making every possible allowance for pro- 
fessional and other forms of special training, I do not believe that there 
is an average daily attendance of 10,000,000,or one-half our population, 
between the above-named ages twenty weeks of the year. I do not 
think there are sittings or accommodations of any kind, no matter how 
primitive and inexpensive, for one-half our school population. We 
have now less than 300,000 teachers and an average of more than 66 
pupils for each. We require at least 200,000 more, and both the pro 
fessional standard and the pecuniary compensation of the body as a whole 
should be very much raised. ' 

In table 136, page 1640, part 2 of Compendium, the whole number 
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of teachers employed at one time is set down at 236,019; the total num- 
ber who attended school during the year 1880 at 9,946,160, and the 
average daily attendance 6,276,398. The whole number of public 
schools, elementary and 
buildings 164,832, and the whole number of sittings provided 8,968,- 
731. The data I have relied upon in making these caleulations have 
been derived in part from the census and in part from the returns of 
the Bureau of Education, which are collected with great care. 

'I propose now tostate a few well-authenticated factsin regard to the 
actual condition of common-school education in different portions of 
the country. 

The Louisiana Educational Society has just memorialized Congress 
upon the subject of national aid to common schools, praying for an 
appropriation. Their petition, presented by Senator GIBSON, is printed 
at length in the RECORD of March 11, 1884. Itis such an admirable 
though distressing statement of the situation that I will ask the Secre- 
tary to read it to the Senate. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE LOUISIANA EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY, 
New Orleans, March 4, i884. 
To the honorable the 


Senate 
and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 

We beg leave to lay before you, on behalf of the State of Louisiana, the follow- 

ing statement of facts, and to submit this memorial: > 

‘he rt of the superintendent of public education of the city of New Orleans 
for 1881 showed a school population (6 to 18 years of age) of 61,456; a total 
enrollment in the public schools of the ton A of 24,401; and an average daily at- 
tear gory I December and January (which were the months of largest attend- 

Al h the number of educable children has largely increased since then, 
the superintendent ropan for January, 1884, the enrollment to be only 14,482, 
with an average attendance of 11,070, 

With an allowance of 10,000 in private and parochial schools (which is a large 
estimate), we still have 36,974 dren in New Orleans receiving no educational 
instruction whatever. 

The census of 1880 shows an average attendance of 15,190 (which included the 
months of most meager and the attendance). Thus you will see at a 

lance the large decrease in the number being educated, although the popula- 
fion is steadily increasing. 

A eorresponding retrogression exists throughout the State, and it may be safely 
affirmed that of tho 273,845 school population of Louisiana (census of 1880) not 
more than 30 per cent. of them attend either public, private, or parochial schools. 

Tn the fifteen Southern States, including the District of Columbia, the census 
of 1880 shows that there are 2,702,835 (white and black) of the 5,703,216 school 
population not enrolled in schools, and notwithstanding the efforts made by the 

le of these States and the generous contributions from private sources in 
Phe orth for educational pu the number of children unenrolled in the 
schools and the illiterates continue to increase, 

The State and city have done much toward publiceducation, but the illiterates 
are such a proportion of the population, and poverty is so wid £ 
that the taxable property, can not bear such a burden as mustnecessarily beim- 
posed to provide for and sustain publie schools. 

We are aware that, insofaras orance is the source of perism, crime, and 
a want of thrift, the State is chiefly interested and the Federal Government in- 
directly only, but there is a common ground on which Federal and State inter- 
ests meet and blend, Good government is necessary for both, and it is equally 
the duty of both to see that the citizen is made capable of performing the duties of 
citizenship intelligently, fearlessly, honestly. Said one: ** Honest enough, brave 
enough, and keen enough to resist corruption, defy violence, and defeat fraud.” 

are alike interested in making the masses of the people sufficiently in- 
telligent to understand what constitutes the greatest good for the greatest num- 
ber; and to comprehend also the converse of the proposition, that the good of 

e greatest number is the highest and best interest of the individual citizen. 
We believe thatthe very life of the Republic and the preservation of the liberty 


it vouchsafes de n the intelli ce of its people, the universal education The following table is based upon the estimates of the Bureau of Education. 
of its citizens; t as their illiteracy increases so do the dangers to our country | In the sums raised by the States interest on the invested funds is not included, 
multiply. except in a few States. The table is not exhaustive, but only illustrative: 
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high, is placed at 225,880; the number ofschool | 


In the words of Senator BLAIR: ** Edueation, physical, intellectual, and moral, 
is the primal necessity.” The fathers and founders of our Government so con- 
sid it. They thought that a republic could stand only on the intelligence 
and virtue of its citizens. 

Our danger isimminentandinereasing. France in 1870 realized that it was not 
the needle-gun but educated Germany which so quickly brought her to defeat 
and submission. She was taught a bitter lesson, by which she is now profiting, 
Since then she has largely increased her taxation for public schools, made ele- 
mentary cepacia} free and attendance compulsory. t her history teach us 
to educate our children, be they white or black. 

But this can only be done with the liberal aid of the National Government, 
and unless itcomes to our ce the condition of our educational work must 

w steadily worse. 

We believe that a very large sum is necessary to meet the great need of the 
country. A bill before Congress proposes to give $15,000,000 for the first year and 
to decrease the ba Saab nee $1,000,000 each year during a periad of ten years, 
dividing it according to the number of illiterates in each State. 

We trust that some such measures may meetyourapproval. Somesuch meas- 
ures are necessary to stay and roll back the tide of illiteracy in this and other 
States of the South, which now finds no barriers strong enough to resistit. We 
believe it to be the duty of ew, Rees to make some such appropriation, and on 
behalf of our State we ask it to do so. 

Washington, Adams, Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, declared the necessity for 
and the ot pepe of publie education. Said the latter in his inaugural ad- 
dress of 1817; “ Let us by all wise and constitutional measures promote intelli- 
gence among the poopie; as the best means of preserving our liberties.” 

Presidents Grant, Hayes, Garfield, and Arthur have severally recommended 
it, and President Garfield said: “ All the constitutional power ofthe nation and 
of the States should be summoned to meet the danger by the saving influence of 
SWruous peeerey a d dangers bef peal to Co d 

our poverty upon us an gers before us we ap to Congress to do 
all that can constitutionally be done to aid in the education of youth, so that we 


may reap the fruits of industry, integrity, and intelligence. 
LOUIS BUSH, President, R. H. BROWNE, Chairman, 
E. T. MERRICK, Vice-President, JAMES McCONNELL, 
I. L. LEUCHT, Secretary, 8. S. CARLISLE, 
CARTWRIGHT EUST. , Treasurer, SYLVANUS LANDRUM, 
R. H. BROWNE, B. T. WALSHE, 
J. C. MORRIS, WARR: EASTON, 
JAMES McCONNELL, J. W. NICHOLSON, 


R. M. WALMSLEY, 
STANFORD E. CHAILLE, 
Executive Committee Educational Society of Louisiana. 

Mr. BLAIR. On Friday, March 24, 1882, a committee of the Na- 
tional Educational Association appeared before the Committe on Edu- 
cation and Labor of the Senate and House of Representatives, to urge 
national aid to public school education. This association comprises 
the superintendents of public instruction of the States and Territories 
and a Jarge number of the principal educators of the country. 

The committee of the association consisted of Hon. G. J. Orr, of Geor- 
gia; Hon. M. A. Newell, of Maryland; Hon. J. H. Smart, of Indiana; 
Hon. Hugh Thompson, of South Carolina; Dr. J. W. Dickinson, and 
Hon. B. G. Northrop, of Connecticut. 

This committee presented at the hearing another memorial already 
prepared by representatives of the great religious denominations of the 
land, of the trustees of the Peabody fund, and of missionary and educa- 
tional institutions, which memorial they indorsed and urged upon the 
consideration of Congress and the country. 

I ask the Secretary to read the memorial. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A MEMORIAL TO CONGRESS, 


The undersigned earnestly call the attention of Senators and Representatives 
to the following facts and su; tions with reference to governmental aid to. 
common schools on the basis of illiteracy. 


1884. 
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We respectfully suggest: e 

1. The help should be so given that it will stimulate rather than supersede the 
necessity of State effort. a ae 

2. It should be help for the common schools; temporary aid in the training 
of teachers haps, but chiefly in giving them opportunity to teach, “The 
safety of the Republic is the supreme law of the land.’ This isthe maxim which 
not only justifies but demands action om the part of the General Government, 
and it should also suggest the limitations under which the action should be 
tak: 


en. 

3. The help should be immediate and not remote. The fortunes of war and 
the necessities of legislative action have made citizens of a large mass of igno- 
rant men, whose votes are to shape, for weal or woe, the character of our laws. 
Education alone can convert this mass of ignorance and element of danger into 
one of enlightened strength and safety. 

Largely more than one-half of a fund for the education of the illiterate would 
go to the South for negro illiteracy; less than one-fourth because of white illit- 
eracy, If Congress should create a fund which would give $ per annum per 
capita for the education of this class alone, it will require an aggregate annual 
sum of $18,719,958. Of this, Mississippi, e. g., weuld receive $1,119,603; but of this 
$959,529 would be for colored illiterates and $160,344 for white i! literates. 

Representing an educational work in the South chiefly for the negro race, in 
which have been expended about $10,000,000, and speaking with a wide knowl- 
edge of facts, we emphatically assert the impossibility of accomplishing this 

work unless the Gen Government shall come to the assistance of those 
tes in which this illiteracy is chiefly found. 

Ev dollar we have expended expresses the conscientious and earnest desire 
of the donor that this work shall be done, and is an emphatic vote for the action 
for which we ask. 

In the name of the millions of Christian citizens whom we represent we ear- 
nestly urge Congress to help qualify the ignorant voters who are intrusted 
largely. by Congressional action with the ballot for the duties with which they 
are charged, a nd the power to do this is co-ordinate with the power that 
enfranchised them. 


REV. M. E. STRIEBY, D. D., 
American Missionary A. $ nal. 
REV. J. 0. HARTZEL, D. D., 
Secretary Freedmen's Aid Society; Methodist. 

REV. H. L. MOREHOUSE, D. D., 
Home Missionary y; Baptist. 
REV. SHELDON JACKSON, D. D., 
Home Missiona; ekg Presbyterian. 
REV. J. L. M. CURRY, D. D., 
Agent of the Peabody Fund. 
PROFESSOR C. C, PAINTER, 
isb University, Nashville, Tenn. 
S. C. ARMSTRONG, 
Hampton Institute, Virginia. 
Wasurnarton, D. C., March, 1882. 


Mr. BLAIR. I call attention to these signatures, not only on account 
of the great personal worth of the men themselves, of the superior posi- 
tion which they occupy as individuals in the country, but on account of 
the representative capacity in which they have signed the memorial. 
These denominations are also organized into a national educational 
assembly, which has had two annual meetings, of which Bishop Simp- 
son is the president. It is proper that I should observe here that there 
is a substantial combination of all the great religious bodies of the 
country, at least in the Northern States, who have one specific purpose, 
and that is to urge upon Congress the appropriation of national money 
in the direction of general education. 

The hearing which followed is to be found reported in full in Miscel- 
laneous Document 55 of this session, to which I refer the Senate, but 
from which I wish now to quote a few of the more important state- 
ments made on that occasion. Superintendent Orr, of Georgia, addressed 
the committees as follows : 


Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, the duty assigned me on this 
occasion is a very simpleone, I have been laboring in this work in my State for 
the last ten years. 


I desire to say that Superintendent Orr can speak with larger and 
more reliable authority probably from the standpoint of an educated, 
energetic, and patriotic Southern man upon this subject than any other 
man whatever in the whole country. I consider his statements as of 
very special significance, and entitled not alone to the attention of the 
Senate but of the entire country; in fact all that I shall read, much to 
the weariness, I trust not to the disgust, of any members of the Senate, 
will be from representative men, who are much better authority on this 
subject than anything I might state. Mr. Orr said: 


I have been the representative of the Department of Education since 1872. 1 
do not propose to detain the committee by any lengthened remarks. I propose 
to give you, gentlemen, some plain facts showing our condition, showing our 
necessities, showing the temper and spirit of our people, and I feel that when I 
do this, when I put before you the condition of the State of Georgia, I shall have 
given you a type of what prevails throughout the entire South. 

In the year 1860, when one of the honored Senators from my State now present 
was our chief executive, the tax returns, according to the documents in the office 
ef the comptrolle neral, summed up 672,000,000. After I entered the office 
which I now baye the honor of filling I went te the files of that office for the 
pur of trying to ascertain the aggregate value of property at the first return 
made after the war. I found it to be $170,000,000. The property of the State was 
thus reduced $500,000,000 in value. This made a great change in the condition 
of the State, as you may well know; but this does not represent fully the change. 
It-lacks a great deal of it. 

I will put before you, gentlemen, a few other considerations which will show 
more fully the great change which was wrought. Everything that we had ac- 
cumulated during the four years of the unhappy struggle in which we en 
was invested in confederate securities, and was held in the shape either of bonds 
or of confederate currency. Thus what remained of the labor of four years, 
after the devastation of your army and the support rendered ours, was blotted 
outin one hour, Hundreds, thousands, and tens of thousands of the best men 
dine —— fa bass seach ob thus i ina oaan an a oe, the old 

aws of the Un: , when postage was atthe place of delivery, 
they could not have taken a letter from the ffice. You will very readily 
understand, then, how we were situated as to our capacity to commence life 


n. 

Not only this, but the whole labor system of the country was thrown into dis- 
organization, The agriculturists had no means of going to work apain; and we 
are an agricultural people, as you well know. They Bad no capital to begin 


with. They had to borrow. They had to gives lien upon the byt tyne 
soil in order to enable them to pay the debts, and those who held the capital 
acted exorbitant interest. Our farmers and iculturists have been paying 
from 50 to 100 per cent, for advances. Having their noses thus put to the grind- 
stone, they have been kept there up to the present time, for every intelligent 
man knows very well that farming can not be conducted su ully when the 
capital used in it costs sucha percentage. The lack of resources and the utterly 
disorganized condition of the labor of the country put us in a very helpless con- 
dition. 

Let me glance for a few moments at certain other facts. We had in the State 
of Georgia two kinds of citizens—those who had always been citizens, and a 
number of persons, very nearly equal, who had been made citizens as a result 
of the war. The last school enumeration, which was taken four years ago: 
showed that we had 198,000 colored school children in the State. The ent: 
school population is 433,444, The difference will show you how many are col- 
ored; nearly half, you will see. 

Let me say a few words about the colored people. They were made free with- 
out resources. They had no capital; they had no habits that would lead men 
when thrown upon their own resources to accumulate capital. They have been 
gathering capital gradually, until I am very glad to report that the last return of 

e property of the State showed that there were in the hands of the colored 
people of that State some $6,000,000 worth of property. I think the colored peo- 
ple of oe have done nobly ; I say it here totheir credit. But the point Iam 
now making is the immense burden which was put upon us. I do notgive you 
an idea of that burden by acsm, 3 you the number of persons who were suddenly 
made free without resources. That does not give you an idea at all. 

There is no means of getting at the number exactly, but I think at least one- 
half of the white population was in the same condition, utterly wrecked, ruined 
financially by the results of the unfortunate struggle in which we had manent. 
For one i want to see the last remains of that struggle forever buried so deep 
that the hand of resurrection will never bring them up in. I think it be- 
comes us of this generation to begin to think about living for the future, to for- 
get the past. e have a great country, and here we must dwell; our ple 
want to dwell with you in unity and harmony. I know what I say; I have 
visited in the course of the administration of my office almost every county in 
the State of Georgia. I haye made two hundred addresses to the ple. I 
have stated to you the difficulties now. I know the condition ; I know the 
spirit of the people, their present sentiment. I know it from mingling with 

em in their cottages and in their cabins, for I have visited the colored man as 
well as the white man. 1 have mingled with all; I know their feelings. 

I want te say to you, gentlemen, that in the State of Georgia, under my ad- 
ministration of ten popes oa aa entire loss of school fund will not foot up more than 
about $6,000. In an administration covering ten years there has not been a sin- 
gle dollar ponenned with that en rane I know of. hi RA trate " red 

© greatest ible amount of g e try to manage it wi e greates' 
economy. We admit to our schools all who want to enter them, We com- 
menced in 1871 with a school attendance of 48,000. We have gone gradually up- 
ward. My brethren here will excuse me for using the same illustration which 
I did before the association when in session. One of the fathers, a man contrib- 
uted to us by New England, one of our most honored men in the early history 
of that State—I allude to Abraham Baldwin—in speaking once of central power, 
illustrated it by that wonderful power known as the screw. He stated that at 
every revolution it gained a little and it held all it gained, I quote his illustra- 
tion, not making the same application of it; I make a very different one. 

We have ned at every revolution a little in Georgia, and we retain all that 
we gain. Weare moving steadily forward. We commenced with an attendance 
of 48,000 the first year. The second year we had 83,000, the next year 136,000, the 
next 156,000. I shall not follow thestatistics along. Year before last (my year's 
work has not been footed up, as the returns are notallin) we went oP toaschool 
attendance of 236,000. We have never failed to gain as much as 9,000 in any year. 
We have gone over that in attendance every year, and the colored people have 
proceeded pari passu with the whites in their attendance. They commenced 
with 6,000 and went up, according to the last return, to 86,000 colored children 
in our schools. There is no discrimination made; no man can afford to doitin 
an office in my State. So strong is the school sentiment in favor of the admin- 
istration of exact and equal justice that no man can afford todoit, Weare strug- 
gling to do the very best we can with our limited means. : 

I haveread a good deal on the subject of the school history of this country and 
of the different States. In addition to that, I have been giving my attention to 
this greatsubjectof the education of the races for eleven or Rees a years. Ihave 
been reading whatever fell into my hands, and you will excuse me when I say 
that considering the circumstances in which we were placed, the great disadvan- 
tages under which we labored, the immense difficulties which we had to con- 
tend with—considering all these things and considering the work achieved, I do 
not believe the equal of it has been done in any State of this Union in any time 
during the past. Ifit has, it is not within ce Raed bara We have wrought a 
marvelous work, but we are unable to do what ought to be done. We come to 
you and ask the interposition of the strong arm of the Government, the Govern- 
ment of your fathers and of our fathers, for we are one of the old thirteen. We 
stood shoulder to shoulder with pee in that contest, and I want to say here to- 
day that if another contest shall arise our ple will stand by the people of 
New England and the people of the Middle States in supporting the power and 
the authority of the Government ef the United States. 

Gentlemen, I do not know that I could state anything further that would be 
of service to you, I wish to add that I was greatly gratified when my brethren 
here from New England, and from the great Northwest, and from the Middle 
States, and from the Southern States, met in council, and when we sat down as 
brethren, and when we agreed almost unanimously upon every point to be 
submitted to this committee for consideration. We are practically a unit, and 
on all of these recommendations the men from all portions of the country agree. 

Now, gentlemen, ing pardon for taking up so much of your valuable 
time, and thinking that it is proper for me to yield to others who may have some- 
thing to say on this occasion, I shall conclude by asking, as I know I shall have, 
the candid consideration of this great question of the education of the masses, 
greater than questions of commerce, than questions of currency, than questions 
of tariff, than questions of constitutional law—greater than any questions that 
statesmanship will have to contend with and settle, because we make the peo- 
ple, and without the people we can have nothing else. Wemake the men and 
women of the country. I shall say nothing further. 


Representative Updegraff, now dead, asked this question, to which 
Mr. Orr responded: 

I should like to ask the honorable gentleman whether the average time of 
continuance at school has increased ? 

Mr. Orr. Our last Legislature succeeded in adding about $100,000 to the fund. 
We shall have this year very nearly $600,000 to operate with. We shall be able 
to run our schools in many of the countiesabsolutely free for four months of the 
agp year—that is my estimate—and in all of them paying the entire expense 

for three months. We are adding just as rapidly as we can. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair), The hour 
of 2 o'clock having arrived, the Chair will lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which the Chair believes is the bill to which, by 
the unanimous consent of the Senate, the Senator from New Hampshire 
is now addressing himself. It is now before the Senate in its own right 
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for consideration. The Senator from New Hampshire is entitled to the 
floor. 


Mr. BLAIR. Hon. Hugh Thompson, of South Carolina, was before 
the committee and made the following statement from his standpoint 
as a prominent citizen of that State, and as superintendent of public 
instruction, I think, at that time: 


Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, in presenting the view of 
South Carolina I shall ask to call the attention of the committee to three points: 
is — —_ the State of South Carolina is now doingall in her power for pub- 

ic education. 

Secondly. That it is impossible in her impoverished condition for her to fur- 
nish the means of education to the masses of the children; and 
ae That the aid we ask for, if granted at all, should be granted imme- 

tely. 

I have brought here some figures from the school returns of South Carolina 
which I wish to read, and as I have no set speech to make to the committee, I 
shall be glad to answer any question that any member of the committee ma 
wish to ask. An interruption will not interfere at all with the line that I shall 


take. 

I call the attention of the committee, first, to the fact that in 1877, when I took 
charge of the department of education in South Carolina, the first thing I did 
was to call for a statement from the different counties of the amount of past in- 
debtedness, known as the school indebtedness, I was aware that it was large, 
but I was surprised to find when the returns came in that we had upon usa debt 
of $210,000 due inst the schoolfund. This debt at that time of $210,000 wassu 

- to be the full limit, but upon subsequent investigation it turned out to 
much larger. During the period from 1877 until the present time we have been 


Pr A pml v to pay off this debt. In some of the counties the debt has been en- 
tirely liquidated, and there are not more than one or two counties now remainin; 
in whi there is any considerable debt to be paid. Butthatdebthas per 


usin set A move we have made to strengthen and develop our public-school 
system. In addition to that we have a debt of $191,800, known as agricultural 
land ed There was not one cent of that money to be found in the treasury; 
the last dollar of ithad been misappropriated. That fund, too, has been restored, 

The committee will observe, therefore, that we have paid a debt of over $100,000, 
money that ought to have been used for elementary and higher education, and 
that we have thus been hampered in our attempts to make the school system as 
strong as it might otherwise have been. 

The assessed value of the property of South Carolina to-day is pied $138,000,- 
000. We have three sources of revenue from which our school-tax is derived. 
First, it comes from a constitutional tax of 2 mills on the dollar upon all the 
taxable property ofthe State. The amendment tothe constitution making this 
a part of the organic law of the State was adopted in January, 1877. rve, 

ntlemen, that this is part of the organic law ; it is not subject to changes by 

ifferent Legislatures. We are g to state that each year the income from 
this source grews a and larger as the assessed value of property is raised. 

The second source from which we derive an income is from the poll-tax. There 
are in the State of South Carolina, on the books, 140,000 polls, and the poll-tax 
there is $1 a head. We have never succeeded in collecting more than $114,000 
from this source, owing to the fact that a large number of the voters of the State 
Ss pang wie j without property, and we can not enforce the collection of even the 

r head. 
he third source from which we derive our revenue is local taxation. This 
mode of raising taxes is becoming moreand more in vogue each year. Ateach 
session of the ture we find different towns coming forward and asking 
permission to 1 additional taxation. 

The misuse of the public money during the first years of the school system, 

from 1868 to 1877, and especially the abuse of power under the local-tax laws, is 


one of the | Sar obstacles that the school men of South Carolina have had to 
contend with, because we are constantly met with the cha that the thousands 


of dollars that were wrung trom the ple within the period named were mis- 
applied, were stolen and misappropriated, and that this public-school system is 
only an engine of taxation, the money for which will not be carried into the 
channels for which it was intended. I believe, though, that this spirit is ra or 
passing away. As I said the other night before the association of superintend- 
ents, I am convinced that if to-day the question of maintaining the public-school 
system of South Carolina were submitted to a vote of white citizens alone, bya 
very lange ars peo they would be in favor of maintaining it and strengthening 
it and of developing it so far as may be in their power. 

I should like to call the attention of the committee, in order to show what the 
State is doing in this respect, to a brief comparison of the taxes collected for the 
different purposes in South Carolina, The whole of the State tax, in round num- 
bers, is $629,000. The proceeds of the county taxes are about $800,000, makinga 
total of nearly $1,500,000. The proceeds of the school and poll taxes, according 
to the last return of the comptroller-general, were $465,000. In other words, the 
school tax of South Carolina is about one-third of all the other taxes that are 
collected inthe State. The assessed school tax was$465,000. Ofcourse the actual 
amountcollected wasa little less than that, being about $425,000, because there 
were a many delinquent taxes. 

In addition to this the State now makes an iy, i noe of $24,000 for the Uni- 
versity of South Carolina. That university has two branches, the old South 
Carolina College at Columbia, for the whites, and the Claflin College at Orange- 
burg, for the colored. The Claflin College is partly supported from benefactions 
by benevolent persons at the North; but these two institutions for the higher 

ucation of white and colored are maintained by the State at an annual cost 
of about $24,000. In both these institutions instruction is free; no charge what- 
ever is made for tuition. In the Claflin school at Orangeburg we have anormal 
department for teachers, which is each A Sees turning out successive bodies of 
skilled and trained teachers, who are doing estimable work for the colored. In 
addition to this the State has recently made provision for the re-establishment 
of its military academy, appropriating $15,000 this year for that purpose. In this 
military emy there will be supported now, as before the war, two cadets from 
each county, who pay stp, eirata They are supported in full by the State, 
and they are required to two years in the public schools of the State after 
their graduation. There will be another class of young men in the institution 
known as pay cadets, who will pay moderate tuition for themselves, and will 
not be required to render any service. They will pay their way through the 
institution. Besides that we have the normal institute, supported by the State, 
this year an appropriation of $1,500 having been made for that purpose, 

You will observe, therefore, gentlemen, that we are appropriating now about 
$465,000 for elementary education in South Carolina and a little over $40,000 for 
higher education, making a total of more than halfa million dollars which South 
Carolina is devoting to this purpose, with an assessed valuation of property of 
but $138,000,000. 

I should like to call the attention of the committee to another comparison. 
The whole expense of the State government of South Carolina for the last year, 
inclusive of interest on the public debt, was $238,575. The expenses forthe main- 
tenance of the charitable institutions, there being but two, an asylum for the in- 
sane and one for the deaf and dumb, were $116,164, Therefore the expense of 

ublic schools and of charitable institutions was $581,164. For these purposes 

uth Carolina appropriates two and a half times as much as she does for the 
whole expenses of her State government, For public schools alone she appro- 
priates twice as much as she does for all the expenses of the State government. 


I mention these facts in support of the position which I take that the State is 
doing all that she can do for the maintenance of her public schools, 

I now desire to call the attention of the committee to the second point I make 
which is that the State of South Carolina is unable because of her mpoverished 
condition to give proper instruction to all classesof her people. The scholastic 
population of the State—children between 10 and 16 years of a made by 
the returns of the county school commissioners in 1875 (I have n unable to 
get the returns of the census, which are more accurate, and I doubt not will 
show even larger fi; than these) was, whites 85,678, colored 152,293, making 
a total of 237,971 children, The school attendance in South Carolina forthe year 
1880-'81 was, whites 61,339, colored 12,119, making a total of 73,458 at the public 
schools. The expenditure per capita of ais fens Pi tepyr een is $1.95, the expendi- 
ture per capita of school attendance $3.50. I call the attention of the committee 
to the fact that while these schools are free and open to all and no distinction is 
made on account of race or color, according to these returns (which are inaccu- 
rate, because I believe they are below the truth), we have 100,000 children in the 
State of South Carolina whom we are unable to educate for the want of larger 
means. The numberof publicschools in the State last year was 3,057, the num- 
ber of white teachers 2, the number of colored teachers 1,223, making the 
total number of teachers 3,249. 

Taking the illiteracy of South Carolina shown by the return of the last census, 
which I an opportunity of observing last night, the ratio of white illiterates 
tothe whole population is 7.77 per cent.; the ratio of colored illiteracy to the 
whole og ion is33.09, I maintain that as far as controlling the white illiteracy 
in the State is concerned, South Carolina is able, ready, and willing to control 
it; and that she is equally ready and willing to contro] the colored illiteracy, 
but that it is beyond her power to do so. It is from this class of our citizens, a 
class to whom I claim that the State government of South Carolina in all its de- 
partments has done full and ample justice, that the trouble comes. I believe I 
speak the sentiment of the majority of the people of the State when I say that we 
in South Carolina feel that the safety and apes pad of the State depend upon 
the education of that classof our citizens. need not speak to you, gentlemen 
of the committee, of the limited opportunities that the colored people have had 
heretofore for education, but you know that the absolute need for it now is such, 
that if the United States Government does not hold out a helping hand to us at 
this time we shall continue to send forth each year illiterate voters by thousands, 

Bear in mind, gentlemen, that one generation of these people has grown up 
without the opportunities ofeducation. This generation has got now the fathers 
and mothers of another generation coming along. It is a well-established fact, 
a principle ized by all, that to appreciate education is a consequence of 

ucation itself. It is necessary, therefore, for the State and for the General 
Govesnment to come to the front at this time, and to make South Carolina and 
other Southern States what I believe the people of those States desire that they 
shall be, thoroughly educated. 

I will call the attention of the committee to the fact that there are now in the 
Southern States about 5,000,000 children ready and needing the opportunities 
of education. The expenditures of the Southern States under this head are 
about $7,000,000; but little more than a dollara head. It would take at the lowest 
calculation $30,000,000 to furnish the opportunities of education to our children 
in the South. Gentlemen, I say, as one knowing the spirit of the people and 
be eh their limited resources, that we have not the means to furnish this 

ucation. 

I do not propose to detain the committee with any argument as to the rightof 
the General Government to furnish the means for which weask. I desire to say 
for my State, and I am sure that I speak the sentiment of other States, that we 
do not come here as mendicants in this matter. We do notcome here asking for 

ity. We have put our own shoulders to the wheel; we are using all the 
efforts in our pee: and we simply ask of this great Government that it will 
come to our aid now in the time of our great necessity, because if this aid is 
withheld now, if it is not granted now, as I have shown, there are thousands of 
children whom we are unable to educate, and who need this assistance at this 
very moment, who will not be educated. 

I was told this morning, since I entered this room, by a gentleman to whom I 
was introduced, that South Carolina always liked to be in the front. As of old, 
South Carolina wants to be in the front in the matter of public education. It is 
for that reason we have come here, use we have not the means, as I have 
stated, to furnish this education ourselves. I believe it is but a few moments 

when some gentlemen from this side were called before a committee of the 
ouse of Representatives of Congress with regard to the deepening of the har- 
bor at Charleston and the improvement of that harbor. That great work is 
now going on under the charge of a distinguished engineer, a distinguished sol- 
dier, whose duty it was during the warto leave more imperishable marks upon 
the city of Charleston. He is there now in the quiet pursuits of peace, deepen- 
ing that harbor, and giving to South Carolina an outlet for her trade and her 
commerce which she has so long needed; but, gentlemen, there is a need that 
South Carolina has not second even to the deepening of the harbor ee, Mr 
metropolis, Great as are her resources, wonderful as her power is when y 
developed, the true source of her strength and of her power is in the brains of 
her people. Itis for that p we are here to ask the Government to give 
her the means of developing the brains of her people, and we do ask that we 
may have an oppekbanity of coming to the frontand staying there, as one of the 
States of the Union, contributing our share to the civilization and the p 
of this great country, and making South Carolina as one of the States of the 
Union, contribute her quota to make the people of this whole country once 
more free, prosperous, happy, and united. 


I call the attention of the Senate to these particulars because they 
demonstrate that on the part of the State of South Carolina there is really 
being a very earnest and energetic effort made to educate the children of 
the State so far as can be done with the available revenues. I call spe- 
cial attention to the following statement made by Hon. J. H. Smart, 
then and for many years superintendent of public instruction of the State 
of Indiana, as that of one of the most distinguished educators of the 
country, and a Northern man whose associations have been such as to 
make him a conservative and reliable observer. I am proud to claim 
him as a son of New Hampshire. 


ADDRESS OF J. H. SMART. 


Dr. Dickinson. I now present a gentleman eminent as an educator, a friend of 
education, who is here to represent the North. I referto Hon J. H. Smart, of 
Indiana, and I will say before he commences that Mr. Smart presided two years 
ago at the meeting of the National Teachers’ Association which met at Atlanta, 
and he knows well the spirit of the people of that country. 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman and gentleman of the committee, I shall detain you 
just long enongh to state a fact and to express an opinion, a fact in reference to 
the n of the South, and an opinion in reference to their willingnees to do what 


they can. 

Tehas been my fortune to be able to make several visits to a number of the South- 
ern States, and on one of these, taken last summer, I was driven from one of the 
popular summer resorts in the State of Georgia to the railway station, a distance 
of about 18 miles—a road frequently traveled, because this summer resort was 


ped ad visited by Southern people—by a negro who owned his own team, letting it 
to the hotel proprietors and his own services during the summer months. He in- 
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formed me that he owned a little house and a small amount of land; that herented 
’ fifty acres, and I found that he knew a deal about the condition of things in 

his locality. I have talked with several hundred negroes in the South as occasion 
offered, and I want to tell you some of the answers this driver gave to some of my 
questions on this ride. 

This man was thirty-two years of age, and he told me that he had tried to learn; 
that there was a school within a reasonable and that he had attended 
that school ; but he confessed that he had not been able to learn very much. He 
was a man of more than ordi intelligence for one in his condition. Lasked 
him if he knew the name of the President of the United States, and he said that 
he did not. Iasked him if he knew the name of the governor of his State; he 
said that he did not. I asked him if he had voted for the President of the United 
States at therecent election; he said that he did vote. ‘‘Can you tell me for whom 
you voted?" ‘No, sir; I cannot; I don't recollect.” ‘‘ Do you know anything 
about England?” ‘ Yes, sir; I have heard something about England.” “Is it 
inthe United States?” “Ido not know.” ‘Is France in the United States?" 
“I can’t tell you; 1 think itis.” “Did you ever hear of Governor Colquitt!" 
“Oh, yes; 1 think I voted for him. Is he the man you. spoke of a moment ago!” 
“ No, he is not the President of the United States.” *Did you ever hear of Gar- 
field?" “Oh, yes; he was hurt, wasn't he; he was shot, wasn’t he!” ‘Is not 
that the man you voted for?” ‘ Yes,” he thought it was. 

Now, this man, unable to read his ballot, is not a subject whose duty itis to 
obey, the sum of ‘whose political duties is found in the word obedience, but he is 
a sovereign, and the ballot is put into his bands. It has been put there by the 
national C That man makes the law that governs me. Forty per cent., 
as I am informed by Dr. Orr, of the voting population of this State are illiter- 
ates; there being 80,000 of them. 

I related this incident to a number of Southern superintendents a while ago, and 
I was told that it was a typical case, much to my astonishment, and that what I 
found here with this negro was to be found in thousands of cases in the other 
States. I believe that the State of Georgia is in danger, and not only the State of 
Georgia, but the State of Indiana, from this state of affairs—in more danger than 
if one hundred thousand men were to land on the coast of Georgia to day full 
ee panipped for war, and that the State of Indiana will suffer from th 
condition o rs. 

Now, I want to express the opinion that the Southern people are willing to do all 
they can to cure this great evil and remove this great wrong, and, so far as I have 
observed, the work t has been done, under existing circumstances, has been a 
marvelous work. The Southern people have made a hereic effort, ony in 
three or four States that I have visited, todo the best that could be done for these 
colored people. I want to say that es sate thelength and breadth of the South- 
ern States, without one exception, the colored peoe are given the same advantages 
that the white people are given. No distinction whatever is made; and, so far as 
I was able to find out, there is an almost unanimous, certainly an overwhelming, 
sentiment in favor of educating the colored children equally with the white chil- 
dren. And I believe, from what I saw, that we are able to trust the existing State 
organizations represented by these gentlemen; weare able totrust them with what- 
over — we can appropriate, and I speak after some investigation and after de- 

‘ration. 

There is a pressing need, and these gentlemen have told you about it; thereis 
no necessity for me to talk about it, but I want toexpress the feeling that I think 
exists in my own section of the country ; that thisappropriation ought to be made— 
not only for the protection of the poops of the South, but for the protection of the 
people of the North; that while we do not need it for our own illiterates, for we 
ought to be able to take care of them ourselves, we need it use we suffer from 
an ignerant ballot, and we see danger in it, so that we join our brethren from the 
South in asking Congress to make an adequate and speedy appropriation in order 
that this great evil may be rooted out. 


Mr. M. A. Newell, then superintendent of public instruction for 
the State of Maryland, a very able gentleman, spoke as follows : 


Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I am not here to-day to make any special plea in 
behalf of Maryland. We think that in a small way and in the course of time we 
shall be able to take care of our own people in the way of education, Iam here 
to show that, so far as Maryland is concerned, we are in absolute accord with the 
= who have cone? addressed you. We look upon ignorance not as a 
ocal but as a national question, and we consider it as much or nearly as much of 
an evil to have ignorance in Florida or Georgia as it would be to have it in Mary- 
land or in Pennsylvania, YetI think, Mr. Chairman, though you and the gentlemen 
of the committee have studied this exp long and deeply, you are hardly aware 
even now of the immense mass of ignorance that is pressing be ou us not only in 
the South but in the Middle States and inthe North. I can hardly bring this more 
Seen, to your notice than by stating a few simple facts with regard to my own 
State. 


I have been at the head of the educational department of Maryland for fourteen 
Das successively, and therefore I know all that I am poing to say of my personal 
owledge. We spend every year a million and a half dollars for common school 
education. We keep our schools open in most of our counties ten months in the 
year, in none of them less than seven months a half, and an average of nine 
months of i A {Aen Our teachers are reasonably well paid ; they are properly se- 
lected, and are doing their work as wellas can be expected under the circumstances. 
All our surroundings are in favor of education. The people believe in it for them- 
selves, and they believe in it for their neighbors. And yet, Mr. Chairman, after 
sixteen years of a uniform State system, well supported, tolerably well endowed, 
the last census reports 134,000 illiterates in the little State of Maryland. 

Now, sir, the argument is, a fortiori, if, after sixteen years of hard and honest 
work, we have not been able to wash out this black stain of ignorance, what chance 
have our friends in South Carolina and in Georgia and in Florida to deal with theirs? 

Mr. Chairman, I am old-fashioned enough to think still that the State ought to 
do nothing that the private individual can do as well, and I am willing to carry it 
farther, and to sa; the National Government should do nothing that the State 
Government can do as well; but all history and all experience prove to us that the 
individual is not able to educate his children; he has never done it in the history 
of the world; the State must come in and aid him in the work; and I think we 
have proved abundantly that in our Southern States, at all events, the State is 
not able to do the work of education. Therefore, I say it is the duty and the privi- 
lege of the National Government to come in and help the States to do that which 
they are willing but are not able to do. 


The above statement from the efficient superintendent of Mary- 
land demonstrates not only the necessities of his own and other States, 
but the further fact that even with the pores school year an im- 
mense outlay is required to increase the accommodations that the 
surplus school population now not reached at all may be brought in. 

Hon. D. F. De Wolf, superintendent for Ohio, spoke thus for Ohio 
and the central Western States: 

Mr. De WoLF. Gentlemen, there is one point that I should like to speak of 
for the State of Ohio, and I think for the central and Western States. I have 
mingled with these Rowe for forty years; was with them during the great strug- 
ge that resulted in the reconstruction, so called, of the Southern States. Those 

tates were a y to the doctrines that were embodied in that reconstruction 
when they in imposing on the Southern States a large body of voters. 


They took the responsibility ef poponins. upon that section of the country and 
upon the United States a 1 y of voters. Ido not know but that they did 
wisely and I do not know but that they think they did wisely, but they think 
they assumed yey proai responsibilities, and I think they are ready now to con- 
sider those responsibilities, and to take what action may be necessary to meet 
those responsibilities. 


Rey. Dr. A. D. Mayo, of Massachusetts, who is as well informed 
upon this subject as any man living, next addressed the committee. 
Dr. Mayo is well known thronghont the country. His views have 
been expressed on many occasions, and they are those probably of the 
largest and perhaps the most accurate observer in the Northern States 
upon this matter of the school condition of the people of the South, 


Rev. Dr. MaYo. Gentlemen of the committee: I suppose my brethren have asked 
me to say a word to you because for the last two years I have spent my whole tiine 
during the school year in visiting the schools of twelve of the Southern States, 
from Virginia to Texas, inclusive. During this time I have the most reg 
opportanities afforded me by the State authorities, by teachers, by citizens, by 
pupils, by people of every class, to ascertain the condition of educational affairs in 

at portion of the country, and I feel that I am in a condition to form intelligent 
opinions in regard to the several matters that will come before yon in this consul- 
tation. Of course time will not permit me to give the data or the reasons for con- 
clusions which I may express to you, but evor since I began this work—and I 
would say that previous to that I had no personal knowledge of affairs in the South, 
and never went through the South until two years ago—several conclusions have 
forced themselves constantly upon my attention. 

In the first place, I am fully prepared to indorse that emphatic declaration of Dr. 
Curry, who perbaps better than any Southern man understands the educational 
condition of the South, when he says that the illiteracy of the Southern States is 
absolutely appalling. By this I do not wish to say that the leading classes of the 
Southern States are an ignorant people. I find them there a very cultivated peo- 
ple; I finda porn equal to any people in the world; I find as a class the white 
people of the South are fully up to the vere of any State in the Union in natural 
capacity and force; but the condition of illiteracy which exists seems to me abso- 
lutely Sppauag And one little point I wish to call your attention to here: Not 
only is this illiteracy confined to the colored people and the poor white people, but 
there is great danger, unleas something can be done soon, that great numbers of the 
— of the better classes of white people in the South will be plunged into 

eracy. 

No class in the South suffered so much from the effects of the war as the re- 
spectable Lent | bawrar white people in the South, and to-day there are hundreds 
of thousands of boys and girls growing up through all the Southern States, the 
sons and daughters of the leading people of those States, who, unless something 
can be done very soon, will be doomed to grow up in ignorance. Perhaps the most 
re thing that can happen to any State is that it should lose what it has gained, 

While the blacks and the poorer whites are really better off in education: 
than ever before, the children of the better classes of people are absolutely worse 
off than they ever were before. 

Now, to meet this condition ef illiteracy, it seems to me ce idle to speak of 
anything but a system of thorough elementary education afforded by the State. 
No church system of schools, no private system of schools can meet the exigency. 
There must be a system of elementary education, which includes the training of 
teachers, proper school-houses, and everything of this kind, in order to meet this 

t want. 

Another matter has forced itself very Cireng on my attention, which has been 
alluded to before, which is this: I am pretty well acquainted with the condition of 
education in our country and in other countries, and I have no hesitation in an- 
nouncing to you, gentlemen, my conviction that never within ten years in the his- 
tory of the world has an effort 80 great, so persistent, and so absolutely heroic been 
made by any people for the education of the children as by the leading class of the 
people in our Southern States, 

Practically, within ten years every one of these Southern States has put on its 
statute-book a system of public schools; practically, within this time every dis- 
trict of country in the South has received something that can be called a school. 
This school public, as we may call it, consisting of State officials, of school officers, of 
superior teachers, of thoughtful people all over the South, is to my mind the most 
forcible, the most persistent, the most devoted school public now in any part of 
the world. There is no body of superior teachers doing so much work for so little 
pay and under such great disadvantages as in the South today. There is no 
minority of people wor ing so hard to overcome this terrible calamity of illiterac: 
anywhere in the world to- 4 as in the South, I give this as the deliberate result 
of two years of observation in twelve States. 

Once more, gentlemen, it seems to me that in building up this system of ele- 
mentary education our Southern people have come almost to a halt. “For the last 
ten years the school public has been working in every conceivable way to bring 
the attention of the people to this matier, and I believe to-day that the practica- 
ble limit of taxation is about reached. We may say ideally and abstractly that 
the Southern people can give more than they do for education; but practically, 
looking at them as we look at every people in the world, I believe that the limit 
is reached. And what is the condition in which we find things there to-day? Per- 
haps $10,000,000 is expended throagh these States of the South for pontig 
education, and there seems to be just about money enough to put on the pan 
a Si hagan of schools which, while itis an improvement to the negro and to the poor 
white man, is profoundly unsatisfactory and insufficient for the leading class of 
the white a of the South; in other words, the introduction of the pub- 
lie-school system has broken down the old-fashioned system of education by which 
the white people obtained their help, and has introduced an ineficient system, so 
that a multitude of these people ly have no good place to educate their children. 

Let me illustrate the state of things: Here is a town or a district that has a 
thousand dollars, all told, for school pu ; with that thousand dollars that 
district can establish an insufficient school for three or four months in the year, 
with an inexperienced teacher, in an insuflicient school-house; a school which is 
not satisfactory to the best people, which cannot do the work that shonld be done. 
That is the course of things over the Soutbern States, in cities, in country 
towns, and in the country districts, and the crying want through all that coun- 
try is that what these people now have shall be supplemented by enough to put a 
good school system at once on the greund. 

We mustremember, gentlemen, that nine men out of ten in the South never saw 
what we call a good public elementary school. The thing thatis necessary isto put 
for one year, for two years, for three years, in every district through that country a 
school that will be a fair representative of a public school, that the people can see it; 
and once having seen it and enjoyed its benefits they never will give it up avain. 
Now, it is utterly impossible for the average school authority to get the money to put 
such a school on the ground. Givetothat man another $500, another $1,000, and at 
once, without wearing himself out with importunity, he can puton the ground the 
school that the people need ; a school that, instead of being a school that satisfies 
nobody, is a school that satisfies everybody ; and once having seen that schoo} for 
one year, for two years, for five years, for ten years, that people will be stimu- 
lated to great exertions and wäl never give it np. 

Let me illustrate this by one spectacle which I saw which will put you in fall pos- 
session of this point. The little city of Goldsborough, N. C.,has about four thou- 


C. 
sand people. Up to a year ago that city had no school in it which was satisfactory 
to any portion of the Shite fhs 


bitants of the city; it had a poor publio colored 
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school under the county authorities. Six months 
citizens of that city were able to pat into operation a 
By the aid of the Peabody fund ‘ 
80 that school took all the children in the town. Four h children were put 
into a good school-house, graded and organized; over them was put an ex 
teacher, and at once it was shown to everybody in that town what could be done 
with a good graded school. I visited that town one day, and it was like going to 
a town that was under the effect of a religious revival; everybody was in a state 
of delightful excitement: everybody was asking me to seo the school; people 
were coming from all of the country to see it. and just because the agent of 
the Peabody fund could come in with his thousand dollars and give to that school 
the expert which made it what it was. The battle was won, the thing was done, 
everybody was satisfied, and tho whole region around about was being instracted 
and bronght up to that work. 

Such schools in county towns mean good schools in the country districts. What 
we ask yon, gentlemen, is to give to these school authorities everywhere through 
the South money enough to supplement what they are now doing; so instead of 
an insnflicient school, as they have now, theycan puton the gro at once a gond 
school, which will satisfy the lė, which wilt confirm them in their desire to 
sustain education, and which will give them a fair understanding of the benefits 
of the institntion. 

Now, gentlemen, just one word more and I am done. I fnlly concur from my 
observation in all that has been said on several points. First, the South needs 
this money at once. Itis an urgent case. Are you aware, gentlemen, that the 
average school life, reckoned by months, of the average boy cast of the Alegba- 
nies is four years; the average school life of the Western boy, reckoned by months, 
is three years; the average school life of the white and colored school boy in the 
South is less than two years; the average school life of the ave:age Southern boy 
is not one year! 

This is a turnpike gate through which these children are streaming, and while 
you are debating and consulting on the feasibility of different methods, generation 
after generation, you may say, are streaming through. 

What is to be done should be done at once to meet the great demand of the present. 

In the next place, money enough onght to be given to do the work atonce. If 
the roof of your house is on fire and you are obliged to put it ont by carrying water 


a few of the ente rising 
orough white praded ached $ 
were able to secure an expert for a teacher, 


in bucketa it does no sort of good to have a Ladder that reaches to the second-story | 
What you want is à į 


window. You are just as badly off as if you had no ladder. 
ladder that reaches to the roof, that will take yon up where tho danger is. The 
school system of the South to-day does not reach the full magnitnde of the difh- 
culty. Give enongh at once to enable the school authorities to put a good school 
on the ground everywhere, and the difficulty is met. 

One thing more, gentlemen. Iam acquainted with the State superintendent of 
instrnetion, I believe, in baby? Hinrichs State. I am acquainted with the State 
school board, I think, of every Southern State but twoor three. Ihave stadied with 

t care in the records of all those offices their methods of distribution of money. 
believe there is no set of men in this country who are handling a moderate amount 
of money with greater economy, with greater fidelity than these gentlemen. It 
seems to me it would be a f mistake in distributing such funds as you give to 
mt into each of these States a dual administration. If that should be done, I be- 
ieve that at once $100,000 or $20¢,000 of money would be thrown away, virtually, 
for supervision. I believe if there is any set of men in this country that can 
to administer a fund of $10,000,000 or$15,000,000 in thirteen or fourteen States 
with fidelity it is the school authorities of those States, and therefore it seems to 
me that this money should go directly to the children ewes wp accustomed chan- 
nels, of course being gnarded by all proper safeguards in the central power. 

Among the cities of the South, no city has done so much as the city of Charles- 
ton. I know ail those cities. No city bas done so much with so little help as the 
city of Charleston. We hav» to-day two repres: ntative men with us. e have 
the mayor of Charleston, who represents what bas been done in that city. We 
have, in another citizen of Charleston, a young gentleman who is s fine representa- 
tive of the kind of young school men that we must rely on to do this work through 
the country. If your time and patience will permit, it will give me great pleasure 
to introduce to you the mayor of Charleston, Mr. William A. Courtenay. 


Mayor Courtenay spoke as follows: 

Mr. COURTENAY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, having in view the t 
1essure upon your time, I can best show my appreciation of the honor you have 
one my city by limiting what I have to say to a very brief statement of facts. 

1 will say that about twenty-five years ago we commenced in Charleston the 
system of public schools which was then being spread over the country. There 
were in 1860 four large, substantial brick school buildings of modern construc- 
tion, calculated to seat comtortably eight hundred pupils each, which in the tben 
condition of our affairs was ample for the children that were then being edu- 
cated. One of these buildings was royed by the fire of 1861, so that when we 
resumed our school work in 1865 or 1866 we had threo school buildings with anav- 
erage capacity of eight hundred seats, and we took the Shaw Memorial School 
into our publie school system, which had been erected in 1865. making the same 
number of school houses and about the same number of comfortable sittings. We 
havemade an equal division of those school-honses—two are for white shildren 
and two are for colored children—and there are in the Morris street school (which 
is the largest colored school we have) eighteen hundred children packed into ac- 
commodations intended for eight handred. 

T bat is our school situation to-day. We have been for five years levying a small 
tax, and a new school building will be completed this year which will somewhat 
relieve the pressure, but we need reaily two or three more commodions buildings 
for schoo! pu , which we shall build in time when we can raise the money. 

Now, gentlemen, in addition to the tax which is common all over the State of 
South Carolina, a constitutional tax of two mills, Charleston bas paid during these 
last fifteen years an additional tax of from one to one and a half mills for the pur- 
pose of giving accommodations such as we have to give in these very crowded 
school-houses to a portion of the children of the city. I need not tell you that 
what was intended to accommodate 3,000 children will not arcommodate 6,000, 
that although there are over 4,000 children crowded into the schools, there are 
children who can not get a place inside the school-house to stand or sit, and are, 
therefore, not being educated. We have a very large city debt, and we have a 
large amount ef charities to distribute every year, orphan houses and hospitals ; 
the expenses of the city governmentare very nearly as mach as thoseof the State ; 
we have reached the limit of taxation; and we look naturally tothe United States 
Government to come to the assistance of the city, the State, the South, and the 
oeney: soey in illiteracy, and makesome provision by which this great trouble 
can be cured. 

I made a rough calculation hastily this morning without the data to make it 
acenrate ; but Lassert here thatthe city of Charleston has paid for education over 
and above the State taxation since the close of the war somewhere between four 
and five kundred thousand dollars, and we will continue to do the best we can 
under any circumstances. But in view of the great burdens which are pressing 
upon us in many ways, because of the want of improvements in our city, and our 
great charities, which take from fifty to seventy thousand dollars a year—nearly 


10 per cent. of the whole income—we feel that we can with some contidence come 
here and express our opinion in common with all other sections of the country for 
material and important aid. 

If the gentlemen of the committee will be kind enough, I should like my friend 
Mr. Bryan to occupy the remainder of my time. 


Mr. Bryan is a young, cultivated, and highly intellectual man, and 


seemed to be the embodiment of the better time which is to be. His 
remarks profoundly impressed the committee. He was an eloquent, 
vigorous young man, I suppose a truly representative man of the ris- 
ing life of the Southern portion of our country. No man ever made a 
stronger, more vigorous, and more pathetic appeal for aid or for as- 
sistance of any description than did this young gentleman of great 
ability from Charleston, 8. C. Any Senator who will read that and 
vote against this bill is less of a Senator than I think. 


Mr. ORR. Mr. J. P. Kennedy Bryan is the youn tleman who has been re- 
ferred to, the son of the United States district judgo for South Carolina. 

The CHAIRMAN. We shall be happy, to hear Mr. B x 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I would hardly deem te in this presence, with so 
much gathered wisdom and experience, proper for me to be heard here, were it 
not that the subject-matter which the committee is now considering is one that 
appeals and has ap ed to me for years, young as I am, and one that is, I think, 
the first in the mind and the heart of the youth of the South. The burden of this 

mestion, the shoulders upon whom it is to fall, are those of the youth of that 
Southern country, who now wish to control its destinies, and who now, for weal 
or io woe, pns = ve here at cry Capitol. 
er wi as been my friend Dr. Mayo, after what has been said by 
gentlemen from Massachu and from Indiana, after what bas been said with re- 
gard to the State at one by my friend Colonel Thompson, I need hardly speak ; 
and I would not speak but that I think by giving goe a pane image of the city 
of Charleston in facts and figures, that concrete thing, | can show yon that even 
municipal aid added to State aid, with all the agencies of private education, in an 
old community and aid coming from the city that doubles the State aid, still we 
stand appalled before a tide that wo cannot meet nor control. It is only because 
the city of Charleston is a representative community of the South and expresses 
the conditions of all those States, and in a more favorable way than the country 
districts, that I will give you the facts and the figures relating to that community, 
because those facts and Sgures will bring home the question in its reality and show 
really what is our necessity and our danger. 

That city is more favored because it has in it the seeds of a cultured society; it 
has in it men of mighty powers from the past, and those men are there, and they 
think, Sergent fee ma oy oes what is apt us. It has init Lens only that. but 
men who have a sense of da’ men w. ve conscientiously risen to all 
neces of bee eg m. s 5 z m 

y. gentlemen, in 1860 the city of Charleston had an educational plan greater 
than any Southern city. It had a system of public schools in VOR IO were 
four thousand white children, besides large private schools, which fully met all the 
demands of that city. To-day it bas that same educational plan, and in those 
schools are four thousand ch , twothousand white and two thousand colored. 
There is an equal division of the school facilities. To do that, the city of Charles- 
ton has to add to what the State revenue is for schools just as much again. It 
pays this year $72,000 in a city of fifty thousand, in which there are twenty-three 

housand whites and twenty-seven thousand colored, the colored paying 3 per cent. 
ofthe tax. After we have raised the locul tax, double what the State gives, we 
find that we only have four thousand children in the schools; that is, we only have 
in gei sagin we had in 1860 of whites. More cannot enter the schools; they 
are pac 

Gentlemen, the tax of a citizen of the city of Charleston to-day is 3.5 per cent. 
on every dollar of real and personal p > The city debt of the city of Charles- 
ton requires the levy of ten mills, gn ee we cannot goto. There is 1 per 
cent. levied in that city for the debt of the municipality. en there is the State 
debt. With these heavy burdens, by the census and by the report of the su 
intendent of schools of the city of Boston, we pay on a ratio one-third more t 
the city of Boston pays for its whole system of education, primary and classical. 
We pay to-day one-third more than the city of Boston does in the face of a debt of 
five millions upon the city of Charleston. 

Gentlemen, when his honor the mayor came to the control of that city, in the 
same spirit of zeal and in the same interest that he overlooked all the depart- 
ments, we got at the facts and the figures. and he said it is the duty of the city, 
simply as a representative city of the South, and on behalf of all, to reveal to the 
country this terriblo and appalling condition to say to them, here is a national 
calamity; it is common in its origin to the people of this country; itis equall 
common in its evils and in its effects. Wethought, and the city of Charleston 
ail the men there think to-day, that the National Government alone can help us— 
not to do for us, but simply help us in that which we cannot do. Ir the tax 
above 3.5 per cent. it is p diacsenbecment of society. We simply ask you to hold 
up our hands; we simply ask you to roll back that tide. Where it will sweep we 
know not, and I, in atl deference, do not think that all the wisdom here can tell 
us where it will sweep. Weask you do not let it overwhelm us and you. We 
thought and were led to believe that that Government, which, underthe power of 
the Constitution, has the right to provide for the public defense referring to the 
time of war, and for the general welfare referring to the time of peace (forsurely 
that was in the mind of the framers of the instrument), would come to our assist- 
ance in this time of calamity. 

We were led to believe that that Government which, when the cries came from 
the Mississippi Valley under the most awfal deluge of the last five decades, sent 
immediately and within a day aid to those people asking for bread. We were 
led to believe that that same Government, aeting on the same principle, would 
send to a more hungry people, who if unfed the worse will be the disaster, that 
bread of national life which they ask. We were led to believe that that Govern- 
ment which, when pestilence struck this country, in one day raised the means and 
sent broadcast over the land succor where small-pox or yellow fever struck, would 
send some relief to a more awful lence that is working in tbe bedy-politic. 
We were led to believe that that Government which, in its beneficence, looking to 
the general welfare of the agricultural interests of this land, sends from this na- 
tions] center good seeds in ordcr that the labor of the husbandman may prosper 
and that he may gather fruit and an abundant harvest—that that same Govern- 
ment, on that same principle of welfare, would give us not only good seed 
bnt some good seed to plant in this waste. 

Gentlemen, it is only because the city of Charleston furnishes you sach an ex- 
ample, it is only because I think we feel it as an old community, and we know 
what this thing means and what is threatened all the time; it is only because it is 
a representative city in that regard of all our Southern communities that I have 


spoken. 

I think, I feel, in fact I know, that it is in the mind and the heart of the assem- 
bled representatives here from this landto help. Iam sure we have not come and 
told our simple story in vain. Wo look for aid, and we expectit, and we trust that 
from that seed of national aid shall come great and abundant harvests that wil’ 
overflow here in good government, in peace and prosperty years and years to come. 


Hon. B. G. Northrop, secretary of the Board of Education for Con- 
necticut, so well known for his life-long and very important services 
in the cause of education in placing certain valuable statements be- 
fore the committee, urged an immediate appropriation. I read his 
remarks because he is a New England man, and arepresentative man, 
as truly a representative of the opinions and feelings of educators in 
that portion of the country as any man can be. 
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Dr. Dicxmysox. Mr. Chairman, bnow present Hon. B. G. Northrop, secretary of 
the Board of Education of the State of Connecticut. 

Mr. NORTHROP. I desire to lay on your table, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of 

- the committee, a paper containing extracts from the h made at Atlanta by ex- 
Governor Brown on the eve of his election to the te, an extract from the 
h of Robert C. Winthrop at the Yorktown celebration, and in fall a speech 
of Rev. Dr. Curry, bearing all entirely on this subject. And while I am up may I 
say that this is not a new m but when fri of the measure have pressed 
it Teton members of Congress in former years, the objection has been ‘* you can- 
not force schools on any community; sc s must answer to local public sentiment, 
and that pudlic sentiment does not exist." That was the former argument. Now 
lsay in alidition to the proofs presented by tlemen the South as to thein- 
terest yon bave in that paper, I think a most remarkable demonstration of the in- 
terest taken, by the fact that ex-Governor Brown should make such a speech on 
the eve of his election, and it is a more remarkable fact that on the basis of that 
speech akera this measure, advocating free publie schools for all classes, he 
should be elected to the Senate of the United States by so large a majority. It 
demonstrates the new era in the South. Ithink that if the plan of giving $15,000,000 
for this object is carried out now it will be worth more than $20,000,000 will be 
twenty years hence. The case is urgent; the need is immediate. 
= * > * * > * 

I must say that this measure, I am confident, will suit the North as well as the 
South. I bave in this paper I have handed you printed the sentiment expressed 
by the Connecticut State Board of Educatien most heartily, and also other expres- 
sions of N ern sen t; and msy I mention in the briefest form one other 
fact showing the t change that has occurred within the year? Thissub- 
ject was advocated ably before our association at its meeting in New York, one 
year ago, by ex-Senator Patterson, now the superintendent of education in New 

ampshire. He advocated then that the pers noes be distributed by a large 
number of Federal officers in all the States hat met but one dissent at that 
meeting a year ago; that is to say, a majority of this association seemed to favor 
his plan. but one objecting. At this meeting every member of the association 
has expressed his views in favor of the plan of distributing the money through ex- 
isting local officers. We are a unit on that point. 


The resolution of the Connecticut State Board of Education referred 
to is as follows: 


Resolved, That in view of the necessity of education to the epeeny. of free 
institutions, and of the great and disproportionate burden which adequate pone 
ion for universal education would impose on some of the Southern States, this asso- 
ciation expresses its conviction that it is the imperative duty of the National Gov- 
ernment to extend to those States in which the burden and the danger of illiterac 
are greatest such pecuniary aid as shall enable them to provide that all the chil- 
dren and youth within their borders shall receive at least an elementary edacation. 

The State Board of Education has formally expressed *‘its hearty approval of the 
sentiments of the above resolution, its earnest hope that the infiuence of Con- 
necticut in the national Congress and elsewhere may be exerted in favor of the 
adoption of some equitable and efficient means for the accomplishment of the end 
pro 1” 


The following letter is in reply to one addressed to Colonel Rogers, 
superintendent of public schools of New Orleans, by myself, in which, 
mentioning the fact that Dr. Bicknell, one of the most able, active, 
and earnest advocates of national aid to public schools, had under- 
stood him to say that he should not know what to do with a large 
sum if he had it, and that it might be lost or stolen, I requested 
him to present his views in full for publication. I ask the Secretary 
to read his answer. He has given his life to this work in Louisiana. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

NEW ORLEANS, March 6, 1884. 

Drar Sm: Your favor of 3d instant is just to hand, and I hasten to reply. 

My friend Colonel Bicknell has evidently mistaken my views in regard to na- 
tional aid for education. Our conversation npon the subject was fragmentary and 
of a personal character. So far as I can recall the words used by me they had no 
reference to the main issue, but were incidental to a feature of the subject, de- 
signed to show the necessity of a cantious, well-regulated, systematic, expeuditure 
of n large sum of money in a large city where school attendance was voluntary, 
and where the object was to bring in the large class of children who are now be- 
yond school influences. 1 certainly never intended to intimate, directly or indi- 
rectly, that if any part of this national aid was to paxprees in Louisiaua by our 
State and city anthorities it would, by reason of such form of disbursement or 
indeed for any cause, “be wasted or stolen.” 

Officially I can only speak for New Orleans. In twenty-five years pass connected 
with educational work in this city I cannot be entirely ignorant of the condition 
of affairs in other parts of the State. 

For several Las I have had a growing conviction that if we are to give public 
education to all classes of our educable population we must bave outside aid from 
some source. I believe that this is the et of the great majority of persons 
who are familiar with the situation. With those who are engaged in educational 
work I know of no diference of conclusion as to the necessity of aid. You are 
furnished with the statistics of illiteracy, It is not necessary to repeat them 
here. They are not mythical. Those who are engaged in the work of education 
know that illiteracy is a present factor, and that statistics simply reveal how much 
is done or not done, and how insuflicient are the means at our command. 

Onr school population in New Orleans between six and eighteen years of a; 
was 61,456 by census of 1880. For the year closing December 31, 1881, the who 
number of pupils enrolled in our public schools was 24,401; average daily attend- 
ance, 14,566; average roll, 17,027. Our school population has increased, while 
school attendance has diminished. For the current year our total enrollment will 
not exceed 17,000, and our average attendance fall short of 13,000 pupils. 
Tanso the number of children in private and hial schools in this city at 
10,000, and the number over twelve years of age who are engaged in some indus- 
trial pursuit at 10,000—a large estimate—and there are about 36,000 children and 
young persons of educable years who are not in any school, of whom about 26,000 
cannot be accounted for as either attending school or industriously employed. 
We are confronted with the fact that instead of overtaking ignorance, as it exists 
among the young persons in our midst, we are losing ground, and that to an 
alarming extent, since not only do we not keep with the increase in our pop- 
ulation, but our school attendance has steadily Reclined. 

The chief cause of this decreased attendance arises from the insufficiency of our 
school revenues. For the proper care and instruction of an average roll of 17,000 
children, including cost of supervision, instruction, buildings, supplies, &c., we 
need an annual expenditure of $270,000. This implies a session of nine or ten 
months, necessary in a city system, yearly salaries of employés, &c. Our entire 
revenue, fromal] sources, falls short of $220,000. A constant pressure of finan- 
-cial restriction and curtailment naturally tends to contract the usefalness of the 
schools. Last year, 1883, our session was reduced from ten to seven months, all 
teachers having been discharged from service and the schools closed daring three 
important school months. For several years past, the teachers have not been paid 
for two or thre months of the year, and have held our school system together by 
‘their unrequited labors during that period. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I challenge the history of the world to 
produce a fact more honorable to humanity than the noble self-devo- 
tion of this body of instructors of youth or more d eful to a great 
people than the neglect of both State and nation which rendered their 
self-sacrifice necessary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Notwithstanding the fact that the city of New Orleans has entered upon a pros- 
perous era, these who control its finances maintain that they are giving as much 
to edneation as can be from the general revenues. I do not propose to ques- 
tion the correctness of their statement or the wisdom of their policy. Ionly know 
that we do not get enough, and that those who make the appropriations say they 
cannot give us more. I know also that it follows from this want of money that 
our schools are not doing all the work which they might otherwise do, and that 
more and more children are growing up in ignorance and idleness, with stronger 
inducements to immorality and vice. 

We have between three thousand and four thousand colored children in our pub- 
licachools They share equally with the white children in the privileges of edu- 
cation. They are instructed by competent teachers, have bn = and their 
condition is as favorable to their progress as any other class of pupile. The city 

ernment has not been able, since the war, to increase the amount approprja 
in former Pris to one race only, and as the colored people 
the cost of education, it follows that the colored pupils in “ 
instructed atthe expense of the whites, and that the children of the whites have 
been put on short allowance to make provision for the other class. 

I know of no feeling antagonistic to the education of the negro. On the contrary, 
there is a growing opinion, so far as I can jadge, in favor of extending to that 
class of our people the fullest and fairest speceses ties. The kindly epirit which 
characterizes the relation of the two races in this city and State extends to their 
respective schools. There are no contentions or animosities. Teachers of equal 
grade are sent sometimes to the schools for colored pupils, or, again, to the whites, 
and I know of no hardship to which the colored pupils are exposed, by means of in- 
suflicient funds, in which the whites do not ogunily share, 

We certainly do need aid for public education in the city of New Orleans, and if 
we had the money we could make good use of it. I believe if its distribution waa 
intrusted to our State and city authorities it would be wisely expended for the 
equal benefit of all classes and conditions of our school population 

The prosent ayin could be strengthened and enlarged. Additional schools 

oh phn of the city where they are much needed. The city 

before it for some time past applications from remote sections 

of the city asking for school privil where none exist for either white or black 

children. Nothing but the want of fands has prevented the board from comple 

with these requests. Even under our P coed voluntary school attendance, I be- 

lieve that several thousand pupils could be ac once,-within three months, added to 

our school attendance if means could be provided for their efficient apoa and 

I think it would follow therefrom that the nsefulness and influence of the scbools 

would steadily increase, so that we would be able to reduce the bulk of illiteracy 
by permanent progress in the intelligence and virtue of all classes of society. 

So far as the condition of public education in Louisiana, outside of New Orleans, 
is concerned, it seems to me of even greater importance that we should have out- 
side assistance if we p to make any advance in overtaking illiteracy. The 
total ee of the State is 273,845. From the last published report of 
State Superintendent E. H. Fay, the attendance in all the public schools of the 
State, including vet oie and city of Orleans, in 1889, was: whites. 31,642; col- 
ored, 22,670; total, 54,312, or less than 20 per cent. of the school population. Out- 
side of New Orleans, in 57 gecees there were 819 schools, with 16,326 white 
children and 17,075 colored children, The average orya of teachers was $25.62 
i to 


y but a small part of 
e schools are mainly 


month. Six parishes reported, ‘‘ No schools for wan funds.” Nineteen parish 
boards re a session of 3 months or less. The aggregate of all months reported 
from all the parishes was 144! 


For 1881 there was an increuse in the whites and a decrease in the number of col- 
ored pupils. The last Legislature, 1882 (we have biennial sessions), appropriated 
one millon the dollar for public education. Upon an assessed valuation of the 
Seeks ed the State of $200,000,000, this would give, if all collected, $200,000. Un- 

er the State constitution and legislative enactments this school fund is charged 
with certain specific appropriations, aggregating about $90,000, all of which must 
be paid before any sum can be given to free public schools. After these deduc- 
tions, and allowing for the non-collection of taxes, we estimate the amount allowed 
for free public education at about 31 cents per capita on school population. The 
amount istoo small, and we are looking to the next session of the legislature, May 
next, for a more liberal policy. 

Nevertheless, we are not confident of any very great increase in our school a 
propriations. A constitutional amendment, to be voted by the people, may 
necessary before there can be an efficient school system for the State. The power 
to im: a local tax for education must be conferred upon authorities. At 
best the relief mast be partial. The relations of the capital and Lele rg of the 
two races are such that a system of public instraction which is intended to meet 
the wants of the entire educable population, and which shall be sustained by a 
revenue derived from the property of the State, is beyond all present possibilities. 
Such a tax conld never be im with the consent of the ple. It could not 
be collected, if authorized, without breaking down every industry, and virtually 
confiscating the property of every planter and merchant in the State. To give six 
months’ instruction to 200,000 young persons in the $ cape branches of a com- 
mom aonga education would require 5,000 teachers and an expenditure of a million 

re. 

The friends of education do not phenome oe a scheme so impracticable. We 
know that time and patient effort are needed to build up any great enterprise. We 
think that it is possible to aps Sra and enlarge our present system of public in- 
struction, so that it may be put in the way of ultimately accomplishing the great 
objects which it contemplates. 

What would national aid do for Louisiana? 

It would enatle parish school boards to open schools where there are none now 
for want of funds. It would prolong the sessions of schools which are now kept 
open for one, two, or three months only. It would draw la’ numbers of children 
from idleness ignorance to the school buildings, and it would enable school 
boards and other authorities to employ trained, competent teachers, who should 
be paid reasonable salaries with a Pecularity and promptness which secures cheer- 
f man S re f f sefal 

n rural paris! the ices of young over 12 years o: e are u 

to the planter during several months of the year. From four to Pog months may 
be devoted to systematic school work, and if this should be continued only four or 
five years the of a better life would be planted, and important results would 
follow to the individual, to society, and to the country. In a well-conducted 
school there may be acquired, by the average child, white or colored, during the 
period named, ability to read and write; to understand and perform the ordinary 
examples of arithmetic as needed in common business transactions; to know 
something of the geography and history of the country ; to acquire habits of order 
and industry; to distinguish between right and wrong in the duties of life, with 
such moral lessons as grow out of every well-regulated school-room. 

When opportunities for securing these results are within the reach of all classes— 
the poorest and lowest. as well as of the children of the more favored classes—we 
may reasonably expect a useful, Soe Soe an intelligent citizenship. 

Withont education, we have unskilled labor, a discontented class of society, 
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thriftless, heedless, with brutal passions and degrading vices, ready, when roused 
by fanaticism or demagogism, to hurl against the peace of society or the best in- 
stitutions of the country a compact and powerful voting minority which already 
holds the balance of power between the two rot penon parties of the conntry. 

At no period in the history of Louisiana there been manifested a greater 
interest k the mrga of education than at the present time. This, I believe, is 

enerally con by the leading public men of the State. The subject enters 
A y into the present political canvass. An educational society has been formed 
in New Orleans, which already has a large membership of leading merchants and 
representatives of all trades and professions. Branch organizations have been 
established throughout the State. The fundamental principle of the society is 
free public education to all classes of children without distinction of race. e 
hope, by means of aroused public sentiment, to secure for public schools their full 
share of the resources of the State, but I im: e that the most sanguine friend 
of public edneation cannot hope to materially c ang the figures of Deaf now 
resting upon the good name and well-being of the State, without the use of more 
abundant means than can be now drawn from the Government, or the people of 
Louisiana in the present condition of public and private affairs. 

Asking to be excused fcr the length of this commnication, I remain, dear sir, 


Y pectfull, , 
SEALER 7 WILLIAM O. ROGERS, 
Superintendent Public Schools New Orleans. 
Hon. H. W. BLAIR, United States Senate. 


Mr. BLAIR. On Saturday, February, 16, 1884, a joint session of 
the Senate and House committees having in charge the subject of 
national aid to schools was held in the room of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. ; as 

Dr. Orr and a committee of the superintendents of public instruc- 
tion of the States, Dr. Thomas W. Bicknell, president of the National 
Educational Association, Professor Painter, and others, composing a 
committee of the department of superintendence of the National 
Educational Association, were present and addressed the committee 
for four hours, $ 

The proceedings are published in Senate Miscellaneous Document 
No. 55, Forty-eighth Congress. u : 

I respectfully refer the Senate to these addresses voicing the uni- 
versal sentiment of all parts of the country, and coming from some 
of our ablest, best-informed, unselfish, and patriotic men, whose ex- 
press business it is to know whereof they speak, deploring this all- 
pervading national evil of popular ignorance, demonstrating the 
necessity of national aid, and beseeching, not to say demanding, as 
our first duty, its bestowal as the only adequate source of relief. It 
is impossible to attempt even a synopsis here of what they said. 

Permit me here to add the memorial of the American Social Science 
Association, than which the opinion of no body of men whatever is 
more entitled to respect by the American Congress or the American 
people. 

AMERICAN SOCIAL SCIENCE ASSOCIATION, 
n, December 28, 1882, 
To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 

The American Social Science Association, impressed with the danger involved in 
theexistence of a large number of illiterate voters in the population of this country, 
as revealed in the last census, for the proper enlightenment of which class of voters 
many of the States are unable tomake adequate provision, and believing that a Gov- 
ernment resting on the suffrage of the jority of the ple cannot preserve itself 
from corrupt intluence nor secure a high degree of civil freedom unless education is 
generally diffused among all classes of voters ; and further believing it to be within 
the constitutional power of ec to provide in this manner for the safety of the 
Republic, and that the enfranchisement of the freedmen imposes an especial obliga- 
tion upon the Government to qualify them for a safe di eof the new duties de- 
volved upon them, would earnestly pray that your honorable body will take prompt 
and efficient measures to avert these dangers; that money raised from such sources 
nop poral honorable body may in its wisdom deem best be distributed, for a lim- 
ited period, to the common schools of the States and Territories, on the basis of illit- 
eracy, and in such manner as shall not supersede nor interfere with local efforts, but 
rather stimulate the same and render them more efficient; said moneys to be distrib- 
uted under such guarantees as shall secure their application to the object herein 
named, with equal justice toall classes of citizens. 

Prepared by order of the American Social Science Association by the council of 
the association. 


FRANCIS WAYLAND, President. 


F. B. SANBORN, Secretary. 


These petitionsare not gotten up inthe way that petitionsare got- 
ten up for a new highway. They are signed by men whose signatures 
are meant to indicate responsibility. 

Rey. Dr. Curry, the general agentof the trustees of the Peabody 
fund, whose services to the country in the discharge of a great trust 
have already fixed his rank high among its benefactors, has addressed 
a memorial to the Congress, which I take this means of placing more 
conspicuously before the Senate and the public. Iam at a loss to 
comprehend the motives which can refuse the necessary assistance to 
educate the classes for whom Dr. Curry, in his representative and 
personal capacity, makes this argument andappeal. I ask the Secre- 
tary to read it. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

To the honorable the Senats and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 

Your petitioner, the general agent of the Peabody education fund, would re- 
spectfully represent: 

That in ‘March, 1880, the trustees of the Peabody education fund submitted a 
memorial to Congress on *‘the vital necessity of national aid for the education of 
the colored population of the Southern States, and especially of the t masses 
of colored children, who are growing up to be voters under the Constitution of the 
United States.” They accompanied their memorial by a report which bad been 
pre’ by a committee of their body, consisting of Hon. Alexander H. H. Stuart, 
of Virginia, Chief-Justice Morrison R. Waite, of Ohio, and Hon. William M. Evarts, 
of New York. The attention of Congress is invited anew to that very able and 
conclusive paper. Since the presentation of that meworial the subject of national 
aid has assumed larger proportions in the public mind and in the public conscience, 

The census of 1880 exposes a fearful amount of illiteracy in the United States. 


Attest: 


man would ando—the South, although making patriotic and self-sacrificing efforts 
failed, Sa ehh a ition 


rior to the 
t, but cheer- 


mes sn 
attempt of the Southern States to meet the unfamiliar and diffic 
fully assumed, obligation of giving rndimem instruction to all classes, irre- 
tive “of race, color, or previous condition of servitude.” ‘The history of pub- 

o schools in those States is a chapter of peculiar interest in the general history 
of our institutions and civilization. The credit due to an impoverished peopl 
bravely struggling to do their pert in the new and strange environments, is shared 
by religions bodies and individual citizens of the North, who, comprehending the 
needs of the young, have generously and munificently contribated money to sup- 

ly them with the means of education. Hard experience has demonstrated the 

ability of the Southern States, unaided, to sustain the heavy burden of universal 
education. If sey is to be removed, or prevented in the future, the States 
must receive liberal and prompt aid from the General Government. 

This aid should be rendered in co-operation with the school systems of the States. 
Those systems, kthy. iu details, but generally copied from the systems whieh 
exist in the Northern States, are the outgrowth of the convictions of the people. 
Year by year they are being adapted to the wants and peculiarities of communi- 
ties and Śtates. Constitutions command free schools; statutes establish and pro- 
vide for them ; State and local officers administer; State revenues are increasingly 
supplemented by local taxation. No organized opposition to public schools can be 
found; political parties are zealous to declare their purpose to sustain and perfect; 
press associations approve and newspa give their valuable support; legisla- 
tures invite educators and advocates of free schools to address them ; the people 
are psc} and eager to be informed and to adopt improved methods of instraction 
and school management. With probably the most extensive acquaintance with 
school officers in the South possessed by any man in the Union, acquired by per- 
sonal intercourse with them, I make bold to affirm that no departments of govern- 
ment have better oan more patriotic, more trustworthy, more enlightened 
administrators. at is needed for success in making education univerarl is not 
severe Federal supervision, subordination of State schools to central authority, but 
a-well-guarded and adequate appropriation of pone money. 

Of the extent of the illiteracy your honorable bodies, having ready access to 
the latest census returns and to careful compilations of school statistics, need not 
to be informed. On the dangers of this illiteracy it would be superfluous to en- 
large. The basis of our free governments is intelligence and integrity. Free 
government presup; s intelligent self-government. The mere possession of 
power by the people is no assurance or guarantee of good government. Civil 
government can dispense with arbitrary restraints and with physical power; can 
allow the possession and enjoyment of personal liberty just in so far as the citi- 
zens impose, voluntarily and intelligently, restraints upon themselves. Free gov- 
ernments, governments of the people and by the people, allowing and securing the 
largest measure of individual freedom, are compatible only with popular educa- 
tion. It is idle to hope for free government or republican institutions apart from 
free schools. 

From the act of the Continental Congress on the 20th of May, 1785, for the dis- 
position of the lands ceded by Virginia and the other States to the present time, 
the United States is committed to the principle that ‘* popular education is the 


only safe and stable basis for popalar liberty ” and to the policy of using Govern- 
ment property in aid of public schools. hat was a privilege and duty in the 
past has now me an imperative obligation. The general argument for Con- 


gressioval intervention to remove or prevent illiteracy becomes stronger when 
applied to the negroes. As is stated in the report to which attention has been 
called, the production of the pen of an hon and venerable statesman of Vir- 
ginia, they are an ‘‘ exceptional class of our population,” and as such have peculiar 
claims on the justice and bounty of the Federal Government. 

Their ancestors did not come voluntarily to this country seeking to bett»r their 
condition, as come the immigrants who by thousands are now flocking to our 
shores. They were brought forcibly as slaves and were held as such prior to the 
Revolution by the connivance and direct action of the mother country and under 
the authority of the laws of all the States. When the war for independence closed 
slavery existed in all the Colonies. The Federal Constitution sanctioned the 
institution. In the exercise of its discretion the Federal Government emancipated 
the slaves, elevated them to the dignity of American citizens, and invested them 
with the right of suffrage. “Slavery is but half abolished, emancipation is but 
half completed, while millions of freemen with votes in their hands are left with- 
out education.” The new citizens need to be made to comprehend the duties of 
citizenship, to be taught the nature and benefits of the political rights they enjoy. 
From manumission and enfranchisement there is on the part of the Governmenta 
resulting obligation to secure to those suddenly exalted to citizenship and suffrage 
that amount of education which is necessary to enable them to discharge intelli- 
gently the new duties devolved. 

Inter arma leges silent is recognized in times of extreme peril as a legal maxim. 
‘When the national life is endangered the Constitution yields to a liberal interpre- 
tation. The latitude is not because of war, but becanse of the crisis which war 
sometimes creates. If the necessity be as great, the peril as imminent in time of 
peace as in time of war, then with equal reason may be invoked tne principle, 
salus reipublice est lex. That masses of ignorant voters constitute a 
national parik justifying a resort to the “extreme medicine of the Constitution,” 
an insult to your honorable bodies to argue. 

The evils of ignorant voting cannot be exaggerated. Four Presidents in suc- 
cession, with increasing emphasis, have invited the attention of Congress to legis- 
lation on the subject, State Legislatures, educational conventions, religious assem- 
blages, public press, and private citizens swell the demand for immediate and 
effective measures of relief. 

It seems that each generation must pass through its own trials, as each person 
must be disciplined for his own improvement and growth. We reap the fruits of 
the sacrifices and achievements of our ancestors, but for ourselves we must endure 
trials and meet responsibilities. Our Republicis a holy trust. Much as our fathers 
did, none the less are we required tudo. Free institutions are still an experiment. 
‘They are on trial before the world. No peril is greater, more insidious, more per- 
vasive, arouses more the apprehension of the patriot, than the illiteracy of citi- 
zens. Fortunately the evil is remediable, and the remedy is in your hands. 

Your petitioner earnestly invokes your intelligent and continuous attention to 
the dangers which come from so much illiteracy, and trusts that action. prompt 
and adequate to meet the emergency, will be had before arta ape 3 


t 
. L. M. CURRY. 
RICHMOND, VA., May 17, 1882. 
Mr. BLAIR. I may add as a recent expression from Dr. Curry, 
the agent of the Peabody fund, what he says in a letter: 


A letter before me from one of the best scholars and most active school men in 
the Sonth says: '‘The argument is unanswerable. Here we stand face toe face 


with the necessity. Allover this State the taxes of the white people cannot be 
made to suffice for the education of both white and colored ; with the utmost good- 
will, the resources are deficient. Nothing but national aid cap solve the problem, 
and without it there is great danger that the effort may be abandoned in despair." 

That last sentence is unspeakably important. If 


is Congress adjourns witb- 
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out the aid, I shall almost surrender hope in reference to the future of our country. 
May God save our land. 


The Union League Club of New York City comprises over sixteen 
hundred of the leading citizens of the United States, residing in all 
parts of the country. Probably no body of men, unless it were the 
several loyal, sovereign States, did so much as the Union League Club 
of New York to preserve the Union in time of war, or since the war has 
done so much to make it worth again „preserving by their wise and 
patriotic endeavors to reconstruct the Government upon principles 
which are indispensable to its prosperity. I therefore introduce the 
following from their memorial to Congress, presented to us by Sén- 
ator MILLER: 

THE UNION LEAGUE CLUB, 
New York, 10, 1882. 

DEAR Sık: The following report was accepted and the appended resolution unan- 
pT. saoptoa ata reg meeting of the Union League Club, held on the 9th of 

ary, > 
p Ve request you to present them to Congress, as being the respectful petition of 

s Cin, 

Very few subjects equal in importance that of elevating the illiterate voters in 
the United States to the condition required for the proper enjoyment and protec- 
tion of universal suffrage. 
ulation, over 47 


whites, nearly 16 per cent. ; colored, over 
r cent.; colored, over 51. In New Mexico, whites, 49.5 per cent. ; colored, 69.5, 
many of the States the means for instruction are confessedly insufficient to cope 
with this great evil. 

The want of education and of consequent ability to use the suffrage so as to pro- 
tect the voter from fraud, violence, and misdirection, and our free institutions 
from peril, have caused the introduction into the Senate of the United States of a 
oe eee “A bill to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common 
schools. 

The Secretary of the Interior, through the Bureau of Education, is charged with 
the administration of the act, aided by 2 commissioner in each State, to be appointed 
by the President by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. The commis- 
sioner thus appointed is to act in co-operation with the State authorities in which 
he is located. In Territories this commissioner is charged with the general super- 
vision and control of public education. 

All payments under the act are to be made by Treasury warrants directly to the 
pomas in each State or Territory who renders service, on vouchers to be approved 

yy the local authorities, the commissioner, and the Secretary of the Interior. 

It will be seen, therefore, that the amount payable in any State or Territory can 
neither be diverted nor squandered, but that careful provision is mide for the ap- 
plication of it directly to the parposes of education. The bill is comprehensive as 
well as guarded, and is to continue only for the length of time supposed to be re- 
quired for stimulating the most sluggish of the Stutes into the requisite activity. 

The condition of the Treasury, with a large annual surplus, tempting to useless 
schemes of extravagance, would seem to be a favorable time for the adoption of 
a measure to secure the enlightenment of the uneducated and the safety of our 


republican form of government. 

The Constitution, in express terms, provides, section 4, article 4, that “The 
United States shall guarantee to each State in this Union a ropublican form of 
government.” The powers necessary to carry out this guarantee are implied and 
are therefore complete. By the act of the National Government a large body of 
illiterate men have been suddenly raised from the condition of chattels into that of 
freemen and voters, without any pre tion for the high duty which admission to 
the suffrage involves. The extraordinary measures resorted to in States where the 
d-nger from this source is most conspicuous, often leading to bloodshed and anarchy, 
would seem to impose on the General Government the immediate duty of secing that 
the republican form thus threatened by the two evils of illiteracy and violence shail 

preserved. The necessary and proper means for this consists in such a wide dif- 
fusion of the benefits and blessings of education as will secure the requisite intel- 
ligence and patriotism. 

The committee of political reform recommend the adoption of the following 


resolution. 

GEO. B. BUTLER, Chairman. 

S. M. BLATCHFORD, Secretary. 

Resolved, That the Union League Club heartily approves of the scope and object 
of the bill introduced into the Senate of the United States by the Hon. Henry W. 
BLAIR, of the State of New Hampshire, entitled “A bill to aid in the establishment 
and temporary support of common schools,” and that the president and secretary 
of the club be directed to affix their names to this report and resolution as bein 
the respectful petition of the club te the Congress of the United States in favor o 
the passage of the bill. 
We have the honor to be, very respectfully, 

WM. M. EVARTS, President. 
DAVID MILLIKEN, Jg., Secretary. 
To the Hon. WARNER MILLER. 


I wish to say, as bearing upon the expression of popular feeling 
and opinion on this subject, that I have here a large number of data 
of memorials which themselves are so large that, if all printed, I sup- 
pose the world would not contain the books they would make, as was 
said ou another occasion. It seems almost trifling with ihe time of 
the Senate to accumulate this mass of evidence of popular feeling to 
be inserted in the RECORD, It is here, and it is ready to be produced 
if anybody should ever conceive the thought that there is no expres- 
sion of the general popular, and that the best popular, sentiment on 
this subject. 

The following is an imperfect list of the petitions and memorials 
praying for aid for the common schools on the basis of illiteracy: 

Citizens of Romney, West Virginia. 

One hundred citizens of Circleville, West Virginia. 

Citizens of Jackson County, West Virginia. 

Citizens of Nicholas County, West Virginia. 

Citizens of Webster County, West Virginia. 

Resolution of the Legislature of Rhode Island. 

Citizens of Ottawa, Kansas. 

Citizens of Spring Hill, Kansas. 

Citizens of Mound Valley, Kansas. 
Citizens of Jefferson County, West Vi 
Citizens of Lewis County, West Virginia. 
Citizens of Wayne County, West Virginia. 


Citizens of Monongalia County, West 
Citizens of Jackson Coun 


Citizens of M 
Te from 
Citizens of Blount County, Alabama. 
County, Alabama. 

Citizens of Baldwin County, abama. 

Citizens of Colbert County, 

Citizens of Fayette County, Alabama. 

Citizens of Fayette County, Alabama, 

Citizens of Fayette County, Alabama, 

Citizens of Fayette County, Alabama, 

Citizens of Fayette County, Alabama, “5 
Ba caps of the Board of Education and many prominent citizens ef Nashua, 


Hs 

Memorial of the National Educational Association. 

Memorial of the State officers and nearly every prominent citizen in the State 
of South Carolina. 

Petitions of citizens of Louisiana. 

Petition of citizens of Wilkinson County, Mississippi. 

State board of visitors of the State Agricultural College, New Jersey. 

State board of visitors of Rutgers Co. , New Jersey. 
Citizens of Edgecombe County, North Carolina. 
Citizens of Drew County, ‘Arkansas. à 
Citizens of Wythe County, Virginia. 


Mayor and city officials of Portsmouth, N. H. 

Citizens of Grafton County, New Eampshire. 

Citizens of New London, N, H. 

Prominent citizens of Rockingham County, New Hampshire, three petivions. 

Petition of President of Johns Hopkins niversity et al. 

Memorial of the American Social Science Association. 

Citizens of Merrimack County, New simon, ena 

Petition of the faculty of Straight University, of Louisiana. 

Petition of the citizens of Iowa. 

Resolutions of the Louisiana Le; ture. 

Memorial of the Union League Club, New York. 

Petition of citizens of Susquehanna County, Pennsylvania. 

Petition of citizens of Saint Louis, Mo. 

Petition of citizens of Monroe City, IU. 

Resolutions of Teachers’ Institute of South Carolina. 

Ihave collected citations from high authorities, and histerical illus- 
trations, bearing upon the necessity of education, especially in a re- 
popes: They are from anthors of other nations as well as our own. 

Iany of them are of high literary merit. They are good reading. I 
will read afew of them. Before proceeding to do so, I wish to make 
one statement as eget | on the interestof edacation in our Southern 
States by reason of the liberation of the colored people, The histori- 
cal example nearest our shores, that of the liberation of the blacks in 
the British West India colonies, might well be adduced, and should be 
instructive to us. There the British Government, more considerate, 
perhaps, than our own, i gab pecuniary compensation tothe extent of 
about $100,000,000, if I remember correctly, to the owners of the 
emancipated slaves. No provision, however, was made for the educa- 
tion and the elevation of the colored people. They haye had freedom 
so far as it could exist under the British constitution, and they have 
had degeneracy and demoralization accompanying it. Without 
wasting time to depict the causes of the social condition and indus- 
trial condition of those people, I will state one fact which is signifi- 
cant of almost everything else that could be said, that such is the 
social degradation of that people that most social ties are disre- 
garded, poverty is universal, and over GO per cent. of the annual 
increase of the population is illegitimate. Let me quote from the 
American Cyclopawdia, volume 15, page 17: 

The government measure was brought forward April 23, 1833. It proposed an 
apprenticeship of twelve years for the slaves, and to pay out of their earnings to 

© masters the sam of £15,000,000. The friends of emancipation remonstrated 

nst these features of. the plan, and it was finally modified by a reduction of 
the term of apprenticeship to six years, and a provision to pay the masters £20,- 
000,000 out of the national treasury. The bill passed the house of commons August 
7{the house of lords August 20, and received the royal assent August 28, 1833. 
The day fixed for emancipation was August 1, 1834, and it was left optional with 
the local legislatures respectively to adopt or reject the system of apprenticeship. 
Antigua and Bermuda rejected, while the other islands adopted, the system. The 
apprenticeship system did not work well. 

It ought to be known and is known that like causes produce like 
effects. It is well known to those who have taken pains to be in- 
formed by evidence coming to them, though they may never have been 
in the Southern States themselves, and I have some personal observ- 
ation that has instructed me, so that I am convinced of the fact that 
the general condition of the colored population in very much the 
larger geographic proportion of the South is growing worse rather 
than better. The colored population when disciplined by their 
former legal status were much more industriously inclined than the 
youthful colored population that is now growing up. The colored 
youths now are not so quiet and good-natured and easily nets je 
and tractable a race of men as the Northern people are inclined to 
think. I believe that they are rapidly becoming demoralized, an 
idle, thriftless population, with a tendency to violence, and likely 
to become a source of as much danger to the United States as a pop 
ulation like this described in Jamaica can be. They increase much 
more rapidly from nataral causes than does the white population. 
By the last census it is shown that they increase 7 per cent. more 
rapidly than does the white population of the whole country from 
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immigration and births combined. While increasing in numbers, in 
my belief they are not improving in condition. In twenty-five years 
from now this Sonthern colored population, unless something is done 
to restrain, improve, and elevate them, are quite likely to be a 
sonrce of violence and of turmoil in this country. Those who think 
otherwise, I imagine, will find themselves profoundly mistaken, and 
it is well enough to be instructed by historical examples when they 
exist. 

I cannot take the time of the Senate a great length in reading the 
citations from eminent men which I haye made; but I will read a 
few in re; to national education. Macaulay in his speech on 
education uses this language : 

NATIONAL EDUCATION. 

This, then, is my argument. It is the duty of government to protect our persons 
and property from danger. The gross ignorance of the common le is a princi- 
pal cause of danger to our persons and property. Therefore it is the duty of the 

‘overnment to take care that the common people not be grossly ignorant.— 

‘acaulay's on Education. 

The edneation of the La, ing is not only a means, but the best means, of obtain- 
ing that which all allow to be a chief end of government.—Ibid. 

Another great authority says: 

When we see government measures, which are excellent in themselves, fail from 
the opposition ofan ignorant people, we at first feel irritated againsttho senseless 
multitude; but when we come to reflect, when we observe that this opposition 
might have been easily foreseen, and that the government, in proud exercise of 
matbority, has taken no steps to prepare the minds of the people, to dissipate their 

rejudices, to conciliate their confidencc—our indignation is transferred from the 
Ignorant and deceived people to its disdainful leaders.—Jeremy Bentham’s Works, 
volume I, page 568. 

Let me give further citations: 

Ignorance causes poverty. 

By diminishing productive capacity, and therefore wealth. 

Intelligence is a most powerful factor in industrial efficiency. The intelligent 
is more useful than the unintelligent laborer: (a) Because he uires a far 
shorter apprenticeship * * +, (b) Becanse he can do bis work with little or no 
superintendence * *. (ec) Because he is less wasteful of materials * * *. 
(C Becanse he readily learns to use machinery, however delicate or intricate.— 

alker's Political Heonomy, pages 52, 53. 

By hindering improvement, 

In some of the country the ignorance of the le of almost eve 
beyond thelr hints and potatoes and nas: their entire tok of practical sense an 


judgment, and of that energetic and progressive spirit which advancement in 
seiceation is apt to bring, has hitherto boon one of the greatest hinderances to the 


pro ofthe country. With this ce there has often been conpled super- 
Pition, and a tendency to indolence, poverty, distress and discontent.— 
The Irish Question, by King, pages 283, 234. 


IL. Ignorance canses poverty. 
Illustration from Scotland and Ireland in 1800-10: 


I am persuaded that the extreme pt aang! pg tibet and misery which 
are so prevalent among the laboring classes in many countries are chiefly to be 
pei to the want of education. proof of this we need only cast our eyes on 
the condition of the Irish, compared with that of the peasantry in Scotland. 
Among the former you behold a Pha beggary, wretchedness, and sloth; in 
Scotland, on the contrary, under the vantages of a worse climate and more 
unproductive soil, a degree of decency and comfort, the fruit of sobriety and in- 
dustry, are conspicuous among the lower c . And to what is this ispaniiy 
in their situation to be ascribed, except to the influence of edacation? In Irelan 
the education of the poor is miserably neglected; very few of them can read, and 
they grow up in a total ignorance of what it most befits a rational creature to un- 
derstand; while in Scotland the establishment of free schools in every parish, an 
essential branch of the ecclesiastical constitution of the country, brings the means 
of instruction within the reach of the poorest, who are there inured to decency, 
industry, and order.—Robert Hal's Works, I, 201, 202. (1810.) 


II. Ignorance causes demoralization. 
Illustration from Rome: 


But we must look beyond the political institutions of Rome, and seek in her 
social condition the ganag causes of the fall of the republic. * * * There 
was no union of the different classes of society in common interests and sepr 
thies, nor any adequate gradation of classes to balance their relative forces. 
Without a middle industrions, orderly, i progroesive, and contented, society 
was broadly into the rich and the poor. And in the later days of tne republic 
both were corrupted. The rich became more covetous and grasping. bli: 

The poorer classes were no less demoralized as citizens and depositaries of political 
(ali Pauperized by bounties of grain ; corrupted by bribery ; debased by bar- 

rons and brutal entertainments; tainted with the vices of slavery; without reg- 
ulated industry; disunited by the confusion of many nationalities; and unsettl 
by incessant wars and revolutions, they were wanting in all the elements of a 
sound democracy.—May's Democracy in Europe, I, pages 225, 226, 227. 


Illustration from France: 


The peasants. suffering from want and resenting the oppression of the fendal 
lords, rose in great numbers in different parts of France (in 1353); they burned 
many castles, murdered the owners, and committed the most frightful outrages 
upon women and children, * * * and in later times the like passions were to 
be revealed in excess ne less monstrous and unnatural.—May’s ‘acy in Eu- 


rope, II, pages 91, 92. also, Taine’s Ancient Régime, pages 374-380. 
II. 4. Poverty causes demoralization. 
Illustration from Rome. 


The mind itself can scarcely comprehend the wide range of the mischief—how 
constant poverty and insult long endured, as the natural portion of a di ded 
easte, bear with them to the su! something yet worse than pain, whether of 
the body or the feelings; how they dull the understanding and poison the morals ; 
how pean and ill-treatment combined are the parents of universal suspicion; 
hew from oppression is produced habitual cowardice, breaking out when occasion 
offers into merciless cruelty; how slaves become naturally liars; how they, whose 
condition denies them all noble enjoyments, and to whom looking forward is on), 
despair, plunge themselves, with a brute’s rec into the lowest sensi 
pleasures; how the domestic circle itself, the last sanctuary of human virtue, be- 
comes at length corrupted, and in the place of affection and parental 
there is to be seen only selfishness and unkindness, and no other anxiety on the 
purt of parents for children than that they may, by fraud or by violence, 
prey in their turn npon that society which they have found their bitterest enemy. 
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Evils like these long working in the heart of a nation render their own eve im- 
possible; a revolution may exeeute judgment on one generation, and that perhaps 
the very one which was beginning to see and to repent of its inherited sins; but 
it cannot restore life to the morally dead ; and its ill success, as if in this line of 
evils no curse should be wantin Pp by other oppressors as a defense of 
their own iniquity and a reason for perpetuating it forever.—Arnold's Rome, vol- 
ume II, page 
Illustration from the No-Popery Riots of 1780: 


Ido not know that I could find in all history a stron; roof [than the No- 
Topey Riots of 1780] of the proposition that the i Spg the Por people 
es the property, the limbs, the lives of all insecure. Without the 
shadow of a grievance, at the summons of a madman, a hundred thousand people 
rise in insurrection. During a whole week there is anarchy in the greatest and 
wealthiest of European cities, &o. 

The canse was the ignorance of a population which had been suffered, in the 
neighborhood of palaces, theatres, temples, to grow up as rude and stupid as any 
tribe of tattooed cannibals in New d—I might say as any drove of beasts in 
Smithfield market.—Macaulay's Speech on Education. 


IIc. A discouraged person is useless and may become desperate. 
His industrial power is small. 


A fifth reason for the higher efficiency of the laborers of one class or nation than 
of another is found in greater cheerfulness and hopefulness, growing out of higher 
self-respect and social ambition and a more direct and certain tereat in the product 
of industry — Walker's Politi my, page 54. 

Fear is far less potent than hope in evoking the energies of mind or body, while 
efforts made under the influence of the former passion are far more exhausting than 
those made under the influence of the latter.—1 bid. 


Discouragement may result in desperation [French revolution]. 


The feeling of hatred [in the French puan at the time of the revolution, 1791] 
was become too strong to be a mse here too it was mixed with intense 
suspicion, the result inevitably of fering and ignorance, and nothing but the 
overthrow of those against whom it was directed could have satisfied it.—Arnold's 
Lectures on Modern History, page 390. 


II. Ignorance causes immorality. 
Because its opposite, knowledge, elevates. 


But toreturn tothe aad gees which results from the acquisition of knowledge; 
it is chiefly this, that by multiplying the mental resources it has a tendency to ex- 
alt the character, and in some measure to correct ana subdue the taste for gross 
sensuality. —Halls Works, I, 200. 

Results of ignorance. 

Where education has been entirely nee, or improperly managed, we see 
the worst pom ruling with uncontrolled and incessant sway. G sense de- 
generates into craft, and anger ranklesinto malignity. Restraint, which isthought 
=~ sg bya rrer too late, and the most judicious admonitions are urged in 
vi = . S. rarr. 


II. Ignorance causes immorality. 
Ignorance vs. Edueation in Switzerland. 


Neither in Switzerland nor in other countries do we find ignorance and y 
united with high moral qualities. In some of the cantons, however, where educa- 
tion is diffu: and industry and commerce have become sources of wealth, the 
people are contented and happy.—Dean's History of Civilization, VI, 108, 109. 


Injuries from ignorance. 


The laboring class, for instance, will have no mobility it uneducated], will be 
in the power of the employer, will have no hope of bettering its condition of life 
by change of place, will be given to low pleasures. Crime and ignorance go to- 
pother, and the prospect for the children of such a class is dark indeed. For the 

ndustry, morals, loyalty, and quiet of this class, for the safety of all classes, some 
kind of education is necessary.— Woolsey's Political Science, I, page 227. 


Ill. 2. Immorality causes degeneration. National degeneration 
comes from loss of character. 


But this political ruin [of the Roman Empire] was an effect of a moral ruin, not 
a first cause; and a nation that has lost its character must deeay politically until 
some new condition of the world qnickens it again into life—Woolsey’s Political 
Science, II, page 601. 

Fruits of long-continued moral advance. 


There are certain moral fruits so conspicuous in the history of civilization that 
no pessimist can dispute them. That the long, slow movements in society which 
have been tending with steady purpose and sure result to establish order and the 
reign of aps laws; to extinguish slavery; to break oppression of every form; to 
mitigate the ties of war, and to put restraints upon it; to diminish human 
suffering; to help the unfortanate, and to lift the debased ; to cultivate the cosmo- 
politan seutiment and the spirit of co-operation among men—that the movements 
which bear this ripening fruitage are moral movements, it is inopossible to deny.— 
J. N. Larned in Popular Science Monthly, XI, 549.) 

I.V Ignorance causes error in judgment and conduct. 

By opening the people to evil influences, 

Nothing in reality renders legitimate governments so insecure as extreme 
ignorance in the people. Itis this which yields them an easy prey to seduction, 
makes them the victims of Tna and false alarms, and so ferocious withal 
that their interference in a time of B seg commotion is more to be dreaded than 
the eruption of a voleano.—Kebert Hall's Works, volume I, page 203. 


By deceiving him as to his interest in his neighbor. 


The less instructed a man is the more he is led to separate his interests from 
those of his fellows. The more enlightened he is the more distinctly will he per- 
ceive the union of his personal with the general interest.—Jeremy Bentham’s 
Works of, volume I, page 537. 


ILLUSTRATIONS OF BENEFITS FROM EDUCATIOX. 
Athenian intelligence. 


Mitford was right enough when he assumed that an English county meeting 
reached the very height of political ignorance, only he should not have thence 
leaped to a similar conclusion as to the assembled people of Athens. * * * * 
We suspect that the average Athenian citizen was, in pene intelligence, above 
the average English member of Parliament. It was this concentration of all power 
in an aggregate of which ve ty" citizen formed a part which is the distinguishing 
mia of trne Greek democracy.—Freeman’s Athenian Democracy, pages 


The education of a lower class in Turkey. 


In the vigorous a of the Ottoman Government the Turks were themselves ex- 
cluded from all civil and military honors, and a servile class, an artificial people, 
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-was raised by the discipline of education to obey, to conquer, and to command.— 
:Gibbon's Rome, chapter LXV. 


Scotland vs. Ireland. 


We have two nations closely connected, inhabiting the same island, sprang from 
the same blood, ae eP same language, governed by the same sovereign and 
the same le: ture, holding essentially the same religious faith, having the same 
allies, and the same peared of byrne deb a eg airim na va moe Pam 

ears ago, as respects opulence and civilization, e highest rank among Euro- 
hisses he ilini the her in the lowest rank. ‘The opulent and highly civilized 
nation leaves the education of the people to free competition. In the poor and half 
‘barbarous nation the edacation of the people is undertaken by the State. The re- 
sult is that the first are last and the last first. The common e of Scotland— 
it is vain to disguise the truth—have passed the common e of England, Free 
competition, tried with every advantage, has produced effects of which. as the Con- 
grezational Union tells us, we onght to be ashamed, and which must lower us in 
‘the opinion of every intelligent foreigner. State education, tried under every dis- 
advantage, has prodaced an improvement to which it would be difficult to find a 
‘parallel in any age or country.— Macaulay's Speech on Education. 

WASHINGTON’S VIEWS. 


Some views of education entertained by Washington are indicated 
by provisions inserted in his last will; e. g., he provided that the 
slaves who had not attained their majority at the time when they 
were to receive their freedom in accordance with his direction should 
be taught to read and write and be brought up to some useful occu- 
pation. He bequeathed $4,000 for the education of orphans and the 
children of the poor in the academy at Alexandria. He gave prop- 
erty for the endowment of a mora which should draw to it the 
youth of all sections, thus preventing their being sent abroad to their 
injury, and reconciling local prejudices and antagonisms through 
friendly association. 

What I have read from Robert Hall was written at the beginning 
of the present century in reference to a status then existing in Ire- 
land; but it is proper to say that of late years the educational priv- 
iliges of Ireland have been very greatly improved, as in fact they 
have been in every European country, until to-day the truth is that 
many of them are passing our own country in the vigilance and in- 
tensity of the effort which they are making to educate their own 
people. Indeed there is great danger that they will pass us, and pass 
us before a t wae; in the matter os ina peirial vara because of 
the greater attention they are giving to the matter, perhaps growing 
out of the fact that hey Lave’ eene discovered the great need of 
the education which they want, and are making correspondingly vig- 
-orous efforts to overcome the prevailing ignorance. They also find 
that American production paying higher wages is nevertheless com- 
peting with them in their own markets, and likely to do so more ex- 
tensively hereafter in all the markets of the world, and nnless their 

ple become educated they will soon be without employment or 
that form of employment giving productions for exportation to the 
other and increasing markets of the world. In other words, the 
skilled labor of Enrope, based upon general education, is coming 
more and more in competition with the skilled labor of America, an 
our superior intelligence will not much longer tell to our advantage 
in this direction. 

I close my citations from the writings of eminent men and illus- 
trations drawn from the history of the race by quotations from two 
remarkable addresses delivered before the National Education As- 
sembly, held at Ocean Grove last August, from the 9th to the 12th, 
four days, inclusive. 

Over sixty addresses were delivered on that occasion by American 
educators and some others interested in the subject. Thousands of 
people were in attendance, and all religious denominations nearly 
were represented. 

Rey. J. C. Hartzell, D. D., who was the active organizer of the great 
work, has published the proceedings in a volume, which I hesitate not 
to say is of greater practical value than any other work upon the 
subject of education, and its cognate problems as they exist and re- 
quire to be dealt with to-day than any, and I had almost said all, 
other sources of information accessible of which I have knowledge. 
‘The book is an encyclopédia in one volume, carefully indexed, and 
treats exhaustively of the following topics: Education and man’s 
improvement; Illiteracy in the United States; National aid to com- 
mon schools; The negro in America; Illiteracy, wealth, pauperism, 
and crimes; the American Indian problem; the American Mormon 
problem; Education in the South since the war; Christ in Ameri- 
ean education; Tables: Illiterate and educational status United 
States 1880. 

On that occasion, among the sixty, the Hon. John Eaton, Commis- 
sioner of Education, delivered an address, which was full of meat, and 
of good meat, too. I wish to read a little from it, not his comments 
and philosophy, but statements of fact. I read from page 49: 

But we must not pause here; we must look at the reverse side. New En à 
to-day has but one college student, male and female, to every one hundred and sixty- 
seven families; whereas at the end of the first twenty-three years of New England 
history, or when there were 20,000 souls in the settlements, there was one univer- 
sity uate to every forty families. May we not say that hence came such wis- 
dom in laying the foundation of those States? When will the educated classes 
anywhere attain the same relation to the whole body of the le? 

But against this attendance upon the public schools there is the non-attendance 


of 5,754,759, Allowing that these odd hundred thousands are in private schools that 


are not reported, there remain 5,000,000 of children of school age nntaught. To fur- 
nish these sittings in buildings, at the usual average of so per sitting, would cost 
a hundred millions in money; to furnish them teachers would nire an increase 
of 30,000 to the teaching corps, and a single heed By orabroc of these teachers at 
the average rate in New York would cost $10,000,000. 


The pay of these 30,000 additional teachers for one year of ten months, at the rate 
of $32 a month, which is abont the average throughout the country, would amount 
to $9,600,000. Add to this the items E casio and school-house sittings nec- 
essary for these non-attending school children, and you have the grand total re- 
quired for the first year of $12,000,000. 

There has been an attempt to raise a laugh at the pro; ition of the Hon. Sena- 
tor Logan aia galery 000,000 in aid of education, but I give you here figures 
which cannot invalidated, showing that his proposition .000,000 short 
of the sum which would be required to furnish for a single year all our school 
children now without school sittings and teachers. 


Referring to myself he says: 


Mr. Senator BiatE, in his examination of this point in his recent speech, consid- 
ering that Texas has a school period of only six years, states that, if the school 
life were properly lengthened in that and other States, the number reported with- 
a — accommodations and without teachers would be increased by three 
millions. 

In our cities we are accustomed to expect the best teachers, best school-houses, 
best methods, and best supervision; but laws making attendance Moen, rely are 
wanting in more than half of the States, and, on an average, two-fifths of the chil- 
dren are not enrolled in the schools. Here are forced upon us the terrible prob- 
lems encountered in older civilizations and more dense populations. 


* * * * > 


* * 
The fifteen States and the Districtof Columbia, where slavery prevailed, DAVIDE 
a legal white school population of 3,899,961, had 2,215,674 enrolled in schools, 
with acolored school population of 1,803,257, had 784,709 enrolled, and expended 
$12,475,044. This money, it should be remembered, is divided pro rata, without 
distinction of color, in all States excepting Kentuckyand ware. Inthe former 
State the colored people have had for educational purposes the benefit only of the 
income of the tax upon their own property and polls and gate fines and for- 
feitures. Ly an act of the last legislature, however, provision was made for sub- 
mitting to the people the question of adding a two-mills tax upon property for edu- 
cational pu , uniting this and the amount from the previous provisions for 
education, and distributing the whole pro rata per capita. In Delaware, $2,500 are 
now appropriated for the colored schools. t has thus been accomplished in 
these States for education may be taken as a pledge of what they will do. 
* * * * * 


* à 

To which great agency can you assign the additional burden of educating these 
illiterates? To the family? How many families of the most cultured and best 
conditioned are unable to educate their children as in former times or as they de- 
sire; and among those colored people the least supplied with schools, how widely 
is the family a minus quantity as a factor in promoting the improvement of the 
yous! Shall wethen look tothe Church for the light to overcome this darkness? 

ow inadequate are the resources of the Church in the South te supply sittin: 
and preachers for the special function of declaring the gospel? How generally 
are they in debt? What appeals are they compelled to make to their friends in 
other quarters? Shall we turn, then, thirdly, to the States, alrea:ly impoverished 
and loaded with taxes and embarrassed by qassHona of repudiation? In reply, let 
me invite attention to the fact that the taxable real and personal property reported 
for assessment in those States is given in round numbers as $3,379,000,000, while 
the real and personal property in New York and New Jersey alone is worth 
nearly an pacal amount, or $3,292,000,000. 

What w the i pricerd of these two States say to an additional assessment on 
their property sufficient to erect all the additional school-houses and supply all 
the teachers for the instruction of the millions of illiterates in the South ? are 
familiar with the sensitiveness in the several Northern States to the assessment of 
any additional tax for education or any other purpose, and there the total wealth 
as is reported as $13,095,000,000, or nearly ten billions more than in the 


South. 

It should be remembered, in addition to the short period in which schools are 
already taught in the South, that there are 2,702,835 children of age not enrolled 
for instraction, Take another comparison: Charleston, S. O , now levies a tax of 
three mills on a dollar; bat to fursish the children of that Statea fair approach to 
the instruction given those in Massachusetts would require a tax on the property 
of the State of nearly three cents on the dollar. This the friends of edacation in 
Massachusetts or any other State would hesitate to propose in their own case. 

* * > * 


I must not pause to elaborate these points, but supposing (1) that the labor of 
an illiterate is increased in value 25 per cent. by teaching him to read and write, 
pec er cent. by fairly educating him, and 75 per cent. by giving him a thorough 
training; and (2) that the average value of the labor of literates is the same as the 
average wages paid employés in manufactories, then the following computations 
give sound conclusions. 

By the census of 1880, the number of persons of 21 years and upward in the 
Southern States who were unable to write was 2,984,387. If 75 per cent, of them 
should be taught to read and write, it would increase the value of the labor of 
2,238,290 persons 25 per cent. The presans valne of their labor is, approximately, 
$248 a year each. é increase of value would be $62 a year per capita, a 
total of $138,778,980. If 15 p cent. of the illitorates should be fairly educated, it 
would increase the value of the labor of 447,658 persons 50 per cent. or from $248 to 
$372. a year each. The total of this annul increase wo be $55,509,592. If the 
remaining 10 per cent. of illiterates should have the value of their labor inereased 
75 per cent. by being thoroughly trained, the industrial valne of 298,439 goons 
would be raised from $248 to $434 a year each, a total of $55,509,654. By adding the 
three totals jnst given, it is scen that the increase which would come to the in- 
dustrial value of illiterates in the Southern States would be, were they educated 
as indicated, $241,727,220 a year. 

A regular sonaparato may be made for the entire country. The a an- 
nual wages paid by manufacturers is $345. The number of persons 21 and over 
unable to write is 4,204,263. By teaching 75 per cent. of these to read and write, 
the labor of 3,153,272 individuals is increased in value from $345 to $431 a year, a 
total gain of $271,181,392 each year. The gain which would come from educating 
15 per cent. (830,654) of the illiterates so that their labor would be increased 50 per 
cent. in valne, would be $108,787,815. The same amount would be gained by so 
training the remaining 10 per cent. of illiterates that their labor would be of 75 per 
cent. more value; and the total annual profit to the country by the conversion of 
illiterate into educated labor would be, according to the assumed asa 
basis of computation, $488.757,022 a year. 

Need I go further to indicate that education is a most profitable investment for 
both labor and capital? * * * 

Omitting any reference to the influence of illiteracy during minority, or any 
bearing of the illiteracy of the female adults, the late census shows us that there 
is a greatarmy of 1,870,216 adult males or voters who cannot write, an army nearly 
double that ever in the field during the late deplorable civil war. You will cer- 
tainly excnse me from any delineation of the horrors of the devastation that might 
follow their united and concentrated efforts against the peace and order of society. 

í Leg ri call oir attention to what may be the injurious effect of their silent 
action at the 


ls. The members of our tive political parties believe in the 
rightness of t 


ir principles and seek to make their appeal to the reason and con- 
sciences of the people; but the figures disclose the alarming fact that in eleven 
States these illiterate voters outnumbered the votes cast in the last Presidential 
election by either of the political parties. Thus, should they unite under any strong, 


ecessful leader, they would have absolute control of legislation 
Me ype jE those States and of the election of twenty-two members of the 
United States Senate, 


I turn now to the address of Col. Dexter A. Hawkins, of New York 
city, who is a prominent lawyer and publicist, as undoubtedly mem- 
bers of the Senate are aware. His address was upon the relations 
ef education to wealth and morality, pape and crime. I read 
only the most pertinent extracts, and would refer any one interested 
to the entire address. 


In 1870 the Commissioner of Education at Washington sent out a series of care- 
fully drawn, comprehensive, and searching questions to the t centers of labor 


1 f the United States. ‘These centers were so selected as to represent 
a ind of labor, from the rudestand simplest up tothe mostskilled. The obi Wid 


f th estions was to determine the relative productiveness of literate and 
peter oi, se I have tabulated, reduced, and generalized the answers so as to get at 
what seems to me to be the average result over the whole country. This investi- 
tion—one of the most interesting ever made—brought clearly to light the follow- 
ts: ` 
E iai an average free common-school education, such as is provided in all the 
States where the free common school has become a permanent institation, adds 
50 per cent. to the productive power of the laborer considered as a mere pro- 
acy pre emical education adds 100 per cent. 
at the av acad n 
8. That the aadis] collegiate or university education adds from 200 to 300 per 
cent. to his average ee trail capacity, to say nothing of the vast increase 
to his manliness—to his ‘eness. 
"By the census of 1880 we had in the United States 4,204,362 illiterate adults— 
white and colored. 


I read his computation in order to show that independent and 
most intelligent observers aud thinkers arrive at substantially the 
same conclusion: 


Now, putting their laborat the minimum annual value of $100 Not a (which is far be- 
low the average even for farm labor, while the w: of manufacturing if yp 
including 15 per cent. of women and dren, as shown by the census of 1880, aver- 
age in the whole country $345 each per year), and the annual loss to these per- 
sons from the lack of at least a common-school education would be $50 each. 
This, for the whole number of 4,240,362, is $210,000,000 per year—a sum twice as 
large as the entire annual expenditare for public education in the whole country. 
This sum—$210,000,000—is a clear annual loss, not only to these illiterates, but to 
the community, by reason of their illiteracy. 
La * * * 


* k * 


The late slave States complain of their inability to pay the expenses of free com- 
mon schools, and they raised for public education in 1880 only $10,883,104. The 
amount of the annual loss in these same States, from their labor being illiterate, 
is at least $150,000,000. The extra productiveness of their laborers over whatit is 
now would—had they been educated, as in Maine and New Hampshire—establish 
and support free common schools nine months in the year for every child of the school 
age within their borders, and leave a surplus sufficient to support a free academy 
in every county and a free college in every State. 


A supposition of that kind is very well, but it must be remembered 
that an existing state of things, where it is the status of human beings, 
cannot be changed but by long and expensive prooran and that to 
change the actual condition in these Southern States to the de of 
literacy which exists in the ones referred to must necessarily be the 
work of ten or fifteen or twenty years. 


A careful examination of the census of England, Scotland, Ireland, and of the 
several countries on the continent of Europe indicates that, other things being 
equal, pau is in the inverse ratio of the education of the mass of the people; 
that is, as education increases pauperism decreases, and as education decreases 
pauperism increases. 

In the Grand Duchy of Baden they put into operation in 1854 a rigorous sys- 
tem of universal compulsory education in the elementary branches. The effect 
in seven years upon pauperism was to reduce it 25 per cent. It has been calcu- 
lated by statisticians and students of social science that 96 per cent. of pauper- 
ism could be exterminated by universal compulsory education in the elementary 
branches of knowledge and industry. 

* * 


* * * * 


* 

In Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Illinois, three preas central States, where self-sup- 

rt is not diticult, one in ten of the illiterutes is a pauper, while of the rest of 

he population only one in three hundred is a pauper. In other words, in those 
three great cen States a given number of n suffered to grow up in igno- 
zaop produce Surty times as many paupers as when given an average common- 
school education. 

In 1870 a special investigation was made, in fifteen States, of the inmates, to the 
number of 7,398, of almshouses and infirmaries. these, 4,327, or nearly 59 percent. 
could not read and write; while in those fifteen States the average peene of 
illiterates was only 6 per cent. of the whole population, From this 6 per cent. 
came that'59 per cent. of the paupers; or, to express it in another form, a given 
number of children in those States, suffered 10 grow up in ignorance, 
duced twenty-two times as many paupers as the same number of children would if 
given a fair common-school education. 

Similar results may be obtained from the census of almost every country in 
Europe or Ame 

We may safely say, then, that it is a general law of modern civilization that an 
illiterate person is from twenty to thirty times as liable to become a pauper and a 
charge upon the public as is one with an average common-school education; and 
that the annual loss to the community, in the United States, in the productive 
power of the illiterates, and in the support of paupers made such by illiteracy, is 
nearly, if not quite, equal to the amount that would be uired to establish and 
maintain a free common school the year round in every State in the Union, amply 
UFEN for the whole fifteen ons of the children of the school age in the 
Unit tates. 

‘The annual expense of maintaining paupers—96 per cent. of whom have become 
such through lack of proper training while young—is at least ten times as greatas 
would have been the expense to the public of securing an education while young to 
each of these pooper suificient to have enabled 96 per cent. of them to support 
themselves ins' of pane a charge upon the public. 

Education leads naturally to industry, sobriety, and economy; hence it makes 
one conscious of the benefits resulting from these habits. 

Statistics proclaim in no uncertain voice that education is the surest preventive of 
pauperism ; and that the expense of providing and applying in season this pre- 
ventive would not be one-tenth that now brought upon society by pauperism,. 

‘The first incentive to action is ne PTR raga a livelihood. is is the 
very basis of personal independence of individual character, respectability, and 
influence. The key to selsupport is education. Money and labor, invested in 
education, are capital invest such a manner that the principal is absolute] 
safe, and the income large, sure, and promptly paid. The States should see to it 


that a reasonable investment of this kind is made in and for every child as it grows- 
up. > * t * * * 

In France, in 1868, one-half of the inhabitants could not read nor write. From. 
this half came 95 per cent. of the persons arrested for crime. From the other, 
the educated half, came sos per cent. In other words, a given number of chil- 
dren, suffered to grow up illiterate, produced nineteen times as 


pag persons 
arrested for crime as the same number would if educated, at least to the extent 
of the senen branches. ; 

In the Grand 


uchy of Baden, from 1854 to 1861—seven years—the government, 

by a rigorous system of universal bag, year elementary education, reduced the 

ae not peenaa actually arrested 51 per cent., and the number of crimes com- 
T cen 

In the six New England States, in 1870, 7 per cent. only of the inhabitants above 
ten years of were unable to read and write; and ye bagel lie ep reer 
80 per cent. of the criminals, Or, in other words, a given number of children in 
New England at that time suffered to grow up illiterate produced fifty-three times 
as many criminals as the same number would if educated to the extent of the cur- 
riculum of the public schools. This fact is a complete vindication of the moral 
effect of the New England system of public education, Cardinal Antonelli to the 
contrary notwithstanding. 

In the State of New York, in 1880, the illiterates produced eight times their pro 
rata proportion of the criminals in that State ; that is, a given number of children 
brought up illiterate, on the average produced eight times as many criminals as 
the same children would have produced if educated to the extent of the curricu- 
lum of the public schools. 

In the city of New York, in 1870, among the illiterates, one crime was commit- 
ted for every three persons; while among the literates there was only one crime 
to twenty-seven persons. Or, in other words, the ignorant class in that city fur- 
nishes nine times the criminals they would if edacated in the public schools. 

In the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, in 1870, the illiterates, according to their 
numbers, committed seven times as many crimes as the literate class. 

In Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Illinois, taken together, the illiterates committed ten. 
times as many crimes, according to their numbers, as the literate class. 

Take the whole of the United States together, according to the census of 1870, 
the illiterates committed ten times their Ko rata proportion of crimes. 

In ia Shipa in the years 1879 and 1880, one-thirticth of the population above 
ten years of age could neither read nor write, and this one-thirtieth committed one- 
sixt per of the crimes, or nearly six times its proper proportion. But if we class 
with the illiterates the criminals who could ves Se and write, but who had no 
education beyond bare reading and writing, it will then appear thatthe one-thir- 
tieth of the population of Pennsylvania that is illiterate commits one-third of the- 
crime, or more than fourteen times its legitimate proportion. 

A careful examination of the statistics of twenty States shows the following 
average results: 

First. That one-sixth of all the crime in the country is committed by persons 
wholly illiterate, 

Second. That one-third of the crime in the country is committed by persons 
wholly or substantially illiterate. 

Third. That the proportion of criminals among the illiterate class is, on the av- 
erage, ten times as great as it is among those who have been instructed in the ele- 
ments of a common-school education or beyond. 

Fourth, That the expense imposed upon society to protect itself against a few 
thousand criminals, most of whom were made such through the neglect of society 
to take care of their education when young, is one of the heaviest of the public- 
wack In the city of New York it is 50 per cent. more than the whole cost of the 


publie 5 

In that city the annual appropriation for police, criminal courts, reformatories, 
jails, and penitentiaries is over five millions of dollars; while that for the training 
of the 385,000 school children in the city is only $3,500,000. 

The average attendance at the schools in 1888 was 138,329. The “compulsory 
school age "—that is, the age within which all children are required by law in the 
State of New York to attend school—is eight to fourteen vears. The number of 
children of barony in the city of New York in June, 1880, was 144,474; while 
the average a ance on the public schools of children of all ages from five to 
twenty-one in that year in the city was only 133,096. As a logical consequence of 
this neglect of education the city jails and almshouses are crammed and taxes 


are high. 

The city, in its meager provision for education and its enormous taxation for 
inated (to use an ol id but expressive adage), “ saves at the spigot but loses at 

ung." 

What is true of the metropolis of the country is equally true of every city, 
town, village, and neighborh 

These facts could be multiplied almost without limit. 

The examination of the statistics of oleae pian and illiterac. 
aay civilized state or country will give results substantially in 
above. 

Carlyle says that— 

“If the devil were — through my country, and he applied to me for instruc- 
tion on any truth or fact of this universe, I should wish to give it to him. He is. 
less a devil knowing that three and three are six than if he didn't know ‘t; a light 
ers though of the faintest, is in this fact; if he knew facts enough, continuous. 
light would dawn on him; he would (to his amazement) understand what this uni- 
verse is, on what principles it conducts itself, and would cease to be a devil.” 


I desire here to introduce a series of tables compiled from various 
sources, but chiefly from the ceusus of 1480 and from returns gathered 
by the Bureau of Education. There are sometimes slight variations. 
in the results obtained by different agencies, but their general accord 
is an indication of their reliability. 

Several of the most important are taken from the report of the 
committee of the House of Representatives on the bill for aid of the 
Government for educational purposes. I refer to Mr. WILLIs’s report, 
very lately published; a report without which no examination of 
the subject will have been exhaustive, and with which nò one can 
consider his sources of information incomplete. 

These tables contain the substance of all the statistical matter in 
posador of the Government necessary for the study of the subject. 

pon several of them I have expended considerable labor personally, 
but to the wise, philosophical, and indefatigable efforts of the Bureaus 
of Education and of the Census the credit of this mathematical and 
statistical grouping chiefly belongs. 

There is necessarily some repetition of matter in showing different 
combinations of elements as they relate to different topics and prop- 
ositions, but it is believed that there are important features peculiar 
to each table, and that the present and future will find this statisti- 
cal roe one of convenient reference and perhaps of profound 
study. 
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These tables are twenty-four in number, and in order to facilitate 
reference to them I give a résumé of the contents of each. 
Table 1. Historical and statistical data of the United States. 


Table 2. Showing the area of the several States and Territories 
containing public lands, and the quantity devoted for educational 
purposes up to June 30, 1867. 

Table 3. Publie-school statistics of the United States in 1880, with 
number of teachers and pupils in private schools, prepared by Com- 
missioner of Education. Items too numerous to mention. 

Table 4. Showing the total population, school population, enroll- 
ment, average attendance, total number of teachers, length of school 
year in days, number of pupils or children not attending school, per 
cent, of school popaission enrolled in schools, per cent. of school pop- 
ulation not enrolled in school in eighty-six cities, census of 1880. 

Table 5. Illiteracy in the United States. 

Table 6. Illiterate population ten years of and over. 

Table 7. White and colored adult males and adult male illiterates 
of the two races. 

Table 8. Colored schools and enrollment in Southern States five 
years, from 1877 to 1851. 

Table 9. Giving the popular majorities received at the last three 
Presidential elections, and the number of illiterate voters as shown 
by census of 1880. 

Table 10, Comparative statistics of education at the Sonth. 

Table 11. The population and assessed valuation of personal prop- 
erty and real estate in States and Territories, from census reports of 
1860, 1870, and 1880. : 

Table 12. Amount raised by taxation for dg of public schools 
in each State and Territory during the year 1830. 

Table 13. Rate of taxation for school eral sd 

Table 14. Showing the population, total assessed valuation of 
property, total taxation, per capita of valuation, per capita of taxa- 
tion, rate of taxation, total indebtedness, per capita of indebtedness, 
by States and Territories. 


in various cities. 


Table 15. Assessed valuation of real and personal property, total 
popo anon by States, &c., and property per capita, the States and 

erritories arranged in groups. 

Table 16. Increase and decrease in assessed valuation in the several 
Southern States, as shown by comparison of census of 1870 and 1880. 

Table 17. School district indebtedness in the United States, 

Table 18. Valuation and taxation. 

Table 19. Selected cities, valuation and taxation. 

Table 20. Drawn from the returns of school statistics for the year 
1881 to the Bureau of Education, showing the number of youth not 
enrolled in school, and the expense of supplying them with the nec- 
essary school-ho teachers, and text-books, including wages of 
teachers, for a school three months the first year. 

Table 21. Drawn from the returns of school statistics from the 
Southern States and District of Columbia for the year 1881, show- 
ing the number of youth not enrolled in school, and the expense of 
supplying them with the necessary school houses and teachers, and 
the books and wages of teachers for a school of three months’ length 
for the first year. 

Table 22. Based on returns to the Bureau of Education for 1881, 
showing legal school population, total school expenditure, per capita 
of school expenditure, proportion of $15,000,000 to each State based 
on number of persons by census of 1880 ten years old and upward 
who cannot read, proportion of $15,000,000 to per capita of school pop- 
ulation of 1881, total of school expenditure including $15,000,000, and 
total per capita expenditure including $15,000,000. 

Table 23. Showing the sum of money which each State and Terri- 
tory would receive in the division of $15,000,000 among them ali 
in proportion to their relative population ten years of age and up- 
ward who cannot write (census of 1880, 6,239,958), 

Table 24. Showing the sum of money which each State and Terri- 
tory would receive in the division of 315,000,000 among them all in 
proportion to their relative population ten years of age and upward 
who cannot read. (Census 1380.) 


TABLE I.—Historical and statistical data of the United States. 
3 [Compiled from Report of the Commissioner of the Land Office for 1867.] 


States and Territories. | 


[U-8. Statutes.| Vol. 


f 
ORIGINAL STATES 


New York.... 


Maryland.. 
Virginia, si and West 


a Total 
c To the wh 


popnianon in 1860 was 31,500,000; -estimated in 1867 to be 33,500,000, 
te popasaon in Nevada should be added 10,507 Indians; and in Co'orado, ‘ 
trict of Columb: 


| Act organizing Territory. 


July 16,1790 1 
Mar. 3,1791 1 


2,261 
south of the Potomac River was retroceded to Virginia July 9, 1846 (Siatutes, volume 6, page 35). 


Act admitting State. 
Area insquare| Population in 
miles. 1860, a 


Page. |U.S.Statutes.| Vol. | Page. 
9, 230 326, 073 
7, 800 1, 231, 066 
1,306 174, 620 
4,750 460, 147 
47,000 3, 830, 735 
8, 320 672,035 
46,000 2,906, 115 
61,352 596, 
50,704 992, 
34,000 703, 708 
FETAR T 58,000 1, 057, 286 
1 37,630 1,155, 684 
1 10, 212 315,098 
3 30: 964 33301 802 
2 2 B41, 346 708, 002 
2 3 33, 1,350, 428 
1 3 47,156 791, 305 
À ee alee 
a n ‘ 

Std Wrote Nia Pehl Mar. 3,1820 3 b 35,000 625, 279 
743 | Mar. 2, 1821 3 b65, 350 1, 182, 012 
493 | June 15, 1836 5 52,198 435, 450 
209 | Jan. 26,1837 5 b50, 451 749, 113 
654 | Mar. 3,1845 5 59, 268 140, 425 
235 | Mar. 3, 1845 5 50, 045 674, 948 
AeA le La 29, 1 9 b 274, 356 604,215 
10 | Mar. 3,1347 9 53, 924 775, 881 
seer! Vien baad t. 9, 1850 9 b188, 981 805, 439 
408 | Feb. 26,1857 11 83,531 173, 855 
323 | Feb. 14, 1859 il 95, 274 52, 465 
277 | Jan. 29,1961 12 81,318 107, 206 
anes Keitel ELAT Dec. 31; 12 BB O00 |b ERA 
209 | Mar, 21, 13 112; 090 c6, S57 
Te A eae eel 13 b 104,500 c34, 277 
277 | Miar. 1,1867 13 75, 995 28, 841 

121,201 

88, 056 

240! 507 
113,916 €360,000 

90, 932 

143,776 

A MRE KIRA 68, 991 
di0 m. sq. J 126,990 
557, 390 70, 000 


b Area taken from geographical authorities and not from public surveys. 
Indians. d As estimated January 1, 1865. e That portion of Dis- 
J By census of 1867. 


Marcy 18,. 


TABLE 2.—Showing the area of the several States and Territories containing public lands, and the quantity devoted for educational purposes bg Congress. 
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up to June 30, 1867. 
[Compiled from Report of the Commissioner of the Land Office for 1867.] 
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«The whole quantity liable to be issued under the act of July 2, 1862, is 9,600,000 acres. 


prepared by Commissioner of 


Education. 


TABLE 3.—Publie school statistics of the United States in 1880, with number of teachers and pupils in private schools, 
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TABLE 3.—Public school statistics of the United States in 1880, with number of teachers and pupils in private schools, de.—Continued. 
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Arizona... 4,212 2,847 
8,042 8,170 
26, 439 20, 637 
$e aaa 
3.970 | “2506 
CB TDL [i erecuccsesncce 
24,326 17,178 
514,082 | 29,585 
62,090 b1, 287 
61, 154 |. 


a For whites; for colored 6-16. w In academies and private schools, 
bIn 1879. æ Estimated average number of pupils. 
eIn 1875. y Includes the United States deposit fund,as reported in 1878, amounting to 
d Census of 1870. $4,014, 521. 
eIn 1878, zIn State and United States 4 percents, ordered to be sold by the last Legisla- 
J Estimated. ture. 

In 1873. aa Exclusive of 1,000,000 acres of swamp land made subject to entry sale by 

In 1877. last Legislature. 
¿In the Cherokee, Choctaw, and Creek Nations, bb Funds in the five civilized tribes, whole or part interest of which is used 
jin the five civilized tribes, for school purposes. 
kFor the winter, ec From rents in 1879. 
lIn white schools only, dd State apportionment. 
m In cities; 176 in counties, ee Includes revenue from other funds, 
n In evening schools, 61. Jf Apparently does not include interest on the United States deposit funds. 
o In the counties; in cities and towns. gg State appropriation in lieu of interest on permanent fund. 
p Approximately. ‘As far as reported by State superintendents; accompanying is a more specifie 
r Number necessary to supply the schools. report on this point, which approximately exhibits (if we exclude the p ra- 
t Private schools in public buildings. tory work done by private normal schools) the number of private institutions, 
u In 1879; exclusive of New Orleans private schools. with teachers and pupils in them, giving secondary or superior instruction in 
vin 1879; exclusive of Philadelphia. each State and Territory. 


TABLE 4,-—TZable prepared at the request of Hon. H. W. Blair, by the Bureau of Education, showing the total population, school population, enroll- 
ment, average attendance, total number of teachers, length of school year in days, number of pupils or children of school age not attending school, per 
cent. of school population enrolled in schools, per cent. of school population not enrolled in school in eighty-six cities (census of 1880). 
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TABLE 4.—Table prepared at the request of Hon. H. W. Blair, by the Bureau of Education, &e.—Continued. 


ulation. This is due to the fact that they are allowed to attend school after the school age established by law. 
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Average attendance about two-thirds of enrollment or one-third of population of school 


Thirty-four cities 50 per cent. and upward not enrolled at all. 
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TABLE 5— Illiteracy in the United States, census of 1880. 
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